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This map is aimed at showing the areas and places
controlled by the Sultanate of Gujarat at different points
¢ .= -
of time during 14C7-1572 A.D. Ali Muhammad Khan, author of

Mirdt-i-ahmadi (Vol. I p. 17) gives the list of the 25 sarkars

controlled by the Sultanate at the time of its maximum expan-
sion., In this map these 25 sarkars are indicated by dot within
small circles. The places other than these sarkdrs that are
mentioned by records as being held by nobles in different
capacities are shown in this map with ordinary dots. The
alignments of the land rouﬁes shown by thick lines that go

to suggest the pattern of the Gujarat's trade links with the

other parts of Indian subcéntinent are copied from Prof. Irfan

Habib's sheet no. 7 A,B in An Atlas of the Muchal Empire.



Introduction

Being located on the western coast of Indian subcontinent,
a part of Gujarat is a peninsula washed on two sides by the
‘Arabian sea and on the third by the Gulf of Cambay. A large
number of excellent ports found on its coast made Gujarat
a commercial e'mporium.1 Its natural products, particularly
cotton, that was available in abundance and easy access to the
sea facilitated the development of the overseas trade. Moreover
teak forests in the eastern part of the province provided rich
building material for local use as well as for export all over
the world.2 The people of Gujarat.%pherefore, were always
particularly involved in the occupations identified with
handicraft manufacture and trade which contributed to the

great wealth of the region.3

1. Sikandar Lodi, the ruler of Delhi is reported to have
remarked that Gujarat Sultan had 84 ports in his control;
Sikandar bin Manjhu, Mirat-i-Sikandari, ed. by S.C.Misra
and M.L. Rehm3n, Baroda, 1961, pp. 309-10. Here after
see MS

2, For the timber forests see English Factories in India
1618-69 ed. W. Foster, Oxford, 1906-27, pp. 65, 79 &
John Pinkerton, A General Collection of the Best and
Most Interesting Voyage and Travels in All Parts of World.
London, 1811, p. 326 quoted by Irfan Habib An Atlas of
Mughal Empire, Oxford University Press, New Pelhi, 1982,p. 25,
hereafter see Atlas For the export of the timber,
see S, Magbul Ahmad, ‘Commercial Relations of India with
the Arab World' Islamic Culture, XXXVIII No. 2, 1964 p. 149;
For the local use of the teak timber see MirTt-i-ahmadi,

ed. Saiyid Nawdb ‘411, Baroda 1927, I p. . H ]
v ' p. 16 ere after

3. ?hat thesg factors cen%ributed_to the prosperity of Gujarat
1s‘emph351sed'by S.A,I. Tirmizi, Some Aspects of Medieval
Gujarat, Delhi, 1968, p. 2, ‘here after see SMG. -




Since Gujarat was a coastal domain well known for its
flourishing trade, the seafaring communities as well as various
commercial groups, could be assumed to have comprised a very
considerable part of its total population. One may reasonably
presume that a major part of Gujarat's seafarers and traders
were living in‘the urban centres. This large urban population
was perhaps, further boosted by the existence of considerable

artisan pockets.

It is pointed out by Moreland that during the 17th
century, Gujarat was not self-supporting in food grains. This
was, possibly, owing to its large urban and seafaring popul-
ation. According to Moreland "it (Gujarat) imported food grains
largely from the North and East, rice from the Deccan, wheat

and other grains from Malwa and Rajputana".1

During the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries Gujarat
appears to have witnessed important socio-economic changes
which contributed greatly to its distinct regional identity.
The features of the economy and demography of the 17th
century Gujarat noticed above were, apparently, some of the

characteristics hallmarks of such an identity. In this study

1. Moreland, India at the Death of Akbar, London, 1920, p. 244.




I hobe to probe the question as to how and when the Gujarééi
society came to develop these features, In this connection

I am proceeding on the premise that the expansion of
Gujarat’s overseas trade contributing to the emergencde of
these special features of its economy and demography might
be traced Dback to the fifteenth and first half of the
sixteenth centuries when it was being ruled by a regional
Sultanate. It is sought to be done, on the one hand, by
examining the nature and extent of patronage the seafaring
in general and trade and commerce in particular received

at the hand of Gujaré%i Sultins. On the other hand 1 have
al;o tried to test the above premise by examining, to the
extent it is permitted by the available evidence, the
demographic structure of Gujarat during 1407-1572. In my
study of the population of Gujarat I have followed Moreland's
method based on the assumption that the ratio between the

armed personnel and the population came up to 1:30 respectively.1

One of my major concerns in this thesis would be the

study of the state of trade and commerce as well as the

- -
1. The evidence pertains to[total strenth of Gujarati armed
forces in the year 1572 furnished by MA I, p. 16.



related crafts in Gujarat under the regional Sultans. The

II and III chapters of my thesis deal with this problem. In
this study, first of all I would be dealing with the evidence
suggesting the presence of different merchant communities

of local as well as foreign origins in Gujarat, For this
purpose, in addition to the references to these communities
in the Persian chronicles and surviving traditions, large
corpus of epigraphical evidénce surviving from 14th, 15th
and 16th centuries has also been fully utilized. As a matter
of fact, a considerable part of my evidence relating to the
merchants of the foreign origin is derived from tomb-stone
inscriptions found in and around Cambay, Broach and Pattan,
A close examination of this evidence provides insights into
the geographical as well as rural/urban distiibution of the
merchant population. It also goes to vaguely sﬁggest the

pattern of Gujarati trade links with the outside world.

Another aspect of the problem of trader and trading
communities deserving particular attention is, of course, the
extent of patronage the regional Sultanate extended to the
commercial groups. I have triqg to discern, in these chapters,
the diverse ways in which GujarEtI'Sulyéhs seem. to have
extended protection to trade and commerce. This is attempted
with reference to the specifics of the agricultural and

handicraft products of Gujarat, the pattern of trade routes
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and the local demand for the commodities imported from distant
lands, that together went to shape the state of Gujarat's

trade in general.

The role of zamindars in the rise of the regional
Sultanate of Gujarat has also been invest;gated in a separate
chapter. The basic question that I propose to answer in this
investigation pertains to the degree of support the regional
state in Gujarat was able to receive from the zamindars
during the fifteenth century. Did the zamindars who were,
perhaps, the most powerful local elements at that time,
co-operated with the regional nobility in their endeavours
to become independent of Delhi? Or considering them their
immediate contenders for political power, the zamindars mostly
worked to thwart the nobility's moves to organise and
consolidate a regional power structure? These are some of the
guestions I would like to answer at length in this study.
This would naturally involve a study of the relations of
zaminddrs with the Gujarati Sultdns. The manner in which
the prominent zamind3ris of Gujarat were annexed to the
Sultanate would form an important aspect of this investigation.
As I have tried to show in one of my articles, in the
beginning of the fifteenth century, the zaminddrs seem to
have emerged as the main contenders for power against the
Sultans of Gujarat. This precipitated a prolonged struggle

as a result of which the more powerful chiefs like those of
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Junagarh and Champaner were totélly suppressed and their

1 While on the

territories were annexed to the Sultanate.
other hand a majority of the smaller zaminddrs seem to have
been incorporated into the structure of GujarﬁtI Sultanate
on quite favourable terms. In chapter IV of this thesis,
I have re-examined the available data on the role of the

zamindars in the context of the questions that arise from

this interpretation.

Another problem deserving indepth study in this thesis
is that of the structure of the Gujarﬁti nopility. In the
context of the structure of the nobility special attention has
been paid to descerning its composiktion in terms of the
relative strengths of the various religious, regional and
social groups. This is particularly important as one could
hope to form za. definite view on the cuitural complexion of
the Sultanate of Gujard@t only in the light of a detailed
analysis 9f the composition of its nobility. It goes without
saying that the cultural and other categoriles of this
analysis have been broadly borrowed from Athar Ali's well
known study of the nobility under Aurangzebz, along wi:h some

etc.

additions like the categories; slaves,Guja;§§§ Muslims/.Besides

the composition of the nobility, in my chapters dealing with

1, Aijaz 3ano, 'The Zamindarsof the Sultanate of Guia
v t rat
1407-1572"' PIHC 1984, pp. 337-44.° ’

2. M.Athar Ali, Mughal Nobility Under Auranzeb, isia Publishij
House, Bombay, 1968, pp. 7-31., 5 ublishing
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the nobility, I have also tried to highlight the patterns

of recruitment, administrative training, promotions, postings,
ranks, transfers,‘as well &s modes of disbursement of
emoluments and other benefits of the nobility. In this
connection I have also tried to go into the details of the
evidence on éhe basis of which S.C. Misra has suggested the
existence of a rudimentary form of the man§a£ system in |

the pre-Mughal political system of Gujarat.1

II

After having mentioned the important problems surveyed
in this thesis now I propose to dilate briefly on the nature

of the source material used for the present study.

As is well known the Persian histories giving detailed
accounts of the history of the Sultanate of Gujarat are few,
Most of the Persian histories of Gujarat were compiled
during the sixteenth, sevgnteenth énd eighteenth centuries.

In a majority of the cases, these histories are focused on

the developments in Gujarat, after its annexation to the Mughal
empire in 1572 A.D. But these histories also carry sections

on the history of Gujarat prior to its annexation to the

Mughal empire.

l, S.C. Misra, 'Some Aspects of the Economy of the Sultanate
of Gujarat', PIHC 1982, p. 251, "
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Zamima-i~Masir-i-Mahm3d Shahl of Shamsuddin zirak,
[} .

TSrEkh-i-GujarEt of Sharfuddin Bugpéri, Tékikh-i-muggffar

ShdhI (by an anonymous author) compiled during the reign

of Sultdn Mugzaffar Shdh II (1511-1526 A.D.), Tarikh-i-Gujarat

of Mir Abu Turab Wali (The exact date of its compilation
is not given, Most probably the work was started after 15867 A.D,
and was completed before the author's death in 1594 A.D.)}

Tirikh-i-Saldtin-i-Gujarat of Sharfuddin Muhammad Bukhari

(It deals with the history of Gujarat since 1410 to 1554 A,D,
It was written in the sixteenth century byt the exact date
of its compilation is not known) are contemporary oOr near

contemporary Persian chronicles used for the study. Amongst

them Zamim3-i-Masir-i-Mahmid Sh3hi is a very short treatise

dealing with the last two decades of the reign of Sultéh

Mahmid Begarah. Tarikh-i-Gujarat of Sharfuddin Bugpérf was
originally divided into three Tabgas. But the first two
Tabgds which are mentioned in the introduction of third

tabga called Tabg3t-i-Mahmud Sh3hI is available in Maulani

—

A23d Library, A.M.U. are missing. This third tabga of the
book commences with the enthronement of Sulgﬁh Mabmﬁd Begarah
in 1459 A.D. and closes with his death in 1511 A.D. The

Tarikh-i-Muzaffar Shdhi, however, provides quite detailed

information. It commences with the foundation of the Sultanate

of GujarSt and comes down to end of the reign of Sultan

Mahmud Begarzh, It is called Tarikh=-i-Muzaffar Shihi after

1. Rieu's Catalogue, vol. III pp.967-68; according to ®x1i Muhammad

Khan ', the author of Mirat-i-Ahmadi,Abu Turab W
in 1594 A.D, Hirat-i-hhmadi, ab Wali died



the name of Mabmﬁd Begarah's successor, during whose reign

the book was compiled. THrikh-i-Gujarat of Abu Turab Wali

begins with the notice of Muhammad Zaman Mirza's arrival

in Bah3dar Shah's Court and closes with the account of
revolt of Mugaffar Shah III against Mughals. It deals mainly
with story of the struggle of Sultan Bahadur Shah against
Huméyun as well as the Portuguese,Abu Turdb wali's narrative
is also very important for the political development during
1526 to 1572 A.,D, One mibht like to point out regarding these
contemporary and near contemporary Persian chronicles that
besides furnishing limited information these are almost
entirely focused on political developments. Very little
information on economic history of the Gujardtl Sultanate is
available in these chronicles. These chronicles are useful
for the present study only for the fragmented but authentic
information that it is possible to piece together from them

on the social institutions like the nobility and the zamindars.

The Chronicles compiled in the seventeenth and eighteenth

centuries furnishing information on the history of Gujarat

during the 15th and 16th centuries. Tabgat-i-Akbarl of Nigamuddin

Aphmad (compiled in 1593-94 A.D.) and T&rikh-i-Farishtd of

Muhammad Q3sim Farishta. (Compiled in 1606-7 A.D). Mirateie

Sikandari of Sikandar bin Manjhd (compiled in 1611 A.D.),
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Zafrul €alih bi-Muzaffar Walih’ of Haji-ud-Dabir (in Arabic)

”, G

and Mirét—i—A?madi of ‘ali Muhammad Khan (compiled in 1761 A,D.).
These chronicles furnish not only detailed dynastic history

of Gujar3at but also make available varied evicences on the
different aspect of the socio~economic history of Gujarat
during fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. Among these chronicles

zafrul Walih is notabli for its detailed information on the

I;Iabash?i' and Rumi nobles as well as on the relations between
Portuguese and the Sultanate of Gujarat. But the most important
and detailed account for the history of the political instit-

ution of the pre 1572 period is to be found in Mir3at-i-Sikapdari.

Since its author was originally from Gujarat (born at
"Muharmadabad in 1554 A.,D.) who belonged to a family that were
in the service of Gujar3ti rulers for a long time, he had

easy access to information on the history of the Sultanate of
Gujarat, Partly he collected this information from his own

father and partly from the other contemporary chronicles like

TErikh-i-Ahmad Shahi of Hulwi Shirazi, M&sir-i-Mahmud Shahi

< . ~ - - . ' - T - - - T
of Abdul Husain, Tarikh-i-Muzaffar Sh3hi of Lanii, Tarikh-i-

Bahadur Shahi of Husum Khan Gujardti and Tuhfatus S3ddt of

Aram &hgéhmiri. Most of these chronicles are not available,

1. The author of the book began to write from 1605-6 A.D.,

put the date of its compilation is not know. I have usegd
its translation by Lokhand Wala.
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Out of the above Persian Chronicles Mirat-i-Ahmadi

is a unique source. Although for the history of Gujarat
during the 15th and 16th centuries it would be regarded as

a very late source, its real significance lieé in the unique
information pertaining to the administrative institutions of
the Gujarati Sultanate that it soﬁe time furnishes. The

Mirdt-i-ahmadi, written in the 18th century happens to be

very factual for the 16th century as well owing to the
availability of the official records to its author, ST
Muhammad Khih, who was the diwan of the gggé of Gujarat. The
information pertaining to the total revenues of the Sultanate
of Gujarat, the quantum of tribute paid by the zamindars to
the Sulgihs, names of the important sea ports, nature of
custom duties collected there, as well as the names of the

administrative sub-divisions of the Sultanate, is fortunately

available in Mirat-i-Ahmadi.

Surviving inscriptions in Persian, Arabic and Sanskrit
at different places in Gujarat have also proved to be valuable
sources of information for my thesis. Bulk of this epigraphical
information is available in the form of the tomb-stone
epithets or inscriptions ascribing the erection of civil as

well as public works to different persons.



The travellers' accounts béginning with that of Chau
Ju-Kua (1225 A.D,) and Marcepolo (1298 A.D.) down to those
of 17th century European travellers have been used by me
extensively for reconstructing the pattern of Gujargti trade
and commerce ‘during 1407-1572 A.D. Among them the accounts of
Nixitin, Nicolo Conti, Varthema, Barbosa, Tome Pires have
been used with particular care. These travel accounts provide
detailed information on the pattern of trade routes, nature
of export and import commodities as well as on the composition
and economic role of different merchant communities. The account
left by some of the 17th and 18th century travellers like
Tavernier and Abbe Carre respectively have also been used by
me, Information coming from these latter travel accounts some
times helps in working back the 17th and 18th centuries
features of economy to the earlier periods by juxtaposing

it to the evidence furnished by 15th and 16th century sources,

Traditions about the early history of Gujarat reproduced

in Tarikh-i-Sorath and Ras M3l3 by R. Amarji and A.K. Forbes

respectively are also important sources for my study. But the
historical validity of these traditions is accepted only to

the extent these are directly or indirectly corroborated by

other more reliable evidence.

Lastly, one must also mention that the Portuguese

documents preserved in the archives at Goa and Lisbon represent
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another vast corpus of source material on the history of

the Sultanate of Gujarat which to this date has remained
largely unutilised., Owing to my lack of familiarity with

the Portuguese language I am not able to use these documents
on a considerable scale, But fortunately some of these
documents have been utilised by M.N,., Pearson in his book,

Merchants and Rulers in Gujarat and also in his articles

included in the collection entitled Coastal Western India,

Similarly K.S, Mathew has also translated many of the Portuguese

documents in his book, Portuguese Trade with India in the

Sixteenth Century as ‘well as in his numerous articles of which

'Khwdja Safar, the Merchant Governor of Surat and the India
Portuguese Trade in the Early Sixteenth Century'} proved
to be particularly interesting for me, I have liberally
borrowed information based on the Portuguese archives from
the writings of M.N, Pearson and K.S. Mathew. Bulk of this
information pertains the pattern of Gujargti overseas trade,
I could thus claim that the Portuguese archival sources have

also been used, though in a limited way, in the present thesis.




Chapter -1

The Population of Gujarat During the Sixteenth Century

No contemporary estimate is available of the population
of medieval Gujarat. It is thus not possible to be definite
about the size of the population of Gujarat during 1Sth
century. For the 17th century only indirect evidence suggesting
the populations of two big cities of the region namely,_
Ahmadabad and Surat, is availablé. In the letters received
by the east India Company from its servant in the east,
Ahmadabad is said to be as big as London and its subrub.1
At the end of the seventeenth century, London is credited
with a population exceeding 100,000 but below 200,000.2
Accordingly the population of Ahmadabad during the 17th

3 Similar

4

century has been estimated at 100,000 to 200,000,

evidence suggests Surat's population as 100,000 in 1663% and

1, Letters Received by East India Company from its Servant

in the East, II, p. 28; and Withington in Early Travels
in India, ed. Foster p., 206-cited from Irfan Habib Cambridge

Economic History of India ed. by Irfan Habib & Tapan Ray
Chaudhry, vol. I, Cambridge University Press, 1982, p. 171,

2. New Cambridge Modern History, III, pp. 33-34 cited by
Irfingabib in Cambridge Economic History of India, I,
Pe .

3. Ibid,

4. Fr. Manuel Godinho, trans. G.M. Moras JBB (R), AS, New
Seriis. XXVII, ii, pp. 194-5; quoted by Irfan Habib
Op.cit.
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200,000 in 1700 A.D.l But regarding the population Of the
whole of the province we are not in a position to make even
a rough estimate,

the
While faced with/problem of lack of data for the Mughal

Deccan, Moreland estimated the population on the.basis of
the size of army. Between the army and the civilian popul-
ation he has assumed the ratio 1:30 as existing in Germany

and France at the time of the first World War.2

But this
method has been criticised on the ground that the ratio
between the army and the civilian population obtaining in

a modern situation can not be valid for the medieval period.
Moreover, the weakness of this method was perhaps realized
by Moreland himself. As pointed out by Shireen Moosvi, he
seems to have used the method as a last resort. Since he
dia not use it for working out the population of the North
India for which the size of fighting force could have been

. worked out rather accurately on the basis of the detailed

information furnished in Ain-i-Akbari about the strength of

the retainers of zamindars and the figures for the imperial

army furnished by Lahori.3

1. Hemilton, A New Account of the East Indies, ed. W.Fosteg I,
p. 89, cited by Irfan Habib, op.cit.

2. W,H, Moreland, India at the Death of Akbar, London, 1920,p. 9.

3. Ain-i-Akbari, II, ed. Blochmann, Bib. Ind. Calcutta,
1867-77, MSS, p. 306; Abdul Hamid L&hori, Badshahnama, II,
Bib. Ind. Calcutta, 1866, p. 715; cited by S, Moosvi,

The Econo of the Mughal Empire, Oxford Universi
pelhi, 1987, p. 379. ity Press,




However, we have no choice but to depend on this method
for hazarding an estimate for populatioﬁ of Gujarat during
the 15th century assuming a different army - civilian ratio.
The population of Mughal empire around 1600 is estimated by
S. Moosvi aé 8.83 crores while the army strength is estimated
48.9 lakh (48,90,000).) Thus the ratio between the army and
the civilian population in the Mughal Empire at the beginning
of the seventeenth century seems to come to 1:20. Assuming
this ratio to be true for the territory of Gujarat during
the first half of the 16th century and working out the strength
of armed personnels in the Sultanate of Gujarat  one might
hope to arrive at an estimate of the population of the Gujarat

during the same period,

The author of Mirét-i—&hmaqi suggests that the total

strength of the troops commanded by GujarEtI rulers during
1571-2 A.,D., came up to 20,3000.2 Moreover according to

iin-i—Akbagi's figures the total number of the retainers of

the zamindars of Gujarat in 1595 A.D., was 56,0575.> One may
suppose that the total number of the retainers of the zamindars

of Gujarat din 1571-2 A,D. was roughly the same as estimated

1, s, Moosvi, op.cit.
2. MA I, p. 16.

3. Abul Fazl, Ain-i-akbarl, Naval Kishore, Lucknow, 1881,
PP. 115-124, Here after see Ain.
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by Abul Fazl for the year 1594 A.D, As a matter of fact

there is no evidence suggesting a drastic change in the
zamind3ri structure of Gujarat between 1572 and 1594 2.D,,
that might tell ageinst the above supposition. Thus on adding
this number fér the retainers of GujarEtI zamind3rs with the
number indicating the strength of the Gujarﬁti army, one gets
the total strength of the military personnel in Gujarat for
the year 1571-72 A.D., as 763, 575, Now applying the ratio

of 1:20 (between the army and the civilian people) to the
number indicating the strength of the military personnel%,
the population of Gujarat in the year 1571-2 A,D., would

come up 1,52, 71500.

Dosabhai, the author of the History of Gujarat (on .

the basis of the census of 1891) has estimated the population

of the territory of Gujarat which was under the control of



the Gujarat Sultanate as amounting to 2, 22,99,661.1 In the

light of this estimated populaticn for 18921, one can say that
our estimaticn of the population of Gujarat for 1571-2 A.D,

is not far wrong. The almost doubling of population of Gujargt,

1. Dosabhat has estimated the population of the territory of
Gujarat on the basis of population figures indicated by
the census of 1891 for the individual districts. The
details of the figures are as follows:

A, Ahmedabad district including the subdivisions: Daskrohi,
Dholka, Viramgam, Dhandhuka, Sanand, Parantij including
Pets Mahal of Modasa, Gogha lately converted into Peta
Mahal: 9,211,712,

B, Kaira district including Nadiad, Borsad, Anand, Mahmudabad,
Mstal, Thasra, Kapadvanj: 3,13:417,

C. Broach including Ankleshvar including Peta Mahal of
Hansot, Jambusgyf, Waghra, Amode: 3,41,490.

D, Surat including 6lpad, Chorasi, Bardoli including Peta
Mazhal of Valvod, Balsar, Chikhli, Mandavi, rPardi:
6,49,989,

3aroda: 24,15,396.
Kachh: 5,58,415.
Cambay: 89,722,

Kathiawar consisting the states: Junagarh, Movanagar,
Bhavanagar, Porbandar, Dhrangadhra, HMorvi, Gondal,
Vankenar, Palithana, Dhrol, Limbodi, Rajkot, Vadhavan,
Jafarabad: 27,52,404, .

I. Mahikantha: including Idar and 62 minor states:.5,81,662,

o VRN B I

J. Rewakantha including Rajpipls, Chhota Udaipur, Barya,
Lunavada, Balasinor, Sunth and 4 minor states 51 petty
Mehwas states: 7,32,831,

K. Palanpur and'Radhanpur group: Palanpur, Radhanpur,
9 other Talukas: 6,45,526.

L. iogtb Gujarat including Dharampur, Vansda and Sachin:
,83,160,

EDAJI DOSASHAI, History of Gujarat, Ahmedabad 1894, pp. 327-334.
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in the duration of 300 years does not seem improbable, The
fact that the extent of cultivation in Gujarat within these
300 years had also become double,1 tends to support this

assumption.

There are suggested two other methods also for estimating
the population of a territory by Moreland and A.V. Desai. But
these methods cannot be applied in this case due to the

paucity of evidence.

It is very difficult to assess the exact distribution of
the above estimated population between the rural and urban
sectors. The ratio of 15:85 worked out by Irfan Habib in

Cambridge Economic History of India (Vol. I) for urban and

rural sectors of the Mughal Empire during the sixteenth
century cannot be autamatically assumed for the Gujarat of
the sixteenth century. As it is well known that Gujarat's
flourishing trade and commerce was an important factor in
promoting its large urban population. Perhaps the share of
the urban population in Gujarat would be much larger than
that in other parts of India. At least this is the assumption
from which Moreland proceeds in his analysis of the Gujarati

economy at the time of Akbar's death. according to Moreland

1. S. Moosvi, op.cit., p. 57, Table 2.9
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"Gujarat was not self supporting, it had a large urban and
sea-faring population to provide for, and it imported food
grains largely from-the north and east, rice from the Deccan,

wheat and other grains from Malwa and Rajputana.1

Irfan Habib has estimated his ratio of 15:85 (between
urban and rural) by estimating ratio in which agricultural
surplus was shared during the 16th century between the urban
and rural sectors, He further corroborates this ratio with
reference to census figures available for some of the

districts of Eastern India during the period 1813-1872.%

It might be suggested that the ratio (20:1) between
the civilian people and the strength of the armed personnel
worked out on the basis of the figures, furnished by S.Moosvi
for the Mughal Empire as a whole could also be applied for
wdrking out urban and rural population of Gujarat separately.
One could arrive at the rough estimates of the rural and
urban populations of Gujarat at the time of its amnexation
to the Mughal Empire by multiplying the figures that we have
for the total number of retainers :of Gujardti zamindars
and those of the troops serving under the Sultans by 20,

This would mean that if one multiplies 5,60,575, the total

1, Moreland, India at the Death of Akbar, p. 244.

2. Irfan Hablb, in Cambridge Economic History of India
vol. I,pp. 169-70. - ’
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strength of the retainers of the zamindars of Gujarat (given
by Apul Fazl for the year 1594 and assumed by me to be
applicable to the year 1572 as well), by 20 the resulting
figures of 1,12,11,400 would be the rough estimate of the
rural population of Gujarat in the year 1571-72 A.D. Similarly,
the urban population of Gujarat would roughly be estimated
for thé same year as 40,60,100. Thus the urban-rural ratio

in Gujarat would come to 26:74. Census of 1921, 1931 and 1961
yield the ratio between urban and rural population of Gujarat
as 20:80, 23377 and 25374.33% respectively{ These go to
broadly corroborate the above ratio (26:74) worked out for

the year 1571-72 A,D.

The fact that the portion of urban population in Gujarat
was larger than that of the other parts of India is also borne
out by this estimated ratio (26:74). Though this ratio of urban
and rural population does not give the exact figure for 1571-2 A.o
however, one may say that in 1571-2 A,D., the urban population

was not less than 26% of the total population.

1. In 1921:

Total Population Urban Rural Ratio between
urban and
rural popul-

. ation,

27,59,839 5, 65, 660 21,94,279 2G;80

In 1931
31,50,012 7, 35, 784 24,14,228 23:77
In 1961
20,633,350 53, 16,624 15,316, 726 25.76:74.2?

Census of India 1931 VIII, part I Bombay Presidency, Government
Central Press, pp. 48,485; Census of India, 1961 pp. 21,70,121.




My estimates would thus tend to show that the ratio

of urban population in Gujarat at the time of its annexation
to the Mughal Empire was markedly higher (i.e. 26%) than

that of the'Mughal Zmpire in general (i.e. 15%). This would

mean that by 1572 A.D., Gujarat!s. demographic structure had
already taken a form where the need would have been felt for
importing food grains from ﬁhe neighbouring regions. One
might speculate that this was perhaps an outcome of the
expansion of Gujarﬁfi trade and commerce during the preceding
one hundred years that this territory was being controlled

by a regional sultanate.



Chapter 11

Gujarat's External Trade 1407-1572 &,D.

A sixteenth century Portuguese writer is reported to
have claimed 'if in any land it can be said,gold and silver

flow, it is cambay'.1

This wealth and prosperity of Gujarat
was a creation of its lavish trade facilitated by the large
number of flourishing sea—pdrts that continuously received
foreign trade and also provided outlets for indigehous
manufactures., This state of Gujarat economy is also borne out
by Sikandar LodI's often quoted remark that whilethe kings

of Delhi had their income from wheat and barley, the rulers

of Gujarat prospered on coral and pearls imported through

eighty four ports controlled by them.2

Tome Pires who visited Gujarat in the early sixteenth
century gives the list of the ports which were under the
control of the Gujarat Sult3ns stretched up to the confines

of the state of Ahmadnagar. These were Imdi.Kharepattan,

1, J. Wicki, ed. ‘Duas Relcos Sobre a Situacao da India
Portuea nos Anos 1568 e 1569' Studies VIII (1961) p. 177,
quoted by M.N. Pearson in his article “Banyas and
Brahmin® in Coastal Western Ipndia, Delhi, 1981, p. 105,

2, Sikandar bin Manjhu, Mir3t-i-Sikandarl ed. by S i
X i « by S.C., Misra
and M,L, Rahm@n, Baroda 1961 P. 309-10, Here af
MS; MA (I pp. 17-24) enumerates 84 ports which coggiiggged
many mahals of the kingdom,



pattan , Diu, Manor, Telaja, Gaﬂdhar. Broach, Gogha, Cambay,
Surat, Rander, Dahanu, Agashi, Bassein and Mahim.l One
may safely treat these ports as having flourshed under
the Sultans of Gujarat. The portsilangrol and Thana omitted
from the Tome Pires' list but mentiocned by Barcosa should
also be included in this list of sea-ports of the Sultanate

of Gujarét;z A comparision of this list with the list of

17 ports of Gujarat given in MirEt-i-ApmadI, which is an
eighteenth century description, would show that out of the
ports listed by Tome Pires ten, namely Pattan, Cambay, Diu,
Telaja, Gandhar, Broach, Gogha, Surat, Rander and lMangrol,
surviyed even after the decline of the Sultanate during
sixteenth century. But this comparision alsc indicates that
several pbrts such as Imdi, Kharepatan, Manor, Dahanu Agashi,
Mahim, Bassein and Thana had gone from»the control of the
Gujarat ruler during the later period of the Sultanate but
some new ports'like una, porbandor, Nagsar, Kodinar, Dunger,
Mahuwa, Shakhapur and Chikhli wereAdeveloped after the annex-

3

ation of Gujarat to the Mughal Empire.~ This last mentioned

1., Imdi is written for Diul or Dabul. According to a. Cortesao
(in Barbosa, Vol. I, p. 38, fn.) since before the port
Kharepatan there was no port except Dabul, Imdi, therefore,
seems the port of Dabul. Manor - Between Telaja and Gohgha
Dahanu Lies thirty two miles south-west of Damang: Agashi
Twenty eight miles from Dahanu. Barbosa, Durats, The Book
of Durate Barbosa, tr. M.L.Dames, Hakluyt Society, London,
1974, 1, pp. 38-39. Hereafter see Barbosa.

2. Barposa I, pp. 148-51,
3. I_\& Il p! 21'
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inference is important as it points to the pattern of
Gujar§t§ trade as well as the organisation of its handicraft
manufacture and its undergoing a serious disturbance as a

. consequence of the conguest.

Gujardti ports were linked with many places on the
African and Arabian coasts as well as with those located in
the South-East Asia through an eleborate system of sea
routes, These routes for the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries
are identified with the help of contemporary Portuguese and
other European travellers' accounts supplemented extensively
by the seventeenth century evidence. In the following

paragraph these sea routes are described briefly.

In the context of a description of the Chief Gujarati
port Cambay, an early sixteenth Century Portuguese traveller
figurativelf states that Cambay stretches out two arms, with
her right arm- she reaches out towards Aden and with the
other towards Malacca.1 According to Barbosa's description
Cambay was connected with China and Indonesia via Malacca

and Sumatra. Apparently,with Malacca the Gujaréti ports were

1, Tome Pires, I, p. 42.
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linked directly but some times these links were through
Calicut in Malabar.1 Other ports in the south-~East with which
the Gujaréti ports were linked included ports on the coasts
of Ceylon, Siam and Burma.2 Towards the west Gujaréti ports
were linked with Ormuz and Aden and via Aden these were
linked with Cairo. Besides Ormuz and Cairec, Gujarat was also
linked with a number of ports on the East African coast.
Amongst them, during fifteenth and sixteenth centuries,

Sofala and Malindi were more important.3

After Cambay, the other most important Gujaréti port
during this period was Diu which was linked with Malabar,
Baticala, Goa, Chaul and Dabul and also with Mecca, Aden,

Zeila, Barbora, Magadoxo, Malinde, Brava, Bambaca and Ormuz.4

In addition to overseas trade passing through sea=-ports
during the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries, Gujarat also
received considerable trade through land routes which linked
important trading and manufacturing csntres there with outside
world. In a discussion of Gujarat'®s prosperity and flourishing

trade it would be of interest to mention these land routes.

1, Barbosa, II, p. 215,
2. Tome Pires, I, p. 42.

3. :Ibid,,-,» PP. 42-43; Barbosa, I, pp. 31, 130-31, 178.
4. Barbosa, I, p. 128,
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These land routes, on the one hand, linked with each
other the important agricultural and manufacturing centres
located in Gujarat such as Surat, Cambay, Broach, saroda and
shmadab3d. On the other hand, these also connected the Gujardti
centres of production and distripution with the important
trading centres in other parts of Indian subcontinent such

as Burhanpur, Thatta and Ajmer.

Ahmedabad's main agricultural products were wheat, rice
and sugarcane. Among the manufactures of Ahmadaoad were cloth,
inlay work, carving ivory and carnelian and paper. According

to the author of Mirat-i-Ahmadi: as the climate of Ahmadabad

was suitable for weaving the cloth therefore it became the
main Centre for manufacturing the cloth in Gujarat. In the
market of Ahmadabad different varieties of cloths were woven.

The cloths which got special mention in Mirdt-i-Ahmadl are

Qatni Mashr® (half cotton half silk), bafta, chiken makhmal,

silk, brocaded pashmina (woolen stuff).1 Cambay was famous
for its manufactures like indigo, opium, cups, beads,
bracelets and handles of daggers by carving the carnelian
(aqiq) and ivory and cloths like muslin, patola (in cotton)

and silk), white cotton fabrics both fine and coarse and

1. Ma Supp. p. 7, For the woolen stuffs 4li Muhammad Khan
writes agamsha Zarb&fi ang for the silk abreshambifi.




other printed in patterns, coloured velvet of poor quality
and velvety satins, taffetas, thick carpets, quilted articles
of dress, beautiful quilts and silk camlets.1 In Broach the
chief agriculturél products were wheat, rice, bareley and
cotton. Its manufactures comprised cloths like, Calico and
ggggg.z Baroda was famous for cotton stuff especially broad

bIFLE. S

These centres were linked with each cother by the
following routes. My description here largely follows the

alignments worked out by Prof, Habib in his Atlas of the

Mugbal Empire. It, of course, goes :without saying that bulk

of the information suggesting the routes depicted by Prof. Irfan
Habib pertaingto the late sixteenth and seventeenth centuries.
But one may reasonably presume that the similar pattern, with
minor modifications, should have existed durinj the first

half of the 16th century or even earlier when Gujarat was,

1. Barbosa I, pp. 55-56, 64, 117, 128-30, 141-42; Nicolo Conti
in R,H., Major, India in the Fifteenth Century, London, 1974,
pp. 20-31; Hereafter see Nicolo Conti; Tavernier, Jean
Baptise, Tavernier's Travels in India, tr. V.Ball, London,
1889, I, p. 56: hereafter see Tavernier; Camlet, a durable
water proof cloth,

2., Tavernier I, p. 55; II, p. 6.

. 3. Thevenot, Indian Travels of Thevenot and Careri, ed. S.N.Sen,
New Delhi 1949, p. 44; landelso, Travels in Western India,
O.U.P., 1931, p. 17 as quoted by Irfan Habib, sa8e Atlas,p. 26,
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being ruled by the local Sulgﬁns.l These routes were:-

1, Ahmadabad to Thatta via Radhanpur and Nagar Parkar,
was a very difficult route. No fresh water was available
between Radhanpur and Nagar Parkar except the two wells
containing undrinkable saline water.

one
2, Ahmadabad to Ajmer had two variants,/via Sirohi and the

other via Bargaon. Apparentiy the route via Sirohi was a more
frequented one since there was the facility of the road for

the carts on this route, Moreover,, Sirohi was a great manuf-
acturing centre of swords which also attracted the merchants

to this route.
3. ahmadabad to Cambay via Sojitra.

4. Ahmadabad and Broach were linked by two routes, one
going via Sojitra and the other via Baroda, Both these routes
were important. &8s these were linked with many important
manufacturing centres, For instance Sojitra was linked with
Cambay while . Mahmudabad, Nadiad and Baroda were situated

on the other route.

5. Broach to Surat.,

1. MA I, p. 24 & supp. pPp. 176-7, 222; Tavernier I 8-
6@, 71-2, 80~4, 142-3; withington, £arly Travel;,gg. 305286°
Finch, Early Travels, pp. 133-7; Thevenot, pp. 17, 102-4} '
Mundy, Peter The Travels of Peter Mundy, ed
R.C. Temple, Lonaon, 1914, II, 260-72; quoted by Irfan
Habib, An Atlas of Mughal Empire, p. 25, sheet 7B.




6. Surat to Aurangabad, this route led to Burhanpur as
well as to Aurangabad. Upto kavapur it served as common
route for the carvans going to the above places but from
Navapur it got bifurcated into two ali;nments. The one via
Dhaita led to Burhanpur and the other via Knanpur went to
Aurangabad. The Burhanpur route was important owing to its
passage through various important commercial towns which
produced Calico, muslin, swords and armour. The Aurangabad
route via Khanpur and Pimpalner was also rich in several

commodities like sugarcane, textile and fruits.

Down to middle of the sixteenth century most of the
Gujarat overseas trade used to pass through the port of Cambay.
it wa7f3iew oflthis importance of Cambay as trading centre
that it was called Cairo (the busiest port of the world) of
India.1 According to Barbosa a large number 0f ships used
to come from Cambay to Aden loaded with commodities for
transport to markets.2 Varthema on the other hand observes

that three hundred ships of different countries used to come

to Cambay every year.3 Besides the port of Cambay the city of

1. Pedro Alveres Cabral, The Vovage of Pedro Alvares Cabral
to Brazil and Indie, trans, «.S5. Greener, London, 1937,
Pp. 111-112. Hercafter see Cabral.

2. Barbosa I, pp. S5.,7.

3. Varthema, Ludovico di, Itenerary of Ludovicode Var+hema,
Hkluyt Society, 1944, p. 111. Hereafter see Varthema.
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Ahmadabad in its immediate hinterland was also a creat
~rading centre. It was particularly noted for the export
and impport overseas trade. A German traveller Mandelslo who
visited ahmadabad in 1638 =.D, says that “there is not in
a manner any nation, nor zny merchandise in all asia which

may not be had at Ahmadabad".l

The commercial commodities which were exported from
Gujafét comprised cotton and silk stuffs,2 indigo, Coarse
pottery of different kinds which is compared . by Tome Pires

with that from Seville,3 sugar,4 glass beads,5 leather and

1. Mandelso's Travels in India, p. 37, guoted by M.S.
Commissariat, 1I, A History of Gujarat, Bombay,1938, p. 299.

2. Cotton was produced in Gujarat in abundance., It was of two
types as mentioned by Marcopolo: "Cotton produced in large
quantities from a tree that is about six yards in height
and bears twenty years; but the taken from trees of that
age is not adopted for spinning but only for quilting. Such
on the contrary as is taken from trees of twelve years old
is suitable for muslins or other extraordinary fineness"
lMarcopolo, Travels of lMarcopolo, ed. Manuel KXomroff, New
York, 1930, p. 306, here after see Marcopolo; Barbosa I,
PP. 154-6 mentions cotton muslin and coarse cotton material
exported all over the world. Tome Pires I, p. 44, mentions
that near about twenty types of cotton materials were
exported from Cambay to the other countries. For the silk
stuffs see Tome Pires I, p. 44,

3. Tome Pires I, pp. 43-44; Seville is a port in S.W. Spain.

4., The best sugar in Ipdia was made in Bassein and exported to
?er51a and Arabia. Abbe Carre , The Travels of the ~nbbe Carre
in _India and the Near East, 1672 to 1674, to Lady Fawcett, ed.

Charles Fawcett nakluyt aoc1etv, 1947,pp.178. Hereafter see
. Abbe Carre; Cabral, p.. 69.. ‘

- » &

5. Tome Pires I, pp. 15, 16; Barbosa I, p. 55.
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o 1 2 3 .
dressed hides,” horses,  teak wood,” rice, wheat, barley,

4 A )
great millet, precious stones such as carnelian, chalce=-

, 5 . . 6
donies, agate” and many medicines like arrow root, lac, -

. 7 . . ‘o
borax, incense, ' gingell;y oil, tutenag, turbidi, gallenga,

Marccpolo, p. 308; Tome Pires I, p. 44.

Barbosa mentions that Gujaréti horses were exported to
Vijay Nagar in India (Delhi). Barbosa I, p. 211,

Magbool Ahmad's article op.cit.; The English Factories
in India, op.cit., p. 65, quoted by Irfan Habib in atlas,
op.cit., pP. 25.

Rice, wheat and great millet were exported to Africa;
Barbosa I, p. 23 .

In Gujarat. the rocks of carnelian, agate and chalcedony
were found. Nicolo Conti, pp. 5-6; Nikitin, in R.H.Major,
p. 21; Varthema, pp. 106-7; Barbosa I, pp. 43-45, 55-56;see
Tavernier I, p. 56.

A plant from which a nutritious starch is prepared.
Barbosa I, p. 156, p. 215; Cabral pp. 69, 777; according

to Marcopolo incense is produced in abundance in Kanan
(Modern Bombay) Marcopolo, p. 307.
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spikenard, sapheliea, myrobolans, nutmeg, chachc and

Puchol and uPium.2

The commodities wnich were imported into Gujarat were:

Suiw, Silver, Coral, Copper, madder, raisins, vermilion,

quick silver, tuttz (zinc), horses, rose water and opium

1.

These medicines are mentioned by the travellers Varthema
and Barbosa. Turbidi is Turbith, the root of spices, a
well known drug; Galanga is a kind of arrow root used
for medicines; spikenard and saphe€liea, - are well known
Indian drugs. Varthema pp. 106-7 fn; ¢€acho and Pucho
wefe”the names of drugs exported especially to Malacca
and China., Tome Pires uséd the two words Cacho and Pucho
but Barbosa used a single word for two drugs cachopucho.
Tome Pires I, p. 43; Barbosa I, p. 156.

From Cambay two types of Opium was exported. One was
prepared at Cambay the other was that which was imported
from Aden and Malwa. As it is indicated by Barbosa: from
the poit of Diu Opium was exported to Malabar "both that
brought from Aden and that which they make in Cambay".
Barbosa I, pp.128-9, That part of CUpium exported from

the Gujaratiports to the out side world came from Malwa

is also corroborated by Walter Hamilton (The East India
Gazetteer, Walter Hamilton,I, p. 602). while listing Opium
as one of the products of Gujarat, he points out that poppy
has never been much cultivated in Gujarat where it was
supplied from Malwa. For the import of Opium from Aden

see Tome Pires I, p. 43; For the other export commodities
see Chau Ju Kua, pp. 92, 126; Nikitin, pp. 20,21,31;
Varthema pp. 44, 45; 106, 107; Barbosa I, pp. 23, 55, 129,

136-37, 145, 156; II, pp. 173, 215; Tome Pires I, pp. 37,
44, 86,
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from Aden;1 Ararian and Persian horses, seed-pearls,

sulpher, silk (probably persian silk), %g%%y, alum, musk,
dates and a great deal of dried fruits from 0rmuz;2 swords
from Egypt, alimani, 3 MagEribE and ggoraséni and also from

. L 4 .
Telingana in Deccan, = gold, ivory, amber, wax, and slaves

from East Coast of &frica;s areca, cocoanuts and pepper

1., Tome Pires I, pp. 17, 34, 43; Barbosa II, p. 164; Gold was
" imported in ingots and coined. Barbosa I, pp. 55-56; Tome

Pires mentions that merchants from Cairo brought the
merchandise which used to come from Italy and Greece and
Damascus to Aden such as gold, silver, quick silver,
vermilion, copper, rose water, scarlet in grain, coloured
wooden cloth, glass beads, weapons. The merchants of Aden
in turn brought these things with addition of madder,
raisins, opium, rose water, gold, silver, horses of Zeila
and Barbera and the island of Suakin and Arabia to Cambay.
Tome Pires I, p. 43.

2. Tome Pires I, pp. 14, 17, 20, 21, 44-~45; Barbosa I, p. 94;
Silk was an outstanding commercial product cf Iran. The
demand for Iranian silk in Gujarat continued till about

the middle of the seventeenth century when it was supplanted

by Bengal silk. Owen C. Kail, The Dutch in India, Delhi,
1981, p. 61.

3. MS p. 119; According to Bayley, Alimani is meant German
and by Maghribi (Western) is probably meant Arabian or
possikly spanish, Bayley, Local Muhammadan Dynasti®s,
Delhi, 1970, p. 184.

4. In 1464 A.D. Sultan Mahmiid Begarah procured from Telingana
a large quantity of arms made of Kajil iron; MS p. 113,

5. Barbosa I, pp. 8,-31; Pires, I, pp. 14, 34; Gazetteer of
Bombay Presidency, IV, Pp. 87-88. -
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- . 1 , 2
from Malabar, ceylon and Pegu;  musk from Tartar and AvVa;
. - - . X 4
spices from Malacca and ceylon;3 opium from halwa and ~den;
. . 5 _. P 6 | 7
procelain from Cnina;~ silk from China and Iran;  betelnut
. . .9 . -
and rlce8 from Deccan; some textile from Lelhi;” silk stuffs
~ . _:..10 - . .y 11
from Syria; mace and nutmege from 3andan (island);

elephants from the island of Ceilam and I-:alabar.12

1, Pires I, pp. 80-83; Barbosa I, p. 128; Gazetteer of Bombay
Presidency IV, pp. 87-88.

2. Barbosa II, pp. 159-60; Gazetteer, Ibid., p. 88. In
1486-7 A.D. a Carvan of Samargandi merchants arrived at
Gujarat with few maunds of musk of Tartary. quoted by
Tirmizi in Some aspects of Medieval Gujarat, p. VIII
(Introduction).

3. Tome Pires 1I, p. 270.

4, Ras Mila, I, London, 1856, p. 165; Barbosa I, p. 34, 128-29,
Tome rPires I, p. 43.

5. Barbosa I, p. 146; MS p. 164.
6. Barbosa I, pr. 128-9, II, p. 215; Tavernier I1II, p. 54.

7. Betelnut called folio Indo was imported from Deccan.
Tome :ires I, p. 54.

8. Ain II, p. l14.

9. In 1487 a.D,, a party of merchants came to Sultdn lMahmGtd
Begarah complaining that they were bringing four hundred
Persian and Turki norses from Irag and Khorasan and some
roles of Hindustani fabrics with the intention to sell

them in Gujarat, they were robbed on the way by the men of
Raja of Sirohi, MS p. 144,

10. Haji-ud Dabf&, ?afrul Walih Bi lwuzaffar wa Alihz, generally
known as arabic History of Gujaral Iranslated by M.F,
Lokhandwala Criental institute, saroda, 1970, Hereafter
see AHG p. 166.

11. This group of very small islands lying to the south of

Ceilam attracted the attention of early Portuguese explorer 3

on account of its production of nutmeg and mace.

12, Barbosa II, p, 118%
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Besides the natural resources of Gujarat, its
artisans and craftsman who w-re skilled in various handi-
crafts also played prominent rcle to make the rescion prosperous,
ﬁs cotton cultivation was wide spread in Gujarat, the textile
manufacture was practiced every where in the region for local
use. In addition to ordinary cloth, fine varieties were
produced for a limited market. Broach was famous for its
cotton manufacture. The water of river Narbada at Broach
and the large quantities of lemon produced in the vicinity
of the same place when mixed together were considered to have
formed an effective bleaching medium. The Calicos were brought
to Broach for bleaching from different partgof Gujarat.l
Since ancient times, cloth is mentioned as one of the chief
articles of export from Broach.2 Owing to the abundance of
indigo;3 Ahmadabad tended to become an important centre for
dyning the Calico. Cambay, Ahmadabad, Surat and Pattan were
the main manufagturing centres of cotton textile. Besides

these, Navanagar, Porbandar, Mahmudabad, 3aroda, B3Baglana,

1, Tavernier I, p. 66;II, p. 6

2. Imperial Gazetteer of India, IX, p. 31.

3. @esides indAgosscarlet (a colour used for dye) which was
imported from Zurope must have been used for dye. For the
import of scarlet, see Tome Pires i, p. 43,



Nandarbar, Mangrol and Bulsar were also the centres where
cotton stuffs were woven.1 Among the cotton stuffs produced

in Gujarat were included b3fta, Chint (Calico) patola as

well as cotton muslin which were exported to overseas lands.2

These stuffs were of very fine quality. There was a great
demand for them abroad. Barbosa who visited Gujarat in

1515 A.D, is said to have remarked:

"To Aden Come ships of Cambay soO many and so large
and with so much merchandise for transport to-Arabian,
Abyssinian and Egyptian markets that it was a terrible thing
to think of so great an expenditure of cotton stuffs as they

bring“.3

Though sericulture was not well developed in Gujarat
yet Gujarat was famous for its silk weaving industries.
Barbosa mentions the silk muslins, coloured velvets, velvety
satins, taffetas, thick carpets and common silk camlets

made in Cambay.4 Excellent quality silk patola was manufactured

1, I. Habib, An Atlas of lkughal Empire, p. 26.

2., Barbosa I, pp. 141-42, 154; Samuel Purchas, Purchas his
Pilgrimes, London, 1625, III, pp. 82-3. MA supp. 244.
The kingdom of Gujarat alone, according to Barbosa, sent

. mus;in as well as ccarse cloth to Arabia, Persia, northern
India, Malacca, Camatra (perhaps Sumatra), Malindi,
Magadoxo, Malabar and Vijaynagar, Barbosa I, p, 159,

4. Barbosa I, pp. 141-2.
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at Ahmadabad, Zmbroidered silk, gold and silver brocades,
satins and velvets, carpets on the ground of gold or silver
yarn were regarded as specialities of Ahmadabad.l Sesides
Cambay and Ahmadabad, Surat and Pattan were also famous for
their silk téxtiles. Barbosa remarked that in Pattan there
is much coloured silk cloth, richly embroideredgwhich is
worn throughout India, Malacca and Bengala.2 Surat carpets made
of silk, gold and silver thread get the special mention by
seventeenth century traveller, 'I‘avernier.3 One might assume
that the carpet manufactures must have been existing at
Surat from a much earlier period. Sources refer to various

kinds of stuffs such as talak, Koita, Patola, Velvet, Satins,

tafetas, Chintz (Calico) bafta , Chirah, Fotah, Camlet,

Jamahwar, Khdra and Chiken.4 These c¢loths were exported to

other countries., As it is mentioned by Varthema, every year
forty or fifty vassels were laden here (at Cambay) with
cotton and silk stuffs and carried to the different parts

of the world.s

1, Mandelslo's Travels in India, p. 31; quoted by Cemmissariat,
II, p. 299.

2, Barbosa I, pp. 126-27.
3. Tavernier II, p. 3.

4. Talak a long gown still worn by Tartar of stripped m i
half cotton and half silk; Kiozg a blanket, Chgiﬁh i:tgrlal
parti-coloured cloth used for turbans;Jdmahwir is a kind
of flowered woolen stuffs; Khdr3a and undulated silk cloth;
Patola printed cotton and silk; Kimkh3b a flowered silk; ‘
Zarbaft a silg brocade with gold and silver thread; Atlés
gity?e of satin; Nikitin, p. 19; Mo, p. 163; MA suppT—ET-7.
&in I, P 115; also translation of Jerrette vol. II, p.247;

roosa 1, pp. 141-2, 154-6; Tome Pires I, p. 44; 8HG p 166'

5. Varthema pp. 106-07. - .



Gujarat was also famous for its embroidery. Particularly

Ahmadabadl work of Kébchobi ,» Chiken and Zari was famous all

over.the world.1 As early as in the thirteenth century
Marcopolo states that Gujaréti embroidery is superior in
delicacy than that of any other part of the world. In Gujarat
even the coverlets and cushions of leather. were embroidered
with gold and silver wires in the form of birds and beasts.2
"In the fifteenth century cabral remarks that one can get the
silk of better quality from China and embroideries from

Cambay.3

Tradition says that in Gujardat there were three
communities engaged in handloom textile. The community of
cotton threshers was called Mansura Tantgara. The other
community settled in Ahmadabad and 3aroda was called Panara.

In Baroda it was called RE€shamwal&s. Its traditional

occupation wa§ starching silk and cotton threads and

preparing for weaving. The community of textile weavers

1., MA supp. p. 7.
2. Marcopolo p. 307.

3. Carbal p. 194,



called SheIkh Julahas who were also called Vankar in Gujaré%f.l
At Broach Parsees were skilled weavers who are supposed to

have settled there before eleventh century.2

Indigo was the other important manufacture of
Ahmadabad. Tavernier gives the details of the process of

manufacture of indigo in that region. He say53

"Indigo is
prepared from a plant which' is sown every year after thé
rains; before the preparation it much resembles hemp. It

is cut three times in the year, the first cutting taking
place when it is about 2 or 3 feet high; and it is then cut
to within 6 inches of the ground. Afﬁer the plants had been
cut, it was thrown into a large tanks made of lime, which
becomes so hard as it is of marble. These tanks were
generally 80 to 100 paces in circuit; and after they had
been half filled with water, the cut plant was thrown in.

It was then mixed and stirred up with the water until the

leaf had been reduced to slime or greasy earth. The tanks

1, S.C., Misra, Muslim Communities in Gujarat, Asia Publishing
House, Bombay, 1964, pp. 101, 111, 114. Hereafter see MCd

2. Imperial Gazetteer of India, IX, p. 265.

3. Taverner 1I,pp. 8-9.



were then allowed to rest for some days and when it weas
seen that all the slime Had sunk to the bottom, thus
leaving the water above clear, the holes made all round

the tank were opened to allow it to escape. The next step
after the water had been drawn off to £ill up the baskets
with slime, and the man incharge of each basket carried it
to a plain where steeped in oil, he moulded it into amall
pieces which were then exposed tc the sun to dry. These
pieces were shaped of a small cake". Though produced mainly
at Sarknéj near Ahmaddpbad, it was also manufactured at
Cambay from where idigo was exborted to Arabia, Persia,

africa and South East asia in considerable quantities.1

Gujarat was the first place in India where the paper
was manufactured. This is borne out by the evidence cited
by L.C. Sarkar in his Glossary where it is mentioned that
the earliest surviving manuscript in India written in Gujarat
dates back to 1223-4 A.D.z The Venetian traveller, Iicolo

Conti who was in India during 1420 A.D., remarks that the

people of Cambay used paper for writting while in the other

1, Nikitin in India in the Fifteenth Century op.cit., p. 19;
Barbosa I, p. 154; ?ires I, p. 37;A3in, p. 115.

2, D.C. Sarkar, p. 67; quoted by Irfan Habib in CEHI I, p. 82,



parts of India pecple were still using the leaves to write
on.1 Apparently, in this passage by the expression "other
parts" Nicolo Conti means the coastal areas of Incdia which
he had visited. In Gujarat, Cambay, ~hmadabad and Pattan
were the maiﬁ centre.for paper manufacture. Paper procuced
at Pattan was called 'Patt3ni'. A manuscript on the history
of Bengal preserved in the Junagarh Public Library is
written on Pattani paper.2 Paper produced in Ahmadabad was
of excellent quality. As it is remarked by ‘all Muhammad
Kh3n! the paper of Ahmadabad was famous for its whiteness

3 One of

and superiority over that of Kashmir and Daulatdbad.
the excellent varieties of Ahmadabddi paper was called
"Zarafshan". Brown paper for the business community was also
produced for account books.4 On account of its good quality
Ahmadabadi paper was exported to different parts of India,
Arabia and ‘l‘urkey.5 A community called Mork3sh  were the
manufacturers of paper in Gujarat. The communal designation

is derived from the term morah or the pulp which they .grinded

for manufacturing paper.6

1. Nicolo Conti, pp. 13-31; One would not suppose this as one
knows on the basis of quite firm evidence already high-
lighted by Irfan Habib in his "Presidential Address" in
the Proceeding of Indian History Congress, 1969, p. 156,
that paper manufacture had come to Delhi Sultanate already
in the 13th century. '

2. S.AK. Ghori and M,L. Rehman, "Paper Technology in Medieval
India" Indian Journal of History of Science, Vol. I No, 2,
1966, p. 138.

3. MA I,p. 15.
4, S.A,K. Ghori and M.L, Rehman, op.cit. p. 138,
5. MA I, p. 15.

6. S3,C. Misra, MCG, p. 107,

~—



The process of tanning skins and hides and their

conversion into the articles of clothing was anothe

"

manufacture of Gujarat. ~arge number cof skins of goats, wila
oxen, rhinoceroses and cther beasts were dressed here,
Loverlets fof beds were made of blue and red leather
extremely delicate and soft and stiched with gold and silver

thread. Vessels laden with leather were sent to different

parts of Arabia and Persia.1

Salt was also an article of manufacture at Cambay.

It was quite white like sugar and was exported to Malwa.2

Carving of ivory was an excellent handicraft of
Gujarat. There were meny clever craftsmen who carved ivory
and turn it intc rings, bracelets as well as different
types of bedsteads3 which wiere exported to different parts

of the wecrld. The stonework of Gujarat was égain as beautiful

L. Marcopolo,p, 306-E,

2. % I' po 150

3. Ralph Fitch who Visited Gujarat” tdwards the end of the
sixteenth century remarks that the Cambsy women wear
upon the arms infinite numper of rings made of elephant
teeth., See parly Travels in India,pe. 13. ’
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as its ivory work. Reocks of stones such as carnelian,
agate and sardonixes were mined in Gujarat. The Gujarati
craftsmen carved the stones tc turn out cups, rings,
bracelets, handles for knives and daggers.1 Cambay and
Kapadvang were the main centres for carving ivery and

. 2
stones.,

In‘Gujarat, there also existed consicerable handicrafts
for makipg different kinds of weapons. Swords, daggers, bows
and arrpws were produced in Gujarat on a large scale.
Different types of swords and knives were produced there.

In this ¢onnection Abul Fazl particularly mentions Jamdhar
and §Q§nwég? Ahmadabad, Nandarbar, Bhuj and una? were

importan; manufacturing centres for swords and daggers.

Itlmay,thus be assumed that the Sultanate of Gujarat
contrelled a territory which was quite rich in manufacture

and trad¢. This is fully testified by the contemporary

\
I

1. BarboTc I,pp. 8, 55, 141-2, 154-6; Tome Pires I, p. 16;
MA p. "5,

2. MA supp. p. 250; A I, p. 15; Thevenot p. 18, quoted by
Irfan |Habib, Atlas, p. 26.

3. Ain, ﬁ*' Pe 115,

4. Purchjs I1I, pp. 82-3; LMo supp. p.227; in I, p. 15;
MS p. |119.
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travellersl.‘kli Muhammad ghéh writing in the 18th century
prefers to call this region as one of the fine provinces of

Hindustan,

The reputation which Gujarat had already acquired fcr
its prosperity and excellence of products during the
fifteenth and sixteenth centuries may be ascribed to two
main factors., First its prosperity was owing to the fertility
of soil which fécilitated the production of large number of
agricultural commodities including many cash crops that were
in demand in the outside world. The secondly main factor
which contributed to Gujarat's pfosperity was obviously
the admirable situation of the province for the sea trade.
This is borne out by numerous contemporary evidences coming
from Persian sources as well as travel accounts which have
béen used extensively in the foregoing pages. This contemporary
assessment is-aptly summarised in the following remarks of
Sikandar Lodi and Hum3yun on prosperity of Gujarat: that “"the
pivot of the king of Delhi rests on wheat and barley while
the foundstion of the Sultanate of Gujarat is on corals

and pearls because there are eighty four ports under the

1. Cabral refers to Gujarat as "the most productive and rich
in the world", op.cit. p. 69.

2. _Mé II po 16.
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S5ultan of'Gujarat“.l‘Similarly, éccording to Sikandar bin
ManjhU, on seeing Bah3dur Sh3dh's tent made of makhmal and
zarbaft that was captured at Mandu, Humayun had remarked
"such articles could be obtained by the Gujar§t§ ruler alone

. : 2
owing to Gujarat's supremacy over the sea",

It would be appropriate to conclude this chapter with
the observation of Sikandar bin Manjhu suggesting that
Gujarat during the rule of the regional Sultdns, achieved
a level of prosperity which was not attained by it earlier.
It is rightly said that most of elegant handicrafts and
arts practised in Gujarat were introduced during the same
period.3 The Sult3ns of Gujarat seem to have encouraged
trade and commerce as a matter of policy as this made them

strong economically as well as militarily.

1. MS P 309-10.
2. Ibid.;. p. 309,

3. Ibid., Pe 140.



—
4

P4

Chapter =-I1I1II

The Trading Communities and Their Role in The
Sultanate of Gujarat

In this chapter I propose to discuss the evidences
suggesting the existence of numerous communities of
traders and merchants in Gujarat during the fifteenth and
_the first half of the sixteenth centuries. Most of these
communities were of course indigenous groups but some of
them were those who had come to settle in Gujarat from

outside the region.

Being a maritime region, Gujarat was easily accessible
to the seafarers and merchants from different lands. An
ébundance of commercial products1 and easy access to the
sea facilitated the involvement of many communit;es in
trade and crafts. Gujarat, therefore, came to have a
sizeable merchant population. Some of these merchahts, locals

as well as foreigners, were very rich. These merchants

1, Important commercial products of Gujarat were: Cotton,
indigo, timber, spikenard, lac, tobacco, opium,
myrobolan, sugarcane, wax, incense, honey, aloe-wood,
worm wood, arrow root, borax, agate and cornelian.
Varthema, pp. 44-45; Barbosa 1, pp. 44,136,154;

- Tome Pires I, pp. 43-44; Cabral, pp. 69, 111-112;
The above list of natural commercial products of
Gujarat, given by the sixteenth century travellers
are compared with the lists of the productions given
by Abul Fazl in Ain~i-Akbarl, Irfan rdabib in An Atlas

of Mughal Emgire and Pearson in lderchants and Rulers Rulers
in Gujarat. .




contributed considerably to the prosperity cf the territory
of Gujarat which was looked with envy by the rulers of the
other parts of the Indian subcontinent. It is maintained
by Sikandar bin Manjhi@ that Sikandar Lodi, the Afgh3n ruler
of Delhi, uéed to say that the foundation of the Sultanate
of Gujarat was on corals and pearls while that of the Delhi
Sultanate depended only upon wheat and barley.1 Gujaré%i
wealth had always tempted the muslim rulers of Delhi as
well as those of the other parts of the sub-continent. In
1197 A.D., it was invaded and plundered by Qutubuddin
Aibak.2 As is pointed out by Satish Chandra Misra;3 even
flauddin's first invasion of Gujarat in 1298-99 A.D. was

in the nature of a plundering raid.4 It was on that
occasion, that Alauddin's general Ulugh Khan and Nusrat

Khan plundered the rich merchants of Cambay. During the

1. MS pp. 309-10.

2, Muhammad Ldsim Farishta, Tdrikh-i-Farishta, Naval Kishore,
Lucknow, 1905, I, p. 62.Here atfter see IF.

3e Accordlng to Amir Khusrau Alauddin ascended the throne

in 695 AH/1296 A.D. and Barni mentions that in the third
year of his reign‘Alauddin Kha131 sent an expedltlon
against Gujarat. The third year of ‘Alauddin's wouldy
therefore, commence from AH/698/1298-99 A.D. Hazrat

~mIr Khusrau, Khaz3inul Futuh,ed. Mohd. Wahik Mirza, -
n31atic Soc1ety vy OF Bengal, Calcutta, 1935, B. 7; alauddln
Barni , Tarlkh i-Féroz Shahi, ed.-Sir Saiyid Ahmad Khan,
Bib. Indica, Calcutta 1862, p. 251. Here after see IFS.

4. S.C. Misra' RMPG' pp‘ 63"‘64.
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same raié, Malik K3afur, originally a slave of a merchant
of Cambay, was brought from Gujarat to Delhi along with
other booty.1 This process seems to have continued even
after the coming into existence of an independent Sultanate
in Gujafét.'MabmﬁB 5galjf's invasion of 1451 A.D. was again
at least partly, aimed at the plunder of the rich merchants
of the coastal towns of Gujarat. This is borne out by Mirate-

i-SikandarE{; mention of the fact that at Broach, Sultan

Mahmud had directed the Governor of the place to come out
of the town and submit to him “along with the renowned

merchants (Sauddgran-i-n3mi) of that place“.2 According to

M.N. Pearson, who has studied the Portuguese records of
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries extensively,ihe 1€th
century Portuguese writers' wondered at the wealth of the
Banyaé of Gujarat some of whom had capital in their
possession to the extent of Rs.Z,OO,OOO.3 Obviously, an
invader could hope to obtain much wealth by plundering

these wealthy merchants.

1, TFS p. 251; Isami, Futuh—ut~aalct1n, ed. A,S. Usha,
Madras, 1948, “pps.252-3, Hereafter see. FS. Finally
in 1304-5 A.D. Gujarat was annexed to the Delhi
Sultanate and its entire revenue came under the control
of the Delhi FS. pp. 278-79,

2. MS p. 70,

3. Studia, XIII-XIX, p. 86. quoted by M.N. Pearson "3anyas
and Brahmins" Cocastal Western India, p. 105,
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Among the local merchanté of Gujarat were irncluded
Hindus as well as Muslims. In Gujarat down to the recent
times, the Chief maritime Hindu caste were the Bhand'a'ris.1
This group is mentioned in the sources of the Sultanate
of Gujarat, but all these references are to the Bhanddris

2 From these

who were appointed by the Sulgghs as nobles,
references it is not clear as to what were the original
positions and occupations of these people. It remains a
question whether the Bhandaris were already a maritime
community during the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries or
not. But the greater likelihood seems to be that this
community ﬁad become rich and influential because of their
participation in the maritime trade of Gujarat from a very
early periocd. Some of the Bhandaris who are mentioned as
nobles of the Sultans of Gujarat are referred to with Muslim
names which suggest that perhaps, as a consequence of

their mixing with Muslim maritime groups, like the Arabs

and others or perhaps as a result of their contacts with

the Gujardti Muslim nobles in the course of serving the
Sulgéns some of them were converted to Islam during the

fifteenth century.

1. Imperial Gazetteer of India, Vol. I1I, p. 329.

2. Hlsamul _Mulk Bhandari, Malik Ahmad Bhandarl, Malik Pyara
Bhandari and Chand Bhandari were the renowned nobles of
the Sultanate of Gujarat. For more information on these
nobles see Apgendix No. 1.
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Bohras and Khojahs formed.a distinct group of local
muslim me::chants.1 But the trading community known as
Kharwahs consisted both Hindu and Muslim meréhants. The
traditions that have servived among the Knarwahs of Gujarat
(described by S.C. Misra as a Community of boatsmen settled
along the major rivers of Gujarat) tend to suggest that
originally they were Arab seafarers who used to import
Habashl slaves into Gujarat.2 If these traditions have any
basis, one might imagine that Kharwahs were yet another
merchant Community of foreign origin that emigrated to
Gujarat some time during the medieval period. But there are
certain problems about these traditions that need to be
kept in mind: (1) At present some of the Kharwahs are
Hindus who' identify themselves with the indigenQus. castes
of Kolis and Rajputs.3 Thus the question that reamins to be
answered is that, if the Kharwahs, are c¢laimed by the

Muslim representatives of the Community, were really the

1. S.C. Misra, MCG, pp. 74, 124; M,N, Pearson MRG p.27; for
Bohras see also Ras Mald, pp. 264-5; According to H.H,
Wilson the Word Bohrds originated from Sanksrit word

. Vyavhari "trader or man of affairs" from which are formed

the ordinary Hindi words Byohsra and a form is Bohra, see
Hobson Jobson, pp. “05-6,

2. S.c. Misra’ mG' pp. 95"’6.

3. Ibid., p. 96
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Arab emigrants, how could it happen that some of them later
on became Hindus and developed the notion that they had caste
affinities with the indigenous groups like the Kolis, and
Rajputs? As long as this question is not answered satisfac-
torily, it QOuld be difficult to agree with S.C.Misra's
view that Kharwahs were originally Arab emigrants. But at
the same time the existing traditions?;;int unmistakably

to the fact that at some stége during the medieval period
the Kharwdn Community might have been a sea”faring Community
who played a part in the import of Habashi slaves into
Gujarat. Wheather they were originally Arab emigrants or a
local Community is however difficult to decide. There are
in-any-case, certain element in the Kharwah traditions
which distinctly point to the possibility of that community
being merchants in the distant past., It is for example,
claimed that originally they were négpudgé and one of their
ancestors, Ibrahim Néghudé had cbnducted Ibn BaEEugg from
Gujarat to Malabér.1 One may point out here that the
designation "ng%gudgﬁ unmistakably suggests a merchant's

identity for the group. The fact that the pnakhudas were

identified as merchants during the medieval period is borne

1, s.C. Misra, op.cit., pp. 95-96,
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out by the following examples:

1. The prominent Jewish merchants in Cairo were termed

nakhudas in 1200 A.D.1
naknhudas

2. A bi-lingual inscription in Persian and Sanskrit found
at Somnath Pattan mentions a certain Nakhudd Nuruddin Féroz

who is clearly identified as a merchant of Ormuz.2

Moreover, M.N, Pearson's evidencé‘derived from thel
Portuguese sources to the effect that most of the "Captains"
(Nég?udés) were ship owners and all the shipdwners were
merchants3 also support my contention on this point.

mumber
Presence of a largélof Muslim merchants in Gujarat

during the fifteenth century is also borne out by epigraphical
and litera}y information suggesting Gujaréti Muslim identity

of individuals who were known to be traders. The epigraphical

1. 8.0, Goiten, Mediterinean trade in the eleventh century:
Some facts and Froblems, Studies in the Economic History
of Middle East ed. M.A, Cook cited by-I.A. Khan, Trade
Relations Between India and the Arab World, the tenth to

the eighteenth century, Dissertation submitted in 1984,
AMU Aligarh, p. 26. ‘

2 Bhaunagar Inscriptions, p. 22€; EIAPS 1961, p. 16.

3. For example Pearson quotes a Portuguese authority: Barros
mentions the capture of two Gujardtl ships whose
2captains" were also the owner of great part of the
goods on board - Jao de Barros, Asia, 4 Vol. 1945-6
cited by M,N, Pearson, Coastal western India, p. 118.
Professor Arsaratnam also says that by the seventeenth
century, most trade was done by nakhudds on behalf of
their shore based principalities. S. Arsaratnam, "Indian
Commercial Groups and European Traders 1600-1800" cited
by M.N. Pearson, op.cit.
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but merchants is supported by the evidence drawn from égglé
of Ibn BaEEUES which indicates that in medieval Gujarat
merchants held suffixes based on the commodity in which

they traded. In Rehl3 one person Sharfuddin - Kulahdoz

is clearly mentioned by Ibn Bagg;g; as a merchant.1 Though
literally the term kul3hdoz would mean one who makes Kuldhs
(turbans/headgears). While agreeing with this proposition
that persons holding the suffix based on commodities belonged
to the merchant class, S.C. Misra points out that even now

in many cases the merchant families serive their surnames

from the commodities in which they trade.2

Another important trading community of Gujarat were
the Khatris. There does not exist any direct evidence on
their origin. S.C. Misra, however, assumes that they had
some kinship with Hindu Khatris of South Punjab, who were

a notable trading community in the north.3

Gujaréti Banyas were by far the most prominent trading

-

community of Gujarat. A statement in Ain-i-Akbari quoted

1. Ibn Battdt3, Rehld, arabic Text, Bairut, 1964, p. 550,

2. S.C. Misra, MCG, p. 6.

3. Ibid
we have a number of references to fifteenth century
Gujaradti nobles whose names carry the suffix "Knatri'.
These nobles care Malik Badra_rhatri, Payagdds shatri,
Jiwand Khatrl, «lp Kn3n Khatri. For details see
Appendix no. 1. -
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by Irfan iHabib, mentions the Banyas as "one caste of the
Bais (Vaishyas) which is designated Banik, is called Banya
in ordinary usage and Baggal in ;Arabi:c".1 Banik or. Vanik
is a Sanskrit word meant merchant and the name Banya is
obviously derived from this word. Baggal is 3£é£igii*yord

-—

denoting a grain merchant.2 Accordiﬁg to Dabistan-i-Mazahib

quoted by Irfan Habib, most of the Banyas used to sell grain.3

Apparently because of this they were called Baggals.

In the Sanskrit inscriptions of 13th to 16th centuries
in which merchants are termed Sreshthin% We find references
to a number of Banya followers of both, Hindu and Jain
religions? Most of these inscriptional evidences are from
the 13th century. But two of them only éate back to fifteenth
and sixteegth centuries., This evidence taken together would

suggest the presence of Jaini Banyas in Gujarat throughout

1. Ain, ed. H.Blochmann, Bib. Ind. Calcutta, 1867-77, II, p.57,
quoted by Irfan Habib "Merchant Communities in Pre-Colonial
India" Paper presented in the Conference in the University
of Minnesota, USA Oct. 9-11, 1987, p. 13,

2. Platt, Hindustani-Dictionary, quoted by‘Irfén vabib, op.cit.,

3. Dabistan-i-Maz3dhib, (of ancnymous) (Bombay ed. AH 1292, p.166)
quoted by Irfan Habib, op.cit., p. 14.

4, Sreshthin - a banker or a merchant, Cf. Indian Epigraphic
Glossery,0f D.C. Sarkar who cited it from Ep. Ind. Vol. XXIV,
D. 276.

5. Dabist8n-i-Maz3hib op.cit.pp. 137-9: quoted by Irfan habib
op.cit., MA supp. pp. 138=9, . -
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fifteenth century. The list of Jaini Banyas mentioned in

the inscriptions is as follows:-

1. Vastupala - a minister of Waghela ruler (1242-1298 A.D.)

a Jain, Banya.1

2. Tejpala - Younger brother of Vastupala, minister of

Wwaghela ruler (1242-1298.A.D.), a Jain, Banya.2

3. Jagadu - a minister of Wagnhela ruler (1242-1298 A.D.), a

Jain Banya.3

4. Jayta Simha - Son of Vastupala, a Jain Banya (Undated)

(Vastupala was the minister of Waghela ruler 1242-1298 &.D.)%

5. Kumar Bhadra - a Jain (1238 A.D.).5

6. Samra Sah - a counsellor of the Governor of Gujarat, Alp

Khdn (1306-1315 A.D.)) a Jain Banya.®

1, J. Burgess, List of Antiquarian Remains In Bombay Presidency,
pp. 287, 312, Inscriptions found in the Jain temple of
Vastupala and Tejpala on the mount of Girnar in Kathiawar,

2. Ibid.

3. Jagadu is mentioned by S.A.I. Tirmizi as a Jain merchant
FPrince alongwith Vastupala and Tejpala, see SMG, p. S.

4, EIAPS, Vol. 19-23, p. 110; Bhaunagar inscriptions, p; 164.

5. Ep. Ind. Vol. II, 1894, p. 25, Inscription found at Bhilri
on the base of an image in the Jain Temple.

6. Samra Sah mentioned in traditions: Samra-Rasu published
in Prachin Gujarat Kavya Sangrah, I, ed. by C.D, Dalel,
Baroda, Central Library, 1920, pp. 27-38, cited by
S.C. Misra, RMPG, p. 68.
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7. Haripala - a Jain (1276 A.D.).1

8. Khalla - Modha, a Jain Banya (1296 A.D.)2
9. Samyaka - a Jain of Pragvata gotra (1301 A.D.)3
10, Mokala Modha, a Banya (1444 A.D.)%

11. Karma Raja - a Jain Banya of Oswal sect (1531-2 /.D.)>

Tome Pires uses the term Gujarati for a Hindu merchant
ard says that these Gujaratis were divided into many groups
such as Banyas, Brahmins and Pattars.§ According to him
these groups doﬁinated the trade. One well known person
belonging to this category was Malik Gopi. Brahmin merchant,
who is mentioned to have employed many agents belonging to

the groups like Banyas and Chatis.7 However among the so

~

1. J. Burgess, Lists of Antiquarian Remains In Bombay
Presidency, p. 308 Inscription found at Naminath temple
at Girnar,

2. Bhaunagar Inscriptions, p. 27, Inscriptions found in the
Jain temple of Chintamani Parsvanath at Cambay.

3. Ep. Ind. Vol. II, 1894, p. 25. Inscription found at shilri
on the base of an image in the Jain temple.

4, Ep. Ind. Vol. 19-23, p. 110; Bhaunagar Inscriptions, p. 164.

5. Bhaunagar Inscriptions, pp. 23, 134, Inscription found in
the Jain Temple of Satrunjay hill at Girnar.

6. Tome Pires, Vol. i, pp. 41-2, Pattars: the Brahmins of
Super Class. Tome Pires, p. 42 fn.

7. Fernao Lopes de Castanheda, Historia do Gi.conwrimento e
vonguista da iandic Pelos Portuguese, p. 326, quoted by
K.5, Mathew, "Indo Portuguese Trade In The Sisteenth
Century and ths Xobility of tne Gujarat Sultanate".
PIHC, 1984, p. 358. Chatis were men with a Jenius for
merchandise and were acute in every mode of trade. see
Hobson Jabson.
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called Gujaratis the EBanyas were the most important grcup
who dominated most of the Gujarati trade. This perhaps naca
some thing to do witn their cultural ethos. They were repor-
ted to have a natural instinct for business. Their expertise
in accountancy was proverbial, As Tome Pires states the
Muslim mercﬁants did not compare with Hindus (Banya)
"especially in knowledge".1 The fact is also confirmed bythe
wordsff;nschoten (1583-1589 A.D.) in the following:-

“They (Banyas) are most subtile and expert in casting
of accounts and writing, so that they do not only surpass
and go beyond all other Indians and other nations thereabouts,
but also the Portingales (Portuguese) and, in this respect,
they have much advantage, for that they are very redie to

. 2
deceive men".

But it is also noteworthy that predominance of the

Banyas was confined to internal trade andto ownership of

3

capital and ships.” The overseas trade was mostly deominated

1, Tome Pires, I, p. 42.

2. The Voyage of John Huyghen Van Linschoten to the East
Indies, from the old English translation of 1598, ed.
E,C. Burnall, London, 1885 I, pp. 252-3 I, quoted by
Irfan Habib "Merchants Communities in Pre-Colonial India',
op.cit., p. 19.

3. M\N. Pearson "Indian seafarers in the Sixteenth Century"
Coastal Western India, p. 121,
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by Muslims who mostly resided in Rander and Diu.1 One
possible reason for the comparatively smaller participation
of the Hindu Banyas in the overseas trade, could be the
Brahmanical rule that a Hindu would loose his caste status
by crossing the sea.2 We know that Malik Gopf a famous
Brahmin merchant never travelled on sea and always used
Muslim seamen for his ships.3 That in the beginping of the
sixteenth century the overseas trade was dominated by the
Muslims is suggested by the accounts of Varthema and Tome-
Pires. Varthema states: "It must be known that the Pagans
do not navigate much, but it is, moors who carry the
merchandiset4 Tome Pires mentions that "all the merchants
in Malabar who trade on the sea are Moors and they have

the whole of the trade".5

Besides the Hindu and Muslim merchants, the Parsees
who settled in Gujarat in 11lth century were also a notable

merchant group of the Gujarat during 15th and 16th centuries.

1, Ibid,
2. C.G.F, Simkin, p. 84, quoted b, M.N. Pearson, op.cit. p. 133,

3. Cartas de Affonso de Albugquerque Lisbon, 1884-1965, I,
p. 307, quoted by M.N., Pearson, op.cit., p. 121.

4. Varthema, p. 151.

5. Tome Pires I, p. 82.
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Their first settlement in India, according to the Parsi
traditions was established at Broach from where they spread
to the other places. They are believed to be ship builders
and lived in modern Bombay.1 According to the Portuguese
early writers the Parsees in the Kingdom of Gujarat Qere

herb-sellers.2

A large number of foreign merchant uséd to visit
Gujarat for the purpose of trade during the fifteenth century.
The fifteenth century traveller Santo Stefanc mentions
certain merchants hailing from Alexandria and Damascus who
were settled in Gujarat. Among them was a merchant, Sharif,

3 We

who took Santo Stefano in his service for one month.
also know about several European merchants, who visited
Gujarat during the same period, through their travel accounts.
These were kicolo Contl, A Venetian merchant, who came in
1420 A.D., Nikitin a Russian merchant came to India in

1470 A,D., Santo Stefano a Genoes merchant, came in 1496 A.D.4

1. The East India Gazetteer, Walter Hamilton, Vol. I, p. 609;
Imperial Gazetteer of India, Vol. IX, p. 29; Gazetteer of
the Bombay Presidency, Vol. XIII, part II, p. 431.

2. Garcia de Orta, p. 213, quoted by Yule in his glossary
Hobson Jobson, p. 681,

3. Santo Stefano in India . In The Fifteenth Century, op.cit.,
P. 9.

4, Ibid., Introduction, fx, }XXIVJ IXKX, Regarding iiicolo
Conti and Santo Stefano, it is clearly mentioned that
they were merchants. Nikitin, the Russian Traveller, says
in his account that he had brought with him a few horses
to Gujarat which might indicate that possibly, he was also
a merchant.
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Some of the surviving inscriptions prove the presence of
European merchants in Gujarat during the 14th century. One
inscription refers to Sirajuddin Umar son of 3adat Tiflisi
who died at Cambay in 1330 A.D., 2Z.A. Desai correctly infers
that ﬁhe deceased originally belonged to modern Tiblisi,

the Capital of the Georgean Soviet Socialist Republic.

Seemingly he was a merchant who came to live at Cambay.1

The merchant of arabia, Iran and Iraq were vistting
Gujarat since the ancient times and this process continued
throughout the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. The earli-
est Arab merchant traveller about whom one knows from
authentic Arabic records was Sulaiman. He had come to
Gujarat in 851 A.D.2 It is apparent from the surviving
epigraphs of thirteenth, fourteenth aﬁd fifteenth centuries
that persons hailing from Arabia, Iran and Irdq were visitiné

Gujarat continuously. Some of these persons died during their

visits and their graves carry epigraphs which form our basic

1. EIAPS, 1971, p . 27.

2. Maulana Sulaiman Wadwi, Arab-o-Hind Ke Talukat (Urdu)
Hindustdn Academy, Allahabad, 1930, p. 277.
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evidence on this score. A number of such epigraphs have
survived at Cambay. In these inscriptions the deceased are
referred to as al-Gharib (stranger). Z.s. Desai is quite
right in suggesting that these pcersons were mostly merchants
who carried on trade in Gujarat.1 This possibility is also
strongly suggested by sixteenth century evidence on the
existence of settlements of foreign merchants in different

parts of Gujarét.2

I am enumerating below these epigraphs which should
prove beyond any doubt that the settlements of the foreign
merchants in Gujarat discernible from the sixteenth century

evidence were actually continuing from the thirteenth century.

(1) Fakhruddin Ibrdhim son of @bdul Malik Siddig

al-Taijr merchant of Shahrzur died at Pattan in 1282 A.D.3

(2)  Sharfuddin Murtaz3d son of Muhammad son of Husaini

al-Mausvl al-Astarabadli who died at Cambay in 1284 A.D.4

1., EIAPS, 1971, pp. 5=32.

2. Tome Pires, an early sixteenth century traveller mention
the Muslim merchants from Aden, Cairec, Khorasan, wuilon,
Ormuz and Persia who were settled at Cambay. Tome Pires
I, pp. 41, 47; Besides Cambay, Diu was also a major centre
of foreign merchants. According to Varthema (1506A.D.)

near about 400 Turkish merchants resided there constantly.
Varthema, p. 21.

3. EIAPS, 1961, p. 16, Shahrzur near Babylon in modern Ird3q.
See Yagut, Majmul Buldan (Cairo 1906), Vol. V, under
Shahrzur.

4. Ivid., p. 17, Astarabad in Persia.



(3) King of merchants, prince of ship masters, Haji
Ibrahim bin Myhammad bin Irbili commonly known as Fitolia,

died at Cambay in 890 AH/1291 n.D.l

(4) Kamaluddin Sulaiman son of Ahmad son of Husain son of
Abu Sharf al-Bammi died at Cambay in 1300 A.D.z He is

mentioned as al-Gharib and his nisba al-Bammi shows that

he was originally from Bamm, a fortress town between Kirman

and Zahidgh in the Kirman province.3

(5) . Zainuddin 211 son of Muzaffar al-Maladhari had a slave
who died in Cambay in 1309 A,D, The freed slave Gtig) is
mentioned in his epitaph as al-Gharib (stranger). As it is
assumed by Z.,A., Desai, the one time master was either a
merchant or a shipowner and his nisba (family name) indicates

that he was an immigrant.4

(6) Kamaluddin xarTl son of pusain al-Basri (Basra is
a famous port town at Irag) died at Cambay in 1335 a.D. It
is possible that the deceased was a merchant who had ccme

from the famous port town of Irag to Cambay then an important

1, Ibid., pp. 23-24. Irbil a town near Mosul in modern Irag.
2. BIAPS, 1971, pp. S5=6.
3. For the identification of Bamm, se Yaqut, op.cit. Vol, I1I,

under Bamm, Hamdullah Mustaufi, Tarikh-i-Guzid3, ed. c.G.
orown (Leiden 1910) , p. 633. -

4. EIAPS' 197ll pp. 11-12.
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commercial centre for the purpose cf the trade.1

(7) Khwdj3 Asil son of Umaf son of S3'du-Din died at Cambay
in 1395 A,D. He is mentioned in the epigraph as "the chief of
merchants".2 His native place cannot be identified as the
nisba is not mentioned but it may be assumed that the deceased

like the other merchants had come from West Asia.

(8) KEaji abu Bakr son of &lI son of abu Bakr al Irbili

died at Cambay in 710 AH/1310 A.D,°

(9) Shamsuddin Fatolia son of Abu Bakr son of ‘All Irbili

died at Cambay in 735 AH/1336 A.D.?

(10)  Sharfuddin Mahdi al-Hamadani is clearly mentioned at
al-tajjar (merchant). He is mentioned in the epitaph on the
grave of his slave, aminuddin K&fur, who died at Cambay in

1413 A.D.

1. EIAPS 1971, p. 45,
2. Ibid., p. 58.
3. Ibid., p. 13.

4., Ibid.
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On the strength of these thirteenth, fourteenth and
one early fifteenth century inscriptions, suggesting the
presence of Irani and Iraqi merchants and shipowners at
Cambay, we infer tnat these groups, at least to some extent
continued to, be present in Gujarat during the whole of the

fifteenth century as well.1

The trade and commerce being the backbone of the Gujarat
economy during the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries, it is
understandable that the rulers of Gujarat should have given
special protection to the merchants. Even before coming into
existence of a regional Sultanate in Gujarat the merchants
in that place were well treated by the local Governors. This
is for example, illustrated by what we know about the policy
of AlTuddin’s first governor of Gujarat, Alp Khan (1306-
1315 &4,D.). I£ is reported that when a Jain merchant, Samra
Sah, sought the permission from the authoriti@s for the
reconstruction of a Jain temple at Satrunjay hill, Alp Khan

not only issued a farman but he also gave financial

1, EIAPS 1971, pp. 15-16, Hamadan is a famous city in western
Iran; For the comparatively small number of epigraphs of
this nature surving from the 15th and 16th c¢entury une wmay
refer to the reasons suggested by Z.A. Desai. According to
him one reason could be the fact that politically the whole
0f Gujarat and specially Cambay Jduring 153th century wis not
&s peaceful as it was earlier and secondly Cambay had lost
its previous status because of the ccncentration of political
power in the northern part of the region, especially at
Pattan. see EIAPS 1971,n. 4.
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assistance for the building of the temple.1 There exist
ample evidences showing that, after the foundation of the
Sultanate of Gujarat, the:rulers were generélly very
protective in their attitude towards the traders. For
example Sultan Mapmud Begarah is mentioned in one of the

Persian inscriptions as hgmi-al-tajj'ér2 (protector of the

merchants). He is also reported to have undertaken an
expedition in 1472 A,D. against the pirates of Dwarka of
Kathiawar who had plundered a merchant Mahmid Samarqandi.3
In 1487 A.D., Sultan Mahmid Begarah compensated some

Irsqi and Khurasdni merchants who were plunderéd by the
Raja of Sirohi, while they were coming to Gujarat via
Mount Abu with four hundred f}aqi and Khurasani horses and
textiles of Delhi. On that occasion, the Sultan is said

to have sent a warning to the Raja directing him to return

the plundered goods. Thus warning forced the Raja of Sirohi

1., Jain Literary works of anonymous goet: Prachin Gujardt
Kavya Sangrah, I, ed. by C,D. Dalal, Baroda, Central
Library, 1920, pp. 27-38; Jain Aitihasik Gujara Kavya
sangrah, ed. by Sriman Jinavijayaji, Bhaunagar, Sri Jai
Atmananda Sabha, 1982, pp. 238-53, quoted by S.C.Misra,
RMPG, p, 68,

2. Bhaunagar Inscriptions, p. 29.

3. MS pp. 127-8.



to send to the SulEEh not only all the horses and textiles

but some additional presents also.1 In 1490 A.D., the same
Sultdn sent an expedition against Bah3dur Gilani, a rebell-
ious noble of the Deccan, who had engaged in piracy along

the coast of Deccan and also of the ports of Gujarat capturing
frequently the vessels of Gujaritf merchants.2 This protective
attitude of Mahmid Begardh should explain Sikandar bin
Manjhu's remarks that during his reign traders were contented
as the traffic on the roads was perfectly safe and secure

and there were no incidents of theft or robbery at all. He

is also credited with establishing many sarais for the use

of the merchants.3

The merchants of Gujarat always maintained close links
with the rulers of Gujarat. They often used their wealth to
get admission into the ranks of high nobles. Again this role
of merchants was continuing from before the establishment
of an independent Sultanate in the region. Alp Khan, the
first governor of Gujarat, for example, is believed to

have relied greatly on the counsels of a rich Jain rnerchant.4

1. MS p. 144,

2., MS pp. 145-6; IE p. 200; see also Khwaja leamuddln ahmad,
Tab;gat-l-Akbarl, ed, B.Dey and M,H,Husain, Bib. Ind.
alcutta, 1935, pp. 163-4, hereafter see TA.

3. MS p. 101,

4, Jalgstherary Works, op.cit., quoted by S.C.Kisra, RIPG,
Pe
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Sultan Muhammad bin Tughlag assigned the igta" of Cambay

to Maliku't-Tujjar al--KazgfunZ} a great f}anfvmerchant

who was killed at Cambay at the instigation of the Wazir
Khwdja Jahan in 1333 A.D. because of the jealousy stemming
from the Sultan's alleged promise to appoint iHaliku't-Tujjar

as hiszvazzr.l Apnother inscription of 1398 A.,D., located at

Mangrol, goes to indicate that a certain Thamim Malik Yagqub,
son of Rai Multdni, a pearl merchant was acting as the local
administrator2 which is yet another instance showing the
participation of the merchants in the administration during
the time Gujarat was still being ruled from Delhi. As already
stated this trend became more pronounced after the emergence
of an independent Sultanate in Gujarat. This is borne out by
the following cases: The traditions incorporated in Ras Mdla
refer to two Banya officers, Manik Chand and MétI.ChandB,
who were serving under Sultan Ahmad Shdh I. In 1451 A.D.,
Sultan Qutubuddin Ahmad Sh3h is said to have a counsellor
who is identified as a baggal (grain merchant).4 In the same

year (1451 A.D.) there is reference to sindu accountants

till then.in._the service of the Gujarat state wno are reported

1. Ibn Battuta op.cit., pp. 402-403. An Inscription found on
the grave of Maliku't-Tujjar informs that he died on
22 Oct. 1333 A.D,, ZIAFS, 1971,pp. 41-42,

2. M.5., Commissgriat, rdistory of Gujarat, I,p. 75.

'3. RaS I’Iélé' p.256.

4. TA 111, pp. 127-8,
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to have gone over to Mahmid §paljz of Malwa when invaded
Gujarat.1 Most probably, these Hindu accountants were of
Banya caste who were considered well versed~in accountancy.
A portuguese text quoted by M,N. Pearson mentions two merch-
ant brothers of Rander and Surat who helped Bahadur Shah by
financing an army for him during the war of succession

(1526 A,D.); In return they were given high administrative
positions.2 Muhdfiz Khan Baggalzadah is mentioned by
Sikandar bin Manjhl as a great noble of the reign of Sultan

Bahadar Shah.3

A Sanskrit inscription dated 1531-32 &.D,
mentions a mantri (minister) Rava Narsimhaka, of Sultdn
Bah3dur Shah who obtained his permission for the repair of
Jain Temple at Satrunjya hills.4 Cne may guess that Rava
Narsimhaka himself belonged to the Jain trading community.
This is clearly suggested by his interest in repair of a
Jain temple. So far as well-known perscnages like Malik
Ayaz;, Malik Gopi, Amir Gopi and Khwaja Safar Salmani were

concerned it goes without saying that they were renowned

1. -I:'_é p. 81.

2. Jao_de Barros, Vol. V (Lisbon 1945-6), V, 5, quoted by
M.,N, Pearson, MRG, p. 129. .

3. MS p. 260.

4, Epigraphia lnaica, II, 1894, p. 35.




merchant nobles of tue oultanate of Gujarat who have been

mentioned frequently in the Persian chronicles.

The above merchant nobles appear to have wielded
considerable influence over the Sultan on account of the
enormous wealth that they possessed. The statement of
Barbosa, "Malik Aaydz the hdkim of the port of Diu had the
might of the king",1 indicates the great authority wielded
by him., Another Portuguese text goes to suggest that Malik
Ayaz was not followiny the practice of paying homage to
the Sultans at the time of their accessions, which was
considered obligatory for all the nobles, According to this
evidence2 on Bahadur Shah's ascending the throne, Malik
Ishaq, son of Malik Ay3z, who was then gég;g of Diu, did
not come to pay homage to the new Sultan. He remained
recalcitrant even after all the other nobles had submitted
to Bah3dur Shah. In adopting the defiant attitude towards
the Sultan, he was apparently following of his father,

Malik Ayaz, When Bah3dur Shah summoned Malik Ishaq he avoided

1. Barbosa I, pp. 130-33,

2. Barros, op.cit. IV, 6, quoted by Pearson MRG p. 74.



going to the SulESn on one Or ﬁhe other excuses. The

Sul;§h finally sent an army against him forcing Malik

Ishdq to flee from Gujarat. This defiant attitude of Malik
Ayaz and, latter on, of his son Malik Ishaq, was possibly
an indiception of their vast financial resources, enabling
them to maintain a large contingent. Malik Ayaz is also
reported to have given costly present to the Sul;én for
winning the latter's favouf. For instance, in 1512 A,D.,
the Portuguese had sought permission to establish a fort

at Diu andfor this purpose they started pressuring the
Sulgén by creating hinderances in the trading activities
:of Gujardtl merchants. On that occasion most of the nobles
and Sulgéh were inclined towards permitting the Portuguese
to establish a fort at Diu so that the Gujérﬁtf ships could
move on high seas unmolested. Butlthe Sultdn could rnot do
's0 on account of Malik Ayaz's opposition. The other nobles
had resented tﬁe Sultdn's acquiescing to Malik Ayaz view,
According to the Portuguese texts quoted by Pearscn, at that
time Malik Aydz gave to the Sulgéﬁ and other nobles costly

presents to pacify their ruffled feelings.1

1, Barros, op.cit., II, X, 1; Correa, II, pp. 372-73;
Commentaries of Affonso Albuguerque, II, pp. 210-17, 245;

I, 17, 245; IV, 59-61, 94-103; quoted by M.N.Pearson,
BG n»n, 73.
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Malik Gopl, a contemporary of Malik aydz, was another
merchant noble holding a high position1 in the Sultanate of
Gujarat. According to Sikandar, he was known to have disobeyed
the Sulg&n on several occasion. He was apparently in such a
strong positién that the Sultan could not take any punitive

measures against him.2

Malik Ay3z despite being a slave and Malik Gopl despite
being a Hindu, enjoyed distinguished positions in the
Sultanate of Gujarat. Ostensibly, the main source of their
po&er was the vast wealth which they had acquired through

trade and commerce.

Besides Malik Ayaz and Malik Gopi, another example
of an influential merchant noble was that of Khwaja Safar.
In 1533 A.D., when Bah3dur Shah went out to hold talks

with the Portuguese Governor at Diu he was accompanied

by Khwaja Safar Salméni.3 As K.S. Mathew suggests, this

1. The high position held by Malik Gopi in the nobility had
misled the Portuguese writers into regarding him a Muslim,
Joaquim verissimo Serrao Commentarios de Affonso de
Albuquerque Tomo, II,IV, p. 68, quoted by K.S.Mathew
"Indo Portuguese Trade And the Gujarat Nobility In The
Sixteenth Century: A Case Study of lMalik Gopi",

PIHC, 1984, p. 358.

2. MS p. 224.

3. Barros,op.cit. IV-1, p. 510, guoted by K.3.Mathew, in his
article 'Khwaja Safar, the lMerchant Governor of Surat and
the Portuguese Trade in the Early Sixteenth Century' PIHC,
1982,p. 234,
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shows the influence that Khwaja Safar wielded at Sultdn

Bahddur Shah's court.?!

Again in 1535 A.D., Bahadur Shahn

handed over the port of Dia to the Pcrtuguese at the
suggestion of Khwaja Safar. In 1537 ».D., he decided tc visit
the Portuguese Governor at Diu along with Khwaja Safar against
the advice of his other counsellors. As is well know, Bah&dur

Sh3dh was murdered by the Portuguese on that occasion2 while

Khwaja Safar escaped.

When Ma@mﬁd Shah III ascended the throne he formally
assigned Diu to Khwaja §afar.4 This assignment was apparently,
in pursuance of the policy of the Gujaréti Sulpéhs to assign
an area which they found difficult to control to a powerful
noble for pacification. One might imagine that at this time
Khwaja Safar must have been regarded a very powerful noble
who could hope to recover and pacify Diu then governed by
the Portuguese. according to K.S. Mathew "quite a free hand

was given to Khwdja Safar to organise the offensive against

1 'y Ibid.
2. AHG , p. 222,

3. According to the Portuguese sources, Khw§j5 Safar joined
the service of the Portuguese and was able to win their
confidence. He was given the charge of the port of Diu.
After some time he left Diu and came to the Sultdn of
Gujarat; Diogo de Cuto, Decada V-1, p. 202 quoted by
K.S.Mathew, op.cit., p. 234.

4. AHG, pp; 231-2.
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the Portuguese.l It is however a different story that owing
to the collapse of Sulgghs authority and general disorgani-
sation of the Sultanate that followed, Portuguese could not

be dislodged from Diu.

Thus by way of conclusion it can be said that Gujarat
being a maritime province had a thriving population of trad-
ers and merchants both of indigenous as well as of foreign
origin. Our evidences also suggests that tnese traders and
merchants in most cases were urban based communities.2 Since
they were an important source of revenue for the state, the
Sultans always tried to protect them.A few persons belonging
to indigencus trading communities such as Bhandiaris, Khatris
and Banyas (both Jains and Hindus) were even allowed to enter
the Gujardtl nobility right from the beginning of the Sultanate.
A few merchants of foreign origin, like Khwaja Safar, were
also recruited into the nobility. These merchant nobles on
account of their great wealth exercised considerable influence

over the persons of the Sulgéhs as well as the policies,

1, K.S. Mathew, PIHC, 1982, p. 238.

2. All the inscriptions regarding thé merchants are fcund in
the urban areas: Cambay, Pattan and Broach., Moreover,
traditions incofporated by S.C. Misra in MCG also suggest

that the merchant communities were mostly living in the
urban centres.,
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The <amindars in the Sultanate of Guizrat: 1407-1572

Finding an answer to the gquestion as tc what éxtent
the power structure represented by the local chiefs of
Gujarat during the fifteenth century contributed to the
consolicdation of a regional Sultanate is vital for a proper
understanding of the factors giving rise to and eventual
dismemberment of the Sultanate of Gujarat. as a first step
in this direction an attempt is being made here to identify

the more important zamindaris that existed in Gujarat during

the fifteenth century and first half of the sixteenth century.
There are also offerred tentative comments on the pattern of
relationships that seem to have existed between the Sultanate
of Gujarat and different segments of the zamindars,
particularly during.the fifteenth century when they were
seemingly, in the process of consolidating their positions
in the region. In this context, I have tried to re-examine
the evidence used by Ahsan Razd Khéhl and Faiza Simin,? in

their studies of the same problem. In the course of dding

1. Ahsan Raza Xhan, Chieftains in the Mughal Empire, Delhi 1977.

2. Faiza Simin, "Role of Zamindars in Malwa-Gujzra
Papers on Medieval Indian History, Indian Histc
43rd Session, Kurukshetra, 1982.

t relations"
ry Congress



so, I have tried to highlight the information furnished by

. . X | - .
traditions reproduced in works like Ras NMN&la~ and Terikh-i-

Sorathz. The date from the latter two sources has been further

compared with that obtained from the ain-i-Akbari.

In 1407 A.D. when Zafar éhén declared his independence
from Delhi and assumed the sovereign title of rugzaffar Shéh,3
he came up against stiff resistance from the powerful Hindu
zaminddrs. These zamindars belonged to different clans,
distributed over the whole of Gujarat. They were located on
the perephery as well as in the heart land of the region.
Most of them were, apparently, not reconciled to the establ-
ishment of a regiocnal Sultanate. They - particularly those
located on the perephery - appeared to be so0 determined tc
dismantle the eme}ging structure of a regional Sultanate that,
at times, they were not averse to even seeking assistance
from the rulers of the neighbouring regions of Malwa and

Khénadesﬁ.4

1. AK, Forbes, Ras Mdla, ed. by J. Watson, Heritage Publishers,
New Delhi, 1973.

2. R.Amerji Tarikh-i-Sorath, translated by J. surgess, Bombay,
1382, Here after see TS,

3. MS p. 25; TF II, p. 182,
4. These assumptions regarding the spread of the zamindars

clans and their behaviour are based on the inf
discussed in the ensuing peragraphs.
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In the western part of the Sultanate of Gujarat, the

vast peninsula of Sorath contained a number of zamind&ris

of different clans during the fifteenth century, The most
powerful of them, the chief of Junagarh, was reported to
have controlled two thousand and one hundred villages.l The
Ain-i-Akbari indentifies the chief zamindars of Junagarh

(which was a ParganE of Sorath under Akbar) as Ge‘nlots.2 Ve

may assume that the Chief of Junagarh mentioned in Tabgégzi-

Me?mﬁd Shahi for the fifteenth century belonged to the same
clan. Besides these leading chief's belonging to Gehlot clan,
there were also present in the region a large numker of petty
zamindars belonging to numerous Rajput as well non-Rajput
clans, like, ahirs, Kolis, Kathis, xhants, Pdrmars, Chauddsamas
waghelds, Wajds, Girndrds, Saraswati and also Sorath Brahmans.
This information is gathered from a reference to the existence

of petty zamindars in this region during the 19th century in

Tarikh-i-Sorath where it is claimed that they were holding

3

small zamind3ris around Junagarh for centuries.” On the strength

of this tradition one may assume that many of them must have

1. Sharfuddin sBukhdri, Tebgat-i=-lehmid Sh3hi, MS No. 126,
Mauladnd AZad Library, aligarh, p. 7-a. dere atfter see TS,

2, Ain op.cit. II, pp. 118, 1&1.

3. TS op.cit. pp. 27, 107.
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been there during the fifteenth century as well but
obviously in a subordinate position to the Gehlot chiefs
who are mentioned as the most powerful zamindars of the

region in the 15th century.

Again from Tarikh-i-Sorath, one come to know that in

cther parts of Sorath peninsula also, besides, Gehlots,

there existed zamindaris of a number of other patty clans.

This impresion is reinforced by the Ain-i-Akbari's test-

imony which mentions Gehlots of Perim and Mongrol, Baghelas
of Gondal, Wdjis of Janjhmer and w&las of Mahwah and Telaja.l
One can thus bhe fairly certain about the presence of these

zamindaris in Sorath before the riughal conguest. But in the

Zrikh-i-Sorath, there occurs a general reference to a number

of zamindars clans of Sorath as a whole. Some of these clans
are neither noticed in any one of Chronicles nor in the

Aaln-ji-aAkbari. The names of these other clens and the regions

where their zamindaris were lbcated are as follows: Jathwa

Rajputs of rorbander, waghelas cf iiongrol, rParmars of
attan RPAu, Kathls of Rajkot, Hathis of iMalia, Lathils

o - . - - - - . N -
and Sarvayds of Kesod, waghelas of the i1sland of Diu, Kolis
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te say whether these clans were tnere in Sorath during the

fifteenth and sixteenth centuries or not. It may however, be

-

magined that some of these were existing as the zamindars
in 3orath in’the fifteenth century and, like other minor
zamindars clans, were alsc, to begin with, in a subordinate
position tc the Gehlot cniefs of Junagarh mentioned in

Tab gat-i-kahmud Shahi. That Sankodhar end Jagat located on

the north-western coast of Sorath,2 represented the

zamindari's of the 3adhel clan is born out by the cin-i-

Akbarikdescription.

In the northern part of the Sultanate of Gujarsat was
located the zaminddrl of the Girasia ° Rajputs of Idar. The
traditions contained in Ras [-dla mention the Jetwuta, the
Koompawuts, the Chohans as the Chisfs of the Idar SarkEr.4
Tﬂese traditions alsoé refer to a number of other minor
zamindar clans like Desai zamindars, waghela Thakurs, and

Rahwur Thékurs.5 Two other zaminddris namely those of Solankee

1. TS op.cit. po. 83, 53, 62, 63, 79, 96.
<. ain p. 119,

3. Ipbid., p. 120.

4. Ras 2413 p. 223.

oid., p. 340.

n
[
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1, . .
and Sonugerra Chauhans™ in wagar(located between Idar and
frontier of Mewar Kingdom are also mentioned in kas iidla

where these are descriped as the dependenciess c©f ldar,.

3esides these zamindars located on the periphery of

the Sultanate there also existed Hindu zamindaris in its
(]

heart land represented by the sarkars of ahmadabad, Baroda
and Broach etc. Jhalawar situated in the ncrth west on the
confines of Sorath was controlled by the Girasia Rajputs.2
To the north of Jhalawar was the zamindari of kandal which
was controlled by a non-Rajput group of Kolis, Other important

zamindaris in the same tract were Gohils of Ranpur,3 Gohils4

- . .5 - =~ L= s s g
of Nadot and Girasia™ oif Dandwana, The Mirat-i-ahmadi also
!

mentions Girasia Rajputs,Kolis, Kathis, Jats, Kah&rs,
Rathors, Jadijas, Rasrans and Makwan3hs continuing for
generations as zamzndars of Rajpipla, Mohan, Lunawarah,

Nawanagar, 3aryah, Bahrai, Jhapah and Jharmandavi respectively?

1. Ras Mala, p. 250,
2. ¥MS op.cit., p. 41l.
3. Ras M3l3, p. 279.

4, Ain op.cit,, p. 254.

5. & p. 254.
6

. MA supp. p. 225.



These zamindidrs plaved & very importent role in the

political and economic histcry of the Sultenate oI Gujzrat.
Muzaffar Shah I, the founder of the Sultanate, spent most

of his time in consclideting his power by crushing the powver
of these zamindars. They appeared to be always engaged in
attempts to overthrow the Nuzaffar Shdhi dynasty. Their
regions alsc became the centres of refuge for the recalcit-

rant elements among the nobles of the Sultans.

In 1411 A.D., FAroz Khdn, son of Muzaffar Shah revolted
for the first time and his supporters Bayagdas and Jivand
were sent to contact leading zamindars of Gujarat urging them
to join the revolt collectively.1 In the same year, when
FEroz Khdn renewed his revolt after a brief interruption
he was supported by a large number of the chiefs, most
conspicuous amongst whom was Rai Ranmal of Idar., On that occa-
sion after their defeat Féroz Khan and Rai Ranmal fled and took
shelter in the hills of Idar. However, scme time later this
alliance between the rebellious elements led by Feroz gpgn
and Raja Idar seems to have terminated. Due to the fear of
the Sul;gn's revenge, the Raja withdrew his support from Feroz
Khan and behaved treacherously towards the fugitive noble.
While Feéroz Khan escaped, his treasures and elephants were

seized by the Raja and sent to the Sultdn as a token of his

1. Nigdmuddin Ahmad, Tabagdt-i-ikbari, Vol. III, ed, by B.Dey
and Maulvi Hidavat Husain, Calcutta, Bibliothica Indica
1935, p. 96, Here after see TA; TIF p. 182,
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submission.,

In 1413 A.D., Ahmad Sarkhéji, $h3h Malik, Shér malik,
Sulaimdn Afgggh and a few other nobles revolted and they
were supported by zamindars including Katha Satrasal Girasia
of Jhalawar, after the rebellious nobles and their zamindar
supporters were defeatéd by the Sulggn, they were given
refuge by Rai of Junagarh who thus also incurred the
hostility of the Sulgén.2 As a punitive measure, the Sulgéh
led an expendition against Rai of Junagarh. Girnar was
beseiged and the chief was compelled to pay the tribute. On
this occasion, other zamindd3rs of Sorath also accepted
tributary status. According to Sikandar; this was the first
occasion that zamindars of Sorath including the chief of
Junagarh agreed to pay the tribute tec the Sulséh of Gujarat.3

The most serious attempt made by the zamindars of
Gujarat to overthrow the newly fcrmed Sulgahate came in
1416 A.b., when they rebelled enmasse and even invited the
Sul;éﬁ of Malwa to attack Gujarat. The chiefs who took a
leading part in this rebellicn were Raja of Champaner,

Satrasal Girasia of Jhalawar and Teri Raja of Nadaut, It

l. MS, p. 39; Ta III, p. 100,

3. ﬁ‘él Do 46.

-



was on behalf of these chieis that Sulggh Hushang of kalwa
was invited to attack Gujerat with the promise of tneir
full support to the lialwa ruler. ahen the Sulgén of Malwa
did invade Gujarat, the zamindars of Sorath who had became
tributaries in 1413 a.,D. turned refractory and refused to
give tribute.1 But it seems that the wide spread militancy
of zaminddrs on this occasion was prompted mainly by a
general feeling among them to the effect that they could
easily dismantle the Sultanate of Gujarat. as soon as the
Gujaréfi ruler succeeded in repelling Su;téh Hushang's
advance into Gujarat, the zaminddrs of Idar, Champaner and
Nadaut promptly made peace with their Sulgﬁn once again

agreeing to pay tribute.

In view of the persistent hostility of the zamindars
from the very beginning, the Sulténs of Sujarat tocok special
steps to curb them. Sultan Ahmad Shah had commissioned one
cf his leading officers Malik Tobfg (entitled Tajul Mulk)
tc put down the turbulent zamindars and to realize the taxes
from them with a strong hand. Farishta says that this
officer performed his duty with such diligence that the

terms mdwss and giras (used for the regions contrclled by

1. M3, p. 47;_Ta II1I, p. 104.
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the different zamindars)fell in cisuse in Gujarat.

It seems that after the initial rebesllions were put
down with a heavy hand, the zamindars were gradually
reconciled to the regional sSultanate. Subseguently, many
of them participeted in tne expeditions undertaken by the
Gujardti Sultans in different directions., In 1421-22 a.L.,
when Sultdn Ahmad Sh&h invaded ialwa, the Raja of Dandwana
who accompanied him on his expeditiocn was killed with his
five hundred Rajput retainers.2 Similarly in 1482 A.D.,

Raja of Idar3

collaborated with lahmud Begarah in his
expedition, against Champaner which resulted in the annex-
ation of this strategically placed territory of the Sultanate

of Gujarat.

1. TF II, p. 184; Girds: rhe term girds has keen used in
Gujarat from tlmelmmequui.to indicate the lands and
villages to Junior membars of the Rajput ruling families
that came and settled down in the land and these Cadets
came to be called Girdsids. iIn course of time gir3s came
tc mean an heriditary landed patrimony. In the latter
period of the Sultanate ‘t is known as an exaction taken
by theé turbulent zamind3rs From the ra*y“tl v111cgec-
Ras la p. 568; s pE. 173-4; liawas: The territories
of the rebellious zaminddrs which were claimed by the
Sulths cnly on the paper put refused to pay the tribute,
Irfan Habib, aAgrarien -System of raughal iIndia, p. 331.

oo ]iﬁé p. 54: T:ﬂ b" 110.

3. Ras Mala p. 284,
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On the other hand from the very beginning the
attitude of the rulers of Gujarat towards the zamindars had
two well defined facts., They were extremely suspicious and
basically hostile towards the powerful chieftainships
located mainly on the periphery of the kingdom. Thus the
big zamindars of Junagarh, Jagat and Champaner were toler-
ated for some time only because these were too powerful to
be so easily eliminated. But their existence was always
considered a threat to the security of the Sdl;gnate of
Gujarat. Each one of them was pounced at and distroyed by
the Sultans of Gujarat at the first opportunity that offered
itself to them. But on the other hand, the Sultans were
extremely accomodating towards the lesser chiefs and inter-
mediary zamindars in general. All those chiefs of this
category like those of Sirohi, Idar, Wagar, Nadaut, Rajpipla,
Jhalawar, Bhuj and Jam of Sorath were left unmolested and
some time were given positions in the state. According to

the author of Mirdt-i-Ahmadi, the big zamindars who held

many parganas, their talluga settled upon them on the
conditions of their joining service and maintaining troops
in the same way as by a "jagirdar" i.e. every one was to be
present with his troops, horse as well as foot, according to

his resources and strength. In lieu of this they were exempted
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from paying tribnte.1 S.C, Misra seems correct while writing
about these zamindars that no tribute could be realized from

them but technically they were designated as tributaries.2

The zamindar elements in the heartland of the Sultanate
were completély subjugated. They were re-granted % share of
their total land called banth on the condition of performing
some military duties and also paying salami to the assign-
ments holders. They performed pahra and chauki in their
respective native places., The ¥%:share of their land, called
talpad was taken by the state.3 It is reported by Sikandar
bin Manjhu that the banth land was also brought under the
direct control of the government by Sulfan Mahmud Shah III
in 1545 A.,D. According to him, when the orders were issued
for the resumption of banth land, the Girdssidh Chiefs of
Idur, Sirohi, Dungerpur, Banswa¥Yah, Lonawarah, Rajpipls,
and other located in the vally of the river Mahindri, Halod
as well as those of other strongholds on the frontier began
to raise disturbances, But the Sulgéh strengthened his

military posts. He established the th3na- at Sirohi and Idar

1. MA I, p. 22, 173-74; Para Translated by Irfan Habib in
Agrarian System of Mughal India, p. 142.

2. S.C., Misra, "Some Aspects of the Economy of the Sultanate
of Gujerat", PIHC, 1982, p. 245.

3. MA supp. p. 229, & I, pp. 22, 173=74.
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and ordered his soldiers stationed at these thanas to
extirpate the very name of Rajput and Kolil from there,

In consequence of such orders, "the Muhammadan faith
obtained such superiority in those parts", according to
Sikandar Manjhu, "that no Hindu was allowed to rise on horse
back or to weal clothing unless distinguished by a patch of
red cloth on the shoulder". Every man of them was branded on
the arm, and if any Rajput or Koli was.found without the
brand he was put to death. They were, moreover prevented
from exhibiting any public festivities such as diwdli and
ggli and the open practice of idol worship.1 This is however,
nothing but an exagerated description of the suppression of

two particular Hindu zamindar by the state,

Inspite of the Sikandar bin Manjhu's assertions to
that effect, it seems doubtful that all the banth land was
really resumed by the state. In this regarés A.,K, Forbes
impreésion seems to be more correct. He states that the
orders of ressumption could not be implemented owing to the
persistant insurrections of the zamindars. In support of his

statement Forbes writes, "the fact remains beyond dispute

lo IV_LE ppc 363"4.



that their (i.e. zamindar's) descendants, inspite of many

subsequent danger, still possess the soil of which it was

1 Moreover, statement in Mirat-i-

sought to deprive them".
Ahmadi that in the latter periocd, owing to the weak admin-
Almadl

istration, the gggiggggg not only seized the talpad but also
levied exactions called girds from the raiyati villages,

corroborates the fact that the zaminddrs were not deprived

of their zamindari (banath).2

Some of the lesser zamindars of the mauggg of Mandawah,
Ghorasur, Antar Samah having embrassed Islam entered into
separate agreements with the Sultans which endorsed
their title and possession of their lands and the
Sultans were committed to protect them. But also they had
to pay annual Eéshka§§.3 There are several other instances
of a similar nature, For example, Haluji Parmar, a nephew
of the Ranji Gohil of Ranpur and his younger brother, got
converted to Isl3m at the time Of their reconciliation. Appar-
ently, encouraging zamindars to be converted was the policy

of a number of the Sulgﬁhs. This was particularly the

1. Ras Mala, p. 298.
2. MA I, pp. 173-4.

3. MA supp.., p. 190,



attitude of Mahmud Begarah. According to the author of

Tarikh-i-Sorath, Mahmud Begarah had offered to confer on

Haluji several parganas as a reward for his conversion.

when he asked for the town of Ranpur which belonged to his
uncle his reguest was promptly granted., Similarly, a younger
brother of Haluji i;so became a Muslim. As a reward he
received the grant of twenty four villages of Botad, which

his discendants held for several generations.1 According to

the author of Tarikh-i-Sorath, they assumed the position of

Muslim zamindars. Rai of Junagarh also became Muslim and
was entitled Khan-i-Jah3n and was also given a "Jagir".
The territory of Junagarh was allowed to be held by his
off-springs who came to be called Raizddadhs. Arrangement
seems to have been that while the Raizddas were the assig-
nment holders, the thanadars were also appointed to levy
the saldml (land-tax) on behalf of the Sulpéh.z There were
also on record a few cases of zamindars being compelled to
accept Islam by the Sult‘:‘ans.3 Thus, it would appear that
the conversion of zamindars to Isl&m was perceived by the

Sultans as an effective means for securing their submission.

l. Ras MJ1E, p. 565.
2. TS, p. 125.

3. Ras M3la, p. 254.



From this study it may be-concluded that in the
Sultanate of Gujarat the bigger chiefs, like those of
Gehlots of Junagarh, Badhels of Sankocdhar and Jagat,
Girasias of Idar and Rawals of Champaner were most of
the time hostile towards the Sulggns and endeavoured to
over-throw them, some time even with the help of the
neighbouring ruler. On the other hand, the intermediary
and primary zaminddrs and even some of the bigger ones
located in the heartlahd of the Sultanate tended to £O£m
an important segment of its power base., It also appears
that in most of the areas including those dominated by the
bigger chiefs, in addition to the dominant zamindar clans
there also existed minor clans possessing subordinate
zamindari right, and perquisites, The smaller or minor
- c¢lans representing the vast majority of the intermediary
and primary zamindars in the long run, seem to have switched
their allegiance to the Sulgéhs, thus substantially weakening

the struggle of the bigger chiefs to thwart the consolidation

of the Sultanate of Gujarat.



Chapter=V

Composition of the Nobility Under the Sultans of Gujarat

»»

This chapter is intended to work out the composition
of the nobility of the Sultanate of Gujarat (1407-1572 A.D.)
in the light of the evidences drawn from Persian chronicles
as well as inscriptions and traditions..For the purpose
of this study, the nobles, being the officers of the king
who rendered military service and received payments in
return for that service, are treated as a category distinct

from that of the minor court functionaries,

It is a well known fact that in most o©f the

medieval Indian states, a major part of the financial

-~ N

resources of the states were shared by the nobles who also
exercised influence on the state in different fields. It
may thus be assumed that the basic cultural ethos of the
Sultanate of Gujarat was influenced, to a considerable
extent, by the strength in which the persons of diverse
cultural backgrounds and affiliations were represented in
its nobility. The present study, therefore, could be
described as aiming at discerning the total cultural ethos
of the Sultanate of Gujarat by identifying the ethnical

and other components of its nobility.
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Regarding the identifiéation of the nobles as a
social group I would agree with M.N, Pearson's statement
that the minor court functionaries and the tribute paying
zaminddrs should not be included in the category of the
nobility. But in this connection the question that remains
to be answered is as to who are the people that would meet
the description of minor court functionaries. One very simple
description that can bé given would be that those personnel
in the service of the king who did not perform any-military
duty and therefore did not receive any payment for military
services in the form of assignments or cash salaries would
come under the category of the petty functionaries. In other
words the description of a noble would apply only to a
person who undertook to maintain a contingent and serve in
the administration in different capacities for which he
would receive payment from the king. The functionaries of the
state like clerks, accountants, revenue collectors, diroqgés

of kS}EPEnEiEt, muhtdsibs, gaziz and muftis who neither

performed that kind of duties nor received high payments
reserved for military service, would thus be excluded from
the category of the nobles. The points of distinction
between them and the nobles were -very clear. while both were
in the service of the king and both received payments from

the king for the jobs they performed, the nature of work done



by minor functionaries was not connected with the maintenawmtt
of troops and military campaigns that would often be in

progress in one or the other part of the kingdom.

Whi;e preparing a list of the nobles of the kingdom
of Gujarat for the purpose of this study 1 havé taken care
to ignore all those persons about whom the sources give an
impression that they were not connected with military services.
This kind of identification is based on the scrutiny of the
titles, designations or the nature of the jobs or duties of
a noble mentioned in a source. I have accepted all those
persons as “nobles" who are inferred to in the chronicles
and inscriptions with the different designations like wazir,

sard3r, mugt3 h3akim, kh3n, malik, sipahsaldr, mir-i-lashkar,

§piqd5r, wajihddr, hajib, kotwal, jégfrdér and mantri. It is

assumed that a person referred to with any one of these
designations was enjoying the position of an amir or noble

of high or low status. Similarly, any gerson mentioned as
enjoying a title conferred on him by the king is also accepted
as a noble, or the status of individuals as nobles is also
inferred on the strength of the lists, that are sometimes

given by chroniclers, of the persons sent on expeditions or
killed .or wounded in action, or defying the Sultdn's authority.

In making such inference I have-been guided by the assumption



that in most cases the Chroniclers would include in their lists
of campaigns only those military personnel who had the status
of the military officers of the king. Among them of course a
distinction is always made between the zaﬁindéfs.and the nobles.
If in any sucﬁ list a person is clearly identified as a
zamindar who had not at any time formally enrolled as an amir
cf the Sultan, his name is not included?%he list of the

Gujarét@ﬁobles.l

In order to study the composition of the Gujarati
nobility, I have tried to prepare a complete list of the
nobles who served the Sult@ns of Gujarat at any point of
time, with the help of Persian Chronicles part1§ supplemented

by epigraphical records, travellers®

accounts as well as the
traditions. The nobles included in this list are further
identified in terms of their cultural and social backgrounds

and then grouped together into the following important

categories:-

l. This list is given in appendix entitled "Short Biographies
of the Nobles of the Sultanate of Gujarat",
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(a) Local Muslims; (b) Local Hindu and Rajput zamindars;
(c) Outside elements including Indian Muslims,Rajputs and
other Hindus from outside Gujarat as well as €lements

coming from the regions outside India.

In the ensuing paragraph I am first going to state
the criterion that I have used for identifying individual

nobles belonging to these different categories.

The task of making this kind of identification be¢omes
very difficult owing to the fact that in the case of a large
number of nobles whose names one comes across in the chronicles,
it is not easy always to determine as to what was their
cultural and ethnical background . Thése names do not tell
any thing more than their identification as Hindus or Muslims
or as belonging to different castes and tribes of Local and

foreign origin.

As far as the category of the local Muslims is
concerned, for the sake of easier identification I have used
a rather arbitrary criterion. All those about whom it is
known that they were already holding administrative and
other positions in Gujarat, before the establishment of the
Kingdom of Gujarat as an independent state as well as their

descendants are counted among the local muslims. Among these
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nobles are included those belonging to groups like Taunks,

KhatrIs, ! Bhand3ris,? Bahlims, > Bambani,? quﬁéns,s

cexrtain

Bukh3ri Saiyids6 as well as/converted Rajput zamindars

2.

5.

Khatris are a trading community in the South Punjab and _
in the North India, Tanks were the subcast of the Khatris
to which Gujarat ruling dynasty belonged. S.C.Misra, MCG
p. 81.

Bhandaris were a Rajput tribe of North India. Some of the

Bhandarls were established at Mahim (Modern Bombay) before

the Conquest of the Gujarat by Delhi Sultan.R.E. Enthoven,
The Tribes and Caste of Bombay, Delhi. 1975, Vol. I, p. 97.

Bahlims were converted Hindu Rajputs, S.C. Misra, MCG, p. 81.

In the context of Fayz Allah Bambani, noble of the reign
of 'Sultah Mahmud Bggarah' (1459=1511 A.D.) Mf.*B.M. Tirmizi
writes' that since generations the members of the Bambani
family were in _the service of the Gujarat Sultans,

See "Are Tablgat—i-Mahmid Shahi, MIthir-i~-Mahmdd Shahi

and Tarlkh-l-Sadr-l—Jahan Identical"™, P1HC, 1947, p. 327.

Afghans were nobles in Gujarat even before the establishment
of the Sultanate of Gujarat. Barani gives the details of the
rebellions of Afghan nobles during the reign of Muhammad

bin Tughlaq, TFS, pp. 507-523.

Bukhari Saiyids were in the service of the Gujarat Sultdns .
with the foundation of the Gujaradti Sultanate. Bayley
History of Gujarat, p. 60.
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who continued to call themselves Rais, Rawats or Raja,

Identification of the Hindu nobles is quite easy
because of their names which are so different from the names
of the Muslim' nobles. In the case of Hindu names, Sometimes
surnames would also indicate tﬁe caste or professional
status of the group to which the noble belonged. Sometimes
in the cases-of the Chiefs, their territories are als¢s
mentioned with their names making it possible to demarcete
them from ordinary Hindus, Some of the Hindus whose names
have caste and other suffixes are as follows: Manik Chanda
and Motichanda: - Vanid, Malik Gopizunn3rdar (Brahmin) Sadhu
Tank, Jiwan Das Khatri, Bahar Jiv, Raja of Baglana, Nar
Singh De¥a nephew of the Raja of Gwalior. These names are
obviously helpful not only in identifying’a noble belonging
to the broad Hindu category but also indicate whether the
noble concerned was a zamindar or belonged to some other

social or professional category.

From the very beginning slaves were.recruited in

the Gujarat nobility. In the chronicles the nobles who were

slaves are identified by the terms - Ghulém} Bandéh,2

Pp. 41, 168, 162, 345; TIF pp. 188, 202,

I& &

?O\ 58; El po 138.
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ﬁbid,l and Diram khafidéh.z In certain cases these slave

origins are inferred from the titles Knasakhils® ana

TImadul Mulk.4 The word Khasakhil is translated by S.C.

Misra and M.L, Rahman as slave noble. Regarding the title
of Im3dul Mulk, Hajji-ud-Dabir clearly states that it was
reserved for the slave nobles of the SulEéns. Besides this

5 that all

I also agree with the view of M.S. Commissariat
the ?abashi nobles were slaves, as these ﬁubashi@ were the
prisoners or the descendants of the prisoners who were
brought to Gujarat for the first time by Amir Mu§tafé‘Rﬁmz
in 1531 A.D.6 Lastly, I-am also inclined to count all those
nobles whose names carry suffix “Sulgénz" among the slaves.
This might be justified with reference to an established

practice in the Delhi Sultanate to refer to the slave nobles

as Turk3n-i-Sultani or just Sulgéhi which appears to have

survived down to the sixteenth century. The earliest

reference suggesting such a practice in herhaps Minha j= U5~

1. Abid and Diram Kharigah are translated by Z.2, Desai as
a slave, EIAPS 1962,

2, Ibid,

3. MS, Introduction, p. 115.
4, AHG, P 246.
5. Commissariat, Vol. I, pp. 338, 469,

6. AI{G; p. 188.



Siraj's description of slaves who revolted against

Maizuddin Babfém in 1242 A.,D., as TurkEh-i-Sulténi}.

The continuation of this practice down to the middle of

sixteenth century is suggested by the use of suffix

Sultani with the name of Shérshdh's famous noble Hajl

Khah Sultdni.?

Nobles who had migrated either from the regions,

outside India or from the other parts of the world, are

kept in the category of the outside elements. Surnames

referring to territories or places that are sometimes

used with the proper names have been important indicators

of the origins of many nobles. In many cases, a noble was

placed in the category of the outside elements if his

surname suggested that he hailed from a place outside

Gujarat and at the same time it is also known that he

entered the service for the first time or that he was not

a son of a person who was already in the service of the

us~
1. Minhaj- Sirdj, Tubqat-i-Naslrl ed. Abdul Hay Habib,

2.

Kabul, 1963, I, p. 469, I1I, pp. 27, 42.

Mushtaqi, Raziqullah wag'3t-i-Mushtagi, Rotagraph of the
M$, B.M. Add. 11,633 tf. 73a-b & Abbas Khan Sarwdani
Tarikh-i-Sh&rshahi, Habib Ganj Collection, MS, Ma Library,
A.M.U., Aligarh f. 99a. quoted by I.H. Siddiqui, Some
Aspects of Afghan Dispotism in India, Aligarh, 1969,

p. 115, According to I.H, Siddiqui, the term Sultanl was
used for the slaves duting the pre-iughal and the Mughal
period. op.cit. fn.




Sultan. But sometimes, the title like Firangi gpén or Ruimi-
éﬁéﬂ are alsoc suggestive of the fact, that the persons on
whom these were conferred were of Portuguese or Cttoman
origins respectively. This criterion has also been used by
me for identifying the outside elements among the Gujarétf

nobles.,

In the category of the Epghazéds, we have included
only those nobles, irrespective of the fact whether they
jwere Gujaréti or outsiders, slaves or non slaves, who were
at least second generation nobles in the service of the
Sultans of Gujarat. It is possible to place a noble in a
particular category on the strength of even a #light sugg=-
estion in the sources to the effect that he was holding a

title or assignment previously helé by his father or some

other family members,

‘On analysing the list of the total number of nobles
who had served under the Sultans of Gujardt during 1407-
1572 A.D,, we are able to discern certain features of the
Gujardti nobility for which we have no direct qualitative

information in the sources.

A break-up of this list clearly indicates that the

Gujaratl nobility throughout the period of our study, was
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a heterogenous body of men. Within its ranks were nobles
coming from regions ou§side Gujarat, as well as GujarStI
Muslims and non Muslims including Hindu zamindars. Persons
hailing from Iran, Turdn, Yttoman Empire, Europe and
certain parté of Africa (Euthopia) were also present among
the outside elements. This heterogenous character of the
Gujaréfi nobility would become evident from the following

table:
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However, inspite of the heterogenous character of
the Gujaréti nobility it is also evident from the above
break-up that the local Muslims were its single biggest
component. If ome keeps in mind the fact that the number
of outsiders in this nobility had got augmented mainly
after the incorporation of a large number of aabashis,

RUmis in the first quarter of the 16th century, then it
becomes evident that at the time of the establishment of

the Sultanate of Gujarat in 1407 A.D., the preponderence

of the local elements in the nobility would have been still
greater. If the small number of the local chiefs is also
added to this, the strength of the local elements would be
about 73% of the total strength of the nobility as indicated
by the table. It would in turn tend to give an impression
that the Gujardti state during 1407-1572 A.D., was basically
a regional power, drawing its support from ' the local
power structures, particularly those involving the Muslim
ruling groups which had been living in Gujarat since a

fairly long time,

Another important feature of the Gujardti nobility
was the presence within its fold of a sizeable number of:

slaves and second generation nobles whom we prefer to call
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khanazads. This feature can be discerned from the following

break up of the total list.

Table Lo, 2

Khanazads Rest Total

44 (17%) 236 (83%) 280

Table No., 3

Slaves Rest Total

62 (22%) 218 (78%) 28Q

As is evident from the above break up the slaves
constituted 22% of the total strenth of the nobility.
Obviously in the state of Gujarat, the slave nobles were
an important element that would often Ee used by the
Sulgéns for curbing the power and privileges of the free
born nobles who, apparently, were more firﬁly rooted in
the regional power structures, It is significant that the
strength of the slaves in the nobility increased remarkably
during the reign of Bahadur Shah (1526-1537 A,D.) who is
known for his derive to strengthen centralization within
the Sulganate and also for a policy of territorial expansion,
Most of the dabashi slaves who were so powerful in Gujarat
at the time of its conquest by Akbar, were recruited in the

Gujarat nobility by Bahadur Shah.



The fact that 17% of the total number of Gujardti
nobility were E?énazéds i.,e. second generation nobles
would go to show that inspite of the anxiety of the
Sultan to promote centralization, the element of the
continuity of the privileges and authority within certain
families of the nobles was quite strong. There is ample
evidence on record suggesting that the nobles of this
category were often encouraged to defy the authority of
the Sultan. This is for example, suggested by the case of
an Afghan noble, who revolted during the reign of Sulpﬁh
ahmad Shah I. This Afghan noble, Bektars entitled'kgam
(son of Adam Afghan son of Sulaimdn Afghan) after succeeding
to his father's ig%é‘of Baroda, is reported to have revolted
twice first in 1411 A,D.,, and again in 1413 A.D. Finally he
was obliged to flee from Gujarét.1 Similarly, all the
nobles who rebelled in 1411 A.D,, along with Bektars were
gpghézgds. The main cause of this rebellion was apparently,
the attempt of the Central authority to re-distribute the
assignments. This strongly suggested by Nigamuddfn Ahmad's
statement that the nobles surrendered before the Sultan on
the condition that they would be given back their old
gg§§§g In accordance with this condition, Féroz Khan the

uncle of Sultan Ahmad Shah I, was given the igtE‘ of
. 'K

1. EIAPS 1968, pp. 18-19; MS pp. 30, 40; TA III, pp. 96-97.
2. TA III p, 96.



[
[
~1

Navsari in place of Baroda while the latter plece was

restored to Bektars.1

It would appear that throughout the 15th century
there was continuous_pressure from the nobles on the
Sulpénjfgg:should accept their permanent or even
heriditary claims over the territories held by them as
their assignments. This is for example, borne out by the
case of Al3ul Mulk Ulugh Kbdn's son.‘Aldul Mulk Ulugh khéan
was the governor of Sultanpur dufing the reign of Sulgéh
ngubuddih Ahmad Shah and for some time in the beginning
of the reign of Sultdn Mahmud Begardh as well, When, he,
died, his son, Alaf gpﬁh was given Modasa as an assignment.
But he was not satisfied with this arrangement and claimed
Sultanpur, He finally turned a rebel, In 1494-5 A.,0., he
started to territorizing thé people and alsc fought with
the governor of Sultanpur. Malik Azizul Mulk Shaikhan,

apparently with an aim to occupy that place by force.

Eventually, failing to achieve much success, he asked the

1. Tarikh-i-Muzaffar Sh3hi (of anonymous) India Office
Library, MS no. 3842, Department of History in A.M.U.,
Aligarh has its MF No, 428 p. 34. Here after see TMSz



Sulgén ior a pardon.1 According tc Nigamuddzn Ahmad, since

he was a Khanazad, the Sult3n was pursuaded to excuse him, 2
———— " :

The aspirations of the nobility for heriditary claimes over

the territories of assignment were partly met by Sultan

Mahmid Begardh's order to the effect that the territories

held by the nobles would be transferred, as a rule, to

their sons after their deaths.3

This naturally would have
not only increased the privileges of the nobility in general,
but would also have paved the way.-for a sharp rise in the

number of second generation nobles, thus strengthening the

/élement of continuity in the nobility.

But the %Pénézéd nobles subsequently proved to be
very recalcitrant. There were repeated rebellions by this
section of the nobility. After Mahmud Begarah, eventually
the Gujarati Sultans started prefering new elements in the
nobility because it was hoped that newly recruited first
generation nobles would be much more dependent on the Sulpéh
than other nobles and thus, it would be easier to control

them. This policy was adopted by Sultan Mugaffar Shah II and

pp. 113, 146; TF p. 196, AHG p. 31.
III p. 1le64.

>
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p. 100,



Sultan Bahddur Shah. Muzaffar Shah II gave the charge of
ldar to Malik Husain Bahmani entitled, Nigémul Mulk after
dismissing from there Nusratul Mulk who belonged to an

old family of the Gujaratl nobility.l According to Sikandar,
all the nobies belonging to this category were displeased
over this appointment as Nigéhul Mulk was a foreigner. They
set themselves to watch for an opportunity of ruining
Ni%Smul Mulk.2 Despite this adverse reaction of the old
nobles this policy continued to grow. The accession of
Bahadur Shah in fact brought about a radical change in

the composttion of the nobility. The author of TSfiEp-i-

Salé%In-i-GujarEt writes that Bahddur Shah disbanded

the entire lot of the Gujaréti officers and appointed
foreigners3 to high administrative posts. Just after his
accession, hé executed all those leading nobles who had
opposed his accession.4 and could prove dangerous in
carrying out the administration. As a skillful Sulgén,

Bahadur Shah balanced one faction against another. In

1., MS p. 193; TA III, pp. 184, 198.
2. MS p. 193.
3. TSG p. 30; The term for the foreigner is used Ghariban.

4. Imadul Mulk, Saifuddin, Qaisar Khan and Ulugh Khdn were
put to death at that time while others like Azdul Mulk
and Muhafiz Khan saved their lives by fleeing from Gujarit,
All these nobles were the murderers of Sultan Sikandar.
MS pp. 262-5; TA_ III, pp. 204-5. -



other words, he increased his cbntrol over the old nobility
and encouraged the new nobility which largely consisted of
foreigner. After a mass massacre of the old nobilit&ihe
prunced on the sons of a great noble, Malik Ayaz, named
Malik Isp§q~and Malik Tuq?éh. Malik Ishag succeeded his
father in 1582 A.,D., as the ggg%é‘of Sorath as well as the
gggig of p;q.l wWhen Bahadur Shah ascended the throne he

did not come to pay homage even after being called by the
-Sultan and sent a word that he had to remain in Diu in
order to defend it from the Portuguese. Bahadur Shah cons-
idered it a challenge to his authority and started against
this noble who was also reported to have had negotiated’
with the Portuguese. Finally, he was compelled to flee from
Gujarét.2 In accordance with the existing rule, his

territory was transferred to his younger brother Malik Tughéh.3

1. Mansab of Malik Ayaz was conferréed upon Malik-Ishaq,
see M-S De 203,

2., Jao de Barros, Asia (Lisloon 1945-46) IV, V, 6; F-de
. Andrade, Chronica do muyto _alto e muyto Poderoso Rey
destes Renos de Portugal Dom Jao O L1l deste Nome

(Coimbra, 1796) I1 193-4; Diogdas Couto, Da Asia
(Lisbon 1778-88) 1v, i, 7-8; IV,Vvii, 2; IV, vii, 4;
viii, 3; IV, IX,1l; quoted by M.N., Pearson in MRG

p. 74; MS pp. 265-66, 274, 280, After the removal of
Malik Tughan in 1526 A.D, Diu was given to Qiwamul

Mulk and Sorath to Mujahid Khdn Bahlim. This evidence
indicates that the Soratha which was resumed from
Malik Ayaz in 1520 A.D. was re-allotted to him after
some times., In 1531 A.D, only Diu was allotted to Malik
Ishaq the younger brother of Malik Tughan. MS p. 266.

3. MS p. 274; Only Diu was given to Malik Tughan.
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But within a few days Malik Tughan was also deprived of

this territory which was subsequently assigned to a foreigner
Amir Mu§taf§~Rﬁm3.1 These steps of Bahadur Shah clearly
indicated that he wanted to weaken Malik Ayaz's family

which had become too powerful as a consequence their control-
ling the lucrative territories Sorath and Diu. This transfer
was executed without any valid reason being given for it.
Some time, after his removal from Diu, Malik Tuggéh was

executed at the order of the Sulpéb.'

1. AHG p. 189,



Chapter -~V1I

Institutional Features of the Gujaratl wtobility

In this chapter an attempt is made to analyse the evidence
having bearing on the imstitutional features.of the nobility of
the kingdom of Gujarat which is treated as an essential and
predominant component of the ruling clcss. Despite paucity of
the direct evidence presenting a difficult problem, an attempt
is made here to probe the different aspects of the position
of the nobility, ranging from its role in the economy and
administration to such detailed matters as the titles held
by them, posts allowed to them or proceduré@s followed in the

transfers and dismissals of the nobles.

There does not, however, exist any document or passage
in a chronicle having bearing on the institutional aspect of
the relationship between the Gujardci Sulté@ns and their nobles.
It is nowhere recorded in detail as to what was the nature
of the assignment system through which political authority
as well as financial resources were distributed among the
nobles. As a matter of fact, this problem has not yet been
examined carefully by the modern historians. S.C. Misra does
make a very general remark in the passing about the nature
of the assignments that were made by the Sulgéhs to the nobles

of Gujarat but it obviously suffers from a number of conceptual
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problems as well as from the infirmity of the supporting

evidence. According to him -"The nobleshellarge tracts of

land on payment of 'quit-rent' very akin to the tribute paid
Y

by

the Rajput rulers to the Sul§5ﬁs".1 This generalizaticn of

S.C. Misra would be acceptable to the extent, it is attested by

the prevenlence of an assignment system in the kingdom of

Gujarat which, apparently, had the same features as the igta®

£
system of the Delhi Sultanate in which mugta collected the

land revenue due to the Sultan during the latter's pleasure

and appropriated a portion of the collection for maintaining

troops which he was called upon to send at the direction of

the Sulgﬁh.2 The mugtgzwas thus a revenue collector as well

as an army paymaster.B'This is of course also borne by the

1.

2,

S.C. Misra, RMPG p. 209.

The nature of the assignment in Gujarat is highlighted by

a piece of evidence cited by Pearson from a Portuguese
source:~Malik-ayaz (the hakim of the port of Diu) in letter
addressed to a Portuguese governor who visited Diu,
apologised for his deficient hospitality, explaining that
“he was nothing more than a Custom Collector for the king
of Cambay" Castanheda, Historia do discobrimento e
Conquista da India Pelos Portugueses III,CXIV quoted by
M.N, Pearson in MRG p. 71.

Irfan Habib in, CEHI I p. 683 It may be pointed out that most
of the modern scholars like Irfan dabib, I.H. Quraishi (The
administration of the Sultanate-of Delhi, Delhi 1971, pp. 107,
201, 202) I.H, Siddiqul %The Composition of the Nobility

Under the Lodi Sultans"”, Medieval Indian Miscellany Vol., 1V,
pp. 10-66) and Z.A. Desai (EIAPS 1963 p. 34) have wrongly

used the term mugti for the igt3*holder which has been ciearly
objected by Moreldnd who remarks that the term mugti is a
doubtful expression first used by Blockmann (Ain, I, “"p. 296)




terms that are used for assignments in the Chronicles as well
as inscriptions which are often the same as those used in the
Delhi Sultanate during the 14th century. These terms are khitta,

iqtgf shig, gasba, pargana, wil3vat and jsgi}. The terms used
ve []

for the holder of the assignments are mugta’, hakim, shiqdar,

wajihdar and janrdar.l

It is not to be found in the dictionaries nor in the literature.

See The Agrarian 8System of Mulsim India, Delhi 1968,pp. 74.
275. That the term mugta‘is the correct reading: is corrobe- -
rated by several inscriptions. See EIAPS 1963, pp. 33-34;
1968, p. 22; 1974, pp. 35-37; EIM, 1939, pp. 2-3.

1, For the list of assignments and assignment-holders see
appendix no, 2 entitled "List of Reference of A ssignment in
the Sultanate of Gujarat 1407-1572"; For explaining the
assignment system of the Sultanate of Gujarat I have
prepared a list of 86 references to the cases of nobles
holding assignments. This list is arranged in &-chronolo-
gical order and with each reference the Chronicle from
which it is taken is also cited, This list would highlight
the nature of the assignment system of Gujarat Sultanate
in a number of ways., Firstly, it indicates the terms used
for assignments and assignment holders in Gujarat Sultanate
at different points of times, This in turn enables one to
discern the direction of the changes that were gradually
taking place 1n assignment system of Gujarat Sultanate,
Secondly, the list brings out the extent to which the
element of continuity obtained in the system. It could be
gauged from a number of cases which go to suggest that
after the death of an assignee his assignment would be
taken over by one of his sons or some other close relation
of the deceased. But at this point, I mustahowevergadmit
a8 serious limitation of my list. I have not included in
this list references where the name of the assigned territory
is not given by the chronicles. This would mean that many
of the indirect references\have been excluded from thig
list. Despite this limdtati 2list should, howeverpecongidered
useful for the perception of some of the important ‘features
of the assignment system of Gujarat Sultanate.
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But the use of the term "quit rent" for payment made
by the assignment~holders to the central treasury zndalso
its comparison with the tribute paid by the chiefs to the
king is not an accurate description of the institutional
arrangement. . that seem to have existed in the assignment
system of the Gujarat Sultanate., The payments made by
the the assignees to the central treasury were apparently
in the nature of the transmission of fawE?il i.e. the
revenue in the excess of the amount the nobles were autho=
rised to use for their personal maintenance and for the
maintenance of their contingents. A similar arrangement,
existed in the Delhi Sultanate as well.1 This payment would
compare more accurately with the Khalsa income of the Sulgéhs
rather than with the tribute paid by the chiefs, Unlike
the chiefs, the assignees did not have any heriditary
rights over the land under their control. And in the
assigned territoriesqas is suggested by Watson, the revenue
collection was regulated by the procedure and the rules laid
by the central authority and enforced by the officials of

the department of the diwdni who were independent of the

1. I, Habib, CEHI I, op.cit. p. 68.
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control of assignee.1 The limitations of the nobles rights

over the territory assigned to him is fully supported by the

sources. From a passage in Mirat-i-Sikandari one gathers that

as was the case during the 17th century all over the subcont-~
inent,2 the peasants in the Gujarat Sultanate also had the
general tendency to migrate from the lands assigned to nobles
to the areas where the conditions were less disagreeable for
them.3 But at the same time the Gujarat Sultanate always tended
to prevent the noble from "tyranising" the peasant., But

in this case tyranny ~had a definite connotation. It perhaps
only meant excessive use of force and imposition of collec-
tions upon the peasants that were not permitted by the
State. From a statement of Sikandar bin Manjhu one gets

the impression that even after Mahmud Begarah had made

the assignments permanent, the assignees"tyrannising" the

1, J.W., Watson, Historv of the Sultanate of Gujafat, Government
Central Press, Rombay 1886, pp. '4-5,

2. According to Bernier, A seventeenth century traveller
"a considerable portion of the good land remains untilled
from the want of labourers" many of whom "perish in
consequence of the bad treatment they receive from the
Governors“, or are left no choice but to "abondon the
country". Francois Bernier, Travels in the Mughal Empire
1556~68, tr. by V.A, Smith, London, 1916, pp. 205, 226-27,

quoted by Irfan Hablb in Agrarian System of Mughal India,
op.cit. p. 325.

3. MS p. 100.
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peasant could be removed from their igtas.
')l

S.C. Misra also mentions the existence of a sort of
‘ratio between the yield of assigned land and the strength
of the troops maintcined by the assignee. According to hin
this indicafed the existence of a rudimentary rorm of
man§ab organization in the pre-Mughal political system.2
A closer examination of the available evidence, however,
does not fully support this suggestion of S.C. Misra. It
is possible to cite cases in which the ratio between the
yield of the assignments and the strength of the troops
varied vastly. This is borne out by the following table
-which is based on the information obtained from Mirat-i-

Ahmadi.>

1. M_§ p. 1580

2. S.C, Misra, 'Some Aspects of the Economy of the Sultanate
of Gujarat'. PIHC 1982 pp. 246-, 251,

3. % I' pp. 16‘-23.



Income in

No. Nobles Horses . tankds - Ratio
1. Ulugh gpén' : 4,000 15,00,00, 000 1337500
2. Jhujhar Khan 2,500 6,00,00,000 1:2400
3. Maliksus Sharg 1, 500 4,00,00,000  1:2667
4., Wajihul Mulk and

Mumtdzul Mulk 2,000 6,00,00,000 1:30000
5. Ixhtiy3rul Mulk 10,000 60, 00, 00, 000 1:60000
6. Saiyid Miran 40, 000 16,00,00,000 1:4000
7. Rustam &biq;and

Chingiz Khan 25,000 1, 62,00, 000 1:648
8. Nasirul Mulk 12,000 25,00, 00, 000 1:20833
9. Ghaznavi Khan 7,000 10,00, 00, 000 1:14285
10, Fateh Kban

Rustam Khan and

other Bdluchis 14,000 3,00,00,000 1:21428

The -available evidence tends to suggest that the ;g%@?
of tne Sultanate of Gujarat were territorial as well as
revenue assignments. As mentioned by Sharufddin, Farigp%a
and Nigéhuddzn Ahmad, the assignment system in Gujarat
was given the form by Mahmud in 1473 A.D. Under this
arrangement the entire territory controlled by tne Sultan

(mumdlik-i-mahrusa) was divided into four parts and each

. -
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one of them was placed under a high noble.1 These four
nobles were entitled to collect revenue in their respec-
tive landsand were also entrusted with the administration
of the areaS,This suggests that at the level of highest
four nobles of the Sultanate the ;g%§§ were territorial-
cum-revenue assignments. Some times these assignees would
be exercising authority within their territories which
would be quite extraordinary but generally these powers
would result special arrangements where the Sulééh"would
entrust, as assignments, to the nobles the territories
not yet fully pacified. In such cases, the ‘task of paci-
fication of the territories concerned would be left to the
assignees. One may cite several such examples from the

reigns of Sultan ahmad Shah I and Sultdn Mahmud Begarah.

Sultan Ahmad Shah I is reported to have subjugated
ten villages in Kathiawar till then known centres of robbers

and other recalcitrant elements by assigning them to a

1. In this arrangement Bah3uddin ‘Imddul Mulk was made hakim
of Songiry Farhatul Mulk hakim of Beyt and Jagat,’ -
Nizamul Mulk h3kim of Manir®and Khuddwandd Khdn, wazir
was ordered to stay with. Shahzada Mugaffar at Ahmadabad
and Sultdn himself live at Mustafabad, the Capital.

IMS, p. 12-b; IE II p. 200; TA III p. 153,
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noble as his ;g%§51 Similarly, Sulian Mahmud Begarah had
assigned the territory of Ambran situated on the periphery
of Sorath, described by Sikandar as a "Centre of infidelity
and rebels" to Dawarul Mulk who is credited with bringing
it under his firm control.2 It may,  thus,be gauged that
the nobles who Wene exercising very great authority over
the territories of their ggggé were those who had pacified
their territories on their own without any help f£rom the
Sultan. In this kind of situations, the nobles,concerned
would.also have unrestricted authority over their contin-
gents recruited locally and paid from the revenues of the

pacified territory.

Owing to the independence and unlimited authority
that some of the nobles enjgyed in their gg§§§, they were
often able to play the role of the king:makers. It was so
specially when the persons aspiring for the throne happened
to be not very competent individuals. There are many such

cases that can be cited., In 1458 A,D,, the nobles had

1. Selection From the Records of Bombay Government, n.s. no.

XXXIX, Bombay, re-print of 1984, p. 29, quoted by M.N,
Pearson MRG p. 64,

2. MS p. 160.
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acted jointly in deposing Sulg&ﬁ D3Gd Shah.l After the

death of Sultan Muzaffar Shah 1I, the nobles belonging to
the different factions disagreed over the question as to
who would prove to be the most suitable Sultan from their
point of viéew. This disagreement led to the assassination

of Sultdn Sikandar in 1526 A.D.2

Sultan Mahmud Shah III
and Sultan Ahmad Shah III met the similar fates in 1553
and 1561 A,D,, respectively. In the kingdom oI Gujarat,
the Sultafis became puppets in the hands of the nobles
after Bahadur Shah, It was in this situation that the
Sultanate started disintegrating. Its territory cameto be
divided among the nobles. They became practically the
independent rulers in theéir respective territories.3 By
the time of Akbar's invasion (1572 A.D.), this situation
had reached a point where no central figure was available

in Gujarat under whose banner all the nobles could come

together for opposing the invading Mughal forces.

Regarding the various terms used for the assignments

it appears that the terms igté‘and shig were interchangeable,

pp. 92-93.

& 15

pPp. 241-42; IF II p., 213.

3. MS p. 407; TA III p. 245.
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Tarikhei-Muzaffar Shahi, for instance refers to Navsari,

which was held by F¥froz Khan in 1410-11 A.D., as gg§§‘at
one place and as shig at anot‘ner.1 Similarly, Jalor is
found to have been mentioned in 1506 A.D., as shig but its
holder Malik S3ldr Afgh3n, entitled Habibul Mulk, is
referred to as ggg%:ﬂ In 1523 A.D., the same assignment is
mentioned as i_q};i_"and it was being held again by Malik

Budhan,entitled 5ab§bu1 Mulk.2

As has been stated earlier several terms were used
for the holder of assignments but mgggggand ggg;m appear
to have been the most commonly used terms. It may also
inferred from the list of assignment prepared by me that
during the first few years.of the establishment of GujarEtI
Sultanage the terms iggé‘and mugt3‘ were in more frequent
use but in the first half of the sixteenth éentury these

terms occur rarely while the terms sarkar, pargand, -

wilayat and jagir for the assignments and the terms gég;g
and j‘girdér for the assignees tended to become more
common. From 1561-2 A,D, when the territory of Gujarat
came to be divided among the leading nobles, their assign-

ments are found to have been exclusively termed as jagircs,

2. EIAPS 1974, pp. 35-42,
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sarkars, wilayats and parcanas. This would suggest that

in the beginning the assignment system of the Sultanate of
Gujarat was very similar to that of the Delhi Sultanate.
With the passage of time important changes seems to have
‘taken place  in this system. The terms ;g%éfand shiqg borrowed
from the Delhi Sultanate, which were frequently found up
till the reign of Ahmad Shah I (1410-1442 A.D.) gradually

disappeared and the new terms pargana, sarkar, wilayat and

jagir-were adopted. Similarly, the term mugEé‘Was replaced

by the term hakim for the assignee. But the use of the term
aaxim

jdgir (obviously borrowed from the Mughals) should lead one

to imagine that in the latter decades of its éexistence the

Gujarat Sultanate had adopted the Mughal assignment system.

This is borne out by the situation of the Sultanate as it

obtained just before 1571-2 A,D.

By the time Akbar conquered Gujarat in 1571-2 A.D.,
the entire territory of the Sultanate of Gujarat had been
divided among the nobles as fheir jdgirs. The holders of
these j3girs were not simply péh;m (a governor) of their
respective territories but enjoyed unlindited authority in
thgir territories. They had virtually become independent
of the Sulﬁgh's control, As pointed out by Nigémuddih

apmad the "great amirs having acquired independence in



their jagirs did not allow any one to interfere with them".1

The list reveals that during this time the term hakim
disappeared almost totally and the term jacirdar came to

be applied to the holcders of these assignments. Here one

can see th€: use of a common nomenclature notwithstanding.

These assignmentg of Gujarat Sultanate were heriditary
in nature ever since the time of Sulggn Mshmud Begarah
(1459-1511 A.D.). A deceased noble was succeded by his scn
or a close relative in his post,title and assignment.
Several examples of this nature can be cited from the list
of assignments given under appendix -II. In the earlier
decades of the existence of the Gujarat Sultanate the
;g%é‘were often transferable and could be resumed or
re-allotted by the Sulggn. Generally, transfer was ordered
only wnen the'Sulggh would come to loose confidence in
a noble. For example in 1473 A.D., Sult3n Mahmud Begarah

ordered the transfer of the ;g%éé of some of his leading
nobles only after they were suspected of rebellious

designs.2 Similarly, in 1520 A,D,, the igtg‘ of Sorath

1. TA III, p. 245,

2. According to Farishta the amirs were tired of the continuous
expeditions of Sultdn and with the order of the change
£ their residences from Ahmadabad to Mus;afabad' were
in a mood of rebel., IF .1I, p. 200.
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was resumed from Malik Aygz as.a punishment for his

misconduct. After some time it was re-allotted to him.1
Another example of this neture was the resumption,(in
1526 A,D.) of Sorath and Diu from Malik Ishdq (son of

Malik Ayaz) since he had rebelled against the Sulgéh.z

However, the frequent chances made at Diu in the
second quarter of the sixteenth century do go to suggest
that in exceptional cases transfers and resumptiongof
assignments were resorted to for administrative and military
considerations as well. These changes were as focllows:

In 1526 A,D., Diu was assigned to Qiwdmul Mulk> and in
1531 A,D., Diu was assigned to its heriditary claimant,

Malik Tqugn, the younger son of Malik Ay52.4

But in the
same year Diu was resumed again and was given to Amir
Mustafa Rumi a noble of foreign origin who had recently

arrived in Gujarat.S

1. MS p. 163.

2. Ibid., pp. 203, 265-66.
3. Ibid., pp. 266.

4, Ibid., p. 274.

5. AHG p. 189.



[
AN
P

The positicn with regard to recruitments, promotions,
dismissals and other matters concerning the nobility is also
to be considered. One important criterion for the recruite
ment O0f the nobles was family background. Usually the male
off-springs of persons already in Sulggh's service were
preferred for recruitment as nobles. But they were always
recruited as mercenaries in their individual capacities,
They were not allowed to inherit the posts and offices
held by their forefathers. The posts or assignments were
not heriditary. Competence was the other important criterion
for the recruitment of the nobles. This may be gauged from
a number of cases that I proceed to cite here. In 1507 A,D.,
Sultan Mahmid Begarah offered to Amir ﬁusain-al-Mi§r§ (who
had come in command of the Egyptian fleet to help the Sultan
against the Portuguese) the Governorship of Mahim to
induce him to join his service. But the latter excused
himself from this offer and returned to his own country.1
This may be cited as a case where the possible recruitment
was to be made for the competence and high standing of the
person concerned. Similarly in 1520 A.D., Sultan Muzaffar

Shah II recruited Malik Husain Bahmani into his nobility

1. AHG I, pp. 34-5.
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for his experience in statecraft. He justified this step
by telling the other nobles who were critical of the

move that/églik Husain he had found a man who could teach
them all the art of Government.. Again Bahadur Shah had
also welcomed in his service a large number of foreigners
possessing experience of warfare in Europe and Africa.2

It was also perhaps for the Sulggn's and noble's personal
servants and slaves, who possessed administrative training
and were considered trust worthy, were also generally
preferred for recruitment into the nobility. In 1459 A.D.,

for instange Sultan Mahmud Begarah raised fifty two of

his personal slaves(ﬁandgén—itgadzhl to the positions of

the nobles.3 In several cases even persons of menial origin
were also recruited into the nobility for their competence
and their personal qualities displayed while attending

upon the Sultd3n. For instance, a Chirimar (bird Catcher)
named Chir Jiv was taken in the royal service by Sulgan

Mahmid Shdh III. He was entitled Muh3fiz Khan,®

1. MS p. 193.

2. Amir Mustafd RUmi, a Turkish admiral, had come to Gujarat
and brought along with him all the valiant warriors who
fought in Africa on behalf of the Ottoman Sultan. They
all were recruited into his nobility by Bahadur Shah,

AHG I p. 188,

3. TA III p. 138,

4. MS pp. 340, 345-7; AHG I, pp. 226-7.
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The nobles of Gujarat were all the time divided
into factions that were pitted against each other. For
example nobles of local origin always had the tendency of
opposing the foreigners. For example, in 1520 A.D., all
the Gujargbz nobles objected the appointment of Malik
Husain Bapmani to a high position in the state.1 Again
Sult3n Bahddur Shah could not appoint Rumi Khan as the
h3kim of Chittor on account of the opposition of Gujarati
nobles.2 On the other hang, there existed an intense
dislike for the nobles of menial origin among those having
claims of nobles descent notwithstanding their mutual
ethnical or religious differencés. An interesting illustr-
ation of this situation was the case of Chir Jiv entitled
Muhdfiz Khan. From the humble position of a bird catcher
he had stisen to that of a counsellor of Sultan Mahmud
Shah III, His rise is reported to have _provoked intense
opposition of the high born nébility. This widespread
hostility eventually resulted in Muhifig Khan's assassin-

ation at the hand of the other nobles.3

1, MS p. 193,
2. 1vid., pPp. 305-7,
3. Ibid,, - pPpP. 340, 345-7; AHG pp. 226-7,
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Promotions were genefally given to the nobles on
special occasigps like the accession of a new Sultan or
any other auspicious octasion. The Sultdns used to give
high posts mainly to their own kith and kin and to those
nobles who had helped them in coming to the throne.
Commendable performance in a military expedition by a
noble was another important criterion for promotion.1
Besides this experience and the length of service was also
a factor regulating promotions. For instance, Malik Jamaluddin
Quraishi: a distinguished noble of the reign of Sultén

Mﬁpmud Begarah was appointed in the beginning as an aslahdar.

-

In 1470 A.D., he was given the title Muhafiz Khan and
promoted to the position of the Kotwal of Ahmadabad. Later,
on account of his good services he was given the charge

of the entire city of Ahmadabad as well as its dependencies,

and also became mustauff;mamglik. At last in 1480-81 A.D,,

he was promoted to the highest office in the administration,

1. In 1431-32 A.D., Malik Sadat Sultani, the hakim of the
forl of Tambol (TA III p. 103, 120-121; TF p. 198),
between 1459-1481 A.D., Malik Is3@n Sult3ni the hdkim
of the fort of Bhamer, (EIAPS 1972 pp. 28-9; MS'p. 147),
in 1533 A.D, Shamshérul. Mulk, the hdkim of the fort
of Ajmer (MS pp. 293, 318) first conquered these
respective forts and thensame forts were assigned to
them as their charges,
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namely that of wazir.! s it is borne out by Muhafiz Khan's
case usually at the time of promoticns that nobles were
given new titles suiting their elevated positions. But on
the other hand a title without sugmentation in assignment
was always considered a disgrace. This is illustrated by

a development dating back to 1526 A.D., In that year when
the nobles were given the titles without a corresponding
augmentation of assignments, there was widewpread resent-

ment among them.2

Dismissal was a measure of punishment for the nobles.

Many such cases may be cited. For example, the failure of

1. TMS1 pp. 10-g, 1l2-a; MS pp. 125-126, 144; .a 1IiI p. 148;

2. In 1526 A.D., Mahmid Sh3h II ascended the throne and the
real power of the government went into the hands of
Im3dul Mulk, the wazir. ‘Imadul Mulk conferred new titles

-—

on 180 nobles but did not augment their "jagirs". At this
behavioun of Tmadul Mulk, the amirs were deeply orrended,
They consequently switched their support to Bahadur Khan,
a rival candidate, for the throne. MS pp. 250, 256.
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expedition against the Rana of Chittor and the conclusion
of a peace with him without informing the Sulggn became
the cause of the removal of the great noble, Malik Ayaz,
from Sorath.! Similarly in 1557 A.D., Saiyid All Baranhar,
the pégim of Broach, was dismissed from his position as the
Portuguese had -entered the fort of Broach owing to his

2
carelessness.,

The nature of punishments inflicted on the nobles
for their misconduct depended on the Sulggn's discretion.
Executions of nobles for their misconducts were common
occurrances in the Sultanate of Gujarat. One might note
that in this respect the Gujarati Sultanate®s cultural
ethos was very similar to that of the Delhi Sultanate
but qualitatively different from that of the Mughal Empire.3
Numerous cases could be cited from the history of the

Gujarat of our period which go to support my point. A few

3. Dr. Athar Ali in his book Mughal Nobility Under Aurangzeb
op.cit p. 50, mentions the linient attitude of Aurangzeb
in dealing with the nobles. According to him "even for

enormous crimes nobles escaped with a mere reduction in
rank".
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more cases of this nature were as follows: Sultan Ahmad
Shdh I executed his son-in-law on the charge of a mﬁrder.1
Similarly, Mahmud Begarah administered poison to his son

on account of latter's misconduct.2 Mahmud Segarah was

also responéible for executing two of his favourite nobles,
Malik H3ji and Malik K3l4. their assignments were resumed
to the Epali§a.3 In the reign of Muzaffar Shah II, Malik
Gopi an influential noble was executed for his misconduct.
Sult3n Bahadur Shah was responsible for putting to death
with great torture all those nobles who were implicated in
the murder of Sultan Sikandar (Apr. 1526 to May 1526 A.D.).
According to Nigéhuddih Ahmad, three of them were blown up

4
by tieng them to the mouth of canons.

Concluding the above arrangements one may state that
in the Sultanate of Gujarat a noble holding a territory

as assignment was given both the administrative as well as

1, MS p. 61.
2, Tpid., p. 169.
3. Tbid., p. 114; TA III p. 143.

4. TA III pp. 204-5,



(S 'Y
)
%)

iscal rights over it and in return for this favour he
.fulfilled the obligation of serving the Sulggh with a
contingent. This assignment system proved very useful in
the territorial expansion of the Sultanate as the Sultan
generally had the policy of inducing the nobles to conquer
important tracts by assigning tﬁem}i%e individual noble
even before these tracts were not fully pacified. According
to rule, promulgated by Sult3n Mahmud Begarah (1459-1511 A.D.)
the ;g%ég tended to becsme largely heriditary assignments
but at the same time the case of transfersc or resumptions
of ;g%éé by the Sult3n were not altogether lacking in

the reign of the same Sult3n. Generally the Sultans always
had the authority to transfer a noble from one assignment
to other or replace him by another person. But the Sultan
resorted to such drastic measures only for pfessing

political reasons as was, for example)the case of Rumi Kh3n

in 1531 A.D.1 Assignees were given the right only on the

1. amir Fustafa Rumi was a turkish admiral and the commander
of the artillery having arrived in Gularat. Sultan Bahadur
Shah felt that the co-operation of Amir Mustafa Rumi was
necessary to conguer the informidable forts of Raisin and
Chittor. Bahadur Shah, therefore tried to please Amir
Mustafd Rumi by giving Diu, the assignment of an establi-
:shed noble family. In 1531 Biu was taken from lMalik
Tughan and was assign to Amir Mustafa.
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revenues of the assigned territoriesand were also entrusted
with the authority to administer them. The peasants were
independent of their contrcl. They could migrate to the
areas where the conditions were less disagreeable for them,
Moreover the éssignees “tyrannising" the peasant could be

. . =t
removed from their igtas.



Conclusion

In the foregoing chapters we have tried to form an
idea of the nature of the Gujarat Sultanate in terms of
the various facets of the social base that sustained it for
more than one and a half centuries. It has been worked out
that towards the end of the period that Gujarat was ruled
by a regional Sultanate (i.e. around 1571-72 A,D.), its
population roughly came up to fifteen millions of which
26% was concentrated in the urban centres, The percentage
of urban population in Gujarat Sultanate was apparently
higher than what it was later on in the whole of the Mughal
Empire. This was perhaps an indication as well as ouﬁzyome
of the expansion of Gujarétz trade and commerce during the
hundred and fifty years that this territory was being cont-

rolled by the regional Sultanate.

During the rule of the local Sulggns, Gujarat seems
to have achieved a level of prosperity which was not attained
by it earlier., Most of the elegant handicrafts and arts that,
as indicated by the European travellers accounts and other
records, were being practised in Gujarat in the 17th century,
possibly came to be introduced theye during this period. The
SulEéns of Gujarat appear to have encouraged trade and

commerce as a matter of policy. This was vital to make them



* strong both economically as well as militarily.

Gujarat being a maritime province had a thriving
population of traders and merchants both indigenous as well
as of foreign origin. Since they were considered an important
source of revenue for the state, the SulEéns always tried
to protect them., A few persons belonging to indigenous trad-
ing communities such as Bhandéf{s, Khatris and Banygé were
even allowed to enter into the nobility right from the
beginning of the Sultanate. There are also on record several
instances of merchants of foreign origin (persons like %Ewﬁja
§afar) being recruited into the nobility. These merchant
nobles despite their small number, at times, exercised cons-
iderable influence over the Sulgéns as well as the state
policies., It was their possession of vast wealth and their
capacity to use it for manipulating the situations that tended

t0 increase their clout at the court.

The zamindars of Gujarat were a powerful group forming
an important facet of the social base of the political authority
in the region, After the disintegration of the Tughlag empire,
when the nobles of the Delhi Sultanate stationed in Gujarat
tried to organise themselves into a regional Sultanate headed

by a new dynasty, they appear to have come up against the



..\I

S
Co

stiff opposition of the poweriul zamindars of the region.
From the very beginning, the zamindars of Gujarat, partic-
ularly, important chieftains among them, were struggling

to overthrow this new state. At time, they even tried to
achieve this with the help of the neighbouring rulers. In
course of time, the powerful chiefs mainly located on the
periphery, were completely subjugated while the intermediary
and primary zamindars and even some of the bigger chiefs
located in the heartland1 of the Sultanate tended to form

an important segment of its power base and seem to have
maintained their allegiance to the Sultans. This development
contributed substentially to weakening of the bigger chieﬁg’
struggle aimed at thwarting the consélidation of the Gujarat

Sulganate.

The composite nobility of the Gujarat Sultanate
consisted of both indigenous as well as foreign elements.
But essentially it was a regional power structure drawing
sustenance and support mainly from the local authorities
particularly those involving the indigenous Muslim ruling

groups. Another important feature of the Gujarétz nobility

1. Heartland means central and North Gujarat. S.C. IMisra,
RMPG p.205.
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was the presence, within its fold,of a sizeable number of
slaves (22%) and second generation nobles - the Epﬁnézéas
(17%) . The percentage of slaves in the nobility had increased
markedly during the las£ few decades of the existence of the
SulEanate. This development was seemingly fascilitated by a
tendency on the part of the successive Sultans after Mahmud
Begarah to recruit Habashi slaves in the nobility. The induc-
tion of slaves and the policy of giving them bold promotions
appear to have generated tensions within the nobility as &
result of which the Epénazéds and other entrenched sections
of the nobility were pitted against them. These inner strains
of the Gujarétfnobility were, apparently, partly responsible
for the failure of the Gujaratl nobles to resist the Mughal

invasion in 1572 A.D.

The nobles, as members of the most powerful ruling
group were assigned ;ggaé where they were entitled to collect
land revenue as well as to run the administration. The most 4~f”Zh“;
obligation of an igtd‘holder was military services. He was
expected to maintain a contingent for the service of the
Sultan. These assignments, to begin with, were non-heriditary.
The Sultan could always transfer or resume an ;ggéﬂ It was
rarely ailowed to be transferred from father to son according
to heriditary principle. But Mahmud Begarah, through an order

tried to assure the nobles that they would be allowed to
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control their ;g%éé almost on a heriditary basis. This,
however, did not mean that tne assignees were made the
proprietors land falling within their ;ggég or were given
proprietory rights on the revenues of that land. Even

after the promulgation of this order, the Sultan continued
to occasionally order the transfers and resumptions of

;g%§§ which go to clearly show that, after all saidé and done,
a noble was allowed to hold any territory as his ;gﬁé only

o7

in the pleasure of Sultan.

It would thus appear that the ultimate controller of
the produce of land in the Gujarat Sultanate was the Sultan.
The assignee was just an agent of the Sulgﬁh. The peasants
in the assigned landgwere always sought to be protected by
the SulEéh from the possible tyranny of the assignees, In
other words, the nobles were not allowed to collecéj?%ing:
from the peasants . not - permitted by the SulEﬁn. An
attitude, on tﬁe part of an assignee, to collect revenue in
excess Of the prescribed rates or to demand payments on
different pretexts would generally be condemned as tyranny.
The assignees "tyrannising" the peasants would some times
be removed from their ;g;éé for the same charge. apparently,

the general disapproval of agsignee's. oppressing attitude
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towards the peasants was soO wide spread in the Gujarat
Sultanate that one finds a Persian Chronicle reporting,
without any hint of regret, the migration of the peasants
to the areas where the conditions were less disagreeable

for them,
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appendix No, 1

3hort 2iographies of the Kobles of the
Sultanate ¢f Gujarat’

In this appendix the available biocgraphical information
on the nobles of the Sultanate of Gujarat is presented in a
condensed form. The notes on the individual nobles given here
are mainly focused on the group identities used for tabuler
presentation in Chapter VI. The biographical notes are

arranged in the alphabetical order.

1, Abu Jiv Gujarati: Gujargtz Muslim.

In 1545 A.D., he was counted among the great amirs of
Gujarat. He was holding the title Malik-us-Sharqg Malik Nasirul
Mulk. He was killed by TImadul Mulk in the course of strife

among the Gujar3ti nobles in 1555 A.D.l

~

2. Abu bin Azhdar Kh3n: Gujarati Muslim, Khanazad.

He was the son of Azhdar Khan. In 1526 A.D. on the

accession of Sultan Bahadur Shah he was given his father's

—

1. EIAES 1974 p. 50; MS p. 362; AHG p. 387; The sufix Gujardti

~lae

indicates that he was a domecile of Gujarat.



title, Azhder Khan. .

3. Abu Jiv Tank: Gujaréti rluslim,

In 1537 A.D., he was assigned the gasba Jambu in the

pargana Jhalawar. During the reign of Ahmad 5hdh II (1553~

- . = . 2
1561 A.D.) he became wazir with the title Jajihul nulk.

4, Abu Khair, Saiyid: Gujarati Muslim, Khanazad.

He was the son of the great amir Saiyid Alam. In 1414 A.D.,
he was appointed along with Saiyid Abul Q4sim to collect the

salami from the gamind3ars of Sorath.3

5. Abul Q&sim, Saiyid:; Gujargtz Muslim,

~e was the son of the great amir Saiyid Alam. In
1414-15 A.D., he and his brother Abul Khair were appcinted to

collect the salgmg from the zamindars of Sorath. In 1473 to

1., MS p. 260; Ta III p. 158; &bu was the son cof Azhdar- Rnan,

son of alaf Khan son of ‘Alauddin Sohriab Sultanl, a GUJarctl
slave,

2. M5 pp. 335, 340; AHG p. 196; With the foundation of the
Sultanate of Gujarat Tank nobles are found in the service
of the Gujarat Sultans.

3. M5 p. 44; TA III p. 101; TF II p. 184; 182; Bayley, p. 115.
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1476 a.D., he had beern the governor oI the territory of

- 1
Junagarh.,

6. Abu Khan HabashI: gabashi Slave.

In 1561 A.D., Baroda was assigned to him.2

7. Abdullsh-us-Sultdms: Gujaréti Slave.

During 1418-19 A.D., he was the kotwal of the city of

Nahrwalah Pattan., There he laid the foundaticn of a well in

the same year.3

l. MS p, 44; TA III p.s 101; IF II p._184; TS p. 132; These
nobles are categorized as Gujaradti Muslim since there
is no indication of their being from any region of India
ocutside Gujarat or for that matter suggesting their inditity
to any one of the non-Indian groups. This is obviously not
a very sound basis of categorization but in the given
situation of insufficient evidence it is not possible to
adopt a better criterion. The same criterion would be used
for categorization of similar cases.

2. MS p. 408; AHGp. 212.

3. EIAPS 1963, p. 15; In inscription he is mentioned as a slave,
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2, nbdul Letif: Cujsratd Luslim hE@nszacd.

.

Hig title was Zwarul ul¥%., He was the son of  alik

Yy

~f

h.uhammad Tvraishi. In the reign of 3ultan lahrud -sgaréh
(1¢ 1511A.D) he was deputed to the thars cf the c¢3sha

1
ambran,

.. = 5 T = . — 1 .- .
8. abdus Samad Afzal Xhan Sambani: Gujarati lluslim.

He was the brother of 2urnadnul iulk Zambéni, the wazir

of Sultdn Bahadar 5h3h (1526-36 A.D}.

In 1537 A.D.after the death of Zahddur Shah he became

wakil of 3ultdn lahmud III (1537-1553 A.Dl. In 1540 A.D.his

Burhanul lwulk resigned@ from wazarat due to thes 0ld age an

£han succeeded him in th=t nosition. In 1547 A.Rhe wa

6]

w izl

from the wacd@rat due to his missmanacement <f campaign

the Portuguese holding Diu. In 1553 A.B., he was killed

s

brother

dismissed

against

by

3urhan for refusing to co-operate with him after the murder

of Sultdn Mahmud Snah III.2

Commissariat, I p. 218.

2. MS pp. 223-25; 361, 383; TA II p. 240: AHG po. 201,
225, 230, 240; since generaticns the memobers cf the
family were in the service of the pujarat bulbans.

157-61; Ambran in Kathiawar now in the "avancar State

224,
Zambani

-

Sl

Tirmidhi, "are Tabgdt-i-lahmud Shahi, Ma dthir-i-iahmud

327.

o]

5hani and the T8rikh-i-3adr-i-Jandn Identical?" PIHC 1947,



11, Abdul Heolim Hamidu Mulk; Gujarati juuslim,

~dul

I

n 15847 ~.D, an&; “nap was removed from wazarat and
Halzh Hamidul ulk became the wa21r in his nlace. &t the same
; . Hdall

L3 0] 3 r : - - - -
occasion he was also entitled Majlisul-Ali Khudawanda lhan,

12. Abdullah Kha3n: Gujarati Muslim.

He was the governor of Junagarh in 1480-1 A.D.3

13, ‘abdul Aziz A§af %Péh: Gujaréti Muslim,

He was born at champampaner in 1494 A,D,, and was recruited
into the nobility in the reign of Bah@idar Shah. He was entitled
ﬁabibul Mulk., In 1530-31 A.D. he was put incharge of Sulgén
Mahmud Kbaljz after the latter was captured at Mandua. In
1526 A.D., he along with some other nobles was sent to Mecca

by Sultan Bahddur Shah with his family and treasure. In 1547 A.D

1. MS pp. 173:; 138; TA III p. 175; AHG p. 91-92; Afghans were a
crouo of nobility in Gujarat even n ceforée the estahllshmcnt
of its Sultanate. Ziauddin, Barani, the author of Tarikh-i-
Féroz Shéhi(op. 507-523)ngea the details of the rebellions
of Afghan nobles in Gujarat during theg reign of Muhammad bin
Tuohlac The author of Tabqat i-Akbari (ITI D, 246 claﬁrly
mentions that fauldis were .Afcghans. These Afghan nobles
holding the coanomen Fauladi are first time anpeared in the
reign cf Mugaffar Shah II (5111-1526 A,D,). Apparently the
Fauladi Afchans were recruited into the roblllty by ohltan
Muzaffar Shah II. Commissariat (I -, 493) does not seem”
correct that Fauladi Afghahs had come in Gujarat during the

reign of Bahddur Shah_(1526-1536 A.D.) since @bdul Mulk Fauladi

and "Ainul !Mulk Fauladl were in the service of aultan Luzaf‘ar
Shah ITI (1511-1526 A.,D.).

2. AHG p. 240,
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made wazir ar?d also entitled lasnadul .-1i 228yl ..ziz 4saf rhan.
In 1553 A.D, he was killed by 3urhan the assassin of Sultan

. O 1
Lapmuo Sheh IIXI,

14. Abu Mahalddr Khan:Hgbashi slave.

He was an army Commander in the service of Ulugh :tthan,

the head of the Habashi slaves in 1540 z-\,‘.D;2

15, ‘abdulldh, lalik: Ghor.

He was the hrother of T3tar Khan Qbori. In 1536 A.D., he
defeated Huméyun's noble, L&sim Husain Khan and expelled him
from Navsari. In 1538 A.D/in the tussle between ‘Imadul Mulk

and Darya ¥han, he fought on the side of Darva Khan.

16 Adam: Gujaréti Fuslim.

‘In 1405-6AD he is referred tc the Eggté‘ of zaroadas,

- 4

entitled halik-us-Sharg azam talik Adam.

17. ilam, Saiyid: Gujargtz fuslim.

In 1428-9AD he was sent along with some other nobles to

invade the Bahmani Kingdom.5

1. MS pp. 193, 273, 363; TA II p. 230; TSG ». 32; AHG ». 169,
185, 207, 218, 243, 244Z. ‘

2. TA III p. 230; A5G p. 230.
3. _'1_19 p. 29; ;’:\HG p. 2280
4. EIM 19239-40 pp. 2-3,

5. TF p. 188,
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iz, %lau-~in 3chrar Sultani: Sujzreti .u

9]

In 1428-9A4D he held the title of Ikhtiverul I.clk. In

1451-52 AD he was ths hakim of Sultanour. Irn 1451 A.D on account

cf his valour and faithfulness he was given the seven cdiZferent
1

xhilats along-with the title ‘alaul iwlk Ulugh Xhan.
_— - —

19. Alaf Xh&n: Gujarsti luslim, Kh&n3zad.

He was the son of ‘Alaul lulk Ulugh-Khan Sohrab Sult éh—.
In 1491-2 A.Dhe was the mugtgiof Modasa. At that time he was
entitled Arir-i-Kabir Eah3uddin Ulugh Khan.. In the same vear

-

he rebelled against the Sult3n, the hakim of Sultanpur, Malik
‘“zizul iulk Shaikpéh came to suppress him., He was defeated
»y the 3Sultan's army and asked for a pardon. After being re-
insteled in the Sul§5h's service he killed a Qéshk§} and was
imprisoned for this crime., He died in 1496AD.,; while still
in prison.2
2C. Alaf g@éh: Gujarati Muslim.

He was a friend of Sultan,Mahmud Begarah Quring the
latter's princehood. In 1459A.D at the time of his accession,
the Sulgéﬁ gave him the title of Khan along with Daulat of

Panjhazér?.B

1. S p. 71-a; S 69-70, 77: IF pp. 188-191; 2HG pp. 5-9,.

5

2. NS »p. 113 146; Ta IIT p. 164; TF p. 196; LHS p. 31;
liodasa: Fiftwv two “miles rorth- east of Zmadebad. Commissariat
p. 79.

3. 0S5 p. 51.
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21, ‘alam ¥han Lodi: lion Sujarati Indiarn huslin.

—

1

He was a relative of Sultan Sikandar Lodi. In 1532-33 &.L.,
he was recruited into the nobility by Sulggh Bahadur Snah and was
assigned the S&gir of Bhilsa and Chanderi. In the reign of Sultan
habmﬁd Shah II (1537-1553 ~.D.) he was assigned the territories
of Dholka and Dandhuka., He fougnt along with the Sult@n against
Dary3 Khan who had usurped all the power of the King. Daryé‘gyéh
was defeated and fled from Gujarat., After Darya Khan's ouster,

%lam Khan was given the post of Wazarat along with the title of

amirul Umara and Sipahsalar in 1538 A,D. But like Daryéagbén,

‘Alam Khan also wanted to be independent of the Sultan's control.
e conspired to murder Chir Jiv (a low born companion of the
Sultan}. In retaliation, Sulﬁén ordered his house t0 be plundered.
He was also driven out from Gujarat. He came back to Gujarat in
the reign of Sultan Ahmad Shd3h III (1553-1561 ~.D.) and got Baroda
and Champaner as assignment. After sometime he conspired against

Saiyid lMubarak and died fighting in strife that ensued.1

22, Alp Khan Khatri: Gujarati Muslim.

In 1544 A.D., he conspired with wajihul Mulk and glam Khan
Lodi to murder Chirjiv (a close friend of Sultan Mahmud Shah I11).
in the reign of ahmad Sh&h III (1553-1561 &4.D.) he was assigned

N P o e . . - . 2
Gocéhra by Saiyid, Mubdrsk, & leading novle of the period.

1. MS pp. 239, 409-11; 414, «15; AHG 213, 218, 228 3
— L ~ ’ rd 14 ¢ 3 -~ -l d' 2 2;
268, 270, 330, 345, PP ’ 3. 265,

2. 1S pp. 288-89, 335, 341, 347, 354,

355, 4Uy:; &dG pp. 265, 268

i ‘ X ‘. g - L L] A rd bc,

§7l:~35§.wuodhra. on the east of Gujarat see irfan Habib an
tlas cf ltugnal Emcire, sheet Th, 22+, T3+,
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In 1526 AD,he took nart in the essassinaticn of

-
3
’

et

—
han

Sikarndar Shah. hen Sultan Zahadur 3Shah asceanded the thronsz, in
1

()]

. - .47 et .
the same yezr he executed ‘4li as well as‘Imadul i.ulk.

4 L - . . =i .- .
24, Alam Xner Farucui: Gujerati [uslim.

-

In 1469-70 AD,, he was killed during the seige of the

fort of Junagarh. He is also reported to have built a sarai
-\ -2 2
at shmedabad.

25, ‘alem khan landuwi: Non Gujcrati Indian Muslim.

—

“e was a noble of the llalwa ruler. In 1530 AD he fled from
valwa and joined the services of 3ahadar Shah. In 1531 A.D. he

¢ied and his assignments were transferred to his son Sefdar

w

15
12N

)

N

-—
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26. ahmad Zhandari, lalik: Gujarati tuslim, Kh3nzzad.

He was the son of ﬁisémul llulk Bhand3ri who'sun~orted his

- ) 4
father's rebellion against the Sultan in 1410 A.DJ

27. Ahrad Sh8rp, lialik: Gujarati muslim.
In 1413A4., he along with other nobles rebelled acainst

sultan Ahmad Shah I (1410-1441 2.D).7

262.
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23, Ahmad Sarknéji, i-alik: Gujarati ruslim,
*

In 1413 ~.D., he rebelled against Sultan ahmad Shan I
L3 .

{1410-1441 A.D.).l

29, ahmad, Malik: Gujarati Muslim, khan3zad.

He was the son of Hisamul Mulk, In 1410 A.D., he joined
Féroz Xhan's rebellion against SulFéh ahmad Shah I (1410~

1441 A.D.).2

30, ‘Ainul Mulk Faulsdi: Gujardti Muslim.

¢ g - . . -
Ainul Mulk Fauladi was an afghan. During the reign o¢f

Muzaffar 3hah 'II (1511-1526 A,D.) he was the mugté(ﬁo Nahrwala

3

Pattan. In 1512 A.,l., he was sent against Rana Bhim of Idar.

31. ‘Ainul twilk: Gujaréti Muslim,

Sultan Mahmud Begarah (1459-1511 A.D.) met Shelkh SirZjuddin

through‘Ainul Mulk an amir and friend of the Sul?éh.4

32. Aman, Malik: Gujarétz Muslim.

PR 2
In 1478 A,D., he was the mugta‘of Cambay.,

33. Amin Khan Ghori: Ghor.
Amin Kha3n “hori succeeded his father Tatir £hah Ghori in

1524 A,D., and became thanadar of Junagarh., In 1571-2 A.L. he

—

held the jagir of the talugd of Junagarh.6

1. TA III p. 100; Sarkhej a village near Aswal. Commissariat I,
p. 613.

MS p. 30.

MS p. 187; TA III p.175; aHG p. 92,
. MS p. 106.

EIAPS 19€3, p. 34.

TS p. 125; lin I, p. 23,

O ;Mo WwN
. . .
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34, Amir Haji Sheikh Haji: Gujarati Muslim.

P — .

—
- .

In 1437 A,D,, Amir Haji was posted at Khakhrachi in Soratt
where he built a Jami Masjid in the same year. according to Z.a.
Desai Haji Sheikh H3ji appears to be a noble of high rank who

was posted in this area.1

35. Amir Mahmuc Bargi: Gujardti Muslim.

In 1410-11 A.D., he was the hakim of Cambay. In 1416 ».D.,
SanRtit
he was sent against Malik Nasir, the ruler of Asir. In 1419 A.D.,
he acted as the naib of Sultan Ahmad Shah I (1410-1441HA.D.).2

36. Amir Gopi: Hindu, Khindzad.
B —
He was the son of a great noble Malik Gopi. Around 1533 A.D.,
he is referred to as one of the richest merchants of Gujarat.
He weilded great influence at the court of Bahadur Shah and acted
as an intermediary between Bahadur Shah and the Portuguese a role
played by his father as well, He succeeded his father around

1533 A.D. in-the Governorship of Sprat.3

37. Amir Mustafa RGmi: Ottoman Turk.
He was an Ottoman Turk who came to Gujarat in 1531 A,D., to

help Bahadur Shah against the Portuguese. Bah&dur Shah recruited

1. EIAPS 1974, pp. 13-15; Khakhrachi: situated apout 16 kilometers
east of Malia and 30 k&lometers north-east of Morvi or Morbi,
is a place of some antiquity and was a flourishing town in earlie:
days, Bombay Gazetteer Vol., VIII, Kathiawar (Bombay 1884)p. 508,
quoted by Z,A. Desai, op.cit. p. 12.

2. MS pp. 48, 51, 52; Ta III pp. 95, 107.

3. GaspgrACorrea, Lendas de India, Tomo III, Coimbra, 1922 pp.543-44
cf. §.>:M§thew, "Indo Portuguese Trade in the Sixteenth Century
the Kobility of the Gujarat Sultanate". PIHC 1984, pp. 363-4.
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him in his nokilitv and cave him the title, RGmikhen. - he

Zultan also assigned@ him Zander and 3Suret, After some time

O

Diu was zlso added to his assicnments. 1t was cgiven to nim

after removing ialik Tugh3n there. In 1334AD,, ths 3ultan
executed llalik Tquén at the instication of ROmi Epgh. e was
the Commander of the artillery during Bahd&dur 5hah's attacks
on the forts of Raisin in 1532A.0, and Chittor 1533AD. The
Sultan nad promised to make hii ?Ekim of the fort of Chittor.
Sut after its conquest he did not fulfil that promise as all
the Gujar3ti nobles objected to Amir Mu§§§§£ RUmi being given
such an important position. RUmi Khan was deeply offended. He

at
joine¢ Humdyun/ Ilandusur (1535A.DL}

32, Ankas ithan: Gujarati Muslim.

In 141040, ,he rebelled against SultZn Ahvad Shah (1410~

1441A.D) along with Feroz Khan an uncle of the Suljc.a-n.2

39. &nkas xhan Habaéhi:@ababhi,Slave.

He was in the service of “Imadul Mulkﬁabaﬁhi~and was killed

at Surat in 1561 ADD,, during a skirmishi with the forces of the

nobles who were opposing his master.3

1. MS. po. 274, 283, 290, 293, 305, 307; Ta III p. 221;
TSG pp. 30-31; AHG p. 198, IUimis were Turo—can Iurks
(Cttoman Turks) seyley, Historv of Gujarat, pn. 347,250,

A

2. TF p. 183.

Py

3. :'Js p-:)o 413—14; AHG ’Jp. 333' 354‘-55.

- by
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40. Ac3 Rehan: ﬁabashz-Slave.

- . . 4 iy -
r.e wes an officer in the service of Imadul l.ulk. .ga
g T . - I S g N by -
~ehan was entitled 2ijli han zurshi. In 1571 A.D.,ne was murcered
by i.uhammad Hussin and I-rahinm Mirza in the strife arong the

nobles.l

-—

41. Agad Farha 3had RUmi: Ottoman Turk.

In 1538A.D., ne had come to Gujarat with Salmar Pdsha
and was recruited into the nobilityv. He was honoured by the
title Fateh Jang gbgn as a reward for his capturing the fort

of Idar.2

42, xshraf Illalik: Gujardati lMuslim.

1T 3 23 3 { T x 2
He was an amir holding the title of ‘Azizul rwlk. In 1410A.D.,
he rebelled acainst 3ultan Ahmad 3hah I (1410-1441 A.D)along

with some cther nobles.3

43, arsalan Turk SultEnE:Ottoman Turk,= Slave,

He was a slave purchased bv Asaf Xhan in l.ecca and sent

to  Sultdn ..ehmud 3hah III (1537-1553 A.D, as a nresent. The

1631

ultan recruited hi~ into the no2ility =y giving him the title,
- ROmi
I—adul fulk,/ in 1549-5 4.,D.Hde played an important role in

l. AHG po. 331-5, 353, 385, 436-37.
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the reign of Sultdn ahmad Shah III (1553-1561 3.D.J) in the civil

-—

strife and killed Saiyid Mubzrak, a grest amir o

n

that period,

In 1561-2 A,D., when the country of Gujarét was divided among
the nobles he found the jagir of Champaner, 3roach, Baroda and

D)

the port of Surat.1

44. asad ¥han Ismail Salmani: Ottoman Turk.

Probably he was ‘the son of Rajab Salmani who succeeded
his father's assignment of Surat. He was an amir in the service
of Chingfz Khan., In 1559-60 A.D., he was holding the charge of

2

Surat.

45. Atdullah, Saiyid: Gujardti Muslim,

n 1451-2 A4.D., he was given the title of Jiwdamul Mulk.
In 1453-4 A.D., he is reported enjoying the title Sharful Fulk.
He was largely instrumental in enthroning Sultan QuEubuddEh shmad
Shdh in 1451-2 A.D. In 1451-2 A.D., when Mahmid Khalji of Malwa
attacked Nagor, Sulggn ngubuddfn sent wiwamul Mulk for re-infor-

cing the rulexr of Nagor.3

46, Ayaz, Maliks Ottoman Turk, Slave.

He was recruited into the nobility by Sultan lahmud Segarah
(1459-1511 A,D.) who made him hakim of the port of Diu. He was
alsoc entitled Amir-ul Umard Malik Ayaz Khds-i-SultFni. In

1506~7 4,0., he is mentioned as a sipahsalar of re-inforcement

1. kS p. 362, 408; TA III p. 243; TIF p. 228; AHG p. 245; IMA I,p.22.

2. AHG pp. 382-400; Haji-ud-Dabir, the author of Zafrul-Walih
ised tje term Salman Turks in place of JUttoman Turks and
mentions that 3alman was after the name of Sulaimdn, the
Sulggn of Turkey. aHG pp. 189, 234,

3. EIAPS 1974, p. 18; MS pp. 67-8, 97; Th III p. 137; AHG p. 10



[ —8
1
i

3 » - a . — -—
ent to n2lp the Turkish admirel against rortuguese. In

6]

1513 4D,, he became the mugta of Sorestn as well as hakim of

“iu. I» 1513A.D,, when Firss visited Guiarat, Gogha and llanim were
in _

alse/Malik ayaz's control. He was & great merchant noble,

sccording to the Portuguese sourcesein 1509 A.D., he was able

to raise about Rs, 50,000 in a few days from his own resources,

Portuguese estimated his total income from land revenue,

custom duties and other taxes roughly at Rs. 3,20,000 per veer,

Half of this income come only from Diu. Cn account of his

immense wealth he came to be considered second only to the

Sultdn. According to Barbosa he was powerful like a king. He
’s

used his money to fortify the port of Diu arnd maintaired hi

[4)]

influsnce at the Sultdn's Court by giving heavy bribesang

presents to the courtiers.

In 1530 AD, he was sent on an expedition against Rara cf
Chittor. In the same year he was dismissed from Sorath for
concluding a peace with Rana without informing the Sultan. In
1522 aA.D,, ne died. after his death, his mansab was conferred ¢n

. e - 1
his eldest son Lialik Ishaq.

<. = .- e g -5 : - . .
47, Azizul inulk Shaikhan Sultani: Gujarati iuslim, Slave,

.o

His nick name was kxhushamad. In 1499 A.D,, during the

1. 21318 pp. 93-98; TiiS. I, pn., 15-a, 18-a; MS. pp. 147, 162-63,
199-2CC, 203; IF po. 202, 204; AHG p. 34; TS v. 125; Pires I,
po. 34-35; 2arbcsa I, »p. 120-33; Jeo de Rerres, asis, 1,11
(Lisbon 1945-46)>. 9 Zf, Li,.l. Psarscn, MRC p. 68; R.J.d8e
Lima Felner, ed. 3ubsicio Zara a hislorie Indie Portucueza
(Ligmor 1832) om, 34-3G, Cf. Tearsen Ipid. 1'0lix L8z was
ar Cttoman Turk is cleerly wmentioned o Tarlosa., larbcose I,

N, 130-32.
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28, Szagdul .ulk abras: Gujarésti l.uslim.

He was a great arir during the reign of .uzgasizr Saah IC

(1511-1526 A.,D)..In 1526 A.D.he tcok the side of Logif Khan
against 3ah3dur Shah. lhen 3ah3dur 3hah ascended the thrcne

Azadul llulk took fled from Gujarat along with l.uhafiz Khan,

49. Azhdar Khan: Gujarati luslim, Khanazi3d.
He was the son of Alaf Khan entitled Ulugh Khan. After

* -
his death in 1626 AD., the title Agzhdar Xhan was transferred

by Sultan Bah&dwur Shdh to his son Abu. 3

50. Bahaul ulk alik Tughan: Ottoman Turk, Kh@nazad.

He was the younger son of 1:3lik av8z and was given the
charge of the fort of Diu in 1531 AD,, some time later, Diu was
taken away from him and was added to RGmi Khan's assignment.
In 1535 AJD,as it is mentioned by Sikandar, Malik Tughanwas

executed by Sultan at the instigation of RUmi 5h5n.4

1. TA III p.164; AHG pp. 31, 52; The title Sult@ni incdicate:s
that its holder was a slave. 411 the nobles who are clearly
mentioned as a slave were holding the title oultanl. ror

PE RS REPISS, IS5, 018, 43,46, 47,67, 75,76,77,79,95, 102, 137,

cdan
14
. Dp. 256, 263-4; TA III p, 204,
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51, Badra ¥Khatri, Kalik: Gujarati luslim,

In 1401-2 A.D., he was the mucgg‘of the shig of Sorath.

In 1410 4.D., he rebelled against Sultan ahmad Shah I (1410-

1441 A.D.) with some other ncbles.

52. Bah3uddin, Malik: Gujargtz Haslim.

In 1459 4.D., he was given the title Ikhtiyarul Hulk. In
1465-66 A,D., he became gggig and received the title‘Imddul
Mulk., In 1473 A,D., he was assigned Songir. In 1481-2 A.D.,
he died and his son succeeded him with the title Ikhtiyarul

Mulk.,

53, Bachu, Malik: Gujardti Muslim.

In 1482-3 A.D., he accompanied Sultan Mahmud Begarah as

. o 2
an army commander in Champaner expedition.

54. Badha, Malik: Gujarati Muslim,

In 1472 A.D. he was an asl3hdar in the reign of Sulgén

v

Mahmud BegarEh.3

1 . THS p 3 - a2
TF "pp. 200-1; AHG pp. 200-1.

2, AHG p. 28,

.3. EIAPS 1963, p. 31.

b, 12-a, 13-b; NS pp. 99, 114, 126; Ta II p. 138,143;
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He was holding the title ~zd-ul-llulk, In 147€-7 ..D. he

- . - =_1
was sent cn an exXnedition agazinst chamnaner,

5¢. Bahar Jiv: Sujerati Hindu.

He was the Raja of Raglana. In 152¢-3C ,.D., he was
recruited into the nobilitv by giving the title 3ahar [then
and was sent in command of a large army ajainst the countrv

of Deccan.2

57. Bahrun: Non Gujarati Hindu.
Ye was the son of Prithvi Raj and nenhew of Ran3d Sanga

(of Chittor). In 1529 A.D., he joined the service of Sultan

Bahadur Shah along with some other Rajputs.3

L ] - P - - _., -
58, Bahar Khan Yacut Salmani: Cttoman Turk, Slave,

In 1546 A.D., he was the wakil of khw&jz Safar Salm@ni =t
Surat and accompanied him as an army commander in the camnai-m
N
of Diu against Portuguese. After the death of @bwéja Safar

Salmani, he remained wakil to Rajab Salmani.?

59, 2ah2ul Mulk Uluch Kh3n: Gujarati Muslim.

In 1526 A.,D, in the war of succession he took the side of

Latif Khdn against Bah3dar Shah, Uhen Bahidar Shah ascencded the

throne he nut 3ahaul Mulk to death,”

1, TA III p. 159; AHG p. 26.

2, NS »p. 271-2; 3aglana: a principality in the south-east of
Gujarat. See Irfan MHabib An Atlas of Imchal Empnire sheet 74,

3. MS v, 271; Ta IIT p. 212,

4. AHG »Hn. 232, 238, 225-%,

. MS n, 27”4,
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62, 3hava llanczr: Gujerati Findu.

M

He was incharge of Junacarh furing 1474-5 to 1£77-7% L,C.7

61, Bil3l ithairat Khan:Habashi 3lave.

¥Xhzn., In 155

—

» ™
i g1t

[9)]

He was the wazir of Ulugh . in the civil

strife between ‘1m3d Khdn and Chingiz 1han he took the side
of chingiz XKhan. In 1558 A.D., he was killed by xhudavanda

Khan, 2

62, Bilal Xhairat tpghzgh?ashi Slave,
In 1540 A.D. Bilal was with Sulgéﬁ against Alam Xhan. After

the fall of Alam Kpgh the rarks of the nobles were raised, At

this time. Bil3l was given ‘the title Jhuhar Khan. In 1546 A.D.,

he accompanied xXhwaja Safar Salmani in the campaicn of Tiu

) - s 3
against Portuguese and was killed,

63. Bektars: Gujarati Muslim, gbéhgzgd

He was the son of Adam and succeeded his father as a
mgg§§°of Baroda in 1411-12 A.D, He rebelled against Sultan two
times in 1410 2,D., and 1413 A,D,.At last he wvas compelled to

flee from Gujarét.4

2. AHG pp. 334, 235, 350, 352,
3.Ibid.pp. 230, 233,

4. ETAPS 1968 »on. 1%-19; M3 p». 30, 40; TA III o. 98.
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64, 2urnanul Fulk Sambani: CGujerati Muslim.

In 1534 aA.D., he was the hakim of the fort of Chittor. In

agaxim
1540 a,0., he was appointed wazir by Sultan Mapmﬁa Shah III. In
the same year he resigned from wazarat and was succeeded by his

brother Afgal'Kpén.l

65. Burhanul Mulk sbbasi: Kon Gujaréti, vWest Asian.

He is mentioned as an amir of the reign of Sultan Bahddur

Shah in 1534-5 A.D.2

66. Chand Bhand3ri: Gujarati Muslim.

At the time of his accession in 1626 A,D., Sultan 3ah3dur

Shah conferr@d upon Chdnd Bhandari the title Hazbar gbén.B

67. Chinaiz Khan: Ottoman Turk, Slave, Khanazad.

Chingiz Khan was the son of Malik Arsldn Turk Sultani
entitled ‘ImSdul Mulk.R@mi. In 1571-2 4.D., he held his father's
jggzr of the sarkars of Broach, Baroda, Champaner and Surat

shared by his:brother Rustam Khan,*

1. IG p. 12; MS p. 248, 318; Ta III p. 227; AHG pp. 194,201,
237, 270.

2. AHG pp. 218, 233; Steingass in his dicticonary mentions that
AbbJsis belonged to the house of AbbAs (ancestor of Abbdaside
Caliphs) ‘who reigned from 749 A.D. till the extinction of

the Caliphate in 1528 4,D. 3teingass Persian English Dictionary

p. 833.

o)
"4

w
L]

[
9}

p. 260,

S
[ ]

&
t

pp. 414515, 425, 427, 433-35; oHG pp. 316, 320, 328, 331,
35, 341, 357, 38i, 352, 385, 393, 411-14. A I po. 19-208

W
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68. Chimman, 21ik; Gujarati Iuslim.

Chimman enjoved the title of Fuhafizul MulY, In 1813 2.D.,
he accomnenied Sultan Mugaffar 3hah II in an exnediti~n tn
Malwa.1
69. Chir'Jiv: Guiarati Hindu. .

Y

Originallv he was a Chirimar (a bi#d catcher). In 1%

tEN

3 2.0,
he received the title~” Mubgfiz gpgn. He exercised influence cver
Sultan Mahmud Shah (1546-1554 A.D.) for which reason nobles

like ‘Alam ¥han Wajihul Mulk and Alp Khan Khatri were jeslous

of him. They consvired against him. In, 1549 A.D., he was killed

by them.2

70. Darva Khan: Xon Gujaréti Indian rFuslim,

The nare of Darya Kpén was l‘anjiv,., He was the son of
Darya Xhan gusain Manduwi. After Darya Khan ?usain's eath in
1533 A,D., he succeeded to his father's position in the nobility.
In 1538 A.D,, he was elected to the position of the wazir by
Sultan Mahmid Shah III (1546-1554 A,D.). On that occasion he
was entitled Kajlis-i-Girémi. But in the same vear he vas
forced to flee from Gujarat on account his fallinc out with

5 3
other nobles,

1. MS p. 180,

20 Eg pp. 34’0’ 345-7.

3. TA III pp, 235-38; 3HG p». 218, 220, 226, 231, 264; M3 pp. 275,
282, 294, 329, 330, T
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71. Darva ¥han: Gujar

3

Darva ¥han was a frisnd of Sultan lMahm
- (] »

1

his »nrincehood days. &t ths time ¢

-

his occessiorn in 1459 2,0,

[

-—

Sultan Mahmud Shah gave him the title of han alonz with

-
—

daulat of panjhazari. He built Gumbad-i-Kalan at Zhinedabad

- § 3 . : : > - _ 1
and founded gasba Darvapur in the vicinitv of Ahmedabad.

72. Darva Khan Manduwi: !'on Gujarati Indian Muslim.

His original name was Husain. In 1532 2,D,, he was assigned
Ujjain by Bah3ddar Shah. He died in 1533 A.D, After his death
title and assignment held by him were conferred on his son

M3n Jiv.?

73. Dastur Khan: Gujarati Muslim.
At the time of Tome Pries visit to Gujarat in 1509 a.D.,

Surat and Rander were in the charge of Dastur @hgn.3

74, Daulat Khan Dakkani: Non Gujarétz Indian rMuslim.,

In 1546 A4.D., Daulat Khan accompanied :Khwdja Safar Salmani
on an expedition against the Portuguese then entrenched at
Diu. On that occasion he along with Khwaj3d Safar were killed

by the Portuguese.4

1. MS po. 151, 166.

[\
.
-

3 op. 282, 294,
3. Tome Pires, I ». 34.

4, AHG pv. 232, 237
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75, Dilzwar "han 3ul : Gujerati

Sjct

In 1452 2,D,, Zilavar hﬂaﬁ accom=anied Sultsn ututhuldin

*
—

or an exnedition against the Malwa ruler

76. Fard Khan Sult3ni: Gujarati Slave.

-

In 1549 2;D,, Fard Xhan was the hakim of Chamnaner., He

(@]

ove

H

commanded 12000 horses and his authority zlsco extended

Mandu and Chittor.2

77. Farnan Lurak Sultani: Hubshi, Slave.

In the civil strife during 1555 2,D., Farhan sided with

Chingiz Khan against ‘Ttmad Kbén.3

78. Farid Samarqandi: ujarati Slave, Khanazad.

Parid was the son of Tmadul lulk. In 1416 2.D., he succeded

to his father in the title as well as the post.4

79, Fateh Khan Hasan Sultani: Gujardti Slave,

For some time Fateh Ihan was the haklm of mauza ¥Kheralu
under Sulpan Ahmad Shah I (1410-1441 A,D,). He is mentioned as
one of the rebells who rose against Sulgén Ahmad Shah I in

1410 A,D.5

1. AHG p. 2.
2., op.cit. p. 248,

3. op.cit. p, 328, 334-5,
4, IT p._l@a, S ». 49:; Farid oaﬂcrdandl is categorised as
Cuiarati Vusllm since his f=ather ‘Im&dul Mulk was ir the Service
of the Gujardt Sultan with the foundation of the Sultanate
of Gujarat. '

5. TMS5 . 35-a.
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80. Fateh Khan Biluch: Biluchi.

In 1545 A.D., in the reign of Sultan Mahmud Shah III,
he was made an army commander of a contingent of all the Baluchis.
He held the jgéir of the parganas Radhanpur, Sami, Manjpur,
Kakrej Santhalpur, Tahrad, Morbi, Terwara, and MNorwara shared

with other Béluchis.l

81, Fateh-ul-Fulk: Gujardti Slave, Khanazad.
. e—

Fateh-ul Mulk was the son of Malik Tawakkul. In
1526 A.D. Bah3dur Sh3h gave him the title ‘Imadul Mulk. In
1532 A.D., he conquered the fort of Mandusur and probably was
assigned the same fort. In 1537 A.D., he was made Eggig by
Sultan Mahmud Shah II (1546-1554 A.D.). Around the same time
he was forced to flee from Gujarat by Darya Ehén. In 1538 A.D.
after the fall of Darya Khan, he was called back by lahmid
Shah and assigned Broach as well as the fort of Surat, He was

filled by Khudawanda Khan at Surat in 1545 A.D.2

1. TA III p. 245; TF p. 229; AHG pp. 247, 248, 313, 318,399,448;
IS pp. 407, 425=26; Ma I, p. 22; 2dluchis are in the list of
Foreigners or non Indian Muslims since before Fateh Khan
Bdluch no evidence regarding the BEluchi noble is found

in any Chronicle,

2. IG pp. 20, 40, 48; Ta III p. 204; IF pp. 25, 224; 2HG pp. 225,
236: MS pp. 262, 290, 329-32, 345, 360.
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82. Fattu Siv: Gujarati iduslim.

He held the title Muhafiz Khan. In a civil war during
1543 &.D., he sided with Derya Xhan against'Alam Khan. In
this conflict Darya Xhan was defeated and f£led from Gujarat.

Subsequently Fattu Jiv was confined in the fort of surat.?!

83, Féroz Khan: Gujaréti Muslim.

Feroz Kndn was the uncle of Sultan Ahmad I (1410-
41 A.D.) and held Baroda as his igta. He was one of the
nobles who rebelled against Sultan Ahmad Shah I in 1410 A.D.
Eventually he had to surrender along with other nobles on the
condition that the shig of Navsari which was his previous

assignment be given to him in lieu of. Baroda, Accordingly after

1. TG p. 42; TF p. 226; AHG pp. 218, 220, 225, 228, 264, 268;
MS pp. 340-44,
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in 1411 2,D,, Feroz x¥han rebelled a2gain and was forced

rom Guiarat to Nawsur In "agcawr he joined Shams ilhan
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Dandani. He was subsequentlv killed in a skirmish btetiveen

Shams Khan and the Rana of Chittor.1

84. Ganesh Rao: Gujarati Hindu.

In 1536 A.D. Ganesh Rao accompanied Zahadar Shah when

the latter went to Diu to meet the Portuguese.2

85, Ghalib ¥h3n ROmi: Ottoman Turk.

In 1568-9 &,D,, Ghalib Khan was the hakim of Ahmedébéd.3

86. Ch3zi Gujarati Muslim,

2
0
3

He had the title Shujaul Mulk, In 1510 A,D,, he was killed
while fighting acainst the Ran3 of Chittor.?

87. Ghazi Khan: Gujaradti Muslim,

w—

In 1526 A.D., Ghazi ghén was sent bv R2zhadar Shah against
5

the rebellious nobles MupafizﬁKhén and Azdul Mulk.

— »

4, AHG pp. 101-2; MS p. 196.
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88. Gnaznavi h

In 1571-2 A.20., he commanded 7000 sawars and his income
1

is estimated as revenues worth 12,07,07°C tankas per vezr.

89. Haji ¥han:.Gujarati Slave.

Hzji Khan was the slzve of Salim Ithan the scn of Sher
- . r. - e =

Khan Fauladi, He was in the service of Itmad Khan and was

assigned half of the parcgana of Kari in 1566 A.D.2

90 . Haji Bahauddin: Gujarati Muslim.

He was a noble of the reign of Sul?éh Mahmud Begarah who

also had a reputation as a poet. He founded Haj{pur and built

a mosdgue there.3

o1, Hamid-ul-Mulk: Gujaréti Muslim.

.

In 1511 A,D., Hamid-ul-Mulk was sent by Muzaffar Shah II

to receive the envoy of Shah Ismdil of Iran. He was killed

‘while fighting against Rana of Chittor in 1519 a.p.?

92, Hamid-ul-}ulk: Gujaréti Muslim, ¥hahazad,
He was the son of ﬁamidul Mulk senior. After the death

of his father in 1519 2.D., he succeeded to his rosition. In




100
1536 A,D., he was sent fo Mecca alons with Asaf thén who
. - o] - ] ' 1
was carrving Bshadar Shah's treasure there,
3. Hussdm Khan: Gujarati Muslim, Xhaneazad,
- = e adt

Bussam Khan was the son of the renowned noble Cam3luddin
Quraishi. In 1513-14 A.D., he accompanied Sultan Muzaffar shah
II on his expedition to Malwa. In 1529 A.D., he was dirochd

darogha
of the port of Cambay. In 1531 A.D., he accompanied Sultan
Bahadar Shah on an expedition to Malwa. In 1533 A.D., he
along with TAt3r Khan went against the Rana of Chittor. The

historv of Bah3dar Sh3h's reign Tarikh-i-Bah3dur Shzhi mentioned

. ft e s au n . -2
in Mirat-i-Sikandari was compiled by Hussam Khan.

94 ., Hasan Xhan: Non Gujerati Indian Muslim.

In 1546 A.D, Hasar Xhan accompanied Khwaja Safar on an

expedition against the Portuguese and was killed in action.?

9.5, Hoshivarul Mulk Sultaﬁizﬁabéshf'SIave.

In 1572 A.D., he was in the service of Uluch Ehan as g

cq s . 4
military officer.

2. AHG pp. 100, 113, 141, 228; MS pp. 125-6, 180, 199, 259,
265-70, 291; Bavley, History of Gujarat,ps:-386. _ - “*

3. AHG pp. 232, 287, 317-18, 321.

4, op, cit. op. 328-39, 452,
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Ibn=-i~Jiv, the son of a noble titled ‘Alam ggéﬁ was in the
service of Ttmad Khan. In 1554 s.D., he held Hodasa as an assig-
nment along with the title of Tughlag Khan. In the same year he
was killed in an skirmish with the gabashz nobles, His son

. . 1
Nahir-ul Hilm was awarded his post as well as his title.”

97. Ikhtivarul Mulk Sultani: Gujardti Slave.
In the early part of his life Ikptiyér Khan held the post

of davat-i-var (pen holder). In 1545 A.D., he was promoted to

the rank of an amir and entitled Ikhtiyarul Mulk and got Nahrwala
Pattan as his assignment. In 1571-2 A.,D., he held the jagir cf
Ahmadnagar, Parantej, Jhalawar, Harsol, Modasa, Meghreji, Kathnal
and Momurabad, Birpur and Bhil. His total annual income was

Rs. 60,0000000. In the same year he was executed on Akbar's order.2

98. Ikhtiyarul Mulk: Gujargﬁi Muslim.

In 1531 A,D,, Ikhtiyarul Mulk was sent on an expedition

against the RBahmani ruler.,>

99. Ikhtiy3r Khan Siddiqui’ Gujarati Muslim.
The original name of Ikptzyar Khan was Khanjiv. He was
the son of Diwood Sicdigqui. He belonged to a family of Nadiad

in Gujarat. In 1532 A.D., he was the wazir of Sultan 3ahIdur

2. TA III pp. 251, 254, 257, 259; aHG p.. 247, 312, 313, 317,
318, 320, 337, 495; MS pp. 363, 3c7, 405-6, 415; ¥a I, p. 19.
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Sh3h. In the same vzar, he v

seige of Raisin and second time vias deputed to czarture

He was killed bv

100 . ‘Imadul Mulk xhasikhil: Gujardti Slave,

In 1413 A.D., he was sent on an exnecdition against the

ruler of MaIWa.2

101 , Ispgé, Malik: Ottoman Turk, Epéhézéd.
Ispgq was the eldest son of Malik Avaz., In 1522 ,D.,

he succeeded his father and became the @ékim of the vort of
Diu. He was also entitled Chingiz Xh3n. According to Sikandar
bin Manjhu, in 1527 A,D., Malik Ispéq was put to death by
Bah3dar Shah on the charge of rebelion, A Portuguese text
cited by Pearson gives a more detailed account of this exiscde
which is as follows. Cn one occasion Eahgdur Shdh summoned
Malik Ispéq to his vresence but the former failed to comply
with the Sultdn's direction. Vhen Bah3dur Shah insisted on
his attencdance he opened negotiations with the Portuguese to/
seek their help. In return for the Portuguese assistance to
him he offered to handover Diu to them, Eventually on the

Sultan's sendind an army against him Malik Ishaag fled from
-

1

Gujaratg

1, TF pn. 183-4; NS pn,440-41,

2. Joaode 2arros, &sia, IV, V, é (Lisbon, 1945-6) citeld hv
Fearson in IIRG o, 74; IS on, 164, 265, 266; AUG n: 126,
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In 1455 %.D., {IsEhSultdni received the title Nizamul

e -

1',\.11!1 .

al
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~ater on conguered the fort of Zhamer and vas entitled

. =4 . . - =

Imacdul Mulk. The town cf Isannur located hetweent Rasulabhzad
n _ L1

and Batwah was founded by him,

103. “Is&3 S313r: Gujarati Muslim,

‘Isa S3lar was.one of the nobles who rebelled against

Sultan Ahmad Shah I in 1413 A.D.2

104, T&mad %pgn: Gujarati Slave.

According to Farishta Tmad gpgn was converted Muslim,
Originally he was a salve., His name was Abdul Karim Sulgénz.
Ir 1545 A.D., Sul;én Na?mﬁﬁ Shah conferred uvmon him the title

I%&maa Khan. In 1560 A.D., he became the wazir and received

t was

M

. s s oy - . .
the title, IMesnad-i-~Ali, “hen the territory of Guiar

divided amony the nobles in 1562 A,D,, the tract lving hetween

Sakarmati and Mahindri came into the possession of Fem3a ¥h=n.

s
~10
—

It was to his cguarrel with other lesading nobles of Gujarat

that ‘Ttm3a ghén was persuvaded to invite Akbar to congquer

Gujarat in 1572 A.D. When Gujarat’ was conguered, TI&mad hzn
. . . cq s 3
was recruited into the Delhi nobility.

1. EIAPS 1274,

. 29; TMS, p. 2=k; TA IIT b, 132; AHG p, 32:
IS »n. 29, 147, 167; Bhamer: in the south-east of CGujiarat,
see Irfan ?abib An Atles of Muchal Emnire sheet 73, 21+, 74+




105. Jahangir TThhan Lars

Cars Hassan came to Gujarat in 1531 2.D. along with
»

Amir Mustafa RUmi. In 1544 A.D., he accompnanied hudawanda

——

Khan RGmi or* an expedition agszinst the Pcrtuguese controlling
Diu. Suksequent to gx—-edition he was civen the title Jah&ncir
Khan al-FKajlis-al Mansur. In 1560 A.D., he was arrointed to

-~ LT - . 1
wazarat by Chingiz Khan and was assicned Broach.

106. Jam3luddin Bihamad: Gujarati slave.

In 1417 A.D., Jamaluddin built a mosque at Pattan. In
1423 A.D., he is mentioned in an inscription as a n3ib (deputy)

of the Sultan at Kapadwanj. He was entitled Malik-us Sharq.2

107. Jamaluddin Quraishi: Gujarét{ Slave.

In the beginning of the reign of Sulgan Mahmud Begarah
Jaméluddin held the vost of wazarat. In 1470 A.D., he was
made kotwal of Ahmedabad and entitled »uh3fiz Khan. Shortly

latter he was entrusted with the government of the city as

well dependencies in his capacity as a mustaufi mamalik. He

rose to the position of a wazir in 1480 A,D, After the conguest

of Champaner in 1486 A.D., its charge was given to Muhafiz Khéh.B

1. AHG pp. 186, 229, 232, 233, 235, 237, 238, 256, 316, 317, 388,

2, EIAPS 1963, pp. 13-14.

3. ARIE 1967-8, p. 74; TS, pp. 10-23, 12-a; Ta III o, 148,
: 3

162: TF p. 198; AHG pp. 20, 21, 27; MS po. 125, 126;
. 257



108, Jhuijhar ¥han I3rian RUmi. Khan: O

e

ot

toman Turk.

Jhujhar Khan was in the service of Yagqut Uluch Khan.

In 1571 A.D., nhe killed Chingiz ¥Xhan, son

O

f “Imadul lulk. He
1

was put to death by &kbar at Broach in 1573 A,D.

109, Jiwand Xhatri: Gujarati Hindu.

He was cne of the nobles who rebelled acainst Sul;én
Ahmdd Shah I in 1410 A.,D. In the same vear he was killed by

some other nobles.2

110, Kabiruddin: Gujaréti Muslim.,

Kabiruddin was entitled Azdul Mulk., In 1459 A.D., he
was accused of consniring agaist‘imgdul Mulk, the yazir. Fearing
punicshment he fled from his post. While on his way he was

murdered bv the Rajput Chiefs.3

111, Kamal %pgn: Gujarati Muslim.

He was an admiral in the service of Sultan Mapmﬁd Begarah.
In 1419 A.D., he enjoved the fitle Safdarul Mulk. He was sent
with naval force against Bah3dar Gilani of Deccan in the same

vear,

1. TA III pp. 243, 253-60; AHG pp- 328, 334-50; MS po. 247,
230, 440, 443-45,

2. M5 p. 30.

3. M8y p. 4-a; TMS, pp. 9%-a; TA II p, 136; IF p. 195;
MS pp. 96-99.

4. ZMMS pp. 19-21; THS p. 16-bi TF »n. 203,
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112, Karal kKhar: Gujarati Muslim.

Kamal Epgh is mentioned in an epigraph on the grave of
his servant Nakhuda Yahy@ who built a mosque at cambay in
1478 A.D., From this epigraph it seems that he was entitled
Khan-i-Azam Khagsn-i-Muazzam, which goes to indicate that

he was a noble of high standing.1

113. Kanhir Rai: Non Gujardti Hindu.

Kanhir Rai was a Deccani Amir., In 1528 A.,D., he entered
into the service of Bahadar Shah and was assigned territory

suiting his statuS.2

114. Khairat Kh3n:Habashi Slave.
His original name was yagut Sulgéhi—al—gabashz.ln
1549 A.D., he accompanied ‘Im3dul Mulk on an expedition against

Idar.3

115. Khair3t Kh3n:Habashi Slave.

His original name was Bilal Fateh %bénf. He acted as
the wazir of Ulugh Khan for some time. In 1557 A.D., Ulugh
Khan conferred on him the title Khairat Khan. In 970 AH/

156263 A.D., he died a natural death.*

1. EIAPS 1963 pp. 23-4. .
2. AHG p. 137.
3.1bkid.p. 247.

4.1Ibid, pp. 324-28, 350, 377, 389, 3695
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116. Khalil Khan: Gujarati Muslim.

—

5balil %pén was the son of Mabmu 3egarah. In 1484-5 A.D.,

a
he was appointed Governor of Dhandhuka.1

117. Kh3n-i-Jahan Sultani: Gujarati Slave.

—

He was a great noble of the reign of Sulgéh Adhmad Shah I
(1410-41 A.D.). In 831 AH/ 1427-28 A.D., he exacted the

tribute from Raja Idar, Har Ray.2

118. Khan-i-Jah3n Shir3zi: Irani.

[ 3
He was in the service of Bahadur Shah. In 1535 A,.D.,
Khan-i-Jahdn defeated Humayun's noble Q3sim Husain Shaibani

and took Navsari from him.3

- . T - -y .
119, Khan-i-Azam Asad Khan: Gujarati Muslim.

The title KbSh-i—ﬁ%am indicates that its holder was a
noble of high rank. In 1409-10 A.D,, he is reported to have
built a mosque at Fattan. It suggests that Asad ghéh was

4
posted at Pattan for some time before 1409 A, Ds"

1., AHG p. 30. For the place Dhandhuka see Irfan Habib An Atlas
of Muqhal Empire sheet 7A, 22+, 71+.

2. Ta III p, 115,

3. IG p. 29; TSG p. 37; TA IIT p. 232; AHG pp. 118, 211, 214,
220; OShiraz is in the south east of Iran , Philips Intern-
ational Atlas p. 46.

4, EIAPS 1962, p. 12.
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;ujarati tuslix,

In 1416 ~.D., liahmid ¥hdn was sent by Sultan ~hmad
L] ] .
shdh I (1410-41 A.D.) against the zamindar of Sorath to

collect the salgmz.l

121. Zhizra Khan: Gujardti iwuslim, Khanazad.

Khizra Khan was the son of !uhdfiz Khan, a noble of
Mahmud Begar3h. In 1519 4.D., he enjoved the title Asacul
Mulk. During the same year he commanded against the Rana cf

Chittor.2

122. Khudawanda Xhan: Gujarati lwuslim,

Khudewanda Khan was the brother in law of Sultan
Mahmﬁa Segarah. In 1480-81 A.D., he was made wazir. For his
wide learning, Khudawand3 Kh3n was famous as Malik-i-Ilm.
He revolted several times but Sultan Mahmud Begarah every time
vardoned him. The Sulgén used to say if he were to put Malik=-
i-Ilm to death, he would never be able to get another noble
like him. He founded Ilampura south of Ahmedabad and built

a large mosque.3

123, Khudawanda xhan Maiﬁ-ud—DZn I'uhamrad al-IjiE I"on Indian
- i Muslim,

The author of Zafrul Walih writes that Majd-ud-Dzn
the reiqg
came to Gujarat during/of Sultan kahmud Shah I (1459-1511 aA.D.)

1. MS p. 48,

2. TA IITI pp. 148, 186; pp. 196-97,

3. TM3, pp. 12-b, 13-b; Ta III p. 153; AHG ; TF »p
s looP 3ies. TIA I : p. 25; IF pp. 200-1;
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vut he did not mention his original place. The Zultan
bestowed on him the title Rashidul Mulk. Later on uzaffar II
(1511-26 ~.D.) conferred on him the title Khudawanda Khan

and appointed as his vazir. He held this post for fourteen
yvears., During the reign cof Bahadar Shah (1526-1536) he rose

to the position of Wakil-i-Mumalik.Hde held this position for

fifteen years. He accompanied Bahadur Shah during his campaigns

against the rulers of Mandu and Chittor. He died during the

reign of Ma@mﬁd Shah II1.1

124. %Purram E?gh: Gujaréti Muslim,

During the war of succession of 1525 A,D. Khurram Khan
sided with Bahadur Shih against Latif Khan. At the time of
his accession, Bah3dur Shah conferred on Xhurram Ehgh the

title gpén-i-Jahah.z

125. Khusbash, Malik: Gujar3ti Slave.

Malik gﬁushbgsh is mentioned in an inscription as a
slave of late Féroz Tughlag and the Kotwal of the whole of
the province of Gujarat in 1405 A.D,, While he held an important
post in Gujarat in 1405‘A.D., apparently he must have been

holding some post in Gujarat at the time of its independence.3

1. AHG pp. 213, 218, 229; MS pp. 268-270,
2., MS p. 259,

3. EIAPS 1963, p. 10.
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126. Khushoadam: Habashi, Slave.

In 1511 A.D., Khushgadam enjoyed the title Muptgé ¥han.
He accompanied Sultan Mugaffar Shdh II (1511-1526 ~.D.) on
an expedition against Handu in 1517 «~.0. He became the EE%EE
of Sultdn Sikandar (Apr. 1526-May 1526 A,D.) and was entitled
‘Tn3dul Mulk in 1526 A.D. In the same year he killed the
SulFEn Sikandar. Shortly later, Bahadur Shah on ascending

the throne had fIm3dul Mulk executed.l

127. Khwiija Muhammad: Gujardti Muslim.

—

Khwdja Muhammad was entitled His3mul Mulk. In 1459 A.D.,
he conspired against ‘Im3dul Mulk Shaban. When the conspiracy
was discovered, he first fled to his brother Ruknuddfh, the

kotwal of .Pattan, from whebce both fled to Malwa.2

128, Khwaja Sara: Gujardti Muslim.

In the reign of Muzaffar Shah II (1511-1526 A.D.)
Khwaja Sara was the kotwal of Ahmedabad. He was entitled
Mohirul Mulk by Sikandar Shah (1526 A.D.). Bahaddr Shah gave

him the title 5p§n-i-Jahén.3

129. Khwaja Safar Salmani: Ottoman Turk,

In 1507 A.D., Epwéjé Safar was sent to Gujarat by

t T i o) I
he Turkish Sulgan as & commander of a naval force. He was

1. %%9123 pp. 195-198; TF pp. 212-13; AHG pp. 125-27: MS

2. _'I_'l\_’i§_1 PpP. 4-a, 4-b:; %2 pPpr. 99-a, 108b; TFE p. 195; 1S pp. 96,98,

3. IF p. 215; KS pp. 216-217.
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ccompanied by Mir Husain. This force was directed against
the Portuguese. In 1531 a.,D., he came again with Amir Mustafa
R3ri and joined the service of Sultan 3ahadur Shah. In

1540 ~A.,D., he was assigned Diu and was ordered to lsad an
expedition against the Portuguese. In fighting that ensued,
he was killed by the Pertuguese. After his death his son

. - T . . O, 1
Rajab Salmani succeeded nim in his assignments Diu in Surat.

130. Khw3ja Khass3: Gujardti Muslim.

Khw3dja Khass3a was the son of Wajih. In 1410 &.,D., he

was a hijib and was counted among the important nobles. In

the same year he built a mosque at Pattan.2

* .
131, Kombh3d Gohil: Gujarati Hindu.

On the occasion of his accession in 1526 A.D. Sultan

..

Bahddar Shah conferred upon Kombha, Gohil the title REL Rﬁyan.3

132, Lad Khan: Gujarati Muslim, Khanazad.
Lad Kbgh was the son of Mugbal gpéﬁ. In 1536 A.T., he
occupied 3Baroda by defeating a Mughal noble, He was accused

of conspiring to kill “Im3dul Mulk and Daryd Khan and was executed

by “madul Mulk in 1537 A.D.%

l. TSG p. 30; AHG p». 187, 207, 229, 230-33, 469; MS », 360,
2. EIAPS 1963, pp. 12-13.
3. MS p. 260.

4. IG p. 297 MS pp. 329-30.
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133. Latif “han: Gujarati Muslim.
L1}

Lapif Khan was the brother of Sul;éh Ahmaa shah I
(1410-1441 2,D.). In 1413 A.D., he was sent against the

< e T - - - 1
rebels Shah alik and Sheikh Malik and Rai of Junagarh.

134, Malik Shadh: Gujar&ti Muslim.

On .the occasion of his accession irn 1511 A,D, Sulgén
Muzatfar Shah II conferred on Malik Shah the title Ruknul

Mulk. 2

135, Malik Sheikh Tamim: Gujarati Muslim.

On the occasion of his accession in 1511 A.D, Sul§§n
Yugaffar Shah II conferred on Malik Shelkh the title,T3idul

Mulk.3

136. Malik Gow»i “unnirdar: Gujardti Hindu.

Malik Gopz was a merchant noble. The use of designation
zunnardar with his name might suggest that he ﬁrobébly
pbelonged to the Brahmin Caste. He was recruited into the
nobility in the reign of MahmuUd 3egarah and was the ?Skim of
Surat for some time. After the death of lMahmud Begarah Malik
GopI'and Ciwdmul Mulk Sarang helped gpalfl Khan (Mugaffar

Shah II) in the war of succession, He was executed at the

1. IA III p. 10; IE p. 184; KS p. 41,
2, MS p. 173.

3. MS p. 173.
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orders of Sult3n ~uzasfar 3hah II some time later cn account

of the demand of the other nobles who mere jealous to his

. . 1
increasing power.

137, Malik Sir3dj Sultani: Gujarati Slave.
In 1490 A,D., Malik Siraj was the kotw2l of llahrwalah

Pattan where he built a mosque.2

138, Malik-us-Sharq Jam3luddin Bih3mad: Gujaréﬁi iluslim,

In 1423 A,D., he was Sul?én Ahmad Shah's naib at

Kapadwanj.3

139. Malik-us-Sharg: Gujardti Muslim,

In 961 A,H./1553-54 A.,D., he was assigned Nadiad by

Itm3@ Khan. In 1571 A.D. during the reign of Muzaffar Shah II

he commanded 1500 sawars and had an income worth 4,00,00,000

tankas revenue.4

120. Malik Madan: Gujardati Muslim, Khandzad.

Malik Madan was the son of Malik Bah3uddin (entitled
‘ -
Imadul Mulk). In 1481-2 A,D., at the death of his father he
succeeded to his position and received the title Ikhtiyarul

Mulk.>

1, Barbosa I p. 149; IA IITI p. 176; MS pp. 178-=79; 226-27,
2. ETAPS 1963, pp. 34-5,

3., op.cit. p. 17.

4, MS p. 307; MA I p. 18; Nadiad: In the central bart of Gujarat

see Irfan Habib, An Atlas of llughal Empire sheet, 7 A, 22+,

4. "I'MSl pP. 136; TA III p. 158.

T2+,
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141, lZali)k 5333t Sultdni: Sujarati Slave.

In 1431-2 A.D., Malik 3Sadat was the h3kim of the fort

ome&nLl

142. Malik Farid B3riwal: Gujar3dti ruslim.

In 1526‘A.D., Sul&éh Sikandar Sh3@h gave Malik Farid the
title Sharzd. Khan. During the same year he was sent by the
Sultan against La;if gpén (SulEEn's brother) who was trying
to oust him. On that occasion Farid was killed by Rajput

retainers of prince Latif Ebgh.z

14 3, Malik K310 Ghul3m Sultdni: Gujarati Slave.

In 1459 A.D,, Malik Kall received the title Azdul Mulk.

He was executed in 1465 A.D., by Sulggn Mahmid Begarah on the

charge of being involved in a conspirarv.

144, Malik H3jii Sultani: Gujaréti_Slave.

In 1459 A,D., Malik H3ji received the title ‘Imadul Mulk.

In 1465 A,D,, he was found involved in a conspirary and was

eXecuted by Sulpgh Ma@mﬁd Begarah for this crime.4

1. TA IIT p. 120; IF p. 189; Tambol: According to Col. Briggs
TWol, IV p. 19) "Tambol a small hill fort in the district
of Baglana. The district from its local position naturally
belongs to Khanadeshj but it had, from a very early veriod
rajas independent of that province". i 7

2. TA III p, 196; MS p. 240,

3. IHS,, pp. 3-6, 6-a,b; TF p. 196; AHG p. 16; MS pp. 97, 113.
4, Ibid.
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In 1455-56 ~.D., he was sent by Sultan Lutubu
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146, Malik Mahmid: Gujardti Muslim.

In 1431 A,D., Malik Mahmud was the kotwal of Diu and

was alsco entitled Mukhlisul Mulk.2

147, Malik Musa: GujarEEE Muslim, §p§nézéd.

Malik Mus3 was the son of Malik-us-Sharg-Malik ‘Im3aul
Mulk who had conquerred the fort of Bhamer for the ruler of
Gujardt. - In 1481-82 A,D., he had the charge of the fort of
Bhamer and was entitled Malik~us-Shargq. In the same year he

built a mosque at Bhamer.3

148, Malik Burhan: Gujarﬁfi Muslim.

At the time of his accession in 1511 a&.D., Sultan
Muzaffar Shah II (1511-1526 A.D.) conferred upon Malik Burhan

the title Mansar 5péh.4

149, Malik Qutub: Gujardtl Muslim.

L3}

In 1511 A.D,, on the occasion of his accession Sultan

Muzaffar Shah II conferred upon Malik Qutub the title Azdul

Mulk.s

1. TF ». 192; MS p. 73.

D
i

T4 IITI pp. 117, 118; TF p. 188,
5, ZILFES 1974, pp. 28-29: EBnamer: about
south of Nizampur in the Szkri Tal
of lisharashtra. op. cit. p. 28; Fo
Habib, &n Atlas of luchal Emmire she

wn
N

kilometers to zhe
& of Dhaulie District
Bhamer see alsoc Irfan
et 7 4, 21+, T4+,

W™
[

732,
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150 . Malik Mubarak Main: Gujarati Muslim.

Malik Mub3rak was the son of Malik 'Imadul Mulk, In
1511 A.D., he was entitled Ikhtiyarul Mulk. He accompanied

the Sultan in 1513 A.D., on an expedition to Malwa.1

151 . Malik Py3ra Bhamdiri: Gujar3ti Muslim.

In 1482-3 A.D., Malik Py3r3 Bhand3ri accompanied the

Sulﬁgh on an expedition against champaner.2

152, Malik Sh3ban: Gujar3ti Slave, Khanazad.

Malik Sh3ban was the son of Tajul Mulk. In the reign
of Qutubuddin Ahmad Shdh, he held the title Malik-us-Sharg
and Malik*Im3dul Mulk. He also held the office of wazdrat
around the same time he is reported simultaneously holding
the posts of a hidkim, a mgg%ét the p8shwa and the wazir. He
is credited with laying out a garden at Ahmedabad which came

to be known as Baqp-i-SHEbEn.3

153. Malik Sahib: GujarEéE Muslim, Khanazad.

Malix S3hib was the son of Muj3hidul Mulk. At the time
of his accession Sult@n Bahadur Shah in 1526 A.,D., he was

entitled Habib 5b5n.4

1. TA ITI p, 177: NS p. 173.
2. AHG p. 28,

3. T™S + DPD. Za'b 3bs TI7S D 100a b 102a.1h
e ’ ¢ ZiiZas Pe O, o, TIF . -4
WS Bp. 53, 73, 92, 134, 2%16%. == pp. 192

4. I":S p. 254p 259.



braed
oo
an

154 , Malik Husain 3ahmani: licn Gujarati Indian lluslim,
)

-—

Husain was a noble of 3ahmani kingdom. In 1519 ~.T7., he
was given the charge Idar. He was entitlec Nizamul Mulk in

1520 A.D.l

155, Malik Sharg: Gujar3ti Muslim.

In 1511 A.D., Malik Sharqg is mentioned as being sent

to receive the envoy of the Safvid ruler Shidh Ism§11.2

156. Malik Miran Khusru: Gujardti Muslim,

Malik Miran was one of the nobles who rebelled against

Sult3h Ahmad Shdh I in 1410 A.D.>

157. Malik M3ri3n Sultdni: Gujardti Slave.

In 1427-28 A.D. Malik »drjan held the charge of Cambay
and was also entitled Malik-ul-Umara Marjan Sulgéni. In the
same year he made there a mosque. In 1432 A,D,, he was
appointed to collect the sal3dmi from the zamind3r., Rana Mukul,
Raja of Dilwara. In 1451 A.D., he was the hawaldar cf Broach

where he also built a mosque.4

1. TA IIT p. 184; MS p. 193,
2. M8 p. 174.
3. ES p. 30,

4. ZIAPS 1953-4, p. 66; EIAPS 1963, p. 21; AHG N ]
Ts 1II p. 123. - Pe S57 22 P. 47 L5 p. 0
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158, Malik-al-Hudaya: Gujar3ti uslim.

Malik-al-gudayg was one of the great amirs of the reign
of Sultan lMugaffar 5hah II (1511-1526 A,D.) and was entitled

Hizabrul Mulk.1

15¢, Malik Shah: Gujarati l'uslim, Khanazad.

Malik Shah was the son of Malik Badra Khatri. In
1403-4 A,D.,, he was the mugté‘of the shig of Sorath and was
also entitled Malik-ul-Umar3 Muin-ud-Daulat ¥3d-Din Malik,

Malik Sh.ah.2

1689, Malik Mugarrab Ahmad Ay3z: GujarEtI Muslim,

Malik Mugarrab was the kotwal of Ahmadebad. In 1429-

30 A.D., he was sent against the ruler of the Bahmani kingdom.3

162, Manik Chanda: Gujarati Hindu,

Manik Chanda was a Hindu Banya. As an army officer he

served in the reign of Sult3n Ahmad Shah I (1410-1441 a.D,).4

1. M8 p. 210.

2. EIAPS 1968, pp. 21-22; In 1403-4 3A,D., Malik Shah held such
an important post mugtd-of the shig of Sorath indicates that

at the time of the foundation of the Sultanate he must have
been holding some post in Gujarat.
3. TA III p. 116; TIF pp. 186, 188,

4. Ras Mala p. 256.
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162, Malik Muhammad IkhtivyEr Khan: Gujardti Muslim.

Malik Muhammad was the friend of Sultdn Mahmud Begarah

who conferred upon him the title Khan along with gaulat of

panjhazéri.l

163. Malik A1T Shér: Gujarati Muslim, Khahazad.

Malik @Al Sher was the son of Siwdmul Mulk. In 1532 &.D.,

he was sent on an expedition against the fort of Raisin.2

164. Malik QiwSmul Mulk: Gujar3ti Muslim.

In 1571-2 A.D. Qiwdmul Mulk held the jagir of Godhra.>

165. Mandal Dil3war Kh3n: Habashi Slave.

In 1555 A,D., Mandal was in the service of Ulugh Khan

(a leading noble).4

166. Mallu Kh&n Manduwi: Non Gujarati Indian Muslim.

His name was Langar Khan. Langar Xhan was the son of

Malld Kha@n who had come to Gujarat from Malwa in the reign of

MS p. 151,

TA III, p. 225; MS p. 286; Raisin: residence of Silhadi Purbia
in Malwa, For Raisin see Irfan Hadib, An Atlas of Mughal Empire,
sheet 9 A, 23+, 77+.

Ma I, p. 21,
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Muzaffar Shah II (1511-1526 =.D.). In 1532 A.D. 3ahad:r Shah

assigned him Sarangpur and also gave him the title Mallu gpén.l

16%. Mauldna Khizra: GujarétE'Muslim.

In 1459 A.D., Mauldna Khizra held the title of Saiful
Mulk. He was involved in a conspiracy but was pardoned as he
was an old friend of ‘Im8dul Mulk., On that occasion he was

relieved from services and a pension was settled upon him,

168g. MirzE‘Mquh: Turani.

Mirz3d Mugim held the title Khurd@san Khan. In 1535 A.D.,

3
he fled from the army of Bahadeor Shah and joined Humdyun..

169. Miridn Ahmad Lar-al-ﬂabashfzﬁabashfﬁlave.

Mirjdn held the title Dildr Khan. In 1551 A.D. there
was a great disturbances raised by the Rajputs in the regicn
between Ahmedabad and Pattan., The Sulggh ordered for their
expulsion from the kingdom. They were to be killed where ever

found. The job was entrusted to Diler Khan and Aqa Bardi Turki

entitled Turk §h§g.4

1. TA III p. 219; AHG p. 206; MS p. 212, 233; Sarangpur in Malwa
see - i Irfan, Habib, An Atlas of Mughal Emnire, sheet 9 A,
22+, 78+,

2. TMSl, Pp. 4-3,b; TMSz, pp. 99-a,b; MS pp. 96, 99.
3. TA III p. 229; AHG p. 205,

4. AHG p. 248,
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170. Mirjan Jhujhar Xhan: dHabashi Slave.

Mirjan was in the service of Ulugh Khan (a leading noble).
In 1553 A.D., he killed Saiyié Mubarak. During the same year ne
was assigned Bhiwal. In 1568-69 i.D., Jhujhar killed Chinglz
Kbgh. He was recruited into his service by Emperor ~kbar in

1572 A.D.1

171. Mir abu Turab Wali: Irani.

Abu Turab Wali belonged the Saiyid family of Shiraz which
had settled down in Gujarat during the reign of Mahmud Begarah.
abu Turab was in the service of the powerful Gujardti noble I%mad
Khan when Akbar invaded Gujarat in 1571-2 A.D, He was recruited
into the nobility by Emperor Akbar alcong with some other nobles,

de died in 1595 A,D., and buried at Aswal.2

172. Miran, Saiyid: Gujarati Muslim, Khdnazad.

Mgrgh was the son of Saiyid Mubdrak Buggéri, a powerful
noble belonged to the reign of Mahmld Shah II (1546-1554 A.D).
In 1562 A.D., he got Dholka and Dhandhuka as his share in the
distribution of the country of Gujarat among the nobles. He
commanded 40,000 sawars and controlled revenues amounting to

16,00,00,000 tankas per year. In 1573 a.,D., he died.3

1. TA III, pp. 243, 251, 253; a4G pp. 328, 334, 335, 350;
ES pp. 427, 430, 443, 44s,

2. Shahnawaz Khan, laasirul Umara, il Calcutta 1828, pp. 280-85;
TA II‘. L‘)' 660 E-_d Supp. t}. 640 i ’

3. TA III p. 245; M5 pp. _406-445; 3ukh3ri Salyids are kept in
Ehe category of Gujarati liuslims as it is reported Hv‘E C
Bayley that Bukharl Saivids wersz in the service of Z?e T
Gujarat oultcns with the foundation of +the Gujarat Qdit“““*
L.C. Bayvley, History of Guisrat, . 60; lin o 19 T ThRReReRes

LI Pe LT




130

173. Mirjidn Sherwan }(’tgnﬂabas"xf:gabashi Slave.

—

In 1555 A.D., he was in the service of Ulugh Epén.l

174, ¥Irian Muh3fiz KhanHabashii:Habashi Slave.

In 1555 A.D., he was in the service of the Ulugh_gbéh.z

175. Miftah Saiful Mulk:Habashi Slave.

In 1555 A.D., he was the h3kim of Daman.3

176, Motl Chanda: Gujar3ti Hindu.

Moti Chanda was a Hindu Banya. During the reign of

'Sulgén Ahmad Shah I (1410-41 A.D.) he was an army officer.4

177. Mukhlisul Mulk: Gujariti Muslim,

In 1530-31 A.D., Mukhlisul Mulk was the kotwal of Diu,

In the same year he was sent against Bahmani ruler.5

178. Mujahid Khan Bahlim: Gujar3ti Muslim.

In 1524 A.D., Mujahid Khan held the charge of Junagarh
as a th3nadar. In 1526 A.D., his two sons succeded him and
réceivedithe titles Mujshid Khan and Mujahidul Mulk by Sult&n

Bahadar Shéh.6

2. Ibid4.

3. TA III p. 251, 253-4; AHG pp. 334, 335, 350.
4. Ras Mala p. 2356, |

5. TA III, p. 118.

6. ES . 259; TS p. 125,
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179 Muji3hidul ¥ulk Bshlim: Gujardti muslim, Kh3ndzac.,

’ 4ujZhidul Mulk was the son of Mujdhid Kran I and the
brother of rujdhid Khan II. Each one of the brothers had an
army of ten or twelve thousand horsemen and controlled

revenues of one thousand villages in Sorath during the reign

of Mahmud Shah II (1546-1554 A,D.).

180, Mui3hid Kh3n Bahlim: Gujarati Muslim, Kh3nazad.

Mujahid Khan was the son of Mujahid Khan I. He succeded
his father in 1526 A.D. He became the Governor of Sorath and
entitled Mujahid Khan. In 1533 A,D., he was sent on an exped-
ition against Ranthambor. In 1538 A,D., he was the th3nadar
of Pali Thana. Subsequently in 1540 A,D., he became the ndib
(deputy) of Sultan Ma@mﬁa Shah II (1546-1554 A,D.). He was the
brother of Mujahidul Mulk and commanded to twelve thousand
horsemen as well as controlled the revenues of one thousand

villages in Sorath.2

181. Mugbal Khan Siddiqui: Gujardti Muslim,
Mugbal Xha@n belonged to a Kedi family of Nadiad. In
1531 A,D., he accompanied Bahadar Shah on an expedition to

Malwa. He was killed by ‘Im&dul lulk in 1537 a.p.?

1. MS pp. 348-50, 259,

2, Epigraphis Indica vol. II 18%4, pp. 34-35; 2HC pp. 213, 218,
230, 243-44; 1iS pp. 265, 272, 341, 348-50,

3. TG p. 40; IF p. 225; MS p. 281, 327, 325-30; ladiad: in the
heart land of Gujarat, see I. Habib's an Atlas <f iwughal

Empire, sheet 7 4, 72+, 22+.
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2%, Muhammad Zaman Mirza: Turanl.
t

In 1533 A,D., Muhammad Zaman Mirzd arrived in Gujarat
and was recruited intc his nobility by Sultd@n Bahadur Shah,
He tried to ascend the throne in 1537 A.D., but was defeated

1

by(Imédul Mulklforcing to leave Gujafét.

183, Muharram bin RGmi Khan: Cttoman Turk, Khanazad.

Muharram was the son of gbwéjé‘§afar Salmani. In 1546 A.D.,
at the death of father he succeeded him. Inp the same year he
was killed at Diu by the Portuguese and was succeeded by his

brother Rajab Salmé‘nz.2

184, Munir Sulgéhf? Gujardti Slave.

In 1422 A,D., Munir Sultani accompanied Sultdn Ahmag
Shah I (1410-1441 A.D.,) on an expedition against Malwa. In
1433 A.D., he was sent to collect the saldmi from the zamindars
of Dilwara. In 1451 A.D., he accompanied Sultan ngubuddin

on an expedition against Malwa.3

18s., MusS Kh3n Fauladi: Gujaréti'Muslim.
Musd Khan was the son of 4nul Mulk Faul3di and the
brother of Sh&r Khan Faul3di. In the reign of Sultan ahmad

Shah III 1554-1561 A.D., he was assigned Pattan. In 1562 2,D.,




o
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when the territory of Gujarat was distributed amonc the nchles,
Shér ¥Xhan and lusa Xhan got in addition to Fattan the pargans

. . 1
of Yeri also,

186, Muhi3fiz Kh3n “acalzada: Gujarati Hindu.
g .. bl

In lSlllA.D. MuhTfiz Khin was ddrocha of Mahmudabad,
s Ny e e -
During the war cf succession in 1526 A.D., he sided with Latit
Khdn. On 3ah3dar Sh3h's ascending the throne, Muhafiz Xhan

was forced to flee from Gujarat.2

187. xahir-ul-Hilm: Gujar3ti Muslim, Khanazad.

Nabir-ul—@ilm was the son of Ibnei=Jiv. In 1554 A.D,,

at the death of his tather he succeeded him in the post as

well zs the title.3

188. lasir Saif: Gujarétf Muslim,
) Ahmad Shah I
In the reign of Sultan/ (1410-1441 A.D.) he held the
title gpén—i432am azhder Khan. “hen-a large nurmber of nobles

rebelled agasinst Sul;gh Ahmad Shah I in 1411 A,D., he helred

the Sultan against the rebels.4

1., TA III pp. 242, 245; AHG pp. 214, 285, 294, 396-7, 418;
MS pp. 386, 410, 415, 436,

2, Ia IIT p. 204; AHG pp. 214-15; NS pp. 174, 260, 263, 274;
liahmudabad: in the east of Gujarat; see Irfan Haktib's

An Atlas of lMughal Emvnire sheet 7 A, 22+, 72+.

3. AHG pp. 323-325,

4, TF

o}

. 184; IS pp. 39-40,
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1%, Nasirul !ulk Bambdni: Gujarati Muslim,

o

The name of Nasirul Mulk was Nemat bin Chalak SulEén-
al-Hindi. In 1549 &.D., he was entitled Nasirul Mulk. He had
12000 horses under his command in 1571-2 A,D. His jdgir
comprised parganas:XNacarbar, Sultanpur and Hisabjamara yielded

25,00,00,000 tankas as revenues.1

190 . Nasﬁrjabsh thﬂ‘Habasb.I Slave.

»

Nasir Habsh had come to Gujarat in 1538 A.D., with
Sulaiman P3sha. In 1547 A.D., he was appointed hakim of Diu,

He had cavalry of 4000.2

194, NasIr shadi: Gujardti Muslim.

In 1511 A,D., on the occasion of Sulgsn Muzaffar Shah's

occasion Nasir Shadi was entitled Mubarizul Mulk.3

192. Kaurang Khan: Gujar3ti Muslim.

Naurang Epih had been the governor of Junagarh since

1472-1473 A.D.4

5

pp. 274, 314; MA I p, 21,

N
|&
(®)

pp. 227, 241, 313.
3. MS p. 173,

=9
.
|3

D. 132,
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193, Nizamul Mulk Sultani: Gujar3ti Slave.

Nizamul Mulk was the son of Rawal Patai of Champaner.
He was perhaps enslaved and converted to Islam after being
taking prisoner. In 1514 A.,D,.,, he was the QEEEE of Ahmednagar.
In the same year he was sent against Raimal Raja of Idar,
After the capture of Idar he remained incharge of the same

fort for some time. He was called back from Idar in 1515 A.D.l

194. Nizamuddin, Malik: Gujardti Muslim.

He held the title- Mukhtasu'l-ul-Mulk. In 1452 A.D.,
he accompanied Sultan ngubuddzh on an expedition against the

ruler of Malwa.2

195. Nusratul Mulk Bahlim: Gujarati Muslim,

In 1519 A_.D,.,, Nusratul Mulk held the charge of the fort
of Idar. 1In 1526 A,D., he was killed in a war among the:

nobles.3

196. Paras RAm: Gujarati Hindu.

PSras Ram was the zamindar of Bagar. In 1531 A.D., he
joined the service of the Sult3n Bahadar Shah and received
half of the Bagar in assignment and half of the territory

of Bagar was given to his brother Jaga.4

1. TA III pp. 177-79; liS p. 118,
2. AHG p. 9; LS p. 72.
3. TA III ». 198; AHG p. 93; MS p. 193.

4. TA III pp. 213-14,
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197. Pata: Gujarati Hindu.

»

P3ta was a Hindu Kayastha. In 1526 %.D., he was

the Givernor of Sorath.1

1¢g. Payaq D3s Khatri: GujaratI Hindu.

Payag Das was one of the nobles who rebelled against

Sultan Ahmed Shah I in 1410 2.0.°

199. Qadar Khan: Gujarﬁtz Muslim.

In 1475-6 A.D., Qadar Khan was sent against Raja

cf Champaner.3

200. Laisar Khan: Gujardti Muslim.

In 1480 A.D., 2aisar Khan was sent on an expedition

along with Im3dul Mulk to conguer Jalor and Sachor.86n the

way he was killed by Mujzhid Epén.4

1. One inscription guoted in Bomabyv Gazstteer, VIII,
Kathiawar, p. 668.

2, MS p. 30.
3. AHG p. 26.

4. IMS, pp. 13-b; TA III p. 476; TF p. 201; AHG pp. 24, 25;
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2C1. Zaisar fhan: Gujarati Muslim,

- -t
In 1517 A,D., DRaisar than was the mucta Dahod. In

-

1520 a4,D., he was sent on an expedition azainst Ra@na Sang:.
In 1526 A.D0., he was sent against prince Latit xhan " by

Sul;éh Sikandar. During the same year he was executed by

Sul:an Sah3dar Shah.l

202, Qanib-al-Khamaravi: Ottoman Turk, Slave.

Qanib-al-%paméravi was a purchased slave of Sultan
Mahmid Shih III. In 1539 A.D., he was entitled ‘Imidul Mulk
Arsalan Rumife conquered the fort of Idar during the same year,
In 1555-56 2.D., he became wazir of Sultdn Ahmad Shah III. He

was %killed by Rajab 3alm3ni in 1558-59 a.D,?

203 . Qaisar Khan: GujarEtI Muslim,

In 1536 A.D., Caisar Khan was sent with Agif gbéﬁ to
escort the treasure and harem of Sultan Bahadar Sh3h to

. 3
Mecca.

204 Qazi Pir Ish3q: Non Gujarati Indian Muslim.

Qazi Pir Ispé& was a Bahmani noble who joined the service

of Sulgén ¥ahmid Begarah., In 1492-4 A,D,, he was sent to help

the h3kim of Sultinpur against Alp Khan, a rebel noble.?

1. A

174, 187, 127, 205-8; TF pr. 212:; AHG ». 102;

5, 183, 192, 221, 262, 2€sS.

2, AHS pn. 245, 246, 316, 332; MS p. 363,



205 . 2utbul lwlk: Guiarati luslim,

cuthul ulk was an amir of

n

ultan Muzzffar Shakh II.

In 1511 ~.Z., he was sent to resceiv the envoy of Zhah Ismail.

-‘—" 771~ s > 7" ol ] e ~ : =7 .- :
206. Rai Azam Khan-i-puazzam Sikandar Khan: Gujarati luslim,

T

R2i Azam was the son -f Rei Ghias. In 1480 :+£.0,, he
was %illed at th3@na of Sembhar. His title indicates that his

. . . . =t
family were originally a Hindu Chief. Probakly Rai azam

2
Khan-i-Muazzam was posted at th3na of Sembhar in 1480 2,D.,

where he was killed.2

207. Raih3n 2adruddin Jah3ngir Khani: Ottoman Turk, Slave,

st gt

-
His name was Abul Khair Raihan Badruddin. He was the

- T = . s s as . -
slave of Jshangir Khan. This is indicated by Suffix Jahangir
ghinf used with his name, prokably he had come te Gujarat in

1531 A.D., in the retinue of Jahangir Xhan who had accompanied

- —

Amir MustafZ ROmi. He was the wazir of Khudawandd Khan. Later,

4

: T : = 3
he became the wazir of Uluczh Khan.

1. MS p. 174‘.

15
2. ZIAFS 1974 pp. 26-27; Sembhar: a village/Kilcmeters to the
east of the t3lucd headquarters Vadaam and 25 kilometer
south-east of the District headquarter Palanpur. It is now
known in official record as Sherpura (Sembhar). Territorial
Chsnges in the Cujarat State, ahmedabad 1969, o, 29 gquoted
by Z.A. Desai in ZIAPS 1974, p. 28.
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20%. Rai Qutub: Gujarati Muslim,

Rai Qutub as is suggested by the title Rai used with
his name belonced to a family Rajput Chiefs. He was the
hakim of Mehim during the reign of Ahmad Shah I. Rai Lugub

died in 1431 A.D.t

2049. Rai Rayan: Gujar3ti Hindu.
In 1480 A.D,, he was found involved in a conspiracy

against Sulgsh Mahmud Begarah.2

210. Raja Muhammad Husain: Gujarati Muslim.

Raja Muhammad Husain held the title Ashj3aul Mulk. In
1532 A.D., he was given the charge of Dasur, Dasur was in the
possession of Gangu Purbiyd who administered on hehalf of the

ruler of Chittor. Dasur was annexed to Gujarat in 1532 A.D.B

214. Raja Nar Singh Deo: Non Gujargtz Hindu.

Raja Nar Singh Deo was the nephew of the Raja of
Gwalior. In 1535 A,D,, he was given the charge of the fort
of Champaner and was entitled Khan-i-Jahan. In the same year
he was killed in one of the encounters with invading army of

the Mughal emperor Humgyun.4

1. IF pp. 183-9,

2. TA ITI p. 474; TF p. 200; AHG pp. 23-24.

3. AHG p». 103, 1lle-18, 194; M5 p. 20C.

¢, Too III p. 212; AHG pp. 200-1; I8 pp. 271, 313,
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ingh: Gujar3ti Hindu.

s Bl

92}

W

21z, R2j& Rai

Raja Rai Singh was the Governor cf Junagarh in

15795-80 A.D.l

213. Ram Chandr : Gujarati Hindu.

In 1455-6 4,D, Ram Chandr was sent along with Mzlik

Gadai to help the ruler of agor against the Rana of Chittor.2

214. R3o Mand3lik: Gujarati Muslim.

R3o Mandalik was criginally a Hindu. ﬁe was the ruler
of Junagarh. In 1471-2 A,D., after the annexation of Junagarh
to the SulEanate of Gujarat he became Musalman and was
recruiteé-into the nobility. Rao Mand3lik was entitled gpéh-i—

Jahan. 3

215. Raziul rMulk: Gujarati Muslim.

In 1513 A.D., Raziul Mulk accompanied Sultan Muzaffar
Shah II on an expedition against the rules of Malwa. In the
war of succession of 1526 A.D., Raziul Mulk sided with ZSzhddur

Shgh.4

2. TE¥ p. 1°2; MS p. 83.
3. MS p. 126.

4, op.cit. »p, 120, 256,
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216, ruknuddin: bujarati ruslim,

In 1459 2A.=., he was the kotwal of Fattan. In the same
vear his brother Higamul Mulk was accused of conspiracy acainst
the Sulggh. Z“e and his brother on that o>ccasion fled from

~ : 3 s 1
Gujarat to Malwa.

214, Rashidul Mulk: Gujarati luslim.

In 1511 A.D,, Rashidul Kulk was entitled xhuddwandz rhan.

. . = 2
He was also given the office cf wazarat.

21§ . R3va Nersimhaka: Gujargti Hindu,

In an inscription R3va Narsimhaka is mentioned as mantri
in the service of Muj3hid Khan, the Governor of Sorath in

1531-32 A.D.3

219 Ravi Rai: Gujarati Hindu.
In 1553 A.D., during the conflict between Itmad than

and Saivid Mub3rak, Ravi Rai sided with 'T&m3d Khan.?

220. Rawat Pir: Gujarati Muslim,
The title "R3wat" indicates that he belonged to a femily
vwho were originally Hindu heriditary Chiefs., He was killed

during the military operation against Rana of Chitter in

1519 a.n,°

1. TA III p. 138; TIF p. 196.
2. 115 p.173.
3. “pigrephia Incdica vel. II 1894, p:o

. &HG ». 362.

5. 283 p. 101; I3 p. 197,

—— —



221, Rawat Husain: Gujarati iwuslim.

The title Rawat indicates that R3wat Husain belonged
to a family, coriginally a dindu Rajputs Chiefs, In 1519 ~.D.,

he was killed while fighrting against Rana of Chittor.2

222, Rustam Khan Baluchi: B3luchi.

In 1571-2 A.D. Rustam Khan with some other Baluchis
had the jégir of the pargana‘Radhanpur, Sami, Munjpur, Kakrej,
Santhalpur, Tanrad, Morbi, Terwara and Morwara. Their total

annual income was Rs. 30,00,0000;2

223, S343 Khas3khil, Milik: Gujariti Slave,

in 1482-3 A,D., he held the charge of thana of
Rasulabad (between Gujarat and Cnampaner). He was killed by

the ruler of Champaner in the same year.3

l. AEG p. 101; IS p. 197; Mo I, p. 21

- o
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224, S3'ad3t KhiEn: osujardti kuslim.

5a'adat &nan was the uncle of 3ultan Ahbmed Shah. In
1410 A.,D., he along with some otiier ncbles rebelled egainst

the Sultan.!

225, S3'ad-ul-Mulk: Non Gujardti Muslim.

On the occasion of his accession in 1526 a.D. Sultan
SahZdur Shah conferred upon Sa'ad-ul Mulk, the title Shams

Khah.

226, Safdar Khan Sultdni, Malik: GujafétI Slave.

Safdar Khan was an admiral in thé service of Sultan

Mahmud Begarah. In 1419 A.D. he was sent against Bah&dur

1. TMS
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arainst the ang of Thlttor.

227. Sakta: rortugues:

0,

Ssltta was a Fortugusse deserter converted luslim. In

the reign of 3Zah3dar 5hzh, he was recruited into the ncbility
. . - - = 2

with title Firangi :than.

——
22@&. 3adra Xhan sZusain ohdul Latif: ion Gujar3ti Indian luslim.

Sadra Kha8n was the son of Malik R@ji of Mandu. He was
-—

killed in Humayun's attack of Mandu in 1535 A.D.3

22¢', Safdar Xhan: Gujarati Muslim, xhandzad.
S — e —————

Safdar ¥han vas the son of Alam Khan. After the death
of Alam 5p§n in 1531 A.D., the later's assignment was trans-

. : « = 4
ferréd to his son Safdar XKhan.

530, 5adr-i-J3h3n Fayz A113h Bambani: Gujardti !uslim, Khandzad.
3

In 1496 A,D, Fayz Allah held the post of Sadr-i-
Jahan in the reign of Mahmid Shah I. He belonged to a very
distinguished family whose members continued to held for

generation the responsihle posts of ministers and Chief judges,

3. IG p. 13; AHG pp. 204, 205, 218; IS p. 31.
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1501 ...Z., he was sent by Sultan llahmud Shah to l.hamma-

in :
.k
2abad (Bidar) as an amkassador. He wrote universal History of
- - = 4 e i _wavnT. L
Islam named Tarikn-i-oc8dr-i-ucnan.

—

233:. Safdar Xnhan: Sujiardti Muslim.
In 1526 A.D., Safdar ¥han received his father's title

Knhdn Khanan. In 1527 A.D., he was sent against the rebel Malik

Ishag son of Melik pnja'{z.2

23’3, Saldh-ud-Din: Nen Gujarati Hindu Rajput.

Saléh-ud-DIn was originally a Hindu Rajput named Silhadg.
In 1532 A.D,, after the éonqﬁest of Raisin by Bahadar Shah,
Silhadi was converted to Islam. Cn that occasion he was
recruited into the nobility and was given the title Salah-ud-
Dzn.3

—

234. Sandal Ghalib Kn3n Jah3ngir Kh3ni: Cttoman Turk, Slave.

Criginally,Sandal Gh3lib was a slave of the Ottoman
Governor of Yeman, Amir Mu;gafé‘RGmi. He came to Gujarat,
possikly in 1531 2,0, with Amir lustafa ROmi. He enjoved the

. s e
rosition of an amir under Ulugh Khan. In 974 A.H/ 1566-£7 a.D.,

he was the hakim of Ahmedabéd.4

1, é.%.l. Tirmizi, Some Asnects of Medieval Guiarat, P. 20;

S5.U0. Tirmizi, "Are Tebgdt-i-}ahmud Sh&hi, !.athir-i-Iahmid
Shahi and Tarilkh-i-3zdra-i-Jah@n Identical?" PIAC o

- ek

e

2. M5 pp. 259, 265.
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Sran-, l.2lik: Gujarati ituslim.

[ €]

23@.
Sarang was originally a Hindu Rajput. He was converted
to Islam by Sultan Mehmid Zegarah. lalik S3rang was included
- %
into the nobility ané entitled Mukhlisul I“ulk, In 1470-1 2.D.,

he was entitled Qiw3mul Mulk anéd the charge of the thana of

Godhra was entrusted to him. In 1528 A.D., under Bah3dur Shah

he held the charge of the port of Diu.1

23%, Sh3h Malik: Gujarati Muslim.

Shah Malik was one of the nobles who rebelled against
Sult3n Ahmad Sh3h in 1410 A.D., He was executed by the Sultan
LY hd (1]

in the same year.2

238. Shams Xhan: Gujardti ltuslim, Kpandzad.

Shams Khan was the son of Nizdmul Mulk son of Rawal
Fatai of Champaner. In 1526 A.D., on the occasion of his

accession Sult3n 3ahadar Sh3h conferred upon Shams Khan the
(1) —

title Mubarizul Mulk.3

237. Shams; Gujarati Muslim, Khanazad.
— —m——————

Shams was the son of Kutlugh ¥han. In 1526 2,D., Sultan
4

3ahadar Shah corferred upon him the title Husain khan.

1. ?IAPS 1962, p. 38; AHG p». 17, 22, 25, 33, 100, 104-115;
%%cpgé 106, 108, 126, 145-46, 172, 187-99, 201, 224-25,

2. T35 ». 16; IS =, 34,

4 a
—— X

(63
w

3. aHG p.
A

3; S ». 259,
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235. Shams i".an Landani: Gujarati lusliw.

Shams Khan Dandani was the brother cf Sultan lug

- - 5 -t .
Shah Z. In 14C4-5 A.D., he was made the mucta of l.agor.
1]

23¢. Shamshdrul iulk: Guiardti luslim.

In 1533 A.D., Shamsh&rul 721k was sent to conquer the
fort of Ajmer. After the conguest of Ajmer he was appointed

the hakim of the same fcrt.2

240, Sheikh, ‘aliks: Gujaréti Iaslim,

Sheikh Malik held the title Haibat Khan. He was the
uncle of Sultan Ahmad Shah I and rebelled against him in

1410 4,0, In the same year he was executed by the Sulgén.3

241. Sheikh Jiv_Tamim: Gujarati Muslim.

Sheikh Jiv Tamim held the title Asadul Ifulk. In 1520 A.T.,

he was killed while fighting against Rana Sanga.4

1. MS p. 24,
2. S pp. 293, 318.

3. IMS,, p. 34-3; ISG p. 16; S p. 34,



zv, Sheikn SfefdHabashi. alies 3u1t&ni: Habashi Slave.

fter the éezth of Sultan ..ahmud Shah III he was in

r . s .- - - . - 1
when the later fought against Ulugh Xnan in 1571-2 ~.L.

243, Sheiknh Vusuf Habashi: Habashi Slave.

’

— Y
Sheikh Vusuf Habashi was an amir of the reign of Sultan

Ahmac Shah III (1861 A.2.) and was entitled Azam Huma-yun.2

243. ShEr Khan: Gujarati !uslim, Xhandzad,
Sh&r Khan was the son of Ttmaa Khan. e held the title
“ajihul ulk. In 1553 A.D., he was the wazir of Sultan Ahmad

Shah III.3

245. Sher Khan Faul3di: Gujarati uslim, Khan3zad.
TR —————

—

o = ‘ . . =7
Sher ilhan was the son of Ainul Mulk Fauladi and the

o -_ e

brother of Mus3d X-an Fauld3di. ShEr X-an and :0s¥ Xhan were

in the service of 5ai--id luparak., Fattan was assigned to them.

]

In the reicgn of Muzaffar Shah III when the territory c=

Khan and Mdsad -~ &

— —

Gujerat was divided among the nobles Sher

got pargans of Kari ir additicn to Fattan as their shere,

1. AHG II pp. 925-26.

2. TA III p. 243; 1S p. 415,

3. 253G p. 312; LS p. 459.

4. T4 ITIT p. 242, 245; LHS op. 214, 285, 3394, 296, 407,712, 45¢
IS op- 386, 410, 415, 436, '

~s
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5hSr Xh3n was the uncle of Sulién “hmad 3hdn I. In

-

1410 &.Z., he rebelled along with his brothers aceinst Sultan,

{
J]

247, Sh8rwan Khan: .on Gujarati Indian !lluslim.

-

Sh&rwan Khin was originally a noble of lalwa. In

1532 ~.D., he fled from lialwe and joined Sultan 3ahadur Shah's

service.2

248. 3hérwdn Khan Bhatti: Gujarati iuslim, Xhandzad

—

Sheérvan Khan was the adopted son of Afzal Khaen. In
1553 A4.D., he killed Burh3n, the murderer of Sultan Mahmud
bl )

Shin III.>

249. Shujdul Mulk: Gujarfti Luslim.

Shujaul Mulk was the brother of Alam Khan Farugui and

held the position of gsinah s3lar during the reign of Mahmid

3h3h ITI (1537-1553 A.D.).%

250, Sikandar Khan Satwai: Lon Gujarati Indian lluslim.

Sikandar Xhan Satwdi was a fucitive frcom the court of
‘.ehmud Khalji of lialwa who joined service under Sultan Bah3cur

Shah in 1530 A.D. In 1533 &,D., he accompanied Sultan 3zhi3dur

1. T8 P. 34-a.

2. AHG p. 187,
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Shah on nic expedition against CThitteor. In 1839 ...L., when
sah3dur 3hah went to meet the Portugusse Captain at [Diu
Sikandar Khan accompanied him, He died at the hand's oI

. - -. 1
Protuguese with Bahadur Shah,

251. Sikandar Khan: GujarEtE Muslim,

Sikandar Kb3n was the brother-in-law of Sultan abhmed
Shah I (1410-1441 A.D.). In 1452 a.D., he accompanied Sultan
Lutubuddin Ahmad Shdh on an expedition against the ruler of

Malwa.z

252. Saiyid Fidak: Gujarati Muslim, Kh3nazad.

Saiyid Fidak was the nephew of Saiyid Mubarak in

1533 A,D., he was killed in a war among the nobles.3

2513, Saiyid ‘Ali: Gujar3ti Muslim.

In 1535 A.D., when Humayun invaded Gujarat Saiyid %lf

and Khurdsan Khan who were then important officers of Sultan
.

2. 244G p. 9.

3. AhHG

323.
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284, Saivid Sharif Gilani: Irani.

ATy am T . =t
£ Gilani was the mugta of

(= ]

n 1525 5,.0,, Saiyid Sher

Camkay. In the same vear he had submitted to Humayun giving
. ' b 2

him &Arab horses as rresents.

-

255, Saiyid lubk3drak Sukhari: Gujarati Muslims.

—

The fore father of Saiyid Mubarak Buﬁbgrz.was one of
five hundred Bukéarf Saiyids who had mirgrated from Bukhara
to Gujarat at theAtime of Timur's invasion (1398-99 A.C.).
He was entitled Majlish-ul-Ashraf. In 1549 A,D,, he was sent
on an expedition against Idar. He was killed by a slave of

T&mS& Kndn in 1557 A.D.>

256. Saiyid Niran: Gujarati Muslim, Khdnazad,
—_——

Saiyid IMiran was the son of Saiyid Mub3rak 2ukhdri.
In 1559-60 4.D. in the reign of Sultan Muzaffar Shah II when
the territory of Gujarat was divided among the leading nobles,

Saiyid Miran got Dholka and Dhandhuka as his share.4

-

257. Saiyid 3aranhar lManduwd : Non Gujarati Indian lMuslim,

In 149¢ A,D,, Saiyid‘Baranhar had come to Gujarat from

Malwa and joined the service of Sul@éh Mahmud Segar&h. He got

m= - -~ ~rY -
3. T& ITI pp. 242-3; AHG rp. 201, 220, 247, 257, 312, 321,
E) ez - ; - =
33C, 332,; I3 pp. 319, 381, 3248-£7, 405, 402, 119-20.
e e - -
S. Ziz -1 . 245 LI onon. 426, 420, 430,



3roach as assignment and was also entitled ali
1547 A.D,.,, he was dismissed from his post as the Portuguese

had entered the fort of Broach due to his carelessness.1

25g ., Saivid Ibr3him: Gujarati Muslim.

In 1410 A,D., Saiyid Ibrahim was the mggt§6of rodasa
and was entitled Rukn Kh@n. He was one of the noble who

rebelled against Sultdn Ahmad Sh3h I in 1410 A,D,2

259. Taj Khan bin S3lar: Gujarati Muslim, Khanazad.

TFj Khdh was the son of ‘Is¥ S3aldr. In 1471-2 A.D., he

was given the charge of thana Sorkha in suba of Baroda. He

was sent on an expedition against Champaner in 1482-3 A.D.3

260, T3j Khan Yerpdli: Gujardti Muslim,

T3j Khan Narpali was a wazir of Sultdn Mugaffar Shah II
(1511-1526 A.D.). In 1526 2.D., he helped BahSdur Sh3h to
capture the throne. Soon after the enthronement of Bah3dur
Sh3h, T3j Khan resigned his post as wazir and request the
Sultdn to grant him a village for his subsitance. Sultan
Bshadur Shah accepted his request. He is credited with foundgng

the township of Tajpur and also building the tomb of Sh3h

Alam.?

3. TA III p., 159; aic Pe. 26; 1S ppo. 126, 167

4., AHG . - ‘e
Sss_go; 100v 8. 125-2 1, 204, 218, 13 pp. 165, 24¢, 251,



213

264, Tat3r Khan: Gujarati Muslim.

Tatar Khan was an adopted son of Sultan Mubammad. In

1471 A.D., he was made the th3n3dar of Junacarh and was

.
the -
empowered to levy/salami from the zamindars of Scrath. He

continued in that position till 1513 A.D.l

2€%. Tat3r Khan Ghori: Ghor.

In 1513 A.D. Tatar Khan Ghori as well as Malik Ayaz were
appointed as than3d3rs of Junagarh to collect the saldmi from
the zamindars.He was succeeded in that position by his son

amin Khan Ghorl in 1524 A.D.2

263. TSjuddin Malik: Gujar3ti Muslim.

In 1431-2 A.D., he received the title of Ma'inul Mulk

and recame the hakim of Thalner.3

264. Tat3r Khan Lodi: Non Gujafgtf Indian Muslim.
Tat3r Kh3n was the son of ‘Alauddin and grandson of
Bahlel Lodz. In 1533 A.D., he was sent on an expedition against

C'nittor.4

268, Tatdrul Mulk Ghori: Ghor.

Tdtarul Mulk was the wazir of Mujdhid Khan Bahlim. In

1545 A.D., he helped Sultdn Mahmud Shah ITII in escaping from

1. IS p. 125.

a

2. KS p. 457-8; TS p. 125; Commissariat I p. 170
3. TA III p. 122.

4. IG pp. 5, 12; Ta III pp. 227-29; AHG p. 218;

’
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*
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the hands of alam gpéh who haé made the SulEén,his puppet.l

266, Tatar Khan Ghori: Ghor, Khanazid.

Tatdr Khan was the brother of T&tarul Mulk Ghori. In
1553 A.D., he received Junagarh in assignment. Probably he was
the son of Tatdr Khan Ghori and succeeded him in his title as
well as assignment. In 1571-2 A.,D. Tatar Khan Ghori along with
his brothers Amin Khan Ghori and Fateh Khan Ghori held the

jdgir of the taluga of Junagarh.2

267. Teghuman Khan: Non Gujaféti Indian Muslim.

He was the son of Saiyid Baranhar who migrated to Gujarat
from Malwa. He succeeded his father in his title %1 Khdn in

1554 A.D.3

268, Tughlag Khan: Gujarati Muslim,

In 1526 A.D., Tughlaq Khan received the title Modid-ul-
Mulk. In 1527 A.D., he held the charge of the wilayat of Morbi.
In the same year he was defeated by Ispgq son of Malik ﬁyﬁz

after the later rebelled against the Sul;ﬁn.4

269. Tughlag Shah Faul3adi: Gujar3ti Muslim.

In 1520 A.D. Tughlaqg Shah Faulddil was sent on an

expedition against the Rana of Chittor.5

AHG pp. 227, 243, 244; M3 pp. 349, 350-1.

Ia III, p. 243; IE p. 228; MS pp. 403, 407, 425; Ma I, p. 23.
AHG pp. 259, 266.

MS pp. 259, 266.

Ia III p. 189,

U o W N e
[ ]



27¢'. Tuhfa Sultani, l<alik: Gujardti Slave.

In the beginning of the reign of Sultan Abhmad Shah I,
Malik Tuhf3 was the mugt3 of Bhankar. In 1415 aA,D., he

received the title T3jul Mulk,?l

274. TOgh3n Turk Sultani, FKalik: Gujaréﬁi Slave.

In 1452 A.D. Tughan held the title, Ikhtiyarul Mulk. In

1459 A,.D., he received the title Farhatul Mulk, He became the

th&nadar of JFagat in 1472 A.D.2

272. Tughlaq Khan: GujarétI Muslim., .
Tughlag Khan was an uncle of Sulggn Mahmud Begarah. In
1467-8 A,D,, he was sent on an expedition against the fort of

Girnan.3

273. Olagh gpsh:ggbgshi, Slave,
The original name of Ulugh Khan was Mandal Habashi. In
1548 A.D., he was recruited into the nobility and given the

title Ulugh Khan. He was killed in a battle in 1553 a,D,%

1. IF p. 184; Ras Mala p. 254,

2. ™S., pp. 12-a,b: TA III pp. 138, 151, 152; AHG p. 9,16,23,27;

MS pp. 99, 130; TF p. 200,
3. MS,, pp. 67-b; TA III p. 143; TF p. 197

4., AHG pp. 243, 337.
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274. Ulugh Xhan: Habashi, Slave,

The original name of Ulugh Khan was Y3gut. In 1553 a.D.,
after the death of Ulugh Khan MandalgﬁbéShE, Yagut succeeded

him in that title. In 1557 A.,D., he died at Baroda.

275. Ulugh Xhan: Habashi Slave, Khandzad.
The original name of Ulugh Khan was Khairat Khan. He

was the son of Yaqlt Ulugh Khan and succeeded his father in

1557-8 A.D. In 1558-9 A.D., he was made sipahsaldr and got
Baroda and Champaner as assignment. He commanded 40,000 sawars

and controlled revenues amounting to 15,00,00,000 tankas per

year.2

276. Usmin Ahmad Sarkheji: Gujar3ti Muslim.

In 1413 A,D., Usman Ahmad had rebelled along with some

other nobles against Sultan Ahmad Shah I.3

L.
271. Wali-us-ShurtQEgéﬁashE'Slave.

He had come to Gujarat in 1538 A.D., with Sulaim@n Pasha.

He held the title Habsh Khdn.?

27§. Zahe@rul Mulk: Gujardti Muslim.

His name was Shér Khadn. In 1517 A.D., he was the incharge

of Idar. In the same year he was killed while fighting against

Rai BhIm of Idar.5

1. AHG po. 313-316, 321-26, 337.
2. aHG pp. 256, 345, 346, 350-7, 374; LS po. 427, 433, 440-43

a—



279. Zi3uddin, Malik: Gujardti luslim.

%iEuddin held the title Niggmul Mulk., He occupied the
post of wazir under Sulgéﬁ Ahmad Shah I (1410-1441 A.D.). In
1413 A.D., he was sent along with Shahz3dah Latif Khdn against

the rebels.1

239, ZiTul Mulk: Gujar3ati Muslim.

In 1451 A.D. %idul Mulk accompanied Sultdn Qutubuddin

dhmad Shah on an expedition against the ruler of Malwa. 2

1. TA III p. 101, 105; MS pp. 41, 48,
2. MS p. 78.
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Appendix No.2

List of Reference of Assignments in the Sultanate of

Gujarat 1407-1572

Term used for Term used for _ -
Date Plate the assignment the assignment. Name of the Nobles Sources
holders
1, 1401-2 Sorath Igtat | Mugta® Malik Badra EIAPS 1962 pp.37-38.
2. 1403-4 Sorath shi Mugts Malik Sh3h EIAPS 1968 p. 22,
3. 1403-4 Aswal EIAPS 1936 pp. 7-8,
4., 1404-5 Nagor Khitta | Shams Khan Dandani TA I1I p. 92
5. 1404-5 Aswal Shig EIAPS 1963 pp. 7-8.
6. 1405-6 DBaroda Igts’ Muqt3 Malik-us-Sharq EIM 1939 pp. 2-3;
igta Zugta L1l pp ;

| TA III p. 97.
7. 1405-6 Baroda Igta Mugta’ Malik Adam . EIM 1939-40, pp.2-3.
8. 1410-11 Baroda Igta Mugta’ Saiyid Ibrahim TA III p. 98. |
9. 1410-11 Baroda Igta” Mugtd’ Féroz Khan IHS, pp. 33-b, 44-a,

. .. g
10. 1410-11 Surat & Khitta Hakim  Mith3 Kndn HS p. 31.
Raner o ’
-t - C— .

11. 1410-11 Navsari 1gt3 Muqgta Féroz Khan THMS, p. 31-a.
12. 1410-11 Navsari Shig Magtd Féroz Khan ™S, 36-a,
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15.

16.

17.
18.

19.

NO.
21,

22,

23.

24.

25,

26.

27.

28,

1410-11

1410-11
1410-11

1411-12

1413-14
1419-20
1427-28

1431-32
1431-32

1431-32

1451-52

Between
1459-81

Between
1459-1511

1471-72

1471-72

Baroda igta HMugta
Kheralu Hakim
Cambay Hakim

- -l
Baroda Igtd" Mugta

- -
Bhankar Igta. Magta
Sultanpur Hakim
Cambay
Thalner Hakim
Mahim Khitt Hakim
Tambol Hakim
Sultanpur mm#wa
Bhamer Hakim
Ambran gasba
Junagarah Hakim

(Governor)

Muhammadabad Wajihadar

Bektars

Fateh Khan s
Amir Mahmud mmn@w

Bektars son of Adam

Malik Tuhfa
Azizul Mulk Shaikhan

Malik Sir3j Sultani

Malik Tajuddin

Rai Qufub

Malik Sadat Sultani
A13uddin Sohrab
Sultdni

Isa Sultani
Abdul Latif
Naurang Khan

—
- -

Mubarak Shérani

TA I1I p. 97; EIAPS

1968,

™S

—1

Hu.,vl Hmlu.@.

35-a; MS p. 30,

TA III p. 95.

EIAPS 1968 pp. 18-19;

MS

IF

p. 30,40; TA III p.98,

p. 184,

Hme P. 71~-a.

EIAP 1953-4, p. 66;
EIAPS 1963 p. 21;

TA III p. 123,

TA III p. 122.

IF pp. 188-9; I1G p. #47.
TA III p. 103, 120-2;
IF p. 198,

MS p. 69; TA III p., 188,
EIAPS 1974, pp. 28-29;
MS p. 174,

MS pp. 157-61.

EIAPS 1974, pp. 22-23.
EIAPS 1974, pp. 22-23,




29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.
35.

36.
37.
38,

39.

40.

1471-2

1471-2

1471-2

1471-2

1473

1476-77

1478=79
1479-80

1481-2

1484-5

1486

1491-92

1491-2

Songir
Manir
Godhra
Sorkha
Jagat &
Beyt

Junagarh

Cambawy

Junagarh

Bhamer

Dhandhuka

Champaner

Sultanpur

Modasa

Hakim

Hakim

Hakim

(Governor)

»\EmﬁmN
Hakim

(Gévernor)

Hakim

Malik BahZuddin
z»mm?cw Mulk

Malik Sarang

Taj Khan

Hcmmmw Turk mcwwmsm
Bhaya Mandal

Malik Aman

Raja Rai Singh

Malik Musa

Khalil Khan

Muhafiz Khan

‘azlzul Mulk Shaikhan

Alaf Khan Maulazddah

HZmH pp. 3-b,12-a, 13-b.,

MS Pp. 99, 114, 126; 1i 1l
p. 200,

THS, p. 12-b, L1E II p. 200.

AHG pp. 17,100-115;
MS pp. 126, 167.

TA III p. 159; AlS p. 26;
MS pp.126, 167,

HZmH p. 12-b; IF p. 200,
TS p. 132,

EIAPS 1963, p. 34.

TS p. 132,

AHG p. 30,

TF p. 198; AHG p. 27;
IiS p. 25-26; TWS, 12-a;
TA III pp. 145-62.

MS p. 142; Th III p. 164;
TF p, 196; AHG p. 31.

MS pp. 113, 146; IF p. 196:
Al p. 31.
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41.
42,

a3.

44.
45,
46.
47,
48,
49,
50.
51.
52,

53.

54,

55.

56.

1499
1506-7
1506-7

1511-12

1520-~21
1520-21
1522
1522
1526-27
1526-27
1527
1531-32

1531-32

1532

1532-3

Between
1511 to 33

Broach
Diu
Jalor

Nahar Walah
Pattan

Sorath
Ahmadabad
Sorath
Diu

Diu
Sorath
Morbi
Diu

Rander &
Surat

Ujjain

Bhilsa &
Chanderi

Surat

Wilayat
Khitta

v er———

~
.
3

]m
s
~
[
3

-

..Hakim

'l

Saiyid Baranhar
Malik Ayaz -
Malik Sdlar

Malik inul Mulk

Malik By8z~
Qiwamul Mulk
Malik Ishdg
Malik Ishag
Qiwamul Mulk
Mujahid Khah
Tughlaq Khan
Malik emmvms

Amir SSMﬁmmm.chH

Darya Khan Manduwi

Zlam Khan Lodi

Malik Gopi

AHG pp. 240, 333.
MS p. 147.

EIAPS 1974, pp. 35-=37.

MS p. 178; Ta I1l p. 175,

MS pp. 199-200.
MS p. 198.
MS p. 203,
MS p. 203,
M5 p. 266.
MS p. 266.

MS p. 259, 266,
MS p. 274,

M5 pp. 290-307; TA I1III p.22:
AHG p. 198; TSG pp. 30-31.

MS 282, 294.

MS pp. 288-89.

Barbosa I p. 149;

Gasper Correa, lLendas da
India, III (Lisbon 1858-64)
P. 543, guoted by M,N.
Pearson in MRG p. 129,




57. 1533 Surat Hakim Amir Gopi Gasper Correa, Lendas da
Hakim
India, Tomo, 1I, Livro,
I, Coimbra 1922, quoted
by K.S.Mathew in his
article "Indo Portuguese
Trade in the JSixteenth
Century and the Nobility
of Gujarat Sultanate - a
case study of Malik Gopi"
PIHC 1984, pp. 30-34.
58, 1533 Surat Hakim Amir Gopi
Hakim
59. 1533-34 Ajmer Hakim Shamsh&rul Mulk TG p. 12,
Hakim Ic
60. 1534-356 Chittor H3kim Burh3nhul Mulk Bambdhi MS p. 318; TaA III p. 227.
61. 1534-36 Ranthabhor Hakim Malik Amin N&san MS p. 318.
62. 1535-36 Cambay Mugtd" Saiyid Sharif Gilani TG p. 20.
63. 1537-38  Satwanas Hakim Sikandar Khan MS p. 321,
64, 1537-38 Jambu gasba Jagirdar wajInul Mulk MS pp. 335, 340.
(in pargana
of Jhalawar)
65. 1538 Broach Sarkar Fateh-ul-Mulk MS p. 345,
66. 1538-39  Surat Suba’ MugtT* Khwija Safar Salmdni  MS p. 360; AHG p. 230.
67. 1545-6 Mahrwala Ikhtiyarul Mulk - TA III pp. 251-9; AUG
Pattan . pp. 247-337; LS pp.363-87.
63, 1546-7 Surat Hakim Rajab Salmani MS p. 408; AlIG pp. 233-38,

318-19,
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Ay,
69. 1549-50  Champaner Hakim Fard Knan Sultani AHG p. 248,
70. 1553-4 Baroda & Alam Khan Lodi MS pp. 409-11, 414-15;
Champaner AHG p. 265, 270,330-35.
71. 1554 Modasa Ibn-i-Jiv Khalil MS p. 412; AHG pp.323-25.
72. 1554 Modasa Nahir-ul-Hilm "AHG p. 325; MS p. 412.
\
73. 1555 Daman Khitta Hakim Miftah Saiful Mulk Ta III pp. 251-4;
= . AHG 335-50,
74. 1559-6 Surat Asad Khan Salmani BHG pp. 334-50.
75. 1561-2  Godira J3gir Alp khdn Khatri MS p. 409,
76. 1561-2  Broach, Jagir Im3dul Mulk RimI MS p. 407-9,
Broda, Surat,
Champaner
77. 1561-2  Dhalka & Pargana Saiyid Miran TA IIT p. 245; NS 406-445;
Dhondhuka Ma 1, p. 19,
78. 1561-2 Nadiad Pargana Malikus-Sharq 1S p. 407,
79. 1561-2 Pattan Sarkar Shér Khan and
Musa Khan MS p. 407.
80. 1561-2 Radhanpur Pargana Fateh Khan B&luch MS p. 407.
Sami,
Munjpur

81. 1566-67  Ahmadabad Hakim Sandal Ghalib Khan AHG pp. 334, 342, 411.
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82.

83.

84,

85,

86.

1571-2

1571-2

1571-2

1571-2

1571-2

Radhanpur, Jagir
Mandavi,

Sami hynjpur,
Kakriji,
Santnalpur,
Morbi, Terwara

Morwara

Godhra, Sahra, Jagir
Mairal, Samdah or
Nasirabad, Dura,
Ibnabad, Jhalod,
Mordah, Lohanah,

- Hamod

Nandarbar, Jagir
Sultanpura,
Hisabjamara
Junagarh Jagir

Ahmadnagar, Jagir
Paranti,
Jhalawar,

Harsol,

Modasa

Meghraj

Kathnal and
Mamurabad,
Birpur, Bhil

Fateh Khan,
Rustam Khan and
other Baluchis

Qiwamul Mulk

Nasirul Mulk

Amin Khan Gpori,
Tatar Khan Ghori -
and Fateh Khan Ghori

Ikhtiyarul Mulk

15

|5

12

I,

I,

1,

1,

22,

21.

23.

19.
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v,

87.

1571-72

Sarkars of Broach

Broda, Surat and
Champaner.
Consisting parganas:
Dhaboi, Sinor,
Bahadarpur, Sonkherah,
Hansot, Dhej Barah,
Orpar, Char, Mandavi
Jambusar, Oklesar,
Atlesar, Tarkesar,
Amod, Magbulabad,
Sanvali, Halol,
Ralod, Jhalod,
Dohad.

ars QMWWH

Jagir of Rustam Khan
ms@ Osﬁsmﬂu Khan _sons
of ‘Im3adul Mulk Rumi

W.ﬁ I, pp.

19-20,
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