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CHAPTER I
I NTRODUGCTTIOHN

Regarding the origin cf the Kachawahd clan, the modern scholars hold

divergent opinions. Some literally following Kachawaha traditions linked

" their lineage to Kush, the son of R'é:n.1 O‘bhers/. taking a8 clne from an inscrip

tion in Sasbahu temple dated V.S. 1150/1093 A,D., in which Lakshman, an ances-

[P
[

tor of Duleh Hay, ého is recogrised by the traditions as a Kachaw'éh9 is men~
tioned as belonging to 'Kachapghatat' line )trace back the ancestry of the

Kachawaha clam to h:i_m.2

The surviving traditions are almost unanimous in suggesting that
original homeland of the Kachawahas was Narwar in the vicinity of Cm':?'zlior.3
But there exists considerable divergence between the details given in versions

recorded by the author of Gwalior Nama and Tod. According to Tod, it was

certain Duleh Ray (1007-1037), who after having been expelled from his homela:

1. Compare, Muhta Nainsi-ré-Khyat, I, p.288; Amnals and Antiquities of
Rajasthan, II, p.280; RAjputdna Gazetteer, compiled by KG Erskine, II,
P.135; cof. RN Prasad, Raja Man Singh of Amber, p.1; where-in i’ :
literally accepting the Kachawaha tradition, Ayodhya is described as
toriginal home! of the Kachawahas,

2, Sasbzhu Inscription, cited by HC Ray, The Dynastic History of Northern Indi
p.822; compare, ML Sharma, History of the Jaipur State, p.17, It is
argued that the word Kachawaha is a colloguial form of ftKachapghata!,

3. Maktubat~i gKhan-i Jah3n- Muzaffar Khdn-wa~Gwilior Ndma Waghaira, Ms.
ff .151a~b; Annals and Antiquities of Rajasthan, II, pp.280~81.




- Narwar, by his brother Sora Singh, came with his mother to the Bastern
Rajputana and established himsgelf there:.1 According to Muhta Nainsi, he
wrested Dhoondhar from the Méenas, After Duleh Ray's death his son Kakil

(1037-1039) founded Ambé:r-.2 However, in the Gwalior Nama, it is stated that

a Kachawaha chief of Gwalior, Punjan, married the only daughter of Puran Mal,
a Deora chief of Amber, The latter not having any male issue persuaded his

. .
sor~in-law to settle at Amber around 1087.3 In the light of{date worked out

on the basis of the evidence contained in Gwalior Nama, it is difficult to

accept Shyamal Dasts view that Punjan was a contemporary of Prithvi Raj

Chauhan of Ajmer and had accepted him as his 's'émant'.l*

The evidence regarding the history of the Kachawaha clan settled arocund
Amber for the period preceding 1502, is rather scattered and fragmentary.

Shyamal D3ag, on the authority of an earlier source, Raimal Rasa, refers to

5

one of the Kachawaha chiefs, Kilhan who wassamant of Rand Kumbha,” He was

1. Annals and Antiquities of Rajastham, II, pp.280-6l.

2, Muhtd Nainsi-re-ghyat, I, p.290; Vir Vinod, p.1296; Tod says that Duleh
Ray's son Kakil wrested Dhoondhar and the latter's son Maidul R3o conquered
Amber from the Méenas. Amals and Antigquities of Rajasthen, II, p.2&1.

3. Maktubat~i Khdn-i Jahar~Mugaffar ghan wa-Gwalior Nama, Ms. ff.151a~b; From
Jalal Higari's account, one gathers that it was about 113 years before
Shamsyddin Tltutmisht's attack upon Gwalior in 1200 A.D,, the Kachawaha
chief, Punjan had migrated from there to Amber. This would suggest that he
had moved to Amber sometime arcund 1087 A,D, Shyamal Das (Vir-Vinod, 1259)
who places Punjants reign 10701037 A.D,, partly corroborates the date
worked out g3s7on the basis of Jaldl Hisari's version.

Lo VirVinod, p.1269.

5, Ibid.; RaiMal R3sa was written during Rena Rai Mal's reign (1473-1508)
in Sanskrit.




* apparently,a contemporary of Qu.’t;uﬁz’dd-i'n and Iltutmish and was subdued by the
1a't;ter.‘l After Iltutmish's deat‘h, the Kachawahas appear to have discarded
their allegiance to the Sultins of Delhi and remained independent of Delhi
down to 1328 when Muhamnad Tughluq forced their chief Kuntal to accept his
overfl.ordal'n‘.p.2 From an inscription found at Sambhar, it is borne out that
the Kachawahd territory continued to be controlled from Delbi down to the

Firuz SHah Tughluq's re:lgn.3

All the historical evidence relating to the Kachawahas settled around
Amber go to show that whenever tt;ey were free from the pressure or the inter—
ference of the central authority exercised from Delhi or Agrd, they tended to
come under the political hegemony of the Sisodias of sgwir.” Towards the
beginning of the .16th century the ruling chief of the Kachawahas, Prithvi Raj

(1502-1527) was anundex study of R?mE Sanga,

1, Maktubat—i Khan-i Jahan wa Gwalior Ndma, Ms, ff.152a=b,

2. Futuh—us Salatin, p;466.

3, For the inscription, see, Published Muslim Inscriptions of Rajasthan, p.23,
Sambhar is situated in 27F5'N and 750 11 E.

ke According to Shyamal D3s, during Rana Xumbha's reign \11433"'11-:68) s the
Kachawaha chief, was a samant of the Sisodid chief of Mewar,

Again, the Kachawaha chief, Prithvi Raj (1502-1527), seems to have
come under the political hegemony of Rana Sangd (Vir Vinod, ppe369, 1269).

Apparently, P, Saran and S,P, Guptat's view in sc far as they say that
Anber was t'subject to Jodhour till the beginning of the 16th century! is
not very convincing, Compare, The Provincial Government of the Mughals,
p.141; S,P. Gupta, The Expansion of the Kachawaha Territory in Mughal
Timest, Proceedings of Indian History Congress, 1965, p.177.




S - N
After the defeat of the Rajputs in the battle of Kanawa (1527) s the

Kachawahas who had fought in 1527 on the side of5Fand Sing51 » came upder Babany

influencez. and remained attached to the Mughuls down to 15'1.0.3 The contacts

between the Kachawahas and the Mughuls were revived after the re—establishment

of the Mughul authority at Dglhz in 1556; the Kachawaha chief Bhar Mal

b having

1. Vir Vinod, p.369. ‘ .

2.

cf. Chandron Jitason— Vithu Sujo~ro~Kiyo, Ed. by Tessetori, p.32; Babar
had occupied Amber. Compare, Iqtidar Alam Khan, tNote on the Chronology
of early moves of Humayun', Proceedings of Indian History Congress, 1972,
p.onl;-, F,N, 1430 )

The Kaclggg'ah'a' chief Puran Mal was in the service of Humayun. See, Akbar Nam]
111, p, "

After Humayunts overthrow in 1540, the Kachawahas cams under the
influence of the Surs., In 1547, the Kachawaha chief, Bhar Mal, established
matrimonial alliance with the Afgh3n commander Haji Khan. See, Jaipur—ki
Vanshayveli, As., pages are ummarked, Jaipur-k3- Sankhchipt ItTh3s, Ms.,
Pages are unmarked,

In the Persian sources Bhar Mal's name is spelt variously. AbUl Fazl gives
three versions, BahirahMal ( f%/l». ) (Akbar Nima, II, p.20), Bihari
Mal ( 4 /(. ) (Akbar Nama, II, pp.45, 155) and . Bard Mal ( hi L

) (Akbar Nama, II, p.373). But AlauHcild Qazwini and Arif Qandhari,
the earlier authorities for Akbarts reign call him BharMal( (b /Lln _ )
(Nafais—ul Ma'asir, Ms. £,68a, Tarigi Akbari, I, pp.99, 126), Nizamfidin
refers to him as BharaMal (  J-1, L. ) (Tabagat—i Akbari, II, p.382),
Apparently, Bagiui'ni accepts this promunciation but spells the Tngtmqﬁl‘}irah
Mal ( /(% ). The text edifed by Ahmad Ali and LeeSrrénderd this
name as Pahdra Mal ( (f¢v/ {x ) which is obviously a slip, Jahangir
(Tuzule-i Jahangiri, p.7) writes as Bharah Mal ( J< s bv ) and Muhtaad
Khan (Igbalnima-i Jahdngiri, p.122) mentions him as BarahMal ( Jer ¢ ),
Shaikh Farid (Zaihiirat—ul Khawanin, I, p.103) and Shah Nawdz Khan (Ma'dsir-ul
Umard, II, p.111) have Bhara Mal{ //l» ). Kéwal Ram (Tazkirdt-ul
Umara, £,132) refers him as Bhar Mal ( K bi e

_The Rajasthani sources, Muhtd Nainsi (Muhta Nainsi-ré~Khyat, I,
P.291), Banke Das (Banké Dis-re-Khyat, p.124) and Shyamal Das (Vir Vinod,
II, p.1273) spell the name as Bhar Mal ( g2 /Lf ). As indicated above,
A14ddw1a Qazwini, ‘Arif Qandhari and Kéwal Ram give the same proimnciation.
This should naturally be preferred.




/Bhar Mal

switched over his allegiance from the Surs to the Mug_huls1 notwithstanding his
close relationship with the Sur general of the region, Haji Kham, who in 1557,
was trying to mobilise local support to stem the Mughul penetration of Northern
R'éjﬁvﬁtirféz. At the same time, Kachawahas also appear to have utilised compara-
tive inactivity of the Mughul power in Northern Fajputina during the Regency
of Bairam Khan to extend and consolidate their principality at the cost of
other local elements, particularly the Meena zamindars ,3 which may have been

the provocation for Mirza Sharfufidints stringent measures against them in 1562.1'P

1. Akbar Nama, II, p.20, Bhar Mal, who was with Hagi Khan when he was besieging
Narnaul, helped the Mughul commander Majmn Khan to proceed to Delhi urmo~
lested. Subsequent]y, after the Mughul vmtory at Panlpat s Bhar Mal was
called to Delhi by Ba::.ram Khan on Majmn Khan's advice. Ibid., P.4iS.

2, From a passage in Afsanari Shah 1an(Ms, , £,178b), one comes to know that even
after visiting Mughul court in 1556, /was friendly towards the Sur Commander
Ha;]:. Kh3n, when the later fleeing from Panipat came to Rajput@na with the
mtens:.on of crossing into Gujarat, While he was harassed by the ruler of
Hewar, Bhar Mal, on the other hand, showed great consideration to Ha;;:. Khants
Wakil, ‘Alam Chand Bhat, whom the latter had sent to Amber at the time of
setting out for Gujarat,

.. Iqtidar Husain Siddiqui (Afghan Despotism in India, p.107) suggests
that Alam Chand BHat was a Kachawaha and a relative of Bhar Mal, But a
scrutiny of the relevant passage of Afsana-i Shahay does not support such
an assumption. One can only conjecture that‘Alam Chand belonged to the Bhat
caste of Rajputana, On Bhat caste, see, Bishop Heber in Northern India,
ed, by Laird, Pp-268'69.

3. Between 1557 and 1560, Bhar Mal custed the Méena Chief from Lawdn (situated
in 26046'N and 76013'E). See, Jaipur—ki-Vansdyoli, Ms., Pages are unmarked,
Amals and Antiquities of Rajasthan, II, pp.262-8, Vir Vinod, II, p.1276
Jaipur—ka-1tihas by H, Sharma, De70.

ke Akbar Ndma, II, pp.156-58, Tarigh-i Alfi, f.151




It is in this background that Akbar's decision in 1562 to enroll Bhar
Mal and his relatives into the nobility and to marry one of Bhar Mal's daughter
should be viewed, While it is nof the occasion to go into a detailed discussion
of the circumstances that facilitéted this development, it may be noted that
the terms on which the Kachaﬁéﬁés‘were taken into the Mughul service were such
that had far reaching conSequenceé for the Kachawaha clan as well as the Mughul

Empire as a whole.

The terms offered to the Eécﬁaﬁéhﬁs and later on to other Rajput chiefs
as well, by Akbar while enrolling ﬁhem in his service, in most cases, incinded
the establishment of matrimonial ties between the ruling family and the clans
entering the imperial servicg'whicﬁ was to a large extent responsible for the
transformation that came about in the cultural outlook of both the fughl
ruling family as well as the nobles in general. The special privilege allowed
to the chiefs to employ the members of their own clans in considerable strength
as their subordinates and retainers and the recognition of their special
relationship with the territories of their hereditary principalities, were
some other aspects of these terms that deserve to be noticed in this respect.
In this dissertation we shall discuss at some length the position of the
Kachawahd nobles under Jah3ngir with respect to matrimonial alliances and the
resulting cultural transformation of‘tbe group, the composition and organisa<«
tion of their contingents and their over all political role in separate chapters
We have not devoted a full chapter to the rroblem of the administration of the

original principalities as the evidehca relating to this aspect is general and

1.4s it is well known that in mpst cases, a Rajput clan entering service would

also give a girl belonging ¥6{family of the chiefs in marriage to a member of
the Ruling family. In this respect an exception was made only in the case of
Sisodias and Haras. See, infra, Chapter IV, where it is argued that in t'.
most cases the establishment of matrimonial ties accompanied the entry of the
chief concerned in the royal service.



it is difficult to reconstruct a comprehensive picture of the working of the
arrangement during Jahingi.'r's reigne In the following, however, the develop~

mentéthat led to the coming into existence of the institution of wajan—ja-gir

towards the close of Akbart!s reign are traced briefly. We have also noted

some of the features of this institution that were discernable under Jahé'ng.{r.

II.

It is not known as to exactly what conditions were offered to the
Kachawaha chiefs with respect to their principalities at the time of their
joining Akbarts service in 1562. One cannot, however, fail to note that the

term watan—ja—gzir does not occur in any one of records and chronicles of

Akbarts reign. Even AbWL Fazl does not refer to the original principalities

or zamindaris of the Rajpat chiefs in thre imperial service as watan—ja—girs,

He calls these places by terms like wautin maskan, manzil, Bungdh, Khana and

zamindari etC.1 Even when, of one place, he refers to Jodhpur as the ji-gitr
of Mota-3aja, he does not use ary prefix to indicate the special nature of

this assigmment, 2

This would strongly suBgest that the arrangemeft with respect to the

1. Akbar Nama, II, pp.339, II , 15, 18, 220, 221, 326,

2. Ibid., 662,



hereditary principalities of fhe Rajpit nobles, namely, the institution of
watan~jg-gir, that we come acfoss in 17th century, was not visualised in all
its features at the time of their entry into the Hughul service in considerable
strength during fifteen sixties and seventies., Yet in many cases the chiefs
recruited in the imperial service were allowed to contime to enjoy certain
rights and privileges within their zamindaris as well as in relation to other
members of their clans which tended to resemble the arrangement that later

existed in the form of wa&gnfjéEgirs.1

1. Although no direct evidence is available in this respect, yet on the
basis of certain stray and indirect pieces of evidence, one can safely
infer that till 1573 or in other words till the introducticn of dagh
system the assignment of the Rajrut chiefs recruited in the Mughul
service during sixtles were confined’ mainly to their hereditary
principalities, It is important to note in this connection that,
till 1573, ore does not come acrgss. any instance of the bestowal of
a ja-gir cn a R3jput noble in any,6ther than his own zamindari. However,
the earliest amd the only direct evidence about the bestowal of a ja—gir
on a Rajput chief within the territory claimed by him as his zamindari
dates back to 1570 when, according to Bad@uni (1ii/p.120) pargana Arail
was given in assignment to Raja RAm CZhander of Bhattd, In any case
from two stray references taken from Muht3a Nainsi-ré-Khyat (i/p.306)
and Dalpat Vilds (p.33) regarding Sambhar and Bikan&r respectively, it
appears that in 1575, these two places were in the ja=girs of the chiefs.

. For the fact that the Rajput nobles of Akbar would be mostly
Servengunder the chiefs of their own clans and that Akbar respected
the special relationship that existed between them, many instances can
be cited even from the history of the Kachawahi clan., cf. Akbar Nama, III,
PP. 4950, 402 and also infra,. '



Regarding Amber we do not come across a clear cut statement anywhere in
the sources of Akbarts feign, including Akbar Nama, to the effect that it was
left in the ja-gir of Bhar ial or any one of his successors. Yet on the basis
of indirect evidence, one may infer that at the time, the Kachawahas were
recruited into the imperial service, Bhar Mal was allowed to retain his
original territory as a _j:a.:-;gir4cunr~m11tary c':lrmarge.1 The same was perhaps

the policy inthe case of the thikenas and patt@s of the other Kachawdha chiefs

like Amarsar, Sambhar, Lawan, Naraina and Deosa ,2 with the only difference

that in their capacities of military commanders or hakims, the Kachawdha nobles

of lesser ranks holding their thikanas or pattds as jé-girs-cum-military

1« One kind of indirect evidence that we have, goes to establish that the
Rajawat chiefs contimed to have their headquarters at Amber and would
visit that place occasionally evefn after their entry into Akbarts
service., It is in this context that ALl Fazl uses the termsmautin,ond
maskan, cf. Akbar Nama, II, p.339.

Furthermore, it is known that, in 1572, Ram Das was ja-girdar as
well as tKotwal! of Sangdnir, a mahall in pargana Amber. (Tabaqat—i
Akbari, IT, p.442; Matasir—i Rahimi, I, p.8O4; Muhtd Nainsi-r&-Khyat,
I, p.331) This tends to confirm the impression that to begin with
for considerable time, the Kachawahd nobles were allowed to hold their
hereditary territories in and around Ambér as ja- grcunradmmistrahve
charges,

2. This is clea.rly borne out by evidence cited in the preceding foot-note
regarding Sangamir that was left under _Ran Das as ;a—-gir-cum-admmistrat:me
charge., Amarsar, Sambhar, Lawan, Naraina and Deosa were held by Rao
Loonkaran, Akhey Raj 3anKawat, Khangar and Rupsi respectively on a here~
ditary basis as their pattis and thikdnds (Muht3 Nainsi-re=Khydt, I,
Pp.302, 304, 318; Akbar Nama, II, pp.156~57.
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charges, were, in all probability, in a subordinate position to the RIjawat
chief.1 This would suggest that, practically speaking, Bhar Mal remained in
gsemi-antonomous control of his dominion for a considerable time even after
entering Akbar's service, thgugh at a theoretically plane his position had
undergone a drastic change. First , his semi~autonomous control over his

charge would not be concomitant with his status as the ja~girddr of the area.
2

He could be deprived of one or the other position by the King at his will.

As already suggested after the entry of a rumber of other Kachawaha chiefs

into the imperial service, the pattds or thikanas held by them would be

1, This is an inference that one may draw on basis of the evidence suggesting
that the hold of the Rajawat chief over ordinary Kachawah@ nobles guite
considerable, So much so that on occasions the King himself would be
required to take help from the Rajawat chief for pacifying an individual
Kachawaha noble'sfeeling disgruntled on one or the other account, For _
instance, in 1572, it was only at Bhagwant Dasts intervention that Rupsi
was persuaded to apologise for his rude behaviour towards Akbar, Again,
in 1583, Akbar had to take the help of Jagannath for persuading Udal Singh
to give up his insistance that his mother should perform sati along with
the dead body of his father, See, Akbar Nama, III, pp.49—50, 402,
Matasir-ul Umara, II, p.11C.

2. Compare: Athar Ali, The Mughal Nobility under Aurang~zib, pp.&3-64;
Iqtidar Alam Khan, The Pclitical Biography of a Mughal Noble - Munim
Khan Khani Khdnd , p.xii, In certain respects the relationship between
the King and nobility under Akbar was treated at par with that of the
master ard slave, It was denoted by use of the term bandgan dargah for
the nobility., The introduction of the practice of escheat under Akbar
was an indication of the change occurring in theoretical basis of the
relationship between the Timurid Xing and his nobles, It is thus clear
that on entering the Mughul service a hereditary chief like Bhar Mal
would be accepting a certain status that would be radically different
from his earlier position.
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recognised as ja- - rg s gran‘béd to them by the Emperor.1 Consequently, in the
new situation, over all these places, the control of the Rajawat chief would

besically be that of the hakim or fauj~dar of an area and he would not have

the same kind of claim over their revemes as must have been the case earlier,
Thus it would seem that the situation of administrative jurisdictions inside

the Kachawaha territory at that early stage must have been rather fluid.

In this situation the Rajawat chiefs would, naturally, tend to become

sensitive regarding their position vis-a-vis their zamindaris or wajans and

they would be prone to resist any move to further limit their jurisdiction
over these territories. This kind of tension between the central suthority
and the newly recruited Rajput chiefs tended to be accentuated on account of
a two-fold development: First, as a result of the rise of the chiefs in
the imperial hierarchy to highef mangabs (or whatever categories of status
obtained at the time), the income from th'e‘ir ja-girs located within the

erstwhile principalities would no longer be sufficient to meet their salary

1. It may be assumed that the thikands or pattds of the following sardars of
Bhar Mal, who had also joined the imperialfervice, Were recognised as their
Ja~girs:

Sardar Thikana/Patts Reference
(1) Pupsi Déosa Akbar Nama, II, p.156, Tabagat-i
Akbari, 387,
(1i) Leon Karan Amarsar Ibid., pp.336-39, Akbar Nama, _
111, p.221, Zakhirat—ul Khawanir
_" I, p.219.
(1ii) Khangar Naraina Tabagat~i Akbari, p.38, Muhta

Nalnsi-rg Khyat, I, p.30k, Vir
VInOd, po12730 .

(iv) Akhey Raj or Banka Lawan Ayimri Akbari, p.184, Muhta
Nainsi-r&~Khyat, I, p.302,
Vir Vined, p.1277.
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bills and, therefore, the Emperor would be called upon to make additions to

their existing Q’E-g-:irs.1 For this purpose, it would be necessary to assess,

properly, the jama*of the ;,-a-g{rs located in their original principalities

through official machinery evolved for this purrose, thus reinforcing the pro-

cess of the extension of the imperial administration over the territories

left under the control of the chiefs, On the other hpnd, the assignment of

the ji-g-i-.rs to these chiefs in different provinces and their appointmentsto

commnand any higher office in the state would physically remove these people

from their dominic»ns.2 This would provide an opportunity to the Emperor to

appoint his own officers as the commanders, hakims or faujdars of those areas,

Naturally, the chiefs on their part would be anxious that their status as the

semi—~autonomous rulers of the ferritories concerned should not be disturbed

and they should be allowed to control them through their agents while they were

1.

Qe

C.

2.

It seems, some time around 1573, Akbar started giving jazgirs to the
Rajput chiefs out side the territory of their hereditary principalities.
Scme of the early instances are as follows:

Noble Pargana or Year Reference
pargana
assigned
Man Singh Khichiwara 1573  AN., ITI, p.43; 4,K,, I
P42,

Raja Gajpati Ujjainiya  Bhojpur, Behiya - =

o Chit and Ballia /0  Eayesid, p.319.

Rai Ram Hathore Sojat! 1573 AN,, IIT, p.34.

This happened, for instance, in the case of the Kachawdha nobles who were

stationed in_the Punjab sometime before 1578 and were given ji-ngrs there,
(Cf. Akbar Nama, III, pozw)n :
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serving in positions requiring their prolonged absence from their previocus
charges. It would, however, seem that Akbar was not preparsd to concede these
privileges to the chiefs and was gradually taking steps for thedntegration of
the administration of these territories with that of the rest of the Empire.
This caused friction between ﬁhe imperial authority and the chiefs. 1In the
case of the Kachawaha nobles, evidence suggesting such a friction is not

altogether lacking.1

The friction noticed above seems to have beeome particularly sharp in
1575, when Akbar attempted to ébolish jﬁ;giis and reduced his nobles to the
position of the servants of thé state, paid in cash.2 An accompanying measure
was the appointment of the Kurgris all over the ®mpire for managing the newly

created §Q§11§a territories.3 It seems that while introducing these measures

1. Muht3 Nainsi-r&-XKhyat, I, p.306, There is a reference to the appointment of

i
|
a Kururi in S3mbhar located withinthe zaminddri of the Kachawaha chiefs. In

the quarrel that arose over this appointment, Bijay Ram, a R3jawat chief

was killed. cf. Akbar Nama, III, p.117 and Badauni, II, p.189. The Kururis

were appointed for the first time in 1575.

2. Akbar Nama, III, p.69, Abul Fazl says, "accordingly, he promulgated the
branding regulation, the conversion of the imperial territories into crowm
lands, and the fixing the grades of the officers of state®, There are

divergent views among the modern historians regarding this measure. HMoreland

has interpreted the Abull Fazlts above passage an?drastic action to put the

bulk of his service on cash salaries, and take the northern provinces under
direct administration. (The Agrarian System of Moslem India, p.96), while . |

M.P, Singh has cited several cases suggesting that the ja~zirs already

assigned to nobles were contimed to be held by them even after the promul-
gation of the above order. (Akbarts resumption of ja-gir, 1575 - a Re—exami=:
nation' The Proceedings of Indian History Congress, Mysore, 1966, pp.208=09}/

3. Huntakhab-ut Tawarikh, & [I, p.1€9, "In this year a new idea came into his

mind for improving the calculation of the country, whether dry or irrigated,i
whether in towns or hills, in desert and jungles, by rivers, reservoirs, or
Wells, were all to be measured, and every such piece of land as, upon culti-

vation, would produce one kror of tankas, was to be divided off, and placed
under the charge of an officer to be called krori, who was to be selected
for his trustworthiness, whether known or unknown to the revenue clerks and

treasurers, so that in course of three years all the uncultivated land might

be brought into cultivation, and the public treasury might be replenished.
Security was taken from each one of these officerst.




an attenpt was made to resume the :fa'-girs of the Kachawaha nobles located
within their _z_am’i'nda_x;i' is. The fact that at least for some time around 15
Sambhar was taken into khadliga is borne out by the evidence contsined in Muht:
Nainsi-ré Khydt, a move which was resisted by the Kachawdhd chiefs whose
j&=girs were located in the :area.1 Similar evidence relating to the same peri
is available concerning Bikaner which tends to suggest that it was a general

policy. 2

One can only conjecture that when Akbar restored the ja~girs of the
nobles in general, those of the Kachawah@ chiefs located in the territory of
Amber were also given back to them, But it is also possible that some of
the mahalls of the resumed jazgirs in Amber territory were either retained in
khaliga or were given away as jazgirs or m'afi grants to individuals not
belonging to the Kachawzha clan, This is borne out by documentary evidence

suggesting that around 1594, in one of the malalls of pargana Amber, there
3

existed a madad—i ma'ash grant given by Akbar to a Brahman,

1. Muht; N&hi‘r@&at, I, p.B(bt

2. Dalpat Vilas, p.33.

3. There is available a document in the old records file of Rajasthan
State Archives, Bikaner, testifying the fact that Akbar had given
the village Punvaliya in pargan a Amber as udak (madad—i Ma'dsh) to
a Brahman, Dhani Ram Joshi,,
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Possibly, after the abortive attempt of 1575 to abolish jazgirs, Akbar
gave substantial concessions to tf}e nobility with an aim to mollify them,
One important concession that he appears to have given to the Rajput nobles
was that he exempted their ja-girs located in their zamindari- territories
from the rmule dictating frequent transfers from one place to another, though
this was nowhere explicitly stated or laid down as a regulation. Apparently,
with the passage of time, this practice tended to establish a distinction
between the two types of ji-gir « Towards the end of Akbar's reign, it would
appear that the ja-girs of the chiefs located in their zamindari Fegions as
distinct from their ordinary ja~girs, came to be designated as wafan—ja=girs.
This designation is for the first time used in the context of such assigments,

, 1
around 1604,

It would thus follow from the above discussion that the institution of -
watan~ja-gir acquired all those features that are discerned by Irfan Habib
and Athar Ali\ mainly during JahEnéEr's reign.2 However, not much evidence
has survived from Jahangir's reigndwhich might enable one to see as to what

extent the features of this insitution described by Athar Ali and Irfan Habib

1. Akbarts faman to Hal Ral Singh of Bikansr. The famdn (N.‘lh) is preserved
in Rajasthan State Archives, Bikaner. The tem wazan-ja-g.;g is used in
farman for the assignment of revenues of one of the maballs of pargana
Shamsabad to Rai FAi Singh on a permanent basis, From Ayin-i Akbari, one
comes to know that pargana Shamsabad was at this time in the zamindari of
the Rathores. Ayimri Akbari, Tr. II, p.196,

+

2. Irfan Habib, The Agrarian System of Mughal India, pp.184~8,
Athar Ali, The Mughal Nobility u_nder Aurangzib, pp.79-80.
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mainly on the basis of evidences surviving from the second half of the 17th
century, apply to the watan a~girs of Kachawaha nobles serving under him.
One stray evidence that we have,“ in any case, goes to suggest that under
Jahangir, the Rajawat chiefs we“re not allowed to hold all the maballs of
pargana Amber in their wajan ja"-g:_i . 1t is known that in 1622, one of the
mahalls of Amber was in the j_a-:_-_'gir_of Nur Jahan which she had given away in

ijara to Jai S:‘Lngh.1

1. In 1622, Nur Jahan issued a nishan to Mirza Raja Jai Singh, asking him
to deliver the revenues of Amber which was given to him as ijara, It
indicates that partly revemmues of Ambér were in Nur Jahants ja-gir.
See, nishan, N,168, preserved in Rajasthan State Archives, Bikaner,
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CHAPTER II

THE POLITICAL ROLE: OF KACHAWAHA NOBLES DURING JAHANGIR'S REIGN.

In this chapter an attempt will be made to study the political role
of the Kachawaha nobles during Jah@ngirts reign., In this connection, we shall
examine the stand of the Kachawiﬁ'a's on the issue of succession and the manner
in which that affected their foriunes during the early years of Jahangir's reign.
It would also be of interest to study the role played by the Kachawahds in the
impor‘qant'episodes of J ahé'ng—{f's ‘reig,n like Khurram's revolt, Mahabat Khan's
revolt and the tussle between Shah Jahan and Nur Jahan toward.s the end of
Jahangirts reign. 3uch a study might help in working out the main stages of the
twists and turns that occurred in the fortunes of the Kachawaha chiefs serving
under Jahangir, enabling one to assess the significance of the evidence suggesting
certain amount of retrogression iIl‘ the position of the Rajput nobles after

Akbar's death1 in a proper perspective,

As it is well known, the rise of the Kachawaha family in the Mughul
service dates back to the reign of Emperor Akbar., In 1562, Bhar Mal, the head
of Kachawaha clan was the first Rajput chief who gave his daughter in marriage

to Akbar and joined his service.2 Alongwith him a rumber of other Kachawaha

1. Jahangir is reproached by Khan-i Azam for discriminating agalnst the Rajput
and Chaghtais (TUr&ni) nobles in favour of the Khur@sanis (Iranis) and Shaikh~
zadas, Maktubat—=i Khamrei Jahdn Muzaffar ﬁan-waﬂwahorna’ma Waghaira,

Ms, ff.192-b; Hawkins, Early Travels in India, Bd, by Foster, pp.‘lsg-’?.

2, Akbar Nama, II, pp.156-57.
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chiefs also entered the Mughul igéewice.1 They played a vital role in the expan~
sion of the Mughul Empire. Akbar rewarded them with high mangabs, lucrative
ja=girs and important offices and titles. The KachawZha nobles throughout remair
Akbarts favourites among the @;ij'ﬁt nx:>bles.2 During Akbarts critical illness in
1605, the important Kachawaha z;obles were sharply divided over the issue of
succession. While the Sh#ikhawat chief , Raisal Darbari and Udavat chief, Ram
Das supported Saﬁm,3 the latterts son, Khusrau had the backing of the Rajawat

chiefs, Man Singh and his brother #adho 'Singh.h

During this time, there were in all nine Kachawdlhd nobles in active
service. Among them six were RAjawats, two Shaikhawats and one belonging to the
0ld leaf of Kachawaha clan, identified as Udavats. Total of the mansabs held by

these nobles during the last oize year of Akbar's reign came up to 27,400 zat and

1. Akbar Nama, II, pp.161-62,

2, In 1595, the total of mamgabs held by the Kachawahd nobles came up to 20,450,
While that of the mangabs held by the Rathores of Jodhpur, Bikdner and Mairtd
put together was §,550. The total of mansabs held by the SIsodias of M@éwar,
the Bhatis of Jaisalmer and the Hards of Bundi was 1,700, 500 and 900 respect
ively. See, Ayim=i Akbarl, Ed. Blochmann, II, pp,224~231; Tabagat—i Ak’bam,
pp. 381-390,

3+ Risala~i Tdrikiei Asad Bég Qazwini, ff.51-52; Tarikh~i Khan—~i Jah@n Lod3, II:
p.659; A Contemporary Dutch Chronicle of Mughal India, Tr. by Narain and
Sharma, p.32; Delaet, The Bmpire of Great iMogol, Tr, by Holland and Banerjee,
p.171; Ma'Zsir-ul Umara, 11, p.168; PathalpothZ-re-Khy3t, Ms. pages are unnma
ed. Reference is taken from R,N, Prasad, Raja Man Singh of Amber, pp.112=14,

L RisEl3-i T&rikh-i Asad Beg Qazwini, Ms. ££.51-52; Tizuk-i JahfngIiri, p.26.
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22,200 _sg@.] The total of mﬁ_nsabs held by the above sub-cians were as follows:
The RAjawats enjoyed highest mansabs which totalled up to 22,000 23t and 14,800
gujir; the mansabs ¢f Shaikhdawats and the lone Udavat noble put together came up
to 5,400 zat and 3,600 gu__@.z It seems that the over all position of the
Kachawaha clan in terms of mangabs held by them was not basically altered as a
result of Jahangir's succession. As a matter of fact, after Jahangirts accession,
the mangabs of many of the Kachaw#hi nobles were ¥creased which pushed up the
total of the mangabs held by them from 27,400 23t and 19,400 suwar to 29,500 zdt
and 26,100 suwdr. But in this cormection one cannot fail to note that at this
occasion, the increase in the mangéxbs of the Rajawat chiefs who had initially
supported Khusrau's candidature was nominal while that in the case of the non
Rajawat chiefs like RaEm D3s Udavat and Rao Manohar Shaikhawat was quite substan—
tial, Among the R8jawats the senior most chief, Ma&n Singh did not receive ary
increase whatsoever even at the occasion of Jah@ngir's accession. This naturally

tended to make the non—Rajawat nobles comparatively more important. It can be

1. Among the nine Kachawdha nobles in the Mughul service in 1605, the following
was break—up of those belonging to different sub~clans:

Rajawats

Name M a n s a b

1. Bha@o Singh 1,000 Zat 500 suwar

2. Jagamnath ) 5,000 ,, 3000 ,,

3 . Mé‘dho Singh ' j ,CX)O s QCX)O 'Y}

L, Mahd Singh 2,000 ,, 300 ,,

5. M?._n Singh 7’0(:0 3 GO(I) I'Y ]

6. REj Singh _ 4,000 ,, 3000,
Shaikhawats

1. Manohar _ 4O, 400 5,

2., Raisal Darbari 3 ,OOO Iy . 30@ 3
Ud&vats

1. Ram Das 2,000 ,, 200 ,,

( For references, see, Appendix, )

2. See, supra.
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gauged from the ratio that now obta;.néd in the tofal of the mansabs held by the
RajAwat and non~R3jawat chiefs, During the 1st year of Jahdngir's reign, the
total of the mansabs held by the Riﬁiwats came up to 22,500 zat and 19,500 _;8515__1‘,1
While that of the non~Rajawat chiefs came up to 7000 zat and 6,600 _s_u____vﬁr.z If
these figures are compared with tho‘ise for the last year of Akbar's reign, one can
see that the marginal increase in the mangabs of the Kachawaha clan,after
Jahangirts accession was the direct result of the increases given to the non—
Rajawat éhiefs. These were Ram Das Udavat and Raisal Shaikhawat who had supported

Jehangir in the tussle for succession.

From the above, it would emerge that after his accession while

Jahangir was not particularly hostile towards the Rajawat nobles who had initially

1. The names and manssbs of Rajawat nobles in the Mughul service at this time
were as follows:

Name C 'M a n g a b

zat suwar
1. Bhdo Singh 1,500 1,500
2. Jagannath 5,000 3,000
3. Madho Singh 3,000 3,0(1)
L MahE Singh 2,000 2,000
5. M3n Singh 75000 6,000
6. REj 5ingh 4,000 3,000

For references, see, Appendix.

2. The names and mangabs of Shalkhawat and Udavat nobles in the Mughul service
at this time were as follows:

Name M &a n 8 a b
o zat suwar
1. Manohar 1,000 600
2. Raisal Darbari 3,000 3,000
3. R&m Dds Udavat - 3,000 3 ,000.

For references, see, Appendix,
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opposed his candidature and did increase their mansabs s:L:'L,cght.ly,1 he was quite
liberal towards the Shaikhawat nobles, Raisal Darbari and Rio Manohar and the
lone Udavat noble, who were his staunch supporters OVer.the issue of succession,
Apparently, he was inclined to give the later group substantial increases in
mangabs which resulted in marginal improvement in the position of the Kachawaha
clan as such,

of the
But by 1612, the total/mangabs held by the Kachawaha nobles came

down from 29,500 zat and 26,100 suwdr to 27,000 zat and 24,300 suwdr. Apparently,
it occurred owing to substantial fall in the mangabs of the Rajawat nobles during
the preceding six years. Since ‘ithe 1st R.Y,, the total of mangabs held by the
Rajawat nobles fell from 22,000 zat and 19,500 suwar to 16,000 2&t and 13,500
suwar, During this period, the non~Rajawat nobles contimed to receive increases
in their mangabs, the total of mansabs held by them rose from 7000 zat and 6,600

suwdr to 11,000 zat and 10,800 suwé'r.2 But this increase in the mansabs of the

1. For the fact that Ma3n Singh and several other Rajawat nobles had sympathized
with Khusrau and the non-Rajawat nobles like Raisal Darbari, Manohar and Ram
Das Udavat had supported S5alim, see, supra....

2, The names and mangabs of Rajawat nobles in the Mughul service at this time
were as follows:

N a m e ‘ M a n s a b .

zat suwar S
1. Bha@o Singh | 2000 1000 §
2. Karam Chard 2000 1500 o, 41
3., Maha 5ingh 3000 2000 34 fl
s M3n Singh ‘ 5000 5000 s T
5. R&j Singh 400 3000 o

For references, see, Appendix,

The names and mangabs of nom-Rijawat nobles in the Mughul service at
this time were as follows:

1. Manohar 1000 &o D¢ S

2. Raisal Darbari ‘ 5000 5000 \ A I ( T

3. RAm D3s Udavat | 5000 5000 YAR N
For references, see, Appendix, Lb

TH-525P
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non~Ra jawat nobles, who were small in rumbers, could not compensate for the
heavy loss suffered by the Rajawat nobles. The fall in the total of the mangabs
held by the Rajdwat chiefs was mainly the result of three=~fold developments:

(a) Deliberate reduction in the mangabs of some of the highly placed officers;
(b) awarding of lower mangabs to the successors of the Rajawat chiefs who died
in the mearwhile, (c) Removal of two of the senior Rajawat chiefs from the

imperial service on account of matural death,

Apparently, despiie Jahangir's initial attitude of not disturbing
the position of -the Rajawat noiales his relations with them continued to be far
from satisfactory. Something seems to have happened during the first seven year
of Jahangir's reign that induced the King to adopt a discriminatory attitude
towards the'Ra'?jé'wat nobles, Around 1608, when Man Singh came to the court from

Rohtd@s his mansab was reduced from 7000/7000 to 5000/.... ..1

The Rajawat nobles who died between 1605 and 1612 were: (a) Jagannat

(1609) and (b) M3dho Singh. While Jagannath's successor, Karam Chand was given

1. For the fact that towards the end of Akbar's reign ¥an Singh was holding the
mangab of 7000/7000, see, Appendix. Jahangir has not recorded any curtail-

ment in his mansab, On the other hand from Jah@ngIrt's declaration of amnesty issu

just after his accession, one may conclude that Man Singh retained his mangab
[ of 7000/6000 for some time during the early years of Jahangir's reign. (Tdzuk
- JahangIri, p.6). But, Hawkins, writing in 1613, includes Man Singh in the
category of the mansabdars of 5000. This suggests that, by 1613, Man Singh's
mangab had already besn reduced. One can only conjecture that this happened
in 1608 when Man Singh was recalled to the court from Roht@s., At that occasio:
Jahangir was certainly hostile towards him. This is borne out by the observa=
tions that he makes in the TUzuk—i Jahfngiri about #43n Singh, whom he calls a
hypocrite. (Tuzuk-i Jahahegiri, p.65).
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1
the mangab of 2 ,000/1 s500 , none of Madho Singhts sons is known to have received

any mangab,

Further, it wollld appear that during the same period (1605~12) the
RAjawat nobles also lost most of‘_ the high offices that they were holding since
Akbar's reign. After M3n Singhts removal from the governorship of Bengal in
June 1606 ,2 none of the Rajawat éhiefs is known to have been appointed by
Jahangir as a governor of a suba :or entrusted the command of any expedition. In
contrast to this, during Akbar's reign, at one ocecasion (158~87) as mich as
four Rajawat nobles were simultaneocusly holding the charges of four contiguous
§tbas, While Bhagwant D&s and Man Singh were governors of Lzhore and Kabul
respec’c:i.ve]y,3 Jagannath and Askaran were holding the charge of gibas Ajmar and
l_\gr'c’i,.LP Besides, governorships, t«hé Ra jawat nobles also lost, during this time,
several other important offices which they failed tc regain till the end of
Jahangirts reign. During the period 1595~1605, three important forts, Rohtds,

Ranthambhore and Gwalior, were held‘!by the Rajawat nobles Man 'S:i.ngl'z,5 Jagann‘éth6

1. Tuzuk-3i Jah@ngiri, p.74. For Jagannath's mangab at the time of his death
which was 5000/3000. see, Appendix.

2. Ibid,, p.7; RiZzus Salatin, p.170. R,P, Tripathi incorrectly says that i{an
Singh was transferred from Bengdl to Bihdr. (Rise and Fall of the Mughal
Empire, pp.367-68). At this time, Jahangir Quli Khan was the governor of
Bihar. (TGzuk-i Jahangiri, p.101).

3. Akbar Nama, III, pp.492, 511; Tabadat~i Akbari, II, p.368; Zakhirat-ul Khawanir
I, p.105; #Ha'asir—ul Umara, II, p.105; Tazkirat-ul Umard, f.144.

L« Akbar Nama, III, pp.511, 518; Matasir-ul Umara, II, pp.162-63.

5. Akbar Nima, IIT, Tr. p.1251, F.N,1; Tuzuk—i Jahangiri, p.65; Iqbal Nama—i
J ahE_r_;_g’iﬁ s p.320

6. Akbar Nama, III, p.825; Ma'dsir-ul Umarz, I, p.515; Muht3 Nainsi~re-Khyat,
I, p.301. ~
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and Eaj Singh1 respectively. At i:he time Man Singh was sent to Deccan in 1608,

Rohtas seems to have been taken away from his charge.2 After Jagannath's death

in 1609, Ranthambhore was assigned to Ram Dds Udivat.3 Apparently, it was in

pursuance of the same policy that later on in 1614~15 RZj Singh was replaced by

Shaikh Mod4 as the commander of Gwalior,™ During Jahangir's reign no doubt the

Kachawahd nobles continued to serve in important military expeditions, but

generally care was taken not to allow them to hold independent charge of the

armies to which they were attached.

5

1.

2,
3.
L

5e

Akbar Nima, III, pp.764k, 825; Ma'dsir-ul Umara, I, p.515; Tdrikh—i Gwalior,
Ms, f.22a, The statement in Gwalior Nama (Ms. £.158) that JaI Singh held
the office of qilddar of Gwalior is obviously wrong as Jai Singh was born in
1605. Tuzuk—i Jahangiri, p.192,

Tuzuk~i JahaGngdri, p.74.
Ibid., p.98; Igbal Name—i Jahangiri, p.58; Matasir-ul Umard@, II, p.271.

Maktubat~i Kha8p~i Jahan Muzaffar Khar-wa~Gwalior Nama, Ms, f.15'9b' Tdrikh-i
Cwzlior, Ms. f.23a, Shalkh Moda was brother of } uazzam Khén Shaikh B‘ayaﬁd R
the grandson of Shaikh Salim of Fatehpur.

There is only an exception of Mah@ Singh who was made the Commander of the
expedltion sent against Raja Blkramaaeet of Bandhugarh in May 1610. (Tuzuk-i
Jahangiri, Tr., I, p.176).

In October 1605, Madho Singh, Jagam&th, Raisal Darbari, Maha Singh
and Manohar were despatched to serve under Parwiz against Rand Amar Singh of
Mewar (Tuzuk—i JahangTri, pp.7, 8).

In August 1606, Jagammath was attached to the expedition against R4L
Singh and his son Dalpat headed by Muizzul Mulk Bakhshi., (Tuzuk-i Jah¥ngiri;n36)

In July 1607, Maha Singh and Rim Das were sent with T&j Khan against
the rebels of Bangash, (Tuzuk—i Jahfingiri, p.53).

In July 169, Man Singh was sent to Deccan with‘Abdur Rahim Khan-i ‘
Khéndn (Tuzuk-i Jahangiri, p.71, W, Finch, Barly Travels in India, Tr. by Fosbel
p.131, Q¥yam Kban Raso, p.62). In the same year, RZJ Singh and Karam Chand werd
despatche3 with Parwiz to Deccan (TUzuj-i Jahangiri, p.72, Ma'dsir-ul Umara,
II, p.172 4

In September 1611, Ram Das Udavat was sent to Deccan with ‘Abdalian mﬁi
Uzbeg and Darab Khan Firuz Jang. (Tdzuk—i JahZngiri, p.98, Iqtal Nama~i Jahin~
glrl 3 p.58) Maha Singh, Manohar and Raisal Darbadri are also known to have
served in Deccan (Tuzuk=i Jahangiri, pp.156, 157; Zakhirat-ul Khawanin, Ms.
£.110; Ma'asir-ul Umara, 11, pp.173-7L; Ma'dsir~i Rahimi, I, p.&H6; Tazkdrat~

ul Unara@, Hs. £,145). In September 1618, Prithvi Chand was sent to Kangra with

BikramA jeet (Tuzuk-i Jahdngiri, p.238), Bhao Singh was also deputed to serve
in Deccan around Octoberaqéw. (Tozuk~i Jahangiri, p.281), In December 1623,
Jai Singh, Rdm D&s Narwaril, Girdhar, Nirain Dds and Karam Chand were deputed
to serve under Parwiz and Mahabat Khan against Khurram. (Tuzuk-i Jahangiri,
pp.356, 358; Iqbal Nama=i Jahingiri, pe20k4 )
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Thus, it emerges that some time after his accession, Jah&ngir
sought to undermine the power and prestige of the Rajawat nobles. Simulta—
neously, he systematically promoted the nom~Rajawat nobles possibly with an
aim to counter balance the authority of the joiwat nobles who were recognised
as the leaders of the Kachawaha clan, J éhingfr's attitude in bestowing the

titles of Raja on Raisal Darbari! and that of Raja Karan on Ram Das yaavat’®

respectively around this time .7as ,j apparently, in line with the same policy.
This becomes particularly conspicuous when viewed in the 1ight of the fact
that the title of farzand held by Ma@n Singh was not conferred upon his

3

successor following his death,

Apparently, during this phase Jahangir had a deliberate policy
of engineering a change in the leadership pattern within Kachawaha clan. As
it is well known, traditionally the Rajawat ruling family were recognised as
the superior chiefs. Towards the énd of Akbart's reign in case of misbehaviour

by a Kachawaha noble the matter was referred to Man Singh.l’ But Jahangir

1. Zakhirdt-ul Khawanin, I, p.110., Obviously, Raisdl got this title some time
before 1616 when he is presumed to have died. For a discussion of Raisal's
death, see, Appendix,

2. Ram Das was entitled Raja Karan in September 1611. see, Tuzuk~i Jahdngiri,
p.98; Zakhirat—ul Khawinin, I, p.240; Ma'asir-ul Umara, II, p.156.

3. In July 1614, after Man Singht's death, the title of Wirza Rajd, which was
held by Man Singh during Akbarts reign, was conferred upon Bh@o Singh. See,
Tizuk-i Jahangiri, p.130; ILahori, Badshdh Nama, II, p.145.

Le In February 1592, Bal Ram, nephew of Bhagwant Das fell from Akbarts favour
on account of his misconduct. He was sent off to Bihar to be disciplined by
Man Singh. Akbar Nama, I1I, p.605. (The rendering of this passage by
Beveridge is misleading).
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seems to have encouraged Ram D3s Udavat to play such a role., As early as
December 1605, when grandsons of} Bhagwan Das ,‘ Abhay Ram, Bijay Ram and Shyam
Rim, having been involved in some incident at the court, were planning to run
away to Mewar, Jahangir referred their case to Ram Das Udavat, It is, however,
significant that Ram Das refused to stand surity for the conduct of these
persons belonging to the ruling family of the REjaTwat sub~c1an.1 This might
also indicate that as a result of differences amongst KachBw3ha nobles over
the issue of succession their clan solidarity had been undermined considerably
which apparently facilitated Jahé'ng?r's subsequent attempt to build up non~
Rajawat chiefs in his service as'a coﬁnter-weight against the powerful Rajawat

nobles like Man Singh, Jagarmath, Madho Singh and Raj Singh.2

However, it would be wrong to presume from the above that Jahangir
had decided to discard the Rajawat chiefs altogether. As a matter of fact the
joa_wat chiefs in the Mughul service were too powerful and prestigious persons
to be ignored completely by the new king. He was advised, in 1605, to eliminate
the entire Kachawaha clan from his service as 2 punishment for the tmisbehaviour
of some of then_z but Jahangir turned down this suggestion saying, "These people

had been treated kindly and educated by my revered father, I carried on the

1. Tizuk=i Jakdngiri, pp.12-13; Ma'dsir ' Jahdngiri, Ms. f£f.38a~b; Multd
Hainsi=~re-Khyat, I, p.302. Abh3y Ram, 3ijay Rém and Shyam Ram were the :
sons of Akhey R&j, son of Bhagwin Das, But Niamat A113h (Tarikb—~i Kp¥n Jahan
wa~Makha3n—i Afghdni, IT, pp.669-70), incorrectly states that Akhey R4j and
Abh3y Rim, the sons of BAnkA rebelled against Jahdngir, Actually, Akh8y Raj
who was also known as Bankd had died in March, 1601. AbYl Fazl (Akbar Nama,
III, p.78) refers to him as Akh&y Ral and Faiz Sirhindi (Akbar Nama, Ms.
f.250a) calls him as Banka Rai,

2. See, infra.
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same benevolence to them and justice demands that many shall not be chastised

for the fault of one".1 Apparently, d ahé'ng_i—r seems to have pursued a double

e — e —————

edged policy with regard to the Rajawat chiefs. While trying to undermine

| their position within the Kachawaha clan he contimued to prefer the Rajawat

7 I
ruling family for the purpose of matrimonial ties, His first Kachawaha wife,
a daughter of Bhagwan Das, died in Maﬁr 165, In 1608, he asked for the hand
of one of Man Singhts grand-daughters (a daughter of Jagat Singh), Man Singh
promptly agreed to this proposal and g‘;we his grand—daughter in marriage to
A i Jahing‘i'r2 although it was in total disregard of Hindu customary rule prohibiting

marriage between 2 widower and a niece or grand daughter of his deceased wife.

The process of decline inthe mangabs of the Kachawaha nobles con~
timed even after 7th R.Y. (1611-12). By 12th R,Y. (16%—17)there had taken

place a marked fall in the mansabs of the Rajawat as we'l as non—Rajawat nobles.
LA ‘
J_’)'

.,&°  During 1612-18, total of the mangabs held by the Kachawaha nobles fell from

W .
P s \

\! L};\,“ﬂ 27,000 zat and 23,300 suwar to 12,300 zat and 9,200 suwar. While the mangabs
/\ b ‘"
held by the Rajawat nobles came down from 16,000 z&t and 13,000 sywar to

11,000 zat and 8,000 suwdr, those of thé non—Rajawat nobles were reduced from

1. Tazuk-i Jahangiri, pp.12-13,

2. Tuzuk-i Jahangiri, p.68;
Matasir~i Jahangiri, Ms. f.57b.
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11,000 23t ard 10,800 suwar to 1,300‘_‘_@._1:_ amd 1,200 _@_@.1 From this it would
appear that during this period fall in the mangabs of the Fijawat nobles was
only marginal; bulk of the reduction in the total mansabs of the Kachawaha
nobles was caused by the removal from the scene of three prominent non-Réjéwat’
nobles. On the other hand, marginal fall in the total mangabs of the Rajawat
nobles was caused by the death of Mahé Singh and R3J Singh. But their suécessors
Wwere taken into service with reduced mangabs, which partly made up for the fall
in total, caused by their removal from the scene.2 Horeover, two of the junior
Rajawat nobles, Man Singh's son Bhdo Singh and Ran D3s Narwari received substan

tial increases in their mangabs during the same period.3 This was in marked

1, The nemes and mangabs of the Rdjawat nobles in the Mughul service gt this
time were as follows:

N a m e 4 a n.g a b s

- zat suwar
1. Bh3do Singh 5000 3000
2, JaI Singh 1000 1000
3, Karam Chand 2000 1500
4, Nardin Das 2000 2000
5. Ram Das Narwari 1000 500

For references, see, Appendix,

The names and mansabs of Shaikh@wat nobles in the Mughul service at
this time were as follows:

1. Girdhar 60 800
2. Prithvi Chand 500 LOO
For references, see, Appendix,

2. In 1617, after Mahd Singh's death, his son Jai Bingh took up the imperial
service with the papsab of 1000/1000 (Tfizuk-i Jahangiri, p.192).
Similarly, after R&j Singht's death in September 1616, his son Kam Das
Jjoined the imperial service and received the mangab of 1000/400., _Tdzuk=i
Jahan&ri, P.138

3. In April 1617, Bhao Singh was raised from 4000/3000 to 5000/3000 (Tizuke* 1
Jahdngiri, p.184).
In August 1616, Ram D3s Narwarits ma mangab was increased from 1000/&00
to 1000/500.  (Tazuk—i Jahingiri, p.‘lél.l,,)
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contrast of the attitude adopted by J ahang‘j.r during this time regarding the
non-Rajawats, The successor of the senior non-Rajawat noble, Ram Das Udavat,
" who died in 1613, was notAssigned any M' The successor of Raisal Darbari
{ and Rao Manohar, who also died between 16_12 and 1618 only received minor
/ mangabs. While RAigal Darbarifs son was .given the mangab of 800/ 800,1 the son

and successor of R3o Manohar got a mangab of 500/300.2

In this connection, it is of interest to note that the above
narked retrogression in the position of tﬁe Kachawaha nobles in terms of the
nangabs held by them roughly coincided with the rise to high positions of a
nunber of the members of the family of I'timédtfddaula.B Apparently, bold
promotions received by them during the period that the so—~called Nur Jahan
Junta was in power accounted for the stagnation or even a retrogression in the
position of the groups zlready established.in the higher echelons, Another

group whose mangabs appear to have dwindleci, during the same period were the
members of the family of Shaikh Salim Chishﬁ'.‘* But by pointing out this

1, Tuzuk—i Jahangiri, p.146.

2., Tazuk—i Jahanglri, P.157, In April 1017, his mamgab was increased to 500/1400
Tazuk-i Jahangiri, p.161.

3. Irfan Habib, "The Family of Nur Jahan during Jahangir's reign, a political
Study", Medieval India - A Miscellany, Vol. I, p.95. In 16(5, the total of
the mansabs held by the members of the family of I'timdduddaula came up %o
4000 zat. By 1621, they accumulated the total mangabs of 30,500 28t and
25,300 suwar,

4o In 1612, the members of Shaikh Salim Chishti held the total of mangabs of
14,200 28t and 12,450 suwdr. By 1622, the total oftheir mangabs was reduced
to 5000 zat and 3,500 suwar. See, Afzal Husain, "The Family of Shaikh Salim
Chg;ht:. during the reign ign of Jah@ngir', Medieval India = A Miscellany, Vol. II,
Pelos ‘
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coincidence we are not suggesting thai; the change so clearly visible in the
position of the Kachawaha nobles during 1612=22 was entirely a result of the
inflnence wielded by Nir Jakan and Igr_qrram in the administration. It was
apparently, an incidental outcome of the circumstances 1eading to the rise of
IttinAduddaulars family to positions of importance. A perusal of Jahangir's
attitude towards the Kachawahids from tiae begimning of his reign would suggest
unfolding of a policy aimed at further “strengthening his grip over that powerful

clan in general and over the Rajawat ruling family in particular by not giving

bold promotions to them and by playing one family against the other.

Jah@ngir had succeeded in %Teakening the position of the Rajawat
nobles through a policy of encouraging %he nonr~Rajawat sub~clans within the
Kachawdha group which apparently remained operative up to 7th R, Y, (1611-12).
Subsequently, he changed his attitude towards them, Having humbled the Rijawat
chiefs, Jahangir appears to have embarked upon a policy of strengthening his
grip over them. After Man Singhts death in 1614, Jahdngir intervened over the
issue of succession and ensured the elevation to the gaddi of Amber a persom
of his own choice amongst the members of the Rijé'wat: family., Overrulimg the
claim of Jagat Singh's son, Mahd Singh, Jahangir conferred the tikd upon Man
Singhts younger son, Bh&8o Singk., MahZi Singh was pacified by raising him from
3000/2000 to 4000/3000 and conferring upon him Garha as indm, In addition to

this, in 1615, the title of Raja was also bestowed upon h:’uo..1 The Kachawaha

1, Tazuk—i Jahangiri, pp.130, 146; Matasir-ul Umard, II, p.175. cf. Rafaqat
Ali Khan, 'A Note on Jah3ngir And the Rajputs, 160516121, Proceedings of
Indian History Congress, 1960, p.225.
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nobles in general as well as the Rajawat chiefs acquiesced in this interference

! of the King which was in violation of the customary law governing succession

among the Réjﬁﬁts.1 It was a clear indication of their weakness that they were
’ of
forced to submit silently to the further tightening/imperial control over their

c¢lan,

It is, however, interesting to note that by the 18th R,Y, (1622-23)
none of the non~Rajawat nobles was holding any3ggg§g§.2While on the other hand,
during the same period, Jahangir gave bold increases in the mangabs of some
menbers of the Rajawat clan, For instance, Jal Singh #ho succeeded Bh3o Singh
in 1521 had his mangab augmented from 2000/1000 to 3<')oo/moo.3 Similarly,
along with him in 1623 Ram Dds Narwari'slgégggg was increased from 1000/500 to
2000/1000.% Anyhow, by thess examples, ore should not be misled to think that
Jakkdngir had become very liberal towards ihe Kachawaha nobles in general. As

a matter of fact despite these promotions between 1618 and 1624 the total of

mangabs held by them fell from 12,300 zit and 10,200 suwir to 10,500 zit and

1. Tazuk-i Jahangiri, p.106.

2, After the death of Girdhar Shaikhawat (1523) and Prithvi Chand
Shaikhawat (1620), none of their sons is known to have held mangab
during Jahangirts reign, ‘

3, Tazuk-i Jahangird, pp.337;359.

4. Ibid., pp.164, 358,
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6 290C suwé,'r.1 Apparently, this fall im tke total mansabs of the Kachawdha

nobles explains the evidence suggesting that during Jahangir's reign a consi-

derable number of ordinary Kachawahi@ troopers took up service under Mahabat

Khan, Asaf Khan, Surat Singh and Gaj 3ingh after having left the contingents

the

of /Kachawaha m)bles.2 It is interesting to note that these nobles received

3
bold increases in their mansebs precisely during 1612 and 1627,

1.

24

3.

The substantial fall in the mansabs of the Rajdwat nobles is explained
that in October 1621, after the death of Bh@o Singh (mengab: 5000), his
successor Jai Singh held the mangab of 3000/1,400. During this period
(1616-2L), the rest of the RAjawat nobles Rim Das Narwari, Narain Dds,
Chatr 53 and Karam Chand held the mansabs of 2000/1000,  2000/2000,
1,500/1000, 2000/1500 respectively. See, Appendix,

See, supra, Chapter III.

In 1605, Zamdnd Bég, entitled Makabat Khan, held the mangab of 500
By 1628, he was holding a'mangab of 7000/7000, Du~Aspa Sihk aspa.
(Tazuk-i Jakangiri, p.10; LZhori, Badskghnima, I, p.171;
Matdsir-ul Umard, III, p.399.)

In 1612, Ksaf Khén held the mangab of 1000/300. By 1626, he was
raised to 7000/7000, (Tozuk~i Jakangiri, p.106; Matasir-ul Umarsd,
I, p.153).

In 1608, Suraj 3ingh held the mangab of 3000/2000. At the time _
of his death (1619), he keld the mamsam of 5000/5000, (Tuzul-i Jahangiri,
pr.73, 141; Hawkins, Barly Travels in India, Ed, by Foster, p.98.

. Thus Muht2 Nainsi's statement that Suraj Singh never received the mansab

of 5000/5000 is not acceptiable. cf. MarwAr-re-Pargana~re~Vigat, 1, p.953.

After Suraj Singhts death (1619), his son Gaj Singh was given
the mansab of 3000/2000. By 1628, he was holding the mangab of 5000/5000.
(Matagir-ul Umard, II, pps223-24; Marwar-re~Pargana-re-Vigat, I, p.108).
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At the time of Khurram's rebellion almcst the entire Kachawaha
clan, including Jai Singh, Girdhar, Ram Das Narwari and Narain Dds remained
firm in their allegiance té J ahang"ir,‘l the only eXception in this respect
being Man Roop, son of Jagannath, vho is known to have sided with I@xirraun.2
In March 1623, Ram D&s Narwari took part in the battle of B_ilo.chp\lr along with
Mahabat Khan and other nobles against Khurram. Khurrem was defeated and in
reward Ram Das Narwari was promoted to 2000/10&)..3 After this discomfiture,
Khurram entered Rajputand and plundgred Amber and Lélsotl’ in the absence of

5

Jai Singh who had been summoned to court.” At that occasion Jai Singh was

6 ‘ - — _
promoted to 3000/1400 and was sent along with Parwiz and iahkabat Khan and

several other Kachawdha nobles like Girdhar, Ram Das Narwari and Narain Das

”

to pursue Khurram,” They overtook Kkurram near M:Indu8 ard in the battle that

1. Tazuk-i Jahangiri, p.360; Iqbal Néma~i Jahangiri, p.58,
2. Lahori, Badshzh Nama, I, pp.122~23; Ma'dsir-ul Umard, I, p.516.
3. Tazuk—i Jahangiri, p.358,

4e Tuzuk-i Jahangiri, pp.359-60; A Contemporary Dutch Chronicle
of Mughal India, Tr, and Ed. by Naraim and Sharma, p.0O.

5. Jahangir's farman to Jai Singh, preserved in Rajasthan State Archives,
Bikaner, N-1,

6, Tazuk-i Jahangiri, p.359.

7. Tozuk-i Jak@ngiri, p.360; Iqbal Nama-i Jahangiri, p.58. In
printed text of IgbZl Nama~-i Jahdnmgiri, published by Royal Asiatic
Society of Beagdl and its translation from Karachi wrongly mentions
Gaj Singh Rathore, the chief of Jodhpur as Kachawahd instead of Jai
3inghk, Igbdl Nama-i Jahangiri, ».204, Urdu Translation, publisked
from Karacki, p.18&,

8. Tuzuk=i Jahangiri, p.367; Iqbal Nama—i Jahangiri, p.58%4.




-Bh_

ensued, Kachawakas played a distingzﬁshed role. This is borne out by Jahangirts
farman, dated 20th July 1623.1 During the same campaign, when the imperial
army reached Ahmadabad, a trifle incident led to a bitter fight between the
Sayyids of Barka and the followers ofI' Girdhar in which Girdkar ard twenty six

of his servants were killed, The Kachawahas were, however, pacified by awarding
capital punishment to Sayyid Kabir who was apparently held responsible for the

incident. 2

Subsequently, Jai Singh and other Kachawaka nobles, seem to have
followed Parwiz and Mahabat Khan in Deccan, In March 1624, Jahdrgir sent a
¥hilat to Jai Singh and asked him to continue to serve under Parwiz and Mahabat
@@.3 In March 162k, JaI Singh and other Kachawaha nobles seem to have retired
from Deccan with Parwiz and Mahabat Khan. On Jahangir's orders Parwiz and
nobles attached to him proceeded towards Allahabad t-o' check Kurram's advance
into the D62b region.l‘" In a farman issued on 25th September 1624, Jahdngir
praises the Raja for the services ke l;ad rendered during this campaign.5 Some

timesin October 1624, there took place a battle mear Jaumpur between the imperial

1. Jakdngir's farmdn to Jai Singh, preserved im Rajasthan State Archives,
Bikaner, N-2,

2. Tozuk-i Jahdngiri, pp.374~75; Tazkirat-ul Umard, f.143. Tod, wromgly
states that Girdhar was killed near Jamuna river., Ammals and Antiquities

3. Jakangir's farmdn to Jai Singh, preserved in Rajasthan State Archives,
Bikaner, N-3. |

L Igbal Nama-i Jakdngiri, p.58).

5. Jahangirts farmam to Jai Singh, preserved in Rajasthan State Arckives,
Bikaner,  N-i,
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army commanded by Parwiz and Khurram's forces, In this battle Jai Singh

distinguished himself.1

Soon after Khurram's defeat, Jal Singh along with Parwiz and
Mahabat Khan returned to Deccan, Meanwhile, it seems Hahabat Khan had fallen
out with Nur Jahdn and came to be suspected by her of harbouring sympathies
for Khurram, Apparently, it was “‘owing to Nur Jahanm's intervention that
Mah3abat Khan was replaced by Kaam~i Jahan Lodi as the effective commander of
the imperial forces in Deccam.2 It is not known to any degree of certainty
as to what was Jai Singh's real éiand on this occasion but from Jahangir's
farman, dated 7th Augustv1625 s Dreserved in the Rajasthan State Archives,
Bikaner, it seems that Jai Singh 4id not fully approve of ¥aWabat Khan's
removal from Deccan and was a bit tardy in extending co—cperation to the mew
commarder. Apparently, Jahingir and Mir Jaha3n on their part were anxious to
secure Jai Singhts co~operation in the impending tussle with Mahabat.Khan.
They tried to persuade him to help Kham-i Jahdn lodi. Jahingir, in his farman,
dated 23rd August 1625, goes to the extent of threateming him with dire conse~
quences imcluding dismissal from the imperial service if he would fail to extemd

full co-operatiorn to the new comander.3 About the same time NGr Jaham also

1. A Dutch Chromicle of Mughal India, pp.&9~70; Vir Vimod, II, pp.2&~87.

2. Nar Jah3n's nishan to Jai Singh, preserved in Rajastham State Arehives,
Bikaner, N=170,

3, Jahingir's farmin to Jai Singh," preserved in Rajastham State Archives,
Bilanper, N-7,
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wrote to Jafi' Singh a letter urging upon him to co-operate with Khami Jahan.
Consequently, Jai Singh remained with Khan-i Jahan LodI and co-operated with
him, which earned him a khilat from th‘“e Empress in December 1625'.1 However,
throughout this time Jai 3ingh appears'ﬂ‘ to have been on best of terms with
Mahzbat Khan, The latter soon after tgking Jahangir prisoner on 21st March
1626,2 had a farman issued in the name of Jai Singh in which the King was
made to place on record the ftfavourable reports! made by Mahabat Khan fegarding
Jai 3ingh's role in the Deccém.3 It was clearljr a friendly gesture on the
part of Mahibat Khan. aimed at further s't%rengthen the btond of friendship and
understanding between them, But these éfforts of Mahdbat Xhan to enlist the
support of the Rajawat chief did not efféct the attitude of the Kachawaha
nobles in general in any significant mamer., None of the Kachawalha nobles is

known to have supported Mah@bat Khan in his attempted coup dete.

When Khurram came to know about Mahabat Khdn's coup, he proceeded
towards north, It seems that before setting out towards north, in April 1626,
Khurram made a futile attempt to persuade Jai Singh to join him. He addressed
a letter to Jai Singh wherein emphasising the relationship between him and the

Raja, he sought the latterts help.h Jai Singh, however, remained neutral in

1., Ndr Jahan's nishdn to Jai Singh, preserved in Rajasthan State Archives,
Bikaner, N-172,

2. Tozuk~i Jahangiri, p.402,.

3. Jahangir's farman to Jai Singh, preserved in Rajasthan State Archives,
Bikamer, This farman was issued on 26th March 1626, N~11.

4. Khurram's letter to Jai Singh, preserved in Rajasthan State Archives, Bikaner
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the ensuing struggle between 3hah ﬁahég and the central goverrment dominated
by Mir Jah@n. He stayed back in Deccan and remalned busy in the operations
against Malik Ambarts i‘.‘ollowers.‘l Apparen'bly, the central authorities » who
were busy in putting down Shah Jah?m during this time, were also am:ious that
' Jai Singh as well as Gaj Singh, the chief of Jodhpur should remain in Deccan
while these two, apparently, in view of the approaching tussle over succession
wanted to reach the safety of their“ watans, On 6 September 1626, a farmam,
forbidding Jai Singh and Gaj Singh i‘m; leaving Deccan, was issued.2 Eight
months later (May 1627), Jal Singh's mangab was raised to 4000/2500 and he was
entitled rdja. The pargsna Chatsu was added to his jaf-g?.rs.B_ This was obviously
meant to secure Jai Singh's support for Ngr Jahanis protege in the impending

tussle over succession which was clearly in sight,

At the time of Jahangir's death Jal Singh was still in Deccan,
On receiving the news of Dawar Bakhshts accession,h Jai Singh set ocut for
Lahore in the company of Khami Jahéxi; On the way, Jai 5ingh and Gaj Singh
separated from Khimi Jahan who was not prepared to support Shah Jahan's candi-

5

dature and proceeded to join the latter near Ajmer,

1, Jahangirts farman to Jal Singh, preserved in Rajasthan State Archives,
Bikdner, issued on 11th June 1626, N,12, Malik Ambar had died in May 1626.

2, Jahangir's farman to Jai Singh, preserved in Rajasthan State Archives,
Biké:n"er, No13 !

3, Jahangir's farman to Jai Singh, preserVed in Rajasthan 3tate Archives, Blkanerq

ls Dawar Bakhsh sent a farman to Jai Singh in which he informed the latter about
his accession. The farmdn is preserved in Rajasthan State Archives,
‘Bikaner, N,176.

5. Igbal Name—-i Jahangiri, p.617.
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Thus it emerges that the position of the Kachawaha nobles who had
opposed Jah@ngir's accession were not affected during the first one or two
years of Jahdngir's reign. After his accession, Jah?a’ngi—r gave promotions to
the Rajawat as well as the non—Rajawat nobless These promotions helped the
Kachawaha nobles as such to improve their position in terms of the mansabs
held by them, However, it seems that sometimesbetween 1605 and 1612, Jah@ngir
was induced to a discriminatory attitude against the R&jawat nobles., During
this time, Jahingir humbled the Rajawat nobles in regardsto their mangabs,
offices, titles and generally care waszf taken not to assign to them independent
commands of expeditions. They were nof raised to high mansabs but also
encouraged to compete with the Rajawat nobles for leadership of the Kachawaha
clan, During this period, Jahéng‘ir's attitude towards the non~Rajawat nobles,
who were his steunch supporters ovef tae issue of succeséion, was quite liberal,
Despite this, Jahangir did not discard the Rajawat nobles completely, He com—
tinued to prefer the Rajawat sub-=clan for the purposes of matrimonial ties. |
Apparently, Jahangirts attitude towards the Rajawat nobles at this time was
motivated by a desire to strergthen his control over them after having weakened

their position. He was certainly not plamning to eliminate them completely.

However, from 7th R,Y. (1611-12) ormwards, there was a steady fall
in the mangabs of ths Kachawaha nobles. By 12th R,Y, (1616=17), there had
taken place marked fall in the mamgabg of the Rajawat as well as the non—
Rajawat nobles, Jahdngir intervened over the choice of M2n Singh's successor

and bestowed tika on a person of his own choice whose claim was not fully
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endorsed by the established practice. During this time, Jahangir had abandoned
his earlier policy of encouraging the qon-REja‘wat nobles, Both the leading
sub~clans of the Kachawaha group suf fered a regression in their position as a
result of Jahangir's apathy towards thefn. By 18th R,Y, (1622-23), none of the
non~R3jawat nobles held any mansab whilé a sharp decline had taken place in the

mangabs of the Rajawat nobles.

At the time of Kurram and Mahzbat Khants revolts the Kachawaha
nobles by and large remained loyal to Jah3ngir. Noiwithstanding the under—
standing and friendship seems to have existed between Jai Singh and Mahabat
Khah and the latter's efforts to enlist the active support of the Kachawaha
chief, he remained a distant spectator of the developments at the court
resulting in Mahabat Khan coup dete and his subsequent discomfiture. However,
after the news of Jahangir's death had become known, the Kachawaha chief threw
his full weight behind Shah Jahan which czused a breach between him and Khan~i \

. *
Jahan Lodi who supported Nir Jahan's candidate for the throne.



APPENDIX

In the following is cited the evidence relating to the mangabs

held by the Kachawaha nobles at different points of time between 1595 and 1627.

In this list the notices regarding the nobles belonging to different sub-clans

are grouped together in alphabetical order,

BHAO SINGH RAJAWAT :

v

Bhao Singh was a son of Man ‘Singh.1 His name is not included in

the 1list of mangabddrs given in Ayin-i Akbari and Tabadat—i Akbari, In March

.16, he held the mangab of 1(00/500.2 But in Akbar Nama, the zat rank of
Bh@o Singh is mentioned 7000 which is obviously a slip.3 In Jahangir's 1st R.Y,
(1605=16€6), he was raised to '),500.1+ In March 1608, his mangab was increased

5

to 2000/1000.” But according to Stah Nawaz Khan, at this occasion, he was raised

to 2'000/2000,.6 In July 1614, his mangab was increased to hOQ)/3CX)O.7 Further,

1. Tazuk=i Jahangiri, p.10; Muhta-Nainsi=re~Khyat, I, p.298.
|
2, Igbal Nama-i Jahangiri, p.508; Ma'3sir-ul Umara, III, p.360;
Tagkirat=ul Umara, Ms., f. 133. ~

3. Akbar Nama, IIT, p.&B7.

he Tuzuk~i Jah3rgiri, p.10; Ma'asir-ul Umard, ITI, p.350.

5, Tuzuk=i Jah@ngiri, p.66.

6, Ma'agir-ul Umara, III, p.360.

7. Tozuk—i Jahangiri, p.130; Ma'asir-ul Umard, ITI, pp.360-61;
Tagkirat-ul Umard, Ms. £.133.-
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in April 1617, he was promotad to 50(1:)/3000.1 At the time of his death

(October 1621), he held the mangab of 5000.2

Chatr Singh Rajawat ¢

He was a son of Madho Singh.3 According to Shah Nawaz Kh@n, during
the erd of Jahe?ng'{r's reign, he held the mangab of 1,500/1000.)'P Further, nothing

is known about his career during Jahdngir's reign.

Jagarmath Rajawat @

He was a son of Bhar Ma\l.> ‘In 1595, he held the mangab of 2,500.6

7

In 1599, he is known to have enjoyed the mangab of 3,000.° In March 1601, he

8

was raised to 5,000.  In 1609, at the time of his death,9 he held the mangab

of 5000/3000. 1©

1. Tazuk-i Jah3ngiri, p.184; Matasir—il -Umara, III, p.361; Tazkarat—ul
Umara, Ms. f.133. B

2. THzuk-i Jahdngiri, p.337.

3, Muhta-Nainsi=re-Khyat, I, p.299; Ma'asir-ul Umard, III, p.322.

4o Matasir-ul Umara, III, p.322,

5. Akbar Nama, IT, p.155; Muhta-Nainsi-re-fKhyat, T, p.301,
6. —m.‘n-i Akbari, 181, |

7+ A Contemporary Dutch Chronicle of Mughal India, pp.25-20.

8. Akbar Nama, III, p.78; Igbal Néaua—i-JahEQ__ g}_'r;., Deli7le

9. V-]..-I‘ Vj-.ir)d, p.22bc

10, Tuzuk=i Jahangiri, p.75.




Jai Singh Hajawat ¢

Jai 3ingh, son of Maha Singh1 held the mangab of 1000/1000 in

September 1617.2, But according to Shah Nawaz Khan, atthis occasion, he held

4y

the mangab of 1000/500,° In October 1621, he was raised to 2000/1000.,  In

April 1623, his mangab was increased to 3000/1 ,Aoo.s Further, in May 1627, he

was raised to 24.000.6 However, one may assume that at this time his suwar rank

was 2,500 or less as it is known on the authority of Badshah Nama that in SHah

Jahan's 1st R,Y, (1627-28), his suwar rank was still 2,500

7

Karam Chand Rajawat :

Karam Chand son of Jagam{éthB held the mangab of 2 ,000/1,500 in

September 1609.9 Further, nothing is known about any increase in his mangab

during Jahangir's reign.

1.
2.
3.
Lo
5.
6.
7e
8e

Tuzuk-i Jahangiri, p.191; Huhtd Nainsi-r5~Khyat, I, p.297.

Ibid., P.192.

Matasir—ul Umara, IIT, p.568.

Tuzuk-i Jahangiri, p.337.

Ibid,, P.359.
Jahangir's farmén to Jai 3ingh, preserved in Rajasthan 3State Archives, Bikaner.

Iahori, Badshah Nama, I, p.120.

Tozuk—i Jah'a;;g'ir-it, p.74; Muhta Nainsi-ré-Khyat, I, p.301, In Matasir-ul
Umarg (I, p.516), his name is given as Ram Chand,

Tuzuk—~i Jahangiri, p.74, Malasir-ul Umara, I, p.516, Tagkardt-ul Umara,
Ms. f.155, - '




Madho Singh. Rajawat :

He was a son of Bhagwant Das' and brother of Man Singh.2 But in

Takmila-i Akbar nama and Tazuk—i Jahangiri, he is mentioned as nephew of Man Singh
&

vhich is a slip.j However, he was a member of the R;j;wat ruling sub-clan, But

Jahangir incorrectly refers him as belonging to the Shaikhawat branch.’

In 1595, he held the mansab of 1,500.6 Nizamiddin followed by
Shaikh Farid Bhakkari and K&wal Ram ;lncludes him in the category of Akbarts
mangabdars of 2 ,OOO.7 In 1603, he wés raised to 3,0(13/2,000.8 After Jahangir's
accession, he received the mangab of 3,000.9 Afterwards nothing is known about

the career of Madho Singh,

Maha Singh Rajawat :

He was a son of Jagat Singh, the eldest son of Man S:i.ngh..10 Baini

1. Tabagat-i Akbari, p.385; Zakhirat—al Khawanin, I, p.221; Muht3 Nainsi-ré~
Khyat, I, p.299; Matasir-ul Umara, III, pp.321~22; Tazkarat-ul Umara,
MS. f.157. 3

2. Muhta Nainsi-r&~Khyat, I, D.299.

3. Akbar Nama, III, p.833, Tdzuk—i Jahingiri, p.7.

e Zakhirat—ul ;ﬂgawanzn, Ms. £.110; Muhta Nainsi-re-kKhyat, I, p.299;
Bank® Dag-re~khyat, m.124, 299.

5, Tdzuk-i Jahangiri, p.7.
6. Azin-l Akbari, p.18.

7. Tabagat—i Akbari, p.385; )g}}lrat-ul Khawamn, I, p.221; Tazkarat-ul
Umard, Ms. £.157,

8. Akbar Nama, III, p.820,
9. Tuzuk=i Jah@ngiri, p.7.

10. Akbar Nama, ITI, p.763; Tizuk-i Jahangin, p.7; Igbal Nima~i Jahdngiri, p.L65;
Muhta NaTnsi-re~Khyat, I, p.297.




‘ - 1
Prasad says that he was a son of Man 3ingh which is obviously a slip, However,

his name is not included in the lists of mangabdars given in Ayim-i Akbari and
2

Tabaqat~i Akbari. In March 1605, he heldthe mangab of 2000/30C .

After d ahz?ng?[r's accession, he was raised to 2000/2(1)0.3 In April

1612, he was raised to 3000/2000.1+ In July 1614, his mangab was increased to

. 6

3 ,500/2,500.5 Further, in July 1616, he was promoted to 4000/3000. One does
not come across the evidence suggesting further increase in the mangab till his

death in 161 7.7

Man Singh Hajawat @

Man 5ingh, son of Bhagwant D538 was a member of the Rajawat ruling

sub-clan,” But at one place, the author of Zakhir@t—ul Khawanin describes him

as belonging to the Sha_i@'a'wat branch vhich is obviously a mistake.1o

1. Baini Prasad, History of Jahangir, pp.i21-22,

2. Akbar Nama, ITI, p.89; Ma'asir-ul Umara, II, p.175; Tazkarat~ul Umara,
Ms. f.1L|5. .

3. Tizuk-i Jahdngiri, p.7.

ke Tuzuk—i Jahdngiri, p.106; Ma'dsir—ul Umard, II, p.175; Tazkarat-ul Umara,
Ms, £.145.

5, Tuzuk-i Jahdngiri, p.130; Matasir-ul Umard, II, p.,175; Tazkarat—ul Umara,
Ms, f.145.

6. Tuzuk-i Jahangiri, p.161; Ma-é’simi Umard, II, p.175; Tazgafét-'ui Unara,
Ms. £.15. : :

7. Tazuk—i Jah3ngiri, pp.186-87; Ma’as:.r-ul Umara, II, p.175; Tazkarat=ul
Umard, Ms. f,145.

8. Akbar Nima, III, pp.157-58.

9, Zakhirat=ul Khaw:é:n-in, I, p.106; Ma'@sir-ul Umard, II, p.111; Banke Das~re~
Khyat, p.123; Vir Vinod, p.1276. '

10. Zakhirat-ul Khavanin, I, p.103.
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In 1595, he held the mansab of 5',003.1

On 26 August 1605, he was
raised to ’7(7()0/6&)0.2 But according to Sh'éﬁ‘ Nawaz Khan, at this occasion, Man
Singh was raised to 7(DO/7OOO.3 Man Singh is not known to have received any
increase during Jahingirts 1st R,Y, One may, therefore, assume that his mangab

during this time remained what it was at the time of Akbarts death, However,

R,N, Prasad seems to have misunderstood Ma'isiz-i-Jah’a'ng?lrI 'shtext in making
the statement that during the first R,Y, of Jéhang‘irvs reign, Man Singht's
mangab was 5'000.5 However, it appears that between the period 1606~1613,

Man Singh was demoted to 5000. Hawkins (1608~13) writing his account in 1613,
inciudes Man Singh in the list of the mangabdars of 5000.6 It is corroborated

by the author of Zakhirat—ul Khawamin and Muhta Na.{nsz.'? Man Singh died in

8

July 1614,

Narain Das Rajawat :

He was a son of Khangar and grandson of Jagmal, a brother of Bhar Mal?l

1. Ayin-i Akbari, p.181.

2, Akbar Naua, III, p.859; Igbal Nima~i Jahangiri, p.510.

3, Matasir-ul Umara, IT, p.168.

L, Ma'asir-i JaHangiri, Ms. f.36a.

5. RR. Prasad, Raja Man Singh of Amber, p.120.

6. Hawkins, Early Travels in India, Bd. by Foster, p.98.

7. Zakhirat-ul Kpawanin, I, p.109; Marwar-ré-Pargana-ré-Vigat, II, p.492,

8. Tuzuk—i Jahangiri, p.130.

9, Ayin—i Akbari, p.1€1; Akbar Nama, II, pp.156-57; Muhta Nainsi-re~Khyat,
I, Pe30k.
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Towards the end of Jahangir's reign, he held the mangab of 2000

Raj Singh Rajawat @

He was a son of Askaran and a nephew of Bhar tfxal.2 In 1595, he

held the mamgab of 9(1).3 In 1604, he was raised to 3,5'00/3,0(X).l+

mangab was augmented to 14000/3000.-5 Buﬁ according to Akbar Name in 1605, he was

In 1605, his

raised to 3000 which is obviously a slip because already in 1604, in the same
source, his mangab is mentioned 3,500/3000 as noted axbove.6 However, one does not

come across the evidence suggesting any increase in his mangab till his death

in 1615.7

Ram Das Narwari Rajawat :

He was a son of Raj Singh.8 After his father's death in 1615, he

received the mangab of 1000/1400.9

1. Marwar-re-Pargana-re-Vigat, II, pp.492~G3.

2. Akbar Nama, IT, p,155; Ayin-i Akbari, p.185; Huhta Nainsi-re-Khyat,
I, p.303. |

3. Ayimri Akbari, p.18.

k. Akbar Nama, III, p.826.

5. Iqbal Nima—i JahBngiri, p.510; Ma'asir—ul Umara, II, pp.171-72.
6. Akbar Nama, III, p.&36. “

7. Thzuk-i Jahangiri, p.138

& Ibid.

9. Ibid, Baini Pras,d, the annotator of Ma'asir-ul Umara (Tr. II, p.579), at
this occasion, confounded this Ram Das to Fam Das Udavat.




Mentioned as Jay
Bingh which is

—h?-.

In August 1616, he was raised to 1000/500.1

Further, in 1617, his
mangab was increased to 1 ,5'00/700.2 But at this occasion, in the printed text

of Tazuk—i Jahangiri, the name of Ram Das's father ig/a silip3 because Ram Singh,

son of Jai Singh was born in September 1635.}'* In 1623, he was raised to 2000/
1000.5 One does not come across the evidence suggesting further increase in his

mangab during Jahargirts reign.

Girdhar Shaikhawat_:

Girdhar was a member of Shaikh@wat branch being a son of Raisal
Daur'b‘éz:i.6 In 1616, he held the mangab of 800/&)0.7 In July 1618, he was raised
to 1000/800.8 In March, 1621; his mangab wés ‘increased to ‘1200/900.9 Further,
in October 1622, he was raised to 2,000/1 ,500.10 One does not come across the

]
evidence suggesting further increase in the mangab till his death in December 162

1. Tazuk-i Jahangiri, p.16k.

2, Ma'asir-ul Umard, II, p.172; Ayiri Akbari, Tr. Blochmann, p.510.
3. Thzuk—i JahZngiri, p.207.
Lo

Vir V':'[nod, p.1295, H, Beveridge, the editor ofTuzuk—i Jah'émiri (Tr. by
A, Rogers, p.418) also stands on the same view,

Tuzuk—i Jahangiri, p.358.

Ibid., p.7; Zakhirat—ul Khawanin, Ms. £.110; Matasir-ul Umard, II, p.172;
Tazkarat-ul Umara, Ms. £.152; Huhta Nainsi-re-Khyat, I, p.321.

7. Tazuk-i Jahangiri, p.146; Tazkarat—ul Umard, Ms. £.143.
8. Tuzuk—i Jahangiri, p.248; Tazkardt—ul Umara, Ms, £,143,
9. Tazuk—i Jah3ngiri, p.332.

10, Ibid., p.356; Tazkarat—ul Umara, is. f.143.

11, Tozuk=i Jahingiri, pp.374-75.
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Manohar Shaikhawat, :

Manohar son of Loonkaran1 belonged to the Shaikhawat branch.2 In

\
1595, he held the mansab of L;OO.3 .

Prithvi Chand Shaikhawat ¢

He was a son of Manohar Sl'x:af:i:lga‘?mrat.I+ In April 1616, he received

5 6

the mangab of 500/300,° In July 1616, he was raised to 500/400.

8

In 1618, his

mangab was increased to 700/1;50.7 He died in January 1620,

Rais3l Darbari Shaikhawat $

He belonged to the Shaikhdwat branch.9 In 1595, he held the mangsb

of 1000/250.1° In 1602, he was raised to 2,500/1250.'" In 1603, his mangab wWas

1. Akbar Nama, IIT, p.221; Tabagét—i Akbari, 338-39; Ma'asir-i Rabimi, I,
P, 855~56,

2, Tuzuk-i Jah@ngiri, p.5k.

3. Ayini Akbari, p.184,

Lo Tazuk=i Jahangiri, p.161,

5. Ibid.s 157.

6, Ibid., p.161.

7. Ibid., p.239; Tazkarat—ul Umarad, Ms. f,133.
8. Tuzuk=i Jahingiri, P30k

9. Ibid., p.7; Zakhirat-ul Khawanin, Ms.:i. £.110; Matasir-ul Umard, II, p.172;
Tazkarat-ul Umard, Ms. f£.152.

10, Ayinmi Akbari, p.182,
11. Akbar Né-ma, I1I, po&pq
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1

increased to 3000.  After Jahangir's accession in 1605, he received the mangab

2. At the time of his death, he held the mangab

of 3000 i.e. perhaps 3000/3000.
of 5000.3 He died perhaps between 1606'-1616 as it is known that his son Girdhar

was given the mangab and tika of Khandgla i_n 1616.’"

Rem Das Udavat ¢

He comes from the old leaf of the Kachawaha clan, He is identified

5 In 1595, he held the mangab of 500.6 In

as Udavat by his father's name Ud3,
March 1605, he was raised to 20(D/2OO.7 In 1605, Jahangir raised him to 3(1)0.8

In 1613, at the time of his death9 s he held the mangab of 50(1).10'

1. Tazkarat—ul Umara, Ms. f.152,

2. Tdzuk-i Jahangiri, p.7.

3. Shikhar Vansotpati, p.21.

L. Tuzuk—i Jahangiri, p.146; Huhtd Nainsi-re-Khyat, I, p.321.

5. Zakhirat-ul Kpawanin, I, p.238; Muhta Nainsi-ré-Khyat, I, p.331;
Ma'asir-ul Umara, II, p.331.

6. Ayimri Akbari, p.184.

7. Akbar Nama, IIT, p.&57.

8. TlIZuk"i Jaha_n_g-i-r{, Pe 9.

9. Ibid., p.123,

10, Hawkins, Early Travels in India, p.98; Zakhirat—ul Khawanin, I, p.240.
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CHAPTER III

OFDINARY KACHAWAHA TROOPERS SERVING THE
MUGHUL RMPIRE : COMPOSITION AMD STHICTURE
OF THE CONTINGENTS OF ‘THE KACHAWAHA NOBLES

It seems one great anxiety of the Mughuls from the very begimning, was
to recruit ordinary retaimers in the“ contingemnts commanded by the nobles from
among various Indian groups., From a1 perusal of Biburnima, one gets the
impression that owing to the general hostility of the common people towards
the Mughuls, Babur had found it difficult to augment his amed forces, For
this purpose, he seems to have relied mainly on whatever co—operation he was
able to get from certain Sectiohs of the Afg}_lé'n and Shaikhzada nobles recruited
to his service after the battle of PEin:{pat.1 One can only conjecture that

those retainers (referred to by Babur as Tarkash bandan) who were recruited

in Hindistdn with the help of the Afghlin nobles’ would be mainly Indisn
Muslims, the Afghans as well as others, having clese links with their erst
while chiefs. Apparently, after Him3yunt's defeat at the hands of Sher Shah,
the Afghans must have been almost totam eliminated frem the Mughul centin~
gents, Naturally, Akbar could not entirely depend en the recruitment of

1
soldiers for the fast expanding contingents of his officers on the non-Afg_l_ﬁn

1, Baburnama, Tr. Beveridge, A.5., PP«523"24.

| -

2, Cf. Babur Nama, Tr, p.520, wherein it is stated that in May 1526, Shaikh
Ghulam joined Baburts service with his retainers, For the fact that by
1527 a considerable part of the contingents of Babur!s even Turani nebles
consisted of Hindistdni retainers. $See, Ibid., p.538.
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groups among the Indian Musiims. It would seem that by taking into Imperial
service the Rajput chiefs, Akbar might have hoped to obtain the extra advantage
of being able to utilise the se.rvices of ordinary Rajput peasants as retainers
on a wider sc;ale.1 We have no évidence to ascertain the mumber of the Rajputs
or for that matter retainers belonging to any other Hindd community in the
contingents of the Mughul nobles before 1561. But one may assume that these
elements must have been there to some extent. Naturally emough, with the

entry of a considerable mumber of Hajput chiefs in the service, the over all
strength of Hindu retainers in the Mughul armed ferces would alse go up.
Initially, this would be _mainly accounted by these constituting the contingents
of the RAjput chiefs. It is however known that with the passage of time the
number of Rajput retainers in the contingents of all the nobles became consi-
derable. In certain cases, some of the Tardni and Irdni nobles would have
mainly the Rajputs as their retainers., The mest interesting case in this
respect was that of Malhabat K,t;,é'n.2 It is, therefore, quite understamdable that
while deciding to take the Rijput nobles in his service in large mmbefs. AXbar

mst have had in mind this aspect as well.

1. cf. Akbar Ndma, Vol. II, p.204. AbTL Fazl justifies the abolition of Jizyah
in 1564 on the ground that under Akbar tthose belonging to other religiensf
Were also rendering military service to the state. The context in which this:
statement occur suggests that it refers not only to the Fajput chiefs but
to common Hindus also. ‘ :

2. 1In 1626, five or four thousand Rajputs, in the service of Mahabat Khan
played an important part in establishing his control over the Imperial camp,.
See, Tuzuk—~i Jahangiri, p.4O2; Igbal Nma—i Jahangiri, p.601; Fatah Nama-i
Nur Jahan B&gam, MS., f.27a, Matasir-i Jahingiri, Ms., f.198b, Anfatzi-
Akhbar, Ms, f.234, The Travels of Peter Mundy, II, p.205, Storia~do-Mogor,
II, p.164k, Ma'3sir—il-Umara, III, p.392, Vir VIned, II, p.307.
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II. Ordinary Kachawah@ Troopers in the Service of the Mughul Nobles:

There exists sufficient evidence suggesting that, during JahEng‘i_r's
reign, a considerable number of Kachawahas as well as non—Kachawahi. Rajputs
were included in the contingents of the nobles belonging to different
cavl;egorieas.1 This would be true foif the reigns of Shah Jahan and Aurangzib
as well. ‘Arz—ochahra'documents, preserved in Andhra Pradesh Archives,
Hyderabad, establish conclusively that from Shah Jehan's reign onwards, the
Tarani, Irani, Afghdn and the Shail_@ﬁda nobles would have a considerable
mmber of Rajput troopers in their céntingents.2 To give a specific example,
one knows on the authority of AWl Fazl Mdmuri, that the contingent of Aghar
Khan, a noble of Aurangzib!s period, consisted entirely of Rajout and Afghan

. 3
retainers.

For Jahangir's rei‘gn, one is able to prepare a long list of Rajputs
serving in Mah'ébatumﬁn's contingent, ‘The list appended at the end of this
Chapter giving the names of 21 such persons and those of the places where their
pattas were located, has been prepared mainly with the help of infomatien

derived from Muhta Naingi=re—-Khvat. It would be of interest te note that in

this list of 21 persons, 8 are Kachawahas, 7 Chauhans, 1 Sisodia, 2 RZthores.f

1. See, Table 'A', There can be cited mary such cases from the later Mughul
period also. Some of the nobles of that period are known for having mamly
the Rajput as their retainers., One such noble of the period was Khan—i
Dauran. See, Tdrikh—i Shahadat—i Farrukhsiyar-wa~Julus—~i Muhammad Shah,
p.132, cited by Z,U, Malik, A Mughul Statesmen of the Eighteenth Century:
Khir-i Dauran, pp.56~-57. One also comes across a reference in Barke Das—re-
Khyat, p.132 to a certain noble of the same pericd who had in his service
Kumbo Harrajot Parihar,

2. R,A, Alavi, "New Light on Mughal Cavalry", Medieval India: A Miscellany,
Vo. II, Table 'F*, pp.95=97.

3. Abil Fazl Matmri, Tgrikh-i Aurangzib, Ms. £.145b, cited by ¥, Athar Ali,
The ’{ughal Nobility Under Aurangzg¢b, DPel h.




and 3 Bhﬁti's.’ 3ome of these persbns are described as holding pattas or sub=

assigmments which would go to show that they were mostly petty officers in the

service of the noble, It is also worth noting that all these sub—assignments

are described as located in Rajput@nd, This might be interpreted as indicating
| jgirs

a tendency on the part of the Mughul nobles having/in Rajputana to give sub~

assignments to their Rajput subordinates in the regions located close to

latterts native places.2

One may further conjecture that the ordinary trocpers employed by these
Rajput petty-cfficers would generally belong to their own clans. It may,
therefore, be assumed that the proportion of the ordinary troopers belong to
the varicus Hajput clans within the contingent of a noble like Mahabat Khan,
would correspond to that found among petty-officials employed by him, However,
as we '~ ° have no estimate of tile total mumber of the petty officeds
in ¥he service of Mahabat Khan, it is not pogsible to get any idea of tﬁe‘
ratio that would ordinarily obtain between R—a'.jﬁits and other categories of

the troopers in the contingents of the Mughul nobles other than the Rajputs.

Another interesting feature in this respect seens to be the presence of
a considerable mmber of Kachawahas in the contingents of the chiefs of Marwar
holding imperial mangabs during the periocd, 1572-1700. There is appended at

the end of this chapter another lisf of 165 persons who were in the service

1. See Table 'A*.

2. Op. Cit.
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of the Rathore chiefs at different points of time during this peried. In

this list are inclnded the names of persons holding pattas of different values
ranging from Rs, 1000 to Rs.25000.1 The biggest patta of Rs.25000 was held by a
Kachawi’?aREm Singh Shaik_giwat.z Out of these 165 persons, 23 were the
Kac};ﬁ’ahé's, L Sisodias, 14 Déwerds, 6 Songar Chauhans, 66 Bhatis, 1 Sankhla,

48 ChaﬁhEns, 2 Muslims and 1 Ch’a'ran.3 It may, however, be noted that none

of the Kachawahas is described as holding a patta of less than Rs.BOOO.k'

Taking a clue from Muhta Nainsits statement that the value of a pattd assigned
for one horseman would be FB.‘]OOO,S it may be assumed that most of the
Kachawahas employéd by the Rathores we;'e petty-officers having under their
conmand 3 or more horsemen. One may thus conclude that, throughout the

17th century, which includes Jah3ngir's reign, a considerable mumber of
Kachawahas were serving in the contingénts of the Rathore chiefs as petty-
officers. Though on the basis of the iﬁformation available, it is not possible
to say with any degree of certainty as to what was the exact position in this

respect under Jahangir.

The tendency on the part of the Kachawahi@ troopers to take up service

under the non—~Kachawahe . nobles during Jahangir's reign would partly be a

1. 3See, Table !B,

2e Mu.hta Naini‘ré“mit, I, po3190

3. These figures are derived from Table 'BY,
L. See Table 'Bf,

5. Marwar-re-Pargana~re-Vigat, II, pp.408+10.
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consequence of & notable fall in the total of the mangabs held by the Kachawaha

nobles, A comparison of the total suwar ranks held by the Kachawahas under

Akbar with those of Jahangir's reign brings forth telling results. The

Kachawaha mangabdars of Akbar's reign who contimed to serve under Jahangir,

commanded 26,100 srm'érs.‘l

But on fthe death of each

. one

Jof these nobles his successo:

was granted comparatively a smaller ramk by Jathg'i—r. Hence, a situation was

gradually arrived at wherein while the total number of the Kachawaha nobles

in the Mughul service increased, the mmber of troopers commanded by them

went down sharply.

Thus we find that in the 10th R.,Y., of Shah Jahant's reign

- A
(1637-38) the total of the suwar renks of the Kachawahas came up to only 11,000

1.

2.

See, supra.

This is borne out by the fact that during Shah Jahan's 10th R,Y,, the
following Kachawaha nobles held the mangabs:

S,No. Nanmne Ma_anaab
- Lt Suwar
1. Jai Singh 5 4000 5 5000
2, Rém Das Narwari | 2,000 1,000
3. Dwarka Das 1,500 500
Ly Gopal Singh 900 600
5.  Tilok Chand &0 500
6. Ugar Sen 800 400
7e Bhoj Raj 800 400
8. Har Ram 700 300
9. Roop Singh 700 300
10. Udai Bhan 600 LOO
1. Ugar Sen 600 40O
12. Nar Singh 500 400
13. Chander Bhan 500 LOO
e Mathura Das 500 400
' Total 15,900 11,000

For reference, see Lahori, Badshah Nama, Vol. I, pt.II, pp.294=322,




- 56 -

almost half of the corresponding mumber for the end of Akbar's reign, One

may thug assume that a large number of the retainers belonging to the Kachawaha

clam who would lose employment as a result of gradual reduction in the total
-1s reign

suwar ranks held by the Kachawaha nobles during J ahangir/would become avail-

able to join the contingents of other ncpbles.‘l

ITT. Composition of the Contingents ¢

It is a plausible hypothesis that from the very beginning a majority of
the retainers in the contingents of the Kachawah3 nobles belonged to their own
clan, Those from among the Kachawahas given imperial ma x_zgabs/:;igﬁi:frely to
two leading sub~clans, namely, the Rajawats and Shaikhawats; the former being
more rmumerous and enjoying higher mangabs, The third most rumerous and irr
fluencial sub-clan of the Kachawahis, the Narookas were by amd large excluded
from imperial ser\rice.2 The same was true of restef the minor sub-clans like
theRUmbhani, Nindarka, Kundalka, Ralmot, Karnawat, Jogi and the Hamirpota
Kachawahas, These people were mainly employed by the Kachawaha nobles in
their contingents. Narookds were exclusively employed by the Fajawat nobles.
Under the Rajawat chfiefs of Amber, the command of the vanguard was traditierm~

ally entrusted to the Narookas. For example, Lal Singh Narook2 used to command »

1. See, Infra.

2. A few Narookas seem to have entered the imperial service during Shah Jahan's
reign., Chander Bhin Narcok3, for instance, was given a mangab of 500/400.
See, Badshah Néina of Lzhori, p.322; Vir Vinod, p.376.
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the vanguard in Bhar Malts oontingent.1 A1u Khan Narooka served as the
commander of the vanguard under Man Singh.2 They also held important posts in
the contingents of the chiefs of Amb'ér. Bhainru Narooka was the faujdar of the
elephant stable in the .contingent of an Singh.3 Similarly, the Kumbhani and
the Nindarka Kachawdhas served under the Rajawat chiefs,“ while the Kundalka,
Ralnot and the Karnawat Kachawghas rendered service, mainly under the Shaikhawat
chiefs of Mancharpur. The Karnawat Kécha.fah’és apparently had the status of

Pradhans (some kind of local chiefs or zamindarg ) in Manohaxpnr.s

It would, however, be incorrect to assumeg that all the members of these
sub-clans would be serving under the respective Rajawat and Shaikhdwat chiefs
on account of their feudal obligations or some other kind of traditional ties,
One often comes across evidence suggesting that the members of the same sub-clan
would be serving under different chiefs., For instance, while some of the members
of Jogi and Hamirpota sub~clans rendered service to the chief df Ambér and sémo
others to the chief of Naraina, This would bring out that not all the Mbem
of a sub~clan would be serving necessarily under their superﬁsﬂrdniefa who had
traditional claims over them, It would be reasonable to assume that all those
taking up service under chiefs not having ary traditional claim over their sub=

clans would be doing so in return for psyment through patia,

1. Vir-Vinod, II, pe1375.

2. Akbar Nama, ITI, p,336; Muhta Nainsi-rg-Khyat, I, p.315. During operations
against Mirza Hakim's forces arourd Nilab in Jamary, 1581, the command of
the vanguard of the army sent under Man Singh was held by 41lu Khan Narookd,

3. Muhta Nainsi-re-Khyat, I, p.313; Banks Dis-ré=-Khydt, p.12l.
L, Muhtd Nainsi-ré Khyat, I, pp.329-330,

5. Ibid., 329, 332, It would tend to suggest that the service rendered by them
to the Shalkhiwat chiefs w—ould be in the nature of . feudal obligation
rather than in lieu of a sub~assigrment or pattd,
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Lastly, in addition to the retainers belonging to their own clans, the
Kachawaha nobles also employed a considerable mumber of retainers belonging
to other Rajput as well as non~Rajput gioups. Among the Rajput retainers
other than Kachawahas, there were persof;s belonging to such diverse groups
as the Bhatis, Songars, Sankhld, Sodhas ?.nd the Pamwars, Most of these appear
to be mercinaries, not necessarily belonéing to the Kachawaha territories

whose services were hired on the basis of payment through patti's.1

1. The following Rajput chiefs belonging to Sodha, Bhati, Sankhl3, Songar and
Panwar clans are reported to have been in the service of the Kachawaha
chiefs of Amber.

_ The Sodhas of Amarkot: According to Muhta Nainsi the descendants of
Viram Deve Sodha were in the service of the chief of Amber. Ratan Singh
Sodhats sons, belonging to the same family, were also in their service, It
is known that one of the sons of Ratan Singh, Sher Khan (apparently a Muslim)
was given Murada (situated in 750 1018, 26V 561N) in pattd. (M.K,, I, 356),

Bhatis of Pugel (a pargana in sarkar Bikanér, see Ayin, Tr. II,
p.282) and Khaijalara (could not be identified): According to Banke Das,
Raipalot Bhati of Khaijaldré served under Bhagwant Das (B,K., p.117), Ase
Bhati served under Bhagwant Das (M.K,, IT, p.145). Narain Das Bhati and
Patto Bhati, belonging to the same family, served under Man Singh and Madhe
Singh respectively. (M.K., II, pp.145, 151); Manohar Das and his brother,
Ragho Das Bhati, belonging to the same/served under Bhagwant Das’s son,
Pratap Singh (Ibid., p.152, B.K., Ps153). Mahesh Das Bhati belonging to the.
same family served under Ma@n Singh's son, Sabal Singh (M.K,, I, pr.150).

One of the Sankhla families of Runichi@ (same as Run, a pargana .
in sarkar Nagore, See Ayin, Tr. II, p.282) served under the chiefs of Amber,
Balkaran Sankhld was in the service of Man Singh, He was given 84 villages
in E;gana Run as patta located Man Singhts jdgir in sarkar Nagore. (M.K.,
I, Pe 142)0

Madho Das Songar (resionnot known) served urder Mirza Raja Jai
Singh (B.K,, p.153).

_ _ Kishan Singh Panwar (regiomot known) served under Ram Das
Kachawaha, Khyat of Patalpotha, is., cited by R,N. Prasad, Raja Man Singh
of Amber, p.116,
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On the other hand, it will be erronecus to suppose that the Rajput

chiefs, as is stated in Storia~do-Mogor and Nadir—az~zamani, had only Rajput

retainers in their con‘bingents.’ From Xpulagat~us Siyaq, it is knoun that the

Rijput nobles were to have one sixth retainers in their contingents from non~

R jput gmups.2 The description given in Khulagat-us Siyaq (compiled in 1703)
would apply more appmpﬁately to the §ituation obtaining ﬁnder Aurangzib.
But one may infer that the trend must fxave been there under Jahangir and Shah
Jah§m3 It is, in any case, known that the Kachawaha chiefs had Muslim
soldiers in their army even before their joining the Mughul service. Hasan
Khan Sur, the father of Sher Shah Sur, was for some time in the service of
Raimal Shaikhdwat, the grand father of‘Ri:'fsal Darb'ari—.L" They appear to have
contimued to employ the Muslims in thelr centingents after joining the Muihul

service, Man Singh had a considerable ‘number of Muslim soldiers in his

contingent.s

1. Storia-do=ogor by Mamcci, II, pp.407-08; Nadir-az Zamani by Khusal Chand,
Ms. £.1072; cited from Irvin, The Army of the Indian Mughals, p.36.

2, Khulasat—us Siyaq, Ms. f,54b; compare, Athar Ali, The Mughal Nobility under
Aurangzeb, p. 104, S ' .

3. Cf, tArz~o—-chahra documents,'preserved in Andhra Pradesh Archives, Hyderabad,
show that under Shah Jah@n, the Hindu nobles employed a considerable members
of Muslim troopers; 3See, R,A, Alavi, "New Light on Mughal Cavalry", Medieva,
India = & Miscellany, Table 'F', p.97.

Ll». Akbar N.a-ﬂ!é.’ I) p.1‘£|'7; Ma’a-Sir-ul Umarg, II’ p.172; Tailg-.-rat-'ul Umala—, Hs.
£.,152; Ayin—i Akbari, I, Tr. Blochmamnn, p.462; compare, K,R, Qanungo,
Sher Shah and His Times, p.7

5. Zakbirat-ul Khawinin, I, p.107; BRaja Ajéet Singh (1681~1724) of Jodhpur
also seems to have employed Muslim retainers in his contingent. A certain
Badar Khan, son of Hasan Khén, is mentioned as having been in his service,
See, Marwar—re~Pargana~re-Vigat, II, p.410.
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In‘addition to this, the Kachawaha chiefs also employed non-Ra jput
Hinda retainers in their contingent;s. For example, the charans were also
included in their contingents. 'I'hefgr work was to encourage the soldiers by
their martial music during the course of a battle. Hépd Charan, who was in
the service of Man 3ingh, played martial music during the Battle of
Ahmedabad (1573).1 Side by side with these functions, these people performed
certain military functions as we‘_ll.2 : Hapa Charan, for instance, had one
hundred elephants under his comma.nd.B‘ There can be also cited similar cases
regarding the Rajput chiefs other than the Kachawdhas, These retainers would
generally belong to castes and comrmmities settled in the territories und;r
the sway of the respective chieftains. They may not necessarily be restricted
to the so~called martial races or gmuins recognised as Kchatriyas, Many of

them would belong to such aboriginal cocmmnities, settled in R3ajpatédna as the

Bhils ,L’ Meenas ,5 s 'Ihori'ésé and the (“.had:iyis.7 Rand Pratdp of Méwar empleyed

1. Akbar Nama, III, p.55; Vir_Vmod, II, p.1283.
20 storia-dO"'Hogor, II, anb11.

3. Zakhirdt—ul Khawanin, I, pp.1c6-07, Mat'dsir-ul Umara, II, p.168;
Vlr“vmod, II’ Pn1283. 1n

4o They limed in the region extending from Ajmér/to Gujarat. Anand Ram Mukhilis,
an 18th century writer, holdsthat they were robbers and skilful hunters,
wearing clothes mestly of leaves, See, Martat-—ul Istilah, Ms., f,18ib;
cited by W, Irvine, The Army of the Indian Mughals, p.17C.

5. Méenas were settled in Amber, Kota, Bundi and Méwar territories. See
Tod, TI, p.2&2.,

6. A criminal tribe described by Tod as expert thieves. They were scattered
all over Rajpiutand, Their services would be sometimes employed for
escorting caravans, Ibid, p.261,

.7. Chatiyas or Jats were mainly an agrlculmral community. They were scattered
in RAjpitdnd, Punjab, Indus, Yamuna and Ganges. Ibide, I, P88,
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Bhils in his arm;w.1 Similarly, Sanval Das, an officer of Rana Raj Singh had

only M&enas, Thories and Chatiyas in his corps.2

IV, Organisation of the Contingents ¢

It is significant that most of the members of a family would have a
tendency to serve under the same chief: For instance, most of the members of

a family of Akhey Raj Bhati of Pugal- were in the service of Bhagwant Dasitsson
3 Similarly, all the family members of Sihar Sankhla .
_ under L

of Runicha served/the chiefs of Amber,

Pratap Singhe

Another significant aspect of thé organisation of the contingents of
the Kachawaha nobles appears to be an inip]icit recognition of the principle of
hereditary succession so far as their Réﬁp’ﬁt followers were concerned. On the
demise of a head of a family, his eldest son would take his place as the head
of the sub=~clan or family serving a particular chief, Sometimes the son would
inherit the titles anci perhaps offices also held by his father, For instance, |
it is known that the title of Rao that was given by Bhar Mal te 1al Singh

Namol‘:'é5 continued in his family down to Jal Singhts time, Lal Singh's grandser

1. Eaj Ratnakar, Ms. £.35a, cited by G,N, Sharma, Mewar and the Mughal Emperors,
Po$o

2, Wagii-Sarkar-i Ranthambhore-wd Ajmer, pp.436~37,

3. Muhtd Nainsi-ré~Khyat, II, p.28&.,

ho Ibid,, I, P42,

5, Ibide, I, p.318; Vir.Vinod, II, p.1375.
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Kalyan Singh also held the same title under Jal Singh.! Similar instances
can be cited regarding almost all the sub clans and families serving &s

retainers of the Kachawaha chiefs..2

Another notable aspect of the orgaﬁisation of the contingents of the
Kachawahas appears to be the existence of “a distinct hderarchy marked by titles
and pffices of different kind as well as differences in the emoluments., It
would not be an exaggeration to say that the entire set up would tend te be a
replica of the organisation of the Mughul officers. Titles like Rao and Beta

(son) would be given to individuals to distinguish them from o'thers;3 There

1. Muhtd Nainsi-re~Khyat, I, p.318.

2. There are a number of instances of families contiming in the service of the
Kachawaha chiefs for generations. These are other than the Narookas abeut
whom we have already qQuoted an example in the text. Some of these instances
are given belows

After the demise of Ram Shéh Kachawahd, his eldest son tock his place
and served Mirza Raja Jai Singh (M,K,, I, p.310). Similarly, after the
death of Haj Singh, his son Kesri Singh took his place and served under
Mirza Raja Jai Singh (M.K,, I, p.317). After the demisé of Vd'agh ji
Kachawaha, his eldest son, Budh Singh, took his place under Man Singh,

After the death of Budh Singh, his son Shyam Singh succeeded him and served

under Mirz3 Raja Jai Singh (M.K., I, pp.308—o9) Similarly, it is knewn
about a Sankhla family who joined service under Bhar Mal and contirmed down
to Mirza Ridja Bhi3o Singh's time (1521). (M.K., I, p.342).

It appears that the same situation was prevailing in the contingents
of the Rathores chiefs of Jodhpur, In 1623, Shas Mal Bhati, belonging te
Jaisalmer, joined the service of Rija Sur Singh. He was given fourteen
villages including village Casa in patt@, After his death, his sen Késhe
Das succeeded him and received five villages including Oasa in patiz,

(M.K., II, pp96~97; See, Table !Bt also).

3. The title of Rdc was given to Lal Singh Narookd and Istfer to his grandson,
Kalyan Singh, by the Kachawaha chefs. Fateh Singh and his son, Kalyan Mal,
belenging to the same family were treated as his own children by Mirza Rija
Jai Singh. See, M.K.,, I, p.318 V.V, II, p.1375,
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survive evidences suggesting the existence of offices and positions under
these nobles which would invarisbly cérzy with them special responsibilities
as well as emo‘luments.1 The persons occupying such affices would enjoy higher

or distinct positions as compared to rest of the members cf the contingents.

In certain cases, individuals serving under the Kachawaha chiefs would
be employing their own retainers for wﬁich they would be paid by the chief
in the form of pattds. This would tend to create within the contingent of a
Kachawdh&@ noble two kirnds of troops, one would be the category of gentleman
trooper or a petty officer, holding a considerable sub—assigmment and second,
ordinary horsemen in the direct employment cf the chief as well as that of cne
of his subordinates,’ It is significant that some times even individual
horsemen in the direct employment of the‘ noble would be paid through sub~
assigrments.3 Taking clue from the evidence that survives regarding the

contingents of Hathore chiefs 4f Jodhpur one may conjecture that towards

1, Mirza Raja Jal Singh appointed Marmcei as the commander of the artillery in
his contingent in 166k, on the payment of Rupees 10 per day. See, Steria=
do=Mogor, IIZ, p.113,

Bhainru Narookd was the aujda r of elerhant stables in Man Singhts
contingent. See, Muhtd Nainsi-re~Khyat, I, p.313, Banke Das-re-Khyat, p.124

On occasions, the chiefs would entrust the command of exPedltmns
to their officers. In 1650, H1n°M3Raja Jai Singh, om being asked by _Shah
Jahan to curb the rebels of KamdjPahari, directed his suberdinate, Rae
Kalyan Singh | Narooka, to perform this task., See, MuhtZ Nainsi-re~Khyat,

I, p.318, Vir Vinod, II, p.1375.

2 V_i:r V-{nﬁd’ I, p013‘ﬁo

3. Sher Khan Sodha,who was in the service of a Kachawaha chief,was given
Morada in patti, M,K., I, p.356.

Similarly, Raja Ajeet Singh (1681-1724) of Sihpur also sub~assigned

a number of villages of Sancher pargana to his retainers. See, Marwar-ré&
Pargana~re-Vigat, II, pp.408-10. See also Wagadi“Sarkar-i Ranthambhore-wa

Ajmer (Ms., p.359) wherein it is reported that Man Singh, the jagir-dar ar of

par ana Arain, sub~assigned the villages of the pargana in Tankh to his
Alners,
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Aurangzibts reign ordinarily an horseman's sdlary under Kachawahas would be
equal to the reveme proceeds of hoo_’gig@i of land in Amber and the surrounding
pargan,s. The gentlemen—troopers wouid be paid for the maintenance of fixed
number of horsemen attached to them according to the same rate though it goes
without saying that there would be considerable variations in the number of
horsemen allotted to individual gentleman trooper which would in turn go to

determine his salary as well as place in the hierarvchy.1

It has already been established that under the great Mughuls, the nobles
would pay more to the retainers of Taréni and Irdni origin than those belonging
to Hind&stén itself, Under Akber,2 the foreigners were paid Rs,5 per month more
than their Indian counterparts.3 It seems this discrimination against the
Hindustanis persisted down to Aurangzib's time.l"' It would be of interest to
find out as to what attitude the Kachawha nobles would have in this respect.
There does not exist any evidence suggesting any such discrimination practised

by them, But one cannct be very sure regarding this point as all the evidence

1. From Marwar-re~Pargana-re~Vigat (II, pp.408~10) it is known that under the
Rathore chiefs of Jodhpur, troopers were paid according te the same rete,
Probably, a similar situation would be prevailing in the contingents of the

" Kachawaha chiefs, ‘

From the same source, it is known that the gentleman trooper
employed in contingents of the Rathore chiefs would have 2 to 4 horsemen
under him, One may conjecture that the situation in the Kachawdha contim
gents will not be basically different from/obtaining in those of the Rathores

2. See, Supra,

3, while the Turani and Irani troopers were paid Rse25 per month, the Hindustanis
were given Rs, 20 per month, See Ayin~i Akbari, I, p.175.

L+ Tahawwur Khan, the governor of Ajmér in 1680~81, paid to the Tardmi troopers
more than the Hindistdnis. See, Wagdi~i Sarkir—i Ranthambhor~wa=-Ajimer, pe355
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tiaat survive relate to Indian nobles, mainly the R-éjpﬁ'ts s having their su“b-
assignments in or around pargana Ambér, ﬁowever, from a closer scrutiny of
the same evidence, one feature clearly emérges s namely, most of the Muslim
retainers, foreigners as well as Hindisté’ﬂs, of the Kachawaha nobles were,
apparently given subrassigmments in their j}_ a~girs located outside Amber
territory, This is borneout by the absencé of any mention of a sub-assigmment

or patta held by Muslim retainers in or around pargana Amber,

From a passage in Mamcci's account, ohe gets the impression that besides
the troops hired through payment in the form of sub~assignments, there was
yet another category of retainers consistiné purely of the Rajputs, who were
apparently peasant proprietors or petty zami:ﬂzfrs rendering service to the

Raja in return for traditional ob:l.:i.ga\'t.:lcms.1 Apparently, this categery of

” retainers would be supplied by the(paasant commnitiﬂamual]y in a fixed

mumber. When one batch would complete its period of service, they would
be

return to their land and would /replaced by other men from the same cemunity.z

1. Storia-do-Mogor, II, p.411. Mamccits pointed reference to the fact that
the land 'givent' by the Rija to this category of people was for fcultivatient
and that they themselves tilled the land goesfc show that this arrangement
was different from the system of reverme -2gsigmnents (pattadari).

2. Storia~do¥ogor, II, p.411. "The greater number of these rajahs dwell in
the plains, where their lands bring them in many sorts of supplies, The land
is cultivated by their vassals or subjects, who are called Rajputs - that is,
'rajahts son'. They have no other occupation, knowing nothing but how to
till the soil or take a part in warfare, For this reason the rejahs pay
them only in land, which is given for them to cultivate as a means of sub-
sistence, on condition that they keep horses and be ready to go out to fight
when they are called upon. When they have assembled, the rajah joins them;
then, at the end of a twelve month, fresh men arrive from their home country,
and the first levy returns home, They all conduct themselves in one manner',



Mamecci has not indicated as to whether this rotation of levies was regulated
by the chiefs or by the communities supplying them. Neither, is it possible

to say with any degree of definiteness as to what would be the allowances
payable to them during the period, they would be campaigning with the chiefs,
But most probably the procurement of arms and maintenance of horses would be
their/responsibility or the responsibility of their commnities. This evidence
provided by Manucci cannot be brushed éside &8s mis~representation of the Ea_'gt_?:
_c_l_ii_z;_i' situation, simply because it tends to give a slightly different picture of
the relationship of the Rajput chiefs with their followers from the one painted
by other sources including travellers accounts like Bernier's Travels in the
Mughal Emp.’z.re.‘l Marmecei had joined Jai Singht's service in 1664 as the commander
of his artillery2 and appears to havé remained in that position for quite some
time., His observations regarding the organisation of the contingents of the
Rajput nobles would be based on his personal observation of the situation

under Jai Singh.

Hence in the light of the above, it would appear that within the contir
gents of the Kachawzha nobles, besides other categories, two basic categories

in which all their retainers tould be divided s would be those of the Eatt”édé‘ms |

1. Bernier clearly states, "These horsemen are called Ragipous (Rajputs) or
sons of Rdjas, Their military occupation, as I have staied elsewhere,
descends from father to son, and every man received a grant of land on
condition that he be always prepared to mount his horse and follow the

Rija, whither he shall cammand”, Travels in the Mughal Empire, pp.39, 208.
2, Storia—do-Mogor, II, p.113,
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or sub~assigrment holders on the one hand and the Bhumids and peasant culti~
vators on the other, although it is difficult to say as to what ratio would
be maintained between them, The later category, in any case, it appears from

Mamuccits statement, would entirely consist of the Rajputs, probably of the

Kachawaha clan.
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T A B L E 1A

Rajputs in the service of Zamana Beg, entitled Makabat Khan (d. 1634 A,D,)

Clan Sub~zssigmment
S,Noe N a m e and or References Remarks
Sub~clan Patte
1. Bihari Das Nathdéwat Kachawaha
(RR jawat) - M.K.s I, Pe310.
2. Bihari Dast's son Ajab Singh Kachawaha .
(Fajawat) - Ibid.
3. Himmat Singh Kachawaha Ladana Ibid,, pe311. ‘ . In 1627, Mahabat
. (REjawat) Kh&nh held certain
parganas of Ajmer
gubg _as ja—-gir,
See, TEZUk, ppoan,
o , 4263 lahori, I, p.&
4. Kesho Das s/o Kanha Kachaw'ahi'.'r N - _— o
(Narooka—'). IAlSO'b . Ibld., p.31l&.
5. Kesho Dagts son Ugar Sen Kachawaha _ ‘
(Narooka) Lalsot Ibid., Pe31ite
6. Raj 5ingh s/o Ragho Das Kachawaha
(Narooka) - Ibid,
7. Raj Singhts brother Rup Singh Kachawaha
+ (Narooka) Vanhato Ibid,
8. Khinve Karan Kachawaha

(Shaikhawat) - Ibid,, p.325.



9.

10,

11.

12,

13.

14,

15.

16,

17.

18.

19.
20.
21,

Sadul Songar‘®of Sancher
Sadul's brother Gopal Das
Sadults another brother

Achal Das
In 1631, Madho Das
s/o Késho DAs Songar
Songar

Narain Das

Jaita Songar

~In 1616, Jaswant

s/o Hani Udai Singh

Karait Sen s/o Ugar Sen
Rathore

Mahash Das Rathore s/o Dalpat

and the grandson of Raja
Sur Singh of Jodhpur

Righu Nath Bhati of Pugal

Raghu Nathts brother Jaganndth

Raghu Nathts son Har Nath

Chauhan
(Songar)

Chauhan
(Songar)

Chauvhan
(Songar)

Chauhan
(Songar)

Chauhan
(Songar)

Chauhan
(Songar)
¢hauhan
(Songar)

- Sisodia =

Rathore

Rathore

Bhati
Bhati

Bhati

Chandrakh

Chandrakh

I '
M, K, ,/Pe23ky B, K, 5 Pe162

Ibid., I, pe234.
Ibid., I, Pe234e
B,K,, p.153.
Ibid., pe152,
Ibid,, p.152.

M.K.; I, poZABQ

Ibid., p.25.

EzK! 2 p.55.
Lahori, I, p.II, p.68,

M,U0,, III, Peldi5e
M.K,, IT, De234,

M.K., II, p.119o

Ibid.,

After Mahdbat Khants
death (1634), he
joined the imperial
service in 1635,



1.

1.

2.

1,

Shahib Khan s/o Vaini Das

Kalyan Singh Khangarot

Sujan Singh

Kishan Singh s/o
Shahib Khan

Rajput _in the.service of Agaf Khan

Kachawaha - M.K., I, Pe330

Rijputs in the service of R&Zja Bithal Das

Kachawaha
(Rajawat) - M K., I, P.300,
Kachawaha

(Rajawat) - Ibid. , Pe30k.

Rajput in the service of Anurudh Gaur s/o Raja Bithal Das

Kachawdha - M, K.5 I, ps330,

- 70~



S,Noe N a m e

1. Hirday Narain

2,  Buakharsi s/o Khangar
3, Madho Singh

L,  Ajab Singh

5,  Sur Singh

6,  Himmat Singh

7- Lar K__ban

8. Balbhadr

Qe Gaj Singh
10,  Ugar Sen

11, In 1611, Chander Bhidh joined

the service of Sur Singh

-71—

T A B L E B
_NonRathore Fiipits in the service of the Rathore Chiefs of Jodhpur (1572=1700)
Glan and Sub~assign:ﬁent References Remarks
Sub~clan or pattas
[ , _
Kachawaha Village Gangara ( siswxw ) M,K,, I, p.30k.
(Rajawat ) of pargana Mairdta
along with four other
villages.
. Bhowal of pargana
Mairdta Ibid., p.306.
> - Ibid,
) - Ibid.
’s - Ibid.
s» — He held patta worth S .
m.15,(ﬁ) Ibid., P.311.
» - Ibid,
LR = _I_Ei_.gl_. ) p03080
’s He held patta worth
Rs. 17,000 Ibid,, p.311.
Kachawaha )
(Narooka) Riyan and Raipur Ibide 5 Pe3lhe

29

-

Rahin

Ibid,, p.315,



12,

13,

14
15,
16.

17.

18.

19.
20,
21,

22,

23,

2k

Mohan Das
Govind Das

Jaswant
Jaswant's son Har Ram

Peerag Das

Ram Singh

Mehkaran

Roop Singh
Amar Singh
Parshotam

Udai Bhan

Madho Das

In 1622, Sabal Singh Sisodia
s/o Rana Sagar

Kachawaha
(Narooka)

2

23
Py
Kachawaha
(Shaikhawat )

23

)

Iy
1 -
iy

3 -

LR

Sisodia

Some villages of pargana
Reéwari.

Village Dhola of pargana
Mairta,

He received some villages
of pargana Rawari worth
HLZE,CEU

Village Piplai of pargana
.Udai Patta worth Rs,12,000

He held pattd worth

Rs. 3,000

Kho village of pargana
Réwari,

Some villages of pargana
Rewari.

Jégarwas

M, K.y I, pa316,

Ibid.,

Ibid,

Ibid,.

Ibid.,

Ibid, ,

Ibid, ,
Ibid. s
Ibid,,

Ibid, ,

Ibid,

Ibid.,

Ibid,,

D317,

pPe323.

p«319.

Po 320,
P.320,
D322,

PP, 3 22"23 .

p.328,

p025o

=72 -



25,

26.

27.

28,

29,

30.
31,

32,

33,

3l

35.

36,

Karam Sene belonging to
the same fanily

In 1612, Chatarghj s/o
Shalkho and the grandson
of RAnd Pratap

In 1607, Puran Mal s/o
Rana Pratdp

Sur s/o Surtan Devera
of Sirohi

In 158), Rao Kalla Devera
belonging to the same family

Rao Kalld's son Askaran
Askaran's son Harl Das

In 1623, Dwarka Das belonging
to the same family

Jaswant belonging to the
same family

Jaswant's grandson Kan

Surtan belonging to the
same family

In 1601, Rawat belonging
to the same family

3isodia

3

)

Devera

2
33

E R

3

bR

3

»

3y

Chandawal

Village Karmavas of
pargana Siwand.

Village Daho of
Dbargana Mairta

willages 25 of pargana
Bhadra jun

Bhadrajun

Namesaro

Newmesaro

Kulkana

Samijo

Village Devaliyd of
pargana Siwana

MK,y I, De20.

Ibid,, p.28.
Ibid,
Ibide, P.156.

Ibid,
Ibide

Ibid,
Ibide, Pe160,

I_P_i,-_d): p01630

Ibid.
Ibidc s p. 1614’.

Ibid,

73 -



37.

38.

39,

Rawat's sbn Panchayan

Rawat's another son
Achal Das

Achal Das's son Jagannath

Sanga belonging to the
same family

Mano belonging to the
same family

In 1584, Narain Das Somgar

belonging to Jajore joined
the service

Narain Dasts son Satal

' In 1643, Madho Das belonging

to the same family

Suraj Mal belonging to the
same family

Sakat Singh belonging to the
same family

Sakat Singh's son

In 1598, Va'gh Bhati belonging
to Jaisalmer joined the service

Devera

LR 4

3

22

3>

Chauhan
(Songar)

32

32

LR

bR

32

Bhati

Khadalo

Navesaro worth
Rs. 1,000

Navesaro

Karmavas

21 villageg of
pargana Bhadrajun

Guntruch

Half of the pargana Pali

Village Daman of pargana
_Jilore

Village Aadvo of pargana
Sojat

Tl

MK, I, p.165,

Ibid,

Ibid.

Ibida s Pe 1660

Ibid., p.200.

M' s P«210.

Ibide

Ibid,, p.211.
ZIbid,
Ibid,
Ibid,

Ibide, I, Do



50,

51.

52.
53.

S’Zh

58,

59.

Va'gh's son Kesho Das

In 1647, Kirat Singh
belonging to the samg family

Jogi Das belonging to the
same family

Jogi D3sts brother Surtan
Kisno Bhati of Pugal

In 1602, Khangar belonging to
the same family Jjoined the
service

Khangarts brother Kanha

In 1615, Bhagwant belonging
to the same family joined
the service

Bhagwant Das's son Madho Singh

Bhagwant Das's brother Viram
Deva

Mano NimbZwat belonging to
the same family

Mano's son Govind Das

Bhati

32

29
3

22

»

33

LR
3

LR

3

22

Villages Cdvaro and Jogar

of pargana Jalore

Vizvaria

Bithnok

Village M-ij;_hario of
pargana Mairta

Chamu and Saverij
Chama

Kalano and 14 other
villages

and
Va’sni/Ma‘nglg of
pargana Siwana

M, Ko IL, R.90
Ibid. , P.91.
Ibid., p.119.
Ibid.
Ibide, Pal124.
Ibid., p.125.
Tbid.
Ibid,
Ibid,
Ibid.
_I__bid_.u Pe 154,

Ibid,



61,
62,

63.

T

65,

67.
68.
9.

70,

71e

72,
3.

The

Mano's sop Surtan
Govind Das's son Mohan Das

Govind Das's another son
Narhar Das

Sura] Mal belonging to the
same family

Suraj Mal's brother Nahar Xhan

Govind Das's son Ram Singh
Govind Dds's son Vaini Dds
Vaini Das's son Raj Singh
Ram Chander's son Karan

Sunder Das belonging to the
same family o

Rugh Nath belonging to the
samefamily

Rugh Nath's son Bhinve

Sadul belonging to the
same family

Kishno belonging to the
sameg family

Bhati

L

32

32

3

2

3

22

3

2

23

t R

3

3

( Danver)
Khaitasar

Village Dhavo of pargana
Jodhpur

Rarod of pargana Ksop

Vimlakho
Mavero of pargana Jodhpur

Mavero

M‘Kﬂ-’ II, pl 15’4’0

Lbid., p.155

Ibid,

Ibid,
Ibid., p.157.

Ibid., p.159.

Ibid,
Ibid,

Ibid., p.160,

Ibid,

Ibid,

Ibid. ’ p.161 -



75.

76.

78

79.

81,

82.

Jainal belonging to the
same family

Madho Das s/o Késho Das
belonging to the same family

Mé_gho Das's brother,
Bithal Das

In 1583, Kan joined the
service

Kan's gon Har Das

Har Das's son Bithal Das

Karan belonging to the same
family

Karan's brother Lakhmi Das
Lakhmi Das’s son Natho

Suraj Mal belonging to the
same family

Suraj Mal's brother Govind Das

Govind Das's grandson Kumbho

Bhati

23

LR

32

3

LR

32
2

3y

32

LR/

- - 4,K,, II, p.162,

- . He died in
Rundiya Ibid., p.163. 1657 A,D,
Rundiya Ibid,

Kuri, Valarvo and four other
villages Ibid., p.165.

Valarvo including seven

other villages Ibid,
Hokhari Ibid,
Hiradésar and Ramavat Ibid., p.166,
Hiradesar and Ramavat Ibid,
Nadiya Tbid,
- : Tbid,

In 1563, Dhikai _
In 1589, Bhagot Vasni
In 1600, Aanavas Ibid., p.167.

In 1631, Atnavas Ibid.



90.
91.

92.

93-

9L

.

9.

9.

9¢&.

Kumbho's sgn ( name is not
mentioned )

Gango belonging to the
same family

Kesho Das belonging to th
same family :

Kasho Das's son Vaini Das
Kesho Dastsanmother son Amro

Bhakharsi belonging to the
same family

Bhakbharsi's son Jagannath

Sanwal Das belonging to the
same family

Sanval D3s's son Va'gh

5anval Dasts brother
Narhar Das

Narhar Das's son Ramchand

Hingal Das belonging to the
same family

)

32

2

2

3

22

3

3

22

2

2

Nadiya
Atanavas

Chopro

Sihar of pargana dairta

Chairai
In 1620, Bairu

In 1638, Golahsni & Thahari

In 160L, ﬁhi..rgéthj_-:
In 169, Birmavasi
In 1610, Savant_Kuvo

In 1613, ‘I!i‘?rgathf
In 1606, Bhanro
In 1616, Chabaryakh of

pargana Sojat
In 1624, Judh

Judh

In 1594, Gagarvas

In 1601, Varl@ & Achina

n.K,, II, Po167o

Ibids

Tbid.
Tbid., p.168.

Ibide

Ibid,

Ibid,

Ibid., pe1€9.

He died in 1627 and his
son Ram Chand succeeded
him,

Ibide

Ibid, , pp.171, 1&2.

Ibido (] po 171 ]

Ibid. , ps172.



.
100.

101.

102,

103.
104.

105.

106.

107.

108,

109.

110.

111.

In 1589, yhéitsf joined
the service

Khatsi's son Viko
Viko's son Dhan Raj

Hamir belonging to the
same family

Hamir's son Megh Raj

Hamir's son Keso Das

Gopal Das belonging to the

same family
Gopalts son Righo Das

Isar Das belonging to the
same family

Isar Das's son Kumbho

Kumbhats son Ram

Amaro belonging to the
same family

Amaro's son Tej Mal

Bhati

3

32

22
3

3

2

3

22
»

S

»

3

Jativas

Jativas

Jativas

Khaitasar

Khaitdsar

Butelave of prgana Sojat

Manevi of pargana Jodhpur

Saverac and Kaliyathra

Saverao including two
other villages

Ramravas of pargana Jodhpur

1621, Sapvant_Kuvo
1632, Bharo
1633, Khari of Lawera

H.K., II, p.173.

Ibid.

Ibid.

Ibid. , pp.176, 1€0.
Ibid,.

Ibid,

Ibido s p.177.

Ibid.

Ibido F) P. 1790

Ibid,
Tbid,

Ibid., p.18.

Ibid,



112.

113,
11k

115,

116.
117.
118,

119,

120.
121,
122,
123,
124,

125,

3adul belenging to the
same family

Cﬁatarbhuj belonging to the
same family

Manohar Das of Runicha served
under Gaj Singh

Sikh belonging to Sancher
served under Mota Raja

Sikhts brother Devi Das
Devi Das's son Kachro
Kachro's brother Kesave Das

Pirag Chauhan belonging to
the same family

Pirag's son Kachro

Pirag's another son Narhar Das
Piragts son Sakto

Narhar D3s's Manohar Das
Pirag Dasts son Bhagwdn Dds

Piragts son Achal Das

Bhati

32

Sankhla

Chauhan

3
3

3>

3
L
3
tE )
3
)

3

Varlo

Bhagatvasni

Khdjalar including three
other villages

Samaveti
Tantuvas

Dahipora

~ Gaderi i - _

Giderfl\
Nargval of pargana Jodhpur
Gopari of pargana Siwana

Naraval

H,X., I, p.194.
Ibid.
M, Koy I, pedh2.

Ibido, p02336

Ibida, p.233~
Ibid. , p.233.

Ibid., p.23€.

Ibid.
Ibid,

Ibid.

" Ibid.

Ibid. 3 p. 2390



T26.

127,

128.

129.
130.
131,
132,
133,
134

135,
136,

137,

Gopal Dag belonging to
the samg family

Gopalt's nephew Kumbo

Kumbho's son Bhinve

Tej Mal belonging to the
same family

Megho belonging to the
same family

Jivo belonging to the
same family

Jivots son Bhoj Raj

Rao Viram Deve
Kesri Singh

Budh Singh

Prithvi Raj son of Surtdn

Jait Singh

Chauhan

3

32

2

3

33

2

33

3

23

LR

22

In 1618, Korno of pargana
Bhadrajun

In 1621, Sajaro of Jodhpur
In 1629, Polvas of pargana

Mairta

Chinri of Eargané Is’.lzap

Dantanio, Manaklao

Manklao

 Chitelvano of pargans

Sanctor worth Rs.14,000

Kirol of Sanchor
worth Bs, LP,O(X)

Hoti Gaon worth Rs.4,000

WOI"th %o »'+,OOO

Dambhal worth Rs.2,000

M,K., I, p.239.

Ibid.

Ibid., p.240.

Ivid.’

_@_i_g. s poZM .

Ibid.

Ibid,

M,P, re-Vigat, II, p.408.

Ibid., p.43®.



138.
129.
140.
141,
142,
143,

ik

15,
16,

147,
148,
149,
150.

151.

152,

Prithvi Rej s/o Kesri Singh

2alin Singh
Isar Das
Banne Singh
Kusal Singh
Rai Singh

Maha 5ingh

Madho Singh

Than $ingh

Kani Ram
Sive Singh
Prep Singh
Sagh Dan
Anad Singh

Rai Singh

Chauh2n

LR
2
3
>
22

33

32

»

3
LR
3

»
>

2

Sive worth Rs,2,000
Pur worth Rs.2,000
Daval

Makh worth Rs.1,000
Retari worth Rs, 4,000
Valano

Karaverf, Dantiya worth
Rs. 2,000

Dhasani worth Rs,1,000

Haryali, Bharkavo
worth Rs. 1,000

Bhadro worth Rs, 1,000

 Arnavo worth Rs. 4.,000

Basan, Kamalpur

Galifo worth Rs,4,000
Titrol worth Rs.1,000

Charnive worth Rs.1,000

M,P.~re~Vigat, II, pe409.
Tbid.
Ibid,
Ibid,
Ibid,

Ibid.

Ibid,

Ibid.



153. Bhoj Raj ° Chauhan Dadosom, Dadlo worth -
Rs. 2,000 M,P,~ra-Vigat, IT, Pes0s

154. M&n Singh 9 Sagarvo worth Rs,1,000 Ibid.

155, Gajio .5 Banverlo worth Rs.1,000 Jbid,.

156, Umo s/o Bhakharsi ys Pravi worth Ks, 1,000 Ibid,

157, Prem 3ingh 53 - mull Ibid.

158. Umo s/o Lilo s Jotro - Ibid,

159.  Narayan Das s Virol Ibid., P.410,

160. Kano s Kir Ibid.
161.  Ram Singh s/o Chatur Singh s Javedhra Ibid.

162, Ram Singh s/o Anoop Singh ss Kario Ibid.
163, Rehimat Khan Musiim Hasan worth Fs,1,000 Tbid,

164, Badar Khan ys Lachri worth Rs,1,000 Ibid.

165, Jive — : Charan - - Kochelo Sambharan JIbid, )



CHAPTER IV

THE PATTERN OF MATRIMONIAL TIZS BETWEEN THE
KACHAWAHA CIAN AND THE MUGHUL RULING FAMILY
WITH SPECIAL REFERENCE TO JAHANGIR'S REIGN,

One important aspect of the relationships between the Timurid rulers
and the RaZjpit nobles was a tendency on'the part of the Mughul rulers and
princes to take into marriage the daughters and nieces of the Rajpat chiefs
in their service, These so called matrimonial alliances came into vogue
similtaneously with the entry of the Rajput chiefs into the Mughul service
in considerable strength under Akbar, As it is well known, the first to_
enter the Mughul service and offer his daughter in marriage to Akbar was the

Kachawaha chief, Bhar I*Ial.‘l The other chiefs of Fajputard, who followed in
4

.

his foot~steps, were the Hathore chiefs of Jodlm.xr,2 Bikénér,3 Mairta,  the

Bhati chief of Jaisalmér5 and the Chelot chief of Dungerpur.6 But they

1. Tdrigh-i A1fi, Ms, f.145, Akbar Nama, II, pp.157-58; Muntakhab~ut Tawarikh,
P.50; Tabagat—i Akbari, p.256, Zubdat—ut Tawarikh, Ms. f.148a; Tazuk=i
Jahangiri, 7, Iqbal Nama-i Jahangiri, £.155. Thrikh-i Dilkushd, Ms.f,539b3
Khulasat—ut Tawarikh, f.37k; Muntakhab-ul Lubdb, pp.15559; Matasir-ul
Umara, I, pp.111-12; Tazkarat-ul Umara, Ms. 'Bi.; Tod, p. 370. Mulld Abdul

Bagi, the author of Ma'dsir-i Rahimi (Vol. I, p.69h) says that Akbar
married the daughter of Bhagwdn D&s which is incorrect.

2, Bankg Das-rs Khydt, p.,20; Tod, II, p.22; Vir Vinod, II, p.17ke

3, Akbar Nama, II, p,358; Dalpat Vilds, 14~15; THrigh-i Maradami Akhbar~i
Ahmadi, Ms. £.251b; Vir Vinod, pp.174, 4&5. According to the above
sources, Kalyan Mal gave his niece in marriage to Akbar, But the authors
of Térikh-i A1f3, £.223, Muntakhab~ut Tawdrikh, II, p. 133, Zubdat—ut
Tawdrikh, Ms. f.172a, and Muntakhab-ul Iubdb, I, p.175, incorrectly say
that Kalydn Mal gave his own daughter in marriage to Akbar,

4, MErwar-re Pargana-rs Vigat, IT, pp.69-70.
5e Akbar Nima, II, p.358, Vir Vinod, II, Pe17k.
6. Akbar Nama, IXI, ppn196, 210.




w"”%
4

join.ed Akbarts service and established matrimonial ties with him only after

he had displayed his mailed~fist against the defiant S{sod':‘fas.1 Apparently,

it was on account of the ready cooperation that the Mughuls received from

the ruling family of the Kachawahas in their drive to take the Rajput chiefs
into their service that these came to be treated by the former as most favoured
among their Rajpidt nobles. The Kachaw3lhds and to a lesser degree the Rathores
of Marw‘ér,z also were singled ocut for the marriages of the princes of royal
blood with their daughters and nieces throughout the sixteenth, seventeenth
and first half of the eighteenth cex:d;urix%zs.3 Apparently, in the cases of
other chiefs such marriages were contracted only at the time of their entry

into the royal service.

While assessing the position of t‘he Kachawahas in Jahangir's service,
it would, therefore, be appropriate to exémine the nature and working of
these so called matrimonial alliances betﬁeen the Kachawdaha clan and the
ruling family in some depth, This would ﬁelp in further clarifying the
circumstances leading to vicissitudes in the fortunes of the Kachawaha clan

during Jahangirts reign.

One may examine this problem in the following mamner: First of all one

should assess the available evidence regarding the various factors that were

1. Iqtidar Alam Khan, *'The Nobility under Akbar, and the Development of His
Religious Policy 1560-80', Journal of Royal Asiatic Society, 1968, pp.32-33.

2. Another Rajput clan who remained exceptibnally, devoted to the Mughul cause
once they had joined the service down to 21 R,Y, of Aurangzibts reign,

3. See Appendix Ct.




responsible for Akbarts policy of eétablishing matrimonial ties with the
Rajput clans in his service, Secon@ly, one may compare total rumber of
marriages contracted with the Rﬁjpﬁy princesses by Akbar, Jahangir, Shahjahan
and Aurangzib to asceriain whether this terndency becomes prominent with the
passage of time or it recedes into background after Akbar; or there are
different phases when such marriages‘are encouraged or discouraged. From
the lists of such marriages one woul? algso like to ascertain as to how far
the position of the Kachawdhas as thé nost favoured Fajput clan for the
purpose of matrimonial ties was mainﬁainedyunder Jahangir and his successors.

1

11

One of the factors, which seems to have led to the policy of esta~
blishing matrimonial ties with the Rajpit chiefs, was the existence of a
well established practice among the Timrids of securing the loyalties of
the chiefs by marrying into their families. There are mimercus instances to

illustrate this tendency. Yidsuf Mirak, the author of Magzhar-i Shah Jahani, a.

local history of Sindh, compiled during Shah Jahan's reign, says that Arghuns
and Turkhans (who also belonged to Timurid tradition) used to marry the
daughters of the chiefs of Samgja Unrd, a local tribe of Sindh.1 Babar and
Humayun also married the daughters of ihe local chiefs to secure their

loyalties, For example, on 28 Jamary 1519, Babar married Mubarak Bsganm,

1. Magzhar-i Shah Jahami, p.90.




a daughter of Malik Shah Mansoor, the chief of Ydsufzals, with a view to
conciliate tthe Yasufzsi ho:!'de'.1 Similarly, in 1555, H@mdyun married the

daughter of Jamal Khan Mewdti 'to soothe the mind of the zazu':'fnclé\‘:vs.'2

On the other hand, it w{ts also an established practice amongst the
Rajpit chiefs to have similar ties with the nom-Rajput groups in a subordi-
nate position to them. They used to take as their wives girls belonging to
the non-Rajpit Bhumia families of their regions without making any distinction
on the basis of caste, The Kachawaha chiefs, for instance, used to marry
into the families of the MZena chi‘efs.B The MBenas appear to have been dis-
placed by the Kachawahas as the leading zamindars of Amber region sometime
before 1560, . They still constitutéd a congiderable section of the local
landed class down to the end of 17th century.h In establishing matrimonial
ties with them, the Kachawdhig mst. have been motivated by a desire to

conciliate the M@ena chiefs.

It was also a tradition among the Rajputs that they would give their
daughters in marriage to the nom-Rajput superior chiefs and rulers. From ‘

appendix 'B?, it is evident that this tradition dated back to the middle of

1. Babur Nama, Tr, A,S. Beveridge, p«375.
2. Akbar Nama, II, PQL}BQ

3, Muhta Nainsi=re Khyat, I, pp.312, 324, Bhar Malts brother Rupsi and
Raisal Darbari had wives belonging to the Meena and Jat commnities.

4 Between 1557 and 1560, Bhar Mal lcusted the Meena chief from Lawan. See,
Jaipur—ki Vansaveli, Ms. pages &re unmarked, Annals and Antiquities of
Rajasthan, IT, pp.2&8-8, Vir Vinod, II, p.1270, Jajur—ka Itihas by
H, Sharma, P.70.




-

15th century. A scrutiny of the evidence relating to individual cases,
however, reveals that most of these marriages took piaca owing to the
pressure of the circumstances. For example, in 1445, Raja Bhan of Idar,
after he was defeated by Mahmd SHah of Gujrat, married his daughter to the
lért,ter.‘l Rao Jodha (1415-1488), gaVe his daughter in marriage to Shams Khan
Qayam Khani, the chief of Jhunjm, to save himself from the threat of the
Qiyam K_pEzﬁs.z similarly, a daughtér of Rao Loon Karan of Bikaner (1470~1526
A.D,) was married to Nahar Khan Qiyam Khani to end a long standing en-mity
between the two families.3 Maldeo, (1511-1562 A,D,), the ruler of J odhpur,
also established matrimonial ties with his three nor-Rajput neighbours. He
gave his daughters in marriage to Islam Shah Sctr}’+ and the latter's commander,
Haji ngin,s the hakim of Nort ~Eastern Rajpitana. Another of his daughters

and a grand=-daughter were married to Sulgin ¥ahmood Baigra of GujaLrEt6 and

1, #ifdt~i Sikandari, p.49; VIr Vimd, II, p.995.

2. Qiydm Khan Basd, pp.36~37, Shams Khan Qiyam Khani belonged to the Chauhan
Ra;;mt fam]y of Darera, His forefathers were converted to Islan during
Sultan Firoz Slah's reign., (Qiy3m XKhdn Rasd, pp. 13~14, Muhtd Nainsi-re
Khyat, III, pp.37375). Shams Khan had matrimonial alliance with Sultan
Bahlol Lodi (Qiyam Kban Risd, p.37). Fadan Khan, one of the descendants
of Shams Kh3n, joined the service of Humayun. After Humayun's death, Fadan
Kh3n gave his daughter in marrisge to Akbar. From AEH‘I Akbari (Ms.f.248a
it is come to know thaat the 1yam Ig_aanis had zaminddri rights in Fateh=pur
and Jhun u of Sha\l}dmatl. anglr gave Fatehpur as AltamgdiJa~gir.

( o S ) to Alaf Khan (Qiy3m Khan Risq, P59). On 26th
November 1620, Alaf Khan was given the charge of Kangra fort and his mangab
was fixed at 1500/1000. (Tuzuk=i Jahangiri, p.320). During Aurangzib's
reign, a sarddr of Qiydm Khanis, titular, Alaf Khan held a mangab of 1500/
700 (Alamgir Nama, p.290) M, Athar Ali (The Mughal Nobility Under Aurang—
zeb, P,201) holds that Alaf Khan Qiysm Khani was an Afggan which is,
obv1ous]y, a slip. He was not Afghan but he was a Shaikhz3da,

3. Q_yam Kb3n Rise, P.i49.

s Banke Das-ré Khyat, p.20.

5. Afsana—i Shahan, Ms. f.178b., M3rwirrre Pargana~ré Vigat, I, p.52, Banks
Das-ré Khyat, p.20. _

6., Harwar-ré Pargana-re Vigat, I, p.52, Banke Das-re Khyat, p.20.




.Daulat Ig_l'zé'n, the chief of Na—gore1 respectively. It would appear that having
established these ties with his three powerful neighbours, Maldso had become
very influencial and he expanded his territory at the cost of small chief~
tains.2 Malddo came to be regarded as "the most potent chieftain of Hindus-
tan! by the Persian chronicles of 'the‘j sixteenth cer:d;ury.3 Further, Bhar Mal
who gained the throne of Amber after ousting Askaran, offered his daughter
in marriage to F‘I,Ej-i i_(_h§.nLP to wean away the later from his rival Askaran and
secure Haji Kh@n's support for his claim to the gaddi of Ambér, Similarly,
Viram D8ve Rathore of Mairta, after being ousted. from dairta by Maldeo, gave
his daughter in marriage to the chief of Jalore, a Muslim, in the hope of

re~occupying Mairta with his help.5

Sometimes such marriages would be made
in the hope of receiving rewards., For instance, Karamsi Rathore of Mairta,
who gave his sister in marriage to Daulat Khan Nagori, received Khinvesar

village of As op Eggana.é

1. WaqiSit—i wusht3qi, Ms. £,56b; Trikh—i DZudi, p.156; Binks Das-ré Khyat,
p.22; Vir Vinod, II, p.8&08.

2. In 1531, when }aldso became the Haja, he had Jodhpur, Sojat and Jaitaren
under his sway. Later on, he conquered a mmber of parganas neighbourmg
to his temtory. He extended his possessions by subjugating Bhadra jun,
Jalore, Slwana, Sanchor, Phalodi, Malrta, Bikaner, Ajmer, Chatsu, Tonk,
Todd, Malpura and S3mbhar. See, Marwar-re Pargana~re Vigat, I, pp.43=iS.

3+ Akbar Nama, II, pp.160, 197; Huntakhab-ut Tawamm, I, p.439; Tabagat—i
Akbarl, p.205; Tazuk~i Jahangiri, p.277; Tdrikb~i Shahi, p.163,

Lo Jaipur~ki Vanshaveli, Ms, pages are unmarked,

5. Marwar-re Pargana-ré Vigat, IT s PPe52-5L,

6. Banke Dag~ré Khyat, p.67. Asop pargana was in the sarkdr of Jodhpur,
See, Ayimi Akbari, II, p.276.
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It appears that[the Rajpit chiefs) regarded their daughters a heavy
burden and a scurce of dishonour. This led to w practice of
infanticide in certain parts of Rajputdn2 which survived down to the British
period.1 Even an orthodox Muslim liké Badauni who hailed from Toda was
influenced by this prejudice; he expresses indirect approval of the practice
of putting to death of female children by quoting a flimsy llgc_lig.z One
might suggest that this prejudice would have been partly an outcome of the
imbalance of the sexes in the population. It is possible‘ that owing to the
high rate of male casualties in battlé; the female population would outsfrip
the males, Owing to prevailing prejud%ice against the female sex and non~
availability of suitable Rajput grooms for their daughters, the Rajput chiefs
became prone to establishing matrimonial ties outside their groups. This may

be regarded as one of the important factors facilitating the establishment

of matrimonial ties between the Mughul rulers and the Rajput chieftains.

III.

A perusal of the apperdix !C' giving a list of marriages contracted
by the Mughul rulers, from Akbar down to Aurangzib, highlights certain

interesting features of the Mughul policy in this respect.

1. Tod, I, pp.141, 5C5. This practice was prevailing in other parts of the
*Iuglml Empire also during the period, Jahingir says that the people of
Rajaur of Kashmir strangled their daughters at the time of their birth,
Tizuk~i Jah3ngiri, pe317.

2. For the hadis quoted by Bad&ini cf. M, Athar Ali, "Religion and Medieval
Indian Politics" paper presented at a Seminar on Historical Models in the
Study of Tradition and Change in India, ITAS, Simla, 1969,




_91-

First” , it would appear that in most cases the establishment of
matrimonial ties accompanied the entry of the chief concerned in the royal
service., For instance, in January 1562, i'Bh'ér Mal joined the Hughul service
as well as gave his daughter in marriage to Akbelr.1 Similarly, in 1570,

Hai Kalyan Mal of Bikaner gave his two nieces in marriage to the Emperor and
joined the Mughul service.> About the same time, Rawal Har Rai of Jaisalmer
married his daughter to Akbar3 and Rao Chander Sen of Jodhpur married his
sister to the Emperor and took up the royal ser'vice.l“ In 1573, while
entering into an agreement with Faja Jai Chand of Nagarkot, it was put as

5

a condition that the Raja would give his daughter in marriage to Akbar,” In

March 1577, at the time of joining the Mughul service, Rawal Askaran of

Dungerpur gave his daughter in marriage to Akbar.6 In 1581, Kesho Das Hathore
of Mairta married his daughter to the Emperor and entered into the royal
service.’ In May 1597, Raja Lachmi Nardin of Cooch Bihar's entry in the

Mug_!ml service was accompanied by the establishment of matrimonial tie-8

1. Akbar Nama, II, pP.157-58, III, p.35, Munta}hab-'ut Tawarikh, II, p.151,
Igbal Nama—i Jahangiri, p.252,

2. Akbar Nama, I, p,358, Dalpat Vilas, pp.14-15, Ayin—i Akbari, p.182.
3. Akbar Nama, II, p.358, ZAyir-i Akbari, p.184.

L, Binke Das-ré Khyat, p.20, Vir Vinod, II, p.174, Ayir-i Akbari, p.182.
5. Akbar Nama, III, 36, |

6. Ibid,, pp.196, 210,

7. Marwar-rg Pargana=reé Vigat, II, pp.69~70,

8. Jaipur~ki Vanshavali, Ms. cf, also Akbar Nama, Tr. H, Beveridge,

P 1&8, Ne 2.
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‘It is quite understandable that the chiefs, entering the royal service should
be called upon attach themselves to the royal family by special ties. This
would explain the large number of such marriages taking place during Akbar's
reign when most' of the important Fajput clans joined the imperial service.
During the reigns of Jahangir, Shah/iigazurangz_ib the mumber of such marriages
seens to have declined. As the apperdix on m;arriages evinces, during the
reigns of Akbar, Jahangir, Shah Jahan and Aurangzib respectively 33, 7, 4, 8
marriages were contracted with the girls belonging to leading families of

the local chiei‘s.1

However, the two leading families of the Rajput chiefs, namely,
Kachawahas of Amber and Rathore chiefs of Marwar, were singled out for a
special treatment in this respect. As already observed, the Mughul rulers
continued to take brides from these two houses down to Bahadur Shah's reign.2
It ﬁould appear that, in this respect, the Rajawat sub~clan of the Kacha_w’élﬁs
was the most favoured family till the end of Akbar's reign.3 But apparently
after Jahé’ng_i'.r' 8 accession, a sort of parity was maintained between the

Kachawahas and the Rathores. In all, down to Bahadur Shah's time, there tock

1« See, appendix 'Ct,

2, InMarch 1714, Ajeet Singh Rathore of Jodhpur gave his daughter in marriage
to Farrukh Siyar. See, Muntakhab-ul Iubab, p.738; Ma'asir-ul Umard,
I1I, p.7570

3, ©f. Badaini, Muntakhab-ut Tawarikh, Vol. II, p.341. It can be clearly
deduced from the mamer in which Salim's marriage with Bhagwant Das's
daughter is reported that it was his first wedding. The fact that a girl
from the Kachawaha ruling family was sdected to become the first legal
wife of the heir apparent, clearly indicates that till then this particular

family enjoyed a special status among the Rajpit chieftains in the royal
service,
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place 7 marriages with the girls belonging to the house of Jodhpur while 5
brides were taken from the Kachaw3ha chiefs of AmbEr.1 The details of

marriages in Kachawaha family after Akbar are as follows:?

Jah@ngir's first Kachawahi wife,‘daughter of Bhagwant Das, committed
suicide on 6th May 1605.2- Three years 1é.ter in 1608 A,D,, Jahangir asked
Man Singh for the hand of his grand-daugﬁter (2 daughter of Jagat Singh),
which amounted to conferring a special honour upon the Kachawaha clan,
Although Jahangir was not happy with the Raja on account of his collaboration
with Khusrau on the issue of succession, he preferred to maintain the matri-
monial ties with the Kachawaha ruling family. But $Hah Jahan, who was born
of avﬁﬁthore pr:’m.c:essl+ and was married to a Rathore princess during Jahangir's
life time5 did not have a Kachawaha wife, During AurangzZib's reign, the
mmber of the marriages between the membe;s of the royal family and women

belonging the Kachawaha clan rose again.é‘

1. See, appendix 'C?,

2, Tdzuk-i Jahangiri, p.26; Tdrikh—i Quknsha; Ms. £.577a.

3. Tuzuk—i Jahangiri, pp.68, 69; Ma'dsir—i Jahingiri, Ms. f.57a, Muntakhab=al
lubab, I, p.259; Ma'dsir-ul Umard, II, pp.141=42, cf. Athar Ali (The Huggal
Nobility Under Aurangzeb, p.142) who suggests that it was regarded as a
sign of honour for a noble that his daughter should be demanded in marriage
by a ¥ughal Emperor.

Ly Akbar Nama, ITT, 603, Tuzuk-i Jahdngiri, p.8.

5. Marwar-rg Pargana-rg Vigat, I, p.III, 5,R, Sharma (The Religious Policy of
the Mughal Emperors, p.79) says that Shah Jahan did not marry with a Hindo
princess but from Marwar—re Pargana—rg Vigat, a late 17th century Rajasthan:

source, it appears that ShHah Jah3n married the daughter of Rao Sakat Singh,
son of Mota Raja,

6. See, appendix, tCT,
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Iv.

When Jah@ngir married Jagat 3ingh's daughter her maternal grandfather
Bhoj Hara of Bundi who was also in the rojal service expressed his resentment
over it. Jah3ngir was greatly displeased with the Hara chief on account of
this attitude.1 As a matter of fact such a prejudice on the part of the Haras
and their disapproval of the marriages between the daughters and nieces of
RAjpit chiefs with the Mughul Emperors' dated back to Akbar's reign. In 1569,
Surjan Hara of Ranthambhore submitted to the Mughuls and had taken up service
under Akbar on the condition that he would not be asked to give his daughter
in marriage to the Empéror.2 Apart from the Haras this feeling was also
shared by & mumber of individual chiefs belonging to certain other clams.
It appears that, to begin with, a section of the RAathore chiefs of Marwar
were also opposed to the idea of establishing matrimonial ties with imperial
family but this section was overruled by‘the reigning chief, For instance, in
158, Kalld, a nevhew of Mota Rija, strongly objected to the marriage of the
Rija's daughter with Prince Salim but his objection was overruled by the Raja

and he was eliminated a year later with the help of the Mughpls.B

It would, however, appear that these objections or reservations of
certain Rijput groups were the result of a caste bias rather than religiocus

prejudice,

1.Marasir-ul Umard, I, pp.141-42,

2, Annals and Antiquities of Rajasthan, II, p.38&, Vir Vinod, II, pps84, & '

3. V?.I' V-{nOd, II’ pg1&.




As already noticed, there was a discernable tendency among the
Fajruts to establish matrimonial ties with the non~Rajput groups. It is
also not recorded anywhere that the marriages of the Rajput chiefs with the
daughters of the chiefs belonging to such diverse caste groups as Mésnas and
Jats were ever opposed by any section but at the same time there is available
sufficient evidence to show that the Rajput chiefs looked with disapproval
upon any inter—-caste marriage amongst the chiefs subordinate to them as well
as amongst the common people. Accordiné to #uhta Nainsi, when a Mésna
Bhumid@ of Bundi wished to marry a daughter of a Bfahman, the latter resisted
and sought protection of the Héfi'chief,1 Similarly, Shyamal Das informs
us that when a certain Dunger Bheel triéd to marry the daughter of a Mahajan
by force, Rawal Bir Singh of Dungerpur intervened in the matter and punished

the Bhe_e].So 2

One may assume that these objections raised by certain Rajpit groups
to the matrimonial ties with the royal family were a further projection of
the prejudice that already prevailed amongst the Rajpits against interrcaste
marriages, though as goes without saying‘at a certain level a tendency
operating in the opposite direction was also discernable from a very early
time., It is particularly note worthy that none of the contemporery Rajput

sources give an impression that these objections or reservations of a section

10 Muhtz Na{nsli-ré m, I, p0970

2. Vir ¥inod, II, p.1005.



[the iughul Baperors
but they married their
daughters to

of the Fajput chiefs were a result of religious (or tNationalt) bias., It
would appear that in this respect the statements and sentiments attributed
by Tod to the Sisodid chief, Fana Pratap, reflect the state of mind of the

Rajput chiefs of his own time.1

There is no basis for the assumption that the Rajput chiefs who
established matrimonial ties with the Mughul Bmperors were treated as out
castes, 3Such assumption, often :eflecﬁed in the writings of modern histo~
rians,2 is entirely based on Todf's testimony which is not corroborated by
the contemporary authorities. Onathe contrary, if one studies the pattern
of matrimonial ties among the 1eading Rajput families during the period,
1547 ~ 1667, it would emerge that the chiefs whose daughters were married
to the Mughul rulers and princes contimied to be treated as the members
of the caste and no stigma attached to them on account of their relation=
ship with the royal family or for that matter amy other Muslim superior
chief. For example, the 3isodias and Hards of Bundi did not give their

daughters in marriage to/those very Rajput chiefs who had matrimonial ties

1. Annals and Antiquities of Rajasthan, I, p. 390.

2. H, Goetz, t'The Policy of the Grand Mughals
Vis—a~vis Rajput States! Indian Culture,
XIV, p. 94; 1948, Calcutta; Raghuveer Singh,
Purve Adhunik Rajasthan, p. 425 M, Mujeeb,
The Indian Muslims, pp. 258, 359.
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1
with the Mughul Emperors,

1. There took place a number of marriages amorg the Sisodias, Hards, Bhatis
and the Hathores which go to show that the SIsodias and the Haras had no _
hesitation in establishing matrimonial ties with the Rathore and the Bhati
chiefs who liked the Kachawahid chiefs, were already related the Muslim
superior chiefs through matrimonial ties.

(2) RarA Sangd (24th March 1481-April 1527) of Méwdr married Dhan Bai, the
dsughter of Vdtagh, the son of Rdo Suja Rathore (M.K,, I, p.102),

(b) Rajkanveri, the daughter of M3ldSo Rithore (4 Dec. 1511 =9 Nov, 1562)
was married to Surtdn, the son of Surjan Hara. (M,P,-ré-Vigat, I,
p.53; B.K., p.20). _

(c¢) Raimal, the son of Maldéo Rathore, married Ratan Kanveri, the daughter
of Surjan Hard (1554~15¢5) of Bundi. (B.K,, DP«19). _

(d) Rara Udai Singh (4 Aug. 1522 ~ 28 Feb. 1572) of Méwar married Kamavati,l
thedaughter of Rao Chandra Séh of Jodhpur. (B.K., p.22).

(e) Ral R4y Singh Hathore (1541-1611) of Bikdnér married Jaswantde, the
daughter of Rand Udai Singh Sisodia of Méwar. (D.V,, pp.12-13).

(£) In 1637, Jaswant Singh of Jodhpur married Ram Kanveri, the daughter of
Chatarsal Hard of Bundi. (Wagai‘Ajmér, p.241; M,U,, I, pp.405-06;

M,P, re-Vigat, II, p.462; M,L., II, p.d3).

(g) In 1655, Jaswant Singh Rathore of Jodhpur married the daughter of
Biram Deve 5isodia, (Waris, p.298; M,U,, II, p.&1).

(h) Jaswant Singh (1627-1678) of Jodhpur married a Sisodid princess of
Mewdr. (Bernier, p.37).

(i) Jaswant Singh married the daughter of Soréb Sisodis (¥,U., I, p.754).

(3) Maha HAnd Amar Singh (26 March 1560~ 30 Oct. 1620) of Udaipur married
a daughter of Rawal Amar Singh Bhati of Jaisalmer. (V,V.,, II, p,1764)«

(k) In 1622, Amar Singh, the son of Gaj Singh Rathore of Jodhpur married
a princess of Udaipur. (M.P, re~Vigat, I, p.107).

(1) Karamsi Rathore of Hairta married the sister of Hand Jagat Singh of
Udaipur, {Badshah N&ma, Lahori, II, p.198).

(m) BH3n, son of Sakat Bingh Sisodia and the grandson of Rana Udal Singh,
married Raj Kanver, the daughter of dota Raja of Jodhour (liK,, I, 26).

(n) Rand 33nga's son Bhoj Baj married the daughter of Viram Deve Hathore
of Mairta. (ViIr Vinod, p.362).

(o) Fand Raj Singh (1652-1680) married Chdrumati, the daughter of Raja
Roop Singh Rathore of Kishangarh. (Vir Vinod, p.476).

(p) Rana Raj Singh married the daughter of Sabal Singh BRati of Jaisalmer.
(Vir Vinod, p.476).

(a) In 1652, Anoop Singh of Bikandr married Rand Raj Singh's sister

(Ibid., p.401).
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The Kachawahas of Amber who were one of the first Rajpit clans to
establish matrimonial ties with the Muslim mlers at an early date continued
to enjoy a high status in the Rajrut society. Precisely, during the
period they established matrimonial ties first with Afghan chief, Haji Khan,
and later on with the i~1ug_hu1 rulers, they were having similar ties with
the other RAjpat clans on an extensive scale. The table given below would
show that throughout the second half of the sixteenth and first half of the
seventeenth centuries the Kachawahas of Amber were having matrimonial ties
with almost all the important Rajput clans. |

T AB L E ‘A

Number of the brides taken by Kachawaha chiefs
from different R3jpit clans during 1547 — 1667:

Rathores$ ¢ 36
Chauhans (Hdrds) $ 12
Parihars @ 7
Gaurs * 5
Bargujars ¢ L
Sisodias ¢ 3
Bhatis 2 3
Panwars $ 3
Yadeves ¢ 1
Ghelots : 1
Nirbhans @ 1
HMeenas @ 1
Jats 1
Unspecified ¢ 17

Totals= 95

1. The figures of this table are derived from, appendix DY,
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If any thing, it would appear, with their rising affluence and
prosperity in the royal service the status of the Kachawahas became higher
among the RAjput chiefs, most of whom would consider it a special honour to
have matrimonial ties with them. Bven the ruling families of Bundi and
UdaEpur who were otherwise so opposed to giving their own daughters to the
Hughuls, did not feel any compunctions of conscience in giving their
daughters to Bhar Mal's descendants. For instance, Jagat Singh married
Kishan Kanveri, the grand-daughter of Bhoj Hara of Bu:ﬂd:{.1 #Aaha 5ingh
married Mahlanvas, the daughter of Bhoj lﬁja.z Maha Singh married Kan
Kanveri, the daughter of Rao Vagh Si‘socﬁa‘,3 Another wife of ¥Maha Singh was
Roop Kanveri, the daughter of Bhagwant Das, son of Rana Udai Singh Sisodis. ™
Moreover, the Kachawahas were having matrimonial ties with the Rajput ruling
families scattered all ;nver Northern India“. These belonged to Rajputana,
Bihar, Bengal and Orissa. For example, inMarch 1590, Puran Mal, the Raja
of Gidhur married his daughter to Chander Bhan, brother of Man Singh.s In

January 1597, Raja Lachmi Narain of Cooch Bihar gave his sister in marriage

1. Ma'asir-ul Umara, pp. 41-42, Jaipur—ki ‘_Vansaveli_, Ms.

*

2. Jaipur-ki Vansiveli, Ms.

3. Ibid.
4, Ibid.

5. Akbar Nama, III, p.576.



to Man Singh.1 Similarly, Man 3ingh married Achurengdé, the daughter of

Raja Ram Chander of Ori"ssa.z_

The break down of these marriages is as follows: Out of 95 marriages
Rathores36, Chauhdns 12, Parihirs 7, Gaurs 5, Bargujars 4, Bhatis, Sisodias
and Panwars 3 each and Yadeve, Ghelot, Nirbhan, Meena and Jat one each,
These figures reveal that the Kachawéha' chiefs took the largest number of
brides from the Rathore clan. It is interesting to note that these two
clans with such extensive matrimonial t;;'Les with each other were closest to
the Mughul ruling family and throughout“\ this period, were establishing
matrimonial ties with them., But at the same time it may also be kept in
mind that the tradition of inter*marz-iages between the Rathores and
Kachawahas dated back to the pre-1562 period. As a matter of fact, a
perusal of Appendix 'D! shows that while almost all the wives of Bhar Mal
and Askaran were from the Fathore clan, Man Singh had wives from a much
wider cross~section of the Rajput groups ‘including Rathores, Gaurs, Chauhans,
Baghelds, Yadeves, FParihars, Bargujars ard BhE\ti-s..3 This is a clear indica~

ticn that after their entry into the royal service, far from being excluded

1. Ibid., pp.716~17, Baharistam=i Ghaybi, Tr. by Borah, p.7. Matasir-ul
Umara, 11, p.166, H, Blochmann says that Lachsil Nardin gave his own
daughter in marriage to Man Singh which is obviously a slip. See, "Koch
Bihar, Koch Hajo and Assam, in the 16th and 17th centuries", Journal of
Asiatic Society of Bengal, "p.53, 1872.

2 _g_é-@r-ki_ Vansaveli, Ms., J,N, Sarkar, The History of Bengal, p.210,

30 See, Appendix 1D,
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from the caste, the Kachawah@s had become acceptable to a much larger

section of the Fajput aristocracy.

On the other hand from table 'B', one gathers that the Kachawahas
after entering the Mughul service, hadv become extremely choosy, regarding.
the marriages of their own daughters. Whiie no doubt the largest number of
Kachawaha girls, during the period, were given to the Rathores of Jodhpur
and Bikaner, a few other marriages that are recorded, were made with persons
belonging to the families already in the i&uéhul service, such as the Bhatis

1In

of Jaisalmér, R3ja Bikramajeet of Bandmm Garh, the Haras of Bumdi,
this respect the only exceptions were two marriages with rather bbscure

rersons, one of them belonging to Bargujar clan,

in Table 'B', given below, the information regarding the marriages
of the Kachawaha bﬁdes , during the period 1547-1667, is arranged to indicate
the mumber of brides given to different families:
Table 'B'°

Number of Kachawaha Brides Given to
Different Families during 1547~1667:

Rathores of Jodhpur = 17
Rathores of Bikéner = 3
Rathores of Mairta = 2
Chauhans (Haras) = 1
Bargujars = 1
Brhatis = 1
Mughuls = 5
Unspecified = 1
Total = A

1. Here, of course, we are not taking into account the marriages with the
merbers of the Mughul ruling family,

2. The figures of this table are derived from Appendix 'E!,
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From this table one may see that out of a total of 31 such marriages,
22 were made with the members of Rathore clan, 17 belonging to the ruling
family of Jodhpur, 3 of Bikanér and 2 of Mairta. While 5 brides were given
to the royal family, one each was given 1;,0 the members of the ruling familie
of Bundi, Ja{salmEr and Bandhugarh all of whoﬁ were in the Mughul service,
It is pretty certain that these marriages took place at a time when the
above chiefs had already entered the Mug'_lul service, Regarding the remaini
two marriages, it may be noted that although not much is known about the pe
sons concerned. Yet one camnot completely rule cut the possibility of their

being in the imperial service,

v.

From the present s*ﬁudy it emerges that the establishment of matri-
monial ties between the Mughul ruling family and the Rajput clans was the
direct out come of the recruitment of the Rajput chieftains into the imperial

Sservice in considerable strength. According to the established custom of

the Timurids andthe Rajpits, the hereditary chiefs entering into the service
of a ruler were expected to offer their daughters or nieces in marriage to
the members of the ruling family. Apparently, the caste restrictions were
not considered binding upon the Rajput chiefs at least in regard to such
marriages. Even prior to these matrimonial ties with the Mughul ruling
family, the Rajput chiefs were having similar ties with certain Muslim

chieftains of Northern R3jpitand and Gujarat.
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In most cases, the marriage of a iughul ruler in the family of a

Rajput chief would take place only once, that is, when the chief of that

particular clan entered the royal service. This would explain the fact that
the largest rumber of such marriages took place during Akbar's reign. 1In
this respect an exception was made in the cases of Rajawat chief of Kachawah
clan and the Rathore chiefs of Jodhpur. These two families were singled out
by the Mughul rulers for taking brides, down to the end of the seventeenth
century greater preference was, however, shown to the Fajawat chiefs till
Jahingir's time; but from Shah Jahant's time orwards, it seems, the Rathore

chiefs began to find precedence over the Rajawats in matters of matrimony.

There is no basis for the view that the Kachawaha cheifs were
regarded by other Rajpit clans as outcastes cn account of their matrimonial
ties with the royal family. The available evidence, on the other hand goes
to suggest that even the S5isodias and the Harés of Bundi who were so averse
to give their daughters to the Mugyul ruling family continued to have matri~
monial ties with the Kachaﬁiﬁis throughout the seventeenth century. If any
thing, with the rise in the power and prestige of the chiefs of Amber after
their Jjoining the Muglml service, they became acceptable to a still larger
cross—section of the Rajput families. However, with the passage of time, the

Kachawahds tended to become choosy regarding the marriages of their daughters. |

Ordinarily, they would marry their daughters either to the members of the
ruling family or to persons holding mangabs in the Mughul service. During-
the 17th century, they would rarely give their daughters to a Rajput chief not

holding an important position in the service of the =mperor.
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APPENDIX Al

#ARRIAGES CONTRACTED BY THE TIMURID RUIZRS
WITH THE GIRLS BELONGING TO THE FaaILISES
OF LOCAL CHIEFS_IN CHRONOLOGICAL OFDER,
DOWN TO HUMAYUN'S DEATH - 1555,

Date Timirid Rulers Racial Charac— Sources &
teristic of Remarks.
Local Chiefs

28th Jan, Babar married MubZrak Yisuf Zai Babar Néma,
1519 Bogum, the daughter of (Xabul) Tr, A,S, Beveri
Malik Shah Hansoor, Pe375.

the chief of Yusuf Zais.

Date is not Humi@yin married the Shaikhzada AN,, II, p.48.
mentioned daughter of Jamal, (Mewat)
the brother of
Hasan Khan Mewati,



LIST OF THE MARRIAGES BETWEEN THE DAUGHTERS OF TMPORTANT
CHIEFS OF RAJPUTANA AND THE NON~RAJPUT RULERS, MUSILIMS
AS WELL AS NON-MUSLIMS IN CHRONOLOGICAL OFDER TILL

APPENDIX

1562

1R
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Sl.No« D ate

The Rajput chiefs who
gave their daughters
in marriage to Non~
Rajput chiefs.

Racial charac—
teristic of Non—
Rajput chiefs

Sources &
Remarks

1.

2e

3.

7e

1445 AD,

1415-1488

13 Jan.
1470 = 29th
June 1526

L Dec, 1511~
9th Nov, 1562

~do~

13 Jan. 1538-
23rd July
1595.

Bhan of Idar gave his
daughter in marriage to
Mahmad Shdh of Gujarit.

Rao Jodha, the chief of

idlarwar, gave his daughter
in marriage to Shams Kh@n
Qiyam Khani, the chief of
Jhunjm and Fatehpur. .

Rao Loon Karants daughter
was married to Nahar XKhan

Ratnivati, the daughter
of Maldso was married to
Hiji Khin, a commander of
Salim Shah Sur.

Kankavati, the daughter
of Maldéo was married to

iahmood Baigra of Gujarat .

Lal Bai, the daughter of
1431ddo Rithore of Jodhpur
wag married to Sur Padshah
(perhaps Islam Shah Sur)

One of the daughters of
Motd Raja of Jodhpmr was
married to Chiram Khan
of Nagore.

Gujarédt

Qiydm Khani
(Jnjm &
Fatehpur).

-do~

Afghan

Afghan

(Nagore)

iiirat=i Sikandari
Pel, Tre pe23;
Vir Vinod, II,
5.

Qiyam Khan Raso,
PPe 36~37.

Qiyam Khin Rasd,
P. 49,

Afsana~i Shahan,
Mse £.178b;

M.P -re Vi- Itv,I,
p.52; B,K,,p.20.

M,P,~re Vigat, I
p.52; B'K‘,
Pe20.

P. 20.

B,K,,

M,P,~re Vigat, T
PeH. Chiram
Kh@n is not
identified,




8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

31 July
1541-1581

1547 -
Jan, 15714'

Date is not
menticned

~do~

Dhan Bai, the daughteréf
Rdo Chander Séen, the son
of Maldeo was married to
Daulat Xh@n of Nagore.

Bhar Mal married one of
his daughters to Haji Khan

Rawal Pata of Rarodhra
married his widow daughter
to Gajni Khan, the chief
of Jalore.

Viram Deve Rathore (1477~
1543) of Mairta gave his
daughter in marriage to
a chief of J3lore. ‘
Karamsi Rathore of Hairta
gave his sister Bhaga Bai
in marriage to Daulat
Khan Nagori,

(Magore)

Afghan

Afghan
(Jalore)

(Jalore)

(Nagore)
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Wagqidat=i ¥ushtagi,
Ms, f.56b; Tdrikh—i
Daudi, p.156; B,K.,

| p.22; V.V.’ II’

P« 80E.

Jaipur—ki Vansha~
veli, }Ms. pages
are unmarked.

I"IlK. ) II, pa97.

q,P,~re V-:TLgat, 11,

PP. 52-5Lh
BOKO’ p. 67.
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APPENDIX fCt

A KB AR
: ]
MARRIAGES CONTRACTZD BY THE MUGHUL RULERS WITH THE

GIRLS TAKER: FROM THE FAMILIES OF THE IOCAL CHIEFS
IN CHRONOIOGICAL ORDER FROM 1562 TO 1707.

Sl.No. Date Marriages Racial References and other
character— Remarks.
isties
and place
1. Jan. 1562  Akbar married the Kachawzh3 T, AIfI, Ms. f.145;
daughter of Raja (Amber) A!N,, II, 157-58;
Bhﬁr H.alo ;!J., 507 Z T:, Mso
f.148a3 T.d., Tr. pa7.
2, Jan. 1563  Akbar darried the - (Kgra) .., I, 69453 1,D,,
daughter~in—law of HS., £.539b; K,T., 374
Shaikh B&dah of Agra i,L,s I, P.159; M U.,
I, po.111-12; 4,T., II,
61.
3 9th Aug. Akbar married the (Deccani) AN,, II, 230=31;
1564 daughter of #{ian Mubarak . ‘ -
Shah of Khandash. - (Kbdnddsh) I, AME, £.615.
L 15th Nov, Ral Kaly@n Mal gave Rathore AN,, 11, 358 b
1570 his niece in marriege (Bilaxier) 1&-15, M,.T,, 133
to Akbar, ‘ ey LI, 17&3%
5. -do~ Ral Kalyan Mal gave ~-do~ D,V,, 145.
another niece in
marriage to Akbary
She was daughter of
Bhinve Raj, a brother
of Kalyan Mal.
6. -do- Akbar married the (Bhati) AN,, II, 358
daughter of Rawal Har  (Jaisalmsr) VoV, II, 174
Rai of Jaisalmer,
7. Nov. 1570. Rukmdvati, the daughter Rathore B,K,, $+20; Tod, II,
' of aldéo was married (Jodhpur) 225 V, V., II, 174

to Akbar,.



8.

9.

10.

11.

12,

13,

14,

15.

16.

17.

18.

1573

March

1577

1561

16th Feb,
1584

26th June
158

-do~

1587

1st Jan,
1592

October
1592

-dO-

20th April
1593.

Akbar married the

daughter of REZja Jai
Chand of Nagarkot,

Akbar married the

daughter of Hawal

Askaran of Dungarpur.

Kesho Das married
cne of his daughters
to Akbar,

Prince $alim married
the daughter of
Bhagwant Das,

Akbar married ghe
daughter of Sdid
Khan Gakhar,

Prince Salim married
the daughter of Rae
Rai 3ingh of Bikaner
Prince Salimharried

the daughter of Mota
kaja of Jodhpur,

Akbar married‘fhe
daughter of ‘Al

Rai, the ruler of Tibet

Akbar married the
daughter of Shams
Cak of Kashmir,

Prince Salim married

(Nagarkot)

Gehlot
(Dungarpur)

Rétgore
(Mairta)

Kachawdha
(Ambgr)

" Gakhar

‘Rathore

(Bikdrer)

Rathore
(Jodhpur)

(Tibet)

Cak
(Kashmir)

Cak

the daughter of Mubarak (Kashmlr)

Khan, the son of Hasan

Cak of K&shmir.

Prince Salim married the
daughter of Raja ‘A1 Khan

of Khindésh,

Deccani

(Kha@ndgsh)
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AN,, III, 36,

AN,, III, 196, 210,

1P, Vigat, II,
9_700

A }., III’ 45'1, lIl .3
II, 3’4—1 T J Po/,

Izhori, II, 60

T D. slS. f 5778.,
Z

I, 105;

.___.v.) 3 ?

I, p. 18, 24 Zg

M U., I, 189; K.T,,
]

~ [

AN, , III, 49k.

AIN ’'S ] III 1{’9‘*} pT‘,
II, 353; Toa, 11, 145
V,V,, II, 16869.

A.N., III, 6033 T.d,,
Tre, Po19; M,J.,
£.10a; #,L., I,pP.245=
by M.U,, II, 180~81;
T.U., f.155, Tod, I,
%75 v V,, II, 182,815

,N .» I1I, 603;
i.T,, 376,

AN,, IIT, 626,

AN,, III, 626,

AN,, 111, 639,



19.

20,

21,

22,

23,

21".

25,

26,

27.

28,

29.

2nd Oct.
1595,

May 1597.

March 1604
Date is not

mentioned

-do—

~do~

Daniel married the Rathore
daughter of Rag Mal, the (Jodhpur)
son of Rai Maldeo.

Akbar married the daughter (Cooch
of Haja Lachmi N&ra@in cof Bihar)
Cooch Bihar.

Prince Danisl married the Deccani
deughter of Adil Khan of , (Bijapur)
BIjapur. |

Akbar married the daugh~  Shaikhzada
ter of Fadan Kh&n Qiyam = (Fatehpur
Khani, & Jhunjnu)

One of the daughters of Rathore
Ras Chander Sen Rathore (Jodhpur)
of Jodhpur was sent in

Dola to Akbar,

Prince Mur@d married the Deccani
daughter of Bahdadur Kh@n (Kh&ndesh)
s/o Raja ‘A13 Khan of

Khandgsh,

Prince Sultan 5alim Bhati
married the daughter of (Jaisalmer)
Rawal Bhim of Jaisalmer.

Akbar married into the Tunwar
family of Tunwar chiefs. (Gwalior)

Akbar married into the ~Baghela
family of Baghela chiefs. (Bhatt2)

Prince 3alim married the Rathore
daughter of Kesho Das (Mairta)
Rathore.

Daniel married the daugh= Bhojpur
ter of Dalpat Ujjainiya, the
Raja of Bhojpur,
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AN,., III, 696,

Jaipur ki Vanshavall, pages
are ummarked; cf. also
AN,, Tr, H. Beveridge
p.1068, Foot-Note No.2.

AN,, I1I, 827; T,D,, Ms.
£.576b; #,L,, I, p.216,

ng'é'n Kl_’lén Ra'sﬁ, poSLPQ

B.K,, m22,

M.R,, II, 481,

T,J., Tr. 326,

2,K,, I, 104. (From Ayin,
II, Tr, Jarrett. 198, it
appears that Tunwar
zamindans were concentrated
arourd Gwalior).

2,K,s I, 104,

T,J..’ I, 19; waris, 238.

AN,, III, 86; Bhojpur is
in Rohtds sariar of suba
Bihar, Ayin, II, Tr. 16&




30.

31,

32,

33.

2,

3.

5.

7.

-d o=

-—d o~

—d o-

28th May
1608

1st Feb,

1609

22nd Nov,
1614

—d o~

April 1624

1625

A¥kbar marriedGohar~
un Nisa Bégum, the
sister of Shaikh
Jamsl Bakhtiyar

Prince Salim married the
daughter of Darya Malbhas

Prince Salim married the
sister of Abiya Kashmiri,
the son of ‘Abdul Cak, ?

Prince Danial married the
daughter of ‘Abdullzh
Biluec.

JAHANGIR

Jahangir married the
daughter of Raja Jagat
Singh s/o M&n Singh,

Jahangir married the

. daughter of Ram Chander

Bundelih.
Jahangir married the dau-
ghter of Raja Lachmi
Narain of Cooch Bihar.

Jahangir married another

daughter of Lachmi Narain

of Cooch Bihar,

Prince Parwez married
Manbhavati, the sister
of Raja Gaj Singh.

Dawar Bakhsh, son of
Prince Khusrau married
Raja Jai Singhts sister.

(Chandawar
and
Jalgsar)

Cak
(Kashmir)

Biluc

‘Kachaw’ahi

(Amber)

Bundelah
(Orcha)

(Cooch
Bihar)

- =do-

Rathore
(Jodhpur)

Kachawaha
(Amber)

Prince Khurram married the Rathore

dzughter of Rdo Sakalr Singh, (Jodhpur)

son of Mota Raja.
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u, s 1L, Sélk, 566 He was
the son of Mohd, Bakhtiyar
and resided in Chandawar
and Jalésar.

AN,, IITI, 572, the bride's
fatherts name was Darya
Komm and was a powerful
R&ja at the foot of the
L3ahore Mountains. See,
Pricets Jahangir, Peile

AN, ITT, 609.

AN,, III, p.662,

u., 68, 69; i\i.Ja’ f‘57a;
M,L., I, 259; M,U., II,
1#1-2-

T‘Jz, Pc77-

T,d., ».131,

T,J., P.380; M, P, Vigat,I
108; In return Prince

Parwez sub—assigned the
pargana Mairta to Raja
Sur Singh,

Akhbarat, 20th R,Y,, J.N,
Sarkar's collection,
Calcutta, pe.2~4.

#1,P, Vigat, I, 111.



/_grand-

1.

L

1.

2.

3.

l+o

1654

165455

165556

17th Nov.
1661

3rd May

1669

2nd Jan,
1676

1st Sept,

176,

ﬁhﬁw
1678

SHAHJAHEN

Prince Sulaiman Shikch
married the daughter
of Amar Singh Rathore
of Nagore.

Prince Sulaiman Shikoh
married the/daughter
of Raja Gaj Singh.

Prince Sultin Muhammad
married the daughter of

‘Abddllah Qutub Shdh of

GColcunda,
Prince Shuja married the

daughter of Raja Gaur
3&n of Kishtawar,

AURANGZIB

Prince ¥ohd, Mu'azzam

Rathore
(Nagore)

Rathore
( Jodhpur)
Deccani

(Golcunda)

(Kishtawar)

Rathore

married the daughter of Rup (Kishangarh)

Singh Rathore, Raja of
Kishangarh.

Prince Azag married
Rahmat Bano, the daughter
of the King of Assanm,

Prince Muhammad Sultan
married the daughter
of Raja of Kishtawar.

Prince {ohd, Akbar
married the daughter
of Al1ah Quli Gakhar,
the son of Murad Quli
Gakhar,

Prince Hohd. &zam married
the daughter of Kirat
Singh s/o dirz3 Raja

JaI Singh.

(Assan)
(Kishtawar)

( Gakhar)

(Kachawaha)
(Amber)
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. ua s 11, Pp03[42-1430

M,L,s II, 730,

M,U., III, 620-21,

Lahori, II, 434-35;
Kanm, II’ P‘MSQ

MIA. ,‘3-42 181"'&; °
‘Alamgir Nama, 639-41, 8743
v,V,, IT, 529. She was
converted to Islim,

MA., 736

MA,, 148,

MeA4,, 155.

i,4,, 167,



6.

7.

8.

26th Jﬁly
1681

30th July
1681

Prince Azam married
Shahar Bano, the
daughter of Adil
Shah of Bijapur.

Kam Bakhsh married
Kalyan Kanwar, the
daughter of Amar
Chand, a brother of
Jagat Singh of
Manoharpur.

Prince Mubarmad
married the daughter
of Qutb—ul Mulk,

Degcani
(Bijapur)

Shaikhawat
(Manohar—
pur)

Deccani
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HM,A,, 210

H.A,, 210113 W,L,, II,
510. Shaikhawat is a
sub~branch of the
Kachawaha clan,

%,0,, I, 19091,



APPENDIX O

MARRIAGES OF THE KACHAWAHA CHIEFS WITH THE WCMEN

BEIONGING TO THE RAJFUT FAMILIES:.' . °

1547-1667 A,D.

BHARMAL: 1547~ Jan. 1574

- 13 -

S1,No. Family Clan & Sources
Place

1. Married Bad@ndé, the daugh- Rathore J.V,, Ms. pages are
ter of #iochajal Raja. unmarked,

2. Married Padmavatl, the Chauhan ~do~
daughter of Vanvder Chauhin

3. Married Naind&, the daughter Rathore -do~
of Khaitsi Rathore. ‘

4. Married Kishnavati, the Rathore -do~
daughter of Ramsingh Rathore (Jodhpur)

5e Married Champavati, another ~do= ~do~
daughter of Ram Singh Rathore

6.  Married Kalyan Kanveri, the
daughter of Ba'aj. -- ~do~

7 Married Phool Kanveri, the Rathore
daughter of Jagmal Rathore. (Mairta) ~do~

8. Married Champavati Solanki, _
daughter of R3o Rana. Sclanki ~-do~

9. Married Solkanveri, the
daughter of lakha Rao
Chandra. - - ~do=

10. Married Kishan Kanveri, _
the daughter of R, Jagat Sisodid
Singh Sisodia, (Mewar) ~do~



1.

1.

2e

3.

b

7o

8.

10,

ASKEARAN

1547 ~ 1605

Married Indervati, the
daughter of Rao Maldao
of Jodhpur.

M AN

Rathore
(Jodhpur)

SINGH

27th November 1550 = 6th July 1614.

Married a sister of Haja
Lachmi Narain of Cooch Bihar.

Married SarangdsXdaughter
of Ratan Singh of Jaitaran,

Married Jamvati Chauhdn, the
daughter of Ratan Singh.

Married Ram Kanveri, the
daughter of Hamger 3&n
Khichi,

Married Manbhavati, the
daughter of Kishan Rio
Baghzla,

Married Lichmavati, the
daughter of Bijay Singh
Rgthoreo

Married Chand Kanveri, the
daughter of Jalal 3Solanki.

Married Mahankanveri Kotachi,
the daughter of Birdhi Chand
Kotachi,

fiarried Ratash Kanveri, the
daughter of Chander Sén
Rathore.

Married Achu Rang Devi, the
daughter of Ram Chand of
Orissa.

Gaur

(Cooch-Bihar)

May 1597

Rathore
(Jaitaran)
Chauh¥n,
Khich
(Chauhan )=
Khilchipgur

Baghgld -

Rathore.

Solanki

Rathore

(Jodhpur)

(Orissa)
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¥.K., I, 303;
B,K,, 20, 23,

AN,, IIT, 716-17;
M.U., II, 166,

B.K., 125,

J,V,, Ms.
J,V,, ¥s; Khichi is a sub~
branch of Chauh@n Fajmats

<B,K. Iy 11&1_2)0

J,V,, is.

H.K., T, 297;
B,K,, 124

J,V,, iis,



11.

12.

13.

The

17.

18.

19.

20,

21,

22,

23,

2L,

25,

Married 5ahodra Devi or
Bh2nu Mati, the daughter
of Rai 331 Gaur of Cooch Bihar,

Married Sat Bhai, the daughter
of Rie Mal Rathore, the son
of Maldeo.

Married Ratnavati, the daughter
of Kapoor Chand Khichi.

Harried Kooram Devi or TIlok
Devi, the daughter of Chander
Sen Yadave.

Married Varamsi Devi, the _
daughter of Santosh Mal Parihar

Married Pratap Devi, the
daughter of Bansi D3s Bhaduriya

Harried Sumitra Devi, the
daughter of ¥aharaj Singh
Rathore.

Married Ahjan Kunwar, the
daughter of Ra¢ RAi Singh
of Bikaner.

Married Hadnivati, the daugh—
ter of Sikhar Bhim REj.

Married Lichmavati, the daugh-
ter of R2j Narain Das of Bengal

Married Dulhan Devi, the
daughter of Bang Singh Gaur.
Married Hamir Devi, the
daughter of Baghji Badgujar.

Married a daughter of Réo
Loonkaran of Jaisalmgr.

Harried Brij Kanver, the
daughter of Kanvar Pal,

Married Sumitra, the .
daughter of Isar D&s Rathore.

Gaur
(Cooch-
Bihar)

Rathore
(Jodhpur)

Khichi

Yadave

P

PafihEr

——

Chauhin
(Bhadiriya)

Rathore

o~y

Rathore
(Bikénsr)

Gaur
(Bengal)

Gaur

L d

Badgu jar
Bhati.
(Jaisalmer)

Rathore
(Jodhpur)
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Jd,V,s MSe

B,K,, 124,

J V., Hs,

-do~

-do~

J.Vo ,.‘VI Se Bhadﬁriy§ is
sub~branch of Chauhan
rRajsut. (B.K., 141).

J.V,, MS.

B,K,, 124
v,V,, II, 128,

JV,s Ms,
V., Ms.

=do~

~do~

v.v,, 11, 220.
A MAs.

-do~



26,

27.

L,

9.

Married Prabhavati, the
daughter of Bhanvar Pal
of Orissa.

Married Shyam Kanver, the
daughter of Chander Sén
Chauhan.

(Orissa)

A

Chauhan

e

BHAGWANT DAS KACHAWAHA

1561 = Nov. 158

#darried Bhagvati, the
daughter of Pinchon
Papwar and grand daughter
of KaramChand.

Atrange, the daughter of
Asheok Mal, was married to
Bhagwant D@s Kachawaha.

#larried frishan Kanver ,
the daughter of Surjan
Hari of Bundi.

rarried Isarde, the
daughter of Jadon Bharath
Chand.

Harried Bhamidé Rathore,
the daughter of Tara Chard.

Married CGang Kanverl, the
daughter of Sadulji Solanki.

Married Imratdé, the daugh-
ter of Achaldat Rathore.

Married Lal Kanveri, the
daughter of Sahas Mal
Chauhan,

Married Sumitd, the
daughter of Birya Rao

Panwar
(Abu)

Hara _
(Bundi)

Rathore

——

Solanii
(Bundi)

Rathore

Chauhan

———

B,K,, 124, 138,

J,V

FANS) Hs.

~do~

~dc~
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10.

11,

12,

13,

Te

2.

1.

1.

dlarried Fad Kanveri,
another daughter of
Birya Rao.

darried Champavati, the
daughter of Raisdl,

darried Bhave Kanveri, Baghgla
the daughter of Arjun (Bhzttd)
Baghela, “
tiarried Satmabha, the Rathore
daughter of Rie Mal (Jedhzur)
Rathore. -

JATHAL: 1562-1583
Harried Dameti Bal, the Rathore
daughter of Udai Singh ( Jodhpur)
(Mota Raja) of Jodhpur.
Married a daughter of Sankhla
3ankhla Chief. -

LOONKARAN SHATXHAWAT

1562 ~ 1583
Rarried Hansbai, the Rathore
daughter of ¥aldéo. ( Jodhpur)

RATSAL DARBARI

1562~1609

Harried a daughter of
Bithal Das, the son &
Jaimal Rathore,

Rathore
(Mairta)
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JoV,, riS.

~do-

AN,, III, LO?;
.;x'ii"U.’ Il, III;
1.K,, I, 312,

LK., I, 312,

B,K,, I, 319;
4,P, Vigat, I, 52;
B,K.s 20.

AKX, I, 321,



2.

1.

be

Raisdl married a Gaur
Princess. Her family
is not identified,

Raisal married a Songra
Princess, Her family
is not identified,

Married Bargujar Princess.
Her family is not identified.

Raisal married a Nirban
Princess.

Gaur

Songar

Bargujar

Nirbah

—

RAJ SINGH S/O ASKARAN

1562~1€15
#larried Rai Kanveri, the Rathore
daughter of Mota RAja.

(Jodhpur)

JAGAT SINGH RAJAWAT

1568~ 15th Oct. 1599

Harried Sarupdég, the
daughter of Raja Puran Mal.

Married Kukumdé, the grand-
daughter of Bhoj Surjan
Hara,

Ram Kanveri Rathore, the
daughter of Isar Singh
Rathore of Mairta, was
married to him.

Married Lachand&, the
daughter of Bhoj ilahaldnvas,

Hara
(Bundi)

Rathore
(Mairta)

- 11€ -

M.Kes I, 324

~do-

u.K,, I, 323,

:’i .K‘, I’ 3214'0

ngg, I, 3030

M,C,s I, pP.141-42;
J‘Vl, MS,e

J.V., I‘ISQ
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90

1.

1.

Married Bhanveti, the Rathore J, V., Ms.
daughter of Madho Das s/o (Mairta)
Jaimal Rathore.

Married Santbhama, the

daughter of Mahgsh JiI Rathore. Rathore
(Jodhpur)

Married Kusumdé, the -

daughter of Hans 131, - —do~
Married Késarde, the Rathore

daughter of Rao Sultan. (Jodhpur) =do~
Harried Man Bhaveti, the Rathore

daughter of Karan Rathore. - ~do=

MADHO SINGH

1573 = 1605
Married the daughter of Bhati M,K,, IT, 133,
Rao Dungarsi of Bikempur. (Bikampur)

BHAO SINGH

Sept. 1576-0ct, 1621

Married Askanveri Bai, Rathore M.K. s I, 299,
the daughter of 3Suraj (Jodhpur)
Sirgh of Jodhpur.

Married Ashi Kanveri, the .
daughter of Chatrangdé Panwar
Panwar, -~ B,K,, 27.

MAHA SINGH
158 - 1617

Married Rulmavati Bai, the -
daughter of Kan Singh. -

J.V‘ 3 i1Se

-.119—.
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%

10.

11.

12.

1.

Married Mahalanvas, the
daughter of Bhoj Raja.

Married Manmade, the
daughter of Sakat Singh.

Roop Kanveri, the daughter
of Bhagwan Singh Chauh3n
of Rampura was married to him,

Married Krishnavati Solanki,
the daughter of Bhagwan Das.

Married Raj Kanveri Badgujar,
the daughter of Ajeet Singh.

Married Rani Rukmdvati, the
daughter of Hota Raja.

Married Shyam Kanver, the
daughter of Raja Puran Mal
Bargujar .

Married Rukm3vati, who
belonged to Chandrawat
famnily,

Married Kan Kanveri, the
daughter of Rdo Vatgh Sisodia.

Married one of the daughters
of Askaran Pugalia,

Married Rup Kanveri, s the
daughter of Bhagwant Das
s/o Udai Singh.

Hara ‘
(Bundi)

Rathore
(Jodhpur)

Chautian
(Rampurd)
Solanki
Badgujar
Rathore
(Jodhpur)

Bargujar

Chandr_ﬁwat ‘
(Sisodia)

Sisodia
(Mewar)
Bhati

(Pugal)

3isodia
(Mewar)

GIRDHAR SHAIKHAWAT

1602 =~ 1623

Harried the daughter of
Kanah s/o Raisal Rathore.

Rathore
(Jodhpur)

ng’, :'ISQ

-do~

M:K., I, 297.

J,V,, Ms,

~do~

—do-

M.Kc, I,’ 1330

4,K.s I, 287,

@I.K.’ I, 3220
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1.

1.

JAT SINGH

29th Hay 1611 - 28th Aug. 1667,

Married Mirgdvati Bai, the Rathore M. K.s I, 297;
daughter of Raja Suraj Singh (Jodhpur) B.K., 27, 125.
Rathore. 1622 AD.

SUR SINGH S/0 BHAGWANT DAS

Died in 1581

Married Jasoda Bai, the Rathore M,K,, I, 300.
daughter of Mot2a Raja. (Jodhpur)

GOVERDHAN RAJAWAT S/0 RAJA ASKARAN

Died in 1591

Married Kankavati, the Rathore M, K., I, 303=4s
daughter of Rdo Chander (Jodhpur)
Sen of Jodhmur.

BHAGRANT nKs

Married Durgavati, the Rathore M.X,s I, 297
daughter of Rdo Maldeo. (Jodhpur)

CHANDER BHAN brother of MAN SINGH

He married the daughter -
of Puran Mal of Gidhaur, ( Gidhaur)

RAM DAS S/0 RAJ SINGH

Ram D3s married a daughter Rathore
of Mota Raja. (Jodhpur) MK, I, 303.

SABAL SINGH S/0 AN SINGH

iMarried Ral Kanveri, the Rathore u,K,, I, 298,

daughter of Ral Chander (Jodhpur)
TH-5250

Seén Rathore.



1. Married Kishn&vati Bai,
the daughter of Mota
Raja.

Rathore
(Jodhpur)

M.K., I, 312;
B.K,s 25.

- 122



- 123 -

APPENDIX IE!

LIST OF THE MARRIAGES OF THE KACHAWAHA
< CGIRLS ( 1547-1€67 A.D, ) WITH
THE RAJPUT CHIEFS OF
DIFFERENT CLANS,

ASKARAN
1547 - 1603
a . Clan &
Sl.No. Fami Place Bate Sources
1e One of Askaran's daughters Rathore, -~ M,P, Vigat, I, 92;
was married to Mota Raja. Jodhpur M Kys I, 3033 III,214;
B.K,, 23,
2. Another daughter of ~do~ - B,K,, 22,
Askaran was married to
Ram Singh Rathore
3. One of Askaran's drgughters -do= - M,K,, 111, 214,
was married to Kisan Singh ' '

s/o Mota RIja.

i A N SINGH

27th November 1550 =~ 6th July 1614

1. Rup Kanveri was married Chauhan - B.K., 1455 G, Table
to Hari Narain Hara, (Hara), ‘ Pages are unmarked.
(Bundi)
2. One of the daughters of — - 4,Kes I, 133,

Man Singh was married (Bandhugarh)
to Raja Bikramajit of

Bandhugarh. |

3. Badan Kanveri was Rathore -~ G, Table,
married to pairtya (Hai_rtaj
Rathore,

Lh Rija Sur Singh of Biké'inér Rathore —— Ga 'nama’ MS. f_s’.
married Sarupdeii, the (Bikdner)

daughter of Man Singh.
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1.

1.

Madnavati was married
to Bagha Badgujar.

Moklavati was married
to Karam Sen Rathore.

JAGANNATH

Badgu jar
(=)
Rathore |
(Mairta)

9th November 1552 + 1609

Gaj Singh of Jpdhpur
married the daughter
of Jagannath,

‘Rathore |
(Jodhpur)

JAG AL

Rao Jaitsi of Bikamer
married Dadamvati, the
daughter of Jagmal
(Dadannath3i)

1562-1573

Rathore -
(Bikaner)

RAM SINGH UDAWAT

1573 = 24th Oct. 1613,

His daughter was
narried to Shyam Singh.

Rathore

(Jodhpur) |

BHAO SINGH |

Bec. 1601

Sept. 1576 - Oct; 1621,

Raja Gaj Singh
married Surajde, the
daughter of Bhao Singh.

Déep Kanveri was married
to Amar Singh s/o Gaj
Singh Rathore.

Rathore
(Jodhsur)

MAHA SINGH

158-1617

Rathore
(Jodhpur)

1619 AD,

= 124 =

G, Table.

G. Table,

i‘I.K: 3 II, 155.

D,K., 59

AN,, III, 799.

P, Vigat, I, III;

H.K,, I, 299;
B,K,, 28, 34.

Waris, p.259.
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1.

1.

1.

JAL SINGH

29th May 1611 - 28th Aug. 1667

Haldeo Bhati of Bhati -
Jaisalmér married the  (Jaisalmer)
daughter of Mirza

Raja Jai Singh.

HIMJAT SINGH KACHAWAHA

Died in March 1597

Raja Sur Singh of Rathore -
Bika@ner married the (Bikéner)
daughter of Himmat
3ingh Kachawaha.

JAGRUT?

Died in 1599  A.D.

Kalyande Ji was married Rathore
to Raja Gaj Singh of (Jodhpur)
Jodhmur
CHANDER BHAN NAROOKA
K&sards, the daughter Rathore -
of Chander Bhan NarookdTI, (Jodhsur)
was married to Raja
Gaj Singh Rathore.
DURJAN SHATKHAWAT
Gaj Singh married Rathore 1587
Sobhdgd&, the daughter (Jodhpur)
of Durjan Shaikhawat.
RAL SINGH
Raja Sur Singh of Jodhpur Rathore -
married the daughter of  (Jodhmpur)

Rai Singhs

1605 AD.

- 125 -

v,V,, II, 1704,

M, K,, III, 31,

i.XK,, I, 301; B,K,, 28.

K.y I, 315,

M,P, Vigat, II, 4357
M,K,, I, 325; B,X,, 26,

i1,K,, III, 32,
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1.

1.

1.

1.

2.

RAM SINGH S/0 TEJSI s;HAiKHKWAT

One of the daughters Rathore -
of Ram Singh was married (Jochpur)
to Motd Rajar

RATANST SHATKHAWAT

Maldeo married Iachalde, HRathore -
the daughter of Ratan ( Jodhpur)
Si Shaikhawat,

RUMI KHAN S/0 KARANST

Suraj 3ingh married Rathore Lo
Késards, the daughter (Jodhpur)
of Rumi Khan.

TIRMAL RAZ

A daughter of Tirmal Rathore 1611 Ap,
Rié s/o Rai Sal was (Jodhmur)

married to Rija Suraj

Singh of Jodhpur.

VEER SINGH SHATKHAWAT

Jaswant 3ingh married Rathore -
Atirangds, the (Jodhpur)
daughter of Veer

3ingh Shaikhawat,

Maharaja Jaswant 3ingh Rathore -
of Jodhpur married a (Jodhpur)
Narooki Princess,

- 126 =

M.XK,, I, 326,

4,P, Vigat, I, 55,

MK, , ITI, 214.

M,K,, I, 323,

B,K,, 35.

Futuhat~i Alamgiri, Ms.
f,139; v,V,, II, &8,
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CHAPTER V

THE ASPECT OF CULTURAL SYNTHESIS

An eminent sociologist Professor J, Goody says that the marriage
policy is the most important factog in the change of cultural features.1 It
would be, therefore, natural to aséume that the marriages contracted between
the women of the leading stpﬁt- clans and the members of the Mughul ruling
family must have brought about a certain degree of cultural transformation
among both the groups. An attempt is being made here to study and analyse the
impact of these marriages on the two groups and determmine the extent of success
they achieved in assimilating the various features of the two cultures., To-
begin with one would like to study the nature of various ceremonies performed
at these occasions aﬁd also the treatment of the Rajput princesses in the Royal
harem with special reference to theﬂKachaﬁihE princesses. In this connection
éll those instances that would go tg suggest the nature and extent of the
influence exercised by these princesses on the private lives and ocutlook of the
rulers mist also be taken into consideration., At the same time, it must also
be investigated as to how far the mérriage alliances influenced the religious
as well as social outlook of the Riﬁpﬁt chiefs and particularly trose of the
Kachawaha chiefse. Further, it will be examined, as to how far did the Kachawaha

nobles cooperate: with the Mughul Emperors with respect to some of their measures

1., Jack Goody, "Marriage Policy and incorporation in Northern Ghanat,
Comparative Studies in Kinship, p.154.
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aimed at promoting a change in the cultural outlook of the nobility as such.

It appears that to begin with, while performing the marriage cers—
monies both sides were treated on an gqual footing and the customs of both the
Hughuls and the Rajpits were observed.-1 This implies that the daughters of the
Bajput chiefs taken into marriages by Akbar were not converted to Islam. ;fhis
practice appears to have contimued during JahEng':'[r's reign as wel%., In the
accounts of Jshangirts marriages with the RAjput princesses there is no reference
to the conversion of the brides. But ‘as it is well-known, this policy was
reversed by Aurangzib, It is known that when in 1561, Prince ¥u'zam married
the daughter of Roop Singh Rathore, the bride was converted perhaps, with the

concurrence of her father, to Is:l.Em.3

On the occasion of Prince Salim's marriage with the daughter of
Bhagwant Das in 1584, the marriage rites of both the Hindis and the Mughuls
were observed, While the proposal for this match came from the parents of the

¢

bride which was in conformity with the Rajput practice ,‘+ the marriage proper

1. Muntakhab-ut Tawarikh, II, p.34l.

2. In the account of Jahangir's marriages with the Rajput princesses, there is
no reference to the comversion of the brides. Cf. Tuzuk—i Jahanglrl s PP.68,

69, 77, 131, 380,

3. Matasir-i Alamgiri, pp.3=4, Alamgir Nama, pp.639=41.

L. At another occasion (1608), the initiative came from the side of the royal
family, Cbserving the Mughul custom, a sum of F‘S.S0,0CD was sent to the
bridets family as sachag (marriage present), Tuzuk—i Jahangiri, pp.67-68,




was solemnised first through‘gd rresided by a gazi, fixing the mahr of the
bride at two crore tankas, and 1atef through the Hinda rituals of going rocund
the fire. When the bridets litter moved in processicn from her fatherts house
to the royal camp, gold coins were scattered by Akbar all along the way. Raja
Bhagwant Das gave in dowry several strings of horses, one hundred elephants,
large mumber of slave boys and girls of‘Abyssinian, Indian and Circassian origin,
golden and silver vessels with jewels. The Raja aléo presented Persian, Turkish
and Arabian horses with golden saddles to the nobles, present at the marriage
ceremony.1 In this connection, it is significant that Badéﬁni!who particularly
noticed these detailf)has not criticised Akbar for allowing the marriage of his
son to be solemnised in addition to agd through Hindu rituals repir gnant to the
basic spirit of Islam. This would suggest that by the time, Badaini compiled
his book, this practice had come to be looked as an accepted norm even by persons
of orthodox views so far as the marriages éf the members of Royal family with

the Hindd women were concerned. In the abéence of any evidence to the contrary,
one may assume that on the occasion of Jahangir's second marriage into the
Kachawahd family in 1608, the same procedurs must have been followed. The only
difference in the procedure, which is noted by Jah@ngir was that the initiative

for the match this time came from the side of the Mughul ruler.2

Further, it seems that the Hajput princesses in the sughul harem

1. Huntakhdb—ut Tawarikh, TI, p.341; Tabadat—i Akbari, ITI, p.346; Zakbirdt—ul
Khawvamin, pp.103—4; #Matasir-ul Umara, II, p.130.

2, Tizuk-i Jahingiri, p.68.
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had full freedom to practise their réligion. They also appear to have been
instrumental in bringing about a notable change in the cultural ocutloock of the
ruling family, making them generally tolerant in matters pertaining to religion
and prompting them occasionally to participate in cultural functions and the
festivals of the Hindus. Badiﬁn{'for}instance attributes Akbarts tolerant
attitude towards the Hindls and a tendency on the latterts part to participate
in Hindd festivals and rituals to the growing influence of his Hajput wives.1
Bad@ini further holds that Akbar beiné influenced by his Hindd wives prohibited
the eating of beaf, onions and garlicsL It would appear that the tendency to
accept Hindd cultural practices manifeéted itself at an early stage in Akbarts
life when he was still under the influence ofthecQLQgé. From a passage in

funtakhab—ut Tawarikh, one gathers that as early as mid seventies, Akbar used

to put on yellow garments, made of a silken cloth, a Rajmut practice considered
repugnant to the rules of shariat by the orthodox people.2 Naturally, a taste
for such garments would be acquired by Akbar in the company of his Rajput wives.
Towards the close of his reign, Akbar had started cbserving some of the typical
Hind® rituals in clear violation of sharidt. It is known on the authority of

AUl Fazl that after Hamida Bano BSgum's death in 1604, Akbar had his head and

1. Badauni holds that Akbar celebrated the hom festival of the Hindus in
compliment tc his Hindu wives. In 1581, he prostrated »imself before
the Sun and the fire in public, Further, he says that when in the
evening, the lamp and the candles were,K lighted in the court,"eVeryone
had to rise up respectfully. Akbar also celebrated the rakhi festival
which was followed by his chiefs and nobles. .untakhab—ut Tawarikh,
II, pp.261-62, ‘

2. I_b_j_-gt, PP021O'11, B(ﬁi
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moustaches shaved after the Rajput custom,1 Further, it seems that the innate
respect of the iiughul rulers for the sentiments and scruples of the others must
have acted as an additional factcr, In this regard, they were least concerned
Wwith the rules of shariit., For instance, in June 1595, when Rai ®ai Singh of
Bikdndr was ill, Akbar asked the Rai to go on tirath (pilgrimage to sacred’
places of worship).2 In August 1639; Shah Jahan granted 200 bighas of land

in pargana Baikunthpur for the maintenance cf chatri of the deceased mother of

R3ja #an Singh,

From Tuzul—i Jahdngiri, it appears that the Hindid practices esta—

blished by Akbar, continued to be observed during Jah3ngir's time. The practice
that, on the occasion of rakhi festivél, the Hindd nobles would bind on the
King's wrist costly 'strings of rubies and royal pearls and flowers Jewelled
with jems of great value! was discarded for scmetime by'Jahing{r on account of
the nobles to indulge in extravagance. Henceforth, only the Brahmans would be
allowed to tie pieces of silk cn the King's wrist according to their own custom.
But in 1613, Jahangir revived the abandoned practice and allowed the Hindd nobles
to bind rakhis on his wr:‘.s‘!;.l+ There is also available evidence in Tﬁzuk~i

Jahéggiri, suggesting that the festival of Diwali was celebrated by Jahdngir in

1. Akbar Nama, III, pp.&30~31; Iqbal Ndmaji Jahdngiri, p.466.

2. Akbar's farmdn to Kaja FBi Singh of 3ikfnér, See, 4 Descriptive List of
farmdns, manshurs and Nishans, p.5.

3. Shah Jahdnts farmdn to 4irz3 Rija Jai Singh, See, A Descriptive List of
farmans, nishins and lanshurs, p.6.

4y Tuzuk~i Jehfngiri, p.120.
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an elaborate manner. In 1614, Diwdli was celebrated at Jahangir's court by
having gambling bouts for three consecutive nights.1 In the same year Daghehra

festival was celebrated withthe usual decoration of elephants and horses.2

A close scrutiny of the sur?iving evidence also suggests that from
arcund 1577, Akbarts Rajput wives stérted taking an interest in matters of state
policy and their influence was exercised against the measures recormended by the
orthodox elements tending to discriminate against the Hindus. According to
Bagaini, in 1577, the Rajput ladies pleaded with Akbar for the release of a
Brahman from datbhura, accused of using abusive language against the Prophet.
‘After the man was eXecuted byjhbd-un Nabi without proper trial, they protested

to the King against this arbitrary attitude of the Sadr-us Sudur and instigated

him to take steps against ‘Abd-un I\Tabi.3 If one is to believe Badéﬁhi, this
episode was one of the prime factors contributing to the lattert's fall in the

estimate of the King,

Similar instances of the Rajput wives of the Xing taking part in
high politics and trying to influence the course of events according to their
own judgement or inclinations can be cited from Jahangirt's reign, It is Known
that Jahdngirts first Kachawaha wife, intérvened over the issue of succession

after Akbar's death, She disagreed with her relatives who were sponsoring the

1. Tizuk-i Jahdngiri, p.131.

2. Ibid., p.123.

3. duntakhdb-ut Tawarikh, I1I, pp.80-82.
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Khusrau's candidature and tried to dissuade her son from claiming the throne
againét his father, According to Jah3ngir, "she constantly wrote to Khusrau
and urged him to be sincere and affectionate to him'. Being frugtrated in
these efforts, she committed suicide.1 ' Similarly, in 1613, on the occasion of
the festival of Dashehra, Jahangir's wives pleaded for Khusrau's release from

. . . . 2
prison and succeeded in securing 2 pardon for the Prince.

On the other hand, ladies belonging to the imperial harem Ra jput
princesses as well as others occasionally entered into correspondence with the
Rajpit chieftains seeking to influence them politically. In 1627, Shah Jah3n's
Rathore wife went to Jodhpurland stayed ﬁhere for eight days convassing support
ameng her relatives for her husbandts claim to the throne against bther contend~
ers.3 ‘here is also available evidence indicating that 3hah Jahdn's favourite
daughter Jahin Ard ngqm (entitled Bégam $ahiba) maintained occasional corres-
pondence with :vairzﬁ/J:’iasmgh regarding political and administrative matters,

In 1640, she sent a letter to Jai Singh for the verification of Hem Singh's

claim of being a real son of Raja Chatr Sél.h Apparently, she sought this

1. Tazuk-i Jahdngiri, p.26; W. Finch, Purchas his pilgrimage, IV, p.68;
T@rikh~i Dilkusha, iis. f.577a.

2. Tazuk-i Jahangiri, p.123.

3. Marwar-r3 Pargana—ré Vigat, I, p.111.

s Jah3n Ara's nishan to Mirza R3ija Jai Singb, N.18,, preserved in Rajasthan
State Archives, Bikaner. Jahan Ara Begam was entitled as Begam Sahiba,
Bernier, Early Travels in the Mogul Empire, p.5. _ Kamdn and Pahdri were the
two mahdlls of sarkir Sahar of the guba of Agrd (Ayin—i Akbari, Tr. II, p.206
Kamin and Pahdri are situated in 270384, 779168, and 27°43N, 779 E.
respectively.
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verification from Jai Singh as she was approached by Hém Singh for 2 recommerd-
ation for the grant of a mangab to him. There is available yet another letter
addressed to Jai Singh dated September 1651, commending his service in suppress—
ing the Mewati rebels in parganas Kaman ax}zd Pahari and asking him/c:»:xe to the
court so that he may be sent to lead an expedition against Qandhir.1 During

war of succession, in 1658, Nadira Bano Begum, wife of DEra Shikoh, urging

upon Jai 3ingh to devote himself fully to the operations against Shuji.2

As a matter of fact the blood ties crsated by the matrimonial
alliances between the Mughul ruling family‘and the Rajput clans were attached
great importance by both the sides. Sometimes, the members of the royal family
would not feel averse to seeking help from their Rajpit relatives in their
‘mtual disputes. We know at least one such episode from Jahangir's reign which
relates to Khurram's revolt, during 1621 to 1627, 1In April 1626, Khurram sent
a letter to Jai Singh addressing him as Kpalu wherein he had asked the Raja
to help him against his father.3 There exists ample evidences showing that the
ties between the Mughul ruling family and the Rajput clans tended to raise the
latter almost to the position of the member of the ruling family which distin=

guished them even from ordinary Rajput nobles. It is known on the authority of

1. Jahan Ara's nishan to #irz3d Raja Jai Singh, N.2Gl. See, A Descriptive List of
Farmans, Nish@ns and Xanshurs, ppe32, 43

2. Nadird Binot's nishin to 4irz3a Rija Jal Singh, N.231. Preserved in Rajasthan
State Archives, Bikaner. cf. KR Qamngo, Dara Shukoh, p.167.

3. Khurram's letter to Jai Singh, Bo.169, Preserved in Rajasthan State
Archives, Bikaner.
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Banksé Dis that after Hamidd Bano BEgam's death in 160k, all the Rajput nobles
except Rao Bhoj Hara and R3o Durga Chandravat whe were not related to ruling
family, had their heads shaved,1 which is the customary Hindu practice of

condoling the death of an elderly relative,

From all indications, it ié evident that the Rajput wives and their
relabives used to have considerable influence over the itughul Bmperors. The
Rajpat ladies related to the royal famiiy in different capacities were treated
with exceptional honour and much confidénCe was reposed in them. Jahangir
was particularly attached to his Kachawihé wife, daughter of Shagwant Das,
referred to above. She, on her part, had such a great affecticn for Jahangirts
person that she would be prepared to sacfifice her relations with her own
brother as well as son, if it came to a choice between them and her husband.
According to JahEngir, it was on account éf her great over the misconduct of
her brother dadho Singh that she committed‘suicide in 1605. Jah3ngir, it is

reported in the Tizuk—i Jahdngiri, did not take food and water for four days

after her death.2 Again, it was an indication of the considerable prestige
enjoyed by the Rajpit ladies related to the royal family that in 1572, Daniyal

born of a concubine,3 was given into the care of Akbar's Kachawahia mother~in~law,

1. Banké Das-rs Khyat, p.145.

2. Tazuk—-i Jahdngiri, p.26.

3, Ibid., 15.
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Bhar lial's wife.1

It would be wrong to suppose that aﬁter a Rajput princesses were
taken into marriages by the :iughul Bmperors, 21l contacts were stopped between
them and their parents.2 As a matter of fact, these marriages promoted more
frequent and closer social inter—course between the dughul ruling family and

their Rajput-in-laws. There are ample evidence to show that the R3jput wives of

1. Akbar Ndma, II, p.373. 3ujdn Rai Bhanddri (Khul3gat-ut Tawarigh, P. 374}
informs us that Jshangir was born of Bhar Malts daughter, But this appears
rather improbable on three accounts. First, the statement is not corroborated
by the contemporary and near contemporary authorities, Secondly, the menner
in which Jahangir's up bringing is recorded in Tuzuk—i Jahdngiri (Pp.40-41),
suggests that soon after he was born, he was given in the care of Shaikh
3alinm Chlshtlvs daughter, If the mother of the baby had been a KachawZhi
lady, as suggested by Sujan Réi, there is no reason, why the chroniclers
would not have indicated it? <t would also look extraordinary that in such
a case, the new born baby (Daniyal) would have been separated from his mother
and given in thse care of another lady. If Akbar could trust his Kachawaha
mother~in~law, Shar {alts wife, in the case of Daniyal, why would he not
similarly show trust for a child who was related tc her more closely.
lastly, if Jahangirts mother had been a Kachawaha lady, the Jesuits of
Jahangir's reign would not have been highlighted only the fact of Khusrau
having been born of 2 HindJ womsn, See, Jahangir and Jesuits, Tr. C,H, Poyne,
p.111,

2. 4.L, Roy Chaudhury assumes that the Hindd wives of the Huslims were all
dead to the family of their fathers and the sceial inter course between the
Rajput nobles and their daughters came to_abut. after marrying their
daughters to the duslims, The Dim~i Ilahi, ».143.
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the Jdughul rulers would occasionally viéit their parents and relatives, *t is
recorded in Akbar Nama that in 1573, Akbart's Kachawaha wife visited Ambar to
condole with her parents over the death of their son, Bhupat, killed during
Gujarat campaign.1 According to a R'éjpﬁﬁ chronicle, in 1627, shah JahZn sent
his Rathore wife to Jodhpur to influence her relatives to support him against

other contenders for the throne.2

At times the .iughul Emperors ﬁculd personally visit their Rajput—in
laws on the occasion of deaths and marriag‘gs. in 1594, Prince Salim went to
Amber to condole with his brother—in—-law, 1:1_§n Singh, on the denise of Bhagwant
ﬁ'és, who had died in 1589.3 In August 1601, when Rdm Das's son Din iin Das
died, Akbar went to the house of Ram D3s to condole with ‘n:lm.}‘P The HMughul
Emperors also used to visit their Rajput-in—laws on the occasions of marriages
and such other ceremonies in the family., In 1569, after fall of Ranthambhore,
Akbar visited Shagwant Das's quarte: and participated in a feast.5 In 1601,
Akbar personally went to the house of Ram Das on the occasion of the marriage
of the lattert's daughter with Shyam Singh and presented to the couple five lakh
gé_m;s_.é According to duhta Nainsi, Akbar had taken personal interest in arranging

the match of Durjen Singh Shaikhawatt's daughter with Sur 3ingh Rathore of J odhpul:'f

1. Akbar Nama, III, pp.15, 34.

2. Marwir-re Pargana~ve Vigat, I, p.111.

3. Akbar Nima, III, pp.64&-49.

Le Ibid., pp.786~8); Igbal Nama—i Jah3ngiri, p,415; ia'asir-ul Umard, II, p.157,
5. Akbar Nama, III, p.339.

6o E?._i.d_'.’ Pe 7994

7. Muhta Nainsi-ré Khydt, I, p.325.
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It would appear that this climate of cordiality and close social
bonds between the Mughul rulers and their Rﬁjpﬁt-in-laws, particularly the
Kachawahds and the Rathores, was not disturbed in any significant manner down
to Shah Jahdan's reign. <t is known that when Jaswant Singh married Biram Deve
3isodiats daughter in 1655, SHzh Jah3n maée a present of ten thousand rupees
to the couple.1 One may thus conclude that during Jahangir's reign, this kind
of social contacts between the ruling {amily and the Kachawdh@ and the Rathore
clans were maintained in the same manner as under Akbar, Apparently, these were
considered routine matters and therefore, were not reported in the chronicles,
It is possible that sometime after Jahéngir's accession these contacts were
temporarily interrupted owing to his estranged relation with ilan Singh resulting
from the latterts suvport of Khusrau!s caﬁdidature on the issue of succession,
However, it is known on good authority that the Kachawdaha chiefs were rehabili-
tated in Jahangirt's favour after 1608 and close social contact between the royal

family and the family of Kachawaha chiefs were fully resumed,

One interesting aspect of thelconsequences that flowed from the
matrimonial alliances and consequential close contacts at a social and cultural
level between the fughul ruling family and various Rajput clans was the setting
in motdion of a process of limited kind of Islamization among the Rajput clams
enrolled in the lughul service. This process manifested itself mainly in the

form of growing interest particularly among the Kachawdhis in the Persian

1. Waris, Badshdh N3ma, p.298.



langnage and their involvement in the literary and cultural tradition handed
down through the medium of Persian langﬁage. Among the Kachawdhds in Jahangir's
service, Rio Manohar Shaikhawat (pen name Tausani) was regarded as a disting-
uished Persian poet.‘l Badaiini while praising Tausani's tintellectual power!
remarks, "Since a Hindli had so ruch poetic genius and ecstatic feeling, I have
recorded these Verses“.2 Bven Jahidngir who had a rather dim view of the
intellectual prowess of the members of the Kachawahi clan acknowledges Rao
ilanoharts proficiency in Persian language and goes on to remark that he was not

fwithout intelligence! .3

It seems the impact of Isl3mic tradition on Rio Manochar's family was
quite conside::-z:zbll.eLP which mist have been the partly the consequence of their
acquaintance with the Persian literature. As a youth K20 .anohar was called

5

suhammad danchar by his family members,” Later on after he came under Akbar's
influence, he seems to have droppedfiuhammad' from his name and came to be

. 6
addressed as #irza lanohar.

‘1. 'Iﬁzuk"’i JahEngir{, Pe 8.

2. Muntakhab~ut Tawdrikh, III, pp.201-202,

3. Tizuk=i Jahangiri, p.B.

Ls It is said that during the 14th century Mokal, the ancest - of Rao :ianchar had
no issue. He became a father through the blessings of Shaikh Burhin, Thus he
named his son as Shaikhji, Therefore, he became the patriarch of the Shafkha~
wat branch, According to the Sha':‘[kl'z's preaching, the Shaikhawats do not eat
pork and all meat in which blood remains, Zakhirat-ul Khawanin, lis. f.110
Banks Das—rz Khyat, p.130; katdsir-ul Umara, IT, pp.170-72.

5. Muntakhab~ut Taerilg; s III, pp.201~2. Badaini says that Akbar prohibited to
name by the names of Prophet such as iiuhammad, Ahmad and jjustafa in 1582,
Tbid., II, pe3lke

6. Ibid., III, pp.201-2.
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HMirza jianohar's surviving Persian verses shed interesting light on
the cultural outlook of the sections of the Kachawaha nobility that have already
been exposed to one or the other degree to the influence of Islamic tradition
in India, His poetry permeates with a.mondtheistic approach and in harmony witﬁ
intellectual attitude then current in Hindustan, tends to conform to the
philosophy of sulh-i kul. He goes out of his way in ridiculing and decrying
the dogmatic attitudes.1 This kind of non~dogmatic and sympathetic attitude
towards Islam religion and its followers was also the hall-mark of the attitude
of many other Kachawaha nobles serving under Jahangir, For instance, #3n Singh,
who had refused to be enrolled as Akbar's murid so bluntly2 is credited with
building the jima masjid of L"ahore.3 dan Singh is also known to have given a

madad~i matdsh grant of 14 bighds of land in pargana Hajipur from his jagliy for

the maintenance of the tomk of a Muslim sa.i_n‘t:.[+ Further, it is known from

1. The following are ﬁhe 9erses of Hanohar':

Db Uity e -, /“’J/)/’*' ST A3) Yo ond &
) o . &<;A</LC)Qﬁkyb)Lljg*,,ogJ(;T“J:—uvv‘
“W‘JL/JJ‘/’_’J& /)}J)/)

2 C,LLQ rfé) e E_Aﬂhljgj<§g/r',ﬁéﬁ/Js~ Jr’éﬁ ,%

L»
LI (s""’”»” e’ it /“\Qb /(,
\-«M/,J’JO“‘L(JVLJ\ Ly Zeisr b T |

S ) !/u,z:(_)lwt,fa/’ (I£:-p» lz’ (inkﬂifng"’ T
/>

‘<4,@,[c;jw1;6”/£/rj‘/QL/?/'+"//’ v V T

For references See, huntegpab~ut Tawarikh, III, PP.201=2; Ha'dsir—i Rahimi, I,
PP.255-56; Zakhirat—ul Khawanin, I, p.220; Dabist8n—i iazzhib, p.152; lia!Zsir
ul=Umara, II, p.117.

2, fluntakhab-ut Tawdarikh, II, pp.315, 36i.

3. Zakhirat-ul Xhawdnin, I, pp.107-8. Baini Prasad, the annotator of ia'Zsir—ul
Umara (1, p.uCB, F,N.3) incorrectly says that the mosque was built by
Aurangzio.

L. #adad~i satash grant. For text, see, R,N, Prasad, Raja ¥an Singh of Amber,
p.172,




=

Zaghirat—ul Khawanin that M3n Singh provided liberal facilities to his Huslim
retainers for observing their religious duties.1 But this did not mean that
Man Singh and his fellow Kachawahd chiefs were no longer Hindds, On the

"5 contrary, there is evidence showing that they looked with disapproval on any i

suggestion that they should accept Islam, They would go to the extent of even

o

ridiculing a person making such a proposal. When Shah Daulat, a Muslim saint
asked the Raja to accept Is}.?m, he ironically replied that it was not in his
power to do so, unless the séal put on his heart is removed, and therefore, the
saint should first pray to God tb remove this seal and make him inclined towards_q"-"‘j‘

3
nd only then he could accept Islim,

1

= —,}1&;.":. 4 A 3

1. Zakhirat—yl Khawdnin, I, p.107,

2, Ibid., pp.106~9; Mat3sir-ul Umara, II, pp.69-70.

3. Zakhirdt—ul Khawdnin, I, pp.107-10C.
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