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her to death. The people of the city, upon this, rose, and
attacked the royal Kasr {Castle], and seized the mother of
Rukn-ud-Din, Firaz Shah. ‘ ,

When Rukn-ud-Din, Firiz Shah, reached the city?
insurrection had [already] broken out therein, and his
mother had beern made prisoner. The centre contingelj.ts
{of the Dihli forces] and the Turk Amirs all entered
Dihli and joined Sultan Ragiyyat, pledged their allegiance
to her, and placed her on the throne, Having ascended
the throne, she despatched a force consisting of the
Turkish slaves and Amirs to Gili-khari, so that they made
prisoner of Sultin Rukn-ud-Din, Firiz Shih, and brought
him into the city®. He was imprisoned and confined,
and, in that prison, he was received into the Almighty’s

mercy. This circumstance of his seizure, imprisonment,‘

and death® occurred on Sunday, the 18th of the month

RabP-ul-Awwal, in the year 634 H.; and his reign was six

months and twenty-six days®. 7
Sultan Rukn-ud-Din, Firdz Shih, in munificence and

liberality, was a second Hatim, and what he did, in expend-

ing wealth, in conferring so many honorary dresses, and
the superfluity of presents, no king, at any time, or in any
reign, had done the like of; but his misfortune was this,
that his inclinations were wholly towards buffoonery, sen-
suality, and diversion, and that he was entirely enslaved by
dissipation and debauchery; and most of his honorary
dresses and his presents were made to such people as
musicians and singers, buffoons and Ganymédes’. His
excessive waste of money was to such degree, that, while

? Two modern copies of the text have Gili-khari,

3 Whilst all this was going on at Dihli, the feudatories of Lakhanawati
and Lakhan-or were having a private war of their own. See account of
Malik No. VIL, in the next Section.

4 If all this happened in one day, it is very certain that he must have been
put to-death. Some copies have s instead of a5 :

& Some copies have *‘twenty-eight days:” from the 2oth of Sha’ban, 633 H,,

the date of I-yal-timish’s decease, to the 18th of Rabi’-ul-Awwal, 634 ., is
exactly six months and feenty-severn days, - o

? Thisis the person from whose dignity and elegance “the crown and throne -
acquired adornment -and splendour” ! One author states, that, -during the
short time he reigned, he and his mother managed to empty the treasury, and’
to spend all the weelth accumulated during the reign of Kutb-ud-Din; I-bik, _

and Shams-ud-Din, L-yal-timish. - :

THE SHAMSIAH SULTANS OF HIND. 637

in a state of intoxication, seated on the back of an ele-

. phant, he would drive through the bazir of the city, scat-

tering fangais of red gold which the people in the street

“used to pick up, and gain advantage by, He had a passion

for frolic, and for riding elephants?, and the whole class of
elephant drivers derived immense benefit from his riches
and good-nature. It was not in his nature and disposi-
tion to injure a human being, and this fact was the cause
of the wane of his dominion.

It is essential above all things, that sovereigns should
have justice in order that their subjects should dwell in
tranquillity and repose, and that they possess beneficence
so that their followers may be satisfied and contented ; and
revelry and merriment, and companionship with the base
and ignoble, becomes the means of an empire’s ruin. The
Almighty pardon him ! ' ' o

1

IV. SULTAN s RAZIVYAT-UD.DUNYA WA UD-}STN, DAUGHTER
~ OF SULTAN I-VAL-TIMISH.

Sultdn Raziyyat—may she rest in peace l—was a great
sovereign, and sagacious, just, beneficent, the patron of the
learned, a dispenser of justice, the cherisher of her subjects, ,
and of warlike talent®, and was endowed with all the}
admirable attributes and qualifications necessary for kings ;- g

7 ErLior: vol, ii. page 332—‘‘He was very fond of Playing with and
riding upon elephants,” Rather rough play,

8 Raziyyat has a meaning, but * Reziya” and “ Rizieh " mean nothing.
Sultan, from bl., signifies to have or possess power, to rule, &c,—a sovereign
~-and is-therefore as equally applicable to a female 28 a male, and does not
appear to have had anything to do with *“affectation of the superior sex,”
nor her assumption, subseguently, of male attire when she vode forth. Her
name or-title, like that of most other Muhammadans in these pages, is pure
? Arabic, the feminine form of the by no means uncommon name of Razi-vp- .
Din. - See Thomas: PATHAN KINGs, page 108,

The following is said to have been the inscription on the first coins of this
queen regnant, in which she is styled ’Uma’at-zm-!\l'i.nqd:z'—the great,” or
iHustrious among women — . o

Obverse— 25kl paall el -2y ylla gl "eily Wyl fges
Reverse—an! puls rr wiw a3 “aly s - . ‘
which may be translated :— Reverse :—** The illustrions among women, the
Queen of the Apge, Sultan Ragiyyat, daughter of Shams-ud-Din, I-yal-timish.”
Obverse :—** Coined at the city of Dihli, 643 g., the first of the reign.”
% Compare ELLIoT : vol. il. page 332. o ‘
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but, as she did not attain the destiny, in her creation,

of being computed among men, of what advantage were all .

these excellent qualifications unto her ?

During the lifetime of the august Sultan, her father, she
exercised authority, and possessed great grandeur, on this
account, that her mother, Turkan Khatin, was the greatest
[of the ladies] of the sublime jarasm’, and her place of
residence was the royal palace, the Kughk-i-Firfizi [Firtizi
Castle]®. As the august Sultan Shams-ud-Din used to

notice in her indications of sovereignty and high spirit,

although she was a daughter, and [consequently] veiled
from public gaze, when he returned after acquiring pos-
session of Gwaliyir, he commanded the Taj-ul-Mulk,

- Mahmad, the secretary—on whom be peace l—who was the

Mughrif-i-Mamilik * [Secretary of the State], to write out
a decree, naming his daughter as his heir-apparent, and she
was made his heir [accordingly]. :

Whilst this decree was being written out, those servants
of the state, who had access to the presence of the Sultan,
made representation, saying : “ Inasmuch as he has grown-
up sons who are eligible for the sovereignty, what .scheme
and what-object has the Sultan of Islim in view in making
a daughter sovereign and heir-apparent? Be pleased to

1 This proves what our author meant by the word- A= with respect to Rukn-
ud-Din, Fi_rﬁz Shah’s mother, namely, that, in point of time or age, she was
the oldest of I-yal-timish’s concubimes, Raziyyat Khitiin was his eldest
child and; in all probability, her mother was Kutb-ud-Din, i-bak’s daughter.

Our anthor is about the only authority available for the events of this period
—ali other works, since written, merely copy from him and add from their
own fertile imaginations—and there is no awthority for stating [Thomas :
Paruin KiNGs, page 104] that Raziyyat was ““brought. up under a greater
degree of freedom from the seclusion enjoined for females by the more severe
custom of ordering Muslim households,” for our author here states she_was
“weiled from public gaze and it was only just before fhe end of fer reign
that she assumed the dress of a male, which, really, is not very different from
that of a female—the addition of a head dress and tunic--as our anthor states,
Dow, as usual, misinterpreting Firighiah, who copies. from the Tabakat-i-
Albari, which copies exr author, inco:rectly states that ““on Aer accersion,
changing herapparel, she assumed the imperial robes.” The *imperial robes >
equally with the rest are alt his own.

# In ELL10T, it is made “‘the chief royal palace in b Kushk.firozi 1"

8 Taj-ul-Mulk signifies the erown of the state ; “Taju-l-Malip? nothing.
The word J.S—mushrif—signifies an examiner or anthenticator of records
and other writings, but not a waeeir certainly, ,s—dpbireca ‘retary, a clerk;
a seriber _pae—mudabbiv—an. administrator, director, counsellor; &c,. Coine
pare: ELLIOT : vol. ii. page 333.

o
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remove this difficulty from our minds, as this deed does not
seem advisable to your humble servants” The Sultin
replied : “ My sons are engrossed in the pleasures of youth,
and none of them possesses the capability of managing the
affairs of the country, and by them the government ‘of the
kingdom. will not be carried out. After my death it will

‘be secen that not one of them will be found to be more

worthy of the heir-apparentship* than she, my daughter.”
The case turned out as that august monarch had pre-
dicted. ' o : ' '
When Sultin Raziyyat ascended the throne of the kings
dom, all things returned to their usual rules and customs; -
but the Wazir of the kingdom, the Nizim-ul-Mulk, Mu-
hammad, Junaidi®, did not acknowledge her; and Malik
’Ala-ud-Din, Jani, Malik Saif-ud-Din, Kuji, Malik "Izz-ud-

'Din, Kabir Khan-i-Ayiz, Malik 'Izz-ud-Din, Muhammad,

Salari, and - the Nizam-ul-Mulk, Mubammad, Juraidi®,
assembled from different parts before the gate of the ¢ity of
Dihli, and commenced hostilities against Sultan Raziyyat,
and this opposition continued for a considerable time. At
this period Malik Nugrat-ud-Din, Ta-yasa'i’, the Mu'izzi,
who was feoffee of Awadh, marched with his forces from
that province, for the purpose of rendering aid to Sultin
Raziyyat, in conformity with [her] ‘commands, towards .

Dihli, the capital®, After he had crossed the river Gang,é .

4 The Taglkarat-ul-Mulik says ““one reason why I-yal-timish named her -
as his successor was, that his son, Nasir-ud-Din, Mahmid Shih—the second
son of that name—was so young in years; and the Sultin remarked to his
minister, at the time, that, although in the form of a woman, she was in
reality a man.” : .

5 He js styled, by some more modern writers, Chandiri, as if he were a
native of Chandird or that that was a by-name of his, but it is incorrect. He
had been I-yal-timish’s wazir for 2 considerable time.-

6 These are the same who, as stated in ELLIoT, killed ¢ fhe Thzfk,?

7 He had been made feudatory of Awadh by Ragiyyat after Ghiyiis-ud-Din,

~Mubammad Shil’s rebellion. See page 633. .

3 Previous to these events, the feudatory of Kinnauj, Malik Tamur Khin-i- .

' Xiran, was despatched by Sulfan Ragiyyat into the Gwaliyir territery and

Malwah-in command of a force, and the expedition was successfil, but no
particulars are given. The same Malik, when fendatory of Awadh, penetrated
as far as the Tirhut temitory. and compelled the Ries and Rinahs, and

-independent Hindd tribes in that past to pay tribute,, He plundered the

territory of Bhati-ghiin [anglicised Bhatgong] in Nipal on several occasions,
but neither particulars nor dates are given, but they all happened before
this period. - B : ' )
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the hostile Maliks® who were before ‘the city.of Dihli
unexpectedly advanced to meet him, and took him
prisoner, and affliction overcame him, and he died’. The
stay. of the hostile Maliks before the gate of Dihli was

prolonged for a considerable time; but, as the good -

fortune of Sultin Raziyyat was at the point of ascendancy,
the Sultdn issued from the city, and directed her sublime
tent to be pitched at a place on the bank of the river Jin;
and, between the Turk Amirs who served at the stirrup of
sovereignty, and the hostile Maliks, conflicts took place
upon s veral occasions.” At last, an accommodation was
arranged, but in a deceptive manner, and by the subtile
contrivance of Malik 'Izz-ud-Din, Muhammad, Salari?

‘and Malik ’Izz-ud-Din, Kabir«Khin-i-Ayiz, who, secretly, -

went over to the Sultin's side, and, one night, met before
the entrance to the royal tent, with this stipulation, that
Malik Jani, Malik Saif-ud-Din, Kiji, and the Nizim-ul-
Mulk, Muhammad, Junaidi, should be summoned, and be
taken into custody and imprisoned, in order that the sedi-
tion might be quelled. 7 _ .
When these Maliks became aware that the state of
affairs was on this wise, they left their camp and fled,
The Sultan's horsemen followed in pursuit, and Malik
Saif-ud-Din, Kiji, and his brother, Fakhr-ud-Din, fell inté
their hands, and, subsequently to that, they were put to
death in prison. Malik 'Ala-ud-Din, Jani, was killed within
the limits of Payal®, at a village named Nakawan 4, and his
¥ There is nothing about * hostile generals” in the whole passage, o
! He appears to have been suffering from illness when Sultan Ragiyyat
summeoned him to her aid, . ‘ ‘
Malik 'Izz-ud-Din, Balban-i-Kaghla Khan, who was so ambitious, and,
afterwards, gaye so much trouble, was taken prisoner by the hostile Maliks
upon this occasion, but was subsequently released by them. He was treated
with great honour by Sultan Ragiyyat. Compare ELLIOT here also,

% The Tabakat-i-Akbarf, which copies so mwuch from onr author, asserts,
however, that it was Sultan Raziyyat, who, by her able contrivance, succeederd

in upsetting and confounding the disaffected Amirs, Firightah, of course, agrees, *

* Eriior, Bibul; BRIGGs, from Firightah, Babool, FIRISHTAH, text, Bibal
~—Jip—and Dow, omitted altogether. Piyal, or Payil, is the name of a

very old place, giving name to the district, with a very lofty brick fort -

visible from 2 great distance—I mention it as it appeared about a century

since—on one of the routes from Dihli to Lud#inah. The TABARAT-I-

AXBART gives the name of the.- district correctly, bat leaves out the name of
the place, Itisin Long. y6° 5!, Lat. 30° 4o'. ' .
¢ In some copics Nakiwan or Nagawan [414%], but the majority of the best

THE SHAMSIAH SULTANS OF HIND. 641

- ~head was brought to the capital ; and the ‘N izim-ul-Mulk
. vMuhammad,]unaidi retired to the hills of Sir-mir Bardér‘,' ‘
-and there, after some time, he died, ' ,' ’
- kNow ;that the affairs of Sultan Raziyyat's government
- Decame - arranged, she gave the office of Wazir to the
Kbwajah, Muhazzab %, who was the deputy of the Nizam.

B ul-Mulk, and he likewise received the title of Nizax;l-'ul—
,.Mu_-lk.-. “The charge of the army, as her lieutenant, u;as con-

+ ferred upon Malik Saif-ud-Din, I‘-bak—i-Bihak 7, who received

" the title of Kutlugh Khian; and Malik "Izz-ud-Din, Kabir
. Q_ﬁn-’i—iAyiz,' received the fief of Lohor, and the kingdom
became pacified, and the power of the state widely

~and l.i)a.mirﬂah, all the Maliks and Amirs manifested their
_‘,‘.g_lzedllence and. submission ®, Suddenly, Malik SBaifeud.
: .an,.l-bgk-i-Bihalg, died, and the charge of the army was .

“

opies of the text are as above. The L O, L. M5, No. 1 ;
e S 225 hane e : Yo 452 and thgt of the
“*%"See’ farther -on, under the reign of Nasir-ud-Din,
Gguntry..c. ' '
i He i5 furfied into Muhazzab, Ghaznawi, by Fid i
. ' G y Fidshtah, and by his trang. -
!étors,vyDgw‘ .and Briggs, respectively, “.Chaja _Gh.iznavi ” and “ Mihdy
ihgluhazzab, but not Mukzab—which is meani
ﬁfood, sincere,” &e., but in ELLior, .vol, jj
:‘(..'{ell‘ed “Me'c:?rzfm:d the affice of wasly on azn upright officer who had been
the de;;uty of Nmfl.nu-]-Mulk, and he likewise received the title of Nizdmuy.l.
Mulk_‘, Ifut.rKhwaJah does-not mean officer, and Muhagzab —i. e. Muhazzab.
Dxn—lsaproper.name. Why not transiate it always, and alsp translate
-ul-Malk, which means regulator of the ‘

respecting this tract of

ngless—certainly does mean
- Page 334, this passage is

and
rascal is mentioned
See pages 651—653,

: untll that ““upright officer,” than whom no greater
n this work, met his reward in the ¢ Plain Hauz.rini,»
654 and 662, for the doings of that upright officer.”

s word is written Jg and yx and is doubtful,

¢ Tabakit-i-Akbarf here copies our author nearly word for

tah copies the former in the same way, The Tazkarat-yl i,

A ority,™

] on fier accession

to the capital, and, to testify his homage, was contin&aﬁjrs}s}::i];:d

‘ of grea? value from Lakhapawati, On this account Sultin Ragi a%

-upoq hu:n a canopy of state, and standards, and great Lonbur n,:&t
alik Mu-ayyid-ed-Din, ‘Hindq Ehan, held the fief of ﬁsh'ghah,

nfetted upon him by Sultan Ragiyyat, :
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bestowed upon Malik Kutb-ud-Din, I_-Iusziin, son of "Ali,

Ghiiri® and he was appointed to [march and relieve] the |

fortress of Rantabhdr, because the Hindas, after the
decease of the august Sultin, Shams-ud-Din, I-yal-timigh,
had, for a considerable time, invested that preserved town
and stronghold®. Malik Kutb-ud-Din, Husain, conducted
the forces to that part, withdrew the M;isalmén Amirs
fand their troops?] out of that fortification, destroyed
the works, and retired, and returned to'. the capital
again. ' . ; '
At this time, the Malik-i-Kabir [Great Malik] Ikhtiyar-
ud-Din, Aet-kin®, became Amir-i-Hzjib, and Malik Jamil-
ud-Din, Ya-kit, the Habashi [Abyssinian or Ethiopian],
‘who was Lord of the Stables, acquired favour?® in attend-
ance upon the Sultin, so that the Tark Amirs .and

Y

" % This great noble, whose name will be found in the list at the end of
I-yaltimigh's reign, is styled Husain as well as Efasan in several copies
" indiscriminately, but the first appears correct. Much more about: him will
be found in the last Section. He was forced to leave Ghir through the
power of the Mughals, ‘

1 After he had raised the investment and relieved the place, the garrison
was withdrawn, and no effort made to hold the place. The reason does not
appear, and their giving up a strong place like this which had defied the efforts
of the Hindts so long seems strange. It was soon restored » however, by the

Hindtis. What a flourish might have been ‘made of this affair in the Rajpiit

anmals ! It is mentioned in several places farther on. ‘

7 Firishtah has not copied the, Tabakat--Akbari correctly here, and turns
him into Alb-Tigin in the *‘revised text,” and Jemal-ud-Din, Yi-kit, is turned
inte 2 Amir-ul-Umri, which, although  such a title did exist from. Akbar's
time downwards, was entirely unknown in these days. :

8 I think the character of this Princess has been assailed without just cause,
Thomas says [PATHAN KINGS, page 106] :—* It was not that a virgin Queen
was forbidden to love-~she might have indulged herself in a submjssive Prince
Consort, or revelled almost unchecked in the dark recesses of the Palace
Harem—but wayward fancy pointed in a wrong direction, and led her to prefer
a person employed about her Court [he was Amiri-Akhur, or Lord of the
Stables—Master of the Horse—a high office only conferred upon distinguished
persons], an Abyssinian moreover, the favours extended to whom the ‘Tirk{
nobles resented with one accord.” :

Elphinstone, who draws his inspiration from Briggs, is more correct in his

estimation of her character [and both' Dow and' Briggs are niove correct than ‘

usual in their rendering of Firightah’s words here] and says [page 324,

Third ed. ] s~ But her talents and virtues were insufficient.to protect her from-

a single weakness, It was shown in the extraordinary [?] marks of favour
which she showered [?] on her Master of the Home; who, to make her
partizlity more degreding, was an Abyssinian slave [Who says he was a

slave? If he was, he was only a slave like most of her other Maliks and

Amirs]. It does not appear that her fondness [?} was criminal, since Zhe
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Maliks began to be envious thereat; and it so chanced to
happen that Sultin Raziyyat laid aside the female dress
and issued from [her] seclusion, and donned the tunic, and
assumed the head-dress fof a man], and appeared among
the people; and, when she rode out on an elephant, at the
time of mounting it, all people used, openly, to see her,
‘At this period she issued commands for her troops to pro-
ceed to Gwaliyir, and bestowed rich and valuable: presents.
As disobedience was out of the question %, this servant

grealest breack of decorum alleged against her is her allowing the-Abyssinian #
#ft her an ker horse]a horse she never rode—always an elephant].”

Here is a proof of what a deal may be made out of a little, Our author
is the sole authority for these staterhents in the Tabakat-i-Akbard, Firightah,
and Buda'iini, each of whom, in rotation, enlarge upon, and exaggerate our’
author's words—the last reverses them by saying that when she mounted an
elephant o7 horse she lean? upon him, Jamdl-ud-Din, Ya-kit, the Abyssinian.
He was Amir-i-Akhur before she'came to the throne apparently, for she does
not seem to have raised him to that office ; and it was only in the last year of
heér reign that she assumed male attire, soben she- appeared in public.  Our
author does not say so, but all the Tabakat-i-Akbari mentions is, that Jamal-
ud-Din, Va-kit, was treated with favour, & mere transliteration of our author’s .
words—oki! _z7—the same term as he uses with respect to Sultan Mu'izz-ud.
Din's favour towards his slave, Kutb-ud-Din, I-bak—and that the Tuk
Maliks and Amirs were envious in consequence.  All that that work states, i
addition to our author's words——for ke doss no? say so—is, that when she
mounted to ride forth, the Master of the Horse, who had become Amir-ul-Umrg

* [such an office did not exist in those days, and otir author never mentions
_such an office], used toaid her to mount by taking her under the arm-pit [Jaj—

but leaning on his arm or shoulder, in mounting, would seem ‘to be nearer
the intendgd meaning. Now it is very possible that it was part of the duty of
the Lord of the Stables, or his privilege, to assist his sovereign to mount when
he or she rode forth, and that such an act might not have been occasioned
through any undue familiavity ; only what was applicable to 2 male sovereign,
according to Musalman ideas, was not so to a female, However, the Lord of
the Stables being an Abyssinian, this was, with her assumption of male attire,
plea sufficient to the rebellious Turk Maliks—the remainder of the ¢ Chihil.
gani Mamliiks,” of whom more hereafter—to rebel against a sovereign too
energetic for them in their ambitions designs.  The Zubdat-ut-Tawarikh
makes no reference to the Abyssinian whatever, )

4 1 cannot conceive why our author should be styled & rebel—*¢a forgiven
rebel V—because of this' sentence in the text. Gwiliyar had a governor or

seneschal placed therein by Sultan Ragiyyat’s father in 630 H., and our author

was Kizi there.  When Raziyyat came to the throne, she sent a force
under Malik Taj-ud-Din, Sanjar [No. XIV. in the next Section], and re-
lieved the garrison,'and, as the govemor—Rashid-ud-Din, ’Al—from our
author’s invocation respecting him, appéars to have died there, a new

‘fewdatory was despatched, at the same time probably, although he is not

mentioned, as, after the death of Raghid-ud-Din, *AH, the next official in

" _authority was the Amir-i-Dad, Ziya-ud-Din, Junaidi, who, being a kinsman of
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of the victorious kingdom, Minhgj-i-Sardj, in conjun?c‘:tiox‘i"lr_‘
with the Malik *-ul-Umra [the chief of Amirs] Ziya-ud-.

Din, Junaidi, who was the Amir-i-Dad [chief magistrate]

of Gwiliyir, and with other persons of note, came out of

the preserved fortress of Gwaliyir on the 1st of the’
month Sha’ban, 635 H., and returned to Dihli, the capital ;
‘and, in this same month, Sultin Raziyyat committed

to the charge of this servant [the author] the Naisirfah-

College at the capital, to which was added the Kigzi-ship of
Gwaliyir®, ' - :

In the year 637 H. Malik Tzz-ud-Din, Kabir Khan-i-
Ayaz, who was the feudatory of Lohor, began to show a -

rebellious spirit’. Sultdn Raziyyat led an army towards

“the rebel Wazir, who refused to acknowledge Sultin Ragiyyat, may have heen
suspected of disaffection. No .cause for rebellion appears, neither is any-
rebellion mentioned ; and, on our author’s arrival at Dihli, another office was
bestowed upon him, /% eddiriorz to his Kizi-ship of Gwiliyiir, which he stil]
held, See Thomas: PaTHin KInGs, page 105. : ‘ -

“In 631 H, some emissaries from Balki Khan, son of Taght [Jijil; son of

Chingiz Ehin, arrived at the Court of Sultin I-yal-timigh from Iifchalk,

bringing presents for him, but; as that Sultdn had refruined from holding any

intercourse whatever with the Mughal Khans, and was wont to send their
agents out of his territory when they came, he would not piit these emissaries -
.to death, and desired to dismiss them kindly, They were sent to Gwaliyir, - ..
however, [this was one way of dismissing them kindly}, and the party, being”

all Musalmiins, used to present themselves in the Masjid there every Friday,
and said their prayers behind the author of this book [he acting as Imfm],
until the reign of Syltin Ragiyyat, when the author, after six yeats’ absence,
réturned to DihMf from Gwiliylr, and was promoted, by the favour of that
sovereign. At this time directions were given for these emissaries of Balka

Ehin to be removed to Kinnauj, and there detained‘ ; and there they were kept..

until they died.” : )

§ In some copies, Majd-ul-UmrE, but the above seems the correct title:
‘Majd signifies glory, grandeur—the glory or grandeur of Amirs does not sound
very correct. It was an honorary title merely. . ‘

% In this case he—**the pardoned " rebel-—must have performed one of these -

two offices by deputy. o ) .
7.In the account of this Malik our author states that Kabir Ehin-i-Ay3z

began to act contumaciously in 636 H., in which year Sultin Ragiyyat advanced.
at the head of her troops into the Panjib against him. Fe retired before her

towards the Indus, until he reached the neighbourhood of the S@dharah fhe -
could not go much farther, for immediately to the west he would have fallen
into hostile hands], When the royal troops crossed the Rawi, Kabir Kband.

Aydz madé his submission, but he was removed from the fief of Lahot, and

Multan was placed in his charge, -and the feudatory of the latter—Malikﬁ

Kara-Kush Khan—sent to Lihor. )
In this year, 636 n., Malik Saif-udlDfr_x, Hasan, the Karlugh, hard pressed
by the Mughals, had to abandon his territories, and he retired towards the
. territory of Multdn and $ind, in hope, probably, of being more successsful o
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- that part from Dihli, and followed in lsursuit of him. At

last an accommodation took place, and he presented him-
self; and the province of Multin, which Malik Ikhtiyar-
ud-Din, Kard-Kugh Khan-i-Aet-kin, held, was made over
to the charge of Malik ’'Izz-ud-Din, Kabir K_hihai-AyéZz.
Sultan Raziyyat returned again to the ‘capital on Thurs-
day, the 1g9th of the month of Sha’ban®, 637 H. .

Malik Ikhtiyar-ud-Din, Altiniah, who held the fief of
Tabarhindah ®, broke out into rebellion, and, secretly, some

- of the Amirs of the Court abetted him in this treason. .

Sultin Raziyyat, on Wednesday, the gth of the sacred
month Ramazin of this same year [637 H.], set out from
the capital, with numerous forces!, for the purpose of
putting down Malik Altiniah's rebellion. When she .
reached that place [Tabarhindah]}? through circumstances
which supervened, the Turk Amirs rose against hér, and
put to death® Amir Jamal-ud-Din, Va-kit, the Habashi,
seized Sultan Raziyyat and put her in durance, and sent
her to the fortress of Tabarhindah*, '

this th.a.n on thF fonheg' occasion. Flasan’s eldest. son, whose name has not
transpired, taking advantage of Ragiyyat's presence in the Panjab, presented

. himself before her, was well received, and the fief of Baran, east of Dihli,

was conferred upon him, Soon after, however, he left, without leave and
v\_rithout the cause being knowrt, and rejoined his father, who still was able to
hiold B_an-féi.uz and, s::mn_a&er, the Earlughs gained possession of Multan,
%;h ﬁh.pgnod Malik Mu-ayyid-ud-Din, HindE Ehin, held the. fief of
-3 Ramagdn, in some copies of the text,

? Altiniah wds only lately made feudatory of Tabarhindah, for, when
Ragiyyat came to the throne, she gave him his first fief, that of Baran, ’Briggs
Istyles I;li:l “of t}!éhToorky #ribe of Chelgany™-a nice blunder, but Dow
eaves this part of the sentence out. See last . of note 3 -
the meaning of Chihil-gani in next Section, - (AT inote s page 643, mq
.} In some copies of the text, *with the forces composing the Za/5” or
céntre, the signification of which has been given in note %, page 634. )

-3 But not ““on the way " thither as in Tabakat-i-Akbari and Firishtah.

¥ Our author says *‘ martyred,” here equivalent fo his being put to death
‘mjustly. Raugat-ug-Safi says, Ya-kit commanded her troops, a very unlikely
thing, when the Turk Maliks and Amirs hated him so greatly, He way kave
commanded Raziyyal's own personal followers, Raugat-us-$afd, indeed, says
so.. For the detail of these events see the account of Malik Altiiniah in the

. mext. Section.

'l:"“';‘labaki_.t-i-Akbari and Budi'ini have Tarhiniiah-—r.\:oj-—-in all cases
add Firishtah. [“revised text], wherever this place is mentioned, unde;
whatever reign it may be, has Pathindah—risy Pathadahmrags and
Bithindahmricgy ¢ I SRR
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Among the events which happened in the beginfn-ing'f of

Sultain Raziyyat’s reign, the greatest was that the Ki-
rimitah and Muldhidah heretics of ‘Hindiistan, incited by.
a person, a sort of learned man, named Nar-ud-Din, a
Turk?, whom they used to style Nir, the Turk, collected
together at Dihli, from different parts of the territory of
Hind, such as Gujarit, and the country of Sind, and the -
parts round about the capital, Dihli, and the banks of the
rivers Jin and Gang. In seeret they pledged themselves
to be faithful to each other, and, at the instigation of Niir, .
the Turk, they conspired against Islam, "This Nir, the
Turk, used to harangue, and the mob would collect around
him. He used to call the 'Ulama of the orthodox people®

- Nasitr [setters-up], and to style them Murji¥ [procrasti-

nators], and used to incite the common people to animosity
against the orders of 'Ulami of the sects of Abti-Hanifah
and Shaf’i until a day was fixed upon. The whole of the
fraternities of the Mulahidah and Kiramitah entered the

- Fami® Masyid of the city of Dihli, on Friday, the 6th of the

month of Rajab, in the year 634 H., to the number of about

. one thousand persons, armed with swords and shields,

Having divided into two bodies, one body, from the side of
the Hisar-i-Nau [the new Citadel], entered the gateway of
the Fami' Masjid on the northern side, and the second
body, passing through the Bazar-i-Bazazan [the Bazir of
the Cloth-Merchants], entered the gateway of the Mu'izzi
College under the supposition that it was the Fami' Masjid,
and, on both sides, fell upon the Musalmins with {their]}
swords, . A great number of people, some by the swords of
those heretics, and some [trodden] under people’s feet,
attained martyrdom, _
On an outcry having arisen from the city on account of

% He was not called ‘¢ Nvr Turk,” but he was Turk, and his nanze was
Niir-ud-Din, : ]

® That is the Swza%s, in contradistinction to the §%2’zs and other schismafics,
Neither Tabakat-i-Akbari, Buda'ini, nor Firishtah, refer to this ** outbrea y
but other writers do. - The fact of Firightah’s being 2 Shi'a may account for-
his eschewing the matter. ) : . ;

.7 The name of one of the heretical sects among -the Mubammadans, whe-
procrastinate, and consider good works unnecessary, and faith sufficient, and
that ail Musalmans will be saved, as hell is only reserved for infidels.. See
Sale : KUR’AN, Preliminary Discourse, for an account of these different sects..
of schismatics, pages 122, 130, and 131, .
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‘ 5'this=0utbfeak, the warriors of the city, such as Nagir-ud-
- Din, Ai-yitim, the Balarami, and Amir, Imim-i-N dsirf, the

Poet,.and other armed men, from different directions, rode
fully equipped [as ‘they were] with cuirass, and other
defensive armour, steel cap, spear, and shield, into the
Famé. Masjid, by the minsrah entrance®, and plied their
swords upon the Mulahidah and Kirdmitah heretics; and
the Musalmins, who were on the roof of the Fami' Massid,
poured down stones and bricks upon them, and sent the

.whole of the Mulahidahs and Kiramitahs to hell, and’

quelled that outbreak. Thanks be to God for the blessing

of safety and the honour of religion !

+When they imprisoned Sultan Raziyyat within the

stronghold of Tabarhindah, Malik Ikhtiyar-ud-Din, Al-

tiniah, entered into a matrimonial contract with her, and.

espoused her®, and marched an army towards Dihli, in

order to take possession of the kingdom a second time,

Malik ’Izz-ud-Din, Muhammad, Salari, and Malik Kara-

Kush rebelled-and quitted the capital, Dihli, and went and

joined them. _ ‘ ;

“Sultan Mu'izz-ud-Din, Bahraim Shah [Raziyyat's bro.
ther'], was [at this time] seated on the throne ; and Ikhti-

/8 Compare ELLIOT, vol. il page 336. ‘

? The-Tazkarat-ul-Mulﬁk and some other works state that Malik Ikhtiyar-
ud-Din, Altiiniah; contracted marriage with Sultin Ragiyyat, molews moles,
He then took up her cause, He was no longer a rebel, because he imagined
he would get the upper hand of his brother rebels ; and Raziyyat now managed
te raise'a considerable force consisting of Khokhars [this large tribe appear to
have extended, at that period, 2 considerable distance ens? of the Biah, and the
good horses to be obtzined in the Talwandhis of the Khokhars are often
mentioned], Jats, and others of the tribes about Tabarhindah, and some Amirs
Tikewise, from the adjoining fiefs, went over to her. The Tabakat-i-Akbari,
and Zubdat-ut-Tawarikh, also mention Khokhars, but Firightah, here, as well

as elsewhere, not knowing the difference between ,155:5 and &5 turns the formey
into Ghakars, a.people, in his time, in some repute, and when a chief or two

..of :the tribe were serving the Mughal emperars,

ELPHIKSTONE, states that ** Feziz "—he refers to Ragiyyat—* when force
failed her had recourse to arf, and she so Jor gained .over Altimia by 24
influence of lowe or ambition, that he agreed to marry her,” &c. I wonder
what ! authentic kistory” that is recorded in, or how proved? ‘The reason of
theichange in Malik Alttnigh’s policy is apparent, as shown by a Mubammadan
writer in a following note.  Others had obtained power at Dilhi and he had
been deft out in the cold after being made 2 tool of, and now, therefore, he
-Wwho formerly rebelled against Sultzn Ragiyyat became, out of révenge, her

mpion. - . : : Co
alf-brother apparently,
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yar-ud-Din, Aet-kin, the Amir-i-Hajib; having been agsas:
sinated, Badr-ud-Din, Sunkar, the . Rimi, had become
Amir-i-Hijib. 'In the month of Rabi-ul-Awwal, in the

year 638 H., Sultan Mu'izz-ud-Din, Bahraim Shih, led? an

army out of Dihli for the purpose of resisting Sultin Raziy-

yat and Malik Ikhtiyir-ud-Din, Altiniah, and they were -

routed, and, having reached Kaithal, the troops along with

them all abandoned them® and Sultin Raziyyat and
Malik Altfiniah fell captive into the hands of Hindiis, and

attained martyrdom. .
Their defeat took place on the 24th of the month, Rabyi’.
ul-Awwal; and the martyrdom of Sultin Raziyyat took

place on Tuesday, the 25th of Ré.bf’-u_}-Awwal % in the
year 638 1. Her reign extended over a period of three

years, six months, and six days”®.

% The author of the Iabal_{it‘—i-Akbarf, who seems to kndw-—-wiihbut
naming any authority — better than those persons who were eye-witnesses of
what they relate, and other authors who preceded him, asserts that Sultiin

Mu'izz-ud-Din, Bahtdm Shah, sent an army against Ragiyyat under Malik

"Izz-ud-Din, Balban [in some copies Tigin], who afterwards attained the title of
Ulugh Khan, and Firightah, of course, follows. The amusing part of it is
that our author’s patron was neither styled 'Yzz-ud-Din, at this time, nor at any

other ; and he had not attained sich a high position af that period asto.be’

put in the command of an army, as may be gathered from the account of hiin
in the mext Section. He was, at first, Khdsah-dar to Sulfin Ragiyyat,
and, afterwards, duting her reign, became Amir-i-Shikar. The aboves
mentioned woik also places this defeat and death of Raziyyat in 637 H.—a
year too soon, : ' :

3 The Zubdat-ut-Tawirikh, as well as the Tabakiti-Akbarl, makes two

affairs of this, and says that it was after the first defeat, but gives no date for .

it; that Ragiyyat raised a forée of Khokhars and other tribes, and that the

second defeat took place near Kaithal, on the 4th of Rabi'-ul-Awwal, 638 u.;
after which the Khokhars and others abandoned hej, and she and her husband )

fell into the hands of the Hindiis, who put thesr to death on the 25th of the
same month. See further details of these tiansactions in the account of
Malik Altiinizh in the next Section.

4 In come copies, Saturday, the 29th of Rabi’-ul- AKhir, but the date cannot
be correct. - See also-the account of Malik Altiiniah in the next Section, whe::e-

the 25th of Rabi’-ul-Akhir is'given as the date. o o
® Isn-BagOraH, who is sometimes quoted as an authority on Indian
‘history, says [Lee’s translation] that Ragiyyat's brother, having ““polluted his

reign by killing his drotkers, was, thercfore, Alisd. himself, - Upon this, the

army agreed to place his sister, El Malika Razia, ipon the throne, who reigned
four years, This woman usually rode about among the army, Just_as men do,
She; however, gawe up the government, on account of some circumstances that
presented themselves. After this, Her younger brother, Nasir Oddin, became
possessed of the government, which he held for twenty years”!! So much.
for Ibn-Batital’s authority on Indian history. :
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' V. SULTAN MUIZZ.UD.DUNYA WA UD.DIN, BAHRAM SHAHS,

SON OF THE SULTAN [I-YAL-TIMISH],
* Sultan ' Mu'izz-ud-Din, - Bahram Shah—on whom "be

‘peacel—was a conquering monarch, fearless and full of

courage, and sanguinary ; but he was endowed with some

 laudable -attributes and excellent qualities. He was in

nature unassuming and-frank; and never had about his

person jewelry and finery after the custom of the kings of

this ‘world, nor did he ever evince any desire for girdles,
silken garments, decoration, banners, or display. o
- - When they imprisoned Sultan Raziyyat in the preserved
city of Tabarhindah, the Maliks and Amirs, in accord,

 despatched letters to the capital city of Dihli, and Mu'izz.
' ud-Di-;l,‘ Bahrim Shah, on Monday, the 28th of the month

Ramazan, in the year 637 H., they raised to the throne of .-
sovereignty. When, ot Sunday, the 11th of the month of
Shawwil of that same year, the Maliks and Amirs and the
rest-of the forces returned to the city again, they publicly

‘pledged their allegiance to his sovereignty within the Ddulat

Khanah [Royal residence] on the stipulation of the Deputy-
ship being conferred upon Malik Ikhtiyar-ud-Din, Aet-kin?;

“and, on that day, after [pledging] allegiance, the writer of

these words, by way of benediction, in order to congratulate
him fon his aceession], recited this strophe :—

- *“Well'done, on thy account, the uprearing of the emblems of sovereignty !

- Bravo to thy good fortune, heaped up, the ensigns of dominion !

Mi'izz-id-Dunya wa ud-Din, Mughis-ul-Ehalk bi'l baklk,

(Of dignity like Suliman: wnder thy command are both jinn [genii] and

i mankind. - ‘ .

Though the sovereignty of Hind be the heritage of the Shamsf family,

Praise be to God, a second L-yal-timigh, of its sens art thou,

‘When the whole world saw. thee, that, by right, thou art the kingdom's
heir, ‘ -

They made thy diadem their &ibiak-gdh, for thou art all-powérful and
wise, .

5" The inscription given as that of his first coining is as follows ;—
-Obve;se—_'i;l.:.« 3 oli g fo £ 3 ils f'lf'i"’ wa_..\l'gu"._,ihl.. {..ulg)lq&! K raJ.JJIJé
. Reverse—t (gl oo *u 0l TS

.which -may'be thus transtated :—Obverse—** The name of Sultan Mu'izz.ud-

Din, Bahrdm Shah, conferreth glory on dindr and diram. Year 637.” Re-

" wverse~"* Struck at-the seat of empire, Dihl, in the first year [of the reign].”

+7, He was to act as Deputy or Regent for one year. See the account of this

. Milik'in the next Section. Firightah turns this name into ** Alp-Tigin,” but
. Fiow leaves out the titles altogether, and makes ¥iggs of him. :



