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The histories of Minhdj, BaranI and *‘Afif provide most of the
inforﬁntic;n avauable' to us about the political history of the sultanate N
of Deihi for the period 1206-1398. Thase works, however, must be vieved
within the context ot the adm:l.niatrativa%nd social positions held by .

' each man. All three were mem!:ers of the ruling class in hthe larger sense
of the term and their histories clearly reflect the interests and concerns
of this clasa rather than of -the socie—ty in general. In addition, t}mlr
biases whici: vere based on personal preoccupations defined the contents
and nature of their histories. The work of these three historians,

viewed nggi‘nﬂ: this baékground, will Qnrich our knwledgi of the age.
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Les écrits histor:{.quea de Minhdj, Barani et *AfIf nous foutniapant

»

. la plus grande parte de 1’ 1nfochion disponible pour 1l'étude-de 1'histoire

politique du sultanat ‘de Delhi pour la période 1206-1398. ‘Toutefois ces -

LY

travaux doivent €tre considérés dans le cadre des fonctions administratives
i et sociales de chacun des historiens. Tous les' trois étaint issus de la -

classe dirigeante, au sens large du mot, et leurs travaux refl€tent lés

- .

intéréts et préoccupations de cette classe plutdt que ceux de 1'ensemble
s .

o

de la société. De plus, les préjugés de ch;c;xn relevant de sa situation
individuelle, definit le contenu et ‘la nature de ses travaux. Considérés

sur cette toile de fond, les écrits de chacun de ‘ces t:ois auteurs doiveut

enrichir notre connaissance de la période. . ..
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' () ' : " PREFATORY NOTE

' The system of transliteration used in this thesis 1s based on the
Arabic gsystem provided in the Transliteration Table of the Institute of
Islamic Studies (See Appéndix B). For the sake of uniformif:y the Arabic

L] /

rather than the Persian, has been followed throughout.  For letters not in

the Persian or Arabic alphabet, the Urdu syscem' has been used. For Sanskrit
names, the system used in the Deﬁartmnt‘of Religious Studies, McGill
Univergity has been followed. Well known plac:e names have not been traslit-
erated and other common words such as sultan have not been treated as 4
foreign word\u'. . Plui'als, except for the widely current ones such as ‘ulamd’,
h&v;e been made b; adding 's' to the Arabic or Persian singulars, the 's'
not/: being underlined. Some othgr liberties have been taken for the aake'
of Junifomity of tfansliteu:ion. In place of the Persian ke, ki has.been
used and constructions such as Fatdwd-i Jahdnddr] are spelt with a simple

iddfeh instead of as Fatdvi-yi Jahinddri.
.When two dates are given, ‘the First one is according to the Muslim

e

Bl calendar. For converting dates from the Muslim into the Christian calendar

the conversion system as given by G. s P. Freeman-Grenville, The Muslim

and Christien Calendars (London: Oxford University Press, 1963) has bean

~

followed.
/

The bibliography includes only those ‘ourccn which have been cited
in the notes. Other material used in the prepa;ution of this work, but

‘not included in the references, does not appear in the bibliography. 'l'h‘a

abbreviation EIZ stands for ‘the second edition of the Encyclopedia of Islam.
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« " -INTRODUCTION

The decision of the Royal Asiatic Society in the middlg of the
nineteenth\century to pdbli.lh historic;l texts relating to the history
of India was to have f-r-renctgidg effects on historical scholarship in
India, effects that are ntilll with us today. Beginning in the early
1860's, under the supervision of Major W. Nassau Lees, a new series of

Persian texts apﬂured in the Bibliotheca Indica series, a series which

'undl t:hen had concent:rat:ed first on Sanskrit and then on Arabic texts.
The availibility of med:leval texts in printed form was to influence

the later works on the h:lltoty of medieval India. ¢

£

? 'fhe history of the sultanate of Delhi continues to be written
primarily from literary sources, though the size of the material ;cog-
tulted has continued to grow, expanding to include published and u&pub—

lilhm\i works of both religious and political nature. This almost t.ot:al

dependence “on literary sources is best illustrated in one of the more

¥

/

Tecent works on the period, A Comprehensive History of Imli.a.1 This

large undertaking, thouélg ambitious @d commendable, is again based
almost solely on literary sources. One of the reasons for (and also one
of the results of) this dependence is the failure of scholars of/;edi-
gvnl Inciia‘n history to develop afuthodology in vhich other sources
such as architectural, archaeological or numismatic materials, to name
the'mnt obvious, :cin be used to supplement the utnrn"y_ sources.
Another reason for this hsavy reliance il the sheer pre-ponderance of

literary sources over other types. The i-\potuncn/gdf the literary sources

lies in their mass (though the smount of material available is still
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. Tabaqdt-1i NisirI of Minhdj-1i 'S‘ir'aj Jizj&nI (eds. W. Nassau Lees, Khadim

_Fakhr-i Mudabbir (ed. Abmad SuhaylI, Teliran, 13%6/1927-28), the Rihlah

far from what one would wish): One’ cannot”ignore or get away from

them; no matter how much one is avare of their inherent limitations.
{ - » L
For the history of the Delhi sultanate, the following are readily
— W \

available: Kitdb al-Hind of al-BIrGnI (ed. E. C. Sachau, London, 1887),

Hosain and ‘Abd al-Hai, Calcutta, 1864), Ad3b al-Harb wa ai—él’uja‘at of

of 1k Bg.cgﬁgatvxi (ed. Agha Mahdi Buéain,-urodi, 1953), AmIr Khusraw's o

Duwal RanI Khidr Khin (ed. Abdulghani Mirz@@év; Dushanbe, Tajikistan, 1975),,

Khard'in al-Putib (ed. S. Moinul Haq, Aligarh, 1927, and M. Wahid Mirza,.

Caléutta, 1953), Nuh Sipihr (éd. M. Wahid Mirza, London, 1950), Qir'in
al-Sa‘dayn (ed. Mawlwl Muhammad Ismd¢1l, Aliguh, 1918, and Tehran, i297/
1880), Tughlaq Nimsh (ed. Saiyid HEshml FarIddbidI, Aurangabad, 1939),
the .Tl'rIkh;i Firlz Sh#hI (ed. Saiyid Ahmad Khan, Calcutta, 1862), and

Fatiwd-1i JahindArl (ed. Afsar S&lim,Khan? Lahore, 1972) of Diyd' al-DIn

Barani, Firiz Shih Tughlaq's Putihdt-i FirGz Sh&hi (Delhi, 1302/1884-85),

the Ta'rIkh-i Firiie Sh@hI of Shams-i Sirdj *Afif (ed. Maulvi Vilayat

Husain, Calcutta, 1891), FutGh al-Saldtin of ‘Abd al-Malik ‘IsdmI (ed.
Agha Mahdi Husain,Agra, 1938, and M. Usha, Madras, 1948), the Ta'rTkh-1i
Mubdrak Shih of Yahyd SirhindI (ed. M. Hidayat Husain, Calcutta, 1931), /

Siyar al-Avliy®' of Sayyid Mubammad ibn Mubd@rak Kirmini (Delht, 1302/. - °

4/ * - ~ i\
1884-85), Khayr al-Majdlis compiled by panIdHQalandar (ad. Khaliq Ahmad
Nizami, Aligarh, 1959), Fava‘ id al-Fu‘dd of Amir Hasan S1ijzI (ed. M.
Latif Malik, Lahore, 1966).

This list, by no means comprehensive, gives one an idea of the

variety of material availsble. The avnii'atgil:&ty of this material,
\
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though obviocusly a blessing, can often prove.to be a disadvantage. Ready
made historiu,lwith their aura of belag ‘authentic'.and 'contemporary’,
often d\ill;:‘thp critical ;anaes of scholars. TAhe temptation to paraphrase
existing hg:;:riel an@ to trangsmute them into modern hiatfo;iaa\}is easy

and great. There %an, ofcourse, be no excuse for shoddy scholarship,
but the existence of a historical account, contemporary or near contem- ',
porary, is an invisible trap. 'rhg existing sources tend to pre-define the
format of modern works. There ii just one example in the chapter on ‘F’!rﬁz

Shih 'I.'ngl'\laq in the Cowprehensive History of Incli.).2 Even an otherwise

experienced historian such as Banarsi Prasad Saksena divides his chapters
on lines slmost identical with those of ‘Afif's history.
u 1

The first collection of major histories of the medieval period

in one set of volumes began appearing in the 1860's. John Dowson, working

on the posthumous papers of Henry H./Eniot put together The History of

India as Told by its Own Historians in eight volumes. Elliot was an

important member of the Indian Civil Service and was appointed Foreign
Secretary to the Government of India before he died. In 1849 he had

published the first and fourth volumes of his Bibliographical Index to

the Historians of Mohammedan India.l’ This consisted of tracts of texts
and translations .from manuscripts that h:),hld collected. : After Elliot's
death, Dowson wag QCruatad with tgr:ingtng out a more expansive version of
the histories. In this version, the i;i:.tprles appeared only in !;rnncla- '

tion.

The motivation for the tremendous labour that went into the

USRI

preparation and presentation of this work, however, was not the

et

enhancement of historical scholarship. Political manipulation of

a
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public opinion for the benefit of British rule coloured arnd distorted
-

the work and diminished its value. Elliot's original preface in the

Bibliographical Index, which was also included in.the first volume of

t

The mssgg -of India, sets out in unequivocal terms what the edifura

~

Habib has

Janted /tg achieve from their, endeavours.

i

of these volumes

eface’ and S. H. Hog_;e\&lis has very

N

)

L1—€he inaccuracies in translations.

extensively commented{on

painstakingly Gpointed x\'- There
is a need, however, to restate the objections to Ellior and Dowson's
work, not with the intention of adding to Habib's basic criticism of it
but because of the subsequent publishing history of these volumes. The
original edition, though still widely in circulation, is not always

available. A new édition of the work has, however, been printed.7

For some inexplicable reéason, the new edition of The History of India

does not contain the original preface of Elliot. Thus the users of this
2

later edition are presented with txansiations of medieval texts which
look totally {nnocent. By the removal of what was an ’eiplii:it stat;amegt
of intent by the editors, rea&en are not informed of the inhere/nt
dangers of using the texts which were originally pu; cogethe;: to show
the histoty of India, prior to the arrivaI. of the East India Company, in
as unfavoursble & light as it coulg possiblé be shown.

° There is a reciprocal relationship bet:we’eq‘ the historian ;nd

and the hi;tory‘ that he writes (or in the case of Elliot and Daﬁaon,

perpetuates). Facts do not speak for themselves. They are made to

-

. speak by the historian who selects, arranges and presents them.?

L ' -
History for_,m\lj.gt was utilitarian, i.e., 1t had to serve a purpose.

Elliot illustrates this attitude clearly when he defends the official

& - _ .

&
2
K
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neglect of historical buildings (.1n this case the ~ms~) with the
argument that they were no -lgnger useful.g And to what use did Elliot
want to put his history? Convinc.ed of the Britishers' 'high destiﬁ"\\
as rulers c;f India, 110 Elliot wanted to make the "Nat;ve ;ubjects more
sensible of the immense advantages accruing to them under the mildness
and equity of our rule“.l\l He realised that this was diffitult under.
conditions which tended to "preclude 411' natural symapathy between

sovereign and sub _1ect:."]‘2

Convincing the ‘'native subjects' of the benefits of British rule

nece;sicated a vivid presentation of the 'dark ages' from which the
"Bast India Company had rescued them. And this dark age was the period
when India was subjected to the tygrclry of 'Mohammadan' rulers. The

need that the Company and the British officials felt for convincing their
'native subjects’' of the degeneration and tyranny inhereat in 'Mohammadan'
¢rule was pre‘nsing’. One of th; main hindtances in the way of the
territorial expansion of’the Company was the state of Awadh still ruled

by Muslims. The connection between Elliot's endeavours and the eventual

o,

annexation of Awadh needs to be 1nventignte’d.13! One is tempted to believe

[ .
that Elliot had Awvadh in mind when he wanted his readers to turn their

eyes to the present Muhammadan kingdoms of India, and examine
‘the character of princes, and the condition of the people
subject to their sway, we may fairly draw a parallel betwe@n
ancient and modern times under circumstances and relations
nearly similar. We behold kings, even of our own creation, sunk
" in sloth and debauchery and enmlating the vices of a Caligula

or a Commodus. (14) —
 The fear that for the Indians, Muslim rule was preferable to- the rule
! ;

of the Goapany vas real. It was proved by one of the first acts of the oo
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" devoting a major part of his-efforts to collecting and translating

- e SRS

. ¢
mutineers in 1857 who proclaimed the 1nconsequant1¢.i Mughal ruler
as the Emperor of India., ‘ /

The need to destroy this preference for Muslim rule was

, essential if the 'native subjects' were to be convinced to stop

fretting and accept that "a more stirring and eventful era of India's

‘had comoﬁced. To do this it was imperative that the Muslim
rule be "set forth in a truer light, and probably be held up to the
execration of Mnnl';ind"]'6 so that the 'bombastic Biblis' would stop

complaining about the rule of the British. Elliot therefore set about

[,
v

histories of a country ''where fairy tales and fictions are included under

the general name of his:ory".” Elliot's total lack of sympathy for the

subject to which he devoted himself with such admirable enthusiasm
. immediately makes his endeavours suspect. He télls us that these histor:&ea
have no 'intrinsic value’ in‘ themselves. The general nature of the

histories wgts"sumrised by him as:

without a general reflection or suggestion which is not of the

most puerile and contemptible kind; and without any observations
calculated to interrupt the monotony of successive conspiracies,

revolts, intrigues, murders, and fratricides, so common in

Asiatic monarchies, and to which India unhappily forms no exception. (18)

!
Having pre-judged these histories, Elliot and Dowson sat about
[

doctoring the texts to.fit into the pattern that Elliot had conceived -
for them. Whenever any observations interrupted the monotony of revolts,
conspiracies, intrigue or murders, Elliot (and later Dowson) edit them

out. Therefore, depending on their version of Barani's Ta'rikh-1 Firiz

Shahl, we would learn nothing of ‘Ald' al-Din KhaljI or GChiyith al-Din

(" —

Tughlaq's revenue arrangements. All portions of ‘AfIf's history which




do not fit into Elliot's description of the histories were aimilarily
omitted. Examples of such motivated editing can be multiplied endlessly.
The work of Elliot and Dowson has had tremendous consequences.

Generation after generation of acholars went to their work for easy

access to the aources~19 The knowledge of the languages in which these

sources were written became almost unimportant. The later historians AN

deprived of a knowledge of the sources in their original form;,

agsimilated the preconceived biases of the editors. A study of works A

of history which have relied of Elliot and Dowson's work for their

material would be extremely interesting and instructive. Such a study

could document how far Elliot and Dowson's prejudices have been

unconsciously carried over into modern historiography of medieval Indian

history. This is not the place, howe«/ier, to examine the harmful effects

of Elliot and Dowson's work in detail. An example concernin{g one as?ect

of medieval Indian histo%;y will, however, be examined. |

Elliot was particularly concerned witl; instructing the Hindt.)

'race' about how much better off they were under the British than under

Muslim rulers. He informs us that the histories that he had collected

tell us of ) | ‘ : : ' :
++esBindus slain for disputing with mnaxm{mldans, of general
prohibitions againat processions, worship, and ablutions and
of idols mutilated, of temples razed, of forcible conversions
and riages, of prescriptions and confiscations, of murders

and massacres, and of the sensuality and drunkeness of the tyrants
. who enjoined them. (20) _- .

S R

Ty

If ve are to believe Elliot, the Muslim rulers followed a policy
bordering on the genocidal againntd their Hindu iubjects. He is -

therefore surprised when Hindu writers do not back him up: , ’
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there is not one of this slavish crew who treats the history

of his native country subjectively, or presents us with the"

thoughts, emotions and raptures which a long oppressed race

might be supposed to give vent to, when freed from the tyranny

of its former masters, and allowed to express itself in the

language of the heart without constraint and without adulation. (21)

{Compare Elliot's views on the condifion of Hindus under the

Muslim rulers to those of a modern scholar. Majumdar in an essay on
Hindu-nuslim relatfons during the period of the sultanate of Delhi talks
of Hindus being denied their 'etvil righta',\and the 'right to public

worship', of 'indignities and humilities (sic) inflicted upon them as a

—

generai policy', of 'acts of terrorism’ against the 'hapless Hindus'

and Qg the Hindus being the ‘object of utter contempt', a feeling which
'animated all the Muslim conquerors and is echoed in all the Muslim
chronicles'.z2 Ma jumdar, it mdat be pointed out, depends entirely on ’
Elligt and desoéi? work for his knowledge of the 'chronicles' that he
talks about. It is notj being suggested that Ellioé and Dowson are
responsible for Majumdar's views on Indian history. Buk would it be

too fanciful to conjecturé that ﬁ;juméar's views might have been
modified had he read the 'chronicles' from which he derives his informa-
tion in their original form? “ h

8. A. A. Rizvi has completed a similar project, of collecting,

editing, and tranglating the major sources of med£§v31 India; history.23
More accurate, and(leaa distorted in its editing, the work, nonetheless,

s/

has not been properly valued and it has not gained the.currency which

4

- should have been its legitimate due. The work is in Hindi, which for

I

some unclear reason has hindered its use even by sﬁholérs who know the

language. In the works by Indian scholars, one comes across far more J

' |




refere&ies to Elliot and Dowson's work than to Rizvi's work. The only

reason that suggests itself to us is that the reputation of The Hiat&rz

of India is still too well established for modern researchera to look

elsewhere for the same material.

-3
S

. The literary sources for this period, particularly the more

common one;, have now been eae{ly available for more than a century
in printed form. HBut the work of evaluating and analysing these
s;urces has long been neélected. Habibullah and Mahd{ Husain did
survey articles deal}ng with the sources of the petiod-z4 Theirs was

N

a commendable beginning, but it failed to set a trend. Individual

historians, BaranI being the most popular, have been studied. Habib,
Rashid, S. H. Barani, Nurul Hasan, Nizami, Lal, Haq, Hardy, etc. have all

studied BaranI.zs Minh&j has been studied rather perfunctorily by

Muntaz Hoin.26 Habib and Wahid Mirza have studied Amir Khusraw,27

28

Roy, the FutGhdt-i Firiz Shdhl,” and Riazul Islam the SIrat-i Firiz

§9§2§.29 But no major atéemp: was made to study the major works in
relation to each other till Hardy published his wori in the' historiography
of the sultanate period.3° Hardy's views on individual historians and

' . on the trends of Muslim historiography during the period of the sultanate
were provocative and una;captable to quite a few historians who found
that Hardy neglected the matéfial forces in history by concentrating
on intellectual trends. Therﬁ)wau objection also to his ;mphnaiu on
the religious thought of the historians he studied (BaranI, ‘Afif, ‘
‘Sirhind!, ‘Igim% and AmIr Khusraw). Hardy's work, however, has failed to

) - ,

provoke the reaction which such a competently argued and well written

thesis should have evoked. No major work on the hiato;iography,of

T R
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the sultanate of Delhi has followed.>:

e

At a seminar on medieval Indian historiography organised in

32

Delhi in 1966, Nizami and Askari,”  both of whom dealt with the

histotiansﬁincluded in Hardy's work, disagreed with Hardy, but only

Nizami cook\iqsue with him over a major pbint. Only one other scholar

- has taken up the challe;ge thrown down by Hardy in & major way. Mukhia
in his ntud& of the historiography of Akbar's period has included a ji
discussion of the historians of Fhe sultanate of Delhi.?3 That this ,
discussion was provoked by Hardy is proved not only by Mukhia's

arguments, but also by the fact that Mukhia covers only the historians

(with the addition of Minhdj) that Hardy had dealt with. The‘fact that
Mukhia should discuss these historians of the sultanate as a background ‘
. for his main work while ignoringlche historiography of the reign‘of
Babur, Humdyiin and Sher Shdh SGr proves that Haréy's work is the main
‘ inspiratioqibehind the work. Though only meant as an introduction to
the study'of the hiscdriography of a later period, Mukhia's work too
raiges important issues. Other works have been added to studies of the
N historiography of the period. Hardy has continued contributing articles
h on the aubject.'34

kY
« A
Others have supplemented Habib's earlier works on ?

But: much more remains

2

histi Teeurds by Bfudying other sifl sourc ,35

to be done in this field.

// Also, 4 lot more work has to be done t9/make the maximum use.cf

I tée sources available to us. The various hidtories must be analysed
separately but also studied in relation to one another.{LSuch a study is
necessary in order to find out what chafacteristic§ are general and there-

fore intrinsic in the‘éirks and which ones are peculiar. Knowledge of these

:
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i;) C characteristics is fundamental to understanding the nature of these
sources. Through a study of the sources in a larger framework the
basig tre;ds, tendencies and pre-occupations can emerge. Historio-
graphical studies, apart from helping towards the writing of geméral
h:lat:ories,36 are,also a part of this general history. Through the
#  study of these :ources, the works of 1nd1v1d;al men, ;’contribucion can
be made towards recoﬁstructing the intellectual history of the sultanate
of Delhi. These sources have been the essential }lw material with which
nearly all history of the Delhi sultanate has:been conatructed and it
is 1mperative to come to terms with the nature of this raw mnterial.
Only by being familiar with {ts strengths and drawbacks can we know what
to do with it and how to best utilise it. ’
This thesis is an attempt to study three historians of the
, sultanate period and their works. The‘thiee historians chosen are Minhdj,
éaraui and ‘AfIf. A word must be said about the choice of the three.
Three historians have only been chosen for study in order to limit the
"size of this work. These ‘three (and any three could have been chosen)
havevbeen selected for one simple reason. They cover the history of thei

37‘frbm the time when Qﬁtb al-

Véultanate of Delhi in an uninterrupted way
Y Din Aybak found himself indepandent upon the death of his master to the
death of Firuz Shdh Tughlagq, follawingfwhich Timir's invasion destroyed
the central aqthority of the sultanate. Both BaranI and ‘Af1f were
conscious of this continuity. Barani claims to-have picked up the .
thread of hiutory from where Minhij had left it, and “Afif clnimcd to
- . have been completing the history left unfinished by Baranl. J

‘:) ' The work of thegp htatorians will be atudied in o{aor to
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pinpoint and trace the evolution of ideas and attitudes -- Lowards

\
state and kingship, religion and politics, society and non-Muslims.
Their poligic&l and gocial concerns and fears will be dealt with, and

R S TP —
‘an attempt will be made to see how far they are reflective of :hei;k\‘\\\\\

e \\\
times. - '

In awareness that there is a direct relation between the historian
and his history, the personﬁl ambitions and predelictions of our th?ee . f
authors will be examined in'order to place their'hiato;}as-in a better
perspective. This is the on}y way in whi?h the real nature of their
histories can be understood; through this process theié/;;liability oé -
otherwigse wili also become clear. Such a study will help us understand
why-they say what they say. Their attitude towards history and their

sources will be examined, and an attempt will be thade to outline their

methodology. Only by clarif&ing all this can their reliability and

worth as sources be evaluated. ’
, «
An explanation has to be given for dealing with these three

historians in igolation from the larger 'Islamic context’'. Our

approach is not the reverse of what Hodgson has classified as the
'Arabistic bi}s' £n th; field of Islamic studies.38 Placing and
evaluating thene‘three historians within an Indian rather éﬁan an
'Islamic' context is a deliberate attempt to study the evolutiqn of
historical writing in the sultanate of Delhi.' There is no intention
here to deny the’lnrger, non-Indian roots of the consciouéheas of these
hi;toriana. But ghia consciousness shows very definite signs of \

“ evolving away from its roots. Minhdj who was educated and whose —

coqaciousnesa was formed in the lands-included in 'Ialamdoﬁ' to use j

/

- \ j
|
|
|




0 A _ Hodgson's ﬂﬁraae, ahow; a definite awareness of Islamic intellectual
traditiops and of the fagt that the Huslii; of hi;,cimc were still
i;nked to the Muslims ‘outside India. He theréfore attempted to wiite B
a history of the world from Adam onwards. However, it waa_in respect, :
to his own period and situation:that his main contribution lies.

\\ . Baranl vri:ing a century later, was conscious of the formal demands of

\ history writing but only pays lip-service to them. ..As far as Baranl

was concerned, his chief interest lay within the fluctuating borders

of the Delhi pul:gnata. Baranl disapproved of the show of excessive

courtesy to ¢he envoys of the Caliph by Muhamnad ibn Tughlaq.39. One

may interpret his attitude as meanlng that extra~territorial connections

made no political sense to him. ¢AfIf goes further and writes only about
&

A

\ the sultanate of peth1.*® There is no denying that tracing the ante-
| :lgdﬁnts of medieval Indian historiography ip'Arabic and Pergian works
? - ;’w;\\d be useful. But since these histeries deal with India, we shall .~ :
| plac‘\them within a spccificllly'lndian cohtextlin order‘to {1iuninate

- \ - . - -
both the history and the historiography of this important region of ) fa
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W 363)7 general history I mean history encompassing all aspects of
: § human life and society: political, social, economic, cultural and
religious. )

- b .
% " 37Bntring the last six years of Nagir al-Din's reign.
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Khan, Bibliotheca Indica Series (Calcutta: Asiatic Societyof Bengal,
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O iq assumption is obviously based on the one work of ‘AfIf’
available to use, his Ta'rIkh-i FIriiz Sh&hI. It is realised that this
\wotk wag a part of & series of histories of the Tughlaq rulers. But it
must be stressed that the hiatory of ‘Afif i{s dealt with in this thesis
as an independent work, standing complete by itself (as the preface and
the contents show and in spite of the fact ,that no complete manuscript

has survived) and not just as a part of one larger work.
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~ , MINHAJ-I SIRAJ JUZJANI C .

The importance of the Tabaqat-i Nisirll of Minhdaj~-4 8iraj

' . JiizjinIz lies not only in its being the only continuous accourt of the

" ‘ Turkish conquest of northern Inciia, butalso in its being a chronicle of

U O
R
~

. the consolidation of the power thus acquired. It aiso set the trend

5

towards the main_tenance of chronological conﬁinuity, if it did not set

the tone, style and approach exhibited in the histories of Diyda' al-Din

3

Baranl” and Shams-i Sirdj ‘Aﬂ.f..4 The works of these three provide us

TR RS IR Sk Tl

with a continuous political history (with the ‘k%ept;on of six years) ‘

/ of the sultanate from its inception down to the end of Firiiz Sh&h Tughlaq's
~ «
reign (1388), that is till a decade before the sultanate was delivered

s . a death blow by the armies of Timir (1398).
D Of‘the three, Minhdj was ciosest ;:‘o the center of power and
‘ . . * maintained his relation to power. for the 1ong:st period of time.s His
own involvement as a stat‘:e functiénafy had yits disadvantages which will
! be discussed IHEer. But because of his clos/eneaa to politi,éal power (ana
the high ecclesiastical offices that he held, his work is extremely

important. He is a voice from.within the ruling élite. He also provides

e

R TR R R SRR .

& wealth of information regarding the various political events of the

i period and the'pérsonﬁel involved. No doubt he is s‘elec:}ive and biased,
§ . i but:v this in itself throws a great deal of light on the period and his

i . rdle therein. Since his is.the work~of an /a_cknowledged fdlim, the

é ’ c;% 1 ' ’;l‘abagilq:-i Nisirl could be 8 gooci’ source for an atten}pt(: to define the role
: TN
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! ;
that the ‘ulami' played in the establishment of the Turkish rule in

India. : |

The Tabaqat-i NasirI was an ambitious undertaking. Minhdj set

out to write an account of the maliks and sultans of Islam, both of T
‘Arab and of ‘Ajam.6- He began with Adam and Brought the story upto the
fourteenth year of the reign of Sultan Ndsir al-Din to whom he dedicated

his work. The rulers discussed are divided into twenty three _tabagalis;7

the first four deal with the Prophets, Muhammad, the Khulafdi'-i Réshidin,
the ‘Umayyads and the ‘Abbagids. He then condenses six dynggtiea. that

arose after the ‘Abbuids into one tabaqah, each dynasty being dealt

~with in a separate sub-division. The rulers of Yaman are dealt with in

4

the.next tabaqah. From tabaqah seven onvards, each dynasty merits an

. tabagah deals with the Mongols where ?gain the tabagah is' divided on

&

individual tabaqah. Each tabaqah is sub-divided, .these sub-divisiouns .
being based on individual reigns. ml\en he comes to the reign of Nisir
al«-DIn, the sub-chapter dealing with him is broken up into an annual

chronicle of his reign. Minh&j devotes the twenty second Eﬂ’!ﬂﬁ to a

biography of twenty five nobles of the sultanate of Delhi. The last

the bagis of individual reigns. Thus if the major part of his work 1
falls within the framewpr& of dynastic historiography, the part dealing
with Nasir al-Din fite into the Annalistic form.8

Each tabaqah b/egifxa with the origins of each dynasty, and each '
sub—divisioﬁsbegina witl.x the accession of the ruler and ends along with ) ?‘
his reign. Because of these ‘;lynutic-biographic divinion/bf )‘linhij‘; .
higtory, there is e great deal of overlapping which often leads to

confusion. The same event is mentioned a number of times, and very
{
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often the details differ. The dates, too, do not always aynchroni‘se..
e This state of aféairs alao has its advantages. The differences in
detail immediately warn. us not to take them as they stand and inform
I'x ' ua that they need to be ﬁroas-checked.

, . The tabaqahs become much more detailed by the time Minhdj

{) i - reaches nearer to his own times. He gives a list of ‘the names of the

sons, nobles, gadis, wazfrs and other maliks of Sultan Shams al-DIn

Iltutmish.‘m In his mention of the nobles, the largest notice is given
%’ to Ulugh Khan.,
1 ‘ Hinhij;s Taba;lit-i Nagirl can be placed in its propef— perspec-
:1 ‘*\\ tive only when we ?mlyue th/e role that the ‘ulamd' played in the '
:; ) foundation of/t:_h},nelhi sultanate. Minhéj was one of the leading ‘ul‘ami.

and also ong of the leading functionaries of the administration. Nizami,

‘ one of the lbgiliqé authorities of the religious history of the period,
Wi J

classifies Minhdaj al?ﬁ'g‘ with other ‘ulami', such as shaykh al-Isldm

Najm al-DIn Sughrd, as among those ‘ulami’' who were so involved in

things material that they had forgotten their religious duties.]fl He

asserts elsewhere that 'Muslim public opinion' not only treated such
- . [ ' . ,

‘ulami' with "contemptuous indifference but held them responsible for
all the vices and misfortunes of the Muslim communit n,12 In support
[ of his 'atgumenl: he quoies the rather dubious views of piyi' al-Din

BaranI. BaranI classifies the ‘ulamd

into two categories: the

‘ulamd'-1i dkhirat and the ‘ulami'~i dunyi.13 The former were those who

{

were interested in learning and piety and who were not attracted by

-

wealth or political affaira. The latter were those who had compromised

-

+ themselves by agreeing to serve the atata,la Bar/gni goes on to advise
& v
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the kings that tl:xey sinould entrust ma;:ters of state only to the former
type of ‘ulama'. Baranl, as we shall see in the next chapter, had
failed, much to his own ftuatration', to do well at the court. His
convclluted logic is obvious in this advice. If accepted, it would
immediately reduce the first category to the position of the second.

Algo by the logic of the argument itself, the ‘ulami'-1 dkhirat would

I
!

refua"é to accept such responsibility. Barani has indicated his own
admiration for Minhaj by includin% him in the list of the leadilng
‘ylamd' of the preceeding period.m Giving the reasons why he would
not covef the history of the period alrea'dy covered by Minhdj, in his
Ta'rikh«i Firtiz Sh@hl Baranl says that {f he ‘contndicts anything said

by Minhdj, people would consider it 1:ude.15 If this be true, to what

'Muslim public opinion' does Nizami refer? One would not basically
argue with t.hia simple sub-division of the ‘ulamd' but only with the
underlyiné value judgements. Minhaj, as ve s‘hall. see below was complete-
1y f.nvolved with politics and‘ the state. Does this make him less of
an ‘dlim? Or does it make him one of the 7ufam§'-i 8% or a 'wicked
mullah' in Azld's “aeﬁnlit:l.on of the concept:‘l16

One should discuss and argue about the role of the ‘ulamd' in
the foundation of the aultlm;te in this context. " Their historical /rol,e
c‘am.jxgt be discussed on the (fmsia of their Piety but :I.n\ terms of how |
cﬁeif learning, and the social and political position acqqireq because
of this learning, was used to bolster the position of the :uliné elite.
Minh&j] and other{ of the ‘ulamd' like him had as much at stake in the
;—‘.oﬂ':'uneo of the empire as did any other malik. Hinl;lj‘a work has,

therefore, to be seen as the work, not of a plous ‘3lim who was acquiring
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knowledge for personal merit, but as that of a state functionaryAWho
chﬁse to provide his services to'the rulers in three vital fieids in
which his talentL and learning were very useful. These were: propogan- _
da, education, and the administration of justice. Thege are no 'ifs' (
in history. But even at the risk of sounding unhistorié&l; one could
venture to assert that had affairs been left to the ‘ulamd’ who were
interested only in personal or social moral salvation, the empire would
not have been established in'northern India.

We know very littie about the religious heritage and roots of
the tribes who came to Indla. But it is very likely thatﬁthey were
recent convertu.l7 It'ia also likely that their conversion was motiva-
ted by very mundane conaideracions.— For the leaders, religion was as mu;h
a matter of politics as it was of personal faitbi Minhaj telIs'us that

\ .
both Ghiyath al-DIn and Mi‘izz al-DIn of Ghur were followers of the Qara~

mathian sect; and that Mi‘izz al«DIn converted to the Hanafl faith when he

realised that most of his subje&ts belonged to the ganiEI madhhab, making
it politic for him also to do so.ls The rulers of the sultanate of Delhi

also had the same attitude, and they found allies in many ‘ulama’'. These

N i

. SulamA' adopted a very practical approach to matters. They did not raise
embariaaiﬁg questions for the rulers. Compromises were continually

being made in the political and administrative fields, and the ‘ulama' '

learyt to do 80 in the religious field as well.

The Sultanate was not a theocracy as Tripathi;9 and Mahdi
HuuainZ[O have implied. Had the political affairs of the empir.e been
run gccording to stéict islimic dictates, thé empire would not have

been established, let alone have survived. The Muslims in India were .

o
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grossly outnumbered by the non-Muslim population. In India

rulers ruled over the largest percentage of non-Muslim population known :

|

in the political history of Islam.21 One cannot here go into t\he higtory

of the‘relationahip between religion and political pragmatism that had ;
been worked out by Muslim rulers elaewhere. What needs to be stressed j.»
is that no matter what equation had ‘been worked out outgide of India

it did not necessarily apply to India. No matter what traditions the N

invaders came with, the success of the Turks in establishing themselves

in India presumes that compromigses must have been made. N .

J
¢

The Sultans of Delhi adopted a very pragmatic approach towards
religion and ita enforcement. This is best illustrated in an incident

related by Barani. We have no proof of igs authenticity, but it could

) very well have been true. He relates that some of the leading ‘ulamd’
of Delhi went to Sultan Iltutmish and argued that since the Hindus weré
'the worst enemies of the Prophet' they .ah,ould be g‘i;e’n the choice
between Islam anddeath. ﬂtutmish referred the matter to his wazir

’ ) Nizdm al-Din Junaydi whose answer exemplified the basic attitude of the

: * rulers of the sultanate. Pacifying the ‘ulamd’ by accepting their view

that "there is no doubt that the Hindus should be given the cholce of

death or Islam since they are the worst enemies of the Prophet's religion",
he reminded them,how impractical such a solution would be:
But at the moment India has newly been conquered, and the

. ~ _ Muslims are so few that they are like salt (in a dish). If

! - the above orders are applied to the Hindus, it is possible

/ . that they might combine, and general confusion might ensue,

] and the Muslim would be too few in number to suppress this
general confusion. (22) (

The Sultans drew a distinct line between their personal faith

and their functions as rulers. Theilr attitude was essentially an / .
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/ eduéation, and especially during the early period of the sultanate, of

y—

exercise in political realism. Their .foleration of the non-Muslims

and their failure to stick to the letter of the sharI‘ah came about
not because of any personal.convictions but because of sheer
necessity.23 Shiha@b al-Din continued the ﬁrgure of the Hindu goddess

Lakémi on his coins,z4 and the coins of Qutb al-DIn Aybak displayed

R
Perpetuating a distinctly un-Islamic practice was

a bull on t:heul.25
not as lmportant as the necessity to have a coinage whiéf; was accepted
by most of their subjects.

This is not to imply that the Sultans ignored their ownt religion.

They could not have done so because their soldiery and the ruling élite

were still Muslims. Qutb al-Din patronised the learned men of his t:ime.26

Iltutmish also showed great deference towards them.27 He welcomed the

‘ulamd' lfl.eei.ng from the Mongc»lei28 and 18 known to have been very religious

in his personal ].ife.zr9
30

Minhd@} would deliver private religious discourses

‘to him. The Sultans must have realised the potency of religious sym-

bdlismal They made an overt show of tt/leir respect for symbols of Islam

such as the khutbah and the recognition of their claimg by the Caliph.u32

They never interfered with the personal law{of the Muslims .33 'rhei'r common

4

belief in Islam was the basic emotional bond between the sultans and

.,,gheir supporters. Their patronage of the ‘ylamd' was necessary because
{ . ‘ |

without the prestige of a royal heritage behind them;—they needed the

sanction of the ‘ulami' to add to their prestige. The ‘ulamd' also

fulfilled some important functions such as administration of justice,
propaganda. They were, for all practical purposes, employees of the

state. Obviously one is here talking of those ‘ulama'’ who had accepted




L

25

/‘,

F
‘ 1
to become a part of the political set-up. And it appears’ that quite a

\
large proportion, or the ones with better minds, opted for these mat-

erialistic pursuits. Aziz Ahmad points out that: "In theological
,

studieﬁ, the contribution of India,compared with that of other countries of

1

Dar al-Islam, was meagre and .. of regional-rather than universal impor-

tance. '/'34

—

For the ‘ulamd', there were many openings in the administration.

They could be appointed as qidis, shaykh al-Islim, mustawfl-{ mamalik,

35

Imdms, khatibs, muftls, etc. And the state succeeded in attracting \

some of the better known ‘ulami' to serve it. An example is that of

Najm al-Din Sughr®, a disciple of the *‘Irdql saint ‘Uthmdn-Harunl, who

was appointed shaykh al-Islém by Iltutmish.36 -

[Thelimportance of equcation had been realised by fhe conquerors
right from the very beginning. We k[naw from Minh@j that the maélrasahd
Firizi was already in existence in Uchch when he arrived there in 1227.37
Minhdj is also our authority for the existence of two qther madrasahs,

39 in Delhi. The former, as Day points

the Nasiriyah38 and the Mu‘zzi
out, was most likely built in the reign of Iltumish.l‘o The sultans
supported the madrasahs and the mosques through _;133_3_.41 In this way,
both public opinion and education was controlled by men paid by the state.
Qureshi, however, asserts that the ‘ulamd’' were f{:ee from political‘
pressure and cites examples of some of the ‘ulami's 'sturdy indepen-
-dence'.l/'2 ‘But one can safely presume that these examples of indepen-
dence were‘ far outnumbered by uﬁplee of the ‘uylamd's ac/quieae;\ce.

How else can one explain their failure to challenge the accession of
{

Radiyyah on legal grounds? It was left to a seventeenth century theolo-
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gian, ¢Abd al-Haqq DihlavI, to express his surprise at how the jurists
had supported such a flagrant violation of the conditions of the

Imdmat .

/ It speaks highly of the political acumen of the ‘ulama’ that _ —
they agreedxt bolsté‘r the position of the state by oot raising embarras~
;ing issues and creating more problems for the rulil;g élite which was
ailready in a perilious situation -- facing constant pressure from the

‘*Mongols while m\yving to deal with indigenous resistance from native
rulers. ‘1‘hey agreed tacitly top use their position to strengthen the
incipient institutions. As teachers they advocated obedience to the
sultan and political authority.u' They also were employed as agents of
propaganda. The best examplte 1s that of Minh@j himself who was called
upon to bolster the morale of soldiers trying to reduce an important
and defiant fortress. Minh&j had accompanied Iltutmish on his expedition
t{'.o Gwalior and had delivered numerous tadhkirs (religious sermons) to '
the t:rc:»ops.45 He was cailed upon once again to' calm the pat;i\cl-atr:lcken

population of the capital when the news of the Mongol attack on Lahore
reached ‘t'.here.“!’6 The ‘ulamii's status as respected men of learning waé
also used to maintain domestic peace. Minhdaj}, along with several other

g

learned men tried to mediate with the rebels who had challenged Sultan
Bahram Shah.*’ o -
7 . '
By being i{nducted into the administrative machinery of the statj',
/ t

the ‘ulamd’ played the same role as that of the amIrs’. Their prime
motivation was the survival of the sultanate. Having a vested interest

in the state, they could not have been interested in weak;n'ing it. But-

over a period of time, with the empire taking L‘oota, they developed their
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own vested interests\ﬁu\k‘\\started to u?e their éower for their own peculi-
ar purposes. They were av\aﬁ{\of their power as we can gee from their
insistence on confirming wheth\n:i\\o: not Iltutmish had been manumitted
before he became sult:an.l'8 As the c]ﬁ@f members of the judiciary and
becwse of the economic benefits that went: w\ith this funccion&' they
slowly strenthened their position. By che tin}\of Bahrém Shdh they were
beginqing to entrench themselves with the ruling élhg through matrimoni-
al relations with royalty.so We also find the ‘ulamid’ de\g\loping an

almost- feudal claim to power. Minhdj mentions the incident in 1285 when
~

after shayhk al-Islam Jamdl al:Din,  qdl and an Imdn had died, their
~

sons were appointed to succeed th st This custom of succession to \\\

office in the family is also borne out the subequent history of

Minh@j'e family. His grandson, Q&dl Sadr a\]}-pin ¢krif became the Qadi-1

mandlik of ‘Ald'al-Din and later becsme sadr-i Ean.sz §adr al-Din

¢Arif was also married to the daughtet of Ghiyath aldDIn Tughlaq.s

MinhZj-1 S{raj Juzjini was one ‘@lim who had dec\ided to make a

career in the service of the atate, and his career might be E)qiical of

54

s \\
many men of léarning. Born mogt probably in 1193, he came from-a well

- N
to do and learned family. He traced his genealogy back to the royal\
55

His father was appointed qadi-i lashkar attached \\

. . N
to the forces in‘Lahore by Sultan Mi‘izz al-Din Muhammad ibn Sim in 1186- .

87. His mother was a close companion of Princess Mah-i Mlk, the daughter
of Mu‘izz al-Din. A very pious lady who had memorised the Qur'd@n, and
wvho was well-vers,ed in hadith, she brought Minh@j up in the royal haram. 26

Minh&j was known to have been a _good orator, and the first '

" reference we have to his career occurs when he gave religious discourses
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near Sistdn in 1216-17 and was liberally rewarde{ for them. We t:he‘n.
hear of him being involved in the defence of the fortress of Tulak when )
it was beseiged by the Mongols for eight moﬁths.58 In 1224 he was, he
claim,’ entrusted tgy Malik- Taj al-Din Hasan-i Saldr Khd@n Pist to open
the caravan routes to Isfizdn and Qahis!:in, which had been disrupted by
thg Mcongols.59 In 1226-27 he was asked by Malik Tdj al~DIn Yanaltigin,
the ruler of Sistz‘m to negotiat; peace ‘termsg with the Mulahidah at whose
hands the former had suffered defem:.60

Minhd@j, like many others, looked \forward to migrating to India,
a l}a\ien for many ot:l_:er refugees 'fleeing the devastation caused by the

61

Mongols. ' He reached Uchch in Sindh in 1227. " NasIr al-Din Qubd@chah who

was then in control of the area appointed him to the Madrasah-i FirizI,
one of the earliest educational institutions established by the Muslims
An-India and also as g&dl of his son *Ald al-Din Bahrdm Shdh's forces. ®2
When Iltutmish's forces confronted Qubichah in the power struggle that
followed ngb al-DIn Aybak's death, Minhdj immediately establis}xed
contact witt't Iltutmigsh. He met T&j al-DIn Kazlak Khan, a malik accompan-
ying Ilt:ut:mish.63 He was preéged to. Iltutmish and accompanjed the
royal forces back to pelhi.“ This sort of o\ppoz_'tunism and an uncanny
ability to choose the winning side charnct:e\r‘iud_ Minhdj's career in
Delhi. \It also kept him, barring a.small in/éeflude; close to the cgncer—
of power. ‘ Lo
In 1231 umny acco&panied Iltutmish on his .expedition against

65

the Parihara ruler of Gwalior. The seige lasted for eleven months,

" and Minh3j was called upon to deliver morale-boosting tadhkirs to the

N

troops.66 When t{e fort:ru\s vas occupled, he was appointed the qadi,

N
N
R .
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khdtib and Imém of Gwalior.67 This was hig’' first royal appointment in

the Sultanate. He returned to Delhi in 1237-38. He avoids giviﬁg any

reagon but mentions only that he and 'other persons of note' did so on

Radiyyah's orders. InVDelhi the Nasiriyyah madrasah was entrusted to

him along with the qidi-ship of Gtrmlior.68 When Racjiyya§ was overthrown,
Minhdj was quick to swear loyalty to the new ruier, Sultan Mu‘izz al-Din
Bahradm Shih and con;posed a git‘ah in his honour, proclaiming him as a
'second Ilcucmish'.69 When the news of the Mongol attack on Lahore
reached Delhi, Minh3dj, by royal coninand, gave a discourse to pacify the’
people who "pledged their loyalty (anew) to the Sultan'.7o Within a few
months he was appointed as the qad1 of the capital and also as the gadi
al-qudat of the realm.’! When there was an insurrection against Bahrdm
Shdh, Minhd@j tried to interecede. He did not succeed and had obviously
identified himself with the other side because an unsuccessful assassina-
tion attempt was made on his life. Bahrdm Shiéh was then assassinated and

replaced by “Ald' al-Din Mas‘iid Shah. >

Minh@j resigned his job and left Delhi. Either he fdund/it
difficult to co-exist with the new clique that had come to power, or he
foresaw a dim f‘utuge for the sultanate which had seen the violent end
to three rulers within the cﬁuue of six‘years. He pro;:eeded towards
LakhnawtI. The three years that he spentin LakhnawtI were the only
ones that he had spent away from Del)xi ‘since his return from Oauliolr.

Tugh@in Khin Tughril, the muqta‘ of Lakhnawtl, received him with favour.
Minhd) accompanied Tughdn Khiin Tughril on his expedifion to Jadjnagar.

- ¢Al3' al-DIn Mas‘iid Shdh was displessed with the ambitions that Tughdn

Khén had shown, and he sent Tamar Khin to replace him. In 1245, Minh#}

/
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returned to Delhi where he ingratiated himself with the future Ulugh

Khd3n. He was reappointed to the Nasiriyyah college, made supervisor

of its endowments, and also appointed the qadi of Gwalior.73

With the accession of Sultan Nigir al-Dinm, and the accompanying

ascendancy. of Ulugh Khan, Minhdj was reappointed as the q3dI al-qudit in

74

1251. He lost his position temporarily when Ulugh Khdn lost power to

¢Imdd al-DIn Rayhin‘.75 When Ulugh Khin was reinstated in royal favour,
Minhdj too came back. In 1254, he was given the title of Sadr-i Jahan, 76
and the next year he was appointed the qidI of Delhi and once again as

77

the qddi al-qudat. We know next to nothing about 1413 last years. He

most probably continued {in power till 1260 when he brought hia' chr;micle
of Nagir al-Din's reign to an end. He is supposed to “have lived into
the reign of Balban. Habibullah insists that Minhdj died before Nisir
al-DIn.78 This view 138 not correct because Barani mentions Minhdj in

the 1ist of ‘ulama' of the reign of Balban.79 Why then did he stop

”~

writing in the middle of the reign of Nasir al-Din? Ravérty suggests
that he stopped his history in the fourteenth year of Nasir al-Din's
rei'gn \because "not being abie to chronicle victories, he refrained
from continuing his hiatory".80 Raverty also takes into account the
theory tim: the bregking off of the history was doane to avoid v}riting'
about the alleged murder of the Sultan by Ulugh Kh3n, This view has
been examined by Nizami who feels that Minhdj's silence is ﬁxdiacive

82

of there being something to hide. But the evidence available is in-

conclusive. One would tend to agree vith Hsbibullah that Ulugh Khin

had little to gain by murdering the Sultan when for all practical

purposes he had accumulated all power in his hmdc.sz

The most obvious
) X .

/
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explanation for Minhidj jscopping his work vhen he did 1is his age. He ‘
would ha've‘ been sixty-seven years old in 1260. Raverty does not think -
health was & factor because Minhdj continued in Balban's enpioyment:.83
But there is a clear indication of Minhd}'s declining health. In 1260, :
when the envoys of Hulagi vere receiv{ed in a magnificent ceremony by . ’ -
Sultan Ndgir al-Din, this once great orator had to aepend on one of his -
sons to read a poem that he had vritten in commemoration of the event.
And since his own expressed desire was that 'royal .grace may shine upon
this frail c.me',85 he might have wvanted to enjoy the fruits of his
labour.86 Thexre is also the suggestion that he fell into disfavour with
Balban who is Fredited ;vith some uncharitable resarks about him in a -
thirteenth century sufl source, the Sarir ai-gﬁ . /Balban is supposed ’
t<o have said: ‘ ’

I have three qidis; one of them does not fear me but does °

fear God; the other one does not fesr God but fears me; .

. the third one neither fears me nor God .... Fakhr NaqIila -

fears me but does not fear God; the .?gl-»i laghkar fears

God but does not. fear me. Minhdj nelther fears me nor .
God . (87) :

\ :
Knoving Minhdj's capabilities of staying on the right side of power,” ',
it is unlikely that he would have displeased someone wvhom he had

endeavoured so hard to flatter in his book. It is also unlikely - that

Balban would havae toiorit:ed someone of vhom he had such an opin‘iokf\

LL T R WA,

We know too much of Balban's ruthlessness to think otherwise. . \
{ A later authority,’ the Tadhkirah-i Subh Gulshan gives the year /
i
88

of MihE]'s death as 1274.°° But the source for this informstion has
not beerny nentioned. Whi; is likely is that ha:ving completed his book in
Nigir al-Din‘s reign, Minhdj lived om into the reign of Balban. Elliot

and Dowson's suggestion that the Tabasqit-i Nisirl was vritten during
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) ' the reign of Balban is not t:enable.89 IMinhij refera\to Balban only as_

‘Ulugh Khdn and not as“Ghiyath al-Din Balban, the name that the latter

v { adopted when he ascendgd the throne. Also, /if the book had been written |

! | . in the reign of Balban, what'would have stopped Minhdj from dedicating

it to him? After sall, the section dealing with him is longer than the

one dealing with Nasir al-Din to whom the book is dedicated.
Minh#j says that he completed his book on the fifth day of Rabi‘

. . & .
al-Awwal of 658 H. (17th February 1260).90 This date seems probable if

we consider that the last event he mentions in the reign of fﬂgir al-Din

3 ‘ ,’ 1s placed on- the thirteenth day of Safar of the same year (12th January
)

z/ 1260).91 But in the concluai,on of his account of Ulugh Khan, he mentions
. Shawwdl of 658 H. (Se?t:ember/October 1260);92 In the course of his
not:iceg on the inalika, he twice mentions Rajab 658 H. (June/July 1.260).93

What, therefore, seems likely is that he /‘had completed tabaqah twenty-one

L’@ . and présented it to Nasir al-Din ?n Rabl¢ al-Awwal of 658 H. He then
i | ; must have added the tabaqah on the nobles to present it to Ulugh Khan
' before adding the lagt tabaqah and formally comfpleting his work. The

. [
fact thaé;lhe mentions at ch{ end of his work what rewards he had

S RLRRAESRA T R T .
H '

received indicates that he
. o
. ) the work to Nésgir al-Din and Ulugh Khdn.

as making additions afterﬁaviug presented

Ny TR R T T

’ To evaluate Minhdj as a historian we h\ire to deal with the idea

- *  of what constituted a medieval 'historian’'. Askari classifies mnhﬂ,

along with Baranl and ‘AfIf, among others, as 'professional historian& ,94

ERGE L A

The’ eoncapt of a 'profesgional historian is difficult to visualise for

.
[ - ~

the period we are dealing with. Surely tHey earned money for writing

C ) (x{lutory, as we know Minhij did. But the money given was more in the [

{ . ‘ ' )

e _,W_&ngxnjmw"ﬂ -
14

T
By
—_
s
o

i

e T



T

—

—
i

form of a reward for flattery than as a recognition for one's talents as
a historian. The historisns of this period (or those who have come down
to us as historians) did not earn their living only by writing. Their "(
writings were usually offshoots of other jobs that they held. What then

would be the motivation for someone undertaking to write history?

-

Obviously there were the more mundane reasons such as monetary and other
benefits that. would accrue from such a venture, especially if the work
pleased the ;mthorities. There vere also intellectual reasons for
writing, as well as persomi\l reagons which we will see in the case of
Barani. History vas one way of 1napir1:ng loyalty and enthusiasm for
Isldn. At a time when the world of Islam had received serious blows at
the h;;xds of . the Mongols, such as the sack of Baghdad, re;:ailing the
glories of the religion and the cul;uré of Isla; was one way of restoring
the social confidence in Islam. Also history was an integral part of

the education of a medieval Muslim, and it is not surprising therefore
v Y -
that an educated man should attempt to contribute to it. As Rosenthal

puts it: . i .

/ :
Since historical Koowledge was the indication of one's education, | /
it must have been a tempting thought for an educated amateur to
venture into historical writing. However, in an environment
where stylistic requirements in any branch of literature were .
very high, there cannot have been too many who felt themgelves
qualified to write on higtorical subjects. There was no sharp

division between-historical amateurs and historical scholars. L
(95) , ;
- g

S0 we can assume that i!inblj, an educated and well-informed man, would - y
% . J :

have taken to writing history for rena‘ous _materigl as well as intellectu~

: , , .
al. What Askari might mean”in calling him & professional historian is .
that he, }ike the others he names, are known for their books on history

-

while Amir Khusraw, in connection with whom he —énc the statement, was , / -

. p
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essentially a poet, history being only incidental to his work.
But can we let the matter rest here? Were Minhdj's non-material

, motives limited to glorifying Islam per se? Understanding Minhdj's
political outlook, or.trying to describe its outline from Ahe ‘clues that .
we can find in his work are the key to understanding the history that he
wrote. By tying up the political fortunes of the military commanders
who were trying to carve out a territorial base for themselves in ;ndia
with the glory and the destiny of Islam, he was defining his own politi- |
cal commitments. H;.nhlj wags a careerist par excellencs. When he found
‘that it was onls; beyond the Indus that he could make a safe career, he
gongicced himgelf to the cause of the state with all his energiee; mental
and pi:ysical. And! Minhaj had proved also that he could beﬂa 'holy
\ warrior' .96 ‘Pdlitical authority was “the only legitimate cause he knew.

It is because of this attitude that he did not have any compunctions

against praisingRadiyyah, ‘Al3' al-DIn Mag*Gd Shah and Bahrim shah all

in /ﬁhe course of 8 few pages. It is also because of this simple, basic

and underlying belief, that his history lacks ahy other obvious forms of

palif:ical theory. Speaking of kingship, he says only that king's should

have virtues/qualities of all kinda.97

The lessons that he wants to
A : teach through his hist;ry are also in keeging w‘i‘th his attitude. For
( . - example, "The object in (félating) this il;cident was this, that it is
essential that sovereigns should ever be circums;;ect and vﬂigi’l.axit:, and
should never leave (their) arms';ut of their own possession, and should
not place confidence in asmyogle."98 Or as elsewhere: ,
g \ The warning here conveyed is, that it behooveth not a man, in_any
C / case, to be passive in the matter of his own safety, particularly -

) , when in a place he may be holding parley with a foe, or be in ‘the
: - company of an enemy; and he ?hould see to his own preservation for

— S————— .
Ty o L anat



some useful purpose, and not be without a weapon. . . . (99)
We therefore have to:.read Minh#j's history keeping in mind that

his theory of history embraced nothing more than an account of affairs

35

which had direct bearing on the maintenance of power. By including in .

his history the history of Mualims«els)ewhet‘é”, he was not only following
the trend of Islamic hi[storiogl‘:aphy'of the period towards universal
higtories but also legitimising the rulers of his own times by including
them in a 1list of great men which also comprehendgd the ‘Prophet. Keep-
ing his basgic presum;)tion in mind, we can u;sake an attempt to define the
basic framework of the method that Minhdj gsed. Because he undértook to
write not just the history of contemporary sovereigns, but a universal
hi’.atdry, he must have hac".l to depend on sources- other than hi? personal
information and knowlédge. W{hat vere tl;ese sources of information ahd
how did he treat them?

We can presume that his scholarship was acknowlédged by his

contemporaries from the fact that he was associated with all the majoi-

madrasahs of the period. 1In his preface he assures his readers that he

has recorded 'what ever was to be found in trustworthy cﬂronicles'.loo

It also seo:mq t\ﬁat he had a large ape’rsonai librar:y .of earlier works. He
mehtions thelkindneu of. Taj al-Din Sanjar who helped him CArry two

chests of his books when they ti‘ad, to Ieaye Gwalior.ml Since he had not
Ween in India for too long at that point in time, he must l;ave trave‘llad

to India with them. He mentions quite a few books during the course of

his narrative: the Qasig-1 'nunI of Abul Hasan Hayzam al-Nabi, 102 the
Ta'rTihi NAsisl of Bayhiqt,!® 'the Ta'rTkhet Maidil of Abi-1Qdsim

‘1n8d1, 1% the Ta'rikh-1 Mugaddast,'% the Ta'rikn of Tabar,'% the

e e
' D S A e i

s L

Lt N
b on E.tf;*, (5 LN

[



B Tl
,

- other times he does name his 'informnta.ln

" way of taking sides -- an unsophisticated but honest way of exhibitihg’ ,.

~ nothing 'to |do with a personal commitment to religion. It did oot matter

36

~

Kitdb-i T&{1 of Sabi, 107 and the Book of Genealogies of Fakhr al-Din

Mubdrak Shah. 08

Though he did seem to trust the written word, his
attitude towards written sources is not always uncritical. At one place

he expresses digsatisfaction wich( one of the sources and proceeds to

give his own interpretation of the c'aveem:s.m9 Elsewhere he compares

information /from twb”nources,uo and at times he names a number ¢f sources

for the same 1nformcion.ul Regarding events and matters closer to his ;

own time, he, like Baranl and ‘Afif, as we shall see later, depended on

—

l;earu): testimony. He often does not name the sources of this hearsay
) 112

matter, just referring to his sources as a 'trustworthy person'. At

He also mentions having -
been an eyewitness to a number of events.lm

_‘The constant use of religious terminology by Minhdj should be
expected and 1{3 eaTily explained. The product of an edtjcation that was
structured almost :nth{ely around religioﬁ and other reléted disciplines,

he was equipped with no other termiﬂ‘ology but the religious one; further,

it was tlJe only one comprehensible to his readers. Every confrontation
15

that he deals with involves an 'army of Islam' against the infidela.1
by
His referring to one side as the army or forces of Islam is his simple

his bias. Such a manner of writing was almost a habit with him and had -

if both sides in a conflict were‘"goocll Muslims; the distinction between
the 'army of Islam' “and the infidels is maintained; the confrontation
between the royal forces and those of the recalcitrant Qutlugh Khin

116

wasg ohe such occasion. When his patron Ulugh Khiin was relegated to

3 !
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an iqtd@¢ because of the rise of Rayhdn at the capital, it was Ulugh

Khdn's forces and not the royal ones which were the 'armies of Ialam',117
w

In a similar way he condemned whatever seemed fb him to be a defiance

of rightful authority.118 Thé(depiction of Mahmid of Ghaznsh &as a

|
champion of Islam119 is also not unusual or surprising. It was common

to other historians as well.lzo ’

- " He draws on other religious themes in addition, but usually for

~

the sake of flattery or because of ignorance. One example is the early

history of Ilutumish which is surpising only in its blatant plagiarism

121

of the Qur'anic version of Yusuf's early life. There is another

- example. Mahmtd of Ghaznah is suppoqu to have car;ied mﬁay the 1dol of
the god&gis Mandt from Somnlth.lzz.:%ﬁe Hindu pantheon of gods includes
no such diety, andagain;he inspiratign Lomes from Islamic Qintory. One
cannot §}ame him for this mistake because it is unlikely that in his
position he wLuld have had any direct contact with the Hindus. It was
the saﬁe sort of ignorance which led him to identify what might have

/ been Buddhist monks as Brahmnnn.123

Causation in history, according to Minhdj, lay in Divine hands.
'Huhibbul Hasan feels that such an attitude would be inevi_table 'in a
society dominated by ‘Asharite theology'.l24 There are endless instances
of Minhdj attributing causation to the Divine:  "As the almighty God had
ordained that the whole of the dominions of Iran should fall under the
sway of anaunnd\xhwlrazm Shlh",lzs or, "Since the Most High and holy
God, from all eternity, had predestined that the states of Hindustan

« ) should come under the shadow and guardianship of the greJé Sultan, the

":> . suprame“mongrch ...."126

R {32?’&.. BT R R R g e -
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this prosperity were 'security, safety and repose of the peasantry'.

But the Almighty, according td Minhdj, acted through men.

Mukhia feels that for MinhZj causation lay in the volition of humana,

or 'the’calculated designs of men at the helm of affairs'.127 This

view is {mplicit in the nature of the history that Minhdj wrote. Such

a viev( wc;uld be xTatural in any political history which is comstructed
almost entirely around individual rulers as the Tabaqdt-i Nasirl is.
Minh@j is aware of the forces of history even though he is not aware
that they lie bey/onc’; thg actions of the h\umans to whom he attributes
them. Praising Tij/i“al-nln Sanjar, he sbeakg of his having 'caused' the

\ .
territories assigned‘to him to flourish and prosper. And the reasons for

128

In spite of his eulogising of Ulugh Khd@n's personal qualities, he realises

that success depended on more than the brilliant qualities of an individu-

nl29

al. "May God," he says, "make strong his nobles. God, acting through

the right men, who were therefore blessed with strong nobles, made the

political system work.

We have to examine Minh3j's attitude towards two important

groups in medieval Indian society: the newly emerging group of Indian
born Mulsims and the non-Muslims. Minh#ij, being very much a part of the
ruling élite, should give us some indication of the attitude of the

/ 2

rulers towards these groups. The extreme racialism of the exiBting group

cannot be ;ienied. We have enough indications-from other sources to prove
the clanishness of the Turkish amirs, a "gort of join;: family’oréaniaa- )
tion' as Nigam puts 1:.130 An illuminating incident is the protestations
of the Turkish g;n_;_x_'_s/ovex; the employment of the future Ulugh Khé@an in

the royal stables, claiming that the task was too menial to be performed
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31 How much of this racialism is evident in Minhdj's work?

by a Turk.1
Or can we document this raclalism on the basis of his book? Most of
the nobles whom he mentions in connection with Iltutmis&'s reign are

Turks. The case where his racialism is takﬁn to be most evident is

that of Minhdj's dealing with ‘Im3d al-DIn Rayh@n. Talking of the

_latter's fall from power, Minhdj describes the reason as being:

that the maliks and servants of the Sultan's court were all
Turks of pure lineage and Tdjiks of noble birth, and ¢Imiad
-al-DIn Rayhan who was castrated and mutilated, and 'of the
tribes of Hind, was ruling over the Lords of high descent
and the whole of them were loathing thelr state and were
unable any longer to suffer that degradation. (132)
Minh3ij's statement has been taken at its face value by later

historians.133 ﬁLt could the matter be as simple as that an Indian born
Muslim had overthrbwnutha foreign born nobility at court and begug lord-
ing it over them?k We can understand Minhdj's attitude towards Rayhan.

It was during the period of Rayhiin's ascendency that MinhAj was dismissed.
Before one can accept Minh#j's version, one has to ask a few questiona.

1f Rayh@in's ultimate fall was due to the foreign born nobility resent- -

ing him because of his origin, how did Rayha@n get into the position

" where he could displace Ulugh Khlﬁ in the firs¢ place? What was the

basis of Rayhdn's support? Was he supported only by Indian born nobles
and who were they? We know that one of RayhAn's chief supporters was
Qutlugh Kha@n, Sultln Ndsir al-Din's father-in-law, and it was he who

134 The struggle

continued the struggle e#en after Rayhdn's eclipse.
vaioualy involved factions within the nobility, something that was not
unusual in the history of the sultanate. But th; very fact that Rayhin
wag involved in a struggle at the level of the royal courtxindicntes that

the assimilation of the native elements into the nobility had begun.

n
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Such an outcome was inevitable, and Mi&hij only documents it . ' Minhd]
had every reason to dislike_Rhthn and therefore chose the easiest
label, that of being of the tribes of Hind, to condemn him. As for the
éaae of Quélugh Khdn where Minhdj could not use a racial label, Minh&j
‘simply ignored him, not including him in the’/list of noblea at the end
of his work. Compare this attitude with the treatment of anoéher Indian
born noble, Hindu Khan. Minhd) haé nothing but praise for him and his
'exemplary conduct'.135 The crucial factor in the way that Minh3j treats
the two men is th;ir conduct. Minh#j approved of Hindl Khdn's conduct
so his being of the tribes of Hind did not matter.

A eimtlarkiroblem arises if Minhlij is taken too literally in his
treatment of the Hindus. By portraying all military campaigns as sacred

injunctions against the Hindus enjoined by Islam, he has given_f false

spicture. Accounts such as these taken uncritically have led scholars to

talk of the 'unenviable' position of the Hindu3136 and of the 'violence'
and '"terrorism' against the helpless Hindus.137 He talks of ‘'contumaci-
ous infidels in great numbers being sent to hell',138 of temples being

dentroied and mosques being constructed in their place and of- the armies
| AE Islam relentlessly engaged in wipin; out all traces of kufr. We

know of oply two major mosques being constructed in this period, and
the Muslims continued to be in a minuacule minority. Here we are
confronted with an 1ndiscr1m1n§te use of'religious terminology and a
mindless exaggeration of the exploits of his patron and other members of
his class to show them in a better light. If the impression given by
ﬁinhij/were correct, the sultanate would not have survived. The Muslims

in the earlier period were confined to urban ceaters where they were

40
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superimposed on the already existing administrative and social set up.
M. Habib talks of the sultanate of thg.SIave kings 'beginning at the

‘Ghazni gate and ending at the Badaun gate*.139

|

Without the co-operation
of Hindu administrative personnel at the village level, no administration
could have been Possible. Apért from these purely functional arrange-
ments, there would have been little contact between the ordina;},ﬂindu
and the conquéring Muslim in the early decades of the sultanate. The

only time a Hindu chief is mentioned in most of the early Muslim chroni-
N

_ cles is at the time of conflict, and obviously in such' circumstances

|
he was not going to be portrayed sympathetically. Minhij does, however,

pay compliments to Hindu chiefs at times. He describes Rai Lakhmanniyd
J

as very just because "never did any tyranny proceeﬁ from his hand".140

141

Another Hindu Rai' is called 'noble and illustrious'. When Hindus

e
are not involved in & political conflict with the Muslims, he treats
them at par with the Muslims. Malik Yuz Bak's treachery, he says, was

condemned ?y the 'vhole of the people of the Hindustan ~- both clergy and

142 Iltutmish's greatness lay in the fact

/ -
that the farmers and traders benefited from his policies .143 The

laity, Muslims and Hindus'.

farmers and traders in' Iltutmish's time must have been predominantly
Hindus. | '
Minhdj might be guilty of a more deliberate distortion of
history regarding an incident that happened in the reign of Ragiyxsh.
He relates how one Nur Turk, incited a sect of Ismd‘I11s who had
collected in Delhi from Gujarat and Sindh, by attacking the ‘ulamid’'.

Nit Turk accused the ‘ulamk’' of being nisib and mur{i‘I and attacked the

‘ulamd' of both ShAfi‘l and HanafImadhhabs. A thousand of NGr Turk's

N TP A Sl B 2 S
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\ '
followers, Mi\u\hij relates, fell upon the Muslim with swords and shields

when the Muslims collected for their priyers at the Jé&mi' Masjid. The
c:outbreak was quelieg, and according to Minhdj, the Mal@hidah and
'Qiramitahs' were sent to hell.lM It is possible that such an uprising
may have occured, but Minh3] makes in & point to denigrate Nur Turk as
someone who wanted the Muél;nza of Delhi attacked and who had collected,

in Mujeebs' words, 'loafers and vagabonds around himself'.™®’ The

"Ismd‘iIlis had been persecuted from time to time. Mahmiid of Ghaznah
\

h;d defeated and dispersed them \og 1005 and again in 1009-10. The
egqlitax;ian‘tendenciee of the Isnd‘11Is and their attacks on the Suani
‘ulemd' and their questioning of the legitimcay o,f the sultanate had
caused them to be singled out as targets of attack both by the ‘ulama’
and the mxlt:mus.m6 |

/ - \

L Ni;mi, on the basis of contemporary aufl sources has cast
serious doubt on Minhdj's version. He shows how Radiyyah had.oace sent
money to Nur Turk and th;t Shaykh Nizam al-Din Avliyd' ‘considered him '
‘purer than water'. Both he and another major sifi saint, BAbE Farid

Ganj-i Shakar, attended his sermons. Nizami also finds honourable mention

of Nir Turk in gufl works such as AkhbEr al-Akhydr, Fawd«id al-Fu‘dd and
the works of ‘Abd al-Haqq Dihlawi. This positive mention would have been
m?ouible had Nur Turk been agheretic (gﬁp_i_._d_).uﬂ Nizami's explana-
tion. for Minhdj's calumny is that it was a deliberate distortion of

truth. According to Nizami, Nir Turk openly attacked the ways of the

“¢ylamd' and he might have singled out Minhdj who was the sadr and shaykh

al-Isldm at that time. This was'Minhdj's way of discrediting him for

posterity. 148

I , X \
| |
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For Minhdj, political authority was the final measure. And

" it is beca\;ae of this that the most glaring inconsistencies arise in

/

his work. In the tumultuous days of the early sultanate, he praises
every sultan. This stand is strange because quite a few of the sultans
had come to the throne by violently overthrowing their predecssors. As
has been pointed out earlier, his use of terms such as 'armies of Islam’
were synonymou—a with the effort to stay on the right side of authority
and to justify it. So firmly was this attitude entrenched in his con-
sciousnegss that he himself did not see or notice the reau!{tant contra-

dictions within his work. According to him Rukn al-DIn Firuz was

P R
'endowed with gentleness and humanity to perfection , and in bountiful-

ness and libérality he was a second l‘l'a’tim'.u'.g But he vas replaced

because he was wholly inclined towards bufoonery, sensuality and diver-

sion, and 'entirely enslaved by dissipation and debaucﬁery'.lso Radiyyah

was endowed with all the admirable qualities necessary for kings .15 1

* Her being a woman did not bother him at -all. But when referring to the

wife of a Monggi~ruler, her sex was her biggest drawback because "she
displayed woman's ways such ag proceeci. fro;n deficiency of intellect and
excess of sensuality".lsz He dedicated his work to ._§u1un Nﬂgirl al-Din
and ennumerated 'hil qualities of 'piety, fni\th, probity, abstinence,

compassion, clemency, beneficience, impartiality, dignity, manliness,

.ardour', etc. and states that such qualities "will not be found united

in the person of any of the monarchs among the Sultans of bygone days or

of the maliks of the past ages".153

A few pagaes earlier he had said
sonetl:ing which was a severe indictment of the patron whoa he now so

praised. Speaking of the objections of the nobles to Iltutmish's
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intention of naming his daughter as heir-apparent, he quoées the sultan
as saying: .
-, My sons are engrossed in the pleasures of youth, and none of
them possesses the capability of managing the affairs of the
country, and by them the government of the kingdom will not
N j . be carried out. After my death it will be seen that not one
"~ of them will be found to be more worthy of the heir-apparent-
ship than she, my daughter.
And Minhdj adds, "the case turned out as that August monarch had
predig.ted."ls" \‘It must be remembered that Nisir al-Din was also a son
of Iltutmish. \
Miohaj was also capable of reversing his position without any
apparent discomfiture. He sees the irruption of the Mongolf as a gign o

155

of the end of the world, and is horrified with the sackxsv of Baghdad

at the hands of Haladgi. But in 1260, ;vhen the Mongol emmissaries were
¥ B

received at the cdburt of Delhi, Minhd} composed a congratulatory poem

v

156 Y
/ .
One has to pause and consider the nature of these contradictions.

Vfor them.

/ .
Are they the result of a faulty intellect, feeble memory or sheer indif<

ference towards formulating one's attitude i:ovardu thinga? 0r do they

represent something deeper? It seems that Minhij's attitude and ideas
vere in conformity with the ideology, if it can be ca,lled that, of the
early sultanats. Minhdj was the product of the situatiom that he so

clearly dapict-. His career, lctivities and ideas must have been typical

gL R AR TR

_ of others 1n his situation for hi o have succanded the way he did. In
a situation whare survival was(at stake and no pattcrna of society or
politics had become clear, it vas onﬁy inevitable that thera would be

confusion between the profefaion of ideals and their execution, bctwun

Wz:a
1

the image and the actua\ut:y.x MinhRj ia involved f{n the power play of
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politics at its highest level; that is his only concern, ap&’{ﬁat is}
what defines his thinking and what emerges: from his work. He, in sthe
of his involvement with religion, does not get involved With the major
religious issues of his time which would distracé from the fundamental
emphasis on politics. Minhij had mystic incli’mtions, was a friend ’

of the gifls and supporter of the sami‘. . But he did not want the sifls
to become involved in pt.sli.t:ic:il.]'57 For them to do so wodld only add
complications to the situation already in existence.

There are other factual inconuistencies in ninblj's work. He
heads the chapter on Ardm Shih as 'Sultan Aram Shah bin Sultan Qutb tl-
DIn Aybak', and he proceeds to say that Qutb 21-Din Aylba,k had enly
Raverty in his commeatary on the Tabaqdt-i NAsirl

three daughters. .158

has pointed out & number of such instances. He also omits notable

3

events such as the embassy sent by the ‘Abbasid Caliph, al-Nasir 1i-Din

\Allah to the court of Iltutmigh in 12].9=-20.160 He does not include a

biographical note on Qutlugh Khlin, an important noble, because the J
latter was an eneamy of hlbnn, even though he is conlcantly nen:ioned

in the narrative. Hinhlj suppresses t:he fact of lrln Shkh's ourder by

Titutnish.'®! Nigam €186 polnts out how he turned the defeat of Malik
Nugrat al-Din Taisl at the hands of Rana Chahar Ajari into a victoiy.mz
. R N .
In spite of all its shortcomings, we must assign a high place

to Minhdj's Tabaqit-i Kisir! uf a source for the urly’histpry of the

sultansate. It was meant to chronicle the &c:ivity pt che ruling classes, -
and\that is vhat it does. He may hava nda history dull, drib, inlipid

and 3ou1-1en, 163 but ve are 1ndebr.ed t:o him for a great deal of 1nforu-/

tion. regarding that period. He olgviougly took great pains to collect,
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' class with a foreign one. The new rulers were interested only in.

_obligatory chapters on the economy, adminismi:ration, religion and society?

© 1 . | / . |
information, and his sources included many participants in contemporary
eventis. He is responsible for practically all that we l;now about the
period. Because of his close association with the nobles, the informa-
tion that he gives provide us with details of the functioning of thfh?\-\\»;-/\

. b .
central administration, service conditions of the nobility, etec.
S~ N

Habibullah accuses him of showing no interest in administrative detail.lm ]
One may ask if there was any clear emergence of administrative procedure
for him to have noticed dt. We ahouid not lose sight of the political

conditions of the times. The newly established conquerors, faced with

conditions far different from the ones to which they were accustomed,
»

left the administrative machinery as they had found it. In essence

vhat had hnpp;sned wag the political replacement of an indigenous ruling ‘

collecting the revenue. Habibullah himself admits that "no adﬁtniatrative

165

planning could be undertaken or executed" because "familiarity with

the details and problems of day to day administration could not be

expected of the newly arrived Turks". 166
- §

to be famfliar with these dgtails? Why must we judge medievall historians

¢

How then does he expect Minhilj
as if they were the writers of modern day history text-books with

Another common and ,similar complaint:\ against Minhdj 18 that he

was so involved with the affairs of the kinﬁs and the nobility that he

+

did not pay any attention to the life and.conditions of the ordinary

167

I " .
people. Surely he was in a good position to give u8 insights into

the life of Indians. As a newly arrived foreignef, travelling in ﬂg*ewly )

»

coﬁquer'ed' territ s on his way to Gwalior, Lakhnawti ‘and Awadh he
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must have noticed things which might have struck him as strange and

 interesting. But these sorts of details do not come within the purview
of Minh@i's work, He was writing for an audience and about a milieu
that was familiar to him.“%e was writing about the political activities
of the ruling élite and should be judged on that basis. Of course, his
history cannot equip us to understand the entire society of that time.
Aund by the same ‘token there are no ideal sources which cover everything
that a modern researcher would like to know about the pe;iod{. One can
accept Banerjee's evaluation of Minhij'a work as "a version that is on the
whole as satisfactory as the works 4f a courtier éan he".l\'68 One would
have to agree with Habib's answer to Elliot's criticism of the works oé
medieval Indian historians:

The politigal histories of the Middle Ages do not tell us of
the institutions and ideas of the people because they are
not expected to do so. These subjects came within the
purview of quite a different type of literature. (169)

By the other type of literature he means the maktiibit and malflizht genre
of sufl literature. These works provide & great deal of iansight incoaLhe
life of the common people because 1t was the mystic missionary who came
;nto contact with the ordin/ary peopl.e, not the courtier. Both types of
Ht:erature are valuable, cheir value being baged preciuly on their
different natures. To deny the ’rablgit-:l. NluirI its value because it
does not concern itself with day to day like of the peoplé could be
extended into denigrating the historical value of the 3GfI works because
they do no deal with the activities of the nobility, or ‘ even further, )
that 'thcy do not help us understand, hov‘ctadi and commerce vere carried

[ - ,
"out in the medieval period or how revenue was collected. Histories

which concentrate on individuals suffer from an intrinsic weskness,

\ N - -
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K, ’ The role of the individual in history is very minimal. But in a monax- '
chical system, it is necessary to understand how these individuals
worked because without understanding that, the understanding of the

period would not be complete.

Minhd@j's work has to be seenh as having been conditioned by his

times. An ‘3lim, identifyirg with the political future of the state,

, and living in politically unsettled and fluid times, 170 he had to come |
- \

Yep ¥
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to terms with reality. l_teligion was to serve the purpose of the' state,
o and that was its prime function as far as the rulers were ct/nxcerned.
: | No political theory could be pxi;ected because the situation was still in
& flux, and institutions had }et to crystallise. Nearly a c'entury latex
: these ingtitutions not onl; had crystallised, but tensions had begun to
(appe,aur in them. Barani, the historian with whom we deal next, will
; /\\ reflect this change.
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NOTES

1'I.'he Persian text was first edited by W. Nassau Lees, Khadim
Hosain and Abdal Hai, Bibliotheca Indica Series (Calcutta: Asiatic Society
of Bengal, 1864). fThis edition excluded all portions not directly
related to Indiah History. Another text was later edited Abdul Hai
Habibi Qandhari (the title page of vol. 2 refers to him as Afghani),
vol. 1 (Quetta, 1949), vol. 2 (Lahore: University of Panjab, 1954). It
has been translated twice into English: ffrst by H. G. Raverty, 2 vols.,
Bibliotheca Indica Series (Calcutta: Asiatic Society of Bengal, 1881,

" reprint ed. New Delhi: Oriental Books Reprint Corporation, 1970), and then

by Henry M. Elliot and John Dowson, The History of India as Told by its
Own Historians, vol. 2 (London: Triibner & Co., 1869), pp. 359-83. Saiyid
Athar Abbas Rizvi has translated a part of it in A Source of Book of
Medieval Indian History in Hindi, vol 2: AdI Turk K&liIn Bha3rat (Aligarh:

Department of History, Aligarh Muslim University, 1956), pp. 6-99. 1 ~/
have relied almost entirely on Raverty's translation (hereafter, Raverty).
This translation has generally been accepted as "extremely faithful, erring,
if anything, on the side of literalness," John Andrew Boyle, "The Mongol
Commanders in Afghanistan and India according to the Tabaqadt-i Nésiri of
Juzjani," lslamic Studies, 2 (1963): 236. V. V. Barthold is very. .
critical of Raverty, but his criticism only concerns Raverty's commmentary
and not the translation, Turkestan Down to the Mongol Invasions, trans.
and revised from Rusgsian by the author with assistance from H. A. R. Gibb
(London: Luzac & Co., 1928), pp. 60-61. References unless otherwise
stated, are from Raverty but they have also been cross checked with

the Persian texts.

zue refers to himself as Abi ‘Umar ¢Uthmén bin Muhammad al-Minhdj
Sird) al-Jizjani, Habibi,' vol. 1, p. 7. Raverty in his tranglation omits
Sirdj, Raverty, p. xxxiii. The Bibliotheca Indica text does not include
the preface, but on the title page he is reierred/to as AbU ‘Umar '

Minhdj al-Din ‘Uthmén bin Sir@j al-Din-al- JﬁsznI C. P. Storey refers

to him as Minh@aj al-Din’ ‘Umar/‘m:hmin b. Sirdj al-Din Muhammad Jiz jdnl,
Persian Literature: tﬁfo-niblioggaphical Survey, vol. 1 (London: The

Royal Asiatic Society of Great Britain and Ireland, 1970), p. 68. According
to A. A. Bazmee Ansari, it is ‘Amr, not ‘Umar, "al-DJszjinI," _E_I_’._Z , p- 609.
Raverty ingists that his nisbah is JurjadnI but every other authority, !
as also the two Persian texts, refer to him as Juzjadni. Here he i3 .
referred to ag Minhdj-1i Sirdj Juzjani as he referes to himself in the
opening of quite a few chapters of the Tabaqét-i Nasiri.

3Baran‘i’. explicitly states that he will start where Minhij
stopped even though he begins his history six years later, Ta'rIkh-i

Firtz Sh@hl, ed., Saiyid Ahmad Khan, Bibliotheca Indica Series (Calcutta:

Asiatic Society of Bengal, 1862), p. 21. .

a‘Aﬂf claimed to have. completed Barani's unfinished history,
Ta'rikh-i FirGiz Shdhi, ed Maulvi Vilayat Husain, Bibliotheca Indica

Series (Calcutta Asiacic Society of Bengal, 1891), p 30.
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SFor the biography of- the other two historians, see the

respective chapters below.

6Ravetty, p. xxxiii. 7/ ' ‘

7The Bibliotheca Indica edition of the text omits chapters
1-10 and 12-16 but Habibi's edition includes the entire work. Raverty

in his translation has.summarised the first six tabaqahs.

~

8Frauz Rosenthal A History of Muslim Historiography (Leiden'
E. J. Bril.l, 1968), p. 71

9RA\iercy, pp. 389-91.

-

. V4., PB- 624-27.

HHHMAmuthISdkhdbmukemﬁhﬂkﬂﬂﬁt
(Delhi: Nadwat al-HuuannafIn, 1958), p. 22.

12‘l<haliq Ahmad Nizami, Some Aspects of ReliFn and Politlcu in
in India during the Thirteenth Century, 2d ed. (Delhi: Idarah-i Adabiyat-
Delii, 1974), p. 152. R

13

Barani, Ta'rIkh-i FIrGiz Shahi, pp. 154-55.

Y1p1d., p. 111.

L51bid., p. 21.

lﬁsee Mohammad Habib and Afsar Umer Salim Khan, Political Theory ‘

of the Delhi Sultanate (Allahabad: Kitab Mahal, n.d.), p. 136.
[

17Niznmi, Madhhabi, p. 15.

wkaverty, p. 384. .

¢

1%. ». Tripathi, Some Aspects of Muslim Admipistration (Alllhlbld-

Central Book Depot, 1959), p. 2.

chgha Mahdi Husain, The Tughlaq Dynasty, enl. and rev. ed. of
of Rise and Fall of Muhammad bin Tufhlag (Calcutta: Thacker, Spink &

Co. Pvt. Ltd., 1963), p. 531. 'He also telss us that the.government was

'anti~democratic with little consideration for socialism.’'

e
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218. D. Goitien, "The Muslim Government as seen by its Non-
Muslim Subjects,' Journal of the Pakistan Historical Society, 12
(1964): 2.

228. Nurul Hasan, "Sahifa-i Na‘t-i Muhammadi of Zia-ud-Din Barani,"
Medieval India Quarterly, 1, 1ii&iv (1950): 102, 104-105.

23Mohamnd Habib, "An Introduction to the Study of Medieval
India,"” Politics and Society in Early Medieval Period, ed. Khaliq Ahmad
Nizami (DeIhi: Peoples Publishing House, 1974), pp. 16-18.

24Nizm1, Some Aspects, p 316.

ZSB‘ Nelson Wright, Coinage and Meteorology of the Sultans of
Delhi (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1936), p. 14~ — e = ~ - -

2641 sami, Madhhabl, pp. %4-96.

271bid., pp. 112-13. _

’ 28R8vert:y., p. 599.

29 Khaliq Ahmad Nizami, "Iltutmish the Mystic,”" Islamic Culture,
20 (1946) : 165-80, and "The Religioua Leanings of Iltutmish,” Studies
in Medieval Indian History and Culture (Allahabad: Kitab Hahal 19¢0),
pp. 13-41. - ) .

.

'Y

3°R1verty, p. 619.

30one of Qutb al-DIn Aybak's first acts was the pulling down :
of a number of Hindu temples to construct a mosque, the Quwwat al-Islam
mosque at Mehrauli. Before the improvements and modifications which were
made later, the original structute was of no architectural value. The only
significance of building the mosque must have been a symbolic one; {i. e,
that the Turks intended to stay. See Percy Brown, Indian Architecture:
Islamic Period, 2d ed., rev. and enl. (Bombay: D. B. Taraporevala Sons
& Co. Ltd., n.d.), pp. 9-15.

1

3211eutniih,l however, had no compunctions about attacking another
ruler, Ghiydth al-Din *Iwdz Khaljl of Bengal who also had received a
similar recognition from the same caliph, Asit Kumar Sen, People and
Politics in Early Medieval India (Calcutta: Indian Book Distribution

Company, 13637, p- 2.

33Nizami, Madhhabl, p. 55.
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34Aziz Ahmad, An Intellectual History of Islam in India, Islamic

- Surveys, 7 (Edinburgh Edinbﬁrgh University Press, 1969), p. 3.

3 ‘ 35N1zami, Some Aspects, pp. 158-71. See also Aziz Ahmad, "The
o , Role of Ulema in Indo-uudlim History," Studia Islamica, 31 (1970): 2
m / 36Hu"in al-Din ChistI one of the leading sufis of the period
i, was also a disciple of ‘Uthmn HArinI. See Aziz Ahmad, "The Sufi and
i Sultan in Pre-Mughal India," Der Islam, 38 (1962): 142,

37Raverty, p. 541.

381b1d., p. 644. ‘ .

39 .

Ibid., p. 646.

!

- wU. N. Day, The Government of the Sultanate (New Delhi: Kun'nra
Brothers, 1972), pp. 184-85.

41
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Nizami, Madhhabl, p. 53.

l'zlshtiaq Husain Qureshi, Administration of the Sultanate of
Del%, 5th ed., rev. (Delhi: Oriental Books Reprint Corporation, 1971)
p- 176. ; ;

)

i

/
f’BTr;pathi, Some Asjaects, p. 17.

¢

44Peter Hardy, "Islam in Medieval India," Sources of Indian Tradi~
tion, ed. Wm. Theodore de Bary {(New York: Columbia University Press, 1960),
83.

ASRaverty, p. 619.

a61b1dl, po 656-

“¥1bid., p. 659. \ : )

~

488. B. P, Nigam, Nobility under the Sult'x;ns of Delhi (Delhi:
Munshiram Manohlrlal, 1968), p. 121.

R

49935“:‘ were assigned iqtd‘s; see A. B. M. Habibullah, "Provin-

cial Governmént under the Mameluke Sultans of Delhi," Indian Historical
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SOMzmi, Some Aspects, p. 172.

/51Raverty, p. 713.

32y rant, Ta'rIkh-i Firiz Shahl, p. 351.

53Banursi Prasad Saksena, "Firuz Shah Tughlag;" Comprehensive
History of India, vol. 35, edse.Mohammad Habib and Khaliq Ahmd Nizami
(New Delhi: People Publishing Hbuse, 1970), p. 582.

54
p. 396.

He says he was in his eighteerth year in 1211; see Raverty,

351bid., p. 104.

561b1d., p. 301.

57Ib1d.’ P 195- -

581b1d. p. 1007.

5%1bid., p. 1197. -

60rp1d., pp. 1203-4.-

6liid., p. S4l..

" S%mid., pp. 541-42. . S , ,

3tb1a., p. 722-23. o ,

®1bid., p. 615. v :

53

e T et 2 -

~ ey s b
o AT R e PN i el T

P

651unhij calls him Mangal Dev, but he was non't probably Malaya-,

varmedeva; sea A.B.M. HRabibullah, The Foundation of Muslim Rulc in Iudia,

2d. ed., rev. (Allahabad: Centul Book Depot, > Pe

66!!1:1!113 glves a diffcrent account later, Raverty, .p. 745.

" 671p4d., p. 620.
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he must have fulfilled his duties as the qadi of Gwalior through depu-
ties, see AdI Turk Kalin Bharat, p. 2. This seems very unlikely because
Gwalior had been abandoned by Radiyyah to Chahar Deva, the founder of
the Jajapella dynasty (hence the evacuation of the admin:lst:rat:i.ve person-
nel including Minh&j), see Habibullah, Foundation, pp. 150-51.

69Raverty, p. 649. .

7°md., p. 656. ‘ o

lpid., p. 658.

21h1d., pp. 658-60.

73

Ibid., pp. 665-67. Here again the last appointment seems

&n expedition against Gwalior im 1251.
p. 157.

See Habibullah,

;- 0

74Ravetty‘, p. 690.

Tipid., p. 69%. ‘

61bid., p. 698. | | \ )

AT1pid., p. 701

78nabibullah, Foundation, p. 16l.

Earlier, Habibullah asserts
that Minhdj had lived till the accession of Balban, p. 11. :

-How one

- reconciles this, Habibullah does not say. ——

7gBuranI, Ta'rikh-i Firiz Shahl, p. lll. -

) .
8Ollaverty, p. 716, n. 5.

81 ’ ’
Khaliq Ahmad Nizami, "Balban the Regicide," Studies in
Medieval Indian History and Culture, pp. 41-33.

8zllllu.bullah, Foundation, p. 161. See also Hardy, Historians,
p. 123. "" RO
83

Raverty, p. 716, n. 5.

8yp1d., p. 858.

Ly

_ unlikely unless it was putrely honoriffic. We hearuf*ﬂiughihﬁr%enﬂiug - -
Fouhdation,.
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8S'Ibid., p. xxxiv.

| 861‘1119 royal grace came in the form of 10,000 jitals, and a
grant of revenue from the Sultan, and 20,000 lita s from Ulugh Khan.
Ibid., pp. 1294-95.

-

87Quoted-in Nizami, Some Aspects, p. 166.

aanumtaz Moin, "Q&dI Minhdj al-DIn Sirdj al-JdzjanI, Journal of
the Pakistan Historical Society, 15 (1967): 170.
: ?

8931110: and Dowson, History of India, vol. 2, p. 262.

Opaverty, p. 1296.

. | Mibid., p. 715.

92

1bid., p. 79, 86h.

|
9"Syed Hasan Askari, "Amir Khusrau as a Historian,” Historians
of Medieval India, ed. Hohibbul Hesan, with a Poreward by Huhanmd
Mujeeb (Meerut: Meenakshi Prakashan, 1968), p. 22.

95Rounth11, Hiatoriogtaghz, p.- 55.

‘ , 96xmxty, p. 1007. N U

97Minhaj, Tabaqdt-i Nisirl, Bibliothecs Indica text, pp. 184-85.
Raverty, p. 637, transiates it as "that covcreigns should have justice".

98 averty, p. 1214.

’ | 991b1d0’ p- 1067. -

. 100r414., p. xxxtv. /

- 10,404, p. 755.

1024144, p. 11

O | : 103,

Ibid., pp. 67-68. B

Ibid., p. 865. . o
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s lé“lbzd., p. 69.

loslbidl, PP 6, 3050

' /
, . 08144, p. 6.

X o
1971p1d., p. 60.
108y,,14., pp» 300, 301, 302. Wajahat Mirza has poiated out that
Minhdj had seen the work at Firiiz Kih in 602 H. when he was only a boy
I of thirteen and had made no attempt to see the introduction which was
added lster and dealt with Qutb al-DiIn Aybak, The Muslim Historians of

India from 602/1205 to 658/1259, Ph.D. dissertation, University of
London, 1934.

~

mgxflverty s P. 56.

110

Ibid., pp. 67-70, 307-11. ;o

. Ulypid., pp. 303-4. o

112

. Ibid., pp. 465, 497, 893-94. " | v

113

Ibid., p. 963.

1141p14., pp. 864, 893, 1197. i
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Ibid., pp. 451, 457, 460, 464, 465, 468, 474, 475, &477.

g 116,

- 1bid.,

117
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o Wi,

120, %

pp. 705-6.
p. 828.
p- 764.

pp- 82-87.

See C.
in later Persian Lituratura," Iran, 4 (1966): 85-92; and Peter Hardy,

- | ., "Mahuiid of Ghazna and the Historians," Journal of the Punjub Univarsitz

E. Bosworth, "Mahuid of Ghazna in Contemporary Eyes and

History Society, 14 (1962): 1-36.

G 121 - X

Raverty, pp. 599-600.
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1221p14., p. 82.

1B1b14., pp. 552, 570, n. 9.
Lo ) /

'lzanohibbul Hasan, ed. , Historians of Medieval India, p. xii. ;

1zsllaver:ty, p. 382.

1?611:11:. , p- 597. , |

. 127 e rbans Mukhia, Historians and Historiography During the Reign
- -of Akbar (New Delhi Vikas Publishing House Pvt. I.(:g.J 1976y, p. 17.

]tzehvetty, P 724-

1291, 04., p. 721
130 ‘
Nigam, Nobility, p.. 106.

lalmzani, "Balbnn t:he Regicide,“ p. 46. -

32Raverty, p. 829. ‘ S
: )

133'1110 best example is Paramatma Saran, "Politics and Paersonalities
in the Reign of Nasiruddin Mahmud, the Slave,” Studies in Medieval Indian
History (Hyderabad, Deccan: Apex, 1964), pp. 223-48.

f

| 13"803 Nigam, Nobility, pp.q 39-41.

135anert:y, PP 741»46
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. “MBNizani, MadhhabI, pp. 137-38.

! Mlcne can argue that he compliments these rulers onl.y to add
to the glory of Ulugh Kh@n's victory over them. Ibid., p. 828.

p) . .
¥21p1d., p. 764

“_‘311:14., p- 598.

IMIbid.J PP 646-4/7?1“'./‘

¥

- msl‘luhamdhuujeeb, Indian Muslims (Montréal: McGill University
Press, 1976), p. 99, n. 1.

1%6peter Rardy, "Islam in Medieval India," p. 383. 2y

147 Klialiq Ahmad Nizami, The Life and Times of Shaikh Farid-u'd-Din

Ganj-i- Shakar (Aligarh: Depart:nent of Biatory, Auguh Muslim Unfversity,
ISS,PO 31, n. 6. .

M9Ravercy, P.630. . T R

! lsoxbidn’ P 636'

Blipid., p. 637. , _

1521 p14., p. 1144.

" 34py4., p. 67 Q ‘

1%1bid., p- 639. ‘ :

\

B5rabagit-1 WasirI, BMbliotheca Indica Text, pp. 325-26. [Raverty
does not translate this.

J

ISGIbid., p;i. 319-20. Raverty does not translate the poem, see
pp. 856-58.

157Saiy1d' Athar Abbas Rizvi, Histoxy of SUfill'l, vol. 1 (Nw Delhi:
Vikas Publising House Pvt. Ltd., 1978y, p. 1/.

-

lsannvorty, pp. 528-30.
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159:p1d., pp. 5%, n. 1, 604, n. 1.

]

' 1603-::.« Ansari.,"al—l)jﬁ'zcijinl," p. 609.

161yygam, Nobility, p. 25, n. 9.

16204 44., p. 3.

163x.h111q Ahmad Nizami, "Ziya-ud-Din Barani,” Historians of

Medieval India, ed. Mohibbul Hasan, pp. 45-46. .
‘ / /

16hyebibullah, Poundation, p. 12.

165:p14., p. 232 ‘

1661 11d., p. 249,

3

\
167uuhibbu1 Hasan, ed., Historians, p. xii.

A

Century," Indisn Historical Quarterly, 11 (1935): 235.
' . 169}(.~ Habib, Politics and Society, p. 7.

nouinbij is aware of this fluidity and {nsecurity when he
demls vwith the four rival centers of Muslim power in India: Delhi,

i
F 168&. C. Banerjes, "Kingship and Nobility in the Thirteenth
!
|

vith the powers in Delhi, he had acknowledged that Delhi still was

beginning to defy the sultans of Delhi.

- LakhnawtI, Uchch and Lahore. Though he had clearly thrown in his lot

only one of the rival centers. By the time of BaranI the preponderance
;! of Delhi had besn established so he did not feel the need to desl with
other Muslim povers even though the Muslim power in the south was ’
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- CEAPTER II ) &

. DIYA' AL-DIN BARANT'

! / ©

ljiyi' al-Din Baranl takes up the historical narrative of the

sultanate of Delhi from the reign of Ghiyith al-Din Balban (1266-86)2‘

!

bringing it dowm t:o the reign of Firtiz Shih Tughlaq (1351-88). He is

A

our nin source’ for the crucinl. period of the history of northern India
/

, under Balban, the Khllj'iu, and the ‘rughlnqs and is the authority from

.

. » " whom later historians such as Parishtah, ‘AfIf, Sirhindl, ‘Abd al-

! Haqq Dibhlawi, Badk'Gnl and Nizdm al-Din Al.uada very often draw their

TR O TR TR TR T WA Ly e e o

information regarding this period. o g :

If he is the nain oourcc of our information, his ‘Ta'rikh-1 Firiz

z L
.

. Shth,l" along with his othet nnjor work, the Fatawd-1 Jahlnditl,s '

!

also the cause o§ a great number of the controversies that plague modern
historiography of) the period. l‘hele controversies ariae, not only v

~ because of the facts that he provides, but also becauae of the socio-

#
—

political attitudes that onderlie the entire work, and hence define the
selection and pruentation of these facts. It 15 therefore necessary to

[ re—evaluate B?xnn! md his work 80 as to place him in a clutcr perspect

f

el T AR T L SRV RS o

tive. To do this one must keep his 'personal h:l.story in mind, consider

T chc notiven which have prompted him to -pemi hia last years writing
one book after another, analyse his prajudicu and b:lnaa and mdicate
the fundamentals of his thought. It is also necessary to outline the

“ " contradictions that .appm in his work and to avtlnotte his m.mt'::!.buv.:i.amI

as a historian ;nd the serit of his work.
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Study the historian before you study his history .suggests carr.

In no éaee would this advice be more fruitful than in the case of Barani.
4

Not only were his attitudes towards goclety réflective of his social

i

origin and his background, but his personal frustrations also deep‘lly

coloured his narrative. His training as an ‘dlim defined his religo-
political outlook, and this outlook can be taken as indicative of the
attitudea of a section of the ‘ulami' who were alarmed at the

institutionalisation of the initial compromises that the Musliim governing

class had had to make in order to suxvive in India.

It is generally agreed that Baranl was born in 1284/85..7 This

date is baged on Barani's own statement in the Ta'rIkh-i Firiz Shahl

that he was seventy-four years of agae (according to the lunar calendar)

_ when he wifs writing his history and that he completed the work in 75(_'/

1357-58.° « Elsewhere he says that at the time of writing, Balban had

been dead for seventy yea.ta.m _This would again put the date of its

composition around the year 756/1355-56. There are, hovever, other

indications which éontune the issue. He mentions that he was writing
11

ninety-five ydars after Minhid} had writte;:. Minhdj, as ve hgve ‘sesn

{n the last chapter, had finished bis Tabaght-1 NAsir sbout 658/1259-60.
This would placg the date of the composition of the Ta'rikh-i Firte

Shahi in the’ yelr 753/1352-53. 12 >~ This coufuaion is typical of Barani's

attitude towards chronological accuracy. In spite of indications to the
contrary, we can safely assume that he complated his work around "1357-58
because he describes the events of ‘the first six yvear: of Firtz Shih
Tughlaq's reign and because it is more probable that he remembered his

) . , .
ovn age more accurately than the mumber of years since MinhAj had written.
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)

Barani is extremely proud of his heredity. On his mother's
side he came from a family of sayyids. His maternal grandfather,
Sipahsdlar Husdm al-DIn was the wakll-i dar of Malik Ikhtiydr al-Din
Su\fpln parbak. 3 Scholars like A. S. Khan, Rizv\i, Nizami and.S. H.
Barani, in order to strengthen Barani's credentials as an 'insider’,
say that Husdm al-Din was the wakiIl-i dar and barbak of Balban.?

This is obviously based on preaming a wa instead of an idafah in~
Barani's statement: "az sipasdldr  Husdm a,l-DIn add-i midari-i

15 They have obviously

mistaken Malik Ikhtiyd3r al-Din Bektars Sultdn B‘artbak,l6 a noble of

khwud ki wakil-{i dar-i Barbak Sultdn Balban biid. "

Balban's t:infe, for the office of BArbak. Husd#m al-DIn was later appointed

to the Shahnagl of Lakhnawti by Balban and entrusted with the responsibility

of keeping the royal forces which were pursuing the rébel Tughril, informed

of news from the capi.tal.”

Husim al-Din's appointment as administrator
of LakhnawtI makes sense when we remember that Balban had sent of

Malik Birbak, who had been in charge of Lakhnawtl, at the head of a’
18

. scouting party to locate Tughril. ™~ That Husim al-Din was in the

employment of one of Balban's nobles father than Balban himself is
confirmed by the fact that Baranl does not mention him in the list of
nobles of Balban's reign. Ne*laertheleas, knwing Balban's fetish \for
correct lineage, we can safely assume, as does Habib, that yusil;g al=-pin
was an emigré of pure Turkish 11neage.19

y

On his fat:her's~ side too, he was well connected. His grandmother
was the daughter of a venerated _s_gzy_%_d family of l;aithnl.zo We get no
indication of what his grandfather did. Haq, Rizvi and S. H. Barani

hold that he was important enough to have been either a wazIr or holder




v,

63

of some other high of.‘.‘i.ce.21 This is based on the alleged /statement

of ‘Ala' al-DiIn Khalji quoted by Baranl where ‘Ald' al-Din addresses .
the author's uncle as wazir z&‘dah.zz Apart from the problem of accepting
the dialogues that Baranil putL into the mouths of various people, Baranl
himself contradicts this description yhen he again quotes ¢Ald' al-Din,
when the king rejects Barani's uncle ¢Ald' al-Mulk's advice as to how

to deal with the Mongol threat, saying that he is a nawisandah and a

23

nawisandah zddah ™~ (scribe, clerk or accountant and son of the same).

Surel’y if Barani's grandfather had been important enough to have been a
wazir, Baranl would have mentioned this fact, in view of his pride in
his own lineage. He does not even mention his grandfather's name nor
does he quote him as a source as he does with his other ancestors.

It is more likely that BaranI's paternal grandfather was a minor
provincial officer whose family, fleeing the depradations of the Mongols,
had gsettled in Baran (modern Aday Buland Shahr). Baran had been a Rajput
stronghold which had been reduced by Aybnk.za Il1tutmish, before he
became sultan was the Amil of Baran, and had apparently attracted’ a number of

25 His father, MG'id al-Mulk,

shuylikh and ‘ulami’ who had settled there.
was the nd'ib of Arkall Khln,26 the second son of Jaldl al-Din Khaljl

27 It was his father's

;nd was given the niy@bat and khw3jgl of Baran.
brother *Ald' al-Mulk who did well in the royal service and who must
have been the real reason for getting Baranl closer to the royal circles.
Close to*Ald’' al-Din from the time that ‘Ald' al-Din was in charge of
Kara, and implicated with him in the murder of Jalal al-DIn Khalji,?®
‘Al3' al-Mulk was entrusted with Kara and Awadh right in the b;ginning

of ‘Al3' al-Din's :cign.zg He was later left in charge of the capital,

-
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along with the treasury and the royal haram, as its kotwdl, when ¢Ald'
al-DIn went out to deal with the Hongols.3o ¢Ald' al-Mulk also seems
to have played the role of a royal counsellor, for Baranl credits him
with having advised ,‘Ali' al-Din on how tt; deal with the Mongol threat:,31
to stop drinking and pay more attention to matters of state.32 Baranl
also gives him the credit of talking ‘f.li' al-Din out of his érazy ideas
of founding a new religion and enulating Al;xander the Gr;aat, If wé

_ ‘ are to believe Barani, it was his uncle who gave ‘Ala' al-Din the idea of

33 ’

e conquering MatMmbor, ChanderI, Chittor, Malwa and Ujjain. Baranl

also tells us that his uncle could not rise above being kotwdl because

‘ ‘ he/was ove:'-meigbt:.:’4 -
- BaranI moved to the environs of the royal capital when his
. ] 35

father bought a house in KIlokharI,”~ a place earlier chosen by Kayqubdd

for the royal residence.36 Baranl must therefore have been brought up )

in an urban setting, typical of the nobility which, though deriving its

income from rural areas, spent it at leisure in the cities. He finished
\ ' .
the Qur'dn and learnt to write before he reached puberty.37 There are

‘ - many indications of his intellectual and i:elig(ious purst;ita, typical of
someone who did not have to earn a living. He mentions forty-six great
religious scholars of the reign of ¢Ald' al-Din Khalji and says tha‘t he -
had either studied under them or had heard their discourses.38 He was

1ntroduced into Chistl mystic c}rclea under the influence of his father

§'i and claims that he was inseparable from AmIr Rbusraw and Amir Hasan
5, / Saﬂjari.39 But this flirtation with sufism did not make an ascetic
4 of him. Hob-nobbing with sufls was fashionable with the Muslim élite,
C . and Baranl continued  living a life of a young man of leisure. He
! . .
i ,
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the other requirements demanded of a nudIm.\l% In the words of Ashraf,

D 65

often describes attendance at é@lj_gs where he was entertained by N
beautiful sdqis, pretty boys and ghazal singers. He even 'compiled a
collection of his ghazals, Qubbat al-Ta'rikh, in praise of these beauties.ao

He was a known rar:om:eur41 and an interesting story-teller with a large

repertoire,az qualities which must have stood him in good stead when he
gained employment at the con;rt: of Muhammad ibn Tughlaq. Neither Barani
himgelf or Kirm&ni, who is the only contemporary to have given'any bio-
graphical details about Barani, mentions any other job that he held.

Habibullah surmises, on the basis of what he takes as Baranl's exceptional

!
familiarity with matters agrarian that he might have béen a revenue

«'.»ffi.c:i,nl..{’3 In the absence of any corroborative information, this 1is at
best only a conjectﬁre. Even if Baranl had had a job, it was too minor
or unimp(;rtant for BaranI himself even to h{ve mentioned it, !

TN
The only important position that Barani held was in Muhammad G

ibn Tughlaq's court. He nowhere mgntioim what his appointment was, but

on the basis of the information in the Siyar al-Awliya' it is possible
that he was a nadim of Muhammad ibo 'Nghl.aq.“ The nadim usual\ly had

no official pesition and could speak to the sultan only when sp%&o\,\

45

and his prime function was to entertain the sultan. Baranl seems to \\,\,

have had the necegsary talents "to be able’{' to converse about any con- /

ceivable historical subje«:t:"-‘"6 Barani must also have been equipped with

J/‘"‘““?/Y

a nadim:

combined in himself a variety of talents: he knew the niceties _ z
'ls -

of sartorial equipment and personsl decoration until it almost
became a fine art; his conversation was in the choiceat lan- / i
guage; his intellectual culture covered a variety of knowledge,
namely, the study of chronicles, the Qur’dn, poetry, folklore,'

v
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to Muhammad ibn Tughlaq about his cruelty and non-ghar‘i punishments.
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together with some acquaintance with metaphysics and the ~
occult and some mystic elements of Islam. Finally he was

an accomplished player of chess and draughts and a fairly
good player of some musgical instruments. But above all /
these attainments, his great art consisted in putting the
_Sultdn into good humour, by a careful study of his oddities
and idiosyncracies. (47) 1

The Siyar al-Awliy3' attests to these talents of Barani, not only as

. : ‘ 48
a master story-teller, but also as an efficlent flatterer.

Baranl acted as courtier to Muhamnad ibn Tughlaq for a period

49

of seventéen years and three months, ~ finally having got an entrée

into, royal circles when he was in his fifties. Muhammad ibn Tughlaq

was very kind to him, and Barani acknowledges that all that he had

achieved was due to the kindneﬁq of the monarch and that he had acquired

wealth and:status to an extent that he had never thought possible.so

" Baranl records a few conversations with the king who once queried

’Batnnl about the causes of the rebellions that plagued his ruleSI and

called upon Barani's historical knowledge to find out how previous kings

had dealt with such rebellions. 32 Ba'rani, most probably afraid of

33

antagonising the king, admits to having kept quiet.”> He also admits

how, for fear of losing his wealth and position, he never complained
54

BaranI was close to.other nobles as well. He mentions how

he acted as the envoy of Qutlugh Khiin to Muhammad {bn Tughlaq to

33

discourage the king from personally going to quell a rebellion.™ He

also carried the congratulations from Firiiz Shah Tughlaq, Malik Kabir
and Ahmad Aydz when Muhammad ibn Tughlaq was victorious at Dewgir.56

His decline, in spite of hia earlier cordial relations with

‘Piruz ShAh Tughlaq, coincided with the enthronement of Mubammad

‘ - O
" v
,

e v
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— 1

ibn Tughlaq's successor. What the precise reasons for this were x;'e
will never know because Baranl is very guarded about the circumstances,

talking in generalities rather than in specifics. Siyar al-Awliya'

implies that when he reached the age of seventy, he sought voluntary

retirement from the court and spent the rest of his 1life in piety.57

All that Barani says about the subject 1is:

After the death of the late Sultan, I Zia~i Barani, author

of Tarikh-i Firuz Shahi fell into a variety of mortal dangers.

I11 wishers against my life and powerful and strong enemies

and rivals strove for my death. I was, so to say, driven to

madness by the polo-sticks of their hatred. They attributed

to me a8 thousand kinds of poisonous words before his majesty.
(58)

In the preface of Sahifah-i Na‘t-i Muhammadl BaranI mentions that he
was imprisoned for fi\;e months. Nuryl Hasan has read this place as

I’aht:«az,“r'9 a placuﬂ not easily identifiable. Mahdi Husain reads it as

thu:uir:.60 It is very likely that the place was Bhatnirj and the

reading of it as Pahtex could be the result of a copyist's error.

Baranl himself casually mentions, in the course of the Ta'rIkh-i

61

Firiz Sh3hI that he had been in the fortress of Bhatnir. We can

. only speculate about the reasons for this imprisonment and Baranl's

A Y

subgequent misery.
Obviously his disgrace was connected in some way to the events

following Muhammad ibn Tughlaq's death. Mahdi Husain feels that Ba:}anI

vu(nda a scaf»egont for the "crimes of the deceased enparor".ﬁz 'Iu'h:ls

-does not seem very likely because Barani was not that important in
Muhammad 1bn Tughlaq's reign to have been picked on to bear the respon-
sibility of the Sultan's policies. Nizami and Day63
N J

5 .
‘thelr conviction that he had sided with Khwdjah-1i Jahdn who had placed
. &7

14

are categorical -in
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a supposed son of the late §u1tan on the throne. It could have been so.
Baranl, anxious to maintain his privileged position, would have sided with
Khwdjah-1 Jahfin who had been put in charge of the capital by Muhammad’
ibn Tughlaq. Politically naive, he may not have realised that Firiz
Shidh Tu‘ghlaq would be more astute in realising his ambitions to the

¢ throne.“ Baranl must h?ve realised his mistake because he tries very'
hard to make amends, sayii.ng that those who had sided with Khwdjah-i

Y

Jahdin had done ao only because they had been bribed by him and actually

65

had hoped that Firiiz Shdh Tughlaq would appear aud take Delhi. He was

most probably only a sympathiser and not a conspirator because the main

participants were ca:-:m:m:ed.66 His later vehemence against Khwdjah-1

67

Jahidn and hiﬁ questioning of the legitimacy of the child™ " who had been

. placed on the throne were his ways of atoning for his earlier indiscretion.

He algo might have beet: a victim of court intrigue. Enemies whom he

. miéht have made'as a courtier at Muhammad ibnq Tughlaq's court or those
who might have wanted to replace him as royall courtiers could have used
his role in. the Khwdjah-1 Jahdn conspiracy to have him banished from

-~ the court. Hence Baranl's constant condemnation of those who had carried
tales against him. Habib suggests that his fall could have come about
because of Khdn-i Jah#@n, the wazlr of FirUz Shdh Tughlaq, who being a
convert from Hinduism, could have h;ted Barani for his views on Hindua,“\
This se@s very unlikely. Having c/onverted and then agreed to aerv;
under Firuz Shdh Tughlaq, a Sultan not known for his liberaliam
_t:ow&rds any religious group except Suani Huslims,69 Khdp-i Jahfin could

hardly ixave taken offence at Barani's anti-Hinduism,

Whatever the caué'es, Baranl seems to have suffered in the last

~

k]




years of his life.  0ld and t:oochless,70 he was miserably poor.,n H-e

: ended up as a social outcaste because he mentions how no one would give
him refuge or credit to alleviate his povert:y.n His property and all
his wealth must have been confiscated.73

It was during this enforced exile that BaranI occupied himself

with writing books. . The Siyar al-Awliy3' mentions six books: Thana'-i

Na‘t-i Muhammadi (which might have been the same as SahIfah-1 Na‘c-i

MuhammadY), Saldt-i Kabir, ‘Indyat Namah-i I1%hI, Ma'dthir-i Sadit,

74

Ta'rikh-1 FirGe ShahI and Hasrat Némah. He also translated the

Ta'rTIkh-1 Barmakiydn from Arabic into Persian and wrote the Fatidwd-i

JahnddrI. One of the reasons for this intense literary activity was

8 the desire to ingratiate himself with Firliz Sh&h Tughlaq. Not only did
’ he dedicate his major history to FirGz Shdh Tughlaq but also dediéated
75

the Ta'rikh-i Barmakiydn to him.
Barani's efforts did not get him very far because Firiz Shih

Tughlaq df;{.d not see his Ta'rikh-i FIriiz Shdhi during Baranl's lifetime.

But Baranl did return to Delhi and did get some sort of minor pension

76

) as the Siyar al-Awliyd@' indicates. This was most probably at the

intervention of Malik Shikir Bek Wamlidn Sulplnl,n whom Baranl praises

77 But this pension definitely 4id not amount to

for his kindness.
patronage by Firiz Shdh as Majumdar suggestl.78' He died in great pov-
ert:y79 and was buried in the same cemetery as Nizdm al-Din Awliyd' at
Ghiyithpur.ao FirtGz Shah did get to read Barani's Ta'rikh-i FirGe

Shahi after Barani's death and was flattered enough to ask Shams-1i Sirk}
CreTe . 81 o

‘A£1f to contifive it.

Before we move on to discussing Barani's Ta'xIkh-i Firiis




70

-8héh1 and Fatdwd-i Jahdndirl, his two major works which bear directly

on the history of the sultanate of Delhi and which concern us in this .

li

1
chapter, we should try to understand the underlying motives which
Husain

prompted Baranl's literary activity. Was it as simple as ﬁnhcji

|
_'suggests when he says that in the end Barani chos¢ the writing of\ history

82

ag the best calling? Hardy, even though he admits that Barani expected

A

a reward from Firtiz Shdh-Tughlaq, lays a great deal of emphasis on the
\

larger, more universal aims of Barani: !

+ss:-he belleved that he was offering to God something which ¢
S would open the eyes of mankind to God and, to the Sultan

something which would benefit him in this world and the next

eess PFor Ta'rikh to Barani is true religion and morality

teaching by examples, an indispensable study for the good

life. 1t warns readers to avoid the base and contemptible.

It is knowledge of the annals and traditions of prophets,

caliphs, sultans, and other great men of both religion and
government. (83) -

BaranI, according to Hardy, is trying to teach men the 'lessons of
84

\

history' in order to save their souls  and to teach the sultans of

Delhi their duty towards Islam.>®

True, Barail thought that his efforts would help others. He

also treats his work as an atonement for his sins in not_criticising

g Muhammad ibn Tughlaq for his cruelty and his 1r\religioa:lty.86 His

Ta'rikh-i Firtiz ShAh1 is a pious dkd, for he ends his efforts with a
M saying that good éeeds are not vnst:ed.87 He also has 4 high regard
for the discipline of history and its historical and religious functions
and advantages. He ennumerates the following benefits ;;tm: accrue from
the study of history:’ ‘

1. It familiarises men with the Word of God, the deeds- of ti\e Prophats,

O . . and the actions of rulers and their misdeeds. In short it acts as a
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warning to people. k
2. Hadith wh\ich is so important for Muslims is a twin of history, and
hadith cannot be understood without history.

3. History helps in increasing the intellect and also in making the
Fight judgements.

4. It helps the sultans, maliks and wazirs in remaining calm in moments

of crisis and in taking the right decisions baged on the experiences of

those gone before. ; " s

5. HRistory teaches fortitude to Muslims by showing the vicissitudes
that prophets went through so that the people do not despair.

6. History, by showing the evil effects of bad deeds and the good
results of virtuous actions, helps the rulers to be riglﬁ:eoun.

7. - 8ince history is inseparable from the truth, it helps people distin-
guish goc‘x{ from avil..es

So, having discovered the benefits of history, Baranl says, he

89 But it would be naive to take Barani's claim

at its face value. Considerations more mndn‘le\ went along y}‘tf Ltlifii\
lofty ideals, not the least of which were pecuniary. He bemoans that
apart from not achuvi.ng any religious merit (which the writing about the
11fe and deeds of the Prophet vas to remedy), he also had not bsen sble
to savour the worldly pleasures which should have been his birthright as
® simple,

worldly comfqrts must have been foremost in his mind because he gives

a person of 'graceful nature and delicate temperament’.
, >

us a grim picture of his poverty and the misery of his last days, of

How his eyes bled while he vroto.gl He prays aloud that Flriz Shih

Tughlaq should see his book so that his eftottllvoulr'l not go vutcd,gz

,
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and he later repeats the plea for someocne to whom he may present his
history and who might appreciate it enough to reward hin.93

Nizani asserts that Barani did not write Eo ingratiate himself
[

with Firiiz Shdh. This opinion.he bases -on the premise that Firiz Shih

Tughlaq had too high a regard for Mubammad ibn Tughlaq, and Barani's

criticism would not have pleased hin.% This view is mot borne out by
the facts. Baradl more thin once says that his sufferings would end 1if

95

only the king could ses his work. ~ And then, Firlx Shih Tughlaq did see

the Ta'rikh-i Firiz ShahY, and was pleased enough with it to desire its

cont}l.mtion. |

Having spelt out the advantages of history, Baranl weaves thea
into an argument which is directly linked to his personal predicaments.
His is an intellectual seduction which if successful ‘would benefit him.
!liltory in not only cuen?:ul. for the gr«tnnd the high-botn, Baran?
argues, but only those who are great and bigh-born can be interssted in
history, and for them the historian is a very important pn'mn.g!5 A
causal link between ‘Betnng great, and an interest in history, “t:hnrcfot“o
the necessity for the pampering of the historian, is established. By
this logic those not interested in Baranl's work were not great but low-'
born.‘

Baun! was no doubt conscious of chc importance of his work and
of his reputation wsith‘ posterity. He is convincod of the importancs |

of Bis work: ! He says: \ :

In this book I have worked ng:lc. Ths scholars of history who
have become scarce know that no historian has for a thousand

" 777" years been able to write a book like this Ta'rfkh-{ mas ShihY

sese (98) ERpT——
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He is contemptuous of people whose books dre never sold and are re-

turned by the bo;k sellers to the paper merchants who then wash the

_ paper ¢:1ean.99 He did have his eye on the book market no matter how .

limited this might ha’ve been. He talks about how certain religious books
sold wall because of the inﬂpence of the gii_f;a.lqo If he was working
for his own-salvation by writing about religious themes and for the
salvation of kings and other Musiims by showing, them their 'duties
towards Islam', \i:e was also io his work as an author covering the entire
nptc:tum of books that might have been ia demnd,’ e.g., & conventional
popular type of biography of the Prophet (Thand'~i Na* tei !luh—ndI),‘
and a book duling with the popular Ch:lltt saint (Burn: asrat Nimah). He

also translated a popular history (Zl-i Barmakiyin ) and wrote one

himsalf. 10

~ Barani, as we have said, completed his Ta'rikh-i Firlis ShihI

v

sometime around 1357-58. He had intended to write a history beginning
from the tima of Adam and ‘coming down to his own &ge. m- vas in
keeping with the tradition of other Muslim historisns. As religious
men’ they had thus established a link between their own times’and those

of the prophets. But Barani changed his mind. As he says, Minhi} had Y

already written about the period, and Barani did not want to detract

from the po:ith of his predecessor's work for which he had -a high rcgnrd.loz

!
Babib—is mewm reagous yhy Baranl did not want to
rcl:rud the ground that Minhldj had covered. lu s&ys:

Y

P -uut remember that the facts of Ial.ic history collectod
by Barani from the fabricated histories then curreat directly

contradicted the at-1 m:l.ri. So Barani wisely decided to
begin where the d ended. (103) .
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from Adam down to Firiiz Shlh"'mghhq. Ag for the fact that he shaue-

74
. g . A F /
\ _ S
—Even 1f this is pa@tially correct, we have to keep in mind

that Barani's Ta'rikh-1 Firiiz ShEhI was an important step in the evolu-

' { s
E:ion of the historical concerns of the Indidn Muslims towards a greater
narrowing of interest and a sharper focus of subject. We have noted -

this evolution and its characteristics in the introduction to this work.

3

Baranl does not totally discard the 'Universal history' format, but he

Bl

mskes a distiact move away from it. He.pays respect to the universalist
traditions of Islamic historiography by making & mention of the Prophet
anid giving a short sketch of the first four Caliphd. This he might

hnvc done to stress the religious aignificance of his work. But he

quickly moves on to concentntp on an area more relevant to his outlook

and concerns, the affairs of the sultanate of Delhi.

. B;upI' a/ 'l'a’r’.u;h-i Firiz S8hihi c&ers the reign of eight sultans:
Ghiydth al-Din ’Bllbln, Mu‘izz ‘al-DIn Kayqubdd, ‘Jalal al-DIthftﬁz KhaljI,
‘Al' al-DIn Ebalfl, Qutb al-DIn Nubdrak Khalji, Ghiyith al-Din Tughlag
Shih, Mubsmmed ibn Tughleq Shih and the first six years of Firlz Shih .
Tughiaq's reign. “Nisami feeis it pr;:bable that he had intended to write
two books: one on all the prioz" sultans and the second exclusii;ely on’
Firtz Shih Tughlag. He ‘Baiu this viev on what he feels to be a difference ;
of style: Barani is critical of ev;_fy one el"ae except Firuz Shih Tugh/laq.ma" )
This intention of writ;ng two separate books is unli"kely, however, because - .

BaranI himself states in the outset that he want:ed to write a bistor;-y '

iessly flatters' Firiiz Shlh..mgjﬂlaq while he is very cril:iul of oti@
we will argue in vhu: fouau that in his own vay Blnnl is very criticll
of Firus Shih Iughlaqfaho. It is also unlikgly that Lal is’ corrncc ;ln

- -

, A _
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believing that the Ta'rikh-i FI;.'ﬁz Shahl w’aa written in a casual manner
with Barani working on it from time to time.ms Baranl would not have
h/ad the time to write at leisure because we know of at least eight
l;ooks that he wrote in approximately “six years.

Unli‘ke Minhdj, Barl'anI is dealing with the political events in

just one are;l. The chapters are therefore based on individual reigns

_and do not overlap. From Jaldl al-DIn KhaljI onwards he-divides the

chapters into various headings. But these sub-divisions do not follow

any particular pattern and indicate that the Ta'rIkh-i Firtz Shahi

is not very well planned. At the beginning of each chapter he gives ‘t:he
list of royal princes and var{f\oua nobles of -the various reigns. ’when J
he comes to FirGz Shih he divides the. reign into el;vgn mugadimmahs

(he had intended to write one hundred and one) dealing with the general o

characteristics of the reign.

Hardy classifies both the Ta'rikh-i Flriiz Shahi and. the

~

Patédwa-i Jah@ndirl as exemplifying the didatic form of historical

writing, 106 calling them the "reverse and obverse of the same ideological

[}

/
Firie ShahI through the technique of 'oratio-recta' where various

coin" 107 Barani's socio-political thought, is expressed in the Ta'rikh-1i

characters in his hintéry speak their thoughts on various subjects. P
He r;cords various conversations: between Balban and his sons Muhammad

ané Bughr@l Khdn; betwveen Bughrd l;hin and his son Kayqubidd; between. Eo_g;@_l.

Fakhr al-Din and his nephev Nigdm al-Din; betwean Jaldl al-Din Khaljl

and Malik Abamd Chap; betveen ‘Ald' al-Din Khaljl and Barani's uncle -
‘Al%' al-Mulk; ‘Al3’' g1-DiIn £hnljt nnd Qadl Mughith al-Din; and betwesn

Baranl and Muhammad ibn Tughlaq. nn-dy in hu’ discussion of the orapio \3
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_ge_g\_t_g technique of BaranI has poiated out how Baranl was expr‘eaai‘ng. hig
own thoughts through other people. Barani, Hardy points out, was neither
a 'tape recorder’ nclvr a 'cabinet aecrez»t:ary'.m8 Hardy also goes on to
show the remarkable similarity between the opinions expressed in the

Ta'rIkh-i FIriiz ShAhI and those of the Patdwa-i Jahdnddri where they are

supposed to have been the advice of Mahmiid of Ghaznah. In the Ta'rikh-1
FI(::ﬁz Shahl we can ver}\* often detect Barani's views being expreaaed/on
both sides of an argument as is in the case of the conversation between
Jaldl al-Din Khaljl and Abmad Cbap.%og

The Pat@wd-i JahZindirl is more obviously didatic in character

than the Ta'rikh-i Firiiz Shahi. Ostensibly it is meant to be a series
of lectures on statecraft delivered by Mahmid of Ghaznahuoto his sons.
The nature of this work, the first major one of its kind produced in

Delhi, had its precedents. Fakhr-i Mudabbir had introduced the ideas
. Cor £ .. .
)of Nizim al-Mulk's 8iylgat Nimah through his work, AdaB’al-Mulak. 11
/
And who could Baranrl have chosen as the ideal Muslim king other than

Mabuiid of Ghaznah, the 'idol smasher’. l2

Nizami believes, on the basis of internal evidence, that the
FPativi-i Jablinddiri was written after the Ta'rIkh-1 FIruz shahi.'l3
4

Hardy agrees with him.\u A. 8. Khan feels that BaranI wanted to remain

i nnoriymoua regarding the authorship of the Fat@wa-i JahinddrI and

ﬁ’», ,
therefore pretended that it was written by a courtier of Mahmild of
Ghaznah., She holds that since Firiz Shah Tughlaq had ignored the Ta'rTkh-i

Firiiz Shahi, Barani wanted to pass judgement on him in this work and

115

therefore did not dedicate this book to him. ™~ It is not clear what

she thinks Barani would have gained by this action. Since Baranl was

o
-~

\/
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0 s
trying to pass off his own political convictions as those of Hal.m'id, they
would not have sounded credible if he had made it obvious that they were
vritten three centuries after Mahmid's death. Furthermorle, dedicating
the Fatiwd-1 JahinddrI to Flriz Shah Tughlaq would have immediately put

\
the authenticity of his treatise in doubt.

Tbe only copy of the Fatawd~i Jahinddri that is. known to have

surx;ived is in very poor a_h,tq,)e.é';'l_6 Apart 'from being badly dmuge& and
carelessly copied, it is incomplete, and there seems to have been attempts
made at alteridg it. A. 8. Khan estimates thar; it is composed of

N twanty-‘four nagd'ih (advices). 117 'l‘he advices usually begin w:lth an invo-
cation to the 'sons of Mahmiid and the kinga of Islam’ to follow the
general principle that has been stated and is followed by one or more
anecdotes to illustrate this advice. These advices and illustrations
very often tend to ramble. Often Barani's own statements from the

Ta' rIkh-i Firtuz Shihl tend to reappear in the mouth of one of the char-

acters in the Fatdwd-1i Jah.tndar'i.é'[ An example is the discussion on

punidhmenta. 118 ~.

A ‘ The Ta'rikh-i Firiiz ShihI and the Patdwd-i Jah@nddrI might be

the '.obveru and revergse' of the same ideological coi;n, but they
obviously were not received in the same way by contemporaries, if
Barani's own statement about tl;e quality of books being judged by
. vhether they were sold or their paper was washed and used again affords
nny evidence. Only one copy of the FatZwd-i Jahidnddrl is known tc; have
: lurvrlvedf and one of Ba:.;aﬁi_'n cb?te-poraries of) near contesporaries seems
to have known about it otu to have cona_idex"cd it vorth citing. Lees
0 points out ¢he existence of a number of copies of the Ta'rfkh-1 -

/
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- a8 & "ery of anguish by a man who knows that his religfous ideals and

Fitliz Shahi which were detroyed in the disturbances of 1857,119 and

yet a number of coples are still available. 120 The pomposity and the

irrelevance of the views expressed in the FPatdwd-i Jahandiri must have
been the reason for the complete absence of interest of Barani's
!

contemporaries in it. Nigam's hypothesis that it was most probably used

a8 & theoretical reading for the trhining of the nobilit:y121 is simply
not supported by facts. The book does not represent the actual political
the?ry of the sultanate of Delhi but what BaranI wished that the

political theory of the Sultans had be\en.uz

| ’l'here‘are obvious similarities between the FatBwd-i Jah@ndarl >

and the Siydsat N!mah.123 Hardy fn a poineering stu@.w Srigd to place

the Fatdwd-i Jahlnddrl in a 'larger Islamic context' by comparing it

with al-Ghazdli's Naslhat al-Mulik and KImiya al-Sa‘#ddah and Nasir al-DIn

4 it is not within the acope of this work to !

Tus1's AkhlBg-1 Nasirl.'?

examine the validity of Bar&y's claim that in the "consatellation of early
medieval Muslim writers on the ideal ruler, Barani can be seen to shine

]
forth as an eagtern star".us

But Hardy admits that there are differenceal
in emphasis if not ian approach among them. This is only natural consider-
ing that each one of them wa7 responding to very diffuelrent historical
situations. Barani's own views were directly a resu\lt of the environment

in which he lived. A brief examination of Barani's political thought

¢

would be relevant at this atage. BN
Barani's entire political thought resembles what Hardy describes
the times are out of jo;lnt".lzs

JahlindirT and in the Ta'rlkh-i Firls Shabl that monarchy is un-Islamic.

He admits, both in the Fatdwi-i

-t
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The handling of government can be done only in the traditions of the
Persian kings which is totally antithetical to the exdmples of the”

N

Prophet.127 Power corrupts, and only the four rightly guided cali/pha )
were ideal rulers because they were able to combine poverty, hu:;:ility
and kinéahip-lza Having asserted this, he ru’ukes the best of this
situation by insisting. that kingship, in importance, comes only after
the Prophetic office'?’ and that jahBindarI is the khildfat of God. 3’

It I,ls not the king's fault that he cannot live according to true Islamic

ideals because it is the world which is too wicked to alflow thia. Those

who have tried, like the first four caliphs, have failed. Did not three

- - >
-

of the four get killed?131
{ f
Kingship being un-Islamic; t:he king has to make an extra effort

for his own salvation. Simple piety ‘and religiosity are not enough.
Saying a thousand rak‘ats of prayers, constant fasting, not go:l.ng near
anything that is forbidden, spending the treasury for the sake of God,

all do not guarantee deliverance. What can save the king from hell is

DIn Panahi.'>? Shaykh Niral-Din Ghaznawi, the Shaykh al-Isldm of
Iltutmish is quoted by Balban to show what Din PanBhi 1is:

1. The king should protect Islam, use the power of liin office for the
cause ?:f his religion by anforéing the shari*ah and by not tolerating

kifirY and phirk. Rufr and K&firs should be overthrown, but {f this is

not pouibla because of their nmbers, chey ahould be hunililced. A 390d
Muslim king gets into & rage when he sees a Hipdu bccauu the Hindus

are the vorst enemies of the Prophct. All Brahmans should be killed,
Hindus should not be able to get & job. , ‘

2; Imora'%j.l:y of all l;i.ii.dn' chou(l? be su?prened- Pron:"itutio;l is

v

‘ -
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wicked but if the prosti utea agree to carry on their trade covertly,
they should be allwed to exiat because otherwise thi virtue of gSod
+ Muslim women would be endangered.
"3.. Govermment wor:k should be entrusted to ‘pious, religious men.

fhiloscgphers and rationaliats should not find a place in the government.
' 133

4, The king should maintain’a high standard of justice.
3 Since kingship {8 the viceroyalty of God, it is essential. What

advice does Barani haverfc‘:r the mintenance/ of this institution? The

R RN L
)

537

most important elements according to him are khawf (fear), haybat and

) hishmat (reverence, majesty, pomp, grandeur).134 _The awe that these

B

inspire is irreplaceable and cannot be acquired either through love or
L 135

S e

harsh pﬁnishnent:s.

£

If the populace is not in awe and fear, the
Hindus will become rebellious and the Muslims irreligious. Strong rule -
> X is synonymous with the religiosity of the people. BaranI made Qadi

Mughith al-Din crticise ‘Al3@' al-DIn, ih the Ta'rikh-i Firiiz Shahi,

A . .
for. spending- publ;c money on his personal needs-136 In the Fatdwa-i

, Jahind&ri he provides a way out for the ruler by admitting that it is

easential for the ruler to spend frdm the public treasury in order to

maintain his image and stature, but he should be careful not to spend

’ ' the money oit his personal pleaaures.l37

Bow one draws a line between

the two, he does not say. ;

Also eaaeut:l.al to the strength of the Sultan is the army.us

13 9 ‘ .
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Along with wealth, horses and alephanta are the bases of kingahip.

And this army should never be kept idle.
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One’ of t:he conditions for & king's success is that he should

"be of strong detemination and that he should not vacillate.MI’ ‘But
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there s nothing sacroaanct aboyt royal orders, and they can be abrogated

if they are not working, for after all, even God abrogated parts of the

142 ’

Qur 'an. Since the sharl‘ah does not provide for this situation, the

king is supposed to propogate, dawibij:' or state laws: "laws on which

" 143 >;<

knowledge and reason agree'. The legislation of these dawdbit

_has to be guided by certain considerqtiona: they should not contradict
the ghari‘ah, and they should be based on the examples of pious kings.

If forbidden things have to be legislated, then alms should be distributed

to make up for it.lu" v

' The king in order to make wise laws has to depend on counsellors’
who should have the freedom to express themselves freely without fear.

The coungsellors &lso should be permanent and be -privy to all atate .

145
. secrets. {
* Ca

The king has to be just. He should not make ahy difference

146

between the rich and the poor as far as justice is concerned. Justice

is important because without it private property is not safe, and trade

does npt flourish. 1“7 !

The people will also not love and respect their king if he ‘ .

.cannot provide £or their Iivelihood 148 iughrl Khén is quoted in the

Ta'rIkh-1i Flriz Shih! as aaying ‘that & king cannot be considered a

king if in hiy reign even one person is naked or hungry.
A king sQould, be strict with any signs of disaffection if they-
! should manifest themselves in oﬁen rebellion. A king should constantly
" be- nm:e of what is happening in his kingdom through a ayu:em of
Bar1ds'®® (informers). Barani condemas Jaldl al-Din Rbaljl through
. the words of Ahmad Chap for not being strict enough vith the rebel

§
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Malik Cha] ja. 191

But then the king should be careful not to be too
severe. His punishments should not-be too extreme, and he should not
harbour grudées.lsz Pur/suit: of grudges can lead to his downfall as
ixappened v/vit:h the case of Muhammad ibn Tughlaq. Disobedignce to the
king should not be punished by death. The death penalty should be
used only wiaenA the state is harmed. Baranl lists six other 1nstances
in which the death penalty can be impoaed: apostacy, murder, adultery,
intention to rebel against the ‘king, helping rebels and helping the
enenies ofq the king. Barani admits that only three of these base; of
the death penalty, those for murder, adultery and apostacy, were

g 153

sanctioned by the‘Prophet. Baranl finally recommends that if a

king is unpopular he should abdicate. % ’

Baranl's biases and prejudiées become very clear in his soclo-

~ political thought. These not only dictated his political attitudes

but very often reflect his personal grudges. They can also be taken as

indicating the concerns of the class t:hat he came from. V
Though essentially a conservative, Barani sometimea displays

la liberal streak. After criticining Qutb al-Din Mubirak Shah as a

debauchee, Barani praises him for his good deeds such as the release of

¢Al3' al-Din's poli@ica} prisoners and the relaxation of revenué .
155 )

-

He severely condemns the brutality with which ¢AlZ' al-Din
156

demands .

suppressed the revolt of the new Muslims. But on the whole, Barani's

\thought conformed with the insecurities of an.established ruling ciua‘

which saw the basis of its privilege being slowly eaten away by encroach-,
ers. He stoutly believed that the ideal Islamic society was a hierarchic ,

one ".... with mankind graded into various. classes. The function of the

Yoo
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government was to maintain a just balance between various clasaes".157

Baranl's obsessidn with 'birth' indicates how concerned he was .
at the phenomenon of peoplej succeéding in spi‘te of not being high-born
Turks. As far as he\/‘was concer:;ed, the low-born did not exist. 1In
spite c;f proclaiming‘ ;:t’mt; he had written a hiato;sr for mankidd, he is

quick to point out the his Ta'rikh-i FIrﬁ;n $hahl is not about the low-
158 ' i

born and that they will not benefit from reading it. For him,

kam asl (base-born) is synonymous withradhil (mean, vile), bikar

(useless, worthless), kaminah (base abject) and past himmat (mean

spi.ri':ed)-]"r’9 The low-born should not be given any appointments, and

Iltutmish and Balban are praised for their attitude towards those not

born in the right families.. Jaldl al-DIn also comes in for praise for

.t -
he saw to it that the low-born did not rise to power.160 Mu d

—,1bn Tughlaq comes in for severe digapprobation for raiaing .the bad asl

¢kbase—born) to high offices. Baranl is horrified that a wine-merchant,

{

a barber, a.gardener, a musigian, and a cook were given royal appoint-’
' L

ments.161 Trying: to find a ra&%nale for this 'unreasonable' behaviour

of Muhammad ibn Tughlaq, he finds a scapegoat in the philosophers

with whonm the Sultan spent so much time. Baranl assures us that
’ Hu!namfd ibn Tughlaq otlierwise hated the low-bora as much as he did.162 -
"It was under the influence of these rationalists that Muhammad 1iba

Tughlaq not only appointed the low-born but also kilied Muulﬁu.ma

Barani therefore ldviiu future Muslin kings to persecute these

164 Baranl is convinced ,

.philosophers becauu they are anti-Muslim.

that if Ibn-1 SIui hld fallen into Malmiid of Ghaznah's hlndl, Ha!nﬂd

vould have had bim butchered and fed to the ucu.,“s

§y
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Baranl wasg obviously alarmed at the rise of the non-high
born and of converts, and like many others of his class must have
suffered some sort of diap‘laceqe’nt. Ghiyath al-Din Tughlaq was great
because he did not raise new families nor did he ruin established ones.}

His reign was also safe for private property.167

Ba;:an'i is acutely
conscious that even though the philsophers are a convenient scapegoat
for blame, so far as aocifl mobility was conc¢erned, the actual danger
lay elsewhere. He advises that teadchers should not "thrust precious
stones down the throats of dogs or put collars of gold around the

168 By teaching them skills such as reading

v

necks of pigs or bears'.
and writing, the low-born are equipped to get anpvloyment as revenue
collectors, éccountants, etc., and this 1is socially unhealthy..l 69){\
People g:.Lve up their old professions and take up new ones. This causes
social upheaval. Baranl says that all professions should therefose
be fixed.UO
If the newly converted w;u rigsing and threatening the social
position of the old, established families, Baranl is aware that the
financial security of the latter was being_. challenged also froh‘~/
nﬁother side. In this matter, Baranl nv;khs the fear of the ruling

élii:e whose economic position rested on the surplus extracted from land.

- This feudally based élite felt threatened by and resentful of the

merchants and any increase in their wealth. Bnrini calls the merchants

the worst of all classen.ln‘ Since social position depended on wealth

and the Hindu shkopkeepers made money from the Muslims, the king should

172

énfor;g price-control. Barani's coundemnation Qf usury is not based-

just on religious consida:ntfou. The Muslim nobility, often iiving

oy
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beyond their means, were getting deeper and deeper into debt. -BaranY
mentions how some nobles, trying to outdo each other in generosity,
would get into debts with merchants and money-lenders who became rich

from the money of these iqtd‘dirs who bor\rowed funds, putting up

their iqtaé¢s as security.173 Be .als$ bemoans how:— towards the end of

his life, he, “the son of a well-known and generous family, could not

get credit from ﬁ}yone.lm . A

Barani algso exhibits strong racial and communal prejudices.

He derides Chajji KhislI Khin's forces as an army of 'rice and figh-

eaters', 175

and condemns ‘Ali’ al-Din's murder of his uncle as an
act not even befitting a Jew or a Zoroagcrian.176 He refers to the
Isnd‘1I1is as }_93!1323177 (people of license). But the choicest of
abusau he reserves for the Hindus. It ia not difficult to a;e why.

- As a raligious group, the Hindua embodied every other prejudice

and insecurity of Baranl and made his fears appear real. nn virulent

hatred for them had deep reasons, and its causes are not as simple as\

o

Lal suggests:

Barani bated Hindus to please Firuz Shah, he hated Hindus
because he derived a cyncial pleasure from hating thea.-
(178)

No single sentence of Baranl indicates his hatred for the Hindus more
than the one that he puts into the mouth of Q3d1 MughIth al-Din:

When & tax-collector demands money from him (a Hindu),
latter in all humility apd respact pays the requ:lred uonnt,
and if the collector would spit in his (the Hindu's) mouth,
_the lzt:ur should unhesitatingly open his mouth to receive
. ie. (179)

w

He is sure that:if Mahmiid of Ghaanahhad invaded India once again he
would have killed all Hindus if éhey had refused to convert. BHe

i 4 . .

85
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—~—advises the kings that 'truth at the center' can be established only

180 L.t is his

be degrading all the Hindus and killing the Brahmans.
hatred for Hindus merely a matter of religious bigotry? Ot were there
specific social and historical ressons which hardened his bias against
them? Baranl had stakes in the continued survival of the sultanate
of Delhi, and the rash of rebellions uhder Muhammad lbn Tughlaq must
have frightened him. This might explain his equating a Hindu with a
rebex.lsl \Apat from this, the usurpation of the throne by a new
Muslim, Khusraw Khdn, his subsequent apostacy and the desecration of
mosques and the Qur'dn (as Baranl describes them), must have confirmed
Baranl's fears regarding Hindus and cl;n\{crts.mz His own poverty
stricken condition wherse he had to depend on the charity of others to
survive must have made the “prosperity of some Hindus around him seem -
unfair. He reflects this when he says that the Sultans of Delhi
were neglecting their duties if:

they bestow drum, banners, ornaments, cloaks of brocades,

and caparisoned horses upoi them; if they appoint them to

governorships and high posts and offices; and if in their

capital.... they allow them to build houses 1like palaces, !

to wear clothes of brocade, and to ride Arab horses capari-

soned with gold and silver ornaments, to be equipped with

a thousand sources of strength, to live among delights

and comforts, to take Muslims into their service and to

make them run before their horses, with poor Muslims

begging of them...., (183) ,

Baranl uses the word Hindu indiscrininately, and this , o

|
carelessness of usage and failure to make a diatinetton betwean thc\
class of Hindus he did not like and the Hindus in gencrnl has lad to
problm. Seveul modern Indim historians of :udicvnl India hmu
taken advantage of the grudgn that BaranY’ hare agninu: rnbuuim or

/

rich Hindus. to distort history and to make it f:l.t in with their ovn

LI
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information and how he used these aourcn. lhbi.b, ntth some eonvicuon,

87

-
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S \\)
views. Barani's glee at the suffering of Hindu intermediaries caused

by ‘A1’ &1-DIn's revenue arrangements has led Majumdar to say :hat:‘\

' these refw were motivated primarily by ¢Alad’ al-Dtn'sdhatred for .-'“
the Hindua.lu Based prtu{ily on Baranl'a views A. L. ,é;‘ivuuva“
extendu this 1ntnrprenti.on to the entire aultmte, which lccotding

"

to hin was "an Islamic state, pure and si.nple, and gave no toleration
", 185 ’ ' ]

°

to the Hindus .
, Moreland has shown how ureleul‘y {f&rmi uses the term 'Hindy' -]'86
What Barani act\;;lly meant by the word Biﬁidu in the context of ¢Ald'
al-DIn's revenue reforms vere the khawts and the muqaddams, the rural
intermediaries, who by ka;inq‘ a .shura';f“ctpe revenue were getting
riych, and not the Hindus in general. The Hindus formed the bulk of the
punntxy,m7 and they mist have benafited from ¢Al1' al-DIn's reveaue

rcfom Barani also refers to the puunta as the khlz:uﬂn-i ba jt

al-sdl-i Mussalniokn (kespers of r.hc treasury of the uuanm)

He reeo-u\d: the suspension of jgg 189 and the dinribution of *

charity when the crops fail.I”_ He alco says that if the king's

faith is correct, the life and honour of his auhjecu, Both Muslims &

K]

and dhimmis will be /utc. 191 He pnisu Ghiylch al-DIn Tughlaq for

not making excessive demands on the peumtzu, 192 d,nd for being concerned
vwith the welfare of both Hindus and iﬁulm.l” He éoddma Llyds
for oppressing Muslims and dbtmis. ' T : :

BaranI s vorth and aceuracy as a hutorim can be judg.d only

after ve see hw he w[rote his history; xﬂmt sources he used for his .

fuh that be notc entirely from mamry 'ith no mus ot bm 5
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Firie Shahi are to hearsay t:estimony. Known for his.talents as a

88

Lal feels that BaranI's Ta'rIkh-i Firiz ShAhI was written after

"consulting all available and trustworthy documents on different

periods".196 A. S. Khan commends the use of 'original sources' by
him.197 But the oa rwhell;zing number of references in his Ta'rikh-i | X

storyteller, Barani obviously had a well-trained memory, and it is
likely that he used all the information that he had gat:hered and

which he now remembered, to construct his history. ‘1t is very unlikely
thatA he had any reference materials available to him in vie;r of the o
dire gtraits in which he wrote his works. Nizami asserts \:hath the

N v
only way the lists of nobles and the principal officera in the /

Ta'rikh-1 FirGz ShahI can be explained is on the basgis that Barani

_does not seem to have had recorded data gvailable to him., Regarding

either had some recorded data available to him at the time of writing’

198 Nizami might be correct, but we

or if they vere added on later.
would be underestimating the traditions of oral history and Bérani's

memory 1f we”accapted this view. As has been stated earlier, Baranl

the suggestion that he had added the lists later, the question.

arises as to whe;:e Baranil would have found such lists even if we preaume
that such lists existed. He did not have any contact with the official
circles where such records might have been kept. '

| BaeranI had spent a lifé reading popular histories and l,itgrature. u\

He speaks of how hard he had had to work to acquire this knowladge.lgg l’ .f

.But the sources dthnt he uses for the Ta'rIkh-i FIriliz ShZhI are prac-

tically all oral. He does mention a lot 6f books as sources but only

in the Fatiwé-1i Jahinddrl. He quotes Amir Khusraw but quotes only “his

%
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‘Sometimes he is more specific. He mentions having heard thingsg from

 (Kisrawi?),

'gated the authenticity of these acm::c:es.229

we

t

y : ’ .

poems and never goés to his historical works for information which he

himself might not have had, e.g., ¢Ald’ al-Din's wﬁrs in Chittor, :

Rana tWhor and Malwa. 200

.

For the regin of Balban and Kayqub3d he bases his information

on wluu:f he heard from his father and grandfather.zm He also often

meﬁtj.ons his mqterndl grandfather aaiﬁan authority.zof

* - .
of the Rhalji's he himself was an eyewitness even though he was only »

five when the ‘dynasty began.203 1204 o

205

'For the reign

He frequently asserts 'l saw r

'l remember’. What makes his sources suspicious are the generalised

. g
hearsay statements that he attributes to various people. Usually he

refers to hearing about a particular event fr?ﬁ 'wige and learned

pefople',m6 or from 'trustworthy people',zol or from 'aged uobles".208

Anir Khusraw,zog AmTr gasan,zml(hwljah paki, Malik Qird Be8,212 or

213 \ |

211

from QddI Sharf al-Din.

In the Fatdwa-i Jahindari t;e .cites a list of authorities to

I3

Esupport his illusgrations. Some of the books that he mentions are:

214 215 the history of al-

Yo
Tasﬂ":[kh- iKhulafd'-1i ‘Abbasi,
216

Ma'3thir-1i ‘Umar,

17

Ibn 1shliq's biography ‘of the Ptophet,z Ta'rikh-i Ma'‘ithir-1i

218

Wiqidi,

Sahdbah of Imam Isma‘l,
220

Ma'ithir al-Wuzard',?l? Ta'rikh-i Akasira

Ta'rIkh-1 Ma'thir-1 Sahdbah of Imim Muhammad 1spaq,>?t

223 Shahr ‘

226

KitEb-1i Ma'Ethir-iKhulafd', >>% Ta'rikh-i Kbwirazm Shah,

al-Sunnah,zz{' 225

Ta'rikh-i Sanjari, Ta'rIkh-i Ghadr al-Sirr,

and Ta' rikh-1 Um.zzs

N

Tarikh-1i

227

NawshIrvin, Habib and A. 8. Khan have investi-

One is left with the impres-

sion that even if there were books with the titles he has mentioned," 1

—




-

they were extant and available to him and 1f BaranI had read them at

90

some stage o% his life, ‘he was not very exact in quoting the information

.these books offered. This has led Habib to charge that Barani relied

mainly on fabricated hiatorie';s.uo Whereas in the)'_l‘__a_,'rIkh—i Firiz

ShiZhi he could get away with saying that he had himself seen something

or that he had heard about it from a reliable person, in the Fatdwil-i

Jahindgsni he needed to‘cite names and histgriés to make the book look

credible. BaranI, in the Fatdw@-i Jah@nddrl wanted to make a point, not

Vs
educate his readers. The refereg‘ces therefore fulfil the function of
AN
illustrating the views Baranl wanted to propound and not that of sub-

-

stantiating historical occurences. 3
If Barani's attitude towards his sources does not satisfy our

standards, he was not being very different from his contempéraries in

this respect. He insists right in the beginning of his work that

historical data is not based on ianld.231 This is an obvious contra-

i

diction in Barani which he fails to notice. He has stated elsewhere

that history and hadith are twins. "But he does not apply the methodology

232 As loug as he had the word of an honest,

of usil-i isnad nto both.
God-fearing person for something, he c‘ou;d trlAmt: the information as
reliable. This attitude was t';tally subjective and fitted\in with
Barani's view of what he wanted to do in history. Barani, as Mujeeb
feals, saw himgelf an an 1nterpre:er rather than as a chronicler who
wanted to educate rather tlun Taform. 23
Baranl very often lapses into religious terminology such as

the 'armies of Islm crushing the 'hcrdu of unbelievers', 234 ut

this is only empty rhetoric. While he\night have had a.strong sense of

ELS 0:-‘)
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religion, he does not treathistory as a branch ofﬂtbeology as Hardy

thinks he does. According to Hardy, Baranl '"sees the past as a battle
ground between good and evil and' men as combatants upon that field of

battle. Baranl treats history as a branch of theology."235

)

L4

-

. . 1
, It is true that Barani often moralises. But if we were-té{

accept Hardy's characterisation of Barani's history as only a branch
\ :
of theology, we would in fact be denying BaranI's work its worth as a.

historical source. Hardy pre-supposes, a pattern of the Ta'rikh-i.
- / - L L

Firz Shahi, it being a 'medieval morality play', and then tries to

fit Barani's history into his own conception of it. History for

»

~Baranl was more than a battle ground between the forces of good and

’

evil. It was the immediate past which he vas trying to ‘figure out

fzar himself dnd for his readers. And the factors that had affected

N * 3

this past were not the forces of vittue or sin but more m’nterial ones
such as l;he policies of the rulers. The rulers in his history did not
fail because they were sinners or ‘{mmoral men but because of their
political actions which might have been direct:/ly linked to their
personal characters ot ahgr'tcoming;’. The 'morality’ in the Ta'rikh-i
Firiz Shahi, if we can ‘use this concept at all, is the morality of
political cor;lnon-sense and expediency as‘BaranI perceived it.

True, Baranl at times reduces cauﬁ&t;l.on to Divine plessure as

when he explains the reason for Mahmid's success by saying that it

236 .

about because Mahmiid vas a goog’ﬁuslim. —Simii\lr_ilg« he says that

/ ¢ "
‘Ali1' al-Din succeeded because the saint Niz&m al-DIn lived during his

37 '

reign.z But he is also mware of wider political forces. He does

believe that rightecusness and religiosity are very 1nporcan]: for &

r
3

91

—y




oo T /

92
./ L}
14 ' \
R ¢ ' . .
king's success, buf he {s also aware that a king's policies are vital.
. He was pldaged with Balban's emphnsi:s on 'high—birth'238 and
% .
his strong sense of _‘lust:i.ce,239 But he also shows how his policies were'

harmful. He condemns Baiban for reducing S;:ltan Nasir al-DI,n to a
naminah (figute-head)kand setting a dangerous ,pr,ecedent.uo He 18 crit-
ical of Balban's severe measures against the nobility and the brutal
elimination of the ttuatworthy n:bles which created problems for his
dynasty. 'rhe responsibility for Kayqubdd's irresolute behaviour is
also laid upon Bfllmn. Balban's extremely severe upbringing of the
young prince made it only natural tha;: he.would go overboard once this

\ ' 241
strict supervision was removed.

The moral poafposity that Barani
often exhibits does not always mar his astute and practical obser.vations.
Having com;amned the corrupéion of Nizam al-Din, BaranI blames Kayqubad
for trying to dismiss him when he d\id not have an alternative as

wazlr, a step which just made the situationﬁvorse.zl'z

v

with most comprehensively. He feels that *Ald' al-Din's reforms,

particularly his revenye reforms and his market regulations; were needed :

i} sfor the security of the empire. The Sultan had to have a large army to
N3 . R
. defend his realms from the Mongol threat and from 1nterna1 inum:rect:im.2{'3 M

For mintnining a Turge standing army, money was needed: he had to
+ ' bring down prices so that he did not have to pay the noldiera too much

and 80 that the army would 'noq cost too much. 244 Through his revenue

- ’ u«-orgauiution, not only would more money be raiud but also che

—
rutnl aristocracy would bc dcprivsd of t:ho ‘economic resources which

% '

,gl‘ i
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make rebellion poasible.245 In the case of Muhammad ibn Tughlaq, he
disagreed with the Sultan's various schemes as Qn'ong and misguided'
economic policies, <e¢iting the harm that resulted from each. He

“treats the reign first as a series of wrnngf policies and then considersd

the results of these policies. Hé point out how the rebellions were

an outcome of the Sultan's schemes which were the result of the advice:

x given by bad advisors.246 : , - e

3

n . e ' Barani's Ta'rlkh-1 Firiz Shihl suffers from serious defects. o

-~

. The basic one is that of chronology. This could be the result of the

f;:': ) “ conditions under which he wrote. He seldom mentions any dates; and

A -

gi ) when he does, they are quite often wrong. He gives the year of

w® \ . B

;. Balban's accession as 662 H. when it was 664 H; Kayqubdd's accession is

placed in the year 685 H. instead of 686 H. and Jaldl al-Din's in
247

688 H. instead of 689 H.

¥ . But 18 doubtful if Barani was concerned about chronology at all.

o
2

He himself stated: V.

s I have not cared as to which victory, rebellion or event came
first and which came later, and I have not -adhered to the
chronological sequence of events, so that wise men may obtain

warning and wisdom by observing events in their totality. - (248) .

o A
Sp L R
.
-
i

5

et A0

%g ! Not being inclined or in a position to check the accuracy of his dates,

§L he remembers only. those events or information that were joined in some “

gg sort of a causal link and which had made 4n impression or him. Barani

% is totally subjective, and he admits this.

gﬁ More misleading is his technique of recording conversations

SE - e
1‘

i as if he had been present and as if he has a .transcript of the

C - ccmveruat:icm.u'9 v;:?y much like "the Greak,hiatéﬂan, Thucydides,

H . who purports to have been the mouth-piece of the intelligentsia of

‘, . /
b oo




[ - .
_* polemical and emotionally chu:godqcn’ay on the 'Naturs of the Muslim

’

250 - -
Greece's 5 this dramatisation of history makes it very readable. .
. ) o |
'~ But one has to be constantly aware that the vardous characters are

saying what Barani thinks they night have “said or what he wishes .

they had said. p

_ How are ve supposed to treat these conversations? Should we

dismiss them as 'imaginary'or take ‘them at their fa\ce value? ‘nla

temptation of availing themselves of the ready-made 'polifical 'theqry
that Baranl offers has been too much for some modern scholars to

resist, often against their own better judgement. ° Hardy has pointed

251

out this ambivalence in the case of Habibullah. Nizami, too, on

25

the basis of ttzhc(a urmonopurported to have been delil.vered by Balban
Majumdar also -

' goes _ahead to define Balban's 'The(ory of Kingship'.

‘ unquestioningly 2ccepts Barani's words as actually lt,hfose of whoever is

'y

reported to have n}id thets and goes on to quote the now infamous words
of Q&dI MughT.th al-DIn “who according to Majumdar "agreed whole-hearted-

1y an&: justified ‘A1&' al-DIn's’religlous policy towards the Hindus and
_ . : : - N
pointed out, that Islamic law sanctioned sterner' principles". Majumdar

.

rd

aayls this after having earlier admitted that Barani had put his own

,words into other people's nouthsozsa‘ 1al too finds no problem in taking
_whichever view lu'i/}:mujhi:a mood or specific argument. He disagreeés with

Hardy over the’ latter's doubt regarding these allegod‘converutiona.zsé ‘

»

Etwhue,he firmfy aiuz;tf that "the injunctions of Qaz$ Muhghis

255

are :thi.g but Barani's own views." But again, in . highly

v

v

State in In«i:l.a' Lal comes bacs to the poin;: whence he had itaitcé ~

h

and insists that "Mughis had spoken to Alauddin in the early §c?zi‘“”“ -

-

!

e
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‘ Ziu-:l. .was then well known in theory if not in practice".

wigse or of QadI Mughith al-D‘In‘a t’elling the king 6f the religious

. of rthg fourteenth century. It is clear that the humiliation of the

256 Nizami

2

too c&%{ use Baranl for both sides of an argument. After blaming
- ‘ '
Barani onr having caused all the misunderstandings regarding ‘Al3’'

R al-DIn*'\L religious views; he uses the same conversation reported by

Baranl to prove otherwise.257

H / N
* One has to be clear about the nature of these conversations and

<

how Baranl wanted to use them. There can be no doubt that, except for
:im conversations between Barani and Hupamad’ ibn\'rughl:ai, that Barani

was in no position to have heard what was said so as to report it
/ . » ’
accurately, provided such conversations had ever taken place. There

are four aspects to tbeie conversations that have to be born in mind.

First, using arguments, dialogues and sermons was a stylistic technique
employed by Baranl to meke his history more read'able and to enliven

it. Secondly, since Baran:[ 8 expressed purpose iu to educatg his readers,

conv’!:ntiona are & convenient vay of presenting what for BaranI were

t:he dialéctics of hiatory:~:wo opposing viewpoints rsgnrding matters
of state and religibu‘. Examples of the latter were Ahmad Chap's telling

4

Jalal' al-Din that his policy towards disobedience and rebellion wasnot

duties of the Sultan and ‘Ali' al-Din's replying that State.and religion
were two dfsﬁh%‘: entities. Thirdly, BaranI used “the tcchn!‘Qua of
the oratio—ractg to give his interpretltion of the rulers and their

" . |

attitudes. ﬂe auigna tham & larger world view on the basis of his own

reading of their ci\aractgra and attitudes. Thué Balban's ruthlessness ,
~ ) /

is transformed into a léwq of kingship' based on pomp, awe ,"land

/%

£ e
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might. ¢AlZ' al-Din's failure to show overt signs of subservience to
the ‘ulami’ is interpreted as an illiterate's lack of regard for the

shari‘ah. Finally, there can be no doubt that Barani uses thesé

occasions to pass on his own views, for example, making Jalil al-Din

4 -
Khaljtl sound apologetic for being king because he did not have a king

238- As has been pointed out ‘earlier, the similarity

between what various people say in the Ta'rIkh-i Firtz Shdahi and the

advices in the Fatawd-i JahdndArl confirm this view. Therefore, while
- o / . L)

‘these conversations, etc., are a good indication of the working of the

historian's mind, they cannot be taken at their face value.

Day has a!}ovn the misinterpretations that are likely if Barani's

account of ‘Ald' al-DIn's market regulations are taken too 1:lt:era\1].y.259

) BatanI s selective treatment of the history of the reign of Huhamad

ibn Tughlaq gives us a distorted picture of the Sultan. While Ellfot
aécuses Baranl of hiding the "atrocious means of perfidy and murder by

" 260

which Muhammad Tughlik’ obt:ained the throne Habibullah accusges

Baranl of being biased against Hupamad ibn Tughlaq because he sy:npathi'aed
with the /ecclesilctica who wvere opposed to the king\.zu ' Baranl himself

admits thai he has,. been selective in his tr;atment Of the Sultanfs

J

;:eign,zez and that he did not understand Muhamad ibn Tughlnq.263 His

" only concern with the hiscory of Huahmnd ibn Tughlaq were the reasons

for the latter's: failure. And this concern 13 not unnatural if ve

rember that _Barani spent the but years of hil life under thnt ruler.
While mnhlj wan simpuctic in his iden‘of _the leuon. histcry

taught, Baranl is vety sophisticated about’ then. He has more of a

-senie of rgl-goutfk. He makes Balban uy that & king should not = .

I
o
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actempt\ gomething unless he is sure 't:hat he will succeed-z“ There

' ’

"are other interesting pieces of advice, too.’ For example, Bughra .

Khén's Celliﬁg/ﬁs\son that a king should not have too many children.

265 ;

Too many contenders for the throne leads to fratrieide. A king 1is

also advised not to destroy the existing governingclass vhen he replaces

a dynaaty because then the reconciliation to his rule becomes more

- ¥
266 A king.is algso told that he should wage jihdd only when ’

267

difficult.

his ‘own territory (mamlakat-i khiss) is fully under control.
Barani is imparti'al in his criticisms when he does not approve of some-
thiné. He conda(nna his uncle for having been involved i{n the murder of
Jalal al-DIn Khaljt.268
Baranl t;aa a much wider historical perspective than lilinhaj.‘

Minh#) co'nnect:s events only chtonolog'ically and never draws any notice
to txend&_’or connections between one period and another. l}aranI reviews
every reign at the end of each éhapter and often stops to trace the
e\‘rolution of onw trend in'the history of the sultanate of Delhi, for

example, what the attitude of various sultans was towards punishment.

He also gives us more than politf_c;L information, including in his

work matters of revenue administration and other admini/spn{ive details,

lists of saints, doctors, poets, nobles, etc. -

The defects in BaranI's work are the result of two things.
/

First, his biases get 'in the way of what is very often acute political

observation. The best example is his treatment of the dawdbit. He 1is
given credit for being "the first theoretician to justify secular lavs
among the Muslim, and he deserves full credit for this achiavmnt."27o

True, Baranl accepts. that new laws beyond the pale of -the sharl‘ah

269

————"
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‘mntioned one such instance.

\

have to be framed and that these often have to g0 against accepted
, .
religious practices. But at the same time Barani, wvho must have been

aware of many major contraventions of the shari¢ah can give us only the

example of prostration before kings.zn And gife best example of dabt
that he can give us is that the low<born s , iven jobu.z,_n

J
The second weakness arifes from Bar

was never an 'insider' except for a short period of time. It is true
that he was a close observer and must have had sufficient contacts to
know what was happening. But information, by the time it filtered
down to him, could often have ténkgn on a nev colouring. Hambly has
273 He has shown how the possible existence
of a number of freed slave con.;a;lderg under Iltutmish was given an extra
dimension by Barani vhe‘n~he talked of them as the éhihilglul’. or in the
parl‘ance.;of noderg historians, the 'corps of forty'. Barani may ‘have
just been repeating what l;ight have been a popular way of refering to
the slave comundex:s, and modern historians have been led into believing
that there was such an institution deliberately set up by Iltutmish.
How does Barani rate according to the standards he has set up
for himself? A historian, he uyn,*mu mention the unsavoury aspects

of a king 1f he mentions his excellences, virtues, kindnesses, otc. 274

He claims to have written such-a history, mentioning both aspacts of

each reign, because he is convinced that otherwise people would ndt

275

beliéve him. He criticises KabIr al-Din's Fatah Ndmah for being too

flattering of ‘Al%' al-DIn and thinks it was so because it was presented

to the king, making it impossible for i‘;b!r al-Din to be honest in

wvhat he aud.'276~ ',But is Baranl himself guilty of the same offense?
SRS ) )
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Is he living up to his own standards and is he not being extra charitable
1 to Firuz Shah Tughlaq? Ostensibly, he has nothing but praise for Firuz
| ~
Shih Tughlaq, leading Elliot to say:
in the weakness of old age, or in the desire to please the
reigning monarch, he has indulged in a strain of adulation ’
which spoils his x/mrrative. an
80 uncritical does he seem of FIruz Sh@h Tughlaq that even an
astute commentator on Barani such 'as Peter Hardy has been lead td

Sosy
imagine that the Ta'rikh=i Firiz SHARL was written on a grand, pre<

conceived design. He describes the Ta'rikh-i FIrtz Shahl as a;

wedieval morality play, as a symposium of one-act melodramas,
one for each reign except for Firuz Shah Tughla,g 8 when the
perfect age had dawned. (78)

Does faranI really want us to come avay from the Ta'rikh-i Firiz Shahi

with the impression that- at the accession of Firiiz Sh@h the per.fect age’
had been ushered in? 0On the surface it could very well seem 80.
Baranl has no spparent criticism of Firiiz Shdh Tughlaq. But Barani
hiniself realised that being critical of a ruling monarch is difficult,
as he pointsout in the cage of Kabir al-Din. And'was this difficulty
not more acute in the case of a monarch such as Firiiz Shih Tughlaq whj)
on the bases olf 'gossip' and 'tale carriers’' had reduced him to a
nobody? Bui':_ml provides a Gay out of this dilemma: between the
historian's duty to tell the truth and the necessity for the historian
to save his own skin. 7

If a historian cax:not say op;nly wl‘ut he vants, Bara;:nt has
written, he should say what he has to say throush hints and insinuations,

279

and the wise will surely understand, Should we then not: try to see

whether Baranl.is trying to pass & judgement on Firiz Shih Tughlag in

-~
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the way he has passed judgements on all the other Sultans? Or should

we leave the matter as it is and agree with Habib that Baranl praises

Firuz Shah Tughlaq for thing; that he criticises in othera?280

7

Barani insists that it is only the high-born who revere the

higstorian because it is through the historian that they and their actione .

o

live on.281 The ‘Abblssids were high-born, therefore, they were interested

in history, and the historians prospered under them. In that age, Baranl

9

tells us, when only' sons of kings could become kings, the sons of wazirs,

wazirsy-and the sons of maliks, maliks, hiacoriahs were given stipends,

villages, ctc.w He then bemoans how in his own time (the reign of
FirGz Shaf Tughlag one should remember), no one 1s int.ereated in hiataty.283
He complains that Lf any of the great rulers such as Jamshéd, Ka'Ikhusraw,

NawshIrwdn-i ¢Adil, Parwez or Mahmid of Ghaznah were alive, he would .

284

suruely have been appreciated. Could not this be an indictement of

the existing ruler, the son of a Hindu mother and one whose wazir vas

’ 285

a convert from Hinduism? This ruler who had neither the sagacity,

286

nor the tast (dhawg) to appreciate Baranl's work. Elsewhere too,

’ he tells us of the lack of "greats' during his own time when he expresses

regret that the great omes of ‘AlR’ al-Dt\n's time were not appracigtecf

by,hin; ‘I‘hisr;eglrec becomes even more bitter when he looks sround

~ him and ecan see only the mdiocre.?s7

| -
- Firdz Shah ‘rugtilaq' illo‘does notv come out very /favout_nbly in
Barani's work whexi compared with other monarchs. Ghiyith al-Din,
' Baranl tells us, saw to it that none of his well-wishers were evarj .
in need or forced to live :m credit. 2% .And hed Barast not proved

o ) himself to-be a éifl-wiiha: of Firuz Shih Tughlaq by dedicating his

e
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work to the king, writing a flattering account of him and constantly
praying for the continuation of his rule? JalZl al-Din Rhaljl, in

spite of not having what was necessary to make a successful ruler, ’

never l:ool? avay a person’s status and never dishonoured :smyc:me.289

For if he had taken away people's stipends and reperty, no one would

190

‘ S B
have trusted him. And here was Barani, deprived of,\his* wealth and

honour; ‘a good 1life his birth-right, without even the basic means of
livelihood.% o,

! [l

‘ Baranl's praise for the organisation of the army under Firlz
Shih Tughl,q cannot be read as anythiné but garcastic. He who had
insisted elsewhere that a well-trgined, efficient and powerful and
constantly active army was essential 'for the state now informs us of ,
how 'wonderful'’ thirngs were in the reign of Firlz Shah Tuglilaq when the’
descriptiverolls had been discarfied, when officers presented their

M

u personal gervants and retainers as soldiers at the time of “muster

’N__—_/-’_'/
and then proceeded to pocket their pay, and when people were paid for
just ait:t:ing at hmne.291 To believe for a moment thet BaranI is eiting

.

these instancee as a compliment to Firiuz Sh@h Tughlaq is to underestimate
Barani's intellect and to do him great injustices

Similarly he praises Firiz ShZh Tughlaq for the prgsperity of
the khawts and muqaddams, the destryction of whom by ‘Ald’ al-DIn-had -

29/2, Barani" condemnation of+the destructive role

8o deli:ghted him,
t:hnt the ghulinit of/ Iltutmiah had played after him could also be seen
as a crticism of F‘.Jruz Shih Tughlaq who had raised t:his institution to
new l\\agn:u:uc‘les.29:?L He also seems to cast agpersions.on Firiiz Shih

. / '
Tughlaq's religiosity when he fabricates an order of the Caliph
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Ma‘min to the 'ef_fect that sayyid should have the highest place in the

294

court and that it is unIslamic to degrdde a sayyid. It would there-

" fore be unfair to detract from Barani's credentials as a historian by

accusing him of sycophancy towards Firuz Shah Tughlagq.

Baranl, no matter what he might have wanted to gain from his
efforts, has left behind an invaluable work, unmatched by his contem-
poraries. It is inconceivible even to imagine doing without it as a
§ource for the period. Even though he says that he has written a history
from the time of Balban onwards, he gives illuminating insights into
the nature of posé-lltutmish politics. Minh@j has only narrated the

political happenings but BaranI gives us his view of the nature of the

teething troubles of the sultanate. He takes us through theyconsol.idation

., of power under BAiban; the changing nature of the sultanate under the

Khaljis, particulary under ‘Ala' al-Din wh;.n faced with the threat

from the‘ Mongols, the chﬁracter of the rule underwent changes; and
Muhammad ibn T;.tghlaq's efforts to stem the‘ process of disintegration

by uging desperate remedies. Of courée, one has to be extremely cautious
and critical when using BaranI as a source because he is not interested

in providing mundane facts such as dates or details of battles. His

-history is openly subjective. This may create problems if BaranI is

taken as an 'authority' for reconstructing the history of medieval

India. But his work affords a brilliant view of ti‘xe working'fof the

‘mind of an Indian Muslim for me must keep in mind that he was the first

medieval historian of any import to have been born in India. The
importance of his work is therefore not limited to being a sourcé for

political, economic or administrative history, but must extend to any

!
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( . 2 ¢
’ 4 attempts to study the intellectual history of India. His efforts might
-
not have got Baranl what he wanted but they certainly did bring him

immortality.
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NOTES !

lBaranI usually refers to himself as Diya'-1i Barani in the
Ta'rikh-i Firtuz ShdahI, ed. Saiyid Ahmad Khan, Bibliotheca Indica
Series (Calcutta: Asiatic Society of Bengal, 1862), p. 9, 20, 22.
Muhammad ibn Mubdrak KirmdnI calls him Diyd' al-Millat a\l-DIn, Siyar
al- -Awliya' (Delhi: 1302/1885), p. 12. 1In this thesis he is referred
to as Diya' al-Din Barani, the name by which he is commonly known.
There is, however, a more serious difference regarding the nisbah
Barani. The pioneering works on Baranl under the auspices of the

" Royal Asiatic Society as well as Elliot and Dowson refer to him as

Barni; see W. Nassau Lees, 'Materials for the History of India for
Six Hundred Years of Muhammdan Rule pervious to the Foundation of the
British Indian Empire,' Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society, n.s. 3
(1867-68): 441, and Henry M. Elliot and John Dowson, The History of
India as Told by its Own Historians, vol. 3 (London: Triibner & Co.,
1871), p. 93. Peter Hardy refers to him as both Barani in his
Historians of Medieval India: Studies in Indo-Muslim Historical -
Writing (London: Luzac and Co., 1960), and as Barni in "Some Studies
in Pre-Mughal Historiography," Historians of India, Pakistan and
Ceylon, ed. C. H, Philips (London: Oxford University Press, 1961),
p. 119. Mohammad Habib and Afsar Umar Salim Khan call him Barni in
the translation of Advices XIV to XXIV of the Fatawd-i Jahandari,
and Baranl elsewhere in the same monograph, The Political Theory of
the Delhi Sultanate (Allahabad: Kitab Mahal, n.d.). The Hindi trans-
latiop of Shaykh 'ﬁ_d al-Rashid's article on BaranI refers to him as
ﬂ:§f s BarnT, Khwajah Diya' al-Millat al-Din Diyd' -DIn Barnl,
trans. Muhammad *Umar (Aligarh: Department of History, garh Mualim
University, 1957). I have used BaranI because it is th isbah of
Baran, not Barn. See "Baran" and "Buland Shahr," EI2.

zThere is a popular misconception that Barani '"takes up the
history just where Tabakit-i N@isir1 leaves it" (emphasis mine), Elliot
and Dowson, The History of India, vol. 3, p. 93; S. A. Rashid, Barni,
p. 17; R. C. Majumdar, gen. ed., The History and Culture of the Indian
People, vol. 6: The Delhi.Sultanate (Bombay: Bhartiya Vidya Bhavan,
1960), p. 2.

3Muhammad Qdsim HindG Farishtah, Gulshan-i 'Ibrahlmﬁilao known
as Ta' rikh-i Farishtah); Shams-i Sir@j ‘Afff Ta'rikh-i Riraz z Shahi;,
Yahya bin Ahmad bin “Abdallah Sirhindi, Ta' rIkh-i Mubarak Shahi, ‘Abd
al-i}aqq DihiawiI, Akhbar r_al-Akhyar; ¢ Abd al-Qadir Badd'uni, Muntakhab
al-TaerIkh, Nizam al-Din Ahmad Bakhshf Tabaqat-1 AkbatI.

~

-4 references are from the Bibliotheca Indica text (hereafter,

BaranI, Ta'rikh). I have also collated and consulted the following
:ranslations of the Ta'rlkh-i Firliz Shdhit Elliot and .Dowson, The

Hist:oq of India, vol. 3, pp. 97-268; A. R. Fuller, "Translations from
the Ta 'rikh i Firiiz Shahl ... The Reign of ‘AlauddIn { KhiljI,'" Journal
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-«
of the Agiatic Societx of Bengal, 38, 1 (1869): 181-220; 39, 1 (1870):
1-51; P. Hhalley, "Translations from the TarIkh i Firfizshahi ... The
Reign of Mu'izz-uddin," Journal of the Asiatic Society of Bengal, 40,
1 (1871): 185-216; Auckland Colwim, "Translations from the Tarikh i
Firusshahi by Ziauddin of Baran ... The Reign of Sultan Ghiasuddin
Tughlaq Shah," Journal of the Asiatic Societx of Bengal, 40, 1 (1871):
217-47; the Urdu translation of the Ta'rikh-i Firtz Shahi by S. Moinul
Haq (Lahore: MarkazI Urdu Board, 1969) and the Hindi translation by
Saiyid Athar Abbas Rizvi, A Source Book of Medieval Indian History in
Hindi, vol. 2: AdI Turk K3lIn Bhdrat (Aligarh: Department of History,
Aligarh Muslim University, 1956), pp. 101-245; vol. 3: Khil4l Kilin
Bharat (Aligarh: Department of History, Aligarh Muslim University, 1955),
pp. 1-148; vol. 4: Tughlaq K&lin Bhdrat, I (Aligarh: Department of History,
Aligarh Muslim University, 1956), pp. 1-82; vol. 5: Tughlaq Kdlin Bhirat,
II (Aligarh: Aligarh Muslim University, 1957), pp. 1-49.

The Persian text of the Fat@wid-i JahandarI has been edited by
Afsar Salim Khan (Lahore: University of Punjab, 1972). Translation of
the Fatéwd-i Jahanddri is also included in M. Habib and Khan, Political
Theory, and Rizvi, Tu “Tughlaq K&lin, II, pp. 275-325. All references are
from the Persian text (hereafter, Barani, Fat@wé). References from
A. S. Khan's introduction to the Persian text, hereafter, Khan, Intro-
duction to Fatawd. The M. Habib and Khan translation suffers from
rather arbitrary editing, rearranging and summarisation.. The Persian
text, edited by Khan, is very carelessly proof-read (as is very clear-
with the notes in English). I hope that this has not caused me to
misread or misundersfand Barani's arugments.

63. H. Carr, What is Hiiforz? (London: Macmillan, 1961, reprint
ed., Pelican Books, 1976), p. 23.

7
Some Aspects of Medieval Indian History (New Delhi: Kumar Brothers, 1971),

.p. 167; Khan, Introduction to Fatdwa, p. 17.

aBaranI, Ta'rikh, p. 573. "

9 &
Ibid., p. 23. -

10:p1d., p. 105. .

111b1d., pp. 21-22. .

1ZIshtiaq Husain Qureshi might have meen misled by this when he
places Barani's birth in the year 1279, me3N1im India before the Mughals,"
Cambridge History of Islam, vol. 2, ed. P. M. Holt, A. K. 8 Lambton

-and Bernard Lewis (Cambi:dge Cambridge University Press, 1970), p. 11,

n. L,

s o it o i e, it

U. N. Day, "Some Chronicles and Chroniclers of Medieval India,” .
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!\( I%Barani, Ta'rikh, p. 41.

'laihan, Introduction to Fatawa, p. 17; Rizvi, AdI Turk Kiitn,
p. 101; Khaliq Ahmad Nizami, "Ziya-ud-Din Barani," Historians of
Medieval India, ed. Mohibbul Hasan, with a Foreward by Muhammad Mujeeb
- (Meerut: Meenakshi Prakashan, 1968), p. 39; S. H. Barani, "Ziauddin
Barani," Islamic Culture, 12 (1938): 78. S. H. Barani makea Huaim
lrMulk the maternal grandfather of Barani's father.

158ar3n1, Ta'rikh, p. 41. Moinul Haq, in his Urdu translation
of the Ta'rikh translates this sentence as: " ....from my maternal

grandfather, sipahsaldr Husém al-Din who was the wakil-i dar and bdrbak
of Sultan Ba%ban", p. 95. Similarily he translates Baranl's state-

ment "....be jadd-1 mAdarin-i mu‘allif sipahsdldr Husdm al-Din ki wakil-
1_dar-i Malik Birbak bud", Ta rikh, p. 87, as T .. to the maternal
grandfather of the authot (Huuam al-DIn), who was called Malik Birbak"
p. 59.

163éé S. B. P. Nigam, Nobility under the Sultans of Delhi, A.D.

— 1206-1398 (Delhi: Munshiram Manosharlal), p. 8 and Appendix C.

17BarauI, Ta'rikh, p. 87.
- 18 b1d., p. 88.
19
: ) M. Habib, Political Theory, p. l44.
o 20 boren
Barani, Ta'rikh, pp. 349-~50. .
21

Syed Moinul Haq, Barani's History of the Tughlaqs; Being a

Critical Study of the Relevant Chapters of the Tarikh i Firuz Shahi
(Karachi: Pakistan Historical Society, 1959), p. 2; Rizvi, ZdI Turk

b Kdlin Bharat, p. 10l; S. H. Barani, "Barani," p. 77. o

zznaruni, Ta'rikh, p. 257.

— ‘ 21bid., p. 259. |
, 4 ' .
, ; A 24A. B. M. Habibullah, The Foundation of Huslm:: India ’

(Allahabad: Central Book Depot, 1961), p. 62. ] &

2sllo:lnu_/ﬂaq, Introduction to Ta Ta'rIkh, p. 2. §. H. Barani,
"Barani," pp. 76-77. .

O ! 26, / ) @ .

o Baranl, Ta'rikh, p. 209.

T L T e WL ST 0 s, T . R S



107

, \ 4 \
‘ . : 27Il:d.d., p- 248. It is not clear what the function of these
) two offices were.

281b1d., pp. 236-37,

291p44., p. 248.

. 30

l‘;; “ , Ibido’ p- 258.
£ : .,
-4 Ibid., pp. 255-59, 269-70.
B ’
& , 144, pp. 270-71. ; e
8 33154d., pp. 264-T71.
S 341p14., p. 250. &
- \ 35 : ' o
g —— ““Ibid., p. 209. :
% T \ "
5 36tb1d., p. 130.
e — ~ — .
,f% ‘ : 37i.e., in the reign of Jaldl al-DIn Khilji. 1Ibid., p. 203.
# .
% ~ 38ybid., pp. 353-40.
1 % - 39Il:'icl., p. 360. M. Habib rejects Barani's claim that he had
% o ! introduced them to esch other because both had been attached to the
i o retinue Of Sultan Khin-i Shahid when Barani was atill a child, Political
Theory, p. 157, n. 7.
/ 40 7
BaranI, Ta'rikh, pp. 165-66.
Q i ————— . ) o
, l’lxirmi;:'_i, Siyar nl-Awuxi', PP 312-13.

2. 4p4 al-Haqq Dihlawl, Akbbir al-Akhyar, quoted o S. A. Rashid, .
Barni, p. 29, U. N. Day, "Some Chroniclera, p: 172; and Jagadish
Naraycn Sarkar, "Personal History of Some Medieval Historians and their
Writing," Historians of Medieval India, ed. Mohibbul Hasan, p. 172
feel that Barani was an introvert, An introverted nadim seems & contra-
diction in terms. . B
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E. J. Rrill, 1968), p. 52. ,

o

" Theory,

Quarterly,

AL

stan (New Delhi: Munshiram Manoharlal, 1970

'» 498.:;“1, yT.'tIkh’- pl \504-/\ . \\\

RirmanI, Siyar al-Awliyd', p. 313.
k2 - [‘ - R )

5% unwar Mohammad Ashraf, Life and Conditions
s PPy 60-61

46Pranz Rdsenthal, ‘A History of Muslim. Bistoriogug y (Leiden:

"7Aahraf, Life and Conditions, p. 61.

aa&ir;ﬁnl, Siyar al-Awliyd', p. 313

- N \
30rhed., p: 467. ot

51

1bid., pp. 509-13.

52

Ibid-, PP 520-210 ’

53

-

Ibid., p. 517. -

41bid., p. 466. ‘ \

331bid., pp. 506-7. ‘

PP

56

Ibid., pp. 516-17.

3R irmlinl, Siyar al-Awliya', p. 313.

58parant, Ta’ Ta'rTkh, pp.<557-58, trans.
ppl 162" 63-

3 98. Nurul Baun, "SahIfn-l Na¢ t-1 Mubhammadl," Medieval India
1, 111 & iv (1950): 100.

60 Agha Mshd{ Husain,

The Tughla nasty, rev. and enl. ed. of
Rise and Fall of Muhammad bin Tu KE- ic&cuctl: Thacker, Spiok & Co.
rvé?'iEETj‘TﬁE377‘5?‘3357“""'3“‘5

GIBarunI, Ta rtkh; p- 554.

from M. Habib, Political

o

Bhatnir was a fort built by Sher Khdn,

s noble of Balban's time and was near the fortress of FirtUzdbad, 1b1d.,
pp. 65, 3566. )
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ﬁzuahdi Husain, Tughlaq Dynasty, p. 553.

4
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o 63N1zam1, "Barani,”" p. 42; Day, "Some Chroniclers,” p. 168.
! : 64
po ' See U. N. Day, "Some Aspects of the Accession of Firuz Shah
. ' Tughlaq,” Some Aspects of Medieval Indian History, pp. 105-30; Jamini
K Mohan Banerjee, History of Firuz Shah Tughlaq i%glhi Munskiram Manohar-
lal, 1967), pp. 12-25; R. C. Jauhari, Firoz Tughlag (Agra: Shiva Lal
8 - Agarwala & Co., 1968), pp. 8-31.
; 65
] ;f BaranI, Ta'rikh, p. 546.

o - ‘ ‘

W ‘ )
i 66rbid., p. 547.
% 71b1d., p. 539.
3:; ' ) 68, Habib, Political Theory, p. 167.
i ‘ 69 : -
e See Japhari, Firog Tughlaq, pp. 136-52.
: ’ . 70 ‘ 13
; . ' Barani, Ta'rikh, p. 165. L,
i , J ,

CE / TLbid., pp. 338-39. o
£ s Tpe4., p. 205,
i“ i 73Thereia nothing to support“Abd al-Quddus HEshmi's contention—
‘% _that this property had been accumuiated illegally, Introduction to Shams-i
® Sirdj *Afif, Ta'rlkh Firiiz Shdhi, ed. and trans. Muhammad Fida‘ ‘ALY
¥ "(Karachi: Nafis Academy, 1962), pp. 3-4.
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;gr f 75A. 8. Khan, Introduction to Fatd@wa, p. 16; Majumdar, Delhi

g Sultanate, p. 535. - - ®

DN " TO%4rnanl, Siyar al-Awliyd', p. 313. o
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Qw Nassau Lees; 'itlterials " p. 445. Ironically, Khan-1 Jahdn

1s also buried near the grave of Nizam al-DIn, ‘Af1f, Ta'rikh-i Firig

ghahl, ed. Maulavi Vilayat Husain, Bibliotheca Indica Series (EaIcutta.
'Acilttc Society of -Bengal, 1891), p.-424. )

\

Bl‘Af;f, Ta'rIkh-i Firds SHERT, . 177.

*

) ??Agha Mahdi Husain, "Critical Study of the Sources for the
History of India," Islamic Cultute, 31 (1957): 316. :

83ﬂirdy, Historians, p. 22.

8“1b1d., p. 24.

BSPQCar Hnrdy, "Islan 1n Medieval India," Sources of Indidn

Tradition; ed. Wm. Theodore de Bary (New York: Columbia University Press,

y P 446, ) )

86
87.. _ . '
Baranl, Ta rikh, p. 602.

88

Hardy, "Islam in Medieval India," pp. 522-24.

8% parant, Ta'rikh, p. 60.

90;11d., pp. 200-201.

Nrbid., p. 166. , ,

. : ' ' < ad i AE
9’21b1d0, P 125‘ — - "“_ITJ Y ﬂ_fv;

\ - .
1b1d., p. 165. : EE

Mgizani, "Barant,” p. 49. S .

PBarant, 14'rIkh, pp. 125, 210. o :

1bid., p. 10. \

pid., p. 23.

Baranl, Ta'rIkh, pp:‘§37-38, 466-67; Baranl, Fatdwd, p. 338.

Ibid., pp. 10-13. This is of necessity a ;uméarisation and
paraphrasing of Barani's arguments. For an English tranglation, see
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%81b1d., pp. 123-26. Translated from Mahdi Husain, Tughlag
mnan:z, p. 560. ' J

991b1d., p. 1l4.

100p,1d., p. 346.

g 10]'See Rizvi, Ad1 Turk Kalinm, pp. 106-9.

1923-::::1, Ta'rikh, pp. 20-21.

10314. Habib, Political 'rheogy,' p. 125.

lolﬁ‘linmi, "Barani," p. 49.

)

losxishori Saran-Lal, History of the Khaljis,| (Allahabad: Asia
Publishing House, 1950), p. 356.
106

Hardy "Some Studies,” p. 111, and "The Ofatio Recta of Barani's
Ta'rikh-1 Firlz Shahl -- Fact or Fiction?" Bullet{n of the School of
Oriental and African Studies, 20 (1957): 316.

1°7Hardy, Historians, p. 25.

maﬁardy, "Oratio Recta," pp. 315-21.

109, a0l Ta'rIkh, pp. 185-87.

119 Along with Mahoiid of Ghumh, other historical personages who
appear in the various {llustrations also serve as fouthpieces for Barani.

lquiz Ahmad, "Trends in Political Thought of Medieval Muslim

India," Studia Islamica, 17 (1962): 121-22.

«

uztor the image of mhnud of Ghaznah, see Peter Hardy, "Mahmud

of Ghazha and the Historians," Journal of the Punjab University Histor
SOclegi, 14 (1962): 1-36, and C. E. Bosworth, ) zna in
ontemporary Ryes and in Later Persian Litera:ure,' Iran, 4 (1969):

85-92.

.

uaﬂiumi, "Barani," p. 48.

lmllardy, "Oratio-Recta,” p. 317. Strangely, Habibullah suggests
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that it was composed in the early fourteenth century, "Re-evaluation

of the Literary Sources of the Pre-Mughal History," Islamic Culture,

15 (1941): 210-11: But in Foundation he says that it was composed in the
mid-fourteenth century, p. 12. .

usxhan, Introduction to Fatdwd, pp. 5-6. : v

11 . ‘Ethé, Catalogue of the Persian Manuscripts in the India
Office Library, vol. 1, column, 1377, no. 2563.

117

Khan, Introduction to Fatdwd, p. 35.

118p,ranT, Ta'rikh, pp. 510-11; Barani, Patdwd, p+ 200£f.

!'wthuau’ Lees, "™Materials ," p. 419 and ‘App.

120pisvi, Tughlag KAlln, II, App. B.

1218. B. P. Nigam, "Adminstrative Training of the Nobility under
the Sultans of Delhi," Islamic Culture, 41 (1967): 91.

122 arshall G. Hodgson says that BaranI portrays the 'Turkish and
Islamic dignity' of the sultanate, " Unity of Later Islamic History, "
Journal of World mu:o? 5 (1960): 890. It is paranoia, more than pride _
or dignity, that Baran repruentl.

123Khln, Introduction to Fatiwd, p. 57. She also conpares it to
Macbiavelli. s Prince and Kautilya's Arthlintra.

124?““ Hardy, "Uni.éy and Variety in Indo-Islamic and Perso-Islamic
Civilisations: Some Ethical and Political Ideas of DiyZ' al-DIn Baranl,
of Delhi, of al-GhazdlI and of Nasir al-Din Tusi compared, " Iun 16
(1978): 127-37
1251b1d., p. 127.
. . ,
1261’31:9:‘ Hardy, "The Treatment of Violeace in Indo-Islamic Persian.
Writing on History and Polity,' Paper presented at the Conference on
Islam in South Asia, In-tituh of Islamic Studies, McGill Univcrnity,
nonctal, May 1577. vy

1275, a0t ‘FativE, pp. 139-42.

1281h1d., pp. 126-27. . . |
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129 ranl, Ta'rikh, pp. 27, 34. °
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b4, p. 127. -

Ibid., p. 168; Barani, Fatiwa, p. 232.
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X

1325, ranl, Ta'rikh, p. 4.

l'33Il:rl.d., pp- 41-44. See also, Baranl, Fatdwd, pp. 12-14.

1343::.;\1, Ta'rikh, pp. 32-35.

135

‘

136

Ib’.do ’ PP 31‘32 .

Ibid., pp. 292ff,

137 purant, Pativa, p. 74.

138 o N

Barani, Ta'rikh, p. 29.

13%p1d., p. 49.

1403‘:“1, Pativd, p+ 107. ; ' |

8lrp1d., pp. 50-51. =

1%31p1d., p. 217. — o

Wby ia., pp. 219-20.

W5 b1d., pp. 34-35. ~ e

!
-

I“Ibi'd. y Pe 184; He expresses his dissatisfaction with tiu

adminstration of justicé-under *All' al-DIn Xhaljl, Ta'rIkh, pp- 251-5%.
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\

147 pgrant, Pativd, pp. 66-67. v —
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“Osarant, To'rikn, p. 47.

1308, ranT, Patiwid, pp. 118-25.

l""’I'Balrz'nu‘i:, Ta'cIkh, p. 184. -

152y rant, Fatdwi, p. 193.

133 garant, Ta'e1kh, p. 510.

* IMIbid-’ pp‘ 521"234

1551p44., pp. 382-83.

15°1btd., p- 253.,

¥

157An:Hc. S. Lambton, _Islamic Socicg in Persia, Inaugural Lecture,
8chool of Oriental and African Stu iu, Lo on, th March 1954, p. 3.,

!

158parant, Ta'rIkh, pp. 9-10, 17.

Baran, Patdwd, pp. “168-69.
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lsslbido, P 16. —F“ E . R
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I“Blnnt, Ta rIkhT pp. 436-37. Thia concern obvi:;mnly did not
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169 parant, Fatava, p- 180.

170144, p. 137%

. .
17l garant, Ta'rikh, p. 343. _._ .

w

172 parani, Fatiwd, p. 136.

J

173 paran, Ta'rikh, pp. 119-20.

- Mbgpi4., pp. 205, 314.

©Syp44., p. 182.

1761p1d., p. 208. -

1771b1d., p. 336, Barani, Fatiwd, pp. 66

1-’alci.shori, Saran Lal,: "Ziauddin Barani a

15665, Pe 1070 .
179, .
Baranl, Ta'rikh; p.- 290, trans. from
p. 211, . : °
180

Baranl, Fatiwd, pp 165-66.

,lalfna;'anl, Ta'rikh, p..59. °
~ /

182 4 iz Abmad, "Trends,” p. 125.

1838&:&} Fativd, pp. 167-68, trans. fr
India "p. 488

18’&4.3@.:, Dalhi Sultanate, pp. 24-25.

185
Aganuu & Cos Ltd., 1964), p. 568

LY
0

115

. Baranl, Fat3wda, p. 180, trans. from Hardy, '"Islam in Medieval
India," p. 517. ’

-97

s as Authority on the Kh‘é‘ﬁis,"

‘Studies in Medieval Indian Bistory (Delhi: Ranjit Printers and Publishers,

Hllaibullah, "Re-evaluation, '

om Hardy, "Islam im Medieval
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©

Ashirbadi Lal Srivutava, The nughal m;tre (Agra' Shiva Lal
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ﬁw. H. Moreland, Agrarian System of Muslim India, 2d ed.
(Delhi: Oriental Books Reprint Corporation, 1968), p. 32, n. 2 or App.
- C, p' 255. \\ ‘
| \\ ' &
187‘ N\ ] " :
Habibullah, "Provincial Government," p. 260. J
% , ; |
1883, rant, Ta'cIkh, p. 572. -
189, ' - - -
He oten confuses Jizyah with Kharaj. i
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CHAPTER III
. SHAMS-I SIRAJ “AFIFI
- Approximately half a century after BaranT wrote his Ta'rikh-i

Firiiz Shahi,Afif wrote his work, also known as the Ta'rikh-i Firtz
2

Shahi.” Ostensibly a continuation of Barani's work (and hence a con-

- tinuation of Minhdj'e work), the situation in which it ‘was written was

k)

very different from those in which BaranI and Minh#@j had written. Minha j

had chronicled the establishment of the Turks in northern India. Baranl

had had the privilege of describing the consolidation and expansion (as

also the beginnings of the decline) of this power. It fell to ‘Afif

to describe the last years of the Delhi sultanate before it was dealt’
a death-blow by the forces of Timur.

Shams-1 Sirdj ‘Afif came from a family of minor officials who

were connected with the Tughlaqs from the time before the family acqui}:ed/

royal power. When Ghiydth al-DIn Tughlaq was entrusted with DIp@lpir

"by ‘Ald' al-DIn Khaljl, the former had appointed ‘Afif's great grand-

father Malik Sa‘ad al-Mulk Shih@b ‘AfIf as ‘amalddr (revehue collector)

of AbGhar. " *Afif also tells us that it was his great grandfather with

whom Ghiydth al-Din Tughlaq consulted on how to blackmail the RE1i' of

. Dipalpur into giving his daughter as bride for Ghiyith al-Din's brother

Rajab-3 This lady was to become the mother of Firiz Shih Tughlagq.
‘Af1f also &ntiona that his grandfather Shams-i ShihBib ¢AfIf was born

on the same day ss Firiz Shah Tughlaq and that his great grandmother

acted as wet nurse~to the nonarch.',' We know nothing else about ‘Afif's
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grandfather, but he mentions his father very often. His father seems

to have held a number of posts under FIrGz Shdah Tughlaq. At one time

he held the post of shab nawis-i khavisg_a_q,s and aéanocher time he

was éiven the responsibility of looking after the canals that Firiz

Shah Tughlaq hdd had v.':onat'.r:i'zc't:eg.6 He also held pos(i—:s\ in the Diwdn-{

wizifac,7 as an|adminstrator in the kirkhinahs,s and was once entrusted
with the distribution of charity when the Sultan visited the grave of

J /
bainCs.g He also accompanied Firliz Shah Tughlaq on his campaigns to

Jijnagar,m Nagarkot,n and to Thatha.lz On the last mentioned campaign,
, -/
the hintqrian's father was entrusted with a flotilla of a thousand

boats. 12

t
There§ a difference of opinion on the possible year of ‘Afif's

birth. Sarkar, without givfng us the reference on which basis he had

3

come to this conclusion, places the year of hia birth as 13&2.1 This
!

»

is highly unlikely if we keep in mind that according to ¢Aflf himself,

his grandfatger was born in the year 1309/10 (i.e., the year of Firlz

Shah Tughlaq's birth). Mahdi Husain thinks he was b&r;x in 1350.M

‘AfIf mentions that he was twelve years old when the two Aéokan pillars

15 The date of this transfer is gengrally .

6

were removed to Firtizabdd.
agsumed to have been 769/1367.1 This would mean that ¢Afif was born in
757/1356-57; a few years aftfr the accession of Firiz Shah Tughlaq.

SAf1f -vaguely hin‘ts at what can be assumed to be detail; of his j
own career. Hardy, surprisingly, insists that ‘Afif does not mention ‘

i
17 Sarkar, following Hardy, also asserts

18

holding any official post himself.
that ¢Afif was not employed by the state. ‘Afif, however, on 8 number

of occasions mentions that he used to visit the cog‘rt with other officials
J
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of the Diwdn-i wizarat.lg That he must‘ have worked in the Diwédn-i wizdrat

is attested to by other supplementary indications. He appears particularly

familiar with the workings of the DIwdn-i wizarat and goes into great 'detalil

about its funétioriings, as for example, in the muqadimmah on Shams al-Din
Abtrjd where he mentions being present ;)n the various occasions that he

describes.zo We also know that Firtiz Shiah Tughlaq had adopted the policy
of making jobs heredicary,n and it is very likely that our author could

have succeeded his father in the Diw@n-i wizdrat because *Afif mentions

having substituted for him in the kirkhinaha.zz ‘Af1If also mentions that he
very often accomp;nied Firtiz Sh@ah Tughlaq on his hunting trips.23
We know little about *Afif's education or intereats apart from

thé fact that he t:oo,r like Minhij and Barani, flirted with mysticism.
He claims that he was the disciple of Shaykh Qutb al-Din Munawwar of
HansI.24 That popular mysticism was an important part of his outlook
is obvious from the nal:;xu of his_work. This will be discussed .later.
At this stage, suffice to say that hig intereat in mysticism, albeit
sincere, was nothing more than superficial.

\ Et?\é has 1dentiflied the translator of a Sanskrt work on astronomy

5

into Persian as having been ‘Af‘if.2 If this were” true, it would place

¢AfIf in a-totally different light. But it 1is extremely unlikely that

Ethé is correct. ‘Afif gives no indication in his Ta'rIkh-{i Firiiz Shahi
that he was equipped with the necessary skills or interests to have
undertaken the tranglation, into Persian, of the _§§'hat:ux'nbita of
Varihamira. There ;are' no signs thft ‘AfIf knew enough Sanskrit, if any.

at all, to have translated a technical manual. We a&lso are not made

_ awere by ‘Afif of any interest on his part in Astronomy/Astrology.
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Mentioning the benefits of the Tds Gharydl installedsby Firiz Shah
Tughlaq, he says that it freed peoplé from depending on ¢ilm-1 nu jim

which was forbidden by the Prophet.26 Rether than ¢Afif, it is more

e

likely that the translator of this work was the anonymous author of

the Sirat-1 Firtuz ShlhI.27

Only a part of €Afif's work has survived. He mentions having
9

written about GhiyiAth al-Din 'Ib.xghla.q28 and about Muhammad ibn Tughl.aq.2
He also seems to have written about the destruction of Delhi at the
hands of Timir's armiea.so He also intended to write a history of
Sultan Muhammad ibn Firiz Shdh. At two places he mentions this

intention: dar dhikr wa man&qib-i Sultdn Muhammad nawrishrah iynd,31

and inshd All%h Te'sla dar muqaddimah-i dhikr-i Sultdn Muhammad Firiz

dhikr-{ Tsh8n nawightah iyad.Bz Hodivala insists that the history of

"the reign’of Muhammad ibn Firiz was not a mere 'intention' or project

as the phrases .... would imply". He points to another reference which
}

he claims "explicitly states that it was completed". The reference he

mentions states: In mu'arrikhdar dhikr< Sult@n Muhammad bin Flriz
33

nabishtah ast. To insist on the basis of one statement, when two

v

other statements contradict it, that ¢Afif wrote the history of Firtz
Shah Tughlaq's son before writing the history of Firliz Shadh Tughlaq
himself, seems to be wrong. It seems as if Ho:livuln is takingl issue
with Elliot and Dowson's trana;lntiona' only for th; sake of finding
fault with their work. The last statement could be a coyyist'a exror.
Moreover, the use in inshi' all¥h in the second statement would
definitely inQicita that ‘Af1f intended to write that history later.

This in no way would coatradict the assumption that he had written
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about the Dhikr-i kharabi-i.DihlI before dealing with the reign of

Firtz Shih Tughlaq because the destruction of Delhi made a deep impres-

sion on him.

Mahd{i Husain says that he also wrote a history of ¢Ald' al-Din

4

Khall;ﬁ.-3 He does not, however, mention from whence he got this infor-

mation. Rizvi's conjecture that ‘Afif must have written a history of

the events ftom‘ Sultan Muhammad ibn S3m to 'l.'Iu’i‘u.'35 is also unsubatantiated.

$*AfIf would surely have mentioned such a book as he does his other works.

Regarding the name by which SAfIf's work is known to us today

Bardy feels that: |

only use and convenience (to which the book adheres) have
attached the title Ta'rikh~1i FIrQiz Shihl to this work.
‘AfIf who himself did not refer to it by this name,
appeared to have regarded it as a part of a larger histori-
cal composition .... (36)

This assertion, based on the fact that ‘AfIf did not refer to it by
this apecific title, is not valid. ‘Afif ia his {ntroduction to the
work' pointedly tells us that it is a c/ont:inuu:ion of Baranl's Ta'rikh-1i

Firtz Shihi. He also refers to his own work as a Ta'rlkh: dar In
37 '

Ta'rikh darj kardan.

Therefore it is not simply sheer convenience

to refer to ‘Af1f's work as Ta'rikh-i Firiiz Shahl. That in *‘Afif's

]
p’etception there was little difference between Ta'rikh and mnlglt?
is a different matter and will be dealt with later.
, , )
It would also be wrong to assume that “AfIf‘s work was a part
of a larger conqmaiti.on.38 1t may have been part of one ’lusﬂr.

historical composition' in the sense of a series of histories of suc-

' cessive rulers. But the Ta'rIkh-i FIrGz ShZhl is complete in itself

(as the table of contents of the complete version indicates) and
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stands by itself.

The Ta'rikh-i Firiiz Shahl was definitely written after the

invasion of Timir in 1398-99. Mahdi Busain on the basis of internal
evidence places its composition in the ffrst decade of the fifteenth
<:entury.39 No complete copy of the work is available today. "The
Bibliotheca Indica edition, according to Hardy, is ''nearest to being
complete".lfo It is divided into five qisms e;ch of which consists of
eighteen mgiﬁdimhs. The division of this history into ninety
mugqaddimahs has a rather sigple reason behind it. ¢Afif tells us that
Baran] wanted to write a hundred and one mgaddin{nha about Firds
Shih Tughlagq an; that he could complete only eleven. ‘Afif thetcf;:re
undertook to write the other ninety."]‘ The Bibliotheca Indica edition
.

ends in the middle of the fifteenth mgaddiﬁah of t 1 last gisn.l‘z
~ N 7

In the introduction to the Ta'rikh-i FirGz ShihI < Afif speaks

in general terms of praise for God and his Prophet. Unlike Barani

he Jo;a ot even pay lip-service to the universalist traditions of
Islamic history writing. He includes in his iantroduction a discussion,

| 43
The first qism deals with the birth and childhood of Firiiz Shih Tughlaq,
his training under Mubammed ibn Tughlaq, the death of Muhammad ibn
i‘ughlaq and the choosing ‘of Flru 8§lh Tughlaq to succeed “him, Firtz N
Shlh‘l‘ughhq"a reluctance in accepting the throne, the establishment

of a child on the throne of Delhi by Khwdjah-iJahlin Ahmad ¢Aylz, and
F‘in‘;z Shih Tughlaq's eventual occupation of the thrones of Delhi. The
necon‘d 4ism dulﬂ.s with Firaz éMh Tughlaq's .expeditions to ukhna;vt'i, ‘

J3jnagar, Nigarkot and the establishment of Higir FIrizah. The

r
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third deals with FIriiz Sh3h Tughlaq's disastrous ;:ampaigns‘ to Thatha,
the sgtting up of the aatr;nomical clock and gong. The fourth ¢ism goes
on to detail the activities of Firuz Shah Tughlaq afte; he had decided
to refrain from waging any more wars, 'his building actiﬂvitiea, his
collection of slaves, accounts of the gardens that ghe king had planted,
his chziricies, descriptions of his éoinage androf the various festivi-
ties at the court. 1In the last gism ¢Afif deals with matters of
religious import like the abolition on non-sharfl taxes, the. burning

of a bléahman, the imposition of Jjizyah, the various 'wonders’ and

d oddi;:ies' of the reign of FirGz Shih- Tughlag and accounts of some
major nobles. That ‘AfIf prefaced his work with a 1ist of contents
detailing what he would deal with in which muqaddinsh implies that he,
unlike Barani, had 7planned his work before he set down to writing 1it.
After all, he had to fit all that he had to say into ‘ninet:y mga\/ddimnha.
Bt;l: the assertion that the division by ¢‘Afif is 1ndi—cat1ve of a
"gtudied int:erpretaﬂon",“ cannot be accepted 1;1 totality. Mukhia
vhen he makes this observation may be coriect \:Ln as much as tfmae
"'qisms appear to be the phases in which the historian studies Firuz
Shah's reign" but to mply, as Mukhia does, that ‘AfIf's work was
basically an att:eapt to "£1ind the causes for tbe "dacline of his con
porary n“a,.AS (and thdrefore by implication Firiliz Shih Tughlagq's \
reaponnibility for it) is too far-fetched, ;ucntully Mukhia confuses

whac modern historiana make out of ‘Aﬂ£'| data uit:h sAfif's 1ncentions.

1

*Afif's motives for writing his hintory are not very clesr,
since we do not have all his other histories. On the basis of the one’

that is available to us; ve can make only éennraliocd assumptions. It
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- ing with Hardy's general ?atmnt of medieval-Muslim historiography

/

1]

the conditions of Delhi after its sack at the hands6f Tluir's forces,

“but in{dicwacea a prefefence for his latter auump‘t\:iéh. This is in keep-

129
N V - :
s ’ .
is dbvious that ‘Afif was not a 'court historian' even in the sense
;:hat he was writing to pléas; someone important. There was nothing
to be gained in terms of material rewards for his writing a flatt‘ering
account of FirlUz Shah Tu%hl,acq. Why then did he write a history qhiqh

is 80 singularly lacking in any criticism of a reign in which there was

so much to be critical about? It is obvious that the one event which
(%

made the most lasting impression on our author's mind was the invasion -
of ‘1"1'.mﬁr.46 He conatantly refers to this event apart from having
written an account of it separately. He could therefore have been

motivated to write a history of the Delhi ‘sultanate to "dwell nostal-

gfé'auy upon |Delhi.'s golde.n past" as Hardy says. Hardy continues by
aayiné that ¢Afif wrote becaus'e he conatd,ete;i it his "duc; to record
the great deeds forthe edification of his readerg".w Hardy takes
into éccountg that *Afif might have written to recreate an era for both

himgelf and his readers, an era which seemed wonderful compared with

of India. For him, the 'edification' aspect is of gre&t dmportance

because of its reiigiouu overtones. He says that the work of medieval

Muslim vhiut:m':l.mw can make sense only when at{x\died in a religious

framevork H

The-ultimate status and meaning: of the statements which the
-hiatorians of the Delhi, sultanate make about' the words and
deeds, the ideas and beliafs of the historical persopages |
who figure in their historiés should then bg-established
within a religious, indeed an Islamic, frame of reference

& 'in which transcendental values and Divine providence sre
t:p be seen infusing and suffusing temporal life, to the

L4
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purposes not of temporal life in and for Ltself, but to the N
purposes, infinite and inpenetrable, of God. To seek a

purely historical truth .... is to kill the living experience
of the past at the very moment of, and in the very endeavour
of, trying to understand it. (48) |

Mukhia, reacting to this a priori assumption of Hardy, holds
a view at the othe}‘ extreme. {He suggests that ¢Afif, almost like a
modern historian, had set:ﬂ himself the task of analysing the causes for
the decline of the state.49 Both these views have to be examined in

greater detail in order to understand the real nature of ‘Afif's

Ta'rIkh-i FIrdz Shahi. ) .

\, Hardy classifies the Ta'rIkh-i FIrGz ShAhI as belonging to the

manAqib or _f__;da'il .type of history written in India.so Since *Afif

constantiy uses the term mn&g’ib in reference to his‘ works and because
\

the Ta'rikh-i Firliz Shahi is eulogistic «in tone, one can agree with

him on this point. The Ta'rIkh-i FirGz Shahi abounds in siifl undertones

as Hardy has iminted out in his essay on ‘Afif.SI ‘Afif begins his

work with a deacription of var;ous wlmlt for sultans and inaista
on treating Hruz Shah- mghlféq ag if he were a nuﬁ. The imagery

and . concepts used in his history are often derived from the more popular

i

‘ aspects of myaéicism. For example, Firfiz Shdh Tughlaq's assumption of

the throne is treated as if he were a sGfi disciple succﬁgding his
master as the head of the order.sz FirGz Shdh Tughlag instinctively
refuses the throne-because of hig inherent humility but eventually

plécea the good of others above his own incligations. . But was ‘Afif's
N ® .

—deciaion to use the 'literary geare' of the minagib style literature

where the ""good qudlities of the subject.of the nmir must be dilplayed
' »
to advantage" dictated by the fact that he was denling with a monarch
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who was "a crowned saint presiding over the fortunes of the Delhi
au].tan'at:e".“.’3 Hardy, even though he admits that ‘AfIf vas not trying
to show the "sultan triumphantly overcoming all the successive vicis-
situdes of his reign"sa does assume a link between the subjectj, i.e.,
Firtz Shah :rughlaq and the form, i.e., the mandqib genre of the work.
For Hardy, ‘AfIf was trying to dep}ct Firtz Shah T;xghlaq "ag engaged
in healing the conflict which he, the sultan, and ex hypothesis ‘AfIf,
knew to have riven the relations between Muhammad bin Tughla‘aq and the
religious cl;uses to the detriment both of the Delhi sultanate and
of Islam".55 In describing the nature of mandqib style literature
Bardy tells us the ‘AfIf treats Firliz Shih Tughlaq'é reign as the
"spectacle of an ideal mah witnessing to his ideal character ....
History is what must have happened when an ideal ruler presided over
the Delhi sultanate".56
There are some assumptions here which have to be dispelled in
order to avoid confusion. Firliz Shah Tughalq is the ideal ruler, N
tfence the subject of & mandqib. Firuz Shah Tughla’q is the 'scourge of
unprthodoxy' and 'defender of the faith',57 healing the divisions
which have arisen in the gocial fabric of his time due,to the ill-
advised policies of Muhammad ibn Tughlaq. On its face, this view can
be accepted as valid. Bué thén, did xlxot ‘Afif write a mandqib for
Muhammad ibn Tughlaq also, the sultan whose mistakes Firliz Shih
Tughlaq was now undoing? To crw;; this, ‘AfIf intended to write a
mandqib for Muhammad ibn Firiiz Sh3h, a ruler whose short reign must

4

have been extremely difficult ,t; portray as an ideal reign.

Hardy's classification of the Ta'rikh-i FirGz Shihi as a

\\

Ny

-




)

o,
-

‘ : 132

N

manaqib style writing therefore should not lead us to presume that

there wasg a connection beme?n FIriz Shah Tughlaq and" the genre chosen
to treat his reign. It can safely be stated that for ¢Afif, Ta'rlkh

dand mandqib were interchangeable. It is doubtful if he was conscious

of the difference between the two. The reasons why the mandqib form
moat probably suggested itself to *Afif are not flifficult to pinpoint.
Firstly, writing in the period fgllowing the destruction-of the sultanate
of Delhi it was only :;atural fér‘ ¢‘Afif to be nostalgic about the events
prior to \the invasion of TIm‘:r. The last century of the Delhi sultanate
was treated as its swan song, a period of peace and proaperity and

‘one where all conflict was absent. The mystifying terminologquf
mysticism was the medium ideally suited for this purpoue: Secondly,

the choice of treacin'g history in sufI terminology could Le the result
of, and also indicative of, the popularisation of gj_'l_f_;;concepts and
terminology among the literate people of cfae suléanate. M. Habib, in
his discussion of the mystic records of th; Delhi suléanate has shown
that & number of mystical records were fabricated in the fourteenth
c:en:ury.58 The reasons for these fabrications he finds in the great

‘l
demands for works relating to popular mysticism. Muhammad ibn Tughlaq's

/
conflict with the giifis had had a two-fold effect. It had dispersed

r

the genuine disciples of Nﬁ:\m al-DIn Awliy@' from the capital, lead-
ing to a void which‘ these fabricated works tried to fill. 5,9 Secondly,

mysticism was no longer a parallel straim in the religious conscious-
!
ness of the Muslims of Delhi. Mysticism had "bowed to the Sultan".60 \‘\

Therefore f:l;egewould be no contradiction in ‘Afif's sim in portraying

FirGz Shdh Tughlaq as a ruler trying to enforce orthodoxy who was also

1

/

STt Tl s Y

EEE - O



133

a 96%1.61 In fact, it would have appeared legitimate to do so.

Hardy's exhortafipn to study these historians in a larger
Islamic frame of reference would be like looking at them through the
wrong Qd of a telescope. There can be no doubt about the historians,

N and in this instance ‘Afif's religious concerns and outlooks. One

must also acknowledge that their religious perceptions were very strong
' and that they phrased their reactions in religious terminolo'gy. But

one would have to ask if these religious petrceptions were universzally

common to Muslims or if they were conditioned by the socio-political

developments of the milieu in which the historians were operating.’

s '

. ? ’ The pre-dominant religious élem:nflt in ‘Af1f's writng-should not lead

~‘ us ato believing that for him 'Divine providence' was "infusing and ’
s.uffusing temporal lr'ife, to the purposes not of temporai life in and )
zi: for it\self, l:;ut to the purposes, infinite and inpenetrable, of God".
} ) If this is what Hardy perceives the attitude to be, then it fs because
material realities and historical ‘Fondit:ions had ﬁroduced this outl:ook. \
i Mukhia, differing with Har;l's view-point, wants to see ‘Afif

. as trying to find the reasons for the decay of the temporal world in

‘ history. According to Mukhia, ‘AfIf is trying to study the history of\
= Hruz Shdh Tughlaq to find the reasons for the collapse of t;he sultanate
7,53 of Dehli. His suggestion that the prais; CAfif lévishes on FIriz
% | Shdh Tughlaq should not be taken at its face value is surprising

because he doesnot adopt such an attiéude towards Barani. As has been
pointed out in'the lagt chapter, BaranI had-actually asked his readers

to read betweeh the lines of his Ta'rikh-i Firiiz Shdhi. ¢Afif makes

no such demands and does not seem to be conscious of there being a

1 \
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methodology to history writing in the way Barani was. ‘Afif lacks

the criticgl, attitude: he could not be :Criticsl and yet plan to write

a mandqib of Muhammad ibn Firdiz Sh@h. Mukhia points to the grim picture

account to prove his point. ‘Afif does describe the absence of any

major armed victory of Firdz Sh&h Tughlaq even though the ruler mounted

/

134

. of the conditions of FIrtz Shdh Tughlaq's reign that emerges from fAfIf's

expeditions againat Lakhnawtl, Jdjnagar and Nagarkot;Gz the caEastrophes

%
that befell the royal armies while withdrawing from Jijnagar63 and
/
Thatha,64 the gross inefficiency and the corruption in the army,65 the

corruption in the DIw@n-i wizirit,66 and the large scale alienation of

reéenue to various officers, military commanders and holy men.67‘ Thus,
we do get a highly uncomplimentary piéture of the state of affairs/
_during Firiz Shah Tughlaq's reign from reading ‘Afif's account. But
can one impose the deductT¥ns of modern historians based on ‘Afif's
work on ‘Aftf himself? Can we assume that ‘Afif's work was a critique
of the reign of Firuz Shdh Tughlaq's re}gn? *AfIf, unlike Barani, does
not provide us éith his conceptign of the duties of a historian. The
comparisons and examples which he draws from the reigns of other 'rulers
also do not support such a view. ¢Ald' al-DIn, he informs us, did nmot
- assign revenues the way FirUz Shah Tughlaq did.68 But he points out
that tbe prices were much lower in‘tbe reign of Firtz Shdh Tughlaq, and
that there were no famines in'hia reign.69 Mentioning Jaldl al-Din
'Khaljt's reign, he praises the wisdom of a wazir who created ; new

post, where none had existed, to accomodate a royal favourite,7o an

NN

example which would seem to provide historica juatification for similar

forms of corruption under Firiiz Shdh Tugﬁlaq. Therefore, even 1f ‘AfIf
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i




'

ST IR AP T

e

AR Rl T A
| A

[
o3
PR

“!‘f;

WP T s ah R e

i
{

e 2

~—

7 135
provides us with enough material to write ? criuique of Firuz Shah
Tughlaq's reign, there are no indications that ‘Afif himself meant to
be critical.

One then has to face the question regarding the real na;uée of
the Ta'rikh-i Firiz Shahi. ‘Afif's concerns'reflect in and define the
‘nature of his work. The image he painés of Firtiz Shah Tughlaq's .

reign reflects the times and conditions in which he was writing, e.g.,
a Delhi laid desolate by the ‘armies of a foreign invader. He aeés the
late monarch's reign -as 6;e of peace, prosperity and tranquility. With
the central political authority of Delhi broke; and with it no longer
being the center of political and social power, he looks back through
the mystifying screen of nostalgia and longing.’ Therefore his emphasis
on the peaceful aspects of the reign of Firtz Shdh Tughlaq. Sub-con-
sciously, rather than deliberately, he depicts the reign of Firtiz Shdh
Tughlaq as an age completely free of conflict.

‘Afif's constant reference to the progperous economic conditions
under Firuz Shah Tughlaq tells ue‘more about the Delﬁi of the time
when he wag writing than about the times he was attempting to describe.

By picking on the more positive aspects of the late sultan's reign and

by twistingqthe negative aspecfs until they began looking positive, he

was betraying his outlook. But this was no deliberate and dishonest

misrepresentation. Hié;ory is a reaction between the historian and his
facta. ‘Afif therefore mentions those facts and gives th;t colouring
to his history which makes sense to him. He therefore on a numéet of
occasions tells us how clieap things were‘in the reign of Firiiz Shah

Tughlag. As far as ‘Afif was concerned, what could be more indicative
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of the peace of mind of the people than that parents could marry off
their daughters at a young age?71 For those who were poor, th; state
provided charity so that they could get their daughters married.72
FirtGz Shah Tughlaq cared for the aged.?3 And ‘Afif cites a testimonial
from Shaykh Bahd al-Din pakariyﬁ to thé effect that peoble's material

concerns were lLooked after. The Shaykh al-Islam is supposed to have’

congratulated FirGz Shah Tughlaq for freeing him from woridly Worriea\
so that he was free to concentrate all his attention on the hereafte’r.?4
Firiiz Shih Tughlaq is supposed to have set up'a campaign to locate and.
employ all the unemployed of the cap1t51.76 JFirtz Shah Tughlaq took
personal interest in seeing‘that jﬁsciée was never miséarried,77 and the
ruler did not make anyone unhappy.7g The nobility was happy and had
amassed wealth.79 Firiiz Shdh Tughlaq's role in this corruption by
which most of these fortunes were collected is interpreted as the mon-
arch's concern for the welfare of his subjec:s.so

In the religious sphere too, things were extremely rosy in
‘Afif's account. FIriz Shah is compared with the Prophet in his heai-
tan;y to acc;pt the tprone.81 Having made this comparison, ‘Afif could
find the conditions nothing but ideal u;der the Sultan who is styled

as the khatm-i td{dardn-i Dar al-Mulk-i Dih11.°2 Every thing was

according to the shari‘ah. This claim seems iroqic in the light of, Sut
might also have been prompted by, TImir's excuse for invading Delhi, e.g.
that the Muslim rulers of India had been corrupted away from the ideals
of Islam by Hinduism.83 ‘AfIf assures us that, like a good Muslim king,

FIrGz Shdh Tughlaq abolished non- shar‘l practices and ‘taxes, enforced

the sharI¢ah and consulted with religious and holy men regarding state |

N
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¢ , | ,
poiicies.:: He also reimposed the jizyah, a duty that earlier Muslim
kings had heglecteﬂ,ss and made a Bf;hman pay for his life for having
led a Muslim woman into apost:acy.86 And because, Firiiz Shak Tughlaq
; was a true Muslim king, God rewarded him in the form of reco nition

by the Caliph.>’

) As far as ‘AfIf is concerned, there is a singular lack of any

conflict or tension under FirGz Shdah Tughlaq. ¢‘AfIf, having witnessed

# . . the conflict in the last years of the reign of Firiiz ShZh Tughlaq's
%” . reign and the havoc caused by TImiir's invasion, it is understandable

that the conflicts and tensions of the reign of Firiiz Shdh Tughlaq
" paled in comparison and did not linger on in his mind. In his view
Firiiz Shah Tughlaq was successful which ever way he turned without even

having to use arms, and the weapons of war became obsolet:e.88 The

TEL P e

ruler's campaigns are not treated as if the monarch were facing the

centrifugal tendencies that had begun to appear in the empire. Firiiz
) J

Sh&h is considered successful in his Jd@jnagar campaign because he

!
returned with seventy-three elephants.89 Firiiz Shah Tughlaq's reasons

et = IR FRChs 1. Aty
R T RO T )

for marching towards Thatha are taken to have been the Sultan's praise-

g

worthy desire to fulfil the unfulfilled desires of the late syltan

Muhammad iba Tughlaq.90 ‘Afif would also want us to believe that there

3
B

A 1 e

was just one rebellion in the reign of Firiz Shdh Tughlaq, that or Shams

al-DIn Damghdni, and it was easily quelled when the rebel was murdered.91

v

The relations between the king and the nobility and of the nobility

4

?' among themselves were also peaceful. Only one muqta‘ was killed during

¢ - .

% the reign.92 “Afif also disagrees with Baranl's version of the Khwdjah-i

¥ ™ ) y
§ ‘1ﬁ, ' Jahfin's actions were in no way a defiance of Firiiz Sh&h Tughlaq. Instead-

%/ T -
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we are told that theKhwdjah-i Jahan acted in the way he did because

93 When he had to deal with the execution of the

he was misinformed .
Khwa jh~i Jahdn, ¢‘AfIif again présented‘ the event in a way to make 1t
appear that in the very beginning of Firiiz Sh@h Tughlaq's reign there
was no open def\iance of the ruler's a’uthority. Firtz Shah Tughlag
we are told, h‘ad forgiven the former wazir, but the other nobles decided
that he had to be punished. Khwajah-iJandn's execut;ion is then pres-
ented as if he himself #sked to be killed as‘ a pious act of atonement
for his sin of trying to rigse above the station of a 32515.94
Similarily, the dnly way muqtd‘s were pressurised into paying
their dues was to humiliate them by removing their turbans.95 Firiz
Shdh Tughlag also did not want the deser.ters from his army to be punish-
ed too severely-96 When ¢AfIf did describe conflicts, they always ended
very reasonably. He described the conflict betwéen ‘Ayn al-Mulk anq the
Khin<4 Jah@n in great detail, but the conflict ended with ‘Ayn al-Mulk

97

saying that he would not do anything to harm the state. ‘Imdd al-Mulk

who had collected a great fortune illegally gave it up voluntarily to
Firiz Shah 'l'ughlaq.98 The difference between the ‘ulamd’' and the
maghdyikh is reduced to a difference over the time of prayers which \

Firiz Shﬁh Tughlaq solved easily wifh the installation of the astronomi-

o SRR

cal clock and the gong.99 ‘Afif would also have us believe that Firiiz

. Shdh Tughlaq was tolerant of all religions and sects because 7Tole:ance

has been regarded as the greatest virtue in all religions but specially

80 in Islam."loo

‘Afif might have couched his Ta'rikh in the terminoiogy of

mandqib literature, but history for him was popular literature. Minhdj

i
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was dull and dry, interested only in cataloguing the events he could
put together. Barani was a self-opinionated theoriser. Fof Barani,
history was the vehicle to proclaim his views on politics and religion.
¢‘Afif is different from both. He wrote with a wider though more
unsophisticated audience in mind, in simple clear terms with no intel-
lectual pretensions. He retails his history as if it were a children's
story, simple and uncomplicated. He tells it in straightforward
language and tries to make it interesting. He gives details of trivi-
alities which would be distracting and amusing for his readers. He

talks about giants and midgets, of bearded women, and of a cow with

- the hooves of a horse, of a three-legged sheep and a cow with a red

beak.101 He attempted not to tax the patience of his réaders and

apologised for repeating alstory that he had mentioned in his account

' 102

of Ghiyath al-Din Tughlaq. And he tells his story in sufl termino-

logy which was to give it gome extra distinction. As argued earlier,

! !
the popularity of sufi literature would indicate that this terminology -
was not only understandable to his readegs but also popular. Firuz

Shah Tughlaq is referred to as EEQEEE: and he is supposed to have ruled

for the symbolic forty yeara,m3 The love between FIriiz Shih Tughlaq

. and the N@'ib Barbak is referred to as the love between a ﬁIE and his

mutId.w4 Portents and omens ;redicted the accession of Firuz Shih

105 A note of the myaterious is added when ‘Afif tells us

Tughlaq.
that the engravings on the Adokan pillars which no one had been able
to decipher were actual predictions that Firiez sgah Tughlaq would

be the king w;; would finally be able to move these pillars.166

A physical description of the monarch is included, and ‘Afif tells us

- T—
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haw stout-hearted Firuz Shah Tughlaq was, how the king mintﬁined his
calm when informed that an important prisoner was em:éping.l07 Firiz
Shdh Tughlaq's sagacity is indicated by the ruler's continuing to hunt
when informed that ‘the governor of Sindh had come to negotiate surremi‘er:.w8
"Firtiz Shdh Tughlaq's military campaigns, when they are described, are

not burdened bi' duil military detail but include Fdescriptions of how

the king took time off to hunt elephant:“a.m9 Barring the muqadimmahs on
the_nobl_es, the muqadimmahs on the removal of the Adokan pillars and on
how the royal hunt was organised ;te among the longest. ‘Afif also
attempts to restore the gmorale apd self-confidence of his readers. Even
Timir, he tells us, was impressed by Firiz Shdh Tughlaq's gzhievement

in transfering the pill‘ara.uo History was a fairy tale, occasionally
marred by unplenaan’t happenings such as wars, etc., which are then
presented in as pleasant a way as possible. The miseries of the Sindh
campaign are described starkly, but when *Afif describes the celebrations
that followed the return of the army, they stand out in higher relief.
Unpleasant details are camouflaged. To;arodl the end of his account,
eager to tell the entire story b;xt not to ruin the generally plefux‘u:
tone of his history, ‘Afif g-ive; a succession of dates, ‘h-iglhughting the

main events, all of which would have spoilt the story. The death of

R

important nobles, the illness of FirGz Shah Tughlaq, the open conflict

between Prince Muhammad Khdin and Khin-i Jahdin and the death of the monarch . -

are l‘nentioued quickly.ul ‘ :
History was a love affair between FIruz Shih Tughlaq and the

- A
population vho pined for the Sultan when he vas absent, even if it was

\
for only a few dayn,uz and a separates muqadimasah is allotted ‘to the

s
b g, e
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. likely, in writing the Ta'rlkh-i Hrﬁz Shidhl was to provide\his readers

_teaches are sg:ple and undemanding too. He stresses that he ia describ-

141

celebrations that followed the return of the ruler from his campaigns.
This same Sultan decided to give up waging war because it was not befit-
ting a good Muslim king to do so since it emptied the treasury which
could otherwise be utilised for the benefit of the Muslims and because

113

war endangers the honour of .good Muslim women. Politics and circum-

stances are simplified to suit the lowest common denominator of his
reader's interests and their expectations of what the glorious past had
been.

+

“‘Afif, unlike Barani, is no political theoriat. His aim, most

vith an image of the past which was glorious, comfortable and peaceful,
a definite diversion from the situation of the first decade of the

fifteenth century when he was writing. The political thought that

- &

emerges from his work iq‘ simpligtic and common. He accepts the view

114

that a monarch is essential to society. God inspires the‘hea'rts of

kings. 115

The king is responsible for the good of his subjects and
will be answerable before God for it. The power structure, ag ‘Afif
explains it, is simplified in the most commonly unde;:stodd 't:erms. On ,
more than one occasion he describes in detail \Lho sat ;here and who '

could speak to wvhom on fopmal ot:casiona.u6 The lessons that history

ing the organisation and efﬂic;iency of Firiiz Shah Tughlpq's hunting
expeditions so that the wise can learn lessons from them. 117

There is alul) a major dif.ferqu; in the attitude of ‘AfIf and
that of Hinhij and 'Bat;nI towards the E‘i.ndus. The Hindus, in “Afif's

perception occupy a different position from that described by the

]
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" other two historians. They were no longer the major threat.' The ruler

-and for levying the dizxn‘h on the Btahmna.l

- abundance of anin’nin, fruits,. grain and .wenit:h. But he also noticed that

whom ‘AfIf eulogises spent more time fighting fellow Muslims (for example
® )

in Bengal and Sindh) than he did non-Muslims. The rulers that Minhdj dealt

g

with had to face major resistance from indigenous rulers. Unlike Barani,
- {

‘AfIf had witnessed the destruction of his world at the hands of another

Muslim ruler, not the Hi{ndus and *Afif knew that both Hindus and Muslims

suffered at the hands of the 'Mongola'.l"ls The dhimmis too, according .
6 . . . e t——

119

to ‘Afif, were content under FIrGz Sh3h Tughlaq. That Hindus participated

in the religious festivals at the court.did not bother him. 120 Neither

did the Hindu customs which had been assimilated into Muslim social
behaviour. He describes, not with anger or irritation, but with approval,

that Firiz Shah Tughlaq used to touch the Shaykh al-Islim's feet.'?!

He does compliment Firuz Shah Tughla'q for burning a Brnhmnuz

23

I3

This is in keeping with
) -
his tendency to gloxrify everything that Firuz Shih Tughlaq did: What is

striking in the case of ‘AfIf is that the self-confidence of the Muslim

«
~

intellectual, so obwious in the case of Minhdj who vas disdainful of

- even noticing the social, intellectual or reiigioul life of the Hindus,

-

is absent. It is also different from Barani's attitude which was one of

i

frustration, where a Muslim intellectual made the Hindus the scapegoat

for his own frustrations in not having aucc’eedcd' in ipita of having been

a ’high-borﬁ' Muslim. ‘AfIf no longer ea‘:hibits the self-confidence to be able

able to ignore or abuse Hindus. In ‘fact chuje are :,rlpu' of u;f—apologn
in*AfIf's attitude. ) ) T 7 -
. ' . : . /
He inacribé- in detail the prosperity of J’ljnagar‘, mentioning

J
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»

there were no Muslims there. Faced with this contradiction which Minhaj

would not'even have noticed and which BaranI might have ignored, ¢Afif

N /

took refuge in apology cast in religious allusions. He tells us thit

\
. . the Prophet has rightly mentioned that the world is in any case a blessing
for the non-believers, for untold miseries await them in the hereéftg;;_.\ s
# o

For Muslims on the other\hand, d"eprivation in this world is irrelevant,
g

124 In another vinstance,

for untold rewards await them in the next.
talking of the two Afokan pillars, he is confronted by and mertions a

popular myth. These two pillars, the local folklore held, were the’

sticks of the Hindu God Bhim, who was a giant, and who used them for,

grazing animals whose size matched the size of the humans who inhabited
oW

this area at that time. ‘AfIf does not deride or sneer at this display
of 'Lgnorat_\ce’. This tolerance for the story might represent the di-

minishing feeling of superiority of his generation of Muslim over the

.
-

" Hindus. _ Instead he creates an argument which smells of apology. The

Prophet, according to ‘Af1f, was told by God t:hat'he was creating the

<

Prophet 's-followers to be small so that they would not need much to

dive by 135 5 &
-~ .
Causation for ‘Afif is divinely ordained. Firiiz Shdh succeeded

126

. because of the grace of God.” " ". The armies of Timiir had laid waste to

.

. . ”
Delhi within a decade of FIrGiz Shd@h Tughlaq's death. Hence it is not

surprising that for “Afif it was the death of this 'great' sultan which

brought on that calamity.127 But ¢Afif cannot help mentioning'h:is

| . y \
©  suspicions that there might be other reasons for the decline of the

- sultanate of Delhi, such as the enmity between the Khan-i Jahln and

128 or that the last sultan's obsession with

Pirtz Shah Tughlaq's son, A
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collecting slaves and entrusting them with pogsitions of power, lead to
129

destructive factionalism after his death. But these sorts of percep-

- N .
tions are visible only in reference to the conditions of the post-Firiz

Shah Tughlaq period. Descri&ing the reign, all that ¢AfIf is concerned

with is that things were better than the time he was writing; and there-

fore, the period was gsome sort of a golden age. He is not interested
in wh§ certain thingswere the way th,ey~ were. The most o'byioua explana-
tion and the one that is easiest for him to accept, is that things were

as they were because of 'Divine pleasure' or the blessings of ' some

s;i.nt. 130 .

*Afif's sources for his history are largely hearsay or what he

himself had been witness to. A good and trustrworthy person's word was

good enough for him. But it is wrong to say that "AfIf "did not argue

from his evidenci’ to decide upon disputed points". 1 ‘Afif does make it

/

a point of refuting the account of Khwadjah-i Jahdn's behaviour given

by BaranI. Barani says that the nobles' action after the death of

Muhamnad ibn Tughlaq were motivated by ambition. ¢AfIf tells us that

the vérsion he heard from one Kistwar Khin bin Kishli Khin was that the

Khwijah~-1 Jahdin acted out of ignorance and not bad faith, and that this
§
was the true account.

QAbhs Namah of 'Qabls Hakin',>3 the Khayr al-MafAlTs of Shaykh Nasir
e .

al-Din nnl’nﬁdlal' and Baran"r.ns But he largely relies on what he had

136 137

132 4o does mention written sources such as the

his father, and even his

heard from 'trustworthy informers',
grandmother-ma He himself was a vitness to many of the things that he
139 ' ‘

_.mentions.

,CAfif's Ta'rikh-i Firug ShihI does ,’ have the serious venaer
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“of Minhdaj's work nor the intellectual pretensions of Bara(nI. His concerns -

ére broader too.

L

He mentions details which are not connected with political

intrigue or court factionalism. He describes in detail the architécturai
activities of FirGz Shah ,Tulghlaq,A his/ building of canals and planting of

_jardens, the working of the royal mint, details of army camps, the prices.

-~

of food, details of coinage, celeberatiothivala, reévenue arrange-

ments, among other things. He throws more iight on the social history of
the period than do Minh&j and BaranI. 1Its concerns reflects the concerns

of people outside the court circles. Through his work we get, for the

first time, the problems of the common people being reflected, even to

a very small degree, in the works of a medieval chronicler. This might

have been so because the class to which ¢Afif belonged was now made aware

of things outside of the functioning of the governme:it and adminstration

because it had’lost most of ita own power. ‘Afif's work is an attempt °

to tell a simple, straightforward story of the reign of FirGiz Shah

Tughlaq. 1testrength lies in this simplicity and straightforwardness.

‘Af1f might not have meant to do 8o, but his work is the
\ N
documg_n/t that most graphically illustrates the decline of the sultanate

-

of Delhi.

~

into what had gone wrong with the political andadministrative framework

What he had meant as praises, today provide us with insgights

of the government. His praises for Firtiz Shih Tughlaq might have been

sincere, his longing for a bygone age genuine, and his terminology and

logic, the only one he knew. But the value of his work as a source, like

that of any other work, has to be judged on the basis of how much it helps

4

us to learn about the period that it covers. *‘Afif might have been an

uncritical historian. He might have "aimed to preserve the impression,

.

’
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‘ in the the maniqib idiom of a golden age for the Delhi‘sqltanate,"lao ;

but he is the source for this crucial period that best illustrates the

S .
deca§ that had a?t.into the body-politic of the sultanate of Delhi.

And in this lies its basic strength.
- .
1
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T 4., p. 273. y

31bid., p. 428; Hogivala, Studles, vol. 2, p. 117.

34M;hdi Husain, Tughlaq Dynasty, p. 578. However, he does not
include the history of Mubammad ibn Firtiz Shih in the list of AfIf's
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CONCLUSION

¢ i ! \

Two full decades have passed since Hardy was motivated to

3

undertake his study of the historiography of the sultanate of Delhi
» R

5]

because he felt that modern historians of medieval India tended to use

11{;;:;? :; :‘1}2‘%’{‘ '*:3

medieval sources as 'authorities'. A great many histories have rolled

.
pecs

th

off the printing presses since then, and not too many have heeded

ﬂarciy'a exhortation to future researchers not to adopt & 'passive atti-
c /
tude' towards the information that the sources provide.l This -theeis

does not take issue with Hardy's basic premises and conclusions as

laid out in the first and last chapters of his book. In fact it seeks

partial justification in Hardy's conclusion that:

T A L

The historian must aim, however much through limitations of
his own capacitieés and sympathies he may fail, to gain in-
sight into the mentality of people unlike himself as part
of his endeavours to tell an intelligible story. As a begin-
' ning, and only as a beginning, he could do worse, in the
£ field of medieval Indo-Muslim history, that study the mentali-
ty of Baran] and others for its own sake. The history of
thought is not the whole history, but there is no intelligible
; history without it. .(2) o

) g e e it bt
SRR L
~ 7

R L T e

5

Where the disagreement with Hardy arises is in the concldaibna
that he draws regarding the histoxrians that he studies. These conTu—
{ \ sions, it appears, are the result of studying the thought of the

historians concerned for its 'own sake'. The work of mo 1ndiv1du/1

I

o

revpgf-f.w%t B e L T P

can be studied to any benefit or und‘crstood in any meaningful ny' Py
itself. The language that an individual speaks is the language that
he has ﬂ.cquireld from his environment. Through his language he c&ﬁsciou:-
c : o ly or unconscicusly vocalises the thought of those vhose interests and

understanding of the world are similar to his own. The historian
’\l\ . N
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* f£all into a familiar ‘pattern: ' Ty

) , ‘ 156

himself 1s a part of history. Not only can the medievalvhiatories

help in understanding medieval history and politics, but also the o N
histories cannot be understood without an understanding of medieval

history and sogiety: The relationship is a dialectical one. The under-
standing of medieval society is essential to understand the medieval
sources from which we are supponéd tg learn about the medieval socisty.

It is this i.pect of placing the various historians and their histories

in their proper environment that disagreements with Hardy's approach

appear. ' - ‘

Every historiah has a bée fn his bonneir., as Carr puts it. '"When

you are reading & work of history, always ligtean out for the buzzing..
\\\

If you can detect none, either you are tone deaf or your historian is
3
"

a dull dog. Hardy, when he listens for ;:he buzzing, finds ‘it in the. .
religio?thl_t was common to the historians that he studied. What con-
stantly surfaces in Hardy's analysis is that the na'ture of the histories
and the outlook of the historians who wrote .than were influenced primari-

ly by one factor: ‘Inl.nn.l'

That all these historians deal with the 'fortunes of the power-

ful and great only' according to Hardy is peculiar to their being a

- Maslims. He says that in Muslim c&aciouuau, the Sultan had taken

. ®, . .

over the role of protecting the faithful aftér the destruction of thé'
' ’ L2 A

caliphate in 1258. Hardy feels that the motivation which prompted the

historians to write was their de re—$0 'serve the cause of the religion, +
- ! L}

i

ganely Inl‘u-"sn With these premises in -ind,"mrdy's other concludions
.

1. That the historians vers concerned only with Muslin dntﬁay and -

! ' ‘ !

‘o
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Muslim political achievement.

2.  They accept the 'Muslim world order' and view the past through

! ( 'religious spectacﬂes". ' .
( fm' 1 ] 3. That fhe Muslim hist:oriana’ whom he studied were 'reco;:dera first
i | ‘ and researchers a long way gfter', and for them an 'ounce of religious
; g truth' weighed 'more than a pound of fact'.s(
% Hardy's cog&lusicns may be right, bu; the logic by which he

'

arrives at them is not very clear. To conclude that the historians dealt

B B R RN Y
/
P
~

@

only with activities of the iul,tans because the sultan had replaced the
Caliph in Muslim political consciousness is to presume that ‘these
historians lived, .functioned and reacted on an abstract intellectual

. /
plane. Hardy mentions that the sultan had become the 'pivot of:Muslim

e

,fortunea' b\it fails to anplify what: these 'Muslim fortunes' consisted

§ P ' of. They included the material aapects of the society of which the “sultan
‘%

¢ vas the political head and to which these historians belonged. Barani

z; ~ and ‘Afif were aot "uounded in their professional pridq by writing about

& ’

gos?

G
T
ES

the deeds of men of the. clua to whom their patron, or expected pltrons ,
belonged", only because of the rewards that they expected to receiv,.

_ They wrote about that class because it was the only class that they were
familiar with &d,, to which they themselves (in the case of',"Aﬂe'.f, per- ,
ipherally),belonged. It /vu only/ natural that "none' of these l;int:oriana
would think of taking their meals in the kitchen", for "a festive til:gle :

- - . ;

at court was their idea of & proper observation post for historians."

ST SRR T AR s ST S e

Such was the placc‘\in which they found themselves, and it was from that
place that they observed history. By expecting his historians to be -

'researchers’' and behave like Yeconomic and social' historians, Hardy .
, 1

! -
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]

is doing preci:sely what. he accuses other historians of doing: of supposing
.that ".... Muslim historians of the Delhi Sultanate have assumed 1f

not exactly the same,> at least recognisably a similar mental world as

the modern histbrian".9 Elsewhere Hardy draws & parallel between me<’11-
eval Muslim historians and British“}:olo‘nial historians:

«+e+ Muslim historians remained aloof within the 'civil lines'
of Muslim historical writing imitating the modes and manners
of Arabic and Persian historians back at 'home' in their own
records of the adventures among the 'natives' of their fellow
Indian Muslim political and military chiefs; they hoped that
their histories would amuse, instruct and refresh those chiefs
when thgy returned from weeks and months of hard campaignins

in the nufauil . {10)

' The vision of the three historians studied here was definitely

limited to the activities of the nobles and rulers, but it was the result

-

of the position from which they looked at the world around them. Their -
fortunes werea‘inter-linked with the fortunes of those who‘wielded ‘power, ‘
and they we;:e, therefore, 1ncereat:e°q in the wielding of this power. It ..
is not surprising that their histoxjias sixould reflect what was guxl’p'peping
to this class. For thease historians, _public affia_ra seemedA to be run -
byﬁ 4 handful of individuals, and they understood and explained historical

causation in terms of the actions of thdse few men. Such a view seems

- -

only natural in a society, s‘inp»lle in contrast to modern times, where the

L ) .
social :lnt:er-depen‘dh\ge of social units was less developed due to less
3 .

hJ

developed technology.’ ‘
The role of religion in the -thinking of these historiaas has to '

~

“a

be seen in a similar context. All ptodu'tl‘:f:l of an education that was _

basically defined in & religious framework, these historians had to use
| s N
.the terminology and concepts familiar to them. Religion was the only

ideology known to tlmi, and they interpreted everythiag according to it.
] ' -

)
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Religious sanctions were the only legal sanctions available for authority,

political or otherwise. It would have been surprising had these histori-
/

ans. not resorted to religious authority as the most convenient way of

deciding what information they would pass on to their readers. By mention-

-

ing that their informants were 'trust-worthy' or 'God fearing' or 'good

-Muslims' they certify the authenticity of the facts that they had accepted’

and then mentioned in their histories. But nowhere do they state what
constitutes the religious reliability of t:t/neir informants or other sources
of information. Very much like their‘cou&é:erparts in the p\olitical fié-ld,
they found religion a useful cliché to make whatever they said or did a
littl’e more acceptable. ’

Similal.;ly, what !iardy terms their belief in the ‘'Muslim world
order' is totally ‘undef:lnable in specifically Islamic terms. The 'Muslim
wvorld order' that they believed in could equally easily be characterise‘d
as the ’medievql/world order'. Belief in a strong politicnl authority,
that was capab\Ie of maintnining. law and order, repelling invasions, and
offering a gemblance of justice (justice being synonymous with not being
exceuively oppressive) was not peculiar only to medieval Muslim pol:lti.cal
thinkern. Rebellion or any other defiance of political authorigy was
never accepted ugnless it was successful at which time it assumed legiti-
macy. This acceptance of former rebels as legitimate political authority
was not difficult because rebellions only re-defined the power equations
among' the various cliques within the ruling class. The Muslim world
order that these historians believed in was their view of how things
should be for -the privileged class to which they belonged. Belief in

o

the privileges of one minute section of a population is not limited to
{
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Mugslims. To say tﬁat a historian such as Baranl was interested in the
fortunes of al}: the Muslims would bé patently untrue. He was concerned
only with Muslims of one particular class.
The fxistories of Minhdj, ﬁranl and ‘AfI‘f are histories of the
governing class, and it is with th;s in mind that they have to be uged.
The individual positions of these individuals within the governing class
might have been different. The nature and composition of. this governing
class might ha;\e differed from time to time, but its preoccupations and
concerns stayed the same: the rulers strove to strengthen their hold over
power and to wield it for maximum benefit for themselves. The ruling
class of which Minhdj was a part was primarily concerned with digging
its feet in. Hence his concern with the mechanics of this process and
his~obsesaive_ concern with the military or political commanders involved
in this process. By the time Baranl wrote, this class hgd estab}gished
itself and had become larger du;:iri'g the process of consolidation of its
power. Having indiscriminately fattened itself off the spoils, it was
faced with the inevitable strifes and tensions generated within itself.
Barani's thought and ‘votk reflects the-ae tengions. °*Afif had seen the
political structure which auppc;rted this class collapse; hence his nostal-
gla for a lost golden age. . (
Placed at specific points of historical evolution, these histori~
ans were ‘the products of their times. Minhd@j had not been born in India
but had witnessed the world fn which he grew up traumatiged by the activi-
ties of the 'infidel' Mongola. For him, the fortunes of the Muslim

commynity were one; the separate identity of the sultanate of Delhi had

yet to be def‘ina’l, and/for him the Delhi sultanate was the only place for

_ FTOUCRTTL RES BN gy .
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,refﬁge for central Asian Muslims. The politics of Minhdj's time Wer;
the politics of survival, of one military campaign after another, of the
-suppression of one insurrection after another. He does not notice any-"
:thing that is not connected with this basic concern. He travelled
extensively in India, but he does not deem it necessary to mention any
cu;toms or sights that must have seemed strange to his foreign eyes.
BaranI had seen the Delhi sultanate take shape. He had 'heard
about the centralisation of power by Balban from his forbears. He had
himgelf seen the administrative machinery of the state being set up by
‘Ala'al-DIn. Unc’lez; Muhammad ibn Tughlaq he had seen the surfacing of the
inevitable"problema to which feudally based power is susceptible. He
had to find reason for the particular shape that historical evolution
had taken and of which helhad personally been a victim. His vison being
predefined by his position within the miniscule tip of the ao;ial and
political pyramid, ﬁe'had to find reasons for the change 1A history in
the activities of the others of his class. The role of an individual in
history is limited. But in a monarchical political system it doeq assume
real or imaginary significance. Faced with polgtical decay, Barani
blémad the sultans for it. The symptoms of the problem as they ;ppeared
in the reign of Muhammad ibn Tughlaq were faken as causes of the decay.
Muhammad ibn Tughlaq's radical and desperate administrative measures,
his attempta a£ congolidation of tire empire’by using siifls as agents of
the proceas and his last ditch attempts to add revenues to the treasury
by his schemes of further conquest were for Barani the real reason for

the decline of the sultanate?“ BaranI; with hindsight, attempted to define

a political theory for the sultanate which could have saved the empire.
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But in reality this political theory only reflected the narrow-minded-

ness and the limitations of vision that had brought on the problems in

" the first place. What Baranl was actually propounding was a blue-print

to save the power of his section within the rullng class. In short, his

‘'work was a plea to .keep those Jhom he considered as outsiders away from

the privileges. The more people there were to sKare these privileges,
the fewer privileges there were to go around. BaranI was just one of
the first victims of the class who would lose their power and prestige
with the political and military decline of the aulénnate. Noi in a posi-
fion to perceive this, he found the reasons for his own misfortunes and
for the troubles of the sultanate in the process of assimilation of those,
who according to him, had no right to be a part of the governing class,
whether they were the 'low-born' or non-Muslims. Unable to see the
reality, Baranl treated his history as the story of misfortunes that arose
from factors such as ‘Ald'al-DIn's irreligiosity or Muh@mmad ibn nghlaq
fondness for philosophers and rationalists. Barani's attitude m}irors
the failures of the rulers to understand the real proLlema facing the
sultanate,i.e. the consumptive greed of the nobility once it thought it
was secure enough not to worry about stickiqg toge;har.

CAfif, writing after the weakening of the politiéal structure
of the sultanate had made it a passive victim to the forces of an invader
shows neither the optimism of Minhdij nor the paranoia of Baranl. The
process of destuction had been compl;:c.d. Arrogance or anger was no
longer possible. Nostalgia, which must have come easy to a.class which
had lo;t everything .and yhich had little to look forward to, is the pre-

dominant element in ‘Afif's work. And ‘AfIf must not have been the only
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one who looked back and saw an age when everyghing was perfect; when
things were cheap; when there was peaEe and security; and when a bfnevo~
lent king, who was a saint, ruled.

Minhaj was a high‘functionagy of the gtate. Baran wu; not as
important during his own lifetime, but he\had inherited a position close
«to the court. ¢AfIf most probably was a Qinoé official. ‘But all had

1 4

one thing in comﬁon: their fortunes were intertwined with the surviYal
and prosperity of the sultanate. Each witnessed tﬁe e&oiution of the
sultanate at different pdiﬁts and from different vantage positions. This
thesis has been an Qttempt to study the three historians and their his-
tories»in relation to the environment of which~fhey vere products. The‘
only conclusion to be safely drawn is that only through gregter(knawledge

of the historical forces which molded the socio-political attitude of -

these historians, can their histories be properiy utilised.
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NOTES

. 1Peter Hardy, Historians of Medieval India: Studies in Indo-

Muslim Historical Writing (London: Luzac & Co., 1960), p. 122.

w

21bid., p. 131.

3E. H. Carr, What is History? (London: Macmillan, 1961, reprint
ed., Pelican Books, 1976), p. 23.

4Or conversely, one could try, and hear the buzzing in Hardy's
bonnet. He is acutely conscious that the "earlier enthusiasm for the
religion and culture of India, still less of Muslim India .... among
British scholars' was waning. This lack of intereat on the part of
British .scholars, according to Hardy, is a direct contrast to acholars
of other nationalities: "It was left to the American Murray Titus, or
the White Russian, W. Ivanow, or the German, Herman Goetz, among Euro-
peans, to carry on the earlier traditions.'" Hardy also notices the
failure of historians, like H. Dodwell, W. H. Moreland, and T. G. P.
Spear to throw "much light upon the nature and the course of Muslim @
religious and cultural activity in medieval India', and the general
"divorce of the Muslim part of the history of medieval India from the
study of Islam as a religion and as a system of thought in its wider
extra-Indian setting." See Hardy, Historians, pp. 3-5. Having formu-
lated these very valid criticisms, and wanting to rectify the neglect
of these aspects of other British historians, Hardy goes to the other
extreme of trying to interpret the works of the medieval Muslim hiatori-
ans as being influenced primarily by their religion.

t

Haxrdy, Historians, p. 113.

‘

5

81bid., pp. 114-15, 120.

"Ibid., p. 112.

®Ibid., p. 111. o | , G s

3 eter Hardy, "The Muslim Historians of the Delhi Sultnnate° Is
What théy say really What they Mean?" Journal of the Asiatic Society of
Pakistan, 9 (1964): 194. .

1oPeter Hardy, "Some Studies in Pre-Mughal Historiography,"

Historians of India, Pakistan and Ceylon, ed. C. H. Philips (London:l
Oxford Univeraity Press, 1961), p- L15..
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APPENDIX A ] ) .

The Sultans of Delhi
*
Chronology
602-790/1206-1388

h,

Mu'izzl or Slave Kings

602/1206 | Qutb al-DIn Aybak A ' oy
607/1210 ZXrém Shih : “
607/1211 Shams al-Din Iltutmish , ,
633/1236 Rukn al-DIn Firiz Shih :
634/1236 Radiyysh -

,  637/1240 Mu'izz al-DIn Bahrdm Shih : * -
' 639/1262 °¢Al13' al-DIn Mas‘iid Shih : ’
644/1246 Nugir al-Din Mahmiid Shih
. 664/1266 Ghiydth al-Din Balban
686/1287 Mu'izz al-DIn Kayqubdd ~ \ (

Khaljls /

689/1290 Jaldl al-DIn Khaljl
695/1296 ¢Alx' al-Din Khaljl
716/1316 Qutb al-Din Mubdrak KhaljI

Tughlaqs

720/1320 Ghiydth al-DIn Tughlaq - ‘ -
725/1325 Mubsmmsad ibn Tughlaq q *
 752/1351 FirGe Shih Tughlag ’

1

* - ) .
Based on, Clifford E. Bosworth, The Islamic Dynasties: A Chronological
and Genealogical Handbook, Islamic Surv‘cys,\g EEdInbursh, Edinburgh .

University Press, 1967. J
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_TRANSLITERATION TABLE Fé
1 e ’ "4.%1
Consonants: * initial: unexpressed ” medial and finali'’ )
\ v
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