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Thediscrepancyofchronologyofrαbαqat- i Akb αrz :

Anintroductiontoasurveyofmanuscripts

HiroyukiMASHITA

1. Introduction

Theimportanceofrαbα qat- i Akb αrf (he陀after TA)asahistoricalsource
ofIslamicIndiaduringAkbar うs periodisbeyondquestion.Theworkbecame

amodelofthehistoryofIslamicIndiaasacompendiumofhistoriesofIslamic

regionsinIndia1 •

AsahistoricalsourceofAkbar 冶reign inthemodernhistoriographies ,
howeverうit hasbeenlessutilizedthanMunt αbαb al-'Tl αwarf1J， ofBad 瓦'unT

(hereafterMT)which うas wewillseelater うbasically dependsonTA.This
methodologicalreversemustbecausedbyMT うs interesting(forsomescho叫la訂rs払

う

4“汁'rich均 gos鉛悶S乱i中pyγうう (Athar Ali1995 う369)) independentinformationconcerning

Akbar 冶religious policies. Ithasservedinthemodernhistoriographiesas

evidenceofAkbar 冶liberal andheterodoxstandpointforreligiousaffairs.

Howeverasamoreprincipalhistoricalsource うTA shouldbemoreclosely

scrutinizedandbetterutilized.

Thepresentpaper うin thisconnection うaims toanalyzeaquitebωic probｭ
lemofTA.ItisthedisagreementbetweenTAandothercontemporaryhisｭ
toriesoverthechronologyofsomespecificevents.Theproblemhasalready

beenpointedoutbythepresentauthorwithahypothesiswhichwillbeproved

below 2
• Somescholarshadalreadynotedonthisproblem 3

• Theyうhoweverう

nevertreatedthediscrepancywithanyseriousconcern.

1Asexampleswhichfollowedthemodel,wecanrefertoTa:rf!J-iIfαqqf of'Abdal-J:Iaqq
Dihlawl, Zubdat αl- 1Iαwiirf!JofNural-J:IaqqDihlawl う Gulsαn ・i IbriihfmfofFiri 益tah and
soon.
2 Mashita1999 ぅ43 ぅn. l.

3Forexample ぅsee Prashad1938 ぅ773-4 ぅn. 3;TAtr ぅii ぅpp.480-1 ， n.2;p.497,n.2;p.510 う

n.2;p.526,n.1;p.544 ヲn. 1;pp.554-5 ヲ n . 3 ; p.559 う n . 1 ; p.596 ヲn. 2;p.600 うn. 1;p.612,
n.1;p.620,n.l.
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Thispaperwishestoaccomplishthefollowingpurposes: one うto estab 由

lishtheexistenceofthediscrepancyanditsbackground;two ,toseekaway
tomodifythediscrepancy;three うto explainthenecessityforsurveyingof
manuscriptsofTAandanewcriticaledition;four ヲto show うin supportof
thepreviouspurpose ぅsome oftheproblematicpointsofvariantsamongthe
manuscripts;andfive うin thefinalpart うto solvesomeofthechronological
problemsofAkbar うs reignbyapplyingthetheoryformodifyingthediscrepｭ
ancy.

1.1. OntheCalcuttaedition

Themorepopularedition(Calcutta ぅ1913-41; hereafterTAd) ぅ in my
opinionうshould bereplacedbyanewcriticaleditionfortworeasons.Oneis
theexistenceofmanyvariantsofthetextwhicharenotcollatedintheedition.
Thistextualpointwillbeexplainedlater.Forconvenienceofdiscussion うfirst

weshalllookattheotherdefectwhichcomesfromthemethodologicalpoint
ofview.
TAdisbasedonthreemanuscriptsandonelithographededitionpubｭ
lishedinLakhnaw ぅ1875. Themanuscriptsar 民according totheeditors う

asfollows: 01 胤 MS う Asiatic SocietyofBengal(formerlyintheCollegeof
FortWilliam);two , MS. うAsiatic SocietyofBengal(formerlythepropertyof
Mr.E.Fellofthe10thRegimentPunjabInfantry);andthree うMS. ヲPalace

LibraryoftheNawabBahadurofMurshidabad.
Thethirdmanuscriptabovecannotbeidentifiedwithanyknown
manuscripts.Ontheotherhand ぅwe knowfourmanuscriptsofTAfromthe
cataloguesoftheAsiaticSociety(Calcutta ぅformer AsiaticSocietyofBe 時al) ，

twobelongingtothemaincollectionofthesocietyandtheothertwotothe
Curzoncollection うof whichtwocanbeidentifiedwiththefirstandsecond
manuscriptsabove.Butduetoalackofdescriptionsbytheeditorsaboutthe
manuscripts うwe cannotidentifythesetwomanuscriptsspecificallywithany
ofthefour.Moreovertheeditors うstatement thatthefirstmanuscripthad
formerlybelongedtothelibraryoftheCollegeofFortWilliamispuzzling.
Ivanow1924refersto ぅif any ぅregistration datesofthelibraryofthecollege
fromwhichsomeoftheorientalmanuscriptsofthemaincollection(notof
theCurzoncollection)ofthesocietyderived(forexample うsee Ivanow1924 う

24,No.74ordo.39 う No . 1 22 ; cf.Ivanow1924,xxxi).Butneitherofthetwo
manuscriptsofTAofthesociety うs collectionhavethemark'Exlibris うofthe

college. Thustheeditionisbasedonunidenti 白ed manuscripts. Thisisa
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seriousmethodologicaldefectinthepreparationoftheCalcuttaedition.
Inaddition うthe editiondoesnotenumerateanyvariantsofthetextexcept
inthethirdvolume.Theeditordoesnotindicateanyreasonforthisomission.
Thisfactseriouslydiminishesthescientificvalueoftheedition.Thusthe
methodologicaldefectsoftheCalcuttaeditionareclear.

2. Discrepancyofthechronology

Thissectionaimstoestablishthefactofthediscrepancyandtoconsider
itscontext.
TArecordsthehistoryofAkbarintheformofannalsbytheflakzcalenｭ

dar ,aPersiansolarcalenderwhichbeginswithAkbar うs accessionandwhose
NewYear 冶Day fallsonthevernalequinox.Eachannalhasaheadingwhich
tellsflakzyearanditsbeginningdateintheHigrzcalendar.Forexample ,

A narrativeoftheeventsof!lahf36. Thebeginningofthisyearwason
Thursday ,the24thofJum 瓦da al-Awwal ,999.[TAd ぅ ii ぅ 4 1 2]

Thereforeweshouldbeabletosettlethedateofagiveneventaccording
toitslocationunderanannal.However うwhen wecomparethedatesofTA
withthoseofothercontemporaryhistorieslikeAkb αr Nam αk (hereafterAN) う

etc. うthe formerdon'tnecessarilytallywiththelatter.
InTable 1 うI selectoneeventofeachflakzyearfromTAinorderto
compareitschronologywiththatfoundinAN.

Table1.

Event TA(!laM) ref.(TAd) AN(!lahf) ref.(AN)
ExecutionofTardIBIg. 1Iiiう131 1Iiiラ32-33
ArrivalofMaryamMakanT. 2 11 う 1 33-134 2Iii,54-56
ConquestofGuwaliyar. 3 ii, 140-1 3 ii,77-8
ArrivalofSayu-MulfammadGawt. 4 iiヲ141-142 4 iiう88-89

DownfallofBayram:ijan. 5 iiう143- 5 ii,91-
ConquestofMalwah. 6 ii, 151-153 6 ii, 134-138
DeathofPTrMulfammad:ijan. 7 ii, 157 7 iiう168

ShootingofAkbarinDelhi. 8 iiう167 8 iiう201-2

Deathof 写wagah Mu'a 符am. 9 ii, 176 9 11 ぅ 2194

Revol七of 'AlIQuIT:ij瓦 n . 10 ii, 180-183 10 ii,249-254
DeathofYusufMuhammadKhan. 11 ii う195 11 ii ラ272 5

ConquestofCltur. 12 ii,214-219 12 ii う300-324

4 ANreferstoitsdateasthemiddleof971AH.

5 ANreferstoitsdateas15 写urdad =05.DhQ.973AH/25May1566.
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RevoltofIbrahImJ:IusaynMIrza
andhisattackonM瓦lwah.

BirthofSalIm.
BirthofMurad.
StrifeinSindandAkbar'sinterｭ

vention.
BirthofDaniyal.
DeathofIbrahImJ:IusaynMIrza.
DeathofBwagah-iGah 瓦n.

DepartureofGul 田badan BIgimto

J:Iigaz.
DepartureofMIrzaSulaymanto

J:Iigaz.
AppointmentofS油Man ポir SIrazI
asDIwan.
Appearanceofacomet.
ReturnofSultAnBw 瓦さah from

J:Iigaz.
Departureoftheenvoyof'Adil

8加.

DeathofSuga'at 写an.

CampaigntoK瓦bul againstMIrza

MuhammadHakIm.
ReturnofGul-badanBIgimfrom

J:I ig瓦z .

ArrivalofBurhanal-Mulk.

DeathofSultanBwagah.
Death of MIrza Muhammad

H叫dm.

Departureoftheenvoyof'Abd

AllahBan.
BirthofSultan 写usraw.

DeathofMIrFathAll 瓦h SIrazI.
Appointment and despatch of
SultanMuradtoM剖wah.
DispatchofZaynBanKukahto

Suwad うBagawr.

ReturnofSaybFaY9-IfromDakan.

13Iii,221-222 13Iii,330-331

14Iii う 226-227

15Iii う 228

16Iii,233-234
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17Iii う 236

18Iii,260
19Iii う 302

20Iii う 3 1 2

17Iii う 373

18Iiii う 62

19Iiii う 1 09

20Iiii う 145

21Iii,318 20Iiii,163

22Iii,327 21Iiii,193

23Iii う 335

24Iii,341
22Iiii う 22 1-224

23Iiii う 263

25Iii う 343 24Iiii, 266~267

26Iii,353
27Iii う 357~363

25Iiii う 3 1 2-3 14

26Iii う 347-374

28Iii う 366 27Iiii,385

29Iii,379-370
30Iii,392
31Iii う 395

28Iiii,407-408
29Iiii,436
30Iiii う 466

32Iii う 404 31Iiii,496-501

33Iii ぅ 406

34Iii,408
36Iii う 4 13
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37Iii う 4 1 5 37Iiii,625-626

38Iii,423 38Iiii う 639

Fromthetable うwe caneasilyfindthatthedatesoftheeventsinTA

fromtheyearsIliihi:21to Il ii hτ 33 arediscrepantwiththoseinAN. In
thetable , thebeginningandtheendofthoseyearsaremarkedwithlines.
Curiouslyenough うeach eventinTAduringtheperiodbelongstooneyear
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previousinAN.Thisfactleadsustosupposethatthediscrepanciesare
notindependentofeachotherbutthedatesoftheperiodinoneofthetwo
historiesmechanicallyslideoneyearafterorbeforethecorrectdatesofthe
other.
Inordertoprovethesupposition うwe havetosettlethecorrectlineof
chronologyamongthesetwohistories.Toclarifythisproblem ゥwe shouldfix
theabsolutedatesofeventsfromsourceswhichareindependentofthetwo
histories.
AsforthecampaigntoI匂bul (seeTable1) ぅwe havetheinformation
ofMonserratewhosechronologyisindependentofthehistories.Duringthe
campaign うAkbar dispatchedSぬMurad toPisawarwithadvancedtroops う

whichisrecordedinMonserrate 冶report andinbothhistories.Accordingto
Monserrate ,

TheKing[Akbar]madehisson[8ahMurad]who 瓜the Priestwaseducating ,
leaderofthevanguard ,sincethesoothsayersandsorcerershaddeclaredthatthe
starsforetoldagreatfuturefortheboy(whatnonsense). Heassociatedwith

himCalichumcanus[Qillc 写瓦n トgovernor [prCEfectus]ofSurat うan experiencedand
stalwartoldmanwithcorpsofMongols ,andNoura 町anus [Nawrang 写an] (whose

fatherwasthepri 配的tutor) ぅgovernor ofCl 即npanelium rCa 叩a1 叫in Gedrosia
withfourthousandcavalryofXαcαtiCES ， andMancinus[ManSi 時h] ， anactive

andenergeticchieftain[regulis],byraceanIndianandaworshipperofidols ,with
hisowntroops.Associatedwiththesewereothersubordinateleaderswiththeir
forces うwhich うthough insmalldetachments ,amountedinalltoatleastathousand
cavalry.TheKingaddedfivehundredelephantstothisforceofcavalry.Hepaid

greatattention うwith unduesuperstition ,tothearmy うs settingoutatexactlythe

righttime.Heaccompaniedhissontothedooroftheroyalheadquarters[α ulα] う

andembracedhim ヲafter hehadbiddenhimGod-speedaftertheMuslimfashion
[moreAg αrenico 6 ] . Hethendismissedhimwithhisattendantnobles ぅwho followed
himtohisboat.Theprinceembarked ,crossedtheIndus うand setoutonhismarch

withhisforcesonthedayafterthefeastofSt.JohntheBaptist ぅ1581 [27Jun

1581]. [MLC ,603;MLCtr ,124-5isslightlymodifiedbytheauthor.]

ANsaysSuIt 加Murad うs corpsdepartedon11TIrIliihr26(Jul.1581)
fromthecoastoftheIndus;SuI 頃n Muradwasleadingthemiddleofthe
army;theonewholeadtherightflankofthearmywasQilTcijan;R瓦gah
M瓦n SinghandNawra時 写an wereappointedtoleadthevangua

6 ForthewordAg αrenu ム see MLCtr , 3ぅnote 12.
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datecontradictsAN うs. Afterthat ,by15JumII.(7Jul.1582) ,whenAkbar
himselfleftthecamponthecoastoftheIndus ,hedespatchedacorpsleadby
KunwarManSingh , Nawra時ijan andotherstoParswar(=Pi ぬwar) which
wasfollowedbySahMurad'sandQi 民 日瓦ぜs troops(TAd う ii ， 359).

Thus ,exceptforthedate ,thedetailsofthedespatchcoincide ,although
thereareslightvariationsamongthethreesources. Thereforeitcannot
bedoubtedthateachsourcefocusesonthesameevent.Thedate26Jun.
1581reportedbyMonserratesupportsAN 冶date. Thisfactleadsustoa
conclusionthatAN 冶line ofchronologyisthecorrectone.
Wehaveothersupportingevidenceforthisconclusion.Manyreferences
totheappearanceofahugecomet(seeTable1)arefoundinhistoricalsources
allovertheworld.Achronicleofthe$afawidsmentionstheappearanceof
thecometjustalittleprecedingthedeathofIsm 瓦可1 IIwhoexpiredon13
Ram.985AH/24.Nov.1577(TAA う し217-8). AJapanesesourcerefersto
thecometasaneventinNov.1577 ぅwhich supportsAN ヲs chronology(Kanda
1935 う 11 う597-600). Inactualfact ,theenormouscometwhosetailcoveredthe
angleof22degreeswasobservedbytheDanishastronomerTychoBraheon
13Nov.1577inthewesternsky.ItdisappearedintheendofJan.1578.
HerewearriveataconclusionthattheannalsofTAfromtheyearsflakr
21to33erroneouslyslideoneyearaheadofthecorrectchronology. This
leadsusfurtherintoaconsiderationoftheannalsofTAforflakr20-21years
andflakr33-34yearstoexplaintheslide.
InTable2,theeventsmentionedinTAunderflakr20-22areenumerated.
Initssecondcolumn ,flakryeartowhicheacheventactuallybelongsisshown.
Theactualchronologyofeveryeventis 五xed asfirmlyaspossiblebyreferring
tootherindependentsources.

Table2.

Event Actual!laM Ref.
Thebeginningof!lahr20 TAcl う ii ラ 302 .

OccupationofTEndahbyd写I互saI1h-i. 写ananMun'imijan. 19-20 TAcl , ii,302;
FlightofDa うud ijantoU ANうiii ， 122-3.

PursuitofDa'udijantoUdlsahandreconciliation. 20 TAcl , ii ヲ 302-10 ;

AN, iii, 129-131;
TAk, 201- 3.

Returnofijan-i 写瓦n 瓦n toTandahandhisarrivalon 20 TAcl , ii,310;
10Saf.983. TAk, 204;

AN, iii う 1 3 1.
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Constructionofthe'Ibiid αt Siin αh inDhH.982andI19-20
mα glis there.
DepartureofGul-badanBIgimtoI:Iigaz. I20

Thebeginningoffliihf22 Iｭ
B瓦n-i Gah瓦n's defeatofthetroopsofDa'udtokillI21
thelatter.
Dispatch ofKunwar Man Singh against R瓦na 121
KYKA.

AdventofMIrzaSulaym 加from Badab-santoLahurI20
andthecircumstances.
Recallof:Uan-iA'~am andhisarrivalinfrontofAk-I20
baron04Raj.983.Hisdismissal.
ArrivalofMIrzaSulaymanatFat 与pur infrontofI20
Akbaron15Raj.983.
Deathof:Uan-i:UananatGawrinRaj.983. I20

Thebeginningoffliihf21

DepartureofMIrzaSulaymantoI:Iigaz.

Akbar'svisittoA言mIr.

20

20

TAd , ii,310-2;
MT , ii, 1987

•

TAd , ii,312;
AN , iii, 145.
TAd , ii ヲ 3 1 3-3 ;

AN , iii ヲ 148-157 .

TAdヲ ii ヲ 3 1 5 ;

ANラiii ， 147.

TAd , ii う 3 1 5 ;

ANうiii ， 148-157.

TAd , ii ヲ 3 1 7 ;

AN , iii, 160.
TAd ヲ ii ， 318.

TAd , ii,318-9;
AN うiii ， 163.

TAd , ii う 3 1 9-20 ;

AN , iii, 1648.
TAd , ii,320.
TAd , ii う 32 1 ;

AN , iii, 180-3.
TAd , ii ヲ 32 1 ;

AN , iii, 166.

ItisclearthatinTAand/oritsbasemanl 肌ript(s) ， theheadingofIliihr
21iserroneouslyinserted うafter whichyeartheheadingofeachyearrepresents

anincreaseofoneovertheactualnumberoftheyear.

InTable3 ,theeventsreferredtoinTAunderIliihr33-4areenumerated.

Table3.

Event Actualfliihi Ref.

Thebeginningoffliihf33 TAd う ii ， 405.

Dispatch of 'Abd al-Muttalib :Uan with 32 TAd , ii,405;
Mu 与ammad QulIBIg Turkman , I:Iamzah BIg AN ラiii う 520 .

百lrkmanぅ A与mad BIgKabulItoBangas.
BirthofSultan 草usraw b.SultanSalIm. 32 TAd , ii ヲ 406 ;

AN , iii う 523 .

7 MTgivesthedateasDhQ.982whichcoverstheendoffliiM19tothebeginningof
fliihf20.TakingTA ヲs dateintoconsideration ,theeventprobablybelongstoIliihf20.
8 AkbardidnotvisitAgmIrinfliiM21.
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AttackofMuJ:1ammad$adiq 草加against ThatahI31-32/3
andcompromise.Arrivalofambassadorfromthe

rulerofThatahandhisreturn.

TAd う ii ヲ 406 ;

AN , iiiう495ぅ5099 •

9 Theseeventsareplacedundertheannalof31!liihz(whichbeginsinMarch , 1586)in
AN.Ontheonehand うin TAtheyareundertheannalof33!liihz(byourtheoryof
theslide ヲit shouldbetakenas32!l iiM,whichbeginsinMarch ラ1587). TAprovidesa
Hi!Jrzdatingbutdoesn'tspecifytheyear.AnindependentsourceisTiirz/}-iMα'$umz

(hereafterTM) うa regionalhistoryofSind ぅcompiled around1600-1AD. Prashad

erroneouslyidentified"Tiirz/}-iSind' に referr ed toinTAasitssource ぅwith thisTiirz/}ｭ

iM，α'$umz (Prashad1938, 788). Itsauthorうhowever ， referstohispresenttimeas

1009AH/1600-1AD(TMう124). TA'sat 仙or ， whodiedin1594AD , cannothave
consultedthehistory.Thenthe“ Tiirz/}-i Sind刊 う mentioned inTAmayhavebeenthe

otherthenexistingSindhistory うthe so-calledCαc Niim αh ぅ and thishelpstofixthis

point.Accordingtoit , MuJ:1ammad$adiqijan , whohadbeenappointed ぅarrived at

Bhakar12RabI.994/3March , 1586.FromtherehemadeasallyagainstSIwistanin
DhH.994/November ヲ1586-. Bythisinformation ぅwe cansafelytaketheseeventsas

of!liihz31 , whichsupportsAN 冶chronology. Inotherwords ぅTA erroneouslyplaces

theseeventsintotheannalof32!liiM.Thenwefaceanotherdi 血cu 1ty ， thatofthe

chronologyoftheexchangeofambassadors. ThearrivaloftheambassadorSayyid

GalalfromThatahison28Ab 加 !l ii hz 31(endofNovember う1586) (AN , iii, 509) う

andhisreturnwithAkbar うs ambassador う 王Iaklm 'Aynal-Mulk , ison25DhQ.ofan
unspecifiedyear(TAd う ii ， 406 ) . Wedo山have anyotherdirectinformationonthe

chronologyofthereturn.ThenlookingatthestateofaffairsinThatah うthe return

canbe 日xed incontext.When$adiqijanwasyettoarriveinSIwistan , Akbarsent
aJIαrmiin requiringthesubjugationtoGanIBIg うruler ofThatah.Thelattersenta

personto$adiqijantoshowhisintentiontoswearallegiancetoAkbar.Butignoring

this0首位ぅ $adiq 草加 pro ceeded toSIwistan(TT ヲ169-171). ThiswasinNovember う

1586 うslightly afterwhichtheambassadorarrivedatthecourt.Atanunspecifiedtime

duringtheprolongedsiegeofSIwist 瓦n ， anotherJarmiinfromAkbararrivedwhich
informed$adiqij 瓦n ofthealreadyswornallegianceofG瓦nI BIgandtheassignmentof

ThatahtoGanIBIgandordered加diq 写如 to stoptheattackandtowithdraw(TAd ,
ii, 406;TM , 248-9;TN , 69-70).Judgingfromthecourseofevents , Akbarandhis
executivesatthecourtmayhavebeenwatchingthedevelopmentofthecampaignled

by$adiqljan ,keepingtheam
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AppointmentofZayn{JanKukahtoI匂bul andI32
recallofM瓦n Singh.

Arrivalof 写瓦n-i {J瓦 n瓦 n fromGugar 瓦t. 132

ArrivalofMu1.J.ammad加diq {JanfromBakar. I32

ArrivalofManSingh. I32

AppointmentofMlrz 瓦Yusuf {JantoKasmlrandI32
recallofMu l,1ammad Qasim{Janfromthere.

DespatchofMu l,1ammad $瓦diq {JantoSuwadandI32-33
BagawrandrecallofIsma'llQull{Janfromthere

tobeappointedtoGugaratinplaceofQil 正 {Jan.

RecallofQmc{Jan.

TAdう i i ， 406 ;

ANうiiiう517;

MTうiiう358.

TAdう i i ， 406 ;

AN , iiiう517.

TAd , ii, 406~7;
ANう III う519.

TAdう ii う 407 ;

ANうiiiう525;

MT , ii,363.
TAd う ii ， 407;

AN うiii う523 う528;

乱1T ， ii う364;

THA ,369.
TAd , ii,407;
AN うiii う525-6 う

528 う531; THA ぅ368;

MT うii う364;

MR う し917
10

information ラwe cannotaccepteitherofthemastheconclusion. Akhtar , 1990う61

seemstotakethelatterchronologywithoutanyreasons.However ,whatistobenoted
isthattheseeventscovermorethanoneyearinanycase.Thismaybethereasonfor

TA うs erroneousplacementoftheseevents.

10 TArecordstheeventsasiftheyhaveoccurredinsuccessionwithinaveryshorttime.

Thisimpressioniscorrectedbyreferringtoothersources.Thechronologyofthefirst

event うthe dispatchof$adiqtoSuwadandBagawrcanbedecisivelyfixedbyMT う 11 う

364whichinthispointisindependentofTA(MT , ii,364.12Saf.996/12January1588 ,
belongingto!lahf32).MR う し917 saysthesamedate.Thedate12Saf.996doesn うt

contradicta町other inforrr 凶ion availabletous(AN ヲiii ， 526recordshisdispatch

undertheannalof!laM 32 う and THAう368 ， referringtotheevent うmentions "inthe
nextyear 円 。r 996AHnextto"thenextyear 円referred tointhesamepageor995AH

whenManSinghwasappointedtoBihar;seethenexteventbelow).ANrecordsthe
campaignagainstGalalahT瓦rlkl undertheleadershipofZayn{JanKukahinwhich

$adiq 写瓦nand Isma'llQul1engaged. Isma'llQul1wasrecalledtothecourtonthe

groundsofhistacticalfailurebywhichGalalahT瓦rlkl escaped(AN ぅiii ぅ525-6). We

don'tknowtheexactdatewhenIsma'llQullwasappointedtoGugarat. THA , 368
mentionstheappoi 山町nt asin996AH(from2Decemberう1587) andAN うiii ， 531

recordshisdispatchtoGugaratandtherecallofQil 正 {Jan asoccurringinthemiddle

of!lahf33(fromMarch1588).Thetwodatesdo 山contradict. ThusTA うs description
ofthechainofeventsrangesmanymonthsfromthelaterpartsof!lahf32tothe 白rst

halfof!lahr33.
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AppointmentofKunwarManSinghtoBiharand 32 TAcl , iiう407;

Bangalahandhisdispatch. AN , iiiヲ525;

MT , iiう363;

THAぅ368
1 1

Thebeginningof!laM 34 TAcl , iiラ407.

ArrivalofQillcijanfromGugarat. 33/34 TAcl , ii,407;
AN , iii, 531 ヲ537;
MTヲiiう365;

THAぅ368 1 2

ReturnofJ:IakIm'Aynal-MulkfromThatah. TAcl ヲ ii う 4071 3 .

DepartureofAkbarfromLahurtoKasmIr. 34 TAcl , iiう407;

AN , iiiう537.

OrderforSahMuradtostayinRuhtasduringthe 34 TAcl う ii ， 407-8;
ramyseason. AN ぅiii ， 538 ヲ550 14

DeathofAmIrFathAllahSIrazI. 34 TAcl , iiラ408;

ANうiii ， 558.
DepartureofAkbartoKabulfromKasmIr. 34 TAcl ヲ ii う 409 ;

AN うiii う552.

DeathofHakImAbual-Fath. 34 TAcl , ii,409;
AN うiii う560.

11 AN , iii, 525narrateshisearlierappointmentin!laM 32andlaterdispatchon6Day
!lahf32/January1588withabreakreferringtoanotherevent. Thisseparationof

narrationsmayexplainthediffere 恥e inthedatebetweenMT , ii,363(996AH ,from
2December1587)andTHA う368 (995AH).TA'sinformationthatManSinghwas
appointed 七o Bangalahisanerror. Thispointcannotbesupportedbyanyother

sourceswhichallsayhisnewpostwasinBihar.AccordingtoAN , iiiう525 Bangalah

wasassignedtoSゲId ijan.

12 Wedon'thaveanydecisiveinformationonthedateofhisarrival.MT ラs narrationthat

itwasaroundRabII.996(March1588)isnotreliable.Accordi 時to ANandTHA ,his
recallwasorderedinthemiddleof!laM33(whichbeginsinMarch1588)(AN , iiiぅ531;

THAヲ368). JustafterAkbarstartedtoKasmIron16UrdIbihist!laM34(May , 1589) う

QilIcijanwasassignedgagfrinSanbalandw出ordered toremaininLahur(AN うiii う

537).ThereforehemusthavemetAkbarinLahurbeforethat.Thuswecanonlyset

thedateofhisarrivalsometimebeforetheAkbar 冶departure toKasmIrinMay ヲ1589.

Itisimpossibletodecidewhetheritwasin!laM33or!lahf34.

13 Wehavenootherindependentinformationwhichtellsthedateofhisreturn.MTand

MR ,whichmentionhisreturnasin34!l aM,appeartodependonTA.
14ANぅiiiう538 saysthatonleavingfromBhinbar , AkbarorderedS討1 Muradtostay

intheroyaltωen凶t (仏h附t

Doerfl 長"er 1965 ラ76 一7 andKawamotω02000 ，44 ラnote 33.).ThisagreeswithTA'snarration

(TAcl う ii ， 407).AfterthearrivalofthetransportcorpsinSrInagarfromS瓦h Murad う

AkbarorderedZaynijantobringtoR叶同s themaincamp(urdii-yibUZl 仰) which

wasperhapswithSahMl 凶d(AN うiii ラ550).
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JoiningofSahMur 瓦d withAkbaratAtakBanaras. 34 TAd う ii ラ 409 ;

AN, iii,565.
DispatchofSahbazij 瓦n KanbutosubdueYusuf- 34 TAd う ii ， 409;
zays. AN うiii ， 565.
ArrivalofAkbarinKabul. 34 TAd , ii う 409 ;

ANラiii う 566 .

ReturnofHakImHumamfromMawara'al-Nahr. 34 TAd う ii ， 409;
AN, iii,566.

ReportofdeathofRagahTudarMalandR瓦gah 34 TAd , ii う 409 ;

BhagwanD瓦s. AN ラiii ラ 569 う 570 .

DepartureofAkbarfromK瓦bu l. 34 TAd, ii,410;
AN うiii ， 569.

AppointmentofMu1JammadQasimij 瓦n toK瓦bu l. 34 TAd, ii,410;
AN, iii, 569 ,573.

AppointmentofA' 写am ijantoGugarat. 34 TAd う ii う 4 1 0 ;

AN, iii,571.
Summonoftheauthor , Ni~am aI-DInA1Jmadto TAd, ii ぅ 4 10 1 5

theCourt.
ThebeginningofIt αhf 35 TAd , ii う 4 1 0 .

WecaneasilyfindthattheeventsplacedunderIliihr33arethoseofIliihr
32andtheeventsofIliihr34arecorrectlyplaced.Atthesametime うit can

besafelyconcludedthatalmostalltheeventsofactualIliihr33areomitted.
Herewefindtheendofthediscrepancyinquestion.Thisomissionleadsus

toasurmisethattheannalofIliihr33wasleftoutforsomereasonandthis
wasthecauseoftheinsertionoftheheaderofIliihr21intoanunnecessary
place.

Hereaproblemremainstobesolved:whethertheauthorofTAmadethe
datesdiscrepantintentionallyornot.Ifthediscrepancywasnotintentional ,
theauthormademistakesbyhiscarelessnessorthetextwasintentionallyor

unintentionallyrevisedbysomeotherperso 叫s). Fromthefollowi 時evidence う

itisconcludedthatthediscrepancywasnottheauthor うs intention.

InthecampaigntoKabulof1581mentionedabove うwhen Akbarcrossed
theIndusafterSuIt 加Mur 瓦d departedfromhim うthe authorofTAwas

senttoSuI 切n Mur 瓦d toconveyAkbar'sordertohimtoproceedtoKabul.
Ourauthortraveledover75kuriihsinonenightanddaytoreachMuradin

Gal 瓦l 瓦b 瓦d. Thushepersonallytookpartinthecampaign.Inviewofthese
circumstances , TAヲs narrationdependsontheauthor うs ownexperiencein

15 Thereisnootherindependentsourcereferringtothisevent.

49



HIROYUKIMASHITA

thecampaign.Thereforeitcannotbelikelythattheauthormademistakes

aboutthedatesoftheeventsinthesamecampaign.

Wehaveinternalevidenceinthetexttosupportoursupposition.Itisthe
accuracyofdatesintheHigrrcalenderinthenarrativetextoftheannals.

Tospecifydatesofeventsintheannals うTA almostalwaysusestheHigrr

calender.ByscrutinizingsuchHigrrdatesoftheperiodinquestion うwe can
findtheiraccordancetotheactualchronologyevenwhentheIlCihrdatingof
theyeartowhichtheeventsbelongdoesn'tmatchit.

Forexample うTA quotesthemα /:14αγdated Raj.987AH.Thisdateis

establishedbyMTwhichalsoquotesit(MT う 11 う272). TA うhowever ぅplaces

itsaccountunder 刀Ci hr25(Muh.988toSaf.989AH).Aswesettledearlier ぅ

TA うs IlCihr25shouldbeIlCihr24(Muh.987toMuh.988AH).Therefore
wecanfindtheaccuracyoftheHigrrdateinthiscase. Wehaveanother
example.ItisthearrivalofA' 写am ijanfromBihar ・ . InTA うhis arrivalis

placedunderIlCihr27andisdated9Muh.990AH/3Feb.1582.TA うs IlCihr
27shouldactuallybetakenasIlCihr26(Saf.989toSaf.990AH)which
includestheabovedate.Thuswecanfindthatthedateissetinthecorrect
lineofchronology.

HerewecansafelysaythatdatesintheHigrrcalenderinthenarrative
textoftheannalsofTAbasicallyaccordtotheactuallineofchronology

independentoftheirpositionintheIlCihrcalendartowhicheachofthem
belong. WhenweconsidertheeventsoftheperiodreferredinTA うit is

necessarytotakethemasofoneyearprevioustotheyearindicatedinthe

headingoftheannaltowhichtheybelong.Forexample うthe eventsmentioned

undertheannalofIlahI25inTAshouldbebasicallytakenastheeventsof
IlahI24.
Summingup ぅwe havethefollowingfactsonthediscrepancyofthedates

inTA:one うthe erroneousinsertionoftheheadingofIlCihr21;two ぅthe meｭ
chanicalandunintentionaldiscrepancyofheadingsofeachIlCihryearfrom
IlCihr22to33;andthree うthe lackoftheannalfortheactualIlCihr33.In
otherwords うthe discrepancyiscausednotbytheintentionoftheauthorbut

bysomeotherexternalreason うi.e. うan unintentionalmistakeoftheauthor

and/ordamagetotheoriginaltextwhichwasfollowedbydefectiverestoraｭ
tiona凶/oranunintentionalerrororintentionaladaptationbyascribe.

Itseemstobemuchmorereasonabletothinkthattheabovethirdfact
causedthesecondandresultedinthefirstthantothinkthatthefirstcaused
thesecond
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liaronlytoTAdand/oritsbasemanuscript(s)ornot.Thisserioustextual
problemanditscauseshouldbesolvedfromthepointofviewofthetransｭ
missionoftheoriginaltext.ThefocalpointiswhetherthearchetypeofTA
containedthediscrepancy.
WehavejustfacedthenecessityforasurveyofthemanuscriptsofTA.

3. Introductiontoasurveyofmanuscripts

Bysearchingthroughlibrariesandbyconsultingbibliographicalworks
andpublishedcataloguesoflibraries ぅI havealreadyconfirmedtheexistence
ofsixty-sixmanuscripts(seeAppendix)includingfragments.Thisnumber
canofcourseincreasebyfuturediscoveries16.
LookingthroughmanuscriptsofTAshowsusthattheautographhas
notbeenrediscovered. Thereforeinordertoeditanedition うtextual critｭ
icismtoreconstructitsarchetypeisnecessary. Suchacriticalreconstrucｭ
tionofthearchetypeneedsthemethodologicalreconstructionofthestem
ofthemanuscriptswithoutapplyingunessentialcriterialiketheageofthe
manuscriptsorhistoricalcorrectnessoftheirtexts.Thereasonablewayisto
classifythemanuscriptsaccordingtogroupingsofmanuscriptswhichshare
avariantinagivenpoint. Thesegroupingswillemergebycollationof
manuscripts. Byaccumulatingsuchgroupings うwe willhavecriteriatoreｭ
constructthestemofthemanuscripts.
Ihaveconsultedthirty-fourofthemanuscripts. Thereforethepresent
studywillnotreachthefinalgoal , thereconstructionofthestemofthe
knownmanuscripts.Thefollowingsectionwillshowsomeoftheproblematic
variants.Thesepointswillprovideuswithvaluableleadstohelpdoacomｭ
prehensivesurveyofthemanuscripts.Inthissense うthe currentstudyisan
introductiontosuchasurvey.

3.1. HeadingsofIliihfyears

Asfarωthe manuscriptswhichIconsultedareconcerned うnone contain
“correct " headings(whichmeansannualheadingsconsistentwithactualocひ-
Cαurr

discrepancyofchronologyinquestionandthelackoftheannalforactuall 刀lil h?:

34wer陀e alreadypresenta抗tav 刊erηyearly s抗tag 伊eo ぱf thestemofthemanl 乱uscn 恰pt臼s.

16 Curiouslyenough,nomanuscriptofTAhasbeenfoundincataloguesofIranianlibraries
Iconsulted.
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3.1.1. VariantofTAAMU

Heretheearliestknownmanuscript うcopied in1002AH(theveryyearwhen
theauthordied)byascribe'Abdal- 草ayy Qar 訂(No.1 inthetableofthe
Appendix;hereafterTAAMU) う is worthscrutiny17becauseitsheadingsof
annalshavegreatdifferencesfromthoseofTAd.Thedifferencesareseenin
Table418.

Table4.

ActualAD ActualAH TAct TAAMU

20 10.03.1575 27.DhQ.982 29.DhQ.982 17.DhQ.982
21 11.03.1576 09.DhH.983 09.DhH.983 23.DhQ.983
22 11.03.1577 20.DhH.984 20.DhH.984 09.DhH.983
23 11.03.1578 02.Muh.986 02.Muh.98619 20.DhH.984
24 11.03.1579 12.Muh.987 13.Muh.987 02.Muh.986
25 11.03.1580 24. 乱1uh.988 24.Muh.988 nohe αding
26 11.03.1581 05.Saf.989 05.Saf.98920 (η. d. ) . 988

27 11.03.1582 15.Saf.990 15.Saf.990 nohe αding
28 21.03.1583 26.Saf.991 27.Saf.991 15.Saf.(990)
29 21.03.1584 08.RabI.992 09.RabI.992 (n.d.).991
30 21.03.1585 19.RabI.993 19.RabI.993 20.RabI.992
31 20.03.1586 29.RabI.994 29.RabI.994 19.RabI.993
32 21.03.1587 11.RabII.995 11.RabII.995 29.RabI.(994)
33 21.03.1588 22.RabII.996 23.RabII.996 11.RabII.(995)
34 21.03.1589 04.JumI.997 04.JumI.997 01.RabII.(n.d.)
35 21.03.1590 14.JumI.998 14.JumI.998 14.JumI.(998)
36 20.03.1591 24.JumI.999 24.JumI.999 24.JumI.999
37 19.03.1592 05.JumII.1000 06.JumII.1000 05.JumII.1000
38 21.03.1593 17.JumII.1001 17.JumII.1001 15.JumII.1001

WecaneasilyfindthatinTAAMU う to Iliihf34, theHigrfdatingsfor
thebeginningoftheIliihfyearsdonotcorrespondtotheactualbeginning.
Thedi 百'erence ofthedatesandactualdatesisoneyear.Inotherwords うIn

TAAMU う each Higrfdatingisplacedoneyearafteritscorrespondentannal.

17ForthefixingofthedateofcompletionofTA ぅsee Mashita1999,56-7.
18SomeoftheannalsofTAAMUdonothavetheHigridatingcorrespondingtothe!laM

datingintheheadingofeachyear.Someannalsdonothavetheirheadings.These
casesareindicatedinthetable.Moreover ,forsomeoftheheadings う TA AMUdoes
notspecifytheHigriyear ,justgiving “theabovementionedyear"(8al-imα dkii r ) . Itis
possibletoidentifytheyear.Iindicatedmyidentificationbysettingtheyearnumber
inbrackets.

19 TAct , ii,329has985insteadof986.Thismustbecorrected.
20 TAct , iiぅ347has987insteadof989.Thisisaneasyclericalerrorof7(tiゲ ) for9(8αb ' )
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ThediscrepancybetweentheflahfdatingsandtheHijJrfdatingsisaresultof
thisplacement.Perusingthenarrationofeachannalrevealsthat うas another
resultofthisplacement , theHijJrfdatingofeachheadinggetsconsistent
withthehistoricaleventsundereachannal うbecause thehistoricalnarration
ofeachannal うin thecaseofTAcl,isplacedundertheannalofoneyearafter
theactualyearaswesawinTable1.Fortheconvenienceofexplanation う

1havewrittenasifthetextofTAAMUresultedfromthediscrepancyof
datingsofTAcl.Butasyetwedonothaveanyideaabouttheirderivation.
Amongthemanuscriptswhich1const山edうonlytwomanuscripts(10967
and10997)basicallyagreewithTAAMUonthesepoints. Thisreflects
thepeculiarityofTAAMUinthelineageofthemanuscripts.Ontheother
hand うthough therearesomeslighttextualvariationsinTAcl う the latter ヲs

flahfdatingscorrespondtoeachHijJrfdatingcorrectlybutthedatesare
discrepantwiththeactualoccurrences うas wesawabove.Weshallexplain
thistextualdifferencebetweenthetwotexts.
Itisnecessaryforourpurposetoproposetwosub-archetypesofthe
manuscripts. Oneoftheseisthemanuscriptinwhosetextthedatingsof
theheadingsweregeneratedforthefirsttimeastheyappearinTAcl う and

theotheristhemanuscriptinwhosetextthedatingsoftheheadingswere
generatedforthefirsttimeastheyappearinTAAMU.Wehereaftercallthe
formerTAclxandthelatterTAAMUx.Ofcourse ぅone ofthetwocanbe
theoriginalarchetype うbut genealogicallythetwocanneverbeidentical.
Therecanbetwostoriesaboutthegenerationofthevariationofthe

datings: 自rst う TAcl x derivedfromthegenealogyofTAAMUx;secondTA
AMUxderivedfromthegenealogyofTAclx.
Wecanreconstructtheformerstoryasfollows:ForthegenerationofTA

AMUx ,theannalforflahf33wasmissing;itbecamenecessarytoaddone
annalsomewherebeforethat;inordertomeetthenecessity うthe headingof
flahf21withtheHijJrfdatingof23DhQ.983AHwasinsertedintotheannal
offlahf20.Wedonotknowthereasonwhythispointwasselected.Bythis
disposal , thenextannaloftheactualflahf21wasforcedtobetreatedas
flahf22withoutchangingtheHijJrfdating.Thusoccurredthediscrepancy
betweentheflahfdatingandtheHijJrfdating ぅand thisdiscrepancyfollowed
throughtheannalsuptoflahf33.ThusTAAMUxwasgenerated.Then
forthegenerationofTAclx ,acopi
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beomitted.
Ontheotherhand うwe canalsoreconstructthelatterstoryasfollows:
ForthegenerationofTAclx う the annalforflah?:33wasmissing;itbecame
necessarytoaddoneannalsomewherebeforethat;inordertomeettheneｭ
cessity ,theheadingofflah?:21withthecorrectlycorrespondentHigr?:dating
of09DhH.983AHwasinsertedintotheannalofflah?:20.Wedonotknow
thereasonwhythispointwasselected.Bythisdisposal うthe nextannalof
theactualflah?:21wasforcedtobetakenasflah?:22correctlycorrespondent
totheHigr?:dating.Thusoccurredthediscrepancybetweenthedatingsand
thehistoricalevents うand thisdiscrepancyfollowedthroughtheannalsupto
flah?:33.ThusTAclxwasgenerated.ThenforthegenerationofTAAMUx ぅ

acopiestrealizedthediscrepancybetweenthetwodatingsandthehistoriｭ
calevents.HetriedtorelatethedatingstotheeventsbyplacingtheHigr?:
datingsattheheadingofthefollowingyear. Bythisdisposal うa voidwas
createdintheHigr?:datingforflah?:21.Inordertofillthevoid ,thecopiest
wasforcedtotakethedesperatemeasureofinsertingaHigr?:datingof23
DhQ.983AH.
ThecoreoftheproblemliesinthefactthatTAAMUxcontainsavery
forceddiscrepancybetweentheflah?:datingsandtheHigr?:datings.Inthe
firststory うwe haveexplainedthatthediscrepancyoccurredinamechanical
manner.Itisぅhoweverぅquite unnaturalthatthecopiestand/ortheauthor
madesuchanobviousfailurejustforamechanicalreason.Inthisrespect う

itismorenatural うas inthesecondstory ,tosupposethatthecopiestaimed
tomaintainconsistencybetweentheHigr?:datingsandtheevents.Butthe
defectofthistheoryisthatitdoesnotexplainthereasonwhythecopiest
selectedtheHigr?:datings ぅnot theflah?:datings ぅto beconsistentwiththe
events.
Unpopularityoftheflah?:calendarmayexplainthelastpoint.Thecalenｭ
darwasfoundedin992AHbytheorderofAkbar.Thebeginningofthe30th
regnalyearwasthefirstentranceintoan 刀ah?: yearaftertheintroductionof
thecalendar(AN , iiう10; Bendrey1972 ぅ3-4) ， anditwasorderedthattheNew
Yea 内day oftheyearofAkbar うs accession(28RabII.963AH)bethebeｭ
ginningoftheflah?:calendar.Thisnewlyintroducedcalendarseemstohave
beendi 白cult tounderstandforthepeopleofthattime.Forexample うthe

authorofBada'unImakesanobviousmisunderstandingofthecalendar ,as
wewillseelater(MT う 11 う342). Moreover ぅother historieslikeTAandTHA
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isnottrueofANwhichwascompiledbyAb 註al- Fa<;ll,aleadingideologueof
Akbar 冶polity. Inaddition ,thecalendarwasalsooneoftheobjectsofreliｭ
giouscriticism(MT う 11 う306). Suchpracticalandreligiousunpopularitycould
havemadethecopiestnegligentintheaccuracyofIliihfdatings.However
bythiscircumstantialevidenceweshouldnotdrawadecisiveconclusionin
selectingoneoftheabovealternatives.
Thereisasupportingevidenceinfavourofthesecondstory.Itisfound
outoftheHi!Jrfdatingsinthetextofthehistoricalnarrations(notofthe
headingsofannals).BytheperusingHi!Jrfdatingsinthehistoricalnarra 抗tion

Oぱf Akba 訂r' う、s r閃el 培gn仏， wecanfindfourcaωse 侃S 1凶n whichtheda剖ti 凶ngs 0ぱf TAAλMU ar陀e
d占i汀ere凶from thoseofTAcl:a.10.Jum!.979(TAcl , ii,235)for10.Jum!.980
(TAAM 玖 190r) ; b.7QhQ.984(TAcl , iiう319) for7I)hQ.983(TAAMU う

218v);c.20.Muh.985(TAcl う ii ， 321)for20.Muh.984(TAAM 抗 2 1 9r) ; d.
3.JumII.987(TAcl , iiう338-9) for3.JumII.986(TAAM 杭 225v) 2 1 .

Thesevariantsarecommontosomeofthemanuscripts(Casea.:10967 う

Add.5615 う10 3289 うEton 18.7 うSOAS 24950;b.:Ind.Inst.Pers.16 うAdd.

5615 , 10967 ラ10 997 うSOAS 23950;c.:Add.5615 うInd. lnst.Pers.16 う10

3289 う10967 う10997 うSOAS 24950;d.:Add.5615 うAdd.6543 ヲFraser 136 う10

2943 ヲ10 3289 う10 731 う10 967 う10 997 うEton 18.1, SOAS24950).Inother
words ,thesevariantsarenotisolatedinthegenealogyofthemanuscripts.
ItisobviousthateachdatingofTAAMUisjustoneyearearlierthan
thatofTAcl.ItmustbethereflectionofthediscrepancyofHigrfdatings
intheheadingsofannalsbetweenTAclandTAAMU.Aswesawabove ,
thecopiestofTAAMUxmadetheHigrfdatingsoftheheadingsconsistent
totheactualchronologyofthehistoricalevents うas theresultofwhichthe
HigrfdatingsoftheheadingsofTAAMUbecameoneyearearlierthan
thoseofTAd. Asthesefourcasesofdiscrepancyclearlyshowunnatural
andforcedalterationofexistingdatings ぅthe copiestseemstohaveadjusted
someoftheHigrfdatingsofthehistoricalnarrationswiththedatingsofthe
headings.ThissurmiseleadsustothinkthatTAAMUxwascopiedfroma
manuscriptwhichhadsamepatternofthedatingsasofTAclx.Thusthese
fourcasesinclineustothinkthatTAAMUxoriginatedfromamanuscript
whichbelongstothelineofTAclx.

21Therearesomeothercasesofdi 百'erence whicharenotmentionedhere.Becausethey

areeasyclericalerrors.
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3.1.2. Comparingwithnear-contemporarysources

NowweshallturntoconfirmingsomefactsconcerningrelationsofTAwith

twoothernear-contemporarysourceswhichthemselvessaythattheydepend

onTA.Thisproceduremaybehelpfulforourpurposebecausesuchsources

mayreflectthetextofearlymanuscriptsofTA.
ThesourcesarehistorieswhosenarrationsforDelhiSultansandMughuls

largelydependonTA.BothrecordthehistoryofAkbarintheformofannals

ofIliihzyearswhosebeginningsareindicatedbyheadingsaccompaniedwith
Higrzdateswhichcorrespondtothenαω-riizs oftheIliihzyears.Thefirst
one , MTぅcompleted in1004AHjearlyin1596(MT , ii う 406-7 ; MTうiii う 398 ) う

frequentlyreferstoTAasitsprincipalsource. Anotherhistory ゥMα 'iif; ir- i

Rα !y， zmz (hereafterMR) うcompleted inthereignofJahanglrうalso referstoTA

asoneofitssources.
HereweshallfocusontheheadingofeachIliihzyearinquestion.Perusing
theheadingsandtheirHigrzdates うwe findsomevariationsamongthesources.

MT うin someplaces うshows differentdatesfromTAalthoughitpartly

adoptsthelatter.AtthebeginningofIliihz30 ぅ one suchdate うthe authorof

MTstatesう

AndonThursday う19 RabI.993AH うthe scoutsofthearmyofspringand
theadva 即e-guard oftheroyalNew-Y~ar's Day(n αげuz-i sultan:;;)cameup,and
accordingtothewritingofMIrzaNi 写am aI-DInAl;mad うwho haspreservedthe
datesinhishistory,thethirty-firstyearfromtheAccessionbegan[onthevery
day]22.Butthefactisthatthebeginningofthesecond[thirty-year]cyclefrom
theAccessionstartedinAtakBanarasfrom25RabI.994AHasshallberelated
hereafterifGod うHe beexalted ぅwills. (MT, iiう342; translationofMTtr, iiう352-3

isslightlymodi 五ed bytheauthor.)

Inanotherplace ,MTmentionsthebeginningofIliihz31on25RabI.994
AHreferringtotheTA うs allegedinformationofthebeginningofIliihz32on
thesameday(MT う 11 ぅ 35 1 ) . Inthesameway ぅMT ぅspeaking ofthebeginning

ofan 刀ii hzyearon22RabII.996AH うrefers totwoalternatives う Il ii hz33and

22TextofTAdreadshere"thethirtiethyear(sal-isfyum) \ This, howeverぅmust be
anerrorfor“the thirty-firstyear"intowhichIalteredinmytranslation.Because
thelatterisentirelyconsistentwiththecontext.FromtheviewofMT'sauthor う “the

secondcycle 門begins withthethirty-firstregnalyear.Atleastf，おou山1汀r manuscriptsofMT
in即cll.吋i時the earliestone(8 叩plement 247 うBiblioth 伺ue Nationale;101139 ヲBritish

Library;King うs 77,CambridgeUniversityLibrary;Eton17.12 ヲCambridge University
Library)whichreadthispartas “the thirty-五rst year"supportmytreatmentforthe
text.
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刀ah?: 34.Judgingfromthecaseabove ぅthe formermustbetheopinionof
MT うs authorandthelatterTA ヲs information(actuallyflahr33beganon22
RabII.996AH)(MT ぅii ， 365).Sameistrueofthecaseofflah?:30mentioned
above ,whosebeginningwas19.RabI.993AH , accordingtoMT うs author.
Theauthormakesanalternativereferencetothebeginningofthesameyear
inanotherplace(MT う 11 う338) ， statingthattheyearbeganon08.RabI.992
AH ,whichmustdependonTA うs information.Byreferringbothopinionson
thecorrespondenceof22RabII.996AHtoanflahryear ,MTwasapparently
atalossforreasonablehandlingoftheheadingofthenextyearwhichis
flahr35 う rightly ide 凶fied byTA(thatomitstheeventsofactualflahr34)
Toclearupthiscontradiction , MTwascompelledtoomittheheadingof
flahr34.Aftertheheadingforflah?:33yearinhisopinion ぅwe don'tfindany
headingbeforetheheadingofflah?:35(MT , iiぅ372).

ItisclearthatMTdoubtsTA うs datesduetothediscrepancy. After
mentioningthetwoopinionsofTAanditsownaboutthecorrespondenceof
19RabI.993AHtotheflah?:calendar うMT states う

Letitnotbeconcealedthatatthisjuncture ,adoubtentersintomymindas
tothepassage(mαmα rr) forsettlingthebeginningoftheyearfromtheAccession.

(MT , ii ぅ352; MTtrうiiラ363 isslightlymodifiedbytheauthor.)

Basedonthatdoubt , MTうs authorascribesthecontradictiontoTA うS

mishandlingoftheintercalation.

Andinthiscωe ， theoriginofthemisunderstanding(ω 訪問) istheneglect

(d 幼ii I ) ofMIrza[Ni 写互m aI-DIn]onthefactthat , onaccountoftheintercalated
days , which , everythreeyears ラmakes adifferenceofonelunarmonth , thereis
adiffere配e ofawholeyearineach[thirty-year]cyclebetweenthesolarandthe

lunaryears.AndI , asIhadnoalmanacwithme , allowedmyselfnecessarilyto
followtheMIrza うand theresponsibilityrestsonhim.VerilyGodknowsthebest.
(MT ヲii ぅ342; MTtr ヲii ， 353isslightlymodifiedbytheauthor.)

HereMTtriestoshowalogicalsettlementofthediscrepancy ,butitfails.
Ifitstheorywerecorrect ,thediscrepancywouldhaveoccurredonlynearflah?:
30.Butaswesawpreviously ぅthe discrepancyisobservedasearlyasinthe
eventsofactualflahr20.
Theevidenceshownabovesupportsoursuppositionthatthediscrepｭ
ancyoftheheadingsofTAexistedinsoearlyastageofthegenealogyof
manuscriptsthatthecontemporarywriterofMT うwho wrotelessthantwo
yearsafterTA'scompletio
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Table5.

TAd TAAMU MT

20 27.DhQ.982 17.DhQ.982 nohe αding

21 09.DhH.983 23.DhQ.983 do.

22 20.DhH.984 09.DhH.983 09.DhH.(983)

23 02.Muh.986 20.DhH.984 (η . d.).DhH.(984)

24 12.Muh.987 02.Muh.986 01.Muh.986
25 24.Muh.988 nohe αding ηo he αding

26 05.Saf.989 (n.d.).988 do.

27 15.Saf.990 nohe αding do.

28 26.Saf.991 15.Saf.(990) 15.Saf.(990)

29 08.RabI.992 (n.d.).991 25.Saf.991
30 19.RabI.993 20.RabI.992 19.RabI.993
31 29.RabI.994 19.RabI.993 25.RabI.(994)

32 11.RabII.995 29.RabI.(994) 11.RabII.995

33 22.RabII.996 11.RabIl.(995) 22.RabII.996
34 04.JumI.997 01.RabII.(n.d.) nohe αding

35 14.JumI.998 14.JumI.(998) 14.JumI.998

36 24.JumI.999 24.JumI.999 24.JumI.999

37 05.JumII.1000 05.JumII.1000 05.JumII.1000

38 17.JumII.1001 15.JumIl.1001 17.JumII.1001

andMT.InthecolumnofMT うI referredthedategivenaccordingtothe
author'sopinion.

MT うs authordoesnottellallthebeginningsoftheflah:;;years.However ,
curiouslyenough うfrom flah:;;22to30 うthe Higr:;;datingsofMTaregenerally

concomitanttothoseofTAAM U.ぅ not ofTAcl. PerusingMT うs narration

oftheyearsrevealsadiscrepancybetweenanflah:;;datingandtheactual
chronologyoftheeventsundertheannal. Inotherwords うthe historical

narrationofeachannaloftheseyearsisaboutoneyearbeforetheannalof
theactualfliih:;;year.Thisisthesamephenomenonthatwehavejustseen

inTAAMU.Itistruethatthiscannotbeadoptedfortheyearsflah:;;31to
33.Butthisphenomenonleadsustothinkthatafterflah:;;31 う MTウs author

exercisedhisownjudgementinfixingtheHigrfdatesofthebeginningof

eachflahfyearwithoutdependingonTA うbecause accordingtohistheory う

thediscrepancywastobeascribedtoTA ウs mishandlingoftheintercalation

fortheveryyear うas wesawabove. ItisclearthatthetextofTAwhich
wasconsultedbyMT うs authorbelongstothegenealogyofTAAMUx ぅ not

tothatofTAclx.
ThesameistrueofMRevenmoreclearly.InTable6うthe Higrfdates
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Table6.

TAd TAAMU MR
20 27.DhQ.982 17.DhQ.982 17.DhQ.982
21 09.DhH.983 23.DhQ.983 23.DhQ.983
22 20.DhH.984 09.DhH.983 09.DhH.983
23 02. 乱1uh.986 20.DhH.984 20.DhH.984
24 12.Muh.987 02.Muh.986 02.Muh.986
25 24.Muh.988 nohe αding nohe αding

26 05.Saf.989 (η . d. ) . 988 (η . d. ) . 988

27 15.Saf.990 nohe αding 15.Saf.989
28 26.Saf.991 15.Saf.(990) 28.Saf.990
29 08.RabI.992 (n.d.).991 09.RabI.991
30 19.RabI.993 20.RabI.992 08.RabI.993
31 29.RabI.994 19.RabI.993 19.RabI.993
32 11.RabII.995 29.RabI.(994) 29.RabI.994
33 22.RabII.996 11.RabII.(995) 11.RabII.995
34 04.JumI.997 01.RabII.(n.d.) 01.RabII.996
35 14.JumI.998 14.JumI.(998) 14.JumI.998
36 24.JumI.999 24.JumI.999 24.JumI.999
37 05.JumII.1000 05.JumII.1000 05.JumII.1000
38 17.JumII.1001 15.JumII.1001 15.JumII.1001

oftheheadingsinMRareenumerated.Thedatesnevercorrespondtothe

actualdatesofnαw-riizs andtheirdifferenceisnearlyoneyear.Whenwe

compareMR うs HigrfdatingswiththoseofTAAMU う it isclearthatMR

followsTAAMU ラs textforthedatings.

ThisreflectsthefactthatMR うs authorconsultedamanuscript(s)which

belongstothegenealogyofTAAMUxぅnot ofTAclx.Moreoveritisobvious
thatMRdependsontheformerwithoutcriticalveri 五cation ofthedatings.

Summingupthesefacts うwe canconcludethatthediscrepancyexistedin

averyearlystageofthegenealogyofmanuscriptsandthatthediscrepancyis

preservedinMTandMRthroughthetextofamanuscript(s)whichbelongs

tothegenealogyofTAAMUx.Thisisveryinteresting ぅbeca useaswesaw

above うthe variantsofthediscrepancyasseeninTAAMUaremuchless
frequentlysucceededthanthoseofTAclinthemanuscriptsofTA.Justtwo
knownmanuscriptssharethecommonvariantswithTAAMU.
NowweshouldturnagaintothereferenceinMTquotedabove.There

MTmentionsarevisiontoTA(Tiir fb,-iNi~iimf) byNi 写am al心In うs son.

Letitnotbeconcealedthatatthisjuncture ,adoubtentersintomymindas
tothepassage(mαmα rr ) forsettlingthebeginningoftheyearfromtheAccession.
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Andtheexcuseforithasbeenrelatedabove. Asamatteroffact うit mustbe
seenthatthesonoftheMIrza[Ni 平副n aI-DInAl:J.mad]'namedM功ammad BarIf ヲ

investigatedthedates(t αnqf 1}-i sαnαω at ) intheTarflJ-iNi?amfafterthedeathof
hisfather ,wouldbecometheremoveroftheerrors. (MT , ii,352;MTtr , iiヲ363 is
slightlymodifiedbytheauthor.)

Fromthispassage うwe knowatleasttwofacts: first うthe authorofMT
informsusofthepossibilityoftheexistenceofarecensionofTA;second うthe

authorofMTdidnotconsulttheassumedrecension.
Takingthesepointsintoconsiderationwiththeaboveconcludedfactthat
theauthorofMTconsultedamanuscriptwhichbelongstothegenealogyof
TAAMUx ,thereisnoobstacleforustothinkthattheabovepassagereflects
thefirststoryabove;namely ぅthat TAclxderivedfromthegenealogyofTA
AMUx. Evenbythissurmise , howeverうwe cannotreachanconclusion う

becausetheassumptionoftheexistenceoftherecensionisnoguarantee
oftheidentificationoftherecensionwithTAclx. Moreoverthissurmise
contradictstheaboveconjectureatwhichwearrivedinthesection3.1.1.
Thedecisiononthispointshouldbemadeafterthecomprehensivecollation
ofthemanuscripts.

3.2. Othermajorvariants

Hereweshouldpointoutsomeoftheothermajorvariantswhichare
significantforgroupingthemanuscripts.
Insomeofthemanuscripts うthe partwiththebiographiesofAkbar 冶

αmfrs ぅwhich isplacedattheendoftherαbαqαh ofDihlIsultans ,isshorter
thanothermanuscripts¥InTAAMU ,10967and10997 ,thebiographiesend
withtheaccountofMlrAbual-Mu 写affar (TAAM 玖 257b)andthefollowing
partwhichcontainsbiographiesof33a凶rs iswanting(TAcl , ii,452-6).On
theotherhand う TAcl andtheothermanuscriptsthatIconsultedcontain
thatpart.ThisfactmayreflectthepeculiarityofTAAMUinthelineageof
manuscripts.
Anotherpointistheplacementoftherαbαqαh ofM瓦lwah sultans.The
manuscriptsarelargelydividedintwogroups.Oneplacestherαbαqαh as
thefourthrαbαqαh (103320;Add.26208&26209;Morley ぅNo.46; 102943;
Or.297;Add.6543;Elliot380;Th.Hyde47;Eton18.1).Ontheotherhand う

anothergroupplacesitasthesixth(Or.2274;Ind.Inst.Pers.16;Add.5615;
10997;Or.1901;Elliot379;Fraser136;10731;10967;Eton18.7).(Some
ofthemanuscriptswhicharenotenumeratedherearefragmentswhichdo
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notcontaintherαbαqα h. ) 10997, 10967andTActbelongtothelatter
group. TAAMUunfortunatelydoesn 冗contain thechapter.Theforeword
ofTAcontainstheoutlineofitself.Accordingtoit ,therαbαqαh ofMalwah
sultansisplacedasthefourthrαbαqαh. Butthisisnotaguaranteethatthe
Tαbαqα h ofMalwahsultanswouldhaveoriginallybeenthefourth.Because
thestatementoftheforeworddoesnotseemtoreflecttheactualorderofthe
Tαbαqα hs . Intheforeword うthe rαbαqαh ofK 前mIr sultansisplacedbetween
therαbαqαhs ofSindandMult 加. Inspiteofthat ,therαbαqαh is ぅin any
manuscripts ,placedbeforetherαbαqαhs ofSindandMultan.
Asforthebiographiesofpoets(TAct , ii う 484-520 ) ， therearetoomany
variantstolookthroughhere. Notonlythespellingofthenamesofpoｭ
ets ぅbut alsotheorderofreferencevariesamongthemanuscripts. Some
manuscripts うin someplaces うeven lackbiographieswhicharecontainedin
othermanuscripts.
Hereforexample , weshallseejustoneportionwhichobviouslyshows
suchvariations.FromYadg 瓦r I:IalatItoMIrzaI:IasanTAct, ii う 492-493 refers
tofourpoets うQ 瓦sim Arslan ,Mu与ammad Muうmin GangぅANQAMAうMIrz瓦

I:Iωan . SomeofthemanuscriptslackthebiographyofQ瓦sim Arslan.Someof
themanuscriptslackthebiographiesofthelastthreepoets.Onemanuscript
lacksonlyANQAMAofthefour.ANQAMAisspelledinsomemanuscripts
asUlfatI.MIrzaI:IasanappearsinothermanuscriptsasMIr 草usaynI orMIr
Ahsan.
Suchdiversevariantscontainedinthebiographieswillserveusinreconｭ
structingthestemofmanuscriptsinthefuture.

3.3. NeedforanewcriticaleditionofTA

Fromtheabovediscussiononthevariants ,itisobviousthattheoriginal
textofTAremainstobecriticallyreconstructed.TAdwillbereplacedby
thisprocess.
Intheintroduction ,wealreadysawthenecessityofanewcriticaledition
ofTAbycriticizingTActfromthepointofviewofmethodology.HereTAct
iscriticizedfromthetextualpointofview.ThereasonisthatTActand/or
itsbasemanuscriptscontainsverypeculiartextualvariants.
InthebibliographyofZaynijanKl1kah う TAct hasanapparentlater
interpolationwhichreads ,

Lateinhislife , byimperialcommand , hebecame[oneof]thepαng-hαzarz

αmfrs andthe1}iikim ofthedistrictofKabulandGaznln. Heengagedinbig
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battlesbetweentheAfgansintheenvironsandmadeallofthemobedientand
submissive. Aftersometime , accordingtotheroyalorder , hewenttokissthe
thresholdofthesignoflJ alfpαh. Withinsomedaysofattaininggreatprosperity ,
hegotillanddied. Hisbequesttohischildren うon whichhebyhimselfhad
written[awill] ぅwas valuedatninek1川γs . AnditwasknowntoHisExalted

HighnessandenteredintotheGreatExchequer.Andtherestofthebequestwas

compassionatelygiventohisheir.(TAd う ii ， 431)

Zayn 草加Kukah うin fact うdied attheendofSep.1601(AN う 11 1 う796).

TheoriginaltextofTAwhichwascompletedin1594cannothaveincluded
thisstatement.Thisincorporationisfoundonlyhereinthisedition.But
accordingtothetranslators うone ofthebasemanuscripts うwhich theydon 冗

identify うhas inbiographiesofotheramlrssuchlaterincorporatedpassages
(TAtr ぅ 11 ヲ656 ヲn.l; 657 ,n.5; 669うn.5). InnoneofthemanuscriptsIconsulted
aresuchincorporationsfound.Thereforewemustsaythattheincorporation
isahighlyisolatedvariantinthetextualtransition.
Togobacktothemethodologicalproblems うif thetranslators うstatement

aboveabouttheincorporationscanbetrusted ,theeditorsaresupposedto
havearbitrarilychosenthetextwithoutanyindicationthereason.Itgoes
withoutsayingthatsuchhandlingofatextisnotcritical.
Theeditionhasanotherisolatedvariant.FortheconquestofSindandits
capitalThattahin999AH うFayqI composedachronographicphrase , qα§ad-i

Thatαhぅ whose numericalvalueis1004(TAd ぅ 11 う 4 1 2 ) . Thatahcanbespelled
inmedievalPersiansourceswithoutindicatingtheaspirationasTatah.Alｭ
mostallthemanuscriptsIconsultedadoptthelatterformwhosevalueis
correctly999.
Foranotherexample うthe headingofIlahf11saysthattheyearbeganon
20Shabo993AH.Here993mustbeanerrorfor973withinwhichsab 乍ηα

(seventy)canbeeasilymisspelledastis'fn α (ninety) . Similarlytheheading
ofIlahf20saysthattheyearbeganon29DhQ.902.This902isanerrorfor
982missingeighty(t αmar山α).
Theexistenceoftheseisolatedvariantsmakesusbelievethattheedition
wasbasedonapec凶arly isolatedtext(s).Evenifthisisnottrue ,itistrue
thattheeditionwaspreparedinahighlycarelesswaybytheeditors.

4. Solvingproblemsbythemodifiedchronology

ByadoptingtheabovetheorytomodifythechronologyinTA うmany

datesofeventsinAkbar 冶reign canberevised.Thissectionaimstoshow
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someexamplesoftherevision.

4.1. DateofthearrivalofFathAIHihSIrazIatAkbar'scourt

MT う 11 う315 informsusofthedateasRabII.withoutspecifyingtheyear.
HoweverwecansupposetheyearwhichMT うs authormeansbytheposition
wherethenarrationisplaced. MTreferstotheeventundertheannalof
flah;;;28.Aswesawabove , eachofMT うs annalsfromflah;;;22toflah;;;29
shouldbeflah:;;21toflah;;;28.Thereforetheannalofflah;;;28mustbetaken
asactuallycontainingtheeventsofflah;;;27.ThusweseethattheRabII.in
questionbelongstoflah;;;27(Saf.990-Saf.991AH).Supportingthis うMT う

11 う 3 1 6 reportsaphraseofchronogramofthearrivalwhoseαbgα d amounts
to990AH 23

• Thusfromtheinternalevidence うwe shouldconcludethatMT
meansthedateRabII.990AH/May1582.

However , ANう 111う401 reportsacontradictingdate ぅ25 UrdlbihistII 瓦hI

28/May1583.AsfarasIknowぅno seriousattempthasbeenmadeto 自x the
contradiction.
HereTA うs informationandourtheoryofthemodificationleadsustoa
solution. TAd う 11 う 368 placesthearrivalofFat1:J.All 瓦h undertheannalof
flah;;;29.Byourtheory うthe eventsundertheannalmustbetakenasthose
offlah;;;28.ThisresultsupportsAN 冶information. MoreoverTAd う 11 う 368

givesthedateofthearrivalas22RabII.ofanunspecifiedyearwhichwe
shouldtakeas22RabII.991AHbelongingtoflah;;;28. MT うs referenceto
RabII.ofsomeyearreflectsitsdependencyonthispassageofTA.Ifso ぅwe

canconcludethatMTerroneouslymixedthereferencetotheeventamong
othereventsofflah;;;27.
MoreovertheinaccuracyofMTnowsupposedbyusisevidencedbyan
acknowledgementofMT うs author. He , attheendoftheannalofflah;;;28
(actuallyflahi27)admitsthefollowing:

Thecompilerofthepages(mayGodforgivehim!)begs[tothereaders]notto
reproachhimifhedoesn'tevenrecordthechronologyanddoesn'tlookattentively

atthesequence(t αqdfm ωα tα 'Ofr ) [ofthechronology]intheeventsofthisyear ぅ

whichwaswrittendown[byhim]fromamotive(g αra rj ) inwaysofdigressionand

summarywitharapidpen.(MT ぅii ぅ321; MTtr , ii,331ismodifiedbythea凶hor).

23Bahpiα tly， Allahimam ・1 αwli υa. Itistruethatthisevidenceisalittlebitweak ,because
insomeotherplacesMTcarriesphrasesofchronogramswhichdon'tagreewiththe
annals.
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4.2. DateoftheordertotranslateMα hii bhii rlαtα

AkbarorderedthetranslationofMαhabharatαう theIndianepicof “Hindi! う

language.ThetranslationwaseditedbyNaqIbijan ぅBada'unI (theauthor
ofMT) ,SaybSultanTh 加IsarI ， MullaSIrIandSayij.Fay<;lIwiththepreface
byAbual-Fa<;ll(AA う し115; MT , iiう320-1).

InMTうthe eventisplacedundertheannalofIlahf28(MT , ii,319-321).
InthesamewayasthecaseofthearrivalofFatl:tAllah うwe shouldthinkthat
MTmusthaveconsideredthiseventasoccurringactuallyinIlahf27which
beginsSaf.990AH.Basedonthisinformation うscholars havefixedthedate
ofAkbar うs orderofcompilationoftheworkat990AH 24

• Butthisdateis
equallydoubtfulforthesamereasonasthedateofFatl:tAllah うs arrival.
ItshouldbeaddedthatTAgivesusadifferentchronologyfortheorder.
InTA ぅthe referencetoitisplacedundertheannalofIlahf29(TAd う ii ， 369 ) .

Byourtheoryofmodification うthe eventsundertheannalmustbetakenas
thoseofIlah?:28.
AsfarasIknowぅnootherreferencetotheorderisfoundincontemporary
sources.TheLastBookofAN(so-calledA 切-i Akb αrf) does 山specify its
datealthoughitreferstothetranslationproject(AA う し115).

InthePersianMαhabharat αう one ofthetranslators うN aqIbijan , writes
abouthisowntranslation.Attheendofthe18thchapter(p αmα) ， hesays
heworkedforthetranslationincollaborationwithsomebrahmansforone
yearandahalf(MaBh う IVぅ503). AccordingtoRizvi ぅa manuscript(preserved
intheFormerLyttonLibrary うnow MaulanaAzadLibrary うAligar hMuslim
University;Rizvidoes 山state itscallnumber)whichheconsultedbearsa
differentstatement;namely うthat NaqIbijancompletedthetranslationon27
Shabo992AHafteroneyearandahalf(Rizvi ヲ1952 ， 198).Thedateofthe
completion ,Shabo992AH うis foundalsoinamanuscriptwhichRieudescribes
(Rieui,57b).Ifthesestatementsaregenuine ぅwe canthinkthatNaqIbijan
beganhistranslationaroundtheendofSaf.991AH.Thissupportsourdoubt
aboutthedateof990AH.Butunfortunatelythisdateisnotdecisivebecause
itfallsattheendofIlahf27and/orthebeginningofIlahf28.Thenifwe
considertheinaccuracyofMTonthedatesofthisyear うas intheabovecase
ofFat 与Allah うs arrival ,itishighlyreasonableforustotakeTA'schronology.
Itisnecessary うat thispoint うto considerthebackgroundoftheinaccuracy
onthechronologyofthisyearinMTaboutwhichtheauthorofMThints
intheabovequotation ぅexcusing thedisarrangementof

24Rieui,57a;Ivanow1924 ぅ770; Richard1989 ぅ38; Piemontese1989 ぅ284.
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motive(g αrar;[ ) \ About his'motive ううwe candeduceasuppositionfromMT ヲs

narrations.IntheannalofIliihr28(actualIliihr27) ぅ MTうs authorenumerates

Akbar 冶heretical policieswhichhenarratesinahighlyreproachingtone.He
beginstheenumerationwiththereferencetoAkbar うs ordertomintcoinswith

thechronogramofα ザand alsotocompileTiir 坊-i Alfibecal 附 the endofthe
五rst millenniumfromthedemiseoftheProphetwasthenapproaching(MT ,
ii,301).Followingthenarrationofthisorder ,MTうs authormentionsAkba 紅r

hereticalpoliciesliketheregulation0ぱf zaαmη1， ~伽7ηZト- b加iis ムう legit imationofliquorunder

S鈎ome c∞ondi比tions凶S う prohibit ofbeefeatingandsoon.Thenhistoricalnarrations
follow うafter whichtheauthoragainenumeratesAkbar 冶heretical policiesand

somerelatedepisodeswhichseemedtobehereticalfromhisreligiouspoint

ofview.

Itispossiblethatheaimedataliteraryeffectbyaccumulatingheretical
episodestoblameAkbar うs socio-religiouspolicies.Thisishis'motive¥Inthe

processofaccumulatingthereferencesthesequenceoftheeventsmusthave
beenignored.

5. Conclusion

Thispaperhasprovedthefollowingpoints.

InthetextofTAd う there isaseriesofdiscrepanciesbetweentheheading

ofanannalandthehistoricalnarrationunderitforIliihr21to33.Thisis
aresultof:one うthe erroneousinsertionoftheheadingofIliihr21intothe
narrationofIliihr20;andtwo ,theomissionofthehistoricalnarrationforthe
eventsofIliihf33.Forthoseyears うthe headingofeachannalslidesoneyear
afterwardsandiscoupledwiththehistoricalnarrationfortheeventsofthe
nextyear.Weshouldhandlethechronologyofeventsofthisperiodkeeping

thisfactinmind.

Collatingthemanuscriptsrevealsthatsuchdiscrepanciesarefoundin
allthemanuscripts.Thereforethisisnotavariantwhichispeculiaronlyto

TAd.Howevertheearliestknownmanuscript う TA AM U.う whichwascopiedin
theyearwhenTAwascompleted うhandled thethediscrepancyinadifferent

way.Wedonotconcludewhetherthisvariantisclosertothearchetypeor

not , becausetheevidencewhicharenowavailabletouscontradictsitself.
Thispointshouldbesolvedinthefuturestudiestoreconstructthestemof

themanuscripts. However うa veryvaluablediscoveryforthereconstruction
oftheoriginaltextofTAwouldbethatthiskindofdiscrepancyisnot

transmittedtoothermanuscriptsofTA うexcept two ぅbut istransmittedto
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thenear-contemporaryhistorieswhichacknowledgetheirdependenceonTA うs

information.Thisfactmayre 丑ect apeculiarpositionoftheearliestknown
manuscriptinthegenealogyofthemanuscripts.
Theexistenceofsuchavariantofheadingsandothermajorvariants
wouldclarifythenecessityforasurveyofthemanuscriptsofTAandthe
criationofaneweditionaccompaniedwithacriticalreconstructionofthe
genealogyofthemanuscripts.
ThisstudysidelightstherelationshipbetweenthehistoriesofAkbar うs

time. TA うs influenceincontentandformonlaterhistoriesisrevealed.At
thesametime うwe see うin thecaseofMT うan exampleofanindependent
estimationofitsinformationbyaposteriorhistorian.Thesefactsrevealthe
necessityforavaluationofallinformationineachofthehistories.Weshould
becarefulaboutthedegreeofreliabilityofallinformationoneachgivenevent
fromtheviewofthemutualrelationshipofthehistories.
Forthispurpose うthe studyofthehistoryofhistoriesshouldneither
beconfinedtobasicstudiesnorstudiespresentingproblemsinsupportof
revisionists うinterests. Itis,asapartofthehistoryofintellectuals ,opento
allhistorianswhoareengagedinrelatedscientificstudies.
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