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' 
IlfTRODUCTIOIJ 

One of the pro blcrna i~ the stu ely of oource l!leterial in rcgai! to the 

history of Bere;al:l. prose is a stereotype about ita (lcncsis in the British _ 
' . . . 

impact on Boreal and especially in the use of pr:i~till8 press. This st<>reo-

type is_ quite often accepted os a· factual history. The greet master_s-of. 

the history of Be>IUali li~re.ture, _such. as Dr. -~usl1il Kumar De," Dr. Su!cumm­

Sen and other scholars such as Dr• Sisir KUJ:Iar Das hP.ve teken the Britannic-­

gene-sis of. Bngcli proso for granted, Basiz:e bimsolf on such a premise, the 

ft.mericc.n historian David Kopf, wont to the extent ,of antitliq; his· book on 

Ind.;-Bete;ali Cultura of the elites in the. CP.lcutt~ region :l:n-the early 19th. 

century,- Dri tish Oriontalism ·end the &real P~naissance :the dyn:.ciics of 

Indian·l~dernisatioO,' 177'3-1835 (1969). The result of ouch a historicol 

outlook is "that ochol;,.ro of our generation !!XC. not even cmcourogcd· to search 

for aey other sources of the -(;enesis of Bcnz,Ui prose, let alone irdigenous 

sources, such as manuscri~ts and private letters, 

Some collactions _of lotter·s urittan: in lfOr!r-a-day Bere;"ali have itrlaed 

been adited or cor:>piled ,.,hich give a picture of a diffcr<mt prosa style. 

But the lettero "hich ,.,are ·cormionly rafcrred to, fou~ in the Conch· Behar 

correspotrlance, !<ept in the l<ational Arcbivco of Itx'ia -and adited by 

'Sur.cndranath Sen, or gathered from bones in tha upper Rarh region by 

Dr.- Pa:nchane.n liandal, have their origin l!lainly in the eerly 19th century; 

the ones ,.,hich are prior to the period of British irilp.._ct are relatively 

scanty •. :<:ro:rever, i>.ro receat finds. of very large collections o:! letters 

~rrittcm either by llcavero in East Bote;cl or_ a faJllily in the Bh!JBirathi basin, 

can defini~ly be t'I'!ic"e~ to dates in the 6th and. 7th decades of 18th century, 
leai! one to . · . !3 li These l!l.'\Y ;tbitic J.n taroo of eltcrn..'\tJ.ve sourc_as, for the study of a c~a -

prose ,.bich tmot have .been exinnt consi~erably before ,that. anr1 w"ich tl:Jere~­

fora considerably pra-~o.teo the iopact, beneficial, pe:rvertire; or othe"'.ri-, 

of ::Tiz:elioh in colordal oircUJ:Istancoa. In tho oeooni! belf of -this paper, an 

attel!lpt will he made to spell out the implications of such a discovery, 



ii 

For the presen:f;, it is_ n.ecesse:cy to st,rt by considerite the-
... '-·. -

ene.lytic:o.l aspect of such -a pre-dati~,' It is argued in the first sectiom .- '· -·' 

of -tms paper that· the prose .~;!Jich developed in the eerly··19th century-was 
.. 

the product-~f certain speeific 'neeil.s by e foreign- dominant eli fu;· us!te --

the su'bordinste tr~lation _services of the:ir I:Ollabor.,tine;Inl.i~ -'partner' 

like Ram r~ Bose, YJ:t'ityunjaY ~idy~lenrar a:rl--others •. The structure ,.rhich .. 
- . was rear:?d· on those, by people of the. eminence of Re.mmobun Roy ani! bis 

generation, ~res to c certain exten:f; constrain<l<J. by the coloma! relationahip 
• • : ! • ; ':,. • : • ·. •• - - • • ' •· ~ . • • 

!row ever, a- o~ of syntectic81 structure ·,·rot1ld ohow that tber<l arti extan:f; -

evidences...in ~rh~.t were initielly oral forms of· col!l!!lUnication, such as so~s, 

folk draEa, <ltc. of the -marks of a fairly dev2lop<'ld prose fol.'l!l. Tbio was 

diff-er en:!; from the· aver-fo:rmalised am -wo mod out- structuros· that were 

prepare:!- by Paniii ts and 11ansbis e~eged for the Sahibs 1 convenience of 

learnite• In successiv" parts of tbis'peper.·I .havo 

show how an altcrnc.tive prcto-ln-ose strUcture !!d8ht 

csseyBd an attempt to 
. j • ' . 

be· conStrnctecr.~ •Tb,e · 

proto-prorll! th,..t one ~an discern in thi! lyrics, "lrab:ieans", folk dramas,' otc, 

o.f ihe late 18th century was closer to the noodo of mass co=nication in 

Bengel dnril:ll: the transition frol!l--indigenous rural to- a foreign doniinatod 

colonialism. There is scope for· a i!et~l<ld s'tu<1y 'by apply.iig tools o1' . -

syn:f;acticcl. analysis. T!'!is might give us an inkli~ of an alt<n-native line 

of doveloP=!~ ,.,bicb ''"-C oub!larged .by the colonial 'elite of the early 19th 

century. 

·. 
~ev<lr, in the loot pert of -the paper I have sugg<lstcd that in 

a~dition to-these subz:Jergcd remnances there ~ras anoth<lr and J!lOra formal, 

tbough e.31Jy, atrl r·lliflu"nt structure of pros" in tho conn:xm· opistolary 

usa by the Bel:ll:cl.i DaSseo of the 18th century. In f'act, one\iouB probably 

not ba averat<:>tin; the cas" if one ~rare t~ scy that tbe:f.e rt4>;ht have· be<ln a . . -
suppression of ~el:locratic syntax by tb" bceinning of the .19th ll<!utury. The 

·rr- :; L • • • 

implicetions o'f such <:> r1ioccvery ~rould appc!ax: to lead to -the neod- for consi---

derably core reaearch on the dcv<lloP,ent of Bcn-geli syntax : in one dir<>etion 

it ~rould lead to the search ~or nore such eVidence in the''18th century and in 

the other direction they ~rouli! lead to a· mrc critical cotf!Dination of the 

syntax as practised by 19th contury Bcmo.li wri tors. 



· 'l?!la c:'lronc-~ogicai history of :'lCJ::eeli ]ll'ose be"ins with ';u:ropean 

naceo. I1anoel Da Aosuopacao, a native of 'Thro:rn r.rr an Aueustinicn :fri~.r­

of t!la Coq>reeacao da I~~a Oriental uoeQ ~D3nli prose sentences in print 

foP :the first tina in 17Y-> in Iris- 1Crepar Xaxtrer Ortb, b!lec' <>r 
1Caltbeciono en Douilrina Cbristaa 1• 'i'bere is Don Antor>~o·'s 'CatecbiSI!l' 

in Beq>ali it; 1743. tbc lec<m:'l bei11:: that the author wrur a Bcu,n;ali by birth 

and :?ortueuesc by upbrireim. But t!lese are only 1fe.r extant "ritims of a 

distinctly Portueuese oriein.;. fron these arx' other references, it ·is 

not hezardous to conclude th,.t these Portu,n;uese mosione.ries,like Carey 

and H,:rs':mran of a later age, though on ?..modest scale, must. b;we created 

and left behind tbem an interestire body <if Portueuese Beq>ali literature 1 

(De 1962, pp.58). 

These Jll'ecursors are follm<ed by the Srirronpur nission a~ Fort -­

\•!illiac College, The ?Ublication o:f. the. 'lible in Be~al:j. Jll'Ose in 1801 was 

an important event, in spite of the prose beiq> 1mar1ied .... tbrou"h out by 

earliness em imeturity 1 the W()rk is S~.id to be irnportcnt 1as the earli<>st 

specimens of simple and hcmoly ]ll'Ose ,·(ibid pp.104)', 

l~xt cones the Fort ;-lillian College (1800) anil its Beueali 

depertnent under Vlilliac Carey. It bas~ been observed that 'th:> nover!Cnt 

for Undertcld.'q:: literary aq;l S\licntifi'c liO:r"'s in fletr,eli !;ll"OSe atrl for --­

translation into that ,lemuec;o~ ~rbicb t1ll 1850 bnr' b<>en so conspicuous an 

activity in the 1~"-•rary·history of Boq:e.l, hat\ its beginniq: in the . . 

publications of the colleg~ o-i 'Fort 1~illi= 1 (ibid. pp.107-08), 

In a iist prepared from three sources (Annals of tbe Collefe of Fort 

vT:i.liiap h-J Roebuck, Ccl.cutto. 1819~ The Collese of Fort '''i-!lien 'by Clauiliu~ 
Duchanen, 1819 end Loz:e 1s catal?gue) i7 hooks ere mentioned os published ' 

from Fort 1-TilliOD College in the ]?eriod betHeon 1801 am 1815. In spite · 

of ~omo doubt about ooo or 'b!·ro boo!rs, ~rhethcr these 'lore LT.>blisbed fron the 

college or not, the 17 boo'cs !'lore Hith A Dictlio!!3IT of the Bere.o.lee 

L.,mu~e by '•'illiem Carey publishoc bet,, eon 1815-:'.5 ~..re considered to be the 
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bulk of the Fort ~·lillian College ~blic,.ticns, Of •tbeoe 17 .books 4 arc. 

original writin:;s, 7 n.re tr,_nslation works; Z. are grat:rJaticD.l anit lexico-, 

graphical '<orks and the r2na.ini!l2: 2 ere Carey.1s collections of 1Tcat'oop,_•;athan' 

and 1itiahe.snc.la I o 

So long, these publl~ations he.ve b<mn consii'ered by oost hiatorians 

of Bett>a.li lite!":>.ture to be the beginnim of l3en:o;al:l. prose, '.i'be reasons for 

such conclusion l'.re best presented in the follOior:i.~ a2'(lunent 

Since the practical i!iseppearenoo of 
Bengali literature aeter Bb"-rctcbandra 1s 
~eath, ito firDt public c~~ee~cc is to 
be traced in the prose 1,JUblication of 
this colltBe, which, altbo~b no literature 
by thenselves, c"rteinly heralded 
the oore nature productions of the·· 
later ile.ys. The in170rt,_nce of . 
Fort '''illian College in .the hiotory 
of nod ern Bett>cli proac _is not ~uc 
to the supr;,oe excellence of· :its 
publicetion , , , hut_ to the f-,;..;t .. 
that by its enploynent of the Press,_ 
by p"cuniery and other ._encouraeencnt, 
by e.ffozdit:g a central·•place for the 
needed contact of nind to m!rl, it 
gave such en inpetuo to. &!P,ali 
leartrl.ng, "-" yas' neiiar (:ive'n by any oth:?r 
institution since i\lc esteblishncnt of 
British rUle. (De. 1962, pp.to6), 

The Sriranpur mssionaries beg"-n publishi~g 'Digdersan1 (April 1818) 

·the firat l:lengali nontbly em 1Seoachar Darpan', (H,y, 1818) the firat Bengal: 

News- weakly,. fron Srir!ll:l';Ul'. At present l)istorians consi~er these !Jerioc'.ical• 

_to be r<Buler nedia for cultivation of Bengali prose. Bate"-li intellectW>.ls 

en<! writers like R=han Rey :o-.nd Bloe'!leni Cheran !hmuopPi'byay broll(lht out 

-weekly wwspapers in the early t.ronti2a. But- it did no-t l!l!lrk th~ ~-of the 

mssiona1Y coJ:Dand over Ben3ali prose. Sue!' a cbarue in the.· scheme of tl.Ji"QOs 

would take us to tb2 -l;hirtieo ~~~en Bcn3ali journnlisi:l bec,.,e a social 

pheooncnon and. by rcguhr practice 'X!Il3'11 i prorie was transfomei! to bccone 

the vehicle of aocial exchaqoe. 
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II 

~e ioZ'cgoi~ resuna is- a"vccy brief SUL""laZY of ibe <lefimtiva 

history of Beq;ali prose. it is our?Qrtc~ by such en irrefutable chronolo~ 

which lims the Fort v!illiQI!I CollP.~e au', Srirsnr:mr 1·3.osion perioc1. (1800-189.5) 

with the er:tcrgance--e:l' a nm< 'b,.m· of· Be~".li ~Triters. ?.'Jia chronelo..,"Y hns no 

apparent gaps a~~ ~ such is nccepte<l by ell th~ historians of Bc~ali 

liter"ture, especi!'.lly of prose liternture, Iu the first such trentise 

~Tritt:m by R"-"Ueti llj-nyerntnn (1873) ~.ni! in nn imuort~.nt Inter treatise 

~sh Chandra Dutt (1877) 'the inst.".nccs of pre-Jritish Beq;nli litcrnture 

were collected from worltc orrittcn in verse. They ncceptcd the bcginniq; -of 

prose literature in BertOPii'·~:s n ,,at British pb<mornenon. Since then the 

oth.cr errors· of these pionecrire' ~tti!opts· of 1-rriti~ a J,istory b,.e been 

corrected by later '-istorinns· atrl the loistory of Be~ ali liter .... ture h.'lS been' 

developed in to " sep..--.rete br6nch of study. Bu-t no controv.ersy seens to- ex;st 

about the boginnirtO of Be~ali Tn'p.sc. Rather~ f,cts on this period apwar 

to be finnlly settled. In ell ouch historical cval'lationo where n""r :facts 

b~o been discoverecl P.m arr.".q3cd, =ely Bereeli· literature in the ·nineteenth 
' 

century' by S.K. De, F,.;q:;nb.SQhitycr Itibas by !3u!CUJ!lar Sen, !3crenli literature 

by ·J ,C, S'hose anc1 such specialisec:1. studies on the period _ns B~.mln Gacyn 

Sobityer Itihc-.s I by Sajani !':ante Dns am S.!l''ibs on= l·'unshis by Sioir !~Ur:tcr 

· Dao. tbisJ3M-Dann!eG<>meois o:!: 30!l1Ali. prose hos b~en uncquivoec.lly accepted 

as a bistorical i Mt. 

Froo such acceptr>nce crvcr nearly two centuries. the &'aptation of 

Carey, Ji:arshonn mic1 ''.Tare to the geneoloc;y of Berenli seems to be complete. 

and final. In this procilso of iil.cntifyitt: r:>n inc~u"=l.ta':llc chronolor;ice,l. 

progression >rith eooentit'J. r;encalosY,"'e have carec:1. l-oss for aa equallyvdic:1. 

bio~;r~p~ict'.l fMt. that C~;rey cid not td<c to Bctt:.-,.li tdrrly, In the .bsi; __ 

years of the. eiGhteenth century when C&cy wco t:cyirn to ham Bc~ali, _he 

compleinoc1 const~.;t.".ly in hio letters ~.bout t~c 1unoettted stc.te of its forr:ts 

and e:rprcsoicns, of itn gr'll'Jr'_ar mrl ortho"re.pby' ~.!l"' be totally·fnile<1 to 

un~erstcm the li:it bet.rcen tbe "rittcn Bere t'.li :m" the ci,lcct. 
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"The l~uaee sCJOken by the natives 
of tbis part, tho-q:;h ile~ali, is so 
different frOI!I the 1~."Be itself 
that tboueh I c~..n pr~cch en hour ~rith 
toler~ble freedom so as tbc.t- ell .,ho 
sped<: the lamuaee or can read. or 
write, -un:!erstanS\ me perfectly: yet­
the poor labourim people can uti'er­
sta.trl rne little". 

(Froa ·a· letter ~n1.tten on October 
2, 1795, ikcoirs .o:~ "1illi>ll!l Carey 
ca. by :'!lustace Carey) . 

There are more urlrlm co=c,:,ts by hil!l when he describes this country es one 

"-devoted to the .sarvice of Satani: e~ i=ersed in the a>rful ia·norance of 

. beathenness". In his letters collected by lllu~-!:ace Carey in l~coirs of- ~'1i lliac 

~we shall not get a ci:ele line written by Carey in praise of· the B~"Q"'.ali 

l~age~ ·3vcn as c. .learner, Carey docs not ap]Oro:!.Ch Be~di ·"ith any !!<lnse 

of lllO~esty. In the letter quoted apov:<! .he expresacs no uncertainty even 

about his prorunciation. :!Ie is all cor--e!)t am tb f'!lllt ·lil!s ~r;l. ih the 

la~~e. 3:ence the la"Q"'.u,ge ahoe1l~. be cha~cd to 

whet Ce.rcy kno.rs, i.a. expects the lnmuage to be. ·- . 

a shape corre;pomim to 

Thus, the, !JOO.C~llai', Britisl 

p,.rentage o:f Bcrgcl. prose was void of nocesoary uni'cratc.n'lill:; ~nd c&-e. 

C,-rey en:! 1:lia ilk lrere corl!:xicte;i 1dtb. ecpire-bnildi-q;. Their hoote and -

concern :Zor cvolvire e :Zorn of Bcm;d:i prose "ere it:lpelle~ by >:Jiosiooory-clll!l­

it:IP"rial obj.ect of prec.chit:e Christian eospels to heathers in their O<<n 

toruue. C~ end his brother t:li~sion'lrico. 1·rere he.oty to cvolv<1- a--for!:! of 
,.. . -. 

prose, SO that, the e;oopels of· tbe :r;,~ t:lic;bt l;e "!?TOM ':led to tboY--!)eathen- · 
·. 

in their own-l!ltUUaB"• IS.ssionar:l.es ,.,,re ,,J.oo ecpire-bui;li!ero an:!··the lat:eUal?:' 
. . ~~- . 

of a subjcct-pc~_ple co))lc not be civen IJUCb. ticc an bM been neceosary :f~ 

civilised :;1:i.ropcan bl<:.nae:cs to 3ive birth to a f<im. So the bil'th of the. 

proaa bel.' tc· ,toke place by force. ':'be consaq-<lence ~rao-:l'irst nn abortion­

the Srirenpur Bible in Be~ali ]?l'Ose ~.m then a ooron -- tho Fort '''illiem 

booko in pr09e. 
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Tbere_is therefore little point in usirtr tile.' age-old Bercali oetaphor 

to describe C!ll'oy as 1Jaa'lke 1 of_ the Ben<3ali prose,·:·l·!y"'caiH> is :-' 

1· . . that . th (! synt;,..;-tical strticke of 
Be:r:geli prose and the syntactic.~ ·-
structure of_ the Fort '•fillic.n texts ara 
so differcint ·that the farner cannot be 
the rom-!lt of the l<?ter, e.trl as ouch, 
the Berg ali prose cnn.'l<lt be snic~· to begin 
with the Fort ~''~lli~.D booka; 

2. that i-n.,thlf h·renties an:l tbirties ·of. 
the nineteenth. cantury. the Berc,J.i n"'rs-·: 
Pal"!rii ~.na 'Jotim..J.s snch -,.,~. sll!"lnchc.r · · 
DsgpC.n;:snnqchqr Cbanc1.rika, Se,nb,C ?rabhnkar, 
Genoneweshnn, S,,b.3d ;;chqske,r in their regular 
practice of !,)rOse.;;,.,ritim developed the 
Parti~ulnr .BeiCali sentence-structure with 
sc;ope :f<i>r"ftirthe:[o_~ificetiono; · 

j,- that " Pr<>to-prose ~1ns exta~: in­
BeigaH. in the later 'PaTt ·of the e:!ebt"eonth 
century wh:l.ch. "~· pre-Britisp, both in -
chronology,and in syntactical structure and 
vocabulary. .. 

In the pro sent note I shall·.not be o.reuirc for t'\Je first· ana second 
'. . ,· 

parts involviq:: structur.U .analysis of prose. 
-! I" • • 

11y icoc~iete •concern i_s >rith the third part of the are=ent i.e. the 

existence of a ·proto-prose. in. Beq::eli 'in the cigbtGcntb cGntury. ·-In e. !?(lss~e 
quotGd,;froo Berenli Literature ·in t':le. NinGtcenth Century by S.IC.De in tbe .first 

section of this note it boo' b:>en.' seic1 thnt a e-np· in the- cbronolcgicQl-lJ,istory 

of Bc:r:geli: litGratura exists .between Bharatchandra1s i'eath ;in 1!?60 ,.nd­

fou!rlation of Fort ~[illieo College in t800.- ,.Lot us exaoine if. n proto-t>ros~ 
' ,,~L• • 

literature nay bc~~cntific~ for this period, 
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In 
-::-· 

The s~ bistoril'.n in his attempt to- exple.in t!Jis flap in· the chronoloey 

says that in this pe:cioo, 1flo_u:cishe<'l a class·of B<lteRli ;{riters, chiefly poets. 

whcurere uninf-luenced. by !!:~lish ic!eas ~.>.m: ,.,ho rneintainec!, even with doclinire; 

powers, the liter,.ry-· treditions of the past 1 airl eg~.>.in, '• .. they •• , =intain 

the continuity .of 1-iterary !iist·ory c!urirg the pariod of interregmnn bet--•een 

the death of 3harat Gberi!re and the emergenc<;_ of the now school'. 

The 1113in bulk of the l:j:terature of the 1)eriod is lost foreve-r, From 

the 9111aller part that has been saved thn me.in forms ·I!UlY be identified· as 

(1) Kabi(lans, (?.) Tappa Sones of li!l:dbu·B;bu o.m-·-otbersl (3) 1Ramprns00. 1 Sores, 

(!o) 1Bharat Chamrl 1 :Versos, (e;) P""ancheli and Yatra. 

Of these, m =ple of natichali:. "iif''y'Btrii literature bas come doun to 

US M these ~1ere meinly_ oral litereture ere ibe practitioners "ere-Ull'?cluceted, 

sooetdmes illiterc.te, ~!e s':!cll hcve to make our assumptions ·on the baois of 

scenf;y B!llllples of the other varieties. On =:J.Y oc·ca'eiions the i!.atin<; and 

authorship of the pieces at'" in doubt, But stylistically and tbematicolly 

they belo:Qg to the intc 18th century. 

From Iswar ~-u'Jl;a I a hi sto:ci c,.l narratiot;~ of the 1!bbifl ans 1 ati from 

aOI:Il other ~rritizus of later periooc, it Dey' bo G<!en that t'!:lis form waa meinly 

conversational. In r-~hie"-11 1 there were·-{lueotio.ns ·am -repUe~ bot."~cn 1:>10 

partias. These were of a p.~icula- type.•. l•:Y hunch is :t!:lat .. t!Jis ·form of . . . . . ' . 

oo:tlVC'reation, of frcmirg a ouestion cunninely end 9f replyirg to it or 

~oidire; it 'r.ith e®al or more cun!!l.q>; reouii'_cd a prose,-,atyle. 'The la>rs. of 

. v<>rsific ation end the re(lu:i,:r0me~ts of "uick retorts, ~ftcn .,~,ith a syntactic" I 

cbcJ::ge, worked et vcri~.nce. But the ocope -~f cql~:" tb~ problem '"les. in the 

form itsalf. Tr~.dition.,l vcroific~.tion with ·alliteretions;' mlllll nn:l other 
• '·. :"1 . . • 

rhetorics· of nou:rla, w~.s mxcd >ritb impromptu st,tomcnts in sillple -proec-

(lrebed as verse, "'Jven in thiS GCCOI!d '[l!U't rhymes 'rere to eive- "n tl])TJCIJl;'ence Of 

verse. But a~dy mey fill'!, by 1coepi~ dcd' to the rbymP.n and fit,ures, thnt 

these are siMPle prone. 'J.'!Jesc o:ro ('.lso open-to technical ~.n"'lysis of syntac­

tic~.l struct=c• 'I'be result ~rill be the s,-.,me. 
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&re is an cxonple fx:>n early _period 

1 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 . 

19 

~0 

?.1 

?.2 

131:\iT imlf, \)i'l1J -q( t:i ~ "ll>l~ 
• 

<r.~ tt'if>.r. m ~ 1 

~ 

>~11-r.< ~;14CGil ~ m,· 

11 :ur "\:)"::j ~ u . ; .: ·' ... 
m 1\m' ~ 1(11J, . . ( . ,-. ·. 

"g qrr;:r "[<l(STIJ, . 
,t- I; 

-rn ~ flir.I \J .ft! fti;~ ~ _'IBI II 

... . m fl:t<r .!l~~ -~ ~ 
:, ) ! ) ;. • ;: 

f'ft<KI >! \:l\5'1'f"! "' f'.Tr<r >!~ • • . ' . 
'\~ "ffil l:liTof~ ~~-~ II 

... 
. . "\I'"Q. ~ Ollfl:l >! t;T!( <!1>!~. 
' ,, ·:··:·. ... 
i5"-qr ~ \11Rtl5 1Jr< t . 

. ,. '.:. . 
\li14GIIJ \:1-r.:rl.\5 q;rt;m-q ~-r.:rl.\5, 
I . 

Df<:lm ~ ~. ~ I ·. .. 
F"if?l ~'f ~ mn:n1J .!!R or/t ~T <JTSJ~ 

.. ': 

. .!l-1!"=1' tli.l51"1 ~ ~l'i1J, ~~~ t'l'f"! >!"t15ll, 
. ... ' - --
. 't'-<f'ffi ~ o-!l ~:>111l .!! F'iffilor .. "@ I r ~ .. m .. ~ ! 

. ,.. -
~~ : .. ~~~'G ;::- <if<'lq;rw f'<l~F<l"illi'HJ 
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Of these ?.?. lines, the lines mth !IUI!Ibers 1, 11, 12, 1:1, tB,--?.1 em-22 .,_re 

verse lines in the style of versific"tion of the ~riod. ·The two- s-e<1U2n1:es 

b<!t.<een the li!!es 2 ani! 10, en:'!, 13 end 16· have-been express<!<! in e style • 

. which may· be described as prose garbed in verse. Some lines have e nrl%<!d­

stracture. 

L<!t us take en ex=ple fro111; lateT period wh<!n the style bas been 
' follO'•ec! with little I!!Ore sopbistic"tion. 

1.. 
2 

1 '1fi5 f.:lf'sl tlJIT'i \)J1fq .'C< lli't'4fti >l ~"R • .... 
?. .!I"' r.< ~. \J111JTil ~3RT~ I 

3 

5 

6 

B 

9 

.c. ' .... .... :, .... -.:;r., TUJ -.:; IJl'Bl, <!if'!' m q;>< m q;>< m q;>< l1I1'ITil . . 

'!.11 llT 'iT\:3 '1 fu~~ • ;·"' 
\JflJi;r .., <rr< ~. 1:1\JT ~ 

Gl. • Ill. ' ., 

OOftr oofl:i ';.flJ I. 
.; 

, ' ' 
i5<l" t; • o;jT t; • o;{T <fl11, t; • o;{T ~ ~ 1 \:f~ tif <J'1 

' . 
15i!T i5i1J .., 'iT i5i1J .. 

10 , ~ of 3 $IJ q'f~>l<=!J i5TIJ ~J ~- ';.flJ II 
Ill. ~ ' 

• J, 

11 l:ll'l1i<1 ~ -iJT'ilf "*' ~ m ~ m, mt'iT, 
' . ' 

12 <3 m m <ll1"!~ ~ .!li:ff';r ~ 
. . ' 

13 r <if'i:l 9 .rn '(lJ m<1ft5 <r. t<r~ ;:rr ~. 

11< 
• 

15 
.... 

m "!<1:3'l!T1JG ~ 1JJ1ti'~ m <~"~m l:llffi ~ ~ .. 
. . , .... " . .... 

ft51fl q; ;:rr rn"i:lm -qr<q <iJ 'llT <>fr:< q;ti:J>l cr >l'iT rar< 1JfC;l - .. 
(?r;.chin ",;,bi-Sat:e""t publiobed 

' by c,._lcutta vni.voroi ty). 

In thebe 16 linea, li02o ,.fith =bero ?., 4, 5; 6, 9 mld 14 o.rc distinctly 

in the typieel verse atyl" o:'? tbe '[X'riod. ~'h" linea •,rit'tl mnnbero 1, 7, 10, 11, 

1?. azi! 15 l).r<! syntacticelly prose ~rith some verse gcrbs. 



-: 9 :-

Tbc lines 3, a, 13, 16 ere of nixed syntaxes of verse ·:<~nd prose~ To 
brill!: our point home ~Te mcy rearretl!:c tha __ . .,hove .. prose ·l~ncs in prose pcr,.~r3ph. 
<ro ~~ m 1!1~ >l~>J"~~. ~Sr.< r~. ·'iff ml"', 15-m .!lfl~. ~\JIA!J · 1. 

~of~.!" ( • .!l'i:l) $15 ~ >l"'J Ql~<il ~T ;t!:l I 61n;;:, . m i5T;:IT ~ ' '~ '\JT. 
. • I ·~ J ,_.,. J 

f'q> m:, !JTC'!ff, 13'\JT m, ~'il f'q> .!l'lf;r. <m!f. I' • m ~m ~-~. ~'il: i .: 
___ . ~' ..._. . .. ' · ; r-.· • r · · ~-- · :· ..... 

<r.'f·m:f ~ ~ iliTr.l I ' . ' .. ' . 

. features. 
>· 

.. ~ :;.~- i 

.. ·~- ;-

Now, if we. E!X~>.minc the structur~ of 'i<ehi 1 - so~s we will see that . . ·.::··- . . 

the structure itself 1~a'! ~lved to e::biit of such prose-like v'~.rio.tions •dtbin 
. ·-

a verse-str~cture. 

. ., 
There ,i.s so~ difference of opinion es to:·-wpat this structure was. The . . : . ., . . .- ' ; . "\"· ~- . 

eatliest )l:ab:l.-sotli:s are -.aaii!-to have mohni!n, chitnn am ento.rl!:·on!y ... Soi!IC-'91'\Y 

that the divisions .we:J;e .. chit~n; muTrh '(cir'l1nbaC.5);· r;!loo, antara. Some egai_t;~: 
scy that tbcse ... pert's.'were cM.ten. i!huy'5

1 
cntera, Jbumair. These ·sectie~' 

differ not only in "last Betl!:el end v!o~t Be~ ..I but nlso bet.<e<>n the districts. .. ··-·· .. . . , 

Whatever may be the·.Jivision of·plll"ts, 'tba whole musical gcmnt of each 

song is arrangl!..d. in ascending'' 8nl i(J~riending order into- such divisionS 1 >~hich. -­

are boune to ec.oh other ,by a.J>articuli\r- rhyni~ pnttern. A porticuler division 

(section) is not ~e necessarily of one sentence only.- S?me pert mey Jtave 5 

or 10-lines, some e;::dn may have one· or a hnl:f line· i.e. tc'.'ey '!'art may he of 

aey length. Jmt these parts· (ROt lines) nl!l~>t lie l;!.nkei! by the particular . \ :• . 

design of rhyming. This r!:iizOO-aesign :j.s as follo.Ts : 

Cbit';n 

Per chitan 

Fuka. 

· Hclt,.­

I'Iab..C.n 

Saoeri 

~lh,d 

·Second Fulta 

Second. I:eltn 

Jlntr.:r~ 
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Chitiin.!\Ill par Cbl:ten hme the' ila!!le rhyndng~ Fuka ~--intlepemcttt of rhynd'!lff. 
- . . .. 

Helte,.... !-feb~~ .:.sao"ari - EheC. -Second f~lto tlclce one rhyndng. Second Ful~o 
,._ . ;,. ' ' - ' 

am Antt:l.ra ·nre itidcpement of rb¢ng·~ 

-This rhyD:i.Dg dasign shat•s t!:Jat in ~bi~an, enough free s~e weo-

. provided ~1i thin a ""'ction so ill at the F.ebiwal o mieht cake free- statel!leui:a wi tb 

the only obligetion-_that 1<here he· decided to close-the soc_tion be 'WOUld have 

·to rllyce the scctiou with its corresponding section. .P..nil--euch frea spaces -

were used for prose-like statel!lettts tbnn :for_ versification~-- This fre~spee9-

f~r ri<k:Lnci -'!~q~ilnettts '~>las core exteti'ed in couroe <>£ t:iEie--am-I'Jleur--e.nQ .. !Icf­

Akb~ fori!IS we1'GI developed. 1·T:ith this so called cogeneration cl Kabi-sgngs -- · 

in: Ebeur- and :::Iof-.l'khrai tbe·~eiallll were -deve lopirg .t'oeir kim of pro!le-exchange, 

-while the elites foiled_ to develop a properly otructured· pablic J!l'Ose. 

!':!leur : 

Let us teke en avail_able ..X~lc, thoUgh -it io not tbe beat type of' 

-. - ,., :--·: 

: :1_ . -·~ 

.!1~ ~ ~ WtH ~rir~msl ~<l'IIJI@'il ~"il31 

Il.ol!l B~ ' 
. ' . ~-. . ' 

'~ .!1"< ~ .. "il fi~· ~~ .!l~"t~ .... 
·-~ ~ 'M"O> qrm ">Jmi'. 'm5i :rr~ .!1 wv fti~ 

'(lJl:T:i ~~"il ~·<!XlllT ~ .!1~, 
~ -;:rrQ <nfl :rr >t 'elf m rom- m (ji \!i m ~ •. 

I I ~ "' I C\111. 

'W"l' \JI(ji"\JT t\Jili;i .!i 'im!j51Tli' "1m . . ; 
......,.. .... .......,. , 

~ ~ . 'l'll:ll 'mlJ"il <lll;ll ~~ ~~ ri:lf<!T'il f.r-:1-<mr -. 
~'llf't <nfl, ~m""<t'il tiffl v fflT f:T'"~ ~t? m t'il"il ~ 

..... " "' .. 
'(lJl:T:i ~~ 'lll"l ~~ "<ffl'f, iS~ mi<=J ~ ~· I 

. .... . 
~· 'tll'r'if"il <I'm tl'!r'if"il <ll.'ln< ~ m tmo, . , , . 
11 .. f'.nm! ~ 'l'~, ~ 'tti\5,. <!"D'r.l' or .. ~m ~::j ~~ 
'I!.J!lR .!lt 'S'J11, .!1"< t>fv"c<l'r 'll .. '\ ~, Gm 'im!:1>1Tli, 
~ i1il' ~>1'Jti' 
'(lJl:T:i ~'ll ~. "m5 _'C'fl'@ :rr ttim "l~"il \JIT'Gt~, 
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The stylistic·frQedoc that· the ~i-nos my not cont~n·the G,;,e nunbeP-&f foots, 

anl. the foots cny rot contoin,.tbe'same nunbcl' of cor~" •~•-e th- . __. · . . <;.lo~.' .L.LlC],ft. ... se seut.ences 
open-emed and ·bring in them a'·prose-like ·flow. In-spite of the speed!l:est foot 

{of ~ morns) atXl. ...... ck rll..,.,;,ea t'his is 1110~. n pro th . ~~ •- ·~ ~ se en a verse or a verse 
depJ.tising nn ns yet -unborn prose • 

.. IV 

The npparen:t formleoonws of the Knbf-oongo is ·considered· by critics. 

nrd bistoriano of litercture as n part of·-tha d~·cdence of- ihe form of v<i:r~i-­
f:l.-cntion itself :is :if this. pnrticulor fo:xm of Kobi-songs ~1ao the result of the 

inability of the Kabi>ralln 1s to compose verse ns per rules. Rebimr=tb in 

1896 noted, 

. - ~ : . r . 
·-The Bell(lri.li w(!rds arq light,_ they do not­

h!We the accents. of the :1ngl_ish "ords1. 
neither h!'lve the shortening ,_rif ·· 
lengthenine of ooun<l.o. o:Z the s,ru;•~rit 
words. · J.:bre.over these sonr;s ·under reVie., 
are not bound by recrular prosodY.• So, 
too much usc of __ allit<:)rati<;m ~.es !fGCessary_ 
ae that these ccrgleosly COI!l1:_)()se<!· Verses. 
m;!6}lt leave aO!l!G· :il!lprestdon on the audience. 
f.J!!Y trl'.no lotion 7 · , · 

1-!y- aubmission is t)lat the r"aularity of the forl!l of veroific!'ltion coul-d not -

be l!leintained in, these songs bacauoe by th!'lt. tim the social base· of va-sifi­

cation bad under-gone n qunli totivc ch!'lngc • From the ir:Ii. tation 'Of • B!Jor..,t-· 

cbcndrn by the Knbiwallas it is evident· tha<l> 'nt lcnst oone <'f then, were fully 

conscious of the rules of versificction. (nense ace H•te J.. for---n· v~ry- brl.ef 

discussion on-the versc-otructu~ of the period) • :l.'h-c veruo-paris-cf N!,!:li- ' 

80111!:11"'-arn ·fnll of ~c~,.- ebnr,;cte-ristics· t~ m"kc it n!'1'11r<Ont t!JCfl;-.-tbiD 

,.,CIS n l:l:ving tr~.dition with them. The intrusion of .·the pmo~- scuta""" awns 

not nndo tbroll(lb tho fci.J.urc in vcroificntion bat for the oocinl· necessity . 

fat' the cbarx>e of the form. The Il:nbi,mlhc·.~rcrc not cansciouo_ -&f--tllis cb~..nge. 

They >rcro uncoll!lciouo toolo of history. In tho l:l"":!.y or.>cted bQJ:ar-nrens nm 
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in t!:le lately crrown·· 1p,.'Jra 1s of the· 1bleck..,tm-rn 1 behim the 1!11\in urbnn centre· 

of the city ~:FC".Tcu:Ha tbe new :!.J:;clgrents ,of we ewers, coni'ectionero, Bnni'Ks, 

'decinased 1 ·Bta.1li.u.tio;' do!'!ic~ei! F;i.ri_r.gie .end nuch otbern·-w,re recrly for the 

<'rrn~tic ai:Jd -the"prosnic·thet could ~dre~o.thel!n1itb :i.dioo ~-f their new 

pattern of dnily life. It tt:W be l)I'esm!ed th,.t they:. le!'.rnt th~- le>t:(;Ur-:::e in 

their dnily use but t\id not !c.no.r, lik2 the proverbinl Dni<l of the l:'olie~:..:.- · 

plcy, tbet t!:lio w~;s prose. So " pl"ce for the d~ly :0peech l~t:\s·· fot:ri' in the 

troditionnl veroe:-forc. Thus, the fo= chm::ced :!'roc a ti",htly woven 

structure to "· lo~ely bo;,D::J ni.sccll:u:iv. Tbe naw. content entere-d into the 
-· 

troditicnnl foro throuch these c'!inks. 

The conten:l! of ·Kcbisoll[;o is trrW.itiormlly jud[;ed ·by. t~e o c.me ·' 
! . . . 

yardstick. To quote R~binere~ne>th fron the sarn2 erticle, 

By dilutina the sl'irlt of the previous 
Sn!<te~ e~nd V,P,sbt;tr.ve poetry tbeoe -poets. 
htlVe sold them vecy chee~ply to th ar 
city clientoile.- '·-

·: !; 

A cooplotely new e~emen:t penetre>ted: ·into tho reference-frame of--t'b e 

Sclrtc. t:'Jld ~Tnishn..-.ve> cultarc:;s. · This bed the n.."-tare of col!ll!lent on tho -ree~l-life 

offdro om persoll::l. The_ very smll O(lll!ples ~f Tf,abiOOtJaO knotlll to us, thenko 

to Iswo.r Gupta 1a enl.el!Vour, conte.in " conoiderl\ble lJ<'.rt ~rbore- tbo :'abiwalla 

cttacko his o'?r.onent_c.n' .rhorc the I\Cbi,mlla defen!o himso 1f ~ninst ouch 

attncks. Tho line bet.rcen .the attnck n.n! <'c:l'~nce is !lOt very· clear :i._n <Jacih 

om r;very cn.se. - In the process the personel end tbe social intcr-mitelc 

in violerrt·nnd abuoivc opaecbeo. Thia__·edc the K~biaones its-~peculior · 

populc.rity. Let uo tr.ke oooc exacp~'j-s• 'The nttack on -mx1 -the reply by 

Reo 3eou h""e -baen quotce. .o:>rlicr. Hera io ·the- o~.ople o:f t-.n nttnck on--

. Ant:'!oey by 'l'bakur Siron. r 

,., .... . .... ..... 
<f<'f f.; \liT •lJ i;I ClJ1iq .!1 ~ -~~-~ F6N :· " -_ . . 

.!1 tsl .!1 'll'i't"! .!1 '[<f(=! ~ .rrrn -w.:~; ~ r6- -m 
·' 

end the roply by Antho!zy' 
- - .!1~· <IT{ <ml <IT\51f<:f'i'l '[<f(=! Cl!RC-'1 ~ . . 
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'l!!e young ~nr:~. Basu once nttncked tbe old. Hnru ~bn.kur 

'JiTq; ~ M -;rr ~ -~ fti·~ I . .. 
. .• I . . 

· · : 't\5l'll'Kl "SG" ~m l"'TW '!J 'l BI!JT ~ 'l}t 'l 
:::!ere io the proverbinl aelf-introduetion by Bboln iloira, 

To deoeribe Knbiooneo no' contninin;:; only S~rtn n!Xl "nishn..".vn theneo. 

io to oee it only out.,n..,.dly. ·IitTcri'ly the Knbiwnlln binoelf '1tXl. his·fllrli'ly, 

friemo, rel.,.tiveo, ntrl nooocic.tiio aU these bee"""' the re"l context. . And. 

tbeoo 1\obiwclbs_ did mt find the ~X>etic,U f~rn, ~ prr-.cticnl till then-; to . . ,, .. . 

be adegue.te for deocrib:iru' tho ncn·r rcnl;l._t;r 'i:ontninine· thennclves nti'--their 
. .. .. . 

il:lnedinte surroumim. 1•/hnt ~Trio rep.lly;.pn extension of the fo= nPJ?e<'.rc<" to 

be its dccndence. It ~'ns unconscious ntt<>nl)t· of n ne<r fern-to fim n n~r 

content. The :;;rooe lines mxl prose- like sections in the !\"nbiscJ:Uo nrc 

results of thnt nttenpt. 

sere is an exonpie "hen Bholn !-!eire is oldc to nttnck Jeerr·rcslm~.r:l 

n fen.".le-knbi,·rnli• The attack is full._of c1ouble-lilennine. All -t!le r<>ferences 

from nytholoeY and fol!dore nre nined ct the I~nbiwcli ~'i~h a sex-overtone, 

1 

?. 

. ., ., 
5 

6 

.!I If ';I m 1 >J ~ '((5IBI w.:r. .!ll>! .!l '!<. lJII>lB! . ' 

>R ~ fl1 ~ Uliml \Sl<l' 

7 ., . 
8 i5f'.< <1'1'1 tti ~ >l iml .!1 'G' ".ffi' I 

. . - . " -· . . -

Only the lineo 1 and 3 nrc verse-lines ond the other lines In thio pnosceo 

oro prose in rhYI!Ie nnd foot. 
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v 

Let us look ct n~t'!:lcr vc:riGty of cxnnplt!s thcu~ of the sace ldni!. 

In tm J.eaca:d., ~Tircllc, Scl!:hi Scn:,b~ m:l<'! Tc1?Pn so~a conpooed in t'Jia perio~ 

w~ dlnll find ouch lines or aections_w'oich col:]?ly with cy i<:!cn cf Intent·· 

proseo Let US give SODe exr.n-pleoo 3:ere SO!JGtinco the pro~ COD<lO Out in 

c sentence or en exprgaoion in a short co~. f.t the- prcs..,nt atcte of cy 

senrch I nD not s;uoe whether this sOC-den sprouti'C3 in prose is so e:zt>licit 

n pbenononenon "s to bnld r. boi!y of cvi~ence. But I bcvc I:!et sr:I:!C .such-lines 

thct seen to ne to be oore prose th~ verse. Only r. fcr--1 lines ere ('Uoted 

he:te 

?.. 

z.. 

- r ' -srr~ ~ ~W~'11tJ '14\ll!l m, m -crrn '<'1 l:ll"i1l'r.t 

"1J'm q;J'1 m ~ r<W, ~ 01m, ;;:~fQ mir.i l:ll11l 
. .... ..-.. .... 

'll5flml ~' >1 ~$1 or, 1 Cf'<t\:j '"" "~ ~ -1 

13~ !~-Xi ~ ~-~ 

~ ~I:IISl \'i fTr ~ m$1 ~ . ~ 

G_i'>J ~ ~ '.i'>!IJ1 t"'U!i ~ 
1.51 ~ i5ir.TUJ ,!1 '!.51~ 'll5flffil 1 . 

In these exonples._t:'Je con':.<loer 1s np=inction of n !'peccb·-like expreooion io, 

. .in s<ltJ' pl,ccs, nixed' up with tr::'.l1itioncl poetic diction "n<! in oonc pl.--.e0c--i a 

c'.iotiDct fron thnt diction. All these nre e>:r.nples fron 'Sc,kbi Scn:,b~ 1 where 

diclogue is the :!'oror.t. 

If ~"' t,J~e o a:J<! older evi<'.ence of · ":".nnpr,_s,_di song" •,re ~~ r.: -~cost of · 

nocloguc·- songs ,-there the conpooer_ ndopts this ·oFGcch-cxpreo-sion unfcdlin:,ly.-­

~is pcrticult:!l' foro !Jingle~ •,lith the typ:ic"-1 1RrpPr:>.s,..Ci -tune '·n.'\i!e -this brcnd. 

of veroeo c. ocperct., eenre in-Be-q;cli lit«rcture. I~ QllB'lll:lption io tht:\t---the· 

frcohtl<!oo of theoo P-<'pPrt.ar.d - conpooitiona gcncrdeo rore fron tb<dr- ayntl\%,-· 

which io drr.o..-,tic nonologue in verse ond lctent prose in their bnoic structure. 

_!!ere nre acne exrpPleo. (ICy net hod of prionry oc lection io, fir!lt to forget ·-·· 

the closine rhyoe a:i! to see ~rbetber the. line c"n dispense '-ri th thl'.t. If it can 

stend. on ito o-"n I t"ke it to be " prooe line). 
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1. OIBI m f¢ \liJ"IJTil <!'1<TI 

\fll1J:;:j oftim<'! of~ ~ <rnr <1\3'if mTc¢it 

. .. .. 
2. .!I"!J-::r "'l'R<r llifll~ ~ <~ n:i\) 

. m <RJirl ~AiJ ~ 

m .. ::.nw t;l\3 '@ '""'""",' ""= ''<Y I, , •• ,., ' ~"''of ':((<!" ;::rr 

:;. l:liTlJl1) 't'i '!IT ~~ 

oofl:r R'qqr mtq ~ "1\S~ .... 

' ' 4. oofl:r ~ b1niTtA ~ lrl 

i5TIJ i5~<~<r -::rrrn u;nr 'ill\5'1Tirl 

"' 'l"~ m ;:rr, f¢ 1J'[)~ mrr 

6. oofl:r tl.r-ml 1(1>! m m • ~~ • 

The aiclocrue-foront o:f the 'So!:bi Sn.""h--.G 1 and the nonoloeue-fornct .. of the 

'R~nproaedi 1 Sozc were connected with the Kobi Jntrc ani! ~sto Jctrn forcs .. 

of opera-si::v:;ite 'lhich wos .. o n:lxture of pley mil·sote• h:xl in· these perforning 

foros there wcs scope for a·c'i,locue ·to be strctob<:<l to·n so!ll';, and c so!(); to 

be squeezed into a dinlogue, The 1P.kbr..r 1 of pl'\ln..tdrtr.n is of ·the s""'c vr.ricty, 

The diolocues of Rniibn and Krishna on severo! occ:nsionn, of the Solrhis "ith 

Krishna, of P.krura >1ith 'Krishnc ~~e~e trwitionel pieces 1·rhere the dbloeue · 

elecent and the l!lllsicinl c lencnt soeced to conv<!rg<O, :'!ore nc;nin tho cocposers 

nod· tho. singers were opproxicnting to their spcocb-structurc. Tboy·did not 

kno.r thc.t it woo prose, so the prooe 1·1co hidc1cn in tho g·..rb of veroc. 

This intrusion of prose in the vorse-otructurc socetin~s 1lngr,ests c .. 

cbromloCY, but tbnt·ehronolocy C.':m::JOt be definitively cst."bliobod. ;'Te .could 

hove been definite in our concludoT'.s if we· could T:'l"ovc th<it the prosa 

intru~od first into-the obort so!;3s r.T. then .found n ploce for' itself in the : 

lamer aro,_ of l{abi-8oteo• But t,ouch P,-,cprMndi ooQCo >~ere cocpooc~ e(..rlier; 
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the othe:r-v~ieti ~s of oorus c.nc! the Kr-.bi. oonen .Were c.loost conter:rpDTcneous-. 

So "e s!:lall have to be sc.tisficd. with tbi s int.,rm conclusion for the period 

t!lnt this intrusion begc.!l sene tine 6£tcr 1750. 

- 'ITorki~ out J:IY' hypothesis to such a le~th on the bMis of ic1entifyim 

prose-structure in verse ncy ri::;htly rnise I'!Uestion "i th reg nrc) -to the !:let !lei! 

of this id.cntificntion. · In other ~iordo this is to nsk for the definition of 

sytrf;nctioal structure ,..ith their proc·a; and veroe v.".rieties and of ihe process 

of their interpenetration. 

This question nc.:y be ::-.nrn1croo in t.1o WC'-Y'B one -being the very ample 

nethod. of toidru a po2n a::Jd fitrlirg out wba.t syl).t,_ctict:'.l de'1[icea the poet is 

usirt; to na.ke n peen. %e syntax be· io · 1devioiQ3 1 is the l?l'.rticubr struc-ture, 

i.e. in this cn.se the vcrsc-otructurc,nm the synt<-x be is t,Jd-ru--fron the 

eener::-.1 prcctice io the prosc-otructure. In our presant-nota, the !3ero·.li 

varlles tb<'.t we ere discuosirg tl!'<l co siople, t:'.nd umo-r.:histicnted no well thnt 

this oothod s:,oulC. work ~1cll. 

The other nethod. of dif:!:c.rentin:r betwean ·prose end- verse ·structure a 

iwolveo c. tbeoreticnl frncet1or'<: 1'1ithin,•~hich the nost node= poei!W with _ 
. ~·. 

QOp:dstic<'.tecr nnd cons-cious uoa of ]?rOse-structure ntrl collequy in n'!l nlmost 

~:nthe=ticdly cclcul:;l;ecl. fo:ro, ricy nlso be pbced e.nd jucl.eed. 
~ .-. 

Btrt ouT cnse is neith"'r tha.t sinple, nor oo -conple..~·. In the period 

utrle:z:: diocuooion prooe ~1a.o ·not yet b,,rn. · ::!ence, the ccrt,j.nty of idqntification 

of a prose-syntcx is historicc.lly; !lOt poooible. .1-eain, .in the nbsenc<>--of other· 

oytrf;('IXail in prcctice, tb<J co,-o:tilin."'teo of the veroe-synt,;z: c""not be- dcterninad. 

So, in the e".oc of 3erenli 1~ t::.ra.ture o~ the l,tcr pnrt of the .ei,:;'>ilecnth · 

century~'" oholl h~ve to apply bot~ the netbodo, sonetmes airrulta.mously. 

In "-l'P!'OXin.,_tite tha cyt:rl;t:'.cticr.U s tructurc of n i.,_~u,;gc the 1li~uist 1 

tries to conotract c. nodal of the rotivc apc,.'•er 1o 1lincuistic col:l]X!tence 1 • 

A direct but sienificcnt n.,_nifcst,tion ot- lin::;uistic coopetence io the n.'"ltive 

9p~ker1 9 ,._bility to rcco(!nizc son~ 11ord-nrrnrccnont l'JJ his lc.mu:-ce, in our 
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coso Bcn:enli, nti! sa:Je -word-(ll'rr.~aneiD. _cs not ~is l"rcu".e"• :.:'hnt io to ony, 
-----· -~------~- --·-- ) , 

every one, 1'bo opcaksBcz:e;oli, posocoes _!.rnowlei!!.;c to i<'cntify the oyntr.ctic 

structure of Bezuoli, cnf· to fdentif";ir '·ilint io not· ·n-· syntnctic ~'trueturc of 

Bez:eoli. Bct.re~n tbcoe -two extremes ·occ1n• .. sentances of vnryi~ dcer<>es of 

g;ro=ticc.lness. Tbase ore Cr\lled 11seni•scntcmes11 , The sa "seci-se!!tcnees" -

baVO e syntactiC str.1cture -.rbicb is .not ;i'ully lli thin the lirP,uiotic COt:!'?"tence 

of the co=nity but ~ther is it cocpletly beyozr it. 

In its SC>!U'Cb fo:r the syntocticol di-~:!erence betueen-p!'Ose·ntrl .verse 

co'1ern atyl~stics-~throu(ih tha ~-1orko- of l1cc !InnOOnd (4c961),-Jncnbson.(1~-0) 
Levin (195:>.) 'i'borne (1965, !969), 'Oendriclm ·h969), nnd FO>Tler (1959) hove 

davelop~ n systcn of· stu<ly -w':Jicb is· comistent "ith this <' escription of 

syntt~ctic.~l structqre • 

. The organizotion.pf tbe 1 cmur,ge of· poetry dif:fcro froc that of 1?rose 

on tho follO<·rim counts 1 

1• -Outwardly, the_ phonolo:;ic.-,1 feni;ures of :rbytb~' on<l rhyoo sepa:,tes 

poetry froo prpse. 

2. ~Titb :r;oegnrd to the syntcz ,nC oocantics the J?oet liOrks under the 

rct~trai.nt of oelf-io::oo~d rules, i.a. r-~lco· -.rhicb do rot fo= port of t':!e 
1 -~. : 

. t 1 1 :!. e of the l~z:euiotic cocpetence. gr~ of nn nrc .:~q;uc;zc • • 

,. 
in poetry. 

elecent of 
. ' . 

sentences 1 

otructured 

be -.ri tbi z:e 

Tflese 'uzgr=aticnll 1scni sentencco 1 Gccur fll!' l'!Ore ·frequently 

Our u~.erotnnditG of those devi,nt asoi-oontcnces ere en e~sential 

o.ur rcoponoeo to ·'?Oetry, ?bese 1scoi-sentancos 1 or 'devi.nnt ·· 

e'bnblc. the poet to- sc.y t!Jims ·thnt c-,n llo sl\id tl:Jrour,h c fully -

oyntc.x• Thircs. ,lao thni;_cnnnot be o_d1 in, such c syntax =Y "ell 

the l:!,t(;uistic con>Jctcncc of the ope"-'<~ro. 

I ao to!dl'C 
011 

ex~le·of •n~.npr:lDndi. oom 1 to see- ho,.,.,., cnn;­

differenti ota be't-<·rcen ~ynti'\C~icnl' stl'llcture of prose ct:e· verse • 
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~ -::irol'·5J~J2-~, l:PlF! ~ .. "£. ~ ~ I" 

tsl "(l:J " ~.~ ~ "(~. "[<115T, .. - ;; . 
• 

i5Rl ~"l.\5 ~ rotli! ~ 

OJ111 or;; '1GTC"i -.rr .~"'iJ m iliR ~ 1 
. - . 

. .~. ..... ..... . ..... . ..... ' 

~ _, q "()"J'8I ~:~::r, -'"'< mr :S~"'< o)tUJ "lji"l1<1 rnv r;< ~. 
• ,. ~ 6 

~~~~ !3IT<f"f ~~~ ~\li, . ~. ~ iJJ1J ts~o ~ 

l:l"Gl "'w 1Jf!i . ~ ~ "Gl_ "l:R, 

~~w tGw r.:l" ~ 

Coz::rpositionally the ,.,bole verse is a sinplc description of tilli~ nnd 

harvestire allcaorizi~ "Ranprnsod..V:",li" relntionsbip.. SYJl"tnctioal,ly <JVerj • 

sire;le line (rbytbnicnlly co!lllleta) is built up on·n proverbinl phras<! (under­

lined in the taxt). These phrli.sas <'.o not only coca -within the l:!:z:euistic 
--· - I . _, . ' 

ccmpetence of a Baz:eeli-spo&.-1~ );leraon but this lireuietic COJ:!1?E!ilance itoelf 

is used overtly which briz:eo the t~ec:> cJ.o.rn to earth. , The coopooer eo,.,nleteo 
., . : . 

the gyttl;ncti C.".l structure of every so::rtenoe end there ·io mt "- si~le a·~t 

e<Jr:d-ocntence• This, to ne, is, proto-prose. in V'>rGClo The figuras of spe_.,ch 

in :Zirot·hnlveo of tha 3rt'., 4th, cDd 5th limo nro so obviouo that I co· mt 

wish to comider t':!an as prose struc-ture, 
.. :. ~ 

A queotion r.lc.y b<! rnioae.:hnr" I why_ should we> take these sentonc"n to-ba 

of prosa,;_structura m!l ix>t co' inst'.ncen "bore collb(Juy hns bean used: in ·v~oo ? 

I do nt contrdlict the nueccotion, rather I r;,Z"'e llit)l it. "R~non<'i"-

80z:g0 Eir" the first inst-.,_ce ,.,>,era c. poet i::oc"!udeo hit:toelf in the tbene. Tbio 

sur..erncturd relc.tiooohip of ~l;c.li ,lith p,.npr.".cNl .re~uir~o " nnturnl idioc. for 

c%preeoio::t. Ronpraocr1 root tbd i::t tl>c. col1or>uy. :'Icra the uoo of .co ll.CI,ny ~ 

briz:es the otructure no~ the c~~cch-pcttarn. Tho result is o ctcp close to 

prose c.ne c. otcp r:·ioy frO!:! verse. 
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But this· is not '.l rule nr.1 ulm:-of colloguy ao~a "11?t eJ:weys-r:ush the 

syntax clos<> to prose, I sh~i tnl!e c.., ~P'Xlsite ex.~le fron Hl.dhu B~hu 1
9 

tnppn where the use of colloquy: forns. ldC!V:ionti' ~~:ni-oentencos'; of voe~i~. 
sytrl;nx, 

-::nrr.n:;:l tt'iTC'llr rqg ? 

'l:fr.l'Gl ~~:!_TilJ <A, ::J!JC"'C'il. ~ N"1' ~ 
+ • 

. \JJif!J" ~ E~ "'('1"8l ;n- w 1J;:if'tJ<1';J' I 
~ . . . 
\JJif!J"t\5 '(!J -m '('{'"@ '31 ~ ~ 'IC"'' <ml ·- . --

' ' ~ ~ 'lC"i' m -m .IJT"i'l >rc~~ ::J" 

Lil<e the Ibnprnoooi sort; hor6· ,;:loo tha poet- :is o pert of the t1l:>i:!e em· tbe 

speech· petbrn. oi' idiomtic BcJUnli boo been libar,Uly used in tbe syntox -­

(the undo:i-lincd pb~ns~s). '-'be syntax olso ~-be bacrd ns- prose •. ;ru spite of 

so neiJY s:lniloritics· tho re.i~li; io· op;x>sito to that' of the '1E,pprnsl'.di" oorg. 

Thi~ piece is one atop nore to _noi!crn lyric. -~e-ra~-tbe iyric·io ·,;~en 1-litb .. · · .. 
. . . ' . . .. 

an! roum those t-,,o unelucia,tcd octiono of 1Naynll!'. 1 ,na 1l~n:. 1.. 'i:'he- colloquy 

doao not bcirg down acy- supe:r.-nntu;:-ol to G£-,rth but raises an ecrtby E).ff air to. 

the level Of aupcrnaturai. ~·Ia do not JmO~I what happened mod 1·1bat •dll follow, 

The oyntex in deviant beonu<:le action ia root ascribed -to eny subjact btt+. to 

'lbyono 1 c.Dd 'l1ana 1 w!:Jich. n01y,in l'<lelity,. only be tbo egenc~r gf action.· Tliasc 

ere not full scntencca in lbun-'lerb pqttm:n, ·oo t'ley eria scni-sentancel!. •··.· 

VII 

I shell 0011 le<tV'l·t'Jis iJearch--1.or prose· ·in varae t>.n:l r,o str":ieht for· 

prose-sources in tha bter he.lf of the llliehteentb Century. These er" collec­

tiono o:i: lattcrs "ri ttcn by C!iffcreri!; persons on cciff' ~ent occMiom. So for 

thera llera ~·o J?,lblis~ea volunes of such collection of lette~s, one eil:i. ted 'by'·. 

Surondrcmtb Sen om tb3 othc:' 'by :?r..nch.~no.n 1~::idci •. Both tbc,e voiuncs contidn· 

sona lottero o::%' ~ocunento llrittcn in the second bolf of t!le ~i~htecnth Century. 

But tbooe do not Coke enouch · erlclenca on whicb ~'" c,n-rct~cb sone conclusions 

rc~c.rdirg the· <nristenco of' a prc-!lritish'Detgt-.li prose. 
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Reccmt'!.y-wa heu-a eot t,,o ot~er sources• '!!!lese source§ ~rere·not--l~=>n 
' . 

before. One is a collection of letters lTritten by ~reavers (Tnnti) of Dacca. · 

These-letters are ootaloe'uc<! by Pr,!f. llnisuzzanan of ~itt~oru fron-ibe I:X!i-n 

Office !.cibrc.ry, Lotrlon .. 

~·!e have foun::1_ !liiOt'Jer sources·, Our colleague in-t"is Centre, In:lr'\ni 

R?.y, Fellmr of :'listory bro~ht for uo fron the Bibliothaqtie t.htion.?.lc,-·P!~riS 

t.ro collections of letters '.ritten in en'! aroun' 1779. This colloction, -
• •.!. 

discovered by Imr~.ni P..,y is rc.~ for publication, ,-lith ny tr.:-.rumcription··mrl 

introduction,One part of.t'Jcra letters ere in the DTocess_of publication in 

nonthly "Paric:!:leya" (iby..June 1982). 

of c certain illos~ (1782). ·_ T',:io nticll ~o~l?. .'Qa :;Atl,cr(!(1 nbcut--this p;,rson th~.t 
h<> ''"" '.'Intei?I"cte Jm·c" ( th~ 1~&1 intc!P"etc_r ,-.r-:-ofnt<Oc1 by the Cr~n) in 

Jcoru his pr-.pero, besides theca .lc'ttar;, the;e ~mra c collection 

of BGrudi and Persio.n words ,-ritb 

got c. copy ·of thc.t. 

' ' 

their French equivalents. ~·_r c nrc t:ryire to 

Tbooe letters nrc crr~.r.gcc1 in 'h·ro seper . .,_tc 11volunes 11 or pnrlo • The -­

arrn:r:gonctrf> is the result of good aotiiU• '!.'he first bunch. or "vohoa" oi'--lettcir 

contnin 104 letters "rl ttcn by ciffercnt roenbcrs of. (\ :-"i ,o;u joint f-"ri Iy': nne . :· 
their rclc.tivao dlcl. frhn'!s to each other. Tlwt~h ~-11 tho letter 'uriters do-:: 

not bclom to the snoe f"tli.ly yet I hrwo succecde~ in trc.ciiU thct the bull~ of 
theae lettcro were collected fron one P..,_nbr.ri GJ,os" 1o fntli.ly • 

. In the second bunch there nre 78 lettoro cxchnngad--bct.rocn--pel'son~ in 

the hicrnrchies of buoinooo nncl 1~~-holcing, a~ly in the nerchant -- sub­

contrnctor chnnnel ond c.t the lnnd.lo:ro - ton-,nt level, 

In the·first bunch, ~he collector coll·3CWd 4 letters in ronc group of 

rel~ivca, e•B• c fctber ~rrites to bio aon, the son replies an:l tbe son "ri-teo 

to hio fcthcr, ibe fctber rcplieo, -nc ?. letters in snrne group of rcltivco e~B· 

the cousin write a to bio uncle f'Jr the •mclc replieo • 
. : . 
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rn the oecona bunch one _letter ~rom one position to enother end its 
reply mnke a group. 

These group:i.~s i!l<!icate tba~ the collector >mo collec"ti~ letters 

ani words in tha trf'.dition of :!Juropean writers of a bter period. For-Carey 

also, acquiri~ the Be~ali la~UI£<> ·meant learni~ Be~ali words an'! some-­

forms of writi~.- Hence he got bio munohi R=am Basu to 'Write'. 'Li¢mele' 

>rhich is a collo~tion of letters am be hil:lself ;;J~Ibl:i.sbed a 'vocabulary'. 

Tbesa two bunches of letters are, pr<!codad by a li~t· of letters in -

E'rC!nch; We are·-anroxi~ an T!l~Jisli tr~nslation of this list 'lith this paper 
. - . 

to give on impression of >rhot it is all about. The list is only the first 

t~a~lation; so mney lines al'\'1 marked: ~ dots to _imicate illegib,ility. 

" . ' 
The second bunch, qf letters contain inforinetion report, applic~.tion, 

' I ' • ·~ • : ,. . ' • 

negotiot_ion for procurirg job, . show ce'usii :.notice, explanation; partnershi-p-

proposal, m;J.rioga proposal, social news·, licanse, notice ·'i:or appointment, 

purchase-deed, contract-daed, agreement, recai pt, parti tion-dcaed ,- appoi ntm&nt- -­

lottor, instl'UIOOnta of bail, ~p~~; byr.otbecntion-aeed, s~le-deed, hnd-~, . ,. . ... .. ,, . 
gift-do~d etc. T!;le first .bunch of letter9 contcins such subjecto 'as c"n be ·-

raised beween relntives _ _; grana f ntbo'r eaid~ for cloth aJil money' g~nO:!son 
girl~_ naws of ncor job, sicL'tlass in the family! impri~o~ont in the Kucb€ry, 

porndssion foJ: aemirg the >life to her-parents, comPlaints ,gl'.iwt fish .. atenli~ . ·- "' . . . . 

1ti ·tbe pond, money for the annu~.l 1oujn' f:i.re in tl:ie bouse, departure for 

Allahabad, search for a briclo, dnte for n mnrri.,ge, presentation for the 

soo-io-lmr, aslcirg the employee to come bo"ck ani join duties,- etc. 

'• 

One or t.1o lettars ·from each pai't ora annexed, so thnt it mcy bo 

soan how those letters roo.d. 
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libw we would like to deel viti> _;e.n .inportaut quection in connection 

with these letters : what she~ 

letters end haw is it different 

to-d~· 

of Pz,e-Britisb pro~e ·comes out· fl'CI!I these ... 
from the Be~oli prose ~ we kw-1 it 

·In nv introduction to the-book contcitlir.e; these .let.ters· I·E-.i!dress 
' 

nvsel:f mainly to these questions and attempt an elabornte analysis. :<!ere I .· 

submit a brief 9Ummar,v of some of 1119" conclusions ~sented there. 

1. The form of the lett~r~ of both bunch3s ore .. very··r:igid. ~en 

private ·feelir.e;s· oro exchn~oci in the.t rigid fome.t. -Cons<iquently, this ·· · 

excharee-· acquires a stereo-typed expression~ :···One reason of such rigidity-m,;y 

be trc.ced to the fact that in those doys, letters ~~a-e·precticcHy written ' 

dmm by_one or two ~Triters in o '1'i11eg~ ~~locality.- Sopen the privnto J:mTG 

or feelirgs were conmdnicated to tho oi!dreasae_. throUgh the medietion·of ·the 

letter-writer. The latte~·Triter hr.~·eefinito forms of.writire to different 

relations and positions. 

2. In the first bunch the fo=t ef a letter is divided in three -

parts: in tbe first port compliments and good wishes, in tb.i. sl!cond port the 

particular, in the third part egcin the concluclitg cocpliments •. In the 

first and third prs the l~~C! are alnost the sn~~~e in all letters 

diffcrirg only in 1pronem 1 (if e.di'ressce is some one superior) E'.nd 1Aahirwed 1 

(if the add res see is sone one lm•er). 

3. In the sacon'! port, the 1 ~ui.ee is <tiffe:t:ent from letter to 

letter and froc the first e.~ third pro-to·. This· sacp,nd port gives, the latter 

its irx'ividuelity. EGre is an execple. 
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<[~ <[~~ in ll.ll mm!i<r "Cm";mir 
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~11 mm OJI\Jic<r f'<lr~;-F\J"l~IGl·t~ ~ ~ ;01'1 m; "!i\si."Ci ·~ 
•·. . ' .-·t _.:· . . -: •. ·. • 

;m~ ar~Kl "S!\S<1ftJ ~m ~~ m -~ ~m· ~-
drJ ~~··~~ m't ~--s:rsn mGt· \\\lm4 ~ lf?r&T<f.! mPliT'if 

15m IJ~I>ii rti"!Jf ~- ~w.i ~~ 1 ... l"w .:itlXlttt ~~ ~· ~!f . .. ~- .• ... 
. .... 

11 ~ .·Gmlt "S!. '!.'ifl"<<'rn 11 .'!< m. >n:P.J ) 
-~r 

The. three ptlrta ·are frdicotcd by third' brec!ceto. n is a lette~ tbet 

c~:i.os ti1o p:f.cccs of 'ioforcati~n •. norc"'lly O.Jl<> io enough f~r a lettc;,.~ · The 
' ; .. 

pia ceo of inforn..,tion• ara co~le:x: so .the l~~e of tb.e .a.econd part· of this 

latta~ goos beyond the stereo-type. 

%. In the letters vherc the piece. of inforcietion is ·not ~at-:i 
il:!portnzrt the l~ucee of tbla. port bacocos itristireuis!:Jible fron. the 

'f»10 ports: ! I r . •. 

other 

5. In this sccon:! pnrt there is o conbin.c.tion of Sanslcritiscd·nO<h 

of addreoo ~lith Porsinr>is~<" laq;ucec of co=.:micetionr The conbin.."\tion socns 

to b<l e,.sy atrl ,dt":lout str<dn.·. :'!ere is a gooi! .eJW:!ple . .... 
\f.(f'f.!l'!l $D'!l<t "S! ~ m ()J~'!ll:!i!li<IT mmm ()l~lc:G"l . . . . . ,"'- .... .· 

.!l ~'!l OJf'H oflf~ ( .!lf!<q; -~ -~ ~ . - -
6. l:n the· second bulich whcire nainly .offic.ial forn"l. leiters nr.i • 

collected ~"' find· tbe anne ~ conbi~c.tion of Snnsl<:rit. ntr. Persian:-.-
. ' . ~ . 

ferns •. The imieenous- fom of Bc'Q'?;,"li is else .rrittcn in a pmcticcd bam 

with naturcl felicity. Here is an C!X~nple ~ron en nppecyl "~0\imt increcse 

in rent. 
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---------~----------------1 ~ . . . . . . 
f'.:r3i '[liflG ~ ~ >~>:r vrqr "'TB'lffil' "<1'1 m f.mi ( Sl )' f~ ~ 

. ·. :·2 ------~:--- . - .... 3 ... - .... I 4 Y. 

'liSI<ml ~ ~ 111f\r . -;m- :of>! ~ ·~ ll1'< .!1\R 'linl "<i:liff1RI 

;~::& ~ cii-IJ~~:~~1J-~~ ki~. <t~PIC~ W 15,~ '111~ 
~~1..~ 7 m~-r-cr.] ~~B~ -~ >!'li'tSI $5Qfl'it'>!Si l<l-l!t ~ '>1m" 

1m ~ fti ~ q;<('.~ miTt ~- ~ 'IJ"!<T"l1l 111~im IJI1i3f! T -."! ~ w <:< 
-------···-- & -·· 

10 ,~1 J 

Tbis i !HI brilliant piep_e of Borgt>.li "'''OIX> ~rbere nney Te.rint±ons of 

Bergnli syntex ~e used. ~ritb certainty .-.n! without &lbiguity, r»t one 

syntncticel pnttern is rc~nted, The 11 septences give- 11 different ,;nrl.-ntion 

of syntc:i:, Tho 9f;h,--1oth c.trl 11th ~ecl<>nce~ b-:.irg the c~nclU<lirg- scetien -
• . J 

and contoillirg only on npp<inl, ~ Korc.n I· is: iDe tom tbot differenti('.tes tbe 

inforcotion pert fron tho cone lui' itt; ap~cl. , .. _ 

7, The lotters contc-.in "orils.of S~~krit mi! Persian origin. --The 

I!tll:lber of wore a of ~ropeliri oriein ·nro very fw. · 1-feny of the •t<>r's- ~.rc-nc>t . . 
obsolete Ol:ld sone of then nrc used only in court. :!owever. these lettero ,. 
rcpreao:rt c source of vocabulnry dif19ri>nt fron the one we= know. 

letters ere of tl:ie s=e c;unlity, 

tettCrs that cro vory goo~ccscs 

book I bare tried to Il'l.k~ a list 

But- in tbclie 182 letters there nrc I:IOt\Y' sueb 
. . . 

for. syntactic til onclyais•· r~ tbe--fortboemre 

~f- such ~rords ,;bich ·".re not in use. now -om 
those syntnctic structure >thich we got froc theo~ l~ttcrs. For _the praseni--: 

not<> I would like to step hera ct0. e;o to r:rj concluc'i~ pert t}b', ir.ke c. ouic!i:' 

cocpcrioon of the prose of tbcoe letters •rith the Bargali prooc os prnctis_ed 

utt!er Britirb aegis. 
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The sc'rl.bs zmc"e o 1proc1uction rt".chincry' for. 'produci~' Baq:,.li pro.se •.. This 

'cnchinory 1 ~109 first put iqto action in <the Fort ··'illinn College etrl •. ,09 

functio!lirg in publishirg 'S=chf\1' D".rpc.n'. 

This systec ~ron fully caP.:,i:i'ent <>n the services of the p"trlits. 

1<1illinc Corey c.nd Johnl~-u-s'n."n i'id knou sooe Bc~".li. It cnn 1-e guancec 

th,.t tlley unc!erctoCY.l Bcrer..Ii ~.nd by pr . ..,cticc mx1 e:r90rience ml!')ht bove 

d3Velopec1 enough k!l0Wlec1ge of it to no!litor the tror.slotion work. But there 

is nothirg to prove th."'t they could ~rrite Bcqic.li os -well. Corey mx"l l!ors!Jn"'ll 

did not write onytr.,ite originc.Hy in Bct(l.'lli• 'l'he books that run by ~.-.royJs 

noce are ~ollcction of dialogue; c.!rl stories. C!'.rey eight have-:-plcnnc!' on:'! 

supervised their production.· It ecnnot however be proved beyond doubt that 

be ticself wrote these. books. The dialects that have been usee! in tloese 

books sugeest the opposite. 

It is not·· fully lono.rn how l~slun:m eclited "Snmnchor Dcrpon11 regulnrly, 

The method of his· selection ond"intervention cannot be guessed·. 

But it is ev!dcnt froo the boolw of the Fort i·lilli"-1:1 College mr! f'ror:r· 

tha files of So.c"c':!nr Dnrpoo tb,t trnnslotion was the nein prop o:f this syste~:~ 

of "producir:e". books· atrLjourl)als in Bcq-;nli. Trnnsbt:i,on .,as nninly done 

fro~:~ ~r:elish. But tha:.sanok:r:l.t P·m·'its >rho wonted in t!J.ece _pbecn o'li~ not 

know 3rglish • T!lcn bow >rere those >~ri tten ? C'bese were "ri tten obviously 

through co-operr.tion bat.re2n '!he s.,_hibs ntrl l'lanshis •. ·But bon c1ii! ·t'Jio 

'co-operation·•· -work, P"-rticul~ly ,,!Jenboth the co-oper,tors lec1<ci! proper 

ltno.rlet1.gc of ench other's lnrgur(lc. 

:!ere a pecul:i. . .,_r conpro.c1or p.".:r"toorohip, typicd of c. colo!linl country, 

ct'.lle up imrolvit6 both the S~ibs c.m the P,t:<l.ito. 

'l'he Sohibo ~rere in tho need of a prooe in ':!~Q?;."\li• 'i'hey h"-<'-io donenl' 

on the tr~.r1itioncl int3llectu0 lo of the "'"imn society i.o. the Er:-Jmin :?r.ti':its,' 

The pnmits ho.c' to give ouch e ohnpc to tho l~UI'gc;· buil~ '?lJCh structure for. 
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syntnx thnt c:i.P,_,bt ba utrlerst:mdnble to the Snhibs by npplyi~ their k1101rledga 

o:Z :1~lis.lo. ?::ere the s~.:mkrit. lnteuef\e Cai!Ie to .help· mil the :'3eQ;nli prose wns 

~rritten itt-sucb ,..· Sons!.crltis~ dictio.n th--:1; the S"''ibs ·coulcl well f'ollo.r the 

nen!Ii.re by just c: w'ord by ,.,or<: tr.nnshtion. Re~nli syntnx WC!l fo:rnc~ by npply-­

iq; S,.nskrit nnd 3q;lisb rc!es', Its clnusa pnttern wnn Snna'.•rit ntrl its verb -

(tons<:!) pntt2rn uns :Jrglisb. ~""·· indiecnous B.eng.nli speecb-pnttern wns--not the 

nod2l for this writt211 proae. The irfige:10uo usage of ,.,or<'a wns not the stoclr­

vocnbul . .'lt'Y for t~on<:! ~-Trit<:!rs. S.o. t:ois :'Jritid::..:Irr',i'll! pron<• io··correct in the use 

of tense mrl ndj:.ctive, but c"n never fi~ t~" cor:-ect wny of c>.rrntt;iq; the 

clouses in tba sentat;~ceo,.,;:n.-:!;fre.:;sa~aa:n teak, "'bich conmt be done ~rit'Jout 

n pro'P<'rly structured oynta::, 

In the lattera I ~otcd fron the f~ collection wa shell fin~ the 

opr-osite, There io less use of adjective,_ tbio.is uoed rl~nly for d<:!corntion in 

t!:lo ::i!fuo<!sa. The sense of teQOe ·is comeyoe by the context nrf, not by oti,Y' 

m:rphologicd cbntee in the vorb, .P.:ril so, <!7.C<?pt sonc ouc'!l letters in !:l."prtll:l 

BcBU 1s Id.pinclo, no-.rhare in tb" books of the Fort ~·7illit'.ll (:ollee;e or in tbe-p.,ges 

of nS=chor D<:ll'pqn" CC>Il we eet n oi ccle ')I'Ooe.;.pC>osr.ge tbnt cnn be structurally 

conl?".red ~rith letters I h!':V" quotecl. 
:.·· 

In the Fort Tfillioo (:allege -:,hnsa tbe writirg -of Benznli prose .,,no only 

nn ccOCcrdc exercia'2. ~e sub;ccts .. 
:'iil not crop up fron t':J" o::rpericncc 

tbnt wer" tnl<en up for wri ti ~ . Do q; r.li··books 

of i\ Boq;;;;t:t'"sP<i~-:itr: co=unit~. S~ the 

Beqr;di books wore trnnalntion ~·orl:s, Di-'~lm::!'\n bc't.reen .the Sn'1:ibs ali'- the · 

'~:ntive r l~.~u,..ge. T_':!c Sc!rl.bs :provic"t! the thane, 'th" pani!ito '.'l'oviiled the 

l~~u,ge. 

'Ibe p~.nd;its could co it, bGCC~UDC by tbo "'!ig!:lte~':: C-ontury-tb"-Sn1l0kri.t 

Icr:eu~e t'::rouc'b· ·the cultivction of S=iti ".nil lhvyn-~aYa boil tineere;one a 

burecucrntieetion. s('.nskri.t .~ot. trct'.nfornoil to n l~uce" of fctlily·cnd . 

r:lligious -laus. ?ba l::.reurp;::. \lc.o not cor:ounic~.tiva but·-pr"oc.riptiv"• S~)li'bS­

could ~ollow such n .t':d;:u em Briti lb burenucraoy c.ril the trneitioncl Brahmin 

burenUcrney joined together to nror:uce Bat(':nli prooo t!orougb J>np3r an! press. 
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~iDIX:- I 

Tnble of contento of 1st part of ~ibliothe~uc ~~tioncl~ letters 
April 1779. 

1. Fron the pntcr!U'.l greet grani!fc.ther to ':lis greet e;ro.ni!son. 

2; P-cply of the gre"t erc.trl son to hi~ pc.ternnl erect er~.ni!fo.t•,er. 

3• P-not!!er of tho e;roc.t grr.ndson to !:is pntcrnnl grP.o.t grmx1f,.,ther 

~~. 1'-cply of the peternnl grGet gr:mHat::,er to hi~ r,r"at·e;rnn'osn. 

5. ~e l1Qte~n..~l greo.t eromfetber to his great :;r:.txlso~ .. 
6, Reply of grGet grer.dson to mnterncl .o;rc'.t ero.ti'fntber. 

7• From groat grnndson io 11ntern,.1 e;rent IP'c.~fctTJer. 
0. Reply of ncterml greet e;ratrlfothor to e;reo.t gr•.rnson. 

9. Sono of pntcrt;~.'ll grc-:~t gran<!fnther to gr-,ni!tton. 

10. 

11· 

J'-eply of grnni! son to his pr.torn:'l e;ratrlfnt!ier 

Sone of grcn·'son to petGrnnl grntrlfct'>er. · 

or great grcndfatbe'r. . ... 

12. R. of pcterno.l of e;rl\lnf'lthor:.to e;~nmson. 

13· D, of onternal ernmfcther to erendoon; 

tlo. R, of e;r,-_ndson to metornol gremfether. 

15; · D• of grandson to. n:.tcrno.l crrem:bth<ir• 

t6o Ro of c:.tornol grnmfather to (li!'lmoori. 

17• 
18. 

19· 

D. 
it. 
D. 

of 

of 

of 

fnthcr to so.n. 

son to fnther. 

son to fnt·.:~er. 

20. R. o1 fnthor to son. 

.. 

21. D. of. e cot':!e>r to bor son. 

22. R. of oon to 'lis oothcr. 

?.). D, of oon to his nothcr; 

?.'>• R, of the cothcr to son.· 

?.5• . D .• of ~lder c.nd y,o~~cn• pc.t~rnf".l u~clQa to tbcir ncp~r:!W • 

?.6. F~ of nop':l<!t·T to his pntcrnnl 1:.ncleo. 
' 

27• D, of ncnhm' to ;rl.s po'ternnl uncles-.. 

28. R. of pctern'll uncl~n ·to tbair no?""'' • 

29• D. c'! catarnnl unclao to ihcir nenbetts. 
:.. • M 

30• R, of 0 n~?~aH to !lis cctarnr~l uncleo. 

31• D. of patern..'ll cr:ount of ':ler ne~et.,. 

3?.• R. of D~'he'l:'l to potGrn"l onount. 

jj. D. of husbc.nil of pntorn~.l nr.ount to ncphe\'T. 
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34• R, of nephew to huobom to p<:>.tern._.,J. -i:Jrilou!rt, 

35• D. of not~rtml c,DOutrf; to her nephcaw• 

36, R., of ne~:!W to his nnternd · anount. · 

37 • D. of ''msbmld of neternQI r-.nount- to nephew ,• 

38• R, of nepbe>r.to-husb:ml. of n6terncl r..nount. · 

39• D, of fntl:le~in-latr ·or fnther of ~io 'own wife to his oon-in-la>lo 

40. R, of ~n-in-lcl' to fnther of ~is wife. 

41. 

49.. 

43· 
44. 

D, 

R, 

D, 

R, 

of elder brother to younger brotb<lr 

of ycut(ler brother to elder brother 

of elder broth~~ to yo~ncer brother 

of younger brother to eldar brotber. 

'>5. Do of husb~.m o:f his •·• eBer sd.ster. --

of soce. 

of sr-.ce nether. 

of saoe cother. 

46• R.• of L brother-i~l~Y7 to !lusb~m of cy elder sioter. 

47. D, of huobnnd of cy yonqzer oister. 

~B. R. to busbnnd of cy younccr oiotcr. 

49, D. of cy sister in 11:!01 o_'i:·_wife of r:r• el<!cr·brotber.-- · 

50. R, of brother in 1~·1 to the ~rife of bio el~er· brother. 

51. D. of a otep not her or ~rife of fntbcr to Don by. first cnrricee of her 
busbntld. 

52. R, o:f step con to :us step nether or occon:" ,.>if3 of bis fnt'ier, 

53· D. to brother lrJ occom t:lal'rii'Z<3• 

5~. R, of c. brother by oceoDl. =riogc to bio brother by firot ~rio.'~O~ 

55• D. to dc~htGr in 1~. 

56, R, of the clauebtcr in la,., to fntber of her -bucbP.Dl.e -

57. D. of tho elder cistor to the yout(lcr oioter by sene norricge, 

58• R, of youqzer broth~r to elder oiet~r by once cr-xri~e. 

59, D, to bio oioter by· oecorf norri,.,eo. 

60. R, of tb:> Gi:>'ter by occone Ol'.rri..;:;o to. brctbcr by first norri,.c;e. 

n. of f~.ther to-"Jis er~.tit 

R, of crr.:m son-in-le>T to 

. ' oon-J.~-:-!l·T· 

fntber of ~is wife. 

63. D. of the =tber of ':lio >rife, 

64. E. of t)Je rootber to hucbf.'.n:' of her dn'IU'rter. 

65, D. to brot!:ler of :'lis >ri:"e. 

66 • E. of brother in 1~1 to buob-'\ne of ':lio '-rife • 

67 • D. of pc.tertml uncle of bio uife. 
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68. R, of neph'"'·l to the pntarncl uncle of !lis >~ifc. 

69, D, of cc.tcrnnl uncle of !lis 1-Tifc. 

70. !!., of n<:>pha.1 to natorn:U uncl·~ o~ !lis ~life. 

71. D, to pc.tcrnc.l anount of his '-life, 

7'?.. R, of paternal anount of ':ds wife L to 7 
neph~1 or l:Jusbatd of her niece, · 

73• D. to octcr~c.l llcoount of his ,,lifo, 

7/o. l!, of rntarnnl nnount to no!_>bm1 or ·,usbruxl of her niece, 

75• D, to fr.t~10r of his otcp not!Jcr or necqn:! Hi:fe of l:io father. 

76,. R. to the sane. 

77• D, to brother of his step r.other or oecore wi!.e. of father • . >. 
78. R, to son of ey sister by fi:rst n,rri.-x;e. 

79• D, to his patarn:U gcrnein co'lsi.n. 

80. R, of ;:>etC>rncl cousin to paternnl cousin. 

81. D, to son of pnternnl (lemcin. 

m~. R, of son of pntarnal gernnin·to· the 

B3. De to O.."'l.tern.."!.l g.arn.._'litl ·~ousin. 
()4, R. to ecrnnin cousin above ncntioced. C<'uoin. 

85. D. to the son of o-,ternal cousin. 

85, R., oi son of nO>tcr.n.--.1 aerncin to •:,bove nentionec!. 

07. 
oo. 
89. 
90. 

91. 
9'?.. 

D; to oon of hio elder brother. 

R., to the sane. 

D. to oon of his elder tdoter. 

R. to the o.~o. 

D. to father of IJY son in 1~·1• 

R, to thP. nona. 

D, to his rnlc ·slave·. 

9-'!o P ... to t'be sane. 

95• D. to his deu,no or sir'mrs [1_7 
96, R, to the o !\Ceo __ 

97• D, to :hto servant ••• 

98, R,to the BonC• 

99. D. to his aonootn or oeent. 



100. ~ 

101. D. 

10::!. ;>_ ..... 
103. D, 

!Or., R. 

2nd Pari; 

to t!:le snne. 

to • •••• 

to the sCIJe, 

to his cbnze~r. 

to tho sor::a. 

: 
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1• To tho Rcja or prince of tho country, 

2• •••••••••••••••••••·~···· the Sec~ct~. 
3• To t!:l:: Dmrc.n or •• , • • • • • • • of tbe P..aj a. . 

!.1, To the sene. 

, 
o. 

e. 

To 

'2o 

To 

To 

the P.oycl Secrct,ry of 

th<> sane. 

the Guru or ~O!To'Tc.oin ( 

the sane. 

9. -:i'o t~c :rfuropec.n ocotcr. 

•••••• 

? ) of •••••• 

10. Fron th<> "luroponn r:mster to tho Bcrgnl Jl-e;cnt or- seiVnnt • 

11. To t:w inferior mster Bc~di. 

1?.. ~c the s~e. 

13• To c. oupe~ior frie!rl. 

tl.!:. 'Lo the acne. 

16, To the coco. 

. ' 

, , •••••••••••• of the ~uru c::e~e:)nont of ncrrl~c 
••••••••• fetb~r o£ the ~irl 

18. To the ooco. 

19· ~·~ :.n inferior fricm -- r:!ct·ri~e· of 

20. ';!o the aaoe. 

?.1, Fro!:! a frio~ to c :Zrieti!. 

?.2. To tho seae 

?.3• Co=dolcncc on the deeth of a friend. 

••••••• 
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~. Dnsstok. 

?.7. Corlilliosion on t!le .••• of .-:-. "Jrovi::ce [ ? _7 

28. The inhabitants to the ll,.jn. 

?.9• ContrMt fo.- cloth. 

30. Ccntrnct for rice nnD fuel n~ 

31. Contrcct for lime. 

32. Contrcct for cloth. 

33• 3qscgement of the nerchcnt •. , 

• •• 

3'>. 

35· 

He~t eqscgement tlle first cne not ll.wi~ been ~.::-.pt. 

3te:l£>ement for supplyiqs rice to the cnptcin II ship 

~6. ~nzeeement for s-,,ulyirg of ~1ood for a ship. 

37. El~p,eement for/or !{obuli:~n.t •••• • ccm'(Y.L'omise 

30. 3qscgenent for the zamimnr. 

39• :'ll~Ccgcment node in f'l'ont of the Itr.jn. 

'>0• ?.l~cecl!lent yns~<>d in frcpt of i;he_Znci.n;lnr: 

'>1. :'ilq;cgel!lent of 

1:12. ~rucecocnt. 

in fr_ont of the Zonindcr. 

43• -.J~Crecnent of Scrvmrl;. 
z,z,, A·rc_ceipt. 

Z.5. E. 

46. Receipt for cloth. 

'>7. ~. 

49. a.2• 

50. nr. 

[ 
.. uuittnncc_7 Cbden the ecner,\1 ~isch~.rgc. 51. 

52. 

53· 

c,.'J the snoe 

The IIinute of • • • .. --
5'>. L corrf;._j 

.. ....... 

55. :-!:mcogenent pnssec1 by the nnstgr.to the scrv"nt. 
56e · 3z::cagenent of ih~ serv ..... Ot fls-=-~-vis ~io n.,_oter. 

57• ~he 0unrnntcr of body [?-7 ;-corp~ ·7 

•••••• 
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59, Tb~ o= of azurcncnt pnsse"\ in front o! ·tho 
:u.:Oitero •••••• 

60, il~ -· ..._ o" . .;r"-Gf'Gcnen" .:.. ••••• p~sed by ~1a -pnrtics in·front of the 
Zonima. 

P,.,par o:f by1_:)othec.,tion of houso n!:rl 

S:ile of Seignuria cdled t,.,luk. 

64. ["Cent; 7'- -·-
65. Scle oF!itle {? ) .. 
ss. Dochot Pnttn. 

••••• of n •••• • 

... 

67. 

68. ~ft of lnm free fron !:hnjne r.ycJ•lo L ? 7 to . • 
the kiiU, prince or seignurie to ~.ifferent-persons, lil<e Brnhr:dns; 
MoOrs·, B..ervr'.ntn ~!X! the t.~r:r~tero ••••••••• 

69, Decicio::1 of B:.:--,hcim re:;'nrc'i~ the subject cf'tbe volunt~.ry 
iiDeritor of a peroo11 't·rho dies cbilr~less 

70. Order of e pri nee of i:Jb . .,bit,.,ntn of n t;>lnce ...... rehebili tC\tion of " 
woo..'\n in her caste cfter bmri~ uMhad hersel?. for inf"-"1l' >~hich w.r.a 
inposed on her "'rroue;ly by the • , •••••• 

71• Orde:.:- of :?rince to remer tba lend of nn in!Jeb:it . .,!If; 
which •••••••••••• • hr-.s occu'l?ic~ oo:·.rithout rer:.eon. 

75· 
76. 

77· 
73. 

7~'5 
In~i"n lfnnuocript 1979, 
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::XAHPL.?S OF L~'.~.'l'!JP-S 

Fron the fi~t bunch : 

of~.?[ ~ $lJ iJ i3i'>QT'l! i!J~ .. . 
~ i!IGI\J~ "]'rq; "i'l ~<f q;IJ1i'J"lf • • 
t11 <rqr ;jt ?II il ~f;;j 11T5! ~ 

~'flm >~mr ~ f';;J~::j<f> oot'f ~.!l"i'l ;n~cr <r..~ • .t~JT;l r.mror jT~ 
~~' ' G 1 ~ 1 CQ'< .:~ m-a1JTii'l"i'l >1\J \i!f:1 "i'l of 'l\5'1'1 f<rrw ooq; ~ ~ ~ ~m~ tl1 

Q, ~ • ' 

___..A -. .... ":'' .... 
<li!JI"i'l ~ >!~ "'T>:< .rr.< Qf:(ftQ~ ~~ ~ ~~m f.ifln.G IJIRifl T .,..,'<.,;,'<C'""<l=4' 

' ' Olof"i'l IJIIf'q ~m >~~~ 11 "lT "'<l'3iB VTq;r ~ ~m em~ m"fll.? ~of.;; lJF<ill1 . 

<fG >~r.:J ~f'i:rmf~<'lm t11 q;rof;,'l f'<r~ o;froT >tm ~m "fff'i:l ~ iJ~ G~r;:~<ml "'<1"l 
.... .... .... .... 

>!T1i'J ~ 1\)";l ~ \5\5~ ~ Cl:IT(Jf(l:J "'t'lll'<iJI !it .!l ~of~ \llT:(1'1 "'<1"l ~ 11 ~ 
. .. -

' ' . >~r.:J"i'l ~"{\!> <1"'<1Jf q;i<:l q;r()f ~q "(11!J'rr.l >.rr~l1~ i"<l"'G"i'l ~JJm ~~ f'<rn ~ ~ 
.... ' ' i5T~ ~ ~ .:tl~t't f';;J~::j ~KI<itil '<f\5 

Fron tb"' Sccom bunch ·: : 

"{11 of. 'W";:fJtG "fTvT of<;~f-1 ~Hli'l '3i"' >!Bi .!l ~<f \Jlflml 1\lir~"!T ~~ . .!l: .!l ~<f 

IJIIf'q · "il\.'JT :1f\5<@1 >1~~ ~ flc'illfl Tm ~<im Ei mTil?tr ~f9! 't11Fm orrm mq . . 
' ' ........ ~ ' . -Oil ill W qm =Gt""'<l""'tG""~ >!~ Oil \JI C~ ~''--< l?f";l IJ!m_i'!f 'tl1flf -;n'< .!l -q, ~:>u'"' ::jf. ~ 

."f"i'l 'IJIIfq IJif"i'l ~. C5i!f;l. ~ ~ .!1 'J";l 'CW<r \['!{
0
"11 ;1 ( .? ) >t I CQ C<l~ >t?l OIBI -;;rric1"!T #i:l1Jroi 

l\l'i 011\JIW '(lj'81;:rrti fli1.TTt< ~f'<r >Ioq~ll ~m "fTBi l\l'i ~ '(1j'8l ~f'Hitf'!k mq 
. ' ' 

~~"t~J~ >I?J<mi'l . .!lq;" .!l~ VT~ -q ::rr~ fti-q IJif"i'l 13m 111'31ml i<11ilf ~-q .!l'G'ir'l! 
•I. ·• . . Q, 

' 'l'Ei<'llfT of3' i<1FIJ1Jf fti<'lT'l '<f\5 . . . 

nc/. 
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A N:lte 

Cn the v~rse-otyle in Bet:ecl.i in the lef;e 11lth century 
(in reference to ciscuooion in pp n and 11 in t~e text) 

In a very tentative sunnnery on the chsractcrists of ihe verse in the late 

18th century the follm-rite points nny be noted. These notes !>.Te to facilitate 

the umcrstati!ite; r£ the m:dn &gU1!1'3nt of thia p0.per and s!JO'cld cot be te!~<m 

to be any conrnent. 

1. The veroc io pay~.r i.e. _lines cont~~nine B/6 - I!IOraic ·foots am its 

different variations in ~ripci!i, C.,nuooi!i, L~.chari eni! others where 

r!Jyt!mdcally the line is extcti!od to -contcin more tban two footo • 

2. The ~ is mainly close-a!Xlin<O but in case of linen contllicitU 

I!IOrc th~.n -c,.,.o foots it in foot - crili~. 

). The PaYEll' lines contain a sitglG-mcaning - unit, ,.d_th verb or ,-lith 

a verb utr~crstood. 

~. The laruu~e i 3 orne to a;il. full of fie;ures of s pooch. The- figures . ' 
are dr~rn m.a...inly·from sound. _The· other principal·figurcs ore 

1-fetophor·, Simile, J.llcgory, Con!>"l.l'ison, :ElyporboL. 

7• The verse""" Jung-x! by tbo virtuooo of the poat in l!oi!JI! these 

fi.;:ur<>s. ~be usc of fi~rgs came d.o.rn to tbe r:dd-nin:>teenth century 

prooc""""trit~rs, "here verSe-styles "'~re rnixod in prose-structure. 
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