. GHAPTER ~ XTI

LAST DAYS OF SULTAN MUZAFFAR SHAH

An evaluatiocn i~

The last days of Sultan ﬁuéaffar Shéh are marked by/
the flight of Bahddur Ehan from Gujarat to Delbi and a
famine which brought severe hardships to the people. of
Gujarat .

Family of Sultan Mugaffar Shah -

Sultin Mugsffar Shih, had eight sons and twelve
daughters, His mest beloved and chief queen was Eibi Rani,
the mother of Sikaﬁdar Khan and of his two deughters viz.
Régi,‘ﬁuqﬁiyéh and Réﬁicﬁyaqyéh, Raji Rugdiydh was mar-
ried teé§:§§i§ Ehzn Eérﬁqﬁi} the ruler of Khandesh end
Réﬁi‘ﬁy%épéh was married to Fateh Ehan, the son of the
Sult@n of Sind. BIbi Réni is said to have been a lady of
great abilities, mature Jjudgement and firm decision. She
seens to have wielded ¢usidersble influgnce in Gujarat
politics, for Fortugﬁese envoy Tristac de Ga refers the
influence of this queen over the Bulidne She is sald bo
have been a trusted counsellor of the Suljdn. She died in
1524 and was buried in the musoleunm of the Sulban's mokher,
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near Ghatta-mandal palace, at Ahmedabad.1

Another of his wives was Laxmi Bai, a Rajput Gohel,
lady, the mother of Prince Bahadur, A third Raji Bai,
the daughter of Mahipat Ran, was the mother of Latif -
ggﬁn.a‘ The remaining sons were by slave girls and we know
nothing about them during or after the reign of Sultan
Muzaffar ShER II. |

3
Prince Bahadur's ;lgght from Gujiarat :=

 According to Sik;ndar, the reason for Baghadur §p§n{s
£iight from Gujarat wag,the Jeglr granted t¢ him was sma=~
ller than that given to Sikandar. He was, therefore, dlise
satisfied with it end complained about it to the Sulthn.
The Sul{an did not listen to him snd therefore Bahadur
%ban'left Gujarat and went tawgrds Pelbi in north.”

It is necessary to note here the story about the
succession dispute bebween Sikendar Khdn and Bahadur Khan
and how it was solved with tﬁa'help of Bugyarilﬁaiyyid.

1s 1S = Trans (F) P«115 Boss =~ An 4rable history of
Gujarat I, ppe 120. 137.

2¢ MS < Trans (F) ps 135 |

3. H8 = Trans (F) pp. 115~116. IF - Text IV, II, 416
TA = Trans (De) ILL, ppe 320-322.
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» It is sald that on the suggestion of Bibi Rani the
Sultan went to Batwa te invoke Shaikhjiu, the Bukhari
saint's blessingsfor Sikendar, as his successor. Shah
Shaikhjit had meny disciples and one of them was Mugzaffar
Shah, In the besinning Sulyan Muzaffer ShEh and Shah Shoi-
khjil were not on good terms. Bikandar states that both
Shih Shaikhjid and the Sultdh saw, the late Qutb-iik lem
in their dreams, and since then they became friendly. ”
ShBh Shaikhjit was bornm in Asawal, near Ahmedabad, in A.Ha
853/1484 and known as naiyyld.aalaluud*din. He was a great

spiritual force of the ages

Bahadur Eban's villages lay in the vioinity of
Batwa and s0 he vielted Batwa frequently and became a .
disciple of Shéh Shaikhjiu. On the §§3§§§ referred to ear-
lier, it so happened that BahSdur EhBh came and sat bet-
ween his father end Sikandar égéh. The saint inadverten-
tly gave his blessings to Bahddur Khan in place of Sik=
andar Khan az the Sultan's successor. Inspite of this
qmen; Sulpan Muzaffar Shsh declared Sikandar Kbén as his
Buccessor. Sikandar Ehan was dismayed at this incident
in which the saint favoured Bahadur Khan and pointed him
out as the successor to the throne of Gujarat, So he ple
anned o kill Bahadur—Khan, who, for to save his life,
left Gujarat for Delhi.

4, HS = Tpans (F) TP 135, 140w 141 »
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The real reason for Bahadur's f£light may be gathe~
red from the remarks made by Ei;cishi:ah "orince Bahidur
Ehén complained that bis sllowsnces were insufficient to
maintain the establishment due o his rank and requested
that they might be made equal o those of hig brother,
Sikandar Khan. Muzeffar Shah, for political reasons gave
no decisive answer to this request, but promised to con-
sider the subject. Heanwhile the prince; impaﬁi;emt of
delays;. 1ef§f the king's cémp (towards Iz“iar, 931/1524) wi-
thout taking léave." -3

Another reason could be that BahAdur Xhan saw no
Puture for himself in CGujarat with bis brother and rival
gn bthe throne. Hemce he left Gudarat %c seek his fortune
in the north. | |

Bahadur'g £1ight towards the North s«

On his way to Delhi, Bahf@dur Xhan halted atChitor,

6

vhere he was hospitably received by Rana Sangas Here

an incident took places The nephew of Hana Sanga invited
Bghadur to an entertalnment. It is said that Bah3@dur Kban
aﬁmired a dancing girl of great beauty, and was Hold by

his Rajput host that she was the daughter of the QAdl

5' IF =~ Trans (B) IV, Te 96, TE o 'Tﬁxt"\ IV’ II’ Pp'q”‘ﬁ‘q‘q?l
6. Ojha G.H, History of Udaipur State (Hindi Text) .

s
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of Ahmadnagar (Himaﬁnagér), captured during the sack of
the ¢ity, / Bah3dur EMn was infurgated at bhe insult
contained in these words mnd attacked gnd killed him.
Only the intervention of the Rana's mother saved Babadur
KhGn from the censequences of this rash act and leaving
Chitor, he arrived at Hewar, where the ruler Hasan gpaﬁ
received him with suitable honours. After this Bah@dur
Khan went to the ¢ourt of Ibrehim Lodi (1517-1526) of

Delhi, who was then preparing against the ﬁugggl iaVasion,a

/ Bahadur Ehan quickly became popular among the Af-
ghen nobles and the people of Delhi. According to Niza-
'mrﬁardgb, both the nobles and people of Delhi were disgu~
. sted with Ibrdhim Lodi and a gonsepiracy was formed to
dethrone himhénd‘to put Bahddur Khsn in his place. ? But
he in the meanwhile left Delhi for Jaunpur. ' There is

PP - -
S (conth)i§61~§65. The aubthor tells that Bahadur EKhan
sought the shelter of Rana Sanza.

7+ Bayley Gujorat ppe 275277+ | |
&¢ Ojha GuHe Ops ©L% ps 363~ + T4 ~ Yrans (De) III,
pe 321 HyS. Trans (B) ppe H5-16. © ,
9, TA - Trans (DE) III, pp. 320-322.
10, Ibid -Firishtah stetes that Bahddur left Delhi for
' Jaunpur for his safety. TF} - Texy - IV, II p, 417
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no proof which showa that he was "privy to thla plot" to
place him on the throne. On the way to Jaunpur he rece-
ived the news of his father's death and returned speedily

to Gu;irsu:eavt:.-.,JH

Nugaffar Shah II - 2n gppraisal s=-
Y -

Sultan Mugaffar ruled over Gnjarat for more bhan
fourteen years (4511~ﬂ§26} and his reign is marked by ime-
rorbant events, which have been discussed earlier. Before
discussing bthe political achisvements and mllitary succe-
gses, it is escential o throw some light on the persona-

lity of Sultin Mugaffar Shih.

His acconplishments -

Bugaffar Shah had inkerited 21l the personal bra=
very of his forefathers, snd was an accompliished horseman,
expert swordsman, and a skillful wrestler. He wam an able
musician and kinew the art of playing on many musical in-

strumeints, He was an eXpert e calllographist and trans—

40. }(eantd.) Sikendar states that Ibr#hinm Lodl was Jeg=-
lous of Bahidur fheén for the latter's successes
" Guping his stay in Delbi. So he left Delbi for Jau-
arur. 48 - Traps (F) ppe 115~116.
11, ¥S - Trans (F) pps 115=116 TA - Trans {le)IlI,
LT e320~3224 TF - Text, IV, IL. o 417.
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cribed in a besutiful hand several copies of the Quran
which he sent to Mecca or Madina. He also promoted lear-
ning greatly and men of letbters from Persia, Arabia and

Parkey came to Gujarat, during his reign.

Bhs religious piety i~

The author of %irQ%—i~Sikandaf§ gpeaks highly of
Sultan Wugaffar's pietye. He strictly followed E&é tenets
of Islam. The birth day of the Prophet was celebrated by
a grand feast to which, the Salyyids and‘UlamBe were
invited. A fixed sum was set apart for the poor of Mecca
and Hadina, end was regularly remitted to those places
overy year. Ships were provided free of coast to those
who wished to go for “gﬁjé“ and their expenses while on
board were also met by the Sul§§n. Jagirs were given to
ﬁhe religious people and crders were iasued to the effect
that their Jagirs were not to be resumed in case of death
but shared equally by the heirs,'® The Sultin is said to
have strictly observed religious injunction against into-
Xicating drinks. It is said that he hardly used the name
of eny intoxicant in his conversation. Sikandar reported
that his favourite horsef was one &ayisaizadAwith gripes,

and when all other remedies failed, it recovered on being

12 M8 - Trans (F) ppe 126~127.
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given pure spirits. The Sultan, when he knew this, never

rode on that horse again.15

It appears, however, bhat the Sultan's generosity
was directed to ané section of people nlone, viz. the
Sunnis. The same aubthor, Sikandar, informs us thau the
Sulten &id not like the Shighs and even disliked the use
of the word "Bohra®. %e mayy therafare,‘presuﬁe that the
Sul?én though personally accomplished and alsc a generous
ruler, ®as a sectarian ruler with all the bias of a sec-

tarian.

His mild nature and itg effects :-

Many stories are related by Sikandar, to show the
good qualities and mild nature of éul@ﬁn Magafkar Shah
II, On the basis of these stories, the Sultan }E has been
known as "Clement" in the histegy of Gujarat "Clemency"
night be a virfue for an individual but it is not nece-
ssarily a virtue, when a person is burdened witﬁ inport~
ant office or position. It may prove to be weskness ab
such times, This can be said o apply to Sul@aé Muzaffar.
His mild nature might be a good point in his character
as Biksndar informs us, bub atttha same time this nature
of the Sultan weakened the Sulbanate of Gujaraé in many

respect.

1%+ Ibid.
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¥e may quote here some insbances of his mild nature

and generosity, as they are reported by Sikendar.

A It is said that he hardly punished the servants
of his household. Once, due t0 the carelessness of the
watea«cérrisrs a muskerat was Boiled in bath water and its
xemaihs were poured over the Sultan's head. Ingpite of Ghis
careleseness of the water-garriers, he pardoned the res-
ponaible person aayiﬁg, "I am an olkd maﬂfggn pardon the
offenders bub my sons are young ~ how will you satlsfy
them ? #ill your life be safe with them, you miserable

men, if you are equally careless with them 7 © ¥

Second inaﬁanoé is of his careless body-guard
Latif Rhan, Due to intoxication his (Latif Khan's) sword
fell on the body of the Bultan. His life was, however,
spated, whes he promised "not to touch intoxicants in
future®, 15

' The gbove insbtances clearly indicate that during
his réign the functionaries were not performing Yheir
duties well and administration became slack owing +to his
nmild nature, Though Sikandar admires the unassuming natuée
of Sultan Mugaffar, he at the same time notes that high-
Way robberiecs had increased and even the roads 4n the
vicinity of Ahmedabad were not safe far the travellers.

4. U8 - Trans (F) ppe 1201233
15+ Ibid ppe 123-125.



The author adds that the Sultan did not punish the evil
déers, hence they did evil things without any’fear.16

. Sultan Mugafﬁaé3:§ mild nature also adversely aff-
efted his hold on the nobles. Malik S&rang and Malik Copi,
as Sikaﬁaar informs us, conducted the administration of
Sultanate. It is said that Malik Sarang did not carry out
the.administratiqn sccording to the orders of the Sultan .
The Sultén, ﬁhough he suspected the loyalty of this noble, -
continued him, as an old associate of his father, in the
office of "Abdar". 7 |

While analysing the abeve instance, we f£ind that
the Sultan showed his weakness by coutinuing Malik SErang
| in his office though the latter became overbearing. it is
difficult to agree with Sikandar, that Malik Sarang was
tolerated for his misbehaviour only because he was the
Sultan's father's old assoclabe. It seems that probably
it was beyond the power of the Bulban o remove Malik
Sareng from his position and therefore to sheild his wea~
knesses, the Sultdn bvolerated Malik Sarang in the guise
of his father's "old associlate“. But if Sikandar is
corrett, then it seems to be an eXsmple of Sul?ﬁﬁ Huzg-

fParts tolerance of doubtful loyalties asnd consequeutlyw

16+ S - Trans (P) ppe 131=133.-
17+ Ibid ppe 131=135.



" harmful to the kingdom though advantageous to the nobles
for consolidating their positions. '

| The same factor also affected the svriciimiliﬁary
diseipline firmly established by his father Sulban Mahmud
Shah.,

‘The history of sul§§n Wuzeffar's reign indicates
that the militery strength of Gthe Sultdn was game as it
was before, His generals had successful military career.
Ingpite of this the achiévements of hisAarmy’do Bot comp=~

. are wWith his predecessor.

The reasons probably was that the Sulban lacked
capacity for the proper orémniaation of the army and also
he relied implicity on his nobles in matters of war. As
compared to Sult@n Mahmlid Sheh, Mugaffar Shah than was

much less able or competent.

Fron the Persian accounts of Sultdn Mugaffar Shah's
reign, we see Lthat the Sultan enbrusted most of the mili-
tary engagamanﬁs %o his nobles, who did not distinguish
shaméelves to the ba%tle fields and sometimes to their
mutual jealousiess The wars with Rana Ssnga, the formida-
ble enemy of the Gujaret Sultan, for instancé, resulted
in failure because of the disaansiéns among the nobles.
Besides the Gujarat armg'suffezeﬁ;heavily‘in Ahmgénagar
(Bimatnasar) at the hends of Rejputs when the latter



attacked it. Here too, the Persisn histopians inform us
that the Sulifn was wrongly guided by his nobles; when
ﬂigémwglwmulk, the d@puﬁ&ﬁ in c¢harge of Idar, asked for
reinforcements against the Rajputs. Hence, it could be
seen that the mild nature of Sultan Mugaffar Shah, was
not a virtue but it was his weskness.

Rivalry between Malik AyBz and Malik Gepl i-

The rivalry between Melik AyAz end Malik Gopd
the two importent nobles, assumed importance during
the reiun of Sulyan Mugdffor Shahe It seems that these
two nobles fought each other indirectly, especially in
the matter relating bo the Fortuguese.

The sccounts indicate thet bhe nobles of Sultan
fugaffar Shah formed cliques among themselves, It seens
that the nobles, vize Mallk SSreng, Malik Gopi and Nighue
wl-mulk, who were of Rajpu¥ origin, formed one party; and
likewise the other nobles, alse formed inte cliques,

Thus the jealousy and compebition for power increased

asmong the different groups of the nobles.

In his dedlings, with Portuguese Sultin Muzaffar
Shah, was dominated by the two rival nobles viz, Malik
Ayaz and Malik Gopi. Malik Gopi, with the help of Malik
S3rang, belped the Portuguese. Malik Aysz, opposed the
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censesaionsyfor the Portuguese and he managed to bring
over to his side, Bibi Raéui, the beloved gueen of the
su;taé.) Thus, the policies winh the ?nrﬁugﬁesg was ine
fluenced by the two rival groups, éf which one favoured
the Porbuguese and the other opposed it. |

"_Similarly, Sulten Mugaffar ShEh's policy towards
Rajput hero Rana Sanga is an instance of his failure to
understand such a formidable enemy, Instead of following
a bold and decisive poldicy égainst Rajputs, he relied
aore on the opinions of his ﬁobles; parbticularly in case
of sending reinforcement tﬂ Nigémvﬂlﬁmuika Yven his atti-
tude towards HMalik Ayaz after the latter's failure in
humbling the Bagputs, is open to criticism. The Sul?ﬁn
had failed o realise the difficulties which Malik Ayagz
had to face from the rival nobles. In this incident. the
other mnblem.weré, also egndll& responsible but the Sul-

tan spared them for reasons of his own.

Therefore though he was g men with certain good

gualities but &5 a ruler bhe was weak and incapable.

amssrhaacHe



