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PREFACE TO THE FOURTH AND FIFTH EDITIONS

The book has been subjected to a carcful revision and the
mistakes and printing errors of the last cedition have been corrected.
The opportunity has been taken to add a [ew significant facts rela
ting to the cultural intercourse between India and the Arab World.

July 1, 1966 A. L. Srivastava

PREFACE TO THE THIRD EDITION

In this edition the book has been thoroughy revised and two
new chapters, viz., Hindu Rule in Alghanistan and Causes of the
Defeat of the Hindus in Barly Medieval Age, based on a study of
original contemporary sources, have been added. Afghanistan was a
part of India and was lost to it in 870 A.D. It has been shown in
the Chapter on the causes of owr defeat that  India offered  the
greatest resistance known to History to the Arvab and  Turkish
invaders from about the middle of the 7th century A.D. to about the
end of the 12th century.  Some of the author’s conclusions might
appear novel and even swrprising.  They are, however, based on a
very close study of contemporary material in Arabic and Persian. It
i hoped that in this new garb  the SULTANATE OF DELHI will
have as wood a reception from the scholars as well as students and
the general reading public as was accorded to it carlier.

Agra College,

Neva, A. L. SRIVASTAVA
i
May 22, 1959,
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PREFACE TO THE SECOND EDITION

The welcome accorded to this book by students and teachers
in our colleges and universities has encouraged the author to bring
out its second edition. The first edition was exhausted within a
year and a half of its publication and the present edition should
have been in the hands of the reader before the end of 1952, but
circumstances beyond the control of the author delayed its publica-
tion for about eight months.

In this edition the book has been carefully revised. Thanks
to Mr. K. M. Munshi’s enquiry, the riddle of Nasir-ud-din Khusrav
Shah’s origin, which baffled all previous writers, has been successfully
solved by the author and is being given in this book for the first
time. A few mistakes of dates and facts have been corrected and
Chronology of the Delhi Sultans, genealogical tables of the ruling
dynastics and some illustrations of the period have been added.

Since the publication of the first edition of this book which for
the first time laid down in unambiguous words that the rulers of the
Sultanate period were foreigners, one or two scholars have tried to
show that that was not so. In the introduction to the second edition
of the second volume of Elliot and Dowson’s History of India as told
by its own Historians, Professor Muhammad Habib has asserted that
the Muslim rule was not foreign rule and the only argument
advanced by him in support of his view is that the Muslim rulers of
the period had no ‘home government’ outside India. He forgets
that nearly all the rulers of the period recognised at least in theory
the foreign Khalifa to be their sovereign, and the Sultanate as a mere
dependency of the Caliphate.  They sent cash and presents of
enormous value to the Khalifa and large sums of money to be spent
in Mccca, Medina and other places sacred to Islam. True, they had
made India their home, but their aim was to convert it into an
Islamic country. The personnel of their government was foreign;
the religion and culture which they wanted to impose on India was
foreign; their system of  government and their way of life were
forcign. They looked to Arabia and Central Asia for inspiration.
They had little sympathy with the religion, culture, tradition and
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way of life of the people of this country which they held in military
occupation. They were unwilling to become Indians and genera-
tions’ sojourn in this country failed to Indianise them completely.
Professor P. Hardy is of opinion that the government of the Sultans
discharged socialistic functions because it in*erfered with the religion
of the Hindus.  This interference might Liave amounted to socialistic
work in the eyes of Muslims, but to the Hindus who formed a vast
majority of the population, it was wnothing less than cultural  and
national destruction. The author regrets his inability to accept the
views of the above scholars.

The present cdition has been scen through the press by the
author’s son Daya Bhanu, without whose genuine help it would have
been delayed for months.

Agra College,
Agra. A, L. Srivastava
Sept. 20, 1953.



PREFACE TO THE FIRST EDITION

This book is primarily intended for the under-graduates in
our universitics,  The author has kept in view the requirements of
the students preparing for the B.A. Examination, but it is hoped
that it will prove equally useful to higher students, to those intending
to appear at Competitive Examinations and to the teachers in our
colleges.

It is a text-book and not a research production; but not a text-
book of the usual variety found in the market, for it is based on a
close study of the original contemporary sources in Persian and other
languages with which the author is intimately acquainted. This
work discusses for the first time the how and the why of the impor-
tant problems of the period, such as, (1) the quick and easy over-
running of our country by the foreign Arab and Turkish invaders;
(2) their failure to exterminate us as a people and a culture-unit, as
they had successfully blotted out the other peoples of Asia and
Africa that they had invaded; (3) the impact of Islam on us; (4)
our inability to absorb the new-comers, though we had successfully
assimilated the Greeks, the Sakas and the Huns; and (5) the adjust-
ment of our relations with the Indian Muslims, a problem which
baflles our leaders and statesmen cven today. Unfortunately, all
previous works on the subject are so designed as to give the history
of the progress of Islam in India. In the present book an attempt
has been made to write the history of the country. Not only the
{ext-hooks but cven specialised monographs have called our Arab
and Turko-Alghan rulers by the misleading term “Muslim’,  This
has been responsible for two wrong notions—(i) Indian converts to
Islam and their descendants have wrongly imagined that they were
the ruling class in Medieval India, and, unhappily, this absolutely
wrong notion prevails in certain quarters even today; and (i) most
of our people have, for generations, held the ancestors of  Indian
Muslims responsible for the wrongs, particularly religious persecution,
perpetrated chiclly by our foreign Arab, Turk and Alghan  rulers.
All such crrors have been avoided in this volume.  Besides, an
attempt has been made to emphasise and give everything relevant
and important regarding our administrative, social, cultural ~and
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economic achievements, though not at the cost of the political history
of the period. The book is illustrated with twelve specially drawn
and accurate maps which are a definite improvement upon all exist-
ing ones.

The author is well aware of the imperfections of this volume,
as the entire work was dictated to a stenographer. The plan of the
book being what it is, repetitions could not be avoided.  In fact, the
concluding chapters, discussing in a connected manner the evolution
of our medieval administrative, social and cultural institutions, could
not but be summaries of the measures undertaken during the various
reigns. In order to help the students to picture in their minds the
evolution of institutions or the culmination of a carcer, it has been
thought desirable 1o provide malter, as far as possible, in one place.
The book is written in the simplest possible language so as to make
it intelligible to our under-graduate students.

My thanks arc due to my [ricnd Dr. Birjadish Prasad, D. Phil,,
for going through the MS before it was sent to the press. My sons,
Dharma Bhanu, M.A., and Daya Bhanu, have laboriously read the
proofs and Dharma Bhanu has prepared the maps with care  and
devotion. I am thankful to my publishers and to Pt. Dharma
Chand Bhargava of the Amrit Llectric Press for the interest they
have taken in the printing and publication of the hook.

Agra College,
Agra. A. L. Srrvasrava
September 1, 1950.
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1

OUR COUNTRY ON THE EVE OF THE ARAB INVASION

Political condition

For centuries after the death of the great Ashoka in 232 B.C.
our country did not enjoy complete political unity. The entire land
from the Himalayas to Cape Comorin never afterwards came under
one central government of any Hindu prince or political leader.
During the first half of the seventh century A.D., when the Arabian
Prophet, Muhammad, was preaching his new militant religion and
his successors were rapidly subjugating the neighbouring countries,
Harsha was laying the foundation of a great empire in north-western
India. But this empire did not embrace the whole of north India
even, to say nothing of the territory south of the Vindhya mountains
which baffled Harsha’s attempt at conquest and annexation. And
when that great monarch closed his eyes in 647 A.D., his empire
hroke to pieces, followed by a scramble among petty princes for sup-
remacy in the land. Political confusion prevailed in this region
(Madhyadesha) for more than 50 years. The situation was not fully
stabilized till the rise of Yasovarman in the first half of the eighth cen-
tury A.D. The remaining parts of the country, too, were parcelled
out, as before, among independent monarchs of varying degrees of
power and prestige, whose main pursuit was military glory and
aggressive warfare.

There was no central government for the whole of the country
that could think and act for the entire sub-continent. All the states
enjoyed complete independence and sovereignty. There was no such
question as the defence of the frontiers of India by the united might
of the Indian people, as the north-western and north-eastern frontiers
were the frontiers of petty independent kingdoms.

Geographically and politically, there were four groups of States
in the country, namely, (1) the Himalayan group, (2) the Indo-Gange-
tic plain, (3) the Dakhin States, and (4) the Southern Peninsular
States. There was nothing to prevent a State from expanding be-
yond its own zone into a neighbouring one. In fact, such expansion
by military conquest was common enough during the period under
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review, for the ancient Kshatriya ideal of Digvijaya, that is the con-
quest of the entire sub-continent, still swayed the ambition of our
rulers. But this ideal was never hereafter fully realized.

The Himalayan States

AFGHANISTAN : In spite of the ups and downs of fortune the
region now known as Afghanistan remained a part of our country
since the time of Chandragupta Maurya, who had conquered it from
Seleukos Nikator in or about 305 B.C. The famous Chinese traveller
Hiuen Tsiang found a Kshatriya prince ruling over the Kabul valley.
This dynasty reigned till about the end of the ninth century A.D.
About that time the Kshatriya ruling family was supplanted by a
Brahman dynasty founded by Lalliya. Muslim historians called this
Hindu Kingdom of Afghanistan by the name of the kingdom of Kabul
and Zabul. It was also called the Hindushahi kingdom. We have no
means of ascertaining the name of the ruler or the extent of this king-
dom in the early years of the eighth century when Sindh was invaded
by the Arabs. Certain it is that the inhabitants of that region were
Hindus or Buddhists or both and, culturally, politically and economi-
cally, part and parcel of the Indian people.

Kasuamir : Kashmir had originally formed part of the empires
of Ashoka, Kanishka and Mihirgula. It was, however, an indepen-
deut kingdom at the time of Harsha. In fact, in the seventh century
A.D., it rose to be a first rate power under a local dynasty, called
Karkota, founded by Durlabhavardhan. His grandson, Chandra-
pida, was a contemporary of Raja Dahir of Sindh who fell victim to
the Arab aggression in 712 A.D. Chandrapida was succeeded by his
younger brother, Muktipida Lalitaditya (725-755 A.D.), who was an
ambitious and powerful ruler and defeated Yasovarman of Kanauj.
He built the great Sun Temple at Martand (modern Matan), which,
though half-burnt and destroyed by the fanatical Sikandar, the Idol
Breaker, still stands in its ruined condition like a giant structure and
proclaims to the world the piety and love of art of its builder.

NEePAL : By reason of its secluded situation, the mountainous
kingdom of Nepal has not played an important part in the history
of our country. But it was, without doubt, an integral part of ancient
India. According to tradition, this isolated valley was included in
the empire of Ashoka. The later Lichhavis also seem to have held
it. It was certainly a part of the wide dominion of the Indian
Napoleon, Samudragupta, who was acknowledged as over-lord by the
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ruler of Nepal. After the break-up of the Gupta empire in the fifth
century A.D., Nepal seems to have become independent. In the
seventh century, when Tibet rose to be a powerful kingdom, Nepal
came under its vassalage; but its cultural relations with India re-
mained unaffected. Nepal accepted Buddhist religion and exchanged
scholars and missionaries with our country.

AssaM : Assam, on the north-eastern extremity, was another
mountainous region that constituted a kingdom and came into fre-
quent clash with Bengal. Harsha’s contemporary on the throne of
Assam (Kamarupa) was” Bhaskaravarman. He was an ambitious
prince. He seems to have accepted the poistion of a vassal to the
great Harsha, who made use of him in his conflict with the king of
West Bengal. After Harsha’s death Assam became an independent
kingdom. But, on account of its remoteness, it played little part in
the history of our country during the period.

The Indo-Gangetic Plain

Kanauy : After reigning for more than forty years over the
Madhyadesha or Central Hindustan, the great Harsha died in 647
A.D., leaving his extensive empire, which embraced the Fast Punjab in
the north-west and Kamarupa in the east, the Himalayas in the north
and the Narbada in the south, to his weak successors who struggled
to maintain it intact, but failed to do so for any length of time. Their
efforts were frustrated, as Kanauj, having for long been the imperial
city, was a cynosure of all eyes and every powerful and ambitious
north-Indian prince made it the object of his highest ambition to
conquer and rule over it. Adityasena of Malwa and Magadh emer-
ged triumphant in this contest in about 672 A.D., when he performed
the ‘horse sacrifice’ (4shwamedha). But Jhis ascendancy was short-
lived. Early in the eighth century we find Yasovarman, who traced
his descent from the moon, on the throne of Kanauj. He was an enter-
prising and successful ruler. He restored Kanauj to its former posi-
tion of glory. The kingdom of Kanauj under him once again exten-
ded from Bangal in the east to Thaneshwar and the East Punjab in the
north-west, and from the Himalayas in the north to the Narbada in
the south. Yasovarman maintained diplomatic relations with some
of the Asian countries, notably China. He was a contemporary of
King Dahir of Sindh. He died fighting against Lalitaditya of
Kashmir.

SinpH : Sindh, situated to the south-west of the Hindushahi
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kingdom of Kabul and the West Panjab, had long been an indepen-
dent kingdom. It was ruled by a Sudra dynasty which held sway for
about 140 years. When Hiuen Tsiang visited India he found a Sudra
ruler in Sindh. The province was over-run by Prabhakarvardhan
and was reduced to vassalage by his son, Harsha. It became indepen-
dent after Harsha’s death. After the death of the last Sudra king,
Sahsi, his throne was seized by his Brahman minister, Chach, who
laid the foundation of a new dynasty. Chach was succeeded by his
brother, Chandra, on whose death the former’s son, Dahir, hecame
king. The new ruling family had hardly held the province [or a few
decades when it had to face the Arab invasion under Muhammad
bin Qasim. There was no sympathy between the ruler and his
subjects who were mostly Buddhists and were much oppressed by the
Brahman rule.
Bencar : During the ealy centuries of the Christian era Bengal
was divided into two parts, each independent of the other. The
- western and north-western parts were known as Gaud and, so also,
their people, while the eastern and central parts were called Vanga.
Both these provinces were parts of the empires of the Mauryas and
the Guptas. But, after the fall of the imperial Guptas, Bengal seems
to have become independent.  Sasanka was Harsha’s contemporary
on the throne of Gaud. He seems to have only vaguely recognised
the supremacy of Kanauj. After the death of Sasanka, Gaud was
occupied by Bhaskaravarman, king of Assam, who was an ally of
Harsha. During the early years of the cighth century A.D., Bengal
was over-run by Yasovarman, king of Kanauj, and, for a number of
years, there was much confusion in the province. Peace and pros-
perity returned, however, with the accession to the throne of the two
Bengals, that is, Gaud and Vanga, of Gopala, the-founder of the Pala
dynasty, sometime in the first half of the cighth century A.D.
Marwa : Malwa, with its capital at Ujjain, was another impor-
tant kingdom during the eighth century. It was ruled by a Pratihara
Rajput dynasty. The Pratiharas were a clan of the Gurjaras who
established themselves in Marwar (Jodhpur), Avanti (Ujjain) and
Broach. The Pratiharas of Ujjain came into conflict with the Arab
invaders of Sindh who had attempted to extend their conquest into
the heart of the country. The Arab leader, Junaid, swept over the
western part of the Pratihara dominion about 725-35 A.D. But
Nagabhatta I (725-740 A.D.) soon succeeded in turning the tables
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against the Arabs and recovering his lost territory. Under his suc-
cessors Ujjain rose to be a mighty power in northern India.
The Dakhin

THE VakaTtakas :  In the fourth century there were two power-
ful kingdoms in southern India, one in the Upper Dakhin and the
other further south with its capital at Kanchi or modern Conjeeveram.
The former was ruled by the Vakataka dynasty and the latter by the
Pallava dynasty. Chandragupta Vikramaditya of the Gupta dynasty
established matrimonial relations with the Vakatakas, giving his
daughter, Prabhavati, in marriage to the Vakataka king, Rudrasena
II. The descendants of Rudrasena continued to rule in the Dakhin
for several generations.

Tuae Parravas : The Pallava kingdom of Kanchi lay to the
south of the Vakataka dominions. Its ruler, Vishnugopa, was cap-
tured and then released by Samudragupta about the middle of the
fourth century A.D. The dynasty produced a series of able rulers, one
of whom, named, Simhavishnu, was said to have annexed the Chola
country and defeated all his southern neighbours, including the king
of Ceylon, in the sccond half of the sixth century A'D. A little later
great rivalry ensued between the Pallavas and the Chalukyas of
Vatapi. Eventually, Vikramaditya II of Vatapi over-ran the Pallava
dominion and occupied Kanchi in the first half of the seighth century,
when the Arabs were consolidating their hold in Sindh. The deca-
dent Pallava kingdom, however, lingered on till its final extinction
towards the end of the ninth century A.D.

The Far South

From very ancient times there were three kingdoms in the Far
South, namely, the Pandya, the Chola and the Chera or Kerala.
The Pandya kingdom comprised the territory representing the mod-
ern Madura and Tennavelly districts and parts of Trichinopoly and
the Travancore State. The Chola kingdom included most of the
present Mysore state, the district of Madras and several other districts
lying east of that town. The Chera or Kerala principality embraced
most of the States of Cochin and Travancore and the Malabar dis-
tricts. These kingdoms were overpowered by the Pallavas, who
established their political supremacy over almost the entire Southern
Peninsula.

Administrative system
Kingsurp @ The only form of government known to our
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ancestors of the seventh and the eighth centuries A.D. was monarchy.
Ancient republics of the early Buddhist times had completely
disappeared. Kingship was generally hereditary. Usually the king
nominated his successor, who was in most cases his eldest son.
Election was however, not altogether unknown. Gopala, the founder
of the famous Pala dynasty of Bengal, was elected by the notable
political elements of that province in the first half of the eighth cen-
tury A.D., and the Pallava King, Nandi Varman Pallavamalla of
Kanchi in southern India, was similarly elected at about the same
time. At a time of crisis the choice of a monarch was entrusted
to a select body of nobles or Brahmans or both. Many such cases
of slection by notables are on record, the most important among
them being that of the great Harshavardhan of Thancshwar and
Kanauj who was chosen by a council of nobles to fill the vacant
throne of his late brother, Rajyavardhan. Icmales were not debarred
from succession to the royal throne, and there had been women rulers,
specially in Kashmir, Orissa and somc parts of southern India.

Powers OF THE KING : The monarchs of this period were abso-
lute or despotic rulers. It was widely believed that the king was
God’s representative on earth and was, thercfore, superior in power
and intelligence to other people. There were, however, some critics of
the divine right theory. The king’s powers were restricted only by
well-established laws and traditions and by the fear of a rebellion on
the part of the people. He was the chicf executive, commander of
the army and the fountain-head of justice. In spite of the combina-
tion of these wide powers and functions, he was not a tyrant, as he
was governed by the traditional rgj-dharma which was to be the
father of the people, and to always act for their welfare, physical,
moral and material.

MINISTERS AND THEIR FUNCTIONS : Every king had his ministers
who were his nominees and servants. Their number was not fixed,
and, in fact, could not be constant in all cases. Manu prescribes
seven to eight ministers, a number which might have been generally
followed. There were two types of ministers, namely, confidential
advisers (Mantrins), and ministers properly so-called (Sachivas). To
the latter category belonged (2) ministers of war and peace (Sandhi-
vigrahikas), (b) ministers in charge of records (Akshapataladhikrita),
(¢) ministers in charge of military duties (Mahabaladhikrita and
Mahadandanayaka), (d) finance ministers (4dmatya), and (¢) foreign



EVE OF ARAB INVASION 7

ministers (Sumant). Besides, there was a raj-guru or raj-purohit whose
rank was equal to a minister’s and who held the portfolio of religion.
There was no bar to militarymen holding a civil portfolio. Certain
ministerships had become hereditary. All strings of policy being
concentrated in the king’s hands, the importance of a minister depen-
ded wupon his ability, strength of character and loyalty and the
degree of his sovereign’s confidence in him. In matters which did
not involve change of policy and in day-to-day administration,
ministers must have enjoyed full powers over their respective depart-
ments.

Locar GoverRNMENT : For administrative purposes every king-
dom was divided into provinces which bore different designations in
different parts, such as, Bhukti in the north and Mandala in the south.
They were sometimes known as Desa or Rashira. The province was
in the charge of a governor called Uparika. Every province was
divided into Vishayas (districts) with a Vishayapati (district officer)
at its head. Both Uparikas (governors) and Vishayapatis (district
officers) were appointed by the king and were members of either royal
or noble families. The district officers were assisted in the work of
administration by the guild president, chief scribe (Kapasiha), and
some of the notable men of the district. In certain parts, notably
south India, districts were further sub-divided into unions of villages
with a headman and an assembly for the administration of the union.
The village was everywhere the lowest union of administration. In
every village there was a headman and a Panchayat consisting of
village elders or notables. There were committees for looking after
watch and ward, tanks, temples, education, etc. Besides the head-
man there was a village officer styled Adhikarin or Adhikari, whose
main business was to supervise the work of the Panchapat. In towns
and cities the management was in the hands of an officer called
Nggarpati. In some towns there was a popular assembly to assist the
Nagarpati in the administration.

Finance : Great attention was paid to finance, for it was rea-
lised as early as the days of the eminent political thinker and states-
man, Kautilya, that this was one of the two most important depart-
ments of government, the other being the army. There were three
main sources of income, namely, (a) land revenue from the crown land,
that is, those areas of the country which were directly administered
by the government, (b) tributes from the vassal chiefs, and (¢) taxes
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other than land revenue, such as excise, irrigation, duties on goods
charged at ferries, roads and frontiers of the kingdom, income from
mines, etc. The State’s share of the produce of the soil was usually
one-sixth and was called bhag. We do not know the rates of other
taxcs. Perhaps there was no income-tax. There were one or two
emergency taxes. The items of expenditure were civil administration,
army and the king’s household. There might have been some kind
of budget-making, though it might not be scientific like what we have
nowadays. The economic system must have Dbeen very sound
indeed, for the country was extremely prosperous. Pcople were well
off and free from want.

Buddism was declining. Most of the kings of this period were
the followers of the Hipdu religion. These kings, however, were very
tolerant towards all faiths. In fact, they patronised Hinduism, Bud-
dhism and Jainism at one and the same time. There was no religious
antipathy among the people and no religious persccution.  The com-
mon people as well as the upper classes seem to have been inspired
by high spiritual ideals.

Society and culture

We get a clear picture of the social and cultural condition of
the people from many inscriptions and writings of foreign travellers,
Chinese and Arab. Caste system was gradually becoming rigid.
Nevertheless, foreigners could become Hindus and get absorbed in
our socicty and be given a place in the caste hicrarchy. Attempts
werce made to keep castes to their spheres of duty, but without success.
During this period some of the Brahmans took to the prolession of
arms, while some of the Kshatriyas lived as merchants.  Vaisyas and
Sudras were powerful rulers. Though people marricd generally in
their own castes, inter-marriages between different castes were not
unknown. :

In Central Hindustan a majority of the people were vegetarians,
They did not kill any living being and did not drink liquor. Nor did
they cat onions or garlic. The people of this region did not consider
those belonging to north-western India as quite pure. There was
untouchability and chandalas were required to make their presence
known by striking a picce of wood while entering the market-place or
the quarters inhabited by upper class people. There was very little of
seclusion of women. Women of the upper classes took a prominent
share in administration and in social life. Girls belonging to upper
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classes were given liberal education. The practice of swayamvara or
public choice of a hushand was not unknown. Upper class people
practised polygamy. Women, however, were not allowed to marry
a second time. The practice of sati, that is, burning of widows on the
funeral pyre of their husbands, was becoming fashionable among the
ruling families.

The country, particularly the Madhyadesha, was thickly popu-
lated. The people were prosperous and happy. Their material
condition was very good. Wealth was, however, confined to a small
group of people who were very rich indeed. It was considered obli-
gatory on, and, in fact, a pious duty of, the rich people to establish
charitable insitutions and to alleviate the poverty and sufferings of
the poor. The rich built roads, dharmashalas and other buildings of
public utility. They laid out gardens and constructed tanks and sunk
wells for public use. There were houses of charity which provided
free board and lodging to travellers. There were charitable dispen-
saries. The people, on the whole, were noted for their righteousness
and benevolence.

All oVer the country there were schools and colleges, and the
people, in general, were well educated. The universities of Nalanda
in Bihar and Valabhi in western India were the most famous educa-
tional institutions in the country. There were other universities,
too, particularly at Kashi (Banaras), Uddandapura and Vikramasila
in Bihar, and some other holy places in northern and southern India.
There was a big Sanskrit college at Dhar in Malwa and another at
Ajmer. There were colleges of astronomy and other sciences also.
Besides the Vedas and other religious literature and Puranas and
Dharmashastra, other subjects, such as science, astronomy and
medicine, were taught in most of these colleges and universities.

It would appear [rom the above narrative that economically,
culturally and spiritually, the condition of the people on the eve of
the Arab invasion was, indeed, good. The administration of the
various Statcs was, on the whole, eflicient and it consulted the welfare
of the people. The main drawback, however, was the lack of political
unity and a sense of patriotism.
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THE ARAB CONQUEST OF SINDH AND MULTAN
[711—713 A.D.]

Sindh on the eve of Arab conquest

The eighth century Hindu kingdom of Sindh was larger in area
than the modern province of that name and extended to Kashmir in
the north, Kanauj in the east and the sea in the south. In the north-
west it included a large portion of modern Baluchistan and the
Makran coast. Its capital was at Alor (modern Rohri), and the
Kingdom was divided into four provinces, each of which was in
charge of a semi-independent governor. The King’s direct jurisdic-
tion extended over the central part of his kingdom, while the gover-
nors were the real masters of the provinces and were described as
tributary rulers. The king was Sudra by caste and Buddhist by reli-
gion.! At the beginning of the seventh century A.D., the rcigning
sovereign Sahiras fell in a battle with Nimruz of Persia who had inva-
ded Sindh and entered Kirman. He was succeeded by his son, Sahasi
Rai II, who was overthrown by his Brahman minister Chach who put
his royal master to death and scized the throne. The usurper married
the widowed queen of his predecessor and suppressed the rebellious
governors who had refused to acknowledge his authority. He also
conquered a part of Makran in modern Baluchistan and imposed his
authority on Kandabil in that country. Chach was succeeded by his
brother Chandar. But the latter died soon after, and there was a
dispute for the throne between his son Duraj and the eldest son of
Chach, named Dahir. Eventually Duraj was defeated and ousted,
and Chach’s two sons Dahir and Daharsiah (both of whom were
born of the widowed queen of Sahasi Rai II) divided the kingdom.
On Dabharsiah’s death Dahir became the sole ruler of Sindh. On
the eve of the Arab conquest the country was very much weakened
on account of political changes and internal strife. Its heterogencous
population was sparse and lacked social solidarity owing to the
oppression of the lower orders, of the society by the ruling hierarchy.
Its resources too were small. Above all, King Dahir was unpopular,

1 Yuan Chwang, Vol. II, p. 252; Elliot and Dowson, Vol. I, pp. 410-11,
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as he was a usurper’s son. It was this ruler who had to face a large-
scale invasion of his country by the greatest and most mighty empire
of the age.

The causes

Since time immemorial there had been commercial intercourse
between India and Arabia. Long before the Arabs embraced
Islam in the seventh century A.D., they used to visit our western
coastal regions for trade and commerce and received a cordial wel-
come here. Our rulers and peoples, anxious to foster material pros-
perity, accorded generous treatment to these foreigners. There was
hardly any change in our attitude towards them even after the Arabs
had become Muslims. But certainly the Arab attitude towards our
people and country underwent a great change owing to their religious
and political cohesion and to the enthusiasm brought about in their
native land by the teachings of Muhammad. Though commercial
profit continued to be the avocation of a section of them, as before,
the Arabian people, as a whole, had now begun cherishing the
ambition of conquest and propagation of Islam. Their first expedition
which aimed at the conquest of Thana near Bombay was undertaken
as early as 636 A.D. (15 A.H.) during the Caliphate of Umar, but it
was repulsed. 2 This was followed by successive expeditions to Broach,?
to the Gulf of Debal in Sindh and to Baluchistan (Makran), then a
part of the Kingdom of Sindh.# In spite of difficulties and defeats
the Arabs continued raiding the frontier of Sindh both by land and
sea. They concentrated their attacks on Kikan (Kikanan), a hilly
region round the Bolan pass which was peopled by hardy Jats who led
pastoral lives and who bravely defended their country from the Arab
invaders. In 659 A.D. (39 AH.) al-Haris gained some initial
success, but was defeated and killed in 662 A.D.5 Another fruitless
expedition was that of ‘al-Muhallab in 664 AD.® He was followed
by Abdullah who was defeated and slain. Sinan bin Salamah seems
to have been fortunate in gaining a short-lived triumph in Makran,
but Rashid bin Amir lost his life in an expedition in that very region.”
The same fate overtook another Arab adventurer named al-Mudhir.
Notwithstanding these successive failures the Arabs persevered on
and captured Makran, that is, modern Baluchistan, most of which

2 Biladuri, K. F. B., Part 11, p. 209. 8 Ibid.
4 Tbid, p. 210. 5 Ibid.
6 Ibid. 7 Ibid, pp. 211-12.
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then formed a part of Sindh “after a fierce and successful campaign”
under Ibn al-Harri al-Bahitti in the first decade of the eighth century
A.D. The way to the conquest of Sindh proper now lay open and the
ambitious al-Hajjaj, the Arab governor of Irag, secured the
Caliph’s support to his forward policy. He despatched one alfter
another two well-planned expeditions against Dahir; but both these
expeditions were beaten and their commanders Ubaidullah and
Budail were slain on the fields of battle.® Stung by these successive
reverses and humiliation, Hajjaj selected his own cousin and son-in-
law Imad-ud-din Muhammad bin Qasim, an ambitious and daring
youth of seventeen, and despatched him to Sindh at the head of a
powerful force. Starting from Shiraz, he reached Makran which
now belonged to the Arabs, and passing via Panj-gur, Armbil and
Qaubati, he arrived at Debal near Karachi. This attempt proved
a success, and Sindh and Multan were conquered in 712-13 A.D.
Sindh thus lost its independence after more then seventy-five years’
brave resistance against the mightiest empire of the medieval age.

Some modern scholars, notably, Woolseley Haig, seem to hold
that the main cause of the conflict between the Arabs and Sindh was
the provocation given by the latter owing to its ruler’s failure to make
a reparation for certain Arab ships plundered by some pirates off
the coast of Sindh.  The details given above [rom contemporary
sources, however, reveal the fact that ever since their rise to power
the Arabs had cast their cyes on our rich ports and had before their
final success in 712 A.D. made many unsuccessful altempts to capture
Sindh and the kingdoms of Kabul and Zabul by force of arms. Their
design on India and their successful conquest of Sindh was only a
part of their general aggressive scheme which brought under their
sway, within a hundred years of the death of their Porphet, Syria,
Mesopotamia, Armenia, Iran, Baluchistan, Trans-Oxiana, the whole
of the northern coast of Africa, Upper and Lower Egypt, Spain and
Portugal and the southern part of Irance, besides their own native
Arabia. Thus the political and territorial ambition of the Arabs,
and not the brigandage of the Sindh pirates, constituted an important
cause of their invasion of Sindh. Coupled with this was the over-
powering economic incentive, the desire to acquire wealth by casy
and quick means, that is, fighting and plundering, and thereby to
improve their material condition. But the principal driving force

8 Ibid. p. 216.
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was the religious zeal which made them feel and act as if God was
using them as agents for the propagation of Islam and the uprooting
of infidel faiths from the face of the earth. Almost all the modern
writers have either ignored or minimised the religious cause, forgetting
the stark naked truth that the Arabs not only imposed their own
religion and culture on the conquered people everywhere, but even
almost completely wiped out the indigenous faiths and ways of life
from most of the countries that they subjugated. Verily, the Arab
ambition of imposing Islam on Sindh was one of the most powerful
causes of this invasion.

The occasion or rather the pretext for the final conflict was the
charge that some Sindhi pirates had plundered a few Arab vessels off
the coast of Debal near Thana. The story is variously related by
different writers and seems to be apocryphal. One version is that
the ruler of Ceylon had despatched to Hajjaj, governor of Iraq, a
part of the Arabian empire, orphan daughters of some Arab merchants
who had died in his country and when the ships carrying them and
their belongings reached the coast of Sindh they were plundered by
Sindhi pirates. Another writer says that the king of Ceylon, who had
embraced Islam (which is historically incorrect), was sending tribute
and valuable presents to the Khalifa himself and that these were
plundered. A third source has recorded that the Khalifa had sent
agents to India to buy some female slaves and certain other articles
and thesc were plundered and carried off by brigands near Debal.
It is said that Hajjaj was deeply affected by the outrage. He wrote
to king Dahir of Sindh to punish the culprits and make reparations
for the loss. Dabhir replied that the pirates were not his subjects and
that he was powerless to punish them. This infuriated Hajjaj, who
obtained Khalifa Walid’s permission to send an expedition against
Dahir. Accordingly, Ubaidullah was despatched at the head of a
respectable army, but he was defeated by Dahir and slain on the
battle-field. The next expedition under Budail was also beaten and
the commander killed. Muhammad bin Qasim, an ambitious and
daring youth of seventeen, was now chosen to punish the king of
Sindh.

Strength of the invading forces

Muhammad bin Qasim started at the head of an army, fifteen
thousand strong, consisting of 6,000 Syrian horse, ‘the flower of the
armies of the Caliphs’, 6,000 camelry and a baggage train of 3,000
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Bactrian camels who, too, were trained to fight and must be reckoned
as combatants. He was joined near Makran by some more troops
under Muhammad Harun, while his artillery, which consisted of five
catapults, was sent by sea to join him at Debal. Each of these five
catapults or balistas was worked by 500 trained men, making the
total of his artillery men 2,500. Add to this the Arab advance guard
under Abul Aswad Jahan who was sent to join his chief on the
border of Sindh and we have a total of about 25,000 troops which
constituted the Arab army of invasion under Muhammad bin Qasim.
His numbers continued to swell as the result of his initial success and
reached the figure of 50,000. This (50,000)? was the strength of his
army when Muhammad bin Qasim proceeded to Multan after the
subjugation of Sindh. These figures did not include this troops who
fell in various battles during the campaign and those that were left
in garrisons in the towns of Sindh.

On the other hand, Dahir’s resources and the population of
his country could not afford to employ an army of his opponent’s
size. All unimpeachable sources agree that Dahir’s®army was far
inferior in numbers and equipment to that of the Arabs under
Muhammad bin Qasim.

The conquest of Debal

Either the Intelligence department of the Sindh government was
hopeless or King Dahir was an extremely lethargic ruler and did
not realize the imminent danger he was in. At any rate, he
committed the fatal mistake of remaining inactive at his capital,
Aror, over 150 miles away from Debal, and allowed the invader to
capture a considerable portion of southern Sindh. He did not make
any real attempt to check the progress of the invading army, nor did
he send any reinforcement to Debal which had a slender garrison of
4,000 troops as against the mighty invading army numbering over
25,000. Muhammad besieged the town which was protected by a
strong stone-wall and his balistas rained stones on the garrison from
the side of the sea. Our troops fought bravely, but they were
hopelessly out-numbered. During the course of the seige, a Brahman
from the chief temple deserted to the Arabs and informed Muha-
mmad that as long as the red flag, to the base of which a talis-
man was tied, remained flying at the top of the temple, the town

9  Elliot and Dowson, Vol. I, p. 435.
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could never be taken. Muhammad’s balistz was now directed against
the flag-staff which fell after a little initial failure, encouraging the
Arabs beyond measure. This must have disheartened the garrison.
Yet they made a bold sortie, but were repulsed. Conscious of the
vast superiority of their numbers, the Arabs now climbed the walls
by means of ladders and captured Debal. The people of the town
were asked to choose between Islam and death. They preferred the
latter. For three days a fearful carnage continued. All the males
of seventeen years and above were put to death, and their women
and children were carried into slavery. Temples were destroyed
and mosques built in their places. A vast amount of valuable
plunder of various kinds, including human booty, fell into the hands
of the victor, one-fifth of which was duly sent to the Khalifa through
Hajjaj. Thus did the first important town of India fall into the
hands of the Arabs, not due to any cowardice on the part of the
Indian soldiers, but owing to the lethargy of an Indian ruler and the
overwhelming superior force of the enemy.

Contest with Dahir; the fall of Sindh

Having placed Debal under an Arab governor with a gar-
rison of 4,000 troops, Muhammad proceeded towards Nirun, then
an important town about 75 miles north-east of Debal and situated
near Jarak, just south of the modern Hyderabad, and after seven
days’ march reached and captured the place early in 712 A.D.
without any resistance as the Buddhists there, being in treacherous
collusion with the enemy, gave him active assistance. Dahir once
again failed to move and left the inhabitants to their fate. Flushed
with success, the Arabs now marched rapidly to Sehwan, which,
too, fell after a week’s siege, its governor, Bajhra, a cousin of Dabhir,
having left the place owing to the pusillanimity of the principal men
of the town, who, being traders and priests, did not like to fight.
Then came the turn of Sisam on the Kumbh, which was lost by the
Jats after two days’ unequal fighting. From Sisam, Muhammad
returned towards Nirun in order to cross the Mihran, the main
stream of the Indus, and to meet Dahir who was entrenched at
Brahmanabad. He was detained for months on the western bank
of the river owing to want of boats and to the breakout of scurvy
which reduced the number of his horses. After he had received a
reinforcement of 2,000 horses and medicine for the ailing animals
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from Hajjaj, he crossed over to the other /side, along with his whole
force without meeting much resistance.

Dahir, who seems to have pinned his faith on a pitched battle,
was now roused to a sense of the danger he had landed himself in
by his policy of drift, and collected, according to the Arab accounts,
50,000 troops, raised mostly on the spur of the moment, and moved
from Brahmanabad to Rawar to meet the invader. Afier several
days’ skirmishes between the scouts of both the sides, a well contested
engagement took place on 20th June, 712 A.D. Dahir himself,
mounted on an elephant, led the attack, as if to redeem his character,
He rehabilitated his reputation as a soldicr, though not as a general,
by a valiant fight.  But his clephant, being struck by a naphtha
arrow that set fire to the hauda, fled into the river, causing a great
deal of confusion in the ranks of his army. The animal was, how-
ever, induced to return from the mid-stream. Dahir hit the enemy
hard and carried out great slaughter among the Arab, troops. But,
as ill-luck would have it, he himself was struck by an arrow and fell
from the elephant. He recovered himself in an instant and mounted
a horse. Meanwhile the enemy hurled a mortal blow at him and
his army fled in panicl®.

The concludng part of the tragic drama might afford some
consolation to the Indian patriot. The women of Sindh, headed
by Dahir’s widow, Rani Bai, made an attempt to expiate for the
sins of their men-folk. The Rani put up a heroic defence within the
fort of Rawar and her garrison, 15,000 strong, rained stones and
missiles on the besieging Arabs, causing them considerable headache.
When it became impossible 10 hold out any longer, she performed
the traditional jauhar along with her women [ollowers, after the
Rajput fashion, in order not to fall into the hands of the ‘unclean’
foreigners.!* Brahmanabad (north of Hyderabad), too, like Rawar,
redeemed its fair name. Here had gathered the remnants of Dahit’s
troops who fought with a grim determination, losing 8,000 (according
to another account 20,000) of their numbers as killed, though not
without killing an equal number, if not more, of the enemy. Jai
Singh, Dahir’s son, finding further resistance useless, retired to
Chitrur and Muhammad occupied the town with its treasure and
other valuables, includng Rani Ladi, another widow of Dahir, and

10 Chach Nama in Elliot and Dowson, Vol. I, p. 170,
1 Ibid, p. 172,
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his maiden daughters, Surya Devi and Parmal Devi. The invader’s
next objective was Aror (also called Alor), the then capital of Sindh,
held by another son of Dahir who stoutly defended the town and
abandoned it only when further resistance proved to be of no avail.
The subjugation of Sindh was now complete.

The conquest of Multan

Following up his extraordinary success in Sindh, Muhammad
proceeded towards Multan early in 713 A D. On his way from Aror
he met everywhere with tough resistance; but his army, superior
both in numbers and equipment, overcame it and, after having
taken possession of a number of places, appeared before the gates
of Multan. Like Debal and Brahmanabad, this ancient town fell
through the betrayal of a traitorous deserter who revealed to the
invader the strcam from which the people drew their water supply
and enabled him to cut it off from the besieged. Then followed
the usual ghastly scene of slaughter, enslavement and loot. Here
the Arabs got so much wealth that they named Multan as the city
of gold.

Causes of the fall of Sindh
Many causes contributed to the subjugation of Sindh. In the
first place, the province was internally disunited and unable to
resist a mighty invader like the Arabs. Its population was sparse
and heterogeneous. Besides the Hindus, who formed the bulk of the
population, a considerable number consisted of Buddhists, and a
fraction probably of Jains too. The lower orders of the society were
badly treated. The Jats, the Meds and certain other castes were
looked down upon and subjected to humiliation by the ruler, the
court and the official class no less than by the higher caste people.
They were not allowed to ride on saddled horses, to carry arms or to
put on fine clothes. Owing to these circumstances social solidarity,
the best guarantee of political independence, was conspicuously lack-
In the second place, the ruler and his government were un-
pupular and also inefficient in war and probably also in peace. Only
a generation before Muhammad bin Qasim’s invasion the throne
of Sindh had been usurped by the hated Chach. His son, Dabhir,
vy equally disliked. In fact, there was little sympathy between
he people and their king. Dahir’s governors were almost semi-
~lependent princes and did not seem to have co-operated with him
i the time of crisis. Owing to these causes many of Dahir’s subjects,
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particularly the Buddhists and the traders, refused to fight on the
plea that it was none of their business. Quite a considerable
number of them supplied valuable information to the invader and
joined him against their king and country. Mr. S. N. Dhar protests
against what he calls making the Buddhists ‘the knaves of the story™?
but the Buddhist defection is based on recorded cvidence, and  facts
must always have more weight than logic. Some of the IHindus,
too, must share with the Buddhists the ignominy ol treachery to their
country, and the example was shamelessly set by a priest from the
sacred temple of Dcbal. Tt is generally forgotten that, in spite of
social tyranny within their own folds, the Findus, long accustomed
to religious tolerance, had developed a cosmopolitan attitude to-
wards other faiths and peoples. Little did they reflect how Tslam,
which looks upon other religions as false and considers it to be its
primary duty to put down idolatry, would treat them. Ignorant
cosmopolitanism, combined with lack of patriotism, had produced
a frame of mind in the generality of the Ilindus that made little
difference between their own countrymen and foreigners and induced
the disgruntled among them to go over to the side of the enemy of
their country. Defection and treachery were, without doubt, im-
portant causes of the fall of Sindh. Fourthly, Sindh was then, as
now, an economically poor and a deficit provinee. Its meagre
resources could not support a large standing army or finance a long
war with a superior enemy. Fifthly, the Arab invading foree was vastly
superior to that of Dahir both in numbers and equipment, though
not in the qualities of courage, daring and contempt of death,  T'he
garrison of 4,000 Sindhi troops, at Debal, had to fiace 25,000 Arabs,
the flower of the Khalifa’s army, and, with a disparity of one to six
and a traitor supplying the besieger with every useful information,
it was surprising that they could hold out for as many days as they
actually did. Nirun, Sehwan and Sisam combined did not possess
a quarter of the fighting strength of the army of invasion. “There
was something like parity in numbers, though not in equipment and
enthusiasm (as the Arabs, on account of their repeated siceeses,
were flushed with enthusiasm and our people, proportionately, di-
spirited and demoralized for the same reason), when the parties came
face to face at Rawar. And this witnessed so tough  a conflict

12 S, N. Dhar, The Arab Conquest of Sindk (Proceedings of the Indi , W
gress, 1939), pp. 849-57. o Sindk ( gs of the Indian History Con
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that the enemy for a time seemed to have become despaired of
success. The story of the Arab heroism and Muhammad bin
Qasim’s towering genius as well as of the cowardice of the Indian
soldiers, so often related by interested writers, is now an exploded
myth, thanks ‘to the modern scientific research in our medieval his-
tory. It is worthy of note that thc Arabs had been twice beaten
by the Sindhi troops. Their eventual success was due to their
superiority in numbers and equipment and to the want of proper
leadership on the other side. Sixthly, Sindh was isolated from the
rest of the country for a pretty long time. While it was overwhelmed
by superior military force, it could not look to the rest of India for
assistance. Our country was then divided into numerous indepen-
dent states, each concerned with its own affairs, and with no central
government or any other common organisation for the protection of
their own frontiers. Scventhly, while the Arabs were spurred on to
an adventurous and aggressive warfare by a firm, though misguided
conviction that Divine Providence was pleased to use them as agents
for forcing on the infidel people the blessings of Islam, our people
possessed no such inspiring ideology to sustain their spirits in that
fateful hour of their country’s history. A curious irony of
fate prevented them from facing hard facts and from realising that
their religion and culture as well as homes and hearths were in immi-
nent danger. Finally, Dahir’s ignorance, initial lethargy and want
of leadership and his silly mistakes furnished an adequate explanation
of his defeat and the enslavement of Sindh. It was an unpardonable
sin on the part of the governmnents of Sindh and the Punjab in parti-
cular not to have maintained touch with the great revolution in
Arabia that created a mighty empire therc in the seventh century
A.D. and to have failed to make adequate arrangements for the
defence of their frontiers after the Arab conquest of Makran (modern
Baluchistan) which borders on, and is contiguous to, Sindh. Dahir
did not raise his little finger and allowed Debal, Nirun, Sehwan,
Sisam and several other places comprising the lower Sindh, to fall
into the hand of the enemy. By -a curious infatuation or folly he
waited for the invader to arrive near Rawar and made no attempt
to check his progress or to attack him while he lay for months on
the other side of the Mihran almost paralysed by sickness that
grievously affected his horses. He suffered Muhammad to cross
the river without obstructing his passage. He staked his all on the
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issue of the pitched battle. Instead of supervising his men in the
field of battle as a general and leader and sending succour where
necessary, he took a personal part as a soldier and lost touch with
various divisions of his army. He expiated for his sin with his life,
but not in the eyes of posterity, as he paved the way for his country’s
bondage.

THE ARAB ADMINISTRATION IN SINDH

Partial religious toleration conceded

Muhammad bin Qasim’s first task, after the conquest of Dcbal,
was to devise a rough and ready military administration for ensuring
the possession of the town. He appointed a military oflicer as in-
charge and stationed a garrison of 4,000 troops to work under his
orders. This was repeated in every town, the strength of the garri-
son depending upon the population and strategic importance of
the individual places. Confiscations, booty, plunder and extortions,
all done by soldiery, sufficed to finance the war, as also the army of
occupation. In this primitive administration he did not require the
active co-operation of the people of the province. For this reason
and in view of the mission with which the invasion was undertaken,
Muhammad behaved in the hour of his victory and during his pro-
gress towards the capital town of Aror in the manner of a fanatical
Musalman, Thousands of men were killed in cold blood for refusing
to renounce their ancestral faith. Thousands of innocent women
and children were deprived of their property and religion and
reduced to servitude. Temples were everywhere destroyed and
images desecrated and broken to pieces. Even such barbarous atro-
cities failed to satisfy Muhammad’s immediate chief, Hajjaj, who,
being a relentless persecutor, remonstrated against what he  called
slackness in doing the Lord’s work, and directed him to deal with the
infidels with greater severity. There is no doubt that Muhammad
must have loyally carried out his chief’s command. After the defeat
and death of Dahir, however, when the Arabs hbecame the masters of
almost the entire province and Muhammad was faced with an imme
diate necessity of establishing sound and durable administration, he
felt compelled to choose between religious higotry and political
wisdom. It was phystcally impossible for a handful of the Arabs to
take upon themselves all the work relating to the various branches
of administration and to compel the natives to till the soil and to
provide them with food and revenue. In the first place, the Arab
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number was small. Secondly, they were ignorant of Indian adminis-
tration, revenue rules and regulations and principles of Jjurisprudence,
etc. Thirdly, the Hindus were intensely devoted to their religion
and, deeply conscious of the superiority of their faith and culture,
looked down upon the conquerors as nothing more than masterful
barbarians. They preferred death to Islam. Fourthly, the Hindus
were armed to the teeth and in those days there was little difference
in the equipment and quality of a regular soldier and the common
people. An organised attempt at proselytisation would have meant
a perpetual war and defeated the very object of the conquest. On
the other hand, Islam, as interpreted by Muslim jurists and commen-
tators of the Quran, granted toleration only to the Jews and the
Christians, but not to the Hindus. ‘The law of Islam divided the
non-Muslims into two groups. The first group known as the Ahl-i-
Kitab  (People of the Book), who were befieved to be sharers in
Revelation, were the Hebrews and the Christians and were entitled
to toleration on payment of the jizya. The second group was, accord-
ing to them, of those who did not possess the Revealed Book and,
hence they were not entitled to toleration. The Hindus belonged to
the sccond category. They laid down that for the Hindus there was
to be no choice between conversion to Islam and death. Muhammad
bin Qasim was, thercfore, faced with a dilemma and did not know
what to do. Under the circumstances the only practical solution of
the problem was a kind of compromise that could extend to the
Hindus and the Buddhists of Sindh a partial toleration granted to
the Jews and the Christians. Muhammad bin Qasim accepted this
compromise. The Hindus were, therefore, asked to pay the jizya or
Poll Tax and were allowed to retain their religion and worship their
God in an inoffensive manner and without parade. They became
known as the Jimmis (protected people), as the Hebrews and the
Christians were known. 'This was obviously a concession which had
been unknown to the Islamic law  (Shariat) and opened up a new
chapter in the history of Islam. That accounts for Sir William Muir’s
observation that the Arab conquest of Sindh marked a new stage in
Muslim policy. Muhammad bin Qasim’s decision to grant partial
religious tolerance to the Hindus in Sindh was a very important act.
This became a kind of fundamental law forkubsequent Muslim rulers
of the land. It must, however, be understood that the partial tolera-
tion given was not duc to generosity but to peculiar circumstances
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as all the Hindus could not be put to death or forcibly converted.
Moreover, they were not accorded cqual rights of citizenship with
those of them who had embraced Islam. They were required to pay
the jizya which was a religious tax and mcant to show that they were
an inferior people. Various other disabilities were imposed  upon
them. In spite of these, Muhammad succceded in winning the
Hindu co-operation and ‘thus solving his novel problen.

Political divisions and their government

After the above fateful decision, which gave the fundamentals
of Islamic administration to India, Muhammad bin Qasim procecded
to lay down the general principles of administration. He divided
the conquered province into a number of districts (iglas), at the head
of each of which an Arab military officer was appointed.  ‘The new
district officers were required to render military serviee to the gover-
nor and were given a great deal of latitude in local administration.
Sub-divisions of the district must have been allowed to remain intact
with their local Hindu officers. Soldicrs were given land in jagir.
Muslim saints and scholars were similarly given endowments ol land.
Thus a number of Arab military colonics came into existence,  ‘T'he
local administration, specially in the rural arcas, remained coms
pletely in the hands of our people. The old principles and rules and
regulations continued as before. 1f the Arabs made any change they
were confined to the capital and the district towns only.

The revenue system

The conquerors introduced little change in the revenue admi-
nistration of the province. ‘The principles for the assessinent and
collection of revenues remained the same as in the time of Dabir.
Only one or two new taxes were imposed.  ‘The most important
among these was the jizya. The land revenue varied between 2/5
and 1/4 of the produce of the soil. Besicles these two taxes there were o
number of others, and all these were farmed out to the highest bidder,
Justice

The administration of justice was haphazard. There  was
no well-organised hicrarchy of courts, nor was there any uniformity
of law administered in 1these courts. The district officers  took
cognizance of crimes committed within  their  respective jurisdic-
tions. Similarly, the nobles decided cases in their estates, ‘Phere
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was, without doubt, a Qazi at the capital and Qazis in all important
towns. They decided cases according to the Islamic law, even
though one of the parties might be a Hindu. Punishments were very
severe for the Hindus. For example, thelt committed by them was
punished by burning them to death, in some cases including even the
members of the culprit’s family. As far as the Hindus themselves
were concerned, they decided their own cases. They had their
Panchayats in which disputes relating to marriage, inheritance, social
and moral matters were decided.

Religious policy

Except in the beginning, the Arab religious policy in Sindh was
one of partial toleration. The Hindus were allowed to worship their
gods in their temples and in their homes. They were, however,
required to pay the jizya. Some of the modern writers have called
this tax a military tax charged from the Hindus for they were not
required to render military service while the Muslims, who were
required to render such service, were free from it. This view is
erroncous, for the tax was charged from all the Hindus whether they
rendered military service (o the State or not. It was a religious tax.
It was levied according to threc grades into which the non-Muslim
population was divided. The charge for the first gradewas silver
cqual to 48 dirhams, for the second grade 24 dirhams and for the third
grade 12 dirhams.

Hard lot of the common people

The Araly administration did not prove an improvement upon
that of Dahir so far as the lower classes of the people were concerned.
There was no change in the treatment meted out to some of the tribes
such as the Jats and the Meds. The members of these tribes were
required to bring a dog when they came to pay their respects to the
governor. They were forbidden to wear fine dresses, to ride on
horses and to cover their head and feet.  They were required to be
branded on their hand.  They were made to submit to many other
humiliations. The people were required to feed every Muslim
traveller for three days and nights.  The common people must have,
therefore, chafed under the Arab rule. It must, however, be admit-
ted, in fairness to the  Arabs, that their administration, on the
whole, was more mild than that of the Turks who were to follow
them as conquerors in the cleventh century A.D,
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The death of Muhammad bin Qasim

After these outstanding achievements the conqueror of Sindh
met his tragic end in the prime of his life in 715 or 716 A.D. Two
different causes are given about Muhammad bin Qasim’s death.
The first reads like a romantic tale. It says that when the two
daughters of Dahir, Surya Devi and Parmal Devi, were presented to
the Khalifa Walid they informed him that Muhammad had dis-
honoured them before sending them to him. The infuriated Khalifa,
thereupon, ordered that the offender should be sewn up in the raw
hide of an ox and thus carried to his capital. Muhammad imme-
diately obeyed the order and died within three days. When the box
was opened in the presence of the Khalifa the two ladies expressed
satisfaction at having avenged the death of their father and told the
Khalifa that Muhammad was innocent. Walid was transported
into a rage and ordered the two princesses to be tied to the tails of
horses and dragged until they were dead.  Modern research has
rejected this story as a later concoction.  The other account, which '
ascribes Muhammad’s death to political rcasons, is morc worthy
of credence. On Khalifa Walid’s death in 714 A.D. his brother,
Sulaiman, succeeded him. The new Khalifa was an arch enemy of
Hajjaj on whose family and relations he inflicted ruinous punishments.
Muhammad, who was a cousin and son-in-law of Hajjaj, was dis-
missed from Sindh and sent a prisoncr to Mesopotamia where he was
soon after tortured to death.

Causes of the eventual Arab failure in Sindh

The provinces of Sindh and Multan remained parts of the
Khalifa’s wide empire a little over 150  years, after which they
severed their connections with the Caliphate.  Even during that
period the Arab rule witnessed a gradual decline.  Governor was
appointed to succeed governor. The inefficiency and weakness of
the administration continued as before. Under an energetic governor
there was a temporary activity and sometimes an expedition way
undertaken against the neighbouring Hindu kingdoms, hut this was
followed by relapse into sloth and lethargy. Under Umar 11, who
became Khalifa in 717 A.D., an intense religious propagancda was
launched. Many Hindu chiefs, notably Jai Singh, son of Dahir
and ruler of Brahmanabad, were compelled to renounce their
ancestral faith and become converts to Islam. The energetic gover-
nor named Junaid carried the Arab arms into the heart of Kutch, but
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the expedition was a mere raid and not a war of conquest. Eventually
the Arabs found their influence waning and were obliged to
build two strongholds for their protection. They were al-Mahfuzah,
‘the guarded’, and Mansura, a few miles to the north-east of Brahma-
nabad. In 750 A.D. there was a revolution in Damascus as a result
of which the Umayyaids were overthrown and a new Caliphate was
established at Baghdad under Abbasid Khalifa. The quarrel bet-
ween these two houses affected Sindh badly. The Abbasid Caliphs
sent their own officers to Sindh with orders to expel the Umayyaid
governor and officers. The result was a long and bitter quarrel
which undermined the already waning prestige of the Arabs in
that province. After this date the governors and chiefs of Sindh
became more or less semi-independent rulers. In 871 A.D. Sindh
cut off its relations with the Caliph and declared its independence
in fact, though not in name. Two local Arab chiefs established
themselves at Multan and Mansura which became, for all practical
purposes, independent kingdoms. The kingdom of Multan compris-
ed the upper valley of the Indus as far as Aror, while that of Mansura
embraced Sindhr proper. The rulers of these dynasties associated
the natives with the administration and granted toleration to the
Hindus and the Buddhists.

The late Stanley Lanc-Poole expressed the opinion that the Arab
conquest of Sindh was “an episode in the history of India and Islam,
a triumph without results.” This has been accepted as correct by
many writers of Indian history. The history of the Arabs in Sindh,
according to them, shows that the Arab adventure “led to nothing.”
The province, of course, remained in their hands till its conquest and
annexation by the Turks; but the Arabs, who had a glorious record
of conquest clsewhere, never succeeded in making a concentrated
effort to conquer any other province, to say nothing of a major por-
tion of our country. They had, no doubt, made a promising begin-
ning, but their success, whatever it was, did not lead them beyond
the frontiers of Sindh and Multan, except for a stray raid here and
there. Hence the verdict of historians that the Arab conquest of
Sindh was a mere episode in the history of Islam. As far as India
was concerned, it learnt no lesson, and our people did not pause to
consider the necessity of making a combined attempt to drive away
the Arab invader from Sindh, nor did they make any attempt to
close their ranks and to guard their north-western frontier from any
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future danger from that side. They were found as unprepared and
as indifferent to the happenings outside three centuries later when
the Turks began haminering at the gates of their fronticrs as in the
early years of the eighth century A.D. when Muhammad bin Qasim
took Dahir by surprise. It is for this reason that the Arab concuest
of Sindh is a mere cpisode in the history of India. Historians have
attributed the impermanence of the Arab regime to many causcs.
They can conveniently be divided into two, namely, internal causes
and external causes. Among the internal causes the most important
was the internal weakness of the Khalifa’s empire.  As has alvcady
been shown, a revolution at Damascus in 750 A.D. led to the over-
throw of the Umayyaids by the Abbasids which greatly weakened
the power and prestige of the Caliphate. The quarrel between the
two ruling houses was carried into Sindh and dealt a mortal blow to
the Arab prestige there. Secondly, in the wake of this revolution
there occurred a still greater revolution in Baghdad which transform-
ed the character and modec of life of the Arabs. Under [larun-al
Rashid the Arabs forgot their old vigour and “lost touch with cvery-
thing original and vital in Islam.” They became fond of a luxu-
rious way of life and preferred speculative philosophy  to  the
“Quranic orthodoxy and Arabian simplicity.” ‘I'his led to their
eventual demoralization, making the Arabs unfit for any great
military exploit or for an adventure in the ficld of administration.
Thirdly, a wave of nationalism swept over the  Muslim world and
rent the primitive Islamic brotherhood into factions.  Religious
schism, too, raised its head high. A number of heretical sects
appeared on the scene.  Fourthly, under the religious impulse  the
Arabs had accomplished the conquest of Sindh,  After their suceess,
however, when they had consolidated their position in the provinee
and their religious enthusiasm died out, their unity disuppeared and
they showed themselves incapable of coalescing into a system of
concord and subordination.  Fifthly, the Arab domination received
a rude shock at the hands of the ‘T'urkish ambition which usurped
power and reduced the Khalifa’s cmpire to a mere phantom.  Under
these circumstances the Arab rulers could take little interest in the
fortunes of their agents in Sindh. Sixthly, owing to these internal
convulsions the Arabs could not spare adequate forees without which
Sindh could not be retained in their possession and further CONEQUests
in India were unthinkable,
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Among the external causes mention may be made of the pre-
sence of powerful Rajput kingdoms, particularly those in the north
and the east. The Rajput dynasties, which ruled over these parts of
the country, were more than a match for the Arabs and they were
prepared to contest every inch of the ground against foreign encroach-
ment. In the second place, there existed throughout India a
powerful Hindu priesthood which exercised an irresistible influence
over the people and was deadly opposed to foreign ways of life and
thought. The generality of the Hindus, under the influence of this
pricstly class, considered themselves and their culture greatly superior
to that of the Arabs, who were, in their eyes, nothing more than
unclean barbarians.  Thirdly, Sindh was then, as now, almost a
descert land and its [inancial resources were inadequate to meet the
expenditure of a top-heavy administration. It was, therefore, finan-
cally a deficit province and was an unremunerative part of the
Caliphate. "The Arabs of Sindh, left to their own resources, found
themsclves powerless against their richer neighbours.  Finally, Sindh
is situated in the wrong corner of India and it does not offer a geo-
graphical key to the rest of the country. It was not possible for any
power starting from Sindh and making that as the base of its opera-
tions to succeed in conquering the rest of India.

The effects of the Arab conquest

From the political point of view the Arab conquest of Sindh was
an insignificant event in the history of Islam and also in that of India.
Nor did it permanently influence the language, art, traditions, customs
and manuners of our people. In fact, the Arabs left few memorials in
the shape of buildings or administrative or cultural institutions that
might have exerted influence on us or served as memorial of their rule.
‘There is, however, the other side of the picture. 1t will be a mistake
to suppose that the Arab adventure produced no effect whatever on
our countrymen. The Arab conquest of Sindh was destined to sow
the seed of Islam in this land. A considerable portion of the popula-
tion of the provinee was compelled to abandon its ancestral religion
and become convert to Islam. The new religion, foreign in its doct-
rines and ways of life, thus acquired a footing which proved to be
permanent. [t became the endeavour of future invaders from the
north-west to help this religion to expand and flourish and to exploit
the presence and sympathy of the Indian converts.  This hecame the
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first of a series of fateful events which eventually led to the partition
of our country and the establishment of Pakistan in 1947.

The Arabs themselves were profoundly affected by the contact
with our religion, culture and people. They were astonished at the
superiority of the Hindu civilisation, the Hindu philosophical thought
and ideals and the versatility of the Hindu intellect. They learnt
many things from us, specially the practical art of administration,
and astronomy, music, painting, medicine and architecture.l®* The
Barmakis, a family of Buddhists (probably of Indian origin) who
were in charge of No Bahar (Nav Vikar), a Buddhist temple at Balkh,
became prime ministers of the Abhasid Caliphs (Saffah, Mansur and
Harun-al-Rashid) after their conversion to Islam and dominated the
Baghdad court for about fifty years (753-802 A.D.). They were
responsible for inviting Indian scholars and scientists, physicians,
astrologers and mathematicians, from Sindh to Baghdad in 771 A.D.
Other missions “followed, and Indian scientists like Bhadla, Minaka,
Bazigar (Bijayakar ?) and Sindbad acquired great fame at the Caliph’s
capital and were frequently mentioned in Arabic works. Minaka, a
physician, cured the Caliph Harun-al-Rashid of a serious discase and
Dhana was appointed chief medical officer of a hospital at Baghdad.
Indian scholars transmitted to the Arab world their knowledge of
mathematics, astronomy, astrology, medicine and surgery.!* ‘The
Arabs adopted the Indian numerals and had some of the important
Sanskrit works, such as Brahmasiddhanta of Brahmagupta and his
Khanda Khandyaka translated into Arabic with the help of Hindu
scholars. They employed Indian masons and painters to build and
decorate their mosques and palaces. 'The Arabic civilisation was,
thus, greatly enriched by its contact with our land. 'I'he Arabs carried
Indian philosophy, numerals, astronomy and other branches of
knowledge to Europel® Much of the enlightenment of the carly
Europeans of the eighth and the ninth centuries A.D. was, therefore,
due to the Arab contact with India.

18 Al Beruni’s India, translated by Sachau, p. xxxi,
14 AL Arab, Vol. I, No. 8 (15th January, 1962).
s Havell, Aryan Rule in India, p. 256,
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HINDU AFGHANISTAN : ITS CONQUEST AND OCCUPATION
BY THE TURKS

Afghanistan! under Hindu rule, c. 430-870 A.D.

There were three Hindu kingdoms on the north-western border-
land of India in the 7th century A.D., when the Arabs, inspired by
the teachings of Muhammad, the prophet of Islam, and conscious of
their new unity and strength, were embarking on a career of world
conquest. These were, besides Sindh, the kingdoms of Kabul or
Kia-pi-shi (Kapisha), Zabul (Jabala) or Zabulistan. On account of
their geographical situation they were the first among the Indian
powers to face the brunt of the Arab aggression and onslaught. The
kingdom of Kabul was situated in and comprised the valley of the
river Kabul (Kubha) and extended as far North as the Hindukush
(Upari-syena or Paraponissus) mountains. A Hindu dynasty known
as Shahi (Turki-Shahi) held sway over this region from about the
middle of the fifth century A.D. In 630 A.D. the famous Chinese
pilgrim Yuan Chwang (Hiuen Tsiang) found an able and shrewd king
of Kshatriya caste ruling over this extensive kingdom which was
more than 4000 li in circuit® and included in the East, Laghman
(Lamghan), Jalalabad district (Nagarhara), Peshawar, Charsadda
and Und on the Indus (Gandhara region); and in the South the
territory on both the hanks of the river Gomal or ancient Gomati
(Varana), the district of Bannu and probably the principality of
Ghazna (Hosi-na) also. In the north-cast it touched the boundary of
Kashmir and in the west that of Iran. The Kshatriya king belonged
to a dynasty founded by Barhatakin® who had established his authority
in the Kabul valley about 430 A.D. Yuan Chwang’s contemporary
on the throne of Kabul was powerful enough to bring under his control
ten independent principalities prominent among which were Lagh-
man, Jalalabad and Peshawar. The king was a Buddhist and the

1 Afghanistan was omgmally callcd Awalcnynna (Sanskrit), Assakenoi gerk)
Thomas Watters, On *s Travels in India, Vol. I, p, 122,
3 Kilab-ul-Hind of Al Bcrum (Eng rans. by Sachau), Vol. II, pp- 10-15.
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people were Hindus, Jains and Buddhists. The country was full of
Buddhist monasteries.*

The kingdom of Zabul (Jabala) lay south of that of Kabul
and just north of modern Baluchistan (Pardayanc or Gedrosia) and
comprised the upper valley of the Helmand (Sctumant or Hactu-
manct) river, including an extensive territory to the cast and west of
that valley. Most probably Seistan (Sijistan==Sakasthan), with its
capital Zarang, which lay on the lake Zarah, formed part of this
kingdom. Its king was a Hindu and hore the title of Shah or Shahya.
“In the seventh century A.D. these two kingdoms formed parts of
India both politically and culturally being Indian in language,
literature and religion, and ruled over by kings who bore Indian

names.”’?

The Arabs fail to conquer Afghanistan

The Arabs had conquered and occupied Tran by 643 A.D., and
pushed the frontier of the Caliphate to the western border of the
Hindu kingdoms of Kabul and Zabul.® Fired as they were by a
resolute ambition for world conquest and for uprooting idolatry in
the neighbouring land, it is likely that they must have lanunched an
attack on the Kabul territory as carly as 643 A.D.  Clertain it is that
in 650 A.D. (30 AH.) the Arabs made a determined attempt to
conquer the Kabul valley. That year Ar-Rabi ibn Ziyad was directed
by the Arab gencral Abdulla bin Amir, governor of Basra, to subdue
Seistan, which was then a province of the Hindu kingdom? and was
administered by an officer of the Indian ruler. Ar-Rabi appeared
before Zarang, the capital of Seistan, which lay on lake Zarah, He
met with a fierce resistance and many Arabs were badly  wounded,
But he managed to inflict a defeat on the governor of Seistan and to
proceed as far as Bust.  He was, however, soon driven out, losing
everything he had gained.® In 653 A.D. Ibn Amir appointed Abdar
Rahmna as governor of Seistan which had yet to he conquered, ‘This
officer occupied a part of Seistan, though not without resistance, and
forced a contribution of twenty lakhy of dirhams from the Sarrap
4 \L}g{ I;zgen!;;nggg:m Swg:;é% F%n?ﬁz, }1’?:1 é&lﬁ?, Thowns Watters, ap, eit.,
5 R. C. Majumdar, The Clasvical Age, p. 16,

6 Philip K. Hitti, The Arabs (1948), p. 50.

7 Seistan or Sijiistan which lay w the south-west of the country, now known as
Afghapistan, was a province cither of Kabul or of Zabul, :

8 ggm}:ﬁ! ?{(ztab Futuh-al-Buldan (Eng. Trans, by Hiwd and Murgotten), Pare U,

o
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(governor of Seistan) ‘“He went into the temple of the Zur, an idol
of gold with two rubies for eyes, and cut off a hand and took out the
rubies. Then he said to the Satrap, “Keep the gold and gems. I
only wanted to show you that it had no power to harm or help.”®
After this success Abdar Rahman obtained control over Bust on the
Helmand, and proceeded to Kabul. But his successor Umair was
driven out and the country as far as Zarang reverted to the Hindu
rule. In the reign of Muawiya (661-680 A.D.) Abdar Rahman was
again appointed governor of Seistan, and he defeated the king of
Kabul and captured the city. He also wrested Bust and Rukhkhaj
from Zabul. But after his recall the rulers of Kabul and Zabul again
drove away the Arabs from their countries and the new Arab gover-
nor had to conclude a treaty by which a sum of money was paid to
him probably in return for a promise not to invade the Indian terri-
tories again. In 683 A.D. the people of Kabul broke the agreement
and imprisoned Abu Ubaida ibn Ziyad. Yazid ibn Ziyad, the gover-
nor of Seistan, who attempted retribution, was defeated and killed in
the battle of Junzah and his army was completely routed and put to
flight with great slaughter. The result was that the Arabs once
again lost Scistan, and had to pay to the Hindus five lakhs of dirhams
as ransom for the release of Abu Ubaida. But there was no abatement
in the Arab zeal for conquest, and soon after 683 A.D. they recovered
ground in Seistan. The Hindu ruler of Zabul who offered a valiant
resistance to the Arab expansion was killed in a battle. Nevertheless
the war continued, for his son refused to give up the struggle. In
692 A.D. Abdullah, the new governor of Seistan, penetrated into
the interior of the country. The Hindu resistance, however, obliged
him to bind himself in writing not to raid, burn or lay waste the
Ratbil’s country as long as he was governor. The Caliph Abdal
Malik (685-705 A.D.) did not approve of the treaty and dismissed
Abdullah,2¢

During al-Hajjaj’s governorship of Iraq (696-713 A.D.)
Ubaidullah, who was sent to Scistan, advanced to a mountainous
path in the neighbourhood of Kabul, but his passage was blocked by
the Hindus of the land, and he had to retreat, leaving his three sons
as hostages in the hands of the king of Kabul. This humiliating treaty
caused a split among the Arabs and one of their commanders, named

®  Ibid, Part I, p. 144.
10 Biladuri, op, cit., pp. 148-50,
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Shuraih, renewed the war. But he was badly defeated and killed
and his troops had to beat a retreat to Bust, many perishing of thirst
and hunger. Ubaidullah died of grief. To wipe off this disgrace a
very powerful force was raised and a special war-cess was levied
from Basra and Kufa to equip it. In 699 A.D. it was despatched
under Abdur Rahman to take the field against the king of Kabul.
But even Abdur Rahman failed to conquer the Hindu kingdom, and
the fiery Hajjaj was now obliged to make peace with the king of Kabul,
agreeing not to make war for seven (acording to another authority,
for nine) years on the condition of being paid a tribute of nine lakhs
of dirhams in kind. An unsuccessful attempt was made in 710 A.D.
to compel the king of Kabul by force of arms to pay the subsidy in
coined money. On Hajjaj’s death in 714 A.D. the Hindu king
refused to pay the tribute. During the reign of Caliph Sulaiman
(715-717 A.D.) the ruler of Kabul paid no tribute whatever, The
Abbasids who replaced the Umayyaid dynasty in 749 A.D. tried to
revive the glory of the Caliphate and to conquer Kabul and Zabul.
Caliph al-Mansur (754-775 A.D.), the second ruler of this dynasty,
conquered Kandhar and made a serious attempt to realise the tribute
from Zabul, but although the Arabs recovered control over ar-
Rakhkhaj, they failed to establish their firm hold even on Seistan !t
The Arabs continued making attempts periodically to subdue Kabul
and Zabul and to compel their rulers to pay them tribute, but these
attempts did not achieve any great measure of success. Thus the
Hindus of Afghanistan defied the arms of the mighty Caliphate for two
hundred and twenty years and retained their practical independence
in spite of the repeated onslaughts of the conquerors of the world.

Turkish conquest of Afghanistan

What the greatest empire of the medieval world failed to do
was achieved by the ruler of a petty principality, Yaqub ibn Layth,
who started his career as a brigand in Seistan and rose to be the
founder of the Saffarid dynasty of Persia and the neighbouring
territories that lay to the west and south-west of the Hindu kingdoms
of Kabul and Zabul, thanks to the internal dissension among the
ruling party in Kabul and the successful use of downright treachery
by the invader against his unsuspecting Hindu neighbour, In 870
A.D. Lagaturman, destined to be the last Kshatriya ruler of Kabul,

11 Biladuri, op. cit., Part 11, pp. 139-35; Appendix : Note A, entitled “T'he Hindu
Kings of Kabul’ in Elliot and Dowsen, Vol. Il {2ad edition), pp. 401-28,

A
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was overthrown by his Brahman minister, Lallya alias Kallar, who,
though credited by Kalhan, the author of Rajtarangini, with ability
and strength, was defeated and driven out of Kabul by Yaqub ibn
Layth within a year of his usurpation. During an invasion of the
Zabul territory Yaqub sent a message that he would submit to the
Hindu king and should be permitted to do him homage along with
his troops, for otherwise the latter would disperse and prove dangerous
to both of them. Yaqub’s troops “carried their lances concealed
behind their horses and wearing coats of mail under their garments.
The Almighty made the army of Rusal (Ratbil ?) blind, so that they
did not sce the lances. When Yaqub drew near Rusal, he bowed
his head as if to do homage, but he raised the lance and thrust it into
the back of Rusal, so that he died on the spot. His people also fell
like lightning upon the enemy, cutting them down with their swords
and staining the earth with the blood of the enemies of religion. The
infidels, when they saw the head of Rusal upon the point of a spear,
took to flight and great bloodshed ensued.... This victory which he
achieved was the result of treachery and deception, such as no one
had ever committed.”!? Lallya’s position seems to have become
untenable after the above disaster, and he abandoned Kabul and
shifted his capital to Udbhand (the modern village of Und) on the
right bank of the Indus, 15 miles above Attock in Rawalpindi dis-
trict. ‘This happened®® in 870 A.D. (256 A.H.), and the Hindu
rule ended in Afghanistan once for all.}4

12 Fami-ul-Flikayat of Nur-ud-din Muhammad Uf in Elliot and Dowson, Vol. II (2nd
Edition), pp. 176-77.

18 Flliot and Dowson, Vol. II (2nd Edition), p. 419; The Arab Conquest in  Gentral
Asia by M.A.B. Gibb, p. 15. ‘

14 Dr. H. C, Ray was the fitst Indian scholar to attempt a systematic account of
the Hindu rule in Afghanistan (vide Dynastic History of India, Vol, I, Chapter II).
But historical research has made rapid progress since the publication of his
hook, necessitating a fresh study of the subject.
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CAUSES OF THE FALL OF THE HINDU STATES
IN EARLY MEDIEVAL AGE

The history of the resistance offered by the Hindu States of
north-western India against the mighty Arab and Turkish invaders
from Central Asia and of the causes of their eventual fall has not yet
been studied in correct perspective. No modern writer has made a
scientific study to analyse on a comprehensive basis the causes of our
fina] defeat and loss of independence at the hands of the [slamic races
from the north-west. Owing to our eventual failure to stem the tide
of Islamic invasions, it has been presumed that our political, social
and military organisations must have heen rotten to crumble at the
touch of the virile invading forces. Modern FEuropean writers have
sedulously built up the theory that as a race the Hindus were and are
inferior in fighting qualities to the Clentral Asian Avabs, Turks and
other Islamic peoples, and this in their opinion was the principal cause
of the downfall of the Hindu States in medieval age. Lanc-Poole,
for example, remarks, “To the contrast of union and disunion, north
and south, race and climate, was added the zeal of the Moslem and
the greed of the robber.” Vincent A. Smith, an equally acknow-
ledged authority, writes that the invaders were superior fighters, as
they came from the cold climate of the north, were eaters of meat
and were inured to warfare.? This theory is based on an uneritical
acceptance of the probably biased accounts of medieval Muslim
writers, so prone to magnify the exploits of their compatriots and
minimise those of their adversarics, and seems to give an undue
consideration to the later debacle of the times of Mahmud of Ghazni
and Muhammad of Ghur utterly ignoring the earlier three and a
half centuries’ magnificent resistance offered by the Hindus of Sindh,
Afghanistan and the Punjab, And a dcbacle, it must not be forgotten,
was incvitable in the wake of demoralisation that set in as a result of
three hundred and fitty years' (636 A.D.-997 AD.) warfare and
confusion against a succession of ever-recurring waves of invaders.

1 Stanley Lane-Poole, Medieval India.
2 V. A. Smith, The Oxford History of India.
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How fallacious the theory is, can be seen from the fact that the Arabs,
who were the first among the Islamic races to conquer an Indian
province, Sindh, were the conquerors of many countries of Asia,
Africa and Europe which included Egypt and other countries of
North Africa and Portugal, Spain and the southern half of France—
countries situated in the colder regions far north of Arabia, the
inhabitants of which were as much, if not more, eaters of meat and
accustomed to warfare. It is also worthy of note that the Arabs
completely vanquished the most ferocious races of Central Asia, such
as the Mongols, Uzbeks and the Turks—the ancestors of heaven-born
generals like Changiz Khan and Timur—races that were reckoned
for centuries the best fighters in the whole of Asia and far superior to
the Arabs in military qualities, horsemanship and ferocity. It was
these Turks who after their conversion to Islam succeeded in conquer-
ing the Hindu kingdoms of Kabul and Zabul in Afghanistan and
the kingdom of the Punjab which the Arabs had failed to subdue. A
section of these very Turks, known as the Ottoman Turks, conquered
in the fifteenth century the Eastern Roman Empire with its capital
Constantinople and all the countries of the Balkan peninsula in
Eastern Europe and threatened Vienna, the capital of Austria.
These Fastern people dominated south-eastern Europe for over two
hundred years, and in spite of more than three centuries’ best efforts
on the part of some of the powerful European nations, they could not
be driven out of Europe. And today the descendants of the world
conquerors of the 7th and 8th centuries A.D. are at the mercy of a
less virile race, a handful of Jews of the tiny Isreal, surrounded though
it is by the very people who carried the message of prophet Muham-
mad to three continents of the world. In this country the short-sized
Marathas, who were despised in northern India in the time of Shah
Jahan and Aurangzeb (17th century), became an object of terror to
the proud, tall and well-built Mughals and ferocious Pathans so
much so that Muslim chroniclers of the 18th and 19th centuries, like
Ghulam Ali, Murtaza Husain and othes not only paid tribute to
Maratha daring but also openly avowed that ten Maratha soldiers
were more than a match for twenty Pathan stalwarts, Examples can
be multiplied, but these are enough to demolish the theory of race
superiority and the belief that military talent is measured in terms of
size and bulk. Moreover, the Indian soldier has been superb through
the ages. In the World War I and II he fought in many theatres in
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Asia, Africa and Europe and not only covered himself with glory
but elicited unstinted praise {rom European commanders and states-
men who saw his exploits. His ancestors of the medicval age, who
were free and fought for a national cause, could not have heen
inferior.

In the second place, if seen in the context of the contemporary
world history, it would be realised that no people in any part of the
world offered such a prolonged and tough and successful resistance to
the aggression of the Arabs and the Turks as did the Hindus of the
medieval age. Whereas many countries of Asia, Africa and Burope
succumbed to the Arab onslaught, cach after a few years’ resistance,
Sindh yielded only after nearly seventy-five years’ struggle, Hindu
Afghanistan fought for two hundred and twenty years and the Punjab
for one hundred and fifty-six years. I'or example, Syria, which was
the first country to face the Arab aggression, fell within a year (635-
636 A.D.) and after the surrender of Damascus, its capital, “other
towns fell like ninepins before the conquerors.™®  Iraq fell without
fighting* in 637 A.D. The whole of the mighty Persian Empire was
annexed within five years of the famous battle of Cadesia fought in
1637 A.D., that is, it was conquered in “about a decade,” in all, 'T'he
year 643 A.D. brought the Arabs to the borders of India.® A whirl-
wind campaign led to the conquest of the entire Central Asia, inhabited
by the ferocious Turks, Turkomans, Uzbeks and Mongols, in cight
years (642-650 A.D.). All the countries of North Africa were cons
quered and occupied between 639 and 709 A.I).  In the ancient land
of Egypt the story was the same as clsewhere—a rout, a siege and the
cry of victory. Babylon was taken in this manner, and Alexandria
was captured within a year.” In 711 A.D. Tariq, the Berber general
of Musa, landed at Gibralter and on July 19 of the same year defeated
Roderick, king of Spain, who disappeared altogether. “After this
decisive victory the march of the Moslems through Spain almost
amounted to a promenade.”® Within the short space of seven years
- the conquest of the (Iberian) peninsula, one of the fairest and largest
provinces of medieval Europe, was effected.  “The conquerors were
there to stay—for centuries at least.”®  In about a dozen years®
spasmodic operations the southern half of France was subdued. The

3 Philip K, Hitti, The Arabs, p. 49. & Ibid.
5 Ibid, p. 50. e B ‘ ] fﬁ,ﬁ ‘
: Ibhid, p. 52. ‘ 8 Ibid, p. 65.

Ibid, p. 67.
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Arab expansion in Europe received its first check at the battle of
Tours and Poitiers where the Muslim leader Abdar Rahman was
defeated by Charles Martel in October 732 A.D.1°

Thirdly, the value and extent of the success of the Indian resis-
tance against the Muslim invaders can be appreciated from the
fact that whereas the Arabs, and to a lesser degree the Turks, com-
pletely exterminated the religion, the culture and the way of life of
the peoples whom they subjugated, they lailed in absorbing us and
blotting out our religion and culture or even in bringing about a
break between us and our ancestors. In fact, we influenced the
Muslim invaders more than they influenced us. Titus is right when
he says, ‘‘Hinduism has wrought a far greater change in Islam than
Islam has wrought in Hinduism which still continues to pursue the
even lenor of its way with a complaccncy and confidence that are
amazing.”1t

Fourthly, even after the fall of Sindh and Hindu Afghanistan
which opened the flood gates of] first, the Arab and then the Turkish
invasions, the Arabs failed to conquer permanently an inch of our
territory beyond Sindh and Multan and the Turks had to put up one
hundred and fifty years’ (870-1026 A.D.) lighting before they could
conquer and occupy the Punjab. Counting from 1175, the year of
the first invasion of Muhammad of Ghur, to the death of Ala-ud-din
Khalji (1316), it took the Turks another century and a half to conquer
Northern India minus Kashmir, and Assam and Orissa, and even then
the conquest was not cffective, many patches of extensive territories
remnaining interspersed here and there. It is a matter of common
knowledge that Rajasthan was never effectually conquered in the
medieval age, and that throughout the Sultanate period (1206-1526)
annual expeditions had to be undertaken into the Doab, the region
between the Ganga and the Yamuna, to collect tribute from the
zamindars,1?

The causes of our defeat must, therefore, be sought somewhere
else. A nation’s greatest enemy, says Sir Jadunath Sarkar, the doyen
of Indian bistorians, is within, not without,  Unternal factors
consequently take the first place.  Unfortunately, north-western
India, including Hindu Afghanistan and part of Sindh, was even
10 Philip K. H:m, The Arabs, p. 71.
1L Titus, Indian Islam.

12 I{/{t?h.lt}t-xlx;%mj Tanai—x».anui Barani, Tarikh-i-Firozshahi; Elliot and Downm H
(&) i )
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before the 7th century A.D. isolated from the rest of the country, as
the parts beyond the Indus were looked upon by the conservative
elements of our society as ‘border-lands’ inhabited by ‘barbarians’.!?
There was in those regions, particularly in Afghanistan, a great inter-
mixture of races, and Indo-Greeks, Indo-Parthians, Kushans and
Huns, who in course of time embraced Hinduism and had become
one with the native Hindu population. This being repugnant to the
rising conservatism in the country, the rest of India took little interest
in the affairs of these people who could expect no help or sympathy
from their countrymen and had to depend upon themselves and face
the enemy single-handed.  Seccondly, after the extinction of the
Mauryan Empire there was no such thing as the defence of the
frontiers of India by the united might and resources of the Indian
people, because our north-west frontiers and all other frontiers
were the frontiers of small independent kingdoms. "There was no
central government for the whole of India or even for the whole of
Northern India, which could think and act for the country as a
whole. The kingdoms of Sindh, Kabul and Zabul, though ruled by
brave monarchs and inhabited by warlike people, encountered,
superior forces backed by the might and resources of the biggest and
most powerful empire of the age, with their slender manpower and
financial strength. The other Indian states were interested in these
wars as their neighbours® wars and not their own.  Obviously, Hindu
Afghanistan or Sindh could not under these circumstances carry on
an unequal contest for an indefinitely long period.

Thirdly, the country during the period experienced a Brah-
manical reaction that produced three-fold effects on its fortuns. In
the first place, under the stress of this movement Brahman ministers
overthrew their Kshatriya and Sudra masters, usurped their thrones
and set themselves up as rulers, which brought about a kind of
political revolution and instability. Lallya (also known as Kallar),
the Brahman minister of the Kshatriya king Lagaturman of Kabul,
deposed and imprisoned his sovereign and seized his kingdom in
870 A.D. (256 A.H.) at a time when his country was faced with a
first class external crisis on account of the aggressions of Saffarid
Yaqub ibn Layth.  Within a year of his usurpation Lallya was
driven out of Kabul by Yaqub, and Afghanistan, which had for

13 Thomas Watters, On Yuan Chwang’s Travels in India, Vol, 1, p. 180,
M4 Kitab-ul-Hind of Al Beruni (English trans. by Sachau), Vol 11, pp. 10-13,
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centuries been the north-western part of India, was lost once for all.
In Sindh, while the Arab raids were in progress, the Brahman
minister Chach deposed and slew his Sudra master Sahasi Rai 11,
married his widowed queen and set himself up as ruler’d about 700
A.D. Chach’s son Dahir had to pay the price of his father’s usurpa-
tion. In 712 A.D. he was defeated and killed by the Arab general
Muhammad bin Qasim and Sindh was for ever lost to Hindu India.
In the second place, the rise of orthodox Hinduism alienated the
Buddhist population in the couniry and quite a large number of
them, at least in Sindh, not only became indifferent towards the
ruling family but even went over to the side of the Arab invaders and
rendered them material assistance against their king and country.1¢

Morcover, inasmuch as religious orthodoxy and ritualism run
counter to the simplicity of the poor, the lower orders of our society
felt a widening gulf between them and their new rulers who pursued
a suicidal policy of social and religious exclusion. The Jats and
Meds in Sindh felt so much oppressed that like Buddhists they joined
Muhammad bin Qasim against Dahir. The political result, there-
fore, of the Brahmanical orthodoxy was the destruction of that social
solidarity the presence of which is reckoned as the best guarantee of
the preservation of political independence.

Fourthly, the people of north India as a whole seem to have
suffered from an unprecedented moral and sexual degeneration, which
must have greatly impaired their strength as fighters. Obscene
images in the outer walls of our temples, such as at Konarak,
Khajuraho and many other places, including even at Puri, Chittor
and Udaipur, inspite of a philosophical justification, must have
brought about corruption and degeneration.

Fifthly, in the later days of their struggle with the foreign in-
vaders, the Hindus of Afghanistan and Sindh had the ill-luck to
have to fight simultaneously on two fronts. In the carly days of
Kia-pi-shi’s clash with the Arabs, Kashmir was on friendly terms
with the Shahis of Kabul. Lalitaditya Muktapida (c. 713-750 AD)
of Kashmir had an alliance with the Shahi ruler, because his fron-
tier too was subjected to Arab raids. This wise policy was

18 Chach-nama; also R, C. Majumdar's The Glassical Age, p. 165,

18 "The movement scems to have been widespread and begun earlier than the
period.  Gohilya or Guhil who was of Nagar Brahman parentage had seived
Chittor from King Man  Mori and set himself up as King in the 6th century
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given up by Lalitaditya’s successors, Shankaravarman especially,
which compelled the rulers of Kabul to denude their troops from
their western front for the defence of their dominion from the
grasping ruler of Kashmir, and minimised their power of resistance
against the Muslims.

Finally, the mistakes of policy and strategy and those of detail
committed in the course of fighting cannot be lightly brushed aside,
as they contributed greatly to deciding the fate of the country.  For
example, the ignorance of the governments of Afghanistan and Sindh
about the warlike ambition and activities of the Arabs and their
failure to take adequate steps in time for the defence of the country
cannot be easily accunted for. Dahir foolishly sent no reinforcement
to Debal and other towns of Sindh and allowed these to be indivi-
dually isolated and conquered. He made no attempt to attack
Muhammad bin Qasim, while the latter lay encamped for two
months on the bank of the Indus, paralysed by sickness among his
horses, and pinned his faith on a single pitched battle.

As regards the general causes, one must admit that, though in
no way braver than the Indian troops, the Arab and Tarkish
armies were better fighting forces on account of their complete equa-
lity and social solidarity. Islam had swept away all  distinetions
of caste and race and given a cohesion to the various races of Cen-
tral Asia and knit them together into a homogencous unit. ‘They
were, morcover, free from the evil of drink, as the carly Muslims
religiously obeyed the Quranic injunction which forbade wine. I'he
result was that the invading forces displayed an uncxampled unity
of purpose and effort, which were not possible for Indian troops,
divided as they were by caste, religion and diverse social practices.

Secondly, the invades were mostly well-mounted archers and
their horses and arms gave them indisputable military superiority
over our troops. The Arabian horses were proverbial in history,
and Turkoman horses were even better.  *““T'he Turkonan horse is
the noblest in the whole of Central Asia,” says the Cambridge Medi-
eval History, “and surpasses all other breeds in speed, endurance,
intelligence, faithfulness and a marvellous sense of locality.  "T'he
Turkoman horse is tall, with a long narrow body, long thin legs and
neck....On their predatory expeditions the Turkomans olten cover
650 miles in the waterless desert in five days. . ......They owe their
power to the training of thousands of years in the endless steppes
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and deserts, and to the continual plundering raids which demanded
the utmost endurance and privation of which horse and rider were
capable.”¥” The Turks, whose homeland lay just south of that of
the Turkomans, were only a little less hardy and were mounted on
fleet Turkoman and Arab horses. “The Turks were so famous for
the speed and vigour of their cavalry charges,” writes Sir Jadunath
Sarkar, “that in the Asiatic world the phrase Turk-sawar (i.e.,
Turkish horseman) became a general name for the richly accoutred,
superbly mounted dashing cavalry of any race.””?® The weapons of
the rank and file of the invaders were a composite bow of two
pieces joined together by a metal band which discharged deadly
arrows 10 a range of 80 to 100 paces and ‘“‘which pierced cuirass and
shield with case,” and long spears. The Turkish nobles and their
horses were clad in armour and fought with bows and arrows and
spears. Both were also equipped with long sharp swords.

Thirdly, leaving individual cases apart, there was perhaps
generally speaking better generalship on the enemy side inasmuch
as larger forces always call for greater skill in leadership and orga-
nisational capacity of a higher order than smaller armies which
were at the disposal of the rulers of Sindh, Kabul, Zabul and the
Punjab.  In fact they could not afford to maintain larger armies
on account of their limited resources in men and money and had,
therefore, fewer opportunities of developing generalship of a high
order. :

Fourthly, our leaders and commanders had failed to keep pace
with the development of tactics that had been taking place in Asia
even before the birth of Islam and were perfected by Arab and
Turkish converts to Islam. ‘These tactics consisted in employing
mounted archers as light troopers for harassing and bewildering the
enemy and causing confusion in his ranks by archery fire, and then
charging with armourcd heavy cavalry, ‘The squadrons of the
invading army were divided into five divisions, namely, right wing,
centre, left wing, advance guard and reserve, and used to be drawn
up in the form of a crescent.  The enemy would not atiempt to come
close or make a general or (rontal attack; but large bodies of their
mounted archers would hover round and ply the Indian troops with
their arrows the Indian army being posted in a long formation and

Y7 Camlnidge Medieval History, Vol. 1, p. 331,
8 Hindustan Standard (Sundany Edition), 7th March, 1954,
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divided only into three parts, right wing, centre and left wing. The
enemy would late in the day steal round the wings and would molest
the fighting Indian army from round behind. In the moment of its
confusion the Turkish horses would pour a cloud of arrows and the
horns of the crescent would enclose the Indian rear.

Fifthly, whereas the Rajputs prided themselves on their swords-
manship and looked upon the battle as a tournament to display their
skill and chivalry, the Arabs and the Turks fought to win and heliev-
ed that everything was fair in war. The [ormer were also
averse to taking advantage of the enemy’s weakness and to resort to
feints and manoeuvres in which the Arabs and Turks were adepts.

Sixthly, both Mahmud of Ghazni and Muhammad of Ghur,
the former on a much larger scale than the latter, made use of shock
tactics to dishearten and demoralise the Indian troops and people.
With lightning rapidity they would swoop down upon our fair cities
and devastate the land with fire and sword. These tactics were
repeated times out of number and so much frightened the people
that they began thinking that Mahmud’s troops were invincible.
Therefore, political and military demoralisation set in, and people
wrongly began believing that resistance against the Turkish hordes
was useless. It was this feeling that paralysed our socicty in that
age. Finally, the Arabs and the Turks were inspired by a great
religious enthusiasm which made them feel and belicve that God had
made them His instrument in purging the world of idolatry and
making it safe for Islam. Our people had no such inspiring ideo-
logy to sustain them, except the defence of their country and
religion which gave them power to resist and not to carry war into
the encmy’s country. Mere physical strength and military weapons
do not constitute the total equipment of an army. An  inspiring
ideology is as essential as military training and equipment.



5)
INDIA ON THE EVE OF MAHMUD OF GHAZNT'S
INVASION

Political condition

There was one notable difference in the political condition of
our country at the time of the Arab invasion of Sindh and that on
the eve of the Ghaznavide penetration into Hindustan. At the
opening of the eighth century there was no foreign colony, much less
a foreign power, in the land except a handful of Arab merchants on
our western coast whose primary avocation was trade. On the
other hand, in the tenth century there were two foreign kingdoms on
our soil, namely, Multan and Mansura or Sindh. Besides, a
considerable portion of the population in these two kingdoms had
been converted to Islam. There were also Arab colonies in south-
ern India, particularly in Malabar, where the Hindu rulers had
foolishly permitted the foreigners to proselytize the native popula-
tion.  As was natural for these new converts to a religion, they
perferred the foreign ways of life and had sympathy with their
fellow Muslims from Ghazni and Central Asia.  Subuktigin and
Mahmud of Ghazni, as also Muhammad of Ghur, about 150 years
later, were lucky to enjoy some kind of moral support from a section
of the Indian pcople.

The Arab kingdoms of Multan and Sindh

The history of the Arab kingdoms need not be related. Suffice
it to say that they comprised the whole of modern Multan and
Sindh and threw off the Caliph’s yoke in 871 A.D. and, since that
date, enjoyed complete independence.  In view, however, of their
peculiar position in a foreign country they nominally professed
allegiance to the Caliph for diplomatic reasons. There were dynastic
changes in this kingdom from time to time. At the beginning of
our period, Multan was ruled by the XKarmathians and its ruler
was Fateh Daud.  He seems to have been a man of some ability.
Sindh proper was still ruled over by the Arabs. The neighbouring
Hindu kingdoms, despite their political and religious experience at
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the hands of the Arabs, had left them unmolested. Everywhere the
Arabs and, curiously cnough, the new Hindu converts to  Islam,
were shown consideration and allowed to follow their rcligion and
to make new converts. They constituted a power to be reckoned
with. :

There was indigenous rule in the rest of the country. Notable
among the kingdoms may be enumerated the following.
The Hindushahi kingdom

The first important Hindu kingdom extended from  the river
Chenab to the Hindukush mountains and included Kabul. Tts
royal house had resisted, single-handed, the Arab encroachment
successfully for 200 years. It was, however, compelled to abandon a
part of Afghanistan, including Kabul, and to shift its capital to
Udbhandapur or Waihand. The king about the end of the tenth
century was the famous Jaipala who was a brave soldicr and an able
ruler. The situation of his kingdom obliged him to bear the first
Turkish onslaughts from Ghazni.

Kashmir

The next notable kingdom was that of Kashmir. Its ruling
family, the house of Utpala, came into conflict with the Hindushahi
kingdom and the empire of Kanauj. The famous Kashmiri king,
Shankaravarman, extended the boundarics of Kashmir in sceveral
directions. He died fighting with the people of Urasa, the modern
Hazara district. His death was followed by a great confusion. "L'he
Brahmans of the Valley, therefore, raised a- member of their own
fraternity, named Yasaskara, to the throne. His line came to an
end within a brief period and was followed by that of Parvagupta.
Parvagupta’s son and successor was Kshemagupta. During  his
time his queen, Dida, was the virtual ruler. This powerful lady
ultimately scized the throne and crowned hersclf queen. She ruled
over Kashmir till 1003 A.D. when the throne passed to Sangrama
Raja, who became the founder of the Lohara dynasty. Thus, when
Mahmud of Ghazni was hammering at the gates of India, the reing
of Kashmir were in the hands of a woman and the condition of
the kingdom was far from satisfactory.

Kanauj

The imperial city of Kanauj had passed into the hands of a
new dynasty, known as the Pratihara dynasty, in or about 836 AD.
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The Pratiharas traced their descent from Lakshmana, the brother
of Shri Rama Chandra, the hero of the Ramayana. But scholars
believe that they descended from the Gurjara race. It is said that a
certain Gurjara chief served the Rashtrakuta ruler as a pratihara
(door-keeper) at a sacrifice at Ujjain about the middle of the eighth
century A.D. Probably the term pratihara was for the first time used
in the above connection. A notable ruler of the Pratihara dynasty
was Vatsaraja, who won the title of Samrat or emperor. He was
succeeded by Nagdbhatta IT who, too, was a notable fighter. He
defeated Dhar‘mapala, the king of Bengal; but he suffered defeat at
the hands of the Rashtrakutas. The Pratiharas continued to exer-
cisc sway over Kanauj and Madhyadesha and to fight, sometimes
successfully and at other times unsuccessfully, with theirneighbo urs in
the north and the south. The Pratihara king, Mahipala, was badly
defeated by Indra ITI, the Rashtrakuta king of the Dakhin. He lost
his capital, Kanauj. He was, however, restored .to his throne by
a Chandela king. The Pratihara power was, nevertheless, weakened
and the rulers of the dynasty maintained a precarious hold over the
upper Ganga valley and parts of Rajasthan and Malwa. Their former
feudatories, the Chandelas of Bundelkhand, the Chalukyas of Gujarat
and the Paramaras of Malwa, became independent. The last king
of this dynasty was Rajyapala. He was a feeble monarch and his
capital, Kanauj, was invaded by Mahmud of Ghazni in 1018 A.D.
The Pratiharas, in their early days, had successfully fought the
Arabs and defended the country against them; but they had grown
cffcte and, in the early years of the eleventh century A.D., they
succumbed to the might of the Turks from Ghazni.
The Palas of Bengal

Devapala of the Pala dynasty died after thirty-nine years of
reign, some time between 833 and 878 A.D. His successors were
weak and the kingdom of Bengal rapidly declined under them. The
degenerate later Pala kings came into conflict with the Pratiharas of
Kanauj and brought sufferings on Bengal. Mabhipala I, who ruled
Bengal in the first quarter of the eleventh century, was a contem-
porary of Mahmud of Gazni. He succeeded in restoring, at léast
partially, the fortunes of his family; but a part of Bengal had
already fallen into the hands of the powerful vassals who only
vaguely recognized the overlordship of the Pala kings. = While
Mahmud of Ghazni was laying waste north-western India with fire and
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sword, Bengal was threatened by the power of Tamil ruler, Rajendra
Chola. In this warfare Bengal had the worst of it.  It, however,
remained immune from the Ghaznavide invasion owing to its

distance.
Minor kingdoms

Besides the above there were several other small ruling houses
in northern India, notable among them being the Chalukyas of
Gujarat, the Chandelas of Bundelkhand and the Paramaras of
Malwa. They had once been the feudatories to Kanauj, bhut had
declared their independence during the weak rule of the later
Pratiharas of the Imperial city.

The Dakhin kingdoms

The progress of the people in southern India was marred by
constant warfare among the ruling families. The early Chalukyas in
the Dakhin had fallen in the struggle for supermacy, in 753 A.D., at
the hands of the Rashtrakutas, The latter, who were at constant
warfare with their neighbours, had given place to the later
Chalukyas in 973 A.D. Similarly, the great Pallava dynasty had
fallen towards the end of the ninth century. ‘The principal
kingdoms in the south during our period were the later Chalukya
kingdom of Kalyani and the Chola kingdom of Tanjore.  ‘The
founder of the later Chalukya dynasty was Taila II who claimed
descent from the early Chalukyas of Vatapi. Fe made Kalyani,
now in the Hyderabad State, his capital. His successors were
involved in a struggle with the Cholas of Tanjore. The Cholas were
the descendants of Aditya Chola and had risen to importance under
Ramaraja. His son, Rajendra Chola, was a great warrior and
conqueror. He made extensive conquests in southern and northern
India and was considered one of the greatest rulers in the country.
While the Cholas and the Chalukyas were involved in a bitter conflict
in the south, mighty empires in Hindustan were crumbling before
the might of Mahmud of Ghazni.

Social and religious conditions

For nearly three centuries after the advent of the Arabs our
country enjoyed immunity from foreign invasions. This long free-
dom from foreign interference produced a feeling in the minds of
our people and rulers that India could never be threatened by a
foreign power. Eternal vigilance, which is said to be the pric::‘of
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freedom, not only slackened but almost reached the vanishing point.
Our rulers neglected their armies. They failed to fortify our north-
western frontier and to make an effective arrangement for the
defence of the hilly passes through which foreign armies could enter
the country. Side by side with this, our people failed to keep in
touch with the new military tactics and with the newly invented
systems of warfare. Secondly, for the selfsame reason, the people
lost almost completely the sense of patriotism and national ardour,
which develops under the stimulus of danger from abroad. That
was not an age of territorial patriotism; but whatever patriotism
there was, disappeared owing to a false sense of security. Thirdly,
a kind of narrowmindedness became the characteristic of our people
from the eighth to the eleventh centuries of the Christian era. They
believed that they were a chosen people and all other people were
unfit to be associated with them. The famous scholar Al Beruni,
who came to our country in the train of Sultan Mahmud Ghazni
and studied Sanskrit language and Hindu religion and thought, had
to note with surprise that ‘“the Hindus believed that there is no
country like theirs, no nation like theirs, no king like theirs, no
religion like theirs, no science like theirs.” He adds that the
ancestors of the Hindus ‘“‘were not so narrowminded as the present
(eleventh century) generation.” He was also struck by the fact that
the Hindus did “not desire that a thing which has once been pollu-
ted should be purified and thus recovered.”

During this period our country was practicaly isolated from
the rest of the world. Owing to this fact our people ceased to come
into touch with foreign lands and, therefore, became ignorant of the
happenings, political, military and cultural, in the outside world.
Want of contact with dissimilar people and cultures bred stagnation
and made our civilisation decadent. In fact, a slow but sure
decadence began to manifest itself in cvery aspect of our life during
the period. The Sanskrit literature of these centuries is much
inferior in virility and taste to that of the fifth and the sixth
centuries. Our architecture and painting and fine arts were
similarly adversely influenced; our society, too, became static, caste
rules became more rigid. Widowhood began to be rigorously
imposed, remarriage of widows among higher classes almost
completely stopped and food and drink taboos came into existence.
The ‘untouchables’ were compelled to reside outside the towns,



48 THE SULTANATE OF DELHI

In the domain of religion also, which must always be the foun-
tain-head of right conduct and morality, perceptible degenera-
tion crept in. The great Shankaracharya, who had organised
Hinduism and given it a common philosophical background,
had failed to purge it of great evils that had crept into it.
Vamamarga Dharma had become popular at this period, specially in
Kashmir and Bengal. The followers of this creed indulged in wine,
flesh, fish and women, and they believed in the motto of ‘eat, drink
and be merry’.  The vicious ideas of this school had permeated
some of our cducational institutions, patricularly the University
of Vikramasila in Bihar. An incident that took place at the above
named university shows how deep the moral canker had gone into
our life in that age. A student priest was found with a hottle of
wine and, on being interrogated by the university authorities, he
revealed that it had been given to him by a nun.  When  the
authorities decided to take disciplinary action against him, the
members of the university split up into two partics and the result
was trouble.  When such an incident could take place at a highest
seat of learning, the condition of the upper and middle class people,
who lived in sloth and luxury, can well be imagined. Our great
mathas, which were originally great scats of learning and piety,
‘became centres of luxury and idleness.  Many of the monks became
licentious. The order of the sampasis lost its significance, but the
common pcople continued showing them reverence.  Another evil
which can be traced in its cxaggerated form to this period was the
devadasi system.  Every important temple had a number of un-
married girls dedicated to the service of the deity. T'his  hred
corruption and temple prostitution became common,  Tantrik
literature which was obscenc in the extreme, developed rapidly in
this era. It produced an adverse effect on our morals. It was not
considered derogatory by the greatest of our scholars of this petiod
to write obscene books. A minister to one of the kings in Kashmir
wrote a book named Kuttini Matam or ‘Opinions of a Go-Between”.
Another great Sanskrit scholar, Kshemendra, published  Samaya
Matraka or ‘the Autobiography of a Prostitute’,  In this book “the
heroine describes her adventures in every sphere of society, as a
courtesan, as the mistress of a noble, as a street walker, as a go-
between, as a false nun, as a corrupter of the youth and as a fre-
quenter of religious places.” All this led to moral degeneration
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among the upper and the middle class people. Probably the com-
mon folk were free from the debasing effect of current literature
and Vamamarga religion,

Economic condition

Economically the country was rich. Its great mineral z;nd
agricultural wealth had continued accumulating for generations,
individuals had piled up riches and our temples were their store-
houses; but there was great disparity of wealth. The topmost
people, that is, the members of the ruling families and their nobles
and courtiers rolled in wealth and luxury.  The merchant princes
were millionaires and spent thousands of rupees in charity. Or-
dinary village folk were rather poor, though not in want, They
were thrifty. They had a few belongings. Nevertheless, the general
life was economically prosperous owing to the accumulated wealth,
peace and commerce. It was this fabulous wealth that tempted
Mahmud of Ghazni to invade our country. Our rulers did not
know how to ensure the great wealth of India by organising a wise
system of defence.  The political structure was also weak. The
institutions, of course, were the same as in the time of Farsha; but
there was a marked deterioration in the spirit in which they worked.
The bureaucracy was corrupt and people, in general, enervated by a
variety of debasing influences,

This was the condition of India at the time when Mahmud of
Ghazni invaded her. Though outwardly strong, she was unpre-
pared for defending her religion and liberty. |
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MAHMUD OF GHAZNI

Rise of the Turks

In spite of their initial success the Arabs had not been able to
extend their dominion beyond Sindh and Multan. In fact, their
rule dwindled into insignificance by the middle of the ninth century
AD. It was left to the Turks to complete the work begun by the
Arabs. The Turks had, a short time before our period, embraced
‘Islam and possessed all the zeal and narrowmindedness of neophytes.
‘They were intrepid, brave, full of boundless energy and push and
thoroughly materialistic in their outlook. Islam had given them a
thin veneer of religiosity.  They were inordinately ambitious and
their qualities and faults combined to make them eminently fit for
founding a big military empire in the east.

Their early raids : Sabuktigin ‘
The Turks who first came into contact with India belonged to
an upstart ruling family of Ghazni. A Turkish adventurer named
Alaptagin, who was originally a slave and vassal of the Samanid king
of Khurasan and Bukhara, established himself as an independent
ruler at Ghazni in 962 A.D. One of his successors, named Pirai,
signalized his rule by undertaking an invasion of the Indian territory
in the possession of the raja of the Punjab. This raja, who belonged
to the Hindushahi dynasty, ruled over an extensive territory extend-
ing from the river Chenab to the Hindukush mountain, including
Kabul. The Hindushahi kingdom had once embraced the whole of
modern Afghanistan which was geographically and culturally a part
of India.  Politically, too, though not continuously, it had been a
province of our country since the days of Chandragupta Maurya in
the third century B.C. The royal house of this ‘Kingdom of Kabul
and Zabul’ had manfully resisted the Arab aggession. In 664 A.D.,
however, the latter succceded in encroaching upon a part of its
territory and converting 12,000 of its inhabitants to Islamn. For more
than three hundred years the Shahi kings fought bravely, and with
considerable success, though single-handed, in  self-defence, against
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their aggressive Muslim neighbours, first the Arabs and then the
Turks. The nascent kingdom of Ghazni wanted to blot this Shahi
kingdom out of existence, for it had barred its path of progress to
India. Accordingly, Pirai’s foreign policy was followed by his
successor, Sabuktigin who was a slave and son-in-law of Alaptagin
and became king of Ghazni in April 977 AD.  Sabuktigin was a
powerful and ambitious chief. In spite of his constant occupation
in Central Asian politics, he found time to raid the frontier of India.
Jaipala, the raja of the Punjab, being conscious of the danger of the
existence of a rising kingdom in his immediate neighbourhood, pur-
sued the policy of trying to nip the evil in the bud. So he invaded
Ghazni with a large force in 986-87 A.D. The parties were well-
matched and neither side seemed to give in. Unfortunately, however,
owing to a great storm, which disorganised Jaipala’s army, the raja
had to agree to a peace by which he promised a large indemnity and
fifty elephants and some territory to Sabuktigin. . But, on his return
to Lahore, he repudiated these humiliating terms. Sabuktigin now
retaliated by an invasion of the raja’s territory and plundering
Lamghan. Jaipala called to his aid a number of rulers of the Indian
principalities, and marched on Ghazni at the head of a powerful
force. In the contest that followed Sabuktigin was a.galn victorious,
and he captured Lamghan and Peshawar,

Accession of Mahmud

Sabuktigin died in 997 A.D. and was succccdcd by his famous
son, Mahmud, though not without a war of succession between him
and his younger brother, Ismail, who was nominated heir. by their
dying father. Mahmud was born on lst November 971 A,D., and
was, at the time of his accession in 998 A.D., twenty-seven years of
age. At that time his kingdom comprised Afghanistan and Khura-
san. Mahmud secured the formal recognition of his sovereignty from
the Caliph of Baghdad (al-Qadir Billah). He was also given the title
Yamin-ud-Daulah and Amin-ul-Millah. His dynasty is, therefore,
known as the Yamini dynasty. o ‘

His character

Mahmud was an extremely ambitious young man, It is said
that on the occasion of his investiture by the Khalifa he took a vow
to undertake every year an expedition against the infidels of India.
He tried to fulfil this vow. Mahmud was not gifted with kingly
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looks. He was a man of medium height and of strong build, but
was rather ugly looking. He did not possess extraordinary personal
powers.  Novertheless, he was a great general and also an equally
good soldier. He was an extremely intelligent and shrewd man,
endowed with the royal gift of judging human character. His out-
standing virtues were cool courage, prudence and resourcefulness.
He was, moreover, a man of restless activity and overpowering
ambition. He possessed a habitual air of command and was adept
in statecraft. He considered nohody as indispensable and used
every one he came into contact with as an instrument for the attain-
ment of his object. Professor Muhammad Habib says that his out-
look on life was essentially secular and that he was not a man to
follow the Muslim ulema blindly. He was not, according to this
learned author, a fanatic. Mahmud’s life and his deeds, however,
demonstrate the fact that he was, without doubt, devoted to his
religion and that he believed that he was serving the cause of Islam
in carrying unprovoked war into the territory of the Hindu idolators.
His court historian, Utbi, looked upon Mahmud’s expeditions to
India as jihad, that is, holy war for the extirpation of idolatry and
propagation of Islam. “Sultan Mahmud,” he writes in his Tarikh-i-
Yamini, “at first designed in his heart to go to Sijistan, but subse-
quently preferred to engage previously in a holy war against Hind.”
Utbi adds that he called a council of his officers “‘in order to secure
a blessing on his design of exalting the standard of religion, widening
the plain of right, of illuminating the words of truth and strengthen-
ing the power of justice.” These words clearly show that Mahmud’s
contemporaries believed that one of the main objects of his aggressive
policy against our country was to serve his religion . There were, of
course, other reasons. Mahmud was an ambitious man and wanted
to rule over as big an empire as a man could possibly create. He
was fond of wealth, as all powerful people are, and he had heard of
the stories of India’s fabulous riches. He was, moreover, a warrior
thirsting for military glory.  Besides, being a realist, he might pos-
sibly have considered the continued existence of a hostile  Hindu
power in his immediate neighbourhood as a menace to his indepen-
dent existence, or, at any rate, to his policy of expansion. For all
these reasons Mahmud decided, almost immediately after his acces-
sion, to pursue a policy of aggressive warfare against Hindustan,
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His Indian expeditions

Historians are divided in their opinion regarding the number
of Mahmud’s invasions on India. Our authorities are so conflicting
that it is not possible to ascertain correctly {rom their statements
their exact number. Nor is it very necessary to do so. Some of the
most important of these invasions must, however, be noted.! The
earliest of them took place in 1000 A.D. when Mahmud occupied
a few frontier forts. Next he proceded against Jaipala who is
branded by his enlightened historian ‘the enemy of God’. The
Sultan had taken all possible precautions in this expedition and
selected 15,000 of his picked cavalrymen by a personal inspection of
the members of his army. A well-contested battle was fought near
Peshawar on 27th November, 1001 A.D. Mahmud’s cavalry
manoeuvres proved to be cflective and, in spite of his valour, Jaipala
suffered defeat. He was taken prisoner along with his sons and
grandsons and a number of important relatives and officers.  Utbi
writes that they “being strongly bound with ropes, were carried
before the Sultan, like as evil-doers, on whose faces the fumes of
infidelity are evident....and will be bound and carried to Hell
Some had their arms forcibly tied behind their backs, some were
seized by the cheek, some were driven by blows on the neck.”
Mahmud’s men appropriated a necklace of gems and rubies from the
neck of Jaipala whose value was two lakhs of dinars, and similar
ornaments from the raja’s companions. The victors got spoils
‘beyond all bounds of calculation’. Jaipala was released on promise
to pay a huge ransom and to surrender fifty of his clephants. Mah-
mud followed his victory by advance to Waihand (Udabhanda-
pur, modern Hund), which was Jaipala’s capital, ravaging the
couniry on the way. He returned to Ghazni soon after, crowned
with the laurels of victory and loaded with countless wealth.

Jaipala could not suffer himself to survive the shock of the
humiliation he had experienced at the hands of an ‘unclean foreigner’
and, out of remorse, he burnt himself to death.. He was succeeded
by his son, Anandapala, in 1002 A.D. These catastrophic incidents
must have caused great discouragement and dismay among Jaipala’s
friends and followers, whereas they must have raised the spirits of

‘1 Sir Hempy Ellist, Vol. 11, ‘Apﬁcndix D&Ep. 434-78 recounts seventeen
expeditions of Mahmud, which are usually accepted, Co
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Mahmud and his hordes and whetted their appetite for fresh con-
quests and booty.

Mahmud’s next important invasion was directed against
Multan which was ruled over by Fateh Daud who was a Karma-
thian. The Karmathians were heterodox Shia Muslims and were
hated by orthodox Sunnis. As a preliminary to the conquest of
Multan, Mahmud led an expedition to Bhera on the left bank of the
Jhelum. Anandapala opposed the invader; but he was hustled out
of the way, and in 1006 A.D. Mahmud marched upon Multan which
he conquered. This new conquest was placed in the hands of
.Sukhapala, a grandson of Jaipala, who was one of the hostages taken
by Mahmud to Ghazni after the final defeat of Jaipala and was
there made to "embrace Islam. He was called Nausha Shah.
Sukhapala, however, abjured his new religion and revolted against
Mahmud, who returned to Multan in 1008 A.D. and captured
and imprisoned him and Daud. Multan, thus, became a part of
Mahmud’s wide kingdom.

By allying himself with the Karmathian Daud, Anandapala
had given great offence to Mahmud. On the other hand, the con-
quest of Multan by the ruler of Afghanistan had exposed Anandapala’s
dominion to attack from two directions. A final and decisive clash
between the antagonists was, therefore, only a question of time.
Moreover, Mahmud felt that without occupying the Punjab he could
not hope to penetrate into the heart of Hindustan and reap the
harvests of rich plunder. Anandapala, too, did not fail to appreciate
the significance of these developments. He collected a large army,
which was probably reinforced by contingents from the neighbouring
princes who were anxious to stem the tide of the Turkish expansion.
At the head of this force Anandapala proceeded towards Peshawar.
Mahmud met him on the plain opposite Waihand near about the
year 1009 A.D. and succeeded in inflicting a crippling blow upon
the raja. The Indian army broke down and it retreated in disorder.
Mahmud pursued them and besieged the fort of Nagarkot near
Kangra. This fort fell into the enemy’s hands after three days’
stubborn resistance. Mahmud acquired rich booty here, including
immense gold and various other precious commodities. The entire
country from the Indus to Nagarkot fell into the hands of the victor.
Utbi, the historian of Mahmud, writes that at Nagarkot so much
booty was acquired that “the treasures were laden on the backs of
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as many camels as they could procure, and the officers carried ‘away
the rest. The stamped coin amounted to 70,000 royal dirhams and
the gold and silver ingots amounted to seven lakhs and 400 mans in
weight, besides wearing apparel and fine clothes of Sus, respecting
which old men said that they never remembered to have seen so
'fine, soft and embroidered. Among ‘the booty was a house of white
silver, like to the houses of rich men, the length of which was thirty
yards and the breadth fifteen. It could be taken to pieces and put
together again. And there was a canopy made of the linen of Rum,
forty yeards long and twenty broad, supported on two golden and
two silver poles, which had been cast in moulds.” 3
The Hindushahi kingdom had now shrunk to a small princi-
pality, yet Anandapala, its brave ruler, did not lose ‘his spirits. In
fact, his repeated reverses made him all the more determined to resist
the enemy to the bitter end. He shifted his capital to Nandanath,
situated on the northern spur of the Salt Range. He gathered a
small army and made an attempt to consolidate his position in the
Salt Range region. He died here a peaceful death and was succeed-
ed by his son, Trilochanapala. The new ruler, like his father, had
no peace, for Mahmud went on gradually advancing and, in 1014
A.D., captured Nandanah after a brief siege in which Trilochana~
pala’s son, Bhimapala, played an important part. After this defeat
Trilochanapala took shelter in Kashmir. But Mahmud pursued him
there and defeated a combined army of Trilochanapala and his new
ally, Tunga, the commander of the Kashmir ruler. Mahmud did not
consider it safe to penetrate into Kashmir, but Trilochanapala, too,
did not like to end his days as a refugee in Kashmir. His ambition
was to rule over thé Punjab, his ancestral kingdom, ‘and, therefott]
he returned to the eastern part of the Purijab and established hitiselr’
in'the Sivalik hills. He entered into an alliance with the CHafidela
ruler of Bundelkhand, named Vidyadhar, who was ot of th¥Hi3st
powerful princes in northern India. Mahmud watiédifobrgak\ihss!
alliance and with that end in view he came td* Iiidia hc"igdih in
1009 A.D. and defeated Trilochanapala in ’ﬂiHME""rl;:glP dreERA!
Ganga. Trilochanapala had now only norin#t Deihiedpy 183 R
ovér. The decline in his fortunes gaifé’&‘isé"ﬂé“di's&énsi’&ﬁ%“&ﬁ@'&'ig B!
followers, and he was assassinated’ '{sﬁrﬁ?yof i k10916 RIpY)
He was succeeded by his son, " "BHithptay WHé hay e abperey
chieftain. He died in 1026"'A'DY, -ahd WithBiti? €H %o 4 k!
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the once glorious and mighty Hindushahi dynasty of north-western
Hindustan.

The decline and decay of the Hindushahi kingdom, which was
the first to bear the brunt of the Turkish onslaught, enabled Mahmud
to penetrate into the heart of Hindustan. First of all he sieged,
in 1004 A.D., the fort of Bhatinda which lay on the route from the
north-west into the rich Ganga valley. It was bravely defended by
the local ruler, named Bijai Rai, but Mahmud’s supcrior military
strength succeeded in capturing it.  All the inhabitants of the place,
except those who became converts to Islam, were put to the sword.
A huge booty was captured. Next, he decided to cover the flank of
the Hindushahi territory so as not to leave the possibility of any
danger from that side threatening his line of communication or the
rear of the army of invasion. That was why he decided to conquer
Multan from Fateh Daud, the Karmathian, in 1006 A.D., as already
related,

In 1009 A.D. Mahmud defeated Anandapala ncar Waihand
and captured Nagarkot. In the same year he acquired possession
of Narainpur in the modern district of Alwar., This place had great
commercial importance and had become the emporium of foreign
articles from Central Asia as well as indigenous ones from the various
parts of our country. In 1014 A.D. Mahmud started from Ghazni
in order to capture the sacred city of Thaneshwar, hallowed by the
temple of Chakraswami. On his way to the place he was encounter-
ed by a Hindu ruler who inllicted a very heavy loss on Mahmud’s
army; but, when he reached Thaneshwar, he was pleasantly surpris-
ed to find that the people offered no resistance whatever.  Mahmud
plundered the city and sent the image of Chakraswami to Ghazni
where it was cast in the public square.

Between 1015 and 1021 A.D. Mahimud made two unsuccessful
attempts to conquer Kashmir, but he was baffled both the times. At
last he gave up the idea of enslaving that Happy Valley.

Owing to the annihilation of the Hindushahi kingdom the
flood-gates of Turkish invasions were opened up to submerge the
very heart of Hindustan. Eager to exploit the opportunity to the
best advantage, Mahmud now directed his march towards the
Ganga-Yamuna Doab.  He started from Ghazni in 1018 A.D. and
proceeded towards Mathura which was one of the most thickly popu-
lated and wealthy cities. It was, morcover, the Hindu Bethlehem,
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being the birth-place of Shri Krishna. Mahmud found it a well-
protected city, beautified by an array of imposing temples; but the
garrison made no attempt to defend this holy city or its artistic
shrines. The invading army destroyed many temples and captured
immense treasure that had been accumulated there for generations.
An idea of the splendour of Mathura and the destruction wrought by
the Muslim fanatical invader can be had from a description of that
city given by Utbi who says : “He (Mahmud) saw a city of wonder-
ful fabric and conception, so that one might say there is a building
of paradise, but its accidents or qualities could only come by the
aid of the infernals, and an intelligent man would hardly receive
favourably the account of it...... Around it...... they had placed
1,000 castles built of stones which they had made idol temples. ...
And in the midst of the city they had built a temple higher than all,
to delineate the beauty and decoration of which the pen of all
writers and the pencils of all painters would be powerless, and
would not be able to attain to the power fixing their minds upon it
and considering it.” In the Memoirs which the Sultan wrote of his
journey he thus declares : “If any one should undertake to build a
fabric like that he would expend thereon one lakh packets of a
thousand dinar, and would not complete it in 200 years, with the
assistance of the most ingenious architects.”” These temples, accord-
ing to Utbi, contained valuable idols of pure gold, five of which
were of the height of five cubits, and in one of which there was a
jacinth of the value of more than 50,000 dinars. Another idol had a
sapphire of one solid piece, of azure water, of the value of 400
fine miskals. The invaders acquired a huge treasure buried under the
feet of many an idol. They got from the fect of one idol as much
treasure as was of the value of four lakh miskals of gold. There were
many idols of silver which, too, were equally costly. ~Mahmud
devastated the entire city and plundered it from one corner to the
other. Vrindavan witnessed the same scene of plunder and arson,
massacre and rape.

From Mathura Mahmud proceeded to Kanauj which was the
imperial seat of northern India since the days of the great Harsha.
It was ruled by Rajyapala, the last Gurjara-Pratihara ruler, who
fled as soon as he heard of the news of Mahmud’s approach. The
city was besieged and conquered without much resistance. It wit-
nessed the same plunder and massacre that the holy city of Mathura
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had already seen. Here, too, Mahmud acquired treasure and booty
‘beyond all calculation’.  After this he returned to Ghazni, con-
quering a few small forts on the way.

The desecration and destruction of the beautiful temples of
the holy Mathura touched the conscience of some of the notable
leaders, prominent among whom was the Chandela ruler of Bundel-
khand. This notable chief (who is variously called Ganda or Vidya-
dhar), made an attempt to organise a league of some prominent
rulers for the defence of their religion and country. The members
of this league were dissatisfied with Rajyapala of Kanauj who had
fled from his capital without offering any resistance to the invader.
So they attacked Rajyapala and defeated and killed him. This
brought Mahmud once again to our country, for he was naturally
anxious to prevent the formation of a league against him. Starting
from Ghazni at the end of 1019 A.D., he met opposition from
Trilochanapala of the Hindushahi dynasty. Trilochanapala was
defeated and Mahmud proceeded towards Bundelkhand. The
Chandela prince tried to obstruct his passage and met him at the
head of a powerful army. But, for some unrecorded reason, he left
the field during the night, and Mahmud, who was about to give
way to despair at the sight of so big a force, ravaged the Chhandela
territory and became the master of an enormous booty. He return-
ed to Ghazni in 1022.

Towards the end of the same year he returned to India to
crush the power of the Chandelas. ~While on his way to Kalinjar,
an important Chandela fortress, he tried to capture Gwalior, the
ruler of which was one of the feudatories of the Chandela prince; but
Gwalior was so formidable a fortress that it could not be captured.
Mahmud did not like to be delayed on the way and so he made
peace with the Kachhawaha ruler of that place and resumed his
Jjourney to Kalinjar. Kalinjar was besieged, but it could not be
easily captured. ~ The siege lasted for a long time and Mahmud,
anxious to return to Ghazni, made peace with the Chandela prince
who agreed to the payment of a tribute in the form of 300 clephants.
It is said that the Chandela ruler even composed a poem in praise
of the invader which so pleased Mahmud that he rewarded him
with the government of fifteen fortresses.  After this peace  he
returned to Ghazni with his spoils. ‘

Mahmud’s last famous expedition to Hindustan was that to
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Somanath. It is said that the Brahmans of thé Somamnath temple, .
situated on the coast of Kathiawar, had boasted that Lord Somanath
was displeased with other deities; that was why they had been sacked
and broken to pieces by Mahmud, the Idol-breaker. It was this vaunt
which is said to have been responsible for Mahmud’s resolve to
attack Somanath. Starting from Ghazni on 17th October, 1024 A.D.,
with the biggest army that he had so far commanded, he reached
Multan on 20th November. He took elaborate precautions on the
way, for his route lay through the inhospitable desert of Rajputana.
Every trooper had to carry with him food, water and fodder for seven
days. Besides this Mahmud had arranged to have provisions and
water for the entire army sufficient for the duration of the march
through the desert, which was loaded on 30,000 camels. On his
arrival at Anhilwara in January, 1025 A.D., Mahmud ws pleasantly
surprised to learn that Raja Bhima Deo, with most of his followers,
had fled from the place. Those who had remained behind were
defeated and plundered. The people in the town and in the shrine
of Somanath, however, stuck to their places, believing that they would
be absolutely safe owing to the protection given to them by Lord
Somanath. Mahmud captured the place without much difficulty
and ordered a gencral slaughter in which more than 50,000 persons
are said to have perished. The idol of Somanath was broken to
pieces which were sent to Ghazni, Mecca and Medina and cast in
streets and the staircases of chief mosques to be trodden by the
Muslims going there for their prayers. This idol was considered to
be one of the great wonders of the place. ““It was in the middle of the
temple, without anything to support it from below or to suspend it
from above. It was held in the highest honour amongst the Hindus,
and whoever beheld it floating in the air was struck with amazement
whether he was a Musalman or an infidel. Mahmud ordered the:
loadstones in the conopy to be removed. The idol, therefore, fell to
the ground. It was then broken to pieces.” It is said that the value
of the spoils found in the temple exceeded twenty lakhs of dinars.
Laden with this rich booty, Mahmud returned to Ghazni through
Sindh. His last expedition was undertaken only against the Jats of
Sindh who had harassed him during his return march from Somanath
to Ghazni in the previous year. This ended his Indian career. He
died in 1030 A.D.. ‘
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An estimate of Mahmud

Mahmud was one of the greatest Muslim kings of Asia. He
ruled over a vast dominion which extended from Iraq and the
Caspian Sea to the Ganga and was more extensive than the empire
of the Caliph of Baghdad. This empire was practically created by
him. He had inherited from his father the provinces of Ghazni and
Khurasan only. Mahmud was a thorough-going despot in whose
hands were concentrated all power and authority. His ministers
were his servants and creatures who could be appointed and dismis-
sed at will. Mahmud’s will had the force of law. He was the chief
executive and judicial authority of his kingdom and he was also his
own commander-in-chief. His powers and prerogatives were limited
only by the customary Mouslim law and by the fear of a military
rising. But Mahmud discharged his duties in his home kingdom
successfully and maintained law and order. These achievements
entitle him to a high place among the monarchs of the time and
show that he was gifted with considerable administrative ability.

Muhmud was a brave soldicr and a great general. It is said
that he was not gifted with extraordinary personal prowess, but he
was fearless and extremely intrepid.  As a general his success lay
in making a clever use of the extant material and in infusing a new
life into the old system then in existence. He was a judge of human
character and understood and appreciated the qualities of his sub-
ordinates and troops and thus he made cach individual contribute
to his success in the manner in which he liked and to the extent to
which each man was capable of contributing. He was a born leader
of men. His army was not a homogeneous force; it was composed
of diverse racial and religious elements, such as Arabs, Afghans, Turks
and Hindus. But his able generalship welded them all into a power-
ful unit. It is sometimes supposed that Mahmud displayed conspi-
cuous military capacity against the then effete  Hindus only and
hence his generalship has been unduly exaggerated.  This is a mis-
taken view, for we know that he attained equal success in Central
Asia and in Persia. g

Mahmud was a cultured patron of scholarship and art. He
had himself some skill as a poet and a scholar. He beautified the
city of Ghazni by erecting stately palaces and mosques, colleges and
tombs, He gathered around him scholars of ability and reputation,
He held religious and literary discussions with them at his court.
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Among the topmost literary lights that thronged the court of Ghazni,
the most important were Al Beruni, Firdausi, Unsuri and Farrukhi.
His secretary was the famous Utbi, to whose scholarship we owe not
a little material for a history of Mahmud and his time. Mahmud
founded a university at Ghazni. He also collected brilliant artists
from all parts of the Muslim world.

Mahmud enjoyed a reputation for his great sense of justice in
his kingdom. According to a great authority, “Mahmud was a just
sovereign, a lover of learning, a man of generous nature and a pure
faith.” He was an orthodox Sunni Musalman punctilious in the
observance of his religious rites. He was careful to see that his
Muslim subjects did not deviate from Sunni orthodoxy. He punished
heresy and persecuted such heretics in Islam as the Karmathians.

According to Professor Muhammad Habib of Aligarh Univer-
sity, Mahmud was not a fanatic and his expeditions against India
were not motivated by religion but by love of plunder. The learned
Professor concludes by saying that Islam does not sanction plundering
raids and vandalism and that Mahmud rendered disservice to his
religion by his acts of barbarism in India. That Mahmud was a
deeply pious Muslim king and punctilious in the observances of his
faith was not a subject of controversy with contemporaries who
believed that the ruler of Ghazni was an ideal Islamic monarch,
Likewise, contemporary Muslim opinion is unanimous in its belief
and assertion that Mahmud not only rendered a great service to his
religion by his Indian expeditions, but even exalted Islam. As
regards the view that Islam does not sanction vandalism and atro-
cities of the type committed by Mahmud, it may be said that a student
of history is not concerned with the dogmas of a religion. He has to
assess their effect on the conduct and actions of its adherents. It is
an incontrovertible fact that those who were qualified to interpret the
principles of Muslim religion, during the lifetime of Mahmud and
for centuries after his death, held the view that the rule of Ghazni
not only did not depart from strict Islamic principles, but glorified
them by his conduct in India. ‘

To the Indian world of his day Mahmud was a veritable devil
incarnate—a daring bandit, an avaricious plunderer and wanton
destroyer of Art. He plundered many dozens of our flourishing cities;
he razed to the ground great temples which were wonderful works
of art; he carried thousands of innocent women and children into
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slavery; he indulged in wanton massacre practically everywhere he
went; and, above all, he forcibly converted hundreds of our unwill-
ing people to Islam. A conqueror who leaves behind desolate towns
and villages and dead bodies of innocent human beings cannot be
remembered by posterity by any other title.

Mahmud was not a ruler so far as India was concerned. He
annexed the Punjab after the fall of the Hindushahi dynasty, owing to
geographical, military and strategic reasons. Without occupying
this part of the country his line of communications would have been
unsafe and he would not have been in a position to move fearlessly
into the heart of the Ganga-Yamuna Doab. Yet Mahmud became
the founder of the Turkish power in India, for he paved the way for
the establishment of the future Sultanate of Delhi. Mahmud was
not a statesman. His ability even as a ruler has been cxaggerated.
Professor S. R. Sharma calls him an angel to his own people. On the
other hand, he did little beyond giving his dominions pcace and
order. No permanent institution and no nation-building activity
was associated with his name. If he did a little for education, it
was not for the peole at large, but for a select class and for personal
glorification. Lane-Poole is right in concluding : « “He left his
dominions so ill-knitted together that they began to fall asunder as
soon as he was no longer alive to guard them by his vigilant activity.”
His inordinate fondness for wealth was a blot on his character, as it
weakened rather than strenghened his usefulness and his reputation.
The story of his refusal to pay Firdausi a gold picce for every verse of
his celebrated Shah Nama to which he was pedged, and that of his
death-bed sobs at the thought that he was leaving his riches hehind,
may not have been literally true, but they do reflect the popular
opinion of his character long after he was dead.

In spite of these faults he must be called a monarch of outstand-
ing ability, if not of character. Professor Habib is right when he
‘says that Mahmud’s pre-eminence among his contemporavies was
due to his ability and not to his character.

Successors of Mahmud

.Mahmud seems. to have been conscious of the ﬁnwieldint:su of
his empire. Before his death he divided it among his two sons,
Masud and Muhammad; but there was no peaceful succession to his
throne, As soon as hxs eyes were closed in death, there was a war
of succession between them. Masud gained the upper hand. He
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defeated his brother, blinded him and threw him into prison. Masud
reigned for ten years, from 1030 to 1040 A.D., and was invested with
the title of Sultan by the Khalifa. Though Masud was gifted with
great personal prowess, he was badly defeated by the Seljugs in
1040 A.D. near Merv and compelled to flee towards Lahore. The
province of the Punjab had been ruled, during the later days of Mah-
mud’s reign and throughout that of Masud, by deputies. The ad-
ministration of the province was disorganised by the disloyalty, selfish-
ness: and inefficiency of Muslim officers. Masud was, however, ably
and loyally served by a Hindu general, named Tilak, who had risen
from obscurity to the rank of a minister in the time of his (Masud’s)
father. The affairs of the Punjab, in spite of Tilak’s loyalty and
devotion, were not going on well when Masud fled to Lahore for
shelter. His defeat at the hands of the Seljugs had disorganised his
army. His troops mutinied on the way, dethroned and handed him
over. to his blind brother, Muhammad, who now crowned himself
king. Masud was put to death by the new ruler. A little later,
Masud’s son, Maudud, organised a party of his own with the help
of some prominent nobles. He defeated Muhammad and put him
and his son to death. :

Maudud was a weak ruler. He ruled from 1040 to 1049 A.D.
On his death there was again a war of succession, and one after an-
other, a series of incompetent rulers sat upon the throne at Ghazni.
The reigns of these weaklings were short and inglorious. Besides the
trouble in the Punjab, these rulers were constantly menaced by the
rising power of the Seljugs. = The greatest danger to the decadent
house of Ghazni, however, came from the principality of Ghur. The
family feud between these two ruling houses, namely, those of
Ghazni and Ghur, developed into a conflict which reached a climax
in 1155 A.D. when Ala-ud-din Husain of Ghur invaded Ghazni,
subjected it to thorough plunder and burnt it so completely that he
earned the nickname of jahan Soz, ‘the World Burner’.  Ala-ud-din
slaughtered the people of Ghazni in thousands and enslaved its
women and children.  All its buildings were dug up and destroyed
except the tomb of Mahmud. In the forth quarter of the 12th
century A.D. the house of Mahmud: 'was extinguished by Shahab-
ud-din Muhammad Ghuri.

The Punjab under the Ghaznavules
Mahmud annexed the Punjab whosc adnnmstranon hc
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entrusted to the care of a governor. This was, thus, our third province,
Sindh and Multan being the first two, to have passed into the hands
of Muslim invaders from the north-west. ~Mahmud may be said to
have been the first Turk who ruled over a province of our country
and became the founder of a dynasty. His successors, after they
had lost their hereditary kingdom of -Ghazni, sought protection
at Lahore and ruled there till the extinction of his dynasty in 1186
AD.

The administration of the Punjab suffered from progressive
deterioration owing to the disloyalty and incompetence of the Tur-
kish officers during the reigns of Mahmud’s successors. The
governor, Ariyaruq, was found guilty of misappropriation of the royal
revenue. He was summoned to Ghazni by Masud and put to death.
He was succeeded by the notorious Ahmad Nialtigin who was
innocent of a sense of honesty as well as of experience of civil and
military affairs.  This man quarrelled with the gazi, Abul Hasan,
and led, in 1033 A.D., a plundering expedition to Banaras from
where he brought enormous wealth. ~ Masud was alarmed at the
reports of Nialtigin’s ~pretensions and mismanagement and sent his
Hindu general, Tilak, a handsome and accomplished soldier and
'a man of letters who had risen to a high rank in Mahmud’s service,
to chastise the delinquent. In the contest that followed Ahmad
Nialtigin was killed and his head. was sent by Tilak to Masud, who
appointed, in 1036 A.D., his own son, Majdud, governor in the
vacant office. In 1037 A.D. Masud in person came to India and
besieged Hansi and stormed it on January 1, 1039 A.D. indulging
in the massacre of the innocent population and enslaving many
women and children. In 1040 A.D., Masud, having been badly
defeated by the Seljugs, abandoned Ghazni and retreated to-
wards Lahore. He was, however, waylaid and imprisoned by his
own followers who placed his brother, Muhammad, on the throne.
Maudud was the next ruler (1041-42), who defeated and killed
Nami, governor of Lahore, and occupied the province.

The Punjab remained a part of the Ghazni empire under
Maudud; but the people of the province had little regard for his
rule. In 1044 AD. Mahipala, the raja of Delhi, wrested Hansi,
Thaneshwar and Kangra from the Ghaznavide governor and re-
established Hindu worship in those places. He even besieged Lahore,
but had to return without success. In 1048 A.D. Maudud appointed
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his sons, Mahmud and Mansur, governors of Lahore and Peshawar
respectively; but corruption and inefficiency continued as before.
Maudud’s death in December, 1049 A.D. led to a protracted intrigue
and palace disturbance. One after another, there came to the throne
of Ghazni a number of weaklings who were rulers in name only.
One of them, Ibrahim, enjoyed a long and comparatively peaceful
reign of forty-two years and died in August, 1099 A.D. His son,
Masud III, reigned for seventeen years. Somctime after his death
which occurred in 1115 A.D., the Scljugs intervened in a succession
quarrel and supported Bahram against Arsalan who was defeated
and put to death in 1118 A.D. His son and successor, Khusrav
Shah, was defeated and driven from Ghazni by the Ghuzz Turkomans
about 1160 A.D. He fled to the Punjab, for that province alone
remaincd in the hands of Ghaznavides. On his death, in 1160
A.D., the thronc of the Punjab passed to his son, Malik Khusrav,
who was a mild and voluptuous ruler and allowed the district officers
of his dwindling kingdom to excrcise semi-independent authority.
A new danger for the Ghaznavides now made its appearance. Slice
after slice, the territory of the Punjab was conquered by Muhammad
of Ghur, who was assigned the Jagir of Ghazni by his brother, Ghiyas-
ud-din, until in 1186 A.D., he imprisoned Malik Khusrav and
occupied the entire Punjab.  Since 1186 A.D. Khusrav was kept a
prisoner by Muhammad Ghur and was put to death in 1192 A.D.

GENEALOGICAL TABLE
The Yamini Dynasty

Sabu‘ktigin
[
(1) Malm}ud (of Ghazni) Is;nail
T
(2) Muhammad (3) M;().sud I (7 A]bdur Rashid
|

T — :
Majdud  (4) Mm}dud (6) Ali (8) Farrukhzad (9) Ibrahim

(5) Masud 1T Mal'lmucl Mansur (10) Masud IIT

(11) Shcirrzad (12) Arsalan (13) Bahram éhah
[

(14) Khus'rav Shah

. (15) Khusgrav, Malik

- (Imprisoned and murdered

by Muhammad Ghuri)
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INDIA ON THE EVE OF MUHAMMAD OF
GHUR’S INVASION

In the last quarter of the twelfth century A.D. there were three
foreign kingdoms in north-western India.  They were the Punjab,
Multan and Sindh.

The Ghaznavide Panjab

Since its conquest and annexation by Mahmud in the first
quarter of the eleventh century, the Punjab had remained an integral
part of the Ghaznavide empire until its extinction in 1186 A.D. As
has already been related, Khusrav Shah, driven from his ancestral
home by the Ghuzz Turks, sought refuge in the Punjab. From that
time onwards his successors abandoned Ghazni altogether and made
the Punjab their home and Lahore their capital.  After Sindh the
Punjab may be considered to have become the next Muslim kingdom
in India. This kingdom included Peshawar and Sialkot in the north
and the Hindu state of Jammu lay to the north-east, while its boun-
dary on the south and the south-west was constantly fluctuating,
The Chauhan ruler, Prithvi Raj I, fought with the Muslims. = His
successor Ajayaraj lost Nagor to Bahlim, a Ghaznavide officer, in
1112 A.D.  Vigraharaj III recovered Hansi from the Ghaznavide
Sultan’ of the Punjab in 1167 A.D. and his successor Prithivi Raj II
fortified it as an outpost against the Turks. A few years later, Prithvi
Raj IT wrested Bhatinda, situated further north, and thus shifted the
Chauhan frontier in the north to very near modern Ferozepore, The
Turkish kingdom of the Punjab suffered from decline and decay
during the reigns of Mahmud’s successors. Corruption and ineffi-
ciency were the rule. Khusravy Malik, the last ruler of the Ghaznavide
dynasty, was a pleasure-loving, worthless prince, who allowed his
servants to exercise practically independent power, In spite of this
natural decay, sometimes an enterprising commander of the sultan’s
army would undertake a distant raid into the territory of a neigh-
bouring Hindu chief, devastate it and bring valuable spoils; but such
a daring character in the effete Ghaznavides was an exception and
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not the rule. In fact, the Ghaznavide sultan of Lahore lived in daily
fear of the Rajput attack on his kingdom.

Multan under the Karmathians

The province of Multan, situated in the upper valley of the
Indus, was ruled over by Qaramitah Muslims who were Shias. This
province had been conquered by Mahmud, but it regained its
independence under the Qaramitahs after that monarch’s death.
Uch also seems to have been a part of the Qaramitah kingdom.

Sindh under the Sumras

South of Multan lay Lower Sindh with its capital at Debal.
Mahmud had conquered these parts also, but not long after his
death a local tribe, called the Sumras, re-asserted its independence,
The Sumras were Muhammadans of an obscure origin. Like the
Qaramitahs they too were Shia Muslims,

The Rajputs : their virtues and faults

The rest of India was ruled by the Rajputs who claimed descent
from the ancient Kshatriyas and traced their pedigree to the Sun and
the Moon. Historians, however, are of opinion that the Rajputs were
a mixed race, having in their veins the blood of the ancient Kshatriyas
and also that of some foreign invaders who eventually found a place
in Hindu society. The Rajputs were a brave people. They excelled
their adversary, the Turks, in reckless bravery and chivalric sense of
honour. They prided themselves on their swordsmanship and made
warfare their hobby.  Their great qualities were, however, marred
by the presence of clannishness among them. The structure of
society in which they lived and had their being was essentially
feudal. Their thirst for military glory made them subordinate other
activities to this their all-absorbing passion, and this proved to be the
cause of their downfall.

The Chalukyas of Anhilwara

The most important Rajput dynasty in western India, so close
to the three north-western provinces held by foreigners, was the
Chalukya ruling family of Anhilwara. Jaya Singh Siddharaja
(1102-1143) raised this dynasty to eminence and conquered a large
portion of the Paramara kingdom of Malwa. He reduced the Guhilot
kingdom of Chittor, and rounded off his conquest by the reduction of
Nadol and Girnar in Kathiawar. He came into clash with the
Chauhan ruler of Ajmer and the warfare between these two houses
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eventually reduced'the Chalukyas to a second-ratc power.  Onc by
one, Malwa, Chittor and other parts of western and southern Raj-
putana re-asserted their independence. Only Gujarat and Kathiawar
remained under the Chalukyas. Moola Raj II was the Ghalukya
ruler at the time of Muhammad of Ghur’s invasion.

The Chauhans of Ajmer

The next important Rajput power was that of the Ghauhans of
Ajmer. This dynasty was founded by Samanta.  Ajayapala founded
Ajmer in the eleventh century A.D. For a brief period under Arno
Raja (c. 1153-1164) the Chauhans had to acknowledge the Chalukya
suzerainty. Very soon after, however, the Chauhans regained their
independence and cven rose to eminence and subjugated north-
eastern Rajputana. Visala Deva (Vigraharaja III) captured Delhi
about 1150 A.D. from the Tomaras and, a little later, he captured
Hansi from the Ghaznavides. An important ruler of this dynasty was
Prithviraj IT who ruled from 1167 to 1169 A.D. His son was the
famous Prithviraj III (1178-1193 A.D.) popularly known as Rai
Pithora. He conquered Mahoba from the Chandela ruler, Paramardi,
He was reputed to have been a great warvior and fighter.  He wag,
however, not on good terms with his neighbours.

The Gahadwaras of Kanauj

The most important Rajput ruling family at this time was the
Gahadwara dynasty of Kanauj. Originally the Gahadwara kingdom
consisted of Kashi (Banaras), Kaushala (Awadh), Kaushik (Allaha-
bad region) and Indraprastha (Delhi region), but gradually the
Gahadwaras expanded in all directions and, by a systewatic policy of
conquest, made Kanauj one of the most extensive kingdoms in the
country. Govinda Chand was one of the most notable rulers of this
dynasty. During his reign the castern boundary of Kanauj was
pushed to Patna.  Gobinda Chand was suceeeded by Vijaya Chand
who ruled from about 1155 to 1170 A.D.  He contimed the policy
of aggressive warfare which he had inherited from his predecessors,
Jaya Chand, a contemporary of Muhammad of Ghur, was the last
ruler of this dynasty. ‘

The Chandelas of Bundelkhand and the Kalachuris of Chedi

Two other Rajput ruling families deserve mention, for  they
were not only virile, but also in constant warfare with their neighe
bours. They were the Chandelas of Kalinjar and Mahoba and the
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Kalachuris of Chedi. The Chandelas established their dominion
over the southern parts of the Ganga-Yamuna Doab, including
western Bundclkhand in the tenth century A.D.  Madan Varma,
a noble ruler of this dynasty, defeated the Paramaras of Malwa and
held his own against Siddharaja of Gujarat. He defeated the
Kalachuris, who ruled at Tripuri in the modern Jabalpur district
of the Madhya Pradesh. The Kalachuris seemed to have ultimately
become feudatories to the Chandela prince about the end of the
twellth century. But the Chandelas themselves were finally beaten
by the Gahadwaras. The last important king of this dynasty, named
Paramardi Deva, was defeated by Prithviraj II of Ajmer and com-
pelled to cede a portion of his territory to the Chauhans. At the
opening of our period the Chandela dominion comprised Mahoba,
Khajuraho, Kalinjar and Ajaigarh. Tt probably included Jhansi
also.

The Paramaras of Malwa with their capital at Dhar, so power-
ful and famous in the time of their greatest ruler, Bhoja (c. 1010-
1055), had sunk low in the twelfth century.  The representative
of this dynasty at the time of Muhammad of Ghur’s invasion was

an insignificant prince and a virtual vassal of the Chalukyas of
Gujarat.

The Palas of North Bengal

In eastern India there were two well-known Rajput kingdoms.
They were the Pala empire and the Sena kingdom. Once upon a
ime the Pala empire included the whole of Bengal and the whole
of Bihar.  But it was fast undergoing decay. In the twelfth century
Ramapala, a king of this dynasty, was able to revive for a short
seriod the imperial glory of his ancestors by a number of victories
n Utkal, Kalinga and Kamarupa. After his death, however, the
Pala dynasty relapsed into lethargy.  The Brahmaputra Valley
leclared its independence.  Similarly, southern Bengal cut itself off
and everywhere petty  governors not only raised their heads, but
also behaved as independent chiefs. The later rulers of this
dynasty, such as Kumarapala (1126-1130) and Madanapala (1130-
1150), were weaklings and under them the once formidable Pala
empire dwindled into a small kingdom confined to north Bangal.
They lost most of Bihar. In Gaya and Hazaribagh districts new
dyhasties came into existence,
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The Sena kingdom of Bengal
The Sena family profited most owing to the decay and downfall

of the Pala empire. The Scnas are supposed to have come from
southern India and established themselves in eastern India in the
eleventh century A.D. One of the members of this family, named
Vijaya Sena (1097-1159), seized East Bengal. He obtained posses-
sion of North Bengal also. He was in constant warfare with the
rulers of Kamarupa, Kalinga and South Bengal and is reputed to
have obtained victories over them. He is said to have defeated
Nanya Deva of Mithila (North Bihar). The later rulers of this
dynasty were Ballala Sena (1159-1170) and his son, Lakshmana Sena
(1170-1206).  Their dominion consisted of North and East Bengal
and included Mithila and, perhaps, some districts lying on the
western border of Mithila. Lakshmana Sena’s administration was
torn by internal dissensions and weakened by his old age.

It is clear from the foregoing narrative that northern India
was divided into many small kingdoms which were on terms of
hostility with one another.  More than one dynasty claimed pre-
eminence and paramountcy over others. This claim could be
decided by sword alone, and hence throughout our period the Rajput
rulers of the north engaged themselves in constant warfare with
their neighbours and paid little attention to the developments in the
north-western provinces of India which were in foreign hands,
namely, the Punjab, Multan and Sindh. Owing to this state of
affairs it was not possible for them, much less for the Indian people
(for the people hardly existed as such in that age), to combine
against a foreign invader. Was it not still more difficdlt for them
to make a common effort to expel the Turk from the Punjab, Multan
and Sindh, where he had secured a permanent lodgement ?

The administrative, economic, cultural and social conditions
had hardly witnessed any fundamental change since the eleventh
century. In fact, our civilization had become practically static and,
hence, was inclined to a downward trend. The reader is referred
to the fifth chapter of this volume for a perusal of those conditions.



MUHAMMAD OF GHUR

Early history of Ghur

The mountainous district of Ghur is situated in the hills bet-
ween Ghazni and Herat. In the tenth century A.D. it was an
independent principality and was ruled by a Tajik family of Persian
origin, known to history as the Shansbani dynasty. Its ruler,
Muhammad bin Suri, was defeated by Mahmud of Ghazni in or
about 1009 A.D., and was reduced to the position of a vassal. Since
that date the ruler of Ghur became a feudatory of Ghazni. The
principality of Ghur, however, took full advantage of the decline of
Ghazni after the death of Mahmud in 1030 A.D. This was made
possible by a quarrel between the ruling houses of the two kingdoms.
Bahram of Ghazni murdered a prince of Ghur, named Malik Qutub-
ud-din Hasan. This roused the wrath of Saif-ud-din Suri, the brother
of the deceased, who invaded Ghazni and defeated Bahram. A
little later, Bahram retaliated and put Saif-ud-din to death. The
quarrel now developed into a family feud, and Ala-ud-din Husain,
Saif-ud-din’s younger brother, completely devastated and burnt the
city of Ghazni, as we have already seen, and earned the nickname of
Jahan Soz.  Ala-ud-din came into clash with Sanjar, the last of the
imperial Seljugs. But he escaped his doom owing to the difficulties
the latter was in.  Ala-ud-din conquered Bamian, Turkistan, Jerun
and Bast and cven Gharjistan, in the Valley of the Murghab river.
He conquered the city of Herat also. Towards the end of his reign
he lost Balkh, Turkistan and Herat, but retained his hold over other
parts of his dominions.  He died in 1161. He was succeeded
by his son, named Saifud-din. On his death the principality of
Ghur passed to his cousin Ghiyas-ud-din. He recovered Ghazni,
which had been lost by his predecessors, and added a number of
districts to his dominion. His ambition brought him into conflict
with the Khwarizm Shah.  Ghiyas-ud-din acquired some initial
success over his rival and conquered several districts in the neighbour-
hood of Khurasan; but, ultimately, the Ghuride ruler was decisively
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beaten at Andhkhud. He was allowed to retain possession of Herat
and Balkh, only two provinces of his extensive conquest in the north-
west. Thus the Ghuride activity in the north-west brought little
advantage and the ruler of this dynasty had to turn towards India.
Ghiyas-ud-din Muhammad, king of Ghur, appointed his younger
brother Shahab-ud-din alias Muiz-ud-din Muhammad to the govern-
.ment of Ghazni in 1173 A.D., when that city was recovered from
the Ghuzz Turkomans of Central Asia.  The latter was on very
friendly terms with his clder brother and gave him complete loyalty
and allegiance.© Muhammad was an active and enterprising ruler
and, although he ruled at Ghazni as almost an independent ruler,
he inscribed the name of his brother on his coins and treated him as
his suzerain. It is this man, known to us as Mubamumad Ghuri, who
became the third important Muslim invader of Hindustan.

Causes of Muhammad’s invasions

Muhammad of Ghur, ruler of Ghazni, was an ambitious and
enterprising prince.  He looked upon himself as the heir  to the
Punjab which had belonged to the empire of Ghazni. A quarrel
between his house and that of Ghazni must have prompted him to
invade the Punjab, then under a prince of the house of Mahmud,
named Khusrav Shah or Khusrav Malik. Morcover, it was necessiaty
to obtain possession of the Punjab in order to fight successtully his
chief enemy, the ruler of Khwarizm, with whom, too, the Ghurides
had a long-standing conflict. It was not only desirable but necessary
to eliminate the encmy in the rear, that is, the Ghaznavide ruler of
Lahore and the Karmathians of Multan.  That was an age ol mili-
tary glory, and Muhammad of Ghur was fired with the love of
conquest and power.  Like all able and ambitious men, he wanted
to establish a big empire and to acquire wealth and prestige. e
was also a pious Muslim and, as such, he considered it to be his duty
to bring the message of Muhammad to the Hindus of India and to
put an end to idolatry, It 1nust, however, be  mentioned  that
Muhammad of Ghur was more political than religious. Tl primary
aim, therefore, was conquest and not the propagation of  Islam,
though that was desirable and was to follow as a matter of course.

Congquest of Mﬁlta,u and Sindh

His first invasion was dirccted against Multan in 1175 AD,
That province was ruled over by Ismailian heretics who were
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popularly known as Karmathians. Muhammad captured the city
and appointed his own governor. He then pushed on to Uch in
Upper Sindh.  The story that it was under a Bhatti Rajput, whose
queen fell victim to Muhammad of Ghur’s intrigue, poisoned her
hushand and delivered the place to the invader, is disproved by
modern research. It is clear that Bhatti Rajputs had never held
any part of Sindh and that the ruler of Uch at this time was most
probably a Qaramitah Muslim.  Uch fell in the same year at
Multan, thatis, in 1175 A.D., and most probably by stratagem.
Desirous of completing the subjugation of the whole of Sindh and
annexing it, Muhammad invaded Lower Sindh in 1182 A.D. and
compelled its Sumra ruler to acknowledge his suzerainty.
Muhammad defeated at Anhilwara v
Mubammad’s next expedition was directed against Anhilwara
or Patan, the capital of Bhima II, the Vaghela ruler of Gujarat.
The chief of Anhilwara was then young in years, but he was brave
and dashing and was the master of a big force. He inflicted, in
1178 A.D., a terrible defeat upon Muhammad and drove him away
from his country.  This produced such an impression upon the
invader that he did not threaten Gujarat for twenty years to come.

Acquisition of the Punjab : end of the Ghaznavide rule
Muhammad now realised that it was a mistake to attempt to
conquer India through Sindh and Multan. The key to Hindustan
lay through the Punjab, and so he changed his tactics and decided to
proceed through the Punjab into the heart of our country. He
attacked and captured Peshawar {rom the Ghaznavide ruler of the
Punjab in 1179 A.D. Two years later he proceeded against Lahore it-
sell. Khusrav Malik sent the invader costly presents and his own son
as a hostage, 'Uhis casy success must have encouraged Muhammad in
his aggression. In 1185 A.D. he again invaded the Punjab and plund-
ered the countryside and occupied the fortress of Sialkot.  He repaired
this fortress and garrisoned it with his own troops. Khusrav Malik
at last realised that the invader was bent upon wresting the whole of
the Punjab from his feeble grips and so he exerted himself in self-
defence. e made an alliance with the Khokhars, a Hindu tribe of
the Salt Range region, who were on bad terms with Chakra Deva,
the ruler of Jammu, With their help Khusrav Malik besieged Sialkot,
hut was driven back by Mubammad’s garrison. In 1186 A.D. Muha-
mmad returned to the Punjab and laid siege to Lahore. He had
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already made an alliance with Chakra Deva, and he is said to have
invaded the Punjab and garrisoned Sialkot in response to an invitation
from that Hindu raja. In spite of the assistance from Jammu under
its new ruler, Vijaya Deva, Muhammad did not feel himself powerful
enough to take Lahore by force. So he resorted to diplomacy and
cunning. He persuaded Khusrav to pay him a visit and guaranteed
him safe conduct. In flagrant violation of his plighted word, he seized
Khusrav and sent him a prisoner to Gharjistan, where he was put to
death by his orders in 1192 A.D. Thus Multan, Sindh and Lahore
became parts of the empire of Ghur, and the Ghaznavide rule
disappeared from the Punjab. Muhammad’s occupation of this
province opened the way for further conquests in India.

His contact with Hindustan

Muhammad of Ghur’s territory now touched the boundary
of the kingdom of Prithviraj, the valiant ruler of Ajmer and Ieclhi,
The Rajputs had some experience of the Muslim Turks since the days
of Sabuktigin and Mahmud of Ghazni and scemed to have had a
better appreciation than their ancestors of the cleventh century of
the aggressive tendencies of their new ncighbours, though it will be
incorrect to say that they had grown wiser by this contact. ‘T'hey
had experience of occasional thrusts by an enterprising commander
of the decadent house of Ghazni at Lahore. These thrusts had
made the Rajputs alive to the "T'urkish menace. Some of the Rajput
rulers, notably those of Kanauj and Ajmer, had put their armies in
proper trim and invaded the outlying districts of the Ghaznavide
province of the Punjab.  Mention bas already been made of the
capture of Hansi and of Bhatinda by the Chauhans. In view of
this experience, the Rajput rulers of Hindustan could not have been
taken by surprise as they were, two centuries before, by the plunder-
ing hordes of Mahmud of Ghazni.

Muhmmad’s defeat at Tarain

The first Rajput ruler who felt the pressure from the invading
hordes from Ghur was the Chauhan prince of Ajmer who ruled the
territory from Ajmer to Delhi and was, therefore, responsible for the
defence of our north-western frontier. 'he Chauhans had fortified
important towns on this frontier right up to Bhatinda in order to be
able to guard the entrance into Hindustan against any possible
invasion from the north-west. Muhammad of Ghur made his first
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attack on the fortress of Bhatinda and besieged it in 1189 A.D.
Prithviraj did not seem to have been ready, and the attack probably
was a surprise attack. The garrison was defeated and had to surren-
der, Muhammad stationed his own men in the fortress under a
commander, named Zia-ud-din, and, when the sultan was about to
return, Prithviraj appeared in the vicinity of the fortress to recover
it.  Prithviraj’s army is said to have comprised two lakhs of cavalry
and thirty thousand elephants, which is clearly an exaggeration.
Muhammad had to turn round to face the valiant Chauhan and a
battle was fought near the village of Tarain, situated near Bhatinda,
in 1191 A.D. Prithviraj’s troops attacked the sultan with vigour
and inflicted upon him a terrible defeat. Muhammad himself was
wounded seriously. He was helped to ride his horse by one of his
Khalji officers and was taken away from the field. Prithviraj besieg-
ed the fortress of Bhatinda, but it took him thirteen months to re-
cover it from Zia-ud-din, its commandant.

Prithviraj defeated at Tarain

This was Muhammad of Ghur’s second defeat at the hands of
the Hindu rulers of Hindustan. It caused him greater humiliation
than the one he had suffered at the hands of Bhima Deo II of
Anhilwara. On return to Ghazni, he “never slumbered in ease,
nor walked but in sorrow and anxiety.” He made furious prepara-
tions for avenging the defeat and, when these were complete, he
started again for Hindustan at the head of a select force which con-
sisted of one lakh and twenty thousand picked cavalry. On reach-
ing Lahore, he sent an envoy, named Qjwam-ul-mulk, to Prithviraj,
asking for his submission. This was done in order to gain time for
completing his preparations, to cajole Prithviraj and to keep him off
his guard. Muhammad gained his first objective. = The brave
ruler of the Chauhans could not, however, be casily befooled. He
rushed towards Bhatinda and appealed to some of his brother Rajput
rulers to hurry up to his assistance. With a combined force number-
ing, according to Farishta, five lakhs of horse and three thousand
elephants (which must be greatly exaggerated), Prithviraj met the
invader on the same field (Tarain). Muhammad divided his army
into five divisions, four of which were sent to attack the Rajput army
on all sides, while the fifth was kept in reserve. “The Sultan,” writes
Minhaj-us-Siraj, “drew up in battle array, leaving his main body in
the rear, with the banners, canopies and elephants, to the number
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of several divisions. His plan of attack bcing formed, he advanced
quietly.  The light-armed horsemen were made into four divisions
of ten thousand and were dirccted to advance and harass the cnemy
on all sides, on the right and on the lcft, in the front and in the rear,
with their arrows. When the enemy collected his forces to attack,
they were to support each other, and to charge at full speed. By
these tactics the infidels were worsted, the Almighty gave us the
victory over them, and they fled.” The Rajputs fought with great
gallantry, but Muhammad of Ghur’s tactics proved to be too great
for them when they were tired as the result of an offensive directed
on them from all sides. Muhammad despatched his reserve at the
end of the day to launch a vigorous attack on our cxhausted troops.
This proved to be too much even for the Rajputs who gave way.
Prithviraj’s chief lieutenant,” Khande Rai, who had been reponsible
for defeating and wounding Muhammad of Ghur in 1191 A.D., was
killed.  Prithviraj became dejected.” He alighted from his clephant
and mounted a horse and made an attempt to cscape from the field,
but was captured near the town of Sarasuti, and Muhammad of
Ghur achieved victory.

There is more than one version about the time and manner
of Prithviraj’s death. According to Minhaj-us-Siraj, he was cap-
tured and ‘sent to Hell’.  Hasan Nizami, however, tells us that he
was taken to Ajmer where he was put to death somcetime after, as
he was found guilty of treason. This view scems to he correct.  '1'here
are in existence some of the coins of Prithviraj which bear the
Sanskrit superscription ‘Hammira’, indicating that he had accepted
Muhammad’s suzcrainty and had lived for some time after the
second battle of Tarain, Chand Bardai’s version that he was taken
to Ghazni and put to death for having slain Muhammad of Ghur
himself has no foundation in fact.

Results of the second battle of Tarain

The second battle of Tarain is a lanchnark in the history of
India. It proved to be a very decisive contest and ensurced the ulti-
mate success of Muhammad of Ghur against Findustan. The
Chauhan military power was completely broken. Immuediately
after his success at Tarain, the Ghur captured Hansi, Kuliram and
Sarasuti, which were places of military importance.  They were
now garrisoned by the Turks, Muhammad of CGhur planted a foreign
Turkish kingdom in the heart of Hindustan for the first time in our
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history. He, however, realized that, for various reasons, it was not
possible to take direct charge of the administration of Prithviraj’s
dominions.  Therefore, he recognised Prithviraj’s son on condition
of his accepting the position of a vassal. Similarly the Tomara prince,
who was Khande Rai’s successor, was allowed to remain in charge
of Delhi. A Turkish force was, however, established at Indraprastha,
near Delhi, in the charge of Muhammad’s most trusted lieutenant,
named Qutub-ud-din Aibak. In all the conquered places, Hindu
temples were destroyed and mosques erected in their places. In
accordance with the Muslim practice, Islam was installed everywhere
as the religion of the state. At Ajmer idol temples were demolished
and the famous college of the Chauhan ruler, Vigraharaja, was
converted into a mosque.

Bulandshahr, Meerut and Delhi acquired by Aibak

After this remarkable success Muhammad of Ghur returned
to Ghazni, leaving Aibak in charge of his new conquest. During
his absence there was a scrious rising in Ajmer.  Obviously, the
Chauhans made an attempt {o recover their independence and to
drive away the Turks. A Hindu chief] called Jatwan, besieged the
Turkish garrison at Hansi.  Aibak proceeded to the relief of the
garrison there. He defeated the rebel chief, pursued him and slew
him at Bagar. Next, Qutub-ud-din Aibak captured Baran or
Bulandshahr from the Dor Rajputs by treachery. The Dor chief,
Chandrasena, put up a very brave resistance, but one of his relations,
named Ajaipala, who had been won over by Aibak by a huge bribe,
assisted the enemy and brought about the ruin of his family. Aibak
followed up this success and captured Meerut where he established
a Turkish garrison. In 1193 A.D. Aibak captured Delhi from the
Tomara ruler on the pretext that the latter harboured hostile designs
against the Turkish army of occupation. Irom that year (1193 A.D.)
Dethi became the capital of Muhammad of Ghur’s possessions in India.

Second rising in Ajmer

Our people had not taken kindly to the Turkish rule, for it
was forcign and Muslim.  The spirited Hari Raja, brother of
Prithviraj, scized the occasion of Muhammad’s absence and besieged
Ranthambhor where Qutub-ud-din Aibak had established a garrison
under Qjwam-ul-mulk. Some of the Chaubans drove away Prithvi-
raj’s son, who had accepted the ‘Turkish vassalage, from Ajmer.
_Aibak was obliged to proceed against the Chauhans and he succeeded
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in relieving both Ranthambhor and Ajmer and restoring his
master’s Chauhan vassal to the throne of Ajmer. The valiant Hari
Raja, however, could not be defeated. At this very time occurred
another rising of the Dor Rajputs and it obliged Aibak to cross the
Yamuna a second time and capture Koil (Aligarh) in 1194 A.D.

Defeat of Jai Chand of Kanauj

When Aibak was busy in quelling Rajput rebellions, Muhammad
of Ghur once again marched his army into Hindustan. This time
his object was to fight Jai Chand, the ruler of Kanauj and Banaras
who has been described by the Muslim writers to have been the
greatest Hindu king of that time. On his near approach Qutub-ud-
din joined him with the Delhi troops and, at the head of the united
force, Muhammad proceeded towards Banaras. Jai Chand, the
Gahadwara king, who had disputed with Prithviraj the overlordship
of northern India and had not assisted the latter against the Turkish
invader from Ghur, was compelled to fight single-handed. His
scouts had a skirmish with the enemy, but were defeated. Then
Jai Chand himself moved forward and met the invader near Chan-
dawar on the Yamuna between Kanauj and Etawah. He launched
a very vigorous attack on the enemy who was perplexed and
was about to break down when the Raja was struck in the eye
by a fatal arrow and killed. This threw his army into confusion and
Mubammad of Ghur was lucky enough to gain victory. He took
immediate advantage of the confusion in the rank of our army caused
by Jai Chand’s death, rallied his men and turned the confusion into
a rout. This occurred in 1194 A.D. The victory of Chandawar,
like that of Tarain, added a great kingdom to Muhammad of Ghur’s
empire. The victor immediately proceeded to Banaras and occupied
it. This place was Jai Chand’s favourite residence and here Muham-
mad acquired a huge treasure wich he carried on 1,400 camels.
Some other important towns in the Raja’s dominions were also
captured without delay, as they contained the Gahadwara treasures.
The capital city of Kanauj, however, could not be taken till 1198
A.D. The descendants of Jai Chand continued to rule over a fraction
of their kingdom which Muhammad did not consider himself power-
ful enough to occupy at this time. It seems that even Kanauj was
recovered by the Gahadwaras a few years after its conquest.

Third rising in Ajmer
Muhammad now returned to Ghazni. During his absence
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there were many rebellions which Qutub-ud-din was required to
quell. The first of them occurred in the vicinity of Koil (Aligarh).
It was due, probably, to the independent spirit of the Dor Rajputs.
Qutub-ud-din had to proceed from Delhi to the relief of the garrison
there, which work he accomplished with success. The next rebellion
occurred in and around Ajmer. This was the third attempt of the
Rajputs, particularly the Chauhans, to put an end to their slavery
and to drive away the Turks from Rajasthan. The soul of the rebel-
lion was the redoubtable Hari Raja, the hero of the two previous
exploits, who drove out his nephew from Ajmer and made prepara-
tions to attack Delhi.  Aibak was obliged to move quickly towards
Ajmer so as to intercept the Rajputs who were on their march to-
wards Delhi.  Jhat Rai, the commander of this army, afraid of
being overtaken by Aibak, retreated and took shelter in the strong
fort of Ajmer where he was joined by Hari Raja. Aibak besieged the
place and Hari Raja, owing to fear of eventual starvation, burnt
himself on a funeral pyre.  Aibak re-entered Ajmer, removed
Prithviraj’s son and appointed a Turkish governor in his place.
Prithviraj’s son was given Ranthambhor.

Capture of the Gwalior fortress

In 1195-96 A.D. Muhammad undertook another expedition and
directed his energy against Bayana which was then the capital of the
Jadon Bhatti Rajputs. The ruler, Kumarapala, entrenched himself
in the fort of Thangir, but was obliged to surrender. The forts of
Thangir and Vijayamandirgarh were then occupied by the invader,
garrisoned with Turkish troops and placed in the command of Baha-
ud-din Tughril. Tughril established a military station at Sultankote
in order to use it as the base of operations in the plains. Having
accomplished this work, Muhammad besieged Gwalior which, how-
ever, was so formidable a fortress that it could not have been taken
without a prolonged siege. ~Not prepared to compromise his reputa-
tion, Muhammad withdrew from Gwalior on the promise of its ruler,
Sulakshanapala, to acknowledge his suzerainty. But Muhammad
violated this agreement and within a short time sent Tughril of
Bayana to capture the impregnable fortress. ~ This Turkish adven-
turer cut off Gwalior’s communications all round and completely
isolated it from the plains so that hardly any provisions could reach
the garrison. The Rajputs fought for a year and a half, but even-
tually agreed to evacuate the fort wich was occupied by Tughril.
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Fourth rising of Rajasthan

The Rajputs had not reconciled themselves to the foreign rule.
In 1196 A.D. they made the fourth attempt to throw ofl the Turkish
yoke. The initiative was taken by the Mers who, together with the
Chauhans, invited the Chalukya ruler of Anhilwara to make a con-
certed effort to expel the Turks. They hesicged the Turkish garrison
at Ajmer which issued frantic appeals to Aibak for help.  Aibak
rushed to the place, but was defeated by the Rajputs and compelled
to take shclter inside the walls of Ajmer where he was besieged by
the allies.  Luckily for hitn, however, a contingent of troops arrived
from Ghazni which obliged the Rajputs to raise the siege. Now it
was Aibak’s turn to retaliate. He planned an invasion of Anhilwara,
the capital city of the Chalukya Rajputs of Gujarat. The Chalukyas
prepared to receive Aibak at the foot of the Abu mountain,  They
were cleverly drawn by Aibak from the strategic place at which they
had entrenched themsalves to the plain helow where a battle was
fought.  Aibak won the day, due primarily to the superior mobility
of his troops and the shock-tactics that he employed in the course of
the conflict. He followed up his success by plundering Anhilwara
which was evacuated by the Chalukya king, Bhim 1. Farishta
says that he appointed a Turkish officer as governor of Anhilwara
which must be incorrect; but even if he appointed any. the nin
was obliged to flee, for we find the entire  Chalukya kingdom, in-
cluding Abu, in the hands of its legitimate ruler till as late as the
year 1240.

Conquest of Bundelkhand

The next three or four years were utilised by Aibak in  plan-
ning and undertaking a number of petty expeditions.  In 1197-98
A.D. Aibak captured Badaun from a Rashtrakata Rajput.  ‘Then
he re-occupied Banaras which had been lost afier its fivst concuest,
In 1197 A.D. he re-occupied Chandawar and Kanauj.  Next year,
Aibak is said to have over-run a part of Malwa,  Fis work, however,
in that part of Rajputana and Malwa proved to be of no lasting
value. By this time most of central Hindustan had passed into the
hands  of the Turks. There, however, remained one  important
imperial Rajput ruling family still at large and independent.  T'his
was the Chandela family of Bundelkband.  Its northern boundary
had touched the Turkish dominion and Turkish adventurers were
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carrying out frontier raids ever since the occupation of Banaras and
other parts of the Gahadwara territory. In 1202-3 A.D. Qutub-
ud-din Aibak invaded Kalinjar which was the military capital of
the Chandela king, Paramardi Deva. The Chandelas fought with
great courage and gallantry; but, owing to the numerical superiority
of the enemy, were obliged to take refuge in the fort.  The siege
lasted for a long time and so wearied Paramardi Deva that he was
found willing to accpet the Turkish suzerainty, but he died before
the agrcement could be signed. Ajaya Deva, his chief minister,
withdrew the offer and continued resistance. He had enough of
provisions inside the fort and was assured of abundant water from a
hillside spring.  The Turks, realising the strength of the Chandelas,
probably from local spics, cunningly diverted the course of the
spring. Ajaya Deva suddenly found the garrison in the fort short of
water. So he begged for terms and was allowed to evacuate
Kalinjar. Thus Kalinjar, Mahoba and Khajuraho were occupied
and constituted into a military division.

Conquest of Bihar

At this very time when stray places in central Hindustan were
gradually being subdued by Qutub-ud-din Aibak, one of his ordinary
commanders named Ikhtiyar-ud-din Muhammad bin Bakhtiyar
Khalji, was planning the conquest of the eastern provinces of our
country.  This commander was of ungainly build and ugly looks
and had not been able to secure an employment commensurate
with his ability and ambition. In fact, he was refused service at
Ghazni and Delhi owing to his forbidding looks. So he enrolled
himself in the service of Malik Hisam-ud-din Aghul-Bak who was
in charge of Awadh. Here he showed ability, daring and resource-
fulness and was, consequently, rewarded with an assignment of the
villages of Bhagwat and Bhiuli. This furnished him with the means
of enlisting a force of adventures who were mostly Khaljis like him-
self from the castern border of Afghanistan. At the head of these
reckless bands he would carry on frequent raids in the province of
Bihar, cast of the river Karmanasa. The region had been weakened
and its administration completely disorganised after the fall of the
Gahadwaras of Kanauj and Banaras. It, therefore, offered * an
alluring temptation to Ikhtiyar-ud-din who carned fame and wealth
by his repeated incursions into the country. In one of these
expeditions, he pushed on as far as Uddandapur Vihara which he
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plundered and destroyed. This place was a university town and
was guarded by but a few armed men who were hustled out of his
way. The inhabitants, most of whom were Buddhist monks, were
now put to the sword and the town occupied, and a great library
taken possession of.  Historians differ regarding the fate of this
library. ‘There is no definite record to show that it was burnt. But
books were of no value to the Turkish adventurers who had no
respect for an alien literature. It is probable that they were des-
troyed.  Ikhtiyar-ud-din followed up his success by capturing
Vikramasila and Nalanda, two other university towns, and by
building a fortress at Uddandapur. This took place in 1202-3 A.D.

Conquest of Bengal

Ikhtiyar-ud-din was so emboldened by this success that he
planned the conquest of Bengal which was ruled by Lakshmana
Sena of the Sena dynasty. The ruler of Bengal was not only an old
man, but also absolutely lethargic and negligent of his dutics. In
spite of the repeated raids of Turkish adventurers on his western
frontier, he had failed to take even ordinary precaution to safeguard
his territory. He had done absolutely nothing to defend his
vulnerable frontier in the west against the aggressive Turks.
Ikhtiyar-ud-din was fully aware of the imbecility of king Lakshmana
Sena and his utter neglect of military administration, He, therefore,
decided to try his luck in that region. Sometime in 1204-5 A.DD., he
started at the head of his army and, passing swiftly through the
jungles of Jharkhand in South Bihar, he appeared suddenly at Nadia
which was one of the two capitals of Bengal and the placc of resi-
dence of its king. Ikhtiyar-ud-din’s march was so rapid that his
army was left behind and, it is said, only eightecen troopers could
keep pace with him (to Nadia). The adventurers cut down the
guards at the gate of the palace and made a forcible entry inside
the gate. Lakshmana Sena had just sat down to his mid-day meal.
The uproar at the gate confused him beyond measure and he fled by
the back door of the palace. His flight decided the issue, The
Raja’s troops could not assemble in time and make an attempt  to
defend phc palace. Meanwhile, Ikhtiyar-ud-din’s army had arvived
and taken possession of the town without any opposition.  As usual,
thcﬂTurks indulged in indiscriminate slaughter and plundering and
acquired immense riches. Then he moved towards north and
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established himself at Lakhanauti near Gaur. Lakshmana Sena took
shelter in eastern Bengal where he continued to rule for some time.

Ikhtiyar-ud-din made no attempt to conquer and occupy the
whole of Bengal. He decided to conquer Tibet and China instead,
which, however, was not within the bounds of possibility. He
suffcred greatly in this enterprise in March, 1206. His army was
also completely destroyed. He was brought back to Devakot almost
a hall-dead man and was treacherously slain by one of his own
lieutenants, named Ali Mardan Khalji.

Muhammad of Ghur’s death : his achievements

Muhammad of Ghur was called back to his country (Ghazni)
in order to meet his Central Asian enemies, leaving Qutub-ud-din
Aibak in charge of his conquest in India. He gained some success
against the encroachment of the Khwarizm Shah who was his chief
rival in Central Asia. But it was short-lived. The Xhwarizmi
army, supported by Qara-Khitais, inflicted a crushing defeat on
Muhammad at Andhkhud in 1204. It was with great difficulty that
he could save himself and retreat to his capital of Ghur. He was
obliged to conclude a defensive alliance with Ala-ud-din Khwarizm
Shah whereby he resigned his claim to all his conquests in Central
Asia, except Herat and Balkh. The news of Muhammad’s defeat
at Andhkhud spread like wild fire and it was rumoured that he him-
self had been killed in the battle. "This led to a gencral rising among
the turbulent people of the Punjab.  The situation was worsened by
the defection and disloyalty of onc of the officers of Muhammad,
named Aibak-bak, who killed the governor of Multan and establish-
ed himself as an independent ruler of the place. The Khokhars and
other turbulent tribes, who resided in the country between Lahore
and Ghazni, broke into an open rebellion and began plundering the
districts between the Chenab and the Jhelum. They made an
attempt to capture Lahore. The roads became infested with rebels
and the revenues from the Punjab could not be sent to Ghazni.
Muhammad of Ghur was obliged to proceed to the Punjab in order
to chastise the rebels. He sent urgent instructions to Q;atub-ud»glin
Aibak to join him at the Jhelum. Aibak was besieged by the rebels
on the way, but he succeeded in defeating and dispersing them and
joining his master. Muhammad, accompanied by Aibak, came to
Lahore and after setting its affairs began his return march . to
Ghazni. While he was encamped at a place called Damayak and
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engaged in evening prayers, he was assassinated on 15th March,
1206, by some Shia rebels and Hindu Khokhars.

Muhammad of Ghur was, without doubt, inferior in military
ability to Mahmud of Ghazni. Unlike the latter, he suffered a num-
ber of defeats at the hands of Indian rulers. He could not cqual
Mahmud in grandeur and influence. But in practical statesman-
ship, constructive ability and actual achievements he was far superior
to that notable ruler of Ghazni. Like Mahmud, he quickly perceiv-
ed that the political condition of India was rotten; hut while Mahmud
helped himself to its riches, Muhammad devoted himself to conquer-
ing quite a considerable extent of the country and establishing an
empire. Wealth for its own sake had no attraction for him. He
wanted territory which he desired to bequeath to his successors. In
short, Muhammad’s aim was loftier than that of Mahmud.

The causes of his success were his ability to gauge the situation
and master it, and his steadfast determination to pursue his objective
relentlessly. Moreover, he possessed patience and the quality of
not accepting a defeat as final. He realised that he had little chances
in Central Asia against his great rival, the Khwarizm Shah ; so,
like Babar after him, he concentrated all his ability and strength on
acquiring a foothold in India. He was a judge of human character
and patronised his slaves who fully justified his choice and confi-
dence. Though he had no son of his body to inherit his vast domi-
nion in India, his slaves, like Qutub-ud-din Aibak and others,
were there to carry on his work. Muhammad was not a mere
soldier. He was not indifferent to culture and had scholars and
poets like Fakhr-ud-din Razi and Nizami Uruzi at his court. He
was the real founder of the Turkish empire in India.

Causes of our defeat

A curious student might well enquire about the causes of our
defeat at the hands of Mahmud of Ghazni carly in the cleventh
century and at those of Muhammad of Ghur at the end of twelfth
century. British writers of Indian history, such as  Elphinstone,
Lane-Poole and Vincent A. Smith have ascribed Indian defeat to
our inferiority as soldiers and to the superiority of the Turks who came
from the cold climate of the north, were eaters of meat and used to
warfare. This view seems to he superficial and inspired by political
considerations. The Indian soldier has been superb all through our
history.  Even during the period of our slavery and decadence our
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troops showed their mettle in the fields of battle in various parts of
the world. It is a matter of common knowledge that during the
World Wars I and II the Indian soldier covered himself with glory
in Europe, Africa and Asia. It is too much to believe that his
ancestor, who was more free and who fought for a national case, was
in any way inferior. The theory that makes the pcople of a cold
climate fighters or that which secks to show that non-vegetarians are
necessarily better fighters need not be examined here at length.
Suffice it here to say that it does not stand the test of scientific
examination. Moreover, our soldiers in the age of Mahmud of
Ghazni and of Muhammad of Ghur were not absolute vegetarians,
as they are not even today. The causes of our defeat must, there-
fore, be sought somewhere else. It will be well to divide them into
two categories, namely, (1) general causes and (2) particular causes.
As regards the general causes, our political disunity must be held
primarily responsible. Each prince had to [ight single-handed and
he fought for his own kingdom and territory, as it were, and not for
his country and people. Even in the moments of our greatest crisis
our rulers did not combine to put up a united defence against the
invader. Lack of political unity and proper organisation and
capable leadership must, therefore, remain the most important
general cause of our helplessness and defeat. In the second place,
our army organisation was based on out-worn conception. They
were ill-organised and ill-cquipped. Our military leaders did not
keep themsleves in touch with the development of tactics. This has
been the bane of Indian history through the ages. While foreign
countries were forging ahead in the field of military devclopment,
our people remained stationary. We were, therefore, out-classed in
weapons and outmanoeuvred in tactics. The great Mughul emperor,
Babar, noted in his diary in 1526 that Indians know how to die and
not how to fight. That is, they were brave and did not shudder
from the thought of sacrificing their lives in the field, but they lacked
the capacity of taking advantage of the cnemy’s weakness and
making use of feints and manoeuvres in the battle-fiecld.  The
Rajputs prided themselves on their swordsmanship and looked upon
a battle as a tournament in which to display their skill, bravery
and chivalry, The Turks, on the other hand, fought to win and
belicved that everything was fair in war. Thirdly, the masses of
our people did not really co-operate with our leaders and soldiers,
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Not that they were altogether indifferent to them.  On the other
hand, they laboured under a mistaken notion that it was nonc of
their business to fight: They seemed to belicve that their lot would
remain the same, it did not matter who occupied the throne of
Delhi. Had the people become the sccond line of defence hehind
our troops, the Rajput rulers would not have staked cverything  on
the issue of a single contest and must have made repeated attempts
at resistance. Fourthly, both Mahmud of Ghazni and Muhammad
of Ghur, the former on a much larger scale than the latler, made
use of shock-tactics to dishcarten and demoralise our countrymen.
With lightning rapidity they .swooped down upon our troops and
fair cities and devastated the land with fire and sword. These
tactics were repeated times out of number and so much terrified
our people that they began thinking that Mahmud of Ghazni’s
troops were invincible. Political and military demoralisation, there-
fore, set in among the Indians of that age and made them think that
resistance against the Turkish hordes was uscless. It was this fecling
that paralysed our society in that age. Tilthly, the Turks were
inspired by a great religious and military enthusiasm, while our
people had no such ideology to sustain them in their hour of trial.
Mere physical strength and military weapons do not constitute  the
total equipment of an army. An inspiring ideology is as cssential as
military training and equipment.

As regards the particular causes, it is not possible to notice
them here in detail. The Turkish invader almost invariably
acquired a corrcct knowledge of the strength of his adversary and
made full endeavours to exploit his weakness. Our rulers did not
care to find loop-holes in the organisation of their common enciny.
The Sultans almost cvery time had the survey of a  prospective
battle-field made and took the geography into consideration before
engaging in a conflict. ~ Our rulers divided their armies into three
traditional divisions—right, centre and lelt—and they almost invari-
ably made a frontal attack on the enemy, whereas the Turkish
invaders had five divisions, the two additional ones being  the
Advance Guard and the Reserve. The Reserve was kept in readi-
ness  to launch an attack when the Sultan found our army in its last
gasps. One often comes across the Turkish invaders defiling a ank
or a river from which our troops drew their water supply or divert-
ing - the course of a channel so as to deprive them of water. They
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ravaged the territory in the vicinity so as to cut off supplies of grain
and to starve their opponents. No contemporary Muslim writer,
Lowever, makes any mention of any of the Indian rulers of his time
having recourse to such tactics or stratagems against the invader.
Above all, our rulers committed many a silly mistake. We have
alrcady mentioned a few such mistakes committed by king Dahir of
Sindh. Similar mistakes were committed by Jayapala of the Punjab
and Dy other rulers of northern India. Jayapala burnt himself on a
funeral pyre in order not to survive his disgrace, instead of prepar-
ing himself afresh for a further contest. Very ofien, elephants in a
battle, in which arrows were used, proved a liability rather than an
asset. They were [rightened and fled from the field.  Our people
fought mainly with sword, while the favourite Turkish weapon was
archery. The mobile Turkish cavalry was more than a match for
the slow Indian mares and mountain-like elephants.

GENEALOGICAL TABLE
The Shansbani Dynasty
Izzuddin Hasan
l |
| |
Qutubuddin (1) Saifuddin (2) Alauddin Husain

Hasan Suri Jahan-Soz

l | l
Alauddin Atsuz (3) Saifuddin Muhammad

! | I l
Bahauddin Sam Shihabuddin Shujauddin Fakhruddin

l |
] Alauddin Muhammad Shamsuddin

| l 1
(4) Ghiyasuddin (5) Muizzuddin |
Muhammad Muhammad Bahauddin Sam

| | |
Mahmud |

I ]
Alauddin Jalaluddin
Aibak, slave, succeeds C

him in India
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QUTUB-UD-DIN AIBAK AND HIS SUCCESSORS

The Slave Dynasty : a misnomer

Muhammad of Ghur had no son. At Ghazni he was succeed-
ed by Ala-ud-din, who was soon displaccd by Mahmud bin Ghiyas-
ud-din. In his Indian dominions he was succeeded by his  most
prominent slave, named Qutub-ud-din Aibak, who laid the founda-
tion of a new dynasty which is popularly known as the Slave
Dynasty. Besides being a contradiction in terms, the title is
historically inaccurate. Three dynasties ruled over Delhi  during
the period beginning from 1206 and cending with 1290, and not one,
as is commonly supposed. The founders of these dynastics, nawmcly,
Qutub-ud-din Aibak, Iltutmish and Balban, had not descended from
a common ancestor. The founders of these dynasties, bul no other
member, had been slaves in their early career. They had ceased (o
be slaves before they became king and, with the exception of Qutub-
ud-din, all had obtained their formal manumission long before
their accession.

- There is another popular misconception regarding the carly
Muslim kings of India  The entire period from 1206 to 1526 has
wrongly been called the ‘Pathan Period’. The rulers of this period
right upto 1451 were Turks and not Pathans or Afghans. Only one
dynasty, which exercised sway over Delhi from 1451 to 1526, was
Pathan by race. Hence it is a misnomer to call the period (1206—
1526) ‘Pathan Period’. Its appropriatc name should he “I'he period
of the Sultanate of Delhy’.

QUTUB-UD-DIN AIBAK, 1206—]210

His early career

Qutub-ud-din Aibak, the real founder of the Turkish dominion
in India, was born of Turkish parents in Twkistan, While yet a
boy, he was carried a slave to Nishapur where he was purchased by
the local gazi. When his first master died he was sold by his sons
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once again and became eventually a slave of Muhammad of Ghur.
While at Nishapur he had learnt riding and acquired training as a
soldicr in the company of the gazi’s sons, besides picking up elemen-
tary rcading and writing. At Ghazni he attracted his new master’s
notice by his courage, manly bearing and, particularly, by his
gencrosity. e gave proof of his loyalty and devotion to duty and
was promoted to  be a commander of a section of his master’s army.
Next, he was appointed master of the stables (Amir Akbur).  After
the sccond Dbattle of Tarain in 1192, Muhammad placed him in
charge of his Indian conquests, with full powers to act during his
absence. Aibak made Indraprastha near Declhi his headquarters.

During his master’s absence Qutub-ud-din crushed a rebellion
in Ajmer and Meerut in 1192.  Next, he occupied Delhi which
became the future capital of the Turkish dominion in the country.
In 1194 he crushed a sccond rising in Ajmer and then co-operated
with his master who returned to India to fight the Gahadwaras of
Kanauj.  Aibak played an important part in the battle which
brought about the defeat and death of Jai Chand. In 1195 Aibak
had to proceed to Koil (Aligarh) which he captured, and from there
he marched to Ajmer to suppress a third rising there. In  this ex-
pedition he acquired the famous fortress of Ranthambhor. In, 1196
Aibak was besicged by the Mers, but he succeeded in extricating
himsclf from the difficult situation and, rapidly proceeding to
Anhilwara, plundered and ravaged it. In 1197-98, Aibak captured
Badaun and then Chandawar and Kanauj. He occupicd himself in
operations in Rajputana and subdued the kingdom of Sirohi and
probably part of Malwa also—conquests which were not destined
to be permanent. In 1202-3 Aibak invaded Buundelkhand and
defeated the Chandela king, Paramardi Deva, acquiring Kalinjar,
Mahoba and Khajuraho. One of his lieutenants, Ikhtiyar-ud-din
Muhammad bin Bakhtiyar Khalji, conquered Bihar and a part of
Bengal, a mention of which has alrcady been made in the foregoing
pages. Before his accession to the throne and his master’s death,
Qutub-ud-din Aibak was, thus, alrcady in possession of almost the
whole of northern India as his master’s licutenant and representative
in this country. ‘

Accession
Mubammiad of Ghur scems to have desived that Qutub-ud-din
Aibak should succeed him in Hindustan. That was why in 1206
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he had formally invested him with viceregal powers and conferred
upon him the title of Malik. When Muhammad’s death became
known, the citizens of Lahore sent an invitation to Qutub-ud-din to
assume sovereign powers. He proceeded from Delhi to Lahore and
took up the reins of government in his hands, although his formal
accession took place on 24th June, 1206, that is, a little over three
months after Muhammad of Ghur’s death. It scems that Quiub-ud-
din occupied himself during the interval to build up a strong party
of his own. In fact, long before his accession he had strenghened
his position by a clever policy of matrimonial alliances. Fle  had
given his daughter in marriage to lltutmish and his sister to Nasir-
ud-din Qubachah, while hc himself had married the daughter of
Taj-ud-din Yulduz. On his accession he used the title of Malik and
Sipahsalar, but not that ol Sultan. He does not seem to have struck
coins or read the khutba in his name. The reason, perhaps, was
that he was still technically a slave. His formal manumission could
not be obtained till 1208. But Ghiyas-ud-din  Mahmud of Ghur,
who was his master’s successor, sent him the royal insignia and
standard and also conferred upon him the title of Sultan. Whatever
might have been the legal flaw, Qutub-ud-din became de facto Sultun
of the almost entire Hindustan.

Qutub-ud-din as king

Qutub-ud-din ruled for four years. During this period he
made no fresh conquests. He did not find time for establishing a
sound system of administration.  His administration was purcly
military and rested on the support of the army.  Besides a powerful
force at the capital, he kept garrisons in important towns in all parts
of Hindustan. The local administration was left in the hands of the
native officers with old revenue rules and regulations intact. At
the capital and in the provincial towns Muslim oflicers were placed
in charge of administration. They were mostly soldiers. There must
have been a gazi at the capital and probably one in cach of the newly
conquered provinces. Administration of justice was rough and
ill-organised. In short, Qutub-ud-din was not a constructive genius,
He does not seem to have laid the foundation of a solid structure of
civil administration.

Foreign policy
Qutub-ud-din’s entire reign was devoted to foreign aftairs, First



QUTUB-UD-DIN AIBAK 91

of all, he had to reckon with his chief rivals, namely, Taj-ud-din
Yulduz and Nasir-ud-din Qubachah, who werc in charge of power-
ful states and posed as his equals. Secondly, the important Hindu
chiefs, who had becen subdued in the time of Muhammad of Ghur,
were anxious to take advantage of his death to regain their lost
independence. The Chandela capital, Kalinjar, had been recovered
by the Rajputs in 1206. The Gahadwaras, under Harish Chandra,
had regained most of their power in Farrukhabad and Badaun.
Gwalior had again fallen into the hands of the Pratiharas. Bengal
and Bihar were in the throes of a revolution owing to the death of
Ikhtiyar-ud-din.

The greatest danger for the infant Turkish kingdom of Delhi,
however, was [rom Central Asia. Alauddin Muhammad,  the
Khwarizm Shah had his cyes on Ghazni and Delhi. Qutub-ud-din’s
immediate task, therefore, was to prevent the Khwarizm Shah from
occupying Ghazni and Dclhi and the Rajputs from recovering their
principalities, and to put down the pretensions of his rivals,
Qubachah and Yulduz. He addressed himself to the task in all
scriousness.  To meet the danger from the north-west, Aibak moved
from Delhi to Lahore and spent the whole of his remaining life in
that town. Taj-ud-din Yulduz had occupied Ghazni on Muhammad
of Ghur’s death. He was, however, compelled to leave that city
and to withdraw towards the Punjab. Aibak successfully resisted
Yulduz from acquiring a footing in the Punjab. But he feared lest
the vacant Ghazni should be occupied by the Khwarizin Shah
Alauddin Muhammad. Deciding to forestall the Shah’s designs he
proceeded to that city in response to an invitation from its citizens
and occupicd it in 1208, But he was unpopular. Ghazni was re-
occupied Dby Yulduz.  Aibak successfully resisted the claims of
Yulduz to the sovereignty of Hindustan. He did not allow to be
entangled in Central Asian politics.

The death of Ikhtiyar-ud-din Khalji threatened to sever the
connection of Bengal and Bihar with Delhi.  Ali Mardan Khan had
set himself up as an independent ruler at Lakhanauti, but the local
Khalji chiefs replaced him hy Muhammad Sheran and threw him
into prison. Ali Mardan, however, escaped from confinement,
went to Delhi and persuaded Aibak to intervene in  the affairs  of
Bengal. Qutub-ud-din’s agent, Qaimaz Rumi, succeeded, though
not without difficulty, in persuading the Khaljis to recognise Aibak’s
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overlordship. Ultimately Ali Mardan became governor of Bengal
and he agreed to send to Delhi an annual tribute. '

Qutub-ud-~din had becen so much occupied with the politics of
the north-western region and those of Bengal that he could not
pursue a policy of aggressive warlare against the Rajputs. He  died,
in 1210, of injurics received as the result of a fall {from his horse
while playing polo. He was buried at Lahore. Over his remains
a very unpretentious monument was raised which is hardly worthy
of the first independent Turkish Sultan of northern India.

His estimate

© Qutub-ud-din Aibak was a great military leader. He was a
gifted soldier who had risen from obscurity and poverty to power
and fame. He possessed a high degree of courage and intrepidity.
He was one of those able and powerful slaves to whom Muhammad
of Ghur’s success in India was largely due. As has been mentioned,
he conquered for his master many important towns and principalitics
in Hindustan. He could, however, make no conguests during his
carecr as a ruler. 'This was due to his pre-occupations.  Besides
being a military leader of ability, he was also interested in literature,
He possessed a refined taste and patronised men of learning, such as
Hasan Nizami and I'akhre Mudir, who dedicated their books to him.
He was also interested in architecture. He built two mosques out
of the materials of Hindu temples which he destroyed, one at Delhi,
known as Quwat-ul-Islam, and the other at Ajmer, known as Dhai
Din ka Fhonpara. Muslim writers praise his gencrosity.  According
to them he was known as Lakha Buksha, that is, giver of lakhs; but at
the same time, he was also notorious for his kifling which, too, was by
lakhs. He does not scem to have followed the enlightened policy of
religious toleration, though he is said to have twice interceded with
Mubammad for the vanquished Hindu princes. He was not a con-
structive genius. He built no civil institutions and carried out no
administrative reform.  His greatest achicvement was to sever India’s
conncection with Ghazni and thus to put an end to Ghazni’s sovervign-
ty over Hindustan,

ARAM suaH, 1210—-1211
Qutub-ud-din’s death, occurring as it did within a few years
of the foundation of the new Turkish state in India, cuusgd a great
confusion among his followers. His officers at Lahore placed his
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son, Aram Shah, on the throne. But the citizens of Delhi refused to
support the new ruler who was a weak and worthless young man,
The citizens of Delhi felt that at that critical period in the history
of the Turkish rule the government should be in the hands of a
competent soldier and a tried administrator, So, headed by the
chief magistrate, they sent an invitation to Iitutmish, governor of
Badaun and a son-in-law of Qutub-ud-din, to come and accept the
crown.  Iltutmish accepted the invitation. Aram Shah would not
willingly resign the throne, and he prepared to fight Iltutmish.
Nasir-ud-din Qubachah, who was governor of Uch in the time of
Qutub-ud-din, prepared to take advantage of the confusion and
rivalry hetween Iltutmish and Aram Shah, He proceeded to Multan
and hrought it under his control, Ali Mardan Khalji of Bengal
ccased to pay homage to Delhi. During Aram’s rule, thus, the
newly established Turkish kingdom in India was parcelled out into
four independent states. Aram was supported by the people of
Lahore with whose help he proceeded against Iltutmish who had
crowned himself king at Delhi. He was, however, easily defeated
and perhaps put to death. Aram Shah’s inglorious reign lasted for
about eight months.

GENEALOGICAL TABLE
The Qutubi Dynasty
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ILTUTMISH AND HIS SUCCESSORS
wTuTMIsH, 1211—1236

Early career

The full name of Illutmish was Shams-ud-din Iltutmish. FHe
was born of noble Turkish perents of the Ilbari tribe of Central Asia
and was, in early boyhood, sold as a slave by his envious brothers.
He was purchased by a merchant, named Jamal-ud-din, who took
him to Ghazni. Then he was brought to Delhi and sold a second
time, now to Qutub-ud-din.  Iltutmish had signs of promise on his
forehead from his very boyhood. Unlike Aibak, his master, he was
handsome. He had received training as a soldicr and had also learnt
reading and writing. It is said that Muhammad of Ghur was much
impressed and recommended him to Qutub-ud-din Aibak in these
words : “Treat Iltutmish well, for he will distinguish himscll.”
Henceforth Iltutmish’s rise was rapid. He was promoted  from
position to position till he became the master of the royal hunt (Amir
Shikar). ~ After the conquest of Gwalior he was placed in charge of
that fort. Next, he was promoted to the governorship of Baran
(Bulandshahr). Qutub-ud-din gave his daughter in marriage to him
and, subsequently, appointed him governor of Badaun. He became
king in 1211.

Htutmish not a usurper

As the throne of Delhi did not belong to him by right,
Iltutmish has been called a usurper by some modern writers,  But,
in fact, he was not a usurper “for the simple reason that there was
nothing to be usurped.” At that time there was no unified 'Turkish
state in the country, as we have shown, and Hindustan, which hacd
been recently conquered by the Turks, was divided into four inde-
pendent principalities, namely, Lahore, Badaun, Lakhanauti and
Multan and Uch.  Iltutmish was a candidate of the nobility and
officials of Delhi which had assumed the position of the premier city

1 See Tripathi's Some Aspects of Muslim Administration, p. 25,
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of Hindustan, while his rival, Aram Shah, was supported by a party
at Lahore which was not so important as the party at Delhi.
Iltutmish, moreover, was a great military leader and had already
established his reputation as a man of affairs and as an administrator.
He was not a slave at this time, for, long before he had obtained his
letter of manumission from Qutub-ud-din. He was possessed of
great cnergy and ability and was more sober, religious-minded and
moderate than even Qutub-ud-din. According to Islamic law,
sovereignty belonged to one who was the fittest person. Aram Shah
was a mere weakling as compared with him.  Hence under the
circumstances he was the best choice for the throne of Delhi.

His early difficulties

When Tltutmish became king, the Sultanate of Delhi was
almost non-cxistent. He found himself master of Delhi and Badaun
and the outlying districts extending from Banaras in the east to the
Sivalik hills on the west. The Punjab was hostile to him. Kubachah
was master of Multan and he ecxtended his kingdom to include
Bhatinda, Kuhram and Sarasuti. Taking advantage of the quarrel
between Aram Shah and Iltutmish, he even scized Lahore. Bengal
and Bihar severed their connection; Ali Mardan of Lakhanauti set
himself up as an independent ruler. Rajput rulers, who had been
vanquished by Muhammad of Ghur and Qutub-ud-din, refused to
send tribute and repudiated allegiance. Jalor became independent
and so also Ranthambhor. Even Ajmer, Gwalior and the Doab
threw ofl the Turkish yoke. Taj-ud-din Yulduz re-asserted his
claims to the sovereignty of entire Hindustan. Even in Delhi the
atmosphere was intriguing. Some of the royal guards at the
imperial city (Delhi) entered into an alliance with Aram Shah’s
party and rose in rebellion. Thus at his accession Iltutmish found
the throne of Delhi to be very precarious indeed.

Contest with Yulduz

Finding his position insecure Iltutmish dissembled. Realist
that he was, he chose to compromise with Yulduz who advanced
his claims for the sovereighty of entire Hindustan and treated Iltut-
mish as his vassal. Iltutmish pretended to recognise Yulduz as
his’ overlord and accepted from him the regal insignia, that is, the
canopy and the mace. By clever diplomacy and tact he put down
Aram Shah’s party in Delhi and brought the Turkish guard under



96 THE SULTANATE OF DELHI

his control. When he found himself free from internal difficulties,
he turned to settle his scores with Yulduz who had expelled
Qubachah from Lahore and occupied the greatest part of the
Punjab. Iltutmish’s anxiety was not 1o give an occasion to
Alauddin Muhammad, the Khwarizm Shah, 1o claim Hindustan as
a dependency of Ghazni. That is why when Yulduz was driven out
of Ghazni by the Khwarizm Shah in 1215 and took shelter in
Lahore, Iltutmish marched against him and inflicted upon him a
crushing defeat on the field of Tarain. Yulduz himsell was taken
captive and sent a prisner to Badaun where he died soon after.
This victory completed Aibak’s work. The severence of Delhi’s
connection with Ghazni was complete. The Sultanate  of Delhi
became a sovereign state in fact, though not yet in theory. Iltut-
mish, however, allowed Lahore to remain in the hands of Nasir-
ud-din Qubachah, which was anncxed to Dclhi two years later
(1217).

The Mongol menace

The infant Turkish state of Delhi was at this time threatened
by a Mongol invasion. Under their great warrior leader, Temujin.?
popularly known as Changiz Khan, the Mongols issued from their
home in the uplands of Tartary and completely destroyed  the
Khwarizm empire which they occupied. The Khwarizm Shah was
driven to the Caspian coast, while his heir-apparent, Jalal-ud-din
Mangbarni fled towards the Punjab. The Mongols, though Bud-
dhists (Shamanists), were a terrible people. They gave a relentless
pursuit to Mangbarni, who entered the Punjab and established hime
self in the Upper Sindh Sagar Doab. He sccured the assistance of
the powerful Khokhar chief by marrying his daughter in his projec-
ted expedition ofthe conquest of the north-western Punjab and
Multan. With the help of the Khokhars, Mangharni drove away
Qubachah and occupied Sindh Sagar Doab.  He even encroached
upon the territory of the Ravi and, the Chenab regions and captured
the fort of Pasrur in the Sialkot district. Then he advanced up to
Lahore and sent an envoy to Itutmish with an appeal for shelter,
Itutmish was on the horns of a dilemma. It was discourtcous to
refuse asylum to a princely refugee; but, at the same time, it was
unwisc to invite such a powerful invader as Changiz Khan, ‘The

% For the life and achievements of Changiz Khan refer to The Mongol Empirer
by Machael Prawdin, London, George Allen ¢ Unwin,. pp 210-30, mhire
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Mongols had reached the Indus as early as 1220 in pursuit of
Mangbarni. Moreover, Iltutmish’s policy was not to allow the
Delhi kingdom to be dragged into Central Asian politics. For these
reasons, he sent a polite refusal to Mangbarni and requested him to
withdraw from the Punjab. The Khwarizm prince felt insulted and
prepared to avenge himself by encroaching upon Iltutmish’s territory
in south-eastern Punjab. Thereupon, the latter got ready for a
fight in order to drive away the aggressor; but Mangbarni thought
it wise not to come into conflict with Iltutmish. On the other hand,
he made an attempt to capture Multan from Qubachah. Iltutmish’s
wise policy removed a great danger which was threatening to engulf
Delhi.  Changiz Khan, who was probably not desirous of violating
a neutral state, returned from Afghanistan. Delhi was thus saved.
Had he chosen a different course, the Sultanate of Delhi would have
been finished in its infancy. But the country, in all likelihood, would
have gained, for the Mongols, unlike the Turks, would gradually
have merged in Hindu society as they were Shamanists and had
much in common with the Indian people.

Defeat and death of Qubachah

As the Mongols had returned from Afghanistan, Mangbarni
left India after three years’ stay in 1224. The net result of his
sojourn in the Punjab was the destruction of Qubachah’s power.
Sindh Sagar Doab and part of Multan passed into the hands of the
Khwarizm troops. The south-eastern portions of Qubachah’s
dominion, which had originally been parts of Delhi, were now easily
recovered by Tltutmish who thus captured Bhatinda, Kuhram and
Sarasuti and the country along the Hakara river. After Mangbarni’s
withdrawal, only Multan and Sindh were left to Qubachah.
Iltutmish, anxious to take the fullest advantage of the effect produced
by the movements of the Khwarizm troops on Qubachah’s power,
planned a double attack on the latter’s territory from two different
directions. First, he made arrangements to recover Lahore. Then
in 1298 he sent two armies, one from Lahore to attack Multan and
the other from Delhi to capture Uch.  Qubachah was perplexed
and he fled to the fortress of Bhakkar on the lower Indus. Uch fell
into the hands of Iltutmish afier three months’ siege. Qubachah
was thus closely invested in  Bhakkar. He offered to negotiate.
Itutmish demanded his unconditional surrender for which Qubachah
was not prepared. Then a vigorous assault was made on Bhakkar
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which so much terrified Qubachah that he desperately threw himself
into the Indus and was drowned. This took place in 1228. Multan
and Uch were now occupied and annexed to Delhi. The Sumra
ruler of Debal, namely, Sinan-ud-din Chanisar, offered submission 1o
Itutmish. The states of Multan and Sindh thus became an integral
part of Delhi.

The newly conquerred territories were constituted into three
provinces, that is, the provinces of Lahore, Multan and Sindh. The
province of Lahore did not include the whole of the Punjab. The
limit of Iltutmish’s territory was Sialkot in the north. The Sindh
Sagar Doab was in the hands of the Khokhar tribe and the region
known as Baniyan, which lay to the west, was in the hands of Saif-
ud-din Hasan Qarlugh, a lieutenant of Jalal-ud-din Mangbarni.
The governors of these three provinces were required to extend the
boundary of the Delhi kingdom so as to include the whole of the
Punjab. A number of expeditions were planned by them. One of
these resulted in the occupation of the fortress of Nandanah in the
Salt Range. In spite of his military activity and vigilance, Iltutmish’s
hold on the Western Punjab was not effective

The recovery of Bengal

~ The supremacy of Delhi over Bengal had heen re-asserted by
Qutub-ud-din Aibak. But after his death, Ali Mardan, the Khalji
ruler, had declared his independence. Fe was a tyrant.  The
Khaljis, therefore, rose in revolt and put him to death. The throne
of Bengal now passed to Husam-ud-din Ewaz. e assumed the
title of Sultan Ghiyas-ud-din. He was an able and popular ruler,
He annexed Bihar and exacted tribute from the neighbouring  Hindu
states of Jajnagar, Tirhut, Vanga and Kamarupa.  Itutmish would
not tolerate the existence of an independent ruler in a provinee
which had originally been a part of the Delhi kingdom.  As soon as
he was free from the Mongol threat, he sent an army to recover
Bihar. In 1225 the Sultan himself took the ficld, Ewaz accepted
Iltutmish’s sovercignty and agreed to pay an indemmity and an
annual tribute without fighting. Htutmish appointed Malik Jani
governor of Bihar, but as soon as Htutmish’s back was turned,
Ewaz re-asserted his independence, Iltutmish was obliged 10 send
his son, Nasir-ud-din Mahmud, governor of Awadh, to punish Fwaz,
Nasir-ud-din captured Lakhanauti in 1926, and then defeated and
killed Ewaz. Bengal thus once again became a province of Delhi.
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Nasir-ud-din Mahmud died soon after and there was again a revolu-
tion at Lakhanauti which brought Balka Khalji to the throne of that
province. Iltutmish was, therefore, obliged to plan a second
expedition to Lakhanauti in 1230. Balka was defeated and killed
and Bengal re-annexed. Iltumish separated the provinces and
appointed two governors, one for Bengal and the other for Bihar.

Rajasthan throws off the Turkish yoke

During the period that followed Aibak’s death our people
made a vigorous attempt to throw off the foreign yoke. Everywhere
the Rajputs mustered courage and did their best to drive away the
Turkish governors. The Chandelas recovered Kalinjar and Ajaigarh.
The Pariharas drove away the Muslim garrison from Gwalior, re-
occupied the place and extended their rule to include Narwar and
Jhansi. The Chauhan ruler of Ranthambhor expelled the Turkish
troops and imposed his sovereignty over Jodhpur and the adjacent
areas. The Chauhans of Jalor reconquered Nadol, Mandor, Bharmer,
Ratnapur, Sanchor, Radhadhara, Khera, Ramasin and Bhinamal
and defeated the Turks. In northern Alwar, Jadon . Bhattis
established their supremacy. Ajmer, Bayana and Thangir also put
an end to the Turkish supremacy and re-asserted their indepen-
dence. o

Iltutmish’s operations in Rajputana

The loss of a considerable portion of the Dehi kmgdom must
have unnecrved the Sultan’s administration; but Iltutmish was not
the man to fear or falter. He was determined to recover the lost
provinces. As soon as he was free from the threat of Mongol . in-
vasion, he put his armics in motion and commenced the work of
reconquest.  In 1226 he proceeded into the heart of Rajasthan and
hesieged Ranthambhor. It was recaptured and re-garrisoned. Then
he advanced to Mandor, the capital of the Paramaras, which, too,
was recovered and garrisoned. In 1228 or 1229 he besieged Jalor.
The Chauhan chief, Udai Singh, offered a stout resistance. He was,
however, obliged to surrender; but was allowed to continue as the
ruler of Jalor on agreeing to pay a tribute. Next, Bayana and
Thangir were recovered. Then came the turn of  Ajmer which,
along with Sambhar and other adjacent districts, was rc~occupled
but not without resistance. Nagaur in Jodhpur, which had been in
Turkish hands from the time of Ghaznavide Sultan Bahram but was
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lost on Qutub-ud-din’s death, was next recovered. In 1231 Gwalior
was besieged. Malayavarma Deva, the Parihara ruler, fought stoutly
for one full year, but eventually gave in.

Malik Tayasai, governor of Bayana and Gwalior, was deputed
to conquer Kalinjar. The Chandela ruler, Trilokyavarma, could
not withstand the Turkish forces and left Kalinjar which was plun-
dered; but the invader could make no progress and was so over-
whelmed by the Chandelas of the vicinity that he had to flee.
Besides the above conquests, Iltutmish personally led an attack on
Nagada, the capital of the Guhilots. The ruler of the place, Kshetra
Singh, defeated the Sultan and drove him away with heavy losses.
Iltutmish made another unsuccessful attempt on the Chalukyas of
Gujarat where, too, his forces suffered a reverse and were compelled
to retire. In 1234-35 Tltutmish led an expedition to Malwa, plundered
Bhilsa and Ujjain and destroyed the ancient temple of  Mahakal.
The Paramaras, who ruled over those regions, did not sufler any
territorial loss. Some modern historians, notably Sir Woolseley Faig,
credit Iltutmish with the conquest and annexation of Malwa, which
is far from true. FHis expedition to that province was a mere raid
and not a war of conquest.

Reconquest of the Doab

The people of the region between the Ganga and the Yamuna,
known as the Doab, did not lag behind those of Rajasthan in taking
advantage of the difficulties of the Turkish ruler of Delhi, While
Iltutmish was oberwhelmed by the rebellion of the Turkish guards,
many of the districts of the modern Uttar Pradesh re-asserted their
independence. The districts of Badaun, Kanauj and Banaras passed
out of the hands of the Turks. The province of Katehar (modern
Rohilkhand) severed its connection with Dethi.  rom all these
parts Turkish soldiers were driven out.  As soon as Iliutinish had
established his authority at Delhi, he undertook operations against
the Hindus of these parts. One by one, Badaun, Kanauj and Bana-
ras were reconquerred. The province of Katehar, with its capital
Ahichhatra  (modern Aonla), was captured. 'Then an army
was sent to Bahraich, north of the river Ghaghra which, too, was
reduced to submission. Awadh, too, had thrown ofl' the Turkish
suzerainty, and it was very necessary to recover it,  After a very
rough struggle it was brought bek under the supremacy of Delhi.
But the new governor, Nasir-ud-din Mahmud, the ecldest son of
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Itutmish had to wage a ceaseless war against the local tribes who
put up a stout resistance in defence of their liberty and religion.
The leader of these people was a chief, named Bartu (or Pirthu),
who was an extremely brave and daring warrior and had repeatedly
defeated the Turks and slain about 1,20,000 of the enemy troops.
The province could be finally reduced only after Pirthu’s death.
Expeditions were also undertaken to Chandawar and Tirhut; but
the latter does not seem to have been annexed.

His death

Itutmish was taken ill while undertaking an expedition against
Baniyan. He abandoned the project and returned to Delhi, a sick

man. The physicians failed to cure him and he died in his place in
April 1236.

His character and achievements

Iltutmish was a brave but cautious soldier. He was also a
successful general.  Among his notable qualities courage, sagacity,
moderation and foresight must be given a prominent place. He was
also an able and successful administrator. For one who had been
the slave of a slave in his carly life, it was no mean achievement to
have risen to the throne of Delhi and occupied it for a quarter of a
century. Unlike his master and predecessor, Qutub-ud-din Aibaky
Itutmish did not enjoy the moral and material support of a great
empire.  All his achicvements were his own. He began almost from
the scratch. He took up Qutub-ud-din’s unfinished work and built
up a powerful Turkish kingdom in northern India. He recovered the
territories conquered by  Muhammad of Ghur in  Hindustan and
added to them a considerable territory in Rajputana and the north-
ern parts of the modern Uttar  Pradesh. Qutub-ud-din had lost
Multan and Sindh; they were recovered and annexed to the Delhi
kingdom.  He added a great moral prestige to the territorial con-
quests of the Turkish Sultanate. He saved it from the threat of
a terrible Mongol invasion before which the older and more mighty
kingdoms of Central Asia had fallen with a terrible crash. Besides,
he reduced his "Vurkish rivals to submission and imposed the Sultan’s
will upon them.  He laid the foundation of a military monarchy
which reached a high  watermark of despotism  under the Khaljis.

Htutmish was the first Turkish ruler to introduce a purely
Arabic coinage. His silver tanka weighed 175 grains and bore an



102 THE SULTANATE OF DELHI

Arabic inscription on it. He appreciated merit in learned men and
was fond of architecture. He built the famous Qutub Minar at Delhi.

Iltutmish was a pious Musalman. He was rcgular in the
observance of the five daily prayers and all other rites of his religion.
He was intolerant of Muslim heretics, such as, the Shias. The Ismaili
Shias of Delhi rebelled against the policy of persecution and plotted
against his life, but the rebellion was suppressed and they were put
to death in large numbers. His treatment towards the Hindus could
not have been better.?  The very fact that contemporary Muslim
writers extol his piety and his service to religion is enough to show
that he must have continued the policy of religious persecution again-
st the vast majority of his subjects. In fact, he gave satisfaction to
the Muslim ulema and harnessed them to the service of the Sultanate.
Iltutmish was not a builder of civil institutions. He was not a con-
structive statesman. Like Qutub-ud-din, he allowed the old indi-
genous institutions to continue, substituting for them Islamic ways
and practices only at the top.

The most notable achievements of lltutmish were three—
(1) saving the infant Turkish kingdom [rom destruction, (2) giving it
for the first time a legal status, and (3) perpetuating his dynasty by
ensuring the succession of his children to the throne of Delhi. 1In
February 1229, he was invested with the robes of an Islamic king by
the Khalifa, Al-Mustansir Billah, which gave rcligious and political
sanction to his political authority. He has Deen called the first king
of the Sultanate of Dclhi owing to the above-mentioned solid achicve-
ments. In fact, he occupies the first place among the rulers of the
three dynasties that occupied the thrown of Delhi from 1206 to 1290,

RUKN-UD-DIN FIROZ SHAH, 1236

Iltutmish’s eldest son, Nasir-ud-din Mahmud, who was also
the ablest among his children, died in 1229, leaving his father pros-
trate. The Sultan did not think his next son, Firoz, competent (o
succeed him, as he was lazy and irresponsible and thoroughly devo-
ted to sensual pleasures. His other sons were very young. 8o he
decided to nominate his eldest daughter, Raziah, who was an intelli-

8 He destroyed the chief temple at Bhilsa and the great temple of Matukal
at Ujjain, which had taken '300 years in building and was a marvellous work of art
He carried the statues of Vikramaditya and of other notable rulers made of brass
to Delhi, See Tabgat-i-Nasiri (translated by Raverty), pp. 622-23.
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gent, couragevus and able woman, as heir-apparent. But this was
a novel experiment and was not supposed to be in consonance with
the spirit of the Msulim Law. Moreover, his sons and their followers
were likely to oppose it.  But Iltutmish overbore all opposition and
managed to ensure the approval of his nobles and courtiers. The
occasion was celebrated by including Raziah’s name on the silver
coin, fanka.  But, when Iltutmish died, his decision was reversed
and the throne passed to his eldest surviving son, named Rukn-ud-
din TFiroz. This young man was very openhearted and his mother,
Shah Turkan, was a clever intriguer and had a large following of
courticrs and officers. She displayed great activity on Iltutmish’s
death and had her son crowned with the support of her party.
Perhaps, like his father, he would have ruled a long time, had he
shown moderation and administrative qualities. But, immediately
after his accession, he began a life of gaiety and pleasure and
allowed his mother to usurp power. Shah Turkan, originally a
handmaid in the karem, was inordinately ambitious. ~ She controlled
the statc policy and persccuted her co-wives and their children.
Firoz squandered money on his personal hobbies and scattered
gold among the populace of Dethi. The result was a reaction.
Internal and external troubles followed immediately.  Sindh and
Uch were invaded by Saif-ud-din  Hasan Qarlugh, the ruler
of Gchazni, Kirman and Baniyan. A party of officers rose against the
new king.  The king’s own brother, Ghiyas-ud-din, governor of
Awadh, openly rebelled and seized a convoy of treasures from
Bengal and plundered several towns in Hindustan. The governors ‘of
Multan, Lahore, Hansi and Badaun entered into a pact to depose
Firoz and proceeded towards Delhi. Firoz was obliged to march
out of the capital to meet the rebels. During his absence Raziah
exploited the public discontent against him and his mother. She
appeared before the public in red robes at the time of Friday prayers
and appealed to the people for help against the much-hated Shah
Turkan.  ‘The people were reminded of Iltutmish’s nomination
ol her as heir-apparent.  The army officers gave their support to the
people of Delhi and, before Firoz could return, Raziah was placed
upon the throne and Shah Turkan was thrown into a dungeon.
Fivoz was arrested and put to death in November 1236,  His reign
had tasted only for seven months,



104 THE SULTANATE OF DELHI

RAZIAH, 1236—1240

Raziah became ruler in name only. She lLad the support of
the people and nobility of Delhi; but the governors of the provinces
of Badaun, Multan, Hansi and Lahlore, who had no hand in her
election, were definitely hostile. They were joined by IMiroz’s wazir,
Nizam-ul-mulk Muhammad Junaidi. The confedcerates  besieged
Raziah in her capital. Though powerless against this combination,
she adroitly played her game of diplomacy.  She sowed dissension
among the confederates. The rebel governors fell out among them-
selves and the confederacy was broken.  Raziah now [ell on them.
Two of the conlederates were taken prisoncrs and slain. The wazir
fled to save himself, but died a fugitive in Sirmur hills.

Raziah’s triumph hbrought her great prestige and stabilised
her position. She redistributed the high ollices of the state and
appointed Khwaja Muhazab-ud-din her wazir. She made  fresh
appointments to the posts of governors of the provinces. The entire
Hindustan from Lakhanauti to Debal submitted to her. Bengal also
came back uncer Delhi. But Raziali’s very success proved to he the
chief cause of her downfall. She had taken steps to make the power
of the crown absolute. The Turkish nobles, who had formed them-
selves into a military brotherhood and monopolised all power in the
State since the time of Qutub-ud-din Aibak, would not tolerate a
very powerful and despotic monarch who was pursuing the policy of
making her will supreme. They considered themselves to be indis-
pensable and would not allow the sovercign to occupy a higher place
than that of the chief among the peers.  Morcover, Raziah scems to
have given offence to the orthodox Muslim opinion by casting off
female attire and the seclusion of the harem. She dressed herselt as
a man, rode in public and transacted business in the open court.
She took steps to cmphasise the firmness and vigour of her rule,  She
commanded armies and took part in battles. Such conduct in a
woman, though a quecn, appeared scandalous to the hoary ‘T'urkish
warriors. She is also said to have shown an undue preference for an
Abyssinian officer, Jamal-ud-din Yaqut, who held the office of her
master of the horse. Probably, this was the result of her deliberate
policy of breaking the Turkish nobles’ "monopoly of all important
posts in the kingdom.

The fall of Raziah
The above causes led to a conspiracy against the queen, The
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leaders of the conspiracy were the amirs and maliks at the court and in
the provinces. They wanted to depose Raziah and to replace her
by a ruler who should be weak and abide by their wishes. The
lcader of the conspiracy was Ikhtiyar-ud-din Aeitigin who held the
high office of the queen’s lord chamberlain (amir-i-hajib), and the
other prominent members were Malik Altunia, governor of Bhatinda,
and Kabir Khan, governor of Lahore. Aware of Raziah’s military
strength and the loyalty of troops to her, the conspirators wanted to
decoy her to a distant place and to finish her off there. In pursuance
ol this plan, Kabir Khan, governor of Lahore, revolted early in
1240. The queen procceded quickly to put down the rebellion.
Kabir Khan was defeated and he fled. His progress was, however,
barred by the presence of the Mongols at the river Chenab. So he
returned and surrendered to the queen unconditionally. Raziah
returned victorious to the capital. But the conspirators would not
give up their design. Their next rebellion took place within a fort-
night of Razial’s return. This time Altunia, the governor of Bhatinda
and a friend of the lord chamberlain, raised the standard of revolt.
In spite of the heat of the season, Raziah was again on the march
against the rebels. This time, however, the conspirators played their
game with consummate skill. As soon as Raziah reached Bhatinda,
some agents of the conspirators abused Yaqut (Raziah’s master of
the horse) and put him to death. ‘T'he queen’s party was thus weak-
ened; and, perhaps, she was found in a state of mental confusion.
‘L'he conspirators now laid their hands on her and threw her into
prison (April 1240). ‘They raised Bahram, lltutmish’s third son,
to the throne. The conspirators returned to Delhi. They had won
in the contest against the crown.

In the redistribution of offices that took place on the accession
of Bahram, Altunia did not get what he had expected. He, there-
fore, became disaffected. He thought of a plan to avenge himself.
In August 1240, he released Raziah from the prison fort of Bhatinda,
married her and proceeded with her to Delhi to capture it by force.
But they were defeated by Bahram’s army and compelled to
return towards Bhatinda. 'Their troops had deserted them and
near Kaithal they were murdered by some Hindu robbers on 13th
October, 1240.

An estimate of Raziah

Raziah was the only Muslim woman who sat upon the throne

]
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of Delhi. Although her reign was brief, lasting barely for three years
and a half, she was, without doubt, a very successful and extra-
ordinary ruler. She was brave and energetic. She was a good
soldier and general. She was adept in the arts of political intrigue
and diplomacy. She succeeded in restoring the prestige  of the
Turkish kingdom in India. She raised the power of the crown and
made it absolute. In fact, she was the first Turkish ruler of Delhi to
have imposed the royal will upon the amirs and maliks. Qutub-ud-
din was the chief noble among the nobles. Iltutmish was shy to sit
upon the throne in the presence of his peers. Other members of the
dynasty of Iltutmish, both before and after her, were much weaker
in personality and character. Raziah was, therefore , the first and
the last ruler of Iltutmish’s dynasty to dominate the politics of the
Sultanate of Delhi by sheer force of her ability and character. The
contemporary historian, Minhaj-ud-din Siraj, describes her as “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....endowed with all admirable attributes and
qualifications necessary for kings.”  He concludes his estimate of the
queen with the lamentation : “Of what advantage were all these
excellent qualifications unto her ?”

It is usually believed that the cause of Raziah’s fall was her
sex, as the Turkish nobles did not like to be ruled by a woman.
But the primary cause of her downfall seems to have been the deter-
mined ambition of the Turkish military aristocracy to keep the
ruler of Delhi a tool in their hands and to retain th¢ monopoly
of power for themselves, whereas Raziah had all through followed
the opposite course of making herself supreme in the kingdom and
concentrating power in her hands. Her sex was only a secondary
cause of her premature end. ‘ ‘

'MUIZ-UD-DIN BAHRAM SHAH, 1240—1242 ‘
~ The new king was Iltutmish’s third son. He had been raised
to the throne on the definite understanding that he would allow the
Turkish maltks and amirs to exercise full power and that the king
would only reign and not govern. He was also required to allow the
Turkish nobles to nominate the king’s deputy, that is, naib-i-mam-
likat, a new post created at the time. Ikhtiyar-ud-din Aeitigin was
appointed to this high office. Muhazab-ud-din  remained the



wazir, but his post now sank definitely to secondary position. The
supremacy of the Turkish military aristocracy was now complete.

The  natb-i-mamlikat, Aecitigin, usurped much of the power
formerly wielded by the sultan. He even appropriated some of
the royal prerogatives, such as playing naubat at his gate and keeping
an elephant.! He married a sister of Bahram and easily became
more important and powerful than the king himself. Bahram could
not put up with the encroachment on his prerogatives. He, therefore,
had the naib murdered in his office.  But the king’s triumph was
short-lived. ~ Although no new naib was appointed, yet the lord
chamberlain (emir-i-hajib) Badr-ud-din Sunqgar, who was an influential
member of the Turkish aristocracy, known as ‘the Forty’ appropria-
ted all the power formerly wielded by the naib. The sultan became
jealous of him. The wazir was already against Sungar. The two
made a common cause against the amir-i-hajib who, on his part,
plotted for the deposition and death of the king. The wazir divulged
the plot to the sultan who dismissed Sungar and banished him to
Badaun. As Sunqar returned to the court without permission, he
was arrested and put to death. The Turkish nobles, who were aliena-
ted from the sultan as a result of Aeitigin’s murder, got thoro-
ughly alarmed. The Turkish ulema (ecclesiasticals), too, were
hostile, as one of them was put to death by the king’s orders. The
wazir, Muhazab-ud-din, had his own score to settle with his sovereign.
An all-pervading conspiracy was hatched. At this time the Mongols
invaded the Punjab and besieged the city of Lahore in 1241.  An
army was sent for the relief of the city. - The wazir,” who had
accompanied it, revealed to the officers that the sultan had sent
secret orders for their arrest and execution.  The army was filled
with rage and, vowing vengeance on the sultan, returned from the
way to depose him.  The citizens of Delhi fought desperately but
they were no match for regular troops. The city fell the next day
Bahram was seized and put to death in May 1242,

ALA-UD-DIN MASUD SHAH, 1242—1246

The ascendancy of the Turkish aristocracy was fully established
and the crown again suffered a defeat at their hands. The victorious
nobles would have raised one of their own number to the throne if
jealousy had not prevented them from recognising the merit in thc
ablest among them. Consequently, they raised  to thc thronc
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Ala-ud-din Masud Shah, a very young son of Rukn-ud-din Firoz
Shah and a grandson of Iltutmish, on the condition that he would
abide by the agrcement made by his predccessor. He was to dclegate
all power to “the Forty’ and himself to enjoy the title of Sultan. The
naib’s post was recreated and given to Malik Qutub-ud-din Hassan,
a refugee from Ghur. Other high posts were monopolised by the
members of ‘the Forty’. The wazir Muhazab-ud-din dominated
the court and exercised the power which was formerly held by the
naib, while the naib was reduced to a secondary place. There was
soon a quarrel between the wazir and the Turkish aristocracy.
Muhazab-ud-din was dismissed and a new wazir in the person of
Nazim-ud-din Abu Bakr was appointed. The post of amir-i-hajib went
to Balban who was destined to reach the throne in the years to come.
Balban, though a junior member of the aristocracy, dominated the
party by reason of his superior ability and strength of character.
Gradually, he appropriated most of the power and diverted the
attention of the aristocracy from their mutual quarrels to campaigns
against the Rajputs and the Mongols.  This policy was so successful
that the Turkish state regained some of its prestige and Masud’s
reign enjoyed comparative tranquillity and lasted for four years.

Yet internal jealousy and trouble did not disappear altogether.
The kingdom was torn by dissension and disturbed by rebellions.
Tughan Khan, governor of Bengal, repudiated the authority of
Delhi. He even annexed Bihar and invaded Awadh. Multan and
Uch cut themselves off. In 1245 Multan was invaded and occupied
by Saif-ud-din Hassan Qarlugh. The Mongols reappeared in the
upper Punjab. They even proceeded to besiege Uch but were obliged
to abandon it as an army of reliel was sent from Delhi in time.

The state of affairs, though not satisfactory, was improving
and Balban was gradually emerging as the man at the capital. A
conspiracy was formed against the sultan by Balban himsell in league
with Nasir-ud-din Mahmud, another son of Iltutmish, and his mother.
The result of the conspiracy was that Masud was deposed and
Nasir-ud-din Mahmud was crowned king in June 1246.

NASIR-UD-DIN MAHMUD, 1246—1265

His accession and character

Nasir-ud-din Mahmud was enthroned at Delhi on 10th June,
1246. With his accession the struggle between the crown and the
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peers for the possession of real power in the state (which had begun
after the death of Iltutmish) came to an end. The Turkish nobility
won the contest. Nasir-ud-din Mahmud loyally abided by the
tacit agreement and willingly resigned all power in the hands of
Balban, the leader of °‘the Forty’. The new king was by nature
unambitious, docile and even timid. He contented himself with the
mere form of royalty and left the substance of authority to his nobles.
He was a religious-minded man, but his natural religiosity was
accentuated by the memory of the fate that his predecessors had
suffered at the hands of the nobility, by the great internal commotion
caused by the attempt of the Hindu chicfs to regain their power and
by the threat of a foreign invasion by the Mongols. Several ancedotes
are related about the piety and simplicity of this ruler. One such
anecdote is that his only queen used 1o cook his meals and, onc day,
when her fingers were burnt in the kitchen, she complained to the
sultan and requested him to provide her with a maid-servant. Nasir-
ud-din is said to have refused to comply on the plea that he was
only a trustee of the State and could not use public money for
his own comfort. These stories are, without doubt, very highly exag-
gerated. Tt is inconceiveable that the sultan’s wife, who was Balban’s
daughter, could have no maid-scrvant. We know that ke had
more than one wife and many slaves. The only truth in this and
the various other anecdotes seems to be that Nasir-ud-din Mahmud
probably lived an unostentatious lifc and spent most of his time in
copying the Quran and in doing kindly acts of charity. He could
not help it, for it was impossible for him to play the king under
the circumstances. The very fact that he entered into a conspiracy
with Balban against his nephew and benefactor, Masud, shows that
he was not altogether without worldly ambition. But he was
sagacious enough to understand his own limitations and the difference
between what was possible and what was not. It was the knowledge
of this together with his natural character that made him reign for
about twenty years and die a natural death in 1265.

Balban : de facto ruler, 12461252

As Balban was instrumental in raising Nasir-ud-din  to the
throne, the sultan placed all power in the hands of this leader of
‘the Forty’. Abu Bakr seems to have continued as nominal wazir
and become a partisan of Balban. The most important offices went
to Balban’s relatives. His younger brother, Kashlu Khan, was
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appointed lord chamberlain (amir-i-kajib).  His cousin, Sher Khan,
was appointed governor of Lahore and Bhatinda. Balban, who had
acted as the real prime minister from the very first day of the reign,
was formally appointed naib-i-mamlikat in 1249. The same year he
gave his daughter in marriage to the young sultan which further
strenghened his position and raised him head and shoulder above
other Turkish nobles. Thus Balban monopolised power and used
it for the advantage of himself, his relations and the Turkish state in

the country.

Balban’s temporary eclipse : Rayhan becomes prime minis-
ter, 1253

Balban’s ascendancy and his unscrupulous use of power led
to the rise of a party against him with Imad-ud-din Rayhan, a Hindu
convert, at its head. Nasir-ud-din Mahmud, who secms to have
resented the unbridled exercise of authority by his prime minister,
became a party tothe conspiracy and issued orders for the dismissal
of Balban and his brother. They were directed to lecave the court
and proceed to their respective provinces. A fresh distribution of
offices now took place. Rayhan became prime minister. The
office of wazir went to Junaidi. The historian Minhaj was removed
from the office of chief gazi which was given to Shamsh-ud-din.
Sher Khan, Balban’s cousin, was removed from the governorship of
Bhatinda and Multan which were placed under the charge of Arslan
Khan. Thus the key positions in the state came to be held by
Rayhan’s nominees. Rayhan has been condemmned for this —coup.
He has been called a ‘renegade Hinduw’, ‘a vile upstart’, ‘a usurper’
and ‘a conspirator’. The fact, however, is that he was as good a
Musalman as any Turk and was ncither a ruffian nor a scoundrel.
He was a clever politician who exploited the king’s dissatisfaction
against the arrogant Balban and his party and established his own
authority in the latter’s place. He was a leader of the party of the
Indian Musalmans whose number was growing with rapidity and
who had begun taking interest in the politics of the time. The foreign
Turks and their partisans were as much hostile to Indian Musalmans
as to the Hindus. They could not tolerate an Indian Muslim hold-
ing any position of importance in the administration and hence con-
‘temporary writers used unbecoming epithets to describe Rayhan’s
character and his coup of 1253.



Re-instatement of Balban, 1254

Rayhan’s administration, though popular with the lower classes,
could not last long. The Turkish nobles at the court and in the
provinces would not tolerate an Indian Muslim as the de facfo head
of the government. They combined under the leadership of Balban
and decided to take action. Their united armies proceeded towards
the capital in 1254. The sultan, thereupon, issued out of Delhi and
encamped near Samana. A contest between the two was imminent
but Mahmud lost heart and was obliged to agree to the proposal of
the insurgents to dismiss Rayhan (1254). Accordingly, Rayhan was
transferred to Badaun and from there, a little after, to Bahraich.
Balban was reappointed na:b and allowed to fill important offices
with his nominees. The historian Minhaj got back his post of the
chief gazi. The ascendancy of the Turkish nobility was now unques-
tioned and it continued till the end of Mahmud’s reign.

Balban suppresses rebellions

Balban now resumed his policy of consolidating the authority
of the crown. He decided to put down rebellions and to force the
provinces of the Sultanate to return to allegiance. Bengal had for
sometime been in a disturbed condition. Tughan Khan, the
governor, behaved like a king and repudiated the authority of Delhi.
He even invaded Awadh. Balban soon found a pretext to interfere
in the affairs of Bengal when Tughan Khan, who had been defeated
by the raja of Jajnagar in Orissa, appcaled to Delhi for help. Balban
sent an army for his assistance under Tamur Khan, who was instruct-
ed to punish Tughan and take charge of Bengal from him. He was
able to accomplish this work. Tughan was compensated by the
grant of Awadh and he died immediately after (1246). But Bengal
was destined to give more trouble to the ruler of Declhi. One of
Tughan’s successors in that province, Yuzbak-i-Tughril Khan, assum-
ed regal title, struck coins and read the khutba in his name about
1255. But he was killed in an expedition to Kamarupa in or
about 1257 after which the supremacy of Delhi over Bengal was re-
established. Within three or four years there was again trouble in
Bengal.  Arslan Khan, governor of Kara, occupied Lakhanauti and
ruled Bengal as an independent ruler. The province continued its
carecr of independence till the end of Nasir-ud-din Mahmud’s reign.

In the north-west, too, Balban had to deal with rebellious
governors. The restoration of the Delhi authority over that region
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was imperfect. This was due to three causes, namely, (1) the
presence at Baniyan of Saiftud-din Hasan Qarlugh who was an
ambitious ruler and wanted to extend his dominion to Multan and
Sindh, (2) the constant pressure of the Mongols, and (3) the dis-
loyalty of the local officers who were anxious to carve out a fortune
for themselvs by intrigues with Delhi and the Mongols in Persia.
In 1249 Saif-ud-din Hasan Qarlugh occupied Multan. He was,
however, compelled to abandon it soon after. A few years later,
Kashlu Khan, governor of Multan and Uch, repudiated allegiance
to Delhi and became a vassal of Hulagu, the Mongol ruler of Persia.
He entered into an alliance with another rebellious governor, named
Qutlugh Khan of Awadh, and the two made an attempt to capture
Delhi. But the project failed owing to the vigilance and activity of
Balban. An understanding seems to have been arrived at between
Delhi and Hulagu who sent an envoy to Delhi to assure the Sultan
that the Mongols would respect the north-western frontier of India.
But trouble continued to reign in the Punjab. Even Lahore passed
into the hands of the Mongols in 1254. Only a small portion of the
Punjab, namely that in the south-east, remained a part of Delhi,
while the rest, namely that in the north-west, came under the Mon-
gol sphere of influence. Multan and Sindh, however, remained
parts of Delhi.

Onc of the most difficult tasks of Balban was to resist the num-
erous Hindu attempts to regain their independence. His first
task was to subjugate the disaffected people of the Doab. This kept
him engaged for months during which bitter fighting took place.
Balban defeated a notable chieftain in the fertile valley of the
Yamuna, whom Minhaj calls ‘Dalaki-wa-Malaki® identified by
H. C. Ray with Trilokyavarma of the Chandela dynasty (Dynastic
History, Vol. 11, pp. 720-30), slaughtered a large number of men and
carried away women and children into slavery.  Next, he took upon
himself the task of chastising the turbulent people of Mewat, the
region south of Delhi. Here, too, he displayed his usual brutality.
He led numerous expeditions against Ranthambhor which was
eventually conquered. In 1247 he suppressed a rising of the
Chandela chief of Kalinjar. In 1251 he led an expedition against
the Hindu ruler o