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PART 1L

PROCEEDINGS OF THE PUBLIC MEETING OF THE SEVEN-
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Proceedings of the Public meeting of the seventeenth session of the Indian Historical
Records Commission held in the Baroda College Hall, Baroda, on the 21st Decem-

ber 1940.

The public meeting of the seventeenth session of the Indian Historical Records
(‘ommission was held in the Baroda College Hall, Baroda, on the 21st December 1940.
In the unavoidable absence of Sir Girja Shanker Bajpai, K.B.E., C.LLE., 1.C.8., the
Honourable Member in Charge of the Department of Education, Health and Lands
and Ez-Officio President of the Commission, Sir Jadunath Sarkar, M.A., C.LE.,
Honorary D. Litt., the senior member of the Commission presided over the meeting.

The following members were present : -

1. Sir Jadunath Sarkar. M.A.. C.LLE., Hony. D.Litt.

2. Dr. Sir Shafaat Ahmad, Khan, M.A.. Litt.D.

3. Dewan Bahadur D-. 8. Krishnaswami Aivangar. M.A., Hony. Ph. D.,
M.R.AS.

4. Dr.G. L. Chopra, M.A., Pl.D.. Bar.-at-Law, Keeper of the Records of the
Government. of the Punjab. (Also represented the Government of the
Punjab.)

5. Mr. B. B. Chakrabarti. B.A., B.L., Keeper of the Records of the Government
of Bengal.

6. Dr. B. S. Baliga, M. \., Ph.D. (Lond.), Curator, Madras Record Office.

7. Khan Bahadur \. F. M. Abdul Ali, M.A., F.R.S.L. (Additional Member).

8. Dr. S. N. Sen, M.A.. Ph.D., B.Litt. (Oxon.). Keeper of the Records of the
Government of India (Secretary).

Rev. Father H. Heras, 8. J., M.A., Professor of History, St. Xavier’s College,
Bombay. and a member of the Commission was absent as he had not returned to
India from Spain. Lt. Col. H. Bullock. T.A.. Deputy Judge Advocate General
North-Western Circuit, Head quarters, Northern Command, Rawalpindi, Additional
Member, was also absent on account of his military duties in connection with the war.

Rao Bahadur Sir V. T. Krishnamachari, K. C. I. E., the Dewan of Baroda
having arrived at the (‘ollege premises at 10-30 a.m. the members and co-opted
members of the Commussion were introduced to him by the Chairman. A group
photograph was then taken after which the members walked in procession into
the College Hall. They having taken their seats, the Chairman read out his address.

Speech of Sir Jadunath Sarkar, Chavrman.

DiwaN SaRB, LADIES AND (IENTLEMEN,

In the unfortunate absence of our ex-gfficio President, Sir Girja Shanker Bajpai
I have to preside over this session of our Records Commission. The Commission
meets in Baroda for the first time, but it meets under the shadow of a great calamity.
His Highness Sir Sayaji Rao Gackwad, after filling the Indian world with his fame
for half a century left us onl: a short time ago. in the fulness of years and honour.
His political foresight, adminis. tive skill, tireless activity, firmness of character
MB20IR D
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and royal gift of choosing the ablest instruments, had marked out for him a place
all by itself in the estimation of Asia and Europe alike. We, as students of history
are more concerned with his liberal and yet highly judicious patronage of learning
and encouragement of every form of beneficent activity at home and abroad. with a
most rare catholicity of spirit. His young successor, Maharajah Partap Singh
Gaekwad, at the commencement of what we pray may be his equally long and pros-
perous reign, when engaged in various new undertakings for the good of his subjects
and the promotion of art letters and industry, has been afflicted with two severe
bereavements in the course of the last four weeks. This Commission begs to offer
him our respectful condolence on his successive sad losses.

There could be no more worthy Indian State than Baroda for the meeting of the
Commission. This State was the first to join our sessions in its early days. Tt has
an organised Records Department under officers, active and eager to learn, among
whom 1 am glad to see our old friend, Mr. R. K. Ranadive, M.A., as our Mehmandar
today. Above all, the Baroda State has set an example to other States and even to
many a British Indian Province by the vigorous publication of its historical records
in excellent scholarly editions. The records in the Marathi language that it has
published, clearly arranged, with English summaries and notes, have already filled
five volumes. Its historical documents in the English language have been issued in
five volumes under the careful and learned supervision of recognised authorities like
Father Gense and Mr. Banaji. A still wider circle of scholars, this state has laid
under deep obligation by its publication of the Sayaji Rao Gaekwad Oriental Series,
of which many works of the highest value, both on the Sanskrit and Persian sides,
together with most useful translations of some of them, have been printed under the
learned care and persistent. energy of Dr. Binoytosh Bhattacharya, who has thus
rightly extended the reputation for erudition of the front rank which his own writings
on Indian iconography and similar subjects had won for him. Above all Baroda City
has been a centre of the brightest light in the fields of intellectual activity, the culti-
vation of the fine arts and elevation of the general cultural level, no less than in that
of industrial and economic uplift and the adoption of the modern progressive spirit.
We are happy in being the guests of such a Government and such a people.

The Indian Historical Records Commission has now completed 21 years of its
existence and expanded and developed on new lines in the course of its evolution.
Its members have become practised in the art of hunting for and utilising records
with success. They have made solid contributions to the history of India on the
sure basis of newly discovered records, and by the still more difficult art of interpret-
ing known documents, in the light of fuller knowledge and a new outlook. Above all,
the holding of our annual sessions in different provinces and States has brought
together scholars and archivists from all parts of our vast country and made them, I
may claim, a band of brothers, united in the search of truth about India’s past life
and ready to help each other by the exchange of their individual knowledge and local
experience, pooling their resources together at the shrine of the Historic Muse. The
knowledge of the dark alleys of Indian record-hunting and of the differences of local
conditions which this Commission has acquired by this time, is of supreme importance
and will prove most helpful in any plan for the future reorganisation of the Indian
Historical Records Commission that may be contemplated. ’

Inow invite your Excellency as the Maharajzh'g representative, to open our
present session.






H. H. Maharaja Pratapsingh Gaekwar Sena Khs.skhel, Samsher Bahadure
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Speech of Sir V. T. Krishnamachari, Dewan of Baroda.

l.aDIES AND GENTLEMEN,

Sir Jadunath Sarkar has explained to you why His Highness is unable to come
here to-day to open this session. T have been asked by him to read out the speech
which he has prepared for opening this session. T now proceed to do so.

Inaugural speech of His Highness Maharaja Pratapsingh Gaekwar Sena Khaskhel
Samsher Bahadur, Baroda.

MR. PrESIDENT, MEMBERS OF THE (COMMISSION, LADIES AND GENTLEMEN,

It gives me sincere pleasure to extend a most cordial welcome to the members of
the Records Clommission.

It is not without trepidation that I, an amateur in the field, venture to make
a few remarks before a body of learned historians.

Looking at the list of places at which you have so far met, I find that this is the
first time you are holding your session in (fujerat. 1 hope that your deliberations
here will give a much needed stimulus to research in the history of this part of India.

The history of Gujerat has not received the attention which the history of other
parts of India has. To mention one example. Much valuable work has been done
by European and Indian scholars in Maratha history. Grant Duff, Ranade, Sir
Jadunath Sarkar, Rajwade, Parasnis, Khare and Sardesai have laboured assidu-
ously in that field. Your Commission have made available to the public the records
in the Peshwa’s Daftar. There is thus available abundant original material for the
study of Maratha history. With Gujerat, however, the position is different.

Some work on its medigeval history has been done by Forbes. The authors of
Mirat-i-Ahmadi (a portion of which has been translated into English in our Oriental
Series) and Mirat-i-Sikandari have thrown valuable light on the Muslim period.
But a good deal still remains to be done and many an unexplored region in the history
of Gujerat still requires considerable spade work.

This province has a rich history. 1t has seen the rise and fall of great dynasties.
1t was under the sway, first of the Mauryas and the Kshatrapas and later of the
Guptas, the Valabhis, the Chavadas and the Solankis. At the end of the thirteenth
century the Muslims conquered it, and Gujerat was one of the most important
provinces of the Mughals. With the decay of the:'Mughal Empire were set in motion
the forces that have produced the map of the country as it now is. The earlier
dynasties had developed a high civilisation. The archeological remains, which
we find, bear testimony to the part which they played in the past history of India.
The monuments at Dabhoi, Champaner. Modhera, Ahmedabad and Patan, the old
capital of Gujerat (where recent excavations are yielding interesting results), remind
us of the past greatness of the Gujerat rulers. I hope in the midst of your strenu-
ous labours here, you will be able to find time to visit some of these monuments.

More fascinating still is the cultural history of this period—the history of the
literary and religious movements which have left their mark on modern Gujerat.
The manuscript libraries in Al medabad, Patan and other places contain material
of the highest value for such sv.dies. Recently, the Gaekwad’s Oriental Series
issued a list of the important manuscripts, mainly Jain in origin, in the libracies at



4

Patan. These works constitute a storehouse of information relating to Jain culture
and civilisation and to social institutions in Gujerat. These and other fields await
trained workers.

As far as the record office of my State is concerned, it contains records duting
from 1724. Some of these have been selected and published in five volumes, and the
sixth volume is expected to be out very soon. Father Gense and Mr. Banaji have
also published important documents bearing on the history of the Gaekwads. In
1928, in accordance with the recommendations of your Commission, the Baroda Record
Office was inspected by Prof. Rawlinson, and the suggestions made by him have
been carried out by my Government. Our Record Office is accessible to all genuine
research students.

An exhibition of historical manuscripts is an adjunct of the annual meetin8
of this Commission. We have attempted therefore to organise one in which we
have kept together such manuscripts, paintings, inscriptions, etc., as we have been
able to collect. 1 am afraid it cannot compare favourably with previous exhibitions
held under your auspices : such as it is, 1 invite all of you to visit it. I should like
here to thank the Provinces and States and the research institutes and private gentle-
men who have generously sent us exhibits.

In India, as elsewhere, we are on the eve of momentous changes. The study of
history would have no meaning and would be barren and futile if the knowledge of the
past had no significance for the present and was no guide for the future. We must
above all else emphasise the central fact of India’s long history that there is a distinct
type of thought and life in India which has been enduring through the centuries to
which the different races und religions in the country have made their contribution
and in which all of them find common ground.

I wish you & most successful session.

Speech of Dr. S. N. Sen, Secrelary.
NEKNAMDAR DEwAN SaHkB, MR. PRESIDENT, LADIES AND GENTLEMEN,

Sir Jadunath Sarkar has already explained under what unfortunate and unfore-
seen circumstances His Highness could not attend this function. The Honourable
Sir Girja Shanker Bajpai expected to be able to join us until day before yesterday
when it was suddenly discovered that one of his daughters badly and immediately
needed a surgical operation and he had to take her to Lahore. None is more sorry
than Sir Girja Shanker for his failure to be in our midst this morning. He has asked
me to read the address that he prepared for this occasion and 1 proceed to do so.

Address of Sir Girja Shanker Bajpai, President.

It gives me great pleasure to welcome Your Highness to this, the seventeenth
session of the Indian Historical Records Commission, and to thank you for kindly
consenting not only to inaugurate it, but to let it meet in your Capital and to extend
to all of us your bounteous hospitality. If I may say so, this is in conformity with
the traditions of your house, and, in particular of your grandfather, whose
enlightened interest in scholars and scholarship was a marked feature of his many-
sided activities. We mourn his loss but salute in Your Highness a successor
whose patronage of art will be no less generous, no less enlightened and no less
abiding.



8ir V. T. Krishnamachari, K.C.I.E., Dewan of Baroda.
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History, it has been said, provides its own inspiration. There is a wealth and
variety of appeal in its pageantry and its pathos : a note, if one may use a metaphor
from the world of music, for every human ear. That is perhaps why the Greeks
imagined a Muse to be its presiding deity, but the history that stirs their hearts,
or shapes men’s judgment of events, is the finished work of the historian—the result
of unremitting study, of profound reflection and, ultimately, of an imaginative
recreation of the past. Divorced from fact, it would be no other than artistic fiction :
an effort of fancy, rich, if you will, in the appeal of pure art but without the founda-
tion of factual truth. It is in the discovery and testing of that truth that records
play a vital part. Our Commission is designed to discover, to collect, to preserve
records of historic importance to India, to catalogue, collate and edit them ; in brief,
to make them available for the use of students of history. The task is not an easy
one, The antiquity and Wcissitudes of India’s history, her size, her climate, the
comparative past neglect of records as a source of history have combined to produce
a mixed harvest, difficult to garner and difficult to handle. Without self-praise,
the Commission can claim to have done much. But a great deal more remains to be
done. We still stand on the fringe of a wide field. Government sources in British
India have by no means been completely gleaned. Many Indian States, whose
wealth in this kind of historical material should be great, still have to unfold their
treasures. Even private individuals probably hold much that may prove of value
to the common store.

Are we satisfied that our means are equal to our enterprise ¢ That is the prac-
tical question. Only an unreasoning optimist will answer ‘ Yes °. The deficiency
is not so much in men and money, though we could do with more men trained in the
technique of handling records, and an abundance of money has never been our lot
so far. Our sense of disappointment, I had almost said frustration, comes from
public indifference. Pride in India’s past is a sincere element of our nationalism.
Established historical truth which should be the foundation of that pride is taken
for granted. I am not suggesting that there is no basis for a proud patriotism in
India ; there is a great deal. But the main question is whether that base cannot
be widened and made firmer. I have no doubt that it can, and through historical
research, using that expression in a broad sense. The idea that such research must
be ieft to a few professional votaries of history, that the ordinary citizen has neither
the obligation of duty nor the incentive of useful service to the historian is wrong.
Apart from the State, the individual has a contribution to make to rescuing and re-
constructing the past ; the man of wealth by giving of his wealth, the man with
control over the material of history by making that material available to those com-
petent to make use of it, the ordinary citizen by an active appreciation of the labours
of the skilled historian. It is on this view of our individual obligation that 1 venture
to plead that the work of this Commission should be regarded not as the musty
concern of odd specialists but as an essential part of patriotic endeavour to give
India’s renascence, which is a process of historical evolution, the unassailable security
of a documented sequence.

NEKNAMDAR DEWAN SAHEB,

May I on behalf of the Ct{mmission and on my own behalf request you to convey
our respectful and humble sy.pathy to His Highness and can we assure His Highness
through you that we share his grief and mourn his losses ?
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At this stage the Chairman invited Mr. R. K. Ranadive to read his paper entitled
“ The Navy of the Gaekwars ’. The reading of papers continued up to 12-30 a.m.
when the meeting adjourned for lunch. After lunch the members visited the State
Record Rooms, Oriental Institute, State Jewellery and the Central Library. The
reading of papers was resumed at 4-30 p.m. and continued till7-30 p.m. The Secre-
tary thereafter thanked the Local Officer and others for the help they rendered to the
Commission. The Local Officer returned thanks and said that the people of Baroda
highly appreciated the honour the Commission had done them by holding the seven-
teenth session at Baroda. The public meeting was concluded with a vote of thanks
to the chair méved by Dr. R. C. Majumdar.

On the following morning at 9-30 a.m. the members’ meeting was held in a big
shamiana erected for the purpose in the compound of the Guest House under the
chairmanship of Sir J. N, Sarkar. After lunch the memers visited the Makarpura
Palace, Kutubuddin Ahmed’s tomb, Bhadra Fort, Gold and Silver guns, Kirti Mandir
and the Historical Exhibition. On the 23rd the members visited Dabhoi and Bhilu-
pur by special train and Champaner by motor buses.

A Historical Exhibition in this connection was organised by the Government
of Baroda in the State Museum which wax opened to the public from the 22nd to
the 25th. The lists of exhibit will be found in Appendix K.
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DE BOIGNE.

(By 8ir Jadu Nath Sarkar C.I. E., Hony. D. Litt.)

In 1938 I read a paper on General De Boigne before this commission, in which
new light from Persian and Marathi sources was thrown upon the hero’s Indian
career, up to the time of his entering the service of Sindhia’s general Apa Khande Rao
(1785). The part which he played in the battle of Tunga (1787) and during Mahadji
Sindhia’s clouded fortunes till the end of the year 1788, has been described in detail
in the recently published third volume of my Fall of the Mughal-Empire. The
general’s victories at Patan, Merta and Lakheri are well-known, and though hitherto
unexplored Persian and Marathi sources greatly modify the current accounts of these
battles, I shall reserve a treatment of them for a different occasion. To day I shall
confine myself to the personal history of De Boigne after 1788. In the narrative
that follows, I have silently corrected the wrong dates in Parasnis’s edition of the
Hingane despatches and the Persian Ms. of Khair-ud-din’s Ibratnamah.

On 7th August 1791, De Boigne was presented to the Emperor at Delhi, and
orders were issued granting him jagirs worth twelve lakhs of Rupees a year in Bah,
Pinhat, Jalesar and other parganahs (U. P.) for the support of the battalions of sepoys
that he was bound to keep for Sindhia’s service.

Early in January 1792, Mahadji Sindhia left Mewar and set out for Poona. De
Boigne who was attached to Gopal Rao Raghunath’s army, then marched from
Mathura northwards, but after doing one day’s route, to Vrindavan, he was compelled
to make a long halt, because his troops were in arrears of pay. But Gopal Rao,
from his headquarters near Barsana, sent some money, and called upon De Boigne
to join him in the move on fort Kanod (30 miles west of Rewari) where another
Maratha force under Lakhwa Dada was besieging the rebel Ismail Beg.

This fort contained the treasure, armament and family of Najaf Quli Khan,
who died on the 23rd August 1791, after which event his two widows defied the
summons of the Delhi Emperor to surrender it, and when a Maratha army laid siege
to it, they called Mirza Ismail Beg, the leader of the Mughal freelances, in to defend
it for them. Shah Alam II sent repeated orders to his Regent Mahadji Sindhia for
punishing Ismail Beg as severely as he had done Ghulam Qadir Ruhela,— the two
having been associates in the sack of Delhi palace in 1788. It was, therefore, nece-
ssary for Ismail Beg to find a protector with sufficient influence in Sindhia’s darbar.
The senior Begam of Najaf Quli, who was a very warlike and masculine lady, having
been killed by a cannon shot, and then the younger Begam finding further resistance
useless, met De Boigne, offered him the hand of her adopted daughter, Moti Begam,
and entreated him to save Ismail Beg from the Emperor’s vengeance after she had
induced Ismail to vacate Kanod fort. Two regiments of De Boigne’s troops under
Perron had been detached to assist Gopal Rao’s army at the siege, while De Boigne:
himself was some distance behind.

After receiving De Boigne’s assurance, Ismail Beg issued from Kanod fort with
only 20 horsemen and sought asylum in Perron’s tents (16th April 1792). Gopal
Rao demanded his surrender, but Perron referred the matter to De Boigne. Four
days later that General arrived on the scene, and induced the garrison to vacate the
fort after satisfaction of the arrears of their pay. The captive Mirza was lodged in
Agra Fort, with some sepoys of De Boigne to watch over and protect him.

On this day (20th April) De Boigne was betrothed to Moti Begam, the reputed
daughter of Najaf Quli Khan but really a foster child of the Khan’s second wife.
That it was a mere betrothal is clear from the use of the phrase namzad shuda used
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in the Persian Record, though-the Marathi despatches carelessly use the same word
lagna (marriage) both on this occasion and on 21st January 1794, when the actual
marriage of De Boigne with this girl was celebrated at Delhi.

After this De Boigne gave ap the junior Begam of Najaf Quli Khan all her
husband’s property found in Kanod and also settled three villages near Palwal on
her for her support. When he next came to Agra (c. 7 November 1793), he visited
Mirza Ismail in the fort, paid him Rs. 600 for his expenses and spoke very kindly to
him. But after the death of Mahadji Sindhia (on 12th February 1794), the vindictive
Emperor wrote to the giladar of Agre to put Mirza Ismail to death, because if he
contrived. to escape he would cause immense trouble to the Government. The
qiladar on the receipt of this order, turned De Boigne’s watohmen out of the fort.

After the fall of Kanod, De Boigne marched with Gopal Rao to Bahadurgarh
(20 miles west of Delhi) for exacting tribute from its Baloch Nawab, Amir Ali Khan.

The great victory of Lakheri, which crushed the power of Holkar for the time
being, was won on 1st June 1793. For his part in this victory, Sindhia granted to
De Boigne jagirs yielding 27 lacks a year, situated in Firuzabad, Hatras, Palwal
and other sub-divisions. The Emperor sent robes of honour and other gifts to this
general and many of his, officers. After this battle De Boigne remained for some
time with Gopal Rao at Sultanpur (20 miles north-east of Kota), while Perron’s
brigade with Lakhwa Dada marched in pursuit of Holkar. Jn the following August
the general was reported as about to come back to the Agra province in order to settle
and administer his extensive fiefs, after doing which he intended to go to Lucknow
where his wife, followers and property had been lodged under British protection.
On his way back from Kota, De Boigne passed through Jaipur territory, in company
with Daulatram Haldia the minister, interviewed Rajah Sawai Pratap Singh and
promoted his interests by getting Sohna, Narnaul and some other mahals then held
by Apa Khande Rao restored to the Jaipur Government, while Apa was compensated
by Bahadurgarh, Hasangarh and five other mahals in the Rohtak district being given
to him in exchange. The grateful Jaipur sovereign paid De Boigne a portion of the
tribute due to Sindhia, and with this money the General satisfied his unpaid batta-
lions (September). ——

Leaving Jaipur and settling Sohna in Mewat and Palwal on the way, De Boigne
entered the Mathura district. Thence he passed into the Doab via Agra, establish-
ed his administration in the Firuzabad sub-division and paid a visit to the great
Kartik fair at Garhmukteshwar on 17th November.

Next month we find him severely unwell. He made a halt of 15 days at Khurja
taking medicines. Then, by way of Subhya, he reached Delhi on 8th January 1794,
paid a visit to Shah Nizamuddin (Mahadji’s Court Agent) to condole with him for
the death of his brother Mir Shaikh Muhammad (which had taken place on the 27th
of December preceding), and was presented to the Emperor on the 13th. Eight days
later (i.e., on 21st January) he was married to Najaf Quli Khan’s reputed daughter
{dukhtar-i-khanda), and on the following day set out for pacifying his Mewat Jagirs.
There the peasants had gathered together and captured the tax-collector of Hodal,
because the General had assessed the rent of every mahal fifty per cent higher. The
four guns which accompanied the general evidently cowed the rebels, and he passed
on to make a band-o-bast of Firuzabad and Aligarh, where too the farmers had been
creating a great row (February).

In this last month occurred the death of Mahadji Sindhia in far-off Poona, which
tempted his Maratha officers to conspire against the suthority of his successor Doulat-
rao Sindhia and set up for themselves. The malcontents tried to win over De Boigne
and his formidable army ; but the loyal Savoyard openly avowed his adhesion to
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Daulatrao (about June). On 7th July, Fremont died after a long illness and his
‘brigade passed into the command of James Gardner.

In September we read of De Boigne visiting Jaipur again and negotiating through
Rodoji Khawas for the payment of that year’s tribute. It was paid in October,
after which he marched into Alwar and laid a contribution of four lakhs on its Rajah
Bakhtawar Singh. At the end of this month, De Boigne is again reported as having
fallen ill, and detaching Perron with six battalions to accompany Gopal Rao Raghu-
nath in his stead.

For the year 1795 we have no detailed information about this General’s doings
and early next year (February 1796) he quitted the service of Sindhia for returning
to Europe. During this interval he lived in comparative ease and domestic bliss at
Aligarh, leaving all active operations to his lieutenants.

We learn of two of De Boigne’s associates from Persian Ms. sources. Michael
Filoze, ““ a low-bred Neapolitan of worthless character, yet not without a certain
address and cunning » as Herbert Compton describes him, came to Agra in June
1783 or a month earlier, in company with Johnson (both being then officers of Rene
Madec’s brigade which had been taken into pay by the Rana of Gohad). Their
ostensible object was to hire an English force for the defence of the Rana whose fort
of Gwalior was then besieged by Mahadji Sindhia. They met De Boigne who was
then the guest of Major James Browne and after some consultation, passed over into
the service of the imperial generalissimo Mirza Muhammad Shafi. After leading
a precarious life in the service of Indian Chiefs, Filoze undeservedly won De Boigne’s
favour and was given the command of a battalion in his First Brigade (1790).

Another equally unworthy favourite of De Boigne was an English named Major
Hunter*. Of him Faqir Khair-ud-din Allahabadi, the author of Ibratnamah, tells
the following story :—

After the battle of Merta (20th September 1790) Najaf Quli Khan tried to detach
De Boigne from the Maratha side, but his attempts failed. He was well acquainted
with Major Hunter, who was greatly trusted by Col. De Boigne. Najaf Quli gained
influence over Hunter by sending him many presents, and inviting him to his own
tent entertained him all night with drink, music and dancing. Hunter brought
many captains of De Boigne’s battalions over to his side and made them sharers in
his revelry and intimacy. Then Najaf Quli began to urge Hunter to murder De
Boigne and assured him that if he could contrive the deed, Najaf Quli would under-
take to pay him (Hunter) five lakhs of Rupees in cash and the chief command of his
army from the Rajah of Jaipur........ Major Hunter agreed,...... saying, ¢ Colonel
De Boigne often comes into my tent. It is not a difficult thing to kill him. ’

On the eve of the day fixed for the murder of De Boigne, Major Hunter spent
all the night in the tent of Najaf Quli, drinking and enjoying the songs and dances.
An hour before dawn he returned to his own tent and imparted his secret plan to
his chief confidents and associates. One of these men had the nobility of mind to
go and inform De Boigne........ When Hunter at the usual time came to De
boigne’s table for his meal, the latter plied him very much with wine and when
Hunter was quite tipsy asked him about the last night’s incidents. Hunter perspired
with shame and in his state of wine-bemusement, blurted out something
of the night’s talk.

So, De Boigne cast him out of his favour and placed him under arrest. The
other conspirators took alarm at his face and conducted themselves properly after-
wards (My Ms. i3 246).

*T cannot take this word to be the Persian copyist’s error for Songster, who is quite well-
own.
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THE GOLD CHARTER OF THE FOUNDATION OF BRITISH POWER IN INDIA.
(By Dewan Bahadur Dr. S. Krishnaswami Aiyangar, M.A,, Ph.D.)

The East India Company came to India as a trading body, and their first fac-
tory was founded in Surat datable in 1609, which is about nine years after the Charter
constituting the Company as a body of English merchants trading to the East
Indies. Their position as a company of merchants proved to be precarious in the
extreme because of a number of rival European Companies struggling for privileges
of trade along with these. Of these the Dutch and the Portuguese were the most
considerable rivals, the French not having established themselves securely enough
to be considerable. The Dutch Company seem to have been far better placed
and had very much more of the active sympathy of their government, and were
able to exercise their influence with telling effect in the East. The jealousy of the
Portuguese was certainly an important factor, although ultimately the Dutch proved
to the British to be the more dangerous rival of the two to the English. In this
condition of affairs it struck some of the officials of the Company that it would be
better that they secured a place whereon to build a factory of their own and prose-
cute their trade with vigour unmolested by these enemies. The latter condition,
in their actual position at the time, involved the countenance and the active support
of the local authority, whatever that was. They were certainly on the look out and
obtained their possession of such a locality on the Madras coast, on which came to
be laid the foundation of the fort named Fort St. George, which became the first
territorial possession of the English East Indian Company. In the course of a
couple of centuries of growth, this East India Company was able to announce itself
as the paramount power, and in the course of a further growth of a little over a
century, the British stand forward as the imperial power controlling the destinies
of India. The authority for this foundation rests upon a couple of gold charters,
sometimes reckoned as three, which gave them the bit of land, their first territorial
possession in India. The charters are stated to be respectively gold cowle given
them by Damarla Venkata, governor of the province of Wandiwash and the prin-
cipal minister of the empire of Vijayanagar, ‘“ Chancellor of th: Carnatic *’, as some
of the Company’s records call him. The second gold cowle is stated to be that
granted by Venkatapatirayalu, the emperor of Vijayanagar, whose minister Damarla
Venkata was. The third one is a cowle granted by the successor of this emperor,
Emperor Srirangardyalu again to the agents of the Company. None of these gold
cowles is at present forthcoming. They have been lost one way or another, and our
knowledge of the contents of these cowles is derived only from copies made on various
occasions of these documents and in different places and by different psople. Two
of these were sent to Bidar in original “ for inspection by the Mughal ” as a letter
of date 22nd March 1690 states it, and nothing more is heard of these. It would
be interesting if we could really trace out what exactly the original privileges were,
and how exactly they contributed to the growth of the British in India. We shall
content ourselves with examining now the general privileges conferred upon the
Company by these grants. These cowles sometimes had to be produced to prove
the ﬁritish title, and, one on such occasion, it was forwarde(f’ to Bengal where
these seem to have been translated. ‘T'ne cowles were however sent over to Surat
and were forwarded from there to Madras under ordars of Sir John Child, the general
Manager of the East India Company for India in 1693, when Sri-Ranga’s Cowle
was lost in the sea. This is stated in a letter of the President and Council of Surat
to the English Court in 1693. Even before that year, among the documents deli-
vered by Governor Elihu Yale in 1687 to his successor William Gifford, only two
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cowles are mentioned, Dimarla Venkatapati’s and Venkatapatirdyalu’'s and not
emperor Sriranga’s. So by about 1693, may be somewhat earlier, all the gold
originals were gone. Copies however seem to have been preserved.

Another calamity befell the Madras records on the fall of Madras in 1746, when
the French carried off all their records. After the treaty in 1749, the old grants
happened to be collected and returned. But such gold plates as were contained
among the records are stated not to have been returned. The available records
were then collected and translated by the Brahman Papiah the younger, who was
translator from 1734 to 1746. The lists of such firmans and grants translated by
Papiah were delivered by him, according to an entry in the Diary and Consulta-
tion book of Fort St. George dated 1749-50, incorporating the list of the documents.
then delivered by Papiah and despatched to Fort St. George dated 24th September
1750. Among these happen to be mentioned the first, the grant of Srirangari-
yalu :(—* :

« Rajah Sasanum or Royal License, Cut upon a Gold Leaf after the Shape of a
Cadjan, Granted by Sriranga Royalloo, a Gentue Sovereign, to the
English Company for the Perpetual Enjoyment of a Town called
Chinapatam, in Consideration of the payment of the rent of Pagodas
1,200 per Annum into the Royal Treasury and also Empowering them
to Coin Pagodas there with the Stamp of the three following Images,
vizt.. Chena Cassawa Suamy and the two Goddesses.

The conditions of the Grant Strictly enjoin’d and recommend’d to take Care
that all priviledges of Deva Doyam and Bramma Doyam may, for Ever,.
be Maintained or allowed in a regular manner and that the place, may
always be Generally Esteemed and look’d upon as a Gentue Town.

N.B.—Deva Doyam Signifies the Share of Gods or Deity’s, which are all the Perquisites,
Allowances, Dutys and other Gifts that have been or may be Appropriated for the Uses and
Maintenance (sic.) of the Pagodas or Churches.

Bramma Doyam, Signifies the Share of Brahmans, which are all the Per-
quisites, Allowances, Dutys and other Gifts that have been or may be
Appropriated for the Maintenance of the Bramans or other Religious
People.

Dimmattee or Strengthening Commission from Damarla Moodu Venkatapa
Naik son of Damrla Chenama Naik the Grand Visier of the aforesaid
Sovereign and Lord General of Carnatica to the English Company for
the Purpose beforementioned.”

The extract above purports to be a copy of Srirangardyalu’s grant of which
we have a number of copies available. But before proceeding to compare these
grants, it would be well to note (1) that this summary of Papiah mentions the per-
petual enjoyment of the town of Chinnapatam and on consideration of an annual
payment of 1,200 pagodas ; (2) it empowers the Company the right of mintage to
coin pa%:das bearing the effigy of Channakésavasvami and the two goddesses ;
(3) the Dévadayam and Brahmadéyam have to be maintained as of old, and (4) the
place has to be looked upon and maintained as a Hindu town. Then follows the
note about the grant of Damarla Venkata. Col. Love ? finds fault with Papiah
for such discrepancies as he finds between this summary and the actual contents
of Srirangarayalu’s cowle. The first error that he finds is the place called Chinna-
patam. He finds the mention of Chinnapatam is not likely to be stated as Sriranga’s
cowle actually refers to the grant of Srirangarayalpatam called after his own name.

1 Records of Fort St. George ; Diary and Consultation Book of 1749-50, pp. 168-169.
8 Vestigas of Old Madras I, 70 ff.
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About this Channapatam itself, Col. Love is not quite clear. The actual position
of Madras at the time was this. The locality did contain a town called Channa-

atam, a town founded in honour of Dimarla Channamaniyaka, who was the

ijayanagar viceroy of this part, by his son Damarla Aiyappa, and this town must
have been founded and in existence before 1639. Next adjacent to that was a
village or hamlet called Madraspaatm. To the south of it was to be founded the
town of Srirangardyalpattinam, as emperor Srirangariyal was anxious to per-
petuate his name thereby. To the south of this was the site actually granted for
the fort along with the waste ground which is called jackal mound, from the Tamil
name Narimédu, which is quite regular, and is not from Telugu Ndri Médu, as the
second word is not Telugu, and I do not believe the Telugus call jackal nari. The
Telugu word for that is nakka as far as I could recollect. Ndrs is not known in that
connection. -Narimédu is a Tamil compound, the two words constituting it being
Tamil, and means literally jackal mound.

In regard to the 2nd point, Col. Love points out that the authentic grant of 1645
makes no mention of power to coin money. The next discrepancy that he finds'is
the town rent of 1,200 pagodas mentioned in the summary which was first fixed
by Nawab Neknam Khan in 1672. He points out at the same time the contribu-
tion to be paid up to that time was only half the customs which was consolidated
into an amount of 380 pagodas sometime about the year 1658. He accounts for
these differences by concluding that Papiah’s memory was at fault, and that he
confused the details of other grants. He further notes that what is mentioned in
the last paragraph as Dimmattu, and translated as the strengthening commisosin,
was the original cowle granted by Damarla Venkatapatirayalu, and mentions errors
in the names of the father and the son as being due to successive copyists. Before
proceeding any further about the matter, we shall have to note that neither the
original plate nor any copy is available of Venkatapati Rayalu’s grant. We have
a good copy of the grant of Damarla Venkata, and the substance of what that
grant contained is given in detail almost exactly in a letter that Greenhill wrote
to the Company recommending the terms of the grant for acceptance. In all pro-
bability what Damarla Venkata wrote would be the draft terms of the promised
grant, which he in consultation with the king at the time may have offered, and
when the royal grant was actually made, it certainly would be a copy of this ordi-
narily. It is just possible there may have been additions, and even slight altera-
tions. In the absence of any positive knowledge from other sources of any such
change, it would be safe to assume that Venkatapati Rayalu’s cowle was just a
copy of the minister’s draft. The errors referred to in the names it is difficult to
understand. They seem to be more or less Col. Love’s own creation. As it is

ut in the document quoted by him from the record itself, the name of the minister
is given as Damarla Moodu Venkatappa Nayak, son of Dimarla Chennamanayak,
described as the grand visier of the aforesaid sovereign and the Lord General of
the Carnatic. The actual name of the Niyak was Muddu Venkata or Venkala,
the terminal simply being an honorific. In Telugu Venkatappa takes on the al-
ternative form Venkalappa, though it is not quite usually, the more usual form
being Venga,lalpipa. Damarla, we have explained elsewhere,! is the Teluguised
name of Damal from which this Venkata came. The name of his father was certain-
ly Channamanayaka, the word Channa meaning in Kanarese * beautiful”’, and
that has been altogether misunderstood in various places by Col. Love by writing
it badly, sometimes as Chenna, or perhaps more often China, and his trying to modify
1 into Chennai which undoubtedly is part of the name of the town, Chennaipattinam
12 Tamil, but it certainly is a Tamil variant of the original word Channa. This

1 Journal of Indian History, Vol. XVIII, p. 20.
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Channamanayak is also popularly called Channappa. He was viceroy of these
parts under emperor Venkataparirdyal, who ruled at the commencement of the
century, and three generations before the Venkataparirdyalu whose minister his
son was. On the same page and in note 2 Col. Love makes Chinna Cassawa Sevanumy
into Chennai Kesava Swami, an excusable adaptation, but far from correot actually.
It is Channa (beautiful literally there), Kééava (one of the names given to Vishpu
because of his beautiful hair), and Svami, (which is an honorific meaning Lord or
God). Except for the queer spelling in English arising out of the mispronouncing
of the words, there is nothing irregular in the names at all. The draft of the pro-
mised charter was actually given by Muddu Venkatappa Niyaka, son of Chan-
namanayaka, the whole family coming from the village Damal, Teluguised into
Déamarla. So that removes altogether one serious error fathered upon Papiah.
He does not mention the draft here as he speaks of only the royal charters in the
first paragraph. From the way that it is mentioned in the singular, we cannot
say which royal charter it is, whether it is the royal charter issued by Venkata-
parirdyalu, or the one issued by Sriranga. But since he does mention here that it
was granted by Srirangarayal, we have to take it that he is referring here to the
charter of Sriranga, and not that of his predecessor Venkata. Are we therefore
to conviot him with being befogged about the matter, and mixing up with a number
of other documents ? The original entry in the records wherefrom this is taken is
a big list of various grants, firmans and hookums of various kinds coming down to
perhaps 1741, it may be later, as it mentions Nawab Safdar Ali’s grant and even
sunnad from Nawab Nasir Jungh, and the endorsement says that these were re-
ceived by peons from Fort St. David on the 21st September 1750. It would certain-
ly not be improbable if Papiah took the whole series of royal charters as described
in other grants, and given a summary of the whole, incorporating in the summary
all the privileges enjoyed by the Company and founded on authority. It seems
very probable that he did so. As regards his mention of Channapatam, Channa-
patam is certainly the oldest town. Damarla ! Aiyappa’s original letter of invita-
tion begins with a reference to his founding a town in his father’s name and asking
if the Company would care to come and make a settlement there. Col. Love’s
remark that Sriranga could hardly mention that place in 1645 arises from his own
error of equating Channapatam with sﬁrangarayélfagtinam. A careful scrutiny
of Sriranga’s charter, g copy of which is available, would show that there was
Channapatam to the south of which was the village called Madraspatam, further
to the south of which was the hamlet where the fort was to be constructed and the
place to be called Srirangarayalpattinam in his honour ; and to the south of which
was the jackal mound which was also to be granted by him for the purpose of this
fort. Therefore that criticism falls to the ground. The town rent, and the right
of coining money remain. The right to coin money is found mentioned in Venkata-
parirdyal’s charter granted some years earlier than Sriranga’s. The town rent of
1,200 pagodas certainly must have been taken from a later document either Neknam
Khan’s or somebody else’s. Srirangardyalu’s charter was the gold cowle, and it
was not intended to supersede the previous charter ; while the new charter may
oontain "additional privileges, the privileges ordinarily granted would normally
have to be assumed as of value. So the right to coin having been given in Venkata-
patirdyalu’s charter it need not be mentioned in Srirangarayalu’s cowle, and Papiah
would be quite right in taking it that the right to coin money did continue.

The right to coin was & matter of great importance at the time as the uncer-
tainties of exchange with European coinage, the mcat popular among which happen.
ed to be the so-called ryalls of eight, raised considerable difficulties. It certainly

1 Journal of Indian Ristory, Ch. XIX, p, 188 fI.
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would have been better for internal trade to have country coinage, and hence, in
a record of date 10th November 1656, a complaint is made that ryalls of eight and
silver coins were generally in low esteem,! and the rate of exchange was no disad-
vantageous. So the anxiety of the Company to secure the power of coinage in gold
of the local variety would be perfectly natural. The popular current coinage
happened to be that of Vijayanagar, the standard coin being the gold pagoda of
which the older type generally displays the figure of Vishnu, either alone or with
his two consorts. There were other varieties of this coinage. Even when Golkonda
came into authority in this region, they maintained the same Vijayanagar coinage,
which passed current. It would be nothing strange therefore if the Company con-
tinued that coinage. Papiah’s statement however makes it a little more specific
that the coin was to contain the images of Channakéava and his two consorts,
Channakééava is certainly one form of Vishnu, and the two consorts would normally
be Sri, the goddess of wealth, and Bhil or Bhiimi, the goddess of earth. These two
usually form the pair of consorts. For Madras this would perhaps imply a local
colour as the main temple was a temple to Channakéfavasvami, though as in
several similar cases a temple to Channa Malliké§vara, a Siva image was also ins-
talled in the temple, as happens often, on a coordinate footing, so that the shrine
would be a twin shrine, as it in fact happens to be now in its new location. Where
exactly Papiah found this detail we do not know. It is just possible that it was
found in a document which settled these details some time when the question came
up. So Papiah’s note makes that point clear.

The temple 2 unfortunately has had to shift its place and found new accommo-
dation where it is at present. Comparatively recently documents were found in
connection with this temple which throw some light upon its history. These docu-
ments date as early as in 1646 and 1648, both of them endowments to the temple
in favour of Brahman called Narayapappaiyar, or more simply Nariyana Aiyar.
The earlier document is by one Naga Bathudu in Telugu ; written in full it would
mean Naga Pattudu, the latter word being the Telugu form of the Tamil Pattan,
a general designation of the artisan class, the blacksmiths, goldsmiths, etc.
The later document is a gift by one Béri Timmanpan. This latter claims to have
built the Channakééava temple and endowed it with manyam or free gift land
which he transferred to the Brahman for the purpose of the divine services to the
temple. The somewhat enigmatic English name Capt. Moore is taken to be the
modification of the official designation of the Portuguese Governor of San Thome,
which title the Indian inhabitants of Madras sometimes applied to the agent of the
‘Company in Madras itself. So the temple was constructed before the date 1648,
the date of Timmanan’s grant. The original temple however stood where the Madras
High Court now stands, and, having suffered in the siege of Madras, was subse-
quently transferred to the present site by arrangement in 1677. So Papiah’s refer-
ence to the coinage in the details given seem more or less to be founded on autho-
rity.

In regard to the third point, the question of the town rent of 1,200 pagodas
per annum, it is no doubt true that, in that form specifically, it was set down in
Neknam Khan’s grant of 1672. It could not have been thought of without any
previous connection at the time of Neknam Khan’s grant. The probability seems
to be that that was perhaps about the total estimated amount of revenue from the
two or three items that have been separately mentioned, and Papiah perhaps sets
it down at that estimated value, without making it a specifically mentioned item
of the document. In the original document of Venkatapati there is mention of

1 0. C. No. 2579 of 10th November 1656. Love I, 194
3 Ibid, Vol. I, Ch. VI, pp. 92-96.
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half the customs. There were other revenues also mentioned, and among the
revenue items of Madraspatam of which one half was to be retained by the Com-
pany, the general estimate of 2,000 pagodas is given of which revenue of 2,000 pagodas,
the Company would pay half or 1.000 pagodas, and there were revenues to be got
from lands, etc., at Madraspatam!. So it seems clear that there is no adequate
ground for regarding this summary of Papiah being particularly at fault. Papiah
does not claim to be reproducing any document, but purports to give merely what,
on the authority of the rdjaédsanam cr royal writ, was the position of the Company.
The question of dévaddyam and brahmadéyam again is not in so many terms stated
in either of the cowles. That is again matter that must have come up and a settle-
ment arrived at, so that on the whole we may take it that Pa,Fiah ’s summary is—
perhaps as his actual intention was—a summary statement of the position of the
East India Company in relation to Madraspatam. That would be the position of
the Company just about a century after the original grant of Damarla Venkata’s
document of 1639,

It now becomes clear that the English Company’s title to the possession cf
Madras rests upon the two gold cowles of the three, of which we have at present
only reliable copies. Of course, the conditions contaired in the cowles received
possibly explanatory additions and clarifying statement of intentions from time to
time, so that just about a century after when a crisis in the positicn of Madras did
come, the title of the Company actually amounted to what is stated in summary
by Papiah. The two documents, the authentic ccpies of the cowles will be found
in the English Factories in India, 1637-1641 and 1642, 1645, and the Journal cf
"Indian History, volume XVIII, part 1.2

1 Greenhill’s letter to the Company, dated October 25th, 1639 :—(O. C. 1718).
* The English Factovies in India, 1637-1641, pp. 156-158.
Do. 1642-1645, pp. 305-306.
Journal of Indian History, Vol. XVIII, pt. 1, pp. 16-17 and 26.



The Amani System of Land Revenue Administration in Madras,
[By Dr. B. S. Baliga M.A., Ph.D.]

‘I'ne idea of reviving and preserving such of the indigenous institutions as.
promised to prove beneficial to the country was by no means foreign to the:
genius of early British administration. A series of conspicuous instances can
be adduced to illustrate this view: the panchayat system, the system of
village watch and ward and of the collector-magistracy, the amani system, the
farming system, the zamindar, the mirusi, the village lease and the ryotwar
system. This paper, however, seeks to throw light only on the amani system,
the system of collecting land revenue in kind as it prevailed i certain parts of
the Madras Presidency, its advantages, its working and its disadvantages, which
ultimately led to its abolition and supersession by the ryotwar system.

There can be little doubt that when the East India Company began to
acquire territories, first the Jageer! (1763-1765) and the Northern Cirears®
(1765) and then the Carnatic 3 (1801), they followed the amani system wherever
it was found to exist. In portions of the havalis of the Northern Circars,?
and of the districts of Nellore,5 Ganjam,® Guntur,” Chingleput,® Tinnevelly ®
and Tanjore,1® it was often resorted to in the nunja (wet) lands and sometimes
in the punja (dry) lands also. And that was because, in those early days of
the Company’s administration, it seemed to hold out a number of advantages
to the state as well as to the rvots. In those days, which had succeeded almost
half a century of warfare, unrest and depredations, the ryots had bcen

1, Aitchison’s Treat:es, Vol. VIII, pages 16—22.

% Idem, pages 278-279.
3 Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. VIII, pages 56—6l.
4 Circuit Committeo Proceedings (Printed) 12th September 1784, pages 1, 11, 14, 23 and'

33 et seq.
5 Nellore District Manual, 1873, pages 475—477.
6 Ganjam District Manual page 221, Circuit Committee Report on Ganjam (Printed).

dated 25th April 1788, para. 621, et seq.
7 Board’s Proceedings (B.P.), dated 25th January 1780, Nos. 9-10
B. P. dated 15th February 1790, Nos. 3-4.
B. P. dated 18th February 1780, No. 7.
B. P. dated 21st January 1796, Nos. 10-11.

¢ Chingleput district volume, 444, page 444.
Chingleput district volume, 454, page 55.
Chingleput district volume, 467, page 20.
Chingleput district volume, 3849, page 20.

9. B. P. dated 29th December 1803.
B. P. dated 3rd January 1804, No. 12.
B. P. dated 24th June 1805, Nos. 41-42,
B. P. dated 24th February 1806, Nos 9-10,
Hodgeson’s Report on Tinnevelly (Printed), 1807
Tinnevelly district volume, 3568 (1808), page 289 et seq.

!“goarci Oi‘ x:ﬁisuged_ Revznue for Tnnjl;)ro (1792), Volume IIL. p. 111, et seq.

eport of the Tanjore Commiss on (Printed), 1799, pp. 2—! —

. P. dated 10th April 1800, Nos. Sogg <% 1799 pp 25,12, 1021, 26 et sey
- P. dated 17th April 1800, No. 1

. P. dated 18th January 1801, Nos. 21.22.

. P. dated 23rd May 1803, Nos. 40-41.

. P. dated 26th.May 1803, No. 35
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reduced to distress and large tracts of land left untilled and neglected. Where
cultivation had been carried on the information of the real extent of it had
been withheld from the Government under the gross connivance of the public
officers. The zamindars and renters in the Northern Circars, the mirasidars,
thie puttackdars and other intermediaries betwecn the state and the cultivators
in the Central and Southern districts had, by collusion. bribery and intimida-
tion, effectually withheld from the Government all information about
the actual resources of the country and the condition of the cultivators.!
First and foremost it was this vital informution which the amani
system seemed to furnish. Under that system it was supposed that
the resources of the country could be ascertained through the aid of
circar servants who inspected the crop at its growth, estimated the produce,
and divided it, and in performing these duties came into intimate contact
with the agricultural conditions of the country. It was likewise supposed
that under that system the Government could always be sure of obtaining half
or any other fixed proportion of the produce whether the crop was scanty or
abundant.? Moreover, in those days to collect revenue in money was difficult
when specie was scarce, when large exports of commodities and returns in
money were unknown.? The same circumstance also relieved the ryots from
the necessity of borrowing at extortionate rates of interest and from the dread
of being called upon to pay the rent when the crop had entirely failed.?
Indeed, in some districts where the crops were precarious, where cultivacion
was st the mercy of flood and drought, where artificial irrigation had not been
perfected, where good and bad seasons came in quick succession, where the
authority in power could fix the price of grain and prohibit importation or export-
ation, the security of the ryots in a great measure lay in the amani system in which
they and the Government justly shared the risks.5 What is more, the ryots
had grown long accustomed to that system under the Hindu rulers and,
wherever it had been replaced by the Muhammadan rulers, had been subjected
to so many oppressions and exactions, so many irksome extra-demands for
wmoney over and above the stipulated jama, that they had been led to view
the money rents, in whatever forms they were levied, always with suspicion,

1 Appendix 14 of the Fifth Report. .
Report of the Tanjore Commissioner, 1709 (Printed) p. 12
B. P. dated 10th Apnl 1800, Nos. 22-23.
B. P. dated 14th April 1800, No. 8.
B. P. Volume 393, Harris's Report, dated Sth May 1804, para. 78.

% QGleig’s Life of Munro, Vol. I (1831), page 132 ¢t seq.

3 (ircuit Committee Proceedings, dated 12th September 1784 (Printed), page 1.
Circu't Committee, Report on Cassimcotta, dated 11th October 1784 (Printed), page 6.

4 B. P. dated 6th July 1801, Nos. 40-41.
Gleig’s Life of Munro (1831), Vol. II, pp. 132—35.
Coimbatore District Manual, pages 93—95.

. dated 14th July 1803, Nos. 29-30.

dated 16th August 1803, No. 63.

dated 2nd July 1810, Nos. 23—25.

dated 25th June 1810, Nos. 29—31.

. dated 15th November 1819, No. 47.

dated 30th March 1820, Nos. 36-37.

. dated 28th Augus 1820, Nos. 23-24,

Tanjore Commission Report, dated 7th May 1807, Nos. 8-10, para. %, .Ld 11718,
Hodgeson’s Report on Tinnevelly, 1807, pages 5-6.
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and sometimes with hatred and fear.! This dual nature of the benefits which
the amani system seemed to confer both on the state and on the ryots
guaranteed its continuance until its efficacy was fully disproved by experience.
But it is well that we do not anticipate the lessons of experience before learn-
ing the rudiments of the system itself as it worked in at least a few districts.

In Tanjore, where, on the abolition of the puttackdari system, the amani
system was revived by the British in 1800 and continued till 1804, it worked
as follows. Previous to the commencement of reaping and almost immediasely
-before the grain was ripe the monigars (village headmen) and taluk peishkars
(subordinate revenue officers) made a general estimate of the produce of the
crops in the various villages by a close inspection of the state of the crop in
each field. These estimates were scrutinised by the Tahsildars, modified or
altered, if neecssary, and transmitted to the Collector’s cutcherry. When the
harvest was got in the accounts of the actual quantity of grain produced
wore likewise forwarded by the monigar to the Tahsildar and by the
T'ahsildar to the Collector. The estimated produce was then compared
with the actual producs and, in the event of any material difference
between the two, the ryots were held responsible for it. Out of the actual
produce were first deducted the cooly swatantrams, which consisted of allow-
ances to the men who reaped and threshed, tc the women who planted and
performed other labour, to the village cavalgar (watchman), conicoply
(accountant), washerman and barber. These being in the nature of daily
wages were issued on the threshing floor itself as soon as the grain was
measured. Towards the evening, a set of labourers would bring in and heap
the grain which they had reaped and threshed during the day. After 100
kalams were measured off from the heap the cooly swatantrams at a fixed
rate would be taken from the remainder. This process would be repeated
until the heap was exhausted. When the harvest of the village was completed
the quantity thus stocked, clear of cooly-swatantrams, was regarded as the
gross produce and an account of it was transmitted to the cutcherry to be
recorded. From the gross produce were then deducted certain allowances as
koil maniums (temple inams), cavalgars’ allowances and swatantrams to the
caryenters, smiths and measurers and the remainder was regarded as
the net produce. In the nunja land the ryots’ share, the kudivaram,
tixed at 40 per cent of the net produce, and in the punja land at

1 Circuit Comm:ttee Proceedings, 12th September 1784, p. 1.
Circuit Committee Report on Nuzud and Charmahal, dated 9th February, 1786
(Printed), page 4. ’
Circuit Committee Report on Cassimcotta, 11th October 1784, p. 6.
Hodgeson's -Report on Tinnevelly, 1807, pages 10-11.
. P. dated 11th February 1788, No. 14.

. dated 22nd March 1790, No. 17.

. dated 27th April 1797, No. 1.

. dated 2nd JuYy 1810, Nos. 23—25.

. dated 17th September 1810. Nos., 37-38.

dated 9th April 1818, Nos. 38-39.

. dated 15th November 1819, No. 47.

dated 30th March 1820, Nos. 36.37

dated 14th February 1788, Nos. 6-7.

dated 24th April 1797, Nos. 7-8.

. dated 5th April 1810, Nos. 40-41.

. dated 25th June 1810, Nos. 29—31.

. dated 27th September 1810, No. 41.

. dated 19th July 1819, Nos. 34-35.

. dated 13th January 1820, Nos. 36-37.

. dated 21st January 1828, Nos. 46-47
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55 per cent. so that the circar’s share, the melvaram, was fixed at 80 per
cent. in the former and 45 per cent. in the latter.  The Circar’s share so
derived was stored in public granaries under the supervision of village officers
and sold by them as ordered by the Collector either to the ryots or to the
merchants, whenever the market promised to be favourable.l

A system similar in essentials, but differing somewhat in details, was tried
in Tinnevely in 1801—1807, in Nellore in 1825 and in parts of the Northern
Circars from the time of their acquisition till about 1840. In Tinnevely, the
nunja lands alone were managed under amani system, the melvarain being
fixed at 50 per cent. while the punja lands were assessed at money rents.
Here, of the two important crops, the car and the peshanum, the Circar share
of the former was sold to the merchants, but, of the latter, two-fifths were
forced, according to custom, on the ryots themselves at the prevailing maorket
price.2 In Nellore an eluborate system was employed for checking estimates.
The estimates of the standing crops first taken by the parabutties (village
headmen) were checked by Tahsildars, Muzumdars and peishkars, which again
were verified by some respectable persons and others who waited at the huzur
for employment. And if any doubt arose as to the accuracy of any of these
three estimates the Collectors sent kapoos (village headmen) and karnams
(village accountants) to check them again. The Circar share calculated at 40
per cent. on the mitta and maguny crops and 60 per cent. on the moolamoo
<crops was then valued and, wherever possible, forced on the ryots themselves.3
In the Northern Circars the Amin personally went round the villages, inspected
the karnam'’s accounts of the extent and probable value of produce and granted
cowles to the ryots specifying their customary share. When the grain was
fit for reaping, he reported the fact to the Foujdar who forthwith sent
anchanadars or estimators to value the crops before they could perish or be
concealed or sold. On receiving the anchanadar’s accounts, the Amin took
another account of the valuation from the ryots themselves, and, in case the
two accounts did not agree, he employed a trustworthy person to make a
third valuation. If this also differed from the previous accounts, he settled
the difference at the mean value at which the ryots generally agreed and
gave their written consent to him. The ryot’s agreemeht and the three
accounts he then sent to the Foujdar, who directed them to be entered in the
Muzumdar’s books and ordered the Amins to cut the crops. The Circar’s

. P. dated 7th August 1800.

P. dated 15th November 1800 .

P. dated 26th May 1803 No. 35.

P. dated 15th. August 1803 No. 63.

P. dated 27th September 1804, Nos. 8-9.
P. dated 14th August 1800.

P. dated 15th January 1801, Nos. 1-2.
P. dated 30th May 1803, No. 4.

P. dated 7th May 1807, Nos. 9-10.

P. dated 19th January 1801, Nos. 21-22.
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2 Hodgeson’s Report on Tinnevelly, 1807, page 7.
Tinnevelly District Volume 1808, No. 3568, page 289.
Idem, 1809, No. 3585, page 29 et seq.

Idem, 1808, No. 3583. page 66.
{dem, 1809, No. 3570, page 256, para. 5.
B. P. dated 24th June 1805, Nos. 41.42, paras. 13—.9.

? Nollore District Volume, 1825, No. 3112, page 340, paras. 22—24.
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share, which varied from half to two-thirds was then stored in public granaries
and disposed of by the Amins.!

Thig systém, which in theory seems to possess no serious drawbacks, was
in aetual practice found to be imbued with innumerable evils. A glance at its
salient features would show that it demanded a big staff for performing the
various periodical processes, a preliminary inspection of the crip on the ground,
& second, third or even a fourth inspection by taluk and huzur officers, a
special inspection at the time of harvest and division, storage and disposal of
the grain. Leaving alone the taluk and huzur officers, it called for the aid
of a number of Amins, a large number of monigars, peishkars, and anchanadars
snd a whole host of hircarrahs (messengers) and village watchmen. All this
meant an extensive establishment whi¢h swelled the charges of collections.?

Nor was this large, expensive, imposing machinery controllable and proof
against fraud and corruption. The Collectors often reported that this large
staff of  ill-paid subordinates could not be effectually controlled by a few
district officers. The labour involved in supervising the details of their work
was enormous and required most of the time and extraordinary exertions of
the Collector and his Assistants. There was, in fact, no way by which this
supervision could be relaxed or avoided, for even when it was enforced with
honest zeal, there were innumerable ways by which the subordinate servants
could resort to dishonest practices. Alnost from the very beginning of the
establishment of the amani system, the Board of Revenue and the Govern-
ment were apprised of the frauds on the part of estimators, measurers and other
Circar servants.? But these were at first regarded as small fry until in 1804
they were revealed in all their enormity by a Commission which was appointed
to enquire into the abuses practised ir Tanjore.# The Commission revealed a
whole chain of frauds of a most daring magnitude extending from the Huzur
to the village cutcherry. The Huzur officers pressed the Tahsildars, the
Tahsildars, and the village officers pressed the mirasidars and the cultivators
for illegal demands, and the result was, after much recrimination and mutual
discussion, all combined to defraud the Circar of the just portion of its share
of produce. By underestimating the crops, concealing them, and entering the
fully assessed lands under the rent-free lands, within three years, in fasli 1211,
1212 and 1218 (i.e., 1801—1803) the state was defrauded of over 12 lakhs of
rupees.5 Many an ingenious device was employed in disguise deceit until it
became exceedingly difficult of detection and punishment. Want of space,
however, forbids us to describe them. Suffice it to remark that corrupt
practices in estimating, threshing, dividing, storing and selling the grain were

1 Circuit Committee Proceedings, dated 12th September 1784, pp. 1, 11, 14, 33 et seq

Circuit Committee Report on Cassimcotta, dated 11th October 1784, pages 2, 6, 34

et seq.

. P. dated 7th April 1788, Nos. 7-8.
. P. dated 9th February 1789, Nos. 3-4.
. P. dated 5th May 1794, Nos. 16-17.
P. dated 25th August 1794, Nos. 20-21.
. P. dated 15th February 1790, Nos. 3-4.
ingleput District Volume, 1809, No. 3570, page 256 et seq.
nnevelly District Volume, 1808, No. 3583, page 56 et seq.
B. P. dated S5th February 1789, Nos. 3-4.
. P. dated 15th February 1790, Nos. 3-3.

B. P. dated 3lst January 1804, No. 12
. ]; g gateg g]’lth sSeptember 1804, Nos. 8.9,

. P. date th. September 1804, Nos. 8.9, paras. 16—22, 33 37

of the Commissioner’s Report. P » 31, 65, 66, 71, 8, £
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'f'requently reported from Tinnevelly, Chingleput and other amani districts.?
The system, indeed, not only defrauded the state but demoralised the entire
revenue establishment.

These drawbacks of the amani system were grave enough, but graver than
these were others of a different complexion. That system perpetuated constant
interference of the Circar servants in the daily concerns of the ryots and thus
provided many opportunities for oppressions and exactions. The Government
was perfectly aware of this, but they could not relax this interference without
foregoing a big slice of their revenue. They were indeed placed in a quandry
in which it was difficult to decide whether to uphold or not to uphold this
interference.? That system, again, in spite of this interference, in spite of
the most detailed supervision of the Collectors, brought much loss to the
state owing to wastage in storage and uncertainty in realising the proceeds
of the sale of the Circar share of grain. Large arrears accumulated and
necessitated the prosecution of a number of merchants in the courts of law.3
That system indeed made the annual income of the state quite uncertain.
What with the embezzlement of the Circar servants, with the thefts, with
the wastage in storage and the difficulty in selling the public grain, and after
having sold it, in realising in time the proceeds of the sales the Government
could never be sure of any settled income. This inevitably made the balanc-
ing of the budget quite impossible, a very necessary consideration for adopting
any revenue system in the modern period. And this it was which was more
than anything else responsible for the increasing preference shown to the
system of money rents, for the displacement of the amani system by the
ryotwar system.

t  Tinnevelly District Volume, 4364, page 278, paras. 35-36.
Chingleput District Volume, 1899, No. 467, page 20, paras. 2, 3, 7, 8.

. P. dated 30th March 1820, Nos. 36-37.

. dated 24th August 1820, Nos. 23-24.

. dated 7th September 1820, Nos. 31-32.

. dated 23rd October 1820, Nos. 27-28.

. dated 2nd February 1837, Nos. 8-9

. dated 5th May 1794, Nos. 16-17.

dated 25th August 1794, Nos. 20-21.

dated 10th April 1800, Nos. 2-23.

dated 19th January 1801, Nos. 21-22,

. dated 27th September 1804 Nos, 8-9.

dated 20th March 1804, Nos. 15-16.

dated 2nd April 1804, No. 5.

dated 30th April 1804, Nos. 36-37.

dated 31st May 1810, Nos. 31.32

. dated 15th November 1819, Nos. 4-7.

. P. dated 30th March 1820, Nos. 36-37.

Tinnevelly District Volume, (1808). No. 3583, page 56.

Idem (1809), 2570, page 256.

Idem (1809), 3585, page 29.

Chingleput Distr’ct Volume, (1819), No. 467. page 20.

Godavari District Volume, No. 913, page 667.

Nellore District Volume, No. 3112. page 340.

Tinnevelly District Volume, (1821-26), No. 4364 p. 278.

B. P. dated 14th February 1788, Nos. 6.7.

B. P. dated 5th May 1794, Nos. 16-17.

B. P. dated 16th October 1784, No. 9.

B. P. dated 14th January 1808, Nos. 27.28.

B. P. dated 2nd Fehruary 1837, Nos, RO

Godavari District Volume, 1706. No. 016 rage 112

Tinnevelly District Volume. 1808, No. 3570, page 256.

15.

95 o 0 9 9 0 0 1 1
SN Y Yy Yty

w



7

Viewed from other angles also, the Amani system showed several undesir-
able features. 1t called for the constant interference of the Clrcar for regulat-
ing the grain market, for arbitrarily fixing the price of grain and prohibiting-
importation so that the Circar share might be sold at an advantage.! Thus i
'innevelly, the lateness of the season at which the peshanam settlement was
concluded and the early arrival of the carr settlement left the ryots but a
very short time, in which to get their portion of the produce disposed of, und
their whole grain coming at once into the market caused a glut for a time
which obliged them to sell it generally at a disadvantage. As soon however
as the effects of this had ceased, the Circar granaries were thrown open and
the grain sold to the people at a higher price than that obtained by the ryous,
as by that time the Circar had all the grain of the country in its hands and
could dictate prices to secure as much profit as possible. THhis necessity to
convert ‘‘the character of the sovereign to that of the merchant, ..................
to monopolise the food of the people to secure its revenue’’ was highly dis-
tasteful to the British, inspired as they were, by the doctrine of laissez fare
and accustomed to dislike state interference into matters which should be left
to be managed by the people themselves.2 And finally, it became increasingly
clear in the light of experience, that under the amani system it was impossible
to increase the resources of the country. For, so long as it made the Govern-
ment a sure partner in the profits resulting from increased produce brought
about by the improvements effected by the ryots it held out no encouragement
to industry. ‘‘A district which in a strict sense is entirely managed by
Amani must ever in my opinion be a poor country’’, observed one of the
Collectors.® Tt fostered indolence and, worse than that, prompted the ryots.
deliberately to neglect cultivation and even to destroy the crops so that the
Circar might under-estimate their lands.# The crop, we are told, was
destroyed wholesale in the transplanting season either by overflowing the fieids
with water or keeping them dry: either by planting too near or too far from
one another; or if these contrivances failed, by withholding water to the
plants when they were half-grown.5

-

dated 5th May 1/84, Nos. 16-17.
dated 26th June 1794, No. 8.
dated 25th August 1794, Nos. 20-21.
dated 13th October 1794, Nos. 11-12,
dated 16th October 1794, No. 9.
dated 10th April 1800, Nos. 22-23.
dated 31st Mav 1810, Nos. 31-32.
. dated 15th November 1819, No. 47.
dated 3rd January 1828, Nos. 71.72.
Godavari District Volume (1796), No. 916, page 151.
22Tinnevelly District Volume (1808), No. 3583, page 56 et <eq.
Tinnevelly Dlstuvt Volume (1809), No 3570, page 256.
Idem (1809), No. 3585, p. 29.
Hodgesons Report on Tmneve]lv 1807, page 19.
P. dated 27th September 1804, Nos 89 para. 76 of Harris’s Report.
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B. P. dated 9th April 1818, Nos. 38-39.
B. P. dated 15th April 1819, No. 47.
2 B. P. dated 5th May 1794, Nos. 16-17.
4B. P. dated 25th June 1830, Nos. 29-30.
B. P. dated 9th April 1818, Nos. 38-39.

P. dated 24th August ]820 Nos. 23 24,

Tmnevellv District Volume (18(‘8) No. 3583, p. 56.
Tdem (1808), No. 3570, p.
5B. P. dated 2lst January 1828 Nos. 46-47, paras. 30—35,
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These serious objections gradually impelled the Government to discredit the
amani system and ultimately to abandon it. Wherever that system showed
its dangerous symptoms, it was displaced first by the village lease, and then
by the ryotwar system. But this was no easy task. It had to be done in the
teeth of much opposition from the people who viewed with alarm the dis-
appearance of a system which had brought them specious and illegal benefits.
The colossal frauds exposed by the Tanjore Commission in 1804, and detected
also subsequently, compelled the Government to issue a proclamation in 1810
declaring in unmistakable terms that ‘‘the practice which has of late prevailed
in Tanjore of the amani division of the crop with the mirasidars who refused
to rent their lands is hereby abolished and is not, on any account to he
resorted to.’’! Notwithstanding this proclamation and the endeavours of the
Collectors of Tanjore and other districts to displace it by a system of money
rents the amani system took ‘‘an unconscionable time adying.”” In 1837 we
find that it partially prevailed in Ganjamn, Vizagapatam, Masulipatam, Guntur,
Chingleput, Counbatore, Tanjore and Trichinopoly In all these districts,
however, it had been vastly reduced in extent and was confined only to a few
villages.2 In 1889 the Court of Directors finally rang its knell; they ordered
its abolition and substitution by systems of money rents.> From this time
onwurds very few references to the amani system are to be found in the records.
It must{ be remembered that the introduction of the system of modern survey
and settlement in 1855 left it no chance of survival in any of the districts
directly administered by the British in the Madras Presidency.

1 B, P, dated 17th September 1810, Nos. 37-38.
dated 20th September 1810, No. 6.
dated 20th September 1810, No. 7.

. dated 1lth October 1810, No. 6.
dated 27th September 1810, No. 41.

dated 21st January 1828, Nos. 46-47.

dated 2nd February 1837, Nos. 8-9.
dated 2nd February 1837, No. 10.
dated 9th March 1837, Nos. 10—14.
dated 27th March 1837, Nos. 41—44,
. dated 30th March 1837, Nos 35-37.
. dated 6th April 1837, Nos. 7—10.

. dated 21st October 1839, Nos. 2-3.

. dated 2lst January 1928, Nos. 46-47.
. P. dated 21st January 1828, Nos. 46-47.
B. P. dated 9th March 1937, Nos. 10-14.
B. P. dated 27th March 1937, Nos. 41-44.
B. P. dated 30th March 1937, Nos. 35-37.

B. P. dated 20th December 1803,
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COMMITTEE OF RECORDS IN EARLY 19TH CENTURY.
(By Mr. B. B. Chakrabarti, B.A., B.L.)

There is a series of very useful records relating to land and land tenure, the
existence of which is not, perhaps, widely known and as such they are rarely con-
sulted by students in making research on the subject. With a view to introducing
this series to the public, a brief account is given below showing its origin, object,
constitution of a body for its compilation and how it abruptly came to an end.

The Court ¢ f Directorsin their Revenue despatch, dated the 15th January 1819,
pointed out the necessity of taking early and decisive measure ‘‘ with a view to as-
certaining and se.uring the rights and interests of various classes connected with the
land ”” and instructed the Governor-General in Council “ to consider the expediency
of establishing a General Record Office at the Presidency in which a digest of all
information collected and transactions recorded by Patwaris and Canongoes shall be
formed and preserved . This subject was taken up for consideration by the Gover-
nor-General in Council in their Revenue Department proceedings dated the 17th
March, 1820, in which they observed that ‘the report recently received from the
Board of Revenuo abundantly shows that too little attention has been paid to the
preparation and preservation of proper records in the offices of several Collectors
for which the interest of Government and still more those of individuals are liable
to seriously suffer. It was fully realised that ‘‘ without indood accurate registers of
landed property and some authentic record of the extent and limits of estates, of the
tenures under which land is occupied, and of the rights, interests and privileges of
the various classes of agricultural community to which Judicial authorities may
refer as a means of checking at least, if not superseding, the information or evidence
produced in individual cases of litigaticn, it seems almost vain to hope that civil
justice can offectually be administered to the people.” There isno doubt that
possession of such information is also * importantly useful to Government in deter-
mining on the propriety of any general rules, which may be proposed to adopt, and
the modification which the local peculiarities of particular district may require.”

For the full attainment of the object in view it seemed necessary “to adopt
some more comprehensive and systematic arrangement, so that the accuracy and
completeness of the public reccrds in the several districts may not depend on the
care and exertions of an individual officer ; and that the information which they
contain of a general nature may be so concentrated, digested and arranged, as to be
readily available for use in consideration of questions of general importance and
interest . It was also realised that a ‘‘ single officer must be quite unequal to the
task of checking the information derived from the various Canongoes throughout
the Presidency and that in the administration of justice, the Court of Judicature will
require much more detailed information than a single officer could embrace. The
utility of an office of record at the Presidency must indeed chiefly depend on the
accuracy and regularity with which the records in each district are prepared and
preserved .

As the objects with which Government desired to possess accurate records of
landed tenures and property were chiefly such.as had reference to the easy and
prompt distribution of civil justice and securit?r of the rights and interests of indivi-
duals as well as of their own, it seemed highly desirable that Government should
avail themselves of the services of their officers in the Judicial and Revenue branches
in order to determine the nature and extent of the information to be required from
Mofusail officers of Account and the mode in which it is to be recorded and preserved
at the Sudder office of the district and at the Presidency.
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It was accordingly resolved that in order to secure the regular and systematic
preparation and preservation of public records throughout the country, a permanent
Committee shall be constituted in each district, consisting ordinarily of the Judge
and Collector of the district with the zillah and city Registrar as Secretary, and that
at the head stations of the Court of Circuit, the senior Judge of that Court shall be
also & Member of the Committee.

It was also resolved that a general record office should be established at the
Presidency in which lists of all papers which may be of sufficient importance to de-
serve preservation in District Record Offices, abstracts made in English of those
which may be considered to be highly useful and authentic copies of the most im-
portant ones should be deposited. For the superintendence of this Head Record
Office, as well as for the purpose of framing general forms of the Mofussil records,
for preserving regularity and uniformity in the proceedings of the District Committees
and for causing such lists, abstracts and copies as may appear necessary and useful to
be transmitted to the Presidency it was also resolved to establish a permanent Com-
mittee at the Presidency consisting of the :—

(1) Junior Member of the Board of Revenue ;
(2) Fourth Judge of the Court of Sudder Dewani Adalat ;
(3) Secretary to Government in the Judicial Department ;
(4) Secretary to Government in the Territorial Department, and
(6) Superintendent and Remembrancer of Legal Affairs.
The 5th Member of the Committee was to perform the duties of the Secretary.

As the immediate purpose of this arrangement was to secure the preparation and
preservation of proper records and registers relating to landed property, tenures and
rates of rent, ‘‘ in the first instance labours of the Committees will be directed to the
object of ascertaining what records connected with these matters are in existence,
and of having proper accounts taken and lists made of them, they will then proceed
to consider and suggest the measure to be adopted for preserving public records,
(including the construction of proper buildings where they may not already exist
and the employment of adequate establishment) for securing the punctual prepara-
tion of them hereafter, and for bringing up arrears. The enquiries of the Presidency
Committee on the above heads will embrace the records of the Sudder Dewani Adalat
and of the offices of several Revenue Boards and those of Secretaries to Government
and of the Revenue Accountant. The Mofussil Committees will direct their enqui-
ries to the records of the courts and Collectors of the several stations. An early
object for consideration of the Committees will be to determine the nature and ex-
tent of the information to be required from the Canongoes and Patwaries, and in
considering this object, their attention will naturally be directed in an especial man-
ner to the means of ascertaining the extent and limits of estates with a view to the
decision of suits relating to disputed boundaries, of defining the rights of the inferior
tenantry and of adjusting differences between land-lord and tenant.” P

It was also contemplated that ‘‘ it ought ultimately to be made a part of the
duties belonging to the Presidency Committee, gradually to collect and digest in the
shape of memoirs and reports, all information of & general description relative to the
nature of landed tenures, the structure of village institutions and the agricultural
economy of various parts of the country. That Committee may, likewise, be very
advantageously employed in selecting for publjcation such documents as it may
appear advisable to distribute generally to the courts and Collectors, with the view
of placing them in possession of the principles of the system which they are called
on to administer and the object of the laws which it is t{eir duty to enforce.”
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- A circular was issued to all District Judges and Collectors intimating the appoint-
ment of District Committees and directing them immediately to ascertain from the
Mahafiz Dufters, Registers or other persons in whose custody the records may be,
what records and lists they have, how far they may be relied on, what is the condi-
tion of records whether in English.or in native languages from the earliest period
upto the present time. They were to attend to all requisitions and orders which they
may receive from the Presidency Committee and to furpish them with any informa-
tion which they may require. They were to submit their suggestions to the Presi-
dency Committee as may occur to them best calculated to supply the deficiencies
of records, to facilitate the ascertainment of all points and to secure the early adjust-
ment of a systematic plan of general record and registry.”

The Presidency Committee in their Minute, dated the 6th August, 1820, sub-
mitted their recommendations for working out the system which were accepted by
Government. Amongst other things they recommended the preparation of General
Registers of Malguzari Mahals and Mauzawari, Lakhiraj and other subsidiary
registers containing the following heads :—

(1) Pargana, (2) Number, (3) Name of Mahal, (4) Malguzar, (5) Juma, (6) Mort-
gage or other limited temporary or conditional assignment, (7) Mauzas,
(8) Partitions, (9) Decrees, (10) Management, and (11) Remarks.

The Committees pursued the work of preparation and preservation of records
on the above line for a period of nine years when the Governor-General in Council in
their Territorial Financial Department proceedings dated the 10th October, 1828
decided to appoint two Committees, one civil and the other Military, each consisting
of 3 Members, one from each of the Presidencies, ‘‘ specially authorised and required
to make a full and detailed enquiry into the establishments and charges incurred in
all branches, Civil and Military, of the administration of different Presidencies, with
the view particularly of unfolding all items of expense uselessly incurred, of exhibit-
ing those which may admit of retrenchment with the least public inconvenience and
of suggesting such alterations as may appear calculated to secure to the utmost
practicable extent unity, efficiency and economy in the general management of public
affairs.”

Tn pursuance of the recommendations of the aforesaid Finance Committee the
Vice President in Council in their Financial Department proceedings dated the 17th
March, 1829 decided to abolish the Presidency Committee of Records and to dis-
charge the establishment connected therewith with effect from lst April 1829. It
was also resolved that the apartments over the General Treasury hitherto appro-
priated to the above establishment shall be occupied by the officers of the Chief
Secretary’s establishment who in addition to the records in that office will receive
charge of all the papers and records belonging to the office of the Presidency Com-
mittee of Records, as well as of such printed works and other books of public records
of General, Secret, Political, Judicial, Territorial and Persian Departments which
may conveniently be transferred for the purpose of being deposited there.

For the control and preservation of these records it was decided that the officers
of the Chief Secretary’s establishment will in all matters connected with that office
be exclusively under the orders and control of the Chief Secretary, but in regard to
the General Depot of records of which they are to have the charge they are to be
considered as subject to the control and authority of the Secretary of Government
in the Territorial Department. In order to keep those records in good preservation
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and free from ravages of insects the following addition to the establishment at an
aggregate monthly expense of Rs. 18 was authorised :—

1 Daftari . . . . . . . . . . . .

Rs,

1 Daftari . ° ° ° Y Y . . . . . 8
(]

1 Farash . . . . . . . . . . . 4

18

This was the beginning of a General Record office containing records of several
Departments of the Secretariat.

The Presidency Committee of Records came to an end but a large number of
records of that body, though not complete, is still available in the Bengal Historical
Record Room. As these records were compiled under the direction and superinten-
dence of a Committee consisting of a Member of the Board of Revenue, a Judge of
the Sadar Diwani Adalat, Secretaries to Government in the Territorial and Judicial
Departments and Superintendent and Remembrancer of Legal Affairs, collecting
all informations from the records of Sadar Dewani Adalat, several Revenue Boards,
offices of Secretaries to Government, Revenue Accountant and as well as from Dis-
trict Record Committees and as they appear to have been concentrated, digested and
arranged in such a way as to be readily available for ascertainment of rights, interests
and privileges of individuals as well as of Government and for prompt and effectual
administration of Justice so far as land and land tenure was concerned. there is
perhaps no question of their utility. They are likely to throw considerable light on
land and land revenue system from early British period upto the first quarter of the
19th century and may be of great help to students making research on the subjects.

Though the Committee apparently rendered very useful service for a period of
nine years, yet it had to fall a victim to retrenchment axe for effecting economy in
State expenditure. The fate of work on records has always been the same. Though
such work has, at all times, been recognised to be of great administrative and his-
torical value, yet proper attention could not be paid to it in the past as well as at
present on financial grounds.



THE FIRST INDIAN COURTIERS OF THE FRENCH EAST INDIA COMPANY.
(By Rao 8ahib C. S. Srinivasachari, M. A,)

INTRODUCTORY.

The family of Lazare de Motta, alias Thanappa Mudaliar, who was the firsf
Dubash and Courtier of the French at Pondicherry is now represented by Monsieur
Gnanou Diagou, and ancien batonnier de é ordre des avocats, Pondicherry, who was
kind enough to supply me with copies of records preserved in his family and relat-
ing to incidents in the careers of Thanappa Mudaliar, the first Dubash, Andre Muthi-
yappa Mudaliar, his son and successor in office, Savarimuthu, his next successor
and relation and lastly Pedro Kanakaraya Mudaliar, the son of Muthiyappa and the
predecessor of the famous Ananda Ranga Pillai in the office. Ranga Pillai’s uncle,
Nainiya Pillai, who became Dubash after Muthiyappa and his cousin, the Chevalier
Guruvappa, who occupied that office for two years from 1722-24, were deemed to
have been mere interlopers, by the family of Thanappa Mudaliar. In fact, for more
than half a century from the foundation of Pondicherry in 1674 it was Thanappa
and his descendants that held that high office. It will be of some interest to students
of the History of the French India to know something of the work of these persons
who may well be regarded as having paved the way for the achievement of Ananda
Ranga. This paper is based on -material, preserved in the family of Thanappa,
in Tamil and supplied to the writer by the kindness of Monsieur Gnanou Diagou
and made available in English now.

I

Thanappa Mudaliar was a Velldla of the Ahambadiya caste and a native of
Poonamalle, near Madras. He met the Abbé Carré who had accompanied the
Dutchman, Caron, who was the Director-General of the French Company and had
been sent to start activities in India by the King of France. The Abbé first arrived
in India in 1668, went back home in 1671 and returned again in 1672. Frangois
Martin, the founder of Pondicherry, landed in India in 1665 as a sub-merchant of
the Company. Five years later he was at Surat. He was also with De La Haye
during the siege operations of San Thome, where the French had to stand two attacks
during their short-lived occupation of the place (1672-74). It may be said that
the French rule over San Thome was in reality one prolonged period of blockade
of the town by the combined forces of the Sultan of Golconda and of the Dutch.
It was finally starved into surrender in August 1674, after the siege had lasted nearly
two years. In August 1673, the Abbé Carré came to Madras and made it his home
for the time being. He then became useful to De la Haye in the matter of establish-
ing contacts between the French and the chief personages of the country and of
securing grain for the feeding of the French garrison. It was now that he became
acquainted with Thanappa Mudaliar, a merchant of Poonamalle, who enjoyed
considerable trade relations with Mylapore—San Thome. He was struck by his
honesty and integrity and recommended him to the notice of De la Haye and of
Frangois Martin. Thanappa helped Martin in his voyagings to the ports on the
coast to secure food-stuffs. When it was resolved to send a body of Frenchmen
to Pondicherry on January 13, 1674, to settle thereat, the question to be next de-
cided was whether these should go by land or sea. On the advice of Thanappa it
was decided to embark in a large boat all the emigrants numbering 160 and incﬁxding
Martin, his Dubash who was a Portuguese half-caste by name Antoine, and several
servants and women. It was only with considerable difficulty that the boat escaped
the vigilant watch of a big Dutch ship anchored in the roadstead of San Thome
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and reached the sea by the mouth of the Adayar River. The emigrants were also
apprehensive of capture by the Dutch in the neighbourhood of Sadras, but fortu-
nately passed that part of the coast in the dark of the night. The next evening,
. at 4 P.M., the boat reached the Pondicherry roadstead. High waves prevented any
catamaran from reaching it that day, and it was only on the third day of the voyage
that the people could disembark, i.e., January 15, which was the day following
the Makara Sankrdnti, known as the Mdttupongal.

Thanappa Mudaliar became Martin’s principal adviser and co-adjutor in all
his activities. Very soon the Dutch grew jealous of the growing wealth and pros-
perity of Pondicherry. A war-ship had been stationed by them off San Thome to
prevent the ingress of food-stuffs to De la Haye. They also mobilised the garri-
sons at their factories at Porto Novo, Dévandmpatpam (later, Fort St. David)
and Negapatam for the purpose of attacking Pondicherry. Further, they intrigued
with the Sultan of Golconda and got troops from him. They also approached the
Bijapurian Governor of Gingee, Nazir Muhammad Khan. The Dewan at the court
of Bijapur, Khan Khanan, was a worthless voluptuary sunk in pleasure and had
entrusted all affairs to his favourite, Siddi Darvesh. This latter was a black, curly-
haired Abyssinian and very avaricious ; he was bribed by the Dutch ; and a body
of cavalry was detailed by him to lay waste the region of Pondicherry. Moreover,
many of the neighbouring Poligars had been won over by the Dutch and directed
to harrass the French at Pondicherry. The Dutch had also urged the English at
Madras to help in driving away the French residents in their settlement. These
were the dangers that beset the infant town of Pondicherry even in the first year
of its existence.

The French had only one ally, Sher Khan Lodi, the ruler of Vélikandapuram
{the Volcondah of Orme) & man who, by the judicious use of men and money, had
contrived to keep all enemies at bay. But he was not then in a position to render
any active assistance to the struggling body of Frenchmen at Pondicherry, because
he himself was engaged in a fight with the Nayak of Madura. Still, he contrived to
send them a body of horsemen whom he had stationed at Cuddalore and gave them
some financial assistance also.

In this critical year (1674), Thanappa Mudaliar served as the constant adviser
of both De la Haye and of Martin. He had on several occasions to go to San
'Thome ; and once his journey had to be delayed because catamarans were not
available. The information regarding Thanappa’s help to Martin is also noticed
in the Journal that the latter kept of %ﬁs doings and embodied in the Memoirs that
he compiled in 1676.

In July 1688, there arose a dispute between the Capuchin monks of Pondicherry
and the Governor. The Capuchin Mission had purchased a plot of land to the
north of the trading-market of the Company and proposed to build therein out-
houses and a monastery for the use of their Order. In view of the harrying of the
countryside by the Mughals at that time and of the prevailing unrest, the Governor
said that he would enclose the ground with a compound wall and properly fortify
it and also erect a church and habitations for the monks. Further, he pointed out
that the shrine constructed on the seashore by the Company’s Dubash, Thanappa
Mudaliar, at his own cost had been handed over by him to the Capuchin monks and
that there were a few cells nearby in which they could live, as well as space for the
oonstruction of additional living rooms, and moreover to the west of the church
there was an extensive garden for their use wherein a building was also being cons-
tructed. As such, he said there was ample room and accommodation for their

oses. But as the monks were adamant in their demand, the Governor consented
to the construction of a few out-houses. They drew up plans for the construction of
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a beautiful chapel and also attempted to build by its side a two-storeyed monastery
containing many rooms and rising higher than the neighbouring houses. Conse-
quent on the objections raised by the Company’s officials, the Governor came to a
compromise with the monks by which it was agreed that the Company was to take
over that building and compensate them otherwise (Martin’s Second Book, p. 564).
It is known from the books kept by the Capuchin monks that Antonio, son of Lazare
De Motta, the Company’s Dubash, and Maria, daughter of Lazare, were baptised
on March 20, 1671 and on 5th August 1688, respectively.

Just as Kasi Viranna (the Casa Verona of the Records of Fort St. George) at
Madras was greatly helpful to the English interests at that settlement, so also Tha-
nappa Mudaliar at Pondicherry completely identified himself with the French and
furthered their interests to a great extent. Kasi Viranna was a most influential
merchant of Madras, was utilised by the English in their negotiations with the
country powers, particularly the Moslems and succeeded Timmanna as the Com-
pany’s Chief Merchant in 1678.

In the year 1674, when Martin came to Pondicherry there were only a few
fishermen’s huts at the place, besides a stone-house built-by the Danish King.
Thanappa was greatly helpful to Martin in providing suitable and adequate facilities
for commerce, for the export and import of articles of merchandise and for their
safe warehousing. He also got together weavers, dyers and other artificers from
the neighbouring country and made them settle in streets mapped out for the various
castes and communities, He invited also dealers in coral and pearls (chiefly Arme-
nians and Jews) to start trade relations with Pondicherry.

He built, in the year 1683, a church on the sea shore, at his own expense, for
the use of Tamil Christians. Subsequently, in 1686, he handed over the Church
to the Capuchin monks, as noticed above. Some decades later, it was totally ruined
by heavy rains ; and the Capuchin monks had to build another shrine in its place.
On stone inscriptions in the new Chapel are written these words :—

“ The foundation-stone of the church built by Lazare De Motta, the Chief of
the Tamil merchants attached to the French East India Company in the year
1686 is here. But a portion of the temple got so damaged on account of
heavy rains that it became necessary to demolish the entire edifice. For the
purpose of restoring to the site the respect which was its due, this temple
was built and consecrated on December 20, 1734.” (1)

After a very useful life of activity, Thanappa Mudaliar died at Madras on one
of his visits to that place. There is a tombstone inscription now found among
those in the pavement outside St. Mary’s Church in the Fort which runs as
follows :—

“In the year 1691 (corresponding to Pramddiita, Chitra, 21st day) Lazare De
Motta alias Thanappa, Ahambadi Mudaliar, a founder of the French
Company at Pondicherry, breathed his last. He lies buried in St. Andrew’s
Church at Chennapatnam.”(?)

Thus died Thanappa Mudaliar at the height of his wealth and fame, without
having the misfortune to witness the capture by the Dutch of Pondicherry, whose
foulx:dations he had laid and whose development into prosperity was so largely due
to his care.

(1) The truth of the statements contained in these inscriptions was corroborated by the
written testimony of Father Felix, g Capuchin monk, before the Council of Notaries cn July'21
1829. Also refer to the Consultation of the Superior Council, of November 15, 1728 (Proces-
Verbaux des Deliberations du Conseil Superieur de Pondicherry, 701-39) by E. Gaudart.

(%) List of Inscriptions on Tombs and Monuments in Madras, by J. J. Cotton, 1.C.8.—p. 6
(compound of 8t. Mary’s Church in the Fort). .
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II. ANDRE MuTHIAPPA MUDALIAR.

A Resolution of the Superior Council of 1720, April 27, says that in regard to
the one thousand Pilayamkéttai pagodas given over to the Treasury on November
15, 1701, and entered in the books of the Fort to the credit of the family and five
hundred and fifty pagodas accrued by way of interest, the said interest of 550 pagodas
having been agreed to be received in cash in a single payment by Pedro Kanakaraya
Mudaliar, son of Andre Muthiappa Mudaliar, and the head of the family, the Treasur-
er of the Company was to pay him the said amount and obtain a receipt for the
same . and further Andre Muthiappa was, in the presence of the Clerk of the Council,
to give an acknowledgment which was to absolve the Company from all claims which
may be made in future in respect of the amount by the members of Andre Muthiap-
pa’s family. This is a recorded piece of evidence showing the continuity of trade
aé?grciation with the Company of Muthiappa, the son of Thanappa and of his son

0.

It was the custom in those days that all converts who received baptism were
to be named after some saint. Inaccordance with this practice, the father Thanappa
must have been given the baptismal name of Lazare and the son that of Andre.
In view of the resemblance of the figure of St. Andrew who died on the upturned
Cross, to a spear (Vel) which is the weapon of God Indra, the word Andre had been
ll'én(cile!igd into Véléndran and Muthiappa Mudaliar was also known as Véléndran

udaliar.

From the petitions to the Governor of two grand-sons of Pedro Kanakaraya
Mudaliar, son of Andre Muthiappa Mudaliar and Courtier from 1724 to 1746, in
the years 1816-1818 praying for permission to use the decorations of their grand -
father, it is known that Andre Muthiappa was the son of Thanappa Mudaliar. Fur-
ther it is clear from the fact that he was made the Dubash of the French Company
from 1699, when the French got back Pondicherry from the Dutch and Martin was
restored to the Governorship, that he was appointed to his father Thanappa Muda-
liar’s place by the old patron of the family.

The Governor at that time was the Chevalier Hébert, who was miserly and
avaricious and wanted to shake the pagoda tree quickly. Andre Muthiappa did
not fully understand his temper and character or was unable to satisfy his greed in
sufficient measure. The Superior Council, in its Resolution of December 12, 1708,
when it dismissed Andre Muthiappa for his failure to effect a proper sale of the
Company’s coral and replaced him by a Hindu merchant of Madras, named Naini-
yappa, who contrived to secure a relatively good price for it, wrongly entered in
its record the name of the dismissed Courtier as Lazare. The correct name should
have been Andre Muthiappa, the son of Lazare De Motta.

That is why a mistake had crept in the introduction to the book “ Un Livre
de Compte de Ananda Ranga Poulle, Courtier de La Compagnie des Indes, Traduit
Du Tamoul”’ par Le R. P. Oubagaraswamy Bernadotte, Introduction et Notices
Biographiques par Edmond Gaudart, Pondicherry 1930, it was put, on page xvi,
“Pour le recompenser des services qu’il avait ainsi rendus, le chevalier Hebert le
nomna courtier, en remplacement de Lazare de Motta (18 Decembre 1708) ”’ ; and
it was mistakenly held that Lazare lived on till 1708, though we have the actual
tombstone inscription at Madras already referred to above that his death took place
at Madras while he was on a visit to the place in 1691.

Muthiappa had not inherited perhaps the great abilities of his father ; but he
enjoyed considerable influence with the Jesuits, who had been empowered by a
Royal Edict of 1695 to settle in Pondicherry and had closely followed the Capuchins ;
he cultivated their friendship and kept them informed of all transactions conducted
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through himself. The office of Mudaliar (or Dubash or Courtier) empowered its
holder to control the entire business of the Company with its Indian clients. He
was the middle-man between the Company and the merchants, weavers and other
workers who furnished goods for export and bopght the imported commodities ;
he was also the Tamil translator of the Company and acted as surety for the good
.conduct of the various Indian lessees and contractors who had relations with the
Company. Likewise, he fixed the prices of all the articles of the Company’s merchan-
dise bought and sold. The Governor who had taken a dislike to Muthiappa mainly
because of his great influence with the Fathers of the Society of Jesus, mercilessly
dismissed him from his post on the pretext that he had communicated an important
piece of information regarding a mission on which he had sent to the ruler of Gingee,
to a Jesuit Father ; and he forthwith appointed in his place a Hindu, Nainiyappa,
who is held in the Records of the family of Muthiappa to have been ‘ an honest
and well-spoken Hindu .

Whatever might have been the real inner reasons that weighed with Hébert
for the removal of Muthiappa, the action was itself manifestly unjust. The Gover-
nor showed, in a marked manner, his dislike of the pious Mudaliar and thereby
brought upon himself the enmity of the Society of Jesus. Not only Nainiyappa
whose trade relations were hitherto mainly confined to Madras, was a Hindu and a
comparative stranger to Pondicherry ; but, as was generally believed at the time,
he might have probably secured the place from Hébert through bribery. Owing to
the efforts of the Jesuits of the court of Versailles, Hébert was recalled soon after-
wards to France and Dulivier was appointed Governor in his place. It was decided
by the King’s Council on February 14, 1711 that the post of Mudaliar—the highest
to which any Indian was eligible—should be given to a Christian and that Nainiyappa,
the present Hindu incumbent of that office, was to be removed from his place forth-
with. But the Directors of the Company amended the Resolution thus: Naini-
yappa was to be given six months’ time within which he should study the Christian
Scriptures and only if he did not embrace Christianity with conviction within that
period, he was to be removed and another appointed in his stead.

Dulivier arrived at Pondicherry, in September 1713, with these orders. Shortly
afterwards, being very much under the influence of the Jesuits, he summoned the
Superior Council to consider the petition of the Jesuits that the King’s orders respect-
ing the demolition of the new shrines of the Hindus and the dismissal of the Hindu
Mudaliar, should be enforced. The Council, however, feared an exodus of all the
Hindu inhabitants if the order regarding the closure of several Hindu temples should
be attempted to be carried out. The other order about the dismissal of Nainiyappa
was equally difficult to enforce and would also be impolitic in the prevailing circum-
stances. Nainiyappa was most qualified in all matters of trade ; and by reason
of his influence with the Muhammadan rulers of the land, his services were indis-
pensable to the Company. Very recently the Nawab of the Carnatic had demanded
the return of some villages granted to the French Company or, in the alternative,
the payment of the large sum of 8,000 Chuckrams as compensation in lieu of the in-
come derived from these villages. He even sent a body of horsemen to enforce his
demand and to occupy these villages; but Nainiyappa succeeded in settling the
affair and in securing the withdrawal of the Nawab’s cavalry without any expendi-
ture of money ; he had also successfully patched up all the troubles with the Muham-
madans and had a unique knowledge of the Company’s affairs both in and out of
Pondicherry. If dismissed, he might work much injury to the Company and even
secure the flight of the lessees of land, toddy-contractors and others from the settle-
ment. It would be difficult to collect cloth for export to Europe without his help
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for the three ships that were to set sail immediately. Thus the Council resolved :-
“¢ No Indian, Hindu or Christian, is so fit to hold the office of Mudaliar in these days,
when Nawabs and other native potentates are keen on resecuring their grants to
European subjects. We must try our best to attract him to our religion by con-
vincing him of the truth of our Scriptures and of our own good behaviour. If we
approach the man in the proper manner with regard to the demolition of the Hindu
temple near the Church, we may hope that he will in good time take steps to carry
out the King’s resolution.” .

‘It is not merely a matter of prudence at this anxious juncture to retain Naini-
yappa, who will be useful to us. But the association of a thoroughly trustworthy
Christian in the post of Mudaliar would appear to be necessary so that he may gain
experience with Nainiyappa in all matters of business and build up his influence
with the other communities and in due course succeed Nainiyappa in the Mudaliar-
ship. Thus the job can be assumed by a Christian without attracting undue atten-
tion and without giving offence to anybody or community. Then the Christian
merchants will have a protection of their own.”

In view of these reasons, the Council (Resolution of the Council, March 9, 1714)
appointed unanimously Savari,(!) a Christian with a reputation for honesty, as
co-Mudaliar with Nainiyappa. They were to get on in their jobs as Mudaliars
“‘ without any distinction of seniority’” and were always to be friendly and to act in
concert. Savari was to interest himself in the promotion of the welfare of the
Christians. He was to inform us of occurrences inimical to Christian interests as
soon as they took place. He was warned that he would be summarily dealt with
if he was slack in this duty. Nainiyappa was warned not to do anything against
the Christian religion or to put obstacles in its ways. He was not to wound the
feelings of Christians or to institute new worship in his (Hindu) temples except those
recognised and sanctioned during the governorship of the Chevalier. He was further
warned that if he failed in these duties legal proceedings would be taken against
him and severe punishment awarded.”

III. PEDRO KANAKARAYA MUDALIAR.

Pedro Kanakaraya Mudaliar was born in 1695 and was the eldest son of Andre
Muthiappa, but lost his father in his childhood. He learnt well the Portuguese
tongue which was then the lingua franca of all the European communities in India.
He developed early qualities of good understanding, a disposition to be charitable
and an astonishing degree of patience and discernment. He brought into associa-
tion with him in trade many of his relatives and a number of Christians. He was
8o generous hearted that he was soft even towards his rival Nainiyappa, the co-
Mudaliar of Savari, and defended him before the Superior Council when a charge
was brought against him by the members of the Society of Jesus that he was distri-
buting Hindu prayer-garlands to the Christian poor who had come along with others
to partake of his distribution of food at his choultry. He testified to the Council
that Nainiyappa was not animated by any anti-Christian motive in this action of his.

The Chevalier Hébert returned to Pondicherry in 1715, along with his son,
having cleverly made his peace with the members of the Society of Jesus and secured
their guarantee for his undertaking to the Government and Company that he would
himself make good all the expenditure that might have to be incurred at Pondicherry
without asking for any remittances from home. The Jesuits had guaranteed to
Hébert that they would stand seourity for his assurance on the express understanding

(') In view of the fact that Andre Muthiappa was dead and his son Kanakaraya was then
only a youth, hig brother’s father-in-law, Savarimuthu Mudaliar, was appointed co-Mudaliar
along with Nainiyappa. Savarimuthu’s co-Mudaliarship was uneventful ; very likely he was not
endowed with talents, and his faith was deemed to be his principal qualification.
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that he would help them in spreading the Christian faith to the utmost extent of his
power and that he would appoint a Christian to the post of Mudaliar and replace
Nainiyapim at the earliest opportunity. At the time of Hébert’s arrival there were
two vessels belonging to the Company of St. Malo, ready to sail with a cargo of cloth.
Hébert instructed Nainiyappa the Mudaliar to arrange that the weavers should raise
their prices by 20 to 25 per cent., so that this increase might be shared between them
and himself and thereby he could make a gain of 10,000 pagodas. Nainiyappa would
not consent to be a party to this, but on the other hand mstructed the merchants
to settle their prices direct with the Captains of the vessels. From that time forward
Hébert bore a bitter grudge against Nainiyappa and tried to utilise his personal
enemies, creditors and others in order to harm him. Nainiyappa sought protection
from Dulivier, the former Governor, but with no effect. Hébert strove to extort a
large sum of money from Nainiyappa and instructed his son, who had been put on
the Council to demand a gratification of 10,000 pagodas, which was, he asserted,
only a quarter of the sum earned by him as Mudaliar. Nainiyappa had indeed
given a gratification of 1,000 pagodas to Hébert on his return as Governor. He
now gave a sum of about 700 pagodas. After some time Hébert Junior reminded
Nainiyappa of the wish of the Governor, but offered t6 reduce his demand to 5,000
pagodas and later said he would be content with 3,000. Nainiyappa totally refused.
On February 19, 1716, Nainiyappa and his friends Tiruvengadam Pillai and Rama-

nathan were imprisoned, fettered and confined in a dark room, on the following
charges :—

(1) On the Amdvdsya (New Moon) day in February 1715 which happened to
be a Sunday when Government had ordered that the Hindu rites should not be
publicly performed, the Hindu inhabitants of the settlement protested and deserted
owing to the instigation of Nainiyappa, who took a written promise from them
that they would desert in this circumstance.

(2) He also instigated a popular riot at Kaldpattu, a village to the north of
Pondicherry, when a troop of soldiers was sent there to maintain order.

(3) Nainiyappa had his assistant, Kandan, who was associated with him in

trade for a long time, tortured in the choultry and made him disgorge a portion of
his earnings.

Nainiyappa pleaded that he was innocent of the first two charges and that,
with regard to the third, since Kandan defrauded him, he had him beaten in the

choultry and realised only what was taken away from him by appropriating Kandan’s
goods.

(4) The fourth charge against Nainiyappa was that he compelled the headman
of a Right Hand caste to work under a Left Hand casteman ; and when he refused
to do so, he deprived him of his office and of his tools as well. The charge was

brought also that the Mudaliar levied some unauthorised taxes from the Indian
merchants.

(6) Nainiyappa had paid from the Company’s funds 1,085 pagodas to the
Diwan of the Musalman subak and made out to the latter’s gumastah that it was his
own gift. He had also contrived to get possession of a parwara from the subah
by which he was empowered to levy extra dues from cultivators.

The Council, after taking depositions from witnesses who were cited, came
to the conclusion that Nainiyappa was guilty of having received bribes and of having
abused his powers and oppressed many of the Hindu inhabitants of Pondicherry
and that he was also guilty of having instigated the riot of February 1715. There-
fore they resolved to inflict the following punishment on him : to take him to the
big bazaar and give him at that place, on the bare back, fifty strokes of the whip,

2
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to condemn him to rigorous imprisonment for three years and to a payment of a
fine of 4,000 pagodas and of a compensation amount of 8,888 pagodas for losses
suffered by the Company on account of him ; and that if he did not pay these
amounts, he was to be condemned to slavery and transported to Mauritius for life.

Kanakaraya Mudaliar bought some of the movable properties of Nainiyappa
when they were sold publicly by government. A charge was.now brought against
Kanakaraya in connection that he had secured witnesses to depose for Nainiyappa.
He pleaded that even this if it should have been true, it could not be regarded as
criminal. Moreover, from the foundation of Pondicherry, the family of Kanakaraya
had been very serviceable to the Company ; first, in the matter of the securing of
the site of the settlement from Nawab Sher Khan Lodi, of inviting merchants,
weavers and artisans to settle at Pondicherry enabling them to build their houses,
establishing regulations for their conduct and helping them in other ways. After
the life-time of Thanappa Mudaliar, when his son Muthiappa succeeded to his office,
he was replaced after some years in 1708 by Nainiyappa.

In these circumstances that Pedro Kanakaraya should have secured witnesses
to testify to the charges against him would not be criminal. The only question
to prove these was whether these witnesses spoke the truth as to Nainiyappa’s
implication in the Amdrdsya riots and in the rising in Kalapattu, as to his having
secured the imprisonment and punishment of Kandan and as to his having forced
a member of the Right Hand castes to work for Left Hand people, as to his having
given diamond ear-rings as a bribe to Governor Dulivier and as to his having given
1,088 pagodas to the Diwan of the Nawabi and secured thereby power for himself
to collect increased rents of the cultivators. Nainiyappa was really guilty of some
of these charges which could be fundamentally substantiated. But the way in which
his trial was conducted by a dishonest and prejudiced Governor and in which his
properties were hastily sealed up and were sold in auction, a portion being taken
by some members of the Council themselves—these were opposed to all considera-
tions of justice and fair-play.

When Dulivier was Governor, he made use of Nainiyappa’s case to harm Hébert,
had the statement of the dismissed Courtier and the complaints of his companions,
Tiruvengadam and Ramanathan, translated into French and submitted them for
further inquiry to the King and the Royal Council. ‘The merchants of the Company
of St. Malo entertained a spite against Hébert and carried vigorous complaints
against him to their headquarters, protesting that so long as he should continue
in the governorship, they would not at all despatch any ships for trade to India.
Kanakaraya was appointed to the post of Mudaliar immediately after Nainiyappa
was accused. On May 2, 1716, it was resolved by the Council to send presents to
the value of 300 pagodas in order to pacify the Nawab who had demanded 2,000
rupees and had besides occupied Valuddvir, Villiyanir and other villages in the
vicinity of Pondicherry. Pedro Kanakaraya successfully negotiated with the
Mussalmans and brought their demand down to 2,000 rupees.

On January 11, 1717, on the eve of the Pongal (Makara Sankrénti) festival,
there arose a big altercation between the Right and Left Hand castes people in
Pondicherry.(!) Hébert promptly secured the persons of four leaders on either
side and brought them before the Superior Coungil for exgmination. After these

ns and the Mudaliar were intensively examined, it was resolved that each
one of these leaders should be given an ipdemnity for 3,000 pagodas and whichever
side was proved to have acted contrary to mdmul should lose their indemnity amount.

(3) Such quarrels were a common feature of South Indian Hindu life, particularly amo:
the Tamils, in alme days vide my paper on Right and Left Hand Factions in Madras (I. H. R.
Commission 19829, Gwalior meeting).
‘ 20
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Hébert said that there should be a further inquiry and ordered these headmen to
be continued under arrest. Eight witnesses were examined ; and on their testi-
mony it was made clear that the Left Hand men had encroached upon the streets
reserved for the Right Hand and no quarrel would have arisen had they confined
themselves to their own streets. They demanded the compensation which was due
to the wronged party. It was finally resolved by the Council that the Left Hand
was responsible for the riot of the New Moon day and they should pay a fine of
3,000 pagodas to the Secretary to the Company and also their leaders should be
imprisoned in the choultry as security for their payment. We learn, from the
Consultations of the Council of January 19, 1717 that Kanakaraya Mudaliar took
great pains to persuade the headmen of the Left Hand to carry out the conditions
of their agreement and to submit quietly to the Council’s orders, that they should
immediately pay down 1,000 pagodas and the balance of 2,000 pagodas within 30
days and meanwhile they should allow four of their leaders to be kept in the fort as
guarantee. This is a remarkable instance of the capacity of Pedro Kanakaraya
Mudaliar for terminating successfully an ugly episode in the life of the Hindu castes.

When Hébert was removed from office and La Prevostiere became the interim
Governor, he removed all the officials and headmen of the castes who had been
appointed by his predecessor and replaced them by several of those who had been
companions of Nainiyappa Pillai. Kanakaraya Mudaliar was also removed from
his post, though the Governor declined to take up any personal responsibility for
that act and shifted it to the shoulders of the court of inquiry that had been appoint-
ed to try the case of Nainiyappa Pillai anew. In the final judgment given on the
trial, the previous sentence against Nainiyappa was cancelled and it was ordered
that 10,000 pagodas should be paid to his children from out of the sale proceeds
of his property and that Hébert should pay them 20,000 livres as compensation.
For sometime after Kanakaraya was removed from the office of Mudaliar, no new
man was appointed to it ; and the result was that the trade of the settlement was
neglected, the merchants of Saint Malo began to indulge in quarrels and European
ships did not at all arrive and the treasury became empty. The situation was so
bad that the Superior Council had, on one occasion, to borrow 8,000 pagodas for
current expenses from the Indian merchants. The latter agreed to do so on certain
conditions. First, the new Mudaliar that might be appointed should not interfere
in the relations that might be entercd into by the merchants with the weavers,
washers, bleachers and oth'rs working under them. (2) That they would pay only
half the dues on goods that might be exported and imported. (3) That the reorga-
nised French Company—the reorganisation scheme of Law was then afoot—should
purchase all its goods for export on all its goods for export only from them and that
the head merchant and his successors in office should have the privilege of riding in
a palanquin into the fort with appropriate dsrudas according to his caste status.

Guruva Pillai, the eldest son of Nainiyappa, had meanwhile gone to Paris and
been befriended by the Mission d’Etrangers and, by their persuasion, had been
baptised and promised protection by the Duke D’Orleans and the Queen Mother,
who were respectively his god-father and god-mother. He also became a Chevalier
of the Order of St. Michael and got the right of riding in a palanquin and the offices
of the Company’s Broker and the Headman among the Indians, with his uncle
Tiruvengadam Pillai as his Assistant (Letter of May 21, 1721, from the Company to
the Governor). Besides, Guruva Pillai was adopted as a French citizen. But he,
Guruvappa, had taken to drink while in France and broke down in health soon after
he assumed office. The one good act that he was able to do was that he persuaded
the Indian merchants and the artisans to contribute a small tax for the raising of a
wall of protection enclosing the Indian quarter at Pondicherry. He died within
two years of his assumption of office (August, 1724).

30
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Kanakaraya, in spite of the fact that he was removed from the office of Mudaliar,
continued to take a keen interest in the promotion of the trade of the Company,
to procure cargoes for its ships and to move intimately with the Governor and the
chief officials. So, after Guruvappa’s death, he was reappointed to the office of the
Company’s Broker and Mudaliar on September 15, 1724. But Guruvappa’s rela-
tions and partisans did not like his appointment and petitioned against it to the
Company in Paris. On July 11, 1726 the Superior Council at Pondicherry decided,
when letters were received through England, dated October 5, 1725, directing the
removal of Pedro (Kanakaraya) Mudaliar, that as it was only a little while before
that he was appointed, it would be inadvisable to remove him from office just then,
particularly as the new Governor Lenoir was shortly expected to land and the matter
might be left to be decided by him and his Council ; and that it was essential that
the Mudaliar should not be disturbed from the task of collecting the cargoes for the
four ships that were shortly to set sail for France ; and, moreover, at present there
was no other qualified man available for the post. The Council thus recorded its
opinion of Kanakaraya : ‘He is well-endowed with honesty, integrity, discern-
ment, experience and influence. He is capable of sustained activity and of exert-
ing full control over his subordinates and has been quite keen in informing us of the
feelings and views of the Hindu population.” Governor Lenoir quickly learnt that
the complaints against Kanakaraya Mudaliar were not genuine and proceeded only
from interested people, and made him permanent Courtier. During the years of
the Governorship of Lenoir and of Dumas (1726-42), Kanakaraya was at the zenith
of his career and earned for himself material prosperity and social importance.

Kanakaraya learnt to appreciate the intelligence and honesty of Ananda Ranga
Pillai who was then a youth apprenticed under his father. Consequently, in spite
of a natural jealousy of the growing name and prosperity of the rival family which
had superseded his own, Ananda Ranga Pillai had entered, in several places in his
Diary, golden opinions about Kanakaraya and his generosity and character. Thus,
under his entry for September 10, 1736, we read that when Dost Ali’s parwana was
received in state in Pondicherry, it was Kanakaraya that looked to the proper con-
duet of the ceremonies. Kanakaraya was a friend of Imam Sahib who was a sort
of Secretary to the Nawab ; and through his influence he secured for the French
the remission of half the charge that was levied on the minting of rupees by the
French at the Nawab’s mint at Alambarai (1732 December). He also arranged that
the mint started at Pondicherry should be conducted under the supervision of a
reliable merchant and recommended Sunku Seshachala Chetty for the place.
According to the Consultations of the Superior Council of July 27, 1728, it is known
to us that Kanakaraya urged upon the Government the desirability of removing
the tax imposed upon the merchants and the headmen of the castes for some time

ast, owing to the prevailing famine conditions. He further pleaded that neither
in the other European settlements nor in the Muslim dominions were shroffs’ licenses
let out to auction and if this practice was discontinued, many brokers and shroffs
from the Arcot country would settle in Pondicherry and promote its prosperity.
In the place of these two taxes whose abolition he urged, Kanakaraya suggested
the raising of duties by 1 per cent on all articles except rice, paddy and cereals that
were brought into Pondicherry either by land or sea ; and also that the duty on
goods other than those from Europe ships exported from the settlement might also
be raised by a small percentage. Kanakaraya shared the profits of the mint with
Sunku Seshachala Chetty in the proportion of 1 : 2. The latter was the ostensible
head ; but the former was the real controller behind the scene. In March 1737,
Kanakaraya fell .seriously ill of diabetes. When an acting incumbent had to be
appointed in the place of Kanakaraya, Ananda Rang:. Pillai was recommended for
t{e place by some Councillors. Then Kanakaraya did not allow the longstanding

81
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apmity between Pillai and himself to stand in the way of urging his appointment..
Ananda Rangs Pillai indeed says of Kanakaraya, when he got a medal as reward
from the Company : ‘‘ There has been before him no Dubash who held office so
long, or who amassed so much money ; and there has been no predecessor of his-
whose name has travelled so far as France, and who has obtained so much distinction.
Who shall say that this man is not fortunate ? "’(1)

Kanakaraya took a prominent share in the negotiations for the purchase of
Karikkal from the Rajah of Tanjore. The details of these negotiations are given
by Ananda Ranga Pillai but he naturally tried to make little of the efforts and
methods of Kanakaraya. Kanakaraya was told by Imam Sahib when he visited:
Pondicherry at that time :—“I am very glad that Chanda Sahib made a present-
of Karikkal to your people. You are amicably disposed towards one another and.
may you continue to be so.”

In one place Ranga Pillai unwittingly gives expression, in strong language, to-
the ill-will subsisting between himself and Kanakaraya whom he charges with
making defamatory reports against him to the Governor and calls down God’s
wrath upon the head of his enemy. He however continued to enjoy the favour of”
the Governor and was prominent in all the negotiations with the country powers.
He received the wife and family of Nawab Safdar Ali Khan when they were sent
for protection to Pondicherry during the Maratha campaign of 1740 and also Safdar-
Ali himself, along with Chanda Sahib, Taqi Sahib and others, when they paid a
visit of courtesy to Pondicherry in September. In December 1740 Kanakaraya-
who acted also as Dubash to the Governor, suggested that he could obtain a large:
sum by levying an income-tax on all the merchants of the company as well as on
the wholesale and retail traders and all those dealers, Kématis and Gujardtis who:
had fled for shelter to Pondicherry owing to the incursions of the Marathas. From:
the records preserved in his family it is known that Kanakaraya enabled the realisa--
tion of a large sum by this means. Hussain Tahir Khan presented a palanquin:
fitted with silver fittings to the Mudaliar who was allowed to use it by the Governor..
He negotiated with the Maratha sardars in the country and went to Karikkal along
with the Governor in June 1741.

Kanakaraya was always in prominent attendance at all State receptions. He-
received personages, embassies and letters usually in the company of some Europeans,.
Muthiappa Pillai and others. It is maintained by Monsieur Gnanou Diagou that
Kanakaraya consistently advised Governor Dumas not to resort to measures of force,.
but to carry out his objects by mere threats of force and by diplomacy. Kanakaraya
was very straight—forward in his dealings with all the merchants and the profits:
earned by the Company from trade operations were never so large either before
Dumas’ Governorship or after it. He enjoyed the fullest confidence of Dumas and:
was entrusted by him with the conduct of all negotiations with the Mussalman
powers and, particularly, with the measures leading to the acquisition of Karikkal.
It is remarked by M. Gnanou Diagou that the French could not keep any other:
places than those that were acquired in Dumas’s time.

Kanakaraya never showed any animus against the Hindu castes, but treated.
all communities alike without distinction of high or low birth, nor did he in any way

() The Company had resolved on October 30, 1737, to give Pedro Kanakaraya Mudaliar-
a present of a medal bearing the effigy of the king and a gold chain and instructed the Governor
to personsally adorn him with these in the presence of the Council at a meeting held for the pur-
pose of rewarding those who had been serviceable in securing the Charter for the mint. On the
17th October 1738, when Kanakaraya was actually presented with the medal from the Com-
pany, Ranga Pillai somewhat spitefully added that ** although the grant is not in reality so great.
an honour as to fill one with pride, the medal having come from France will no doubt arouse-
intense joy in the hearts of Kanakaraya Mudali and his kinsmen."”
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concern himself with the faction fights of the Right and Left Hand groups. He always
gave the Governor and the Superior Council impartial and conscientious counsel,

e was given the village of Alamkuppam as jaghtr for his services. When presents
from the great Nizamu’l-Mulk who was investing Trichinopoly in 1742 came, they
were received with all honours by the Governor ; and in the reception Kanakaraya
‘was naturally the first among the native gentry. He also played a prominent part
on the occasion of Nawab Anwaru’d-din’s visit to Pondicherry in September 1745,
His last great service was when he consecrated the Church that he built in the village
of Redipdlayam, to the east of O]lukkarai and in celebration of this invited members
of all communities to tlie festival and entertained them at a grand feast, the food
arrangements being made in strict conformity with the religious scruples of each
caste. Ranga Pillai himself admits in his Diary that neither in the arrangements
which Kanakaraya made, nor in the supplies which he procured was there artything
wanting ; but he showed his personal jealousy in a later remark :—** Although of a
different persuasion, he (Kanakaraya) followed the practice of a Hindu ; assembled
people of that religion ; and gave them a treat which afforded room for dispraise
and derision, and every man gave vent to his criticisms as he saw fit. If he wished
to conform to the rules of his Church, and the commands of his scriptures he should
have entertained only the Eurgpeans, Native Christians, Pariahs, and such others ;
whose associations brought them in touch with his religion.” This comment was
actuated only by a mean sense of jealousy at the success of Kanakaraya’s entertain-
ment.(}) .

Down to his last illness in February 1746, when Kanakaraya was almost at
-death’s door, he enjoyed the full confidence of the Governor and the Superior Council.
Thus Mahfiiz Khan, son of Nawab Anwaru’d-din, desired to see Dupleix on his
way to Trichinopoly at that time ; and’'Kanakaraya's younger brother, Chinnah
Mudali, was directed by the Governor to receive him and make arrangements.
‘Gnanou Diagou points out the several good features of Kanakaraya’s career and
character in a note on the records that he prepared. Therein it is stressed that
he promoted not only the export trade to Europe but also the trade with Asiatic
ports ; and the profits of the Company were high during the years of his Courtier-
ghip. He carefully avoided creating or encouraging any occasion for misunderstand-
ing between the French and the Indian powers and secured the good will of the latter
towards the Government at Pondicherry. The presents that he secured for himself
and for Governor Dumas were certainly very large and great in value. A striking
contrast is also made of the effect and end of the Courtiership of Ananda Ranga
Pillai with those of Kanakaraya ; and the former is declared to have ended in the
fall of Dupleix and in the collapse of French dominion, due to neglect of trade and
too much of interference with the politics of the country powers, which the
'Courtier should'have advised against.

(!) In one place Ananda Ringa Pillai admits the reason of the animosity existing between
him and Kanakaraya Mudaliar in these words : ‘‘ You may remember all the mischievous acts
of which he, out of sheer jealousy, was the author during the time of M. Hébert. In spite of m
;m?amit’ting efforte to act in accordance with his wishes, he still cherishes in his heart the old ill-

eeling.” -




‘Some Dutch documents on the seige of Jinji and capitulation of Pondicherry
1692-93, A. D.

[By K. A. Nilakanta Sastri, M.A.}

The celebrated seige of Jinji (1690-97) by the Mughal Army under Zulfikar
“Khan and the activities of Rajaram during the period have been described fully
by Professor Sarkar in Chapter 51 of his History of Aurangzeb, Vol. 5. The
third volume of Memoires de Francois Martin (1934) and the learned introduc-
tion to it from the pen of Froidevaux add many details to our knowledge of the
period, though many of these had already been made known to students by
Kaeppelin’s book, La Compagnie des Indes Orientales et Francois Martin (1908).
Volume 4 of Corpus Diplomaticumn Neerlando Indicum published by Prof. Stapel
in 1985 contains some documents bearing on this phase of South Indian History,
and though these documents do not by any means alter the general outline of
the history of this well-worked period, they enable us fo follow events with
greater precision than before at some points, und I think it may be useful to
give brief summaries of these documents here together with some comments
indicating their significance.

The first of these documents is a letter from the Mughal Chancellor Asad
Khan to Laurens Pit, the Dutch governor of Negapatam. The letter is dated
14th June 1692 and its Dutch' translation is followed by an endorsement sayving
that it was collated at Negapatam and found correct by the first clerk Albert
van Weede on the 29th January 1693. The following is a summary of this
translation.

No. 543, dated 14th June 1692.

Letter of Asad Khan, father of Zulfikar Khan, and Mughal Chancellor.
The Dutch Governor Laurens Pit is ordered to watch Rama Raja whose fall is
imminent and who is seeking an occasion for flight. Pit is to stop his flight
and capture him if possible which would please the Emperor (Aurangzeb) very
much. The French and other nations are required to help Pit in this, failing
which they would be punished by the Mughal Court. (Vol. IV, p. 10).

This order of Asad Khan was sought to be implemented by his son who in
his turn issued an order in eleven copies to the persons in charge of the different
coastal towns asking them to carry out the instructions of Laurens Pit on this
account.!l  The English factory at Madras was obviously not included in
this, for which there is no record of it in the Madras Drary and Consultation
Book of 1692; there is a letter (p. 9) from Asad Khan himself to Elihu Yule
of April 1692 to the same effect as the Chancellor’s letter to Pit. These letters
show how ignorant, or superbly indifferent Mughal diplomacy of the period was
to the realities of the political conditions alike in India and Europe. In India,
the Dutch governor Laurens Tit had been making strenuous efforts to gain
the support of Rajarom in his designs against the French from 1690,2 which was
itself only a reflection of the hostilities in Kurope between the Dutch and
French which went on from 1689 to the Peace of Ryswick in 1607, Under
such conditions %o expect Pit to aid the Mughal forces against Rajaram and
further to ask the French factors to help him to do so was a melancholy

1 Corpus, iv, pp. 10-11 n, 4,
2 Kaeppelin, p. 272.
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exhibition of ignorance or ineptitude; and such were the officers of the grand
Mughal when the empire was still apparently at the height of its strength
and splendour.

The remaining five documents relate to the seige and capture of Pondicherry
by the Dutch in 1693. The details may now be followed in the Memoirs of

artin and checked by the entries in the Madras Diary and Consultation Book
of 1698 which records the important stages in the progress of the seige under
August 21 (p. 128), August 28 (p. 128) and September 1 (p. 131). The nego-
tiations of the Dutch with Rajaram, who was always in financial straits and
eager to sell his friendship to the highest bidder, Martin’s attempts to foil them,
and the role of the Brahmin officers of the court of Jinji in these negotiations-
have been traced in considerable detail by the authorities already mentioned.
Francois Martin received from Germain whom he had deputed to Jinji in 1693
a copy of a treaty nearly completed between the Dutch and Rajaram, and
this treaty was an important step in the development of the Dutch plans-
against Pondicherry.? The following is a summary of this document as it
appears in the Dutch version together with the contents of a letter from Pit to-
Batavia, dated 81st August 1693 reproduced in Stapel’s introduction to the:
treaty: ‘

No. 658, dated 27th August 1693 :—Rama Raja, who styled himself king of
Jinji, had allowed the French to fortify themselves in Pondicherry and to the
north of Tegenepatam. During the Nine years’ War, Pit (Jr.), the Dutch.
Governor, took steps to drive the French from the Coromandel coast, and
gathered o force of 17 ships and 1,600 men in August 1693. The French sought
Rama Raja’s support and offered him 42,000 gold Pagodas.* The Dutch also-
started negotiations, but offered hardly half the sum offered by the French.
Rama Raja played a waiting game for some time, but when Pit landed his
troops and showed that he meant business, he concluded the following anti-
French alliance with him.  (Details from an unpublished letter of Pit dated
81st August to Batavia).

Preamble: We, Rama Raja, King of the Maratha people, Ruler of Jinji-
end Lord of many other lands, having seen the request and the desire of the
Dutch Company (communicated to us by the Governor of Coromandel, Laurens-
Pit, Extraordinary Councillor of India) regarding the French, their enemies at
Pondicherry (Puducheri) and their desire to attack them with weapons. have
judgf,d it proper to allow them to do so in the manner detailed in the following
articles:

1. Dutch allowed to attack the French at Pondicherry by land and water
without any hindrance.

2. A market or bazaar will be established in the army of the Dutch for sale:
of provisions and other requirements.

8. Promise to supply required number of horsemen and peons to Dutch
Company on condition of their paying them.

4. Necessary Coolies for the work on siege operations to be supplied on
payment;; Rama Raja’s representatives in the army held responsible for this and"
for reporting to him any shortcomings in this and other respacts.

3 Kaeppelin p. 307. Martin, Memoires i'i, p. 324.
4 This is in contradiction to Martin’s statements regarding his inability to find money-
to satisfy Rajaram’s demands, ii, pp. 326. ff.
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5. All property captured by the Dutch after they capture Pondicherry shall
fbe theirs.

6. Puducheri, its fields, water courses, incomes, etc., made over to the
.Dutch.

7. Also the town of Virampatnam and the mouth of the river likewise.
8. Dutch Company permitted to mint Gold, silver, Copper, etc.

9. Toll free in all goods; no half-toll as in our lands.

10. Undertaking to frotect Dutch mn possession of Puducheri after they
capture it, ageinst attacks from French or other enemies.

11. (Last article). © Recognition for himself and his heirs of Dutch Proprietor-
ship of Puducheri (after they capture it from French) and Subedars, Havildars,
etc., of Rama Raja not to cause them any trouble, but be friendly and helpful,
and privileges granted by Sivaji extended to this place also. (See cowls of 15th
July 1677, and 81 Jan. 1678 re—Tegenapatam).

In return, Company to pay 21,000% Pulikat Pagodas in three instalinents—
5,500 when the Company’s army camps befors Puducheri, 5,500 when the
bazaar has been installed and coolies supplied as noted before; 10,000 when
Puducheri has been captured. (ib. 586—61).

The clauses of the treaty speak for themselves and show clearly how much
the Dutch depended on it for their supplies and Commissariat arrangements
during the siege of Pondicherry.  Martin’s best efforts on the other hand
proved of no avail, he had no friends near about, and after a week's heavy

bombardment Pondicherry had to capitulate and a summary of the terms of
the capitulation follows:

No. 559, dated 6—8, September 1693: Agreement between Francois Martin,
Director General of the Royal French Company over the Coromandel, ete. and
De La Rouche du Vigier (Commander) on the one side, and Hon'ble Laurens
Pit encamped before Puducheri on the other re surrender of Puducheri:

1st. To surrender Puducheri fortress as it stood with its fortifications,
ammunition, monies, merchandise, ete., to Laurens Pit.

2nd. The garrison, King’s and Company’s troops, and all officers to be
allowed {o retire next morning with military honours, colours flying, fuses lit
ete., to the strand before the fortress where they will surrender arms and wait
in convenient places for embarking to France at earliest opportunity.

3rd. They will be conveyed to Ceylon and Batavia in Dutch ships to await
transport to Europe from there.

4th. Deserters from the Dutch to French excluded from the general terms.
Inland soldiers and topasses to be allowed to go where they liked.

5th. All officers to transfer in good faith to the persons appointed by the
Dutch all the ammunition, money, articles in their respective charges—and
attest the transfer,

6th. All mines, fortifications, batteries to be faithfully pointed out.

7th. Arrangement re—civil propulation of Frenchmen, women and
children.

8th. In case of Peace in Europe, Puducheri to be restored, though not the
willages given to the Dutch by cowl from Native rulers.

" 6 Martin gives this figure as 25,000 pagodas.
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9th. Regulation of the quantity of baggage to be taken by the garrison and
the manner of their transport to Europe.

10th. Arrangement for Martin’s family remaining in India (San Thome)
for a year and to be carried there with his belongings in Dutch vessels. Batavia
to be consulted.

11th, Priests of all denominations to be transported to Europe in Dutch
vessels.

12th. Contract void if good faith is broken in the transfer of goods referred
to in articles 1 and 5 above. N

13th. Both sides agree to be bound by these articles in good faith and not
cirecumvent them by fraud or for technical flaws.  (ib. pp. 61—87).

The year 1693 was comparatively easy for Rajaram; Zulfikar Khan had been
compelled to raise the siege of Jinji and withdraw to Wandiwash. And Raja-
ram used his relative freedom to assist the Dutch in their enterprise against
Pondicherry in the manner noted above. After the fall of Pondicherry, he
heard from Laurens Pit of his success and of some small differences with the
local representative of Jinji, and the following is a summary of Rajaram’s reply
to the Dutch governor:

No. 560, dated 27th September 1693: Letter of Rama Raja in Marathi from
Jinji to Laurens Pit. Your letter telling me of your success against French and
their departure; and of your differences with Swamiosie Panditar regarding
surrounding lands.  Our friendship must continue unimpaired and I am send-
ing instructions for clearing up the position and seeing that these differences do
not reour. (ib. pp. 67-8).

Zulfikar Khan when he returned to the giege of Jinji, confirmed the Dutch in
their privileges in Pondicherry which they had- got from Rajaram as is evident
from the next document summarised below:

No. 690, dated October 1695: Confirmation by Zulfikar Khan (who was
besieging Rama Raja in-Jinji) of Dutch rights in Puducheri and 18 neighbour-
ing villages (named) in the province of Valdavur. Mughal officers forbidden
to have any concern with these places. (Ibid pp. 119—21).

Lastly, for the sake of completeness, one more dooument from the collec-
tion may be summarised so as to give an idea of how the Peace of Ryswick was
implemented with regard to Pondicherry and its neighbouring villages:—

No. 607, dated 13th September—2nd October, 1699: Stapel’s introduction:—
Artiole viii of the Peuce of Ryswick required the Dutch to return to the ¥rench
everything captured outside Europe during the war. And the agreement of
Martin to ask for only the Castle of Puducheri and not the villages conveyed
to the Dutch by cowl from native princes was not now heeded. But the
guthorities in India had their own accounts to settle; the Dutch had spent
much in improving Pondicherry, and negotiations began for the ‘Sale’ of
Pondicherry and after 6 months ended finally in the following agreement between
Martin ang Weitnaw (Dutch Commander of Puducheri) and others including
Laurens- Pit.

1st. Puducheri and all dependencies, including those the Dutch got from
Rama Raja, to be surrendered to Martin without exception and without any
pretences heing reserved for future.

4nd. 16,000 Gold Pagodas, current coin, to be paid in three instalments, in.
lteu of all Dutch claims on these lands.

3
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3rd. On payment of 8,000 pagodas, the Dutch-should withdraw the watch:
kept at Cuddalore gate (of Pondi) and hand over the redoubt mnear Aryan
Coopum. N

4th. Dutch troops and officers to stay till 8th October on which day they
will hand over to Martin the redoubts, Keys of gates, ete.

5th. From 8th October Martin to get control of trade, toll etc., of the
Puducheri.

6th. Power of Attorney held from: Negapatam to trade to be handed over
to Martin by Weitnaw and Van der Burg.

7th. Undertaking to follow articles in good faith.

8th. Four copies to be made, two in each language, one set for French side
and the other for Dutch.

The whole is dated 13th September and signed by Weitnaw and Martin
among others.

An addendum dated 2nd October acknowledging payment of 8,000 pagodas-
and executing Article 8 above.

Approval of Governor General of Dutch India, dated 24th April 1700.
. (ib. pp. 168—74).






SOME UNENOWN EVENTS IN VENKOJI'S OAREER.

[By Dr. B.A. Saletore, M.A. Ph.D. (Lond.), D. Phil. (Giessen)]

While we have some details concerning Raja Venkoji’s activities after his
usurption of the throne of Tanjore we know practically little or nothing concerning
his doings before that event, especially during the last years of his father Shahji’s
life and before Venkoji’s drive to the south. It is the object of this paper to give
a few details relating to this phase of Venkoji’s life. The following remarks are
mostly based on contemporary literary and epigraphic evidence.

Shahji had married two wives—Jijavai or Jidyi Jadhav by whom he had two
sons, the elder Sambhaji, and the younger Sivdji; and Tukaji Mohite, the mother
of Venkojil. It is said that Shahji neglected Jijabai, and lavished all his affection
and wealth on Tukdbai and Venkoji®. Shahji transferred his allegiance in A.D.
1637 from the Imperial Mughal Government to that of the Bijapur Sultan,
Mubhammad Adil Shah. The latter, who was then planning a great expedition
against Karndtaka under the leadership of Randullah Khan, promised to give Shahji
«certain jagirs in Karnataka for his loyal service. These comprised the districts of
Kolar, Bangalore, Hosakdte, Ballapura, and Sira.?

Shahji possessed at his death not only the above districts but, as Grant Duff
maintains, also the fortress of Arni, Porto Novo, and Tanjore as welld, Grant
Duff, however, seems to entertain some doubts as regards the conquest of the last
‘principality®. But Karnataka tradition, as recorded by two later but reliable
writers—Linganna and the Mysore ruler Kréna Réaja Odeyar ITI,—ascribe its con-
«quest to Shahji himself. According to Linganna, Shahji, who tried in vain to bring
about a permanent reconciliation between the Bijapur Sultan (unnamed) and
Sivaji, found that the latter was bent on his anti-Bijapur activities; and unable
himself to face the angry Sultan, went to the south along with his son Enkoji
{Venkoji), and captured the fortress of Cafiji and Candaviru in the neighbourhood
of Madura®. Now we know that it was in 1662 that Shahjialong with his son Venkoji
visited Sivdji, and brought about the latter’s reconciliation with the Bijapur Sultan.?
That is to say, according to Linganna, Shahji’s drive to the south is to be placed in
1662.

In the Maisuru Rajara Vamsavali said to have been written by Kréna Raja
Odeyar III of Mysore, we have the following interesting account of the conquest of
Tanjore by the Marathas :—Finding that owing to the prowess of the Mysore prince
Kanthirava, it was unsafe to live in Bangalore, Sivaji (which name in the Vamsavals
is evidently an error for Shahji), marched to Tanjore where Vijaya Raghava Naiyaka
reigned. This ruler had become a devotee of a certain Telugu priest (unnamed),
and renouncing his royal duties had assumed those of an ascetic. Shahji came to

!8abhasad, p. 6 ; Duff, History of the Marathas, 1, p. 98 (1918); Sarkar, Sivaji and his Times,
P. 21, (2 ed.) ‘

$8arkar, ibid.

SDuff, ibid, pp. 95-96.

4Ibid., p. 163.

8Ibid., p. footnote.

sLinganna, Keladinripavijayam, p. 161, According to the Muhammadan historians how-
ever, the capture of Ginjee is to be attributed to Mustafa Khan, the Bijapur commander-in.
Chief, on December the 17th 1649. Sarkar, ¢bid., pp. 39—41.

*Duff, op. cit., I, p. 153.
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know of this, and placing a few horsemen in Bangalore, he went to Tanjore, drove:
-out Vijaya Righava Nayaka, and laid the foundation of Maratha power in that city.!
Since we know that Venkoji was the favourite son of Shahji, we have to assume-
that he accompanied his father in the latter’s expedition to Tanjore. If king
Krépa Raja Ogeyar is to be trusted, the conquest or Tan]ore was eftected in A.D.
1662 when Vijaya Righava Nﬂ.vaka ruled.?

But we may note in the same breath that the conquest of Tanjore is generally
attributed to Venkoji himself in 1676, when Vijaya Raghava Nayaka’s young
prince Sengamaldas ruled, the real power having been entrusted to the latter’s:
general Alagiri.. It is said that Venkoji defeated General Alagiri, and usurped the-,
Tanjore throne for himself.3

Leaving this discrepancy between the tradition of the Kannadigas and that of
the Tanjore rulers as embodied in & work called Tanjavuruvaricaritra aside for the
present, we may pass on to the narration of a few facts concerning Venkoji himself.
On Shahji’s death, Sabhasad informs us, Venkoji received his father’s jagmr from
the Bijapur Sultan 4 Shahji died in January 1664 while out a hunting in the-
village of Basvapattana on the banks of the Tungabhadra®. The Karnataka
dlstncts, and, we may presume, Tanjore as well, thus passed into the hands of Venkoji.
in 1664. Students of Maratha history are aware of the claims which Sivaji put for-
ward to these paternal estates, the consequent estrangement that followed between
himself and Venkoji, and the successful endeavours of Sivaji in reducing Tanjore-
to subjection®. These events are placed after Sivaji’s expedition to Ginjee and
Vellore in 16777.  Duff asserts that it was in the same year 1677 that Sivaji took
possession of Arni, Kolar, Bangalore, Hosakdte, Ballapura, and Sira, i.e., all the-
Jagirs of Shahji, from Venkoji.®

Sir Jadunath Sarkar calls these principalities “No Man’s Land . But
that was not so. Every one of these principalities was under a _paleyagara or chief-
tain of the Elehanka-nid Prabhu House. It is enough if we give two examples to-
g:ve our statement—Kolar and Bangalore. In Kolar ruled the Avati-nad

bhus and the Sugatiir chieftains. Thus the cotemporary of Shahji was Immadi’
Baire Gauda of Avati-nid in 1640 ; while the Sugatir chieftain was Immadi Cikka
Riya Tammaya Gaudarayya in 1637 10,

Without entering into the details as to how these Kolar chieftains were worsted
by the Bijapur generals, we may pass on to the more interesting question of Marata.
rule over Kolar. A stone inscription dated only in the cyclic year Isvara, Karttika,
Bahula 12, which Rice correctly assigned to A.D. 1637, gives the name of the Maratha
official placed over Kolar merely as Srimania Desakulakarni Samanpa.ll In 1653
the Rajadhiraja Rajaraja Sambhdji Rija Mahardja’s son Kannardyaji Pandita is.
said to have made a specified gift of land to some one whose name is effaced in the-

1 Maisuru-Rajara Vamsavali, I, p. 100 (Ed. by R&makmhm. Row, Mysore, 19186).
$8omasundram, The Great Tampz at Tanjore, p. T

3Somasundaram, ibid., p. 3

$8abahasad, op. cit. , . 80.

$Duff, op. cit., I, tEed 63. Linganna, however, informs us that Shahji, while returning from.

the SOuth to Buspur, of a disease in the neighbourhood of 8ira. Linganna, op. cit., pp.151-
'Sabhuad 1bid. ,pg 89, 91.
'Duff, +b4d., I, 28, 230, 231 233, 234.
*Duff, ibid., p.
?Sarkar, op. ovt., p 348
10 Epigra; htaCamatwa.X 8d. 31, p. 183; Kl. 247, p. 69. )
11hid., X. 8d. 49, p. 185. N
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record?, The whole of the Kolar.Sime in 1654 was under Kanayaya Pant, who
is styled in the stone inscription of that date as the Agent (karyakartta) of the-
Emperor Sambhaji. It is interesting to observe the titles of Sambhaji as given in
thisrecord. They were the following—Srimad R&jadhiraja Rajaménya Sri Sambhoji
Rija Maharajarayan.? That Kolar continued to be under Sambha)i is proved by
another stone inscription dated A.D. 1660, which registers a gift by Srimat
gemé)iltx:j‘i's(which is evidently an error for Sambhaji) Rija to a certain Antaraji
w .

.. Who was this Sambhaji referred to in the above records ? It could only have
been the eldest son of Shahji. But later Maratha tradition maintains that Sambhaji
fell in 1649 in an attack on Kanakagiri which Shahji carried by assault.é If the
