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FOREWORD,
JGPEY P S —

For over thirty years the late Mr. V. K. Rajwade and his
" ea-workers have been ccllecting letters and ducuments, pictures and
manuseripts which would throw frech light on the medieva] history of
Mabarashtra and their efforts have by now secured enough material to
keep a group of research-workers busy with them for over a genera-
tion. Some of the documents collected by these gentlemen Lave also
necessitated revision of the current rotions about the bistorycf the
“Maritl3s and to coe who bas access to them, many events atd

" personalities appear in a different perspective.

. A very large portion of the collection is in the possession of the
Bhraat-lmhzs—qamshodhnk Mandal (an Association of Lesearch
Workers in the History of India ), Pooua. Much of this, bowever,
isin the Marathi language and the late Mr. Rajwide and his cos
workers have published all their researches also in Mardthi. Those
who do not know this language are thus prevented from using their ‘
oouclusions excepting those few which are made available by Prof.
Nerkdr or Mr. Kincaid, in their bocks.  We propose removing this
deficieney to some extent b) publishing a number of bulleting re
some important questions in the history of the Marathis. 'In these
bulletius an attempt will always be made to present the evidence,
and to draw conclusions therefrom, in an impartial manner and
whatever be the personal views of the compilers of the bulleting
the evidence will be marshalled without any prejudioe whatsoever.

For the first bulletin in this series we choose the controversy
which bas arisen at presentin this Province over the date of the
birth of Shiviji. We docse this not only because it presents a topie
of wide interest but because it sbows in a swiking manner the
openness of the mind of the workers in this field, the care with
which they test each new piece of evidence, the peculiar opportani-
ties ooe has for cross-examination and the possibilities of obtaiving
fresh evidence from the most unexpected quarters, On reading the
~azes hereafter it will le sxn tlst the preblem has been onder io-



vestigation for over twenty-five years. The late Mr. V.. Rajwade
stated it first in the introduction of the fourth volume of his
“Materials for the History of the Marathas” published early
in the year 1900 and the lhate Mr.B.G. Tilak discussed it in
his paper (Kesari) in the April of that very year. In 1916 Mr. Tilak
raised the same question again when presenting to the Bharat-Itihas-
Samshodhak-Mandal a new document which bad come into his posses
sion. The date given in this document differed from the usually
accepted date by about three years, and striking though the an-
nouncement was, it was but coldly received at the time. New
evidence, since obtained, supported this document in & remarkable
manner and this needed careful sifting of all the available evidence
and that was done,

The bulletin, therefore, presentsa problem which bas beent dis-
tarbing the Maratha historians for over twenty five years and which
has been nnder close scrutiny for ten years at least. Whether the
conclusion becomes acceptable or not is another matter ; but there
is no doubt that a very strong case is made in favour of the year
1630 A. D.

1t is needless to add that these bulletins are essentially mons
technical compilations, their chief aim being the creation of interest
jn the subject, in the minds of laymen. They are not intended to
serve as source-hooks for the history of Mahrashtra, -although even
8 serious student of Maratha history may pofit by the many re-
ferences given.

N. B.~Readers not fomiliar with the Hindu ‘Calender wil do
well to read the Appendix first.

Poona, 10k May, 1927, 1131 Y{, %E;EA;\'IPE
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The Problem.

Early in the year 1900 A, D, thz latz Mr, V. K. Rijwade
published the fourth volume of his Mar@thyGuch3 Itk3sichi
Sddhane ( Materials for the History of the Marathas), and in the
introduction of that volume he has dscussed scvoral incidents in
the first half of the scventeenth century.  As the birth of Shivdji
is by far thz most important event in this period, Mr. R3jwide's
attention was naturally attractzd to the fact that th: dates of
birth of Shiviji as rccorded in ths many bakhars (accounts),
availabls to him, wid=ly difered in dotails although many of them
gave the yoar 1627, uud the month of April®. In other ditails such
as tha \\wk day, thz time of the day and thz namez of year, almost
every bakhar gave a dilferent account.}

S “ltisa pty,” says th2 late Mr. B. G. Tilak in an articlz in hig
paper, (Kesuri) on the same subject, (14th Aprl 19060), «that
there should be so whny contradictory statements about this jim-
portant cvent, but it is no use denying that it is so. It is a
problem sufficiently taxing the ingenuity of the rescarch
student”. It would be better to state the problem here aimost
in the words of Mr. Tilak.

1. The poct Bhushan who was a contemporary of Shivaji
and who was patroniszd by him does not mention any datz of
birth in his pocm, Sikw-bhushan,

2. ..Abhasqd wrote his account soma fift=en years after
the dz2ath of b‘ll\'ljl (1695-96). Chitragupta’s account is only
an enlarged edition of this. Neither of thess two give any date
of birth. Only inone place is it statzd that when Shivdji and

bis mother Jijabii went to Bangalore to sce Shukiji, the Princs
wa3 twelve years old.§

3. The Bakhar .of Malhirrde Ramrio Chiinist mentions
Shake 1549, 2nd of tha bright half of Vaishikh, Thursday acd gives
the namz ol ths year as Prabhav. This, converted into Englsh date,
would mean 6ih Aprl 1627, Mathematicdl csleulzt’one, how.
ever, show that the week day is wr Tong; it ougit to havs been
given as Saturduy, not Thursday, If however ths day is taken

® Shake 1509, Vaishikh, § See Slbh;:ld. Page 3.
2 Ses RZ;wide Vol 1V, Page 38, + Bee Caitais, Paga 27,




ns correctly mentioned, the date (Tithi) would be wrong.
Chitnis wrote his bakhar about 130 .years after the death of
Shivaji i, e. about the year 1810 A, D.

4. The Ryari Bakhar which has heen published by Prof.
Forest gives the year of birth in oue place as Shake 1548 and
in another place as Shake 1549, It notes that Shivaji died in
Shake 1602 (1630 A.D.) and of the 53 years of his life, 34
years were spent in expeditions. It also states that at the time
- of the death of his tutor, Dadiji Koudadev, Shivaji was sixteen
years old. We have thus only the year of birth ; ne date is given:
But Mr. R&jwade's copy of the Riyari Bakhar® states that Shivaji
was born in Shake 1548, Kshaya Samvastar, Monday, the Sth of
tha bright half of Vaishdkh. But again either the name of the day
or the date is wrong, If ths date is taken as correct the week day
ought to be Thursday, not Monday,

5. Some chronalogical tables from Dhdr, in the possession
of the editor of Kavyelikds-sangraha give Shake 1549, Prabhav,
Vaishikha Sth of the bright half, Monday as the date of birth,
_Thig is right as far as it goes, but it confli¢s with the statement
in other places that the Nakshatra was Rohini, which Mr, Rajwade
Accepts. '

6. Sluva-ngw]aya, (Triumph of Shivaji), printed and
published in Baroda gives Shake 1549, Prabhav, Vaishikh 2nd
of the bright half, " Thursday, Nakshatta Rohini. As shown
nbove ( Chitnis account ) these are self-contradictory statements,

7. Shri-Shiva-Pratap, also published in Baroda gives Shake
1549 Raktikshi. Raktikshi was the name of the year 1546 Shake
not 1549, .

8. A Sanskrit poem by poet Purushottam gives no date.

9. The journal Kduyefihds Sangraha publishes Mardthi
Samslydchi Chhoti Bakhar ( A Short Account of the Marithi
Empire ) which gives the date as Shake 1549, Kshaya, Vaishdiha,
Sth of the bright half, Monday. The nams of the year is wrong.
1t ought to be Prabhava,

10. The journal Bhdratvarsha, publishes another accout
of Shivdji known as Ekydnnarkolami Bahhar {th: Ningty-one
Paragraph Accovut ). In its fifteenth paragraph, the date of birth

* Rijwide Vol. V. Page 39.



is given as Shake 1359, Kshaya, Vaishikh, 3th of the bright half,
Monday. Supposing 1559 isa slip for 1549, the date is identical
with that in (9) above and has to be rejected.

11. Bhiratvarsha also prints a geneolagical t1bls of Shivaji's
family which gives Shuke 1549, Vaishakh, 5th of th> bright half,
but dozs not give the Samratsar, and the name of the day ; the
details, therefare, cannot be verified.

-

12. The same journal gives another incomplete entry from
the Bakhar of Panditrdo. Tt is Shake 1549, Prabhav.

13. The Pant Pratinidhi Bakhar also published in Bhdral-
varsha gives 1549, 15th of the bright half of Vaishikha, Monday.
Here 15th is probably a slip for 5th and then it is the sams in (5).

14, Kavyetihds-Sangraha has published the Bakhar of Sabha-
sada.  In the appendix of the book, ths Editor, Mr. K. N, Sane,
gives tha following horoscops of Shivaji, -

< dupitor N\ M33, Temas ¢

s

This is obviously 8 horoscope put down by somebody who did
not understand even ordinary astronomical culculations. If we
supposc Jupitor is rightly placed, Saturn and R3hu are in impos-
sible situations ; if we suppose Saturn and Rahu are correctly
housed, Jupitor's place becomes impossible, ‘

From the fourteen references given above it is clearthat there
is a general agrecment on the year and the month being Shake
1849 Vaishikh, but the ather details supplied are in most cases
palpably wrong and cannot be defended, howsosver we try to do it

“ ]t is rather surprising " says Mr. Tilak in ths article in
Kesari from which ths above is taken, “ that_there should b so
much uncertainty about the dats of birth of so great a person as
Shivdji, who was born only abaut 275 years ago. It should be
noted, however, that the dates of ths birth of Empercr Napoleon or
Dukie of Wellington are not more definit<ly known. When Shivai

5



was born nobody could possibly guess that he would be the
founder of the Marathd Empire and one need not wonder that the
documents so far available make all sorts of confusing states
menty  probably” gathered (rom heresay, or based on rough
calcylations.” '

et —————

A Valuable Find,

The question thus remained unsettled for.a long time. Mr,
Rijwade favourcd Shake 1549, Vaishakha, Sth of bright half, while
Mr. Tilak was inclined to accept Shake 1549, Vaishakha, lst of

 bright half.* - (We say ‘inclined’ because Mr. Tilak never gave his

final verdict on this question, and hoped soms day to secure fur-
ther light from the new papers that were being collected by
Mr. R3jwids and hie coworksrs.) -But the uncertainty was
about the date (Tithi); no body, ever snppearedito doubt
that the year and the month (Shake 1549, Vaishikha) may
be wrong, although it will be seen by again going over the
fourteen references in the last chapter, that the contemporary
accounts gave naither the year nor the month.

It was, therefore, a revelation when one day in 1916 Mr, Tilak
read his note on his new find ¢ The Jeddhs Shakdvali’ and ‘an-
nouuced that it gave tha date of birth of Shiviji as Shake 1551,
Shukla Samvatsar, Phalgun, 3rd of the dark half, Friday, i.e. 19th
February 1630 A. D, .

This Jedhe Shakdvaliis written on long, narrow strips of
Portuguess paper and has twenty-two pages written on both sides,
and ths twenty-third page only half covered. It gives in more or
less detail a chronological statement from Shake 1540 to 1619 i.e.
from 1618 to 1697 A. D. It was given to Mr. Tilak by Mr. Dayaji-
rdo Sarjardo alias Dajisaheb Jedhe, Deshmukh of Kari, a village in
Dhore State, abaut the year 1907 ; but these being troublous dayst,
tha manuscript got misplaced and wag nearly forgotten until the
owuer of the Chronicle (Shakdvali) claimed it back again in 1915,
When presenting a copy of it to ths Mandal My, Tilak stated his
opiron that the manuscript in ths possession of Mr. Jadhe was

* 6:h April 1627,
+ This way the time of the Benzal Partition agitation.
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about 150 years old and was prepared by thaz writer for the use
of the Jadhe family, from another manuscript® which was alco the
original of an incomplete Chronicle publish=d by Mr. Rajwide
in his Materials for the History of the Mardthas, Vol. 18, No. 5.

The Jedhe Chronicle has been sincs scrutinised by many
scholars and it is found that most of its entrice are accu-
rate. Thz major part of it is obviously writt:n by onc who
lived in the days of Shivdji, (the last entry in the Chronicle
is of 1697 A. D. i.e., seventeen year3 after ths death of
Shivdji) and the writers appear to have had access to authzntic
official documents. The following entries for instarcs, have
been proved correct by indcpendent evidence.

1. tBirth date of Aurangzeb:—Jedh= Chronicle gives Shake
1540, Kartik, 1st of the dark half which is thz same as Jilkdd 15, .
1027, Hijari. (Vide Jadunath Sarkar's Lifo of A.urangzeb, P.3)

2, Fight with Nausherkhan:—Jedhe gives Shake 1579 Jeshta
‘which ig the sames as June 1657, (Vide Jadun3th Sarkdr's life ~f
Shivaji, P. 57.) -

3. Jedhe records the capture of Shringrpur by Shivaji on the
11th of the bright half of Vaishakh, Shake 1583 i.e. 1661 A. D,
Historians, as a rule, have gone wrong in this respect, but Jedhe
is accurate, A letter of Shivaji, recently available, gives a year
identical with that recorded in ths Jedhe Chronicle.  ( Vide R3j-
wade's Materials for the History of the Marathas, Vol. 21, P. 5),

Again an English prisoner at Sonwad writes in.one of his
 letters in 1661 A. D.,  Shiviji hath lately enlarged his country
by overcoming the two Rijas of Dulvice ( Dalve ) and the Riji of
Singdrpur by which he commands all the coast from Dandi Raja.
puri castle to Kharepatan.”  (J. Sarkar's Shiviji, P. 48 ),

4. Jedhe gives the date of the sack of Surat as Shake 1585
Pausha, 4th of the dark half, and this means 6th January of 1664
A. D. which agrecs well with the dute recorded in the proceedings -
of the meeting of the English merchants at Surat. (Vide Jadunath
Sarkdr's life of Shivaji, P. 99).

' 5. Treaty with Jaysing in Jedhs appsars on 1Cth of the
bright half Ashicha, Shake 1587,  Thisis the sama as 12th June

» *This mauuscript is probably the Rajyathishack Shakavali. bee Page §.
tes Page 15



1665 (J. Sarkar's Shivaji, P. 137.) We have now obfained
letter of Jayasing from weich the date can be correctly inferred.
Writing about the Jedhe Chronicle, Professor Jadundth Sarkar
says —“Jedhe Chronicle isthe most valuable and authentic con-
temporary record of Shivaji and his ancestors. Exact dates are
given in every case. It was published in 1918 and hence the idea of
deliberate modern fabrication cannot be suggested... ... ... ... There
are some evident mistakes which we can detect with the help of
English and Persian sources but they were due to copyists and not
to any deliberate fabrications. It contains some correct dates which
no forger could have known. The dates are given in the Hindu
Luni-Solar era of the Deccan and defy conversion to the Julian
calender except approximately.” (Jadunath Sarkdr's Shivaji P. 152

It will not be out of place here ta quote the opinion of Prof.
Sarkdr on the walue of Bakhars for history research :~“These so
called Bakhars arc’evidently the production of ignorant, credulous,
dull-brained writers and not the work of any clever minister of
stace or scholarly author. They do not make the least pretence of
bsing based upon contemporary. written records or authentic state
papers. They carry, ou their faces, the suggestion that they were
composed after the intellectual brilliancy caused by the Peshawa
rule had passed away and before the rise of the school of sound and
critical Mardthi historians under Khare and Sane, R3jwide and
Sardesai. I hazarda guess that they were written between 1820~
1840 or’ 50, though tbe kernal of some of them (almost equally
legendary and inaccurate) may have been put down in writing about
1770101790 A.D.*  ( Jadunath Sarkars Shivdji Pages 448-9).

Jedhe Chronidle was thus a valuable find, but it took some four
years before it was properly appraised. As however people began
to appreciate its value, a question naturally occurred in many.
minds, “Is it possible that Jedhe Chronicle is right also inits entry
of the date of the birth of Shiv3ji? Can it be that it is 1630 and
not 1627 as is given in the current history books?” Attention was
soon directed to the fact that Jedhe's was not the solitary entry
in favour of the year Shake 1551 or 1630 A.D. The stone record .
in the Brihadishwar temple at Tanjore also gives Shake 1551. This
latter was so long disregarded because it has a later origin (1803

* Prof. Sarkar is hers describing the Bakhars prepared in the days of later
Poshawiy oe those in the early British period and not the earlier ones like thode
of 8abbasad and Chitragupta.



A. D)), aud the corresponding Euglish year is wrongly given as
1628, At this juncture there was another valuable find in
Shivabhdret, from Tanjore collection. Thisis a versified life of
Shivdji, written in Sanskrit, by poet Paraminand who was
patrouised by Shivaji. This, to all appearances a contemporary
record 1ninus its poetical flourish, was found to be extremly trust-
worthy und it gave the sume date as is given in Jedhe Chrouicle.

The late Mr. Khare and Messrs Chndorkar and Divekar in
1921 openly accepted 1630 A. D. us the correct date of birth, In
1924 Mr, J. S. Karandikar, Editor Kesari, supported it inan
cditorial, und advocuted thut thereafter the annual celebrations of
the anniversary of the birth of Shivaji should be on the 3rd of
the dark hulf of PA3/gun and not on the 2nd of the bright half of
Vuishanh: as had been the prictics till then

1627 or 1630 ?

In 1900 when Mr. Tilak examined the available evidence on
the question under discussion, he had before him in all fourteen
references, all equally untrustworthy or, to make a more guarded
statement, none wmore trustworthy than the others. Again he
had no reason to doubt 1627 A.D. as the real year of birth
and he examined only the discrepancies in details.

In tweuty-seven vears we have made considerable advance
and the very niture of the problem has changed. We do not in.
quire now if the date was the 1lst, 2nd, or 5th of the bright half of
Vaishakh ; we want to know if it was Vaishdkh or Pldlgun. We
want to know if the year was Shake 1549 or 1551 i, e. 1627 A. D,
or 1630 A. D.  Let us, therefore, proceed once more to enume.
tate the diferent references to the date of the birth of Shivaji and
try to weigh them against each other.

This is done in the tabulated statement on pages 12-13 which
gives the nams of the manuscript, the probable year when the
manuscript was first written, the date of birth given in ths manus-
crip, and remarks,  The munuscripts that give the year 1627 or
thereabout, all contradict themselves,  This was ably shown by
Mr. Tilak in hic article referred to above.  The two or three new
acditions to ths Iist are not much better, On the other hand, thoss

1
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that give the year 1630 or there about are more consistent and
more reliable. A word or two about these latter will not be out
of place here. : ’

1. Shivabhdral is a life of Shivaji in Sanskrit verse by poet
Param3nand of Nevdse in Ahmednagar District. It gives an
accoount of Shivaji and his ancestors up to the year 1662 A.D.
1t was thus written about ten years before Shivaji's coronation,
which fact is verified by the absence, in Shivabharat, of any
reference to Shivaji's conoection with the Udaipur family,
which probably was emplasised at the time of his coronation.
The poet says, in the very beginning, that the life was written )
at the express suggestion of Shiviji aud uses the word Bhrishabala
for Bhonsale, to common in the time of Shivaji and Sambhaji.
Shivbhdrat mentions the skirmish at Khaladbelsar (1649), which
is pot mentioned in any of the Buakhars but, which is noticed
in a contemporary paper recently published. (Shivacharitra-
sihitya P. 34). Poetic though it isin tone, the details of the
‘incideuts . enumerated in this life agree remarkably’ well with
the accounts of the same elsewhere. The book therefore,
scems highly trustworthy. It gives the date of the birth of
Shivaji the same as in Jedke Chronicle, namely, Shake 1551
Philgun, 3rd of the dark half. (Canto IV, Verses 26-31.)

2. Rdjydbhishek Shakivali—prepared on the occassion of
the coronation of Shivaji. This was discovered among the letters
in the possession of Dehapande of Shivapur and is prabably the
earliest of the chronological jottings known as Shakdvalis, 1t also
gives the date of birth as Shake, 1551 Shukla Samvatsar, Phalgun,
3rd of the dark half, Friday. (Shivacharitra Pradip, Pages 14-39).

3. Firbes’ Collection-This is mainly a collection of Gujariti
manuscripts in the possession of an association inaugurated by
some Gujardti gentlemen in memory of Mr. A. K. Forbes, the
editor of Rdsmdla. In this collection is a Marthi manuscript
which on inspection is found to be a collection of various Shaka-
valis. When using it, therefore, one has to fix the value of each
Shak3vali separately. We are, however, concerned here only with
that one which gives the date of the birth of Shivdji as Shake
1531, and it is the same as abave.

4. Jedhe Shakiveli—This is alrcady described in detail.

5. D3s-Panchivatan Shak3vali—This Chronicle gives the

vear of Shiv)i's birth as Shake 1551 (Shivacharitra Tradip, P.70.)

10



6. Ormes Historical Fragments—This was first published in
1783 A.D. On page 95, it says “He (Shivaji) expired in the
fiftysecond year of his age, which means 1629 A. D, asthe
year of birth,

7. Springel’s, History—Is a German book published in 1791
A.D, and contain® the history of Mahardshtra up to the
year 1782 A, D. There are a number of Indian names
mis-quoted in this book, but the writer had & training in the
western methods of criticism. He gives the year of Shivaji's
birth as 1629,

8. The Stone Record of Tanjore,~engraved in 1803 A.D.,
gives the yvear of the birth of Shivdji ‘as Shake 1551 but it
gives a wrong name of the; Samvastar and the Christian year
noted is also wrong. It is therefore not a good evidence
by itself and was long ignored. ( Shivacharitra Pradip,
Page 250).

The table given ou pages 12-13 shows distinctly that the
manuscripts favouring the year 1627 A. D. are mostly written in
the days of the later Peshawas or aft:r thejr downfall. They
exhibit gross ignorence of the incidents of Shiviji's life and not
ten per cent of their entries are accurate. The details of the
birth day recorded by them are, in most cases, mathematical
absurdities. On the other hand those that favour the year 1630*
are either written in the life-time of Shivaji, or soon after his
dcath or by men who had access to fairly reliable sources of in-
formation.  Thus they appear to be well posted about the many
incidents in Shivaji's life and their entries have been in many
cases independently verified. Where the date of the birth of
Shivaji is given in detail, mathematical calculations have shown
that the details are very accurate and from among their notices.
not more than four per cent are wrong.

The date in the Jedhe Chronicle was mathematically tested
by the well known astronomer Mr. V. B. Ketkar. ( Shivacharitra
Pradip, Pages80-81).

“The Indian documents all give Shake 1551 as the year of birth. To con~
vert this into the Christian ers one has to add 79 or 8 sccording as the month
is Philgun or Chaitra. Manytimes, however, this detall is ignored and the
Christian year is roughly caloulsted by adding 78. Hence probably we resd in
Eoglish writings the year 1529 instesd of 1630 A. D,

I



a2t

REFERENCES TO THE BIRTH DATEAOF SHIVAJIL. .
- wv::f:::]' Name of the book, Birth date given. Remarka.
A.D, '

1760 to 1770
" "
1770 to 1780

A 1798
1807
1810
1817
1818
1822
1822
1829
1831
1835
1844
1848

Rayari Bakhar.

Ninety-one Paragraph Ba‘kha}.

Tarikh-i-Shivaji.

Prabbanvali Shakavali

Dhadphale Yadi

Chitnis Bakhar

A Short Bakharofthe Maratha
Empire.

Shiva-Digvijay.

Nagpur Bhonsale Bakhar.

Chhatrapati Vamshachi Yadi.

Shivaji—Pratap.

Ramdasi Shakavali.

Vijayadurgachi Hakikat.

Pant Pratinidhi Ba:khar.

Panditrao Bakhar.

Shake 1548, Kshaya. Vaish@akba, brignt half, Sth-

. 1559
w1549
w1549
w 1549
1549

Monday..

»  Vaishakh,bright half, 5th.
Vibhava
Prz;bhava
Vaishak, bright half 2nd, Thursday,

Kshaya, Vaisba@kba, bright half 5th,
Monday.

Prabhava, Vaishakh bright half,
2nd Thursday, Rohini.

’” .

Vaishakh, bright half 5th.
Raktakshi.

1

Vaishikha *‘2nd dark half’ S8aman
Ashrin Alaf.

Shake 1549 Prabhava, Vaishakha, Full-Moon day,

’” ”

Monday.
Prabhava

Name of the year and the week day
are wreng

v *”
Name of the year wrong, week day
. not given

" and incomplete.
Incomplete entery.
Week day and tithi do not agree.
Narme of the year'and week day wrong
Week day and tithi do not agree.

" 9
-

Ineomplete. *
Name of the year wrong. Incomplete
Incomplete. ’

The Mahomedan year wrong. In-

comeplte.
Week day and tithi do not agree.

Incomplete.




i

1854
1866
1670
1695—96
1760
1820
1735
1783
1791
1803
1665 51670
1674
-

1635—96

1

Shedagaonkar Bakhar,
Historr by Bhide.
Shivabhushan,

Babhiead Bakhar,
Chitragupta Bakhar.
Shivakadvya by Purushottam.
Daspanchiiyatan Bhakavali.
Orme’s Historical Fragments,
Bpringel’s History

Tanjor 8tone Record,
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Shake 1549 Prabhava, VaishZka, bright half 3rd.

Saturday Rohini, Karka.

. ” ” Vaishakha, bright half 3rd Sat.
Dave not given

”»

Bhake 1551

123 A. D.

1629 A. D,
Shake 1551 (i. e. 1628 A, D. ) Pramodut.
Bhake 1551 Phalgun, 3rd of dark half,

”» ”

” o *

Samvat 1646 ( Bhake 1551,) Philgun, dark half
. 3rd,

Friday.

Datsails incompatible with each other

Day and date do not agree.

i

In complete
Indirect mention
In complete
English year an(; name of year wrongz.
Datails accurate.
"
"

Details accurate.




“Corroboration from Jodhapur.

While the evidence was slowly accumulating in favour of the
year Shake 1551 or 1630 A. D. luck appeared to favour the 're-
scarch workers and they came into the possession of what may
be regarded as the most authentic evidence and almost the last
word in the controversy. This was the horoscope of Shivaji,
obtained from an astrologer in Jodhapur. Pandit Raghunath
Shastri, editor of an astrological journal in Poona, who is always
in search of horoscopes from all sorts of places, learnt
of u collection of horoscopes in the possession of Pandit
Mithalal Vyis of Jodhapur and on searching among them for
horoscopes of some persons in the Deccan secured that of Shivaji,

The workers at the Bharat-Itihds-Samshodhak Mandal were
not likely to leave such a valuable paper remain unexamined,
They wrote to the Jodhapur astrologer requesting him to send
the collection in his possession, to Poona; but they were informed
that it was taken away by Rai Bahadur Gaurishankar H. Oza
Superintendent of Rajputana Museum, Ajmer. A request was,
therefore, made to Mr. Oz3 to scrutinise - the document and give
his opinion on it.

“The manuscript in question,” writes Mr, Oz in his letter
of February 22, 1926, “contains 542 leaves ( 1084 pages) bound
in old fashion, measuring 8"x24” and about 20 leaves are missing,
the traces of them are visible, The manuscript contains miscel-
laneous subjects such as historical notes on the Jodhapur State
(in Marwari language ), copies of several astrological books, com-
plete or in portions, medical prescriptions, horoscopes, kathas (in
Marwari), yantras etc. Nearly § part of the manuscript is devoted
to the astrological books or tables relating to Grahashistra, Dashis
etc. It contains about 600 horoscopes dating from Samvat 1472
down to ths 19th century of Vikram era. Some of these are
later additions in different hand and ink. At the end of several
astrological books, there are dates of writing them. I have bzen
able to find out 12 such dates, the earliest of which is Samvat
21732, Chaitra Sudi® 13th and the latest Samvat 1737%, Ashoji®
Badi* 10th.  Seven of these dates contain the name of the writer,
Purohit Shivardm, and in one place it is stated that Shivaram

* Shivacharitra Sahitya, P......
1 1416 A.D. 2.1676 A.D. 3, Bright helf. 4 1681 A.D. 5, Ashwin. 6. Dark half
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copied it at Jodhapur, This shows that the old portion was writteii
by Shivriin who seems to be a Jyotishi. Horoscopes are arrang-
ed in order of fumilies, such as Mussalmans ( Moghul Emperors,
Princes and Nobles ), Rathods of Jodhapur, Bikauner and Kishan-
garh, Kachhavihag of Amba and Jaipur, Rinis of Chitore and
Uduipur, Devras of Sirohi, Bhattis of Juisalmer, Ghors, Hudis of
Bundi und Kothas and  Muhuotos,. Mulitas, Singhwis, Pancholis»
Brahmaus, etc. of Jodhapur State. Horoscope of Shiviji is includ-
ed iu those of the Rauas of Udaipur, which shows that the com-
piler considered Shivaji as bzlonging to the Rand family of Udaipur
( Mewar ). Generally one lzaf contuins six horoscopss, three on
each side. The page containing that of Shiv3ji includes three
horoscapes.  First of them is of Rana Jaisinha's wife, Bai Gangi,
a daughter of Hada Satrushdla of Bundi. The second is of Rind
Juisinha’s son, Amarsinha, and the third is that of Shivaji. The
exact wording is as given below ;—

I *EIT 9 T A Y P T T Yot TN AT om0
T, 10133 &, YRR

Note—FTI=FI=T7 | §F=g (Fwrme) 1
3. GE 3 e=HATRATRY 9R 3018 |
{=®¢ §3 | WY W,

“All the horoscopes of the Princes ete. of Rajputana are in
Northern (Purnimanta) reckoning but, that of Shivaji is in Southern
( Amduta ) reckoning. Samvat 1686 Phalgun Badi 3 corresponds
to Friday, the 19th February 1630 A. D. Southern reckoning
shows that the horoscope was copied from an original one pre-
pared in Maharashtra. There was Friday on Chaitra, Badi (Badya)
3rd, Sumvat 1686 in the almenac of the $CHANDU's family con-
sulted by me. This Northern date corresponds to Phdlgun Badi
3td of Southern reckoning. Iam quite satisfied that the correet

* Bhivaji's birth on Friday 3rd of dark balf of Fhalsun, Samvat 1656 19 ho;r;
and 4 min. after sunrise. '
1 A {smous astrologet in Rajpuiana,
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dute of Shivaji's birth is according to the Southern reckoning
Philgun, Badi 3rd Friday ; and he was born at 30 Ghalis 9 Palas
after sunrise 1. e., a little after evening.” ( See Appendix).

“The photographs sent herewith are a little larger in size
than the original manuscript.”

{In a P. 8. to this letter Rai Bahadur Oza gives the following
information about Purchit Shivaraim :—Purohit Shivarim belongs
to the family of the famous Jyotishi Chandu. The horoscope of
Shivaram shows that he was born in Samvat 1694, Bhidrapad.
Badi 10th and all the horoscopes are arranged in order and
written by Shivardm himself up to Samvat 1777, The later ones
are not in Shivardm’s hand-writing. At the end of the horoscope
of each family there are a few blank kundalis ; some of them are
filled up in later time by different persons. I think Shivarim
died about Samvat. 1777, 1 came to the conclusion that the
manuscript originally belonged to the Chandu family and the fact
.was corroborated by Pandit Mitahalal Vyas, the owner of the
manuscript.” .

From this it is clear that Shivardm in whose hand-writing the
horoscope of Shiviji is brlieved to be was born in 1638 A. D. and
died in or son ofterl 721 A. D. at the ripe age of 83, He was thus
a contemporary of Shivaji.]

In unswer to another letter asking a few categorical questions
Rai Bahadur O writes on the 31st of March 1926:

“l. The horoscope of Shivdji is in Shivaram's hand-writing,
2. The manuscript contains the horoscope of Aurangzeb

which is copied below. v
AT
9 189Y BETRE 31T 3 gAY

3. 9fE 413y g7 | JEmmE ot [N/Vz

Ugis v 1 &, yizer 53 R,

l/
M=) ; AR 9 v s /
according to  Purnimanta :-_, B \"
reckoning. T2 N\l

“The Oriental Biographical Dictionary by T. W, Beal gives the
date of the birth of Aurangzeb as 11th Zilkad A. H. 1028 (10th
ﬂctober 1619). This date is not reliable. J. N. Sarkar, in his life

* Aurauzazebs bmh on Saturday lst of the dark balf of Mzrga shirsha in
Samvat 1673, 22 hours 10 mtu. after sunrise.
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. give, the ~*ary. It

sitie AL
night preceding .

)" on ths authority ¢ _
This 21" “nt is quite correct bzcauss 1517z ' .
corresponds to Kartika, Bahula 1, Samvat It %, according to
Aminta calculation or Margashirsha, Vadya 1. Samvat 1675
according to Purnimdnta reckoning.”

It is clear from all this that the h&roscope found in the colle-
ction with Pandit Mithalal Vy3s is a genuine document and as it
agrzes admirably well with ths entry in the Jedhe Chronicle, we
cannot escape tha couclusion that Shivaji was born on the 3rd of
the dark half of the month of Phalgun, Shukla Samvatsar, Shake
1551 which according to European calculation is 19th February
1630 A. D. and not on 6th April 1627 A. D. as recorded in all the
school books on Indian history. This latter date, therefore, seems
wrong.

Shahaji's pursuit by Lakhuji Jadhav..

A long, though bascless, tradition has a firm hold on the
public mind and the tradition of Shivji's birthin 1627 A, D, is very
long indeed. This year has been accepted asthe true year of the
birth of Shivaji for about 150 years and naturally the conservative
section of the public is still unwilling to accept the year 1630
A.D. slthough the case has been proved now almost b=yond doubt.
A tradition is killed by another tradition only and the year 1627
will be forgotten only after a generation or two.

A question is often asked “But how did this wrong date
originate?” A very interesting problem no doubt but quite
irrelevent to the question in hand. As remark=d by Prof. D. V.
Potddr, we have already found a genuins horoscops, we may one
day find a note in Shahiji's own hand-writing and yet be ignorant
as to who gave the wrong date first.

It is & pity that Mr. V. K. R3jwid: died without expressing
his final views on ths question. H: dclayed his d=cision mot be.
cause he doubted ths evidence accumulating in fovour of 1630,
but because he was troubled over a minor detail, for which hs had
not got a satisfactory explanation. Referring to the question of
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jviji's birth is accordmg Wle the Southern recl\omug
bs weites @ T i 5rd Friday ; anvr&% 1 say tha{ 30 Ghatis 9 Palas

was born at Sh¥ hmeclv month of Vaishikh pppendix).

whan h's fathor SIAPDS was baing pursusd by hilarger inuther
Lakhuji Jadhavrdo; whlle J=dhe Chronicle and the Taujore inscrip-
tion give ths 3rd oi ths dark half of Phalgun, Shake 1551. Itis
possible to decide who is right and I am inclined to accept the year
1549 bacausa there was none between Junnar and Mahuli in the
first half of the year 1551 to attack Shahsji, while Lakhuji Jadhav
was killed by Murtija Nizamshah on the Full-Moon day of Ashwin
of that year.”*

On the other hand, the other well-known historian of the
Deccan, Visudeo-Shastri Khare, in his book Mdloji and Shahdj:
refers to the same question and decides in favour of the year 1551,
“ When Shahaji was pursued by the Mughul armies under Lakhuji
Jadhav, he had to send his wife Jijau to Shivaneri where she gave
birth to a son who was named Shivdji. All Bakhars give this
account but the years, Shake 1548 as given in the Riyari Bakhar
or Shake 1549 as given in other Bakhars, are wrong and I believe
the year Shake 1551 as given in the Jedhe Chronicle to be more
accurate. Vaishakh of Shake 1549 is April 1627 and Phalgun of
Shake 1551 is February 1630. There is thus a difference of about

- 34 months between the two dates. Which of the two shall we
mccept 7 In 1627 the war was going on in Balighat and had
nothing to do with the Western ghauts. But in the year 1630 it
had shifted to somewhere near Sahyadri-hills, In 1627 the

- Mughuls had no cause to pursue Shahji ; in 1630, they had todo
:it under orders from the Emperor (Shahajahan), to quell the re-
bellion of Lodi. Therefore, it seems more probable that the true

_year of birth is Shake 1551.”

R 3 obvious that both Rajwade and Khare make the” etory of
‘-the pursuit of Shahaji by Lakhuji Jadhav, the touchsstons for'pro-
_ving the true year of Shivdji's birth and yet, curiously enqugh;
~arrive at contradictory conclusions. This is natural, as long as we
try to put together two uncertain statements. Before using
Shahaji’s pursuit as the touch-stone for proving the true year, one
must ascertain whether the pursuit is itself a historical truth.
There is reason to believe that it is not so. This account of the
‘pursuit appears only in the later Bakhars, None of the éarlier

Shiviji's b

* Lakhuji J3dhav was really killed two months earlier in Shrivan not in
Aghwin,

—
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manuscripts mention it, Thus, Shivabkdrat, Sabkisad, Chitragupta
or Jedke do not give the story, It is admittedly a story fora
poetical composition, but the account in Cantos VI and VII'
Shivabhrat is as follows :—

 After the death of Malikambar, Nizamshah of Ahmednagar’
could not secure a worthy minister. At Bijapur the wise Ibrahim
Adilshah was dead and his son, insolent Mahomed, came to the’
throne. Shahajahan who had succeeded Jahangir in Delhi sent
his armics to conquer the Deccan and loyalto his old master,
Nizamshah, Shahdji left Bijapur and went over to Ahmednagar,
So did Lakhuji Jadhavr3o,

“Meanwhile Vishwasray, a nobleman in the service of Nizam-
shah was staying at Shivaneri and he offered his daughter in
marriage to Sambhiji, the eldest son of Shahiji. Shahdji accepted
the proposal and the marriage was celebrated in great pomp at
Shivaneri. Sometime after this event Shahiji left the place to
meet the Mughal General Daryikhan, keeping his wife at Shivneri
as she was in a condition of advanced pregnancy.

“ While Shah4ji was engaged in fighting with proud Darya-
khan, to protect the virtuous and to punish the wicked, Almighty
himself appeared on this earth, in the family of Bhonsale on the
3rd of the dark half of Phalgun, Shake 1551, Because he was born
at Shivaneri, the boy was named Shiv.

“ Although Jadhavrio left the Mughals and came over to the
side of Nizamshah, the latter was suspicious. He insulted Jadhav-
- r3oone day and got him assasinat>d at ths door of ths Durbar hall.”

The story of this pursuit of Shahdji by his father-in-law
Lakhuji Jadhavrao as it appears in different bakhars contains a
number of inaccurate statements, For instance, it is sald that—

1. Shahji used to sit on the throne with the boy -Nizamshah
in his lap. Jadbavrio could not tolerate it and decided to pumsh
Shahji with the help of the Mughals.

2. Atthsrequest of Jadhavrdo, Mir Jumla came with an army
from Delhi and besicged Mahuli where Shahdji was staying w.th
his son and wife.

3. After six month's fight, finding that the \!uglmls were too
powerful for him, Shahdji d-cid=d to s=ek sh-ltrr at Bjapur, :

4. Escaping ons n'ght from Mahuli, wth b's wf- }jcbai and

son Sambhyji, he was pursued by Jadhavrio; Jijabdi being in an
advanced state of pregnancy could not bear the hardships of a horse-
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ride and Shahdji had to run away aloue, leaving Jijabai to the care
of her father. ‘

5. Jadhdvrio sent her to Shivaneri where shs gave birth to a
son and that waa Shiviji the founder of the Marathd Empire.

Now history tells us that in 1627 Nizamshah was not a minor
He was a grown up youngman, full of vice and a notoriously bad
character. Elliot and Dawson Vol. VII, P.433. Ths story of
Shahdji's occupying the throne with boy-Nizamshah in his
lap and the cons=quent jealousy of Jadhavrio is a myth. This
Burhan alias Murtija Nizamshah was killed in 1631 A.D,
and was succeeded by a minor. Two years later this minor was
taken prizonst by ths Mughals, when Shahji placed another minor
ou the throne, The minor's regime in Ahmednagar, therefore,
was after 1631 and not in 1626-27. Again the incidents noted
above under 2-3-4 depend on the siege of Mahuli, but th's occured
in Shake 1557 i, e. 1635 or 1636 A, D. Ths story of the pursuit,
therefore, is a confusion of three or four incidents occuring over a
decade, mixed up with lot of i xrmgxmry stuff.

Nor is it rcasonable to say that Jadhavrdo sent Jijabaito
Shivaneri in 1626-27, when he was in the service of Jahangir and,
therefore, not on good terms with Shaha-jalian, a rebel against his
father, who was moving between Junnar*® and Nasik about ths cnd
of the year 1626.

This is also the right place to explain away an objection rais-
ed against the entry in the Jedhe Chronicle about Shivji's birth,
by Prof. J. N. Sarkar among others, bacause that entry is follow-
ed by another which is, according to Prof. Sarkdr, palpably wrong.
The latter entry runs thus—

“In ths month of Chaitra Ibrahim Adilshah was dead, Sultan
Mahamud came to ths throns, Khaviskhdn becams the minister,
Murdr Jagdev became the Karbhdri.”

Now this is wrong if we read it to mean that Ibrahim Adil-
shah died in Chaitra. But it is correct if we put a comma after
Chaitra and read it to me=an that Murir Jagdev became the
Karbhari in ths month of Chaitra, the thres intervening sentenc s
baing inssrted to giva th: reasons for ths appointmsnt. But sup-
posing thisis A wrong entry it is not clear why any objsction
should be taken to ths entry about Shiyiji's birth which is now in-
d:pandently supported and tost:d by mathematical calculations.

§ Shivaneri is s hill forcress near Junnar, -
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Bibliography.

Of the many manuscripts noticed ou puges 12-13, 8 large
number originally appeared in different history journals and are
now out of print. The only method of access.to them is to get
their copies from some libraries. Dut all are not equally important,
Foriustance, those that bear the dates subscquent to 1830 A. D,
have littlz value as evidence. It is reasonable to suppose that they
drew, for their information, on the volumes of Graut Duff (1827 or -
the documents used by him. Again, Rdyari Bakhar, Ninety-dre
Paragraph Bakhar, Tarikh-i-Shivaji,and The Short Bakhar of the
Maratha Empire are nzarly identical. Chitraguptd’s Bakhar i3 an
enlarged cdition of that of Sabldsad and Jedhe Shakdvali is
probably an enlarged edition of Rd;ydbhishek Shakduali which is
again thg sams as in Forbes' collection, Ths Tanjor Stone -
Record apprars to get its information from Shivabhdrat.

Instead of a long list, therefore, just a few important books
on the subject, are named below.

English.
Riyari Bakhar, Forest Selection, Government Publication.
Life of Shivdji, by Prof. J. N. Sarkar, Clacutta.
Sabhdsad Bakhar, Calcutta Univers'ty Publication.
Forbe's Collection, Royal Asiatic Socicty.
Indian Calendar, by Dixit and Sewell
Shivaji Souvenir, by G. S. Sardesai. (Gives Jedhe Shakavali)
Marathi.
Marithyauchy3 Itihisichi Sadhane, by V. K. Rajwade
Vols. 4, 18, 21,
Chitris Bakhar, edited by K. N. Sane, Poona.
Kivyetihis Sangrah "
Bhirat-Varsha edited by D. B. Parasuis, Satara Vols. 1-2

Reports of the Annual Conferences, ) Bharat-Itihis-Sams-
} shodhak Mandal,
Proceedings of Fortnightly Meetings, Poona.

Shivacharitra-Pradip, by D. V. Apte, & S. M. Divekar.
(gives the Jedhs and R3jyibhishek Shakavalis).
Shivacharitra $3hitya, by K. V. Purandare, Bharat-Itihas.
Samshodhak Mandal, Poora.
Shivabbirmt, by S. M. Divekar, Poona
Ridhd Madhav Champu, by V. K. Rajwads
Maloji and Shahaji, by Vasudeoshastri Khare, Miraj
Khare's Jantri (Chronological Tables, giving the corres-
ponding Indian and European dates. )
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APPENDIX,
The Hindu Calender.

Readers who are not familiar with the Hindu Calender may
find it somawhat difficult to follow the details, although care is
taken in every case ta make them self-explanatary, The following,
therefore, may prove useful,

The Hindu year consists of twelve Lunar months and is
approximately of 353 days. In three years, it thus lags behind
the Salar year by about 30 days and this lag is corrected by
having every third year, a year of thirteen months. The correction
is automatic and nsarly accurate. Each month th2 sun crosses a
zodiacal sign, but once in threc, years appears a Lunar month in
which this crossing doss not take place. It may take place, for inst-
ance, on the last day of the.preceding month and the first day of
the succeeding month. The month without a crossing is thus
an extra month and bears the nam: of the succzeding month,
Once (or twicz) in a century it also happens that the sun
crossas two zodical signs in the same Lunar month and then
month is passed over i. ¢, omitted. The year is thon of eleven
months only. B

In the Dzccan thay follow what is known as the Shilivdhan
era and the figures for a year are precaded by the word Shake.
This era begins about 78 years after ths Christian era and to
obtain ths Cristian from a Shaka year one must add to ths latter
79 or 78 according as ths month is approximately before or after
March, for ths naw year's day in the Daccan is somawhare about
varnal equinox. In ths North thzy follow th: Vikram era
which is distingnished by ths word Samval, This bagins about
56 years bafors Christ and to obtain ths Christian yzar from
a Samvat y=ar ons must subtract about 56 years. from ths latter.
Thz n3w year's day in this casz comss somawhere in Novembor.
Math-matical tablzs ars now availablz and w3 can find the Euro-
pean dates corresponding to the Shaka or Samvat datss and vice
versa from 1630 A, D. to 1900 A, D.
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The Hindus also recognise a cycle of sixty years and each year
of this cycls (Samvatser) bears a name. This fact has been extreme-
ly ugaful to a research student of Mar3thd history. A number of
entries are discarded or arc treated as doubtful and wanting
corroboration because a wrong uame of the year is mentionsd.
For instance, Shake 1549 was Prabhav, but soms dbcumants give
Shake 1549 Raktakshi., Now either 1549 is wroug or Raktakshi
is wrong, or both arc wrong. Th: entry thereforc is not
trustworthy.

A year has twelve Lunar months® and a month has four weeks
and two fortnights. A week has seven days corresponding to the
seven week davs in the European calendar. The first fortnight
is called the bright half and ends on the Full-Moon day ; the
second fortuigit is called the dark half and ends ou the New-Moon
day. The whole month is a period between two New-Moon days
and consists of about 29 to 30 days.

[In somec places in northern Iudia, 8 mouth is a period
between two Full-Moou days. Their first half is the dark half
and the sccoud half is the bright half.  The month in the Deccan
is thus Amidnt, cnding on a New-Moon day; while that in
Northeru Iudia ‘s Purniminta, ending on a Fullmoon day.
(See Page 15).  Thus, the bright half ol Philgun would
be the same everywhere in India. but the dark half of
Phalgun in the Deccan would be the dark half of Chaitra in
the North. ]

Every day of u fortnight agaiu has a uame and the number of
days in a fortnight is not arbitrary but is made to depend on the
movements of the Moou through the heavens. The Hindu calendar
i9 thus a complex affair and this complexity also has helped a
research worker in Mahardshtra in no small measure. '

A day 1s the period from Sun-rise to Sun-rise aud is divided
iuto sixty equal parts called Ghatis,  Each Ghati is further
divided into sisty Palus, and euch Pala hae sisty Vipalas.
A Ghati is thus cqual to 40 minutes, and & Pala is equal to
40 Seconds.

* The pames of the months sre—Chaitrs, Vaishikh, Jyeshta, Ashidha,

Bbrivan, Bhidrsnada. dchwin, Kartkia, Murgashirehs, Psvshs, Mighs
Phiigun,
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Thus when « Hindu astronomer records the birth of a child
he gives : :

1. The numbzr of ths year { Shake or Samvat )
The nams of the year ( Samvatsar )
The nams of ths month. -
The nature of ths fortnight ( bright half or dark half
The day of the fortnight ( Tithi )
The week day _
Ths time of day, beginning from sunrise (Ghatis and Palas)
Ths position of ths moon at birth (Nakshatra)

If a particular entry gives all thess or most of these aud
mathamatical calculations show tham to bs all correct we can
without hesitation take it as genuine. For it is extremely :diffi-
cult to forgs an accurate entry. It can bs done only by a clever
mathsmatician armed with modsrn aids to calculation.

Ths dates in the Bakhars are all rejected for this reason ;
their details are hopelessly incorrect.

Ths date in ths Jedhs Chronicle which is the sams as that in
Shivbhrat or that in ths Jodhapur horoscope is accspted as cor-
ract, bacause it is mathamatically aceurate.

-
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