CHAPTER «~ IV

THE RELATIONS WITH THE PORTUGUESE,
THE FIRST PHASE

The relations of Fertuguese with Gujarat commenced
in 11508, with the "Battle of Chaul". I{ was for the firet
time that the ¢commerce of Indis was la:gly affected by the
arrival of Portuguese in the Indian wabers.

Before their arrival, Egypt, due to its geographical
situation, enjoyed the monopoly of the Indign trade. A
‘large number of Hoorish merchants were permanently staying
in the ports of India, viz. Calicut and Cambay, Yarthe:;a
" and Barbosa had clearly mention that Calicut on Coromandal
coast and Cambay in Gujarat, were the important entrepol
centres of Indian ¥rade,

Therefore, the idoors were the first people who reaw
lised the Portuguese threal to their cmirol Sheiyrsupre-
waey of Indo-European trade. Egypy, which extended lts
power over Syria, controlled Red 803, and sacred places of
Islam, in Arabia, was faced with loss of large revenues,
which she collected from this Trade, L

Ibe Batile of Chaul :-

The ¥olicy of the Fortuguese in the sca, largely
affected the Sulban of Gujarab both finmoially end reli-
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giously. The trade with the Buropsan countries yielded

a large amount of revenue to Sultan Mehmud Sh3h. The
§9rtugue§a by and larze harassed the Muslims at sea.
Thereforae, their conduct entagonised Sultan Mabmid Shéh.
At this time Sultan Qﬂﬂﬁ%&ﬂh*ﬁl*gpéWﬁi of'Egypﬂvaent an
embassy with the letter of Khalifsh of the time Yaqub-bin-
Abdul Azlz, to the court of Sultan of Gujaratb. g

The Khalifsh in the said letter to the Sultén of
Gujarat requested him "o drive out the Fortuguese mebnace"
from Indiaﬁ wabers, who were harfassing the travellers teo
Jedda and other holy places of Islam".a

on behalf of his master sought the co~aperaﬁiaﬁ~of Sul§§n

The (mbassador,

of Gujarat for @riving out the Portuguese frem India.

Zamorin, the Raja of Calitut, asked the aid of the-
Bul?&ﬁ of Bgypt, Qansawaﬁaal~@§3wfz, against tﬁa'vortuguase,
who were gradually isolating him from the Hindu rulers of
Malabar coast, but Zamorin failed to get this help.

Sultan Qansavaheal-Ghawri, thenafter, sent a £leet,
under ﬁmir ﬁuséin Governoy of Jedda aﬁ& 2 Kurd by birth
and an officer of experience and abi;ity. The f£leet carr-
ied sbout 1,500 men and was equipped with the labest srti-
llery. The Gujarat £leet was organised by Malik Aydz

1e MMS. Fol. 8U=85
2. Ibid
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Sultsnil the Governor of Div and Junagedhs

The Egyptien admiral voyaged lelsurely, énd arrived
in Div, probably because he wanted to make Div as ﬁasa
and to aﬁerate from there against the Portuguese., At |
the orders of Sultan Mahmud, Malik Ayasz, joined, Aﬁir“
Husain, with his fleet, The combined £flotilla went to-
wards Chaul in South sgainst thirty Fortuguese ships whe
ich were lying in thet direction.

Frencesco de Alm;iﬁa, at this bime was in charge of
the Portuguese faﬁces and he was assisted by his son
‘lorenzos The news reached Lorenzo, that an Eggptian fleet
had reached Div and had been joined by Malik Ayaz. He
salled north to meet the Egyptian vessels, half disﬁglie-
ving on their existences and even when the shipé were
sighted he mistook them as the ships of Affonso glbuqyarqne,
who was due on india frm Hbrmuz;§ The combined flotilla
arrived near Chaul, Qhaxa took place the first serious

engagement in January 1508,

The Course of the fight -

The Egyptian ships which were big in size were pla-
ced in the first row, while the smaller Gujarat "Fasbas"

were in the second row. It seems that Egyptian fleet was

3+ K.lls Pannikar, Malabar and the Portuguese, p. 69.
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equipped with artillary, where as the Gujarat "Fustas”
had to depend more on spears, bow and arrews.a The )
fighﬁiag lasted for three days. Lorenze's ship was gurr-
ounded by a number of the light "Fustas®™ of Gujlarat. In
a severe fight, the Fortuguese edmiral, Lorenzo, lost his
legs, ané was killed “Before surrendering the ship, Loree
nzo's body was let down into the swift current, through

a hole in the vessel, with all his arme and belongings,
s0 that nothiné of his should fall into the hands of the

encny." 5

The rPortuguese suffered a serious reverse in +this
engagement and withdrew the remfant of their shaltefed
fleet to Cochina Mahmid Begada is sald to have been grea-
tly pleased at the news of this victory over the "Piranw
gees"s He set out from Champaner, btowards iMahim and went
gs far as Daman and Bassein. In his encampment at Bassein,
he received the victorious geénerals wio had cast anchor
on their fetunn Journey and favoured them with gifts. Amir
Husain was offered the Eemman& of Mahim, if he would pre-
fer to stay in India end enter the Sultan's service,

4. The guthor of MUS gbates that the Gujarab naval uuit
depended more on spears, bow and arrowus fol.116-117.

5. Mels Dames "The Portuguese and Turks in the Indian
ocean in the gixteenth century "JRAS, Jan. 1921
P ?“8.
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Lesson of Chaul &=

The Fortuguese were successful in establishing their

| superiority over Zemorin only becausse of their betber guu
nnery and efficient equipment. When they had to fizht the
face to face with the Egyptien floet, which was its equael

in every way, the advantage Gid not lie with them. They
under estimated the enemey's atrengbh because af t;neir ;
easy victories over the ships of Zamorin. VUhen Amiz: Hus&in
with accuracy and skill directed fire Lrom his srdillerny
the Portuguese were surprised: This incldent was clearly

a lesson foxr Indian rulers, that without equipaent of egual .
calibre ond efficient gunnery, it was :smpossible to defeat

the Portuguese on ﬁw Eeaﬁ

Battle of Div s Teb. 3, 1500 =

P

Francesco de Almeida, on heaving thoe deabh of his
son took a vow to avenge it. He realised that the immediate
necesglity was Ho pscover *t:hg conmand ©f the seas whiéh the
Portuguese had 10&3# after thelr defeat at Chaul. HBe storte
ed; with sn armada of eightoer ehips and ’abou'b twelve hunw=
dred men, towards the west const of India. He found the
Egyptien fleet and the ships of Gujarat, aasembled in the
straits betweon the main land gnd the Island of Div,

6, K, Panrnikar, Ope Qitx PP 69«?0;
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In the sea~fight which followed, Nuno, who was in
command of one squaéroﬁ, attacked the vesgels of Malik
Ayaz. Whlle Almeida, concentrated his energy on the Dgye
ptian fleet, He obtained a decisive vichozny over the Egy~
ptians, the eutire ship of Amir Husiin being broken up.

%o have to rely on the Fortuzuese snd Tuvkish sources
for an cccount of this battle. 4The his‘i:t;riea‘of Gujarat
are gilent about this defeat, though they describe the
victory at Chaul with greab sabisfaction. 7

The causcs of Qefeat at Div =

The defeat of the joint flatillé at Div was partly
due to the fsct that HBalik AySz was not serious sboub the
fight. He remained aloof Quring the course of war. Pann-
ikar believes that Mallk Ayaz was bought off by the Portue
guese £ povernor Almeidas. He further atates that this was
responsible for weakening the Ipdo-Egyptisn force. Amir
Husain had to depend 'upqn, his ten ships es against the
eightecn ship of tbe Portuguese Governor. Besides also,
he depended on Zamorin's hundred soiling shipe for his

supplies. 8

7« ReSe Whitewny « The Rise of Portuguese power.in
‘India ppe 115+118,
8, K.iis Pannikar - OEPG Cit, ?371;



102

Pannikar has velied on contemporary Portuguese hise
tories, Gasper Gorrea snd Barros, besides the local tradie
ctlons of Malabar. Even though there ie no mention about
this in Persian histories, the charge on Malik Ayaz does
not seem justified, because Malik Ayaz was not g&uniéhe&
by the Sultan for so calied treachrys on the contrary he
remained with undiminighed power snd influence $ill his
death in 1521 | ”

A Second, if the Portugunese ceould bought off Melik
Ayaz, then how is it that they feared him ss their enemy.
i‘ié ngy add ixere that Malik Ayaz was the éreate,at opponent
of the Fortuguese in the CGourt of Gujarat and also he did
not fayour any concession o be giveé o them., Hence Jjud-
ging from the atbitude of Walik Ayas bowards the Portuguese
“in general; the cherge on Malik Ayaz does not gseen justi-
£iables | |

g_gsults of the Battle 6f Div 3=

The battle of Div was not a decisive battle, bub
after ’i:his engagement the relations of the Sultin of Guj-
arat with the Portuguese took a different a;ha;pgs By de=
feating the nevy of Gujarat at DIM (1509) and capburing.
§ Goa in 1510, the Portuguese strengti_léned thei:; position
in India. Heace with the other Indisa Princes, éhe Sulbtan
of Gujarat had to change his attitude bLowards the Portuw

£UVEBC
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It seems that the battle of Div was fought to est=-
sblish Portuguese superiority over the sea, bub inspite
of all their efforts durin@ the last bten yeavrs, they had
. not succeeded in this. The battle of Chaul and Div shoved
'tshga‘b the Portuguese in sea, could be 6hallengeﬁ,~‘ given
pPrOoper leaderéhip and an efficient gunnery. The Portugu=-
ese power was saved from these: edds "by the unaided gendus,
extra ordinary resourcefulnéss and unflinching courage of
Affonso Albuguerque”, 2 and also by the lack of any per-
coptlon on the part of Indian powers.

The Retreat of the Ezyptien fleet :-

Anir Husdin, afber vhe defest at Div, escaped firvst
to Canbay and ulvimabely sailed {Yowards Yemen. The bann-
ers of the Egyptian Sulten Qansa?dgnalﬁtihawri, captured
during the battle, were taken ¥o Porbugal., Mmong the
spoils of victory were books on a great variety of lamé:uw
ages which showed, the nixed compsotion of the Manluk
Sultdn's forces. Amir HusHin cwtinued ss goverpor of Jeda,
upto 1517. 10 ’

9¢ Kelf. Ponpiltar, Bppe Cits o 7.

10+« E» Dennison Ross -~ "The Portuguese in India and Ara-
bia™ JRAS, Cote 1921. pp+548-553,
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Au envoy Guijarst sent Lo AEfonse De albuguergue -

The engagements of the joint navy of the Gujarab
and Igypt at Chaul and Div, and the ultimate consequences
at Div, opened new ahé@i:er in the history of the Portugu~
ege pelations witb Gujarat. Before the battle of Div, it
seems that, the Sultdn wnde{ Jstimated the strength of the
Portupgnese in sea« Theé defeat of the navy of Gujarat, at
Div,y compelled the Sulbven to change his policy regarding
the m. He subsequently followed defensive policy in
' dealing with them.

In 1510, as a preliminary step in this direction he
sent an envoy %o the court of Affonso De Albuquerque, to
convey his mesterts desire for slliances Following were
gome of the ressons for this new turn in the policy of
the Sultan.

Tirst, the Portuguese officer Franscisco Pantoja,
who was on his way to Sccobtra, in 1510, captured the
Sulf:'éin' s own vessel 'f&ieri (}S‘a‘t.:& Meri) near Hopmuws The
envoy on behalf of his sovereign requested Albﬁquerque,
the return of the same. The Sul?‘én in ibs return, offe
ered ¢ hand over the Portuguese pi:'isoners in Gujarat fo
the Porduguese ecmman«i;r@ ¥or any furbher negotiatlons
for this, the Sulten showed a Gesire to meeb Albuqueéque

en any of the Gujarat Parts. 1.

11. Commenbaries =~ II, rp: 122, 208~20D,
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The superiority ﬁf the Porbuguese in sea, after the
babtle of Div, was also reeponsible, for the change in the
poiic:f of the Sultan of Gujarat towards ingtruders. This
was viewed seriocusly by the countries engsged in sea-borne
commerces It is also possible that Sultcn Mohmud might
have consgidered a big fall in revenue, in cuase of prolon~-

&ged enmity with the Portuguege.

The two letters sent to jlbuguerque i=

| The envoy hsd two lebbers with him, one £rom the Fo-
rbuguese captives at the cmpitsl of Gujarab and gnother
from Halik Gopi, who is described as the Chief Minister of
the king of Coubay. 12 .

The letter fxrom the Portuguese priseners, contained
the reasons Lor the;.r aeﬁentian in Gujarats It was sbated
that they had sailed from Socotra in the &ahi.p- "Sauta Crua”
unnder the i?ammancl of L* Affonso de Horonbaes While passing
£ron the Wesﬁem céast of Ipdia, they captured a 3ichly
laden ship of Gujurab. Subscquenily %hey were overtaken by
a Tierce storm @nd their ship wrecked on the Gujerat coast?f’
The captain and other sailors . were drowned, while fifty
or sixby people escaped, - The Sultdn at the complaint of

some of the Muslims on board, bhe Gujarat ship captured

12, Commentaries = II, pps 122, 208-209.
13» Ibid ppe 210=211¢ '
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‘ by them, imprisoned them. Further t:haé Malik Gopi, the
minister of the Sulbdn on receiving the nows of bheir
impazf‘isonment. had urged the Sultan $o treat them £alrly,
with the repult thet they were now in champaner. They

begged the Governmor, to procure their release in any way. '

The contents of Gopi's lebbter i3-

Malik Gopi { & described as a special friend of the
Portuguese at the court of the Suli.;'éa of Gujarat both by
Porsian snd rortuguese historians, It seems that at this
tine Malik Goz}i & ke was in the caepital and from there
he entrusted his letter to the messenger sent by Sultan
Habhnud to Albuguergue. In the lei;ter, Gopl ment}iqned the
treuble that he had to undergo to save vt;ﬁ@ lives of Port=-
uguese £rom pecples when their ship wrecked. He had pere
suaded the Sultm Lo oxder the port oifiger to send them
to the court. Accexzf\cliagly,, they were presented covered
in chams, before the king their chains were removed by
the Suldsanls orders and commanded the 355‘.»‘31&91* in charge %o
provide them with the necesskbyea for their maintenance,
in the lettor, he sssured Albuquerque of his services as
an in'aerﬁzidiarjr‘ between him and the Sulttns in respect of
alliance and frienship between then., e suggested to Al=~
buguerque that he should send a Yrust w.orthy‘ envoy to the
Sultan of Gujarabt, with sultable presentss by way of Suratb

1o Ibid ppe2ii=212s
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pors; md en assurmee that the Portuguese ships would not

in future distwb the ’;grifbiméf:&i:adé of Gujarat. Lastly,
in concluding the letter; Gﬁé;i assured Albuguérqgue Lo get
the prisoners set at liberty md securs frecdom for anche
oxing the Portugaese ships on Gujarat ports 0

1% may be noted here thet Malik Gopi in his letter
revenls himself as a friend of the Fortuguese. By this
letter gleo, 1V glso appears that ab this time, Melik
Gopdy hed gained the favour of Sultdn Mahmtd end he was
attempting to improve the relations of the Sultan with the
Portuguese s '

Albuguergue’s reply i+

The envoy had to wait fei: sone time for the reply

of Albuguerque. In due course, the Portuguese guards took
nim to theix ‘Q@vemnozu} In reply to the letter of the Bul~-
tan, Albuquerque asked the envoy to inform his master thab
he was preparing for akl atteck on Gea,':ané after its con=-
quest ke propesed to vislt vhe Sultan and settié the terms %
allisnces Further he requested the Sultan for the release
of the Portugusese prisoners detglned st his courb.

In his letier o Malik Gopi, he assured the Malik
that due considerstion would be given to the lMuslims who

A45. Commentaries —~ II, pps 2124213, |
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Cgere fdmn in the Gujaorat ship Lhat had been captured, and
asked for the King*é wishes regarding the dispogal of the
ship =nd ite crew. Aibnquerque concludes with the hope of
alliance between the King of Csubsy and his master by vire
tue of vhich the fomer would £ind his hsvbours safe and
his ships free 1o navigate the seas. The 191‘3,1;9;&' is
dated September 164 1510 at Gannamre‘%

-league betwém Gujarat and Egypt broken up s+

The fal:l of Goa, in November 1510, made a radical
change in the attibtude of the Indian princea towards the
Portusnese. Till now they had faced the Portuguese only |
.at sea bub now it was found that on land also they had
shown equal strength. Albuquergue's fortifying the cape
Yured town, was a signal to the Indien rulers tiat the
Portuguese intended to.carve out an empire for themselves
on Indian territorys

It seems that Sultdn M;I}pm;d Shah, realised this
danger and = he did not show any mere interest in conpi~-
nuing the slliance between Egypt and Gujerat Amir Husain
according to the "Commenbaxies" was still in Gujarat
awalting relief end reiﬁfarce_menté from Cgiro, y» On hear-
ing the loss of Goay he obbained permission of the Sultan

16+ Commentaries = LI, ppe 215-217
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ﬁaigmiiét to return, The Egsptian Sultan slso gave orders

to halt the construetion of the fleet in progress ab Suez.
L Y

Thus the naval cqi*fada;;ﬁacy of the Muslim powers ageinst

e et o+

the Portugal in ths Indian ses was for a timef effectuelly
broken. '/ As a furbler step Sultin Mahmiid ordered the
liberation of priscners who had been capbured.

%

17+ Commentaries - IIIy pps 19=20.



