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PREFACE

The present volume contains the proceedings of the
Beawar Session of the Rajasthan History Congress held on January

16 and 17, 1973, The papers have been arranged in a chronolo-
gical order.

We are grateful to the Government of ‘Rajasthan for the
grant of Rs. 2,000/~ towards the publication of the proceedings.
But for thistimely grant, it would have been too difficult for us

to get this volume published timely looking to our financial
stringency.

Thaoks are due to Dr. P, R. Shah, Honorary, Tre-asurer,
Rajasthan History Congress and Shri Prakash Vyas, Research

Scholar, who helped me immensely in getting the proceedings
published. Shri Govind Narain my old student, who took all pains

to get the volume printed expedtiously in his press, the Rajshri
Printers, deserves our thanks,

Despite all .care taken, mistakes might have crept .in.
I hope the readers will overlook them.,

Department of History R. P. Vyas
University of Jodhpur, Secretary
Jodhpur. Rajasthan History Congress

February 5, 1974.



Presidential Address

By

Dr. Anil Chandra Banerjee M.A., Ph.D,,
Guru Nanak Professor of Indian History,

Jadavpur University.



To be called upon to preside over an annual session of the
Rajasthan History Congress is a rare distinction which its Executive
Committee bas been pleased to confer upon me, presumably in re-
cognition of the fact that I have been a student of Rajput history
for more than four decades. As early as 1917 Sir Asutosh Mooker-
jee, the most far-sighted educationist of modern India, made provi-
sion for special study of Rajput history in the post-graduate classes
of Calcutta University. On his invitation a well-known scholar from
- Rajasthan, Pandit Ram Karan, joined the teaching staff of the Uni-
versity and subsequently wrote his History of the Rathors which was
published in the University’s Journal of the Department of Letters.
In 1930-32 I studied Rajput history at the feet of the late, Dr. Hem
Chandra Ray, author of the monumental work Dynastic History of
Northern India, and Professor Subimal Chandra Dutt whose deep
scholarship unfortunately lay buried in oral teaching. Although
my attention was diverted to other fields of Indian history when I
took to teaching and research, Rajput history remained a source of
perennial interest for me, and from time to time I made humble
contributions to its political aspect. I value the present occasion as
an opportunity for exchange of views with other scholars - more com-
petent and more enterprising than myself - who are explorers in this
virgin field. For this contact with kindred minds I am deeply
grateful to the Executive Committee, I hope my inadequacy and
lapses will not make them regret their choice.

My personal 1nterest in the historical role of the Rajputs is
only a dim reflection of the affectionate admiration which the people
of Bengal have felt for them for more than a century, ever
since Tod’s Annals carried the tales of Rajput chivalry to the towns
and villages of that distant province. For the Bengalis Rajasthan
remains the land par excellence of heroes and patriots whose explo-
its constitute one of the main themes of Bengali literature. In a |
poetical work entitled Padmini Upakhyana (Episode of Padmini, pub-
Iished in 1858) the author, Rangalal Banerjee, narrated the stirring
events connected with that legendary heroine’s self-sacrifice. While
paying his tribute to the Rajput heroes he echoed the new-born
patriotic fervour of the Bengali middle class in couplets which are

among the treasures of Bengali literature :
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Who waants to live when freedom 1s gone ?

Who wants to put the <hackles of slavery around his own

ankles ? |
Ramesh Chandra Dutt, one of the earliest Indian members o

the Indian Civil Service, well-known for his works on ancient Indjap

history and economic history of [ndia, was also a leading novelist of
h'iss tir):ue One of his historical novels, entitled Rajput Jivan Sandhy,

(Evening of Rajput Life), published in 187?, portrayed thej ’g"adual
sunset over Mewar from the battle of Haldighat to Jahangir’s t.reaty
of 1615. Bankim Chandra Chatterjee, the grcatest of Bengah. no-
velists and composer of the national song Bande Mataram, put?hshcd
in 1882 the best of his historical novels, Raja .Sinha, dealing with the
exploits of the last great hero of Mewar. Rajput heroes and Rajpyt

traditions of valour figured prominently in some other works of

these two great writers. One of the earliest Bengali dramas, Krishna-

'kumari Natak, dealing with the tragic episode of Krishnakumari, wag

written by Michael Madhusudan Datta, the greatest Bengali poet of
the nineteenth century. Among the greatest of the Bengali drama-
tists was Dwijendra Lal Roy who wrote several dramas on Raiput
historical characters, including Pratap Sinha, Mewar Patan ( Fal| of
Mewar ) and Durgadas, published between the years 1905 and 1908
when national epthusiasm evoked by the Swadeshi Movement was at
its height. In my younger days these dramas were very popular op
the stage, not only in the city of Calcutta but also in remote villages
where amateurs interested in the dramatic art brought the valour
and tragedy of Rajasthan to admiring audiences. Tod’s great work
was widely read in its Bengali version. Some portions of the Annals,
collected and edited under the title Tales of Rajput Chivalry, were
published by Calcutta University and prescribed as a compulsory
text-book for Matriculation candidates in the thirties of the present

century.

Apart from these silken ties of sentiment and emotion there
were practical links between Bengal and Rejasthan' even in the
cighteenth century, The great banking house of Jagat Seth played
a very important role in the economic life of Bengal for more than

four decades, from 1718 to 1760, ard its association with politics

was a decisive factor in the revolutions of 1740 and 1757, ie., the
accession of Alivardi Khan and the fall of Siraj-ud-daulah respecti-
vely, Its founder, Hiranand Saho, came from Marwar to Patna
which was then included in the Bengal subah. His son Manik Chand
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established his business head-quarters at Murshidabad which
was then the capital of the Bengal subah. The Mughal Emperor
conferred upon him the title of ‘Jagat Seth’. During the same period
a Bengali named Vidyadhar Bhattacharya was, in Tod’s words,
‘one of the most eminent coadjutors of the prince (Sawai Jai Singh)
in all his scientific pursuits, both astronomical and historical’. To
him was assigned the merit of the design and execution’ of ‘the new
city of Jaipur; In his old age he served the Jaipur State as an elder
statesman. When the city of Jaipur became a prey to wild dismay
as a result of Iswarl Singh’s tragic suicide on 13 December 1750,
Vidyadhar along with another old minister Hargovind pacified the
people and conciliated the Marathas

This Congress is dedicated to the study of the history: of
‘Rajasthan’. This term is of comparatively recent origin although
ancient records such as Asoka’s Minor Rock Edict at Bairat indicate
the importance of this region even in the remote past. Dr. G. N.
Sharma has drawn our attention to the use of the term in an inscrip-
tion of 1708, The fact that Tod used it in the title of his great work
seems to indicate that it had gained wide currency in his days,
While noting that in the ‘familiar dialect’ the region was called
‘Rajwarra’ he preferred ‘Rajasthan’ which he describad as “the
collective and classical denomination’ of that portion of India which
was ‘the abode of (Rajpoot) princes’ or ‘regal dwelling’. [ndia was
a land of princes and ‘regal dwellings’ were scattered all over the
country; but this region was regarded as ‘the abode of princes’ in a
special sense. It is not possible to determine why Tod treated
‘Rajasthan’ as a ‘classical denomination’, for 1t does not occur in
classical literature or old epigraphs. So far as the British Govern-
ment was concerned the ‘common designation’ of the Rajput princi-
palities was (as Tod himself noted) ‘Rajputana’. Free India preferred
‘Rajasthan’ to ‘Rajputana’, thus giving Tod’s choice a permanent
place in the political geography of the Indian Union.

In the days of the Great Mughals the Rajput principalities
owing allegiance to the Padshah were included from the point of
view of revenue administration as also for political putposes in the
Subah of Ajmer. A dual system prevailed in respect of Sirohi,
Jalor, Dungarpur and Banswara; although included within the Subah
of Ajmer for revenue putposes, these territories were attached for
political purposes to the Subah of Ahmedabad. The imp:rial subah-
dar realised a fixed round sum from each Rajput prince within his



Each State wag ;

. there was no ‘Collectiye

y its historic Dame, - .
. Despite submission to imperia)

d there was stronger €mphasis

use there was no common political supe-
here were pockets of Muslim rule such as
r: but the Sultanate of Delhi never
imperial role which was later

Nor did any of the Rajput princes

ing his suzeraipty Over a considerable part of the

succeed in 1mpoOSID ’
region. It 1s instructive Lo recall Babur's comment on one of Rana
at Khanua : ¢‘--the rajas and rais

Sangram Singh’s basic difficulties .
of high degiee, who obeyed him in this battle, and the governors
s followers in this conflict,

and commanders who were amongst hi
out of regard to their own

had not obeyed him in any earlier ﬁght,or,. . i
dignity, been friendly with him.” The political and military explo-

its of the earlier Rajput dynasties, such as the Gurjara-Pratiharas,
the Chahamanas, +he Chaulukyas, the paramaras and the Kalachuris,
did not stimulate the political aspirations of the later Rajput princes

whose ambition did not extend to empire-building even in a minia-
ture form. It was only in the age of decadence that Sawai Jai Singh

iintended to get up the ceremony of the aswameda yuga, or sacrifice

of the horse.’

During the early Muslim perio

uch individuality beca

the Timurids.

«collective denomination’ for the Rajput

principalities was a reflection of lack of political unity among them

which was a cardinal feature of their history. The Marathas eli-
he field of active political authority and converted their
on into a confederacy of semi-independent chief-

tains:but the office of the Peshwa provided a central authorty which
symbolised their political aspirations and to which at least lip
homage was paid by the rulers of the constituent units. The auto-
nomous Sikh Misls evolved a common forum for deliberation in an
assembly called the Sarbat Khalsa, Never in the long history of the
Rajputs did they succeed in evolving any central authority like the

The absence of a

political organizat!
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Peshwa or even a deliberative gathering like the Sarbat Khalsa. Sub-
mission to @8 common superior was a political virtue repugnant to

\ Rajput sentiment and tradition; it could be enforced only by supe-
rior military and political power encroaching from outside, as in the

{ case of the Mughals and the British; but it could not grow from
within as a natural product of Rajput genius.

‘ This is a peculiar political phenomenon which requires very
careful study. Tod’s explanation is connected with his concept of
‘feudalism’, He says, ¢‘---the component parts of a great feudal
federation---must contain too many discordant particles - too many
rivalries and national antipathies,” very difficult to amalgamate.
There were some elements in Rajput social, political and military

( organization to which the term ‘feudal’ might be loosely applied:

| but Tod’s assessment of their nature and impact on historical deve-
lopment cannot be accepted without serious modifications. For ins-
tance, the crown is usually weak in a ‘feudal’ state, but in Tod’s
view monarchy was the key-stone of the Rajput political arch ; ““on
the personal charactzr of the chief of a feudal government every-
thing depends.” He quoted the example of Raj Singh who, “in-
fusing by his talent and energy patriotic sentiments into all his sub-
ordinates, vunquished in a series of conflicts the vast military ree
sources of the empire, led by the emperor, his sons, and chosen gene-
rals.”” This is, of course, an exaggerated estimate of Raj Singh’s
achievement in his struggle agains; Aurangzib; but in pursuing Tod’s
own thesis we may ask : If the ‘feudal’ monarchy of Mewar could
‘vanquish---the vast military resources’ of the Mughal Padshah, why
did it fail to play a unifying role in Rajasthan ?

Writing about a quarter of a century ago I observed : ¢ The
I clan system stood in the way of the political unification of Rajpu-
tana.”” Rana Sangram Siogh’s failure to unite the different Rajput
clans against Babur - their unwillingness to obey him ‘out of regard
to their own dignity’—warrants the hypothesis that he was trying to
impose on them a new type of political-cum-militaty collaboration
which could not be fitted into their traditional pattern of socio-poli-
tical organization. The clan feuds which constitute one of the dis-
tinctive features of Rajput history reflected a weakness inherent in
that organization; these were not provoked by Mughal policy, and
these survived the fall of the Timurids, as the battle of Gangwana
shows. Sir J.N. Sarkar points out that the jealous rivalry of the

Rathors and the Kachhwas was ‘the dominating factor of Rajput
society even under British rule,’
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The petition submitte ‘
to the British Political Agent In

d by ‘the expatriatcd Chiefs of Marwar,
the Western Rajput States in Aygy,

1821 illustrates the working of the clan syste.m 1In 1ts nineteemh_
century form. The chiefs stated : «Sri Maharaja and ourselves g,

of one stoek, all Rathors. He is our head, we his servants ; b,
now anger has seized him, and we are dispossessed of our countyy...

When our services are acceptable, then is he our lord; whel? not, we
are again his brothers and kindred, claimantf and laying claim to the
land.” The same principle was emphasized In the ‘remonstrance of
the sub-vassals of Deogarh’ against their chief : “When Deogarh wag

established at the same time were our allotments : as 18 his patri.

mony, SO IS our patrimony.” |
The idea that the lands in a State constitute something ljke

the collective and exclusive patrimony of the ruling clan explains
the term ‘Kala Patta’ applied to grants of land made by rulers to
persons ‘who were foreign in country and blood’, i.e. members of
other clans coming from other States To this category belonged
some of the ‘sixteen chief nobles of Mewar.” A well known instance
is the grant of ‘the fief (patta) of Rampura’ by Rana Sangram Singh
H to his nephew Madho Singh, the Kachhwa prince of Jaipur. This

method of curtailing the heritage of the ruling clan was naturally
resented: it was an inpovation resorted to by the ruling princes to
strenghthen their own hands against the local nobility. As ‘Kala
patta’ was ‘virtually a grant resumable’ the position of those who
held it was naturally less secure than that of the nobles of the indi-
genous clan; they were specially dependent upon royal favour. The
ruling prince could place more reliance on outsiders having no root

in the soil than on those whose rights were rooted in the clan
system.

This inroad into the clan system appears to have been made
possible by the establishment of Mughal suzerainty over the Rajput
princ:s. Referring to Udai 8ingh of Marwar Tod says : With the

‘aid «f his imperial brother-in-law, he greatly diminished the power
of the feudal aristocracy, and clipped the wings of almost ail
the greater vassals, while he nade numerous sequestrations of the
lands of the ancient allodiality and lesser vassals.”” In general, the
imperial protection secured by the Rajput princes at the cost of
independence strengthened their internal position vis a vis their

‘fe.u.dal nobles and made it possible for them to curtail the latter’s
privileges and sequestrate their cstates with less fear of resistance
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than in former times: The implications of this increase In princely
authority were far-reaching. Transfer of land disturbed the social
equilibrium and created social tension. Land was sacred, for its
possession indicated the owner’s place in his clan and determined his
economic competence. Tradition, sentiment and economic interest
combined to vest land with unusual importance in a community
whose martial traditions were repugnant to trade and commerce,
and in a region where cultivable land was not plentiful. The impor-
tation of grantees who were ‘foreign in couniry and blood’ was a

revolutionary process in so far as it involve i eroston of the clan
system and alteration of the political balance withia the  State.

‘Feudalism’ and the clan system were Interconnected, one pene-
trating into the other, and producing a socio-political hierarchy
which was generally parochial in outlook. The lessons of the Mughal
Syste'n were not taken to heart. The Timurids brought the Rajputs
into contact with the vast, varied world ficm the snow-clad moun-
tains of Central Asia to the swamps of Bengal and the jungles of
Assam, from the wiid hills on the north-west frontier to the rolling
black-soil plain of the D:ccan A big and complicated adminis-
trative and military organization was exposed to their view. But
the Rajput mind - gripped by the tradition of isolation, weakened
by petty strife and inflated by family pride - reacted unfavourably
to this impressive demoustration of unity on a vast scale. Instead
of thinking in terms of big political projects and utilising the unpre-
cedented opportunities offered by the dissolution of the Mughal

- Empire the Rajput princes played the old game with a pew zest,
fighting for patrimony and encroaching upon neighbours’ territories.
Sawai Jai Singh’s dream of asvamedha meant in practical terms
nothing more than casting his net over Bundi and the Shekhawat
domains. No wonder the Rajputs succumbed first to the cryel depre-

dations of the Marathas and then to the merciful suzerainty of the
British,

guished audience must be treated as tentative: firm” conclusions are’
not possible at this stage because adequate data have not yet been
collected and scrutinised in tha light of scientific techniques of histo-
rical investigation. The exact nature and working of ‘feudalism’ -
its effect on chronic political disunity - can be ascertained only on the
basis of records relating to grants of land, revenue system, judicial
administration and military organization. Tod’s ‘Sketch of Feudal

These ideas which I have ventured to place before this distin-
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asthan’ would be a Very unsatisfactory guide fop

System in Raj . =
se)i'sious students of the subject. Basing is ideas on ‘Ha“;'m. he’s.ought
to discover elem:nts of the Buropean type of ‘feudalism’ in the

Rajput States. But ¢feudalism’ implies infinite varieties : to search
4 ; .
forjzni formity is an unprofitable academic adventure. The concept

is “/so large and vague that it is quite possible to maintain that of
all countries England was the most, or for the matter of that the

least, feudalized; that William the Conqueror i’tjtroduced, or for the
matter of that suppressed, the fe.udal sy.stem. . These word.s were
used by the great English constitutional hlstorlap, F. W. Maitland.
Classification of ‘feudal’ States 1S not.really Posmble. A S’tate POSsea
ssing the characteristics usually associated W.lth ‘fc?udalnsrn ‘may be,
says Maitland, *a powerful compact.centrahz.ed .klngc?on: , 1t may be
hardly more than a loose confederation (.)f principalities”. In normaj
times no Rajput State belonged to either of these two extreme
categories. There was no approximation to ‘compact centralized
monarchical administration because the powers of the crown were
circumscribed by ‘feudal’ privileges; the estates of the big nobles
were not so autonomous as to be termed ‘principalities’ or units of a
‘loose federation’. Maitland describes, ‘feudalism’ as ‘‘a state of
society in which all or a great part of public rights and duties are
inextricably interwoven with the tenure of land, in which - the whole
government system - financial, military, judicial - is part of the law of
private property”’. Then he adds a note of warning : “I do not mean
that feudalism so complete as this is ever found > Even with our
imperfect knowledge of conditions prevailing in Rajasthan we may
be quite certain that ‘feudalism so complete’ did not exist there.

Tod’s account of ‘feudalism’ relates to the conditions prevai-
ling towards the close of the eighteenth and the beginning of the
nineteenth centnry. How far his observations should be regarded
as applicable to the pre-Mughal period, or even to the seventeenth
century, cannot be determined by a priori arguments. He was not
unaware of the processes of change which were at work In Rajase-

than. ‘“Maratha cunning”, he wrote, ‘‘engrafted on Mohamedan
intolerance, had greatly obscured these institutions.”
partial and incomplete, for it takes
and ignores internal factors whi
political transformation. It would be ab
society, left to itself, was

This view is
note only of external forces

surd to presume that Rajput
completely static and moved only when
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Mughal supremacy and Maratha invasions. The former initiated vital
changes such as increase in royal authority and alteration in the

balance of power due to the eclipse of Mewar and prominence of
Amber and Marwar, but the latter represented an undiluted process
of destruction. By maintaining internal peace end controlling suc-
cession the Great Mughals ensured political stability and facilitated

the functioning of indigenous institutions in the Rajput States. The
Marathas, on the other hand, rudely disturbed political stability by
proveking wars of succession and threw the indigenous 1nstitutions
out of gear by their ravages and demands for tribute. Tod’s unqua-
lifled condemnation of the ‘predatory’ incursions of the Marathas
was a faithful echo of Rajasthan’s agony.

Tod noted one special feature of Rajput ‘feudalism’ which
distinguished it sharply from its European counterpart. *The form”’,
he wrote, “is truly patriarchal in these States, where the greater
portion of the vassal chiefs, from the highest of the sixteen peers to
the holders of a charsa of land, claim affinity in blood to the sove-
reign.” No such ‘affinity’ was claimed by the landholders of medie-
val Europe. Tod did not realise that there was an inner inconsis-
tency between ‘feudalism’ of the European type and the ‘patriarchal’
pattern of political organization prevailing in Rajasthan. In Europe
military tenure, which may roughly be regarded as the essence of
‘feudalism,’ did not originate in ‘affinity in blood to the sovereign.’
Tod believed that the ‘patriarchal form’ - was ‘the best suited to the
genius of the people’; its ‘*durability...war, famine and anarchy have
failed to destroy.” In his view the ‘ruling principle’ of the Rajput
State was the ‘paternity of the sovereign’. This was not the ‘ruling
principle’ of the ‘feudal’ State in medieval Europe.

Writing more than two decades ago I expressed the hope that
some student to whom Rajput records might be available would take
up the study of Rajput political, administrative and social systems,
The term ‘records’ must be understood 1n the widest sense : it inclu-
des official papers, family papers, bardic chronicles, collections of
bardic songs, inscriptions, coins, Persian historical chronicles, etc.
"The written ‘records’ should be supplemented by local legends, oral
testimony, study of architectural monuments such as forts and temples

built by ‘feudal’ chiefs, on - the - spot examination of medieval
~ weapons, etc. The survey should cover the period from the eighth
century (when Rajput principalities such as the Gurjara - Pratihara
kingdom and the kingdom of Mewar began to grow) to the



10 “This is & Herculean task beyond the °a?acity of
t might be taken Uup on a co-opetaftlve.basis
Universities of Rajasth.an.. Exploration in the
Jose much of its interest and impop.

which political and military inciden,

eigbtécnth century. .
a single scholar; but I

and sponsored by the ’
field of political history wou

' ' ithin _
nce-if the framework wi fRa——
-::ok place remain hidden from the hl;torlan S View,

“The problem of the origin of the Rajpu;)s thich ha§ lbffen the
‘subject of a long historical debflt.e appears to. e, e 901& Impor.
tance in connection with the origin of ‘feudflhsm as also ?f the clag
system If the Rajputs - or at least some scctu?ns c.xf the Rajputs - wer,
really immigrants from couatries outside Indla,. It may be presumeg
that some of the ideas and institutions which theybrought With
'them,in'ﬂuenced pre-existing ideas and institutions in the regiong
‘where they f‘ormed their new settlements. Tod hinted at _this POSSi.
Bility when he wrote : “The Rajpoot tribes could: scarcely havye
(écqmred some of their still existing Scythic habits and warlike supers-
titions on the burning plains of [nd”. No modern historjan can,
of course, accept in toto the ‘analogies’ drawn by him ‘betweep
,'t'h_e Scythians, the Rajpoots, and tribes of Scandinavia’; but the
under lying idea - the possibility of immigration of ideas and insti-
:t,'ﬂﬁ‘ms along with immigrati‘on. of races~cannot be lightly'
_dismissed. | | _ g
.1 .
.Schplarly discussions extending over several decades have ‘Dot
gweu us indisputable- conclusions so far as the problem of the
‘origin of the Rajputs is Fconcern:d. We.' can hardly complain of

paucity of sources; a vast mass of materijals consisting of Inscriptions
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examined how these had developed during the preceding period.
For example, the records of the Domesday Survey provided clues to
the understanding of Anglo-Saxon England. We are not fortunate
enough to possess such elaborate and precise records; but on the

‘basis of the available epigraphic and literary materials we might try
to draw a rough picture of the socio-political system prevailing in

the Rajput principalities about 1000 A, D. and then look back to
find out how far, if at all, its component elements and its colours
-were non-Indian 1n origin. I suggest this date with a view to keeping
out the extraneous impact of the Turkish invasions which initiated a
new process of socio-political transformation. If our survey reveals
-considerable admixture of non-Indian, i. e. Central Asian or ‘Scy-
thic’, elements with Indian elements conforming to earlier patterns,
-we might take it as corroborative evidence in support of the theory
of foreign origin of the Rajputs. If, on the other hand, traces of such
admixture are found to be comparatively faint or inconclusive, this

would be an additional argument in favour of indigenous ongm of
the Rajputs. ' ’

'

| This technique of inquiry is not likely to be entxrely unprofita-
ble; but it has its difficulties. To sort out different racial elements
in a composite socio-political organization is an extremely difficult
task; investigators are sometimes likely to be misled by superficial
resemblances between ideas and institutions which have no real basxc
similarity.  On the whole, success is bound to be partial. Again, in

speaking of Indian and non-Indian elements 1 have over - simplified
the problem, for Indian elements had a diversity of origin and com-
 plexion which must be taken into account, Two broad streams might
be distinguished : the ancient varnasrama system dominating the
“life and thought of the upper classes and forming the basis of the
‘orthodox social hierarchy, and the unrecorded ideas and customs
which held together the aboriginal or tribal communities in Rajas-

than. It is from this weaker group that the Rajputs, claiming to be
Kshatriyas, seized lands which formed the basis of ‘feudalism’ and
the clan system. According to Tod, Edur with its woods and
mountains was given to Goha by the ‘vana putras or .‘c.hlldren of
the forest,’ and it was ‘one of the young savages’ who, ‘cutting his
finger, applied the blood as the teeka of sovereignty to his forehead.’
The principality of the Kachhwas was ‘an assemblage of communi-
ties, the territories of which have been wrested from the aboriginal
tribes, or from independent chiefiains.” The Mers, 2 braqcl} of the
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aboriginal Minas, gave their name to the tract of land which they
inhabited, viz. a ‘portion of the Aravali chain between Komu.lmer
and Ajmeer, a space of about ninety miles in length, and varying in
breadth from six to twenty.” There are scattered references 1n h.nsto-
rical records to struggles between the Rajputs vfho were cnh:;
immigrants from abroad or interlopers from adjo.inmg regions, :mc
the aboriginal tribes who had been settled in Rajasthan from ti

bsorbed in
in administration and economy. That they were not a

- ' o a large
the ruling community is clear enough; the).'. retamed. t ccOnomgic
extent the distinctive features of their traditional socio -

organization. If they were borrowers in certain respects, 1t is faxr?y
safe to assume that the Rajputs who put themselves. on the top did
not completely escape from the influence of tribal ideas .and prac-
tices. -In such cases a simple one - way traffic is very rare mdeed.

.Tbe intermixture of diverse elements flowing from the two
groups - Rajaputras and Vanaputras - would be a fascinating sub-
ject for historical and sociological study. Take, for example, a pecu-

liar custom prevailing in Rajasthan as also In Central India. Brookes
says in his History of Meywar : “In each Rajput family and even in

.each Bheel Pal, especially in case of Incompetency in the head, there
is a ‘Baujgurrea’ who is consulted in all impoitant transactions, and

without whose advice nothing is undertaken. From the family this
institution seems to have migrated to the State. Mewar had her
‘Baujgurrea’ and the position was by custom the hereditary privilege
of the head of the Chundawats. In Central India - where there was
a projection of Rajput ascendancy in society and politics - a noble

who, without occupying a distinct office, served as the ruler’s coun-
sellor was known as ‘Baujgurrea’, In these

of political extension of a socio-
ting to inquire whether the
and migrated to the Rajput
the Vanaputras not only pro
putras but also made many-
political organization.

cases we have an example
economic custom. It would be Interes-

‘Baujgurrea’ originated among the Bhils
society and State. It is not unlikely that
vided land for the settlement of the Raja-
sided contributions to the latter’s socio-

The rudiments of ‘feudalism’
tribal society except perhaps in pre
might have had something like a prim

ar¢ not likely to be found in

-Rajput days when the tribes
itive monarchical organisation
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of their own. But it is quite possible that the clan system of the
Rajputs, unless imported in a full-fledged or even nebulous shape
from foreign lands, was directly related to tribal organization among
the aborigines. In studying this fascinating but very complicated

problem it would not be enough to employ the conventional techni-
ques of historical investigation, for we nave to depend almost solely

on materials other than written records. We have to borrow ideas,
methods and techniques from allied disciplines such as Anthropology
and Sociology, Here is an excellent field for interdisciplinary studies.
If concrete results are achieved, the concept of India’ s unity in
diversity will be strengthened by the demonstration of a new type

of socio-political Interaction between tribal and  martial
communities, -

Whatever the special subject of study or the technique of
Investigation might be, no student of history can afford to forget the
precious dictum mentioned by Lord Acton in his Inaugural Lecture
delivered at Cambridge in June 1895: ““History, to be above evasion
or dispute, must stand on documents, not on opinions.” This must
be the attitude of those workers who - to quote Lord Acton’s words -
again - ‘with the compass of criticism in their hands, sail the unchar-
ted sea of original research.,” The history of Rajasthan is indeed an
‘uncharted sea’; it has so far attracted only a few bold navigators
whose track the rising generations are now called upon to follow.
Before new voyages are undertaken the essential instrument - ‘the
compass of criticism’ - must be flrmly held in hand. ‘Opinions’ are
important, but not important enough to override or even modify
‘documents,’ i e. trustworthy source materials. As J. S. Mill said,
¢There is no part of our knowledge which it s more useful to obtain
at first hand - to go to the fouatain-head for-than our kaow-

ledge of History.”

Distinguished authorities have given so much weight to the
first hand study of historical materials that it 1s sometimes descri-
bed as an end in itself apart from its results. Lord Acton said, “For
us the estimate of authorities, the weaghmg of testimony, is more
meritorious than the potential giscovery of new matter.” A modern
historian, J.M. Thompson, goes so far as to say that ‘“the essence of
history is not the learning of facts but the judging of evidence.”” In
‘the judging of evidence’ it is hardly possible for weak mortals to
free themselves fully from the subtle inroads of subjectivity; but the
constant aim must be to collect and weigh materials in such a man-
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above contention, apd Mmade
Made oo

i ioht be lifted
ner that “history might be I for all.”

ﬁCCOpted "ibumlo and the same

' To my mind there is nO contr’aldic?tion bet.ween ‘tt?e jud
evidence’ and ‘the learning of 'f:acts : .1f you Judge evidence
you will learn true facts. Again, th.c inevitable corollar.y of: th
ning of true facts is their interpretation, for facts stand.mg in
tion - with their import unrcvealeq - W?Ul‘i be a meaningless array
of uninviting particles. ‘The ‘‘main thing, . Lord Acton Said, e«
learn is not the art of accumulating material, but the Sublimer art
of investigating it, of discerning truth from falsehood and Certain]y
from doubt.” It is through rational balanced and honest interpreta~
tion that the truth emerging from critical examination of evidep, can
be given a coherent and mzaningful form and used for i“Umination
of the mind. |

gin g of
Aright
€ lear.
150]a.
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Ladies and gentlemen, | am afraid 1 have €xhausted your
patience by my rambling discourse. As there is a large vacuum i,
the field of Rajput studies there is much to say, and would
very much liked to draw your attention to some other im
problems. But interesting papers written by zealous scho
ready to be read and discussed, and it would be wrong on
to..encroach upon their-time. | thaok you all most sincerely.forlthe
kind and patient hearing you have given me, and I seek YOUr hearty

co-operation in making this session of .the ‘Rajasthap Histor
Congress a great success. ’

have
Portant
lars gre

My -part
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