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INTRODUSTION

One of the problems in the s'buqr 0? surce meterial in regard to the .
bistory of Bergald vrose is a stereotype about dta genasis in the British
impact on Bengal snd especially in the use of printing press. Thia stereo-
type 18 guite often accepted as a- factual h::.story. The grect masters of
the history of Bergall Iitnr&tm-e, such as Dr. Susnil Kumar De, Dr. Sulcmer.
Sen and other scholars such gs Dri Sisir fumen Das heve taken the Britannic-
genesis of Bargeli prose for granted. Basirg himsel? on such e premise, the
Amorican higtorisn David Kopf, went to the extent of entitling his book on
Indo-Bergali Culture of the clites in the Cplcutta region in-the early 19th.
century, British Oriontalism £pnd the &Eswﬂww
Indian Vodernisation, 17731835 (1969). The yesult of ouch & historical

outlook is ‘that scholars of our generation sre mot even encoursged-to scarch

for any other sources of the gepesis of Bengali vrose, let alome irdigencus

sources, guch as mamgcripts apd private leotters.

Some collections of lettors uritien: in wort-a~2ay Bergali have indeed
" been ﬂdited or compiled which give a picture of a different vrose atyle.
But the letterc vhich were-cormonly referred to, foun! in the Cooch-Behar
gorregpordence, ?::ept'in'the Hational Archives of India and edited Ly
' Surerdraneth Sen, or gathered from homes in the upper Rarh rezion by
. Drv Pgnchansn ﬁan’lal, have their origin mainly in the early 19th century;
the ones which ar;a prior to the period of British impact are relatively
scanty. - Jowever, tso recent finds of ﬁ-ery large collections of letters
vritten elther by weavers in Baet Bengal or s Parrily in the Phaglrathl basin,
can definitely be tyyoea to dates in the 6th and 7th decedes of 18th century,
Tbelseem}nz?y/thidc in termo of e.ltorm_\t:.ve gources ,for the study of o Bergall -
prose which rmst have ‘been extant cons:.-ierably before the.‘t and which there—_
fore conaidorebly pre~dates the iopact, beneficinl, nerver'birg or otherwige,
of religh in colomiel eircumstances. In the second half of this paper, an
attempt will bo mede to spell out the implications of such a discovery,



ii

Por the presemt, it is nfecesgary to start by considering the-  --
encelyticsl agpect of such .a pre-&a'ta.ng, It is argved in the firat sectioms
of thig paper thal the proge vhich develoned in the early-19th cen'bury wes
the product-of certa:.n speeific: noeas by & Toréign dominant elite-- using -
the aubordinate translat:.on gervices of their collaborating: Indian ‘partner!?
1ike Eam ra=m Bose, Pmity'un;]ay Vidye.larixar o othera, . The structure which .
vwas rear=d on those, by Deople of the emdnence of Remmohun Roy and hbis
genere.t:.on, vas to e certa:i.n ezterrt constralnee hy the colonial relat:.onship
Howevcr, a study of syatqctlcal structure vould show that there are extant -
evidences_in wheu werc initi~Ily oral Forms of comrranication, such as songs,
folk Arama, cic. 07 the marks of a i’a:.rly devzloped prosc foxm, Thisg was
.- different from the over—formal:.sed am worked out- structures that were
‘ prepared by Fandits e.nd Manehis ergaged for the Sahibs' couverﬁ.enoe of
learmirgs In succesgive parts of th:Ls paper.-l bavc ﬂssayﬂd an attcmpt ‘o
show how an altcrnat:.ve 'pro'bo-prose gtructure mght be constructe&. The --
. proto-prosz that one can discern in thd lyrics, "kabigans', folk dramas, ete,
of the late 18th century was closer to the nceds of mass cormmrication in
,' Bengal during the transition from-indigenous rural to 2 forcign dominated
colonialism. There is ncope fo¥ a deté;ilca_' gtﬁay by applying tools :o*f
gyntacticsl annlysis. This might give us a;rla'inkliicxg of an alternstive line
of dcvelopaatt which wes sutmerged by the colordal ‘elite of the early 19th
century. o |

Dowever, in the legt part of *the paper I ba\te suggestcd that in
addition to-these sulmerged remnences there wac another and more formal;
though easy, and r-1lifluent structure of prose in the -ccmmn'ep’istolary
us2 by the Bergzli masses of the 18th century. I.n fact, one woul?d probablsy
not be overstoting the case if onc vere t~ say that thete might have keen =
gupprcssn.on of democratic eyntaz by' the bepginning of the 19th century. The

mplica,tlons of such a riﬂccveT'y' wcmld appear o lead to the need for congli---
derably ﬁore regearch on the development of Dergeli symtex: @ in one dircction
it vorld lead to the gearch .:f,or nore guch evidence in the"i?tb century amd in
the other direction they would lead to e pore criticel exnrdpation of the
gyntex an practiscd by 19th combury Borgali wrxiters. . -



. The c“roncﬁbgicai history of Borgali prose begins with Suropean
naried « I”!s.noel Da. As sumpe.cao, a native of Wyora g an fugustinisn friar-
of the Cormgreracao da Indis Oriental used Bemnzali prose sentences in 'ora.nt
for .the first time in 173 in his 'Crepar Xaxtrer Orth, bhe at or
'Caltheciano 2a Doubrina Christaz's There is Don Lpntonio's 'Catechism!
in Bergali in 1743, the lepend bein; that the author was a Bemgali by birth
and Portuguesc by upbrirging. But these ore only 'few extant writimegs of »
distinetly Portuguese origin... from these and other refer;ences, it ds
not hazardous o concludé that these Porturuese missionarizs,lilke Carey
and Mars'men of a later age, though on a modest scale, ﬁiust have created
and left behind them an interesting body of Forturunese Bergal:!. litzratore!?
(De 1962, pp.58).

These precurgors sre followed by the Srlrampur miss:l.on ar? Fort
i11ism College., The “ublica*‘:.on o?.the Hble in Beno'ph prose in 1801 vas
an important event, in spite qf the prose beirg 'marized ..., throush out by
earlinecss exd irmeturity! the'ﬁérk ig geid to be imrortent 'as the earliest
specimens of simple and homely prose" (inid pp.104).

.~ MNext comes the Fort ”111:Lan coueae {1800) anﬂ its Bergali
department under William Carey. Tt has’ been obgexved that 'the movercnt
for uﬁdertﬁ‘d!ng literary and seientifi¢ worss in Berrali mose amd for ..
translation into that lerusgey which $411 1850 hn boen go bo-mplcdoug an
activity in the 1i*arafy history of Bergel, bad its beginming in the_
publications of the college of Fort William! $bid. pp.107-08),

. In a list prepared frdm three sources (ﬁ.nnals of the Collere of Fort
‘fillligz_g by Roctuck, Caleutts 1819, The Collepe of Fort Milliam by Clauﬂius
Buchanen, 1819 and Lorg's catalogue) 17 book s are montioned as pubhs':\ed
fron Fort Willi-n College in the ner:.od between 1801 and 1815. In spite '
of some doubt about one or two boo!:s, whethar these were published fronm the
college or mot, the 17 boo:s slong with A Dietdomary of the Bergnlee .
Lorpuane by 73i1liem Carey published between 1815-25 sre considered to be the




bulk of the Fort Willian College _‘g‘_:'_lb].ica'ticnS. 07 :thege.17 books L are _

original writimgs, 7 are translation works, 4 are grammatical and lexico-
graphical works and the remeininz 2 are Careyls collections of "-at»opavathan'
and 'itiahe.snala'.

So lorg, these ru'bhcatzons hava boon considered by most h:.stonans
of Bergali literature to be the beginmirg of ! Bergali prose. The resgsons for

guch conclusion are best tresemted in the Following argunent :

Since the practical digappearence of

Bergali literature alter Bharcichendra's

Adeath, ity first public cmorgence dis to -

be traced in the prose mublication of

this colleze, which, eolthougsh no literature

by themseclves, certainly heralded

the nore nature product:.ons of the™

later dsys. The innortance of

Fort 31liam College in the higtory -

of modern Bergali prosé is not 2ue

to the supreme excellence of its

publicetion ... but to the 2ot . |

that by its erployment of the Press,

by peeuniary and other. encouragencnt,

by =2ffording a centrsl "place for the

needed comwtact of mind to mind, it

zawe such an :u:rpetus to Betyali

learmirg, es was never riveh by any other

institution sincé t3c establishment of
 British rule (De. 1962, pp.104).

The Srirsmpur rissionaries began publishing. 'Dixrde.rsan’ (Ppril 1818)
the first Jemgali nonthly arl 'Sgmachar Darpan', (IfIay, 1818\ the first Be:ga,l
News= weekly,. fron Sriranmur. At present historians consider these neriodicsl:
to be regulaf pediz for cultivation of Bergali prosec. Be.r:ea,li intellectusls
. and writers like Barwmohan Ray and Beaberd Charan Banduopvfbyay brought out
weekly newsbapers in the early twonties. But it did not mark the er?. of the
rissionary cormend over Bengeld prose. Such a charge in the scheme of thims
would take us to tha thirtiea when Bcnvali journ.l:.sm becone a - social

phencrenon and by rocful'»r pract::.ce crxzall vrose was transfomed to become

the vehicle of social excharfe.



IT

The foregoing resume is. a':v‘_c;'y brie? gsurmary of the éef;i.:ﬁ.tive
higtory of Bergali prose. It is sﬁz::;orterl by such an irréfutable chronelory
which links the Fort Willinm Colleze en? Sriramvur Msgion period {(1800-1895)
with the emorgence-o? a nev band’ oP"Be'{:hli writers., Yhis chronelogy has no
epparent gops anl ns such is acceptec’ by cl1l the bistorians of Bemrall
literature, cspecially of prose literature. In the first snch treatise
written by RBorgetl Wynyaratna (1873) end in an imvortont later tyeatise
Ramesh Chamdra Dutt (1877) the instances of pre-Jritish Bergali Iitersture
were collected from worlke sreitten in verse. They nccepted the beginming -of
prose 1ii:erthre izi Be:gaii'-';'é ?; post British phepomenon. Since then the
other errov's of these moneeﬂlr:g attenpts of writing o hlstory hore been - -
corrected by Iatcr “igtoricns an? the ratory o Rermgali literature bqs been'
developed in to a separste 'hranch of study., Buit mo controversy seers “to- exist
about the beginmirg of Bengeli mroge. Rathery Zsets on this period apwear -
to be f:l.na.lly settled, In'zll such historical evaluations where new facts

h=re becn d:.scovered e arrﬂnged, n.nely Bergioli literature in the nineteenth

ceptury' by _S.K.‘ De, Baryala Sohityer Itibgg,_ by Suﬂmar Sen, Bornzalil literature

by J.C. Ghose snd such specislised studics on the peried os Bomyls Gadyn
Sahityer Ttihes! by Sajani Fanta Das and Sobibs ond Munshis by Sisir Kumer

-Das, thisBwbgnntcfenesis of Bonﬂali prose has heen unequivoeally a.ccepted 3

as & Tnstoric 1 i’act.

From such accepiance over nearly two centurics the alaptation of

.Caréy, liarshman ond Ward to the geneoloZy of_Be:gé,li secns to be complete. -
and f:i.ndl. In this process of ddentifyirg 'm. inr‘ﬁbitable chronolorieanl,
progres sion with casential reneplof'y ve have cared legs fop o egually vwalid
| biogre.ph:.col fact that Carey Jdid not teke to Bemgali windly. In the .lust
© years of the eichtcenth contury when Carey was try'.l.rg to laoarn Bergald, he
compleined comstomtly in his lettexs cbont the lansettled otnte of its forms
and expressions, of its grarmar and orthosraphy' srd he totally-failed to
understand the lirk betveen the writien Bergali an® the dialeet.



"The language snoken by the netives
of this part, thowh Bengali, is so
diiferent from the largu-ge itsel?
thet thongh I enn precch on hour with
tolerzble freedom so as thet. all who
spezk the larguage or can read or
write, unferstand me perfectly: yet~
the poor Iabourdins people con uner—
stom? me 1ittle".

(Fron o “letter wntten on Uctob-ar

2, 1795; Vemodrs .o? Tilliam Carey

ed. by "‘dstace Ca,rey)
There are more nrcind coméirbs by h:l.m when he descerdibes this country ss one
"davoted to the .sexvice of Satan an? irmersdd in the gwful ignorance of

- heathenness", In his letiers collected by E‘u;tacg Carey in llzmoirg of Willianm

Corey we shall not get a simgle line written by Carey in pralsc of the Bempali
Iaxgnage.. ‘Zren as ¢ leerner, Carey does not aprroach Berpnli with any eense
of modesty. In the levdter cnoted above he expresses no uncertainty cven .
about big promnciation. Ie :Ls all cor“ec't end the fanlt-lics with the -
laruszes dence the langusge shoule be charged to a shepe corresponling to
whet Carcy knows, i.c. cxpects the larguege to be, Thus, tho. go-‘-ceﬁ:sc‘- Britidl
paren‘a,e of Bergel prose was void of nocessary uplcrstordinmg ond c_re.
Corey en? hig 11k were connectﬂd vi’ch enp:.m-bu:.ld:.rg. Their hagte and - -
concern for cvolvirng = form of Beq:c_i pProse were mlled by n:.ssiongry—cmn—
imperizsl object o precching Christ:.an goapels to heathars in thedir ovn
torgue. Carcy end his brother mss:.on.ar:iﬂ.ps_y-rere hasty to cvolve a form of
prose, so thot, the gospels o2 the Iord misht e prenshed to the heathen -

in their own-larguage. Ia.ss:.om.ries ware ,algo empa.re-bullaers and-the languag
of a gu‘)Ject—pnople coulr‘ not 'be given such tine as b:;s bnen necesgary for
civilised ZBuronean lampusges to give bhird th to a form. So the birth of the-
prose hod tctake plece by force. "he conseguente vas-first on ebortionr —
the Srirampur 2ible in Bengali proce nmd th en n noro:_:l-- the Fort Yilliem
bocks in prosc. . "



_ There_is therefore litile point in usirg: the. ege-old Beme.li net-:phor
to deseribe Carey as 'Janska! of the Bergali proso. "My ease is -

1. ° 'bhct “the syﬂtactlcal structure of _
Bergali prose amd the symtactienl - -
structure of the Fort illisn texts are
so different that the former canmot be
the result of the later, end as such,

the Bergali prose camot he gaid- to begr:Ln
with the Fort Willianm bookas )

2.  that inthe twenties an! thirties of
the nineteenth. century the Beng-li newse:
PapPers ena Joum,ls guch as, S;\nchﬁr ,
___m, Sangehar Chardrika, Sembsd Frabhalkar,
Gangnamreshan, Sofibad chpslor in their regular
proetice of nrose-writizg déveloped the
particular Bergali sentence-structure with
scope far further noc’:.fa.c»t:l.ons' .

3.  that a proto-mrose was extan% in"
Bergali in the later port of the eightecnth
century which was pre-British, both in :
chromolopgy .and in syntnctical structure and
vocabalary -

3 el

_ In the prosent note I ghall-not be argu:.t:g 'Por the first e.nd second

parts imvolvirg struetural .analyais of prose. '

My imned':lpte ‘concern :lswith the third pprt of the argament i.e. the -
existonce of a ‘Jroto—prose in Bamq,lz. in the ciphteenth century: ~In = ppsscge
quoted-fron Bergali d*era{cure in the Mneteenth Century by S.K.De in the first
gaction of this note i‘b hag' been gald that 2 ga =p in the- chronclogical-history
of Bergali literature exists ‘between Bharatchandrals desth in 170 end- -
fourdation of Fort Willienm College in 1800. let ug exarine if a proto-prose
literature may be f;is_ientified for this period. ' - A




The some historisn in his attempt to-explein this gap in-the chronology
says that in this peried, ’flo}.!:fished a class -o? Bemgali “riters, chiefly poets
who were uninluenced by Bnglich ilees sn® who mefinteined, even with doclimirg
powers, the ]ite‘ie:y‘fraditibns of the pagt' am? egein, 'e.. they .., meintein
the contimity of literary 'Eist'ory'Eurirg the period of interregsmm betveen
the death of Bharat .C‘_hal:-ﬂra e.rd the emerge'ncg‘c;:{’ the now school!,

The main Wlk of the literature of the period is lost forever. TFrom
the smaller part 'i:ha‘b has been saved the mein forms mny be identified as -
(1) Zabigans, (2) Teppa Somgs of Mdhu-Bbu and-others, (3) "Remprased’ Sorgs,
(L) "Bharat Chardrd! verses, (5) Panchsli and Yatsd.

0f these, no cemple of DEnChII. nnd yatra literature has come down to

us os these vere mainly oral 11t ernture an? the practitioners were-uneducated,
gonetimes illiterate, We ghall hove to moke our assumptions -on the basis of
seanty somples of the other varietices. On m_,:v oecaa:i.ons the dating anmd
axtthorship of the piecces are ‘in douﬁt. . But stylistically and tbemutic-;lly
they belong tq the Inte 18th Je:r-l:ury.

From Iswar “untals historieel narrationAof' the 'Iiabigans".e;n! from
asore other writirgs of latei' periods, it ma:y ke peen that this form was moinly
cormversationsl, In Tabigan! there vere <uestions-spd replies between two
partizs. These were of a particular tyﬁe.‘ Yy huﬁch ig that this form of
comrse,t:.on, of :En;ﬂ.m a question cunmirgly end of replvim to it or

: avoi.d:tzg it with eoual or more cunrﬁ.w reasuired s nmse-—st'yle. " The lows.of

. versification =nd the requ:,_rementa of ruick retorts, often with a syntactical
charge, worked at verisnce. But the scope of solvinf" the problem ~es, in the
form itself. Lr».dn.tional vern:.ficntlon with al’itera*ions, ﬂum nrd other
rhetorics of sou:ﬂs, wag mixed with improrpta s‘bhtemnts in a'.hq:le proge -
grabed ss versc. ven in thig sccord part rhymes were to give an apnearence of
verse. DBut anybody may find, by "eeping dezf 4o the rhymen and fisures, that
these are sirmple prose. Thesz are plso open-to techmieal analysls of syntac—
ticel structurce., The result will be the game.



‘Here is an cxample fron ea.rly period LI

1 \‘BI'TT_TEiT wmmmrw?a
o I WY A TR |
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12 1,76 mwn@tmmu
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14 GWWWW 1
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3
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5 ROWWACTE 4
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8

9
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o1 ST GOW THT, W0 oA TR,
22 '.mmfvsﬁownarﬂf‘avf@|/'wama/
gn‘a:r vmwa GRS BURGH



Cf thege 92 lines, the lines with mmbéré'l, 11, 12, 17, 18,-21 ard-22 are
verse lines in the style of versificotion of the period. -The twe sequenees
betveen the lines 2 and 10, and, 13 ond 16 have-been expressed in a style-

.which may be described as prose garbed im verse. Some lines have a mixed-
gtructure.

Let us take an excmple Zrom; later period when the style has teen
followed with little more sophisticntion.
1 ofG P Wt o @ ®od% 5397 |
o A [ ?.51"-2' omrar oI« |

1 3 ﬁTvTGlﬁm IE A TR W I AT IT AN
5 ‘ITWTGFN'-T[@ )
5 UM % 3T, mi’a oW W 7, e
6 offT ot AR 1
7 et:r-fﬂi’é o T @, ST a@S PamEE |
% 8 -zrr.efrqsfrrm viefraratma, ms.raa
9 Giﬂh‘ﬂﬁﬂT(ﬁ'ﬂ|
10 ,Wﬁaﬂf“arqqal-mmrwmn
11 wrsamrﬁmrmi’smf’am, e,
2 | Gﬁj‘_ﬂfWéf’iﬂﬂﬁﬂTﬁTl
+ 13 B3 Gﬁqmdﬂ?ﬁ'aw T AT,
1k o a’ﬂ 152 GRS G-a8 |

15 W0 Q8AT IO WWQWZ&WWWWI

3 15 To@e T @RE 0T DT T2 W‘ET T/ §R T |
(Prachin "abs-Sargect published
‘ . by Cnleutta vrdversity).
Tn these 16 lides, lines with mumberc 2, k, 5, 6, 9 and 14 are distinctly
in the typiesl verse style of the period. The limes with mmbers 1, 7, 10, 11,

19 and 15 are symtactically prose with gome verse garbs.
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The lines 3, 8, 13, 16 sre of mixzed SJnto;-es of verge amd p:.‘ose': To
brirg our point home we may rearrarge the above’ pro«e Ilnes in nrose paragraph.
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kR I-iany more exemples: may be gqun where we will get the ﬁame
features. . :
en AFR; : , -
N'ow, it we exomlne the structore of 1Xabi! - songs we will see that
the s‘bructure :.tse]i ‘wag evolved to edmit of such prose-lilke veriations within

a ver‘se-struct‘ure.

e

There is some difference of op:.mon as to‘what this stmcture was. The
earl:l.est Knbi—so::gs are s,a:Ld -to have moheds, chitan and entors- only. Some sy
that the divisions were chitfn; mulh (or Mahada) 53, antari. Some agaln |
sy that these par'bs were chlizn, dhuyz, entara, Jhumair, These ‘sections -
differ not only in Tast Be:gJ anﬂ West Berg ol but also between the dlstricts.

.

..... - Whatever may be the division of- 'parts the vrhole rmisical gamt of each
.song is arranged in ascendim and Tigécending order into-such divisions! which -
sTe houn? to es ach other by a_p;;rt:.culrg- rnymin,g pontierns A part:.ct.ler diviaion
(section) is not mode necessarily of one '_serntenée only.- Some part may have 5
or 10-lines, some szwin moy have one or o half line-i.e. amy part may be of

ony lemgth. But these parts: (ot hnes) mugt e linked by the particuler

degign of rhyming. This rhyme—design :j.s ag follaws :

Chitan s
" Par chitan
Tulen
elte
Yiahadd
' Snoerd
.1;1‘3(1
'Seéorﬁ Fulka
Socond: Helta

Antera
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Chitfin-snd par Chitdn have the samé rhyming, Fuka ig-inlependent of rhyming.
Melts =~ Hehade,- - Saoai Kbne ~ Second l’felta rnke one rbyming. Secon? Fulun
and Anbara "ave a.ndependent of r*‘ymng.

- "’h:ts rhy!:l:l.ng des:.gn shows thz:t in Kab:.gm, enough free apece wag~ -
"provided within g section go that the Fabiwala m.ght meke free stotemerbe with
the only obliga‘hion-'hhg'b vhere he decided to cloge-the section he vould bhave
to rhyme the scetion with its corresponding Sﬂction. And-guch frec spaces —
were used for prose-like statements than for versi?ication,-- This frec-apace-
for nidd.ng_-'qjta,ygzmeuts was nore extended in course of time--and-Theur-end-Hof-
Mchrad f;o'ms were developed. Yith this go callgd degenaration of Zabl~pongs -- -
in Pheur and Iaf-fkhrai thediebedars were—developing their kin? of prose-exchange,
while the eli‘bes fo:.led to c’.evelop a properly structured public prose. _

Let wus take en gvailable exatxple, though it is mt the best type 04’
Theur @ Ea et
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The stylistic freeden that the lines my not contain: the eare mnber—of foots,
anl the foots mny mot contain the: same mmber of roras, make these semtences
oper-ended and bring in them a’prose-lile flow. Ta- spite of the speedieat foot
(of L moras) and quick rhymes this is more o prose then a verse or 2 verge
deputlsing wn as yet - unborn prose.

v

The apparent formlessness of the Kabi-ﬁpngs is -éonsidez-ed‘by crities-
ard bistorians of literature as o part of-the decodence of--the form of vérgi--
fioation 1toelf as &f this particular form of Ka'bi-—sotﬁs’.ﬂ was the result of the
inability of the Kabiwalla s to compose verse as per rules, Rabizﬂranath ing .

1896 moted,

Y .

_The Benpgali words arc 1.'1ght, they do not.
hecve the accemts of -the Inglish words;
neither have the ghorteming and
lerg'thetﬁn(_, of gounds .of the Sans'-rit
wordgs. Mopeover these sonss undor review
are not bound by regular Prosodys  So,
too much use of all:.teration Ves pecessary_
so that these carclessly composed vorses -

t leave somé impression on the audience.

sy translation 7

1% gubmission ia_ that the r_egularity of the form of versification conld not -
gined in.these songe bocause by that time the gocial base of vergifi-

be mpint .
Trom the irdiation ‘ef -Pharnt—

cotion had under-gone a qualitative change.
chandrs by the Kgbiwellas it is evident that ot least gsome of theu, were fully

congsciocus of the rules of vorsification. (Tease sce Mote A far4 very bries
alscussion on-the verse—gtructure of the period)e The verso-parts-c? Febi- -
ponge’.are full of tht*r‘bchnhdt-s— charncterdstics to meke it apparent thoat-thig
wos o ldving tredition with them. The imtzrusion of the prose-semtenees was

not mde through tho failure in voroification tat for the npocial mecessity

¢ the change of the form.
They were unconscious to0ls

The Kabiwallde.werc not conseious of-this change.
of historys In the nevly orected bogar—areos and



in thé la'tély grown 'para's of the "black-toun' behird the mnin urban centre:
of the city o7 Celeutte the pev imrdgremts of i’r'e«vers, cbnfectionem, Baniks,
13eclassed ! Broliing, dordciled Mirizgis and. such others “ware re~dy for the
dromntic ord the Prosaic that conld address. +hem with id:r.om of tbeir Dew ¢
pottern of daily life., It mnoy be m-esuneé tbnt they lez-rnt the langunge in
their doily use but @id not ¥now, like the proverbial mnid of the loliere~-
ploy, that this was prose. So a place for the d~ily gpeech was-four? in the
troditionsl verse-forr. Thus, the form changed from o tishtly woven -

atructure to o losely bo*mi muccllany The new content entersd :mto the
troditienal form tbrough these chinks.

The content of -Kzbisongs is traﬂitionally Judged 'by tSes aﬁe
yordsticks To quote Robirdransth from the some orticle,

By diluting the spirit of the previous
Salita and Vaishnove voetry thege poets.
have sold thenm very c'heaply to ther
city chentelle. -

A cor:mlctely new element pnnetr; te& ‘into the reference-frame of--the
Snktr, ond Yaishnava culturcs. - This hed the noture of corment-on the -real~life
affcirs ond persons. The very smnll nample—a of Kab:lgonﬁd nown to us, thenks
to Igwar Gupta's emleavour, combain o comsidernble pert where the 7abiwalla

sttecks bis ovponent ant where the Xabiwalle defards himself agninst ouch

ottackkd, The line between .the attack nrd c‘ofé'nce is not very clear in zech
and every case. - In the process the personal ond the gocial inter-mingle |
in violent-and phbusive opeechen, Thiq-g_a&e the Eabisongs its-peculinr-
potalerity. Lot uo toke some exmp%c%.é.. The attack on snd the reply by
Ren Bagu hove heen ouoted . gzarlier. Fers is the am:rple of on nttack on-:
._nqthomr by Pholur Sivha. . -

W m’r~ﬁf‘:umf’ﬂ.mf‘5 Fll” GO BT
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The young 2am Bosu once ottocked the 01d Haru Tholrur
WA qHWE A G2 oA B .
: mmmﬁmﬂﬁqﬁﬂmﬁcfl
_Here is the proverblal self-introduction by Bhola llbirs,
Lo ® R R
o T r‘rar EMWT T

AT 3?

To describe Knbisongs os containing only Salrta amd Voishnava themes-
is to gee it only ontwardly. -Imardly the Kabiwally himsel? = his-farily,
frierds, relatives, and -:1ssocf;e'ﬁé all these becnnme the 2ol contezt. - And-
thes2 Ka'biv.rgllas d:i.d no'!: #ind the noeticnl ?orn, a3 ‘pn setienl $i11 them; to
be adecuate for descn‘bmg the new- rc«lity' contalm.ng themselvec- and—theiy
frmediate surrou:x!irg. What was rea,lly .on extension of the form apreared to
be its decadences It wes uncomscious a‘t‘te_np‘t. of » mew ferm-to find o pow
-cOnteut. The wrose lines s.nc_l proée— like gections in the Xpbisemgs are
regults of that nttemp‘b. ‘ '

B Here ig an exm:rf‘le when Bholn Moira is said to attock Jegmioshenrd
a femle—}rabivali. 'I'he attack is Pull.of double-menning. 211 #he raferences
from mythology and follrlore are aimed ot the *’—xb:mali vith a sex-overtore,

1 oi’ﬂwwﬁ qaafre:l waa
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Tn this passege only the 1ines 1 and 3 are verse—lines and the other lines

orce prose in rhyme ard foote



Lot us look of andther variety of‘exé;nples theurh of the same Mind.
In the igomani, Virehs, Sorhi Songbo? and Toppe sorgs composed in this period
w2 shall find such lines or sections which comply with my idea cf latent-

prose. Let ns give some exnrmles. Zere sometines the prose comes out in

& sentence or on exprassion in n short zorg, 21 the present gtote of my

search I nm rot sare vhether this sidden spreutins in prose is so erplicit -
a Thenonoreron as to Enild o body of evidernce. Dut I bove et sere -such- lines

that scem to me to be more prose thon verse. Cnly n feor lines are ruoted
hetre

1. N4 @ RN NG WH, PIEI OF TA NI
o, I A TA IR OE, WA OE, W75 B oW
3. TMNR & A3 Ok 92O 07 AT |
., O BIER B 5% TOC

TRE TN OfF @WH I &

5.4 <13 A EER, TIET AT

T OF ST AWE R |

In these exarf;_)les ‘the corvwosexr's aprroxinetion of a specch ~1:lke exprespion io,

.in sore pleces, oixed up with troditional poetiec diction snd in sore plrces-is
¢iptinct from thot diction.

411 these pre ereomples from 'Sckhi Sangbad! where
gislogue is the format. '

r~ ogt of ~
porlogue = songs vhere the cormoser odopts this ‘stecch~expression unfailinglys

This particular form mingled with the typicnl !'Bamprassdi -tune!-onde this brand
of verpces 2 seperate geare in-Bergcli literature.

I2 we talze ncoe older evidence of "Panprasadi song" we et

Yy aosunption is thot-the-
£rechpeags of these Rorprused - corpositions generstes rore from thelr synbtax,—-

which iz drnnatic romologue in verse nnd Intent prose in their beole structure.
Here are some excopleo. (lfir method of primnry selection 1o ,7 first to forget -~
the ‘closing rhyme ax? to éee vhether the line cnn dlspenge with that.
stond on it own I toke it to be o progse line).

If it con
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The diclogue-format of the 'Sakhi Sangbrd! and the romologme-—formct .of the
Rerprosedi ! Sorng were comnected with the Xabi Jatrn and Resto Jotrn forms . -
of operp-singing vhich was--a mizture of play and-sorg. f£nd in-these performing
forms there wes scope for g-dinlogue to be stretehed to-n somm, ord o sorng to

be squeezed into a dinlogue., The 'Adar' of pEli-kirten is of -the same variety.

The dislogues of Radha arnd Frishnn on sevnral occasionﬂ, of the Salrhis with
Krishnn, of Akrura with Kr:l.shm vrer'-‘ tre.é:l.t:l.onal pleces vhere the dialogue-
Here ngnin the con‘poseré

olement and the rmsicicl elemﬂnt scered to comverge. ,
They-did not

ord. tho - gingers vere approxinating to tholr specchwstructurc.
now thet it was prose, so the prose wes hidden in the g-rb of verase.

Thig intrugion of prose in the verse—structure sometimes snggests o -
chronology, but that-chronology canot be definitively estsblighed. ‘Ie conlgd
L

have been definite in our conclusions if ve- could rTove thdt 't'he prose

truded £iret into.-the skort somzs nnd then ‘ound a place for itself in the -
in

Yorgor aren of Kabi-Sorgs. But thourh R«ﬂprqsqdi sorgs were conpo sed ecrlier,
o 20



the other—varietias of sorgs ond the Kebi scﬁgs were olmost contermporareouss
So we ghall hove to be potisficd with this interim conclusion for the pericd
that thig intrusion begnn sorme time ~ftor 1750. '

71
- Worldirng out ry kypothegsis to such n length on the basis of identifying
prose—structure in verge may rightly roise miestion vith regard to the method
of thig identification. In other words this is to ask for the defindtion of

syntactioal structure with their prose ond verse varieties and of the process
of their imterperctration.

This question ony be enmrexied in two w-wyé one -belng the vexry simple
nethod of talring n poso amd findirg oub what syniocticnl devices the poet is -
ugirg to nnke a voch. The syntax ke ig - 'dev:m:u_-g is the particulpor strueturs,
i.es in this oagse the verse—siructurc,ard the syntex he is taldmg fron the
generel practice is the prosge-gtrueture, In our present note, the Bem:nldl

verseg that we ore discussirg are so siuple, ond unsothigticnted an well thnt
this rethod ghonlld worlr well,

The other method of diffcrentin petween 'pfoge o,nﬂ verse ‘structures
imrolves o theoreticnl framevor: :u:i.jthin which ‘b"ze most rnodern pooms with
gopaistiected and consclous use of prose—structure ar? collequy in an «lmost
mthem..,ticﬂl 1y caleulatcd fornm, nr;r also be plnced erd judged.

Put our case is neither that simple, ner go -corplex. In the period )
under digcussion prose was mot yet born,” Tence, the certninty of identification
of n prose-syutex is historically not possible. - Lgain, in the chsence-of other-
syntaxes in prectice, tbe. co~oxlinntes of the verse-syntax c;nno:t be-deteymined.
So,' in the ense of Rergali litorature o? the later part of the eishtecuth-
contury we shall have to apply both the methods, sometimes sirmluaneously.

In svprozimating the syminetienl strueture of o lorguage the 'lingaist!
trics to construct o nedel of the mtive spearer's 'limuistie comae_tgnce'.
A direct tut sipgrdficont manifestation of limguistie competenée‘ is the notive

spaker'a nbility to rccognize sorm? vord-arranGemont og his lamgurge, in our
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case Bengnli, n.nd sane word-nrrorgenent es not ‘ns ln:guog\,. That ia to aay,
egvery one, vho spcaksBcz:eali Dossese; —Tr‘n-owledr*e to 1ﬁen"ify the syntaetic
structure of Bergali, -.nd “to identify vkt ig not-m syntnct:.c gumctqrﬂ of
Bergnli., Betwesn these two extremes -oceur, sertences of voryiny dogreoes of
grorreticpalnesse These are cnlled M"gerd<sontorces"., These "gerd-gentences" -
hgvo n symtoctic gtructure which is not fully within the lrruistic connetence

of the corrmmity but neither "is it conple'tly beyon? 1.

In its 3e_rch :Eo:p the ayntncticnl d:.:?.?erence betveen-proge- nm verse
modiern stylistics- ‘bhroq,h the worka of Mre Tormond (2951), Jac-mbson (1950)
Levin (1962) Thorne (1965, 1959), Tendricis {1959), nnd Fowler (1959} have
doveloped o systen of -gtudy which is  corsistent with this ¢ eseripiion of

syntactical structure,

The organization of the largunge of poetry diffors from thal of prose
on ‘the follw:l.rg tounta ¢

poctry from Proses

2. '»'J’ith re(,-md to the syn":x and seonantics the poet works umler the
restraint of pelf-innonad yrules, i.c. rales vhich do nét form part of ‘the

g rarar oi’ mburcl larcuoge lece of the 15:guist1c coupetence. :

3. These 'u1ch:~:;;m'z:url:.:lc.'11‘l 'seni gentences! eccur far rore frequently
in poetry. Our uleratandiny of these deviant gord-sentences are con essential
sér:i—senﬁences' or 'devinmt -

¢nn bo sadd throuch o fully -

elérent of our responses to noetry. "'heso

sentences' emble the poet to say tarxrs “that

structured ayntex. hirge, aloo that cannot be 'scid in such 2 syntex my well

be wi‘thirg the li;cuistic co::metonce of the Bp@"”u.t.ﬁ..

I an ‘ba_{iIE‘ on exar.rp"e of Mrrprossdl sorg’ to sce” how-we con’
differentinte between _e,y‘ntectic".l strucoure Of prose and” verses
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Cormositionally the whole verse is a cimple degeription of tillimy end
harvesting allegorlzing "Ramprasad-Fa1i" i-elationship.‘ iSy_-t'rtncfiloalﬁ.y avery .
gingle line (rhythrically °°E!P16‘te) is built up on g m‘lov’e‘rbila.ll pbrose (under—
lined in the text). Thesc phrpses €o not only come within the li:guistic
conpeternce of n Bengrli~-spenking person but this "ir:guistic compe'bence :Ltsel-P
ig used overtly which brinza_-the therme down to earth.  The composer eorpletes
the gymtactienl giructure of' 'é:very gontence ond there-is wot » single doviant

gord—-gontence. This, to ne, is, Proto-prose in verse. The Pigures of spe_gch
in Zirst-balves of the 3rd, 4tk, znd 5th limes are so obvious that I @0 wot
wish to consider then as Trose structiure, -

A guestion mcy be raisedihers $ why should we toke these sewmtemces to~be
of prose-structure =l not as ingt~nces whore eollbouy hns been used: in-vérse 7

I do nt conmtrodict the mzrestion, rather I pgree with it. MRrpproaoadi®
gorgo src the firet instonce vhore = post includes himpelf in the theme, Tbis
guperncturel relationship of Yold with Pampraca? recuires o matural idiom. for
exrression. Ronprmoad mot thnat in the colioouy. Tere the use of collomry ™
brims the otructure nonr the cnecch—pcttern. The result is n otep close to
prose ~rd a step «*my fron verse,
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But thig is ot a rule ard : amof collouuy doas not alweyg- r'ush the
oyntox clos'- to prose. I she,ll tarre an npwog:.te exarple fron Iﬁdbu Balu's

tappa where the use of colloquy :Borr:.g 'dmant' ';om—seutences‘ of moetic.
BYIEAX .
TAEE G RF:I ?
THE EWHT@Z?Y AR, GTEl & 2 .
‘mrﬁrﬁrnmvma T @ TIRET |
Wm o 'EIG 5 TR ﬂzrm F 9 &1‘(21

WW'ﬂ'ﬂ mmmnmra-@n I
Like the Ramprasadi somy herd algo the rowt-ig a part of the thore ~nd the
apcech - mttarn of ddioretic Bengoli has been 11bern115r tged in the gymtax - -
(the urﬂﬂrlimd pbr&,es) The syntax also rny be heard as Prose.- In spite of
80 Dy sinilarities the result is- opposite to tbat oft the "Pqn‘[x'as“,di" corg .
Phig piece is ome siep ore to _hodern lyrle. PTez:e--i:l*ne iyrlc is woven with-.
ond round these tuo unelueid"tcd actions of iN‘%Vf‘nﬁ‘ o 'Mopst', The colloquy
does not beirg dovwn ary Buper-natu al to eg-,r-hh but raises o ecrthy gffair to-
the 1ev-e1 of gupornatural- e do not }rnow what haprened ard 1rhn‘t will folloy,
The gyntex in deviont bee-\Lsn eetion is rot aseribed to any su’b)ect but to
"Moyens' opd 'Mana! which may,in reelityy only be the egercy of action.- These
are not full scntences in loun-Yerd pattezn, so they ere serd-gentences.t- -

CyIr

I shall nov leave this search-for prosc -in verse and ;d straight for-
Proge~gources in the lnter helf of the Bighteenth Century. These are collee~
tions of lettors writien by differort porsons on differemt occrsiors. So for
there vwére td published volumes of such collection of lefttelv'rs; one e ted by -
Surordremth Sen ond the othe? by Zrnchanen Mamdale Both these volures eontain:
sonie lotters an? Aocuments writizn in the pecond hal? of the Tighteenth Century.
But thése do not molke emough’evidence on whick we comreach gome conclusions

re:;ardiré the oxistence of a pro-British Bergrll prose.

a el
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Recently we hove go... two otker sourees., Those gsourced were-not-Fnown
before., COne isz = collect::.on of letters wrivten by weavers (TEnti) of Dacca. -
These-letters are ogtalosucd by Pref. Anisuzzanan of Chittogorg from-the Ingia -
0ffice Librory, London..

Te haove fourd grother sources. Our colleague in-t*is Centre, Irdrani
Rey, Fellow of ™Hstory brousht for us fron the Bibliotheque Fationele,- Paris
4wo collections of letters written in and arour® 1779. Thig collect:l.on, -
discovered by Indrani Rey is resdy for publiecation, with oy trnnsrcrlrtlon-and
:_ntroduct:.on.one part of there letters ave J.-n' the process of mablicstion in
ronthly "Parichaya” (l_ay—June 1982).

_ In the Bi'bliotheclﬁé’jN-i‘li‘;i.di'\-;lé, 't_!ie:jfj'é_—:'i—.l_e%%ers c-;ra pﬁt of the pamerg .
o2 2 cortain fuosgnt (1‘282) T":m mu(zz 2:0';119 e ”atl;o-i'ﬂﬂ abeut—this porson t!;:‘:t
he wng "Intr-r’"rete Jure" (t‘m leﬂel :.-.ntcrnrpter "D“Oin‘t"c. by the Crown) in -
Chandonnagore Arong his pepers, 'besic‘_cs these lettern, there were a coilectioln
o€ Borgeli ond Persisn words with their T‘rnnch equivnleuts. Ye are tryimg to
get o copy of thnt. ,

_ Thege letters are orrorged in two sepernic "volumes® or partsi The - '
arrargeriont &3 the regult of good editing. The first bunch or Yyolume!" of- -letter
contsin 10k letters writton by differemt rembors of o “indu joimt f-\r_j,]:y |
thelr relatives and friends to ench other, "”:c"ph ~11 the leiter writers 2o
not belens to the sone frrly ynt I howve succccde@ in trpeirpg that the bulz of
these lettors were collected fron one Pqpbrri Thoge's family.

. In the second bunch there are 78 lettors Iexc’m:god--bcmnen--persons in
the hicrarckics of businens and 1a 'ﬂ-holdibg, norely in the merchant =~ gub-
contractor channel and ot the londloxd ~ tennot level.

In the first bunch, the collector ecllaeted 4 letters in some group of
rolotiven, eeZe o fother writes to his son, the son replies ard the son writes
to hip father, the fcother replies, m@ 2 letiers in gapme group of reltiveg cegf.
the cousin writes to his uncle m? the -mclle ;:epl}ea.



In the second bunch one letter from one pos:l.ta.on to enother and its
reply mnke a group,

These groupings indicate that the collector was collec‘ti:ﬁ letters
and words in the tredition of Europeé_n writers of a later period. For Carcy
also, acquir:lrg the Bergali languege :mee.nt learnitg Bergalil words ard some-
forms of wr:!.t:.xg. Honce he got bis munshi Rameam Bagu to Nirdite! 'Id.pﬂmla
which 1s o colloction of letters and he bimgelf vubhshed a voc-'bulary'

These two bunches of lotters are preceded by a Iist of letters in -
I'rench. We are-gnnexing en Brglich tronslatlon of this ligt with thig paper
to g:l.ve an impression of what it is'0ll about. The list ig only the first
translation, B8O mo,mr lineg are morked. by dota to ini:lco,te i" Ieg:..'bility.

The seoond bumh of lettera con‘bain informtion report, a.ppl:lcetion, '
negotg_aﬁon for procur:.:g Job, show ceuge! notice, exp]anatlon, partnership-
Proposal, narringe proposal, social news, license, hotice -for appeintment,
parchase=deed, comtract-deed, agreement, receipt, nartition-doed, appointment --
lettar, instrurents of bail, an'neal, ynotbecntion—-deea, sale~dced,. land-petis,
gif‘h—doed etca The first .bunch of Tetters con*'m.ns such subjects ‘as con be -
raised be-t.ween relatives —- grmﬂ :Eather aslri:g for cloth and money, gra:ﬂaon
givitg newe of nov job, siclncss in the fa.mlly, impr:igoent in the Kuckery,
permiggion for nerx‘irg the wife to her- p..,rents, comb"a:.nts og«inst Tish-gtealing
in the pord, money for the annur:.l 1mjo, fire in the house, deno:rtt.re for
Allghebod, search for a bride, date for a morrisge, presentation for the
son—in-law, asleirg the emnloyce to come beelk and join duties, ete,

One or two 1etters'from cach pert are ﬂmed’ so that it moy be

peen how thege lotters reod.
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Now we wonld like to deal .{:ith an.'-immrfﬁnt question in connection
with these letters : what s’napﬂ of ‘[Jre-—British prose comes out from thege |
letters and how is it d:Lffe'-ent from the Be:gal:. t:roae a8 we !rncm it
to-days

In my imtroduction to- the- book con‘-: sinirg these lebters I-sddress .
mysel? mednly to these quest:.o and attempt en elaborate analysis. Tere I -
gubmit o brief aummary of gome of oy _conclusions presented there.

1. The form of the letters of both bunches are, véry"rigid. Iven
private -feelirgs are exchonged in thet rigid format. -Cpnséquently, thig
exchange peauires o steveo-typed expressions “One reason of puch rigidity-may
be treced to the fact that in those days, letters weve-practically written:
dovn by one or two Yriters in a.ﬁ‘liagé cﬁ‘ locality o So ;'.;ven the private news
or fGEI.'i.ng were comminpicated to- the addressee. throush the medistion of the
letterwriter. The letter—vriter hos defimite forms of writirg to differont
relations and positions. | h

2. Inthe first bunch the format of a letter is dtvided in three —
parta: in the first part complimen!:a and good wisheg',- in the gecond bm-t.the
partisular, in the third pert agoein the concludirg compliments, In the
firgt and third rar‘bs the laorguege are almost the smme in all letters o

Zorirg only in 'pronsm' (if addresgee is some ome en..perior) erd 'Ash:trwaﬁ'
(if the eddressee is some ome lower).

3. In the gecomd part, the lsmg,usige is differenmt from letter to
letter ond fronm the first ond third parts. This secprd part gives the letter
its individuality. Here is an cxeanmple.
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The 'l:hree parts ‘are imdicatoed by third brackets. It is 2 letter that - -
carries two rieccs of 1nforma+;10n, normally one is enough -Por s letter. The
piecon 0'? information: are complex so the Ia:gu-age of the seeoud part cf this

letter goos beyond the st@reo—'{:yoe

Lk, In the letters vhere the p:lece of infortation is not thnt-w -
importnnt the lmvgugge of th:Ls part bacores inﬂistimulsblble fron the other

»

o parts. ‘ . Sk :

5, In this sccord part there 4g a combimtion of Sang'rritiscd-mede -
of s2dress with Porsianised Iureus\ge of corrmnicaticns The combinntion scens

‘ to be eagsy and’ v:l.t‘:zout gtraine. Fere is a good exaonple
W03 A5 9 SN Q77 GRAAH A IR OO

A& R mf‘zzr’vrrr“mlaﬁw-vrramjﬁw. -
‘ 6. In the second burich where mainly offieial formgl. letters are
collccted , we find. the sare memonof corbimtion of Sanglrit ord DOI‘S‘.‘Lan --

| forns. The irdigenous- forn of Bongall is clao yritten in a- prnct:mcd hand
Hore is on exanrtle fronm an appegl '\.'Jﬂ,lm‘t increage

with noturcl felieity.
in rEnta
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Trig ie-o brilliont picge of Bergnli rrope where many Perictions of
Bergoll syntex are used vith certainty ard withoul erbiguity, not one -
syatactical pattern is repeated, The 11 éé-rtences give 11 different voriation
of syntox, The 9th, -40th om ilth sertences beirg- the concluéitg scetien —

and containing only an appoo.l ™ Earan' §5° the tem that differentintes the
infornation pert from the concluc":ng apneo.l. '

7. The letters comtain wo.rﬁs‘.'of Songlrit ord Persian origin. --The
marber of words o? Turecpean origin are very fow.- Many of the wor's nre-nev
obsole‘be and SOI:IE of then arc uwsed only in court. Towever these letters

rﬂpreser.rt c. gource of vocabulnry dl”farent f&m the ome we lrncw.

T woule not like to ke any ovei-'beorirg statenent tha.t all the -
letters ore of the some oue.lity. But- din these 182 letiers there are mamy such
: Iettcrs that pre very good- coges ?or syntacticml anclyeiss In the—i’orthoomirﬂ
book I heve tried to mke o list o2 such words wbicb ore not in use. now- anl
those symtactic structure vhich we get fron thege lettcrs. For the pa.-esen'l’r
note I would like to stcp here and go to ry coneluding part r;nr‘ nelre o ouick
corparison of the prose of thesme letiors with the Bergali proue o8 proctised
upder Britidh aegis.



The gchiba naﬂe & 'production rirchinery! for 'producing! Beéngsli proge... This

'machinery! vas first put imto action in the Fort iiliam College and s
functionirg in publiching 'Samnchar Darpen'.

This systen wes fuily‘depéfn‘ent-op the services of‘;i;he pardits,
Willinm Carey ond Jobn lars'mon 2id krnov ‘some Bemgali. It ean Te guessed
that they underutode Bét[—::;li end by practice s coxmerience rdght have
developed 'enough knowledge of it to momitor the trarslqtion work. But theﬁ-;e .
is nothing to prove that they could write Bergrli as well., Carey and Marghmen
did not write anything originnlly in Bergalls The bool;s .'tha{: run by Carsy's
nane ore -ollection of dialogues axd stozzi-és.' Corey mdght bavé;planm;? and
pupervised thelr productio_il.- It eannof however be proved beyond doubt that
he kimself wrote these bookse The diglects that have been used in these

books suggest the oprosite.

Tt s not fullﬁ -nown how Varshman edited "Samnchor Rarpan' regularly.

The method of higs selection and intexvention cannot be guessed,

But it is.‘eviden‘h #rom the boozs of the Fort ¥illiem College am! fromr-
tha f?iles of Somachar Darpan thai translation was the nedin prop of *his system
o? "producirg“ booké'and._jourmls in Bergnli. Tronslation was painly done
£ron Brglish. But the Banskrdt Pantits who woxlced in these placco 333 not
know Inzlish. Thon how were these written ? ”bese w'rere vyritten obviocusly
through co—operntion 'be‘weﬁn the Sqhibs o I:unsbis. " But how did-this
1¢co~opergtiont work, pﬂrticulnrly u‘:en both the co=-operators locked proper

knowledge of ench other's langursc.

Tere a peculinr compredor proritmership, itypiecsl of o coloninl country,
¢nrle up :i.mrolvin(; both the Sabi’bs ~nd the Pacdits.

"he Sahiba were in the need of a prose in Zorgnli. They hﬂé--l;o depend

on the traditional intellectunls o? the ™indu soc:.oty ie2s the T‘r«.bnin Tantitse

The panlits had to give such o shape to the l-u-guppc build such structure for.



syntsx that might be unlerstnndnble to the Sghibs by applying their knovledge

o? Zpgligha _¢ere the Snns’i*:l.t langu~ge came to help an? the Bezgsli prose was
vritten in-mch o oans?'rl‘blse” diction th~t the Sahibs could well follow the -
meanirg by just o viord by woxe. ur'\nslﬂt:.on. Bergnli syntax wes fome? by opply-
irg Sondrit and Brgligh ru_e s. Its clonse pattern was Sans‘r:ri'b and its verb -
(tonse) pPottern wos Trglish. The, indigenous Sengnli speech-p-mttern vasnot the
rodel for thig wr:.ttep prose. The indigénous usage of words was not the gtocl—
vocabulry for those Writers. So.this 3ritid:~Infian vrose is--correct in the use
o tense or? adjective, tut enn never £in? the correct way of orrarging the
ciauses in the sentences,Zmotheogaabencs o tasl, which ennnot be done without
pv-opnrly struetured syntax, ' - '

In the letters I rruotﬂd fron the iw eollection we ghall £in? the
oprosites There is less use of adjective, this is used mainly for decorﬂtion in
the oddress, The semse of tense is FOI]VGYTE& by the vontext ap® not by ngy
rorrhological charme in the verb, .l’ m go, oxcont some guch 1e'l:+ers in Reprom
Bopu'ls Iipinmala, novhere in the books of the Fort RERR LRSS aollege or in the p-ges
of "Sonackar Darnan” canwe get a simgle {woseépassrga fhét cnn be gtructurslly
commared with letters I have guoted.

R

N

In the Fort Willian College chase tbe"ﬁrifitg.-of .'Rc-p-.]‘_i. f)rose s onlky
an aen’orde exercise, “he subioets that were taken up for writirg “e:gnh ‘books
42 not erop up frcm the ezperience of & Raongali- s[be“J':Ltr cowm:nty*. So the
Bergeli books were tr-nalation vorlrs, rii ?lepnn between the Sa%ibs an® the
‘pptive! largnage. The Seln'i}aa provided the thenme, the parmdits prcv;,iﬂed the
1,reucges ‘ ) '

The pendits conld @o it, beeouse by the Tighteemtkh Century—the-Smmokrit
Lnarguege throush the eultivotion of Sroriti omd IT'WYa—T‘Bfaya hed tndergone 2
bureo,ucr;,tisation- Sanglrit got transformed to o l'mgucge of fordly-ond -
roligious ~lewge. She Inrpuege weos not corzmmodective but--preseriptive. Sp,b:l.bé"

could follow such o thimg ond Britid bureaucracy and the *roditional Prahmin
burestcracy joined together to mrofuce Bergall prose throuch pm_'oer and press.
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Pable of contents of 1st part of Pibliotheauc N!“tl ~1n
fonts 37700 omal~s lotiers

1.
24
3
L

5.
60
7.
8.
9.
10.
11,

12

14.
15;
164
17+
13.
19.
20.
21.
22,
2%,
9.1{.

25 -

25,
27.

230'

29.
30,
Ji.
3

i4
»x

Fron the po,tern?.l great grandfather to his gfeet 'gro,:ﬂson.‘

Beply of the great gron? son to his poternal grest grandfather.
Another of the great grnndson to his paternal gréa‘b gratﬂf.-xther‘
Teply of the pateranl great gramdfathar to his {{rEQ‘b'grnu’?osn.‘.
The Maternal great grordfather to his great graulsoﬁ.'- B

'Roply of great gravdson to maternnk .‘-*:i'ei-:f groffather,

From great grandson to MaternsI grect grandfnther,

Reply of mnterml great grandfstber to great grridson.

Some of patermal grest grandfather to grondson. ‘

Reply of grandson té his paternsl crm:éfmﬁer or vreat prand*a*‘ber.
Some of gran“son to paternsl gramdfather, - '
R. of paternal of grandfather: to prnnﬂson.

D. of naternsl grondfather to grandsons:

R. of grondson to mabternal gra rﬂfﬂthen -

‘D; of grandson to maternsl grgrﬂfqther.

Bi of naternnl 'rr—xm'!father to pratﬂson.
Ds of father to son.-

R. of son to father,

D, of Iaon to £ather.

R. of fother to son.

D. of. o mother to hor don.

R. of ton %o s mothor.

D: of gon to his rother.

R, of the oother to son.’

D, of -'ﬂlae“r. -'-ne. *rou-ifer-pr1t:;:-nr,1 uncles to their nevhow.
P. of nepher to his naternnl anles.

D. of ncnhcw to s pa*er-\al unc]:es.

R, of pateranl unclas to their nevhav.
D. cf mpternpl uncles to ﬂ_:ne:l.r_ nepbews.
R. of a nevhew to his matermal uncles.
D. of poternnl srount of her nevhew.
R. of menhew to pa‘ternal' armounta

D. of husband of paternnl aCount to ncphev.
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%k, R, of nephew to hugbard to pa.ter'm.l't:ﬁouh'b.

35: D. of moternal smount to her nephews

35, Re of nevhrw to his maternal amount. -

37, D. of husbond of naternnl srount to nevhew.’

38, R4 of pephov.to.lmishand of maternsl snount.

39:. D4 of father=in-law or fother of o 'own wife to his son-in-lgy,
0. R. of som-ir-lor to fother of big wife. = - =

44, D, of elder brother to yomrger brother of sane.

ko, R, of ycu:gel; brother to elder brother of ssme mother.

43, Dy of clder brothper to youmer brother cf same mother,

L4, R, of yourger brother to elder brother.

L5, Di of bushnd of bis aei elder sister.

45, B. of Z brother—in-Tem: 7 to hugbd of ry elder sisoter,.
L7. D, of husband of ry yovn:er pisters

L8, R. to busbard of ry yournger sister. .

Lg, D, of ry sister in lew or wi'Pe of rr elder brother.- -

50. R. of brother in law to the vife of his older brother.

51, D. of a otep nother or wife of father to son by £iret marrisge of her
husbard.

59, R. of step son to hic step nother or secord wifz of kis father,

53. D. to brother by sccord narrisge. .

54, R, of ~ brother by sccond marringe to his brother by first narrissc.
55 D. to donghter in lov.

55, B4 of the daughicr in lav to father of hor -busljand'.--‘ -
57. De of the elder cister to the yournger sister Yy senoe narrigge.
"58. P. of yourger brothor to elder slgter by sare merriage.

59, D. to uis sister by secord nmerrisgc. _

0. P. of the sister by sceord mexriage to brother by first marringe.
61. D. of fother to-his grand por—-in-lmr. .
£9, R, of grand son-in-lew to fnther of his-wii’e.

63. D. of the mother of hig wife.

64, P. of the rother to husband of her dﬂtx;‘n-.er.

65. D. to brother of hig wiZe, _

66, R. of brother ir lmy to husban? of his wife. B

67. D. of potermal uncle of his wife.



88,
89.
90,
91.
92.
93.
oL,
95
%.
97.
08.
09

R,
b,
R
D.
R.

of
of
of
to

of
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nephey to the noternel uncle of his wife.
coternnl uncle of his wife,

nephew to paternal unclz of hisg wife.
peternnl arnount of hig wife.

peternal orount of s wife / 4o 7

nephay or husbamd of her niece. -

Rs
D.
R
D.
Ra

to
of
to
to
to
to
to
of
to
of
{o
to
to

of

« to

to
to
to
to
)

- to

to
to
to
to

noternal aount of his v.-rif.ol.l '.

mternal amount to nophew or “usbard of her miece,
fother of his step mether or secg_:xi wife of kis :Ea'{:he:_r.
the sane. . .
brother of his stop mother or éecdn_ﬂ wife of Zather.
gon of ry sister by first 'r::r\_'t-riﬁ,—.yr_,‘e-.

bis poternnl germ~in cousine.

netornsl cousin to paternnl eousin.

gon of paternnl germcin.

gon of pateranl germain to the

moternnl ger:niﬁ.t;ousin. _ ‘

gormein cousin sbove mentiored ecuain.

the son of omnternal cousine

son of naternsl gernnin to nbove mentioned.

gon of his elder brother.

the sanes

gon of his elder sister.

the sonas

father of ry son in lave

the agne.

his nale - slaves

the sare. 2

his dewnng or sirlkars [ ?_7

the sare. .

‘hia gervent eee

R.to the pane.
D, to his gomostn or ogente



100, 2. to the sane.
101. D' to A das

102, 12 *to the some.
103- D. to bis CBQIEGI'.
104, R, to the soce.

o Port ¢

1. 7o the Roja or prince of the country.
Qi seecatrerssscssansasaneess BHC Secretc.rjr.
3. To the Dowan OF eeeseseeas 0F the Raja. -
4, To the scre.
5. To the Royal Secretary of seseve
0. %o thz sane.
7. To the Suru or Cogradin { 7 ) 02 weveee
8., %o the sone.
9, To the Turovecn mosgtor,
10. TFron the Turopcan master to the Pamgal Agent or gervant.
11. To thae inferior mster Bengoli. '

12. Ve the sare.

13, To n superior friend,
1k. %o the gane.

5. To an eq‘llal Priend.
16, To the sanec.

__Wl?o Susesevsasneascs o? the aura Otﬂf‘g:‘mnt cf m.rri.age
.-coocco.fﬂtber Of the Zirl :

13, To the saonee

19. 5 cn inferior fricmd —- naz-rir:-é'é- 02 teeveee
20. Yo the sane. -

21, Tror o friemd to ¢ friend.

22, %o the seme

9%s Comdolence on the decth of a friepd.

oL, To the paone.

25. Dasstolk.



27.

28.
29.
30.
31
32
33
kL.
354
28,
37
38,
39
Lo,
Ly,
4o,
L3,
LI,
L5,
bo,
L7.
Lg,
LS.
50.
51.
524
53.

Sha

55

55,

57
584
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Doastol.

Cormriagion on the .... of ~ wrovimce /= ¢ 7

The inhsbitants to the Rajo.

Contract for cloth, .

Centract for rice ard fuel ard ...

Contrnct for lime,

Contract for cloth.

3rgngement of the merchonmt. . . _

Hew engrgement the first cne ﬁot bavirne been kept.
Impogemenit for suvnlyirg rice to the coptain & ghip ......l
Brnyepement for svonlyirg of wood for o ship. -
Brgagement for/or Xobulizat se...compromise .eesoq
Impegenent for the zamindar.

Ingogement nnde in front of the Reja.

Prgcgonent passed in fromt of the._Za_m:'Ln.!ér:

Trgoagement of ~— in front of ‘th{a Zard.rder. ‘

Srneegenent. ' '

_'s‘rgrgcnent‘ cf Scrvaqt.

A-relce-ipfb. |

T,

Receipt for cleth.

o,

S

aZs

4% o

[uuittance7 Chalen the genernl Aischnrge.
ol the some

The ﬂim.}'ge OFf sese

[ cont._7

Trgogenent passed by the pagter-to the scrvant.

. - ) o
Trgogenent of the servant ¥is=n-vis Mo mnster.

The Cuaranter of body [?-7 /-Gorpg-7

Declmration.



59%.

60,

62.
63.
6u,
65.
55,
674
€8,

59.

70.

72.
73
Th.
75.
7.
774
78.

30 -

Thz sare of ergogment Passed in front of the

aIDltELS svesve

Irgrgerent 0f ....opassed by the partice in-fromt of the -
Zarindcr.

“he Hrate,

Proper of hyvwotheention of house nnd ...

Sale c?f Seigmurie ¢alled talulc,

[Cont-'-7"-‘-" L
Sale of Litle [/ ?_/
Dochot patta,

ssves of d sasease

A

Sift of lard free from “hojne pryakle / 277 o
the kirg, priace or seigmirie to different-persons, lilte Brahming,
Moors, Bervonts nnd the ‘.-'Tri.ters esssereny -

Decigion of Br-hring reglﬂ,rc‘i:z the gubjeet of the voluntory
ivheritor of a person who dieg childlesg

Order of o prince of imh~bitnnts of a vlace wevses Tehebilitation bf a
wonnh in her caste after having washed hersel? for infanoy which waa
“m"ed on her WI'OLgly by the sarssere

Order of “rince to render the lond of np inhebitnnt
whith sessessesnssshng occu'ljlier‘ writhout rergon.

725
Indinn Mavus cva.nt 1979,
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_ TRAMTITS  OF IZTTERS
Fron the f£irct bunch :
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Fron the Second bunch
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A Yote

Cn the verse-style in Bengeli in the late 19th cerniury
in reference to discussion in pp 8 ard 11 in t9e text)

In a very tentative summery on the characterists of the vorse in the late
18th century the following points may be noted, These notes are to fecilitate
the undergtonding r{ the main ergument of this poper amd shonld rot be teken
to be any corment,

1. The versc ig payvar i.c. lires contsining 8/6 — moraic foots =nd its
different variations in Tripadi, Choupnadi, Techari end othera vhere
rhythrically the Iine is extended to -comtein more than two foots.

2« The whyme is mainly close—ending but in case of lines comtaimirg
more than two foots it is foot ~ erﬂ.iﬂg.

3. The payar lines contain a single~meaning — unit, with verb or with

a verb uniergtocd.

14
.

The lanfua”e i3 ornzte and full of figures of specch. The- :t’i.‘lur@ﬂ-
2re drovn meinly-from sound. The other principal-figures ore
Matophor, Sirmile, £llegory, Commarison, Fyperbola.

J7. The verse vas Judgnd by the virtuoso of the poet in nsiny these
fizures. The usc of fisures came down to the mid-ninsteenth century

prosc~vritars, where verse-styles were mixed in prosc-structure.
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KEYA DEB

Assamese Peasant Society in the late Nine-
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Vol. XV!l, No. 1)

AMALENDU GUHA
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George Roques
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Industry
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Merchants (Forthcoming in the Proceedings of
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The Formation of a Transport Network in an Export-
Oriented Economy ; Brahmaputra Valley, 1839-
1914 ( Forthcoming in Geographical Review of
India, Calcutta )
KEYA DASGUPTA

Economic Dislocation in Nineteenth Century
Eastern U. P, ; Some Implications of the Decline
of Artisanal Industry in Colonial India (Forthcom-
ing in Essays on the Social and Economic
History of India in the Colonial Period }

GYAN PANDEY
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- AMIYA KUMAR BAGCHI

Rallying Round the Cow : Sectarian Strife in
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in Subaltern Studies, Vol. 11 )

GYAN PANDEY -

Some Aspects of Labour History of Bengal in the
Nineteenth Century : Two Views

DIPESH CHAKRABORTY
RANAJIT DAS GUPTA
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Dialectics of Capitalist Transformation and
National Crystallisation : Some Notes on the
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JAVEED ALAM

A Historiographical Perspective for North-east

India
AMALENDU GUHA .

The Jute Industry in Eastern india During the~
Dopression and its Influence on the Economy of
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PROCEEDINGS OF CONFERENCES & SEMINARS
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1. Problems of the Ecp_pomy and Pienning in West Bengal { CSSSC, 1974)
2. Change and Cholce in Indian Industry ( K. P. Bagchi & Co., 1981 )

PERSPECTIVES IN SOCIAL SCIENCES
Volumes of essays on a common theme by scholars In the Centre to be periodical_ly published :

1. Historical Dimensiens ( Calcutta, Oxford University Press, 1977 )
2. Three Studies on Agrarlan Structure in Bengal, 1850-1947 { in press )

ABSTRACTS OF ARTICLES

Abstracts of all articles written by CSSSC academic staff :
. 1973-1977 ( CSSSC, 1979)
. 1977-1980 ( CSSSC, 1981)

MONOGRAPHS

Results of research work individually undertaken by the Cantre’s staff:
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KRISHNA BHARADWAJ
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MAHESWAR NEGG
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Geography of Transportation in' Eastern India under the British
Raj. Calcutta, K. P. Bagchi & Co,, 1980

Demand for Electricity. Calcutta, K. P. Bagchi & Co,, 1979

Comintern, India and the Colonial Question : 1920-1937.
Calcutta, K. P. Bagchi & Co., 1980

PUBLIC LECTURES :

Terms of Exchange and Actumulation : The Soviet Debate

( R.C. Dutt Lectures on Political Economy, 1976 ) Caltutia,
Orient Longman, 1977 :

Classical Political Economy and Rise to Dominance of Supply
and Demand Theorles ( R, C. Dutt Lectures on Political
Economy, 1976 ) Calcutta, Orient Longman, 1978

_Sbme Aspacts of Classical Political Economy, in the Nineteenth
" Century Indian Perspective { R, C. Dutt Lectures on Political .
Economy, 1977 ) Calcutta, Orient Longman, 1979

International Monetary Developmert and the Third World : A
Proposal to Redress the Balance { R, C. Dutt Lectures on Political
Economy, 1978 } Calcutta, Orient Longman, 1980

Peasant-Worker Alliance : Its Basis in the Indian Economy
( R, C. Dutt Lectures on Political Economy ,1979) Calcutts,
Orient Longman, 1981

Socio-Political Events in Assam Leading to the Militancy of the
Mayamariva Vaisnavas (S. G.Deuskar Lecturers on Indian
 History, 1979 ) Calcutta, K. P. Bagchi & Co., 1982,

‘Popular’ Movements & ‘Middle-Class’ Leadership in Late
Colonial India : Perspectives and Problems of a ‘History from
Below’ (S.G. Deuskar Lectures on Indian History, 1980)
in press,



