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PREFACE 

The nucleus of this Catalogue is a collection formed by the 
author in the United Provinces of Agra and Oudh between 
the years 1894 and 1924. It seemed fitting that the coins 
should find a permanent home in Dehll, of whose Sultans they 
are a numismatic record. An ofiPer was accordingly made and 
accepted. The gold and silver coins (53 —223 Ai) were acquired 
by the Director-General of Archaeology in India for the Dehll 
Museum. The billon and copper coins (over 1,200) were presented 
on the understanding that the collection should be preserved 
intact, and a printed jcatalogue of it published on the lines of 
the coin catalogues issu^ 'by thte principal museums in India. 
This I undertook to prepare. 

It subsequently seemed desirable to take the opportunity to 
extend the scope of the Catalogue and make it a ‘corpus' of 
the coins of the Sultans of Dehll. Sixty-five years have elapsed 
since the publication in 1871 of TJte Chronicles of the Pathdn 
kings of Dehll by that distinguished scholar and pioneer of Indian 
numismatics Edward Thomas of the Bengal Civil Service. 
Though Thomas had, in 1847, written a small volume On the 
Coins of the Patan Sultans of Hindustan, followed by a supple¬ 
mentary contribution in 1852, the publication of The Chronicles 
has always been regarded as the starting-point for the study of 
the coins of the Sultans of Dehll. It describes some 320 coins 
of those Sultans.^ The British Museum in 1884 possessed 642 
coins of that series.* The Catalogue of the Indian Museum 
cum Asiatic Society of Bengal Collection, published in 1907, 
recorded 899 coins, and in 1925 the Lucknow Provincial Museum 
issued a catalogue describing 1,046 coins of the Sultans. In the 
present volume, over and above the author’s collection of 1,483 
coins, more than 500 other types and varieties have been 

^ Excluding the contemporary coinage in other parts of India. 
* Catalogue of Indian Coins in the British Museum, ‘ The Sultans of Dehli pub¬ 

lished in 1884. 
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catalogued. It will thus be seen that the material for the 

study of this series has increased very considerably since 1871. 
But this material has never been collated, with the result that 

the student has had to search for information through various 

catalogues, journals of Societies, and other stray publications, 
not always readily available. The time was therefoi'e ripe for 

a comprehensive catalogue or corpus of the series. My sugges¬ 

tion to that effect was approved, and the present volume is the 

result. The publication was unavoidably postponed for two and 
a half years in 1931. 

Endeavour has been made to incorporate in it not only all 

the I’ecorded coins of the Sultans of Dehll, but also unpublished 

coins in private collections to which it was possible to get 

access. But the author does not presume to think that any 

approach to completion or finality has been reached. There 

are many apparent gaps, and these will doubtless be filled in 

the course of time, while, as in all branches of numismatics, 

new and unexpected varieties and types will continue to come 

to light. The very prevalent habit of burying treasure and 

the reverence for and disinclination to melt down old coins 

shown by Indians are a continuous source of fresh discoveries. 

In order that this volume may also be a catalogue of the 

nucleus collection, as primarily intended, the serial numbers 

1 to 1483 are applied solely to that collection, and these are 

further indicated by the heavier type used under ‘ dates observed ’. 

Coins of types and varieties not represented in the nucleus 

collection are recorded in their appropriate places under sub¬ 

sidiary numbers 1a, 1b, 1 c, &c. 

In the arrangement, coins of the Dehll mint have generally 

been given precedence over those of other mints, since, till we 

come to the Suris, there were but few mint towns outside the 

capital. Otherwise, the order suggested by the Persian alphabet 

has been followed. But in the reign of Muhammad Tugliluq 
it has been thought preferable to follow precedent and classify 
the coins under types, arranged, so far as possible, chronologi¬ 

cally rather than under mints. 
The side of the coin on which either the Kalima (e.g. no. 1), 

or a quotation from the Qur'an (e.g. no. 574), or the name of 
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the Caliph (e.g. no. 161) appears, or on which the inscription 
obviously begins (e.g. no. 699) has been treated as the ‘ obverse ’. 
Otherwise the ‘ obverse ’ is the side occupied by the name of 
the Sultan by whom the coin was issued. 

The system of transliteration used in volume II of the Indian 
Museum Catalogue (1907) has been followed, but the rendering 
of certain proper names in that volume has been altered to 
conform with the more accurate renderings in the Cambridge 
History of India, vol. Ill—e.g. Yalduz becomes Yildiz ; Altam^ 
becomes lltutmi^, and so on. I am, however, unable to follow 
the Cambridge History in giving tangah as the designation of 
the principal coin in the Dehll series—the tankah. Tangah is 
Mongol and represented ‘ a small silver coin which formed the 
main currency of the Mongol world from the end of the four¬ 
teenth, to the beginning of the sixteenth, century’,* weighing 

from 20 to 35 grains. Tanicah is Indian from the Sanskrit 

tanka =‘a weight of silver’. We find the word (tankam) 
used as the Sanskrit transliteration of dirham in the inscription 
on Mahmud of ^laznih’s silver coin struck at Mahmudpur 
(Labor) in a.h. 418 (a.d. 1027).^ I have also preferred Ghaznih 
to Ghazni in view of the rendering of that name on the coins 
themselves. 

No attempt has been made to deal with the history of the 
Sultans except in so far as it has some direct bearing on 

the coinage. The recent publication of vol. Ill of the Cambridge 
History of India, which covers the period from Muhammad bin 
Sam to the end of the Lodi dynasty, has rendered this super¬ 
fluous. Sher Shah Sur has had his own biographer.® 

My objective has been rather to examine and elucidate, as 
far as I am able, the metrology of the Dehli series, and to 
evolve some sort of order out of the chaos caused by the exten¬ 
sive use of alloy in the coinage. This metrology is largely the 
story of the tankah and the jital. 

The introduction by lltutmish of the silver coin of 96 rails 
in weight, which was known as a tankah ; * its first debasement 

‘ Encyclopedia of lsldm^ Fasc. K, 1929. * Thomas’s Chronicles^ pp. 47, 48, 
’ §her ^dh by Prof. Kalikaranjan Qinungo, Calcutta, 1921. 
* The ancient Indian tankah weighed 4 mdshas, then equal to 8 ratis of silver. 
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by Muhammad Tughluq; its gradual further decline thereafter 

till under Sikandar Lodi it contained but a few grains of silver ; 

its supersession by the rupiya (rupee); ^ and its final relegation 

to the ranks of the copper currency by Akbar;— 

The arrival of the jital ^ in the seventh century of the Hijra 
era as a billon forty-eighth part of the silver tankah, equivalent 

to some 288 grains of copper; its subsequent fall in value along 

with the tankah, followed by its disappearance as a coin; and 

its retention under Akbar as an account value representing 

/jth of his copper dam or his rupee :— 

These and cognate subjects are discussed in the notes which 

follow each dynasty in the body of the Catalogue. The series 

markedly exemplifies the familiar principle, known as Gresham’s 

Law, that bad money has a tendency to drive the good out of 

circulation. From the time when Muhammad Tughluq debased 

the tankah there was, to judge by recorded coins, a progressive 

shrinkage in the silver issues till Sher Shah undertook the re¬ 

form of the currency. This shrinkage was doubtless accentuated 
by the poverty of the imperial treasury in the ninth century 

(Hijra). 
The numerous coins that lapse of time and private zeal have 

brought to light in the past sixty-five years have made it 

necessary to revise rather drastically many of the theories 

which Thomas advanced and which have been followed in 

subsequent publications without criticism, but which with our 

present knowledge and material cannot be supported. Thomas 

was inclined to view the metrological problems of Dehll through 

post-Vedic spectacles,® and to make insufficient allowance for 

the individuality and initiative of the foreign invader. There 

The gold coin of 96 rafts, also called a tankah, did not appear till some years after 
the silver coin of Iltutmifiji (in the reign of Mas'ud Shah), if we except a solitary 
tnedallic issue of Muhammad bin Sam (no. 8 a). When the name tankah had lost 
its prestige through the debasement of the silver coin, the gold tankah became known 
as an a^rafi—Q, name that recalls the English ‘ noble 

^ This name meaning ‘of beautiful fonn*, ‘wrought silver’, emphasizes the 
change from the alloyed or ‘black’ tankah. Silver coins were known as ‘rupya 
rhpa’ as early as the fourth century a.d. (Kau^ilya’s ArihaSastra). 

2 The name was possibly taken from a small copper coin current on the North- 
West frontier (see Appendix A). The jital seems to have been the successor of the 
Dehltwdld - but a coin of less value though of the same weight. 

® See also Appendix A, especially pp. 393, 395. 
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can be little doubt that the currency scheme which Iltutmi^ 

introduced—though it found a place, as a definite subdivision 

of the tankah, for the indigenous billon pieces of purana weight 

(32 rails)—was mainly independent, at any rate in the silver 

issues, of any earlier monetary system.^ Thomas’s dictum of 

‘an all-pervading’ quaternary scale with its ‘inevitable I’s, 

16’s, 32’s, and 64’s ’ ^ must be definitely modified, for the coins 

show that in the new scale 4’s and 3’s were impartially repre¬ 

sented in the subdivision of a tankah of 96 ruUs (48 jltals). 
In June, 1925, a paper entitled ‘ Some observations on the 

metrology of the early Sultans of Dehll ’ by Mr. H, R. Nevill, 

I.C.S., and myself appeared in the thirty-eighth Numismatic 

Supplement of the Journal of the Asiatic Society of Bengal, and 

by the courtesy of the Society I am enabled to reproduce the 

article (no. 248) in this volume (Appendix A). Subsequent 

investigation has tended to confirm the major points of the 

arguments there set out. In the present volume the metrological 

examination has been extended to the later Sultans. 

A characteristic feature of the pre-Surl coinage of this series 

is the extensive use of hillon—an alloy of silver and bronze. 

The employment of mixed metal in the currency was traditional 

in India, and my attention has been drawn to a passage in 

Kautilya’s Arthasdstra of the fourth century a.d. in which the 

use of alloy in silver coins is definitely required.® When 

the Muhammadan conquerors came to India they found a local 

coinage consisting, apart from the gold issues, almost entirely 

of mixed metal pieces, and the practice was incorporated by 

them in their own currency, notably in the time of the Tughluqs. 

It was extended by successive Sultans. This custom—in the 

absence of any but rather meagre information from contemporary 

records—presents great difficulties in the determination of 

values. It is this determination that is hero attempted. 

’ In gold we have only his two very rare (perhaps medallic) gold pieces (nos. 49 r 
and g) which approximate in weight to, and seem to be adaptations of, the Qanaujia 
issues of Muhammad bin Sam (nos. 4 and 5). * Chronicles, p. 4. 

° ‘ The Superintendent of the Mint shall carry on the manufacture of silver coins 
(rupya rQpa) made up of 4 parts of copper and j’jth part (masha) of any one of the 
metals tikshna, trapu, sisa, and aHjana.' Cf. Kautilya’s AtihaSastra by R. Shama- 
shastry, Government Press, Bangalore, 1915, p. 98. 
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I have derived very material assistance in this connexion 

from assays made (through the courtesy of the Deputy Master 
of the Mint) by Dr, S, W. Smith, C.B.E., Chief Assayer to 
the Royal Mint and by Dr. H. J. Plenderleith of the British 

Museum laboratory. The results of these assays are set out in 
Appendices BI and BII on pp. 403 to 412 of this volume. 

Thanks to them we are in a position to know the silver content 
of over 300 coins of the commoner billon types. 

The importance of assay in the study of the Dehll series 

cannot be exaggerated. I realize that the analysis of only 
a few specimens of a type may be thought scarcely a sufficient 
basis by itself for any definite conclusion as to the value of 

that type, but when, as in this case, the assays disclose a con¬ 
sistency of silver content in the examples analysed combined 
with a continuity in composition through successive reigns, we 

may be permitted to regard them as something more than 

a mere indication of the correctness of the conclusions which 
we have sought to glean from them. It is indeed mainly to 

further assay that we must look for the development of know¬ 

ledge and interest in the Dehll series. Future histories of the 
period are not likely to throw much more light on its currencies. 

The filling of the gaps to which I have alluded may or may not 

yield fresh metrological evidence. But in analysis the material 

already lying to hand in the numerous duplicates of all but 

a few types and varieties is both promising and abundant. 
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GENEALOGICAL TKEES OF THE SULTANS 
OF DEHLl 

FIRST DYNASTY 

Mu izzu-d-din Muhammad I ibn Sam 

Qufcbu-d-dln Aibak 

L 
- I.. .. I : - 
Aram Shah Shamsu-d-dlu Iltutmish 

____ 
f. ..... r. .I' .. I 

KuknU“d-dln Jalalatu-d-din Nasiru-d-din Bauphter = Ghiyasu-d-dln 
FlrOz Ka?Iyya MahmUd I Balban 

Mu'izzu d-din Bahram 
*Ala'u“d“dln Mas'ad _ 

1... 
Bughra Khan 

{Governor of Bengal) 

\ 

Mu'izzu-d-din Kaiqubad 

I 
Shamsu-d-din Kayomars 

SECOND DYNASTY 

Jalalu*d-dln Firaz II ^alfi Brother of FirQz II 

I I 
Euknu-d-din Ibrahim I *Ala'u-d-dln Muhammad II 

___I 

Shihabmd-dln ‘Umar Qutbu-d-din Mubarak I 

Nasiru-d-din ^usra {wamir of Mubarah I) 



xviii GENEALOGICAL TKEES OF THE SULTANS OF DEHLI 

THIRD DYNASTY 

Ghiyasu-d-din Tugiiluq I Brother of Tughluq I 

I I 
Muhammad III FlrOz III 

i 

I ..I - .I 
Faih Khan Zafar Muhammad IV 

__ " I 
I.... I ...I 

Tughluq II Nusrat AbQ Bakr Sikandar I Mahmfid II 

Daulat Khan Lodi 

FOURTH DYNASTY 

Khizr Khan Saipjid 
I 

I ■ “ “ “I 
Mubarak II Farid 

I 
Muhammad V 

.■ I 
‘Alam Shah 

FIFTH DYNASTY 

Bahlol 

Sikandar II 

1 
Ibrahim II 

1 
Mahmud 

SIXTH DYNASTY 

■ i ■ 
Sher'shab 

1 
Brother 

1 
Brother 

i 
Sikandar III 

j 

Islam Shah 

I 
Muhammad 'Adil 

1 

Ibrtlhlm III 



ADDENDA AND CORRIGENDA 

Page 83, Cat. No. 184. Some coins (R. B.) have m.m. 3 or m.m. 96 after 
on the reverse. See pp. 418 and 420. 

Page 60, Cat. No. 248. M.ms. 3 and 96 occur on the obverse of some 
specimens (R. B.). 

Page 62, Cat. No. 255, 255 a. In the April number 1935 of Islamic 

Culture (Hyderabad, Deccan) is a valuable paper by Professor E. E. Speight 

of the Osmania University on ‘The Coins of the BahmanT Kingdom of the 

Deccan ’. Nos. 81 and 33 of the Catalogue are shown as 

^iyasu-d-dln Tughluq 

Obv, B&o. 

These are very similar in execution and weight to Nos. 255 and 255 a of this 

Catalogue, which have hitherto been regarded as coins of Ghiyaau-d-dln 

Balban. There can be no question that Prof. Speight’s coins are properly 

assigned, as Deoglr was not in the possession of the Dehll Sultans in the 

reign of Balban.* It is therefore highly probable that Nos. 255 and 255 a of 

this Catalogue should also be assigned to Tughluq and not to Balban. The 

mint SultanpQr would then be Warangal, captured by Ulugh Khan (Muham¬ 

mad bin Tughluq) in a.d. 1323=a.h. 723, and renamed SultanpUr.'^ Fakirabad 

must also presumably be looked for in the Deccan. 

Page 87, Cat. No. 301 a. Insert ‘ Dehll ’ in col. 2. 

Page 88, Cat. No. 305. The British Museum has since acquired a coin 

of A.H. 707, and there was another specimen of that date in the Da Cunha 

collection. 

Page 104, Cat. No. 426. R. B. has a specimen weighing only 45*3 grains. 

Page 118, Cat. No. 482. The Da Cunha collection included a coin of 

A.H. 727, wt. 197-2 grains. 

Page 142, Cat. No. 593 a. In Islamic Culture^ 1935, p. 287 (Pl. I. 41) 

Professor Speight publishes a coin of a.h. 730, adding in the margin. 

Page 143, Cat. No. 597. 1^1 should be 

Page 155, Line 7. For Telingana read Tilangana. 

* Boogir was first taken by *Ala’u-d-din (Muhammad II) in a.d. 1294= a.h. 694/5, vide 
vol. iii, p. 96. 

^ This mint must not be confused with Balban^s mint of Sult&npur. See No. 248 of 
this Catalogue. 



XX ADDENDA AND CORRIGENDA 

Page 187, Cat. No. 745 b. The last line of the reverse may read 4jJl J*. 

Page 201, Cat. No. 805. The Da Cunha collection had a coin of a.h. 831. 

Page 256. See R. IV. 13-14 for Kftngra coins (JE) with the obverse 

legend showing Lodi suzerainty in Kangra. 

Page 263, Cat. No. 1030 d. For m.m. 34 read m.m. 65. 

Pages 269, 270, 386, Cat. Nos. 1040 a, 1040 b. In Islamic Culture 1936 

(January) Mr. N. K. Bhattasali, Curator of the Dacca Museum, has an 

interesting paper on ‘the date of Sher Shah's accession'. In it he has 

arrived independently, but for the same reason, at the conclusion suggested 

on p. 886 of this volume. He has also described and figured thi-ee other 

rupees of Sher Shah of a.h. 945, which differ in type from 1040 a and b, and 

are without mint name. Mr. Bhattasali places the coronation of Sher Shah 

in the ‘fortnight between the end of June and the middle of July 1538, 

i.e. about the middle of Safar, the second month of a.h. 945.' 

Page 282, Cat. No. 1075. Add PI. XIII. 

Page 282, Cat. No. 1077. For m.m. 34 read m.m. 65. 

Page 287, Cat. No. 1092. Add PI. XIII. 



THE COINAGE AND METROLOGY 
OF THE SULTlNS OF DEHLi 





SULTANS OF DEHLI 

TURKS 
A.H. A.D. 

I. Muhammad I bin Sam .... 589 1193 
II. Qutbu-d-din Aibak .... 602 1206 

III. Aram Shah ...... 607 1210 
IV. Shamsu-d-din Iltutmish .... 607 1210 
V. Ruknu-d-din Firuz I . . . . 633 1235 

VI. Jalalatu-d-din Raziyya .... 634 1236 
VII. Mu*izzu-d-din Bahrain .... 637 1240 

VIII. 'Alau-d-din Mas*ud .... 639 1242 
IX. Nasiru-d-din Mahmud I . . . 644 1246 
X. Ghiyasu-d-din Balban .... 664 1266 

XL Mu*izzu-d-din Kaiqubad 686 12B7 
XII. Shamsu-d-din Kayumars 689 1290 

KHALJIS 

XIII. Jalalu-d-din Firuz II ... . 689 1290 
XIV. Ruknu-d-din Ibrahim I . 695 1296 

XV. *Alau-d-din Muhammad II . . 695 1296 
XVI. Shihabu-d-din ‘Umar .... 715 1316 

XVII. Qutbu-d-din Mubarak .... 716 1316 
Shamsu-d-din Mahmud Prelender 718 1318 

XVIII. Nasiru-d-din Khusru .... 720 1320 

TUGHLUQS 

XIX. Ghiyasu-d-dln Tughluq I 720 1320 
XX. Muhammad III bin Tughluq . 725 1325 

XXL Firhz III. 752 1351 
XXII. Ghiyasu-d-din Tughluq II 790 1388 

XXIII. Firuz Shah Zafar .... 791 1389 
XXIV. Abubakr. 791 1389 
XXV. Muhammad IV bin Fii'uz 792 1390 

XXVI. Sikandar I. 795 1393 
XXVII. Mahmud II bin Muhammad . 795 1393 

XXVIII. Nusrat (Interregnum) . . 797-802? 1395 
XXIX. Daulat Khan Lodi 815 1413 

b2 



4 INTRODUCTION 

SAYYIDS 
A.H. 

XXX. KliizrKhan.817 
XXXI. Mubarak II.824 

XXXII. Muhammad V bin Farid ... 837 
XXXIII. *Alam Shah . 

XXXIV. Bahlul . 
XXXV. Sikandar II . 

XXXVI. Ibrahim II . 

XXXVII. Sher Shah . 
XXXVIll. Islam Shah . 

XXXIX. Muhammad 'Adil . 
XL. Ibrahim III. 

XLI. Sikandar III 

849 

LODlS 

855 
894 
923 

SURIS 
945 
252 
960 
962 
962 

A.D. 

1414 

1421 
1434 
1445 

1451 
1489 
1517 

1538 
1545 

1552 
1554 
1554 



TURKS 
Note.—Weights are recorded in grains Troy. 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

MUHAMMAD I BIN SAM 

A.H. 589-602. A.D. 1193-1206. 

N GOLD 

1 [Qhaznih] Within double square 1 Within double square 
600 -ml ill Ji ii |Jieill ^UJ\ 

yikjl y\ ^^jJl 

In segments of dotted circle In segments of dotted circle 
enclosing square enclosing square 

j 
i Top (jj}\ ^ (obi.) Top ljuS 

Left Left J jM' 

Bottom ^ Bottom 

Right JlT Jft (obi.) Right tjU Outf 

Wt. 134-9. 
S. 1-6. FL I. 

2 Ghaznih As on 1. As on 1, but in segments. 
? 

Wt. 118-3. 
Top ljuS 

S. M. Left ijJb jUjjJI 

! 
Bottom 

Right obi. 

/R SILVSB 

3* [Ghaznih] As on 1, but without outer 1 As on 1, but in segments. 
603 circle of dots. 

Top obi. 

Wt. 78. 
fi 1.9 

Left 
0. 1*6. 

Bottom 

Right iqL* ^ 

*Kote to 8, This coin, as its date shows, was struck by Taju-d-din Yildiz in the name 
of Mu^mmad bin S&m. 

MUKAM. 
MAD I 



6 TURKS 

UTTfl&H- 
KAO 1 

No. Mint 
Date 

N 
3a p 

601 

4 ? 

5 ? 

B 
6 

7 

Obverse Reverse 

Struck in India, 

QOImD 

In circle j^UaUi In circle 

Horseman with mace. 

^jJl j LJjJI Margin 
y^\ y} 

cH 

Wt. 17218. 
S. -9. 

iMAt ^ 

»jU- j 

Ref. II.R.N. PL XXIV. 

Rude figure of Lakshmi 
seated. 

Wt. 66-8. ?IUT 
S. *8. PI. I. 

As on 4. ^ JT f 

Wt. 66. 
8. -6, 

PI. I. 

BILLON 

Horseman to left with spear 

djjl at charge pointing down¬ 

[^511] 

y\ 

Wt. (imperfect). 
8. -6. 

wards. 

R. V. 8 (fig.). 

In dotted circle In dotted circle. 
Horseman to left with spear 

at charge above the horse’s 
jJacJI 

W. 48. 
8. -6. 

head. 



TURKS 7 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
8-9 — As on 7, but 

u 
ikUi 

As on 7, but the horse is 
more in skeleton outline. 

Wt. 49-8; 50-5. 
S. *6. PI. I. 

9a — As on 7, but the characters 
are more like those on the 
Ghaznih dirhams. 

As on 7, but horse is capari¬ 
soned and the rider has a two- 
peaked head-dress. 

Wt. 46. 
S. -6. 

Ref. Thomas, No. 7 (PI. 
I. G).' 

10-13 In dotted circle. 
Recumbent bull to left in 

outline; trident on rump. 

Around 

In dotted circle. 
Chauhan horseman to right. 

To left of rider ^ 

To right of rider 

wt. 51.5; 50; 51 ; 54-2. 
S. .6. 

14-15 — As on 10, but no dotted 
circle. 

Ruder bull and Nagarl 
characters. 

No trident on rump. 

As on 10, but no dotted 
circle and a crescent under 
the horse. 

Wt. 45; 50-3. 
S. .6. 

15a — As on 10, but ? mark on 
rump and in place of ^ 

As on 10. 

Wt. 59. 
S. -6. 

i?</.R.III. 13(fig.). (Now 
in B.M.) PL XX. 

mitha: 
MABI 



8 TURKS 

XU^AM- 
XABI 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

B 
15b* •— As on 10. 

Wt. 50. 
8. *6. 

As on 10, but on 
rump. 

Ref. I.M.C. 12. PI. XXII. 

16 — ^jlkUl 

plocill 

|.L, 

As on 10. 

Wt. 49-5. 
S. -65. 

i 
1 

PL I. 

16a — Bull standing to left with 
traces of letters over it. 

^ lAjJl Jju Wt. 42-5. 
8. *6. 

Ref R. (Labor, p. 56. 12). 

16b As on 16 A, but bull seated. 

Wt. 45. 
8. *6. 

Ref. R. (Labor, p. 56. 13). 

As on 16 A, but Jac above 
top line. 

17-19 Rude bull to left. 
Above it, in straight line 

^ vr 
To right of bull’s rump iT 
Below Nagarl a sword with 

two dots to right of hump. 

Rude (Narwar) horseman. 

Wt. 51*3; 53-7; 51*7. 
8. *6. 

* Note to 15 B. See also R. III. 6, of which the obverse die is inverted. See also Thomas 
No. 12 on which the word^^^ (Pesh&war) appears in a line with the spear, reading up¬ 

wards, under the horse. 



TURKS 9 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

B 
19A — As on 19, but without dots 

to left of sword. 
As on 19. 

Wt. 49.5; 34-5. 
8. 5-5. 

Ref. L.M.C. 21-22. 

19b —- As on 19, but 0 in place 
of sword. 

As on 19. 

wt. 52-5; 53. 
B. -6. 

Ref. L.M.C. 23 (fig.); 
I.M.C. 15. 

19c — As on 19, but of legend 
in place of sword. 

As on 19. 

Wt. 53. 
8. -6. 

Ref, L.M,C. 24 (fig.). 

19d — As on 19, but in top 
line. 

As on 19. 

Wt. 53. 
8. -6. 

Ref. L.M.C. 25. 

20 In dotted circle In dotted circle 

% 

UjjJl ytA 
d 

pUtf 

Wt. 51-8. 
8. *6. PL I. 

U1THAM. 
KADX 



10 TURKS 

HAD I 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

B 
21-23 — As on 20. In dotted circle 

Wt. 50*5; 51 ; 47. 
S. *6. 

t;! •A.** 

/E COFFER 

24-27* In square within circle— 
scrolls in segments. 

LijJl 

In square within circle— 
scrolls in segments. 

jJI , 

Wt. 57*8; 45*2; 47; 44-5. 
S. -6 ; *65. 

28-29 As on 24, but the sides of 
the square are curved. 

As on 24, but the sides of 
the square are curved. 

Wt. 50*5; 43*8. 
8. *55. PI. I. 

29 a — As on 24, but with scollops 
in the sides of the square. 

As on 24, but with scollops 
in the sides of the square. 

Wt. 45. 
S. *65. 

Ref. R. III. 3 and R. 
(Labor), p. 55, No. 7. 

30-31* — In double circle enclosing 
dots. 

Enclosed as on obv. 

Wt. 50*2; 50*5. 
8. *55. PI. I. 

32 — As on 30, but star under j** As on 30. 

Wt. 48*5. 
8. *55. 

♦ Note to 24, Differences occur in the segmental ornaments, 
*Note to 80, H.R.N. has one without dots. 



TURKS 11 

No. 

/E 
32 a 

33 

34-35 

35 A 

36* 

Mint 
Date 

? Anwala 

? Ujjain 

Obverse 

Standing bull to left. 

Above ? ^ 

On rump + 

Wt. 42. 
S. -5. 

Ref, B.M. 

Standing bull to left. 

Above 

Wt. 48-7. 
S. -55. 

As on 33, but kneeling bull. 

Wt. 46; 41-5. 
S. -50. 

H.R.N. has one with 
inverted. 

In hexagon formed by two 
intersecting triangles. 

Wt. 35. 
8. *6. 

Reverse 

In circle with outer circle MUHAM- 
of dots J 

Above the .5 a star. 

In rayed circle 

As on 33. 

In hexagon formed by two 
intersecting triangles. 

Ref R.V. 30 (fig.) where the reverse was read tentatively 

ji\, A more probable reading seems to be (An¬ 

wala), an old town in the Bareilly district of the United 
Provinces, India—near Badatln. 

Rude figure of kneeling 
bull with traces of letters 
above. 

Wt. 51. 
8. *55. 

In rayed circle 

PI. I. 

* Note to 86, I have assigned this to Muhammad bin Sftm on its similarity to Nos. 83-35. 
The word on the reverse appears to be Ujjain. If so, the coin may be autonymous, for 
Ujjain was not taken till 632 a.h. 



12 TURKS 

MITfAM. 
KADI 

TZU>IZ 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

As Suzerain of Prithvi Kaja of Ajmer. 

B BILLON 

36 a Recumbent bull to left- 
trident on rump, i on jhuL 

Around 

Wt. 44; 54. 

S. -55; -6. 

Chauhan horseman to right. 
Above to left of rider 

to right 

^ TTSTT ^ 

Ref. B.M.; cf. Thomas, 15. 

MAHMUD BIN MUHAMMAD 

B 
A.H. 602. A.I). 1206. 

BILLOIT 

37-38 Chauhan horseman to right; 
crescent under horse. 

Around 

Wt. 50-5; 50*7. 

8. -6. PL I. 

TAJU-D-DlN YILDIZ 

B BILLON 

Struck in Ghaznik 

39-42 ^ylUJI 

j*. ^ 51' 

jJl J LijJl 

dUi 
jJl ^ UjJI 

;A>. cH. 

Wt. 41; 41; 40-5; 40-7. 

8. -6. 



TURKS 13 

No. 

B 
42 a 

Mint 
Date Obverse 

In square within circle 

Reverse 

In square within circle TILDIZ 

(slUl 

Wt. 46. 
8. *66. 

Ref. R. V. 3 (fig.) and R 
(Labor), p. 56. 

43 

Struck in Kuramdn ? 

Standing bull to left. 
Above 

wt. 48-3. 

jJl jjtA 

PI. I. 

44-47 

Struck in India. 

I Horseman to right. 
I Below a star. 

Around 

wt. 48-5; 50-3; 51-5; 
46-3. 

S. -55. 

^1 
jjJb 

PI. I. 

48 As on 44, but crescent 
under horse. 

As on 44. 

W. 51-5. 
S. -55. 

48 a As on 44, but a bird under 
horse. 

As on 39. 

Wt. 46-5. 
8. -5. 

Ref. R (Labor), p. 57. 22. 



14 TURKS 

TILBXZ 

AXBAX 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

K. COPFBB 

49 In dotted circle 

l^jji jjt* 

i 
Probably a Ghaznih issue. 

In dotted circle 

jjJb 

Wt. 47-5. 
S. -6. PI. I. 

49 a — Standing bull to left. 

Above ^ 
Probably a Kuraman issue. 

In rayed circle 

cr?’^ 

Wt. 36. 
S. -0. 

Eef. R. V. 30 (fig.)—now 
in B. M. 

QUTBU-D-DlN AIBAK 

PL 

A.H. 602-607. A.D. 1206-1210. 

COPPEB 

49b 
1 

Standing bull to left. 

Wt. 35. 
S. -55. 

Rfif, R (Labor), p. 58. 1. 

In rayed circle 

49 c As on 49 b. 

Wt. 48. 
S. -55. 

Ref. R (Labor), p. 58. 2. 

As on 49 B, but in irregular 
octagon. 

49 D As on 49 B. 

Wt. 43. 
S. -55. 

Ref, R (Labor), p. 58. 3. 

As on 49 b, but in circle 
with crosses outside. 



TURKS 15 

No. Mint 
Date 

/E 
49 b* 

Obverse Reverse 

As on 49 B. As on 49 B, but in circle AZBAX 
made with dots joined. 

Wt. 39. 
S. -5. 

Ref, R (Labor), p. 58. 4. 

N 

49 F 

49 G 

Gaur 
616 

614 

SHAMSU-D-DIN ILTUTMISH 

A.H. 607-633. A.D. 1210-1235. 
ILTUT. 
MISH 

GOLD 

In circle 
Turk horseman to left at 

the charge, carrying mace. 
In field 
To right of horseman 

Below horse 

Margin 

djji iJi) 

-wwf *1 ** *■** 

Wt. 70-6. 
S. -75. 

Ref. Thomas, ii, 
p. 14. (2)—now in Berlin. 

As on 49 F, but margin 

41)1 4ill [5>1 Jl 

and no mint name in field. 

Wt. 71. 
S. -7. 

Ref, A. N. S. 

In dotted circle 

^UaLJl 

j Lull 

*11 1 

^Uy. 

PI. XXII. 

As on 49 F, but 

^^^.^1 yiia^llyl 

. . . 

PI. XXIII. 

Note to 49 E, P.T. has a coin (wt. 28-1) with ohv. in a circular area surrounded by 

dots and rays. The reverse appears to be similar but is much worn. J.AS.B.—N.S. XLII 
art. 284. 



16 TURKS 

ILTXTT- 
U18H 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

M SILVER 

Group I. 

Struck in Bengal under the governorship of 
Hisamu-d-diri ‘Ewaz. 

49h 

614 
In circle 
Turk horseman to left at 

the charge, carrying mace. 

Margin 

4Jl [X^ 4)1 ill] J1 i) 

In dotted circle 

^IkUl 

jto\j 

Wt. 168. 
S. M. 

Ref, Thomas, ii, 
p. 12 (1) (Berlin). PI. XXII. 

491 
616 

As on 49 H, but date unit As on 49 F. 

Wt. 168. 
8. 1. 

Ref, Thomas, ii, 
p. 16 (3) (Berlin). PI. XXII. 

49 J* As on 49 H. 

Margin undeciphered. 

Wt. 165. 
8. M5. 

Ref. N,C., 1885, Part III, 
p. 215. 

jJl 

Over are the Nagarl 

letters RT or 

PI. XXII. 

* Note to 49 j. This must be the coin shown as 8 (a) on p. 16 of Thomas I.C.B,, Part II, 
but not described in detail. This is now in Berlin. It is probably also the coin figured 
in LM,0„ No. 82, the part where the NSgarl letters should be being rubbed. Br. Hosrnle, 
however, in describing the coin in 1881, p. 66, No. 1, makes no mention of the 
N&gar! letters. 



TURKS 17 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/R 

49 k 

62- 

GllOUP II — 
In circle 

4li ill J1 il 

dn 

4ll 

^^♦11 ^1 

Margin 

ljub 

sjU • 

,.,mji 

jJoaJl 

siJL^ jlkUl 

Wt. 168-5. 
S. 1-2. PI. XXII. 

Ref. Thomas, I.C.B.^ ii, p. 23 (8)—now in Berlin. The 
characters are of the square Kufic type and indicate 
a northern mint. 

49 L 

622 

In circle 

4)1 ill ji i) 

4)1 

4)1 ^jJ ^U1 

Margin 

^1 I-:.- ^ yj.^\ Ixa 

^^lUJl 

y WijJl |J^1 

x.l jl 1 1)1 ^^jJl 

4)1 

Wt. 166-7. 
S. 1-2. PI. XXII. 

Ref. Thomas, LC,B., ii, p. 23 (9) (now in Berlin); 
cf. I.M.C., 33. 

50 ? 

62- 
As on 49 L. 

Margin 

kjL* j • . • . 

Much worn round the edge. 

Wt. 155-3. 
S. 1. 

In circle 

^ill ^UaUl 

^jxII j IjjjJl 

^^»<>.**X)1 ^aJoi^JI 

PI. 1. 

c 

iLTUT. 
MISK 



18 TURKS 

Xltut- 
MZSH 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/R Group III —^UaJl 

50 a ? 
624 

In circle 

41)1 5)1 51 

As on 50. 

4)1 ^UoJl 

Margin 

Wt. 168-2. 
S. M. PL XXII. 

Ref. Thomas, /.C’./?., ii, p. 24 (10)—two specimens—now 
in Berlin. 

60 b ? As on 50 A. In double square within 
624 circle, as on 50, but last line 

Wt. 164-3. 
S. 1-05. and j^\ in the top. 

Bff. Thomas, LC.B„ ii, 
left, and ? right segments. 

p. 25 (11)—now in Berlin. PL XXII. 

Group IV - 4l)b 

60 c _ In double square, scroll In double square within 
work in segments. circle, three dots in each seg- 

41)1511 iJi "i 
ment. 

.L.5II ^ j 

4li 

Wt. 164-157. 
8. 1-1. Margin 

Ref, LM.C,, 34 j Thomas, ^ ^.A V/^ 

p. 46. FLXXn. 



TURKS 19 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse 

/R 

Keverse 

50 D* ? 

632? 
In circle 

ill ii 

^1 

4)1 ^*1) 

il/an/m 

In double square, scroll iLTtlT- 
work in segments. MISK 

^ UjJI 

yiia»ll y\ 

? wU- j ^ ^_^1 

Wt. 158-9. 
8. M5. 

Ref. Thomas, p. 52 (xxix) 
—now in Berlin. PI. XXII. 

50 E ? In circle 

4Jl ill J1 il 
4Jl 

4]b fci'iww^lj 

In place of marginal legend, 
a circle of dots. 

Wt. 168.2. 
8. 1. 

In double square, as on 
oO D, but 

and in the last line there is 
no trace of 

The of jjllaUl is written 
li 

In segments, dots. 

Ref. B, M. The A. N. S. has a specimen, 
wt. 166-5. 

50 F Dehll 
628 

In double square within 
circle, the top line of the 
square being single. 

As on 50 E. 

In top segment Jao 

Margin—part of 

^ t5jji yt 

Jc j;!.' 

Wt. 167. 
S. M. 

In area as on obverse 

^^.xll ^ l^jjl 

yaJlcL^jl 

In top segment 

Margin 

^ lU.- 

Ref.LM.C.,2d(^g.). B.M. 
has two specimens. 

*No(e to 50 D. I have recorded the date as 632, following Thomas, but without conviction. 
The occurrence of Jd«Jl seems to place the coin definitely earlier than No. 50f which is 
clearly dated 628. ‘ 



20 TURKS 

iLTUT. 
KXSH 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

M 

51* ? 
63- 

In circle as on 60 e. 

Margin 

In double square as on 
50 D, but and jJaciH 

? IU-. . 

Wt. 166. 
S. 1-2. 

52* [Dehli] 
[632j 

In double square within 
circle; three dots in each 
segment. 

In double square within 
circle; two dots in each seg¬ 
ment. 

.H. J ^c5)l JiU\ 

Margm 

yi\ 

Margin 

Wt. 166*5. 
S. 1*2. PL I. 

52 a ? Lak- 
nautl 
633 

In circle as on 50 e. 

Margin 

In double square as on 
50 Dp but l)1 and 

{sic) ilXA 

>a4 

Wt. 167*5. 
8. M5. 

Ref, I.M.C.j 38 (fig.). A different style of lettering from 
51; otherwise very similar. 

*Note to 61. Dates recorded 680 and 632. Some coins of this type have for 

on the obverse. One figured in R. IV. PI. XVIII (2) has See also J,AtS,B.f 

1881, p. 66, No. 4 (Hmrnle) where is read. This coin has the final of the 
reverse legend in the right segment. 

*Note to 62, See p. 72 for the reading of the marginal legend. Some specimens have a 
single dot in each segment. 



TURKS 21 

No. 

/R 

Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

63 As on 52, but margin 
wanting. 

Wt. 82-4. 

As on 52, but no dots in iLTITT- 
segments and margin want- 
ing. 

S. -95. PL I. 

53 A* 

I 

As Stizerain of Bengal. 

In circle 4)b 

^ IbloiiJ 1 1 

^jJl ^ UjJl 

Wt. 168. 
S. 1-3. 

Bef. I.C.Ii., Part 11, p. 31 
(now in Berlin). 

^UaUi 

JSb JoUll 

^ LijJl 

<oJl 

Margin 

? ’ ' * 

^ c)i/^ ^ 

PL XXII. 

? 

629 

B 

54-55 

BILLON 

I. Bull on obverse. Horseman on reverse. 

Recumbent bull to left. 

Around 

or 

On jhul I 

On hindquarter 8 

Chauhan horseman to right. 

Around 

wt. 56; 48-6. 
8. *6. 

*Note to 58 a. This coin was struck by Ikhtiy&ru-d-din Balka son of *Iwaz {CM.I. Ill, & 64, ^bin MaudQd’ on the coins) who seized the Kingdom of Beng&l on the death of 
ftsiru-d-din MahmCid, eldest son of Iltutmish, in 629 a. H., but was defeated and captured 

in the following year. (Thomas, J.C.R., Part 11, p. 30.) 



22 TURKS 

lliTUT- 
MISH 

No. 

B 

Mint 
Bate 

Obverse Reverse 

55 a As on 54-55, but on hind- 

quarter i| 
As on 54-55. 

Wt. 55-5. 
S. *55. 

Ref. LM.C,, 43. 

65 b As on 54-55, but on hind- 

quarter 

Wt. 53-5. 
S. -G. 

Ref L.M.C., 37. 

56-57 As on 54-55, but on hind- 
quarter m.m. 6. 

Wt. 54; 52-7. 
S. -6. 

58 As on 54-55, but on hind- 
quarter m.m. 7. 

)> 

Wt. 48*5. 
S. -55. 

58 a As on 54-55, but on hind- 
quarter m.m. 5. 

8. ‘55. 

Ref B.M. 

59-60 As on 54-55, but on jhul 

11 

On hindquarter m.m. 6. 

wt. 62-4; 65-4. 
8. -6. 



TURKS 23 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

B 
60 a As on 54-55, but on hind- 

quarter 

Wt. 52‘4; 55-4. 
S. >6. 

Ref. H. R. N. 

As on 54-55. 

60 b As on 54-55, but on hind- 
quarter ^ 

Wt. 54. 
S. *55. 

Ref. L.M.C., 47. 

60 c As on 54-55, but on hind- 

quarter 'O 

Wt. 53-5. 
S. -55. 

Ref. L.M.C., 38. 

ff 

61 As on 54-55, but on hind- 
quarter V 

Wt. 52. 
S. -6. 

)) 

62 — As on 54-55, but on hind- 
quarter r. 

Wt. 55. 
S. -6. PI. I. 

62 a As on 54- 55, but on hind- 
quarter m.m. 5. 

Ref. B. M. 

>* 

62 b As on 54-55, but on hind- 
quarter m.m. 8. 

Wt. 65*5. 
S. >55. 

Ref. L.M.a, 45. 

}» 

iLTTJT- 
BEXBS 



22 TURKS 

ILTVT. 
KISH 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
55 A As on 54-55, but on hind- 

quarter i| 

Wt. 55*5. 
S. *55. 

He/. LM,C,, 43. 

As on 54-55. 

55 b As on 54-55, but on hind- 

quarter 

Wt 53*5. 
S. -G. 

Re/. 37. 

>) 

56-57 ““ As on 54-55, but on hind- 
quarter m.m. 6. 

Wt. 54; 52-7. 
8. -6. 

58 — As on 54-55, but on hind- 
quarter m.m. 7. 

Wt. 48-5. 
8. -55. 

)f 

58 a As on 54-55, but on hind- 
quarter m.m. 5. 

8. -55. 

Re/. B.M. 

>> 

59-60 —■ As on 54-55, but onjkiil 
11 

On hindquarter m.m. 6. 

Wt. 52-4; 55-4. 
8. -6. 



TURKS 23 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

B 
60 a As on 54-55, but on hind- 

quarter y 

Wt. 52*4; 55.4. 
S. -6. 

Ref, 11. R. N. 

As on 54-55. 

60 E As on 54-55, but on bind- 

quarter ^ 

Wt. 54. 
8. -55. 

Ref. LM.C., 47. 

It 

60 c 

! 

As on 54-55, but on hind- 

quarter 'O 

Wt. 53*5. 
8. -55. 

Ref. L.li.C., 38. 

)t 

61 —- As on 54-55, but on hind- 
quarter V 

Wt. 52. 
8. *6. 

)> 

62 — As on 54-55, but on hind- 
quarter r. 

Wt. 55. 
8. -6. 

)> 

PL I. 

62 a — As on 54-55, but on hind- 
quarter m.m. 5. 

Ref. B. M. 

62 b 

i 

As on 54-55, but on hind- 
quarter m.m. 8. 

Wt. 65-5. 
8. *55. 

Ref. LJLC., 45. 

ft 

Zltvt. 
KISB 



24 TUEKS 

iLTTTT- 
xxsa 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
62 c As on 54-55, but onjhdl 

111 
On hindquarter m.m. 6. 

Wt. 51. 
S. -6. 

Ee/. LJLC\, 48. 

As on 54-55. 

62 D — As on 54-55, but on hind- 
quarter m.m. 5. 

Ref, B. M. 

}) 

62 E As on 54-55, but on jhul 

On hindquarter m.m. 5. 

Wt. 46. 

Eef. LM.a, 47. 

)} 

62 F As on 64-55, but on jhul 

On hindquarter ^ 

Wt, 54-5. 
S. -6. 

Ref, L.M.C., 44. 

>» 

63 As on 54-55, but on jhul 
% 

On hindquarter m.m. 5. 

Wt. 51-5. 

S. *6. 

>> 

64-66 As on 54-55, but on jhul 
m.m. 89. 

On hindquarter m.m. 5. 

Wt. 63*2; 46. 
8. -55. 

>1 



TURKS 25 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

B 
66 a 

65 B 

66 

67* 

67 a* 

67 b 

?629 

?630 

As on 64-55, but on hind- 
quarter i® 

Ref. H. R. N. 

As on 54-55, but on jhul 

ft 
On hind quarter m.in. 5. 

Ref B. M. 

As on 54-55, but on jhul 

On hindquarter or i® ? 

Wt. 52-2. 
8. *6. 

As on 54-55, but on jhul 

and on hindquarter r^(?89) 

Wt. 53-5. 
8. -55, 

See also LM,C\ 40. 

As on 67 but on hind¬ 

quarter (? 90) 

Wt. 55. 
8. -55. 

Ref LM.C., 41. 

Recumbent bull to left. 
Above 

8. -55. 

Ref R. II. 8. 

As on 54-55. 

PI. I. 

Chauhan horseman to right. 
Above, to right of riders 

body, If (without other let¬ 
ters). 

iLTVT- 
icisa 

♦Note to 67 and 67 a. The figures on the bull possibly represent the dates 1289-90 S. - 
A.R. 629-80. 



26 TURKS 

ILTVT. 
KXBH 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
68-72 — Recumbent bull to left. 

Around 
Chauhan horseman to right. 
Around 

One coin has m. 95 on jhul 
and V on hindquarter. Another 
has 1 on jhul and + on hind¬ 
quarter. 

Wt. 53-2; 537; 53-1. 
S. -6. PI. I. 

73-77 Recumbent bull to left. 
Around 

On hindquarter j 
One coin has -f under the 

hump. 

Chauhan horseman to right. 
Around 

wt. 55-6; 55-5; 507; 
51‘4. 

8. -6. 

Eef. R. VI. 26-27. PI. I. 

78-80 Recumbent bull to left. As on 73. 
Aboye 

j on hindquarter of bull. 

Wt, 51-4; 50; 53-6. 
S. -55. 

Ref, R. VI. 24-25, PL I. 

81* Recumbent bull to left. 
Around 

Onjhul \ 
On hindquarter a trident. 

Chauhan horseman to right. 
Around 

Wt. 5M. 
S. -6. PI. II. 

*Note to 81, Struck as suzerain of Chaha^ Deva of Narwar. 



TURKS 27 

No. 
Mint 
Bate 

Obverse Heverse 

B 
81a .iii— As on 81. 

8. *55; 60. 

Ref. Thomas, 41. 

As on 81, but around 

II. Arabic legend on obverse. Horseman on reverse. 

82-84 juij\ 

^IkUl 

Square characters. 

Chauhan horseman to right. 
Around 

Under horseman 6b 

Wt. 51-5; 54. 
8. S. PI. II. 

85-87 — As on 82-84, but characters 
less square and 

As on 82-84. 
Star under horseman. 

wt. 48; 51-2. 
S. -6. 

87a ^JUJi 

Lj) 

Horseman to left with spear 
at charge. 

Traces of dotted circle. 

Wt. 50. 
8. -55. 

jRe/. Thomas, 46; R.II. 12. 

88-90 — 
A 

^jji J Ujjl 

y\ 

As on 87, but without star. 

Wt. 55*9. 
8. *55. PJL II. 

ILTUT- 
Misa 



28 TUBES 

ILTTO- 
KZBH 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

B 
91-95 — jJl 

yloji yj ^^jJl j 

As on 87, but without star. 

1 

1 

Wt. 55-4; 54-5. 
S. -6. PI. II. 

96-97 

^jjJl ^ UjJl 

^IWUl 

n 
Crescent under horse. 
Indeterminate characters 

round horse’s head. 

wt. 52; 51-9. 
S. -6. 

98 — In circle 

^IWUl 

As on 82, but 
under horse. 

no mark 

^^jJi j LjjJl 

1 

Wt. 55. 
S. -6. PI. II. 

99 

! 1 ! 

In circle As on 82, but no legend 
visible. 

Wt. 53. 
S. -6. PI. II. 

100- 
102 

Dehli In square within circle Chauhan horseman to right. 

To right 

Above gjlUJl 

In upper segment 

<^.3 

Wt. 57-54‘8. 
S. *6. PI. II. 



TURKS 29 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

B 
102 a Dehli As on 102, but in 

left marginal segment. 

As on 102. 

Wt. 50. 
S. -6. 

Ref. I.M.C, 64. 

103- 
105 J UjJl 

^IkUl 

Chauhan horseman to right, 
but crescent in place of rider^s 
body. 

Above 

? 

wt. 55-5. 
S. .6. PI. II. 

106- 
109 

— 

Wt. 55-5; 54-8. 
S. -0. 

As on 103-105, but star 
in place of rider's body. 

PI. II. 

no As on 103-105, but charac¬ 
ters less square. 

Wt. 54.9. 
S. -55, 

As on 54 but above horse¬ 
man. 

in¬ 
ns 

— ^♦.1 ^jUaLJ) 

^UoJLmJI )1 

Rude horseman (Narwar). 

wt. 54-7; 53-8. 
S. *55. 

lu¬ 
lls 

— Ul ^^UaUl 

|Jac 

^j.11 j UjJ\ 

Wt. 55 ; 60! 
8. -6. 

ILTOT- 
MX8H 



30 TURKS 

iLTITT. 

Kxsa 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

B 
116- 
120 

— 

^IkUl 

As on 111-113. 

Wt. 57; 51-2; 53-6. 
S. -6. 

III. Arabic legend on obverse. Nagari legend on 
reverse. 

121- 
122 

Dehli 
624 A.H. 

1283 s. 

In circle 

Around within circle fir M 

PI. II. 

wt. 56-54. 
S. -65. 

122a ? In circle 

Around 

./JoJi yl ^^IkUl 

In outer circle 

.? »lj .... 

As on 121-122, but date 
worn. 

wt. 50. 
S. '6. 

Ref. B. M. PI. XX. 

IV. Arabic legend on both sides. 

122 i< lUJl 

Eight-rayed star. 

Wt. 49. 
8. *55. 

jJl 

Elongated star and eight- 
rayed star. 

1 Ref R. (Labor, p. 64. 37). 



TURKS 31 

No. 
Date 
Mint Obverse Reverse 

B 
122c* A modified outline of the 

ancient typical bull with 

or 

Wt. 38. 
S. *55. 

In circle 

with two stars and dotted 
inner margin. 

Ref. Thomas, 58 (R. Labor, 
p. 60. 11). 

COPPER 

A. With the name of the Sultan. 

122 D In dotted circle 

^IkUl 

In dotted circle 

hijJl 

Wt. 59. 

8. -G. 

Ref. R. 1.10 (Labor, p. 64. 
40).' 

123 J.XC 

Star above and below. 

Wt. 44. 
8. -55. 

Arabesque above and be¬ 
low. 

PL II. 

123a — In dotted circle 

Jac 

without stars. 

As on 123. 

Wt. 47. 

8. *55. 

Ref, B. M. 

123b — As on 123. In dotted circle 

Wt. 29-3. 
8. *5. 

iS^ 
Star above and below. 

Ref B. M. 

*lfott to 1230. Thomas gives this as a billon coin. From the type, however, it seems 
probable that it was a copper issue. 

XXTITT. 
KIBH 



32 TURKS 

lliTITT. 
M18K 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
123c — 

Wt. 45‘5. 
S. -5. 

1 
Ref. R. 1. 3 (Labor, p. 59. 1). R (Labor, p. 59) gives 

1 a variant with the reverse in dotted circle. 
! 

123d — As on 123 c, but a star 
below. 

As on 123 c, but a star 
below. 

Ref. R. I. 4. 

123 E — In circle with an outer 
circle of dots 

Jap 

In circle with an outer 
circle of dots 

Wt. 25. 
S. -5. 

Ref R (Labor, p. 59. 4). 

124*- 
128 

In a hexagram In a hexagram 

(jUolu 

i 
1 

Wt. 35-5; 33-5; 32-5; 28; 
24-5. 

S. -6-5. 

128 a — As on 124-128, but in 
circle. 

As on 124-128, but in 
circle. 

S. 38. 

Ref 11. R. N. 

128 b — 

1 

Wt. 17*8. 
S. *55. 

1 

1 Ref R (Labor, p. 63. 30). 

*Note io 124. On one coin that I have seen the 1 on the obverse is absent, making the 

coin read like 



TURKS 33 

No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
129- 
130 

In triple circle, the inner 
one of dots 

Wt. 28 ; 20. 
S. *5. 

In triple circle, the inner 
one of dots 

Above 

PL II. 

131- 
132 

•— 

1 1 
In rayed circle 

Above O0O 

1 
In rayed circle 

^ ^(*t) 

?r[^] 

wt. 23-5; 20'5. 
8. -45. 

PI. II. 

133 — Narwar horseman. 

Wt. 13, 
S. -42. PI. II. 

B. Anonymous but of the period of Iltutmish. 

134*- 
137 

Dehli Within plain and dotted 
circle 

! 

p]a*Jl 

Within plain and dotted 
circle 

jjti 

wt 66-5; 62; 56-5. 
S. -7. 

PI. II. 

137a Labor As on 137. * 

8. -55. 

Eef. R. I. 9. 

MISH 

*Note io 134, R. I, p. 82 quotes a specimen with J1 omitted. 



34 TURKS 

ItTITT. 
MISH 

No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 

138*- 
139 

? Banian In square within circle, 
loops in segments. 

(sic) IkUl 

Wt. 53*1; 39. 
S. -55. 

In hexagon formed by inter¬ 
secting triangles, with dots 
in the angles 

PL II. 

139a In dotted circle 

?|c 

In dotted circle 

Wt. 45-6. 

S. -55. 

Ref. I.M.a, 83. 

139b In circle with outer circle 
of dots 

Wt. 44, 

S. -55. 

In circle with outer circle 
of dots 

(Shl* 

Ref. R. VI. 21. 

139 c In dotted circle 

Wt. 41. 
8. -6. 

In dotted circle 

JO. 

Ref. R (Labor), p. 60. 8. R (Labor), p. 60. 9 is a similar 
coin weighing 34*5 grs. 

139 D — 

Wt. 39. 
8. *55. 

Ref R (Labor), p. 60. 10. 

In dotted circle 

*SoU to ISS. Tor a rariation of this (jLlil) aee I.K.C., No. 82. H. R. N. has a gpecimen 
without the triangles on the reverse. For the reading BanlUn see Longworth Dames, 
‘The Mint of Kuramfin \ J,R.A.S,j April 1908, pp. 890, 891. 



TURKS 35 

No. 

140*- 
141 

141 A 

141b 

Mint 
Bate 

Dehli 

% 

Obverse 

In hexagram formed by 
intersecting triangles, with 
dots in the angles 

Reverse 

Enclosed as on obverse 

Wt. 3G-0 
S. -55; 

27. 
5. 

(worn) As on 141, but in circle 
within circle of dots. 

Wt. 34-0 (worn). 

Ref. 11. R. N. 

As on 141, but within 
circle only. 

Wt. 30-5. 
S. -55. 

Ref. R. 1. 12: R (Labor), 
p.G2. 25. 

As on 141, but in circle. 

As on 141, but within 
circle with traces of dotted 
circle outside. 

141c As on 141, but within 
square inscribed in circle. 

As on 141, but within 
square inscribed in circle. 

Wt. 28-5. 
S. *5. 

Ref. R (Labor), p. 62. 26. 

141 D* In a square within a circle In a square within a circle 

^IkL 

S. -SS. 

Ref R. I. 14. 

to UO, R. (Labor), p. 62-21 gives a square coin of this type (wt. 83 grs.) and 
No. 24 idem is a similar coin of 22.5 grs. 

*Rote io Rodgers thought this was a coin of 'Alau-d-din Khw&rizm. 

iLTxnr. 
MXSH 



36 TURKS 

iLTVT- 
Mzsa 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obyerse Reverse 

/E 
142 Debit In octagram formed by 

intersecting squares 
Enclosed as on obverse 

Wt. 26. 
8. -5. 

143- 
144 

— Enclosed as on 140 Enclosed as on 140 

^lUJl 

Wt. 28; 21*7. 
S. -5. 

145 Dehll In six-rayed star In six-rayed star 

Wt. 21. 
S. *45. 

146- 
147 

Debit In square area 

jAc 

In square area 

Wt. 18; 16. 
8. -45. 

148 Debit As on 142. As on 142. 

Wt. 15-3. 
8. *45. 

149 Debit As on 145. As on 145. 

Wt. 15-5. 
8. *45. 

149 a Debit As on 145, but in circle. As on 145, but in circle. 

Wt. 14-6. 

Ref. H. R, N. 



TURKS 37 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse 1 Reverse 

>c 
150- Dehli In octagram formed by Enclosed as on obverse 
161 intersecting squares 

Jac 

wt. 12-13-8. 
S. -45. 

1 

PI. II. 

152- 
153 

— In square with loops on 
each side 

In square as on obverse 

wt. 11-8-6. 
S. -4. PI. II. 

153 a* As on 152-153, but in As on 152-153, but in 
hexagram as on 140. hexagram as on 140. 

Wt. 12. 
S. *4. 

Eef. R. I 5. 

153 b — As on 142. As on 142. 

Wt. 9-5. 
8. *4. 

Ref, R (Labor), p. 61. 15. 

153 0 In looped square In looped square 

!>»•» 

Wt. 10. 

Ref, H. R. N. 

llTUT- 
MISH 

*Note to 168 X. R. B. has this with the reverse in a circle with an outer circle of dots. 
Wt. 12 grs. 



38 TUEKS 

FlBOZ X 

Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

RUKNU-D-DiN FiRUZ SHAH 

A.H. 633. A.D. 1235. 

/R SILVER 

153 D* Dehll In square within circle In square within circle 
633 jjicill 

yA**! j'fi 

{3 ^)jJl J 

In top segment— In each segment a single 

' In others—annulets with dot. 

dots on each side. 

Wt. 165. 

S. M. 

Ref, B.M. (from Gen. Cun- 
ningham). PI. XX. 

154 ? Dehli' In double square within In square within circle 
circle, one dot in each segment. ijLUJI 

As on 50 E. 
r ^ 

^ LijJI 

Margin »Li» ^lajl 

^UoL 

|> [v*^ d'-^i In segments. 

Left 

Wt. 166-4. Bottom j^\ 

8. M5. Right ^J1 

Top 

Margin (traces only of). 

PL II. 

*Note to 158 T>. A second specimen is in the Lucknow Museum from the collection of 
Mr. Longworth Dames. 



TURKS 39 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/R 
154 a* [Deblf] 

634 
As on 154, but with three 

dots in each segment. 

Margin illegible. 

As on 154, but double 
square and one dot only in 
each segment. 

Wt. 169-3. 
S. M. 

Margin 

j jj . • . 

Ref. Ul.C., 90. 

B BILLON 

155*- 
156 

Recumbent bull to left. 
On jhul 1 1 1 
On hindqaiarter m.m. 6. 

Around 

Chaiihan horseman to right. 

Around. 

wt. 55-5; 54. 
S. -6. PI. IL 

157- As on 155, 

158 

^ IAjJI 

jjyi* 

Wt. 55. 
S. *6. PI. II. 

159- 
160 

As on 157, but coarser 
lettering. 

Rude horseman (Narwar). 

Wt. 57-7; 55-3; 53. 
S. *6. PI. II. 

*Note to 154 A. On a specimen in the B.M. the words in the obverse margin 

and ^4^ in the reverse margin can be read. Cf. also J.R,A.S, 1900, p. 772, 

where a similar coin has two dots in each segment. 

*Rote to 155. H.R.N. has a coin with 11 on the jhai 



40 TUBES 

No. 

BA^TTA 

/R 

161* 

Mint 
Date 

161a' [Dehli] 
? 

Obverse Reverse 

[Debli] 
635 

JALALATU-D-DIN RAZlYYA 

A.H. 634-637. A.D. 1236-1240. 
SILVER 

In double square witbin 
circle; three dots in each 
segment. 

J4C J 

Margin 

j-oiJl ljuA . . . 

Wt. 151*6. 
S, 1*15. 

In double square within 
circle; three dots in each 
segment. 

As on 161, but two dots 
in each segment. 

Margin illegible. 

Wt. 162*5. 
S. 1. 

Ref. B.M. 

With date 635 (II.R.N.)* 

^IkUl 

Margin 

PI. II. 

In square within circle 

In lower segment ^jJl 

In others o . *. o 

Margin illegible. 

PI. XX. 

*Note to 161. The B.M. has a variant of the same date on which »il is substituted 

for . See also R. II, PI. XVIII. 7, which figures a coin of this variety, wrongly 

assigned to lltutmish. 

*Noie to 161a. Cf. R. VI, PI. IV, 80. H.R.N. has a specimen with , , . sla 

Jao in the obv. margin and . . , . . . legible in the rev. margin. 



TURKS 41 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Keverse 

/R 
161b Laknautl 

634 
As on 161, but one dot in 

each segment. 

Margin 

^ YXit 

^lUJI 

^jJl ^ lAjJl iliU 

IjtAi 

Wt. 165-5, 
S. M. 

Ref, A.N.S. and 7.A.S.i?., 
1881 (Hmrnle, p. 57). PI. XXIII. 

161c Laknautl 
635 

As on 161 B, but 

Wt. 164-5. ! 
8. M. j 

As on 161 B, but in third 
line Ca1>1 is above 

PI. XXII. 

Rtf. I.C.R., Pt. II, p. 32, and Thomas [Citron.), 
p. 107 (90). 

Also of 636 (n.R.N.) 

161d Laknautl 

635 

i 

As on 161 B. 

Wt. 159. 
S. M. 1 1 

Margin 

^ SyiaJlJi \jJt 1 

As on 161 B, but 

CIaI A 

Ref, J.A,S,B,, 1881 (Hoernle, pp. 58 and 67), 
and L.W.K, 3031. 

B BILLON 

162- 
163 

^lUJl 

^njl 

CaJL) ^^jJl 

^IkUl 

Chauhan horseman to right 
(one coin has part of a dotted 
circle round the horseman). 

Wt. 56-8. 
S. *55. PI. II. 

BA^lTTA 



42 TURKS 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

6 
163a As on 162-163. 

Wt. 53. 
S. -55. 

Ref. L M.C., 77. 

As on 162-163, but » 

under horse. 

163b 
_ As on 162-163. 

Wt. 57-5. 

S. *55. 

Ref. LM.C., 78. 

As on 162-163, but + 
under horse. 

16-1- 
166 

— Chau ban horseman to right. 
Around 

^ fRbc: 

wt. 56-8; 52. 
S. -6. FI. II. 

166a* 

^ lojJl 

As on 164-166. 

Wt. 44. 
S. 55. 

Ref R. (Labor), p. 79. 1. 

166 r> 511 ^^IkUl 

1 

As on 164,but legend want¬ 
ing. 

Wt. 55. 
S. '55. 

Ref I.M.C., 97. 

167- 
169 

— As on 164, but coarser 
lettering. 

Rude horseman (Narwar). 

Wt. 63-5! ;51. 
S. *6. 

(0 J86 jl. The coin is in such a poor condition that the reading must bo regarded 
as doubtful. 



TURKS 43 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

PL COFFEE 

170 _ Bull to left. In rayed circle 
Above 

j 

Wt. 51-5. PI. II. 

171 Bull to left. As on 170, but letters in- 
Above verted. 

Wt. 39.8. 

171a — As on 171, but bull to 
right. 

As on 170. 

Ref. L, W. K. 3035. 

171 B Horseman. As on 170. 
j 

! 

Ref. L. W, K. 3034. 

MUTZZU-D-DIN BAHRAM SHAH 

m 
A.H. 637-639. A.D. 1240-1242. 

SILVEE 

172 [Dehli] As on 161. In double square within 
638 

1 
Margin 

1 jut 

circle 

y IJaH 

yAla4.ll 

^lUJl ^ ‘ 

Wt. 167-7. In segments 
S. M5. Top 

Left 

Bottom [^1] 

Right 

Margin 

Cf. Th. 92. ljuA 

^ 

PI. III. 

KA^lTTA 

BAEBAU 



44 TURKS 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

BASBlU 

IllE 

/R 
172a 

638 
As on 172, but 

in the four segments. 

As on 172. 

Wt. 162. 
8. 1. 

Ref. B.M. 

172b — As on 172. 
Margin illegible. 

Ref N.S., viii. 55 (now in 
I.M.). 

In a circle 

^UaUi 

^ b5jJl jjL* 

yiJaJl 

CT!-^ 

Margin illegible. 

B BILLON 

173- 
174 : 

1 

In dotted circle recumbent 
bull to left. 

On jhul m.m. 87. 
On hindquarter m.m, 5. 
Around 

Chauhan horseman to right. 
Around 

Wt. 55. 
8. -6. 

175 — As on 173-174, but on jhul 
mm. 88. 

On hindquarter m.m. 12. 

>) 

Wt. 50-2. 
8. -6. PI. III. 

176- 
177 

As on 173-174, but on jhul 
m.m. 89. 

On hindquarter m.m. 13. 

Wt. 547; 51. 
8. *6. 



TURKS 45 

No. 
Mint 
Bate 

Obverse Keverse 

B 
178 As on 173-174, but on 

hindquarter m.m, 5. 
As on 173-174. 

178 a 

Wt. 56‘2. 
S. -6. 

As on 173-174, but on jhul 

On hindquarter m.m. 12. 

Wt. 54. 
8. *55. 

BAHBlM 
ills 

179- 
180 

Ref. L.M.C., 84. 

Recumbent bull to left. 
Above 

5VE (Mu'ij) 

Traces of dotted circle on 
one. 

As on 173-174, but legend 

Wt. 54.8; 53 5. 
8. -6. 

181 square with loops in 
ents 

' I wll 

Chauhan horseman to right. 

To right 

Above ^liaL 

Wt. 54-5. 
8. *6. PL III. 

181a Dehli As on 181, but above 

^jUJ\ 

Wt. 50-8. 
8. -6. 

Eef, R. V. 32. 

182- 
183 

In dotted circle as on 181. 

Wt. 64*5. 
8. >6. 

Chauhan horseman to right. 
Above 

PL III. 



46 TUKKS 

No. Mint 
Date 

B 

Obverse Reverse 

BAHElM 184- 
SHAH 

yi-kjl jjl 

tt. 

Wt. 55; 56. 
8. .6. 

Rude horseman (Narwar). 

PL III. 

MASOD 
SHlK 

N 

‘ALAU-D-DlN MAStlD ^AH 

A.H. 639-644. A.D. 1242-1246. 
GOLD 

187a In double square within 
circle, three dots in each seg¬ 
ment 

j 
j^\ 4Jjl> 

Margin wanting. 

Wt. 166-4. 

S. -92. 

Ref.J.A.S.B., 1910, p. 149 
(now in Dacca Museum). 

In double square within 
circle, scroll work in seg¬ 
ments 

/ ^.jJI ^ LjJl ilp 

Margin wanting. 

/R 

188 [Dehll] 
640 

SILVEB 

In double square within 
circle, three dots in each seg¬ 
ment 

Margin 

.^ 

Wt. 165. 
8. 1. 

In double square wdthin 
circle, three dots in each seg¬ 
ment 

II 

^ UjJl 

Margin illegible. 

Other dates 639 (B.M.), 
641 (LM.C., 90). 

*JVofe (018i-187. Two ooins in the B.M. have the butterfly form of ‘ h ’—. This 
was originally taken to be a coin of Arftm Shfth (see Thos., Chron. p. 40). 



TURKS 47 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/R 

188 a As on 187 a, but loop and 
two dots in each segment and 
after 

Wt. 142 (worn). 
S. 1. 

Ref, U1,C\ 116 (fig.). 

As on 187 A. 

188b As on 187 a, 

Wt. 163. 
S. M. 

Ref, 119 (fig.) and 
J.A.S,R„ 1881, p. 58 (8). 

>> 

188 c As on 188, but margin 
wanting. 

Wt. 144 (worn). 
S. 1-05. 

Ref, J,M,C., 118. 

As on 187 a, but in three 
lines, the last line reading 

189 As on 188, but 

1 

Wt. 169-3. 
8. 1. 

Dates recorded 641 (Th.98), 
642(L.il/.a,94),644(H.R.N.). 

As on 188, but in fourth 
line. 

B BILLOir 

190 Recumbent bull to left. 

On jhul Q. 

On hindquarter Q. 

Around 

wt. 57-8. 

8. -55. 

Cf. R (LaLor), p. 82. 11; 
wt. 60. 

Chauh«^n horseman to right 
Around 

KAs'On 
salE 



48 TURKS 

UAS'OD 
SHlH 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
190 a 

640 
As on 190, but on jhul 

On hindquarter 

Legend wanting. 

As on 190. 

Wt. 53. 
1 S. -55. 

Ref. II (Labor, p. 82. 12). 
1299S.= 1242a.d.=640a.h. 

191 
641 

As on 190, but on jhul q 

On bindquarter ^ • 

3) 

Wt. 55-3. 

S. -55. 

1 [1300 S.=641 A.H.] 

f 

PI. III. 

192 ! 
1 
i 

As on 190, but 

On jhul m.m. 14. 

On hindquarter 

As on 190, but around 

Wt. 47. 
S. -55. 

i 
1 

193 1 As on 192, but on hind¬ 

quarter • • • 

jj 

Wt. 54-1. 
S. -55. 

194- 
195 

As on 192, but 

On jhul W 
Mark on hindquarter miss- 

iag. 

As on 190, but no legend 
visible. 

(On one coin there are three 
dots •*. under the horseman.) 

Wt. 48*3; 46-5. 
8. *55. PL in. 



TURKS 49 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

B 
195a As on 194, but on hind- 

quarter i 

lief. ir.R.N. 

As on 190 

195 iJ As on 192, but on bind- 
quarter < 

Wt. 50. 
S. ‘55. 

Ref. R (Lalior, p. 82. 13). 

195 r — As on 192, but on hind- 
quarter A 

Ref lI.R.N. 

j 
>> 

19G* As on 194, but 

On jhut 11 

On hindquarter 'O 

Wt. 44.3. 
S. -55. 

> 

i 

197 Recumbent bull to left. 
Around 

On jhul q 

On hindquarter 0^ 

Wt. 54*5. 
8. -55. 

Chauhan horseman to left. 
iVround 

PI. HI. 

198- 
201 

—— As on 197, but on jhul — 

On hindquarter Q, 

Wt. 50-5; 44*2. 
8. -55. 

n 

*yok (0 196, records a similar coin with a on hindquarter. 

E 

KAS'OS 
ratlK 



50 TURKS 

xas'Ob 

No. 
Mint 1 
Date 

Obverse 

B 
202 As on 198-201, but onjhul 

1 

On hind quarter 

Wt 52-7. 
S. -55. 

203 As on 198, but 

wr 
Wt. 55. 
S. -55. 

204- As on 198, but 
207 

Wt. 55; 52. 
S. -55. 

207 a As on 204, but bull to right. 

Wt. 50. 
8. -55. 

JRef. LM,C,, 128 (fig.). 

207 b Recumbent bull to left. 
On jhul m.m. 14. 

On hindquarter 
Legend 

wt. 50. 
8. -55. 

J?e/. B.M. 

1 
oo 
o

 In circle of dots 

210 

Wt. 57; 62*5; 48*8. 
8. *55; *6. 

Keverse 

As on 198. 

Chauhan horseman to right. 
Above 

PI. III. 



TURKS 51 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
211*- 

214 
— 

j^jJ! , UijJI 

Chauhan horseman to right. 
Above 

* ^UaLJl sLl 

Wt. 55-5; 54. 
S. -G. PI. HI. 

214a 

i 
I 

2Hb i 

As on 211-214, but adding 
in last line 

Wt. 40-5. 
S. -6, 

Ref. 81. 

As on 211. 

Wt. 53.5. 
S. -G. 

As on 211'>214, but no 
trace of jjlkUl 

As on 211, but over horse 

215- 
216 

Ref. B.M. 

{^]^\ ^lUJl 

^LkLi 

Wt. 52; 44*5. 
S. *6. 

Rude (Narwar) horseman. 

217*- 
218 

. . . .? 

Wt. 58*5; 57*8. 
S. *6. 

)) 

*Note to 211. Under »li» and extending over the tail of the horse are letters which almost 

certainly stand for jjlkLJl in the shortened form found on the gold coins of Muhammad 
Tughluq stmck in memory of his father (see post No. 476). 

*Note to 217, These coins may be pure copper. 



62 TURKS 

MAS'OD 
IhAh 

No. Mint 
Date 

B 
218a 

Obverse Reverse 

As on 211. y\ 

Wt. 48. 
S. -55. ^UJl 

Ref. R (Lfilior, p. 81. 5). 

ma^mOd 

N 

NASIRU-D-DIN MAIIMUD I 

A.H. 644-664. A.D. 1246-1266. 
GOLD 

219* Dehli 
G53 

In double circle as on 189. 
Small circles over and 

Margin 

»^1J1 [»jui 

^ AiMi#» sju*» ^ 

Wt. 169. 
S. M. 

Dates observed: 

657 (or 9) (B.M.); 658 
(lI.R.N.); 661 (R. JV. 11); 
662 (B.M.); 663 (II.R.N.). 

In double circle 

^jJl ^ UjJl 

y\ 

An arrowhead over tlie 

of jJj and small circles over 

|Jap and and 

Margin 

As on obv. (parts of). 

PI. III. 

219* 
(6/>) 

? As on 219, but without 
small circles in area. 

Margin 

. . . t^ljl \jJb 

wt. 166. 

S. 1. 

As on 219, but for 

and without arrowhead or 
small circles in area. 

Margin 

... Iaa 

*Noie to 219, Gibbs (AT.C. 1886) refers to a coin of 660, but the illustration shows the 

existence of a unit before the . All the recorded coins except No. 219 have 

for on Rev., and the coin figured in I.M.C. (No. 188) adds^j^^* before in the 
margins. 

*Note to 219 (6*8.). Acquired for D.M. in 1928. The lettering is very crude compared 
with the Dehll coins (No. 219), and this type probably issued from a Bengal mint. The 

formation of the in the obverse inscription is distinctive. No other specimen in gold is 
known, but Cp. 225 and 226. 



TURKS 53 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

N 
219a* In double square within 

circle, four dots in segments. 
As on 187 A. 
No margins. 

Wt. 1G6-G. 
S. 1. 

In double square 

^lUJl 

^^jJi ^ LjjJl jAi 

jR]aJ\ y \ 

^lkL> 

Ref.J.A.S.B., 1910,vol.Ti, 
I uo. 4, p. 149. 

1 

/R 8ILVEK 

220* Dehli 

G54 
In double square within 

circle; as on 189. 

Annulets in top and bottom 
segments, three dots in right 
segment. Left segment blank. 

Margin 

In double square within 
circle; as on 219. 

Annulets in top and bottom 
segments, three dots in the 
others. 

Arrowhead above the ^ 
of 

Margin (traces only of). 

Wt, 169. 
S. M. 

221 Dehli 
655 

As on 220, but 

Right and left segments 
blank. 

Wt. 168-8. 
S. M. 

As on 220, but in margin 

and dots instead of small 
circles over and 

Right and left segments 
blank. 

222 Dehli 

659 
As on 220, but 

Right and left segments 
blank. No mark over 

Wt. 168. 

8. M. 

As on 220, but in margin 

j| 

No marks over ^ and 

Right and left segments 
blank. 

*Note to 210 A» Now in the Dacca Museum. 
*Note to 220, Variations in the segmental ornaments are observed in coins of this date. 

UlEUCD 
X 



54 TURKS 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/R 
HA^KOD 223 

I 

Dehli 

662 

As on 222, but 

Wt. 109-3. 

S. M. 

As on 220, but in place 

of and in margin 

... ^-1 
Dot over 

No mark over 

PI. III. 

224 Dehli' 
664 

As on 222, but 

Wt. 157-2. 

S. M. 

As on 223, but in margin 

^ • t . HjkA **r^j*^ 

Dates observed: 

644, 645, 647, 649, 650, 652 (11 R.N.). These have 

three dots in each segment, but the coin of 615 has no dots 
in the rev. segments. 

653 (B.M.), 654, 655, 656, 657, 658 (Th.), 659 (D), 

660 (Th.), 661 {LM,C\)y 662, 663, 664 (Th.). 

225 1 ? Dehli As on 220, but no margin | As on 220, but in place 

of and three dots in left 

segment ; other segments 
blank. 

No mark over ^ of jJo 

Dots over and 

Margin fragmentary, but 

i illegible. 

The characters on this coin are very crude, as on 219 {bis). 

visible. Three dots in each 

segment. 
No circle over 

Dot over 

Wt. 167. 

S. M. 

225 a Badaun In double square within 

circle 
.HC J 

In top segment 

In other segments three 
dots. 

No margin. 

Wt. 165-5. 

S. 1. 

In double square within 

circle; as on 219, but 

In bottom segment three 

dots; others not visible. 

Re/, LJI.a, 128. 



TURKS 55 

Obverse 

>R 
225 b* Laknauti In double square within 

645? circle, two dots in segments 

|.L.5ll i4c j 

Margin 

. . . ijuk . . 

Wt. 169. 
S. M. 

Ref. I.U.C., 139 (Hg.). 

225 c Laknauti As on 225 b, but no dots 
655 in segmeuts. 

Margin 

Wt. 170. 

S. 1*23. 

He/. J,A,S,Il, 1881 
(Hoernle), p. 69; I.M.C., 138. 

225 D Laknauti As on 225 b, but no dots 

65- in segments. 

Margin 

.... «1a? 

Wt. 140 (worn). 

S. M. 

Eef. /.i/.a, 140 (fig.); 

J.A.S.B,, 1881, p. 68. 

Reverse 

In double square 'within MAHMOB 
circle; as on 219a, but in j 

segments 
Top 

Left 

Bottom ? 

Right 

No margin. 

In double square 'within 

circle, scroll work in seg¬ 

ments 

^jjl l^jjl 

yjajl y\ 

No margin. 

jjacill jjlUJl 

ebj^ . . . . 

*Note to 225'B. Hoernle (J.A.S.B., 1881, p. 60) thought that (he word could be 
made out in the margin, thus giving 645 as the probable date of the coin. 



56 TURKS 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

M 
225 E — As on 187 A. 

No margins. 

As on 219 a, with orna¬ 

mental scroll in segments. 

Wt. 164. 

S. M. 

Ref, ULC,, 131 (fig.). 

226 
1 

As on 225. 

Wt. 84. 

S. -95. 

As on 220, but without 
trace of margin. Probably 

for ^\. No mark over 

^ of Small circle over 

and possibly over ^ 

PL III. 

The lettering is crude and identical with that on 219 (bis). 

227 
\ 

In dotted circle 

|.W)1 

In dotted circle 

UjjJI i 

3 

1 

wt. 13'2. 

S. -45. PI. III. 

I 

i 
B BiLLOiar 

228’*'- 
232 

— 

In square area within cir¬ 
cle with annulet above and 
below and curves in right 
and left sides 

^lUJi 

Chauhan horseman to right. 

Above 

To right 

jJl 

^jjl J u 

wt. 62; 51-8; 63*5. 

8. -6; -55. PL III. 

*Note to 228, Below on the reverse is what looks like , indicating perhaps the 
word jjlkL* on the left of the horseman. 



TURKS 67 

No. 

B 
232 a 

233- 

236 

237 

237 a 

/E 

238* 

238 a 

Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

In square area without 
curves 

Dehli 

^.a11 j UiAll 

Wt. 57-8. 

S. -6. 

AY B.M. 

As on 228, but no enclosing 
square. 

Wt. 54-7; 49-5. 
S. *6; -55. 

Wt. 34-5. 
S. *55. 

As on 228. 

Wt. 18*7 (much cut). 

S. -45. 

AV/. A 41 (7., 144 (a). 

As on 228, but tlie rider’s MAKMOl) 
body is slightly different. j 

Rude (Narwar) horseman. 

(reverse very worn) 

As on 228. 

IbUI 

* 

COFPEB 

In double circle 

jJl jAi 

Wt. 46-2. 

S. *55. 

In circle 

wt. 17. 

AV. H.R.N. 

In square within circle, 

loop in each segment 

*Note to 288, Berlin has this coin with legends enclosed in double circles with dotted 
circle between. Weight 62>5 grains. 



58 TURKS 

BALBAV 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverae 

/E 
239* Dehli In circle 

Wt. 12-3. 
S. -4. 

In circle 
cy 

PI. III. 

GHIYASU-D-UIN balban 

N 
A.H. 6G4-686. A.D. 1266-1287. 

GOLD 

240 Delih 
671 

In circle 

Mar(jm 

sjui 

In circle 

^ LijJl 

yj 

^[]aU\ 

Margin same as on obv. 

Wt. 169. 1 
S. M5. ! 1 PI. III. 

Dates olmrved: 

667 (Ul.C.), 668 (R. JIl. 22), 66!) (11. R. N,), 670 
(B.M.), 671, 672 (BJl.C.), 673 {I.M.U.), 674 (B.M.), 675 
(ff.M.C.), 677 (/J/.C.), 678 {B.M.C.), 679 (L.M.C.), 680 
(Th.), 685 (H. R. N.). 

/R SII.VEB 
241* Dehli 

675 
In double square Mithin 

circle; as on 240. 
In square within circle; 

as on 240. 

3Iargin as on 240, but 
and ^ 

Annulets in top and bottom 
segments, other segments 
blank. 

Margin as on obverse (parts 
of). 

Annulets in top and bottom 
segments, two dots in the 
others. 

Wt. 167*5. 
S. 1*2. 

Dates observed: 664 to 675, 
678, 684, 685. 

*Note to 2S9, H.R.N. has this with Obv. in dotted circle and Rev. in double circle; 
also one of Wt. 14*8 grs. with Obv, in circle and Rev. in double circle; also one of 
11*7 grs. with Obv. in circle, Rev. in circle with dots outside; also one of 11.6 grs. with 
Obv. in circle with dots outside, Rev. in circle. 

*Noie to 241. B.M. has a variant of this type without dots in the segments on the Rev* 



TURKS 59 

242 a Alwar 
(Khitta) 

004 

243 Sultan- 
pur 

(Khitta) 
679 

243 a* Lakh- 
nauti" 

(Khitta) 

6-- 

As ou 241, but in margin As on 241, but no dots in 
„ , , 1, • the segments, and in margin 

Wt. 167. 
S. M5. PI. XX. 

The churacters are cruder than on the Dehli coins. 

Be/. BJI.C., 105 (wrongly assigned to Dehli). The B.M. 
lias two other specimens. 

In single square within 
circle ; as on 241. 

Annulets in top and bottom 
segments, the otliers blank. 

. jiasr*. . . . 

Wt. 165-3. 
S. M5. 

As on 241, but in margin 

. 

Wt. 168-5. 
8. 1-2. 

Ref, L.M.C., 156. 

Dates observed: 667 (? 9) 
(/.ilia), 673 (A. N. S.). 

In square within circle; 
as on 240. 

Annulets in top and bottom 
segments, the others blank. 

Margin (traces only of) 
apparently the same as on 
obverse. 

PI. III. 

As on 241, but no dots in 
segments. 

Margin 

..... 

*Iiote to 243 a. On the A.N.S. coin the mint is written and the date has a word 
preceding it which appears to be ^(Muharram), while on the obverse is 

omitted—-also the annulets. See also I.M.C.j No. 154. 



60 TURKS 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/R 
BALBASr 243 b 

A 
— In dotted circle 

^lUJl 

UjJI 

Wt. 14. 
S. -45. 

Kef. R. III. 20. Pi. XX. 

B BILLON 

244*- 
246 

1 
jJl 

Wt. 55.5 ; 55-3. 
S. -55. 

In circle 

Around 

246 a — In square with curves in 
bides; as on 244-246. 

Chauhan horseman to right, 
legend illegible. 

Wt. 55. 
S. -55. 

Ref R. V. 1. 

247 As on 244. 
(much worn) 

As on 244. 

wt. 18-5. 
S. -5. 

/E COFFBN 

248- 
249 

In circle with outer circle 
of dots 

In circle with outer circle 
of dots 

LjjJi 

cH"*" i 

Wt. 72-5; 66-9. PL III. 

*Note to 244. On some coins there are two straight lines above the legend on the obverse 
and traces of a dotted circle (cf. B.M.C. 116). 



TURKS 61 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/€ 
249 A* — Within straight lines, with 

dots in upper segment 
As on obv. 

l^jJl 

S. -55. 

Ref. 11. II. xviii (a) 2. 

249 b As on 249 A, but 
” 

Wt. 56-2. 
S. -6. 

Ref. B.M. 

249 c — As on 248. As on 248. 

i Wt. 35. 
B. -6. 

Re/. 13. M. 

250- 
252 

Dehli In octagram In octagram 

Wt. 26-3; 23-7; 23-8. 
S. -5. 

253 As on 250-252, but in 
square within circle, annulets 
in segments. 

As on 250-252, but the 
form of the enclosing area is 
doubtful. 

Wt. 25-5. 
S. -5. 

*Note to 249 a. See also Labor, p. 83.3, where two such pieces are recorded as of mixed 
metal, average weight 62*5. The lettering on 249 a and b is barbarous. 

BALBAir 
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BALBAir 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
254 
(sq.) 

Dehli As on 250, but not enclosed. 

Wt. 29. 
S. -4. 

As on 250, but not enclosed. 

254 a n >> 

Wt. 26-2. 
S. *5. 

As on 250, but in square 
area with annulets in seg¬ 
ments. 

Ref. ?».M. 

254 b As on 253. As on 254 A. 

Wt. 23-5. 
S. -55. 

Ref B.M. 

254 c As on 250. 
V 

Wt. 21-7. 
S. -5. 

Ref B.M. 

255 Sultfiii- 
pQr 

Wt. 31-2. 
S. -45. 

u 
lU-0 

PL III. 

255 a Fakira- 
bad 

In circle In circle 

jU\ 

Wt. 35-8. 
S. -6. 

Ref B.M. PI. XX. 

256 Dehli In octagram with a triangle 
on each side, enclosing a dot; 
as on 250. 

Enclosed as on obv.; as on 
250. 

Wt. 14-5. 
S. -5. 
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Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
256 A Debll As on 250, but in square As on 250, but enclosed as BALBAIT 

within circle; loops in seg- on obv. 
ments. 

Wt. 12-45. 

Ref, IT. U. N. 

As on 250, but no enclosing I As on 250, but no enclosing 
area. | area. 

Wt. 10-3. ' 
S. -35. , 

Ref R. VI. 20. j 

25Gb 

257 Debll 
688 

MU'IZZU-D-DiN KAIQUBAl) 

A.H. 686-689. 

In circle; as on 240. 

U15AD KAIQXJ. 

A.D. 1287-1290. 
GOLD 

In circle 

Margin r 

..X-Jl iXtt y 

1 ..;lkUl 

wt. 167-3. 
S. 1‘2. 

Dates observed: 686, 687 
(11. R. N.), 088. 

Margin^ only faint traces 
visible. 

PI. III. 

SIIiVBK 

In double square within 
circle; as on 240. 

Annulets in top and bottom 
segments. 

Margin 

J ViIIamu tlun ^ 

In double square within 
circle; as on 257. 

Annulets in top and bottom 
segments. 

No margin. 

Wt. 168*9. 
S. 1*2. 
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XAlQir- 
BlB 

No. 1 Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

M 

25!) Dehll 
687 

As on 258, but in margin 

j . . 

• • • 

As on 258. 
Faint traces of margin. 

1 

Wt. 164-1 (worn). 
S. 1-2. 

260 Dehll 
688 

As on 258, but in margin 

6^ (J 5-^' • • • 

.... j uL> 

1 

As on 258. 
No margin. 

Wt. 168-5. 
S. 1-2. 

Dafe.t observed; 686, 687, 
688, 689 (H. R. N.). 

261 
1 
'3 

DehlT 

686 

In square 

Four dots in top and left 
segments, other segments not 
visible. 

Wt. 56. 
S. -9. 

In square 

Four dots in right and 
bottom segments, other seg¬ 
ments not visible. 

PI. IV. 

262 1 

^ i 

i 

In square 
^IkUl 

Two dots in right and top 
segments. 

In square 

jjt* 

} 

Two dots in right segment, 
one visible in top. 

Wt. 27-5. 
S. -6. 

PI. IV. 

262 a — ^lUJI LojJl jXM 

Wt. 13-9. 
S. -45. 

Ref. F, M. (Camb.) PI. xxin. 
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No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B BILLON 

263- 
266 

* 
jJ) jjtA 

1 ^ 

Wt. 54-5; 51; 50. 
S. -65. 

(traces of dotted circle on one). 

PI. IV. 

/E COPPBB 

267- 
268 

In double circle, the outer 
one of dots 

In double circle 

Wt. 64; 60. 
S. 7. 

269 ” 

Wt. 49-1. 
S. -65. 

As on 267-268, but with 
outer circle of dots. 

270* — As on 267, but in single 
circle. 

As on 267, but in single 
circle. 

Wt. 33-5. 
S. -65. 

271*- 
275 

Within intersecting squares 

wt. 29; 25-5; 25; 23-5 ; 
22*5. 

S. -5. 

Within intersecting squares 

PI. IV. 

KAIQXr. 
BAD 

* Kote to 270. This coin is of brass and may be a contemporary forgery. 
* Note to 2fn. This is Thomas No. 119, where the weight given—59 grs.—must be a 

misprint for 29. 

F 
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XJUtQXJ. 

BiB 

XAT®. 

MABS 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/E 
275 a — As on 271-275, but in 

circle. 
As on 271-275, but in 

hexagon. 

Wt. 25*3. 

Ref. H. R. N. 

276*- 
278 

— As on 271. 

Wt. 20*5; 20; 17*5. 
S. *45. 

As on 271. 

SJIAMSU-D-DIN KAYUMARS 

/R 
A.H. 689 A.D. 1290 

SILVER 

279* Delili 
? 

In double square within 
circle, annulets in top and 
bottom segments 

Enclosed as on obv. 

^lUJl 

No trace of margin. 

Margin 

JlaO J-AflJl iJJt . . . 

Wt. 168*4. 
S. 1*2. 

Date observed: 689. PI. IV. 

/E COFFEE 

279 a In circle 

wt. 65-7. 
S. -6. 

Ref. B.M. PI. XX. 

* Note to S76. R. (Labor, p. 84. 4) gives two coins (average weight 19 gis.) with the 
remark ‘ no squares \ 

* Note to 279. The A.N.S. has a specimen recording the date in 
the Obv. margin—wt. 166 grs. ^ 
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MUHAMMAD I (BIN SAM) mu^am^ 

Nos. 1 to 3 have been included with the idea of illustrating the gold Catalogue 

and silver coinage of Muhammad’s Kingdom of Ghaznih. Nos. 1-36 a 

No. 3 a, which is now in the Dehli Museum, is remarkable as being Images 5-12 

the earliest Indian gold taiikak, the forerunner of the Mughal ashmfl 

and early East India Company muhar. Apart from the Nagari in the 

margin, both its weight and the similarity of its reverse design with the 

Bengal issues of Iltutmish described below (Nos. 49 F et seq) stamp 

the coin as of Indian, probably Bengal/ origin. It will be noted that 

on it, as on the similar coins of Iltutmish, the Sultan is given the lesser 

title of pWli, in spite of the fact that by a.h. 601, when the coin was 

struck, Muhzzu-d-din’s brother was dead and he was himself lord of 

Ghaznih. The coin, which was obtained by Mr. Nevill from liawalpindi, 

is unique. 

When the battle of Taraori opened to Muhammad tlie gates of 

Hindustan, the local gold currency consisted of small coins, based prob¬ 

ably on a 40 raU (72 grains) standard with a rude figure of Lakshmi on 

one side and the Raja’s name in Nagari on the other. With a keen eye 

to the advantages of propaganda, Muhammad adapted his earliest coins 

to those of establislied popularity, retaining both the figure of Lakshmi 

and the Nagari characters, and substituting only his own name. Examples 

of this are seen in Nos. 4 and 5, which are adaptations of the coins of 

the Qanauj and Mahoba dynasties. 

The same practice was observed in respect of the billon coins of 32 

ratis, with the bull of Siva on the obverse and a horseman outlined on 

the reverse. These formed the mass of the local currency and were 

popularly known as ‘ Dehliwals ’. No. 36 a shows the transition stage, 

the obverse bearing the name of the conqueror and the reverse that of 

the conquered—Prithvi Raja. The latter was subsequently dispensed 

with and round the horseman appear the words the Nagari 

equivalent of the Persian —Amir—the title used by the Ghaznavi 

and Ghuri kings (Nos. 10-13). Although mint-names do not appear 

on Muhammad’s coins—with one or two possible exceptions (Nos, 35 a 

and 36), it is permissible to assign with a reasonable degree of accuracy 

many of his coins to particular localities. For instance Nos. 7-9 with 

their modified Ghuri horseman and square lettering are clearly coins 

current in Muhammad’s northern territories after his accession to the 

^ Bengal was conquered for Muhammad in a.h. 599. 
* Tarain (Vincent Smith). Tarfiorl (^Tal&warl) is near Panipat. 
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Mtr^AM- throne, when he was Similarly Nos. 17-19 may be safely 
MAD I assigned to Narwar and its neighbourhood, the debased representation 

of the horseman being characteristic of the coins of that locality (Cunn. 
G. M. L, pi. X). Nos. 10-13 are ‘Dehliwills’ par excellence^ and it is 

suggested that the crescent under the horseman in Nos. 14 and 15, 
which also appears subsequently on the coins of Mahmud son of Muham¬ 
mad and Yildiz, indicates a Labor mintage. The remarkable coin 

No. 15a with its unique substitution of ‘Sikandar’ for ‘Sri’ in the 
obverse legend possibly hails from the same locality. Nos. 20-23 have 
also been assigned by Thomas to Labor. Tlie title ^xj\ shows that 

they belong to the period of Muhammad’s delegated sovereignty, and 

they were possibly replaced later by the type of No. 16, the lettering on 
which points to a Labor origin. The place of issue of the little rayed 

copper coins (Nos. 33-35) is obscure. The bull on them is of the 
Kuraman type and the issue of a similar type by Yildiz suggests a 

northern mintage. In this connexion, however, attention may be called 

to coin No. 36 with its suggested reading in the rayed circle. 
It may be noted that except in the issues of Dehli and Narwar the 

weights of Muhammad’s billon coins seldom come up to the indigenous 

purCtna standard of 32 rails, or 57-6 grains. This does not seem to be 

due to wear and tear but rather to the lower standards prevailing in the 

north during Ghaznavi ascendancy, and therefore influencing Muham¬ 

mad’s currency. 
Assay (App. B) suggests that the Dehlmdl (No. 10) contained 

150 parts of fine silver out of 1000. Out of ten coins selected at random 
three were altogether devoid of silver and these may reasonably be 

regarded as coins that were introduced into the currency by illegitimate 
methods. The remaining seven give an average silver content of nearly 

7*75 grains. A very slightly lower average (7-07 grains) is found in the 
six assayed coins of Narwar issue (No. 17). 

MA^MOD 
BIN 

MU9AU. 
MAHMUD BIN MUHAMMAD 

MAB 

Catalogue 
Nos. 37-38 
Page 12 

On the assassination of Muhammad the headship of the family vested 

in his nephew Mahmud, the son of his elder brother, but the Ghaznih 

sovereignty was assumed by Taju-d-din Yildiz apparently without 
opposition from Mahmud, who was content with the northern provinces 

of his father’s kingdom. Thomas (p. 31) writes ‘ whether these coins 
were issued by Yildiz, or by local governors opposed to his pretensions 
on Muhammad furl’s death, or even, as is not impossible, minted by 

Qutbu-d-din himself, in the outlying districts of Labor, it would be pre¬ 
mature at present to attempt to decideNothing to alter this apprecia¬ 

tion has since come to light. Indeed that these coins were issues of 
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Qutbu-d-din, who was indebted to Mahmud both for his manumission m Ay if ftp 
and confirmation in the sovereignty of the Indian provinces, is highly "BIN 
probable. MU^AM- 
^ MAD 

TAJU-D-DIN YILDIZ YILDIZ 

Yildiz was not a Sultan of Dehli, and his coinage scarcely comes Catalogue 
within the scope of this Catalogue. The list of coins described is in no 
way comprehensive. 

As already stated (p. 68) he became ruler of C^aznih after Muham- 

39-49 A 

Pages 12-14 

mad's death in 602 a.h., and as such exercised sway over the Indian 
dependencies of the Ghaznih dynasty, including Labor. For these, it 

may safely be assumed, coins Nos. 44-48 A were struck, with the familiar 

modification of the Kabul horseman and the characteristic square letter¬ 

ing of that locality. Kuraman is on the north-west frontier of India 
and lay on the route of Muhammad bin Sam's various expeditions. 
Yildiz was in charge of this district before Muhammad’s death, and he 

seems to have established the mintthere.^ The coins are distinguished 
by the figure of a standing bull on the obverse (No. 49 a). After 
Qutbu-d-din Aibak’s death Yildiz attempted an invasion of India on his 
own account but was defeated by lltutmish in a.h. 611, captured, and 

imprisoned in Badaun where shortly after he died or was murdered. 

QUTBU-D-DIN AIBAK 

Though we are told that Qutbu-d-din Aibak did coin money in his Catalogue 
own name, none but a few little copper pieces of the rayed circle type, 
which most probably were issued from Kuraman, have come to light, p 

Similarly none are known of his son Aram Shah. Those attributed 

by Thomas to him have been shown by more complete specimens to be 
coins of Bahram Shah (Nos. 184-187), while the coin assigned by 
Longworth Dames (/. 11 A, April, 1908, ‘ The Mint of Kuraman') 
to the same Sultan is a coin of lltutmish—No. 88 of this catalogue. 

ILTUTMISH ILTUT. 
IMtlSS 

The name of this Sultan has generally appeared in Catalogues as 
‘ Altamsh , but this word has no meaning in Turki and various emenda- Nos. 

tions have been suggested. The most authoritative of these is that of 49p-153o 
Pages 15-37 

1 An interesting paper on ‘The Mint of Kuramftn’, by the late Mr. M. Longworth 
Dames, appeared in the Journal qf the Royal Asiatic Society for April 1908. 
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iLTUT- Professor Barthold (Zeitschrift der Deiiisclien Morgenldndischen Gesell- 
MZSS 8chaft, Leipzig, 1907, p. 192) who gives convincing reasons for the 

form ' lltutmish ’—' maintainer of the kingdom This was foreshadowed 
by Stanley Lane-Poole in B.M.C. (1884), p. xxix, though a different 
interpretation was given. The form ‘ lltutmish ’ has been adopted in 

the Cambridge History of India (vol. iii). It is supported by a large 
preponderance of numismatic evidence. Though no less than four forms 
of the name appear on the coins—viz. and 

—the last of these four is by far the commoner. Sir Denison 
Ross has drawn attention {B S.O.S., 1932, p. 1101 (Notes and Queries)) 

to two poems in the Tabaqdt4-Nddvl of Minhaju-s-Siraj where the two 
^Ps * are required by the metre. They are given clearly in the Nagari 
transliteration on the reverse of coin No. 121 of this Catalogue. 

As regards the first syllable, the numismatic evidence is strongly in 

favour of the long initial I. On the coin No. 121, which is the only 
specimen known to me on which the beginning of the second line of the 
Nagari legend is visible, the first letter, though not clear enough for 

certainty, is almost undoubtedly an initial long I. Badauni calls the 

Sultan but attaches to the word a meaning that cannot be 
accepted (Thomas, Chron,, p. 44 and note). 

Professor Barthold points out that the reading ‘ tut ’ is supported by 

a very fine MS. of the TdjvA-Mamir of Nizami (dated a.h. 829) in the 
University library of St. Petersburg, in which the ‘ u ’ vowel mark is 

shown. Major E. de Zambaur in his list of the Governors of Al-Rayy ^ 
gives the name of Iltutmish-al-Turki as the Governor in a.h. 289. 

There are but two gold coins of lltutmish known. One of these 

belonged to Colonel Guthrie and is described by Thomas {Chron,, p. 78). 

It is now in Berlin. The other is in the cabinet of the American Numis¬ 

matic Society. In weight they follow what, it is suggested, was the 
indigenous Indian standard of 40 ratis (= 72 grains). They are both, 

probably, of Bengal origin as the mint name, Gaur, in the obverse area 

of one of them shows, and thus they help to fix the mintage of the silver 
tankahs Nos. 49 h, i, J. 

The silver tankah of lltutmish is seldom obtainable, in spite of the 
apparently large number of varieties catalogued. No less than six of 
these varieties, however, are known from a single find only. Some 

fifty-five years ago a small but valuable hoard of 37 pieces was discovered 
in the fort of Bihar, at that time in the province of Bengal. In 1880 
another small hoard of 38 silver coins was found within the municipal 

limits of Gauhati (Assam). Only 14 of the coins were, however, 

recovered. The coins of the Bihar find, which came into the hands of 

^ Manuel de Qenealogie et dc Chromlcgie pour Vhistoire de VIslam, Hanover, 1927, p. 44. 
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Colonel Guthrie and are now in the Kaiser Friedrich Museum, Berlin, have IltUT- 

been dealt with fully by Thomas in his Initial Coinage of Bengal, MISH 

Part II, 1873, to which reference may advantageously be made. The 

Gauhatl coins are described by Dr. H(jernle in J.A.B.B,, 1881, p. 53. 

The contents of these finds included ‘ so many clearly local pieces ’ 

that on that ground and on their provenance Thomas had no hesitation 

in attributing the coins bearing the names of the Dehli Sultans to a 

Bengal origin. This conclusion receives strong confirmation from the 

gold piece No. 49 f referred to above, of which No. 491 is, but for the 

absence of mint-name, an exact counterpart. Hcernle (J.A.S.B., 1881, 

p. 70) on the other hand was inclined to the view that the absence of 

any mint-name on a coin of a Dehli Sultto implied that the coin was 

minted at Dehli. But the weight of the evidence appears to be in favour 

of Thomas’s conclusion. It is significant that with the exception of 

a single piece found in the district of Gurgaon in the Panjab none 

of these silver ‘ horseman ’ coins has been found north of Bihar. 

The silver tankahs of Iltutmish fall readily into four groups. The 

first of these, which provides the earliest examples of the Indo-Muhara- 

inadan tankah, is characterized by the figure of a horseman at the charge 

carrying a mace on the obverse. In the reverse legend the Sultan is 

entitled (Al Qutbi), which, as Thomas points out, may refer to his 

original position as a freed slave of Qutbu-d-din Aibak, whose son-in-law 

he subsequently became, or to the fact that he belonged to the Qutbi as 

opposed to tho Muhzzi faction of nobles, ‘ who had already tried conclu¬ 

sions with each other, to the disadvantage of the latter 

The dates on these horseman tauhaliH (a.h. 614 and 616) vshow that 

they must have been struck by Hisamii-d-din 'Ewaz Governor of Bengal 

in acknowledgement of the claims of Iltutmish to the Sultanate. 

Iltutmish did not himself go to Bengal till A.H. 622. 

The other three groups have on their obverses the names respectively 

of the Khalifas, Al Nasir-li-din Allah who died in a.h. 622, Al Shir, his 

successor, and Al Mustansir b’illah, who followed his father in the 

Khalifate in a.h. 623. 

Group III is known by three coins only, all found in Bihar. 

Group IV contains the rare coin or medal (No. 50 c) which records 

only the name of the Khalifa. This, as Thomas suggests, was probably 

struck to commemorate the arrival of the Khalifa’s diploma of investi¬ 

ture in A.H. 626. 

Attention may be called also to the tankah No. 52 A and half tankah 

No. 53, both of which are unique. The legends of the interesting coin 

No. 52 can be pieced together as follows from specimens in various 

cabinets. 
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Ohv, (B.M., LM., D.M.) JJL4JI j (B.M.) 

(B.M. LM.) 

Rev. (D.M.)j^4w (D.M. I.M) ^ 

(B.M.) 4jU^ j jj 

The reading ji^^ ^yS which is now suggested, must be 

regarded as tentative. It would mean ‘ out of the capitation (kliaraj = 
jizya) levied on Qanauj and infidels \ 

The reign of Iltutmish stands out as a landmark in the coinage of 

Dehli. There need be no hesitation in advancing the proposition that his 

tankah was, as the weights indicate, the model on which the tankahs of 
subsequent Sultans were based, and to them can be traced the modern 

‘ rupee It has been shown in the article in App. A, reprinted from the 
J.A.S.B,, that there is good reason for supposing that the lankah 
represented a tolak—as Ferishta tells us in connexion with the tankahs 

of *Alau-d-din—and that the tolah consisted of 96 mtls, as found later 
by Babur. The division into 100 rails suggested by Thomas, for which 

a somewhat farfetched reliance is made on the authority of the early 
post-Vedic cornmentailes, is not reconcilable with the coins. For the 

weight of the official rail in grains an arbitrary figure (1-8 grains) 
which does not differ largely from the various speculative figures hitherto 

put forward and which fits in with the ascertained weights of the coins, 

has been adopted. Thus the normal weight of the tankah should have 

been 172-8 grains at the time of issue. 

To Iltutmish also, it would seem, belongs the credit of introducing the 

jlial into the currency as a specific coin. We have no contemporary 
records to assist us in determining what were the relative values of the 

coins under the new scheme. It has hitherto been accepted that the 

jlial was ‘ merely a continuation of the old Hindu Dehliwdls under 
the more popular and less exclusively metropolitan name ’ (Th., p. 47). 

The assay results, however, as set out in App. B, suggest that this view 

requires modification. They go to show that the Dehllwdl contained— 
taking the average of 13 coins—from 7 to 8 grains of silver, but that 

the coin which Iltutmish introduced as his billon unit, though it re¬ 

sembled closely the Dehllwdl in type and general appearance, represented 

a much lower intrinsic value. Four of these coins (No. 54) have been 
assayed and give a mean return of 3-90 grains of silver. This is perhaps 

hardly a sufficient basis for a definite valuation but is probably not very 

wide of the mark. Exactitude and homogeneity in the composition of 
the individual billon coins was practically an impossibility. The assay 

therefore of a larger number of coins of the different varieties issued by 
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Iltutmish is much to be desired and would yield valuable metrological iLTUT- 
information. But it is clear from the assay of coins of similar type MISK 
struck by Bahrain Shah, Mas*ud ShMi, and Nasiru-d-din Mahmud that 
the lower value started by Iltutmish was intentional and persisted. 

This may explain why the author of Taju-l-MahldT, who lived in the 
first half of the seventh century a.h., ‘ refers his money value nearly 
exclusively to Dehliwdls while Minhaju-s-Siraj who had more extensive 

and later experiences reckons his totals in jllah and tankaliH of silver ’ 
(Th., p. 47). The earliest reference that I can trace to the use of the 
expression jUal in contemporary histories is in tlie Talm/dt-i-Nmirl 

(E. D., ii, p. 322). 
' Qutbu-d-dln purchased him (Iltutmish) and the otlier slave for one 

lakh otjltaU (in Dehll).' 
But it must be remembered that Minhaju-s-Siraj was writing when 

the term Dehliwdl was no longer in common use. If the Dehllivdl 

was also iijUal, Iltutmish must have devalued the jUal for adaptation 
to his new currency scheme. That the jUal cannot have been merely 
money of account, as Thomas seemed to think, we know from passages 

in contemporary literature from which the existence of the jUal as ‘ a 
palpable coin ’ must necessarily be inferred.' 

At the end of tlie seventh century we have Ferishta s authority for 

the proposition that the iaukah was equivalent to 50 jUak. There had 
been no material alteration in the coinage by that date since the time of 

Iltutmish. It may tlien be reasonably suggested, if the coins themselves 
support the suggestion—as they do—, that the tanlcah of Iltutmish was 
equivalent to the same number oijUals as that of *Alau-d-dm. Assuming, 

however, a iaukah of 96 rafts, and taking the ascertained silver content 

of the billon coins, an equation of 48 jltals to the tankah would be more 

in keeping with probabilities than one of 50 jltals. Tlie fractional 
silver issues of the seventh century point emphatically to a tankah of 

jltals. To that extent Ferishta s statement, which after all was made 
some centuries later, must be regarded as indirectly corroborative rather 

than implicitly correct. It seems likely that Ferishta, a resident of the 

Dakkhan, had in mind the 50-jltal tankah of which there is evidence in 

the reign of Muhammad-bin-Tu^luq and which was current chiefly in 
South India. 

' This may be illustrated by the following extracts : 
On Friday the 7th, Zi-1-Qa*da (089), the followers of Khwaja Mahzab (in revolt 

against Bahram Shah) distributed 3000 {Talaq&t-i-Ndsirl, E. I)., ii, p. 342.) 
Purses and bags filled with tankahs and jltals were distributed (by ‘Alau-d-din). 

(Tdrlkh’-uFlrds ^dhl, E. D., iii, p. 161.) 
No Hindu could hold up his head, and in their houses no sign of gold or silver. 

tankahs or jltals . . . was to be seen. {Idem, p. 188.) 
A pitcher of water fetched 20 jltals to half a tankah. {Idem^ p. 198.) 
Travellers . .. had to pay as much as i jltals for a pitcher full of water. {Idem, p. 299.) 
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iLTUT* The jUal then may be taken as etjuivalent to 2 mtiH of silver—or 
MISS 3*6 grains on the weight accorded to the rail in the article reprinted in 

App. A. And it is, we think, safe to assert that the coins which assay 
has shown to approximate that silver content were/i/a/s. 

Large numbers of these/i/afe were issued by Iltutmish in imitation 
of Muhammad’s Dehlnvdls, with his name in Nagari™‘ Surittin (Sultan) 
Sri Samasadin ’—over the bull and ‘ Sri Harnira ’ round the horseman. 
From Nos. 54 -67 it will be seen that a large variety of marks—possibly 
indicating the year of issue or the moneyer of the time—appears on the 
jhul and hindquarter of the bull. Those on Nos. 67 and 67 a seem to refer 

definitely to the years of issue—s. 1289 and 1290 = a.ii. 629 and 630, 
and Nos. 121-122 provide another example of a date on a billon coin, in 
this case both in the Sain vat and Hijri eras. These latter coins, with 
the Nagari inscription and a date occupying the full reverse, are adapta¬ 

tions of the Narwar issues and Thomas suggests that they were struck 
on tlie concjuest of Rantambhor. 

Nos. 68-72 are interesting as enabling the complete legend round the 

bull to be restored and it is suggested that this billon issue was intended 

to publish the Khalifa’s recognition in A.n. 626 in the same way as the 

silver ianJcah No. 50c. Nos. 73-77 with ‘Sri Shalifa’ over the bull 

and ‘ Sri Hamir ’ over the horseman mark the succeeding stage. 
No. 81 is another example of the suzerainty of the Dehli Sultan 

being acknowledged on the coins by the local Hindu Raja—as observed 

above in the case of Muhammad bin Sam and Prithvi Raja (No. 36 a). 

This coin superseded Cliahada Leva's own coins with a similar reverse 
but on the obverse ‘ Asawari Sri Samanta Leva ’ round the bull, and 
was itself superseded by No. 81 A. 

The coins with the Sultan’s name in Arabic on the obverse and the 
horseman reverse were probably issued for currency in the north, but 
No. Ill and those following show that the type was extended to more 
southerly Hindu provinces. In No. 122 B and most of the copper issues 
Iltutmish confined himself to Arabic legends on both sides. 

In addition to the four specimens of No. 54, two of No. 91, and one of 
No. 81 have been assayed, and returns show that they correspond in 

silver content with the Dehllwdls of Mu^mmad bin Sam. No. 81 was 
probably only an adaptation of Chahada Leva’s own coins for local 

currency, but No. 91 would presumably represent, allowing for some 

debasement, a S-jltal piece or sixteenth of a tanlcah—the equivalent of 
the modern awaa. 

There are numerous copper coins belonging to this period which do not 

bear the name of any king but have always been assigned to Iltutmish. 
From their type they clearly belong to this period. Curiously enough, 
considering its value as propaganda, the publication of the reigning 
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monarches name on the copper coinage does not appear to have been held iLTUT- 
as of such importance as on issues of higher value. We have the same MISH 
phenomenon in the copper issues of Babur, Humayun, and even Akbar. 

No. 134 starts a type which continued down to the reign of Ghiyasu- 
d-din Tu^luq and thus provides a basis for certain metrological con¬ 
clusions which are discussed in App. A. In connexion with Nos. 138-139 
reference may be made to Longworth Dames s paper in the J.R.A.tS. of 
April 1908 on ‘The Mint of Kuraman’. The mint-name was read as 
Multan by Thomas {Chron,, p. 70) who observed that v was substituted 
for p in many MSS. of the Tahaqat-i-Ndi^m, Longworth Dames, how¬ 

ever, assigns these coins to Banian (Banu) on the north-west frontier and 

considers that they may have been issued by the Khwarizm Sultans 
between a.h. 611 and 618. This view has much to commend it, but the 
uncertainty justifies the inclusion of the coin in this series, especially as 

No. 122t) shows that ^IhUl Jac was a phrase used by Iltutmish on his 
coins. 

Iltutmish was a great moneyer. That lie established the silver 

tanicah and the billon jUal on a firm footing was in itself a remarkable 

achievement. The influence of his silver iankah may be said to have 
continued down to tlie present day. His incorporation of the indigenous 
32-ra/i weight standard into his currency scheme was a skilful move 

wliich made for both popularity and permanence, iltutmish may also 
be credited with extending to India the trans-frontier practice of putting 

on the iankah the name of the mint-town,^ a practice which was con¬ 
tinued in subsequent years by his successors and to a still greater 

extent by the Suris and the Mughals. Moreover, he enhanced the 

importance to be attached to the currency by the complete provision 
which he made in the copper coinage for the needs of all, even the 

poorest, his ‘ adls ’ being found weighing as little as 8 to 10 grains. 

We may surmise that these small pieces bore no fixed i-elation to the 

-mil fulus^ No. 134, but were dealt with in the markets on their 
metal value. 

FiRUZ I I 

No gold coins of this Sultan are known and but few of his silver Catalogue 

tankahs. His reign, indeed, only lasted seven months. It will jgQ 

noticed that both Firuz and Raziyya sought to enhance the security of p^ges 38-39 
their tenure of the throne by invoking the aid of their father’s name on 

their coins, giving him the higher title while retaining for them¬ 
selves the inferior . 

No. 153 B is an outstanding coin, of which only two specimens are 

^ If we except the dirham-t<inkah struck by Mahmud of Ghaznih at Mahmudpur (Labor) 
two hundred years earlier (Thomas, Chron.j p. 48). 
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known. One of these is in the British Museum (from General Cunning¬ 

ham) ; the other in the Lucknow Museum was recently acquired from 

the cabinet of the late Mr. Longworth Dames. An unusual but com¬ 

mendable feature of this coin is the position assigned to the date and 

mint in the area instead of in the margin where they ran great risk of 

being obscured in process of striking. Another similar instance will be 

observed in the coinage of Mu*izzu-d-din Kaiqubad (No. 261). 

The billon currency is confined to the three varieties of jUals— 

(a) the bull and horseman type of the old Dehllivdl, (b) the northern 

India issue with its Arabic legend in place of the bull, and (c) the 

Central India coin with the rude Narwar reverse. 

No copper coins are recorded. 

IIAZIYYA 

No gold coins of Raziyya are traceable, though Mr. Gibbs in the 

Nim. Chron. for 1885, Pt. Ill, p. 216, refers to two of which he had 

heard. Her silver tanhahs are of three types—all very scarce. On No. 161 

it will be seen that Raziyya uses her father s name to the exclusion of 

her own, the only indication that the coin is hers being the date and the 

yai in the last line of the reverse area. Three specimens only are known 

of the second type, which is of the Dehli mint (No. 161 a). The third, 

which is the least rare, is a Bengal issue. It is^known of three dates— 

A.H. 634, 635, and 636. On this issue the Sultan is entitled 

but on the second type and on her billon coins she appears as . 

On her billon ji/a/s Raziyya discards the bull obverse in all her types. 

The earliest issue is clearly that on which she calls herself pWl and 

‘ daughter of ’ (caIj) the Sultan. It is a little surprising to find her 

reviving the rayed circle copper type, if Nos. 170 and 171 were struck 

by her. Neither her predecessor nor her successor issued any coins of 

lower value than the jltal. There can have been no scarcity of her 

father’s copper currency. 

BAHRAM 

No gold coins of this Sultan have been found and his silver tankahSy 

of three varieties, are scarce. The third variety (No. 172 B—now in the 

Indian Museum, Calcutta) is known from a single specimen in a find in 

the Murshidabad district of Bengal. 

Bahrain’s jlfals are of several types. A special feature of interest is 

the substitution of the Sultan’s name in Arabic over the horseman in 

place of the usual ‘ Sri Hamira ’ on what I have called the northern India 
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issues. The insertion of the mint-name ‘ Dehli ’ on one variety of this BAHEJlM 

type is to be noted as indicating its more southerly extension. No coins 

of smaller denomination seem to have been struck. 

A single specimen of the jltal (No. 176) which has been assayed 

gives a silver content of 3-l() grains, showing that Bahrain carried on 

the jltal of iltutmish. 

MAS'UD MAStD 

After a long break we again come to a gold currency. But it is Catalogue 

represented by a solitary coin (No. 187 a). This was obtained in Calcutta 

in 1909 and is described by Mr. H. E. Stapleton in Pt. I of his ‘ Contribu- pag^g*4^0^_^59 

tions to the History and Ethnology of North Eastern India’ {J.A.S.B,, 

1910, p. 149). It is the counterpart in gold of the silver tankak (No. 

188B) which was found at GauhatT (Assam) in 1880 1881, 

p. 58) and is figured as No. 119 in the LM.C, Its provenance and 

that of the silver tankah resembling it, together with the peculiar 

lettering (the distinctively Bengal rendering of the may be instanced), 

indicate that these coins were struck in Bengal rather than in the 

capital. The same may be said of Nos. 188 a and 188 c. No. 188 is 

clearly a Dehli struck coin. All these four types bear the name of the 

Khalifa A1 Mustansir bi’llah, the latest date known being a.h. 641. 

Coins with the name of A1 MusPasim, who succeeded in a.h. 640, start 

from the same year. They are difficult to get with a clear date. Indeed 

the moneyer s art seems to have touched a very low point in this 

reign. 

Mas ud s billon currency provides another example of dated coins, 

presumably (Nos. 190 a and 191) of the type noticed in the reign 

of iltutmish (Nos. 67 and 67a). No. 207 Aon which the bull faces to 

the right is a rare coin. Of the northern India issues there is an earlier 

type on which the Sultan is entitled and a later one on which is 

. An assay of six coins of these last two varieties by Mr. Plender- 

leith gives a resultant average of 2| grains of silver per coin. A further 

assay of four specimens of No. 211 at the Royal Mint yields an approxi¬ 

mately similar result (2-31 grains). Thus it is clear that Mas ud made no 

attempt to retain the standard of Iltutmish and we may, 1 think, conclude 

that the billon coins were seldom intended to be more than tokens which 

it was open to the Sultan to debase or not as circumstances or fancy 

dictated. 

In this reign again we find no coins of smaller value than the jltal 
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Catalogue With Nasiru-d-din Mahmud gold begins to assume a larger importance 
Nos. in the currency. The coins are also of improved artistic merit. But 

219-239 the gold iankahs are by no means common. Thomas does not record 
Pages52--58 Dehli issue appears to have been restricted to the last half 

of the Sultan’s reign, No. 219 of a.h. 653 being the earliest so far 
observed. 

No. 219 a is of special interest. Its counterpart in silver is the 
taukah No. 225 e which has provided so much food for speculation 

(Thos., pp. 81-84 and J.A.ti.B., 1881, pp. 62-65). Thomas attributed 
the coin to the Nasiru-d-din Mahmud, eldest son of Iltutmish, who was 
Governor of Bengal and died in a.h. 629. This attribution, however, 

has been convincingly refuted by Hcernle. At the same time one may 

venture to disagree with Hoernle’s conclusion that the mint from which 

these two coins came was Dehli and assert with some confidence that 

they were of Bengal origin. They bear a striking resemblance in letter¬ 

ing and style to Nos. 225 B and c, and other coins which are admittedly 

of Bengal mintage. The method, for instance, of writing and ill on 

the obverse is characteristic of the Bengal issues of the time, and it may 

be noted that 219 A, 225 E, and 225 B (the latter a Laknauti coin) all call 

the Emperor lU Their obverses are identical with those 

of the gold and silver tankahs of Mas'ud (Nos. 187 a and 188 b) both of 

which had their provenance in the Bengal quarter. The absence of 

gold Dehli tankahs earlier than a.h. 653 combined with their regular 

issue subsequently and their careful record of the mint is also against 

No. 219 A hailing from Dehli. It is a reasonable assumption that this 

coin and its corresponding silver tankah were struck in a.h. 644, a 

hurried issue making use of an existing obverse die either inadvertently 

or perhaps in ignorance, owing to the distance from the capital, of the 
change in the Khalifate. This issue quickly made way for the 225 B 

type, struck probably in a.h. 645. 

Practically every year of the reign is represented in the series of the 

ordinary Dehli silver tankah and the coin is only uncommon in good 

condition. No duplicates, however, of the five iankahs 225 a to e are 

traceable. 

No. 2251) on which, after the Sultan’s name, the word is 
decipherable in an otherwise obscure legend, was apparently struck by 

Ikhtiyaru-d-din Yuzbak (Mu^isu-d-din), the Governor of Bengal, when 

meditating the independence which he had assumed, as other coins show, 

by A.H. 653, and Hoernle is probably correct in fixing the date as a.h. 651 

or 652. 
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No. 225 C, struck at Laknauti in A.ii. 655 in the month of Safar, ISAJpiMOB 

may be regarded as marking the termination of that independence. I 

No. 225 A is a notable coin in the Lucknow Museum giving the mint- 

name of Badaun, a town, now the head-quarters of a district in Rohil- 

khand, United Provinces, which was of considerable importance at the 

time. No. 226, a unique half rupee, was originally in the cabinet of 

Mr. 0. S. Delmerick. 

In this reign we get the first tiny silver indshas, twelve of which went 

to the tamhah Tliey can hardly have been a convenient coin and were 

possibly confined to largesse. On tliem the Sultan calls himself . 

Rodgers thought he could read on one of these coins (R. iv. 15) 

but the reading is doubtful. 

Mahmud 8 billon types present no unusual features except that half 

pieces seem to have been struck. 

An assay of nine ordinary specimens of No. 228 undertaken by 

Mr. Plenderlcith of the British Museum staff showed that the average 

silver content of each coin was about 8 grains. A further assay of eight 

coins of the same type at the Royal Mint gives a silver resultant of 

3-21 grains per coin. In the face of the.se two independent assays, con¬ 

firming each other, it is diflicult to account for the statement of Thomas 

on p. 127 of the Chronides that twelve coins of the same type assayed 

‘ by the usual native process of blowing-off the copper with lead gave 

a return of 12 grains of silver per coin. That an error has crept into 

this statement, or the assay to which it referred, is clear. The improba¬ 

bility of a silver content as high as 12 grains per coin is further supported 

by the results of the assay of the ‘ bull and horseman ’ jitals of Mahmud s 

predecessors of which No. 228 was the direct successor. 

It is necessary therefore to modify the statement in N. S., xxxviii, 

(App. A ), that a jital at this time represented one-twelfth of a iaiikah, 

a theory which was based on the assay results quoted by Thomas. It now 

seems more rea.sonable to suppose, as has already been noted in connexion 

with the coinage of Iltutmish, that the equation 1 taukah = 48 jitals 

which will be found to be current in the time of Muhammad Tugliluq 

had an earlier origin and was, indeed, contemporary with the introduction 

of the silver taukah by Iltutmish, That there was in the reign of 

Muhammad bin Tughluq a tankah of 60 jitals will be seen later, but the 

evidence indicates that it came to Dehli from South India. 

The copper currency of this reign is very scarce and consists mainly 

of minute pieces ranging from 12 to 17 grains, examples of which have 

been seen in an earlier reign. The weight, however, of No. 238 is 

unusual 
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Catalogue Balban’s gold and silver tankahs are well struck in bold relief. They 
Nos, follow the standardized types—legends in circular areas for gold, in square 

Paget^S^ 63 silver. 
The main interest in the currency of this reign lies in the extension 

of the mint system as shown by the existence of coins—both silver and 

copper—struck at mints other than the Capital viz. Alwar, Lakhnauti, 
Sultanpiir, and Fakhrabad. On the silver coins the word l^ltta (‘dis¬ 

trict’) precedes the mint name. The coins are Nos. 2412 a, 243 and 
243 A, 255 and 255 A and are of great rarity. Fakhrabad has not been 
allocated. The fabric of the Sultanpur coins suggests a northern origin, 
and Sultanpur is probably the town of that name on the east bank of 
the river Beas in the Kapfirthahl State (N.S., xxxv, p. 129). 

The small silver mdsha continued to be struck but few are known. 
This reign sees the last appearance of the horseman on the billon 

coins, and No. 246 a is the only specimen recorded of its type. It be¬ 
longed to General Cunningham but seems to have been lost at sea with 
so many other coins from the same cabinet. 

Balban started a new bilingual type of his own (No. 244) in mixed 

metal which his successors imitated. An assay of nine of these coins 
(excluding one of pure copper) shows that they contain on an average a 
little under h*ve grains of silver per coin (App. B.). An assay of 25 

coins of *Alau-d-din Muhammad, of similar type and evidently intended 

to represent the same value, gives an average silver content of 4*25 grains 

per coin. In both cases the silver exceeds the requirements for a jltal. 

Were these coins intended to be pieces—token coins passing at 

the rate of twenty-four to the tankah 'I Billon coins lend themselves to 
debasement without affecting appreciably the appearance of the coin in 

its early career, and, as stated in N.S., xxxviii (App. A), we cannot 

accept the view that these coins of mixed metal ‘ relied for their value 

in every day use on the determination in each case by buyers and sellers 

of the amount of silver in the coin’. That a sufficiency oijltah existed 
in the country from the issues of previous reigns may be conceded with¬ 

out difficulty and Balban may well have studied the convenience of the 

public and at the same time his own profit, in starting a coin of a new 
and useful value with a new design. The authority of the Sovereign 
was sufficient to allow of these coins being accepted at their issue value 

without minute inquiry into their intrinsic content. Balban’s reign 

had no contemporary chronicler and Zia Barni, who in point of time was 
the nearest—having been born in the reign of Kaiqubad—makes no 

reference to Balban’s coinage in his account of that Sultan’s reign. 
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Assuming that the new billon issues were twenty-fourths of a iankah BALBAJT 
or, as they would be popularly called, jUal duganl, they would fit well 
into the scale indicated by the existence in this reign of the little silver 
twelfths of a iankah, or mdshas, and of sixths and thirds in the currency 
of the succeeding Sultan. 

In copper Balban revived the 40-rati piece (? ftdus) introduced by 
Iltutmish (No. 134) with its rare half (No. 249 c)—four of the former 
being equivalent to a jltal (App. A). He further followed the exam¬ 
ple of that Sultan by issuing a large number of small 'adls, varying 
from 10 to about 36 grains which, as noticed in the case of Iltutmish, 
probably depended for their market value on the actual metal content, 
without any definite relation to the 4f()-rat% fulus. The weight of 
No. 249 n {56-2 grains) shows it to be a 32-?‘a/i piece and it may be re¬ 
marked that scattered and rare instances of copper coins of this standard 
are to be found in the issues of several reigns—viz. No. 238 of Mahmud I, 
No. 269 of Kaiqubad, and No. 417 {hla) of Mubarak I. 

KAIQUBAD KAIQIT. 
BAD 

Thomas recorded no gold tankah of Mu'izzu-d-dm Kaiqubad but 

several are now' know^n of the first three years of the reign. The gold Nos. 
and silver tankahs follow the usual types. 257-278 

The outstanding coins of this king are the three silver pieces 261,1’ageseS-ee 

262, and 262 a—weighing 56, 27*5, and 13-9 grains respectively. The 
2- and i-niasha pieces have not appeared before. This series of fractional 
coins has thrown a new light on the silver currency of the period and 
goes a long way towards controverting Thomas’s somewhat dogmatic 
statement ‘ so also the silver piece was divided into 8,... the quaternary 
scale was all-pervading; there was no escaping the inevitable 4’s, 16’s, 

32^8, and 64’s’ (Chron,, p. 4). This point was dealt with in the article 
in J.A.S.B., N.S., xxxviii, reprinted in Appendix A. Apart from its 

weight No. 261 is remarkable for its obverse legend, with the date and 
mint in the area—a form which harks back to Ruknu-d-din Firuz. 

There is but one billon issue, No. 263, also bilingual like Balban’s, 
but of difierent design. Three coins of this type have been assayed 
(App. B) and give an average silver content of over 8 grains per coin— 
considerably more than required for a 2-jUal piece. These coins may 
therefore be (still debased) sixteenths of a tankah or S-jital pieces—i.e. 
a coin intermediate and tilling a gap between the 2-jUal pieces of Balban 
and the silver 7)id8ha or 4-jital coin. Incidentally these coins of 
Kaiqubad recall the old Dehllwdl with which they correspond in weight 
and silver content. 

G 
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In copper there are, as in the preceding reign, the 40-ra^i; fnlus of the 
standard design and various sizes of ^adL No. 269 calls for remark by 
reason of its unusual weight—49 grains. It is too heavy for a \~f iilu8. 

KAYUMARS 

Shamsu-d-din Kayumars, the three-year old son of Kaiqubad, was 
put forward by Turki nobles at Dehli while his father was still alive but 
helpless from paralysis with a view to checking the apparent designs of 
Firuz. But the latter proved too strong and the infant Sultan s sem¬ 
blance of authority was shortlived. His coins, as might be expected, are 
extremely scarce. 

Four specimens only of the silver tankah (No. 279) are known, 
the other three being in the British Museum, Lucknow Museum, and 
American Numismatic Society’s Cabinets. A billon coin is still to find. 
The copper piece—No. 279 a—which is unique, is of interest as carrying 
on the sequence of these 4A)~vat% pieces. There need be no hesitation 
in assigning it to the present series and reign. It is of the standard 
Dehli style and weight initiated by Iltutmish, revived by Balban, and 
continued by all the Khaljis. 
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No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

JALALU-D-DIN FlKUZ 

N 
A.H. 689-695. A.D. 1290-1296. 

GOLD 

280 Dehli 
691 

In circle; as on 279. 

Margin 

Wt. 167-9. 
S. 1*05. 

Dates observed: 
689 (H. R. N.), 690 (/.J/.C.), 

691. 

In circle 

^lUJl 

^jJi j LijJl 

^;iWl y.l 

Margin as on obv. but 
partly cut. 

281 

694 
As on 280, but is in 

the third line, and in the 
margin 

As on 280, but the legend 
occufiies the whole face of 
the coin and »Ui is written 

Wt. 168-7. 
S. M. 

i 

1 

Dates observed: 
693 (A J/, C.), 094, 695 
{LM.C.). 

i 
1 

PI. IV. 

M SILVER 

282 
691 

In double square within 
circle, annulets in top and 
bottom segments; as on 279. 

Margin 

ejy.aac:^ iuii.ll tjj^ 

As on 280, but in double 
square within circle; annu¬ 
lets in top and bottom seg¬ 
ments. 

Margin wanting. 

wt. 162'8. 

S. M. 
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fXboz II 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

283 Dehli 
692 

As on 282, but As on 282. 
Slight traces of margin. 

Wt. 162-8. 

S. M. 

Datefi observed: 689, 690 
(Th. ntni J.M.O.), 691, 692, 
693 (H. R. N.). 

284 

i 
693 

As on 281, but 

wt. 168-3. 
S. 1*2. 

As on 280, but legend 
occupies the whole face of 
the coin and sU is written 

285 
694 

As on 284, but 

Wt. 168-1. 

1 S. M. 

286 
695 

As on 285, but >> 

Wt. 165-5. 

S. M. 

Dates observed: 

693, 694, 695. 

286 a* 
1 

12 

— UijJI 

Wt. 13. 
S. -45. 

Ref. A. N. S. PI, XXIII. 

*Note to 286 a. There is a second specimen in the cabinet of Sir R. Burn. 
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dint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

BILLON 

ill 

jJl JiU. 

j Lj 

Wt. 54-5; 53-5; 53; 52-5. 
S. -65. 

In square 
lilw 

Around 

^ g^nft 
PI. IV. 

As on 287, but in square 
area with curve in left (and 
right?) side. 

Wt. 48-5. 
S. -65. 

As on 287. 

Ref, 146. 

As on 287. 

Wt. 24*5. 
S. *6. 

COPPER 

In circle 

^UaUI 

Wt. 66; 59. 
S. -65. 

Wt. 34*8. 

S. -5. 

Ref, H. R. N. 

In intersecting squares 

In circle 

jJl 

J Li 

PI. XXIV. 

In intersecting squares 

Wt. 35. 
S. *6. > 

*Note to 291. See also R. (Labor), p. 84. 2, for a second specimen. 

rZsOa n 

PI. IV. 
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No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

PL 

rlBOSII 295 — As on 294, but in square 
with annulets on each side. 

As on 294, but enclosed as 
on obverse. 

Wt. 33-5. 
S. -5. 

296- 
299 

Similar coins not showing the enclosing borders. 

Wt. 33; 31-5; 30; 29-5. As on 294. 
S. -5. 

299 a* — As on 294, but omitting >> 

Wt. 33-8. 
S. -55. 

Ref. R. V. 35 (Labor, p. 85. 

4). 

299 b — As on 294 (parts of). As on 294 (parts of). 

Wt. 22-5 (worn). 
S. '3. 

Ref. B.M. 

? Struck by Malik Chhajju, 

B BILLON 

300*- 
301 

Recumbent bull to left. 
Around, traces of Nagari 

legend 

^ JT - - TO 

Wt. 48-5; 40. 
S. -6. 

Horse to right, but in place 
of rider ^ 

i 

Above 

? 0 E (Chhaj - -) 

Ref R. III. 24-25. PL IV. 

to 299 a, R. B. lias this with obverse in a square with a triangle in the centre of 
each side (Wt. 84.1 grsS.). 

*Nok to 800. These coins have been assigned by Rodgers (R. Ill, p. 61) to Malik Chhajju 
who broke out into revolt in the second year of Ilruz Shah’s reign and is stated to have 
struck coin. I regard this attribution as doubtful. One would scarcely expect the long 
discarded bull and horseman type to be revived by a Muslim pretender and in so crude 
a form. 
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No. 

/R 

301a* 

Mint 
Date 

695 

Obverse Reverse 

RUKNU-D-DIN IBRAHIM 

A.H. 695. A.D. 1296. 
I 

SILVEB 

In double square 'within j In circle 
circle 

uii* 

No margin. 

Wt. 167. 
S. 1-25. 

Ref. 

j LijJl 

>[i iU» 

Margin 

PI. XX. 

B 

302- 
304 

BILLON 

ijic 

cH-^' ; Wi 

Traces of enclosing square 
with curves in the centres of 

the sides. 

o^- 

wt. 53; 52; 51. 
S. •fiS.’S PI. IV. 

/E 

304a* 

COPFES 

Wt. 59. 
S. -65. 

Ref. Thomas 128. 

As on 302. 

*Note to SOI A. The A.N.S. has a second specimen (wt. 156.6 grs.). 
*Note to 304 a. R. (Labor), p. 86, gives a similar coin of 63 grs. 



88 KHALJIS 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/E 

XB&JlHXM 304 In circle In circle 

I Jac ) 
ill 

ill 

Wt. 38. 
S. -55. 

Ref, Thomas 129 (now in 

MTJ9AM. 

MABII 

305 

*ALAU-D-DIN MUHAMMAD SHAH 

A.H. 695-715. A.D. 1296-1316. 
GOLD 

5 LijJI 

ill y} 
J^\ 

The legend occupies the 
whole face of the coin. 

Wt. 168. 
S. 1. 

In double square within 
circle, annulets in all seg¬ 
ments 

Without margin. 

305 a Dehli 
696 

As on 305. 

Wt. 168. 
S. 1*05. 

Ref, L,M.C„ 196. 

In circle; as on 305, but 

Margin 

Dates observed: 

695 (II. R. N.), 696, 697 (L.M.C), 698 {R.M£\\ 699 
(I,M.C.), 701, 702 {L.MC.), 704 (Th.), 705 (IJLCX 706, 
708 (H. R. N.), 709 (Th.), 710 (B,M.C\), 711 (Th.), 712 
(L.M,a), 713, 714, 715 (B.M.). 

*Note to 504 b. The weight is high for a half-^Zils, but other specimens of this type 
weigh 82.2 grs. (H.R.N.), SO-S grs. (B.M.), and 29 grs. (R. Lfthor, p. 86). 



KHALJiS 89 

No. 
Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

N 
305 b Dam-l- 

Islam 

707 

As on 305. 

Wt. 170. 

S. -95. 

In circle; as on 305, but 

Margin 

Ref. I.M.C., 194. 

Dates observed: 

703 (H. R. N.), 704 (B.M.). 705 (H. R. N.), 707 (/.J/.C.), 

708 710 (I.MX\), 711 (LJDC.), 712, 713 (IM.C,). 

305 c Deogir 

714 
As on 305. 

Wt. 167*5. 

8. 1. 

In circle; as on 305, but 

Margin 

Ref, 198. 
j jJ:s- ^j\ sJLw ^ 

Dates observed; 714, 715 

(l.M.C.). 

306 

sq. 

As on 305. 

Wt. 165*6. 

S. *75. 

In double square; as on 

305. 

PI. IV. 

/R SILVER 

307 Dehli 

699 

In double square within 

circle, annulets in segments; 

as on 305. 

Wt. 167. 

8. 1-2. 

In double square within 

circle, annulets in top, right, 

and bottom segments; as on 

305. 

Margin 

308 

702 
>> 

Wt. 170*2. 

8. 1. 

As on 307, but 

309 )> 
706 

jj 

Wt. 165*5. 

8. M. 

As on 307, but annulets in 

all segments and 

HAD XI 



90 KHALJlS 

KxngcAU- 
MAS II 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/R 

310 Dehll 
710 

As on 307. 

Wt. 168-6. 

S. M. 

As on 307, but 

311 

711 
>> 

wt. 170-3. 

S. 1-1. 

As on 307, but 

312 

713 

Wt. 169-4. 

S. M2. 

As on 307, but 

313 5) 
714 

yy 

Wt. 166-7. 

S. 1-08. 

As on 307, but 

Dates observed; 

695 (Th.), 696 {l.M.C.}, 697 (li.M.C.), 698 (Th.), 600, 

700 (L.M.C.), 701 (H. R. N.), 702, 703, 704, 705 (Th.), 

706, 707 (B.M ), 708, 709 (Th.), 710, 711, 712 (Th.), 713, 
714, 715 (Th.). 

314 Daru-1- 

Islam 

703 

yy 

Wt 169-9. 

S. 1-1. 

As on 307, but 

315 
707 

yy 

Wt 170. 

S. 1*05. 

As on 307, but 

316 >> 
708 

yy 

wt. 170-4. 

S. 1-05. 

As on 307, but 

317 
709 

yy 

Wt 169. 

8. 1*09. 

As on 307, but 
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No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/R 
318 Daru-l- 

Islam 

710 

As on 307. 

Wt. 168. 

S. M3. 

As on 307, but 

319 )) 

711 

»» 

Wt. 1707. 
S. M. 

As on 307, but 

320 }> 

712 Wt. 172. 

S. M. 

As on 307, but 

Dates observed: 

702 {I.M.C.}, 703, 704, 705, 706 (LM.C.), 707, 708, 

709, 710, 711, 712, 713, 714, 715 {LM.C.). 

321 Qila 

Deogir 

714 Wt. 168-5. 

S. M. 

As on 307, but 

322 >) 

715 
)> 

Wt. 17M. 

8. M5, 

As on 307, but 

323’*= 

sq. 

— 

Dates observed : 714, 715. 

As on 306. 

Wt. 16M. 

S. -65. 

As on 306, but no trace of 

double square. 

B BILLOK 

324- 

326 

A 

701 In circle 

^IkUl 

jJi ^ 

In circle 

V. 1 ^IkLJl 

Wt 55; 54-6; 55-5. 

8. •65-7. 

*Note to S2S. A square half tankah (wt. 81-5) has since been presented to this collection 
by Mr. W. S. Talbot, C.LE. This has on both sides the reverse inscription of No. 823. 
Mr. Talbot has a second specimen in his own cabinet. 

UAD II 



92 KHAUlS 

anr^AK- 
aULDZX 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
327- 
328 

702 As on 324-326. 

S. -65-7. 

As on 324-326. 
v.r 

329 j 703 )> 

Wt. 53. 
S. •65-7. 

a 
V .r 

330- 
331 

711 

wt. 54-2; 52-5. 
S. -65-7. 

if 
VI 1 

PI. IV. 

332- 
333 

712 if 

S. ‘65-7. 

if 
vir 

334- 
335 

713 

Wt. 55. 
S. -65-7. 

it 
V ir 

336- 
337 

714 a 

Wt. 53. 
S. -65-7. 

)> 
V IP 

338- 

340 

! 

715 jj 

Wt. 54; 47-5; 52-2. 
S. -65-7. 

)J 

V 10 

340* 
(bis) 

716 if ' if 
vn 

Dates observed: 
701, 702, 708, 704 {LM.C,), 705 (LM.C\), 

713, 714, 715, 710. 
711, 712, 

^Noie to 840 (bis). A posthumous coin, acquired in 1928. Variations occur in the form 

of the s of sU< on coins of this type. (Cf. i.Af.C.) 
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No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

B 
341 ? „ 

Wt. 26.3. 
S. .55. 

342- 
343 

700 As on 324 -326, but no 
enclosing circle. 

In double circle 

»Ui 
A 

Wt. 54-7. 
S. .6. Around (parts of) 

^ wr^ '5)00 

344 701 As on 321-32(). This has 
a straight line above the 
legend. 

'OO'i 

Wt. 55*4. 
S. ‘6. 

345- 

346 
702 As on 324-326 (one has 

a straight line above the 
legend). 

a .6. 

347- 
349 

704 As on 324-326. One has 
an enclosing circle. 'ao8 

Wt. 56.2; 55.5. 
S. -6. 

350- 
351 

705 )> 

Wt. 56-6. 
S. *6. 

>> 

'QOij 

352- 
353 

707 }} 

Wt. 55. 
8. *65. 

5J 
'oo'a 

354- 
355 

708 As on 324-326. No circle. 

MXT9AH- 

MAD XI 

Wt. 56-1. 
S. ‘65-7. PI, IV. 



94 KHAUIS 

MU9AM' 
MAD II 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
356- 
357 

709 As on 324-326. One has 
a line below the legend. 

As on 324-326. 

'OOQ. 

Wt. 54-3; 55. 
S. .7. 

358 711 As on 324-326. No circle. 

Wt. 54-5. 
8. -7. 

359 — >> 

Wt. 53-7. 
S. -7. ! 

No date visible. 

Dates observed: 
696, 697, 698 (H. E. N.), 699 (Tli.), 700, 701, 702, 

704, 705, 706 (B.M.), 707, 708, 709, 710 (Th.), 711, 715 
(R—Labor). 

360- 
361 

Similar smaller coins of rude fabric, no dates visible. 
Possibly contemporary imitations. 

Wt. 34-4; 34-6. 
S. -5. 

361a — As on 342 (portions). 
As on 342 (portions, no 

date vivsible). 

wt. 13-75 (worn). 

Re/. H. R. N. 

{61b* 713 LljJl 

8. -6. 

Ref, Berlin. 

V ir 

*Nok to 861B. This appears to be of South Indian fabric. 
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No. 

362*- 
363 

364- 
365 

366 

N 
366a 

/R 

366 B 

Mint 
Date 

Dehli 

Dehli 
715 

Dehli 
715 

Obverse Reverse 

In circle 

Wt. 65-5; 65. 
S. •6-65. 

In circle 

Wt. 27-2; 27-5. 

S. -5. 

As on 362. 

Wt. 21-5. 
S. -55. 

COFFER 

In circle 

MX79AM. 
MAD II 

Ah 

In circle 

PI, IV. 

As on 362, with traces of 
an outer circle of dots. 

PI. IV. 

SHIHABU-D-DIN mAR UMAR 

A.H. 715. AJ). 1316. 
GOLD 

^Jac^l ^jUaLJl 

^ ijjJ! 

slw 

^IkUl 

wt. 168-5. 
S. ‘95, 

lief. B.M. (1919), 

As on 366 A. 

Wt. 164. 
S. M. 

Ref. B.M. (Bl.). 

In circle; as on 305, but 

Margin 

^ 

SILVER 

As on 366 a, but adding 
I in margin 

lAiJl iJjt 

PI. XX. 

*Note to 362. Mr. R. B. Whitehead had a billon coin of this SultS,n, weighing 144 grs., 
the obverse of which bore a legend similar to that on No. 324, while on the reverse was 
a sitting bull as on the coins of Kabul. Some tliirty of these pit^ces were shown to him 
in Muttra. The coin is unfortunately not traceable now. 



KHALJIS 

VMAa, 

MUBl- 

B.AKI 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse 

_ 
Reverse 

B BILLOir 

367 ^lUJl 

jj 1 i_j 

} Wi vlt* ^JllaLJl 

Wt. 56. 
S. -65. PI. IV. 

QUTBU-D-DIN MUBARAK 

A.H. 716-720. A.D. 1316-1320. 
GOLD 

367 a Hazrat 
Daru-l- 
Khilafat 
(Dehli) 

717 

As on 368. 

S. -95. 

Ref. A. N. S. 

In circle ; as on 368. 

Margin as on 368, but 

PI. XXIII. 

368 
sq. 718 

^jJ! j IJjJl c.^Ja5 

Wt. 169-9. 
S. -9. 

In square 

^\y\\ ^lUJl 

Margin 

1 sX-Jl SAA 

^ j I 

369 
sq. 720 

Wt. 169-3. 
S. -95. 

As on 368, but 

Dates observed: 718, 
{B.M.C.). 720. 

719 

370 
sq. 

Qutbabad 
Fort 
720 

if 

Wt. 169. 

8. M. 

As on 369, but 

c\i\ (,,>]a.9 s-itlib 

Dates observed: 718, 
(Th.), 720. 

719 

PI. IV. 
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No. 

N 
370a* 

370 b 

bq. 
1 3 

Mint 
Date 

Qutbabad 
Fort 

? 

371 

371a Daru-l- 
Islam 
717 

Hazrat 
J)ehli 
716 

Obverse 

^ 

yiJaJl yi\ ^ 

Wt. 168.3. 
S. .95. 

Hef. B.M. 

Reverse 

i^ aII ^ Ua)1 ,.^.5 
jA 

Wt. 55.7. 
S. *6. 

Rej\ B.M, 

In circle 

jjUaLJl 
jjiyi ^ikui ^.1 

aijl) 

Margin 

sjiliu »Aa 

....oM 

^IkUl 

PL XX. 

^^a)1 j LiAli uJai 

^IklJi ^IkUl 

Wt. 169*5. 
8. M. 

Dates observed: 710, 717 
(Tb.). 

SILVEB 

I In circle 

^a11 j LiAll 

>kjl 

Wt. 170. 

8. 1-2. 

Ref. LM.a, 308. 

.li 

1 

Margin 

^ LaiJl USA 

SjUjLmm 3 

PL IV. 

In circle 

^jlkui sl2# d^L-» 

Jpiyi ijliaLJl (j->l 

Allb 

Margin 

AAfiJi 

*Note to 370 a.. Figured in N.C. 1984, PI. III. This and No. 370 b are still unique. 

kvbA 
BAZX 



98 KHAIJIS 

inrBl- 
SAK z 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

>4^ 
371b 
sq. 

Daru-1- 
Islam 
717 

As on 368. 

Wt. 165. 
S. -9. 

Hef. JJLCo, 248. 

As on 368, but in margin 

. 

372 Hazrat 
l)aru-l- 
Khilafat 

717 

In circle 

^ LkijJl 

4jjl 

In circle 

ijikui ^^-.1 

wt. 169-8. 
S. M. 

Margin 

LaAII &Aa 

373* 
sq. 

)> 
720 

As on 368. 

Wt. 168*8. 
S. -95. 

As on 368, but 

uU,- _5 

Dates observed: 718, 719 
(Th.), 720. PI. V. 

374 Ilazrat 
Daru-l- 
Mulk 
717 

As on 372. 
1 1 

Wt. 168*7. 
S. M. 

As on 372, but 

eUjl ijArs^- 

PI. IV. 

374a Qutbabfid 
Fort 
717 Wt. 165-8. 

S. M. 

Ref, RM. and F. M. C. 1 

As on 372, but in margin 

obi u^lai nJjb 

375 

1 

.— 5)1 ^IkUl 

jJl plaC 

a) 1 ^ 

/lojl 

^luji 

^IkUl 

Wt. 84*6. 
8. *8.5. PI. V. 

*Note to 373. The substitution of for is to be noted. 
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No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/R 
375 a.* In circle In circle 

i (jlkUl 

^UJJl 

Wt. 20. 

S. -45. 

AV/: B.M. PI. XX. 

B BILLON 

376 718 In circle 
sq. 

1 1 
UijJl 4Jji 

4 

} ) • 
Around 

V 1 A ^ijojl 

j^\ 4iii> jpiyi lyji 

wt. 82-0. 

S. *7. 

377 719 As on 376, but 

sq. [v.J, 

! 

wt. 82-5. 
S. ‘07. 

i 
1 

378 1 720 As on 376, but 
.q. 1 

1 
vr. 

I 
Wt. 76*5. 
S. 7, PI. V. 

379- 718 In square ,144. 

382 
cH' JW-)' 

sq. 
1 ) VIA jjlkLJl 
8 1 1 

In corners 

i 
1 
[ 

Top 1^)1 

Left yiloj i 
1 

1 Bottom aUa 
I 

i 
1 

Right aJJl 

Wt. 52; 56-4. 
S. '6. PL V. 

*Note to 875 Ji. See J.A.S.B., N.S. XXVTI, art. 1C6. 

mttbJu 
RAK 1 



100 KHAUlS 

httbA- 
KAXI 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
383*- 

386 
sq. 

719 As on 379-382 

Wt. 56-7. 
S. -6. 

As on 379-382 

v|1 

i 

387 
sq. 

720 >> 

Wt. 56. 
S. -6. 

vr. 

Datfs observed : 718, 719, 
720. 

388- 
389 

A 

717 

jJl ^ jJl V .-ii* * 

viv 

Wt. 56-4; 56. 
a *65-7. 

4JIj Jpiyi 

Dates observed: 717, 718 
(Tl.,). 

PI. V. 

390- 
393 

A 

716 ill ^yLUJl ^11 y,\ 

vin jjliaLJl 

wt. 56 (2); 50-2 (2). 
S. -65. PI. V. 

394- 
398 

1 
Tg 

716 In circle; as on 390-393. 

Wt. 55-7; 55-9 j 52-3. 
a •65--7. 

In circle 

V 11 jjUaLJl 

PL V. 

399- 
402 

16 

717 

Wt. 55; 54-2. 
a *65-7. 

Dates observed: 716, 717. 

As on 394-398, but 
V 1 V 

and in double circle. 

*Not€ to 883. Thomas {Chron., p. 188, 161(a)) mentions a coin of this type and date 
weighing 80*5 grs. I have not been able to trace it. 



KHA.UIS 101 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

B 
403- 
407 

— In circle 

LijJl 
u 

IWUl 

4)b 

Wt. 51-5; 53-2; 53-4. 
S. -7. PL V. 

408- 
411 

1 

717 

1 

In circle 

LjjJl 

viv ^ 

y) 

1 cH^ 

1 

Wt. 53-5; 56-5. 
S. *65. PL V. 

412 

* 

719 As on 408-411, but 
vH 

>> 

wt. 52-6. 
S. -6. 

Dates observed: 717, 718 
(/.il/.a), 719, 720 

1 

413- 
414 
sq. 

1 
TF 

719 ill |.uiii 

jJi ^ks» 

4)1 

JiXJ\ .LiSiU. 

V11 ^U.LJl ^,j1 

Wt. 55; 56. 
S. *55. 

415 
sq. 

720 
>» 

Wt. 66-4. 
8. *55. 

» 
vr. 

Dates observed: 
718(H.R.N.), 719, 720. PL V. 

SCTTBi. 
BAX X 



102 KHALJlS 

xitb£- 
BAX Z 

No. Mint 
Bate 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
416 718 j As on 379. As on 379. 
sq. 

i 
1 
1 

1 

i 

' Wt. 31*3. 
8. -5. 

1 

V ! A 

i 

/E 

j 

COFFER 

417 
sq. 1 

Jn square In square 

L)jJl c-Aki 

J 

Wt. 71. 
S. .6. 

i 

PI. V. 

417 
(bis)* 

|.UV1 

Lojill 

In circle 

j 1 
i 

Wt. 54-7. 
8. ‘65. 

418- 
421 
sq. 

Hazrat 
Daru-1- 

Khiiafat 

In square In square 

iiU' 

i 
Wt. 31-2; 33-6; 31; 32-8. 
8. -45-5. PI. V. 

422 
sq. 

— In square In square 

^^IkUl 

Wte 12. 
8. *35. PI. V, 

»Mteh il7(Ws). Acquired for D.M. in 1928. Cf. E. IV (19). 



MALJIS 103 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

1 Obverse Reverse 

MAMSU-D-DiN MAHMUD {PRETENDER) 

B 
A.ii. 718. A.D. 1318. 

BILLON 

423 718 1 ylojl y\ 

j [via 

wt. 55.7. 
8. *6.5. PI. V. 

423a — 

Wt. 49-2. 
S. ‘OS. 

In circle 

Around 

lie/. li.M. . . wr ... 

! NASIRU-D-DIN KHUSRU 

N 
A.H. 720. A.D. 1320. 

GOLD 

424 Dell 11 
720 

la double square 

^IkUl 

/W1 ^.1 

lo circle 

^UaLiwJI slw 

wt. 168-2. 
S. 1. 

Mar (jin 

Sjufc 

PI. V. 

M 8ILVBB 

424 a Deogir As on 424. As on 424, but in margin 

Wt, 168-5. 
8. 1-1. 

jjJib 

See also/.A/.a, 
271. i PI. XX 

gHusaO 



104 KHAUIS 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse 
1 

Reverse 

B 

iraVSBO 424b* 720 
BILLOir 

^ 111 ^,LUJ1 

Uall ^li ^ 

'>■' J} 

Wt. 84. 

S. -7. 

Kef. R. V. 4 (Liilior,p. 88.1). 

425 720 Ill 
IjjJI ^Ij jjac 

3 

Wt. 55-1. 
S. -65. 

yklajl y.l 

vr. jjlilLJl 

PI. V. 

426- 
429 

720 As on 425, but vr. to left 
of 

In circle 
all 

i 

! 
i wt. 55-7; 52-7; 55*5. 

S. -65. 
Around 

PI. V. 

/E 

429a* — 

COFFEB 

Wt. 70. 
S. -6. 

Ref. R. VI. 29; B.M. PL XX. 

429b Dehll In circle 

Wt. 25. 
S. -45. 

In circle 

Ref. R. VI. 17; B.M. PL XX. 

* Note to 424 B. Probably a quarter tankah. Cp. No. 876. 
*Note to 429 a. Rodgers gives this as a coin of Nasiru-d-dln Mahmtid but the form of the 

in j<a\j is more like that on the coins of Khusru. The type also is in favour of 
attribution to the latter Sul.^n. The late Major R. P. Jackson had another specimen. 



KHALJIS 

FiRUZ II PlRttzil 

The gold and silver tankdhs of Jalalu-d>dm Firuz are on a high level Catalogue 

of execution. They are of two types—the earlier one in use from a.h. 689 

to 693 and the later from a.h. 693 to the end of the reign. Thomas knew p^ggg33^30 

of but one gold tankah and that a crudely executed piece in the British 

Museum, which is of doubtful authenticity. 

Two specimens only of the rare little silver rndsha are known. 

In billon there is a single type with its rare half. These have the 

bilingual reverse introduced by Balban, but with a square instead of a 

circular area. Nine of these coins have been assayed (App. b.) and give 

a silver return of 2*34 grains per coin. This indicates that Firuz found 

it necessary to revive the issue of jUals—in the now usual token form. 

The copper coinage consisted of the standard 4>{)-rntl piece and 

smaller ^adls. The latter, however, did not include the diminutive coins 

struck by Balban and Iltutmish. 

IBEAHiM I iBBiHlw 
I 

Firuz was assassinated in Ramzan A.ii. 695. *Ala’u-d-din Muhammad Catalogue 

was enthroned at Dehli in the last month of the same year. Thus Nos. 

Ruknu-d-din Ibraliim’s reign was but a very short one and his coins 33 

are naturally rare. No gold tankah and only two of silver have come 

to light. One of these was figured by Thomas {Citron., p. 155). The 

last sixty years have produced but one other. Billon is represented by 

a few pieces of the standard weight, but not of the bilingual 

type of the preceding reigns. Their value can only be decided when 

specimens are available for assay. In copper Ibrahim continued the 

40-'rtt^i: fulus and there are \jtdl8 of weights varying from 29 to 38 

grains, intended perhaps to be halves of the fulm, but probably depending 

for their value on their weight. 

MUHAMMAD II MU9AM. 
MAD n 

The gold and silver tankahs of ‘Ala’u-d-din Muhammad, which follow Catalogue 

the standardized types, are the commonest in the whole series. They Nos. 

reflect clearly the enormous quantity of gold and silver brought back by 305-366 

‘Ala’u-d-din and his general, Malik Naib Kafur from the Dakhan. Nearly 

a hundred years later Timur, when he plundered Dehli, found ‘ vessels 
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MI79AM* of gold and silver and money without count, on which was the impression 

MAD II of *Ala’u-d>din Khalji’ (CTro/t., p. 171 n.). There seems to have been 

no practice of withdrawing from currency coins of previous reigns, and 

one is tempted to wonder whether, apart from Muhammad bin Tughluq s 

lavish expenditure,the failure of his forced currency and Timur's invasion, 

the large holdings in the country of gold and silver coins of the first thirty 

years of the eighth century Hijri had anything to do with the fact that 

later Sultans were content with so limited a gold and silver currency. 

Taukahs from the Dehli mint are known in both metals of practically 

every year. But in a.h. 702 a concurrent issue started—also a large 

one—from a mint styled I)aru-l-lslam. ‘Ala u-d-din built a new Dehli 

at Siri, some miles to the north of old Dehli, and the date of his removal 

is recorded as a.d. 1303 (a.h. 703). It has been suggested by Mr. Nevill 

{tT.A,S.B, N.S. 35, art. 219) that the Sultan gave the College known 

as Daru-l-Islam in Old Dehli the right to strike coins, while the ‘Hazrat 

Dehli' coins were minted at Siri. The view that Daru-DIalam stands for 

Old Dehli is a reasonable one, thougli contirmation from any historical 

source is so far lacking. 

In A.H. 714 another mint was opened and coins struck for Southern 

India at the fort of Deogir, which was subsequently renamed Daulat- 

abad. This mint was used also by the Tughluqs. 

The abundance of the ‘ Dehli' gold tankahs is, paradoxically, the 

reason for their not being represented in this collection. No. 305 is, 

doubtless, a freak coin with a reverse struck from the silver die. Nos. 306 

and 323 are of some interest as showing that 'Ala'u-d-din was tlie first 

to experiment with square coins, a shape which was adopted largely by 

Qutbu-d-din Mubarak and later by Akbar and Jahangir. A square coin 

is an object of special regard in India and is put to uses other than the 

legitimate one of currency—which explains the large resort to fabrication 

of them. 

It is a little surprising that no silver coins of small denomination are 

to be recorded in this reign, but a possible reason for the disappearance 

of the silver mdsha is the issue of a more convenient billon equivalent. 

In that mixed metal we find two types running concurrently^ through¬ 

out the reign, both of the popular S2-ratl weight but one clearly of more 

value than the other. Thomas {Chron,, p. 324) recorded the return of 

an assay of coins of these two types which he had received from General 

Cunningham. Ten coins of the higher value type gave an average yield 

of 8-70 grains of silver per coin; of the bilingual type 154 coins showed 

an average silver content of 2.584 grains per coin. A recent assay, 

however, made by the Royal Mint, gives strikingly different results 

^ A curious gap in the higher value billon between a.h. 705 and 711 is to be noticed. 
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(App. b). Nine coins of the higher value aeries had an average of 13-27 

grains of silver per coin, while in 25 coins of the bilingual series the MAD ZI 
amount of silver in each coin averaged 4*25 grains* These diSerences 

are difficult to reconcile, but it may perhaps be reasonably inferred that 

there was less likeliliood of error in the later than in the former assay. 

Thus the bilingual coins can be assumed to be of the same denomination 

as the pieces of Balban with which they are identical in design and to 

wffiich they approximate in silver content. This would make them 

2-jlial pieces {jUal dagani) or twenty-fourths of a tankah. At the 

same time the higher value billon may conceivably have been meant to 

take the place of the inconveniently small silver 7}id,^a of S'ratis or 

14-4 grains. The absence of any pieces that can be identified with a 

jital is somewhat remarkable, especially when Zia Barnl speaks in the 

TdnhJiA-Flrnz Shdhl of ‘ bags of tmikahs and jilals ’ being distributed 

by *Ala’u-d-din (E. I)., Ill, p. 161). 

In copper we find the AO-rati fnlm still the principal coin, supple¬ 

mented by a coin of similar type a third of its weight—No. 366^—and 

an "adl with a more or less uniform weight about 28 grains. 

'UMAR UMAE 

Catalogue 
Shihabu-rl-din TTmar, a child of five or six, was placed on the throne Nos. 

by ‘Ala u-d-din’s powerful general Malik Naib Kafur in his own interests 366 a-367 

to the exclusion of the deceased Sultan’s eldest son, Khizr Khan, who 95-96 

was blinded, but, on Kafiir s assassination, ‘Umar was dethroned and 

imprisoned by the Regent, Mubarak, another son of ‘Ala u-d-din. His 

coins are of great rarity. Only a single gold tankah is recorded, and but 

two or three silver ones. Billon is represented by a single type similar 

in design to No. 324 of ‘Ala’u-d-din and probably of the same value. 

No copper coin of this puppet Sultan is known. 
MUBA- 
EAE 1 

MUBiRAK I 
Catalogue 
Nos. 

368-422 
The coinage of Qutbu-d-din Mubarak stands out for its boldness of 

design and the variety of its inscriptions. The coin legends of this reign 96*-102 

reflect accurately the arrogant vanity of the Sultan, who took a delight 

in calling himself the Alexander of the age, the most high Imam, and the 

Khalifa of Allah. The square coin was brought into vogue—apparently 

superseding the round form~in a.h. 718 or, if LM,C> No. 248 has been 

^ Known from a single specimen. 
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correctly read, at the close of 717, and there is perhaps no finer coin in the 

BAX 1 whole pre-Mughal series than tlie broad square gold tankah of high relief 

struck at ‘Qutbabad Fort'—No.370. While this is listed by Thomas, he was 

unaware of tlie less scarce coin of the same type from the mint of ‘ Hazrat 

Darud-Khiiafat' (Nos. 368-9). The two round gold taiikahs, Nos. 367 A 

and 370 A, are the only specimens known of their types. Another re¬ 

markable and unique coin is No. 370 n, the weight of which, 55*7 grains, 

shows it to be one-third of a gold tankah. No other gold coin of this 

weight is known in this series, and this coin is of value as coiToborating 

the evidence of the silver currency that the tankah consisted of 96 and 

not 100 rails. 

The silver currency is both rare and interesting. Dehll from the 

simple * Hazrat ’ in the first issue, becomes ‘ Hazrat Daru-l-Mulk ’ in 

A.II. 717, and then ‘Hazrat Daru-I-Khilafat' in the same year. The 

‘ Daru-l-Islam ’ mint also continues to function. 

No. 375 is a unique hsM-tankah which was presented to the Dehli 

Museum by a merchant of Khurja in the Buland^ahr district. 

No. 375 a is also unique—-and is another example of a two-mdsha 

piece or sixth of a tankah—see p. 81 ante. 

Billon No. 376 is an unusual type of coin. It was current from 

A.u. 718 to 720 along with the square silver tankahs of which it doubt¬ 

less w^as a definite fractional part. It is not pure silver but contains more 

silver than the billon coins ordinarily possess, so much so that it has been 

taken for a lmU4ankah, to which it corresponds in weight. Two speci¬ 

mens have now been assayed at the mint, and each coin showed a silver 

content of between 29 and 30 grains, with a minute trace of gold. This 

points to the coin being a (debased) quarter of a tankah, i.e. a 3‘mdsha 

or \2-jital piece. 

The billon coinage of Mubarak is unusually varied. There are no 

less than eight types of which seven are of the standard S2-rati weight. 

They start as round and change in A.H. 718 to square coins. One round 

variety (No. 408), however, is retained till the close of the reign, but 

specimens with dates later than A.H. 717 are seldom met with. Most of 

the varieties are still plentiful, but No. 416, a small coin of the type of 

No. 379, is only known from a single specimen. Examples of these 

seven 32-rafi types have been assayed at the mint—Nos, 379, 388, 390, 

394, 403,408, and 413. The Chief Assayer’s report (App. B) goes to show 

that the highest of these in value is No. 379 with an average silver 

content per coin (excluding three without any silver which may be 

regarded as fabrications) of 17*55 grains. This indicates that No. 379 

was a (debased) eighth of a tankah (= G-jUaU) which normally would 

have a silver content of 21*6 grains. Below it comes No. 388 of which 
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two coins give an average return of 14*06 grains of silver, making them mUBA- 

the successors of ‘Ala’u-d-din’s pieces (twelfths of a tankah). The BAX I 
other five types yielded an average of 8 to 9 grains of silver per coin 

and were probably intended to pass like the billon of Kaiqubad as 

sixteenths of a tankah or S-jital pieces. 

In point of time No. 390 seems to have been Mubarak's first issue, to 

be superseded the SHine year by No. 394. These are of the normal 

Dehli style, the former l)eing similar to No. 324 of Muhammad 11. 

In A.H. 717, however, Mubarak began the extravagance of language 

which is associated with his coins, cf. Nos. 388, 403, 408, followed by the 

square issues of A.H. 718—Nos. 376, 379, and 413. 

The copper series consisted of a 4()-ratifulttsmd three smaller types 

including an *adl which approximated to a hali fulus in weight. 

As regards the locality of the mint town Qutbabad reference may be 

made to observations by Mr. H. R. Nevill in /.A.N.R., N. S. 35 art. 219, 

where the identification was suggested of Qutbabad with Deogir, a fort 

in the north of the Dakhan which Mulnirak recaptured from rebels and 

restored in A.H. 718. This suggestion is confirmed by two lines from the 

Nihdyatu4-Kamdl written by Khusru after the capture of Deogir.' 

They run: 

.5^3 ^ jS 

‘ Oh, auspicious (Mubarak) city of the king of happy dominions 

which received the name of Qutbabad from the Qutb (pivot) of the 

world! When infidelity (kutr) prevailed in it, demons (dev) tormented 

its inhabitants, and that is why the ancient Deo (Mahadeo ?) called it 

Deogir. . .’ 

SHAMSU-D^DlN MAHMUD, PRETENDER Catalogue 
Nos. 

During Mubarak’s absence from Dehli in a.h. 718, when he went to 423-423 a 

the Dakhan and relieved Deogir, a conspiracy was set up to seize the ^''8® 19^ 

throne. This was discovered, and a cousin of the Sultan named Asadu- 

d-din and the viceroy in Dehli were executed. There need be no 

hesitation in ascribing these few very rare coins either to that rebellious 

cousin or to a grandson of 'AhVu-d-din Mu^mmad ‘whose elevation to the 

throne was, according to Ibn Batutah, the object of the conspiracy 

^ See Bulletin of the School of Oriental Studies, London Institution, vol. v, Pt. Ill, 1929, 
Notes and Queries, note by M, Wahid Mirza. 

* C\ IL vol. iii, p. 121. 
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Reference may be made to N. S. 17 (1912) art. 102, where these 

coins are discussed by Mr. R. B. Whitehead. At that time only a single 

type of billon coin (No. 423) was known, but since then a unique specimen 

of a second type (No. 423 a) has been found, also by Mr. Whitehead. 

It is now in the British Museum. The types correspond precisely in 

style to the two billons of *Ala’u-d-dm Muhammad. 

KHITSBtr KHUSRU 
Catalogue Nasiru>d-din Khusru, who was a converted Hindu of inferior status, 

Nos. crowned the influential position he had held in Mubarak’s court by 

^424-429B causing the latter to be assassinated and usurping his throne, but was 

^^lo\~104 after a reign of some four months, defeated by Qhiyasu-d-dm 
Tughluq and executed. 

His gold tankahs are leas rare than his silver coins, of which but two 

specimens are known. Of his billon coins one (No. 424 b) corresponds 

in weight to the type introduced by Mubarak (No. 376), and doubtless 

represents the same denomination. There are also two varieties of the 

32-rati coin, similar in style to Muhammad II’s billons but with this 

difference that the legend round the king’s name on one (No. 426) is in 

Arabic not Nagari. The copper currency is limited to the standard 40-m/^ 

fulds and a small \uUj both of which are exceedingly scarce. 



TUGHLUQS 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

(IHIYASU-D-DIN TUGHLUQ 

A.H. 720-725. A.D. 1320-1325. 

N GOLD 

430* Delill In double square Jn circle 
724 

^ lojJi 

Wt. 168. Margin 
S. l-Ol. 

^ ly 

Dates observed: 
720 (B.M.C), 721 (Th.), 

724, 725 (Th.). 
722 (B.M.C.), 723 (.M.S., 35), 

431 Daru-1- As on 430. As on 430, but 
Islam 

724 Wt. 1G8. 
S. M. 

1 
' 

Dates observed: 724, 725 
[IM.C). 

432 DeogTr As on 430, but 
Fort 

Wt. 1GG.5. 
S. M. and date cut. 

Dates observed : 

721 (H. R. N.), 722 (R. IV. 3), 723 (H. R. N.), 724 
725 (H. R. N.). 

TUOTLUQ 
I 

*Note to 480, Thomas, p. 189, cites a coin with this obvei*se, but with a reverse of 
Muhammad II~a liurried lirst issue perhaps. 
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TTOBXTIQ 

I 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

N 
433 Mulk-i- In circle 

Tilang 
725 jAi ^ l5^ J5j^1 

Wt. 169-2. 
S. -95. 

(!tlU ^ »5CJi [jAa ujyo 

Dates observed: 724 (B.M.), 
726. 

PI. V. 

M 
SILVER 

434 Dehll As on 430. As on 430, but 
720 

Wt. 168-6. 
S. 1-08. 

435 Dehll As on 430, but 
721 

Wt. 169-7. 
S. M. 

436 Dehll )» As on 430, but 
722 

Wt. 169. 
S. M. PI. V. 

437 Delili 
723 

- As on 430, but 
wt. 170-2. 
S. M. 

438 Dehll As on 430, but 
724 

Wt. 169-1. 
S. M. 

439 Dehll As on 430, but 
725 

Wt. 167-4. 
8. 105. 

Dates observed: 720, 721, 
722, 723, 724, 726. 
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No. 
Mint 
Bate 

Obverse 

/R 

Reverse 

440 I)aru-1- 
Islam 

As on 430. 

Wt. 168'8. 
S. M. 

As on 430, but 

and date cut. 

Dates observed: 721 (Tli.), 
724 (B.M.), 725 {LM.C.), 

441 DeogTr 
Fort 
721 

If 

Wt. 165.3. 
8. M5. 

As on 430, but 

442 Mulk-i- 
Tilang 

724 

As on 433, 

Wt. 166. 
S. 1. 

As on 433, but 

PI. V. 

442 a 

As Suzerain of Bengal, 

In square 

^lUJl 

^jJI j iJjJI 

»U jixj J^\ J)\ 

J^U\ 

wt. 169.2. 

8. M. 

In square 

^lUJl 

jjl j ^ a)1 

iU. ^\j>\ y\ 

Ref. R. V. 19 (struck in 
Bengal). 

B 
443 720 

BILLON 

^lUJl ylojl y} 

V r. jjUaLJl 

Wt. 52-3. 
8. -65. 

444 721 

Wt. 50-5. 
8. *6. 

vri 

I 

TUraLBQ 
I 
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No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B 

TirOHLVQ 445- 

I 446 

722 As on 443. 

Wt. 54-4. 
S. -6. 

As on 443. 

vrr 

44r- 
448 

723 

Wt. 55-2; 56. 

S. -65. 

vrr 

PI. VI. 

449- 

451 

721 

wt. 55 (2). 

S. -6-65. 

jj 
vrr^ 

452- 

453 

725 >» 

Wt. 55; 53. 

S. *6—65. 

” 
vro 

454 n 

Wt. 55-6. 
S. *6. 

but without date. 

PI. VI. 

455 715 

{sic) 
Wt. 52-1. 

S. .6. 

V 1 0 

456- 
459 

716 

{.sic) 

i 

>> 

wt. 55-6; 54-6. 

S. -6. 

V 1 1 

PI. VI. 

460- 

462 

717 

(^ic) 
)» 

Wt. 55*5. 

S. *6 

V 1 V 

462a 726 i) 

Wt. 56-5. 

S. -55. 

Be/. L.M.C. 373-374. 

J) 

vn 

463 727 

Wt. 55. 

8. *6. 

if 
vrv 

PI. VI. 
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No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
464- 720 As on 443, but vr. to left In circle 

466 of 

467- 

Wt. 55*7; 55. 
S. -65. 

Other date 721 (R. Labor, 
p. 89. 1). 

:yi ^luji 

fjLkj 

Around 

PL VI. 

In double circle 
469 LjjJI 

) 

wt. 52-2: 56; 55-5. 
S. •65-*55. 

* Margin illegible; one coin 

has traces of jjlkUl just 

/E COP 

above 

PL VI. 

PER 
469a ^IkUi 

469b* 

i er;UJi 

Wt. 59*5 (worn). 

S. *65. 

Ref. B.M. 

5 

n 

470- 

Wt. 62. 

S. -65. 

Ref. R (Labor), p. 137. 

In circle In circle 
474 

Wt. 56-5 ; 54 ; 46 ; 49-5; 
31. 

S. -5. PI. VI. 

*Note io i67. A coin in the B.M. has the figures at in the margin below ji*;. 
* Note to 469 b. Rodgers has catalogued this among South Indian coins. It is of the 

Delhi weight standard, but substitutes for the Dehli title By analogy 

No. 467 should also be regarded as struck in South India, both coins belonging to the 
series represented in gold and silver by Nos. 433 and 442. 

irxrraLXJQ 
I 
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MU9AM. 

MAD III 

No. 
Mint 
Date ! Obverse Reverse 

MUHAMMAD III BIN TUGHLUQ 

N 
A.T). 725-752. A.D. 1325-1351. 

GOLD 

A. Struck in memory of his father. 

475 Behll 
? 727 

In square within circle; 
as on 430. 

In circle; as on 430, but 
fr \ below j^\ 

Wt. 169*5. 
S. -9. 

Margin 

uL.* ACJI YsJh 

PI. VI. 

476 Qufcbfibad 
[lialdat) 

726 
LijJI 

In circle 

yJoJl y\ 

»jU^, 41)1 

j 

Wt. 170-1. 
S. -95. 

Wh. Type XXXV. 

Datefi observed: 

725 (L. W. K.), 726, 727 
(B.M.). 

Margin 

sxIj ^ X-Jl JJufc 

y 1 y ciaw 

PI. VI. 

476a Mulk-i- 
Tilang 

? 

As on 476. 

Ref. R. II. 8. 

As on 476, but in margin 

dJU 

(date cut) 

476b ? Miilk-i- 
Ma*bar 

730 

As on 47G, but the last 
two lines run into one. 

Wt. 245. 
S. -85. 

As on 476, but in margin 

(SlI* ^ Iaa 

^ IhJLm 

Ref. Thomas 178 (now in 
Berlin). PL XXIII. 
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No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

A/ B. Struck in his oivn narne. 

476 c Dehll 
725 

In circle, the Kalima. 

Margin 

Jk-JI sIa 

j 

Alji 

sl^l# jLo' 

i 
Around 

Wt. 198. 

S. 1. 

Above yi\ 

1 Left ^ 
1 ^ 

Ref. iV.C’., 1885, p. 221. 

Wh. Type I. 

477 Debli 
725 

478 Tughluq- 
pur 'urf 
Tirhut 
{Iqllm) 

735 

Wt. 109-4. 
S. 1. 

As on 476 C, but margin 

) } 

Below 

Right 

Wt. 108-8. 
S. -9. 

479 Daru-1- 
Islam 
727 

Wh. Type I. 

As on 476 c, but 

Wt. 168. 
S. '9. 

Wh. Type I. 

Dates observed: 
725 {LM.C.l 726 (B.M.), 

727, 729 (N.S. 35). 

PI. VI. 

MAB III 

PI. VI. 
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HUagtAM. 

KAB III 

No. 

N 
479a 

480 

481* 

482* 

Mint 
Date 

Lakh- 
11 a uti 
734 

Dehli 
726 

Dehli 
726 

Siiltan- 
pCir city 

726 

Obverse 

As on 476 c, hut 

Wt. 172. 

Ref. N.S. 35 (II. R. N.). 

In double circle 

4111 J1 

wt. 196-7. 
S. 1. 

Wh. Type III. 

Dates observed: 725 (Th.), 
726, 727 (Th.). 

Wt. 169-2. 
S. -95. 

Wh. Type III. 

As on 480, but arranged 

S-Il ^ ^1 1X4^1 

.^4^1 ^ 4ljl ^11 

Eeverse 

As on 476 c. 

wt. 168. 
S. -1. 

PI. XXIV. 

In circle 

.XoLaJ 

Margin 

^UjjJI Ijjk 

^ ^ CIamj %X>m 

As on 480, but 

PI. VI. Wh. Type III. 

Dates observed: 
725 (B.M,, 198 grs.), 726, 728 {B.M., 198 grs.), 729 

(Th. 175, 175(a), 170 grs.). 

♦ Note io 481. The lettering on this coin is much finer than is usually found on coins of 
this type, and its weight is unusual. 

* to 482. L.M.C. No. 389 gives a coin of this type which is doubtfully attributed to 
SatgAon—wt. 198 grs. 
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No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

N 

483 Dehli 

729 

In circle, the Kalima. 

Margin 

^ Ijla 

t. ^ ^ 

Wt. 197-1. 

1 S. *75. 

In double circle 

J 
<L«^ JuJtJi 

4li 

Wh. Type IT, 

Dates observed: 727, 728 

(Th.), 729. 

j 

i 

483a Daulat- 

abad 

ddru4- 
mulk 

728 

As on 483, but margin 

i-o ^ Ijjib 

vTA elAJi 

Wt. 141-4. 

S. ‘7, 

Wh. Type 11. 

Ref. B.M. 

Dates observed: 728(B.M.), 

730 (P.T.). PI. XX. 

483b Daulat- 
abad 

llazrat 
‘ 730 

As on 483, but margin 

^ XJI VjJt 

vT. 

Wt. 141-4. 

S. -7. 

)> 

Wh. Type 11. 

Ref. B.M. PL XX. 

484 Deoglr 

727 

In circle, the Kalima. 

Margin 

^ ijufe 

vrv 

Wt. 197-7. 

S. -7. 

Wh. Type II. 

Dates observed: 727, 728 
{I.M.C.). 

KTX^iLK. 
UAB III 
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XAB III 

No. 

N 
485 

Mint 
Date 

Satgaon 

734 

Obverse 

As on 483, but margin 

uU*-- ^ ^ 

Wt. 198*6. 

S. -7. 

Reverse 

As on 483. 

Wh. Type II. 

Dates observed: 734, 735 

(198*3 grs., N.S. 35). PL VI. 

486 Sultan- 

pur 

ddru‘1’ 
mulk 

730 

As on 483, but margin 

ijbj) 

vr. 

Wt. 141*3. 
S. *75. 

Wh. Type n. 

Dates observed: 729 (B.M.), 

730, 732 (II. R. N.). PL VI. 

486 a ? mint 

729 

As on 483, but in margin 

.^ ljuk 

Wt. 196*5. 

S. *7. 

In double circle 

AoJl j 

Rff. LM.a, 393. 

486b 

wt. 99*4. 

8. -65. 

Wh. Type V. 

Ref. B.M., 314. PL XX. 
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No. 
Mint 
Bate Obverse Revei-se 

A/ 

m 

728 
In six-foil within circle, 

dot in each segment 

VywJ 

In circle 

^llaUl 

t.JLw |Im> ^jpAju 

4lll is placed just above j-u*. 

Wt. 197-6. 
S. -8. 

Wh. Type VI. 

hates observed: 728, 729 
(I.M.C.). PI. VI. 

488* 

733 
As on 487, but enclosing 

lines pentagonal and .jj to 
left of x^sf, 

Wt. 169-2. 
S. -75. 

As on 487, but 

^ VJ1aL> 

in fourth line. 

Wh. Type VI. 

1 

Other dates: 

728, 729 (U. R. N.), 733. 
(H. R. N,), 742 (B.M.). 

, 734 (I.M.C.), 739 (Th.), 741 

489 Daru-l- 
Islam 

734 

In circle 

J 

! In circle 

Jjl ^ 

j 

Margin \ 

Wt. 168-2. ! 
S. -75. 

Wh. Type IV. 

Dates observed: 734t, 737 
(B.M.). PL VI. 

Mir^AK. 
HAD 111 

Note to 488, The coin of 729 has the obverse legend on a six-foil. 
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X1737AM. 
MAB III 

No. 

N 
490 

Mint 
Date 

Dehll 

736 

Obverse 

As on 489, but 

jj d*«*» 

Reverse 

As on 489. 

Wt. 168-7. 

S. -8. 

Wh. Type IV. 

Dates observed: 

? 727 (Th.), 733 (Tli.), 734 (B.M.), 736, 737 (ULC.), 
741 (W. K.). 

491* Daulat- 

abaci 
745 

Struck in the wime of the '"Ahhaal 
al-Mustakfl /. 

In quatrefoil 

^ Vjjt 

On the coin is above 

and ^ above 

Above VjA m.m. 16 

ifa 

In quatrefoil 

4)1) {J^*j (j? 

4)1 «xl> 

Below m.m. 9. 

Wt. 170. 

S. .9. 

Wh. Type XXIII. 

Dates observed: 

744 (II. R. N.), 745. PI. VI. 

491 A Dehll 
741 

As on 491, but 

and 

No m.m. 

Wt. 170. 

S. >9. 

Wh. Type XXIIL 

Ref 329. 

As on 491, but in third 

line oJi» for 4)1 ji>- 

Above ^ m.m. 17. 

Note to 491, The A.N.S. has a fine specimen dated 744 without m.m. on obverse. 
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No. 

N 
491b 

491c 

Mint 
Date 

Dehli 

741 

742 

Obverse 

xVs on 491 A. 

Wt. 171. 
8. -95. 

Ref, n.M,a, 328. 

As on 491a, but and 

mrn. 17 between and 

Reverse 

As on 491, but ^ 

No m.m. 

As on 491, but m.m. 18 
over 

S. -95. 

Ref BM. 

491 D 

742 
Wt. 16G. 

8. *9. 

Ref n.M.a, 330. 

As on 491, but m.m. 19 
over 

491e* 

743 

As on 491 A, but As on 491 c. 

Wt. 170. 
8. -9. 

Ref RJLC., 331. 

491 F 

744 

491 G* 

744 

As on 491 A, but 

8. -85. 

Ref B.M. 

Wt. 169. 

8. -85. 

Ref 317. 

As on 491. 
Indistinct m.m. over jjUj 

As on 491, but m.m. 20. 

* Note io 491 e. H.R.N. has this with legends in circle. 
♦ Note to 491G. The variations in the dies and mint-marks of this type have not been 

sufficiently distinguished in the published records, and in the absence of the coins them¬ 
selves the above record must be regarded as incomplete. Freaks and mules are not un¬ 
common. 

MTT9AM. 
MAD XIX 



124 TUGHLUQS 

inj9AM- 

MAD III 

No. 

A/ 
491 H 

Mint 
Date 

Dehli 
742 

492* 

192 a* 

492b* 

Obverse 

As on 491 c. 

Reverse 

As on 305 A. 
Margin cut. 

Ref. Vienna. The reverse die of a gold of’Alau-d- 
din Muhammad has been used. A similar coin of 740 is 
reported from the Ermitage Museum, Leningrad. 

PL XXIII. 

Struck in the name of the" Ahba^l Khulffa al-Hakim IL 

In (piatrefoil 

Jui 

Wt. 170-8. 
S. -7. 

Wh. Type XXXI. 

In quatrefoil 

To left of ^ the numeral o 

In quatrefoil within circle 

r' 

..1 

Wt. 170. 
S. -75. 

As on 492 a, but in double 
six-foil. 

M.m. 9 to right of ^ and 

above iL' 

M.m. 16 over 

Wt. 170. 
8. -85. 

Ref B.M. 

In quatrefoil within circle 

y\ -Oil 

jLk. 

PI. XXIII. 

As on 492 a, but in double 
sixfoil. 

M.m. 21 to right of S 
M.m. 22 above 

*Note to 492. H.R.N. has this with a to left of j). 
* Note to 492 a. Acquired for Dehll, 1928. 
*Note to 492b. H.R.N. has this with legends in single six-foils and without m.m. 
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As on 492 A, but in a As on 492 A, but in a MU^AIC- 
cinquefoil. cinquefoil. MAB III 

No m.m. No m.m. 

Wt. 170. 
S. -75. 

Wb. Type XXIX. 

lief, 318. 

As on 492 a, but without As on 492 a, but without 

cinquefoil. cinquefoil. 

Wt. 168. 

S. -75. 

Ref. LM.a, 319. 

492e — 

Wt. 169. 

S. -75. 

Wh. Type XXX. 

Ref. 320. 

loJl y.l 

As Suzerain of Bengal. 

492 F Suuar- In circle 

gaon .1, ^ ^ 

Margin 

In circle 

^IkUl 

y.lajl ^JjJl j lojJi CAJi 

^UoLJI i\Zt 

Wt. 165. 
S. -9. 

I Ref. B.M. 1 

*Nok to 492 D. B.M.C. 335 has this coin with m, 1C to left of #.^Ju . 



1E1T9AK- 
UAS III 

126 TUGHLUQS 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

A. Struck in memory of Ms father. 

/R SILVER 

493* Qutbabad 
[Baldat) 

725 

As on 476. 

Wt. 167-5. 
S. M. 

Wh. Type XXXV. 

As on 476, but 

Dates observed: 726, 726 
(N.S. 35), 727 (11. R. N.). PI. VI. 

494 ? ij 

Wt. 166-7. 
S. 1-05. 

As on 476, but margin 
largely cut. 

494 a Mulk-i- 
Tilang 

725 

>> 

Wt. 169. 

Ref, N.S. 35 (H. R. N.). 

As on 476 a, but with date 

B. Struck in his own name. 

495- 
496 

Daru-l- 
Islam 
725 

As on 476 c, but As on 476 c. 

Wt. 164-168-3. 
8. M2-95. 

Wh. Type I. PI. VI. 

497 n As on 476 c, but 5? 

726 

Wt. 169-2. 
S. -95. 

Dates observed: 726, 720. 

* Note io 493. Listed by Whittell as of DaulaUbad. 
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As on 476 c. 

Wt. 166. 
S. -1. 

Wh. Type L 

Re^f. LM.C., 321. 

*? Otlier date 728 (L.W.K.) 

As on 476 c. 

MAB 111 

Satp;«aon As on 476 c, but 

&c. ^ 

wt. 166-5. 
S. *95. 

Wh. Type I. 

As on 498, but 

&C. (Ji 

Wt. 164-4. 
a 1. 

Dates observed: 729, 730, 
733 PL VII. 

Suiiar- Ason 476 c, but 

733 

Kef. J.A.S.B.,1922, p. 425. 

Dates observed: 733, 734. 

500 Lakh- Ason 476c, but As on 476c, but in 
nauti City o . r • sT 1 second line. ^ J - 

Wt. 167-2. 
S. 1. 

Wh. Type I. 

Dates observed: 
727 (R {(LM.), p. 48), 728 (B.M.), 729 (11. R. N.), 730 

(LM.C\), 733 (Th.). 

* Note to 497 a. I have not been able to verify this date from the coin and am doubtful if 
the reading is correct. 



138 TUOTLUQS 

mr^Ax- 
XAD IZI 

No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/R 
500 a Lakh- 

nauti 
729 

As on 500, but Kalima in 
a square within circle. 

Wt. 167-5. 
S. -1. 

As on 500, but legend in 

square area, y\ &c. in 
segments. 

Ref, B.M. and LM.C., 

410. PL XX. 

501 Delili 
725 

As on 480. 

Wt. 141-5. 
S. 1. 

As on 480, but margin 

^jjJl Ijjti 

&C. 

Wh. Type III. 

Dates observed: 726, 726 
(/Ji.C.), 727 (Th. 181). PI. VII. 

502 Deogir 
727 

>> 

Wt. 142-3. 
S. -85. 

As on 480, but margin 

5-aJ ^ ljuk 

'iyaa>> 

Wh. Type III. PI. VII. 

503 DehlT 
727 

As on 483, but margin 

ii-,. ^ *^.05.4 

As on 483. 

wt. 141-4. 
S. -75. 

Wh. Type II. PI. VII. 

504 Deogir 
727 

As on 483, but margin 

vrv 

>) 

Wt. 141-8. 

a -7. 

Wh. Type IL PI. VII. 
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Ko. 

/R 

Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

504 a Daru-l- 
Islam 

As on 489. As on 489. 

734 Wt. 1G8. 
S. -8. 

MAD III 

Ref. Thomas 188. 

Wli. Type JV. 

505 Dehli 
(Hazrat) 

732 

As on 489, but in margin 

I 

I 

Wt. 1G8‘8. 
S. 8. 

mu Type IV. 

505a* 742 

hi the name of the Khalifa al-Mustakfl I. 

As on 491c. As on 491, but m.m. IG 
above 

Wt. 1G1*7. 
S. '9. 

Rif. W-K. 

505 b 

? 

As suzerain of Bengal. 

In double square within 
circle 

^IkUl 

JuJl 

In double square 

ijllaLJ! 

Wt. 166*9. 

S. M. 

Ref. R.M. 

*Note to 505a. See J.R.A.S., 1900, H.N.W., II. 14. This was struck from agold die as 
the use of the word indicates. 

K 
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No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/R 

Ktr^AM- 505 

MAD III 

j Sunar- 

j 728 

In square within circle 

aUb 

sblLfiliJ 

Wt. 104. 

In double square 

jll y} 

^jlkL.11 ^IkUl 

Margin 

J 

lUf. 11. R. N. 

So^dh Indian. 

50G* ? 
727 

^luji 

jjac ;■ A..:* 
&IjLa.Lx.; 

wt. 30-5. 
S. -55. 

! MM). Type VIII. PI. VII. 

B 
1 BILLON 

A. Struck in memory of his father. 

507*- 
508 (a); 

720 In circle 
^IWJl 

J> JiaXamJI 

/]aj\ y\ 

^jlloLJl sli* 

v\Ay aUl ^bl 

[v>, 

wt. 55-5; 55. 
S. -6-5. PI. VII. 

Dates observed: 
728 (l.M.C., 329), 729, 

III. 29), 733 (B.M.), 734 (Th., 
730 (L.M.C., 418), 731? (R. 
p. 212). 

*Note to 605 c. Thomas, p. 216, gives this with a weight of 140 grs. which seems to be 
an error. The B.M. specimen weighs 165.6 gra. 

* Note to 506. This is the reading given by Whittell, As an alternative for the obverse 

(ji may be suggested. 

* Note to 507. Date visible on one coin only. 
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No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

B 

B. Struck in his own name. 

509 728 In a siX“foil border within In double circle 
a circle 

crt) c:! 

Wt. 135.6. 
S. *8. 

\Vh. Type VI. 
PL VII. 

510- >> 
511 

Wt 137; 115-3. 
8. -8; -75. 

but no circle. 

512*- 729 >» In double circle; as on 509, 
513 

wt. 138; 139-6. 
S. -75. 

but ^ 

514 730 ft if 

Wt 134-4. but 

8. -75. 

514a ft t) 

Wt 137. 
8. *75. 

but no circle and 

wkiij 

Ref. B.M.a, 272. 

MV9AX. 
MAB ni 

^ Note to 512. The unit of the date is written puJ on some specimens. 



132 TUGHLUQS 

KiripEAK- 

MAD III 

No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse 

B 
515- 

516 
732 As on 509, but last line 

Wt. 126*5; 132*3. 
S. -8. 

Reverse 

As on 509, but with circle 
and in last line 

517*- 
518 

735 e 

o-»- 

wt. 138*2; 140*3. 
S. -7. 

but 

PI. VII. 

519 740 As on 515. 

Wt. 138*6. 
S. 7. 

As on 514 
but 

519 a 

Arranged as on 509 but 
without six-foil. 

but 

Wt. 131*2. 

Ref. 11. R. N. 

520*- 
521 

741 As on 515. 

Wt. 139*9; 140*5. 
S. *7. 

As on 509 

but ^x>.\ 

wW.r» _5 } 

Dates observed ; 

727 (B.M.). 728, 729. 730, 732, 733?, 734 (B.M.), 
735, 737 (H. R. N.), 740, 741, 742 (H. R. N.). 

* Note to 517. The charactei's on the coins of this year are distinctive. 

♦ Note to 520. The record of a coin of 747 in N.S. xxxv must be due to misreading. The 

unit of the date on coins of 727 is written ;t*.. 
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Obverse 

•V*!' o*) J V/ 

kLliildu 

Wt. 60-5. 
S. -65. 

Be/. K (Labor), p. 92. 20. 

In circle 

j 

Wt. 55-6 ; 55-H ; 12.3. 
S. *65. 

Wh. Type VIL 

Wt. 55-7. 
S. -6. 

Wt. 52-6; 56.,3. 
S. -6. 

Dates observed : 726, 726 
727, 728 (H. R. N.). 

As on 522. 

Wt. 52. 
S. '7. 

Wh. Type VII-74. 

Reverse 

CilU' 

MTT^AM. 

MAD 111 

In circle 

stijilij 

V f* e 

PI. VII. 

j but vn 

>1 
but vrv 

As on 522, but ^^IkUl in 
place of date. 

* Note to 522. B.M. has this with the date inverted—ei v—and another coin with traces 

of outer dotted circle. 



134 TUGHLUQS 

Wr^AM. 
KAS Ill 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
629- 

530 
726 In double circle < ^ a.** 

sLii-lii 

Wt. 55; 47-6. 
8. -6. 

Wh. Type IX. FI. VII. 

531- 
634 

727 

Wt. 56-1; 58*6. 
8. -6. 

but vrv 

535 728 

Wt. 56. 
8. -6. 

but V r A 

Dates observed: 726, 727, 
728, 729 (R. Labor, p. 94). 

536*- 
537 

727 In circle (double on some 
coins), 

^^UoLJi ^ 

sLtiiiu 

In circle (double on some 
coins). 

tjulaju 

Wt. 48 (worn); 56-2. 
8. -55. 

Wh. Type X. PI. VII. 

538 727 In circle 

4)jl 

In circle 

Wt. 48-3. 
8. ‘6. 

Wh. Type XIIL 

* Nott to S86. Tbomai (No. 192) record! a coin of 782 of thie type, but it is not traoeable. 
All known coins are of a.h, 727, 
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1 
No. 

Mint 
Bate 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
539- 733 As on 538. As on 538, 

541 
Wt. 55; 55-5. 

but 

S. *6. uu 

PI. VII. 

542- 734 
543 

Wt. 56. 
S. *6. 

but 

544- 735 
545 

Wt. 55-2. 
S. *6. 

but 

546 - 737 jt 
547 ! 

Wt. 54*8. 
but 

S. -6. 5 
oo 738 

Wt. 55.2. 
S. -6. 

>> 
but 

Dates observed: 
727, 730 (Th.), 732 (B.M.), 738, 784, 736, 736 (B.M.), 

737, 738, ? 739 (R. Labor, p. 94). 

649- 734 >) ' ff 
651 

but no circle. but 

vn» 
Wt. 57. 
8. ‘6. and no circle. 

Wh. Type XIV. 

KTT^AK- 
KAB III 



TUGHLUQS lae 

MAD Zll 

No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse 

B 
552- 

554 
733 In double circle 

dUi 

Reverse 

In circle 

41] vrr 

Wt. 56.3. 
S. -6. 

Wh. Type XII. 

555 734 ti 

Wt. 54-5. 
S. -6. 

but vri* 

PI. VII. 

556- 
557 

735 

Wt. 55-3. 
S. -6. 

but vro 

558 736 )> 

Wt. 54‘8. 
S. -6. 

but vri 

559 737 

Wt. 51.3. 
8. -6. 

»> 
but vrv 

560 738 

Wt. 55-8. 
8. .6. 

but vrA 

Dates observed: 

732 (R.i/.C.), 783, 734, 736, 786, 787, 738, 739 (Th.), 
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No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
561*- 

562 
— In double circle as on 538. 

Wt. 55‘8. 
S. -55. 

In double circle 

Wh. Type XV. Margin illegible.* 

PI. VII. 

563* 730 In circle In circle 

vr. 

wt. 53-2. 
S. -55. 

Wh. Type XI. 

564 733 
but vrr 

i 
! 

Wt. 51-6. 
S. -55. 

Dated observed: 730, 733, 
734 (L.W.K. 3164). I 

i 

PI. VII. 

/E COFFEE 

665 In double circle In double circle 

^IkUl 

sLlAlxi 

Wt. 65*6. 
S. -55. 

Wh. Type XVI. PI. VII. 

MAD III 

*No(e to 66L A fine specimen in B.M. has a clear margin reading ^ 

*Noie io 56S. R. (Lfthor, p. 94. 80) gives a coin of this type and weight without date. 
These coins are probably South Indian, vide Hultzach, ‘The Coinage of the Sultfins of 
Madura', J.R.A.S., July 1909. 
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HAD XXX 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

/E 
566 730 In double circle In double circle 

I 

i 
Wt. 53-2. 
8. >6. 

1 
Wh. Type XVIII. PL VII. 

507 732 
but vrr 

Wt. 56-3. 
8. -6. 

jj 

but arranged 

Dates observed: 730, 782. 

568* In double circle 

{jr^ 

cH; 

Wt. 54*7. 
8. -6. 

Wh. Type XVII. 

569- 
571 

732 In double circle 

eJUl 

4ll »j*ll ^ 

Wt. 51-8; 54-5. 
8. -55. 

Wh. Type XIX. 

Dates observed: 
782, 741 (H. R. N.). 

In double circle 

jiii 

In circle 

Around 

PL VIL 

Ifote to 565. is sometimes written • 



TUGHLUQS 139 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
572* — In circle 

JoUl 

In circle 

jllii 
i ^ 

Wt. 50*2, 
S. -55. 

Wh. Type XXL PI. VII. 

573* — In double circle In double circle 

sLiJilbw 

Wt. 43-5. 
S. -55. 

Wh. Type XX. PI. VII. 

C. Forced Token Gnrrency. 

574* Dehll 
730 

In circle 

Around enclosed in a double 
circle 

JL Ja.3 iU CaS? jd 

In double circle 

wt. Ml. 
8. -8. 

Wh. Type XXXIX. 

575- 
576 

Dehli 
731 

If 
but ttb jj- 

ff 

Wt. 143. 
8. -8. 

MUHAM¬ 
MAD III 

* Note to 572, Classified by Rodgers (L&hor, p. 187) as South Indian. 
* Note to 678, A similar coin in the B.M. weighs fiOgrs. Thos. 211 gives the weight 

as 54grs. I.M.C 871 is 66-5 grs. It may be noted here that Professor Hultzseh in his 
‘The Coinage of the Sultftns of Madura* {J.R,A,S., July 1909) assigns a small coin of 

U grs. with ^jUoLJl on the obverse and on the reverse to Muhammad. 

* Note to 674, Many of these token coins are of brass. ^ 



140 TUGHLUQS 

MXT9AM. 

MAD 111 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

/E 
577 Debli 

732 
As on 574, 

but j ^ cr* 

As on 574. 

Dates obserred: 730, 731, 
732. 

578 
(Shahr) 

732 
but Jaj ^0 

Wt. 129 (worn). 
S. -8. 

579 Tngbluq- 
j)rir *urf 
Tirhut 
(Iqlim) 

731 

but 

and eb 

Wt. 111-8. 
S. -8. PI. VII. 

580- 

581 732 but 

Wt. 136. 
S. -8. 

1 tales observed : 
730 (U.K.N.), 731, 732, 

582 Daru-l- 
Islam 
730 

11 

but ^.3 

^ XaiiA JU 

11 

Wt. 142. 
S. -8. 

583 ji 
731 

If 
but db ^ 

11 
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No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
584 I)aru-l- 

Islam 
732 

As on 574, 

but 

As on 574. 

l>ate8 obHerved : 780, 731, 
732. 

585- 
586 

Daulat- 
tlbad 

731 
but 1 ju 

and eb ^ 

j? 

Wt. 137. 

S. -8. 

I>aie8 olmerved: 730 (Tb.), 
731. 

587 
731 

>* 

Wt. 138. 
S. -75. 

»> 

but in second line jW. 
in place of ^\j 

588 
732 

>> 

but ^0 cr* 

IT 

Wt. Uil 
S. -8. 

Dates ohsertmi: 731, 732. PI. VII. 

589- 
590 

Dliar 
731 

)) 

but jUo 

and elb ^ 

As on 574. 

Wt. 142-3; 133-2. 
S. -8. 

Dates observed: 
730 (H.R.N.), 731. PI. VII. 

KTT^AK. 
MAS IIX 
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WUVJM- 
MAD m 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
590a Dhar 

731 
As on 589. 

Wt. 115 (worn). 
8. -8. 

Refo R, B. 

As on 574, 

but in 

place of 

591- 
592 

>> >1 

but 

As on 574. 

Wt. 128. 
S. -8. 

593 Satgaon 
731 if 

but 

and (sb ^ 

ft 

Wt. 139. 
8. *8. 

Dates observed: 
730 731. 

593 a Sultan- 
pur 
731 but 

and db ^ xm 

ft 

Ref. R.P.J. 

593b* Lakhnaut! 
(Iqllm) 

730 

>> 

but 

and ^ 

if 

Wt. 141-.5. 
8. -7^5. 

Ref n.M.Co 305 h. 

Dates observed: 
780, 731 {I.M.Co) 

"Note to 69SB. Whittell lists one of A.H. 732, but^o was misread as 
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No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
594*- 

596 
730 

^UJJl 1 
vr. (jUj 

1 
Wt. 112-5; 112-3. I 
S. -7. 1 

Wh. Type XLIX. 

Dates observed: 780, 731 
(R. Labor, p. 93). PI. VII. 

597* 730 41)1 

LT-Wt JS'H 

cr'y 
V f*« 

U*J. 

! 

i 
wt. 112-5. 
S, -7. 

i 

Wh. Type L. 
1 

PI. VII. 

598* ? >» 

but in 3r(l line 

Wt. 109. 
S. -7. 

730 (R. Labor, p. 92). 

but arranged 

jd.xJ UaJi) 

598 a 730 

Ref. B.M. 

As on 597. 

KU9A1C. 
KAS III 

*Note to 594. R. B, has a coin of this type and date weighing 58 grs., but it is too cut 
and worn to be of metrological interest. 

* Note to 597. 

* Note to 698. 

LM.C, 881 is a slight variant with 

B.M.C. 313 is a slight variant with in the third line. 



144 TUGHLUQS 

MIT9AH- 
KAD III 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
598 b -ml 1^1 

J^^l j 1*4'*^*^ i^Lll 

Jj' j 

S. -7. 

Ref. R.PJ. 

599 Daulat- 
abad 

Ijji jlii 

730 0*J d 
.sbl 

41)1 

Wt. 108. 
S. 7. 

Wh. Type XL. PL XX. 

GOO Dehli In double circle In double circle 

730 

c/V d i (j*-^ 

t-iw 

ji*-) 

Wt. 81‘5. 
S. -65. 

Wh. Type XLII. 

601 )» )) >> 
730 but arranged but arranged 

j 

o^) ^ j 

Wt. 80. 
S. -65. 
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No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/E 
602- 
603 

Dehll 
732 

As on 600. 

Wt. 83-5. 
S. -65. 

Dates observed: 780, 732. 

As on 600, but 

PI. VIII. 

604- 
605 

Dam-l- 
Isi^m 
730 

As on 600, but last line 
reads 

JujJl 

Wt. 80-5. 
S. -65. 

j\x 

606- 
607 

Dehll 
Daru-l- 
mulk 

730 

As on 604. 

Wt. 80-5. 
S. -65. 

dlU^ j\x>. 

^ ci ^0 

608 As on 601. )} 

S. *65. 

608 A Daulat- 
abM 
730 

As on 600. 

Wt. 79. 
S. *6. 

Ref. /.J/.C,, 396. 

As on 600, but second line 
reads 

608 B* _ In double circle 
1 

1 
cA" 

Around 

1 Wt. 73*1. 
8. -6. 

Ref. 318. 

Wh. Type LI. 

MtT9AK. 
MAB XII 

* Note to 608b, Pour specimens in the cabinet of the late Major R. P. Jackson elucidate 
the reading of the reverse, but the obverse margin is left still in doubt. This is probably 
an issue of South India, where most of Major Jackson’s coins were collected. 

L 
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No. Mint 
Date 

1 Obverse 
! 

Reverse 

/E 

arosiAH- 600- 730 In double circle In double circle 

MADHI 610 

vP. 

j Wt. 67. 
S. -55. 

Wh. Type XLTIL 

Gll 732 M 

but vrr 

Wt. GG-7. 
S. -6. 

])ates obsert>ed: 
730 (I.M.O.), 732. PI. VIII. 

Gil A Da 111 at- In double circle In double circle 

j 
abad 

730 cJ 

jliJ 5jU*^ j 

Wt. 66-7. 
S. -55. 

1 Ref. B. M. PL XX. 

G12*-l In double circle In double circle 
615 1 Jac 

1 
0-14 

Wt. 58 2 ; 55-5. 
S. -55. 

Wh. Type XLIV. PL VIII. 

CIG In double circle 

Wt. 25. 
8. -5. 

Wh. Type XLV. PI. VIII. 

* Note to 612. Two of these are variants of tlie other two. The difference lies in the 

closing of the ^and 1 in as against an open liT and in the dots over 
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No. Mint 
Daie Obverse Reverse 

D. Struck in the name of the Khalifas. 

(a) Al-Mustakfl I. 

B BILLON 

617 [Dehll] >111 >111 In circle 
744 

^ 4ll 

{nic) ^lUJI 4jb 

Wt. 138. 
8. -TS. 

Margin 

s5w..ll sju» 

Wh. Type XXIV. 

618- _ ff >) 
619 but no date visible. Margin illegible. 

wt. 133. 
8. -75. 

oh served: 
743 (ll.M.), 744. 

620 75G(?) 

but without date; traces of but margin 

enclosing circle. (or v>i*«) liiam.. ^ 

Wt. 125-3. 
S. -8. 

See under Wh. Type XXIV. 

620 a* Daulat- In circle 
abad 

744 
4)1 

J 
4jli 

v}C|e 

Wt. 141. 
Margin 

S. *7. .sbl 0)^.5 . ■ ? ^jiajJl liAA \^jA 

Ref. R. (Labor, p. 95.40). This is doubtless Tliomas 215(a). 

Dates observed: 744 R (Labor), 745 [LM.O.j 359). 

*Note to 620 a. The reading requires to be verified. The weight of the LM.C. 
coin is unusually high, 146 gra. 

MTT9AM. 
MAB m 
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iro^AK- 
XABZIX 

No. Mint 
Date 

j Obverse 
1 

Reverse 

B 
621* — 411 

^uCji 

Below m.m. 17. Above and below m.m. 17. 
j 

Wt. 70*8. 
S. *65. 

622 742 Tn circle 

41)1 

J 

In circle 

ji] 

v[.Jr 

Wt. 66*5 (corroded). 
8. *7. 

\Vh. Type XXVIII. 

Dates observed: 742, 744 
(H. R. N., wt. 68 grs.). 

622 a 743 

^ 41)1 4)b 

wt. 55. 
S. *6. 

vt«r 

Wh. Type XXVI. 

Ref. /i.M.C., 333. 

Dates observed : 742 (Th.), 
743 (B.M.). 

>E 
COPPER 

623 In circle 
41)1 

^15JI 

In circle 

wt. 50. 
S. *6. 

Wh. Type XXVII. PI. VIII. 

♦ Note to 621. R V. 86 records one of 77 grs. 
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No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

(h) Al-Hakim 11. 

B BILLON 

621 748 In qnatrefoil 

411 

> i C 

A 

Wt. 141*5. 

S. *7. 

Wh. Type XXXIII. 

In quatrefoil 

M.m. 24 to left of y} 

M.m. 23 to left of J^l 

624 a 

S. *7. 

/?<?/. W. E. M. C. 

y> 

but m.m. 25 to left of j^l 

624 b 
! 

” 

i 

1 

)p 

8. *7. 

Ee/: HJi.C., 339. 

yy 

but m.m. 16 to left of 

625 749 

blit 

Wt. 140*5. 

8. -7. 

yy 

but m.m. 17 to left of 

PI. VIII. 

625 a }) jy 

Wt. 140*5. 

8. *7. 

Ref, B.M. 

Dates observed: 748, 749, 
750, 751 (Th.). 

>» 

but m.m. 26 to left of yj 

HU9AK. 
MAS XU 
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MAD III 

No. Mint 
Date 1 Obverse Reverse 

B 
626 

j 
Jn six-foil within circle, 

but no date. 

M.m. 27 over li.^ 

Wt. 137*7. 
S. *7. 

In six-foil within double 
circle 

y 

M.m. 9 over and 11 

PI. VIII. 

627 f) 

but m.m. 16. but without m.m. 

wt. M3-2. 
S. 'OS. 

628* 

but no m.m. 

i i 

Wt. 111*3. 
S. *7. 

628 a >» 1 
1 but m.m, 28. 

I 
S. *7. 

Ref. W. E. M. C. 

628 b » ; > j 

but m.m. 93. 

Ref. R. B. 1 

628 c _ i 
tt 

but m.m. 94. 

i 
1 Ref. R. B. 

* jVy/c io 628. H.B.N. has one with f to left of on reverse. 
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No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
629*- — In qiiatrefoil within circle In quatrefoil within circle 

632 all! 

1 

A 
y- 

^ to left of 

Wt. 135-5; 140; 140-5. 
8. -7. 

Wh. Type XXXI. 

633 —• 

Wt. 133-5. 
S. -7. 

but 1 to left of ^ 

634 >> 

Wt. 139-7. 
but V to left of y 

S. *7 PI. VIII. 

! 

635*- 
636 

Wt. 138-8; 140-3. 
8. *7. 

but no figure to left of 

636 a As on 629, but in double As on 629, but in six-foil 
circles, divided into twelve within circle. 
parts by lozenges and bars. No m.m. 

1 
M.m. 16 above 

1 
Wt. 139-3. 
8. *65. 

i 
1 Ref. 338. 

»AD III 

* Note to 62d. H.R.N. lias this with t* to left of y . 
* Note to 656. Some coins have m.m, 29 to left of^J (B.M.). Another (B.M.) has m.m. 

16. A coin of W.E.M.C. has m.m. 16 over on oV>v., with no rev. m.m. Another has 

m.m. 30 to left of ^\. R. B. has a specimen with m.m. 14. 
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XAB 111 

No. 
Date 
Mint Obverse Reverse 

B 
636 b In cinquefoil 

Wt. 140. 
S. -75. 

Wh. Type XXXII. 

Ref. T. B. 11. 

In cinquefoil 

4)1 

j^>.1 

y\ 

637* 
_ 

As on 629. As on 629. 
637 (a) 

Wt. 55. 
S. -35. 

^ to left of y 

638 

i 
1 

Wt. 53-3. 
S. -35. 

Cf. Wh. Type XXXI. 144. 

1 but A to left of y 

i 

i 
639 

1 
i 

Wt. 47*8 (worn). 
S. -35. 

but no figure to left of y 

/E COPPSXt 

640- 748 In double circle In double circle 

641 ^a> 

Alll 
vfA 

wt. 53-6; 53*5. 
8. *6; -55. 

Wh. Type XXXIV, 

U.UI 

PI. VIII. 

*Note to 687. B.M. lias this with v to left ot y,. H.R.N, has a coin with f to left of 
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No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/E 
642- 

644 
749 As on 640-641, but As on 640-641. 

Wt. 54.5; 56-3; 53-8. 
S. *55. 

645 750 )» 
but V 0. 

Wt. 52*3. 
S. -55. 

646 751 

but voi 
>» 

wt. 52’5. 
8. -sa. 

Dates observed: 
748, 749, 760,761, 752 (ll.R.N.), 757 (R. Labor, p. 96), 

759, 771 !(H. R. N.). 

Coins assigned to Muhammad Tughluq* 

B? BILLON? 

647* In eight-foil within circle, 
divided up by lozenges. 

In eight-foil 

wt. 50. 
S. -55. PI. VIII. 

/E COFPBB 

647 a 

i 1 

In triple circle, the second 
one dotted. 

Wt. 74. 
8. *6. 

Enclosed as on obv. 

i 
1 

Ref. Thomas, 207 (now in 
Berlin). PI. XXIII. 

MAB 111 

* Note to U7. Dr. Plendeiieifch reports that the specific gravity of the coin indicates a 
trace of silver in its composition. R. IV. 26 is a similar coin—wt. 61«7 grs. See also 
R. IV. SO the attribution of which to Muhammad Tughluq is not certain. 
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MAHMUD 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

MAHMUD BIN MUHAMMAD TUGHLUQ 

A.H. 753. A.D. 1351. 

N GOLD 

648 752 In circle 

i 
^jjji ^ LjaH 

^ kLJi iLL.fl.Lky 

j V (51* 
Wt. 168-5. 
S. -85. j PI. VIII. 

/R SILVER 

618 a 752 As on 648. As on 648. 

Wt. 169-4. 
S. -85. 

Ref, B. M. (Cun.). PI. XX. 

B BILLON 

648 b ? Delill In double circle 

UjJl JaC- .U 

3 Margin 

Wt. 55-3. ? ;■». 
S. -55. 

Ref B. M. Pi. XX. 
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TUGHLUQ 1 TUGHiiUQ 

The gold and silver twalcalis of ^iyasu-d-diri Tu^lucj issued from ^ 

his capital were unusually well and carefully struck and are generally 

met with in good condition, with the marginal legend complete. The 430-474 

scarcer coins of the Daru-l-Islara and Deogir mints followed the same Pages 

pattern, though with less regard for good execution. But a completely 111-115 

new type (Nos. 433 and 442) was started in A.ii. 724-5 to celebrate the 

conquest of Telingana—and we find the name of a province (Mulk-i- 

Tilang) figuring as the mint in place of its chief town Warangal, known 

later as Sultanpur. The silver tanicah of this issue is unique, and but 

few specimens are known of the gold coin. 

No. 442 A is an interesting coin, struck in recognition of Tughluq’s 

suzerainty of Bengal, after the expedition which he personally under¬ 

took in A.H. 724, as a result of which (jhiyasu-d-din Baliadur Shah was 

deposed and Nasiru-d-din Ibrahim Shah set up at Lakhnauti. 

The coin ascribed to this Sultan by Thomas (Chron., No. 158) is one 

struck by Muhammad 111 at Qutl)abad in memory of his father (see 

No. 475). What Thomas read as 721 is merely an ill-formed ^lUJI, as 

other specimens disclose. 

In billon Tughluq continued the bilingual issue introduced by Balban 

and assay (App. B) shows that the same value attached to it as in the 

reigns of Balban and Muhammad II. This type appears to have been 

abandoned—permanently—after a.11. 721. The other type, No. 443, of 

normal style wa.s issued throughout the reign. An assay of five coins 

of this type made in the British Museum showed that they contain on 

an average something under 25 per cent, of silver or about 14 grains. 

This has been confirmed by the later assay of seven coins of the same 

type by the Royal Mint (App. B), the average silver content working 

out to 13-47 grains per coin. Thus these coins correspond to the higher- 

value billons of Muhammad II, which there is reason to think were 

(debased) ^-raU pieces or twelfths of a iankah, replacing the silver mdsha 
of earlier days. 

No. 454 to 463, though of the same type and weight as No. 443 to 

453, clearly did not issue from imperial head-quarters. A clue to the 

locality from wliich they issued is afforded by a comparison of their 

script with that of the gold tanicah of Qutbabad mentioned above. The 

similarity of the words J^\ and as they appear on both types 

is striking. No. 454, which evidently never had any date on it, was 
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TTrwaUQ probably the earliest local issue struck when Tu^luq’s son, Muhammad, 

I had returned to Deogir after his first unsuccessful operations in Telin- 

gana. 

It will be noticed that the dates run on to 726 and 727, whereas 

Tughluq died in 725, and it may be conjectured that the continuance of 

the type was due to local ignorance of events at the capital. For the 

decimal figure 1 on Nos. 455-462 unskilled workmanship was, we may 

suspect, responsible. 

A third type of this reign (No. 467) was probably also part of the 

currency of Tughluq’s South Indian territories, and was thus a counter¬ 

part of the Dehli S-ratl piece above noticed, the two coins assayed 

(App. B) giving a silver return of 13-40 grains per coin. 

In copper the 40-rati fulus, the standard copper coin of the preceding 

reigns, is only represented by a solitary specimen from the imperial mint, 

(No. 469 a) and a few coins with instead of the Dehli The latter 

liave been attributed to South India. At the capital, at any rate, this 

type must have disappeared from the currency at a very early stage, for 

the only copper coins ot‘ Tughluq found in any abundance are No. 470. 

The weights of these vary so considerably tliat their purchasing power 

can hardly have been determined other than by the market value of 

the metal they contained. At the same time there do occur in some of the 

preceding reigns certain coins which appear to represent the traditional 

32-ra^i (57*6 grains) standard, and to this latter we may perhaps trace 

the origin of Tughluq’s issues five, instead of four, going to the jUaL 

Nos. 238 (46-2 grains), No. 249 b (56-2), 269 (49), and 417 (his) (54-7) 

may be quoted as instances of this connexion. 

MIT9AM- 

UAB in 

Catalogue 
Nos. 
476-647 A 

Pages 
116-163 

MUHAMMAD IIP 

Thomas very appropriately calls Muhammad bin Tu^luq the prince 

of moneyers. He stands out pre-eminent both for the variety and for 

the interest of his coins. Indeed the currency policy of this reign might 

almost be described as kaleidoscopic while the engraver’s art that is 

displayed is of a very high order. 

A useful list of the coins of this reign compiled by Major H. M. . 

Whittell was published in N. S. xxxv of the 1921, in which no 

less than fifty-one different types were described. Reference to Major 

Whittell’s type numbers will be found in the catalogue, but I have 

thought it better that the coins should be recorded, so far as circum¬ 

stances permit, in the chronological order of issue. 

One of the features of the coinage of this reign is the expansion of 

* For a valuable history of this reigu by Lt. Col. Sir W, Haig, see J,R,A,S., July 
1922, p. 319. 
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the mint system. Imperial issues are found from no less than nine 

mints from Dehli in the north to Tilangana (or possibly the still more MAD 111 

distant province of Ma‘bar) in the south. Omitting Daulatabad and 

Qutbabad as synonyms of Deogir, we have coins struck at Dehli, Daru- 

l-lslto, Deogir, Dhar, Lakhnauti, Satgaon, Sultanpur, Tilangana (Mulk- 

i-Tilang), and Tughluqpur alias Tirhut. 

Muhammad^s coins may be conveniently divided into four classes : 

A. Those struck in memory of his father and recording only the 

latter’s name—commemorative issues. 

B. Those struck in his own name—normal issues. 

C. The forced currency—copper or brass token issues. 

D. Those recording only the names of the ^Abbasi Khalifas— 

Khalifa issues. 

Class A 

The coins of class A seem to have been issued mainly in South India. 

Nos. 475 and 493, respectively gold and silver tanicahs, were struck at 

Qutbabad, which, as has been shown in dealing with the coins of Muba¬ 

rak I, was another name for Deogir. The mint-name on these coins has 

hitherto been thought to be Baldat Daulatabad, but apart from the fact 

that the initial of the supposed Daulatabad is always absent, there is 

reason to suppose from the numismatic evidence (cf. Nos. 484 and 486 A) 

that it was not till a.h. 728 that Deogir was renamed Daulatabad. The 

specimens of the gold and silver iankahs now illustrated leave no doubt 

as to the true reading. 

The silver tatikah, No. 494 a, of the Mulk-i-Tilang (Tilangana) mint 

is unique. The reading of the mint-name on 475 a is questionable. It 

might be ‘ Baldat Qutb(abad) I do not know where the coin now is. 

A few coins only are known of the type of No. 476 from the Dehli 

mint. They were at one time thought to be of doubtful authenticity but 

are now generally accepted as genuine (vide J.A.S.B., 1904, N. S., II, 

art. 11). At the foot of their revei-se area occurs a mysterious fn for 

which no explanation is at present forthcoming. Conceivably the figures 

represent an anagram concealed in ‘ abjad \ Another example of unex¬ 

plained figures being included in the inscription is found on some rupees 

of Islam Shah. 

Perhaps the most singular coin of this series is No. 475 b with an 

inscription similar in terms to that on No. 475 but with the extraordinary 

weight of 245 grains in spite of being a ‘ worn coin \ This was recorded 

by Thomas (p. 212), who was unable to read the mint-name. It is 

suggested that the missing words may be dlU J —the Kingdom of 

Ma*bar—and Mr. J. Allan thinks that in that case the coin may be intended 
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^ represent a four pagoda-piece, the average weight of the pagoda 

MAB III current in the fourteenth century in the Hoysala country, in which 

Ma^bar lay, being 63 grains. 

Muhammad 8 advent to the throne followed on the murder of his 

father on Ids return from Bengal, and the weight of the evidence, which 

has been scrutinized by Sir W. Haig in J.R.A.S.y 1922, pt. Ill, fixes the 

responsibility for this crime on Muhammad himself. It may well there¬ 

fore be that the method of honouring his father’s memory, by striking 

coins in his name after his death, was a calculated piece of hypocrisy 

on the part of Muhammad, meant rather to clear himself than to honour 

his father. It would be natural that this move should be more elal)orated 

in South India than in Dehli, where the facts would be better known 

and at the same time Muhammad’s position stronger. That the coins 

were the result of a fit of remorse is hardly consistent with what we 

know of Muhammad’s character. Except in the case of No. 475 B the 

issue of these commemorative pieces in gold and silver seems to have 

been confined to the first three years of Muhammad's reign. In billon 

(No. 507) it continued till A.H. 734. These latter pieces have always been 

regarded as South Indian coins. 

Class B 

The Sultan lost no time in departing from the standardized designs 

of his predecessors. The tankahs are now less broad, but the die is more 

in accord with the flan and the striking is executed with more care. 

The ‘kalima’, which had been discarded on the coins after Iltutmish, 

becomes a prominent feature of the inscriptions. Muhammad did indeed 

at the outset of his reign issue a gold tankah of the normal weight of 96 

Tcitis (No. 477) but very soon after, if not simultaneously, he struck 

out a line of his own by introducing two novel pieces, one 16 rails 

(i.e. one-sixth) higher in weight in gold and the other 16 raiis or one- 

sixth lower than the tankah in silver. The former was known as a 

dinar (No. 480, Wh. Ill) and the latter as an 'adli (No. 501) ^ The lower 

weight was brought into the gold currency in a.h. 728 (No. 486 a) in 

South India. Muhammad’s first issue (No. 477), of which a single 

specimen of heavy weight is also known—quickly gave way to his second 

(No. 480) which was almost entirely confined to dinars and for a time 

that coin was more prevalent in the capital than the tankah, A third issue, 

also of the dinar weight but of a small dumpy type, appeared in a.h. 727 

(No. 483, Wh. II), and a fourth in A. H. 728 (No. 487, Wh. VI).'^ The 

appearance of the latter, which bears traces of South Indian influence 

in the use of the expression j^l (cf. Nos. 475 and 493) coincided 

^ At the 10; 1 ratio 12 * adits would exchange for a gold tankah and 14 for a gold dtndr. 
* The billon issue of this type (Ko. 609) begins in a.h, 727 and it seems probable that 

a gold dinar or tankah (or both) of this date will turn up in due course. 
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with Muhammad’s transfer of the capital to Deogir. In this issue MU^AM- 

both dinan and taakahs were struck concurrently until a.h. 729 and MAB III 

were indistinguishable except by weight. 

Yet another issue of a different design (No. 489, Wh. IV) appeared 

after the abandonment of the forced coinage. The date 727 given by 

Thomas for this variety is almost certainly an error and the silver 

tankah of the same type indicates that a.h. 732 wastlie first year of the 

issue, though the earliest recorded specimen in gold is of a.h. 733. All 

coins of this issue were of tanhih weight. One is tempted to speculate 

how far the reverse legend was prompted by Muhammad’s sense of 

humour, for the state of the exche(|uer at that time must have been 

lamentably reduced by the redemption of the copper tokens. 

After 729 and up to 741 Muhammad seems to have relied on types 

IV and VI for his gold coinage, for we get no coins of the earlier types 

with dates later than 729 except a few rare specimens struck at the 

Bengal mints of Satgaon, Lakhnauti, and Tirhut. After 729 also there was 

no further issue of dlmrs^ with exceptions again in Bengal (No. 485), 

and a possible explanation may be that this coin was not so convenient 

for exchange with the well-estaljlished silver tankah as the gold tankah. 

The normal silver and gold iankths had exchanged at the ratio of 10 to 1, 

and this was the ratio found existing by Ibn Batutah when he arrived 

at Dehli in a.h. 734.^ It looks therefore as if the diialr had droj)ped 

out of circulation by then. 

Conversely the need of a gold coin to represent 10 of the silver 

\idlls of 80 rails, which Muhammad had introduced in Dehli as early 

as a.h. 725 (No. 501), and of which at the 10 to 1 ratio 14 would have 

gone to the dinar, seems to have been felt early, at any rate in South 

India, for in a.h. 728 a gold piece of 80 rails (144 grains) issued from 

the mint of Daulatabad (No. 485 a), and in a.h. 729 from the neighbour¬ 

ing mint of Sultanpur (Warangal). One might have expected to find a 

similar piece struck at Dehli, where 'adlls are known of a.h. 725, 726, 

and 727, but by a.h. 728 when the first gold 'adll, if we may so call it, 

was thought of, Dehli had been replaced as Muhammad’s capital by 

Daulatabad (Deogir). 

The only other gold issues of this class are the very scarce hnll-dlndr 

of type V (No. 486 c), which bears no date but must have been issued 

before the close of a.h. 729, and the unique coin of a.h. 729 in the Luck¬ 

now Museum, No. 485 A, which recalls type II though with a different 

' We are not satisfied that the normal ratio of 10 ; 1 for silver and gold, which Ibn 
Batutah found in a.h. 734, was disturbed by Muhammad Tughl^q, as suggested by Thomas. 
The excess of gold may have accounted for the dindr, which was probably just a whim of 
Muhammad, but that excess was m iinly in the Sultfin^s treasury and controllable by him. 
The gold tahkah still exchanged for 10 silver tankahs while the heavier coin had a convenient 
counterpart in the 'adli. 
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reverse. The mint of this piece has not been satisfactorily read but the 

XjLD XII inclusion in the inscription of the expression 4)1 connects the 

coin with the South Indian billon No. 563. 

No. 492 r and its counterpart in silver No. 505 c are coins struck in 

Sunargaon in a.h. 728 recording the acknowledgement of Muhammad’s 

suzerainty by Ghiyasu-d-din Bahadur, whom Tughluq Shah had deposed 

but whom Muhammad restored in a.h. 725 to the Government of Eastern 

Bengal. 

The silver coins of Muhammad Tughluq are scarcer than the gold. 

The silver tarikah of type I and the 'adlis of types II and III must have 

been circulating concurrently during the first three years of the reign. 

After A.H. 727, as will be shown later, both tankah and ^adli were re¬ 

placed by billon tankahs though we get rare examples of the silver 

tankah from the Dehli and Daru-l-Islam Mints dated A.H. 732 and 734 

respectively, while in Bengal silver tankahs of type I continued to be 

struck till A H. 733 at the mints of Lakhnauti, Satgaon, and Sunargaon. 

But from now onwards there is a very marked absence of silver coinage 

in the Dehli currency, except during the reigns of Muhammad IV and 

Mubarak II, until we come to the Suri period. Silver, however, re¬ 

mained the principal feature of the currency of independent Bengal, 

where the metal was obtainable locally or within easy reach. The 

honouring of the token coinage of A.H. 730 to 732 must have made a 

large call on the silver in the State Treasury, and Timur completed the 

depletion of the financial resources of the Dehli Sultanate which the 

anarchy following Firuz’s death must have helped largely to dissipate. 

But apart from Bengal the sources of silver supply in India were scanty. 

The riches of Southern India were exhausted or at any rate closed to 

the Dehli SuMns. The extension therefore of the use of billon, which 

Muhammad was the first to introduce for the higher-value coins, in a 

more and more debased form became almost inevitable. When Sher 

Shah combined Bengal with Dehli he was able with the resources at his 

command to restore the silver coinage to its early position. 

The weight (30-5 grains) and legend of No. 506 proclaim it to be 

South Indian—probably from Ma*bar. This weight was still used for 

silver coins struck by the French and English East India Companies in 

the eighteenth century for Pondicherry and the Malabar coast. 

No. 505 B was struck by Na«iru-d-din Ibrahim whom Tughluq Shah 

had confirmed in the Government of Lakhnauti—Western Bengal—(cf. 

No. 442 a), but it acknowledges Mu^mmad’s suzerainty. This ruler 

died in a.h. 726 and from a.h. 727 we get Muhammad's own coins issuing 

from Lakhnauti. Similarly after Ghiyasu-d-din Bahadur’s defeat and 

death in or about A.H. 728 we get coins in Mul^mmad's sole name issu¬ 

ing from mints in Eastern Bengal. 
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Muhammad commenced his reign with a single billon type (No. 522). MXT^AIC* 

This was of the usual 32 rails weight and repeated the 4jJl MAB XXI 

of the first issue of gold and silver tankahs (No. 476 a). Four specimens 

have been assayed (App. B) and give a return of 13‘175 grains of 

silver per coin. Thus this issue corresponded with the higher value 

billons of *Alau-d-dm Muhammad and Tughluq Shah, which, it has been 

suggested, took the place of the small silver mdshas or twelfths of a 

iankah of 8 rails (144 grains) of earlier Sultans. 

There is no mention of this denomination—a 4;-jliali[)ieceor cliaugdnl— 

in the list of coins of this period recorded in the contemporary Masaliku- 

babsar of Shihabu-d-din from information received from Sheikh Muba¬ 

rak \ but the evidence of the assay, coinciding as it does with the series 

^ The Ma8dliku4-ab8dr was written by Shiliabu-d*dTri Abu’l 'Abbas Ahmad, a native 
of Damascus who died in a.h. 749. His father, Qazi Muhl’u-d-din, filled at Darnaacus the 
office of Secretary for confidential dispatches and was eventually sent to Egypt in the 
same capacity. At that time Shihabu-d-din assisted his father as reader of the dispatches 
to Malik N&sir, Mamluk of Egypt. While in this appointment Shihtibu-d-din, as he says, 
had occasion daily to see and question ambassadors and other foreigners, and among them 
he met one ^eiWi Mubarak bin Mahmud Anbatl from whom he received the account he 
gives of the Indian currency. SJhihabu-d-dIn incurred the displeasure of Malik Nasir in 
A.H. 738 and retired to Damascus {Notices et extraits de Manuscriis de la bibliotheque du Hoif 
voJ, xiii, p. 151, by Quatrem5re). 

It is clear, therefore, that Sheikh Mub&rak’s knowledge of Indian coins was acquired 
prior to Hijri 738, and his account refers rather to the first half of Muhammad’s reign 
than to the latter portion, as Thomas thouglit {Ckron., p. 218). Indeed, when we compare 
his list of current coins with the known coins the probability suggests itself that Sheikh 
Mubarak was speaking of the period prior to a.h. 730. It is to be noted that he makes no 
mention of a half tankah though the forced currency includes pieces of that denomination 
from the Daulatfibad mint certainly and probably from the Dehll mint also. The infer¬ 
ence is that he was notin India while the token currency of a.ii. 780-732 was in force. 

Two important passages in the Masdliku-l-ahsdr may here be reproduced as translated 
by M. Quatremdre : 

1. Not. et Ext. xiii. 194 ; ‘800 ioumdns dont chacun vaiit 30,000 din&rs courants 
et le dindr 6 dirhams; en sorte que cette somme se montait a 8 millions de dinars 
courants ou 48 millions de dirhams.^ 

2. Not. et Ext. xiii. 211: ‘ Le tankah d’or appel6 dans ce pays tankah rouge equivaut 
k trois mithkals; et le tankah d’argent comprend huit dirhams hashtgdrds. Le dirham 
hashtgdnl a le mSme poids que le dirham d’argent qui a cours en ^Igypte* et en Syrie. 
La valeur de Pune et I’autre pikce e.st la roOme et ne diffkre presque en rien. Le 
dirham hashtgdnl rt^pond k quatre dirhams mlidmsy autrement nomm6 dugdnls. Le dirham 
sultdnl vaut le tiers d’un dirham shashgdnl, qui est une troisikme espbce de monnaie 
d’argent qui a cours dans ITnde, et qui Equivaut aux trois quarts du dirham hashtgdm. 
Une pikce qui est la moiti4 du dirham sultani se nomme yagdiil et vaut un djUal, 
Un autre dirham appel5 dudsdehgdnl (pikce de douze) a cours pour un hashtgdnl et deini. 
Une autre pikce appel5 ah&rusdehgdni correspond k deux dirhams. Ainsi lea monnaies 
d'argent, en usage dans I’lnde, sent au nombre de six, savoir : le dirham shdnzdehgdni, 
le dUdzdehg&nlf le hashtgdnl, le shashgdnl, le sultdnl et le yagdni. La moindre de ces 
pikces est le dirham sultdnl. Ces trois espkces de dirhams ont cours dans le commerce 
et sont re9ue8 universellement. Mais aucuno n’est d’une usage plus g^n^rale que le 
dirham sultdnl, qui Equivaut k un quart de dirham, monnaie d'ilgypte et de Syrie. 

Le dirham suMnt vaut huit fels {u>*ji-*—oboles), le djltal quatre/cZs, et le dirham hashU 

gdnt, qui correspond parfaitement au dirham d’argent d’jfegypte et de Syrie, vaut 
trente deux/els.’ 

♦ The Egyptian dirhams of this time in the British Museum range from 38 to 68 grains 
and are of impure silver. The weight of the Arab dirham is 44*5 grains. 

M 
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of 4-j%tal pieces which, beginning as pure silver in the reigns of Nasiru- 

MAX> IXI d-din Mahmud, Balban, Kaiqubad, and Firuz II, were replaced by billon 

pieces of approximately the same silver content by *Alau-d-din and con¬ 

tinued by his successors, is so strong that it must override an account 

that was after all second hand. There are other errors and inconsistencies 

also in Shihabu-d-din s account of Muhammad's coinage which indicate 

that it cannot be regarded as incontrovertible. There is, of course, 

always the handicap—inseparable from a billon currency—of want of 

knowledge of the extent to which resort was made to debasement, but 

at this period the coins were still reasonably representative of the value 

they professed. Later in the reign they tell a different story. If 

Muhammad’s coins of his first issue are to be regarded as shashgdnis or 

6-jital pieces, a denomination mentioned as current by Sheikh Mubarak, 

though claimed by Firuz Shah’s biographer to have been originated by 

that Sultan—they should have a silver content approximating 21-6 

grains. No shaalujdm appears among the coins of the forced currency. 

In A.H. 726 a second issue of billon followed (No. 529) and ran con¬ 

currently with the first issue for several years. Seven of these yielded 

on assay (App. B) an average silver content of 22-71 grains per coin. 

We may reasonably conjecture that these coins, allowing for not exces¬ 

sive debasement, represented double the value of the earlier ones, which 

would make them sixths of a tankah or 8-jital (=16 pieces. 

These pieces were commonly known as hashtgdwls. We know of their 

popularity from the MasdlikU’Uahmr and concrete evidence of their 

existence is afforded by MuWmmad’s forced currency (No. 612) which 

provided a coin of this designation. They are still found in large 

numbers. 

The year a.h. 727 was a notable one from the numismatic point of 

view. In it Muhammad introduced the 80-ra^^ billon (No. 509, Wh. VI) 

the first coin of mixed metal of that weight. This coin marks a new era 

in the currency and the question arises, what were its denomination 

and value? To the solution of both these points a passage in the 

Tahaqdt-i-Akbari affords a clue. In that passage (cf. Bibliotheca Indiea, 

translated by B. De, A.S.B., p. 216) Nizamu-d-din Ahmad says that the 

tankalis which Muhammad was in the habit of lavishing so profusely 

were not the pure silver tanlcahs that we associate with the early years 

of the reign, but ‘ tankahs of silver with a little alloy of copper and were 

[are] each of them equal to eight black tankahs (tanicah-i-siydh) \ 

This ‘black tankah' has puzzled numismatists, including Thomas 

himself, who at first thought the reference was to the tankahs current 

in Bengal. Ferishta, in incorporating this statement of Ni^amu-d-din 

in his own work, added to the confusion by altering the words ‘ eight 

black tankahs ’ into ‘ 16 pice \ On the strength of this emendation 
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Briggs, Ferishta’s translator, asserted that the silver tankah of Muham- MU^AIC- 

mad Tughluq was worth only about fourpence. Now Briggs clearly MAB III 

misunderstood Ferishta, taking the coin mentioned as the ‘ pice (or 

quarter anna) of his own day, but it is not so clear that Ferishta mis¬ 

understood or misquoted Nizamu-d-din. It seems permissible to suggest 

that the latter when talking about ‘ l)lack tankahs ’ referred to the 

copper tankah of his own time for which ‘ black tankah' would be an 

appropriate name. It would be natural for him to refer to a current 

coin to make the equation clearer to his readers. If so, Ferishta was 

not far out in substituting ‘ 16 pice ’ for ‘ 8 black tankahs ’ for the 

tankah then was equivalent to two dams and we have Abu-l-FazFs 

authority for saying that the dam used formerly to be called 'paisa \ 

The tankah of Nizamu-d-din s time was a twentieth of a rupee, the 

Mughal equivalent of a Sultani tankah. Thus eight tankahs would 

represent a value in silver not very far removed from the tankahs of 

the issue of a.h. 727. 

If Nizamu-d-din is correct in saying that the coins Muhammad was 

distributing so freely were alloyed pieces and known as tankahs, it is 

difficult to escape from the conclusion that it was to coins of the a.h. 727 

series (No. 509, Wh. VI)—which are the only ones that would answer the 

description—that he was referring in the passage above quoted. It is 

significant that they bear the same legends as the gold dinars and 

tankahs wliich were introduced along with them and tliat there was no 

provision in that issue, which was current without alteration for 15 years, 

for tankahs of pure silver. 

The only silver lankahs known to have been struck after the appear¬ 

ance of the A.H. 727 coinage were minted at Dehli in a.h, 732 and at 

Uaru-l-Islam in A.H. 734, if we except the Bengal mints, and these were 

merely spasmodic and quasi-provincial issues. By this time Dehli had 

lost its imperial status temporarily and there can be no doubt that the 

A.H. 727 series, issued when Muhammad was in the Dakhan, represented 

the regular currency of the Sultanate. We may leave out of considera¬ 

tion in this respect the silver tankahs struck at the Bengal mints. That 

province, which in matters numismatic was apt to be a law unto itself, 

continued to be conservative in its currency, and new-fangled coins like 

the dinar and Muhammad’s ^adll were not in general use. Similarly the 

silver "^adll also disappeared, more completely even than the silver tankah, 

no specimens being recorded of a date later than a.h. 727, and it was 

perhaps more than a coincidence that the new alloyed coin perpetuated 

its weight. 

It therefore seems reasonable to conclude that Muhammad’s %0-ratl 

billon was delibei-ately meant to replace existing silver issues and itself 

became known as a tankah. When it acquired this name and whether 
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Xn]pLi.M« tills was its official designation we have no means of knowing, but we do 

HAD IXI know that the term tankah was applied to a large series of coins in 

Muhammad’s forced currency only 3 years later from a.h. 730 to 732, 

and as the a.h. 727 issue seems to have been temporarily suspended 

during that period it is not improbable that the SO-rati billon was the 

official tankah We have evidence of the tenacity of this designation in 

the much more debased tankah of Sikandar Lodi. It further seems 

possible that it was to this coin that Sheikh Mubarak was referring 

when he spoke of a dirham shdnzdehgdni (16 jUals) as one of the 

current ‘ moimaies d'argent’ of Muhammad. An assay of six of these 

‘Muhammadi’ tankahs (App. B) returned an average of 44‘78 grains of 

silver per coin. In a l6-jUal piece we would expect a maximum of 57*6 

grains of silver, but consideration must be given to the tendency to 

increased debasement that now makes its appearance. 

Thus was taken the first step in the degradation of the tankah of 

Iltutmish. From being a coin of almost pure silver it passed, as we shall 

see, through various stages of debasement until it became, two centuries 

later under Akbar, a coin of pure copper. 

Along with the billon tankah were issued two smaller billons of the 

traditional Z^-vaii weight, Nos. 536 and 538. These correspond with 

and were obviously meant to carry on the two earlier issues of 

Muhammad. The solitary specimen assayed of No. 536 gave a silver 

content of 2M5 grains, while nine coins of the other type (No. 538) 

returned an average of 13-11 grains of silver per coin. Thus they would 

be respectively hnshtgdms and chaiigdnw sixths and twelfths of the old 

tankah. But in relation to the new billon tankah they were, taking 

their intrinsic values, halves and quarters. The token currency it will 

be seen, takes account of both halves and quarters. 

After the collapse of the forced currency in A.H. 732 another issue of 

32-mfi billons made its appearance (No. 552). It continued side by 

side with No. 538 till A.H. 739. Five specimens were first assayed, but 

the result was not satisfactory as two of the coins were obviously con¬ 

temporary fabrications, having no trace of silver, while a third—with 

only 7-05 grains of silver—was not above suspicion. Through the 

courtesy of the Chief Assayer of the Royal Mint four other specimens 

have been assayed. These four coins show a return of 13-72 grains 

of silver per coin and there need be no hesitation in classing them as of 

the same denomination as No. 538, i.e. quarters of the new tankah. 

There are three other billon types in this class, two of which (Nos, 

521 A and 561), though of later date, are clearly connected with the 

A.H. 727 issue as evidenced by the expression 4)1 in their 

legends. 

No. 521 A calls itself a dirham, and is of the unusual weight 
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of 60-5 grains. Rodgers and Whittell list it as copper, and the latter HU9AK- 

places it in the forced currency (Wh. XLI), but the marked similarity of MAB III 
its inscription with that of the billon tankah (No. 509) makes it almost 

certain that it was an item of the regular coinage of the billon series. 

The coin being unique, assay is not feasible, but as a dirham some 

silver content is probable. The forced currency definitely provided 

other dirhams (one, indeed, of the same date and mint) and these were 

of a different weight. How No. 521 a fitted into the currency it is 

difficult to say. It can hardly be the dirham hashtgdnl which Sheikh 

Mubarak spoke of as having the same weight as the dirham current in 

Egypt, though the weight would tally. It seems to be an odd piece and 

may represent the ‘legal dirham' of the time. The fact that it bears 

some resemblance in legend to the coins entitled legal dirha/ms in the 

forced currency supports this view. 

No. 561 is of the usual S2-rai% weight, and in script resembles the 

billon tankah of A.H. 735 (No. 517). Its obverse is similar to that of 

No. 538 of the a.h. 727 scries, and its reverse recalls the dugdms of 

Balban and Muhammad Khalji, while tlie assay of a solitary specimen 

shows approximately the same silver content. 

The third variety (No. 563), which is also of the ^2-rail weight, has 

an (ibverse which connects it with the unassigned gold tankah No. 485 A. 

It may have been current in Ma'bar. 

The Masaliku-l-absar list of Muhammad’s silver (sic) coins includes 

a jital yagdni, or one jital piece, but no such coin can he identified 

either now or in any reign since that of Firuz Khalji. The jital seems 

to have passed into a money of account represented only by 4 fulus 

and this may be the meaning of Slieikh Mubarak’s somewhat unexpected 

statement at the conclusion of his summary of current coins ‘ la moindre 

de ces pieces est le dirham sultdm ’ i.e. the 2-jUal piece. 

Some time in a.h. 730 Muhammad started his forced currency, which 

subsisted till A.H. 732. It will have been observed that we get coins 

of the regular billon series dated both a.h. 730 and 732 but none of 

A.H. 731,^ the inference being that during the experiment of the forced 

currency the issue of the ordinary coins remained, as it naturally would, 

in abeyance. 

Compared with the bewildering variety of Muhammad’s billon issues, 

his copper coinage was surprisingly scanty. Fulus of the normal 

40-ra^i weight (No. 565) are rare. When in a.h. 727 Mu^mmad 

brought out his debased tankah the copper unit was reduced from the 

40- to a 32-ra/i; (57-6 grains) standard (No. 566)—at any rate in a.h, 730, 

assuming that the similar but undated No. 568, which is common, only 

^ Major Whittell's record of a coin of a.h, 731 of type VI is a mistake. The coin 
referi’od to is of 732. 
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KXr^AU- did duty after a.h. 732. How the ?>2-Tati copper pieces exchanged 

MAD III with the billon there is no definite information, for Sheiyi Mubarak’s 

4 fulm to the jUal clearly had reference to the early currency with its 

fals of 40 rails. In those days, with a ratio of copper to silver as 80:1, 

as suggested in App. A., the jltal would be equivalent to 288 grains 

of copper (4 fiilns of 72 grains). But with a billon tankah devalued 

to the extent of nearly 75 per cent, the jUal, its forty-eighth part, 

would not be worth much more than one of the old fulus. We know 

that eventually under Akbar the jltal had dwindled in value to one 

twenty-fifth of a dam, equal to about 13 grains of copper. Did the 

copper coin of 32 rails (57*6 grains) of Muhammad mark an interme¬ 

diary stage in the downfall of the jltal in the same way that his billon 

tankah was a forerunner of the copper piece of Akbar 1 In other words 

was the new standard coin the official jltal ? 

Thomas has included in the forced token currency two types (Nos. 

566-8 and 569) which are now regarded as belonging to the regular 

series. Apart from the paucity of the regular copper issues if these 

types are excluded, the fact that the issue of No. 566 was suspended 

during the period of the tokens—there being no coin of A.ii. 731 known— 

helps us to the conclusion now generally accepted. 

Class C. Copper or brass fol eii tssves 

The issue of tliis forced currency was initiated in the year A.H. 730. 

Muhammad had begun to tamper with the coinage in a.h. 727 and his 

success on that occasion seems to have emboldened him to a still more 

drastic interference. But disillusionment soon came and the scheme 

was abandoned sometime in the year a.h. 732. 

Thomas (p. 274), referring to the coin No. 574 of this catalogue, says 

he ‘ prefers to look upon these pieces as provided to supply the places of 

the modified 'adll of 140 grains with which they are identical in weight 

and proceeds to assign values to other token types on the same basis. 

An examination of the coins, however, makes it most improbable that 

the weight of the token bore anything but a very indirect relation to its 

value, e.g. the bO-jltal taitkah {panjaligdni) of Daulatabad (No. 587) 

weighs 80 rails, its half (No. 599) 60 rails. The 2-jltal token is half the 

weight of the 8-jltal token. As regards coin No. 574 it would be unsafe, 

and seems unnecessary, to go beyond the inscription, which distinctly 

says that the piece is the equivalent of a tankah, and that tankah must 

be the debased coin of Wh. VI (No. 509) which was the tankah current 

when the tokens were issued. It could hardly represent the *adll which 

was not coined after a.h. 727. 
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Of special interest in this series are the iankah4-panjdhgdn% i.e. SCDTil^AM- 

60-jUal tankahsy of A.ii. 731 and 732 from the Daulatabad (Deogir) and HAD III 

of A.H. 731 from the Dliar mints. In the article in JA.SB., N. S. 

xxxviii, reprinted as App. A, reasons are given for adopting the con¬ 

clusion that the Dehli fankah of this time consisted of 48 jUals. The 

above coins show that in the Dakhan the current tankah was divided 

into 50 but we think that they tend to support rather than con¬ 

tradict the view held about the Deldi tankah. It the tankah through¬ 

out the empire had comprised 50 jitals, it is difficult to see why it 

should have been thought necessary to specify tins value on the coins 

of Daulatabad and Dhar and not on others of the same type in Dehli 

and elsewhere. The panjdhgdai piece would seem to mark a special as 

opposed to a general method of subdivision. It is to be noted too that 

the Daulatabad and Dhar tankahs of a.h. 730 were of the Dehli type 

and it may conceivably have been in order to avoid any confusion that 

might result that the distinctive type of a.h. 731 and 732 was issued. 

There is, however, a passage in the Tankh-i-Firuz Sjjdlii (E.D., iii, p. 366), 

to which Professor Hodivala has called attention, whicli indicates that 

a t)0~jltal tankah was also current in Dehli. But the passage refers to 

the subseciuent reign of Firuz Shah and we may leave its consideration 

till the coinage of Firuz comes under review. 

No. 599 is, as stated on the coin, a half piece of the Daulatabad mint 

and must therefore be taken as representing 25 jUals, We may suspect 

that Nos. 594 and 597, of much the same weight, were the Dehli nisfl 

(half pieces) of 24 jUak. No. 594, it will be seen, repeats the obverse 

legend of the token tankah^ No. 574. Pieces of ^^jUais are mentioned 

by Shams-i-Siraj Afif as current in the reign of Firuz Tughluq. 

Next in order comes the so-styled dirham (No. 600). Apparently 

all the fractions of the tankah down to the dugdnl were known as 

dirhayns (Sheikh Mubarak). But the addition of No. 

600 indicates that this coin represented the legal dirham^ which must 

have been in constant use in connexion with dower, and which we find 

in Mughal times as a silver piece weigliing 44-5 grains. Its resemblance 

in legend to No. 521 a has already been noted. 

In No. 609 we get the Dehli quarter-^a'/i^a/o Sheikli Mubarak’s 

dirham duazdehgdm or piece and in No. 611A the quarter piece 

of Daulatabad. Nos. 612 and 616, the hashtgdni and dugdm, are plain 

sailing, but there is no token which is called or can be identified with a 

shashgdni or 6-jUal piece; an indication that, although this coin finds 

a place in ^eikh Mubarak’s list, no coin of that denomination was 

current in a.h. 730. Nor is there any om-jUal token, if the coin listed 

by Thomas as No. 207 (No. 647 a) is to be excluded, as suggested 

p. 170. 
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Class D 

In A.H. 741 Muhammad ‘ was tormented by doubts regarding the 

legality of his sovereignty, which had never been recognized by a Caliph 

or sovereign pontiff of Islam, but the difficulty was to find the Caliph .... 

The 'Abbasid Caliphs of Baghdad .. . had been finally extinguished by 

the Mughals in a.d. 1258. After diligent inquiries from travellers and 

foreigners Muhammad learnt of the existence in Egypt of a phantom, 

who styled himself Al-Mustakfi bi’llah and was descended from the 

brother of the last 'Abbasid Caliph in Baghdad. He sent him a humble 

petition, seeking his recognition, and at once substituted his name for 

his own on the coins of the empire So writes Sir W. Haig in J R,A,S.^ 

July 1922, p. 351, and coin No. 491 a is confirmatory evidence. Coins of 

this type must have been struck in large numbers, for they are—if we 

except the very rare examples of the Daulatabad mint—among the best 

known of Muhammad’s gold issues. As it happened, however, AI- 

Mustakfi had died in A.H. 740. None the less coins in his name were 

struck up to A.H. 744 in Dehli and for a year longer in Daulatabad. In 

A.H. 744 an envoy from the reigning Khalifa Al-Hiikim II arrived in 

Dehli, with a patent conferring on Muhammad the title of Nasir Amir 

al-Muminin. 

From this time the name of Al-Hakim is substituted on the coins, of 

which there are two main types (Nos. 492 and 492 a-e). The latter of 

these comprises five varieties, all with the same legend, and differing only 

in ornamentation or arrangement. On some the inscriptions are enclosed 

in a six-foil, some in a cinquefoil or quatrefoil, while others have plain 

areas. The other type is uniform in giving simply the name of the 

Khalifa enclosed in quatrefoils. 

These coins in the name of Al-Hakim present certain problems. They 

are apparently undated and we have to rely on other means of ascer¬ 

taining their date of issue. Coins of type Wh. XXXI (No. 492)—a type 

which is also known in billon (Nos. 629 and 637)—have been observed 

with the numerals o, i, v, and a on the reverse. It can hardly be 

that these are mere rnintmarks, and it may be reasonably conjectured 

that they signify dates. But the question is what dates ? In 1924 

Mr. H. R. Nevill, IC.S, suggested^ that coins of type XXXI (No. 492) 

were issues of Firuz Tughluq, and that the numerals represented the 

unit figures of the commencing years of that Sultan’s reign, thus filling 

up the gap before a.h. 759, which is the earliest date observed on any of 

Firuz’s coins that bear his name. This, however, postulates the existence 

of coins of type XXXI bearing the numerals r and r, none of which 

have yet been found. 

^ In a private letter to the author. 
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An alternative view suggests itself that type XXXI was Muhaminad’s AM- 
first issue when he heard in a.h. 744 that Al-Hakim and not Al-Mustakfi MAB III 
was the reigning Khalifa, and that the numerals represent the units of 

the years A.H. 744 to 748. This contention is strongly supported by the 

fact that the coins are identical in form, with one slight difference in 

the reverse arrangement, with those billon and copper issues, which we 

know from dated specimens were actually issued by Muhammad (No. 

624). In this way the mysterious gap between A.ii. 744 (Dehll) and 748 

can be satisfactorily explained both in gold and billon. In billon the 

dated coins of this type carry us on from a.h. 748 to 752, the last year 

of Muhammad, but in gold there is no coin that can be assigned to a date 

later than A.H. 748, and we are left without any dated gold till a.h. 759, 

the seventh year of Firuz Tu^luq. It is suggested that coins Nos. 

492 A-E and Firuz’s first undated issue (No 649) till this interval. It is 

conceivable that Muhammad, who was hard pressed in Western India, 

issued no gold during the last three years and one month of his reign 

(he died in Muharram a.h. 752) but it is difficult to believe that the 

coins of the early years of Firuz, whose later gold issues were unstinted, 

were confined to the single rare type of No. 649. The type therefore 

represented by coins Nos. 492 a-e, which has hitherto been attributed to 

Muhammad, may well have been an issue of his successor Firuz. The 

expression j used on those coins is found on the latter king’s 

first issue in his own name (No, 649) in conjunction too with the Khalifa 

Al-Hakim and on his second, third, and fourth issues also, but with the 

modification of ^J*j for . The script, moreover, appears to have a 

closer resemblance to that on Firuz s coins than to the distinctive script 

on No. 492. The fact that the coins do not bear the name of the Sultan 

presents no difficulty. Firuz would merely be carrying on Muhammad's 

subordination of his own individuality to the Khalifa, a prudent course 

in view of his own somewhat doubtful right to the throne. 

There was no issue of silver, the only silver piece known (No. 505 a) 

having clearly been struck from the gold die. 

The Al-Mustakfi billons have been found of three weights—80 rails, 

presumably tankahs in direct succession to the a.h. 727 series (Wh. VI)— 

40 rails (Nos. 621-2) and 32 rails (No. 622 a). These await assay. 

No. 620 a of the Daulatabad mint is a baffling coin if the marginal 

reading of is correct, which is not free from doubt. It is against 

the evidence of Muhammad’s earlier issues and the later tankah of the 

Lodis that a piece of this weight should represent a half tankah. No 

otlier specimen with a legible margin is, unfortunately, available. 

In copper the 32-ratl fals (No. 623) is maintained with a jingling 

inscription characteristic of the time. 

In the Al-Hakim billon series there is again the tankah of 80 ratls. 



170 TUGHLUQS--A 

but assay (App. B) shows that Mu^^]mad had not been able to resist 

y III the temptation to debase further an easily debasable coin. The only 

other denomination is a S2-rati piece, also much alloyed. The rare 

tankah (No. 636 b), with its phrases j^\ and 

reminiscent of the inscriptions on the coins of Firuz Tughluq, should 

probably, like the gold pieces Nos. 492 a-e referred to above, be 

assigned to that Sultan, whose earliest billon in his own name is dated 

A.ll. 759. 

The copper issues are confined to ^2-rati fulus. They are dated and 

continued to be struck annually till the end of the reign. Specimens are 

' also known of a.h. 757 and 759. These must have been struck by Firuz 

Tughluq and go to support the view urged above that the latter carried 

on Muhammad’s Khalifa coinage up to a.h. 759 when his own name first 

appears on the coins. 

Two coins (Nos. 647 and 647 a) of unusual interest have been 

assigned to this reign though not bearing Muhammad’s name and not 

dated. Both are denominatedOne (No. 647 a)—which was in¬ 

cluded by Thomas in his list of forced tokens (Clvron., p. 252, No. 207)— 

calls itself ajital yagdm and on the reverse in conjunction with yagdnl 

is a word which Thomas read as and translated as ‘ the equivalent 

of’. This coin wliich is of copper and weighs 74 grains is now in the 

Kaiser Friedrich Museum in Berlin. The other coin (No. 647) weighs 

50 grains and is entitled tijUal dugdai. The duganl here too is associated 

with another word similar to that on No. 647 a. But it is clear that the 

word is not but . This afibrds a clue to its approximate date, 

and the result is confirmed by the lettering which bears a striking 

resemblance to that of the Khalifa Al-Mustakfi issues Nos. 621 and 623. 

The open if in particular is quite distinctive of this period, and the 

use of the word is appropriate enough on a Khalifa coin. We 

may therefore with some confidence assign No. 647 to Muhammad’s hnst 

Khalifa period, a.h. 741 to 744. Moreover an examination of 647 A 

leads to the conclusion that the correct reading of the reverse is yagdnl 

imdm/l—not amdni, for which, incidentally, the translation of ‘ equiva¬ 

lent of ’ is somewhat strained. It is therefore tempting to place the coin 

in the same category as No. 647. It cannot have been a forced token 

as it is three times as heavy as the token dugdnl. Its weight would 

indeed allow of its inclusion in Muhammad’s A.H. 727 series after the 

introduction of the billon tankah when the value of the jUal must have 

approached that of the earlier copper fals of 40 raUs {72 grains). But 

it would be unsafe, notwithstanding, in our opinion, to assign this 

coin either to the Al-Mustakfi period or indeed to the reign of Muham¬ 

mad Tughluq at all, for in style and appearance it belongs to an earlier 

period. A reference to the coin of Muhammad Hasan Qarlagh (figured 
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in LM.C,y ii, PI. VIL 30), which it resembles closely, gives an indication 

of its date and perhaps local origin. MAD Ill 
Firuz Tughluq was leading an expedition in Sind when Muhammad, 

his cousin, died without any obvious heir. He was accepted at once by 

the army as the rightful successor to the Delili throne. But in the 

meanwhile, and apparently in ignorance of the proceedings in Sind, 

Khwaja-i-Jahan, who was in charge of Delili, set up Mahmud, a sup¬ 

positious son of Muhammad. As soon as Firuz returned, Khwaja-i-Jahan 

withdrew his opposition and the young pretender was set aside. In the 

interval quite a number of gold tankahs must have been struck in his 

name, for they are not as uncommon as one would expect. A single 

silver tanJcah of the non-debased standard and a single '62-ratl billon are 

also known of this prince. The latter follows the type associated with 

Balban and Muhammad Khalji but with an Arabic marginal legend as 

introduced by Khiisrii. No 426. Tliis reversion to the old currency 

system, however, was destined to be as shortlived as the Sultan himself. 
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No. 
Mint 
Date 

1 Obverse 
! 

Reverse 

fXbCzizi 

1 
i 
1 

' 

FIRCZ shah III TUGHLUQ 

I I A.H. 752-790. A.D. 1351-1388. 

N I GOLD 

649* : 

j 

I 

A. With the name of the Khalifa Abu-l-‘Abbas 

Ahmad Al-Hakim II. 

Wt. 169*2. 

S. -8. 

The tail of the ‘ye’ cuts 
through the tops of the two 
1 s and ]o 

PI. VIII. 

B. With the name of the Khalifa Abu-1-Fath 

Al-Mu*ta8id. 

650 Dehli 
765 

In circle 

r^*^’ 06 j 

Margin 

hUju.- y J lU- I 

Wt. 168*7. 

8. -9. 

Dates recorded: 

? 757 (Th.) 766. 

^lUJl 

sli# 

* Note to U9. B.M. has a fine specimen of this coin with the legends enclosed in an 
eight-foil. 
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No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse 
i 1 

Reverse 

N 
650 a* Dehli 

761 

As on 650, but arranged As on 650, 

1 

y.' O-J c! 

i 
1 

FiBtrzm 

and in margin 

Wt. 166. 

8. 1. 

Ref, B. M. 346. 

Dates observed : 

759 (/.M.a.), 761 (B.M.). I 

650 b j jJ> As on 650, but viyjJLa. and 

change places. 

I Wt. 169. 

I 8. -85. 

Ref. IJ1.C\ 410. 

* Note to 650 a, L.M.C. gives a coin of 764 but this is possibly a misreading of 

for This type was probably prior in issue to No. 660, It is difficult to accept the 

date 767 for the latter. 
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No. 

fIbUzziz 

N 
651* 

C52 

/R 
652 a* 

Mint 
Date 

Dehli 

? 

78G 

DehlJ 

773 

Obverse Reverse 

C. With the name of the Khalifa Abu ‘Abdullah 
Al-Mutawakkil I. 

In circle 

J 

4)1 

As on 650, but 

I 

j 

Margin 

si-Ji 5 ju» CaJ! 

Wt. 170-4. 
S. -9. ! PI. VIII. 

Dates observed: 
766 (/.M.C.), 773 (IT. R. N.), 785 (B.M.). 

D. Without the name of a Khalifa. 

i 

The tail of the ‘ye’ cuts ' 
through the tops of the Is 
and ]p 

Wt. 167-8. 
S. -9. PI. VIII. 

Dates observed: 
7S5 (IM.a, 173 grs.), 786, 787 (B.M.), 788 (BJI.C,), 

789 (/JJ.a). 

SILVER 

As on 651, hut area ar- | As on 651. 
ranged as on the coin of i 
773 A.H. (See note to 651). \ 

Wt. 170. 
S. 1. 

Be/. H. R. N. PI. XXIV. 

♦ Note to 651. In the coin of 778 is in the second line of the obverse and cyjli. in 

the third line. On the reverse ^UaL.11. 

*Nofe to 652 X. Two similar tankahs, but with incomplete dates, were obtained by 
Mr. R. B. Whitehead in 1916 but were unfortunately lost in the post. 
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652 B 787 In circle as on 652. 

Wt. 163. 

S. -9. 

Ref, A. N. S. 

In double circle as on G52, FlBtJzni 
but VAV 

653 Debll 

759 

BILLON 

The cy of cuts the J 

Wt. 133. 

S. 75. 

..oab^- 

PI. VIII. 

654 

but soS to left of but without date. 

Wt. 139.5. 

S. 7. 

Wt. 137.5. 

S. -75. 

Wt. 137-5. 

8. -75. 

but ^IkL—the 'i cutting 

and the o of c^jJLi. is over across the 1 
the 

Wt. 137; 134-5. 

8. -75. PI. VIII. 
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No. Mint 
Date 

' Obverse Reverse 

B 
Fl&Czm 659 Dehll 

766 
As on 657, but 

1 vn 
! 

As on 657. 

' Wt. 137; 134-5. 
S. -75. 

660* 
767 but V1V 

* 

S. -7. 

661* 
768 but v'A 

)) 

G62 
769 

)) 

but VI ^ but nil 

Wt. 137-6. 
S. -75. ! 

J- 

663 >> 
771 but vv| 

1 

1 

i 
1 
j 

Wt. 137-6. 
S. -75. 

664 

j 

1 

772 but wr i 

Wt. 137-6. 
S. -75. 

665 
773 

>) 

but vvr 

)» 

Wt. 137-6, 
8. -75. 1 

Note to 6'6'0. H. R. N. bad a coin of tliis year with a reverse like 664. 
Note to 6‘62. H. R. N. had a specimen with a reverse like 662. 
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No. 
Mint 
Bate 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
666 Dehll As on 657, but As on 662. 

667 

774 

>» 

wi® 

Wt. 137*6, 
S. *75. 

>> 

668 

775 

>> 

but wo 

Wt. 137*6. 
S. *75. 

»> »» 

669* 

776 

>» 

but wi 

Wt. 137*6. 
S. *75. 

670- 

777 

i 
1 
! 

but vw j 
i 

Wt. 136-7. ’ 
S. *75. 

1 
1 

671 778 but WA 

672- 

Wt. 136.7. 
8. *75. 

1 

i 

673 779 but V V1 

674- f) 

Wt. 136*7. 
8. *75. 

675 780 but VA. 

Wt. 137*1. 
8. *75. 

* Note to 669. H. R. N. has a coin of this date with a reverse like No. 654. 

N 

rlBCzxxx 
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No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Ke verse 

B 
riBOZIZI 676 Dehll 

781 

As on 657, but 

VA 1 
As on 662. 

i 
1 

Wt. 1371. 

S. -75. 
j 

677- 

678 i 782 

1 
but vaT 

1 

i 

j 

wt. 141. 

I S. -75. 
i 

679 

783 
but vap 

' >5 

1 
j 

wt. 141. 
1 8. -75. 

680* 
1 ‘ 784 1 

1 4}i 

; 

i 
' VAp 

1 
j 

1 
Wt. 141. 
S. ‘75. 

! 

681 

i 

785 
I 

but VAO ! 

1 

>1 

j 
wt. 140. 

S. -75. i PI. VIII. 

i 
682 

786 
>7 

but VA1 
- 

! 

j 
i 

wt. 140. 

8. -75. 1 

683 1 

i ih >> j 
but VAV 

it 

I wt. 140. ! 

8. -75. j 

* A'ote to 680. W. E. M. C. had this with a reverse like No. 664. 
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No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

B 
684 Dehll 

788 
As on 680, but 

V AA 

As on 662. 
i 

! Wt. 140. 
S. -75. 

i 

685 )) 
789 

i 

i 
but vaI 

i wt. 140. 
8. -75. 

686* 
815 

As on 654, but 
1 

-- 

j 
wt. 142’5. 

i 8. -7. 

687*- 
688 816 but AM 

)) 

wt. 145-3; 143. 
S. ‘7. i 

1 
1 

PI. VIII. 

689* 
j 

867 ! 
1 

i 

As on 657, but 
Al V 

As on 657. 

! 
Wt. 140-5. 
8. -7. 

fZbOsxxx 

Every year from a.h. 759 to 790 is known. Dates not 
recorded above are 760 (B.M.), 761 [LM,C,), 763 (B.M.), 
770 (B.M.), 790 (Th.). In addition posthumous coins of 
similar type and legends are known of the following years: 

791 
799 
801 
804 

814 H.R.N. 820 *8281 

Th. 
816 

824 • Th. *830) 
825 807 

817 Th. *827 H.R.N. t868 

Th. 

* With reverses like No. 654. 
t With reverse like No. 657. 

* Note to 686, 687, Struck by Dnulat IHi&n Lodi. 

* Note to 689. Possibly a die-sinker’s error for v i v. The coin bears a marked 
similanty to No. 660. 
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Not* to 694. B. M. has a specimen with the obverse in a double circle. 
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• mt to 706. A variant has a m.m. 14 above 

FlBOSXn 
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No. Hint 
Bate Obverse 

rlBOZIII 709- 
711 

712 

Dehlr uJi' 

713* Dell It 

4Ui y-' 
j Cyjii. 

I The cj of cy,vli>. cuts the 
I top of the J 

I Wt. 55-5; 50*8. 
S. *6; *55. 

In six-foil 

saJL^ 

X above liAi. 

Wt. 42. 
S. *65. 

In circle 

Pierced in centre and worn. 

S. *4. 

Reverse 

OJ ^UaJL 

PL VIII. 

In six-foil 

^ilkL 

PI. VIII. 

In circle 

PI. XXIII. 

COPFEK 

713 a I Dehli 
Ddru4’ 

mulk 

J) 

ojllsIlMl 

The cuts across the tops j 
of the LkJ I 

i Wt. 140.5. 
! S. *6. 

Pef, B.M. and R. (Lfthor, i 
p. 98. 6). 

aUJl y.5 

PI. XXI. 

A*N"t'wfl6W “ «"• 'f*'® b®long» to «*. 
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No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/E 
714 DehlT In circle In circle 

Daru-l- ill cslUl 
mulk 

715- 

i ^lloL 

The ^ cuts across the tops 

of the UaJ 

Wt. 68*6. 
S. -6. 

716 but letters more angular. 

717*- 

Wt. 68-7. 
S. *6. 

719 but ill 

InD
 

o
 

i 

1 

” ! 

j- 

Wt. 65-2. 
S. -6. 

! 

721 1 
Wt. 66-3. 

1 (Malwa type) 

1 PI. VIII. 
i 

>> 722- 

1 
1 

i 
1 

n 

8. -6. 

)) 
723 but in double circle. but in double circle. 

723 a )) 

Wt. 62-5; 63. i 
S. -6. 

i 

As on 722, but i^l for ill As on 722. 

Wt. 62. 
8. *55. 

Ref, LM.C., 455. 

rlBtrzxxx 

* Note to 717. H. R.N. records a square coin of this type, R. B. has another. 



184 TUGHLUQS 

No. 

/E 

Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

Fl&OZIIX 724- 

727 

Dehli In circle In circle 

The ^ cuts across the tops 

of IkJ 

Wt. 56-2; 56-7. 

8. ‘55. PI. IX. 

728*- 

733 

734 

735 

735 a 

In circle 

gjlkL 

The ^ cuts across the tops 

of the IkJ 

Wt. 34-6; 34*5; 31*5; 

3M, 

8. ‘5. 

but 

Wt. 34. 

8. -4. 

In circle 

PI. IX. 

PI. IX. 

I but j3 

Wt. 34. 

8. -4. 

As on 736. 

PI. IX. 

1 Wt. 16. 
8. *35. 

Re/. W. E. M. C. 

*Noie to 728. These are shown as billon in N. S., xxxv, p. 166, but an assay of three 
specimens in the British Museum laboratory pronounces them pure copper. As such they 
fit in as halves of No. 7U—see p. 221. For similar weight in copper see No. 770 b. 
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No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
735 b Dehll 

\ 

Wt. 16-8. 
S. -35. 

1 
1 
1 

Ref. H. R. N.—assigDed to FirQz Shah from the style of 
the script. 

POSTHUMOUS COINS 

(a) Struck by Khizr Khan. 

736 Dehli 
Ddru-l- 
mulk 
817 

As on 717. 

wt. 67-9. 
8. -6. 

As on 714, but below 
A 1 V 

737 
823 

” 

Wt. 67.6. 
1 S. -6. 

but Arr 

(6) Struck by Mubarak IL 

738 

i 
1 

824 
Wt. 70-7. 
8. -6. 

)» 
but Ari* 

739 
825 

ft 

Wt. 66-2. 
8. *6. 

>> 
I but Arc 

PI. IX. 

740 jj 
827 

ft 

Wt. 70-2. 
8. *6. 

but aTv 

741 
828 

ft 

Wt. 70. 
8. ‘6. 

but ata 

Fl&OZZXX 
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No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

PL 
FlBtlrZXZZ 742 Dehli As on 717. As on 714, but 

743 

iJdru-l- 
mulk 
832 

j 

Wt. 66‘9. 

S. -6. 

^rr 

1 ^ 

835 
Wt. 66. but Arc 

744*. 

S. -6. 

? 1 
1 Wt. 65-8. 1 but vr 

i t S. -6. 

The following other posthumous dates have been observed 
in this type and weight: 

799, 800 (Th.), 810 (li.M.)—struck by Mahmud Shah IL 

818, 820, 821, 822 (N.S. 35)—struck by Khizr l^Un. 

826, 829, 830 (N.S. 35)—struck by Mubarak 11. 

Mr. R. B. Whitehead owned a curious hybrid copper coin. 
It had the obverse legend of No. 706, but on the reverse was 
the Kangra horseman ligured in l.M vol. i, PI. XXVII. 22. 
The weights of the Kangra and Dehli coins of this denomi¬ 
nation are very similar. FirUz successfully invaded Kangra 
—see C.H.L, vol. iii, pp. 179-180. 

* Note to 744, Possibly of 837 (reversed). 
♦ Note to 745. See N. S., xxxv, p. 168, where the provincialism of Path mjftn’s coins 

is emphasized. 
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No. 

N 
745a* 

Mint 
Date 

Sbabr-i- 
Patna 

761 

745 B 

746- 
749 

7-- 

750 

Obverse 

As on 745, but in margin 

to*-.*.) 

Wt. 169-2. 
S. -8. 

Ref, l.M.C,, 462. 

In circle 

cJ'j c? 

4)11 ^yl 

Margin 

uUau-y .... jX—H 

Wt. 170. 

S. -8. 

Reverse 

As on 745. FAT9 

Ref, n.M. 

4jb 

Wt. 136-3; 139*8. 
S. -75. 

but last two lines read 

Ojia. 41)1 

Wt. 136. 
8. -7. 

»lj;» (i*) 

4)1 ^ 

PI. XXI. 

BILLON 

til 

Jilfe 41)1 ^ 

PL IX. 

*Nofe to 745 a. This reading is confirmed by a coin in the cabinet of Mr. Longworth 
Dames, now in the Lucknow Museum. 
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TAT? 
khJjt 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

6 
751- — As on 750, xUi 
754 

Wt. 130-2; 133-7; 138-4. 
S. -75-7. J5L. jyu > 

IJlA O)^ 

.51)1 

755- )9 

756 
Wt. 139; 140-2. 
S. *7; -65. 

but star over ^ of 

757 ” As on 746. 

! 
I 

Wt. 54-7. 
8. -6. 

j 

■ PI. IX. 

768- ,, 

760 

! 
1 

1 

Wt. 52-3; 56-2. 
8. -6. PL IX. 

760 lU 
(bu) 4Jji 1)1 ^1 

\ 

Wt. 55-5. 
8. *6. 

Dehli—acquired in 1928. PL XXIII. 



TUGHLUQS 189 

No. 

N 

761* 

Mint 
Date 

[Dehli] 
? 

B 

761a 
790 

762- 
765 

766 

DehU 
790 

791 

Obverse Beverse 

TUGHLUQ ^AH II 

A.H. 790-791. A.D. 1388-1389. 

GOLD 

In circle, as on 651. 

Margin (read from outside) ' 

IX 

^UJ\ 

^ UjJl 

ill jJLxi 

Wt. 170. 
8. -9. 

Date observed: 
791 (Berlin). 

BILLON 

C- i 

iU i 

wt. 164. 
8. -8. 

/?«/. Thomas, 251. : 

Dates observed: 
790 (Th.), 791 {l.M.C,). 

I 

4)1 Ju^ 

v1. 

wt. 140-7; 140-6; 139-6; 
139. 

8. -7. 

but v1l 

Wt. 141. ! 
8. *7. j 

Dates observed: 790, 791. | 

jlUJl 

PL IX. 

^1 

v1. 

ill 

^ iLkL 
> ^- 

cy^Aasr^ 

PI. IX. 

♦Note to 702. Cf. R. V. 18. Berlin has a specimen with 1 in the margin. 
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rumLvq 
zx 

No. 

B 
767 

768 

Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

___ In circle In circle 

4)1 

i cyjl.^ ^.jl lal 1* 

i 

1 
wt. 83-8. 

8. -65. PI. IX. 

i 

! Dehll In circle ^LkJL, 

* 790? ; 4)1 
i 

Margin 

cy^-o-s^. 

yjl. 

Wt. 72 (worn). i 

1 sU. 1 u 

1 8. -7. PI. IX. 

769 

1 

769 a j Dehli 

I 

4iJi y\ 

Wt, 53-1. 
S. *55. 

wt. 55. 
8. *5. 

769 b 

790 

Ref. B.M. 

I 
I 4)1 

I v^. 

I Wt. 50. 
I 8. ? 

I Ref Thomas, 253. 

i\L jjLij’ 

JlkL 

iJCl* jJL^ 

PI. IX. 

^UaL* 



TUOHLUQS 191 

No. 
Mint 
Bate 

Obverse Reverse 

/E COPPEB 

770 Dehli 
Ddru-U 
mulk 

^lkL> 

The ^ cuts across the tops 

of IkJ 

dUUl 

Jj.:, 

Wt. G5-8. 
8. -55. 

770a >» As on 770. 

1 
j 

Wt. 66. 
8. -5. 

1 
Ref. LM.C. 

770b 

1 

Dehli 

I 
jiiJ 

Wt. 35. 
8. .4. 

Ref. R. (Labor, p. 103. C). 

TuonirQ 
XI 

N j 

771 Dehli 
? 

i 

FiRUZ SHAH ZAFAR 

A.H. 791. A.D. 1389. 

GOLD 

In circle, as on 651. 

Margin 

.... . . . 

Wt. 168-9. 

8. -9. 

l>ate observed: 791 (B.M.). 

cF.' 

^IkUl 

ZAFAB 

PI. IX. 
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%AFAn 

No. 
Mint 
Bate 

Obverse Reverse 

B BILLON 

772* 

[791] 
.U. J, 

^^ li 

Ml] 

Wt. 165-6. 
S. -8. PI. IX. 

773- 
775 

i 

Dehli 
791 

c:jjJLa» alii 

V11 

Wt. 138-3; 140; 136. 
S. -65. 

.b jj 

J- 

Jiki 

PI. IX. 

1 

775* 
(bis) 

Dehli 

i 

As on 773. 

i 

J- 

i 
1 

Wt. 140. 
S. -7. 

775a* 
791 

1 

j-1 

wt. 130. 
S. -65. i 

1 

1 
) Ref. A. N. S. i PI. XXIII. 

* Note to 772, For dated coin see R. vi. 22. 
* Note to 775(bi»). Acquired for Dohli in 1928—W. Th. 246. 
* Note to 776 A. Cf. N. S., xxxv, p. 176.10, and R. vi. 23, where the coin is described as 

copper. But the type and weight show it to be billon. 
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No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
776 B* — In square 

791 sU 

vHl 

Margin 

xLi* 1 

wt. no. 
8. -65. 

Pi,ef. R. 1. 17. 18 (a variant with margin differently 
arranged). 

776 — 411 

Xa.c y\ 

wt. 80-7. 
8. -65. PI. IX. 

776 A ? DehlT 
1 

In circle As on 776, but 
— 4Ul »U 

J- 

Margin 

• . . . Ca)j-i 

wt. 75-5. 
8. -65. 

Ref. B.M. PI. XXI. 

777- — 

778 
4)1 yik ,4b 

JlUL 

wt. 52-8; 49. 
8. -55-5. PL IX. 

* Note to 775b. R. (L&hor, p. 100. 6) gives a coin of this type without date weighing 
81 grs., but from the oast supplied it would appear that this weight is due to clipping and 
wear. 

0 
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No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

B 
ZAFAB 778 

790? 
sli j, 

J^ 

j}r^ 

Vi.? 

Wt. 5r). 
S. -55. 

Ref. R. IV^ 25 (Labor). 

/E COPPBB 

779* — As on 777. In circle 

(cut) 

Wt. lOG. 
8. -6. Margin 

JlWL »lw 

779 a I ! Debli lU. 
i 

i 
Daru-U 
mulk J 

\ 
! Wt. 67. 

8. -55. 

i 

Ref. N.S. XXXV, p. 175, 
No. 12, now in B.M, PI. XXI. 

ABO 1 ABU BAKR SHAH 
BAZJt 

A.H. 791-793. A.D. 1389-1390. 
N GOLD 

780 ?DehlI 
7911 

In circle as on 651. ^lUJI 

Maryin (read from outside) 

.1 ? 

i 

wt. 169-2. 
8. -85 X-9. 

jlUJl 

(traces of circle outside) 
Dates observed: 

791, 792 {H.R.N.). PL IX. 

*Note to 778 a. A cast of this coin received from the Panjab Museum shows that the 
suggested date is speculative. 

♦ Note to 779. Rodgers has figured three coins of this type in R. IV. 20, 21, 22. On p. 190 
of the same paper he says he has five coins of the type, all of brass, with an average weight 
of 104 grs. (not 84grs. as stated in R. L&hor, p. 100. 6, and N. S. xxzv, p. 175.11). 
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No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Beverse 

B BILLON 

781* 
792 

In foliated border 

lU. ji) yi\ 

The ^ cuts across the tops 

of UaJ 

In foliated border 

^ 

vU 

Wt. 163. 
8. -8. PI. IX. 

782 

i 

tt 

but the letters are bolder and 
there is no after ja]» 

Wt. 159. 
8. -8. 

)t 

783 
792 j 

i 

In circle as on 781. 

Wt. 149. 
8. •8x-9. 

In circle as on 781, but 
the date is to the left under 
t.ii 

PI. IX. 

784 

i 

In circle 
ill y5o 

1 y^r 

1 
i [ 

Margin (beginning at top) 

Wt. 166. 
8. -8. 

i 
1 

PI. IX. 

786 It 

j}J^ 

j 

vU 

Wt. 162-5. 
8. *85. 

*Note to 781. This coin is similar in type and weight to the one listed as copper in N.S. 
XXXV, p. 178, No. 11. But there is no doubt that Nos. 781 and 782 are billon (much 
debased). So is B.M,C. 405, a similar piece. 

BAXB 
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ABtlr 

BAKU 

No. Mint 
Date 

B 
786 

Obverse 

As on 785. 

Wt. 152-5. 
S. -75. 

Eeverse 

vU 

787 
791 

CjjJLi- 4i)* Ju^ 

(mucli cut) 

Wt. 115-3. 
S. -7. 

ill ^ yj 

O-'- 

JIU- 

788*- 
791 792 but vlr 

Wt. 137-2; 135-2; 130-5; 
129-6. 

S. -7, 

Dates observed: 791, 792, 
793 (Th.). 

»} 

791a Dehli 
791 

As on 787. 

Wt. 136. 
S. -7. 

Ref, I.M.a 

791 B 

791 
»U j, 

^llaL» 

v1| 

wt. 128. 
8. -7. 

Ref. R. VI. 15. 

As on 787, but 
to left of ^iDaL 

(Lrij 

hr:' 

jlkU 

*Note to 788. In one coin the second on the reverse is above ^ on the others 

below R. (L&hor, p. 102. 6) gives a coin of this type on which both ^^>'s on the 

reverse are omitted; date 791, wt. 120 grs. 
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No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

B 
792 

791 
In square 

Mar(jin 

The only word legible is 
sUi in bottom right corner. 

vSl 

Wt. 97 (chipped). 
S. -7. 

793 
792 Margin (beginning at right 

centre) 

^_jjUaU 

but 

>> 

vU 

wt. 106*9. 
S. -65. PI. IX. 

794 )> 

but marginal legend begins 
at left centre. 

)> 

Wt. 107. 
S. *7. 

795* 
793 but marginal legend begins 

at left bottom corner. 
but v^r 

Wt. 93. 
8. -7. 

Dates observed : 791, 792, 
793. PI. IX. 

*Note to 796, The B.M. has a similar coin dated 792 and weighing 112-6 grains. B.M.C. 
402 is another variant with the marginal legend beginning in the top segment. 

ABC 
BASS 
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ABO 
BAB3t 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

B 
795 a* 

791 
In quatrefoil lozenge 

lb 

> 

As on 792. 

i 
Margin (beginning at 9 ; 

o’clock) 

jU. .b ^ ^ (^) 

i 
1 Wt. 110. 

B. -75. 

! 1 
! 
! 

Ref R. VI. 7. 

795 b 
1 

792 I 1 

In quatrefoil ' 

lb but V\r 

.b 

Margin 

^Ualw • . . ? 

Wt. 104-3. 

Ref. N.S. XXXV, p. 177. 7 1 
(H. R. N.). ' 

i 
! 

795 c In circle 

4)1 

Wt. 77. 
8. <6. 

yiJi %\l 

The ^ cuts the LkJ 

Eef. B.M.C:. 

*No^ to 796 k. Though Rodgers marks it as copper it seems more probable from its 
type that it is bilion. 
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No. 
Mint 1 
Date Obverse Reverse 

B 
796 — : As on 787. AB® 

BAKU 

J- 

Wt. 53-3. 
S. -55. PI. IX. 

797- ! 
800 ; 

— >, J!' 

ji]h »b. 

wt. 54-5; 53-5: .53; i7-i. 
S. -5.5. 

801 

Wt. 53-3. 

8. -5. 

but 4^ 

801 A 

Wt. 53. 
S. -5. 

hef. R. (Labor, p. 103. 8). 

In circle 

> 
Margin 

Jv^ o-f 

801b 
791 ? 

i 

As on 787, but ?date. 

Wt. 47. 

Hef. Thomas, 256. 

i 
As on 787. 

/E COPPEB 

802* Dehli 
Daru-l- 

mulk 
?792 

In rayed circle 

{sic) .5 y>\ 

jeUJ'l 

(? inverted) v^r 

Wt. 75-3. 
S. -55. 

*Note to 802, Neither the reading nor the attribution of this coin is completely satis¬ 
factory. 
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ABO 
BAZB 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/E 

802 a* Behli 
I)dru-l- 
mnlk 

In square 

/> 

Margin ? 

eUJI 

Wt. 48 (cut). 

S. *45. 

Ref, A. N. S. 

i 

PI. XXIII. 

?Abu Bakr Shah 

B? BILLON ? 

803* 
792 

In six-foil lozenge j y\ 

OjJlik. 4}l 

.Li 

r 

i 

Traces of marginal legend. 
1 

Wt. 168*5. 

S. *85. PL IX. 

803 a* 

792 
j- 

1 

vU 

1 
i 

Wt. 167. 

S. *75. 

Ref. li. VI. 11. 

803 b As on 803. 

Wt. 172*5. 

8. *75. 

Ref. W. E. M. C. 

J 

KJLi^L» 

to 802 A. H.R.N. records a lead coin with y\ ? on the obverse and a reverse 

similar to 802 a, 
*Noie to 808, A.N.S. has another specimen. 
*Note to 808 A. This is probably L.W.K. 8236. 
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No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

MUIIAMMAD IV BIN FIRCZ 

A.H. 792-795. A.D. 1390-1392/3. 

A/ GOLD 

803 c 
793 

O*) J 

jjicil! ^lUJl 

-US* 

v^r ‘ 
1 

Wt. 170. 
S. *85. 

Ref. B.M. 
I 

1 

Daten obwrved: 7 9 3 (B. M.), 
794 (N.S. 35). PI. XXI. 

804* 
825 

As on 803 c, but 

Arc 

^IkUl 

xLw y\ 

Wt. 173-9. 
S. -75. : 

1 
1 PI. X. 

/R SILVEB 

805* 
818 

As on 803 c, but 

A i A 

As on 804. 

Wt. 172. 
S. -9, PI. XXL 

Posthumous dates observed: 817 (Th.), 818, 820 (H. R. N.), 
823—issues of Khizr Khan, 834—issue of Mubarak 11 (fig.). 

UUHAU. 

KABIV 

^Note to 804. Posthumous issued by Mub&rak II. 
*Note to 805. Coins of 798, 794 are recorded with similar inscriptions (cf. Th. p. 808 and 

N.S. XXXV, p. 180), but they cannot be traced. Prima facie coins of 798, 794 should have 
inscriptions similar to 808 c. 
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No. 

"I- 
Mint 
Date j Obverse 

i _ . _ 
Reverse 

KtTHAM. 

MAD IV 
B 

! 

A. Associated with Firuz Shah. 

BILLON 

A.H. 789-790. 

805 a Dehli 
790 

Obv. in circle 

411 

X,c 

. 

Mar (jin 

ooyd CujA-Sh. 

Wt. 167. 
S. -85. 

Ref H M.C, PL XXI. 

805 B* 
790 

^LkL 

y^l 

wt. le.'j-o (worn). 
S. -8. 

Ref. B.M. 

806- 
807 

j 
i 

790 cyjJU 4'1 JuX 

V ^ 

Wt. 135; 110. 
S. -7. 

Dates observed: 789(B.M.), 
790. PL X 

/E j COPPEB 

807 a Dehli 
I)dru-U j 
rnulk 
790 

eUJl > 

V^. 

Wt. 110. 
8. '6. 

Ref, B.M. 

to 805 b. 8©e also R. IV. 6. 

PI. XXI 
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No. 
Mint 
Date 

— 

Obverse Reverse 

/E 
808*- 

811 
j—^ 

The ^ cuts across the tops 

of LWJ 

»U. 

Wt. 69; 66. 
B. -55. PI. X. 

812 

Wt. 32-5. 
8. *45. 

- 

812a ill 

Wt. M. 
8. -35. 

lb 

fie/. A. X. S. PL XXIII. 

] 

1 First issues of Muhammad Shah when associated 

with his father. 

B BILLON 

812b I 789 As on 806, but 

vaI 

As on 806, but in 
place of 

Wt. 141-3. 
8. -7. 

Re/, B.M. PI. XXI. 

/£ COPPSB 

8120 As on 808, 

Wt. 68-5. 
8. >55. The^ 

lb Jl4»|I 

cuts the Ik) 

'^Note to 808. Cp. l.M.C. i97, but fuller specimens do not support ‘ ’ on the obverse. 

mSWAM^ 
MABIV 



204 TUGHLUQS 

KITEAIE- 
JCASZV 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

B. As sole ruler, a.h. 792-795. 

B BILLON 

812u — As on 805 b. As on 805 b, but 
795 

Wt. 164-5. 
S. -8. 

vHd 

lief, H. R. N. PI. XXIV. 

813- As on 806, but As on 806, but 
814 793 vsr 

Wt. 128-8. 
S. -7. 

815- As on 806. 
817 

wt. 140-5; 134-2. 
S. -7. PI. X. 

818- _ >> 
820 794 but vii* 

Wt. 139-8; 142-2. 
S. -7. 

821 _ )> 
795 but vio 

Wt. 131. 1 
S. -7. 

DaUs observed: 793, 794, 
796. 

821a _ 

79- 

v1 - 

wt. 132 (worn). 
S. -65. 

Eef. B.M. 
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No. Mint 
Date Obverse Eeverse 

B 
821b — In double circle as on 821 a. In circle as on 821 A, but 

792 
Wt. 55. 
S. -55. 

vU 

Ref. A. N. S. PI. XXIII. 

822*- uJi' As on 813. 
823 

41) XfC y\ 

Wt. 53.3. 
S. -55. 

824* _ wJi.' As on 806. 

J- 

Wt. 52-8. 
1 S. '55. PI. X. 

/E COFFER 

825- Dehli In circle [ 

82G 793 ill 

! v^r 
Margin 

CV;-a^ 00^ ^liiL 
T to left of j^\ 

wt. 135; 136-2. 
S. -65. 

827- 1) 
828 794 

Wt. 131-5; 130-5. 
S. -65. 

but 

Dates ohsereed; 793, 794, 
795 (B.M.). PI. X. 

MU9AM. 
MAB IV 

*Not6 to 822. N.S. XXXV, p. 181. 8 gives a variant with on reverse. 

*Note to 824. B.M. has a variant with 
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XU9AM. 
XADIV 

No, 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Beverse 

829 Dehli 
lJdru4- 
mulk 
792 Wt. 68. 

S. -55. 

(sUJl 

vir 

830 
793 but vir 

Wt. 63 2. 
8. -6. 

831- 
833 794 

Wt. 68-5; 65‘6. 
8. -55-5. 

1 

but 

>> 

v^t» 

834 
795 j 

i Wt. 64-7 (worn). 
8. -55. 

I but 

Dates observed: 792, 703, 

i 794, 796. 

Posthumous dates observed: 

801, 804 with on obv. i 
1 

SSS"- 
838 

I As on 829. 

Wt. 69-6; 67-5. 
8. <55. 

M 

but without date. 

838 a >> In circular area 

lU. 
>> 

Wt. 66. 
8. -65. 

Ref, R. (Labor, p. 104. 4). 

*NQtB to 6Hb, Traces of a circular border are visible on some coins of this type. 
H.R.N. has a coin with m.m. 97 to left of 
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No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
839* Dehli 

791? 
In circle 

Margin (read from inside) 

' (^0 

* llHv 

Wt. 54-7. 1 
1 S. -6. 1 PI. X. 

840*- 
841 793 Margin illegible. but V \^r 

Wt. 52-8; 53-5. 
! 8. -6. 
i 

Datea observed: 792 (B.M.), 
793, 794 {LM.C,). 

842*- 
844 

Dehli 
\ 

ill 

Wt. 34 5 ; 34.1 ; 33-3. 
8. -45-4. 

^0 

PI. X. 

i 
Traces of a circle are found on some coins of this type— 

both sides. 

844 a ,, As on 842. As on 842. 

Wt. 24; 22-5. 
8. *45. 

Ref. R.(Lahor),p. 104.6/6A. 

844 B — 

1 Wt.‘ 16. 
1 8. -35. 

Ref. R.I.,Pl.VI.3(Uhor). 

to 8S9. In a.h, 791 Muhammad was fighting for the throne. This date may be a 
posthumous 801 (inverted). 

*N'ote to 840. R. I. 19 figures a coin of 792 with the margin reading from outside. 
*l^ote to 842, A coin of this type is given in R. (L&hor), pp. 104. 5, weighing 42 grains. 

MADXV 
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8IKA.ir- 

DAB I 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

SIKANDAR SHAH I 

A.H. 795. A.D. 1393. 

B BILLON 

S45 

795 
uULi' 

eyjiiv 4)1 

^LkL 

tlw 

Wt. 138-3. 
S. -8. PL X. 

845 a wuli' As on 845, but 

cjlU-. 

J- 

Wt. 55. 
8. -55. 

««/. B.M. 429. 

/E COFPBB 

846 [DehlT] In circle 
795 

J vio 

Margin 

Wt. 135-G. 
8. -65. 

847- Debll ^iLWU» In circle 
848 Ddru-U eUJ> > 

mulk 

795 
sl.«* 

wt. 68*3. vio 

8. *55. PL X, 



TUGHLUQS 209 

Obverse Reverse 

As on 847. 

Wt. 69-6. 
8. -6. 

Ref Berlin. PI. XXIII. 

Wt. 30. 
8. *45. 

Ref. Thomas 275 and 
A. N. S. 

Wt. 18. 
8. -4. 

Ref. R. I. 2 (Labor). 

MAHMUD II BIN MUHAMMAD IV 

A.H. 795-815. A.D. 1393-1413. 
GOLD 

In circle 

»U yjajl ^.1 

cr*j j %\^ sll Ju^ 

jUaL. 

Margin 

viv cy^-os:^ . . . 

Wt. 171. 
8. >9. 

Ref. N.S. XXXV (H. R. N.). 

8Z8JLV* 
DAB I 

MA^XOD 
IZ 
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IKA^MOS 
IZ 

No. Mint 
Date Obirerse Reverse 

N 
849 

? 
As on 848 D, but without 

margin. Legend occupies 
whole area, with date (here 
absent) as bottom line; and 

As on 848 d. 

j 

Wt. 173-3. 
S. -8. PI. X. 

Dates observed: 799 (II. R. N., wt. 169-8), 79- (B.M., 
wt. 170-2), 80- (B.M., wt. 171-3). 

850 
? 

As on 849. 
(date absent) 

As on 848 d, but 

y \ 

Wt. 173-7. 
8. -8. 

Date observed: 800 (B.M., 
wt. 174-1). 

/R SILVER 

850 a 795 As on 849, but date As 00 848 I). 

wt. 164-8. 
8. -85. 

Ref, B.M. 

Dates observed: 795 (B.M.), 
796* (7.41(7., wt. 159 grs.). 

851 815 >> 
but A10 

As on 850. 

Wt. 165-2. 
8. -9. 

Dates observed: 814 (N.S. 
XXXV), 816, 816 (F. M. C.). PL X. 

*Noi9 to 850 a, This coin is catalogued as of 806 but the reading is doubtful and the 
earlier date is more probable for this type. 
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Obverse Reverse 

BILLON 

y\ 

v*le 

Wt. 139; 142.3. 
8. -7. 

J Li* 

PL X. 

but v<il 

wt. 124-3 (worn). 
8. *65. 

Dates observed-. 796,796. 

j- 

Wt. 52 7. 
8. -55. PL X. 

COPPBR 

In circle 

Margin 

e:yaa:*.] 

Wt. 140.7. 
8. -65. PL X. 

)> 

Wt. 138«3. 
8. *65. 

but vU 

MA^KOB 
II 
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MA^VtTD 
II 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
869 Dehli 

815 
As on 856. 

Wt. 138*3. 
S. -7. 

As on 856, but 

AlO 

8G0*- 
8C1 

— >> 

Margin illegible. 

»» 

but no legible date. 

Dates observed: 
795, 796, 797, 798, 799, 800 (Th.), 801, 802, 803 

(R. Labor), 804 (Th.), 806 (R.B.), 813 (Tb.), 816—cf. N.S. 
XXXV, p. 186 (8). 

861a Dehli 
Daru-l- 

mulk 

In circle 

Traces of margin. 

In circle 

eLUl> 

Wt. 134*8. 
8. *7. 

Re/. N.S. xxxT, p. 187. 12 
(11. R. N.). 

8G1b [Dehli] 
? 

As on 856, but a legible 
margin has not been recorded. 

As on 856, but no dated 
specimen is known. 

[ Wt. 69. 
S. -55. 

Rrf, R. (Labor), p. 107. 3. 

862 Dehli 
Ddru4‘ 

mulk 
795 

In circle cUJl j\o 

v*iO 

Wt. 68*8. 
8. *55. 

863- 
864 798 

»> 

wt. 69-2. 
8. -65. 

>) 

but vu 

*Note to 860, Probably contemporary fabrications. 
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Obverse Reverse 

As on 862. As on 862, but 

Wt. 66. 
S. *55. 

A • . 

)? 

Wt. 70-2. 
S. -55. 

if 

but A.f 

Wt. 63-5. 
S. -55. 

it 

A . V 

Dates observed: 

706, 796 (B.M.), 797 {IM.C.), 708, 799 (B.M,), 800, 
801, 802 (Th.), 803 (B.M.), 804 (N.S, xxxv), 807, 809 
(R. Labor), 811 (B.M.), 814 (H.K.N.), 815 (B.M.). 

In circle as on 862, but 
without date. 

The ^ cuts across the Lk) 

Wt. 70-5. 
8. -6. 

Ref. (B.M.) and R. (Labor). 
ft 

If As on 862, but below 

wt, 65-3 (worn). 
A.r 

Eef. H.R.N. 

In circle 
.li 

As on 862, but without 
date. 

Wt. 63. 
S. -6. 

Re/. I.M.C. 521. 

XA9.V.ttD 
11 
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UA9HCD 
II 

irU^KAT 

No. Mint 
Dato Obverse Reverse 

/E 
870 Dehli 

Ddru-l- 
mulk 

As on 862, but liner let¬ 
tering. 

Wt. 56*8. 
S. *6. 

In double circle as on 862, 
but without date. 

PI. X. 

871 Dehli 

Wt. 34-8. 
S. *45. 

PI. X. 

871a >> ») 

Wt. 9. 

Ref. H. R. N. 

Postimmous 

872 Dehli 
83- 

As on 856. 

Wt. 144. 
S. *65. 

As on 856, but 

Ar- 

873 Dehll 
Ddru-l- 

mulk 

\ 816 

As on 862. 

Wt. 69*4. 
S. *6. 

As on 862, but 

All 

NUSRAT ^AH 

A.H. 779-802? A.D. 1395-1399? 

/V GOLD 

874* 
800 

As on 803 c, but 

A. • 

Wt. 17M. 
8. *8. 

aJL) jjiyi 

ojJL» ^UaLJI 

PI. X. 

♦Jfofe to 874, Cf. R. (L&bor, p, 108), wt. 167 grains. 
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T 
int 
ate 

Obverse Keverse 

/E 

875 

COPPER 

In circle 
lb 

d 
jLUL 

T to left of 

The ^ cuts across the tops 

of Iki 

No margin visible. 

Wt. 141-3. 
S. -65. PL X. 

876 Behli 
? 

In circle 

Margin. 

Wt. 139-3 (worn). 
8. -65. 

»» 

876 a 801 As on 876, but margin 
illegible. 

As on 875, but below 

A. I 

Wt. 140. 
8. -65. 

Ref. A. N. S. 

876 b Dehli 
Daru-l 

mulk 

»ll 

^LkL 

Wt. 133. 
8. -65. 

eLUI> 

NITSBAT 

Re/. 522. 
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No. 

/E 
HI79BAT 877 

878 

879 

879a 

879 b 

879c 

Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

Dehli 
Ddru-l- 

mulk 

797 

sU 

cilkL 

The ^ cuts across the tops 
of the Lk) 

(sUJl^b 

vSv 

Wt. 71-3. 
S. -6. PI, X. 

798 
Wt. 69. 
S. -6. 

ft 

but vu 

799 
)) 

Wt. 66‘1. 
8. *6. 

t> 

hut 

Dates observed: 797,798, 
799, 807 {B.M.C.). 

If 

Wt. 70. 
8. *55. 

»> 
but without date. 

Ref. N.S. XXXV, p, 188. 

»» 
but with short ^ 

it 

Wt. 60. 
S. -55. 

Ref. B.M. 

>1 if 

but with ^ 
it 

Wt. 65*4, 
8. *55. 

Ref. n. R. N. 



TUGHLUQS 217 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

yE 
879 D Dehli 

Ddru-l- 
mulk 
801 

U... 

Wt. 671. 
8. -55. 

As on 877, but below 

A*| 

Ref. R. li. 

880 Dehli 
797 

.U cy 

V^V 

wt. 34.3. 
S. .45. PI. X. 

irU^BAT 
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Tlntziii FlRUZ III 

Catalogue of Firiiz III Tughluq is known before A.H. 759 

649-744 reigned seven years. This was struck ‘in 
Pages the time of tlie Imam Abu’l Path' and was therefore subsequent to the 

172-186 Abul 'Abbas Ahmad issue (No. 649). But as stated elsewhere it seems 

probable that certain issues, which have hitherto been assigned to 
Muhammad Tughluq, were the first issues of Fiiuz Tughluq. Abul Fath 
succeeded to the Khalifate in a.h. 753, and the news of his succession 

evidently percolated slowly to India, as was the case with that of his 
predecessor, and also his successor Abu 'Abdulla. The latter was in¬ 
augurated in A.H. 763 but his name first appears on the coinage of 
Firuz in A.H. 766, No. 650 of a.h. 765 being struck in the name of Abud 

Fath. It was not till A.H. 785 that Firuz dispensed with the Khalifa s 
name on his gold coins, cf. Nos. 651 and 652. 

Nos. 652 A and 652 B are the only pure silver tanhafis of Firuz III 

known.^ They were possibly struck as special pieces and in view of 
their rarity can hardly have formed part of the general currency. 

In billon we have the same conditions as in gold. Firuz’s first issue 
in his own name was the dateless S2'rati billon, No. 694, in the name of 

Abu’l 'Abbas Ahmad. In a.h. 759 appeared the first of a series of dated 
80-ra/i; and Z2-rail pieces, without the name of any special Khalifa. 

The former coin was evidently the principal and most popular coin of 

the day. It is found in considerable numbers of every succeeding year 
of the reign. Nor did its popularity cease with the death of Firuz, for 

the same piece continued to be struck with posthumous dates up to 
A.H. 830 and specimens of it are even known dated a.h. 867 and 868. 

In passing, special attention may be drawn to coins Nos. 690-690 A 

struck in the territory of Sind (aj;- These are the only coins of 

Firuz Tughluq, if we except the issues of Fath Khan when associated 

with him, that bear a mint name other than Dehli—vide J.iJ.A.S., July, 
1900, p. 488. Firuz made two expeditions to Sind. 

Firuz evidently carried on the currency system introduced by 

Muhammad Tughluq in a.h. 727, and there need be no hesitation in 
assuming that his %^-Tatl billons of similar fabric were also denominated 

tanJcahs. No one can fail to notice the frequency with which transac¬ 

tions in tanJcahs, sometimes in very large amounts, are recorded in the 
histories of Firuz ^ah's reign. But we are faced with the fact that 

only four pure silver tankahs are known to have survived in a reign of 

38 years, whereas the SO-rati pieces are found in large quantities. It is 

‘ Two other specimens were lost—see p. 174 (note). 
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inconceivable that silver tankahs of previous kings existed in numbers rlBtlfZIZX 
sufficient to permit the striking of such coins to be dispensed with 
almost completely during so long a reign if they were an essential part 
of the currency. 

An assay of 19 coins of the 80-ra^i billon type, selected haphazard, 
has been made by Dr. H. T. Plenderleith of the British Museum. In 
three coins of the earlier variety, the average silver content was 18-96 

per cent. In sixteen of the later variety the silver content averaged 
19-28 per cent. Thus the average per coin would come out at from 27 
to 28 grains. This is borne out by the assay at the Royal Mint (App. B) 
which in two coins of A.H. 767 found a silver content of 27-10 grains in 
each coin and in six pieces of later date an average of 25-85 grains of 
silver per coin. Thus Firuz still further debased the tankah^ and, as 
will be seen later, his standard was maintained by his successors up to 

the reign of Sikandar Lodi. 
A list of Firuz Shah’s coins is provided by Shams-i-Siraj Afif in his 

Tdrlkh^-i-Firuz Shahi, from which, following Thomas, I reproduce the 

passage verlatim. 

ijjij »5oj j jj *14^ .... ill jjUoL* 

S 

/ 
‘ Sultan Firuz Shah .... issued coins of several kinds, such as the gold 

tankah and the silver tankah, and the coin ? SzJ) of if^jitals, and the 

coins (j^) of 2^ jUals, 24! jitah, 12 jitals, 10 jitals, Sjitalsy and Ojitals 
and the coin {j^) of one jital .... Firuz Shah commanded that they 

should issue a coin of ^-jital (which they call “ adha ”) and a coin of 

\‘jiial—dang— (which they call ^^paikah^'y 
In N.S. xxxviii, J,AS.B.^ 1925, the import of the word j between 

iyftj 8^“ and if0^4 j ^ has been discussed. Further considera¬ 

tion suggests a modification of the view there put forward. Specimens 
are in fact known of the silver tankah, scarce though they be. On the 

other hand the substitution of for the ^ of the text before the 

y Jf** s-PP^Q-rs reasonable, though not perhaps essential for the 
argument. Attaching, then, the ordinary meaning to ^, the list would 

* Thomas has rendered this word as Ukh—and has traced a connexion between it and 

‘ the appropriate vernacular Ihikh——alms *. But Professor Hodiv&la has pointed 

out the improbability of such a connexion, and his suggestion that the reading should be 

, which signifies a quarter, is convincing. 
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rlBOZIXI read * the gold tankah, and the silver tankah, and the tankah (or dkka) 
of —these being the three coins of highest value employed by 
Firuz. The third of these clearly represents the billon tanlcaL It is 

significant that no mention is made of a i5o" or 50-jUal tankah 
Thus Firuz carries on the divisional system which has been shown to 
have been in force from the days of lltutmish. For any but a 
tankah most of the subdivisions in Shams-i-Siraj’s list would be incon¬ 
gruous, as shown in App. A. The list does, however, provide for fractions 

(25 and 10) of a ^O-jUal tanlcah and we have seen that such a tankah 
was current in the Dakhan in the reign of Muhammad Tughluq at any 
rate, and possibly earlier, under Muhammad IChalji. It seems also to 
have been used, if not generally current, in Dehli, as is evident from a 
passage in the TdrU^-i-Flruz ^dh% to which Professor Hodivala has 
drawn attention (E. D. iii., 366). There, referring to the imposition of 
the jizya on the Brahmans of Dehli, Sharns-i-Siraj writes that the Sultan 

iSiij j:> S Ciyji —‘gave orders that 

they should take from each individual ^ 10 tankah-i-panjdhgd^ils \ For 
this payment the wealthy Hindus of Dehli (^ niade themselves 
responsible. 

It would not be surprising that the use of the Dakhani tankah with 

its subdivision into ^Ojltah should have spread to Dehli, whose inhabi¬ 
tants had been forced by Muhammad Tughluq to migrate to DaulatM^ad 
and had had time to accustom themselves to the currency system of the 
south. But a stray instance of this sort cannot override the multiple 

evidence which goes to show that the normal Dehli tankah consisted of 
48 jUals, A possible explanation of this currency of ^O^gital tankahs in 
Dehli which may be put forward is that when Firuz, as assay has shown, 

reduced the intrinsic value of his billon tankah in a.h, 759, the slightly 

more valuable tankahs of Muhammad came to be accounted as bO-jUal 

tankahs. 

It is less easy to identify the other denominations mentioned in the 
Tdn]^4-Firuz Shdh%. Besides the SO-ratl piece, the only billons we 
know of are of four sizes, weighing 48 ratis (Nos. 691-693), 32 rails 

(Nos. 694-711), 24 rails (No. 712), and No. 713 of uncertain weight. 

We are told that a 6-jltal piece (sha^gdnl) was introduced, as a novelty, 
by Firuz Shah—though Sheikh Mubarak included that denomination 

among Muhammad Tu^luq’s dMams, This coin cannot be identified. 

Both the 48-ra^i; and the 2^-ratl pieces might come within the category 
of novelties. The last billons of 48 rails (86*4 grains) had been issued 

' The use of the word tankah before panj&hgdrii in the passage quoted below seems to 
support this reading. 

* Oowson has ten tankahs and fifty jUalSf apparently misreading a j between tankah 
and panjdhg&nh 
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by Mubarak I and Khusru, but these contained more silver than Firuz’s FtEt^ZIIX 

tanimhs. We have had no previous example of a 24-ra^i: (43*2 grains) 
billon. Assay shows that No. 691 cannot be a shashgdm, two specimens 
having yielded a return of 11*3 grains of silver per coin, whereas in 
a the eighth part of Firuz’s billon tankah^ the silver content 
should not exceed 3^ grains. We have yet to see whether No. 712 fulfils 
these requirements. 

Of the 32-m^f/ billons there are four issues, of which No. 694, with 
the name of Abu’l *Abbas Ahmad on the obverse, must have been the 
earliest. Assay shows that these contain about 6^ grains of silver. 
They cannot therefore be shashgdnu, and may be quarters of the tanlcah 
or dudzdihgdnw. Following them closely, or perhaps concurrent with 
them—for they began in a.h. 759—were Nos, 699 to 705. Three 
specimens of No. 702 give a return of about 11 grains of silver. This 

and their close resemblance in legend to the several varieties of the 
iankah (Nos. 653 to 679) indicate that they may have passed as half 
tankahs {2i-gdn% pieces). During their currency issued Nos. 706-708 

with a silver content similar to that of No. 694 and doubtless of a similar 
denomination, while later in the reign came Nos. 709-711 of which 

the two specimens assayed return about 9^ grains of silver. These 
correspond to No. 680, and may be held to be successors (further debased) 
of Nos. 699 to 705 i.e. half tankahs. 

There seems to be some ground for thinking that No. 713, the smallest 

of the billon coins, was the jUal, which Shams-i-Siraj shows to have 

been definitely included as a coin in Firuz’s currency. By this time 
the jUal or forty-eighth part of a iankah had sunk in value to less than 
a grain of silver. But its diminutive size when translated into billon 

must have made it most inconvenient for daily use, and it seems likely— 

its rarity supports this—that it was quickly supplanted by a handier 
coin. We may conjecture, therefore, though we cannot affirm, that 

Firuz introduced a copper jUcd by the issue of Nos. 714-723 a. The 

rare coin No. 713 a would then be a double (dugdnl). 
On these coins Firuz started the familiar ‘ Daru-l-mulk Dehli ’ reverse, 

a type which was to persist in the copper coinage till the accession of 

Sikandar Lodi. Indeed the Sultans of the Sayyid dynasty incorporated 

Firuz’s copper 'jital* bodily in their own coinages, as they did his 
iankah, merely adding the date of issue. 

Firuz had been content in his early years to carry on Muhammad 
Tughluq’s S2-ratl fvlus of the Al-Hakira series, the change of reign 
being revealed only by a change of date. Later, he preserved the denomi¬ 
nation in his own currency (No. 724). Five of these coins would have 

been equivalent to four of the newly introduced copper jcWs of 40 rails. 
When Firuz remodelled the coinage and restored the jUal as a coin he 
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FIBOZIXX introduced—as Shams-i-Siraj takes special care to emphasize—the ^adha* 
and ^paihah\ Though the new jUal was apparently at first a billon 
piece (No. 713) it is hardly conceivable that these tiny pieces should also 
have been coined of mixed metal. Nor is there any warrant in the 
text of Shams-i-Siraj for so supposing. If, then, it is correct to hold that 
the copper coins of type No. 714 werejUals we have to hand in Nos. 728 
and 735 A, the half and quarter jital. These are the lowest values in 
the extant coins just as the adha and pailcah are the smallest coins 
mentioned by Shams-i-Siraj, and seem to be peculiarly adapted for the 
special use of the —* the poor beggar ’—for whom that author 

says they were struck. 

FATH MAN 

In A.H. 760 Firuz Shah invested his son Fath Khan with the insignia 
of royalty, among them being the right of issuing coins in his own 

name. As observed in J.A.S.B.y N.S. xxxv, p. 168, by Mr. Nevill, ‘it 

Tes^ seems clear that Firuz ^ah did so by virtue of his appointment of that 
\86-188 prince to the viceroyalty of the eastern portion of his dominions'. In 

this way ‘ originated the separate principality, known as Iqlimu-sh-sharq 
(i.e. territory of the east) which not long afterwards became the indepen¬ 

dent kingdom of Jaunpur'. Gold tankaha from two mints are known— 
Iqlimu-sh-sharq (which probably denotes Jaunpur) and Patna. Both 
are dated a.h. 761. There is also a third remarkable type, represented 
by a single coin, which belonged to General Cunningham and is now in 
the British Museum (No. 745 B). The first word of the reverse has not been 

read with any certainty. Mr. Gibbs suggested ; Mr. C. J. Rodgers 
—but was not satisfied with the reading. Neither of these two sugges¬ 

tions is convincing. The last letter is almost certainly a,j and this rules 
out . A trace of the first letter, however, points to a ^ or ^ and 

* guardian' or ‘ warden' is now suggested. The date unfortunately is 

not on the extant part of the margin but the name of Abu Abdulla shows 
that it was struck after a.h. 765 (see ante p. 218). The legend may 
signify that by this time Fath Khan's viceroyalty had been extended 
over the west as well as the east. 

The billon coins are of two weights 80 and 32 ratis—the former 
correspond closely in intrinsic value to the SO-rati billon tankahs of 
Firuz—having in the case of three coins of No. 746 an average of 27 
grains of silver and in the case of three coins of No. 751 an average of 
28-10 grains of silver per coin (App. B). The only Z2-ratl piece assayed 
is No. 757. That gives a return of 10*50 grains of silver, showing it 

to correspond to Firuz's 32-raii piece, No. 702. All these billons bear 
indications of provincial mintage. No. 760 bis, which corresponds to 
No. 750, is a type that has only recently come to light. 

FAT9 
ncAir 
Catalogue 
Nos. 745- 
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TUGHLUQ II TOGiLHO 

Ghiyaau-d-din Tu^luq who succeeded Firuz Shah was the son of 
Fath Khan, who had died in A.H. 776, but he soon proved his unfitness 

to rule and was assassinated after a reign of only six and a half months. 70i«.77o ^ 
His gold tankahs are very scarce and, as might be expected, no Pages 

tankah of silver is known, but for so short a reign the billon and copper 189-191 

currency was unusually well provided for. The increase in weight of 
the billon tankah of 96 rails which, as will be seen later, was introduced 
by Muhammad son of Firuz Shah during his regency in A.H. 790, was 

maintained, while in addition billons of 80, 48, and 32 rails were issued. 
The unique piece, No. 768, has lost weight and may be assumed to be 
a 48-ra^t piece. 

In copper we get the Firuzi 'jital* and its half. Contemporary 

history—which is confined to the Tdri^4-Mubdrak gives us 
no help on matters connected with coinage. 

In the absence of any mention of the jital it is not possible to say 

whether this name, if, as suggested ante, it was applied to the copper 
4^0-rati piece, was preserved. It will therefore be convenient in future 
to refer to that denomination by the more generic term/wto, which, 

as we know from the Mughal currency, was used in preference to the 

singular fals to denote a copper coin, and was applied to coins of varying 
weights. 

FlEUZ ^AH ZAFAE ZAPAE 

Thomas {Ghron., p. 297-299) assumes^ that Firuz Shah, after Fath Catalogue 

Khan's death, gave to his second son Zafar the privilege of striking ^ 

‘ binominal coinage ’, and accounts for the difficulty caused by coins Pages 
dated A.H. 791 by treating them as an instance ‘ of the unreserve with 191-194 
which the Debli mint masters latterly put forth posthumous coins’. 

Thomas seems to have known of only one dated type and regarded it 
as an exceptional issue. But later research has shown that both gold, 

billon, and copper coins of Firuz Shah Zafar are dated and that the date 

(with one doubtful exception of A.H. 790, No. 778 a) is invariably a.h. 791, 

i.e. after Firuz Shah’s death. This in itself goes far to rule out the 
likelihood of the coins being posthumous. But the chronological question 
has been dealt with in detail by Mr. H. R. Nevill in article 214 of 

N.S XXXV,/.A.S.jB., 1921, and his conclusion that ‘ Zafar, under the style 
of Firuz Shah Zafar, succeeded Tughluq II but survived his accession 

only a few months, and was followed by his son Abu Bakr’ has been 

accepted by numismatists. No mention is made in the Tdril^4-Muhdrak 

^ But without furnishing any proof for his assumption. 
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ZAFAB Shdhl of Firuz Shah ZafaFs accession to the Dehli throne,^ but in this 
case we may safely prefer the evidence of the coins themselves. 

It is to be noted that on some of the types Zafar drops the »li. 
and styles himself Firuz Shah Zafar Sultani, which is an indication that 
he had established his own claims to the throne and no longer needed 
the help of his parentage. The billon coins are of 96, 80, 64, 48, and 
32 m/is, i.e. the tankak and 5-, 4-, 3-, and 2-8ixths of a tankah. The 

G4f-rati piece is an innovation; the others are of weights current in the 
preceding reign. It may be noted that No. 776 A corresponds in type 
to No. 768 of Tu^luq II. The standard of the billon coinages during 

this and the preceding reign shows considerable deterioration, making 
it sometimes difficult to distinguish a billon from a copper coin. But 
this perhaps need not cause surprise in view of the conditions of the 
time. The fight for supremacy among the descendants of Firuz Shah 

during the three years after the latter’s death must have created a 
marked scarcity of funds in the treasuries of the rival claimants, with 
the resultant difficulty for them of issuing money enough to pay their 

way except by debasing the currency. 
In copper there is a unique 40-ratl fulus, No. 779 a, which corre¬ 

sponds to what has been tentatively styled the jltal of Firiiz, with its 
reverse. But a coin which is more frequently met with is 

No. 779, which seems intended for a double S2-Taii piece. Rodgers 
iv, p. 20-22) mentions one of 113 grains. This weight for 

copper was introduced by Mu^mmad son of Firuz when acting as 

regent in A,H. 790 (see No. 807 a). Zafar’s coin, though not of a distinc¬ 
tively copper type, must be regarded as of that metal (see Thos. 237, 

R. iv, pp. 20-22, LM.G.y 472). It is distinguishable both in appearance 

and inscription from the billon piece No. 775 b. 

ABtJ BAKE 

On the death of his father Zafar in a.h. 791 Abu Bakr succeeded to 
Catalogue throne and held it through the following year, but his tenure was a 

^780-803 B precarious one for Mu^mmad the son of Firuz III, who had been 
Pages associated in the government with his father and been allowed to issue 

194-200 coins in his own name in A.H. 789, was still alive, and made frequent 

attempts to oust Abu Bakr. One of these eventually succeeded, and 
Abu Bakr was captured and ended his days as a prisoner in Meerut. 

His gold coins are scarce, and no silver tankahs have been found. 
The deterioration of the billon currency which has been noticeable 

in the two preceding reigns became very marked under Abu Bakr. The 

^ Nor is the question dealt with in (7. H. I, Yol. iii (1928)—where, indeed, Firuz 
Sh&h ^far is not even mentioned. 

ABO 
BAJCB 
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dividing line between billon and copper is on the face of it so thin that AB© 

many of what must, by analogy with the coins of Zafar and Tu^luq II, BABB 
have been intended to pass as billon issues, have at one time or another 
been put down—and from their appearance quite justifiably—as of 
copper. The coins Nos. 781 to 786, 791b, 792 to 795 a, 795 c, 801a, 
803, and 803 A, may be quoted as instances of this. In listing the Abu 
Bakr series I have been guided largely by the types and weights of the 
coins—especially the latter—and have placed among the billon issues 
coins which, to outward appearance, seem to have no claim to such a 
position. As we have seen in the preceding reigns there are certain 
weights or types which are definitely associated with the billon currency. 
So when we find Abu Bakr, in strict imitation of his predecessors, issuing 
coins of 96, 80, 64, 48, and 32 Tatis we may reasonably assume that 
they were meant to pass as billon tanicahs and fractions thereof, not¬ 
withstanding their coppery appearance which was the result of excessive 
debasement. We have to remember that when a coin is first issued a 
very small quantity of silver is sufficient to give it a silvery surface, 
winch in circulation it quickly loses. For a parallel state of things the 
Roman coinages of the third century A.D., where the denarius is scarcely 
distinguishable from copper, may be instanced. 

The classification now given may perhaps appear arbitrary in certain 
cases, e.g. Nos. 784 to 786, 803, and 803 a and B. But to take these 
96-Tail pieces as copper is to assume that Abu Bakr was responsible for 
a very striking increase in the weight of the copper unit, a change 
which his successor at once abandoned and which only took place more 
than thirty years later under a new dynasty, wlien the coinage was 
remodelled. It is inconceivable that a king, circumstanced as Abu Bakr 
was, should have had the inclination or the opportunity to introduce 
any, still less such an important, change in the currency. 

Attention may be called to No. 795. The date (793)—which is quite 
clear—is remarkable and very scarce. It is explained by the fact that 
Abu Bakr surrendered to Muhammad in the first month of that year. 
Thomas records another example, of the type of No. 787. No. 791 b is 
an exceptional piece. The obverse is the same as the reverse of No. 775 a 

of Zafar. Mr. Nevill (N.S. xxxv, p. 179) thinks that it ‘lends strength 
to the theory that Abu Bakr was placed on the throne temporarily 
pending the arrival in Dehli of his fatherIt may, however, be just 
another instance of the hurried use of an old die by a new king, which 
we have had frequent occasion to observe elsewhere. 

Considering that in Abu Bakr’s billon issues the proportion of silver 
had been reduced nearly to the vanishing point the almost complete 
absence of a purely copper currency is not a matter for surprise. It is 
limited to two or three hardly recognizable examples of the ‘ Darud- 

Q 
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ABO mulk Dehli ’ type. We can only suppose that the popular copper 'jlial ’ 

BAXB of Firuz was still circulating in numbers sufficient to make up the 

deficiency. We have seen that it was used by subsequent Sultans who 

merely added to the inscription the years of their own reigns. 

The three coins 803, 803 a, and 803 B are of unusual interest. They 

are of three distinct types and on all the obverse legend reads without 

question ‘ Firiiz Shah bin Abu Bakr ShahRodgers in J.A.S.B. for 1896 

(R. vi) published No. 803 a and remarked: ‘ This king is not mentioned 

in history. .. . This Firuz Shah must not be confounded with Firuz 

Shah Zafar the father of Abu Bakr Shah. I formerly edited one of this 

king*s coins. But I misread it.’ Mr. Nevill (N. S. xxxv, p. 178) writes 

that' possibly the name Zafar has disappeared owing to a faulty arrange¬ 

ment of the lettering or else the die was defective’. That the same 

legend should be repeated on three different types seems to dispose of 

any question of a defective die. Moreover, there is no scope for the dis¬ 

appearance of on 803 A. No such prince, however, as Firuz Shah 

son of Abu Bakr is known to history and a difficulty lies in the fact 

that the date recorded on Nos. 803 and 803 a is a.h. 792, whereas Abu 

Bakr did not surrender his kingship till Muharram a.h. 793 and examples 

are known of his coins bearing that date (cf. Nos. 788 and 795). Mu^m- 

mad was, however, formally installed as Sultan in Ramazan A.H. 792 on 

the capture of Dehli (Ghron,, p. 303). It may therefore be that in the 

last three months of the year a son of Abu Bakr put forward preten¬ 

sions to the throne which his father had clearly lost, and that this is a 

case where coins must be held to supply an omission of written history. 

As we have already seen in the case of Firuz Shah Zafar, contemporary 

history is not always comprehensive, and can frequently be implemented 

by numismatic evidence. 

All three types are billons of the %-rati standard and are presum¬ 

ably intended for tankahs, though as observed in the case of Abu Baler’s 

coins, the amount of silver in them is almost nominal. 

KI79AM 
KAD IV 

MUHAMMAD IV 

mail XV Muhammad’s first taste of sovereignty was in a.h. 789. His father, 

Catalogue Firuz Shah, had by then become old and infirm and found it expedient 

803*c 844 B ^ Government to his son. When Firuz died in 

Pages succession naturally went to Tu^luq Shah, the son of his 

201-207 eldest son Fath Khan, and Mu^mmad, whose regency was not very 

successful, failed to get sufficient support, and was obliged to retire to 

Nagarkot. On the death, however, of Tu^luq ghah he reasserted him¬ 

self vigorously and there was a ding-dong struggle between the rival 

claimants to the throne. Muhammad indeed is said to have ‘ mounted 
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the throne* in a.h. 791 in Samana (E. D. iv, p. 21) but no coins of his 
are known of that year, unless No. 839 can be so regarded. In a.h. 792 MAB IV 

he overlapped Abu Bakr; so coins of that year are known of both 
Sultans. 

Regency ^period a.h. 789-790. No gold or silver coins of this period 
are known. But in the billon series Muhammad made an important 
innovation. He advanced his father’s billon tanlcah from a piece of 80 

to one of 96 mtw (Nos. 805 a-b). At the same time, however, he 
retained the 80-?’a^^ piece as a lower denomination, thus recalling the 
concurrent silver tanhih and 'adll of Muhammad Tughluq. It is pos¬ 
sible that No. 822 was the ^2-rati piece of this period. In the copper 

series also Muhammad introduced a new denomination in No. 807 A. 

This coin weighs 110 grains and is probably, therefore, the double 
(=115-2 grains) of the 32-ra^t piece which Firuz took over from 
Muhammad Tughluq. 

To this period also we think must be assigned the unusual coins 
812 b and 812 c, which are identical in type with the regency coins 
except that is substituted for —presumably an engraver’s error. 

No. 812b would be the normal 'iankah* of the time. It is dated 
A.H. 789, i.e. the year preceding the increase in the weight of the tanhih 

(No. 805 a). No. 812 c is the copper 40-rati fulus or ‘ Flruzi jUal \ 
sole ruler a.h. 792-795. Gold coins of this period are scarce. 

The gold tanlcah, No. 804, though bearing Muhammad’s name, is dated 
a.h. 825, and was not struck by him but by Mubarak II. It is the only 

known gold coin of that sovereign prior to the issue of coins in his own 

name in a.h. 832. 
No silver coin is traceable, though Thomas records a coin of a.h. 793 

in the cabinet of Mr. E. C. Bayley,^ and one of a.h. 794 is mentioned, 
without any reference, by Mr. Nevill in N. S. xxxv, p. 180. Silver 
coins, with Mu^mmad’s name and superscription were, however, issued 

by later Sultans for their own use, the date only being changed—e.g. No. 
805 is one struck in A.H. 818 by Khizr Khan, the first of the Sayyid 
Kings. It thus seems probable that there was a previously existing model 
issued by Muhammad himself. That Sultan’s evident interest in the 

coinage also points to him, rather than his son Mahmud II, as the person 

responsible for the revival of a pure silver currency. The higher 
weights of the posthumous coins, both gold and silver, may be noticed. 

In billon we get coins of 96, 80, and 32 rails. Four of the 80-ra^'E 
billons have been assayed (App. B) and show a silver content of 27*84 

grains, thus corresponding closely to the billon tankahs of Fath KbAn 
and Firuz. But with the restoration of a silver coinage and the 

1 Mr. Bayley’a coins went to the Heruiitage Museum, Leningrad, but I have been 
nnable to trace this coin. 
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introduction of a 96-ra^C billon, the importance of the 80-ra<i piece 

MAB IV disappeared and it presumably represented no more than its intrinsic 
value indicates—viz. a sixth of the silver coin, i.e, a hashtgdm. 

In copper Muhammad made large use of the fulus of 40 rafw, which, 

with the reappearance of the silver tankah, must have reverted to its 
original value of one-fourth of a jiial.^ He also popularized a double 
fulus i.e. a half jlfal (No. 825-8). These were the two principal coins 

in circulation, but we get in addition the S2-rati piece (five of which 
went to four 40-mti fulus) and several smaller coppers down to 16 grains. 

SIKAKT. SIKANDAR I 
BAB I 

Catalogue 
Nos. 

845-848 0 

Pages 

Of Sikandar, Muhammad’s son, who was only on the throne for 
forty-five days, no gold or silver coins are known, but considering the 
shortness of the reign a very full series of the lower value coins was 
issued. There are billons of 80 and 32 mils and in copper the 

208-209/wZus with its double (No. 846), half, and quarter. 

ma?mBb MAHMUD II 
The reign of Mahmud, son of Muljammad IV, was a stormy one. In 

Catalogue a.h. 797 a rival Sultan was put up in Nusrat Shah, son of Path Khan. 

^848 D 873 several years these two watched each other from different parts 
Pages Dehli, while the rest of the empire was ruled, in practical independence, 

209-214 by various nobles. When Timur invaded India and sacked Dehli in 
A.H. 801 Mahmud made good his escape and did not return till a.h. 804. 

From then till a.h. 808 the real ruler in Dehli was Mulla Iqbal Khan, 

and for a time Mahmud retired to the fief of Qanauj, After Iqbal 
Khan’s death Mahmud was recalled to Dehli, where he remained under 

Daulat Khan’s control till he died in a.h. 815. 

Thomas records no gold tankahs of Mahmud, but three types have 

since come to light. Of these No. 848 D, which is unique, seems to have 
been the fiirst issue and to have been superseded by No. 849 which in 

its turn gave way to No. 850. These two only differ in the ‘ Kunyat ’ 

of the Sultan. At some date, perhaps about a.h. 800, there was a revision 

of the gold and silver coin weights. Gold coins of a.h. 797 and 799 are 
of normal weight—168 and 171 grains respectively, but the British 

Museum coin of a.h. 800 (see No. 850) weighs 174*2 grains. Similarly 
in silver No. 850 A of a.h. 795 weighs 164*8 grains, while two pieces of 
A.H. 815 in the British Museum of the type of No. 851 weigh 171 and 

1 Or was it still known as a jiial ? In Bijanagar the principal copper coin in the 
middle of the ninth century a.h. was termed a jltal It was a third of the silver coin 
{iar)f which itself was a sixth of a gold fanam, twenty of which went to a gold vardka, 
(E. n. iv, p. 109.) 
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172 grains, and N.S. xxxv records a specimen of a.h. 814 of the same 
type as weighing 174 grains. Gold coins of the rival Sultan Nusrat n 
Shah dated a.h. 800 weigh 167 and 17M grains (see No. 874). But 
shortly after the revision, gold and silver, so far as our knowledge goes, 

disappeared from the currency. Nor do they reappear for over thirty 
years in the case of gold—with the solitary exception of No. 804—or in 
the case of silver till A.H. 814 when, if Mahmud was alive,^ he was at 
any rate but a figurehead, and the real government was in the hands of 
Daulat Khan. This hiatus was doubtless due to the depletion not only 
of the State Treasury but of precious metals throughout the country 
generally that resulted from the invasion of Timur in A.H. 801. 

The metrology of the first half of the ninth century is complicated. 

There is nothing to guide us but the coins themselves. We have found, 
on evidence that appears to us convincing, that in the seventh and eighth 

centuries the tankah of Dehli (as distinct from that of the Dakhan) con¬ 
sisted of 96 ratu and was divided into 48 jitals, each jUal being worth 
4 copper fulus. When the coinage was not a token one, the evidence 

inlicates that it was tri-metal lie, each metal exchanging with the other 

in accordance with its value. In an autocratic state like Dehli the will 
of the Sultan would be able to fix ratios without regard to the temporary 

Huctuations of the market. The normal gold to silver ratio was 1:10— 
ten silver tanhalis exchanged for one gold to7i/ca/t—and in the article 

reprinted in App. B it has been shown that the normal copper to silver 
ratio was probably 80 :1, the copper coin of 40 rails or 72 grains being 

the standard /afo of which four went to the jltaL Thus a silver tankah 
of 172*8 grains would be equivalent to 13,824 grains of copper. 

But in the time of Akbar a rupee of 178 grains was equivalent to 

only about 12,940 grains of copper (40 dams of 323-5 grains) and this 
would mean a ratio of about 1: 72. Thus copper appreciated in terms 
of silver. What the ratio was in Mahmud’s time we have no information. 

All we know is that the weights of his gold and silver coins are increased 

but that the weights of his copper coins remain stationary. We still 

get the pieces of 80 rails (144 grains), 40 rails (72 grains), and 20 rails 
(36 grains), whatever their names may have been. There are no grounds 

for thinking that there was any change in the subdivisional system of 

the currency. There seems little doubt, therefore, that the value of 
silver had fallen in terms of copper—in other words, while hitherto 

13,824 grains of copper had normally exchanged for 172-8 grains of silver, 

at this period they were equivalent to a larger quantity. 
Another outstanding feature of Mahmud’s revision was the discon¬ 

tinuance of the billon coinage. We get no dated billon pieces of Mahmud 

^ C, 7. iii, p. 204, gires February 1418 (a.h. 816) as the date of his death. Forishta 
puts it in A B. 814. 
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fMTAyiiirflm later than A.H. 796, and his undated 32-m^i; billon is known from so few 
II specimens that the issue of that coin too was probably confined to the 

early years of the reign. Thus the revision must have taken effect well 
before Timur's invasion had its disastrous effect on the Dehli currency, 

and was therefore independent of it. Nusrat Shah. Mahmud's con¬ 
temporary, and Mubarak Shah, who reigned from A.H. 824 to 837, 
followed Mahmud’s example and issued, so far as we know, no billon 

coins in their own name. At the same time we do get instances of Firuz 
Shah’s billon tankaJis struck in a number of years between A.H. 801 and 
830 (see under No. 689), but they were apparently subsidiary to and not 

part of the official currency, and they were no longer tankahs, unless 

they retained that name while the revived silver coins received a new 
designation.^ As the tankcih was, after a.h. 727, a coin of descending 
value till it became a copper piece under Akbar, this does not seem 
unlikely. 

Attention may be drawn to two unique coins—the double fidm of 

the 'Daru-l-mulk Dehli’ type (No. 861 a) and the tiny coin (No. 871 a) 

of 9 grains which must have been an eighth of Sifulm, We have to go 

back to Iltutmish for such minute coins. Mahmud also continued 

Muhammad IV’s 32-Tatl copper pieces (No. 870). 

HU^EiiT NUSRAT 
Catalogue Nusrat ^ah, who was a son of Path Khan and grandson of Firuz III, 
Nos. forward as a claimant to the throne in a.h. 797 and for that and 

874—880 ^ . 
Pages following four years his coins issued alongside those of Mahmud. 

214-217 Both issued coins After the invasion of Timur in 

a.h. 801 Nusrat reoccupied Dehli but is not heard of after a.h. 802. 
Gold tankahs of Nusrat are exceedingly scarce, and were probably struck 
for special occasions rather than for circulation. No silver or billon 

coins are known. 
In copper there are three varieties of the double/ates, including the 

rare coin with JUo eUJl reverse (No. 876 b), several varieties of the 

fulus and a half fulus. 

* Was it now that the silver coin came to bo known as a rupee ? Abul Fa?l 

says that it was first introduced by Sher Shau and I have not been able to find any 
reference to the rupee earlier than Sher Shah, but the increase in weight of the silver and 
gold coins of this period, which was emphasized by the Surfs, is not without significance. 
Incidentally Mr. J. Allan has pointed out that the word ‘ rupaka ’ was in use as the name 
of a coin in the eleventh century {Epigraphia Indica^ vol. xiv, p. 809). It may even be 
that the term ^tankah^ was also discontinued about this time for the gold coin. In the 
Malfuzat-i-Timfiri it is recorded that at the sack of Dehli Timur found ^ashrafis^ gold and 
silver tankahs of the celebrated *dldt coinage &c... (E. D. iii, p. 446). The author thus 
rather significantly discriminates between ashrafls and gold tankahs (by which term the 
gold coins of 'Al&u-d-din Muhammad KJialj! are correctly described), and incidentally 
introduces to us the name of the gold coin—a name which B&bur also applied to the gold 
of the Dehli Sultkns and which has survived to modern times. 
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„ Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

MUBARAK SHAH II 

A. 11. 824-837. A.D. 1421-1434. 

N GOLD 

880 a* Dehli In circle 
— 5 

Ua&ii Ijl 

^ ell 
c 

Around 

Wt. 164. JUo IAa 
8. -75. .... . . 

Ref. B.M. (1929). PI. XXI. 

/R SILVEE 

881 — As on 803 c, but cf 
83- hr- 

Wt. 170-7. ^jUJ\ 

S. -85. 

Dates observed : 833 (Th.), (cUAJI) 
834 (N.S. xxxv), 835, 837 
(Th.). PI. X. 

/E 1 COPPER 

882*- Dehli In circle 
883 834 .li 

j • API® 
Margin 

wt. 164-6; 164. 
8. -75. PI. X. 

KUBl- 

BAZn 

*Note to 880 a.. The legend on the reverse is a quotation from the Qur’an, Chap. 48, verse 1. 
‘ Verily we have won for thee a manifest victory.’ For an earlier gold iankah struck by 
Mubarak, see No. 804. 

*Not6 to 882. This is Th. 288, erroneously listed as billon. 
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BCUBl- 
BAKU 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

/E 
884- Dehli As on 882. As on 882, but 
886 835 

Wt. 170; 165-5. 
S. -75. 

Are 

1 men observed: 832 (N.S. xxxv), 833 (Th.), 834, 835, 83G 
(N.S. xxxv) 837 (Th.). 

887- Dehll In circle In circle 
888 I)dru-U (sUJl 

mulJc 
833 

Arr 
Wt. 83-9. 
S. -6. 

889- „ )> > j 
890 835 

Wt. 86-7; 82-3. but Aro 

S. -6. PI. X. 

891- f) }) 
892 836 

Wt. 86; 85-7. 
S. -6. 

but An 

893 1) it 

837 
Wt. 82-2. 
S. *6. 

but Arv 

894 n j? tt 

838 
W. 81-2. but aPa 

8. *6. (Posthumous ?) 

Dates observed: 832 (Th.), 833, 834 (Th.), 836, 836, 
837, 838. 

894 a Dehli ib 
— 

Wt. 42. 
S. *45. 

Eef, Thomas 290—BJI.C, 
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No. Mint 
Date 

I Obverse Reverse 

/E Posthumous 

895 Dehll 
Ddru4- 
rnulk 

As on 887, but the of 

cuts through tlie IkJ 

As on 887, but 

AOl* 

854 Wt. 84*4. 
S. -55. 

Dates observed: 864, 855 (11. R. N.)—issued by Bahlul 
Lodi, 

896 
851 ill 

As on 895. 

wt. 70-8. 
S. -5. 

MUHAMMAD V BIN FAllID 

A/ 

A.U. 837-849, A.D. 1434-1445. 

CK>L1) 

897* 
845? 

As on 803 c, but 

? 

|Jac5ll 

y\ 

wt. 173-8. 
S. -75 X-8. 

lit. lit 

cH cF- 

PI. XI. 

Dates observed; 841 (I.M.C., wt. 174-8), 843, 844, 845 
(11. R. N., wt. 175-15). 

/R SILVER 

897 a 

839 
As on 897, but As on 897. 

Wt. 169-5. 
S. *85. 

Ref. B.M. 

Other dates: 841 (B.M.), 844 (H. R. N., wt. 173-17), 846 
(Th., wt. 175), 847 (B.M.)—weights up to 175 grs. 

mubA- 
SAKII 

MV9AU- 
HAD V 

*Me to 897, Thomas gives 176 grs, as the weight of his specimen (No. 291). 
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MU^AK- 
KAS V 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B BILLOIT 

898 Dehli oil' ijlkU 
843 

ill 

»ll XiJ^ 

wt. 144-8. 
8. • 75. 

899 5) 11 
844 but 

Wt. 142-7. 
s. • 75. 

900- 11 11 
901 845 but AfO 

Wt. , 145-5; 143. 
s. • 75. PI. XI. 

902 11 11 
840 but Al«1 

Wt. . 143-5. 
s. • 75. 

903 11 
849 but Al*1 

Wt . 144-1. 
8. • 75. 

Dates observed: 841 (N.S. xxx\), 842 (Th.), 843, 844, 
846, 846, 847, 848, 849. 

904- >> oAi' 

905 — 

J- 
Ci>jtCSS?' 

Wt . 57-2; 55-5. 
8. •55. 
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Obverse Reverse 

COFFER 

In circle 
sb, 

Margin 

[^llaL» 

Wt. 170-5. 
8. -7. 

Ref. B.M. 

APV 

Dates observed: 837, 838 (171-8 grs.), 840 (165 grs.). 
All in B.M. 

As on 905 a. 

Wt. 130-3. 
8. -65. 

As on 905 a, but 

(«ic) 

Ref B. M. I 
Dates observed: 839 (B.M.), 840 (N.S. xxxv), 844 (Th., 

136 grs.), 846 (N.S. xxxv). 

dLUl > 

Wt. 86-1; 80. 
8. -Ox*55. 

if 

Wt. 88-4. 
8. •6x-55. 

but ArA 

>1 

wt. 81. 
S. -ex-55. 

but An 

MAB Y 
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‘IZAH 

ralK 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Beverse 

/E COFPSB 

921* Dehll 
? 

In circle 

»— 

Margin 

Wt. 134-5. 
S. -6. PL XI. 

Recorded dates: 852, 853, 854 (Thomas 300 and N.S. 
XXXV, p. 194. 4) and 1 850 (l.M.C. 543). 

922 Dehli 
Ddru-l- 

mulk 
852 

In circle 
UJlc 

3 ^UaLi 

ctlUi )\:t 

Acr 

Wt. 70-8. 
S. -55. PL XI. 

923» 
854 

>> 

Wt. G6-8. 
S. -6. 

>> 
but Aoi® 

Dates observed: 850, 851, 
and N.S., xxxv, p. 194. 5). 

862, 853, 864 (Thomas 301 

*Note to 921. H.R.N. lists a coin of this type weighing 145 grs. 
*Note to 923. B.M.C. 472 (of 854) weighs 78.6 grs. 
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MUBARAK II MTTBi- 

Daulat Khan Lodi, whose advance to the throne followed naturally 
on the death of Mahmud, and his successor Klli?r Khan Sayyid, refrained Catalogue 
from exercising the royal privilege of striking coins in their own names, ^ ggQ^.g9Q 
and their example was followed by Mubarak Shah during the first eight Pages 
years of his reign. They preferred to maintain types of coin that had be- 231-233 

come popular in the recent past, merely altering the dates on them. Billon 
tankahs and copper 'jUala ’ of Firuz III, silver coins of Muhammad IV 
and Mahmud and gold of Muhammad IV were, as we have seen, brought 
into requisition. In a.h. 832, however, Mubarak initiated a coinage of 
his own. His silver coins retained the weight standard of Mahmud. 
Thomas gives 174 grains as the weight of a coin of A.ii. 835 and a 
similar weight is recorded in the Lucknow Catalogue for a coin of 
A.II, 837 and, though coins of lesser weight are not uncommonly met 
with, they are usually in poor condition. The gold coin of a.h. 825 
(No. 804) also conforms to the higher standard. On the other hand, the 
only gold piece known of Mubarak’s coinage in liis own name (No. 880 a) 
weighs 164 grains only and cannot have lost more than a few grains. 
This would seem to indicate an appreciation of gold in terms of silver, 
a gold coin of about 170 grains being now sufficient exchange for ten 
silver coins of higher weight. 

But the chief feature of interest is the revision of the weights of the 
copper coins. Instead of the normal 4^0-rati fulus, which had subsisted 
since the days of Iltutmish, and its double the SO-ratl coin which 
Firuz III had first struck, we find 4S-ratl (86-4 grains) and 96-ra^i; 
pieces. This would make the old jUal of 4 fulus—of which 48 went to 
the tankah—equivalent to 345-6 grains of copper (86-4x4), instead of 
288, and Mubarak’s silver coin, though not advanced in weight, worth 
16,588*8 (86*4x4x48) grains of copper instead of the 13,824 grains of 
Mahmud’s time. But we have seen that copper under Mahmud was an 
appreciating metal. It is hardly conceivable that it should have depre¬ 
ciated, and to such an extent, a few years later. It is suggested, therefore, 
that the silver rupee (or whatever its name was) was now divided into 
only 40 parts instead of 48. On this assumption the silver coin would 
still be equal to 13,824 grains of copper (86*4 x 4 x 40) as in the reign 
of Mahmud. Lest this solution appear to be too arbitrary, let it be 
noted that the division of the rupee into forty copper dams of about 
323*5 grains was well established in the time of Akbar; that Abu-1-Fazl 
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MUBjL traces the dam back—though somewhat inaccurately, as we shall see— 

BAS II to the time of Bahlul Lodi; and that Sikandar Lodi’s tankahs admit¬ 
tedly conformed to a similar scale, representing twenty to the rupee. 

Mubarak issued no billon coins. In copper besides the fulus and the 
double fulus which are well known, he also struck a \m]f fulus of 24 rails, 

which is much rarer (No. 896 a). 

mubam. MUHAMMAD V 
MAB V 

The absence of billon coins, so useful as fractions of tlie tankah, had 
evidently caused inconvenience, and it is no surprise to tind Muhammad, 

897-916 A Mubarak’s successor and the son of his brother Farid, resuming coinage 
Pages in the traditional mixed metal. In doing so he reverted to 80 rails as 

oqq_2Qn , , ° . « 
the weight of his principal billon coin, abandoning the 96-ratl piece for 

that metal. The time-honoured S2-rai'l coin also reappears. 
Muhammad’s gold and silver tankahs are definitely heavier than 

those issued by bis predecessor. Similarly the weight of the larger 

billon pieces appreciably exceeds the maximum of 80 rails = 144 grains 
which we have hitherto found maintained for these coins. Rodgers 
(Labor, p. 109) records ten such pieces of an average weight of over 

147 grains and several of those here catalogued are over 144 grains. 
The smaller billons also, if we allow for reasonable wear and tear, must 
have exceeded 57-6 grains. In copper too we find an excess in the 

4S-rati fulus, specimens of which weigh over 88 grains—instead of a 
normal maximum of 864 grains—and the double fulus (No. 905 a) of 
170-5 and 171-8 grains have obviously lost more than the difference 
between their present weights and the 172-8 grains hitherto the equiva¬ 

lent of 96 rails. Thus there was a simultaneous increase in weight in 
the coins of all metals. 

What is the solution of this metrological puzzle ? Was there an altera¬ 
tion of the official weight of the Dehli tolah and consequently of the rail ] 

This appears to be the most reasonable explanation. Muhammad would 

thus maintain the old tradition that the standard weight of the principal 

gold and silver coins should be a tolah. The weight of the rati hitherto 
assumed—1-8 grains—has been supported by the numismatic evidence. 
And now too it is the coins that show that this reckoning can no longer 

be applied. Under Akbar we find that the tolah weighed approximately 
185-5 grains^ with a rail of about 1-93 grains. We think that the evi¬ 

dence of the coins would not justify so high a rate under Muhammad bin 
Farid. Accordingly, it is suggested that the Dehli tolah was advanced to 

* See Prof. article on * The Weight of the Mughal tolah ’ in his * Historical 
Studies in Mughal Numismatics’ published by the N. S. I. in 1923. 
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180 grains'—incidentally the weight of the modern official tdah—MIXipiAM!- 
with a rail of 1*875 grains. At these weights the coin of 96 mtis for MAD V 
there is no reason to suppose that the number of units into which the 
tankah was divided had changed—should weigh 180 grains, a piece of 
80 rails 150 grains, the fulus of 48 rails 90 grains and a piece of 32 rails 
60 grains. With this scale the coins of Muhammad bin Farid, with due 
regard to wear and tear, fall in satisfactorily. It may be noted that the 
gold and silver coins resume their equality in weight and presumably 
the 10:1 ratio of exchange is maintained. The silver coin of 180 grains 
would be equivalent to 14,400 grains of copper (90 x 4 x 40) and the 
copper to silver ratio would still be retained at 80:1. 

The copper coins indicate that the division of the tankah into 40 parts 
introduced by Mubarak was continued. Two of them, however, call 
for remark. No. 905 b, weighing 130*3 grains, cannot be the same 
denomination as the double fulus No. 905 a which it resembles but 
which weighs over 170 grains. Thomas {Chiton., No. 294) records a 
similar coin weighing 136 grains and in N.S. xxxv (p. 192) a weight 
of 140 grains is accorded to this type, though no reference to any 
particular coin is given. The other coin is No, 916 a weighing only 
70 grains. Its obverse agrees in arrangement with Nos. 906-916, 
dated coins of Muhammad V, but the weight does not fit well into that 

Sultan’s copper currency. They can hardly be coins of Muhammad IV 
for on these is always found below ^IhL. Moreover similar 
light fulus are known dated a.h. 841, as well as coins of that year of 
the normal heavier weight. Possibly they are 80- and 4>0-Tatl pieces 
struck for use in a part of the empire, e.g. Jaunpur, where the new 
Dehli tolah weight was not in force.^ 

In vol. iii of the Cambridge History of India (p. 690) the date of 
Muhammad’s death is given as a.d. 1444, a.h. 847* The Tdrlkhd-Mubarak 
Shdhl gives it as a.h. 849. With this Ferishta agrees. Badauni says 

A.H. 847, It will be noted that the coins support the later date. 

^ALAM SHAH alam 
skAh 

*Alam Shah, in order perhaps to escape the pressure of Bahhil Lodi, — 
who was governor of Labor and Sarhind, and did not recognize the 
new Sultan, moved his capital to Badaun (Budaon) in Rohilkhand. 9{0b«.923 

^ Tliis is only an assumed weight for the new tolah and rati just as 1-8 grains was ^ ^ 
assumed as the weight of the earlier rati. A rati of 1*85 grains with a tolah of 176-6 grains 237-238 
would fit in with the coins almost equally well but I think the higher weight is to be 
preferred. It is all a question of the allowance to be made for wear and tear. 

• It will be remembered that Ferishta says that the tankah of 'Alftu-d din Khalji 
weighed a tolah and Bftbur found an Indian tolah of 96 ratis. 

® Sise also p. 260. 

K 



2i2 SAYYIDS 

‘IXAK Bahlul’s occupation of Dehli, however, was not long deferred, and 'Alam 

BliH Shah thereupon resigned his throne to the invading governor, on con¬ 

dition of being allowed to reside in Badaun, where he died in a.h. 883, 
No gold coin of *Alam Shah is known and only a single example of 

his silver tankah. In billon there are still only 80- and S2-mt% pieces 
as in the preceding reign and in copper a fulus and double fulus. 

Recorded weights support the suggestion made earlier of an oflScial 
tolah and rati of higher weight. But we find a reversion to copper 

coins of the old 40- and SO^rati standard instead of the 48- and %-rati 
pieces, introduced by Mubarak—indicating a still further appreciation 
in the value of copper. 



LODIS 

No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

BAHLUL SHAH 

A.H. 855-894. A.D. 1451-1489. 

B BILLON 

924* Dehll 

j 

856 

ACT 

Wt. 144.5. 
8. ‘7, 

925 
857 but AOV 

wt. 145‘5. 
S. .7. 

” 

920 
858 

M 
but AOA 

Wt. 1481. 
8. *7. 

M 

PI. XI. 

927- ff 77 

928 859 but AO^ 

Wt. 143‘5; 145.5. 
8. ‘7. 

929 
860 

ft 

but Ai. 

Wt. 143-8. 
8. *7 

77 

baelOi. 

*Note to 924, The silvery character of these earlier billons is noticeable. 



244 

Bate Obverse 

BASIOL 930 Debll As on 924, 

863 but A 

As on 924. 

Wt. 143.7. 
8. 7. 

873 but 

Wt. 146. 
8. -7. 

875 but 

Wt. 144.3. 
8. -7. 

876 but 

Wt. 145‘3. 
8. -7. 

884 but 

Wt. 132.6. 
8. *7. 

886 but AAi 

Wt. 141.4. 
8. .7. 

893 but A\r 

Wt. 140.7. 
8. *6. 

reSctivtlyf ^ ‘^ese dates weigh 140 and 146.8 
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No. 
Mint 
Bate Obverse Heverse 

B 
937 Dehll 

894 
As on 924, 

but 
As on 924. 

Wt. 140-3. 
8. -6. 

Dates observed: 
866, 867, 868, 869, 860, *861, 862, 863, 864, 865, 

866, 872, 873, 874, 876, 876, 877, 878, 879, 880, 88], 
882, 883, 884, 885, 886, *887, 888, 889, 890, *891, 892. 
(Cf. Th. and N.S. 35.) 

* Since acquired for Dehli. 

937 a j) As on 938. As on 938. 

Wt. 130. 
8. -7, 

Eef, E. I. 21 (Labor, p. 112. 

4). 

938- 
941 

n 

i_jUj 

wt 60-6; 56-7; 57.5(2). 
8. .55. PI. XI. 

941a (])ehli) 
865 

As on 938, but below 

(.)i. 

As on 924, but last line 
missing. 

Wt. 56. 
8. *55. 

Ref. R. (Labor), p. 112. 7. 

941b 857 fj 

AOV 

m.m. 4. 
Wt. 66. 
8. *6. 

,ii 

JU- 

Eef, R. (Labor, p. 113. 8). 

BAHLOli 
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Date Obverse 

BAXLUrL /E 

942 Dehll In circle 
869 

COFFEE 

Margin 

(jlloLw 

Wt. 137-8. 
S. -65. 

Wt. 142-7. 
8. -65. PI. XI. 

877 Margin 

. . . . . . , 

wt. 140-8. 
8. -65. 

Margin obliterated. 

Wt. 139-2. 
8. -7. 

Wt, 110-6. 
8. -65. 

Wt. 109-6. 
8. -65. 

Dates observed: 

867, 868, 869, 870, 871, 872, 873, 874, 875, 876, 877, 
878, 879, 882, 887, 888, 889, 890, 892, 893, 894 (/.if.C.). 

*NQie to 946, A coin of this date in the B.M. weighs 184-6. 
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No. 
Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

/E 
948*- 

949 

Dehli 
Ddru’l- 
mulk 

»u. dULji 

865 Wt. 86*2; 80‘5. 
S. -6. 

KOO 

PI. XI. 

950 
856? 

it 

Wt. 83‘2. 
S. -6. 

but 
it 

A01 ? 

951 
857 

it 

Wt. 85-3. 
S. -6. 

but 
>> 

AdV 

952- 
953 

>» 
865 

ti 

Wt. 71; 70-6. 
a >6. 

but A10 

954 
867 

it 

Wt. 71-8. 
1 S. -6. 

but 
l> 

AIV 

955- 
956 868 

a 

Wt. 72; 70.5. 
a *6. 

but 
a 

AlA 

957 
871 

it 

Wt. 69‘5. 
a -6. 

but 
it 

AV 1 

958 

876 
Wt. 71. 
8. *6. 1 

but 
it 

AVI 

*Note to 9i8. R. (Labor, p. 112. 6 a) gives coins of this type dated 828 and 8821—pre* 
sumably errors for 868 and 862. 

BAELCI 



US LODlS 

BAHLOL 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/E 
959 Dehll 

Ddni’l- 
mulk 
877 

As on 948. 

Wt. 67.2. 
S. -6. 

As on 948, but 
AVV 

9G0 
878 

)> 

Wt. 716. 
S. -6. 

>> 
A V A 

Dates observed: 

866, 866, 867, 858, 859, 860, 861, *862, *863, 864, 
866, 866, 867, 868, 869, 870, 871, 872, 873, 874, 875, 
876, 877, 878, 879, 882, 884, 887, 888 (Th. no. 313 and 
N.S. XXXV, p. 196). 

* B.M. specimens of 862 and 863 weigh 65*8 and 68*6 
grains respectively. IM»C. 573 of 863 weighs 72 grains. 

960a 
** 

As on 948, 

Wt. 70-5. 
S. *5. 

Ref, B.M. and LJI.C.^ 658. 

As on 948, but apparently 
without date. 

960 b* 886 As on 938, but below 

AAl 

Wt. 67. 

Ref Thomas 314. 

Itates recorded : 868, 886, 
889, 893, 894. 

961 Jaunpur 
(SJiahr) 

888 

As on 948, 

Wt. 66-9. 
S. >55. AAA ^ 

*Noie to 960 k This type is included with hesitation. It is difficult not to be a little 
sceptical about its existence. In spite of the numerous dates given by Thomas for it no 
such coin can be traced either in the B.M., I.M., L.M. or Labor collections, nor has any 
found its way into the larger private collections that I have examined. Thomas's own 
coins went to the B.M. The type, moreover, is not a copper one. Cf. No. 941 b. 



No. Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
902 JaimpQr As on 948. As on 961, but 

(Shahr) aa3 
889 Wt. 64-8. 

S. -55. 

963 j) 
890 

Wt. 03-6. 
S. -55, 

A^. 

904- >> >> ?> 
905 893 

Wt. 58-4; 54*3. 
A^r 

8. -5. PI. XI. 

966 )) yf ff 

894? 
Wt. 63*3. 
8. ‘55. 

A<ll« ? 

Dates observed: 

*878 (R. Lahor, p. 112. 3), 888, 880, 890, 891, 892 
(N.S. XXXV, p. 197. 11), 888, 894. 

966 a Dehli 

Jjtj 

wt. 37. 
8. -55. 

Be/. R. (Labor), p. 113. 

966 b* — uOi' J .u 

>4j. 

Wt. 38. 
8. ‘4. 

Be/, R. (Labor), p. 113.10. 

*Noie to 966. A doubtful date. 
^Note to 966 b. If this is tlie coin figured in R. III. 30 its attribution to Bahlul is doubt¬ 

ful. It is not unlike a coin of Sikandar Lodi. 

BAKLOL 



250 LODIS 

SXSAIT- 
BA& II 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

SIKANDAR ^AH II 

A.U. 894-923. A.D. 1488-1517. 

B BILLON 

0G7 Debli 
894 

0*j ci 

j- 

Type A. 

(1— ^ .V1 

All® 

Wt. 145-7. 
S. -65. 

9G8- 
969 895 but Aid 

)) 

Wt. 139-7; 141-5. 
S. -6. 

970- 
971 

n 
896 

>» 
but Ain 

>) 

Wt. 144-7. 
S. -7. 

972 
897 

>> 
but aIv 

>> 
below ^jliiL 

wt 141-5. 
S. -65. 

973- 
974 

v 
898 

)) 
but aIa 

Ab on 967. 

wt. 42-6. 
8, -65. 

975 
899 

jf 
but 

Wt. 146. 
8. -65. 
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No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

B 
976 — As on 967, Type B. 

900 but 1.. As on 967. 

The mint is absent from this type, and the script is 
angular. 

Wt. 143-6. 
S. -7. 

977- Dehll As on 967, Type A. 

978 901 but ^. 1 As on 967. 

Wt. 142-1; 137-8. below (jUaU on one. 

S. -75; -7. PI. XI. 

979- i> 
980 902 but l.r 

Wt. 140-6; 142-3. 
S. -75. 

981 )) )> }) 

(2) 903 but <i.r On one ^.5 

Wt. 142-5. 
S. -75. 

982- )> 
983 904 but i.p Traces of below 

Wt. 140-8; 137-5. 
S. -7. 

on one. 

984- )} 
985 906 but 1.1 Type B. 

Star (m.m. 4) to right of jli*. As on 976. 

Wt. 140-8; 141-5. 
S. -7. 

986 )) 

907 but ^. V 

m.m. 3. to right of jJL» 

Wt. 139-5. 
8. *7. 

SIKAir- 
SABU 



252 LODIS 

SZKASr. 
BAB II 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

B 
987 

908 
As on 967, 

but 

Wt. 141-6. 
S. -7. 

Type B. 

As on 976. 

988- 
989 909 

}> 
but 1.1 

77 

wt. 139-6; 141-9. 
S. -7. 

990 
912 but 11 r 

No mark visible. 

77 

Wt. 139-4. 
8. -75. 

991*- 
992 913 

77 

but lir 

ni.m. 32 over ^ of jJl». on 
one. 

77 

Wt. 139-4; 140-8. 
S. *7. 

993- 
994 914 

77 

but 111® 

No mark visible. 

77 

Wt. 141-8; 139-8. 
8. -7. PI. XI. 

995- 
996 915 

77 

but 110 

m.m. 92 to right of jJL». 

77 

Wt. 138-3; 135-7. 
8. -7. 

*Not6 to 991. Many of the coins after 912 have some letters or symbol to the right of the 
date—possibly standing for 



Obverse Reverse No. Date 

B 
997 

91G 
As on 995, 

but 111 

Type B. 

As on 976. 

Wt. 141. 
8. *7. 

998- 
999 917 but 11V 

and without m.m. 92. 

Wt. 138-5; 137. 
8. -7. 

1000- 

1001 918 but llA 

Wt. 138-4; 138-3. 
8. -7. 

)) 

1002- 

1003 919 but 

Wt. 139-1; 137-8. 
8. -7. 

Dates observed: 

Type A is known of all dates from 894 to 909 a,h. 
Type B of all dates from 900 to 922 a.h. The coin of 921 is in 
the B.M,*—that of 922 is recorded in R. (Labor), p. 114. Id. 

1004 900 Parts of the same legend. Type A. 

>> 

Wt. 57. 
8. *55. 

1005 902 
Sr 

>> 

Wt. 51-4. 
8. -55. 

♦Noie.—This coin and one of 917 in the B.M. have a star—m.m, 4—to right of jJi>. 
Cf. No. 984. 

8ix:Air- 

BAB II 



No. 
Date Obverse Eeverse 

B 
8IKAH. 1006- 904 As on 1004. Type A. 
BAS II 1007 As on 967. 

1008* 909 

Wt. 53; 54-7. 
8. -55. 

ft Type B. 

1009- 

S.1 

Wt. 47-4. 
S. *55. 

ft 

As on 976. 

1010 

1011- 

Date off coin. 

Wt. 57; 49-3. 
S. *55. 

Dates observed: 

897 [R. (Labor), p. 114.2] 
and 900 to 911 a.h. 

ft 

1012 

(2) 

1012a 898 

wt. 3M ; 35-1; 331. 
8. <4. 

Parts of 

A 

Wt. 17*5. 
S. *35. 

Ref. l.M.a, 608. 

*Note to 1008. See also R. Ill, 30, probably a coin of Sikandar, not Bahlul. 

PI. XI. 



Obverse Keverse 

IBRAHIM ^AH II 

AJi. 923-932. A.D. 1517-1526. 

BZLLOir 

Parts of 

j- 
cyjJLa*. 

<\r6 

Wt. 79-5. 
S. -5. 

Wt. 84-7 (2). 
S. -GS; ‘55. 

Dates observed: 923, 926, 
920, 927. 

Date off coins. 

Wt. 85; 82; 79-7; 80-7. 
8. -05; .55. 

Wt. 38*5; 43*5. 
8. -45. 

wt. 43. 
8. -45. 

Dates observed: 926, 926, 
927, 928. 

Parts of 

..jiyu 

PI. XI. 

PL XI. 

ZBBi- 

HIM 11 



256 LODlS 

IBBi- 

BXK II 

rA^KOD 
LOSl 

No. Mint 
Bate 

Obverse Reverse 

B 

1028- — As on 1013. As on 1013. 

1030 Date off coins. 

Wt. 41-7; 41*2; 36-2. 
S. -45. 

/E COFFEB 

Struck in Mdlwd, 

1030a* 

sq. 
? 

vA- 

J ‘ 

wt. 115. 
S. *6. 

Ref. Thomas 321, 

MAHMUD LODI 

A.H. 935. A.D. 1528. 
B BILLON 

1030k* 935 

cH 

. . • 

. . . Jji^J 

^ro 

Wt. 140. 
S. -7. 

Ref. N.S. xxxv, p. 200 
(H. R, N.). PL XXIV. 

*Note to 1030 Ji» The weight given is that of a coin that was in my own cabinet. The 
coin belongs properly from its shape and type to the Malwa series. It is now in the B.M. 

*Note to 1030 b* A diiferent reading of the reverse from that given in N.S. xxxv is 



LODIS 

BAHLUL BASLOL 

Gold and silver—we are told by a historian of the Lodi times—were Catalogue 

only procurable with the greatest difficulty, and this statement receives Nos. 

confirmation from the coinage, for after Timur’s invasion, as we have 924-966 b 

seen, the issues of gold and silver dwindle to markedly small proportions. ^^24*3.249 

Bahlul decided to eliminate them altogether and rely on a currency of 

billon and copper only. 

He selected for his principal coin, as Muhammad Tughluq had done 

before him, when he replaced silver by billon tanhahs^ih.^ popular piece 

of 80 mt%8, which, as Thomas is quick to notice, traces its origin back to 

the archaic copper coins of Ramadatta. Indeed from A.ii. 727, except 

for a few years in the last decade of the eighth century when a 9()-ral% 

billon tankah was in vogue, the %9-Tail coin appears consistently as the 

principal piece of the billon currency. Muhammad V when he revived 

the billon coinage confined himself, so far as we know, to coiuvS of 80 and 

32 mi%8 and so did Bahlul’s predecessor * Alain Shah. There was nothing 

strange therefore in Bahlul’s choice. He was merely carrying on the 

coin types current at his accession supported by the traditions of more 

than a century and a half. 

There need be no hesitation in asserting that Bahlul's 80-m/'i: piece 

was the tankah of his day. It not only corresponds in weight with the 

billon taakah8 of Muhammad Tughluq and Fiiuz Shah, but in its com¬ 

position, as evidenced by assay, it is obviously meant to be identical with 

the tavkahs of Firuz Shah. Fath Khan, and Muhammad IV. Six speci¬ 

mens have been assayed at the Royal Mint (App. B), and excluding one 

which we may justifiably regard with suspicion, we find that the remain¬ 

ing five have an average silver content of 23-74 grains per coin. It is 

out of the question, in view of the respective values disclosed by assay, 

to suppose that Sikandar Lodi’s tankaks were worth two of Bahlul’s or 

that forty of the latter went to the rupee as Thomas {Chron.y p. 366) 

concluded merely on the strength of Abu-l-Fazl’s dictum that the dam 

used to be called a bahluli. 

That Bahlul issued a tankah is supported by the fact that references 

to sums of money in the histories of his reign are usually in terms of 

tankahs, e.g. Raja Man paid Bahlul 80 lakhs of tankihs to be confirmed 

in the possession of Gwaliar. The largeness of the amounts recorded 

and the avowed scarcity of gold and silver, together with its complete 

withdrawal from Bahlul's own currency, indicate that a billon and not 

s 



258 LODIS 

BAKIiOL a silver tankah is the coin to which reference is made. A billon iankah 

was no novelty. From a.h. 727 till 793 the billon tankah was para¬ 

mount, having effectively ousted its silver rivals. The silver tanlmhs 

of that period are limited to a few odd specimens, possibly struck for 

special occasions. Thus the circumstantial evidence points very strongly 

to BahluFs W-ratl coin being a iankah. It was a case of history 

repeating itself, for Bahlul only did in A.H. 855 what Muhammad Tughluq 

had done in a.h 727. Both were equally successful. But Bahlul went 

even further, for he issued no gold coinage. 

The new tankah and Z2-rat% piece were based on the higher rati 

standard which, it has been suggested, was introduced by Muhammad V, 

and continued by *Alam Shah and which therefore Bahlul found in 

vogue. The tankahs usually range in weight from 144 to 148 grains— 

the 32-ra^^ pieces from 56 to 58 grains, though in one case an over¬ 

weight of 60 grains is recorded. 

It seems probable that Bahluls principal coin was, or came to be, 

known as a hahlulu The Zuhdaiu44au'arlkh based on a history, 

whose author derived his information from personal experience of the 

reigns of the second and third Lodis, refers both to hahlulls and tankahs 

as standard coins in Ibrahim Lodis time. The following interesting pas¬ 

sage from that work which has been quoted by Thomas (Chron,, p. 360) 

may be again reproduced. ‘In Ibrahim bin Sikandars time, corn, 

clothes, and every kind of merchandise were cheaper than they had ever 

been known to be in any other reign except, perhaps, in the time of Sultan 

*Alau-d-din Khalji. In the time of Sikandar, also, the markets were 

very cheap, but still not so much so as in the time of Ibrahim. Ten 

maunds ^ of corn could be purchased for one hahl fdl; live sirs of clarified 

butter (ghl) and ten yards of cloth could be purchased for the same 

coin.... Gold and silver were only procurable with the greatest difficulty 

A horseman received five tankahs a month and if any one spent 100 

tankahs he might be considered to be possessed of great wealth. If a 

traveller wished to proceed from Dehli to Agra (about 120 miles), one 

bahlull would suffice for the expenses of himself, his horse and four 

attendants.’ * 

We may justifiably assume that the tankah above referred to is the 

coin of Sikandar Lodi which by the time of which the author is writing 

was definitely known as a tankah. And if we apply the term bahlull 

to BahluFs SO-ratl billon we shall not be straining the context. It was 

after all BahluFs most distinctive coin and might well have acquired the 

name bahlull, when the tankah became a coin of lower value. 

^ A maund « 40 airs ~ 560 iolahs of 96 rads (Babur’s Memoirs). In India at the present 
time a sir is officially equal to 2 lbs. but the weight of the sir varies not only from province 
to province but from district to district. 

* See E.B. IV, p. 475, where an extract in similar terms fi om the T&ril^-i-DaMi is quoted. 



LODIS 259 

The point has been complicated by Abu-1-Fazl who, when describing BAHLOL 
Akbar's dam in the Ain-i-Akbari, adds that this coin used formerly to 

be called 'paim and bahlull: 

As Thomas points out (Chron,, p. 361), ‘ the preferable inference from 

this certainly points to the conclusion that the bahlull was a copper 

coin, but no copper piece of Bahlul has ever been found of the weight of 

Akbar’s dam (323-5625 grains or 167 of Akbars raiis). Bahlurs 

heaviest copper coin is the double fulus (150 grains). Even this 

was not current in the early part of his reign, and was eventually 

superseded by a coin of 120 grains (64 ratu). So we may agree with 

Thomas that Bahlul’s copper coins must be ruled out. 

At the same time it is equally clear that neither of Bahlul’s two 

billon pieces of 80 and 32 ratia can be regarded as the equivalent of the 

dam} As already stated, assay has shown that Bahluls heavier billons 

had an average silver content of over 23 grains. An assay of three of 

the smaller billon pieces yielded an average of 7-70 gi-ains of silver per 

coin. These, which were the immediate precursors of Sikandar s taiikah, 

have in fact double the value of a dam. 

Thus there is no coin of Bahlul which can be regarded as correspond¬ 

ing to the dam^ and we are driven to the conclusion that Abii-l-Fazl’s 

statement to the effect that a dam used to be known as a bahlull must 

be disregarded as not according with the evidence afforded by the coins 

themselves. In the circumstances it seems reasonable to apply the 

term bahlull, as Thomas has done, though for different reasons, to 

Bahluls SO-rail billon. 

In copper Bahlul seems to have been content, during the early part 

of his reign, with fulus of the usual ‘ Daru-l-mulk Dehli * type and for 

this he adopted the 48-ra^i; (90 grains) piece of Muhammad V. This 

would make Sijltal of iour fulus equivalent to 360 grains of copper. It 

did not, however, retain this value long, for a few years later we find 

the fulus reverting to 40 rails (75 grains); in the British Museum there 

are coins of this lighter weight dated a.h. 862 and 863, and it was soon 

after this that the issue of double/aius of 80 rails (cf. No. 942) began. 

^ Incidentally the ddm is nothing but a jtfal translated into copper. We have seen 
that ihejital of Iltutmish was a coin with a copper equivalent of 288 grains or four 
and that this copper value subsisted for the next hundred years. Under Muhammad 
Tugiiluq and his successors the fttal, i.e. the forty-eighth part of tlie iankah, may have 
been represented by a single/a/ws, but with the revival of the silver tankah or rupee we 
can trace the old jltal in the four /ulus of Mahmud II which were still equivalent to 
288 grains of copper—rising however to 345*6 (^86*4 x 4) grains in the reign of MubaraA: II 
and still further to 860 grains (4 fulus of 90 grains) under Muhammad V son of Farid, 
a level retained for some years under Bahlul. And it may be noted that under both 
Mub&rak and Muhammad V forty of these jVals, if we may so call them, of four fulus 
apparently went to the silver tankah just as 40 dmns went to the rupee of Akbar. 
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BJlSLOIi Towards the end of his reign Bahlul reduced the weight of this double 

fulus. Coins of A.H. 890 and 893 are found of a standard (120 

grains), the change apparently occurring in the former year, for the 

British Museum has a coin of that year of the 80-ra^i; weight. The 

double fulus of 64 ratls appear to have been the only coins issuing from 

the Dehli mint in the closing years of Bahlul’s reign, for in A.H. 888 

the fulus of Dehli stop,^ and their place is taken by fulus struck at the 

‘ City of JaunpurThe weights of these coins are markedly lower than 

those of the Dehli fiilus and it looks as if Jaunpur had a standard of its 

own independent of Dehli and more in accord with the pre-Mubarak/a/ils. 

One of Bahlul’s rarer coins is the hM fulus (No. 966 a). 

SIEAN- 

dab II SIKANDAR II 

Sikandar Lodi went a step further than Balilfil in confining his 

967-1012 A currency exclusively to billon. He also went a step further in another 

Pages direction for he was responsible for the penultimate stage in the down- 

250-254 tanlcah which had been set in motion by Muhammad Tughluq. 

Sikandar was, like his father, content to use the familiar '60-rati piece 

as his standard taiiJcah but he reduced its value to that of the 

billon of Bahlul. We know from Indian chroniclers that the new coin 

was definitely called a tankah and that twenty of them were regarded 

as equivalent to a rupee (vide Chrou,, p. 369). The large numbers that 

have been and are still being found show that it almost monopolized 

the currency. A long reign of thirty years served to establish the 

Sikandari tankah as an indispensable part of the currency. So much so 

that we find Akbar also issuing a tankah of which twenty similarly 

went to the rupee. It was, however, in his reign no longer a coin of 

mixed metal—the day of billon was over—but a heavy lump of copper 

equivalent in weight to two dams.^ 

From 900 a.h. we get, issuing concurrently with the Dehli tankah^ 

a second type without any mint name and with a distinctive angular 

script. This was possibly at first a camp issue, but when Sikandar trans¬ 

ferred the seat of government to Agrah, which he had founded in 1505 a.d. 

(911 A.H.), the Dehli-struck issue appears to have been abandoned. The 

large issues of a.h. 917-919, which are still met with in abundance, 

doubtless account for the discontinuance of the tankah after a.h. 920, 

^ See under No. 960. 
* It is interesting to note that an almost exact counterpart of the Sikandari tankah is 

to be found in the billon DehHwais, the first issues of Muhammad bin Sftm—themselves 
derived from the indigenous currency. The silver content per coin is in both cases 
almost the same (see App. B). * Plus fa change plus c^est la mkne cAose,’ 
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for the reading of a.h. 921 and 922 on the two recorded coins of those SlKAlf- 

years is not free from doubt. Sikandar died in a.h. 923. DAB II 

The appearance of the Sikandari tankah seldom affords any ocular 

evidence of its silver content. Indeed many have, in fact, no trace of 

silver in them—see App. B, where out of 25 coins six were found on 

assay to be without silver. We may suspect that there was a consider¬ 

able fabrication of these iankahs. Wliat the Sultan could do in 

diminishing the amount of silver in a billon issue, so could his subjects. 

The facility with which spurious imitations could be placed on the 

market—that was so marked in the time of Muhammad Tughluq— must 

always have been a handicap in a billon currency, and it is perhaps 

surprising that the use of billon persisted so long. As we have seen, an 

effort was made by Mahmud II and his immediate successors to dispense 

with it, but custom proved too strong and it needed powerful rulers like 

Slier Shah and Akbar to give billon its coup <k grace. 

At the same time a mixed metal currency is not without its advan¬ 

tages. It is not convertible into bullion except with an undue amount 

of trouble and therefore remains in circulation as a standing witness to 

the ruler whose name appears on its surface. Gold and silver were 

liable to be withdrawn from circulation either for purposes of hoarding 

or to be melted down into ornaments. Moreover the mixture of silver 

and copper enables the inconveniently small silver ‘ change ’ to be con¬ 

verted into moi‘e portable coins. Incidentally too it was possible, as a 

study of the Dehli series reveals only too plainly, for a bankrupt or 

dishonest government to tamper with the intrinsic value of the contents 

of the billon coins to its own profit with no serious inconvenience to the 

public. 

An assay of thirty-one Sikandari tankahs by the Calcutta mint in 

1853 gave an average per coin of 5-647 grains of silver {Chron,, pp. 

367-8). An assay of 25 similar coins made at the London Mint in 1928 

yielded an average silver content of 5-4 grains per coin. But if, in the 

latter case, we exclude the six coins which showed no trace of silver, 

and which may be fairly suspected of being contemporary fabrications, 

the average works out at 7-12 grains. If to this be added the silver 

value of the copper we get an intrinsic value for the Sikandari tankah 

of about 9 grains of silver. Twenty of these would thus be equivalent 

to the 180-grain silver coin of Mu^mmad V and *Alam Shah. 

The early tankahs answer well to the assumed weight standard— 

150 grains—of an SO-mti piece, but the coins of Sikandar’s later years 

show a falling off. The fractional pieces which exist are also irregular 

in their weights and foreshadow the deterioration which culminated in 

the following reign. They consist of halves, quarters, and a solitary 

eighth of the tankah 
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XBBlHlM 
II 

Catalogue 
Nos. 
1013- 
1030a 
Pages 

255-256 

IBRAHIM II 

Ibrahim discontinued the tankah of his predecessors. For this the 

enormous number of tankahs struck by Sikandar in circulation, combined 

with the emptiness of the treasury and the insecurity of Ibrahim’s 

tenure, may be held a sufficiently good reason. From the Zuhdatu-U 

taivarlkh {Chro7U, p. 360 n.) we gather that tankahs and bahlulis were 

in use in Ibrahim’s reign. But everything was so cheap at this time ^ 

that there was perhaps little need for anything but small change. At 

any rate the only coins we know Ibrahim to have issued himself are 

degenerate billon halves and quarters of the tankah. Under Ibrahim 

the currency may be said to have reached its nadir both from the 

metrological and from the artistic point of view. 

The most interesting coin of this Sultan is No. 1030 a, issued, as is 

supposed,2 after the capture of Chanderi in Malwa for currency in that 

province. It follows in type, form, and weight the Malwa coinage found 

in existence by Ibrahim, and properly belongs to that series. 

MAHMUD 

Catalogue 
No. 
1030 b 
Page 256 

This coin which for some time lay unnoticed, save for its date, 

among Mr, NevilFs coins of Sikandar Lodi, is still unique. Mahmud 

was a younger brother of Ibrahim and after the battle of Panipat in 

A.H. 932 was accepted by the remnants of the Lodi faction as their leader. 

He was proclaimed king in Bihar in a.h. 935. But his sovereignty was 

shortlived and little more than nominal, and he was obliged to flee from 

Babur into Bengal where he disappeared into obscurity. This solitary 

coin is of considerable interest as confirming the testimony of written 

history. It is also interesting as the last representative of the billon 

tankah, if we except that remarkable outlier, No. 1482 A, issued by the 

Suri Sikandar III, which cannot with any certainty be classed as billon. 

^ Soe ante p. 258. * See Th. p. 377. 



SURlS 

No. 

N 

1030c* 

Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

SHER SHAH 

A.H. 945-952. A.D. 1538-1545. 

aOLD 

Siiergarh 
919 

In double square, the 

Kalima. 

M.m. 4. in top left corner. 
i 

In double square 

IkJL 

Margin 

As on 1043, but scarcely 
legible. 

Wt, 167-5. 
S. 1-2, 

Ref B.M. 

.iCu aji jii^ 

M.m. 4. over j of 

Margin 

As on 1043, but 

SHEB 

SHlH 

10301) 
949 

[Jahdnpandh type] 

In circle, the Kalima, 

In centre m.m. 33. 

Margin 

^IkUl ^1^] 

JoUJl 

M.m. 16 to right of ^ bj 

Wt. 166-8. 
S. M. 

Ref, B.M. Cf. No. 1078, I 

In circle 
^ jilii 

UiLJI 

^ aji jjLi. 

JIU- ^ 

M.m. 34 over ^ 

. XIIL 

*Note io 1080c, This coin came from the cabinet of General Cunningham and was pub¬ 
lished by me in J.R.A.S., July 1900, the view being expressed that it appeared above 
suspicion. Further consideration has, however, led me to modify this opinion. The 
execution, particularly of the marginal legends, is so crude, and so unlike that of the 
silver coins of the mint from which it purports to issue, as to raise grave doubts as to its 
genuineness. This is probably the coin numbered 842 in Thomas’s Chronicles. Mr. H. R. 
Nevill’s cabinet contained a gold coin of this type but without date. On it the mint name 
occupies the right and the N&garl the left margin. 
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8HEB 

SSlK 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse 

/R SILVER 

Reverse 

1031 Ujjain 
949 

In circle, the Kalima. 

M.iii. 15 over ^ 

Margin 

M.m. 9 (inverted) at * *. 

Wt. 177.8. 
S. 1-2. 

Dates observed: 049, 950 
(11. R. N.). 

In circle 

U » 
IkL Ll 

jt^ 

s51L 4)1 J.l» 
{sic) ^ 

t over the last ^ 

Margin 

yj ^ U* jJl s>^ 

’1.1 vbtxTftf 

M.m. 9 (inverted) at * *. 

PI. XI. 

1031a*! Agrali 
948 

In square looped at corners, 
the Kalima. 

Margin 

Bottom 

Left 

Top J(i^\ ^JUlc 

Right ^^1 Js. 

Wt. 179. 
8. 1-2. 

Ref. IM.a, 615. 

Dates observed: 948, 949 
(I.M.). 

In square looped at corners 

1 1* A 

^IkL, 

4)1 

k^JU Alikr 

Margin 

Left JolaJl ^^IkLJl 

Top 

Right ^^jJl ^ UjJl 

Bottom I 

1031 B 

949 

As on 1031 A. 

Wt. 172. 
S. M. 

Ref, LM.C., 618. 

Other date: 950. 

As on 1031 A, but date 

vertically to left of }Slt 

*Note to 2081 a. See also N,S. xlii, p, 16, for a possible coin of 947. 
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No. 
Mint 
Bate 

Obverse Reverse 

/R 
1031c Agrali As on 1031 A, but margin As on 1031 A, but without 

i 948 
Bottom bi 

Left 

Top 

Nagari and below 

Margin 

Left 

Right Jj: 
Top JjUll 

Right ji\ 
Wt. 85. 
S. -9. Bottom y 1 

Ref. H. R. N. PI. XXIV. 

1031d In a circle, the Kalima. In a circle 
1 

948 Wt. 43. 
yJaJl ji\ 

S. *62. 

Eef. R. M. A. 
Cf. N.S. xl art. 265 (1). 

1l®A \J 1 

1031e In square, the Kalima in In square 
two lines. 

Panduali 
Below ijjjLj 

947 jt.- 

^IkUl 

Margins 
jiCu dJi 

Top ^ y\ ftrawrft 

Left 

Bottom jjUix 

Right ^ 

Margins 

Right Aj^ 

Bottom ^^aH 

Left) 
Wt. ? 
S. M. 

1 obliterated. 

iee/.c/.5.0.2J.5.,1919,p.87. 

SHEB 
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§SEa 

ssAh 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/R 
1031f Pan (ill ah 

948 
As on 1031 E, butin 

right margin and ^ in left. 

As on 1031 E, but 

Wt. ? 
S. M. and 

Ref,J.B,O.IlS.,m9, p.86. Margins 

Top yi\ 

Left ? ^jJl ^ 

1031g Chunar 
948 

In square 

Jdi in Ji i) 

j 
oUJi aul 

Margins 

Bottom 

Left ^ 

Top .... 

Right .... 

Wt. 172-2. 
S. 1-05. 

Ref. P. T. 

In square 

u 
LhJL..n 

iXl* sUi jia* 
ijlklw J 

Margins 

Bottom . 

Le ft ^ ljLi» 

Top WiJjJl 

Right . 

1032 
949 

In circle, the Kalima. 

M.m. 15 over^ of 

Margin 

{sic) ^ yj 

JoUll ^lUJl ^>1 Js^ 

Wt. 177. 
S. M5. 

I In circle 
jlw 

IkUl 

4iji 

ijUaLf j 

Margin 

jRilfl ».ll ^yjJl ^ L^jJl JtJ^ 

(a) (sic) Sj* P vy-» 

M.m. 16 over at top of 
area. 

M.m. 86 at (a). 
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No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/R 
1033* Chunar 

950 
As on 1032, but m.m. 4. 

But margin 

vLki' L.1 

[ci^] 

M.m. 9 after 

As on 1032, but area ar¬ 
ranged 

^lyui 

M.m. 35 over of ^^UaUi 

and in margin followed 

by Nagarl title inverted? 

Wt. 170 (worn). 
S. M. 

Dates observed: 949(B.M.), 
060, 

PL XI. 

1033a 

949 

As on 1033, but in margin 

.iUJi 

and no m.m. 

As on 1033, but 

-- 

Wt. 177-6. 
S. Ml. 

Ref. N. S. xlii, p. 13. 

1034 Rantham- 
bhor 
949 

In square, the Kalima. 

Margins as on 1031 A. 

In square 

lUJl 

Wt. 174-3. 
S. M. 

ikd.* 4]ll 

Margins 

Left ^IkUl 

Top [UijJl A)/] 

Left j 

Bottom ^ " ^ 

PL XI. 

*Note to 1083. In N.S. xlii a coin of i.H. 949 of this type is recorded with a weight of 
177.7. 

SHEE 
IbIh 
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BKiA 

No. Mint 
Bate 

Obverse Reverse 

/R 
1035 Satgfion 

950 
In circle, the Kalima, 

Margin 

jlkUl ^ 1,1 

M.m. 36 at * * 

Wt. 167 (worn). 
S. M. 

In circle 
tlw 

4Ul jIa ^UaUl 

k.31]2Jla» j 

Margin 

(sic) UjJl j Jo^i 

1036 
950 

As on 1035. 

Wt. 175-4. 
S. 1. 

x\s on 1035, but 

\ 0 . yi\Ss>t* V/^ 

PI. XI. 

1037 Sharif- 
a bad 

I 946 

In square within circle, the 
Kalima and below 

: In segments 

Top 

Left 

Bottom 

Right Jc 

Wt. 172*9. 
8. 1. 

In square within circle 

jLi. 

4U! 

In segments 

Right 

Bottom UaII 

I^ft 5 

Top yftJoJi y) 

Dates observed: 946, 947 
{BM.C,}. 

1038 ii 
948 

As on 1037, but ^ in 

right and ^ in left segment. 

As on 1037, but 

11*A 

Wt. 173*4. 
S. 1*05. 

Dates observed: 
946 948. 
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No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/R 
1039 Sharif- 

abad 
949 

In double circle, the 
Kalima. 

Margin 

JoUi 
M.m. 4 at * 

Wt. 177-8. 
S. M. 

In double circle 

^ 
iSS^ 4jj! juUki 

Margin 

’>•’ (“) 

M.m. 9 at (a). 
PI. XII. 

1040 
951 

As on 1039, 

Wt. 177-4. 

S. M. 

As on 1039, but date to 
right of Nagari and no m.m. 

Dates oh sensed: 949 (N.S 
xlii, p. 16), 961. 

1040a Sbergarb 
(Qila) 

945 
In square 

4i)l ^ 

JoUi 

In square 

•tfe Xu <UJl 

Margins 

Top y\ 

Right 

Bottom 

Left jJlc 

Wt. 174. 

S. 1. 1. 

Margins 

Top UjJl X>_;» 

Right j 

Bottom y\ 

Left ^ 

Ref. H. R. N. PI. XXIV. 

SHEK 
SHlH 
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ilES 

SllH 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/R 
10408* ‘ Shergafli In square, the Kalitnaand In square 

945 below 
jii 

Margin 

Top ' IPo 4li 

Right] 
obliterated 

(^) 
- ^ 

Bottom 

Left 
il/ar/;in 

Top xjJ 

Wt. 166*3. 

S. M. 
Right obliterated. 

Bottom Pyilojl y.l 

Ref. B.M. Left i 

PL XXI. 

1041 M As on 1037, but in In square 

947 right, in left segment. [j sLi* 

UqiJLmwJI 
Wt. 175*8. 

S. M 5. ft^lu 4)1 jlik 

Dates observed: 
IFv s.iL]aLi ^ 

946 (H. R. N.), 947, 948 
{n.M.c). 

Margins 

Top U jJl JlJji 

Right ^ 

Bottom y\ 

Left 

PI. XII. 

*Note to 1040 b. A duplicate of this was obtained by B. Rakhal Das Banerji in Hyder¬ 
abad, Sind. 
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No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/R 
1041a Sbergavh In square,the Kalima, with In square 

(Qil'a) 
951 

in.m. 84 in top left corner. 4lli 

Margin 

Top jJo y\ 

Right 

Bottom (sic) 

Left 

^UaLa/ 1 

Margin 

K.jlkLu ft 
Top . ^ 

iSAa 4)1 jJla. Wt. 171. 
S. 1-25. 

Re/. 11. R. N. 
Right 

liottom 

Left ^^jjJl j LijJl jpy 

PI. XXIV. 

1042 Id circle, the Kalima. In circle 
(Qil'a?) M.m. 84 over both ^jBs. 

952 

Margin 

Wt. 168-6 (worn). 
S. 1-2. Margin 

■*•</] icr 

PI. XII. 

1042a If In circle, the Kalima. In circle 

? 
Margin 

u » 
lioJu, U 

(a) ^ y\ (a) j-JL 

JoWl jjlUJl 4ll jJL». 

M.m. 9 (inverted) at (a). 
ft J 

Wt. 172-1. 
Margin 

yfliajl y\ ^^jJl ^ (a) UjJl jj^ 

Rtf. 11. R. N. (««) "*•*" 

M.m. 9 (inverted) at (a). 

ilEB 
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iWES 
SElH 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/R 
1043* Shergarh In double square, the In double square 

948 Kalima. 
u 

Margins 

Top y\ 4iJl 

Right Margins 
Bottom Top ^ lAjJl x>J 

Left Rightj>\ ^jJl 

A (j overand Bottom Si*A y/-» 

Wt. 174-2. Left 
S. M5. In right bottom corner of 

anm a ^ * 
PI. XII. 

1044* As on 1043. As on 1043, but margins 

948 
Wt. 172-2. 
S. 1. 

read from left upwards. 
No ^ in area. 

PI. XII. 

1045* 11 it As on 1043, but no ^ in 

948 Wt. 171. 
S. M5. 

area. 

104(!* >» As on 1043, but m.m. 39 As on 1043, but 

949 in top left corner and m.m 
40 in bottom right corner of 
area. 

Wt. 173-4. 
S. 1-15. 

1047 As on 1043, but m.m. 41 As on 1043, but m.m. 42 
949 in top left corner and m.m. 

9 in bottom right corner of 
in j of and m.m. 9 in 

bottom right corner of area. 
area. 

Wt. 176-6. 
S. 1. 

Dates observed: 949, 950 
(H. R. N.). 

*Note to 1G4S, On some coins this ^ is replaced by a star or m.m. 12. 

*Note to 1044-1045. The ‘ Sher ’ of Shergarh is written differently in these two coins, 

the strokes of the and the dots being given. 
*Note to 1046. A variety of mint-marks or ornaments is found on these coins of 949. 
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No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/R 
1048 (Sher. As on 1043, but margins As on 1043, but margins 

i garb) 

? 
absent. absent and no ^ 

Wt. 84. 
8. *8. 

j 

PI. XII. 

1049* Shergadh In square, the Kalima. In square 
Bakkar 

950 Margins 
* u 
U IkLJl 

Bottom \i\ j—f.-- 

Left 

Top jjUJI ijUxc 

Right ijlc 
M.m. 4 over ^ 

1 
Wt. 177*7. 

8. M. Margins 

Left ^ X}^ 

Top yJoJl j)\ UjJl 

Right 

Bottom 10.^ 

1050 >» f* As on 1049, but 
951 

Wt. 176. and m.m. 15. 

8. M. PI. XII. 

1051 >> )> »» 
952 

Wt. 166*3 (worn), 

8. M. 

but lor 

gHSS 
8llK 

^Note to 1049, H.RN. has a similar coin of ? 949. 

T 
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iHEB 
SHAH 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/R 

1052 Sbergarli In square, the Kalima. In square 
Dehll 
948 Margins s UoLJl 

IjCft 

Top 

Right ^^JJ\ 

Bottom JoUll ^UaUi 
(sic) ^rnrrRTWf 

Wt. 176-7. 
8. M2. 

Margins 

Left Xi^ 

Top ^ LjjJl 

Right 

Bottom 

PI. XII. 

1053 ft 
As on 1052, but 

949 
Wt. 175-3. and Nagari 

S. 1-15. 

1054 j) ij As on 1053, but margins 
949 

wt. 171*2 (worn). 
S. M. 

read from bottom leftwards.* 

1055 j) )> As on 1054, but 
950 

Wt. 174-3 (worn). 
S. 1-1. 

1056 »} » 

951 
Wt. 170*7 (worn). 
S. M. 

lei 

Dates observed: 949, 960, 
951. 

*lfote to 1054. On a similar coin of 949 in the B.M. the margin read from the right 
downwards. 
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No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

M 

1056a* Fathabad 
946 

JjUl ^UJ\ 

A_J 

1 . 

y \ 

JJl 
A_.. ji. 

^-j 

j UjJ\ 

A 
-- 

jdi. jjUoLJl 

Wt. 177. 
S. *96. 

Ref, N.S. xlii, p. 14 (two 
pieces). 

1057* 5J 

946 
In square, the Kalima. 

ejIUJI 

In square 
sL-i 

i 

Margins 

Top ^ y\ 

Right 

Bottom 

Left ^ 

Wt. 173-2. 
S. M. 

tS1» 4)1 

Margins 

Right ^jJI xi^ 

Bottom Ml.. ? obU?-* 

obliterated. 

PI. XII. 

1058 )) 
948 

Wt. 175*5. 
S. M. 

Dates observed: 

947 (H. R. N.), 948, 949 
{LM,C.), 

As on 1057, but in area 

\f>, and 

Margins 

Right LjjJl 

Left ^^jJl ^ 

Top 

Bottom .sbbc^ 

*Note to 1056 a. These coins supersede the coin figured in Thomas, Chron. p. 895, where 
the last line of the obverse inscription is wanting. 

*Note to 1057, The NagarS in the Rev. margin may be a rendering of the mint-name. 

OlH 
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aiEK 
8H1e 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

M 
1059* Fathabad 

951 

In 

below 

Obverse 

circle, the Kalima, and 

? 

Reverse 

In circle 

(J 

Margin 

jXL 4)1 jli. 

ijUaiw j 

M.m. 9 at * * 

Wt. 171-4. 
8. 1-L 

Margin 

*yUaJI yj ^jjl j UjJ * \ X>/ 

Dates observed: 949 (B.M.), 
961. M.m. 9 at * * 

PL XII. 

1059a KalpI 

949 

In chained circle, the 
Kalima. 

Margin starting at 10 
o’clock. 

* * jJJaJI ^ bl 

Ja\ * [jjUJI] 

At * m.m. 4. 

Wt. ? 
8. M. 

In chained circle 

u 

s^L* till jJL» 

Margin starting at 6 o’clock. 

UjJl Jjy JoUl ^IWJl 

ylojl y\ ^ 

Re/. J.B.O.R.S.y 1919, 

p. 87. 

*Ifote to 1069. In K.S. zlii, p. 18, Mr. Stapleton has suggested that the word below the 
Kalima may be , linking up the Kalima with the margin, i.e. Muhammad is the 
prophet of Allah and his companion is Abu Bakr, Ac. There is, however, no trace of 

the final i and the initial letter looks more like a ^ than a * 



SURiS 277 

No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/R 
1060* Kalpi 

949 

In double square, the 
Kalima, and below 

In double square 

M.m. 4 to left of 

Margins 

Right ^ Ui 

Bottom JjjUJl ^ 

Left (jU^ 

Top 

1 

Wt. 178-6. 
S. 1-08. 

Margins 

Left UjJl jijy 

Top ^ 

Right 

Bottom 

PI. XII. 

IOGOa 

949 
As on 1060, but marginal 

legend starts in top margin. 

Wt. 175‘5. 
S. M. 

Ref. BM. 

In double square 

» u 
UaL- 

M 
ixi* jla. 

m 

Margins as on 1060. 

1061* 
949 

As on 1060, but margins 

Top jJjJI bj 

Right 

Bottom 

Left 

In double square 

ill 

4)1 jJLa* 

M.m. 4. 

Wt. 172*5 (worn). 
S. M. 

Margins 

Left UjJl jijy 

Top , 

Right yilajl 

Bottom UL-i# 

^NoU to 10e0» Llf.C., 685, is a coin of this type and date but the marginal legend starts 
in the left margin. Its weight is recorded as 179 grs. 

*Note to 1061. H.R.N. has a specimen with marginal legend starting in left margin. 

SKUB 
SHlE 



278 SUElS 

glEB 
gSlH 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/R 

1062 Kfilpi 
960 

As on 1060, but marpjins 
read from the left upwards. 

M.m. 4. 

As on 1061, but 

u ^ 

UoL U 

Wt. 173*4. 
S. 1.12. 

and in the bottom margin 

Dates observed: 

949 (B.M.C.), 060. 

1063* Gwaliar 
949 

In square, the Kalima. 

Margins 

Bottom U 

Left 

Top 

Right Js^ 

In square 

&SJl« sJJl ji> 

Wt. 177*5. 
S. 1*2. 

Dates observed: 949, 960 
(acquired 1928). 

M.m. 66 over 

Margins 

Uft ^lyji 

Top yflJoJl y\ 

Right ^ UjJl 

Bottom 

PI. XII. 

1064 
949 

1 

As on 1063. 

Wt. 173*5. 
S. 1‘2. 

Dates observed: 949, 961 
{IM.C.y 

As on 1063, but arranged 
<1 

1065 »> 

951 
wt. 172-9. 
S. 1-1. 

it 

but date o to left of iSiL 

*Note to 1068, LM.C.f No. 621, of this date and type weighs 179 grs. 



No. Date 
Obverse Eeverse 

M 
1066 Gwiiliar 

952 

1066a ,, 
951 

1067 Malot 
950 

1067a* PBhanptir 
949 

*Not6 to 1067A. 

As on 1063. 

Wt. 175-6. 
S. M. 

Dates observed: 949, 950 
(B.M.), 061, 962. 

7f 

Wt. 171-7. 
S. 1-2. 

Ref. P.T. 

In circle, the Kalima. 

M.m. 56 over^ of 

AMargin 

M.m. 16 at * * 

Wt. 176-4. 
S. 1-32. 

As on 1063, but date ^ 

to left of »5CL 

As on 1063, but margin 
begins at the bottom and the 
mint is in right margin. 

In circle 

^Iklu ^ 

Margin 
*^ftjajl y\ ^ UjJl 

111 
M.m. 16 at * * 

PL XII. 

Doubtful miiitd. 

As on 1063. 

Wt. 174. 
S. 1. 

Ref. IM.G., 619. 

dJl jid. 

9 to right of date. 

Dates observed: 
949 {I.M.C.), 950 (Th. 

no. 353—now in Berlin). 

Margins 

Top 

Right Jjy yj 

Bottom ^jJl j UjJl 

Left 

Another is described in N.S. xlii, p. 12. Wt. 175*6; S. 1-08. 

SKE& 
gHlK 



280 SURlS 

iSEB 
SllE 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

/R 
1068 ? Hazrat In square, the Kalima, In square 

Rasulpftr U 
'urf Margins as on 1031 A, but » lUJl 

Patna 
950 

in left margin 

Wt. 1721. 4)11 
S. M5. 

}S^ j1> 

M.m. 43 over jii. 

Margins 

Left yJoJi ji} 

Top ^ LijJl 

Right 1*0. ijL-, 

bottom ? U.I 

M.m. 44 at * 
PI. XIII. 

1069* ? Daru-l- In double circle, the Kalima, In double circle 
zarb 
Qila j 

but for 

Tanda 
951 

Margin 

Ju:*^^Uc *jC. W * 

1 

41)1 jJLa* 

M.m. 45 at * ♦. Margin 

Wt. 176*7. 
x>^ y} 4jUaLJi 

S. M5. (<*c) ) LjjJ' 

PL XXI. 

*Note to 1069, This reading of the mint name is suggested by the coin in the B.M. 
(figured). But 1 am not confident that the mint is not the same as that which is Bug> 
gested for the copper coins of Isl&m Sh&h as ^Budh&na Bih’. The type is Beng&lL 

Mr. Nevill suggests Qil’a Raisen Mr. Stapleton (N.S. xlii; p. 15) with more proba¬ 

bility Khalifat&b&d 
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No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/R 

WITHOUT MINT NAME. 

Type A. JahanpaiMh type. 

1070* 946 In square, the Kalima, 

Margins 

Top ^ y\ 

Right ^ 

Bottom 

Left 

Wt. 169-2. 
S. 1. 

In square 
(j 1 li* 

UoLJ « 

jXl* 

^1®1 wliaL ^ 

The in the top line cuts 
the Ua) 

Margim 

Top UjJI jjy 

Right ^jJl ^ 

Bottom ^Jajl 

Left 

1070A 946 it 

Wt. 173. 
S. 1. 

Re/, B.M. 

As on 1070, but omitting 

&3lkL* j 

^ under j.CU 

i®'! under 4)1 
PI. XXI. 

1071 947 it 

Wt. 169-5. 
S. 1. 

As on 1070, but omitting 

wllaL ^ in area and in 

margin. 

1072* 947 

Wt. 166-7. 
S. 1-02. 

As on 1071, but arranged 

u 

ILUl ^ 

and inserting lilkL ^ before 

*Note to 1070, In all these square area coins of the Jahftnpanah type the line over the 

N&garl forms the word 

*NQt6 to 1072. The ij on the reverse cuts the lULJl. 

8SEK 
SI ah 



282 SURiS 

SEEB 
gHlH 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

/R 
1073 948 As on 1070. 

Wt. 173*3. 
S. M5. 

As on 1072, but 

M.m. 33 over of ^jUaU 

PI. XIII. 

1074* 948 As on 1073, but m.m. 34. 

Wt. 179*2. 
S. M5. 

1075 948 yf 

Wt. 172*8. 
S. 1*15. 

As on 1072, but and 

in bottom margin iU 

Top and right margins 
obliterated. 

M.m. 15 over of jjlU-.]! 

1075a 948 » 

Wt. 173. 
S. 1. 

Ee/. /Jia, 664. 

As on 1070, but 
tJ Hi® A OoLm ^ 

Margins 

Top yiojl y\ 

Right Juif 

Bottom UjJl 

Left ^ 

1076 
1 

948 » 

Wt. 84*6. 
S. *8. 

As on 1072, but 
HI®a 

PI. XIII. 

1077 949 

Wt. 174. 
a 1*15. 

As on 1072, but Hi^H and 
m.m. 31 over of ^jlkL. 

1077a 949 it 

wt. 87*9. 

it 

Ref, Berlin. 

*Nok to 1074, H.R.N. records a similar coin with m.m. 26. 



SURIS 283 

No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/R 
1078 949 In circle, the Kalima. In circle, as on 1077. 

M.m. 33 over^ of 

Margin 

JoUJi 
M.m. 9 at * * 

Margin 

Wt. 175. 
S. 1-2. 

(Hher date: 950 (B.M.). PL XIII. 

1079* 
946 

Ty2)e B. 

As on 1070. 

Wt. 170-4. 
S. M. 

^er ^ah in three lines. 

- 
jii. ^IkUl 

Xu 4)1 

Margins 

Top ^aUJl j>l 

Right . . Xiji 

Bottom LijJl 

Left ^ 

1080 
946 

Wt. 172. 
S. 1-08. 

As on 1079, but with top 
L_ much shortened. 

Crude date. 

1081 
947 >» 

Wt. 173.9. 
S. 1-05. 

As on 1079, but 

*Note to 1079, These coins bear a strong resemblance to No. 1031 e and f of Pandua mint. 
They are almost certainly of Bengal mintage. On some of the coins of this and the 
succeeding type there is some letter (not deciphered) following in the right reverse 
margin. 

§HEB 
ShIh 



284 SURIS 

SKER 
gKAH 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Beverse 

/R 
1082 

948 
As on 1070. 

Wt. 163*8 (worn). 
S. 1*08. 

As on 1079, but 

1083* 
949 

Wt. 171. 
S. M. 

>» 
but 

1084* 
? 

>» 

Wt. 176*4. 
S. M. 

As on 1079, but with defec¬ 
tive date.* 

PI. XIII. 

Type C. ^er Shah in two lines, 

1085* 
948 

As on 1070. 

Wt. 175*5. 
8. 1*08. 

As on 1079, but and 
Sher Shah in two lines with 
three dots over the of sU. 

Dates observed; 
946 (H. R. N.), 947 

{I.M.C.), 948. 

1086 
946 

iy 

Wt. 173*8. 
8. 1*05. 

As on 1085, with dots over 
the ^ of and and the 

is curved like a u 
Cf. No. 1036, PI. XI. 

1087 
947? 

ff 

Wt. 177*5. 
8. 1-02. 

As on 1086, but 

1088 

i 

948 
>> 

Wt. 173*5. 
8. M. 

>1 
but 

*Note to 1083. Mr. Stapleton mentions two coins of this type of 962. (N.S. xlii, p. 16.) 
*Note to 1084. Coins of this type frequently have defective dates. 
*Nofe to 1085. Differing arrangements of the dots on the reverse have been observed. 

See I.M.C.j 669 and N.S. xUi, p. 17. 



Obverse Reverse 

Type D, 

As on 1063. 

Agrah-Owdliar types—square areas. 

I In square as on 1064, but 

Wt. 166-0. 
8. M8. M.m. 46 in top right cor¬ 

ner. 

Margins 

Top yj 

Right Uj.ll XiJ 

Bottom ^^)jJl ^ 

Left ^IWUl 

cy over U j in right margin. 

PI. XIII. 

In square, the Kalima. 

Margins 

Right jJJuJl yl 

Bottom ^ 

) obliterated. 
_ 

Wt. 174. 
8. M. 

Ref. LM.C., 665. 

In square 

4)1 jl^ 

M.m. 15 over M.m. 

47 over ^ of ^JlkL 

Margins 

Top ylaji yl 

Right UjJI joyi 

Bottom ^yjjJl y 

Left obliterated. 



286 SURlS 

ffHEB 
SHlH 

No. Mint 
Bate 

Obverse Reverse 

M 

1090 
949 

1091 

1091a 

950 

948 

In circle, the Kaliraa. 

M.ra. 48 over j of . 

Margin 

hi 

M.m. 9 (inverted) at * * 

Wt. 172*2. 
S. Ml. 

Dates observed: 

948 /U/.a, 049. 

Type E, Circular areas. 

In circle 

Wt. 170*5. 
S. 1*3. 

In circle, the Kalima. 

Margin 

ay JoUJI 

M.m. 33 at * 

Wt. 176*6. 

lUf. II. R. N. 

u 

sJJi jli. 

{sic) jlkL j 

Margin 

yiloji *y} ^ X)^ 

* 11*^ 

M.m. 9 (inverted) at * * 

As on 1090, but ^d. and 
m.m. 43. 

PI. XIII. 

In circle 

l^i b. 

^ 

s5Ju 41)1 jia. 

wlkLi j 

M.m. 30 at *. 

Margin 

yjoji j>\ ^ U*jJi x>^ 

M.m. 33 at * and 9 at t 



SURIS 287 

No. 

/R 

1092 

1093 

1094 

1094a^ 

Mint 
Date 

949 

950 

951 

948 

Obverse Reverse 

Ty'pe F, Circular 

In circle, the Kalima. 

Margin 

^ (c) (&) (a) y I 

^IkUl 

M.m. 9 at (a). 

M.m. 16 at (A). 

M.m. 49 at (c). 

Wt. 172-G. 
S. 1-3. 

Wt. 174-8. 
S. 1-3. 

Wt. 177. 
S. 1-3. 

Dates observed: 049, 960, 
951. 

As on 1092, but in margin 

m.m. 33 after ^ and m.m. 

9 oyer of ^jlUJl 

Wt. 172-8. 

Ref, H. R. N. 

Dates observed: 948, 949 
{LM.G,). 

areas—broad coins. 

Id circle 

u 
liaLJl slw 
j-*-- 

&SJU <u11 jJiik. 

kJ UsLm ^ 

Margin 

(b) ^ iJjJi Juj(a)/ 

^ (c) ^1 

M.m. 9 at (a). 

M.m. 16 at (b). 

M.m. 49 at (c). 

but lo. 

but Sol 

A8onl091 A, butin margin 

^ 1q%11 

't-A (b) crfJJ' 

M.m. 33 at (a) and 9 
at (b). 

*Note to 1094 a, This is a variety of Type F. The of in the reverse area 
cuts only the second J . For a slightly diflferent die see N.S. xlii, p. 17. 

SHEXl 

gHAH 



288 SURlS 

SISK 
SllH 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

/R I Type 0* Circular areas. 

1095 _ In circle, the Kalima. In circle 
949 Without m.m. 

Margin as on 1090, hut 
m.ms. 9. 

Wt. 175‘8. 
S. M. 

u » 
UiL b 

A 

t.)llaL* ^ 

^.1 ^ U*jJl 

111.1 ’altwril 

M.m. 9 at * * 

M.m. 50 at t. 

1096 
950 

»» 

Wt. 176. 
8. M. 

n 
but 

PI. XIII. 

1097 
951 

Wt. 174.2. 
8. M. 

Dates observed: 949, 960, 
951. 

»» 
but 

1098 » >) 
951 

Wt. 177. 
8. M. 

M.m. 25 to left of date. 

1099 
951 

ft 
(a much broader coin) 

Wt. 171.5. 
8. 1-3. 

ft 

1100 ft As on 1098, but 
952 Wt. 160.8 (worn). 

8. h2. 

Dates observed: 961, 952. 

lor 



SURIS 289 

Ty'pe H. Circular areas—companions with titles. 

In circle, the Kalima. In circle 

M.m. 4 over j of u ' 

Margin 

J^UJi ^lUJl 
Wt. 175-1. 
S. M5. 

M.m. 15 over 

Margin 

gHEB 

85iH 

Type L Circular areas. 

In circle, the Kalima. 

M.m. 4 over ^ of 

Margin 

JoU.!l 
M.m. 9 at * * 

Wt. 166-4 (worn). 
S. M6. 

Dates observed: 
948 {I.M.C.), 949. 

In circle 

4)1 jJL» 

.jUoL j 

M.m. 15 over ^ 

Margin 

^JoJl y\ ^jJI ^ LijJl 

M.m. 51 at * 

1103* — As on 1102, but only m.m. As on 1102, but iju, in 
949 53 in margin to left of margin to right of Nagari and 

no m.m. 
Wt. 178-6. 
S. 1-2. PI. XIII. 

*Note to 1102. The coin of 948 differs in the marginal m.m.s, having m.m.s 62 and 9 to 
left of and the Nftgarl on the reverse and 11 over and J.5 and 9 to left of 

yl and on the obverse. Its weight is given as 179.6 grains. 
*Note to 1108. In the collection when acquired was a unique silver y^^th of a rupee 

This has been described in N.S. xxvii”166. Unfortunately the coin has broken up into 
pieces. It has therefore not been included. 

U 



290 SUEIS 

81EB 

8B£h 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

m Ty'pe J. Circular areas. 

1103a — As on 1035. As on 1035, but It. and 
950 

Wt. 175-15. omitting 

Ref. n. R. N. 

Type K, 

(Malwa type) 

1103b — The Kalima. » J 0 

Wt. 109-8. 
ILL ^ 1*11 

\ * 

Ref 11. R. N. ^ 

iXL* 4jl jii. 

/E COPPE& 

1103c Abu 1 In looped square In looped square 
951 ^ILL 

{sic) 

tol 
A 

Margins y}j^ 

Right lot {a) 
Margin 

Bottom [^IkLJl] Top uUJLm ^ 

Left 

M.m. 9 at (a) 

Right ^,6JaJ[l j)\ 

Wt. 303. 
8. -9. 

Ref I.M.a, 678. 

Dates observed: 

*950 (H.R.N.), 951, 952 
(e.R.N.). 

*Note io ItOBo. On this coin the bottom margin of the reverge readsand 
the right vlUL j ■ On the coin of 9S2is followed by m.m. 9. 



StjRlS 291 

No. Mint 
Date 

/E 
1103d Agrah 

Obverse Reverse 

As on 1103 c, but in area As on 1103 0, but 

^0. 

Margins 

Top 

Right ciUjJ' 

Bottom 

Left 

Wt. 315. 
S. <9. 

Margins 

Bottom yilaji y\ 

Left 4)1 jJL». 

Top (a) 

Right wlioU ^ 

M.m. 9 at (a). 

Ref. LM.a, 679. 

Dates observed: 950, 951 
{LM.C.f 952 (II. R. N.). 

1103e 
951 

As on 1103 d, but 

Margins ? 

Wt. 317. 
S. -9. 

Ref IM.a, 680. 

As on 1103 d, but margins 

Left y\] 

Top [4)1 jJLi.] 

Right j 

Bottom wUaL 

1104 Alwar 
950 

In square 

d 

M.m. 54 to left of 

Margin 

Top jjljjJl 

Others obliterated. 

Wt. 315. 
8. *95. 

In square 

ili 

M.m. 91 to left of ^ 

Margin 

Left 4)1 jii- 

Others obliterated. 

PI. XIII. 

85EB 
iSlH 





Obverse Reverse 

d 

cl 

bjJl lor 

Wt. 320. 
S. -85. 

U (a) nb 

sSCU 4)jl 

M.m. 97 at (a). 
PL XIII. 

but (late wanting. 

Wt. 158-5. 
S. -7. 

Date observed: 
952 (H. R. N.). PL XIII. 

jj jJ U ^ [sic) 

j W^jJ' 

JoUll ^IkUi 

Wt. 315. 
8. -95. 

jJl> 

^0 1 (t^) 

The oi of the mint name 
reads perpendicularly. 

In dotted circle 

Wt. 316. 
8. -95. 

Dates observed: 

950 [LM.C.\ 861. 



294 sums 

lEES 
SElH 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1116*- Biana In dotted circle As on 1115. 
1117 951 JoljJl 1 ^ 

UjJl y\ 

Wt. 318. 
S. -95. PI. XIV. 

1118 }} >* As on 1114, in dotted circle. 
but no dotted circle. The appears below 

Wt. 318. 
S. -95. 

1118a J.UJl 41)1 

(sic) j^i: 

/Jojl j-^ 

jJi ^ jJ) ^)l S 0 t 

S. -9. [? lUlw oo] 

Ref, B.M. 

Ty^ie A. Mini in area. 

1119 Chunar In square In square 
950 •M-c C? 

(^/c) 

(sic) 

M.m. 4 over q 

Margins 
M.m. 4 in the^ of 

Bottom Margins 

Left Bottom 4111 jia. 

Top Left m.m, 9 

Right (sic) fo. Right ijUaL j 

M.m. 9. Top yllij! y\ 

1 Wt. 304. 
8. ‘95. PL XIV, 

*Noi* io 1116, Cf. 685, for a slight variant in the arrangement of the Obv, 



No. Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 

1119a 

1120* 

1121 

I 

ChuD&r 
960 

950 

950? 

Type B. Mint in margin. 

Var. (a). — 

As on 1119, but ^ 

Wt. 316. 
S. -9. 

Ref. 687. 

As on 1120, but without 
m.m. 

Var. (5). 

In square 

(«c) 

M.m. 4 over ^ 

Margins 

Bottom 

Top 

Right 

Wt. 321. 
S. -95. 

Dates observed: 950,951 
(/J/.C.). 

In square 

ill 

M.m. 57 over ^ 

Margins 

Bottom isa. 

Right (traces of) 

PI. XIV. 

iLi 

In square 

c? 

(»«) c/u.' 

M.m. 15 over ^ 

Vur. (c). _ 

In square 

Margins 

Bottom 

Right ?1e. .ju 

lU 

alll jiik. 

Margins 

Bottom i5CL 

Right 

M.m. 4 in^ of 

«« over ^ of jlite 
PI. XIV. 

* Rots to 1120. L.M,C.. 834 is a half paisa of this type without date. 
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85EB 
iSlH 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
As on 1121, but m.m. 12 1122 Chunar As on 1121, but 

950? over f of and m.m. 14 to 

left of 
J/ar^'ins 

Margms (traces of) 
Top JoUJl Bottom SA* 
Right ?u. ^ Left silkL* j 

Top ^Jcull 

Right 

1122a [..] >> As on 1121. 
i ? 

Wt. 153. 
S. -7. 

Margins obliterated. 

Margins obliterated. 

Rd/. /J/.a, 692. 

Var. (c?). 

1122b [..] As on 1121, but margins In square 
1 ? obliterated. 

Wt. 149. 1 Iql-V l\jlt 

S. -7. Alii 
He/. 690. Margin 

Top yftJoJi 

Var. (4 ‘ . 

1123 As on 1120, but slightly As on 1120, but * . 
? larger lettering and m.m. 99. Ll jJl* 

Top margin only legible. The of ^JllaL cuts the Ik); 

Wt. 318. — over ^ 

S. '95. Margins 

Date observed: Top ^Ji y\ 

951 (li. R. N.). Right 

1124 As on 1123, but m.m. 55. As on 1123, but m.m. 69 
? No legible margin. over ^ 

Wt. 318. 
S. -95. 

Margins 

Bottom »5lJU 

Left ijlkL • 



SURlS 297 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1125 

4 

[Chunar] 
950 

As on 1124, but m.m. 14. 

Right margin jl- 

Wt. 156.1. 
S. -75. 

As on 1124, but m.m. 14 
over ^ 

No marginal legends visi- 
! ble. 

1126 

i 
r..] 
951 

»> 
Right margin 

»» 
but m.m. 14 in ^ of jlloU 

Wt. 150. 
S. -75. 

observed: half paisa 
950, 961. 

1127- 
1128 

1 

r-.] 
? 

>» 
but date off coin. 

Wt. 149-5; 116.7 (worn). 
S. -75. 

yy 

One has m.m. 99 over ^ 

Van (/). Double square area. 

1129 
951 

As on 1123, but in double 

square, and m.m. 4 over 

Right margin 

Wt. 315. 
8. -9. 

As on 1123, but in double 
square. 

Right margin (parts of) 

1130 jj 
? but no margin legible, and 

m.m, 14 over it 

Wt. 315. 
8. -9. 

yy 

Top margin y\ 

Right margin (parts of) 

SEES 

SHlH 



IVO. Date Obverse Reverse 

/E Type G, J^UJi ,jUaLJl in area. 

1131* Chunar 
95- 

In square 

J ^ 
UJI 

eJ'O.' ^ill 

In square 

llaLx 

14il 
ft>JL* jJL» 

Margins 

Bottom 

Right <\o . . . . 

Margin 

Right 

Wt. 311. 
8. .95. 

Date observed: 950 (R. B.). 

1132 
? 

») 
Margins 

Bottom 

Top L3jJI 

M 
Traces of right marginal 

legend. 

M.m. 15 over 

S, -9. 

1133 j) 
? 

j) 
Margin 

Top ^ 
but much defaced. 

S. -9. 

Type D, Without enclosing square. 

1134 

i 
1) 
? 

J 

[^' 

M.m. 5 over li. 

sU 

tSS]. .Ill 

Wt. 144-3 (worn), 
8. *75. 

* Note to 1131. R.B.’e coin showsj>\ and 3 in the other margins. 



SURiS 299 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1134a Hissar c* yilojl y\ 

950 iImi 

. . . . jJl ^ LijJl 
4)1 jIA» 

jLxjfci So. 
Wt. 314-5. 
S. -95, 

Ref. 098. 

1135*- >» In square In square 
1138 951 Ujllalwj 

(«C) 

M.m. 43 over ^ 

Margins Margins 
Top J.5UJI Bottom 4)1 

Right m.m. ici Left [Sift] 

Left LjjJl Right ijUaLtf ^ 

Wt. 318; 317. 
S. 1-9. 

Top y\ 

Dates observed: 
950 {L.M.G.), 061. PI. XIV. 

1139 }> ft ft 

but m.m. 14 over ^ Bottom and right margins 
legible. 

Margins 

Bottom ? 

Left 101 LjjJi 

Top JoUJl 

Right aJ ? 

Wt. 314. 
8. 1. 

8EE& 
8Sia 

* Note to 1186. Some coins have a star in place of the swastika^ others have a star in 
reverse area^ others are without any m.m> LM.C, 703 and 704 are half paisa of this type. 



300 SURlS 

iSEB 
iSlK 

No. Mint 
Pate Obverse I Reverse 

/E 
1140 Hissar 

?' 
As on 1139, but m.m. 43 

over ^ 

Right margin only legible. 

As on 1139. 

Wt. 309. 
S. -9. 

1141 
952 ? 

yt 

Margins 

Bottom ^^jJl 

Right ? {«ic) 

M‘m. 4 over li- 

yt 

Margins 

Bottom 4Ji jia. 

Left jJJL* 

Wt. 310. 
a -9. 

1142 >> 
? 

yy 

Margins 

Left LojJl j ? 

Top JoljJl 

Wt. 308, 
S. 1. 

yy 

but the 1 of^L> cuts through 

the^ of and 

Margins 

Top 

Right (.jUzL 

1142a 

i 

DehlX 
? 

In square 

(«tc) 

cr*'— 
M.m, 14 over li. 

Margins 

Left 

Top 

Bottom JolxJI 

Re/. 11. R. N. 

In square 

lb 

'r>/i 

Margins illegible. 

PL XXIV. 



SURlS 301 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1143 Sambhal In square In square 

i 
950 ei 

{Hie) sli 

^ lo. lia^ 

Margins obliterated. 

Wt. 158. 
S. -75. 

Margins 

Top yJoJl y\ 

Right 4i)l jiie 

Bottom [j XU] 

Left [ulWL] 

1144 n >> 
951 but loi Margins 

Bottom ^ 

Left s.>lleiLa> 
Margim 

Bottom ^^jJl 

Right JaiUJl 
M.m. 14 to left of 

Wt. 321. 
S. -95. 

Date:^ obnerved: 
950 {LM,C\), 061; half 
paisa 060, 951 (B.M.). PI. XIV. 

1145*- 
99 

1147 but margins but margins 

Top Top [yilaJ' y.l] 

Right [JoUl] Right 4ill j.l> 

Bottom LjjJl XiJ Bottom vSJu 

Left ? ^ Ijeft iillaLt ^ 

Wt. 324; 322. 
8. *9. 

The lettering on these coins is cruder than on 1144. 

Dates observed: 
1 061, 962 (B.M.); half^^am 951 (H. R. N.), 

gKEB 

shAh 

*Not4 lo 1U6. A paisa of this year in the B.M. has jU»L. j in the bottom rev. margin 

The half paisa has the unit of the date above ^. 



StiRlS 

asEB 
asiE 

No. Hint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1148 Sbergarh In square In square 

950 

{sic) 

Margins 

Bottom ^jJl 

Left Margins 

Top J^UJl Top y\ 

Right ie. Bottom [4)1 

Wt. 307 (worn). Left six# 
S. -95. Right [wlkL 

1149 n it 
951 Margins Margins 

Bottom ^jJi Top [^1 y\] 

Right ^01 m.m, 61. Bottom 4)1 jJL». 

Top [JAJl] Left [XL.] 

Wt. 314. Right i.jUaJL • 
S. -95. PI. XIV. 

1150 In circle In circle 
Iff ? c? ^jlloLw 

sLJ!* 

e'i' 
^ ^ A^ 

Margin illegible. 

Wt. 33-6. 
S. -55. PI. XIV. 

Dates observed: 

950 (R. VI. 4-33 grs.), 951 (B.M.-30-4 grs.). 

1161 Sbergarh Jo,UJl ^ILL, 
Fort 
950 

Hi-1 
A 

j\d 
J-^ 

'jC^ 

Wt. 313. 
S. -96. 

Dates observed: 

PI. XIV. 

060, 961 {I.M.C., 733), 952 {II. R. N.). 



SURlS 803 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1152- Shergarh As on 1151. As on 1151, but the third 
1155 Fort line seems to read 

950 Wt. 314. 
S. -95. jj, 

1156 >» In square In square 

o 
(a)LUL, 

J 

Margins 

Top '/ ^ M.m. 9 at (a). 

Right . . ? . 

Wt. 323. 
8. -95. 

Margins 

Left ? j 

Top . 

PI. XIV. 

1167 It Area as on 1156. 
951 

Margins 

Bottom ^01 

Left ijT cj 

Wt. 321. 
8. 9. 

1158 tt tt Area as on 1156. 
i — Margins 

1- 
Top ? ^ 

jtr* 

Margins 

Right jJl ^ LijJI ? 

Left ... . ^ 
Top ? 

Wt. 160. 
8. *8. PI. XIV. 

iSE& 
seIh 



804 SURlS 

assB 
SkIh 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

M. 
1159*- ?Shergarh Area as on 1156. Area as on 1156. 

1160 Fort 
Margins Margins 

Right ? 

Left [. .. . v>^] 

Wt. 321. 
8. *9. 

Bottom jjj]9 yflJoJl y\? 

Left jJl ^ UjJI ? 

Top [4)1 Jii-] 

Right [sillaL. j 

PI. XIV. 

These are of cruder fabric; cp. 738. 

1161 Area as on 1156. 

Margins 

Bottom ? . . . . 

Right [srj 

Others missing. 

Wt. 321. 
8. *85. 

Much finer lettering 

In square 

u 
IkL JAc 

ill 

No m.m. 

Margins 

Top 4Jjl jli. 1 

Left wllaJL ^ ? 

Right ^ UjJl? 

Bottom y.'] ? 

PI. XIV. 

cp. l.M.C,, 736. 

1162- Sbergarh 
1163 Dehli 

950 

In square 

(««c) 

So. 

Margins 

Bottom 

Left 

Top ^UJl 

Right 

Wt. 320. 
8. *9. 

In square 

V 

‘/V 
Margins 

Top aIoJI 
Right 4)1 jljk. 

Bottom yC i5^ 

Left ^ 

<0 J159. For a series of eight of these puzzling coins, see R (Lfthor), Pt. I, p. 27 
and Noa 104-105 on pp. 30-81. Three of tliese have dates f^OSl and 952j in the lower 
obv. margin. For the name of the mint town BunnOr is there auggesteUi but this is 
not convincing. 



SURIS 805 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

JE 
1164- 
1166 

Shergarh 
Dehli 
951 

As on 1162, but 

\t>\ 

and bottom margin shows 

Wt. 317. 
S. -9. 

As on 1162. 

1167 

951 
>» 

but 

Margins 

Top 

Wt. 317. 
S. -9. 

>1 
Margins 

Bottom jc. iXU 

Left uJ 

PI. XIV. 

1168 >) 
952 

As on 1162, but 

lor 

Wt. 320. 
S. *9. 

Bates observed: 950, 951, 
952. 

jj 

1169 )) 

but 

Wt. 318. 
S. -9. 

Dates observed: 
950 (H. R. N,), 952. 

n 

1170 KalpI 
949 

^IWUl 

sll yAkJl 

^^IkL 

Wt. 319. 
8. *9. 

[^'] 

If are above the e) and to 

the right of the \ of 

PI. XIV. 

X 

SIBB 
aiiH 



SURiS 

IHEll 

81AH 

806 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1170a KalpI 

949 
yJoJI y\ 

JoiUl 

jjUaL 

As on 1170. 

S. -9. 

Ref. B.M. 

1170b* 
1 
5 

As on 1170. 

Ref. B.M. 
but \ to left of J aiul over 

d of 

1170c 

i 

ti it As on 1170. 

Ref. BM. 

1171 a 

% yi-lttjl yA 

b 

»> 
but IF are to the left of the J 

and 1 over the d of 

M.ra. 14 over ^ 

A 
jr,-- 

8. -9. 

1172* it 
JoUJl 

y&JaJl 

Wt. 315. 
8. *9. 

but V 

M.m. 4 to left of 

PI. XIV. 

*Note to 1170 b. H.R.N, has a half paisa of this type with 949 to left of J of 

*Noie to 1172. 706, is a variant of this with and without star. 



SURIS 307 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

/E 
1172a Kalpi 

949 

Obverse 

sli/ yilojl 

^IkL 

Wt. 306. 
S. -8. 

Ref, LM.C., 705. 

Reverse 

siJ) aI.». 

^IIS^ (a) 

M.m. 62 at (a). 

1172b 
950 

[J^UJi] ^lUJl 
y>\ 

wt. 315. 
S. ‘9. 

Ref. L.M,C,, 849. 

As on 1170, but 

\o. 

s is above the e) and o. to 

left of the of Sir® 

1173 
950 

As on 1172. 

Wt. 150*5. 
S. -8. 

1174 
1 

Wt. 144*3. 
S. -8. 

As on 1170, but So. above 
and to left of , 

1175- 
1176 950 

In square 

c? 

{sic) 

^.11' 

M.m. 4 above the ^ 

Margins 

Bottom ^jJ\ 

Left 

Top J.5UJI 

wt. 311. 
S. 1. 

In square 

Margins 

Top ysiajl y\ 

Right JJl jli» 

Bottom m.m. 9 »XU 

Left (jUaJL ^ 

SSSSL 

SSAh 

PI. XIV. 



No. 
Mint 
Bate 

Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1177 KfilpI As on 1175, but As on 1175. 

Wt. 311. 
S. 1. 

Date observed: 960; half 
'paisa 950 (U. R. N.). 

1178 >) ft fi 

4 950 but Margins illegible. 

M.m, 14 over ^ 

Right margin only legible. 

Wt. 144-8. 
S. -75. 

1179 As on 1178, but with only ft 
1 

■2 ? top margin legible. Left margin wlkL ^ 

Wt. 158*2. 
S. -75. 

1180 >> As on 1178, but As on 1175. 

? 
Margins 

Bottom 

Left 

M.m. 3 over ^ 

Top and right margins 
legible. 

Wt. 315. 
8. *9. 

Date observed: 
950 (H. R. N.). 



SURlS 309 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1181 

i 1 
! 

Kalpi 
951 

As on 1180, but 

Margin 

Left 

Others illegible. 

As on 1180. 

Right and bottom margins 
legible. 

Wt. 308-6. 
S. -9. 

Date observed: 961; half 
paisa 951 {B. M. 0.)—with 
star over U. 

1182 ?> 
? 

As on 1172, but the \ of 
is to the left of y\ 

Wt. 148-6. 
S. -75. 

aUl 

JlL». 

^(«) 

M.m. 62 at (a). 
PI. XIV. 

1 iss¬ 
ues 

Gwaliar 
950 

In square 

^ "io. li-' 

In square 

u 
LkL 

Mar gilts 

Top 

Right 

Bottom ^jUaUl 

Left 

Wt. 319. 1 
S. -95. ! 

The ,j of cuts the IL 

Margins 

Bottom yilojl y\\ 

Left 4)1 jl». 

Top 

Right vU. 

gHEIt 
gKlH 

*Note to 1188. This reads from the top downwards. 



310 sums 

8S£B 
SHlK 

No. Mint 
Bate 

Obverse Ko verso 

/E 
11 se¬ 
nse 

Gwaliar 

950 

As on 1183, but 

and right margin 

As on 1183. 

On one coin the j of ^Ualw 
is to the left of lb 

Wt. 316. 
S. *95. 

1189 
1 )> 

Margins illegible. 

)> 

Left margin 4)1 J^l» 

Wt. 155. 
S. -75. 

1190 Square area as on 1183, 

but third line reads 

Right margin <io. m.m. 9. 

Bottom 

Left 

Wt. 305 (worn). 

S. -95. 

Square area as on 1183. 

Bottom margin [4)1 jL*-] 

Left [m.m. 9 j51L] 

Right sjlkL 

wliich reads from the bottom 

upwards. 

Top [yJoJl ^\] 

Cf. /Ji.C., 697 for marginal 

readings. 

1191* 

951 

Area as on 1186, but 

Margins illegible. 

Wt. 317. 

S. -75. 

Area as on 1183, but the 

of ^UaU is to the left of 

lb, and the mint name reads 

M.m. 14 in the^ of ^ 

Margins illegible. 

1192 >> 
951 

Wt. 312. 

S. -95. 

Area as on 1183, but the 

^ of ^IbL is to the left of lb 

Margins illegible. 

'^Noie to noi B.M. has a variant with I. Cp. also LM.C.j 694. 



SURlS 311 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1193 Gwaliar 

951 
As on 1191. 

Wt. 312. 

S. -95. 

As on 1183. 

Left and top margins only 

legible. 

1194 
952 

)) 

but "ior 

Wt. 312. 

8. ‘95. 

Area as on 1191, but m.m. 

12 iuj of^^i* 

Margins 

Left 4Jl jAi>. 

Top j iSd. 

1195 j) )) 
but 

Margins 

Left 

Top 

Wt. 317. 

8. -95. 

Area as on 1194. 

Margins 

Right 1.3ILL 
(reads from top downwards) 

Bottom j>\ 

PI. XIV. 

1196 Laklinau 

951 

i 

[sic) ^jJi 

loi 

>lajl y 

^UaJL^ 

y--- 

s5CiU 4)1 

Wt. 314. 

8. -85. 

Dates observed: 961, 952 

(H. R. N.). 

asEB. 
asiH 



312 SURiS 

iBEB 
!llK 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/€ 
1197 Lakhnau 77 [ywi ^i] 

? but date off coin. 
A 

-- 

PI. XIV. 

1198* Malot In square In square 
950 i+c ^ IjlkLi 

(sic) sb 

(sic) ^ li' 

M.m. 4 over ^ 

M.m. 4 to left of ^ 
Margins 

Bottom ^ (a) jJl Margins 

Left (a) jJI Bottom 4) (a) 1 

Right (sic) (h) Right (fc) (a) Xu 

Top [JoUJl] Left sjUsb ^ 

M.m. 16 at (a), 

M.m. 9 at (&). 

Top ylaj (a) 1 y\ 

M.m, 16 at (a). 

M.m. 9 at (b). 
Wt. 319. 
S. 1. 

1199 71 Area as on 1198. Area as on 1198. 

Margins 

Bottom (sic) fd. (p) Top jStiaJ] ji\ 

Left (a) (b) XU 
Right .. . 

Left ... (a) jJl M.m. 16 at (a). 

M.m. 9 at (6). 
M.m. 16 at (a). 

M.m. 9 at (5). 

Wt. 312. 
S. 1. 

*Note to 1198, B.M. has a paisa (dateless) with m.m, 9 to left of jsSi, Different 
marginal arrangements of these Halot coins are known. 



SURIS 813 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

PL 

1200 Malot Area as on 1198, but no Area as on 1198, but 
951 star. 

Margins 
Marg%'n8 

Bottom *io\ (h) 

Right [^^(a)JJI] 

Left ijb (a) jJl 

Right all (a) 1 ji». 

Top 

Others illegible. 

Top 
M.m. 16 at (a). 

M.m. 16 at (a), 

M.m. 9 at (b). 

Wt. 319. 
S. 1. PI. XIV. 

1201 »} As on 1200, but with lu.m. Area as on 1198, but 

4 over ^ and right margin 
showing {a) jJl Margins 

Left 41) {a) 1 jii. 
M.m. 16 at (a). 

Bottom uliaL ^ 

I Wt. 319. (reads from inside) 

S. 1. M.m. 16 at (a). 

1202- Narnol In square In square 
1205 950 c? 

{sic) 

{aic) 

M.m. 4 over ^ 

Margins 

Bottom ^jJl 

Left 

Top JoUJl 

Margins 

Bottom 41)1 ^ 

Left (a) 

Right u. (a) 

M.m. 9 at (a). 

Right jjUaL read from 

Top J]aj\ y\\ inside 

M.m. 9 at (a). 

Wt. 329; 328; 322; 318. 
S. -95. 



314 SUEIS 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1206- 
1208 

Narnol 
951 

As on 1202, but 

loi 

As on 1202. 

Wt. 321 (2); 321. 
S. -95. PI. XIV. 

1209- 
1211 952 

}) 
but Sor 

)) 

wt. 325; 319; 313. 
8. -95. 

Dates observed: 060, 051, 
062. 

1211a* Nau In square 
> A+C ^ 

JMargins illegible. 

In square 

Wt. 291. 
S. -95. 

Margins illegible. 

Ref. R. (Labor, Pt. I, p. 25 
(59)). 

WITHOUT MINT NAME. 

Type A 
u 

—LLUl 

Var. (a). 

1212- 
1214 

947 cf 

IWUl ^ 

v-O.* jJL^ 

M.m. 3 over^ 
^ of jjlkUl does not cut 

the initial 1 

Wt. 307; 309; 312. 
S. *85. 

hates observed: 

946 (H. R. N.), 047, 950 {B.M.C., 562); half paisa 947 
{LM.C., 742). 

"Note to 1211 A. This may be a blundered coin of Abu. 



SURlS 315 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse 

/E 

1214a 947 As on 1212. 

Wt. 315. 
8. -85. 

Kevorse 

Var. {b). 

I As on 1212, but in last 
line adding 4i)i 

/?e/. 741. I 
J)ates ohaerved: 

947 {LM,C,)\ half 948 743). 

1215 948 As on 1212, but 

Wt. 312. 
S. -9. 

Var. (c). 

I As on 1212, but the ^ of 

I ^IWL.11 cuts also tlic initial I 

PL XV. 

Dates observed: 

948, 949 (B.M.); half paisa 947, 948 (B.M.), 049. 

1216 949 
but 

Wt. 15G-7. 
8. -7. 

1217 
1 but date indistinct. 

Wt. 150-6. 
8. -7, 

>> 

1218 
1 
-2 

949 As on 1215, but 

Wt. 152-2. 
8. *7. 

Var. {d). 

As on 1215, but in.m. 33 

in ^ of ^IkUl and adding 4)1 

Dates observed: 949, 950 
(/.M.a, 745). 

1219 

but date off coin. 

Wt. 155-8. 
8. -75. 

but m.ra. 4 in of 



316 SUKIS 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Beverse 

aiEB 
aiiH 

/E Var. {e). 

1219a 949 j 

? ._y.' u » L . 
lUJl U 

*• 
41)1 

S. -9. 
The ^ cuts only the second 

Ref. 560. J of ^lUJl 

u 
Tyi)e B -~LkUI 

1220 948 As on Type A, but yj 

lUJl [3U.] 
Wt. 318. 
S. -9. ^ 

4]1 
Dates observed: 948, 950 

(B.M.), 951 {ULC., 747). PI. XV. 

Type C, 

1220a 951 •H* c? yl 

ijUAmJ! tlw 

(sic) j 4}l jJb. 

^01 

Wt. 317. 
S. 1. 

Ref 748. 



SURIS 317 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

/E 

1221- 

1222 
950 

Obverse 

Type D. 

Var. {a). 

Reverse 

V c* 

^0.' 

Lj yJ 

JlJI j x> 

M.m. 43 under date. 

jli. ^IWUi 

jSvi* 4l!l 

iSSB 
gKlK 

Wt. 310 (2). 
S. .95. PL XV. 

1223 951 

but Sol 

Wt. 313 G. 
8. -95. 

1224’' 

i 

949 As on 1221, but 

cr:^_ 

JlH 

Var. (b). 

1 As on 1221. 

M.m. 43 at (a). 

Wt. 75-5. 
8. *65. 

Dates observed: paisa 960 
{LM.C.f 762); quarter jpataa 
949. PL XV. 

*Note to 1224. See I.M.C.f 764 for anotlier (undated) quarter paisa. 



318 SURIS 

SSISB 

SSAK 

No. 

/E 

1224a 

Mint 
Date 

949 

Obverse 

Type ^ 

r. 

c? 

Wt. 318. 
S. *95. 

Reverse 

yjiji 

» U 

Iw LIoLm 

>'- 

sSJL* 4)) 

7?^/. 7J7.C., 755. 

1225- 
1226 

949 

1227- 
1229 

950 

Type P— 

gj 

IF 1 

jjl J Jjl 

wt. 313; 312. 
S. -95. 

but io. over U 

Wt. 313; 317. 
S. -95. 

l>aUs observed: 949, 960, 
951 (H. li. N.). 

sli# y> 

»XJL* 4)1 

jJifc 

PL XV. 

1230 950 

Type (?—IkL 

c-» 

^jJI 

1o. 

J]aj\ 

Xu 4)1 jia* 

Wt. 316. 
S. -95. PI. XV. 



StJRlS 319 

No. Mint 
Datw 

Obverse Reverse 

/E 

1231- 
1232 

950 As on 1230. 

Wt. 148-8; 149*7. 
S. -75. 

As on 1230. 

1233- 
1234 

1 

? )> 

but date indistinct, probably 

Wt. 154-6; 155. 
S. *75. 

1235- 
1230 

951 

but ^01 

and m.m. 4 to right of date. 

)> 

Wt. 309. 
S. -9, 

1237 
1 

)) 

Wt. 155-3. 
S. *7. 

1) 

Dates observed; 949 (B.M. with inverted m.m. 9 lielow 
dJI), 060, 951—also half jiam of 919 (B.M.), 050, 061. 

Type 11—m.m. 15 hehveen 4U ami ^ 

Var. {a). 

1238*- 
1240 

949 As on Type G, but 

Wt. 310; 312. 
S. -9. 

(j (^) 

siCU 4)1 

M.m. 15 at (a). 

gKES 
SfilH 

*Nole to 1SS8. B.M. has a variant of tills type with jl», date 949. The paisa and 

half paisa of 962 have m.m. 9 in the 



820 SURlS 

iSEB 
SKlH 

No. 

>E 
1241- 
1243 

Mint 
Date 

950 

Obverse 

As on 1238, but 

10. 

Keverse 

As on 1238. 

Wt. 321 (2); 312. 
S. -9. PI. XV. 

Dates observed: 049, 060,951 {LM.C., 88G), 952 (ULC.); 
half paisa 952 (B.M.). 

1244’^ ? 

■I 

Var. (i). 

Ason 1238,butdateoff coin. 

Wt. 159-2. 
S. -75. 

As on 1238, but in.m. 97 
between ^ and 

PI. XV. 

1244a 95- 

Var. (c). 

As on 1238, but m.m. 56 
above^ and lt- 

As on 1238, but m.m. 12 
between t and ^ 

Wt. 308. 
S. *9. 

Ref. B.M. 

1245- 
1246 

951? As on type G, but 

and ?ioi 

Type I. 

As on Type H, but m.m. 4 
to right of slJi and omitting 
aUl and m.m, 15, 

Wt. 314; 311. 
8. -9. 

1247 952 
but 

tf 
lor 

PL XV. 

}} 

Wt. 148-6. 
8. -65. 

Dates observed: 950 (B.M.), 951 (LM.C,); half paisa 951 
(/.ili.a), 962. 

*Note to 1244. This may be a half paisa of Awadh, of. No. 1118, 



SURIS 321 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1248- ? As on 1245, but date off As on 1245. 
1250 coin. 

i 
Wt. 15G-5; 155-3; 160, 
S. -65. 

Type J—m.m. 16 between p\ and Aw 

1251*- 950 ■Hs J 
1253 

(a) y\ 

j-t.-- 

ijlklw 

lXl<« Aiil 

M.m. 1G at (a). 
Wt. 325; 323. 
S. -95. PI. XV. 

Type K—square areas. 

Var. (a). 

1254 951 In square In square 
Xi-C J ^jlkL 

{a) {sic) 

^ Sol 

41)1 AAi> 
Margins 

Bottom JoUJl ? 

Left 

M.m. 14 at (a). 

Margins illegible. 

Wt. 320. 
S. -9. PI. XV. 

Var. (5). 

1254a 951 
As on 1254, but As on 1254, but in fourth 

line /WII y\ 

Right margin wllaL j 
Wt. 319; 321. 
S. -9. 

Ref. 770 (fig.). 

iHE& 
iUilH 

*Note to 125L H.R.N. has a variant of this type of 950 with date above Li Jl. 

Y 



322 SURlS 

8KEB 
gSlE 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1254b 951 As on 1264. As on 1254 A. 

Wt. 313. 
S. -9. 

Bottom margin silkU ^ 

Ref. I.M.C., 772 (fig.). 

Typ e L. 

1255 949 •He c* y\ 

^ ILL, 
Ujji j 

4ili 

jl»> 
M.m. 27 over ^ 

Wt. 311. 
S. *95. 

1256 951 » )> 
but <ioi 

Wt. 314. 
S. -95. 

1 

Dates observed: 949, 961, FI XV. 

Type M, 

1256a In square 

ili* 
« 

J— 
Margins SS* ylLL 

Top yJiJI ? 

Right 41)1 ? 

41)) jJL» 

wt. 291-6. 
8. -9. 

Ref B.M. 



SURlS 323 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

/E Type N. 

1256b — y_l 

(jUiLm slw 

4)^ 

wt. 314*5. Jii^ 
S. -95. 

Ref. 873 (fig.). 

iHEB 

iSlH 

1257* 945 

Small Pieces. 

In double hexagon with 
curved side 

^IkUi 

In hexagon with curved 
sides 

^*0 

Wt. 81-5. 
S. '55. PI. XV. 

1258- 
1259 

1 
8 

947 ^IkL 

^1 
<)jev 

Wt. 45*5; 39-5. 
8. -55. PI. XV. 

1260- 
1261 

i 

948? >> 
but ^i«A ? 

Wt. 43*1; 44*3. 
8. -55. 

>} 

*Note to 1257, E. VI (1) figures a coin of this type and date, but weighing only 63 grs. 
That may be a fifth of & paisa. 



Obverse Reverse 

As on 1258, but date off As on 1258. 
coin. 

Wt. 43.1; 44‘3. 
S. -55. 

si_Ha 

wt. 42. 
S. *5. 

>> 
but 

Wt. 37; 40. 
S. *5, 

Dates observed: 948, 949, 
951 (U. R. N.). 

As on 1263, but date off „ 
coin. 

Wt. 41-5; 42-7; 37-2. 
S. -5. PI. XV. 

In hexagon with curyed 
sides 

sjL^ 

Wt. 29-7. 1 . . . . 
S. -45. 

Cf. 777 (fig.). 



SURlS 325 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1270a 945 As on 1270. In square with dots in 

1 
Id 

Wt. 28-9. 
S. -15. 

lower segment 

Jief. 15.M. 

1271*- 946 
1272 

1 
r® Wt. 20-3; 21*5. oW'' 

S. -4. 
FI. XV. 

1273- 947 >) >) 
1274 but 

iS Wt. 25; 22*3. 
S. 4. 

1275*- 9 ») }> 
1277 

■h Wt. 22-2; 21‘9; 20-5. 
S. -4. 

but date off coin. 

1278 94- }) >> 1 
'20 

Wt. 17-7. 
S. -4. 

but 

1279 ? jf >1 1 
Wt. 16. 
S. 4. 

but date off coin. 

1280- 94- i» If 
1281 

uV Wt. 14-6; 14.4. 
S. 3-5. 

but 11®- 

i 

SEES 
SSiX 

*Note to 1271. 
and dated 948. 

*Noie to 1275. 

Reference may here be made to the coin of this weight figured in R. VI. 6 
The attribution to Sher Shah is, however, open to doubt. 

fc* 
One of these reads more like , i, ^ ' ' on the reverse. 



326 SUKIS 

XSLiM 

85lE 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

A/ 

ISLAM SHAH 
A.H. 952-960. A.D. 1545-1552. 

GOLD 

1282* [Shergadh 
'urf 

Bakkar] 
95? 

In square, the Kalima. 

Margins illegible. 

(Ringed). 

In square 
klw 

ljUaJLi kh-* 

Cp. Nos. 1295-1302. 

M.m. 43 over ^ 

Margins illegible. 
PI. XV. 

1282a 
957 

The Kalima. 

Wt. 170-8. 

Ref. H. R. N. 

^jUaLiki &Lm» 

^ov i^jL* 4)1 

1282 b Agrah 
952 

SILVER 

In square v^^ith looped cor¬ 
ners, the Kalima. 

M.m. 4 in lower left corner. 

Margins 

Bottom jjJuJI jCj bl 

Left ^ 

Top ^U*ll 

Right Js. 

Wt. 176. 
S. M. 

Ref LM.a, 780. 

In square with looped cor¬ 
ners 

^ ImI 

t k^Jlr* 4]jl Jk.L» 

Margins 

Left 

Top UjJ! 

Right yiloji yj ^ 

Bottom k^T 

Dates observed: 

952 {LM.C.), 953, 954 (these have m.m. 43 over ^ of 

jJLa.), 955 (m.m. 9 over ^), 956 (m.m. 63 in place of m.m. 

4), 957, 960 (m.m, 47 in place of m.m. 4). 

*Note to 1282. R. IV. 29 figures a sqmtre gold coin of Isl&m Shfih, without date or 
mint, but it is of doubtful authenticity. 



SURlS 327 

Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/R 
1283 Biana In square, the Kalima. In square 

9$3 
Margins 

Bottom (jJJuJi ^ y\ c 

Left J-*—ti 

Top [yUjJl t^5L]u 4i\\ 

Right 

Wt. 167-8 (worn). 

S. M. 
Margins 

Left [UijJi J^J 

Top j 

Right y>} 

Bottom \6r &3L> 

1284 As on 1283. As on 1283, but Ser is in 
953 the curve of the^ of in the 

Wt. 174-3. area, instead of in the bottom 
S. M. margin. 

Left and top margins miss¬ 

ing- 
PI. XV. 

1285* Chunar In square, the Kalima. In square 
953 lo'-i («ic) in lower left cor¬ {sic^ 

ner. 

Margins 

Top [Juili (XJl* 4l\ 

Bottom ... 
Left [^jUjJI] 

Mara ins 
Right 

a 
Right 

Wt. 178-3. Top [ylojlyj] 

8. M. Bottom [iJjJl J^] 

Dates observed: 963, 955, Left %] 
956 (H. R. N.). PL XVI. 

ZSX.11C 

gHiK 

*N<yte to 1S85. Cf. 784, which has the » of above the y- of ylU«. on rev. 

The coins of 966, 966 have to left of |»^1 on rev. I.M.C., 786, givesa probable Chunfir 

coin of 955 with different obv. marginal legends. 



828 SURlS 

XBXiltf 

gHlH 

No. 

/R 
1286* 

Mint 
Date 

[Raisen] 

952 

Obverse 

In square, the Kalima. 

Margins 

Left ^ 

Top jLjic ^ 

Right Jifix ^ 

Bottom [^^1^ 

Reverse 

In square 

all 

U 

IkL 

A 

)XJLo 4]1 jliki 

Wt. 174-5. 
S. M. 

M.m. 14 to left of Si* 

Margins 

Left ^IkUl? 

Top 

Right 

Bottom 
SJLiM 

PL X\7I. 

1287 Satgaon 
952 

In circle, the Kalima, 

Margin 

wt. 176-2. 
S. M5. 

*f5LI 

.U 
jJLi. ^IkL 

tolkiw j SX* <011 

Margin 

^^ikjl ^^jJl ^ WAjJl 

PL XVI. 

1287a* 
952 

As on 1288, but jUl in 
second line and m.m. 64 be¬ 
low 

As on 1288. 

Wt. 173. 
S. 1-2. 

Ref, B.M. 

Dates observed: 952, 953 
(B.M.). 

*Note to 1286, See /.R.A.8., Oct. 1900, p. 785 (No. 80) for a similar coin in the B.M. 
with the mint-name in the bottom obverse margin. 

* Note to 1287 A. H.R.N. records a similar coin with right and left rev. margins inter¬ 
changed. See also N.S, xlii, p. 20. 



SURIS 329 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Keverse 

/R 

1288 Satgaon 
953 

In square, the Kalima. 

in lower left corner to 
iUm> 

left of 4ll 

In square 

81m> 

ulkLu ^ &^]l« ajjl 

Margins 

Bottom \i\ #T9'?m?rn 

Left 

Top 

Right ^ 

Wt. 171-2. 
S. 1-2. 

Margins 

Left yt\ 

Right (traces of) UjJl 

Top j 

Bottom 

ISLlM 

iHiJS 

1289 
955 

As on 1288, but 

Wt. 163-8 (worn). 
S. 1-18. 

As on 1288. 

1290 

lev 

>> 

Wt. 176. 
S. 1-2. PI. XVI. 

Dates observed: 063, 954 (11. R. N. but with right and 
top rev. margins interchanged), 966, 967. 

1291 Sharlf- 
abad 
953 

In double circle, the 
Kalima. 

Margin 

M.m. 42 at *. 

In double circle 

XJU 40il 
Wt. 177-1. 
S. 1-2. 

Dates observed: 952 (N. S. 
xlii, p. 20), 968. 

Margin 

y\ ^ UjJl j!iU 

Icr 

PL XVI. 



330 SUElS 

xbiJlh 

ffiilH 

Ko. 

/R 

Mint 
Date 

Obverse Beverse 

1291a Sharlf- 
i abad 

953 

As on 1291. As on 1291. 

Bef, E. von Zambaur, ‘ Contributions a la numismatique 
orientale^ 1905, Pt. I, p. 73, no. 221. 

1292 Shergarh 
952 

In double square, the 
Kalima. 

^cr in lower left corner. 

Margins 

Top jC) U 

Right vlki. 

Bottom jjUlc 

Left ^ 

Wt. 174-5. 
S. 1-05. 

In double square 

4)1 jJl>> 

M.m. 97 at *. 

Margins 

Bottom y\ 

Left 

Top [UjJl J^] 

Right 

PL XVI. 

1293 
955 

fy 

but lee 

Bottom and left margins 
only visible. 

tf 

but m.m. 43 in area. 

Wt. 171.6. 
S. 1-05. 

1294 
956 but lei 

and m.m. 33 in curve of • of 

Jr; 
Traces of right and bottom 

margins. 

yy 

Traces of marginal legends 
only. 

Wt. 173-5. 
S. 1-15. 

Dates observed: 962, 966, 
960. 



StJRlS 381 

No. 

/R 
1294a 

Mint 
Date 

[Sher- 
garb] 
956 

Obverse 

As on 1294, but m.m. 9. 

Wt. 83-8. 

Ref, 11. R. N. 

Reverse 

In square 

S^Jla |U1 JiJl» 

M.m. 15 over ^IkL 

iblIm 

asAH 

1295 Shergadb 
Bakkar 

952 

In square, the Kalima. 

Bottom 1)1] 

Left 

Top ^Ujull jjUic 

Right Jlc 

Wt. 174-9. 
S. M. 

Margins 

Top UjJl 

Left ^^jJl j 

Right ^^Jl y\ 

Bottom missing. 

PI. XXIV. 

In square 

cH. 

u 

"* sSTl* 4)1 jl>- 

M.m. 15 over ^ 

Margins 

Left ol^jJl 

Top yJaJl y\ ^^.jJl ^ 

Right 

Bottom fjl v-^ 

PL XVI. 



332 SURIS 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

zslAse 
/R 

1296 Shergadh 
Bakkar 

953 

As on 1295, 

Wt. 177.7. 

As on 1295, but ‘ilr {sic) 
in top left corner of area and 
m.m. 60 over ^ 

S. 1-1. In Nagari 

1297 
953 

)> 

wt. 174‘5. 
S. M2. 

As on 1296, but Sor and 
m.m. 15 over ^ 

1298 )> ff 

954 

Wt. 174*7. 
S. 1*08. 

I'ut {sic) and m.m. 43 
over ^ 

1299 
>» >> 

955 

Wt. 173*2. 
S. M. 

but 111 {sic) and m.m. 43 
over ^ 

M.m. 14 under 

1300 

959 

Wt. 177. 
S. M. 

As on 1295. 

but So'i and m.m. 16 over ^ 
and m.m. 14 under 

PI. XVI. 

1301 
960 

Wt. 178. 
8. 1-07. 

As on 1300, but u. {sic). 

1302 

962 

Wt. 177*7. 
8. 1*02. 

)} 

but Ur {sic). 

No m.m. 14 under 4)1 

DaUt observed: 662, 868, 664, 866, 958 (H. R. N. as on 
1300), 866, 860, 862. 



SURIS 333 

No. 

/R 
1303 

1304 

1304 a 

Mint 
Date 

Sliergarh 
Dehli 
952 

953 

Fatluibad 

952 

Obyerse 

In square, the Kalima. 

M.m. 9 in lower left corner. 

Manjins 

Bottom \i\ 

Left 

Others missing. 

Wt. 172 (worn). 

S. M. 

As on 1303, but margins 

Top y} 

Right 

Wt. 17G-7. 
S. 1-07. 

In a circle, the Kalima. 

M.m 9 to left of 4)1 

The J of in last line. 

Margin 

^LULmJI LJ 

JoUll 
Wt. 177-1. 

S. 1 16. 

Ref. N.S. xlii, p. 19 (now 
in LM.). 

Reverse 

In square 

ylWL 

O . 
4)1 ji». 

Margins 

Right yiojl ^.1 

Bottom 

Others missing. 

As on 1303, but \dr 

In Nagarl 55? aD<l left 

margin ^^IkUl yj ? 

PI. XVI. 

In a circle 

ill 

^1 

4) 

I jJLa. ^liaiwif 

^^1 ^ UoJu) ^ 

w ^(l) 

31argin reading counter 
clockwise—except Nagari 

Nagarl ends at 6 o’clock. 

ISLlM 
iSAK 



834 SURlS 

zslJLu 
SHlH 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

>R 
1304b Fathabad As on 1304 A. As on 1304 a, but m.m. 65 

952 

Wt. 177*36. 

between and in rev. 
margin which starts at 12 

8. M9. o^clock. 

Ref. N.S. xlii, p. 19 (now 
in I.M.). 

1304 c ” »> 

Wt. 177-46. 
S. 1*21. 

As on 1304 B, but margin 
starts at 6 o^clock. 

Ref, N.S. xlii, p. 19 (now 
in I.M.). 

1305 K^lp! In square, the Kalima. In square 
952 lor in lower left corner. 

M.m. 4 over 4)1 

Margins 

Dottom llaL U 

Left 4)i jJL» 

Others missing. 

Wt. 173*6. Margins 

S. 1*07. Top UjJl JiU] 

Right (traces of) 

Left [^IkUl ^JlWJl] 

Bottom (traces of) 

1 



SURiS 335 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/R 
1306 Kalpi 

952 
As on 1305, but m.m. 4 in 

lower left corner and no date. 
Margins defective. 

Wt. 175. 
8. 1.12. 

In square 

ijj, »U» 

i 

Iw 

% »5^U jJL>. 

Margins 

Left ^lUJl ^IkUl 

Bottom (traces of) 

Others missing. 

1307 i 
>> 

953 
In square, as on 1306. 

Margins 

Bottom y 

Left 

Top 

Right 

As on 1300, but Her 

Margins 

Left ^UJl ^.1 ^lUJl 

Top j LijJl 

Right y\ 

Bottom 

Wt. 177-2. 
8. M2. PI. XVI. 

1308* 
956 

In square, as on 1306, 

Right margin missing, 
others as on 1307. 

As on 1306, but ^oi 

Top margin missing, others 
as on 1305. 

Wt. 173. 
8. 1-05. 

Dates observed: 062, 963, 954 955 (Bod.), 960, 
960 (H. R. N.). 

ISLlX 

SSlH 

*Note to 1808. H.R.N. has this coin with right and top margins of rev. interchanged. 



386 SURiS 

XSLlU 
SHAH 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/R 
1309 Gwaliar 

952 
In square, the Kalirna. 

Margins 

Bottom 1>1] 

Left 

Top JJlx}\ 

Right Je 

In square 

cr‘- 

^jLiaL 

Wt. 175-1. 
S. M. M.m. 66 over ^ 

1310 
955 

Margins 

Left [^IWL.6 ^\] ^UJl 

Bottom ;Jy 

Right LjjJI J^] 

Top [yftiajl y\ 

PI. XVI. 

Dates observed: 962, 953, 954, 966, 966, 967, 968, 959, 
960. Various marks appear in the lower left corner of obv. 

As on 1309, but margins 

Bottom bl 

Riglit Js. 

Wt. 1761. 
S. 1-2. 

As on 1309, but ^oo and 
m m. 67 over ^ 

Margins 

Top (traces of) ^ UjJl 

Right ^loji 

1311 
956 

As on 1309. 

Wt. 172-5. 
8. 1-05. 

As on 1309, but soi and 
only bottom margin legible. 

M.m. 68 over ^ 

1312 
957 Left and top margins miss¬ 

ing. 

As on 1309, but lev and 
only bottom margin legible. 

M.m. 69 over ^ 

Wt. 171*3 (worn). 
8. 1-05. 



SURIS 337 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

m 
1313 >> As on 1309. As on 1309, but 

958 
Left and top margins de¬ 

fective. 1 
M.ra. 9 over ^ 

j 

Wt. 176-4, 1 
S. 1-05. 

1314* Narnol 
960 

In square, the Kalima. 

Margins 

Bottom [ jJXdil ^ 1)1] 

As on 1306, but . 

Margins 

Left ^IkUi ^ILLJl 

Left [jjjUJI Top [j UijJ! j:iuj 

Top 1 Right [^^fljajl y\ 

Right Bottom 

Wt. 177-2. 
S. *95. PL XVI. 

Unassigned Mint. 

1315* ? 
956 

In square, the Kalima in 
two lines. 

Below 

dlUl ^ (sic) 

In square 

.b, 

^UaLtf lilw 

aill jJLsk. 

Bottom margin ■loi ullajL J 

wt. 163. 

S. -95. 

Below, Nagarl characters 
meant for 

Datm observed: 960, 957 
(B.M.C.y 

^ vr. ? 

PI, XVI. 

*Note to 13U, A square rupee of the same year in the cabinet of H.R.N. is probably of 
this mint. 

*Note to 1815. From its weight and type this coin probably issued from a Bengal mint. 
See note to LM.C.j 814 [a). 

xsl&m: 
SHlH 



338 SURIS 

XSLlK 

miJSL 

No. Mint 
Date 

M 
1315a* 

131G 

? 

956 

956 

1317 

956 

Obverse 

As on 1285, but 

Margim 

Top W 

Right 

Bottom 

Left 

Wt. 175‘1. 

Ref. JL R. N. 

Reverse 

As on 1285, but m.m. 100 
to left of 

M.m, 35* over ^of jJl»* 

Margins 

Right y.l 

Left jJl ^ LjjJl J5U. 

Top .. 

Bottom missing. 

WITHOUT MINT NAME. 

A. Jali d npandh type. 

In square, the Kalima. 

Soi in lower left corner. 

Margins 

Top jSo bl 

Right 

Bottom ^JU^: 

Left 

Wt. 175. 
S. 1-2. 

Dates observed: 

955 (/.il/.a, 793), 950. 

Wt. 175.7. 

8. M8. 

In square 

^‘L\ 

&1J1 jJL^ 

M.m. 70 to left of sli* 

Margins 

Bottom ji} 

Left 

Top Ujji j:a*. 

Right j 

PI. XVI. 

As on 1316, but m.m. 71 

*Note to 1316 X, For this m.m. see 1088, Possibly from the ChunEr Mint. 



SURiS 389 

No. Hint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

M B. type. 

1318 

953 

In square, the Kalima. 

Margins 

Bottom jJxJl 1>1 

Left 

Top 

In square 

)iLi» 

|1m*> 

^or *1)1 jJi. 

Right Je. 

Wt. 170*5 (worn). 

S. 1*3. 

Margins 

Right ujji 

Bottom ^ 

Left ^lUJl 

Top Ifvv 

M.m. 25 in top margin. 

Dateft observed: 952 (F.M.C.), 963, 954, 966, 966, 967, 

968, 969, 960. 

1319 

954 

As on 1318. 

Wt. 175-7. 

8. 1-3. 

i 

As on 1318, but let* and 

in Nagari l^WTR 

1320 

955 
>» 

Wt. 174-3. 

8. 1-2. 

but SCO 

1321 
95G 

if 

wt. 167-8 (worn). 

8. 1-3. 

>» 

but 

PI. XVII. 

1322 
957 

Wt. 168-5 (worn). 

8. 1-2. 

a 

but 

1323 
968 

it 

Wt. 175. 

8. 1-28. 

a 

but 

ISlJLu 
gHlH 



840 S0RIS 

X8£lM 
81 Ah 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse 

/R 

Beverse 

1324 
959 

As on 1318. As on 1319, but 

Wt. 173-8. 
8. 1-3. 

1325 
960 

wt 172-2. 
S. 1-3. 

>> 

but 

0. Circular areas type. 

In circle, the Kalima. 

Margin 

jlWuJl M 

♦JoUJI 
M.m. 9 at * * 

In circle 

sll 

Xu 4)1 jJL> 

Wt. 175. 
8. 1-32. Margin 

^ UjJI Jlo.* 

M.m. 25 at * 
PI. XVII. 

1326a’'I 
954 

Wt. 176. 
8. 1-25. 

Ref, LM.C,, 803. 

»» 

but inverted. 
(JLwi 

*Note to 1826. Mr. Stapleton in K.S. xlii gives a coin of this type without the m.m. in 

reverse margin. He reads instead of ^. But this reading cannot, I 
think, be accepted. 

*Note to 1886 a. Mr. Stapleton (N.S. xlii, p. 21) gives a coin of this type without m.m. 
in obverse margin. (Wt. 176*7 grs.) 



SURIS 341 

No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/R Type D. 

1327 — In square, the Kalima. In square 
956 

in lower left corner. cH 

M.m. 9 over^ of 

Margins 

Top bl 

Right 4ill jJl> 

Bottom M.m. 4 over \> 

Left Js. Margins 

Wt. 1772. Top LijJi J5L 
S. M. 

Left j 

Right 

Bottom ? 

PI. XVII. 

1328 As on 1327, but below area 

956 
Wt. 162-5 (worn). 

S. M. 

... 

Ty pe E. 

1329 — In square^ the Kalima. In square 

953 M.m. 72 over ^ of ^llaLx 

10'-! (sic) in lower left corner. 

Jlfar^tTW 

Top Jo y\ 4)1 jl> 

Left 

Others missing. Margins defective. 

Wt. 172*5. 
Bottom j 

S. M. M.m. 72 over ^ 

XSXiiH 
illH 



842 SURiS 

Z8X.1U 
IHlH 

No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse 

/R 

Reverse 

Type F, 

1330* 
956 

In square, the Kalirna. 

lei in lower left corner. 

Margins 

Top [/j ^1] 

Bottom ? 

Right Js. 

Left missing. 

In square, as on 1329, but 

^ (inverted) to left of ^IkL. 

Nagarl reads and ap¬ 

pears to be continued into 
the bottom margin with the 

word . . , 

The other margins are too 
defective to be read with any 

certainty. 

Wt. 174-5. 
S. 1-05. PL XVII. 

1330a 

959 

As on 1309. 

Wt. 176. 

S. -95. 

Ref, LM,C\ 813. 

As on 1309, but over 

the ^ of jJL*. as well as to left 

of 

/E COFPEB 

1331- 

1332 

Alwar 

954 
^ ci 

M.m. 14 over ^ 

Wt. 308; 313. 

S. -85. 

[/wi ,>1] 

^ULl 

xXL aiji jJL» 

jyi\ 

Dates observed: 953 (B.M.), 964, 955 {LM,C,\ 957 
(H. R. N.—date over 

1333- 

1335 
ft 
? but date uncertain. 

M.m. 3 over 

Wt. 308 (2). 

8. *85. 

ft 

PI. XVII. 

*Noie to 1880. A peculiarity of this type is the manner of writing The bottom 
obverse margin needs to be read through a looking-glass. 



SURlS 343 

No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1335a Awadh 

957 
■He e 

(sic) 

Sov 8.5^ 

Wt. 311. 

Ref. B. M. 

j--*-_ 

M.m. 97 above sb 

1335 b 

i 
M 

957 
)> 

Re/, 11. R. N. 

>> 

PI. XXIV. 

1336 ? Badaon 
? 

•He <d 

uj'-H ? 

Wt. 317. 
S. -95. 

cH 

lb 

^llob* 8 b 

)Xb 4)1 jl3> 

PL XVII. 

1336a* 

h 

Chunar 
954 

[JoUl] 

Ji^\ 

He c! 

lot® 

Re/ 11. R. N. 

8b> 

.^1* 4Jll 

1336b* Raisen As on 1331, but no date. 

M m. 3 oveiy^^ 

Wt. 317-7. 

Re/ H. R. N. 

y\ 

8^* 

^Uftb 8b» jte** 

8^1* 4)1 ji» 

* Note to 13S6 a. Cf. Type L below. 
*Note to 1886 b, H.R.N. has a second specimen with JiU before ^jJl in the last line 

of obv. 

ibjJLh. 
illE 



344 SURlS 

XSLlU 
SHlH 

No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1337 Samblial 

?953 
046 gi 

Wt. 318. 
8. *85. i 

? j*5Ll 

.. r jSJU ^jUiLi 

PL XVII. 

1338 Shahgarli 
? 

{sic) ^a> ^511 

jijT 

V.jJ^ 

Wt. 323. 

S. -85. 

y\ 

^UoL* 

^ 

lS^ 4l)l jJL»> 

1339 

h 959 but ^0^ to left of mint. 
)> 

Wt. 155. 

8. -55. 

Dates observed: 957, 958 
(11. R. N.). Half paisa 969. 

1339a 
1 

» 
959 

As on 1339, the top half of 

the legend being off the coin. 

8. *7. 

It 

but in place of the figure 

of a lion! 

Ref, Berlin. 

1340 
959 

As on 1339. 

1 Wt. 316. 

8. *85. 

tt 

but m.m. 73 to left of 

1340a 

h 969 
Ref, H. R. N. 

it 



SURlS S45 

No. 
Mint 
Bate 

Obverse Reverse 

/E 

1341 

paisa 

Shahgarb 
960 

MS. ^ 

[‘/j 

Jt^\ y>\ 

jJL»> 

Wt. 46M. 

S. M. 

M.m, 74 between and ^ 

PL XVII. 

1342- 

1344 960 
it 

Wt. 316; 321; 315. 

8. -85. 

>> 

1345- 
1346 

1 
960 

a 

Wt. 152-2; 155. 
8. -75. 

1 

it 

1347 

i 960 
it 

Wt. 64-2. 

8. -55. PI. XVII. 

1348* Sbergarh 
Qananj 

953 
1 

d 

u i«r 

bjJl ^^jJl 

Wt. 310. 
S. -9. 

[>Wl ^1] 

iIm* 

^UqlLm 

x!^ju 4ll jJL^ 

XSl^lU 
SHlS 

* Note to 1848. There is a half paisa in the B.M. of this year and type. 



SURlS 

WLiM 
}isis 

348 

Ko. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E. 
1348a'' ‘ Shergarh 

Qanauj 
953 

[-^e c^] 

Ur 

. .. jJl ^^jJl 

^or 

4ll jJL»> UoL (sic) 

if uJ 

(eic) jfi. 

.? 
M m. 9 is formed by the 

double lines in the centre. 

Wt. 276 (worn). 
S. *9. 

Ref, B.M. 

1349* 
954 

it 
but and m.m, 9 in the 
line made by the c^of ^ 

Wt. 309. 
8. *9. 

» 
Bottom half of coin indis¬ 

tinct and apparently no 

4)1 in tbe legend. 

1349a 

955 
As on 1348, but leo and 

double line across centre inter¬ 
sected by m.m. 9. 

Wt. 318. 
8. *9. 

y\ 

ijfy^ 

Ref, R. (Labor, Pt. I, p. 40. 
60). 

1349b ff 
955 

»♦ 
but single line and knot. 

jt 

Wt. 319. 
8. *9. 

Ref, R. (Labor, Pt. I, p. 40. 
62). 

* NoU to 1848 a, The double date on this coin Is remarkable. 
• Note to 1849, H«R.N. has this with double lines and knot on obyerse* 



stills ' 847: 

No. Mint 
Bate 

Obverfie Reverse 

/E 
1349c Siergarh 

Qanauj 
955 

As on 1348 a, but uu in 
place of lower date. 

Wt. 317*3. 
S. *95. 

Ref. LM,C., 825. 

>WI y.t 

jjUaL 

iXu 

4ll jJL». 

1349P )) 

955 but single line. 

tt 

Wt. 315*5. 
8. *95. 

Ref /.if.C., 826. 

1349b 
955? 

It 

Wt. 152. 
8. *55. 

Ref LM.G., 827. 

tt 

1349f 

i 
>) 

955 
As on 1349 a. 

Wt. 140. 
8. *75. 

Ref R. (Labor, Pt. I, p. 41. 
68). 

»5LU 41)1 jlik. 

[0/ 

1349G 

i 
M 

955 
c? 

loo 

jjl ... 

Knot in centre of line. 

8. *75. 

Ref B.M. 

I.5L.1 

sImj 

xsiJLic 



No. Date 
Obverse Reverse 

ZSLiU 
SlAs 

/E 
1349h 

i 
Shergarh 
Qanauj 

955 

j 

,b 

u 
bjJl lee 

Wt. 148. 

S. -75. 

lb Ui[L'i! 

Ref. P. T. 

1350 956 
>) 

but ^en and double line 

across centre intersected by 

m.m. 9. 

Wt. 315. 

8. *75. 

jSL^\ ji\ 

iLl 

llaiw 

PI. XVII. 

1351 )> 

Wt. 321. 

8. -75. 

[>W'] 

PI. XVII, 

1351a i) if 

but with single line and knot. 
ykjl y) 

Wt. 315-5. 41)1 .x!L>i 

Ref. 828. f .... JLi 

13518* 1) ft 

but date below and 

double line. 

Wt. 317. 

8. *95. 

y\ 

ilwj 

sj) ^jlloL# 

Ref. IM.C., 829 (fig.). 

♦ Note io 1851B. B.M. has a half paisa of this typo but with date below knot. 



No. 
Mint 

Date 
Obverse Reverse 

/E 

1351c Shergarb 
Qanauj 

956 

As on 1350. 

Wt. 309. 
S. -95. 

Ref, L,M.C„ 948. 

r 

A • 

13511) » As on 1351 B. 

Wt. 313. 

S. -95. 

Ref, LM.a, 949. 

.b iLl 

1351k )> As on 1350. 

Wt. 318. 

S. -95. 

Ref.R, (Labor, Ft. I,p. 41. 

63). 

.b |.iLI 

1351f }> ff 

wt. 318. 

S. -95. 

fief. R. (Labor, Pt. I, p. 41. 

64).' 

ft 

but to left of 

1351G a ft 

Wt. 315. 

S. -95. 

Ref, B.M. 

A 

jjUoLa# 1 ^ 

ny^ 

1351H 
957 

As on 1351 B, but Uv 

Wt. 312. 

Ref. 830. 

As on 1351B 



No. 
Date I Obverse Reverse 

/E 

XSi;lU 1352 

SllE i 
Siergarh 

Qanauj 

95- 

As on 1349, but unit of 
date missing. 

Wt. 150-5. 

S. -7. 

.b 

1353* Kalpi 

952 
c* j)\ 

r 

bjjl 

wt. 312. 

S. -9. 

u 

IkL b 

1354 )> 
954 but •oj® and the line forming 

a central m.m. 9. 

Wt. 311. 

8. -9. 

Dates observed: 953 (R. Labor, Pt. I, p. 42), 954, 95! 

(11. R. N.), 

1355- 

1350 
ff 

955 
11 

but \oo and no central knot. 

11 

wt. 306; 316. 

S. -9. 

1357*- 

1358 950 
f* 

but 

11 

wt. 317; 312. 

8. -9. 

Dates observed: 962, 966, 
966, 957 (H. R. N.). PL XVII. 

♦ Note io 1858, There is a half paisa of this year and type in the B.M., and one of 95S—• 

with m.m. 9 over the a of the date—in the cabinet of H R.N. 
* Note to 1867. H.R.N. has a half paisa of 956 of this type. 



No. Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1359 [Kalpi 1 As on 1353, but ^o\f As on 1353, but mint name I8LJlM 
i 957 

Wt. 152. 
8. -75. 

wanting. airiw 

1360 If As on 1353. 

i ? but date illegible. 

Wt. 149-5. 

S. -8. 

1360a* Gwaliar [yXll 
955 

^00 

wt. 297-5. jiA 

8. -9. 

Ref. R. (Labor, Pt. I, p. 35, 
13). 

1360h 

loo 4]jl Jkii^ 

wt. 316. 
8. -95. 

Ref. R. (Labor, Pt. I. p. 43 
78). 

1360 c )» yjojl 
1 95- 

? (jbjJl 1o . , . 

8. *7. 

Ref. B. M. 

* Note to 1360 a. H.K.N. has a half paisa of this type and date. 



352 SURIS 

No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
IBLlK 1361* Malot <=»{«) 
iSlH ? 

ft Li» 

• • . fti^JU 4)1 

1 M.m. 4 over ^ of ,*^1 
eyy* V/*® 

[date] 

M.m. 16 at (a). 

Wt. 319. 
S. 1. 

Date observed: 956 (B.M.). PI. XVII. 

1361a if ct 
952 

(nc)^\X> j^‘i\ »li» 

U 
fttjj ^jUaLx 

bjJl lor 
Sdu 

4)1 j1» 
S. 1. 

M.m. 16 over second ftll 

Be/. II. R. N. 

Dates observed: 952, 953 
(H. R. N.). 

1362 Narnol [/ji ^1] 

9 — 
[.b ^5LI] 

^jliaJLf ftLii 

1— ft^lft 4)1 

Wt. 319. 
8. -85. PI. XVII. 

* Note to 1861. M.m. 16 or 4 is sometimes placed above the 



No. 
i AA V 

Date 
Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1363 [Narnol] 

956 
As on 1362, but 

Wt. 305 (worn). 
S. -9. 

As on 1362, but showing 
second line and mint name 
missing. 

1364 
960 but ^1. 

>) 

Wt. 315. 
S. -85. 

UNASSIONED MIxNT. 

1365 PBildha- 
nadih 
956 

^ (sUUll 

J.iUI 

1oi 

M.m. 76 under ^ of 

,1-i 

^jlkL ^)L.\ /]aj\ 

41)1 Jii. 

IP l]aL.i ^ 

Wt. 317. 
S. .95. PI. XVII. 

Dates observed: 955 (R. Labor), 960, 957 (B.M.—without 
m.m.). 

.366- 
1367 

? As on 1365, but date 
missing. 

As on 1365. 

Wt. 313; 319. 
S. -95. 

ISLlU 

gHlH 

1368 

h 
? 

Wt. 159. 



354 SURIS 

No. Mint 
Pate Obverse Keverae 

ISLlK 
esiH Without Mint name. 

/E 
Tyi oe A, 

1369* 953 Ate 

.... jll ^ lb p5LI 

Ur 
tb 

[u-.] 4Jl jJL^ 

Wt. 310. 
S. *95. PI, XVIII. 

1370 955 

)> 
but ^00 

Wt. 315. 
S. -95. 

Dates observed; 952 {I.M.C., 837), 863, 954 (II. R. N.), 866. 

Typ e B. 

1371- 952 Ate ^ 1 J>\ 

1373 
cy! 

cbAll ^.All lb 

‘ior lb 

id* 4)1 jjL» 

M.m. 3 over M.m. 3 over of 

and m.m. 66 over ^ of jtU, 
wt. 318; 314. C 

S. -95. 

1374- 953 
1376 but Ur 

wt. 314; 315. 
S. *95. PI. XVIII. 

me lo 1369. I.U.C, 846, is a half poijo of 963 of this type. 



SURIS 355 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1377- 954 As on 1371, but As on 1371. 
1379 loi* 

Wt. 315; 31G. 
S. -95. 

1380 955 >» 
but 

wt. 309. 
S. *95. i 

1381 956 »> 
but loi 

Wt. 314. 
S. *95. 

Dates observed: 962, 963, 954, 956, 960, 957, 958 
(/J/.C), 959 (li.M.), 9C0 

1382 957 

Wt 153. but the & of is replaced 
S. *8. i by a_ 

Var. (a). 

1383 952 As on 1371, but As on 1371, but 

Her 

! Wt. 307. mmm l.«< 

S. -9. 4jl 

Type C. 

1384* 960 (sic) Xi (a) ^ 

C?] ill 

... Jjl ^.Jjl Li 

.n (sic) ^ 
^jUaLt 

M.m. 77 at (a). . 

Wt 320. M.m. 16 in ^ of ^jlkL 

S. *9. PI. XVIII. 

ISLlU 
gHlE 

♦ Note to 1884, A swastika sometimes replaces m.m. 16 on reversPw H.R.N. has a half 
paisa of 969 of tliis type, which is probably from a Malwft mint. 



356 SURlS 

X8LlU 

SHlH 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1385 960 A8 on 1384. As on 1384. 

1 
IS 

Wt. 152*5. 
S. -75. 

1386 
1 

? ft 

but without JlS in first line 
and date wanting. 

ft 

Wt. 159-2. 
S. -7. 

1387 95- ti 

but 

Wt. 322. 
S. -9. 

ft 

but xb to left of ^jlkL and 
below 

41)1 

1 tales observed: 

952 {I.M.C., 846 with m.m. 15 at (a)). 
954 (H. K. N. with m.m. 15 on oI)t. and 60 on rev.) 
959 (11. R. N. as no. 1384), 060. 

Type D, 

952? ^ e 

? 

Wt. 309. 
S. -95. 

«b 

--> 

«b] j-i 

sill ili,] 

[wUolL j] 

PI. XVIII. 

Dates observed; 062, 953 (L.JIf.C., 967), 954, 955 (B.M.). 

1389 ? ft 

but date wanting, 

M.m. 14 over ^ 

Wt. 312. 
S. -95, 

tt 

but jb to left of ^ and 
below 

4)1 [jJL». 



SURIS 357 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse 

/E 

1390*- 
1391 

953 ■He c* 

jJl 

M.m. 3 over^* 

Wt. 309; 319. 
S. -95. 

Type E. 

Reverse 

yioji yi 

b ^jUoL# 

b 

[,cr'- 

ji>L> 

PI. XVIII. 

1392 
1 

956 

but 

Wt. 117-3 (worn). 
S. -75. 

)» 

1393- 
1394 

957 

but ‘lov 

and m.m. 78 over ^ 

Wt. 317; 315. 
S. *95. 

One coin shows tlie 

1395 
1 
1? 

957 

Wt. 153-1. 
S. -7. 

1396 959 

but lei 

Wt. 152. 
S. -65. 

>> 

First three lines only on 
coin. 

Dates observed: 

952 (L.M.C., 970), 063, 954 (H. R. N.), 955, 956 
{I.M.C.), 057, 958 (I.M.C.). 

Half paisa: 955 (H. R. N.), 060, 067, 060, 960 
(H. R. N). 

* Note to 7390. In th« B.M. a paisa of 963 has a swastika between the and u In the 
third line of the reverse; and a paisa of 966 has m.m. 5 over on obvei'se. 

ISLlK 



Obverse Reverse 

^ e 

^bjJi ^jJl 

•Jor 

Type F, 

I As on Type E. 

Wt. 310. 
S. 1. PL XVIII. 

it ‘ior 

Wt. 316, 
S. ‘9, 

Dates observed: 962, 063, 954 (H. R. N.). 

Half 2>aua; 952 (L.iR.C., 980), 953 (L.M.C., 981). 

Type G, 

As on Type F, but 
anting. 

Wt. 321. 
S. .9. 

p!L.l 
^jUoL* 

klClft 4)1 jlak 

ut but 9 to left of jjlUU 

Wt. 316. 
S. -9. PI. XVIII. 

Dates observed: 062, 954, 955 (H. R. N.). 

Half 953 {L.M,C., 984 with m.m. 9). 

» 

Wt. 144-7 (worn). 



SURlS 359 

No. 
Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E Type H, 

1402 952 As on Type F, but t * Mbi As on Type G, but ^ in 
wanting. second line and m.m. 15 to 

Wt. 316. 
S. -9. 

left of ^jlkL 

1403 959 

but 
>> 

Wt. 314. 
S. -9. PI. XVIII. 

1404 95- 

but 

Wt. 320. 
S. -9. 

1405* ? >> M 
1 

1 but date wanting. First three lines only on 
coin. 

Wt. 153-8. 
S. -7. 

Dates observed: 962, 957 (L.3/.(7., 989*), 960. 

Type /. 

1406 963 

{sic) .b 

u 
til UaLu 

Sar A 

Wt. 310. 41)1 

8. -85. M.m. 97 over uU. in second 
line. 

* Natt (0 li05. On this coin and L M. C, 090 (half paiaa) there is the word above the date. 

ISLiM 

gEla 



360 SURIS 

XSLiK 

SHlH 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1407 

1 
953 As on 1406. 

Wt. 153-5. 
S. -7. 

1 

As on 1406, but showing 
in second line. 

1408 954 ? >7 

but ^01*? 
jj 

but follows LkL 

Wt. 307. 
S. -85. PL XVIII. 

1409 
1 

956 ff 
but ^01 

>7 

Wt. 152-4. 
S. -7. 

Ha/es observed; 952 (H. R. N.), 963, 954?, 955 {L.M.C., 
991), 957 (B.M.). 

}U[f paisa: 963, 955 {I.M.C., 857), 966. 

Type /f.* 

1 11 u 
1 
2 : 

I 

? ^ ei 

Wt. 139-5. 
S. *75. 

/Uiy 

(sic) j\i 

^UaL, 

M.m, 4 in of 

PL XVIII. 

1411 
1 

? 

C
O

 

if 
but m.m. 4 under ^ of 

* Type K of the J.iJf.C., (No. 869) is a coin of the KalpI mint. The light weight 
and rather crude fabric of Nos. 1410-1411 suggest that they may be contemporary 
imitations. 



SIJRIS 361 

No. Mint 
Date Obrerse 

/E 

1412 953 

j ui 

yUJJl 

^">11 

(xic) l]o-l ) 

jJl 

M.m. 5 above li.' 

Reverse 

Type 2/.* 

yilaji yi\ «lw 

^^ikL 

siJU 4)1 Jtl*- 

Wt. 310. 
S. -9. 

Dates observed: 963, 956 
(B.M.). 

ISLlM 

SHAH 

1413- 
in4 On one ni.m. 14 is over 

Wt. 154; 158. 
S. -75, 

1415 11 
No m.m. 

Wt. 308. 
S. -95. PI. XVIII. 

1416 ? 

Wt. 152-3. 
S. -65. 

)> 

♦ These may be of Chunftr mintage. Cf. 1836 a. 



362 SURlS 

I8£lM 

fKlH 

No. 

/E 

1416a 

Mint 
Date 

953 

Obverse 

In square 

c? 

(«c) 

Bottom margin ^or 

Wt. 316. 
S. -9. 

Reverse 

Type M, 

In square 

UL 

4)1 

Bottom margin ^ckjl 

Be/, l.M.C,t 862; half;;a<6*a 
H. R. N. 

Ty^ye JT. 

Var. (a). 

MI7 ; !)53 In square 

{sic) ^Li' 

{sic) ^^jJl ^^jJl 

Traces of left and top 
margins. 

! [Bottom margin ur] 

Wt. 311. 
S. -85. 

Date observed: 
953 (H. R. N.). 

In square 

‘ (a) 

li. iUI 

u 

UsLa 

iS3^ 4)1 jJL» 

M.m. 43 at (a). 

Margins wanting. 

1418 ? 

i 

ft 

Wt. 147.8. 
S. -65. 

1419 

Wt. 107. 
S. *7. 

>* 



SURlS 363 

No. Mint 
Date 

Obverse Reverse 

/E Var. (5). 

1420 ? As on 1417. 

Wt. 304 (worn). 
S. -85. 

As 
over 

on 1417, but m.m. 4 
iLI 

Var. (c). 

1421- 
1423 

059 As on 1417, but in third 
line 1 

As 
over 

on 1417, but m.m. 43 
X.-1 

Wt. 316; 313. 
S. -95. PL XVIII. 

1424 

i 

960 )) 

but ’ll. 
>> 

M.m, 4 under unit figure 
of date. 

Wt. 146-6. 
S. -7. 

Dates observed: 969, 960 
(B.M.); half paisa 960. 

Type 0. 

1426 

i 

952 

•lor 

[ yJiJI y\ 

> 

jJL> ? 

Wt. 163-1. 
8. -7. 

1426 953 
but ^or 

>> 

Wt. 317. 
8. -85. 

Dates observed: 
952 (H. R. N.), 968; 

half paisa 962. PL XVIII. 

zslIk 
iHlS 



364 SURlS 

ZSX.1M 
SHlH 

No. Mint 
Pate Obverae 

/E 

Beverse 

Type P * 

1427 952 ^ d 

cH ^ cH- 
jJ\ ^dr [jJl 

Barbaric lettericg. 

Wt. 307. 
S. -95. 

^^aJoJl y\ 

Lw t I Ittlxx 

M.in. 79 at (a). 

M.m. 14 at (6). 

PI. XVIII. 

Tu-pe Q. 

M27a 953 
1 
2 

As on Type E. 

Wt. 157. 
S. -75. 

Ref. 870. 

Dates observed: 
053 {Ut.C,), 960 (II. R. N.). 

j 41)1 jJL» 

Type R. 

1427b 953 (?) J 

jJi ^ jJ 

lor? 

Wt. 300. 
8. *9. 

/JoJi ^.1 

P^LmI 

cH 

kCU ^jUzLi 

4Ul 

Be/, LM,G., 871. 

* Type P of I.M.C, (No. 866) merges naturally into Type N. Another type has been 
therefore introduced as P. 



SURIS 365 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse 

>E 

1427c 952 ? a'.... 

-Hg • • 

u (?) 

bjJt 

Type S. 

S. -95. 

Ref. B.M. 

Reverse 

r 

^ Jib 

LIsLm 

iX-U 4)1 jJLi^ 

ISLiM 

mlM 

Smaller Pieces. 

One-eighth of a paisa. 

1428- 
1431 

WLot 

Wt. 39-4 ; 39-1, 
S. -55. 

^L.^1 

PI. XVIII. 

1432 
1 ■ft 

Wt. 38-3. 
S. -45. 

>> 
but the of Juj cuts the 1 

1433 

Jo 

One-tenth of a jnisa. 

In circle 

\1} 

ji\ 

lb 

Wt. 27-6. 
S. *5. PI. XVIII. 



366 SURIS 

No. Mint 
Pate Obverse Reverse 

MUHAMMAD 'ADIL SHAH 

XAB A.H. 960-964. A.D. 1552-1556, 

ADIL A/ GOLD 

1434* Jhiisi? In triple square, the centre In triple square, the centre 
964 one of dots, the Kalima. one of dots 

.i.F {sic) in lower left ^llaJLa 

corner. 
a)ji jJl» 

Margins defective. 

Wt. 165-3. Below 
S. -9. 

[vTf 

Other margins defective. 

PI. XVIII. 

/R SILVER 

1434a Agrah? In square, the Kalima. In square 
962 M.m. 43 in lower left cor- IjIIoLm 

1 

ner. 
1 

Margins aiJl 

Left 
Margins 

Wt. 173. I.eft jlUJl 

S. -95. Bottom ? T 

lief. I.M.C. 

] 434 15 Agrah >» )> 
963 but without m.m. but ‘I'lr vertical to right of 

jJL». and 

Margins 

Bottom jjjJl M below area. 

Right Js. Margins 

Right yJoJl 

Re/. H.R.N. 
Bottom 

PI. XXIV. 

Dates observed: 962 ?, 963, 964 (H. R. N.)—The latter coin 
has y\ in the left reverse margin and in the 

right and in the top margins. 

* Me to 1484, Probably a copy from the rupee No. 1484 d. 



SURiS 867 

No. 

/R 
1434c 

i 

1434D 

1434k 

Mint 
Bate 

Obverse Reverse 

(Igrah) As on 1434 b but margins As on 1434b but margins 
964 missing. 

Wt. 77 (worn). 
S. *76. 

missing. 

Ref. B.M. PI. XXI. 

JliQsT In square, the Kalima. In square 
964 In lower left corner ^Ualw 

Margins 
4jjl 

Top Jjq bl 

Right 

Others missing. M.m. 9 over o of ji» 

Wt. 170. 
S. -95. 

Ref. I.M.Cf 877 (fig.). 

Margins missing. 

Chunar In square, the Kalima, In square 
963 in lower left corner. .X^s^ ujllaL.# 

Margins 
sUl jJL> 

Top ^ bl 1(sic) ^ ubalw ^ 

Right 

! Bottom Margins 

Left missing. Top L’jjJl 

Wt. 176*3. Left ^ 

Bottom 
Ref H. R. N. 

Right y\] 

MAB 

IBZL 



368 SUKIS 

HU^AIC- 
MAS 

‘iDIL 

No, Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/R 
1434F Shergadh In square, the Kalima. In square 

1 Bakkar] U ulii 
— Margins IWL 

Bottom jjjuo 1)1 J.-4- 

Left .... (Di jJ^ 

Wt. 177-6. 
S. M. M.m. 80 over of ^JlkL 

Ref. B.M. Margins 

Right sj/. . . 

Bottom 

PI. XXI. 

1435* [KalplJ As on 1435 a. In square 
(96)3? u 

Margins UoLm 

Bottom j.)jux)l^ 1)1 4)1 jJL»> 

Left (Jij;l-^1 (sic) 

1 Wt. 174-2. 
M.m. 14 over ^ 

S. 1. Margins 

Left ^IkUl 

Top JoUll 

Right . . r yftWl y}? 

Bottom missing. 

I'Ki.n ' KiilpT In square, the Kalima. In square 
963 

Margins UaLt 
Bottom jjJuJl 1)1 

.51 aji 
Left [j^;UJl j^] 

Top ^^^UuJl M.m. 14 over 

Right ^yi ^ 
Margins 

Wt. 173. Left ^liaUl ? 

Top J.iUJl? 
Ref. II. R. N. Right ... ? 

Bottom ... 

*Note to USB. This may be definitely assigned to Kftlpl. 

*Note to USBk. H.RN. reads left rev. margin as LijJl and in right rev. margin 

^ but cf. No. 1485. 



StJRlS 369 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/R 
1435b* Gwaliar In square, the Kalima. In square 

961 In lower left corner m.m. 
81. 

Margins 

Bottom M 

Lioft 

Others missing. 

t. t.Ul jJLih 

Margin 

Bottom 
Wt. 176*8. 
S. *95. 

Ref, LM.C,, 876. 

1436- Narnol In square, the Kalima. In square 
1437 961 Margins defective. ^jUaiw ill# 

J.iU 
Wt. 176*2-174. 
8. *95. 

If Xu 41)1 jJLi». 

M.m. 13 above 

Margins 

Left ^^IkUl 

Dates observed: 960 (B.M.), Bottom 

901, 962 (LM.C.). Right y \] 

1438 In square, the Kalima. In square 
961 

Margins 

Bottom bi 

Left 

Top 

Xu 41)1 jJU- 

ulkU# ^ 

Right Js. Margins 

Wt. 171*2. 
Bottom * 

8. 1*28. Right r 

Top ^jJl ^ UijJ) 

Left y\ 

M.m. 25 at * 

PL XVIII. 

MU^AIS. 

KAH 

Imii 

♦ Note to USB B. L.M.C. 1003 is of this type and date but the latter is above ^Ual^. The 
m.m. in rev. area is a star, 

B b 



870 StJRlS 

MV^AH. 
HAD 

‘ISIL 

Ko. 
Mint 
Date 

/R 
1439 

Obverse 

As on 1438. 
961? 

Wt. (ringed). 
S. 1-3. 

Beverse 

In square 

UaL (sic) 

41)1 jJl» J.5U 

Margins 

Bottom 

Right ’’'1 

Others as on 1438. 

PL XIX. 

1440 ? 

%3 

In square, the Kalima. 

M.m. 15 in left lower corner. 

Margins 

Left 

Top ... 

Others missing. 

Wt. 170. 
S. 1. 

In square 
» (j lir 

U UL. 

J- 

Margins defective. 

In the bottom margin are 
traces of what may be 

PL XIX. 

1440a ? 

960 
In square, the Kalima. 

M.m. 47 in lower left cor¬ 
ner. 

Margins 

Bottom jJxJl bl 

Right Jic 

Wt. 166*4-176-6. 

Ref, B. M. (two coins). 

In square as on 1440, but 

ll 
ILL 

Margins 

Right ^.1 

Top ^^jJi 



StJRlS 371 

No. Mint 
Date 

/R 
1441* ? 

963 

Obverse 

In square, the Kalima. 

Reverse 

In square ,,lkL 
Margins 

Left 
iXl* 4lli L 

Top ^jUxJ! 

Others missing. 
. . . 

MAD 
&D1L 

Wt. 174-4. 
S. 1. 

Margins 

Left 

Top 

Right y\ 

Bottom missing. 

PI. XIX. 

1442* ? 

964 
In square, the Kalima. 

<ii(« in lower right corner. 

Margins 

Top Ju» ^ bl 

Left 

Others missing. 

Wt. 173-5. 
8. -95. 

In square 
J^bs 

baLi 

.5^ 4J1 ♦ I jAi 

ly\ [sic) ^ wlkL j 

Margins missing. 

M.m. 60 at * 
PL XIX. 

1443* 
sq. 

? 

961? 
In square, the Kalima. 

Margins missing. 

Wt. 168-5 (worn). 
S. -7. 

In square as on 1436. 

Margins missing. 

* Note to 1441. Probably of the Agrah mint. Cf. No. 1434 b. 

* Note to 1442. This is probably a coin of the Chunar mint. Cf. No. 14341 and 1447. 
* Note to 144S. Probably of Narnol mintage. Cf. No. 1436. 



372 StJBlS 

MUqCAM. 

MAD 
*ll>ZL 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse 

/E 

1444- Jaunpfir 
1446 963 

c? 

rr- .511 

Ur 

Wt. 315. 
S. «8. 

Reverse 

COFFER 

>lajl ^.1 

JcO La-} 

slS. (a) Lc ? 

M.m. 60 at (a). 

PI. XIX. 

1447 

i 

1448- 
14H) 

1 
2 

Chtinfir 
964 

[■He c?] 

^.jJl UjJI 

Wt. 307. 
8. -85. 

but date wanting. 

Wt. 156*5; 149*5. 
S. *7 

u 
UaJLtf 

s^JU 4li (a) 1 jJL»> 

(.311(21^1 

M.m. 60 at (a). 
PL XIX. 

b. ^UoL, 

(a) 

M.m, 60 at (a). 

1 
%i 

As on 1444, but 

111 

As on 1444. 

Wt. 318. 
S. *85. 

Dales observed: 061, 962, 
(ll.R.N.) PL XIX. 

1454- 
1455 

>» 
? 

>» 

but date and mint name 
wanting. 

Wt. 143*6 (worn); 155. 

8. *65 

Date observed: 

961 {L.M.C., 1022> 

»» 



SURlS 373 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 
1466 Shaligarli 

961 
As on 1450. 

Wt. 312. 
S. -85. 

r>wi j.'] 

ulii 

M.m. 60 over ]o of jlkL 
and below % of jb. 

1457 }> 
? 

}t 

Wt. 314. 
S. -85. 

»> 
but m.m. 60 between L and i 

PI XIX. 

1458 )» )» As on 1456. 

i ? 
Wt. 155-8. 
8. -7. 

The .5 of JoU is clear. 

Date observed: 

961 {L.M.a, 1017). 

1458a Kalpi 
1 962 

As on 1459. 

8. -9. 

Ref, Berlin. 

yjijl >|i 

»b (a) 

^ IbL.* 

M.m. 73 at (a). 

PI. XXIII. 

1459- 
1461 

Gwaliar 
962 

j 

c* 

c) 

bjjl 

wt. 315; 313; 321. 
S. -95. 

y} 

(a) 

M.m. 74 at (a). 
PI. XIX. 

KU9AW. 

MAD 

iDIL 



374 StJRlS 

XXX9AK- 
KAD 

‘Isn 

No. Mint 
Bate Obverse 

>€ 
1462 Gwaliar In square 

? 
ct 

Reverse 

In square 

sll JUai* 

Margins illegible. On other 
specimens these read 

Bottom 

Left ijLjJi 

Top JoUJl 

Right 

Wt. 314 (worn). 
S. -85. 

lief. B.M. 

Margins illegible. On other 
specimens these read 

Top ^lojl ^i\ 

Right 4]1 jiifc- 

Bottom 
PL XXI. 

ib;3- iHii 
1 4 b 5 

Without Mint Name. 

Type A. 

J4C ci 

c) 

bjJl 

Wt. 320; 317. 
S. -9; -85. 

iXHt 

s^JL* 4}jl 

PL XIX. 

1166- 9G2 
1467 I but 

y> 

Mr 

Wt. 312; 313. 
S. *9; -85. 

1468 » yt 

Wt. 308. 
S. -9 , -85. I 
Dates observed: 960 (B.M.), 961, 962, 968, 964 {I.M.C., 

888). 



SURlS 375 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E Type B, 

1469- 
1470 

962 As on 1463, but m.m. 9 
above ^ 

Wt. 304; 312. 
S. *9. 

y\ 

. (a) 

u Li/ 

lUL 

i50U jlih. 

M.m. 82 at (a). 

1471 ti 

but without m.m. 

11 

but arranged 

Wt. 320. 
8. -9. 

1 
(j L {a) [or iL] 

IkLt 

41)1 

M.m. 82 at (a). 
PI. XIX. 

1472- 
1473 

964 
1 

As on 1469 (m.m. 9). 

but ^11® 

11 

wt. 317 (2). 
8. -9. 

1474-' 
1475 

1 

ff 11 

Wt. 153-5; 158-5. 
S. *75, 

11 

Dates observed: 902, 963 (B.M.), 004; half paisa 962 
(H. R. N.), 004. 

Type G. 

1476- 
1477 

963 As on 1463, but 

Ur jli* (a) 

Wt. 315; 311. ijlUJl 

8. *9. M.m. 74 at (a). 
PI. XIX. 

Dates observed: 008, 964 (H. R. N.); half paisa 962, 963 
(H. R. N.). 

1CU9AK- 
KAB 
iBIL 



376 St}RlS 

KV^AK- 

KAD 
ISIL 

No. 
Mint 
Date 

Obverse 

/E 

1478 962 ^ J 

(jbjJl ^jJl 

1ir 

Keverse 

Type i). 

^jlkL xU 

4l]i 

*50. jJii^ 

Wt. 301-4. 
S. ‘9. PI. XIX. 

1479* 9 — As on 1478. 

Wt. 311. 
S. *9. 

Ty j^ E. 

? JuklsjJ^ J>\ 

0 u 

Jlc lUu 

iXl« 41}! jJL» 

PI. XIX. 

Date observed: 963 889); half j^aua 963 (R.M.). 

1180*: 965 As on 1463, but 

no 

Wt. 318, 
S. -9. 

Type F. 

>X)1 y>\ 

(a) [J] ole (sic) b 

jJL» ^llslu 

M.m. 66 at (a). 
PI. XIX. 

*Note to U79, A variety (B.M.) has with m.m. 48 to left of 4Ul. 

* Note to U80, Cf. R. (L&hor, Pi. I, p. 48-20) where J is read to the right of 
on the obverse. ^ 



SURiS 377 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E Type 0. 

1480a In square 

J 

Margins obliterated. 

Id square 

LUL 

1 
U 

[ Wt. 316, 
S. -85. 

Eef. L.M.C., 1038. 

1480b 
1 

964 Type H, 

■He ci 

^Ll' 

^jJI UjJI 

tit* jjL, 

^UzLa 

411 (a) 1 jli. 

i5JU 

M.m. 60 at (a). 

1 

Eef, H. R. N. 

Dates observed; Paisa 964 (H.R.N.); half-»ai«o 963 
(11. R.N.) 

One-eighth of a paisa. 

1480c 

1 

Jolc 

Wt. 39-5; 37. 
8. -5. 

Ref. R. I. PI. VI. 18 (Labor, 
Pt. I, p. 49. 27/28). 

UV9AK. 
MAD 
Adxd 



378 SURlS 

IBBl- 

EXK III 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

IBRAHIM SHAH SUR 

A.H. 962. A.D. 1554. 

M SILVER 

1480P ? Ban&ras 
962 

In square 

c-J^ 

In square 

1 T (fl) 0. 

M.ni. 4 over M.m. 9 at (a). 

Margins 

Right j5o y\ 

Bottom 

Left 

Top ^ 

Margins 

Bottom 

Left .... ^ 

Top missing. 

Right ? 

Wt. 167. 
S. M. 

Ref, R. VI. 13 (B,M.). PI. XXI. 

1 
'.'h2 

n 

Margins missing. 

>1 

Margins missing. 

wt. 88. 
S. -85. 

Ref. R. IV. 17 {B.M.). PL XXI. 

/E COFFER 

1481 
962 

bjjl 

j>\ 

4)1 jJik 

wt. 317. 
8. *85. PI. XIX. 



SURlS 379 

No. Mint 
Date Obverse Reverse 

/E 

1481a* As on 1481. As on 1481. 

4 962 (parts of) 

Wt. 158. 
S. -7. 

Ref R. VI. 6. I 

IBBl- 

ElM III 

/R 

1482* Labor 
902 

SIKANDAR MAH SUR 

A.H. 962. A.D. 1554. 

SILVER 

SIKAN- 

SARIII 

In square, the Kalima. 

^ to left of 40jl 8. 

Margins 

Left ^sic^ 

Top Jc 

Right . . . bl 

Bottom missing. 

Wt. 169-5. 

S. M. 

In square 

sLi; J 

-- 

M.m. 83 over 

M.m. 97 in J of 

Margins 

Left 

Top aiJl 

Right (traces of) 

iXi* 41)1 

Bottom (s^) 

over 41)1 in top margin. 

PI. XIX 

?B 

ld82A 

962 

? BILLON 

[•H^ j] 

J. 

nr 

Wt. 130. 

S. *75. 

Ref. Berlin, 

i lj*<4 ^ 

ijlloLi# 

PL XXIII, 

♦ Note to U81 A. B.M. has a second specimen. 

♦ Note to U82. Some coins are without m.m. 83 and have m.m. 80 in the J of J-j^U-l 
—cf. l.M.C., 898. Others have both m.m. 83 and m.m. 80. 



380 SURlS 

sxzAir- 
DAK 111 

No. ; Mint j 
Date Obverse Keverse 

/E COFPSXt 

1483 1 J ,u)l 
962 

Ur e* W 
Li LU- 

Wt. 305. 
8. .9. PI. XIX. 

H83ii — As on 1483, but Ur above 
962 

Wt. 316. 
8. -85. J 

» u 
Re/. 899. 

1 

Li LW- 

1483b 

i 

V 4)1 

1 I 962 
wt. 311*8, 

^ J^yJl 

8. -9. 

Ref. B.M. 

1183 c In square In square 

9G2 

I- ^ ^ \ » u 
U IIL 

1 
! 

•> 
UaL JUll jy** 

Margins cut. J-f 

j Wt. 320. 
M.m. 85 above the^ jy^ 

8. *95. Margins cut. 

Ref» Berlin. PI XXIII. 

1483d 

962 

As on 1483 a. 

Wt. 158*4. 

As on 1483 a. 

8. *75. 

1 Ref. B.M. 



81 S0RIS 

No. 

/E 

483IC* 

483p 

Mint 
Date 

962 

Obverse Reverse 

Smaller Pieces. 

CJ » 
DaLa* Lh^ 

Wt. 34.9. 
S. *5. 

Ref. 641. 

^IkL 

Sir 

Wt. 30. 
8. *48. 

Re/. R. L PI. VI. 14 (Labor, 
Pt. I, p. 50. 8). 

^IkL 

PL XXI. 

Sir (a) 

M.m. 101 at (a). 

BIKAX^ 
DAB in 

* Note to 1483 ®. Tiie attribution of B.M,C, 042 to this Sikandar Sdjah is doubtful. 



sums 
glEB 
SHlH 

^ER SHAH sun 

Catalogue In any collection of the coins of the Sultans of Dehli it will be found 

1030 c dynasty predominate in numbers. In the 

1281 collection out of 1483 coins, 453 are of the Silri period. The 

Pages reason is that Sher Shah, when he remodelled the coinage on lines 

263-325 which were destined to leave their mark on the currency even up to 

the present day, extended the privilege of striking coins to the more 

prominent cities as and when they were brought under his sway. This 

practice, which was resorted to by some of his predecessors, but only to 

a very limited extent, was subsequently further developed by the 

Mughals. The coins in a great many instances bear the names of the 

mint-town from which they issued and are thus of considerable interest 

and value in sliowing the extent and influence of the Dehli empire. 

Til us a representative collection of Siiri coinage must contain not only 

coins of eaeli metal, denomination, type and date but also a comprehen¬ 

sive series of tlie issues from each mint. 

Sli( r Shah lost no time in abandoning mixed metal coinage and his 

in- tiiici was as the future showed, correct, for this time the change came 

tu slay, Tiadition had frustrated an earlier attempt in this direction 

hut Shsi >hali hailed from Bihar where the billon tradition did not 

<bt lin. Moivover, in the course of his rise to power he must have 

ania,-ofl considerable resources and the state treasury was, therefore, in a 

iii(»rc soh cni jiosition than it had been for the last century and more of 

ilchli rule. Sher Shah was, therefore, able to translate his imbibed 

principles into practice without difficulty. 

The currency of the Bengal kingdom consisted mainly of silver tankahs 

of the old style, cowries taking the place of copper. Only a sprink¬ 

ling of gold tankahs can have been issued, for they are comparatively 

very rare. Accordingly Sher Shah made his silver rupee the standard 

measure of value. Gold coins were struck by him but as with the 

Bengal ashmfis are so rare as to be almost negligible. There are, how¬ 

ever, numerous fabrications.^ Copper was extensively mined and used 

as coin north of Bengal and Sher Shah would naturally therefore retain 

that metal for the lower exchange values. Cowries indeed still find 

^ Th. No. 841 is one that is commonly met with. 



SURIS 383 

a place in the bazars for trivial purchases and were doubtless so used in 

Suri times. 
The official weight of Sher Shah's silver coins, now definitely known 

as rwpaiya (rupees)—for the tanicak had been degraded to a humbler 
value—is not established. Thomas {Chron., p. 406) says that it ‘ ought 
to have weighed 178*25 grains' on the assumption that Akbar’s rupeey 
which is known to have weighed 11^ mdshas ^ was avowedly based on 
that of ^er Shah ’ (ib. p. 405), the weight of the Dehli mdsha being 

15*5 grains (11^ x 15*5 = 178*25). But the above dictum appears to be 
a little arbitrary. Abul Fazl’s' statement, when speaking of the rupee, 
is that it was first introduced in the time of t^er Khan but was 

* perfected' in Akbar’s reign. This scarcely warrants the definite nature 
of Thomas's statement. 

The choice seems to lie between two alternatives. One is that the 
rupee of Sher Shah was a coin of 96 ratis =12 mdskas = 1 tolah, 
the tolah in this case being equivalent to 180 grains, which, it has been 
suggested, was the official rate fixed by Muhammad bin Farid. The other 

is that Akbar imitated Sher Shah, as Thomas thought, in fixing the 

weight of his rupee at 11^ md^as of 15*5 grains which would make 

Sher Shah 8 rupee equivalent to 178-25 grains. Against this latter view 

a strong argument is found in the weights of the coins themselves. A 
cursory glance through this catalogue reveals the fact that there is an 
appreciable number of Sher Shah's rupees from several mints and of 
several types whose weights exceed 178*25 grains—the maxima being 
179*2 and 179*5 grains for the mintless types A and P and 179 grains for 
the mints of Agrah, KalpI, and Gwaliar. That would rule out a rupee of 
11^ mdsjms with a tolah of 185*5 grains. It may be said, too, that the 

general weight average of ^er Shah's rupees is slightly higher than 
that of the rupees of Akbar. On the other hand, until we get definite 
evidence to the contrary, we are entitled to assume that Sher Shah con¬ 
tinued for his principal silver coin the tolah standard which had apparently 
become a tradition in Delhi since the reforms of Iltutmi^ and it may 
well be that he found in force the tolah of 180 grains which, we think, 

was initiated by Muhammad V, prior to the billon currency of the Lodis. 

The evidence of the coins themselves supports a rupee of 180 grains. 
In addition to the rupee, Sher Shah introduced a new copper coin 

which also Akbar retained in his monetary system and which was in 

his reign known as a dam. What it was called in Sher Shah's time 
we do not know for certain. Abu'l Fazl in speaking of theddm says:— 

\J\ —‘formerly they called it paisa* and that name has 
been given to Sher Shah's coin in this catalogue. 

1 X\n4-Akharl—Bloclimann’s translation published for the Asiatic Society of Bengal, 
Calcutta, 1878, vol. I, p. 81. * J.if.a, No. 676. 

BHEB 
SKlH 
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8HBB An instructive passage in the T^rlkh^i-Khdn Jahdn Lodi and 
SHIJC Makhzan-i-Afglidnl ^ speaks of the payment made for each stone of Sher 

Shah's new fort of Ruhtas being fixed first at an a^rafl then falling to 
a rupee and ten tankaha ‘ until it reached as low as a baklull ’,thus showing 
what were the denominations of coin current at the time. These tankaha 
were doubtless Sikandari tankaha, still a popular and useful coin. 
Twenty, as we have seen, were regarded as equivalent to a rupee, and 
one tankah was probably equal to two of Sher Shah's copper paiaa. 
We know that in Akbar's time 40 dams went to the rupee, and it seems 
reasonable to suppose that the same value attached to the copper piece 
of Sher Sfiah. In this case Sher Shah and Akbar were but carrying on 

the scale established by Muhammad bin Farid under which ^Ojltala of 
360 grains of copper went to the silver piece of 180 grains, the lower 
weight of the Suri paiaa and Akbari ddm being due to the appreciation 
of copper. The j)aiaa was in fact the direct representative in copper of 
the old billon jUal and ^er Shah merely revived in a new form a coin 
which for a long period had disappeared from the currency and been 
treated as money of account. The weights of Sher Shah’s paiaa vary to 
such an extent, that it is difficult to say what the official weight was. 
For example, Nos. 1202-3 of this catalogue from the Narnol mint weigh 
329 and 828 grains, and Thomas quotes a coin of Hissar of 329 grains, 

whereas No. 1119 of this catalogue, a coin of Chunar, weighs only 304 
grains, though in very fine condition. The Akbari ddiyi, of which 
40 exchanged for a rupee of 178 grains, weighed, we are told, 167 ratla^ 
cijui valent, with a rati of 1-9375 grains, to 323-5625 grains, The^xma of 
Slier Sjiali tlua’efore, of which 40 went to a rupee of 180 grains, might 
lie ex})e(‘te<l to be rather heavier. But without any knowledge of the 

c()|»[)er-sil\ ei' ratio then prevailing any attempt to fix its weight can 

only lit- (‘onjectural. 
It is |)erliaps sufficient merely to say that forty of Sher Shah's paiaa 

\\ent to the rupee, irrespective of weight.^ Mr. John Allan, of the 

Bi’itish Museum, suggests that the mint employees paid no special 
regard to the weight of individual coins, so long as a certain quantity of 
metal yielded a fixed number of coins. Similar variations in the weights 

of coins of the same denomination are, as he points out, observed in the 

imperial large brass of Rome, and the same explanation is given to 
account for this. Incidentally, it is of some interest to note that the 

coins of Ntool are generally of higher weight than those of other mints. 
In the Na)*nol district were situated copper mines, and the value of 

copper would naturally be less there than at more distant mints. This 

1 E. D. V., 116 and note. Cf. also Dorn’s History of the Afghans, p. 181. 
* Cf. A%n4-Akhan (Blochmann), vol. i, p 81. ‘ Although the market price (of the rupee) 

Is sometimes more or less than 40 ddms, yet this value is always set upon it in payment 
of salaries.’ 
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suggests a query whether the weight of the j)aim was uniform through- 8HER 
out the kingdom, or whether it did not differ in different localities and 
in different issues in accordance with the distance from a copper source 
or the market-value of copper at the time and place of striking. Generally 
speaking we cannot attach too much importance to the weights of the 
individual coins as a guide to the official weight of the Suri paisa. 

Forty to the rupee was doubtless, as Abud Fazl suggests, the rough and 
ready rate of exchange in the bazars independently of the market price 

of copper. 
Sher Shah’s rupees are known of the following mint-towns—Ujjain, 

Agrah, Panduah, Chunar, Ranthambhor, Satgaon, Sharifabad, Shergarh, 
Shergadh alias Bakkar, Shergarh alias Dehli, Fathahad, Kalpi, Gwaliar, 
and Malot, in addition to three which cannot be considered certain 
readings, viz. Bhanpur, Hazrat Rasulpur alias Patna and Qifa Tanda. 

A valuable note on the mint-towns of the Dehli Sultans by Mr. H. R. 
Nevill is to be found in the J.A.S.B,, 1921, N. S. xxxv, article No. 219. 
In it all the above mints—except Panduah and Tanda—are dealt with. 
Panduah was situated in what is now the Malda district of Bengal, about 

20 miles from Gaur. Tanda was also in the immediate neighbourhood 
of Gaur and was ‘ the capital of Bengal after the decadence of Gaur 
Sher ^%ah was crowned in Gaur. 

Besides the coins bearing the name of their mint there is a large 
class which records no mint name. Among these has been included 
what may be called the jahdnpandh class—coins on which the word 
jahdnpandh is found on the reverse. Thomas {Ckron,^ p. 399) thought 
the word was an ‘ abrupt and irregular insertion of the name of the 
mint’ and concluded that the mint was in the ‘ Jahanpanahone of 
the towns comprising Dehli founded by Muhammad Tughluq. But, as 
Mr. Nevill has pointed out, ^er Shah did not get possession of Dehli 
till A.H. 947, whereas coins with jahdnpandh on them occur of a.h. 946. 
The word invariably follows the Sultan’s honorific title /lijl y\ and 
precedes his name, which might indicate that it was a title adopted by 
Sher Shah, and this seems to be corroborated by the coins of Ujjain mint 
on which both the name of the mint and the jahdnpandh occur (on 
opposite sides of the coin). Thus it might be assumed that ordinarily 
the term jahdnpandh represents a title rather than a mint. But a word 
of caution is necessary, for the coins Nos. 1070 and 1070 a read un- 
mistakeably zarh jahdnpHindh—a fact of which Mr. Nevill was not 
cognizant at the date of his paper in N. S. xxxv. An explanation that 
suggests itself is that^aA dnpandli represents rather the Sultan’s immediate 
precincts than his title and that the coins bearing that word were struck 

* Of. Imperial Gazetteer of India, vol. xxiii, p. 221. 
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gSS& in the Court or Camp mint of Sher Shah in the same way that Akbar 

SHAH had a camp-struck currency 
It will be noticed that the coins catalogued under the unqualified 

mint name Shergarh consist of two distinct series—those with single 
lined areas (Nos. 1040a-1042a) and those with double lined square 
areas (Nos. 1043-1048). The former—including specimens of QiFa 
Shergarh—may be assigned to the fortress built by Sfier Shah in the 
Shahabad district. The latter, beginning as they do in a.h. 948, may 
have been struck at Qanauj to which, as later copper coins attest, the 

name of Shergarh was given. 
Special interest attaches to the two rupees Nos. 1040 a and 1040 b 

and the small copper coins Nos. 1257 and 1270 A. These are all dated 
A.H. 945, and show that Sher Shah had already assumed the title of Shah 
before and not after the battle of Chaunsil in A.H. 946 as Professor 
Qanungo asserts.^ Thomas is more probably correct when he states 

(Chron., p. 393) that ^er Khan assumed the title as king of Bihar, 
when Humayun was isolated in Bengal and Hindal Mirza in revolt at 

Agrah. 

The unique coin No. 1041 a of QiFa Shergarh helps to confirm the 
reading of No. 1042. 

The scarce coins of Ranthambhor commemorate the surrender of that 

forti'ess, just south of Jaipur, in A.H. 949. It is to be noted that no coins 
of eitlu'r Agrah or Dehli are known of A.H. 947, although both fell into 
Sher all's hands that year. The extension to Hindustan of the 

jii’.ietiee of stihking coin at importot centres, seems to have been an 

afo rtliuiight. The year A.H. 947 was a period of constant movement 
Moh ( ons. liflation and during it Sher Shah was content to issue for use 
ill his 11' >1 thorn territories the ‘mintless ’ coins—both silver and copper— 

of whioh iiuiiiorous types are found bearing the date in question. In 
A.ti. 1)18 silver coins recording mint names outside Bengal begin to make 

their ajipearaiice and these are followed in A.H. 949 by similar coins in 

copper. But even of this date copper coins with a mint-name are recorded 
only of Killpi—evidently, from the number and variety of its coins, 
regarded as an important mint. 

The fractional silver coins are of the greatest rarity, and, except for 

one coin which must have been a sixteenth of a rupee, those known are 

limited to a few half rupees and a single quarter rupee (No. 1031 d). 
Unfortunately the unique one-sixteenth which originally formed part of 
this collection fell to pieces on the journey to England. It has been 
described in S. xxvii, p. 132-6. 

Sier Sliah’s copper coinage was minted at Abu, Agrah, Alwar, Awadh 

^ Q&nungo, pp. 205-208. 
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(Ajudhia), Biana, Chunar, Hisaar, Sambhal, ^ergarh (Qanauj ?) Shergarh SHES 
(Fort), Shergarh (Dehli), KalpI, Gwaliar, LaUinau, Malot, and Narnol.^ SHAh 
Rodgers read the mint name on one coin as y (Nau)—No. 1211 k—but 
its similarity in type with No. 1103 c indicates that the mint was Abu, 
if indeed both and are not blundered renderings of to the 
coins of which mint they closely correspond. The collection is particularly 

rich in the coins of Chunar. 
There is a very large series of ‘ mintless ’ types, which, it is suggested, 

formed Sher Shah’s copper currency during the early period of conquest 
and consolidation. But in many cases they continued to be struck after 
the practice of recording mint names on the coins had become established 
and may thus have been issues from Sher Shah's moving camp. 

Some of the rarest of Sher Shah's copper coins are the quarters, 
fifths, and tenths of & paisa—Nos, 1150,1224, 1257, 1270, and 1270 a. 

The coinage was comprehensive, for sixteenths and twentieths are also 

well known. 

ISLAM SHAH islIm 
SHAH 

The currency of Islam Shah follows in style that of his more able catalogue 
predecessor. His gold coins, as those of Sher Shah, are of the greatest Nos. 1282- 
rarity and of the two listed, one, No. 1282 A, is possibly not genuine. In H33 

silver the mints Biana, Raisen, and Narnol have to be added. Others— 
3‘’^6—365 

Ujjairi, Panduah, Ranthambhor, Fathabad, and Malot—disappear. There 

are, as in the preceding reign, several types of mintless coins, among 

which is one (No. 1316) on which occurs the expression jahdn2Mndh (see 
ante p. 385). On another (No. 1318 et se(|.)—the commonest of the 
series—occur the mysterious figures ii«vv of which no explanation has 

yet been afforded. They may represent some title in abjad, or even 
perhaps the name of a mint. 

Fractions of the rupee are still extremely scarce. Three half-rupees 
only can be recorded. One is mentioned by Thomas {Ckron., No. 360 a) 

but in such a way as to preclude its insertion in this catalogue. Nor is 
the present whereabouts of the coin traceable. The other two are 
Nos. 1291A and 1294 e. 

In copper the additional mints are Badaun (?), Raisen, Shahgarh, and 
Shergarh Qanauj. 

The issues from the Shahgarh mint are particularly numerous and 
include one of the most remarkable of the Suri copper coins in No. 1341 
which weighs as much as 461 grains. This is the only coin known of 
this weight and was presumably intended to represent paisa. No. 1347 

of 64 grains, i.e. one fifth of a paisas is also a very rare, if not unique 

' See Mr. Nevill’a paper on the Mints of the Dehli Sultans in N. S. xxxv. 
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ISLAM coin. It has been suggested that Shahgarh may be Shergarh Qanauj, 
SHAH renamed to reduce the multiplicity of Shergarhs. Its issues commence 

in A,H 959 while those of Shergarh Qanauj cease in A.H, 957. Also we 
know that Shahgarh was an alias of Qanauj in the reign of Akbar. 

Some coins (No. 1365 et seg.), issued from a mint reading ? 
which has not been identified with certainty. The suggestions mentioned 
by Mr. Nevill (N. S. xxxv, p. 118)—Ludhiana and Bud Handia—are 
not very convincing. There is a Budhana of some antiquity in the 

MuzafFarnagar district of the United Provinces but the type of the coin 
suggests Bengal and the mint may perhaps be Sasaram, the cradle of the 
Suri kings, or even the ancient Lakhnauti. 

Some of the mints are known from very few coins—e.g. Awadh, 
Badaun, Chunar, Raisen, and Sambhal. It seems likely, however, that 
Chunar was responsible for the mintless coins of type L. The great 
variety of the coins of Shergarh Qanauj is noticeable. There are no 
less than eighteen types of coins without any mint name but they call 

for no special remark. 
Of the subdivisions of the 'paisa only the half and eighth are at all 

common. This collection provides a fifth (No. 1347) and a tenth 

(No. 1433). No quarters are recorded. 

MUHAMMAD *ADIL 

MUHAM' Willi till accession of Muhammad *Adil commenced a rapid decline 
MAD oi lilt Sun ioi times and this is to some extent reflected in the coins. 
ADIL Tilt tiiiiiiht I of mint-names found on the silver coins falls to nine, one 

(I.( lit w to this reign—Jhusi in the Allahabad district—and the five 

\u- \ \‘M- ioiitii limits lecorded indicate still more clearly the narrowed boundaries 
^ of till Sultan's dominions. 

^ ^^3i)G 377 undoubtedly genuine gold coins are known for No. 1434 isalmost 
cei tainly a rather blundered copy in gold of No. 14341), a unique rupee 
of the Jhusi mint. The mint of Shergadh Bakkar, which could not 
have been long under Muhammad Adil’s control, is also known from 

a single coin (No. 1434 f). The acquisition by the British Museum in 
1920 of the unique half-rupee of Agrah (No. 1434 c) filled a noticeable 
gap. There are now half-rupees known of all the Suri Sultans except 

Sikandar. 
Of ‘AdiFs copper coins those of the Shahgarh mint are by far the 

most numerous, and their resemblance to the Jaunpur coins—Jaunpur, 

Chunar, and Shahgarh use the same mint-mark—indicates a not very 

distant mint. It has been suggested elsewhere, that Shahgarh is Qanauj. 
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If so, the numerous issues would indicate that Qanauj became 'Adil’s MT79AK- 
head-quarters after he had lost Dehli and Agrah. BCAB 

Eight types of coins without any mint-names are recorded. It will ‘JlBIL 
be noticed that Muhammad *Adil adopted two ‘ kunyats’—Abu-l-Muzaffar 
and Abu-l-Mujahid. 

The Labor cabinet contains two eighths of a faua (1480 c). Apart 
from these no smaller piece than a half-pam is known. 

IBRAHIM III. SIKANDAR III 

The coins of Ibrahim and Sikandar Sur, who assumed sovereignty 
in the parts of the Dehli kingdom which they wrested from Muhammad 
*Adil, are naturally very scarce. The rupee and half-rupee of the 
former, now in the British Museum from the cabinets of Mr. G. Bleazby 
and General Cunningham, are still unique and probably not more than 
half a dozen rupees of Sikandar are known. These were struck in 
Labor while Ibrahim’s rupee appears to have issued from Benares, 
though that does not seem a very likely locality for a mint of Ibrahim. 

Two remarkable coins of Sikandar come from the Berlin Cabinet— 
Nos. 1482 A and 1483 c. The former is a replica of a tankah of Sikandar 
Lodi except for the date and the substitution of for ib J^l^). 
Dr. Walther Hellige of the Kaiser Friedrich Museum writes of it; ‘The 
piece might almost be of copper only. A faint glint of silver could, with 
the help of a glass, be traced on the two sides, but not on the edge.’ It 
seems therefore unlikely that the coin is of billon. We may surmise 
that it was of copper with a thin plating of silver and that it may have 
been intended to have the same value as a Sikandar! tankah, i.e. 
a twentieth of a rupee or two Sur! paisa. 

A single half-jpaisa of Ibrahim III is known and 1482 D is one of 
Sikandar Sur. Two others were, it is understood, in a private cabinet, 
but have been lost. Diminutive pieces are recorded of Sikandar but 
none of Ibrahim. 

IBRl- 

SlM XIX 

SXXAISr. 

BAR XXX 

Catalogue 

Nos. 
1480i>- 

1483 F 

Pages 
378-381 





APPENDIX A 

♦SOME OBSERVATIONS ON THE METROLOGY OF THE 

EARLY SULTANS OF DELHI 

On pages 73 and 74 of his Coins of India, Mr. C. J. Brown has incorporated 
certain conclusions which have been arrived at by Mr. Nevill and myself in 
regard to the metrology of the early Sultans of Dehll. As these conclusions 
are radically different from those laid down by Thomas in his ‘ Chronicles of 
the Pathan Kings of Dehll ’ and accepted without demur during the last fifty 
years, we wish to put before the Numismatic Society of India our reasons for 
challenging the pronouncements of that distinguished numismatist. ‘ Some 
new evidence’, writes Mr. Thomas (p. 3), ‘has lately come to light in the 
journals of western travellers in India during the first half of the eighth 
century of the Hijrah, wdiich coincides in a singular manner with the data 
afforded by the weights and intrinsic contents of existing coins; so that we 
are now in a position to maintain with confidence that the scheme of coinage, 
adopted by Iltutrnifib ^ from possibly conflicting native traditions, recognized 
the use of gold and silver pieces of equal weights. The intentional mint 
standard must have ranged very closely upon the 175 grains troy, which 
amount can be nearly told in the balance by the better specimens to be found 
in modern cabinets ; a definite weight also, for wdiich there was high authority 
in the sataraJctiJca or “ one hundred rail ” divisional term, which appears in 
early post-Yedic commentaries. . . . The silver tankah which, although it was 
anomalously composed of 100 Indian gunja seeds (Abrusprecatorius), was never 
divided in practice by any other number than 64. The favourite subdivisional 
current piece, in more advanced times, seems to have been 1/8 or 8/64, which 
latter denomination it preserved in the JiaMdcdm or “eight Mnts'\ the counter¬ 
part and correspondent of eight jUals, 64 of which also fell into the general 
total of a tankah. And here it would seem that more purely indigenous tradi¬ 
tions had to be reconciled to intermediate Aryan innovations. The new tankah 
might rule and regulate its own subdivisions, but it does not seem to have 
been able to emancipate itself from the old purdna of 32 ratts of Manu’s 
code, which maintained its own weight of 56 grains, in independent isolation, 
down to the time of Muhammad bin Tughluq. So intuitive in the native 
mind was the idea of reckoning hy fours, the “gunda” of the modern indigene, 
that gold and silver were supposed to conform to some such law, being 
estimated theoretically, whatever the current rate may have been at any 
given moment, at 1:8. So also the silver piece was divided into eight (or 

* Read at the annual meeting of the Numismatic Society of India at Patna, January, 
1924, and published in the Journal of the Asiatic Societtj of Bengal, vol. xx, 1924, as article 248, 
in N. S. xxxviii. Reprinted by permission of the Society. 

I This form is substituted throughout for Altamsh—vide, pp. 69-70. 
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primarily 8x8) and the copper exchange against silver commenced with 4 fals 

to the l/64th of a tanlcah. The quaternary scale, in short, was all-pervading; 

there was no escaping the inevitable 4 s, 16 s, 82 s, and 64 s, which, having 

survived alike Aryan intrusion and Muhammadan conquest, still flourish 

undisturbed by the presence of British decimals.* 

On p. 220, Mr. Thomas further writes: ‘ The retention by Iltutmish, so 

unreservedly, of local systems of reckoning in the minor sums up to the 

measure of the tankah, would seem necessarily to imply that the latter 

weight itself formed a definite unit, both theoretically, and practically, in the 

pre-existing monetary computations. This is a concession which could not 

previously have been claimed, as Iltutmish might have been supposed to have 

retained a leaning to Ghaznavl standards, and the new tankah might well have 

stood for a double dirham. The turning-point, however, in this identification 

depends mainly upon the authentic weight of the true Indian unit, the rati^ 

as recognized at the period in the exact locality of the metropolitan mint, and 

it is not impossible that the coins themselves may aid in fixing this still 

indeterminate quantity. The query then presents itself as to how many rails 

of gold and silver this tankah was estimated to contain. The first answer 

within reasonable limits suggested by the progression of fours in the table 

just given (from the Masdliku-hahsdr by Shaikh Mubarak) would be 96 ; but 

it is a very singular fact that the old tables of weights in Manu do introduce 

a decimal element after 82 rails in the silver weight and after 820 rails in 

the gold weighmoiits, the latter having already felt something of the decimal 

aciion in ihv initial use of 5 rails to amdsh^^, and finally we have an absolute 

silver saliDuana or 100 mdna weight. A very important bit of collateral 

evi(leii<is contributed by the subsequently devised 'adalis, whose weights 

arc niu( nion closely defined both in the beautiful silver coins of Muhammad 

}»iii I u-UiKj .11(1 in the better specimens of the brass tokens which were 

(Ic'.i -! a < i t o I f I lace these bO-kdnl pieces in the general circulation. These coins, 

as a rule, touch veiy closely upon the exact 140 grains, and it is scarcely pos- 

sii J( to ht.uht t! I at this weight represents the 80-rafl gold SM!;ama equally with 

tlu ( <){.|.ei- Loyshd of Manu*s tables. ... If the former association is conceded, 

my i st iiiiate of the rati at 1*76 grains falls in with singular evenness; for the 

'adah, x 1-75 nr 140, for the silver tankah or sataraktika 100 x 1*75 = 175.* 

Thomas in effect lays down the following principles :— 

{a) The gold and silver tankahs are of equal weight. 

(b) The tankah weighs 100 ratls. 

(c) The rati = 1*75 grains, giving a tankah of 176 grains. 

(d) The tankah is divided into 64 parts, each part being known as 

a kdnl or jltal, 

(e) The ratio of gold to silver is 1 : 8. 

(/) The ratio of silver to copper is 1 : 64. 

With (a) there can be no disagreement—the coins themselves supply 

conclusive evidence on this point. 
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(6) Thomas’s reasons for adopting this standard appear to be that the 

tankdh was a local unit found in existence by lltutmiA and adopted by him, 

that a ^hundred rail' divisional term ‘appears in early post-Vedic commen¬ 

taries ’ and that ‘ the old tables of weights in Manu do introduce a decimal 

element after 82 rails in silver weights, and after 320 ratis in the gold weigh- 

ments, the latter having already felt something of the decimal action in the 

initial use of 5 rails to 1 md^a, and finally we have an absolute silvev saiamdna 

or 100 mdna weight 

We may admit that the tankah was based on an existing local standard, 

but the application of post-Vedic and Manu weights to the metrology of the 

thirteenth centui'y Muhammadan conquerors appears to us singularly fanciful 

and unconvincing. Nor is it consistent with the evidence of the coins them¬ 

selves. In this connexion, however, it has to be remembered that Thomas had 

not the advantage of dealing with such an extensive series of coins as now 

exists. At the time he wrote the Chronicles there were no fractional silver 

pieces of the early Sultans known to him. It is these pieces which assist 

us materially in disposing of the lOO^ratl iankah, A paper published in 

Numismaiic Supplemeni, No. XXVII (1916) gives a summary of the early small 

silver pieces then known and few have been discovered since. They fall very 

clearly into four categories:— 

1. Half-^anA:a^ about 83 grains. 

2. One-third of a iankah about 56 grains. 

8. One-sixth of a tankah about 28 grains. 

4. One-twelfth of a tankah about 14 grains. 

A small gold piece of 55-7 grains in the British Museum {Num. Chron., 

1921, Pts. Ill and IV, p. 346) goes to show a similar division in the gold 

coinage. These indicate the introduction of division by 3 s as well as by the 

traditional 4 s, and open the way to the acceptance of a 96-ra^l tanluih^ which 

Thomas himself admits is the standard which would first suggest itself to 

one inquiring into the number oi rails composing a tankah. With a 96-m^i 

iankah the four classes of small coins would be pieces of 48, 82, 16, and 

8 rails. They would not fit into a 100-ratl scale. Further they provide a 

place for the %%raii ' purana ’ which Thomas’s theory admittedly isolates as 

a concurrent piece of money, detached from the ordinary currency. 

That this scale, 96 rails = 1 tolay was no stranger to Indian currency we 

know from the memoirs of Babur, who found it in existence when he arrived 

in India. It is permissible to hold, when the view is corroborated by the 

coins themselves, and there is no evidence to the contrary, that the same 

scale was in force two and three centuries earlier, whether the official weight 

of the rail had undergone any change or not in the interval. We know from 

Feriahta, w^hose evidence on this point there seems no good reason for doubting, 

that in the days of ‘Ala’u-d-din Muhammad at any rate (i.e. early in the 

fourteenth century) the iankah weighed a tola* We may, therefore, assume 

with confidence that the imperial metropolitan tankah weighed 96 rails. We 
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say ‘ metropolitan ’ advisedly, for the weight of a tola in rails differs largely in 

different contiguous districts at the present time and may well have done so 

in the earlier days. 

(c) The translation of the weight standard of Indian coinage from rails to 

grains troy is of secondary importance and is mainly useful as a check. The 

Indian unit was a rail (the red or white seed of the plant Ahrusprecatorius). 

The weights of the rati are not constant and may vary from grains to 

2 grains. For the Dehll coinage the rati weight adopted was probably the 

one current in the locality. To decide what this weight was in grains it will 

be sufficient if we can select the most convenient weight within certain limits 

imposed by the coins themselves. There can be little doubt that the weight 

adopted by Thomas for his tankah—175 grains—was too high. Kecent ex¬ 

periments conducted with 68 gold tankahs in fine condition, covering the 

period a.h. 664 to 799, give an average of 168*24 grains, the highest individual 

weights being 170 02 grains in the case of a coin of FirQz Shah Zafar and 

170*01 grains yielded by a particularly brilliant coin of FlrQz Shah. The 

same weight is reached by a solitary silver tankah of the latter Sultan, which 

barely outweighs a tankah of ‘Ala’u-d-dln Muhammad ; but the average of the 

same number of silver coins, to all outward appearances in equally good 

condition and covering the same period, is only 166*63 grains. There is also 

a solitary gold coin of Muhammad bin Sam in Mr. NevilPs cabinet—the 

earliest known gold piece of the revised Muhammadan standard—which weighs 

172*18 grains. It may be conceded that all Indian coins, owing to the absence 

of any milled edge and tlie somewhat crude methods of striking, lend them¬ 

selves to s\\ enting. It is always necessary, therefore, to allow for a small 

loss of wt i-ht even in coins of apparently brilliant condition. The maximum 

weights gl\( j] above indicate that the tankah of 96 rails weighed something 

]m i\N » eii 1 71 atjd 173 grains. Within those limits it is permissible to adopt 

an arhjt m; v r.ih weight in grains provided that it fits in with the ascertained 

w< leiiN .0 the coins themselves. We have come to the conclusion that the 

^\ einhl ihai should be adopted is 1 m^i=l*8 grains, at any rate, up to the 

jjiVas.jMii I’liuQr. The official weight of the present rail is 1*875 grains. 

^\ e know that in Calcutta in 1848 the official weight of the rail was 1*796 

g nu ns. According to Prof. Hodivala the Mughal tola w^eighed between 185 

nnd LSO grains, giving a rati of 1*9375 grains. There is good reason to 

.suj>])oso lliat the imperial tola was raised in weight after a.h. 800, and again 

by l^er Shah.^ The weight we have chosen would give a tankah-tola of 

172*8 grains, an SO-ratl piece of 144 grains, and a 32-rail piece of 57*6 grains. 

This scale accords with known coin weights better than that adopted by 

Thomas. For example, a rati of 1*75 grains means an SO-ratl piece of 140 

grains, and a 32-raii piece of 56 grains, and in support of his standard Thomas 

points to the 140-grain piece i^adali) of Mulmmmad bin Tughluq, and the 56- 

grain puranas. Unfortunately for this view, however, we know from the coins 

themselves that the 'adalls frequently weigh more than 140 grains (vide 

^ See pp. 240-241 and 883. 
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Num. Supp. XXXV, article 220) and similarly the purana is often met with 

weighing over 56 grains. We know of no instances where weights of 144 

grains and 57-6 grains are exceeded by these coins.^ 

(d) The assumption by Thomas that there was a coin denominated Jcanl 

illustrates his tendency to look for some archaic derivative for his metrological 

standards rather than accept the explanation which lies nearest to hand. 

He concluded that the tanlcah was divided into 64 jlfals or Mnls and 

adduced in support of his conclusion the fact that in Telugu and Canarese 

the word hdnl means l/64th. Professor Hodivala ^ has, however, pointed out 

that Mnl is nothing more than a termination misread for gdnl. Thus yagdni 

means ‘ a single piece duganl, ‘ a double piece Imsht-ganl, ‘ a piece of eight 

and so on. ^ Yaganl \ ‘ dQganI ’ are ordinary Persian expressions and Persian 

names were chosen for the subdivisions of the tanlaili, e.g. has}±t, &c. The 

questions then are—What was the unit for which yaganl stood and eight of 

which were represented by the hasht^gdni? And how many of these units 

went to make up the silver ? The first point is settled by Shaikh 

Mubarak in his Masaliku-hah^dr^ extracts from the French translation of 

which are quoted by Thomas on p. 238 (n) of the Chronicles and later by 

Shams-i-Siraj (Thos., p. 278), 
The former writes:— 

* Une piece qui est la moiti^ du dirhem Sultfinl, se nomme yag«^nT (piece 

d’un) et vaut un djitalJ ‘ Le dirham Sultani vaut le tiers dhm dirhem 

bhashgam . . . qui equivaut aux trois quarts du dirhem haditganl.’ ^Le 

tanhah d’argent comprend huit dirhems hasbtganls.’ 

It is on this last passage that Thomas relies to support his conclusion 

that the silver tankah wixs divided into 64 jUals or kdriis^ a division which 

had the attraction of the ^ inevitable 4 s ’ from which he thought there was no 

escaping in Indian metrology. And at first glance it certainly does suggest 

a tankah of Qijltals, Some colour is also given to the same view by the list 

of coins current in the time of FlrUz Shah given by Sliarns-i-Siraj in his 

‘ Tankb-i-Firoz Shahi Next in the scale to the ‘ tanlcah-hnuqra ’ he mentions 

a ^ sikka^-chiJuil-O'hadtgdm* which if the tankah were 64 jltals would be a 

^i\\s>-tankd. 

It is our considered view on the other hand that the evidence when 

examined does not warrant the assumption of a tankah of 64 jitals. 

In the first place the passage in the Masdliku-l-abmr ^ le tankah d’argent 

comi^rend huit dirhems hasbtganls’ is definitely contradicted by another 

passage in the same work which runs ‘800 toumans dont chacun vaut 

10,000 dinars (dinar was the term applied to silver as well as gold tankahs— 

here silver is meant), et le dinar 6 dirhems ; en sorte que cette somme se 

montait h 8 millions de dinars courants ou 48 millions de dirhems This is 

very precise and the equation is doubly repeated. We are, therefore, justified 

* One or two-82 rati pieces weighing slightly over 57*6 grs. have since come to light, but 

they are so scarce as to be negligible exceptions to the rule. 

2 See Num. Supp. xlii, Art. 290. 
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in thinking it possible that either the ‘huit’ in the former passage was 

a mistake for ‘ six \ or that the word liashtgdnl should have been shmh^anx. 

There is in Persian writing considerable similarity between hasM and 

and the suggested emendation of ^^dni for hashtgdni is not far fetched, 

having regard to the very definite equation given elsewhere in Shaikh 

Mubarak’s work. It would seem, too, that the sha^gClni was a popular coin 

in Muhammad bin Tughluq’s reign as well as in that of his successor; for 

Shaikh Mubarak goes on to say ‘ Ainsi les monnaies d’argent (note the metal) 

en usage dans I’lnde, sont au nombre de six; savoir le shanzdaganl, le daaz- 

dehgani, le hasbtgam, le sha§hganT, le sultam et le yagani... . Ces trois especes 

de dirliems (2)resumably he refers to the last three mentioned by him) ont 

cours dans le commerce et sont revues universellement.’ 

The passage in the TariJch;i-Flruz is a little more difficult to explain. 

The 48'ganT piece appears to be described as a coin distinct from the tanhahr 

i-nugra. There is, however, the significant addition to the word ^S-gdnl of 

siklca. Now and sXiJ in Persian manuscripts, where dots are generally 

omitted, are very similar and are very likely to be mistaken one for the 

other. Thomas himself has misread siJcka as tankah on the coin No. 801 of his 

Chronicles, It is, therefore, not impossible that the word used by Shams-i- 

Siraj was Hankah-i-48-gdm\ In the alternative, as in Persian, the word ^ may 

mean * or ’ as well as ‘and’, the passage may perhaps be interpreted ‘the 

tankah of silver, i. e. a coin of 4:S-gdm\^ It is to be noted also that while the 

term ‘ sikka ’ (commonly applied to the silver tankah) is used for the 4t8-gdnl 

piece, the iei ni a2)plied to all the other lesser denominations is ^ muhr^ 

[query, an exj)ression to denote billon coins of token value?]. Moreover, on 

the assiiiiiption of a 64*^am tankah a piece of ^S-gCinl would be almost mean- 

inglr-s It is natural enough to suppose that the first division of the tankah 

iM Ih into halves, and it is significant that while we have the 26-gdni 

I S in l it I n). and '2i~gdnl (Northern), there is no mention at all of a 32-^dw^ piece, 

1 < !! Ida has told US, in writing of ‘Ala’u-d-din Muhammad’s reign, that 

the iuHLdJi (.niiprised 50 jltals. We get a remarkable corroboration of 

(his jn .Mnlnimmad bin Tughluq’s token coin (No. 196 of the Chronicles) 

AN lii< h is (h s( ril)ed as a tankah-i-panjdhgdnl, i.e. bO^jifals*^ These coins all hail 

from (he mint of Daulatsbad in the Deccan.^ Similarly, the nisfe—the half- 

])iece (No. 204 of the Chronicles), which would correspond to Shams-i-Siraj’s 

2b (/am piece, was also struck at Daulatabad. Was then the tankah differently 

subdivided in Daulatabad and Dehli ? We think that the evidence is clear 

that it was. Leaving aside the 48-gdn% piece, Shams-i-Siraj gives the fol¬ 

lowing coins as current in FirQz Shah’s time—25-gdnls, 24-gdm8^ 12-gdn%8f 

^ Modified, see p. 219. 
2 Thomas thinks these SO g'dnl pieces are meant, as shown by their weight, to represent 

the But in the first place the word used on the coin is definitely tankah and secondly 
a 50-yani piece, on Thomas’s own standards of weight, could not have weighed more than 
136 odd grains ; 64 : 176 : : 60 ; 186.7. 

* Dhar must now be added (see No. 690 A), but Dhar is near enough to Daulatabad not 
to afiect the argument. 
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lO^antSf S-gCtnls, 6gdnl$j and one jUal. They will not all work into one 

scale of 60 jitals to the tanJcah, We cannot contemplate a currency with 

subdivisions of 24/60ths, 12/60ths, 8/50th8 or 6/60fchs. The 25-^am and 

10 gdnl on the other hand clearly fit in with the hO-jltal scale, whereas they 

are highly inconvenient subdivisions of either a 64- or a iS-fital tmilcah. 

Similarly the ‘ 0-gdni * piece will not go well with a 01 jital tankaJi. We are 

therefore driven to the conclusion that there were two different scales in 

force in Dehll and the Deccan, the former of 48 and the latter of 50 jitals 

to the tarikah. We have shown that Shaikh Mubarak’s evidence is to the 

effect that under the Dehll scale the iankah consisted of six dirhams. These 

dirhams could hardly be anything but hashiganls. This would lead us to 

a tankah also of IS-jltals. Firishta was a Deccani. He would therefore be 

likely to be more conversant with and more likely to record the scale in 

force in Daulatabad than the Dehll scale.^ 

To sum up, we are of opinion that in the reign of Muhammad bin 

Tughluq (possibly in that of Ala’u-d-dln Muhammad, though this has yet to 

be proved from the coins) the jltal was in Dehll l/48th of a tankah, i.e. 

2-ratiSy while in the Deccan 60 jitals went to the tankah. 

We cannot, however, assume that on this account the jltal was of the 

same value in the time of tiie earlier Sultans. On the contrary, such evidence 

as there is indicates that it was not. There is nothing extraordinary in the 

fact that Muhammad bin Tughluq, when he—if it was he—remodelled the 

coinage, should adopt the term jital to express a lower value than it had 

hitherto boi ne. In Akbar’s time the jltal had fallen still further to l/25th 

of a dam, i.e. 1/1,000th of a rupee. The tankah itself became a copper de¬ 

nomination. Such changes are not unusual. The English X. s. d., descendants 

of the copper lihra^ the gold solidus, and the silver denarius, are a familiar 

example. 

The testimony in Indian histories that i\\e jltal was a current coin in the 

seventh century a.h. and not merely a money of account is abundant, and we 

do not propose to elaborate this point. The nature of the frequent references 

to jitals in the extracts from the Indian historians published by Elliot and 

Dowson make this conclusion inevitable. The question for discussion is— 

what was the value of the jltal in the seventh century a.h? Thomas came 

to the conclusion (p. 47 of the Chronicles) that the jltal was ^ merely a con¬ 

tinuation of the old Hindu Dchliwdls, without, however, accepting any 

necessary identity between the palpable coins and the money of account'. 

The reason for this reservation is not obvious. 

We agree with the view that jltal and Dehllwdl were merely two names 

for the same coin,^ the former being the later. As Thomas points out, the 

author of the Tdju4‘3Ia*dsir, who lived in the first half of the seventh century 

A.H. * refers his money value nearly exclusively to Dilllwdls while Minhaju-s- 

Siraj wdio had more extensive and later experiences reckons his totals in 

jitals and tankahs of silver.'^ The origin of the ierm jital is obscure. Some 

^ See p. 220. ® Modified, see p. 72. ^ Chronicles^ p. 47. 
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light may perhaps be thrown on it by a small anonymous copper coin which 

has recently come to light. It came from the Kurram valley and bears the 

legends ^ jUal yagCirn * and * zarh Akarmdn* in what appear to be early seventh 

century a.h. characters. There is also some reason on palaeographical 

grounds for doubting the assignation of the *jital yagdnl % figured as No. 207 

in the Chronicles, to the time of Muhammad bin Tughluq.^ In type as well 

as script this coin appears to belong to an earlier period. The possibility is 

indicated that the jUal was the unit of the copper currency in the frontier 

regions and that the name was introduced by the Muhammadans and applied 

by them to the unitary coins they found current in HindOstan, viz. the 

Dehlnvals, When Iltiitmisb laid the foundations of a fresh coinage with a 

tankah of 96 ratis, the Dehlnvals had become too firmly established as current 

coin to be ignored and had to be incorporated into the new currency, their 

weight of 32 rails readily falling into the revised scheme. What subdivision 

of the tankah they formed cannot be laid down with any confidence; but 

judging from the results of an assay made by Thomas {Chronicles, p. 127) of 

12 billon coins of Nasiru-d-dln Mahmud of the S2‘rafl class, which gave an 

average yield of silver per coin of nearly 121 grains, we hazard the opinion 

that the Dehllwdl or jUal represented one twelfth of the tankah, or in other 

words was the equivalent of a tnd^a. Thus they would correspond to the 

tiny silver pieces of 144 grains which have been already noticed.^ Thomas's 

view seems to be that these coins of mixed silver and copper were not definite 

subdivisions of the tankah, but relied for their value in everyday use on the 

determination in each case by buyers and sellers of the amount of silver in 

the coin { ChronjcJcs, p. 229). Fi'om this view we wish to record our complete 

dissent. Not only is it both inconceivable to European ideas as Thomas 

admits, and without parallel in the East, but we refuse to believe that the 

Indian puhlir would tolerate a state of affairs which would be a source of 

jHi f oiii.1 rontusionand place the ordinary person entirely at the mercy of 

tin inone \ -( h.in^or. In article 216 of the Numismatic Supplement to the 

./. A. S. li it il ls been explained that homogeneity in billon pieces is practi¬ 

cally nnatt.'iiiiaide. It need therefore be no occasion for surprise that some 

of tin billon coins were more coppery than others of the same weight and 

type and vice versa. But that such coins were intended to and did pass at 

one and the Banie value appears to us incontestable. The statement made 

})y Thomas appears to have been based on the great difference in appearance 

at the present day between coins of the same weight bearing identical legends, 

but these same coins, when newly issued, may well have had an appearance 

to all intents and purposes similar in colour, and the actual admixture of 

silver in any one specimen could not have been determined save by assay. 

The tables given on pp. 369 and 368 of the Chronicles illustrate the decep¬ 

tiveness of outward appearance; for at first sight any coins of Bahlol would 

seem to have a larger silver content than the later issues of Sikandar Lodi, 

whereas the assay shows a contrary result.^ 

^ See p. 170. * Modified, see p. 79, * See p. 267, 
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(e) Thomas’s views on this point are given on pp. 231 to 238 of the 

Chronicles, They are briefly that in the seventh century a.h. the normal 

rate of exchange between silver and gold iankahs was eight to one, but that 

owing to the influx of gold as a result of the conquests in the Deccan, the 

value of that metal depreciated and when Muhammad bin Tughluq came to 

the throne he revised the coinage to meet this depreciation ; adopting a 7 :1 

rate of silver to gold and introducing a new heavier gold coin, the dinar of 

200 grains, and a new lighter silver coin in the ’adli of 140 grains. In this 

manner eight of the old silver tankahs would still be required to buy the new 

gold dlndr while the latter would exchange for ten of the 'adlls. He would 

explain Ibn BatCltah’s definite statement that the rate in the latter part of 

Muhammad’s reign was 10 : 1 by suggesting that he was referring to the "adli. 

The arguments by which he seeks to establish this position are far from 

easy to follow, and are indeed vitiated at the outset by being based on premisses 

which are demonstrably incorrect. In the first place, as we have shown, the 

'adit cannot have been a piece of only 140 grains. Further the weight of 

the old tankah can hardly have been as high as 175 grains. Nor is it possible 

to assume that the new dinar weighed just 200 grains, for the simple reason 

that many heavier specimens are known. If it be conceded that the tankah 

consisted of 96 and not of 100 raits^ it is probable that the new gold coin 

would be devised to comprise an even number of rails. Judging by the 

weight of the coins, this number was 112, i.e. 96 4-16 which with a rati of 

1-8 grains would require a coin of 201*6 grains: a figure which admirably 

corresponds to ascertained facts. 

There is no historical information, so far as we know, as to the rate of 

exchange in the time of the earlier Sultans. Ibn Batnlah has, however, 

stated categorically that in the latter part of Muhammad’s reign (he came to 

India in a.h. 734) the ruling rate was 10:1. There is no sufficient reason 

for thinking that he had the 'adll in his mind when he made this statement. 

The 'adli seems to have been a short-lived coin. Specimens are very scarce 

and are known only of a.h. 725, 726, and 727, whereas we have silver 

of all but one of the years from a.h. 725 to 734, after which they seem to 

have been replaced by a billon currency. It has also to be borne in mind 

that ‘Ala’u-d-din Muhammad struck very large numbers of silver tankahs 

(they are indeed still by far the commonest of the silver coins of the Sultans), 

and so added to the large stocks left by Nasiru-d-din MahmUd and Balban, 

all of which must have been still doing service in Muhammad bin Tughluq’s 

reign. Apparently it was never the practice of the Sultans to recall the 

coins of their predecessors, and the large stocks of existing tankahs may well 

be one reason for the restricted issues of silver coins by the Tughluqs, a fact 

supported by their rarity. We may therefore safely assume that it was 10 

of the silver tanhahSy not *adllSf which went to a gold tankah. Is there then 

any ground for thinking that a different rate was prevalent during the early 

1 An additional reason against Tliomas’s adopted weight of 175 grains is that, at 96 
ratXs to the tankah^ it would give an unmanageable rati of 1*822916 grains. 
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part of the reign ? The reasons suggested are two :—(1) that the spoils of 

the Deccan must have caused a fall in the value of gold, (2) that this fall is 

reflected in the issue of the dinar and 'adh. That there was a preponderating 
increase in the stocks of gold as compared with silver in consequence of the 
Deccan conquests we take leave to doubt, when we consider the enormous 

issues of silver tankahs by 'Ala'u-din Muhammad, whose spoil from the South 
probably exceeded anything acquired by Muhammad bin Tughluq. But if 
there was, that increase, as Thomas himself points out, must have commenced 

thirty years before and we should have expected a revision of the standard 
long before Muhammad bin Tughluq. A great deal of the Deccan gold went 

into the imperial coffers and seems to have been absorbed by lavish use in 
the palace itself, if we may judge by contemporaneous accounts. The Sultans 

were absolute monarchs and absolutism plays a large part in preserving the 

steadiness of the ratio of gold to silver {vide MacdonM^s Evolution of Coinage^ 
1916, p. 39). That it did remain steady during the whole of the seventh 

century is evident from the uniformity throughout that period of the gold 

and silver tankahs^ and we can find no substantial reason for thinking that 
the rate was any other than 10 to 1, as stated by Ibn Batotah. Colonel 

Yule has accepted this as the normal rate during the seventh century. He 

has indeed suggested that the rate fell to 7 :1 in Muhammad bin Tughluq^s 

time, and he supports his view by suggesting that the new dinar and 'adli 

were introduced in order to preserve the familiar ratio of ten silver pieces 

to one gold. This suggestion, however, relies for its plausibility on Thomas’s 
weights of the iankahy dinar, and 'adli which we have demonstrated to be 

incorrect. Ton of the 'adlls of 80 ratis would not exchange for a gold dinar 

of 112 rat IS at tlie ratio of 7:1. An important fact that seems to have been 

ignored 1>\' l)otli Thomas and Yule is that the gold and silver tankahs were 

hcing isMiod < arrmthj with the new pieces, apart from the absence of any 
att( n { t t M < :ill in the vast mass of silver coinage not forty years old and still 

111 rnMiiiinii ii-o. It is hardly conceivable that this should have been done if 

tdr raiio iia l Ix en revised. It is suggested that the natural explanation of 

tin now pi( (( s is that they were merely additions to the series of current 

(uins. ^Vliy then go out of the way to look for any other? Muhammad 
f vidontly took ii special interest in his coinage, as the varied character of his 

(oins shows, and there is nothing surprising in his adding two new pieces of 

<litlereiit values from those already in existence. They also fit readily into 

ll>e currency, for, at the rate of 10:1, \ 2'adll8oi 80 would be equivalent 

to 10 silver tankahs or one gold tankahoi 96 ratis and fourteen to one dindr of 

112 rails. It is true that the heavy gold dinar bears no exact relation to 
the old silver tankah of 96 ratis, but this was probably a reason for the early 

disappearance of the new gold pieces. 

(/) The extracts quoted at the beginning of this paper scarcely do more 

than imply that the ratio of copper to silver favoured by Thomas was 64 :1, 

but that this was his view is clear from other passages in the Chronicles, e.g. 

p. 367. His main argument for this standard appears^to be that the tankah 
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* was never divided in practice by any other number than 64This is in 

itself insufficient and has been shown to be fallacious. In the days of the 

Snris we get a definite ratio of 72 : 1, but it seems probable that in the earlier 

Muhammadan times copper, which was extensively found in India and formed 

a larger proportion of the coinage than silver, was less rather than more 

valuable as compared with silver. We do not think that the copper coins of 

the early Sultans were at any time mere tokens like the English penny. 

The evidence of the coins indicates that the standard adopted by the 

Muhammadans was tri-metallic, i.e. that the gold, silver, and copper coins 

bore a true relation to each other in terms of their accepted metal value. 

We have found that the gold rati was deemed equivalent to 10 silver ratlSf 

and it remains to ascertain how many ratis of copper were taken as equivalent 

to one rati of silver. Here we must seek for help from the coins themselves. 

If we take the copper coin of the highest weight we find that the type 

remains constant from lltutmiKb to Muhammad bin Tughluq. Presumably 

then the coin is a good guide to the copper standard. The weight of these 

coins runs from 65 to 71 grains, and if allowance is made for wear and tear, 

an original weight of 72 grains would be quite conceivable. This, at the rate 

we have given reasons for adopting, would be equal to 40 rails. Assuming, 

however, that copper was less valuable than in the SQiT times, when pos¬ 

sibly the currency became bi-metallic owing to the adoption of an arbitrary 

value for copper, the ratio 40: 1 would be too low. A ratio of 80 : 1 would 

be more likely. At this rate the rati of silver would be worth 144 grains of 

copper, a weight which is met with in the copper currency of the eighth 

century. An mv\y jdal of 8 rails of silver ^ (12 to the tankah) would thus be 

equivalent to 1,152 grains of copper. The inconvenience of having coins of 

this weight would afford a good reason for the absence of any but the 

smallest fractions of the tankah in pure copper, and consequently for intro¬ 

ducing a mixture of silver whereby the size of the jdal could be reduced to 

handier proportions. On the other hand a pure silver/ito? would be almost 

equally inconvenient—except as largesse money. Later when the jdal became 

l/48th of a tankah it would only be equivalent to 4 of these 72 grain coins. 

This fits in with the statement of Shaikh Mubarak that a jdal was worth 

4 fulus and it seems probable that it was the 72 grain copper coin to which 

the historian refers as the standard fals,*^ 

Incidentally it is to be noted for what it may be worth, that the Karima- 

pana which was the copper unit of ancient India, was itself 80 rails in weight. 

Thus a standard of 80 rails of copper to one of silver may be said to 

have the sanction of ancient tradition, to which Thomas attached so much 
value. 

1 Modified, see p. 74. The jt/aZ was a forty-eighth part of a tankah (i. e. 2 rails grs. 
of copper) from the commencement. 

2 The 20-raVi piece of Muhammad bin Tughluq which bears the designation sikka 

dUganl should on this calculation have weighed 820 rails in copper; a fact which is of 
interest as illustrating the extent to which fiction was carried in the matter of the forced 
currency, 

B d 
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Our views then may be briefly summed up as follows :— 

(a) The gold and silver tankahs were of equal weight. 

(b) The tanlcah weighed 96 rails. 

(c) The rails weighed 1*8 grains, giving a ianJcah of 172-8 grains. 

(cf) In the seventh century a.h. (thirteenth century a.d.) the silver 

ianJcah consisted of 12 jUaJs^ otherwise known as dchUwdls—these 

jUaJs being ordinarily of billon, though a few silver jltals were 

also issued. 

When the coinage was remodelled by Muhammad bin Tughluq 

the Dehll tanhah was subdivided into 48 jlials while the Deccan 

scale was 50 jltals to the tankah. 

(e) The standard of silver to gold remained constant at 10 :1. 

(/) The ratio of copper to silver in the currency of the early Sultans 

was 80:1. 

Apart from the decimal system of the Deccan, which may be regarded 

merely as a provincial accident, the subdivisions of the tankah followed both 

a trinary and a quaternary notation. This was natural enough with a 4:S-jlial 

standard, and the 24-, 16-, 8-, 6-, 4-, and 2-(7apieces are only to be expected. 

The identification of these fractions in the form of known billon coins can be 

made with some degree of probability, but certainty must depend on exten¬ 

sive and systematic assay. Even then due allowance must be made for the 

wide variations in composition which are inseparable from any alloy of silver 

and copper. This is of special importance in the matter of distinguishing 

between the hashtgdni and the shashgdnl, each of which attained wide 

popularity in their day; the distinction being of particular interest to 

nuniisnnitists in view of the subsequent development of the currency and 

the totnl ah;in<l(»nnient of a trinary notation, culminating in the subdivisions 

of tlo' rij]H r (.l)tlining at the present time. 

H. Nelson Wright. 

r,/// JffNuari/, 1924. H. K. Nevill. 

^ Modified, see p. 73. 
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ASSAYS BY DR. S. W. SMITH, C.B.E., CHIEF ASSAYER, THE 

ROYAL MINT 

Catalogue 
Number 

Sultfin No. of 
pieces 

Weights 
(grains) 

Fine Silver 
assay 

per 1,000 

Fine Silver 
Contents 
(grains) 

10 Muham mad 10 1 56-8 163 9.25 
bin Sam 2 55-0 157 8-65 

3 550 Nil Nil 
4 55-0 107 5-90 
5 53-8 86 4-65 
6 530 164 8-70 
7 52-6 Nil Nil 1 8 51-0 Nil Nil 
9 51-0 169 8-60 

10 504) 107 8*45 

17 6 1 561 130 7-30 
2 54-3 128 6-95 
3 54-2 128 6.95 
4 52*7 135 7-10 
5 50-4 131 6-60 
6 50-2 150 7.55 

54 Iltutmisli 4 1 54*1 57 3-10 
2 51-2 88 4.50 
3 47-0 64 3-10 
4 45-4 108 4*90 

81 >> 1 51-9 163 8-45 

91 2 1 54-7 164 8-95 
2 51-4 130 6-70 

176 Bahr3.m 1 53-6 58 3‘10 

211 Mas‘tld 4 1 55-7 40 2-25 
2 54-5 46 2*50 
3 53-6 41 2-20 
4 526 44 2-30 

228 Mahmud I 8 1 57-2 42 2-40 
2 65-1 66 3-65 
3 54-6 42 2-30 
4 54-3 76 415 
5 53*1 42 2*25 
6 51-8 81 4-20 
7 51*8 72 3-65 
8 51-2 60 1 310 
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Catalogue 
Number 

Sultan No. of 
pieces 

Weights 
(grains) 

Fine Silver 
assay 

per 1,000 

Fine Silver 
Contents 
(grains) 

233 Mahmud I 1 52-2 64 3-35 

244 Balban 10 1 55-0 88 4*85 
2 54-4 86 4-75 
3 54-2 94 5*10 
4 53-6 96 5-15 
5 51*9 88 4-55 
6 51-7 94 4-85 
7 50-6 100 5-05 
8 49-9 96 4-80 
0 49-2 Nil Nil 

10 46-9 112 5-25 

263 Kaiqubad 3 1 53-() 157 8-30 
2 52-3 164 8-60 

3 49-1 161 7-90 

287 Firuz 11 9 1 52-1 62 2*70 
2 51*7 44 2-25 
3 51-4 32 1-65 
4 51-3 45 2-30 

5 51-0 56 2'85 
6 49-7 43 2-15 

7 49-3 61 3-10 
8 49'0 36 1-75 

9 47-8 49 2-35 

324 M iiiianimad II 10 1 56-1 248 13-90 
( Ala’ii-d-din) 2 56*1 234 13-10 

3 54-5 254 13-85 
4 53-6 245 13-15 
5 53-0 246 1305 
6 52-3 244 12-80 
7 52-1 280 1 14-60 
8 50-6 234 11-85 
9 48-7 270 13-15 

10 47-1 Nil Nil 

34 2 1 ff 16 1 56-1 81 4-55 
1 2 55-5 86 4-75 

3 55-3 81 4-50 
4 55-2 40 2-20 
6 55*1 83 4-60 
6 54-8 82 4-50 
7 54*6 79 4-30 
8 54*3 82 4-45 
9 54-3 86 4-65 

i 10 53*7 83 4-45 
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Catalogue 
Number 

Sultan No. of 
pieces 

Weights 
(grains) 

Fine Silver 
assay 

per 1,000 

Fine Silver 
Contents 
(grains) 

342 Muhammad II 16 11 53-6 79 4-25 
‘Ala’u-d-din 12 52-8 94 4-95 

13 52-4 90 4-70 
14 51-7 88 4-55 
15 50-9 85 4-35 
16 50-8 Nil Nil 

342 >> 11 1 55-9 79 4-40 
2 55-6 75 4-15 
3 54-3 77 4-15 
4 53-6 79 4-25 
5 52-5 88 4-60 
6 51*6 Nil Nil 
7 50-7 83 4-20 
8 49-1 75 3-70 
9 48-4 78 3-80 

10 46*2 81 3-75 
11 43*2 84 3-65 

376 Mubarak 2 1 82-55 342 (1-2 A) 29-20 
2 82-42 343 (2 N) 29-87 

379 8 1 55-1 Nil Nil 
(square) 2 54*6 357 19-50 

3 54-3 308 16-70 
4 54-2 315 17-10 
5 53-2 Nil Nil 
6 53-0 333 17-65 
7 51*9 324 16-80 
8 44-9 Nil Nil 

390 >1 5 1 55-3 167 9-25 
2 54-6 160 8-20 
3 53-6 168 9-00 
4 51-8 170 8-80 
5 50-3 166 8-35 

403 4 1 55-7 160 8*90 
2 55-6 160 8-90 
3 54-8 165 9-05 
4 48-9 Nil Nil 

408 »> 1 53-9 164 8-85 

413 4 1 56-2 217 12-20 
(square) 2 65-7 144 8-25 

3 55-3 178 9-85 
4 53*2 156 8*30 
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Catalogue 
Number 

SultAn No. of 
pieces 

Weights 
(grains) 

Fine Silver 
assay 

per 1,000 

Fine Silver 
Contents 
(grains) 

443 Tughluq I 8 1 56-4 244 13-75 
2 561 244 13-70 
3 56-1 243 13-65 
4 55-9 247 13-80 
5 55-8 237 13-25 
6 55*6 243 13-50 
7 52*0 Nil Nil 
8 52-0 243 12-65 

456 »» 2 1 50*5 232 11-70 
2 48*9 237 11-60 

464 »» 3 1 56-6 81 4-60 
2 54-!) 84 4-60 
3 54-2 82 4-45 

467 If 2 1 56-2 242 13-60 
2 54-1 244 13-20 

509 Muhammad III 8 1 141-0 332 46-70 
2 140-8 320 45-00 
3 140-2 308 43-20 
4 139-4 321 44-70 
5 139-0 337 46-75 
6 137-7 308 42-35 

1 7 122-4 46 5-65 

i 
8 121-4 Nil Nil 

522 4 1 56-1 220 12-35 
2 55-8 246 13-75 
3 54-6 239 13-05 
4 54-3 249 13-55 

521* 8 1 57-4 Nil Nil 
2 57-1 403 23-00 
3 55-4 415 1 23-00 
4 55-3 410 ! 22-70 
5 55-2 414 22-85 
6 54-9 426 23-40 
7 53-7 Nil Nil 
8 48-9 435 21-30 

530 ft 1 59-0 358 21-15 

538 yy 10 1 56-9 240 13-65 
2 55-9 243 13-60 
3 55-9 247 13-80 
4 55‘9 230 12-85 
5 55-8 259 14-45 
6 55*4 200 11-10 
7 53-7 235 12-65 
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Catalogue Sultan 
Number pieces 

Weights 
(grains) 

Fine Silver 
assa}^ 

per 1,000 

Fine Silver 
Contents 
(grains) 

538 Muhammad III 10 8 53.6 Nil Nil 
9 53.4 254 13-60 

10 51*2 239 12-25 

552 „ 5 1 563 234 13-20 
2 50*0 242 12-10 
3 46-5 152 7-05 
4 45-4 Nil Nil 
5 44-1 Nil Nil 

629-635 „ 4 1 139.2 250 34-80 
2 1391 250 34.75 
3 131-G Nil Nil 

i 4 129-8 207 26-85 

660 Kirftz III 2 1 140-6 193 27-10 
2 132-2 205 27-10 

663-677 „ 9 1 142-5 101 14-40 
2 138-3 185 25-60 
3 137-5 180 24-75 
4 136-8 185 25-25 
5 136-3 205 27-95 
6 134-9 194 26-15 
7 132-5 192 25-40 
8 132-3 Nil Nil 
9 130-0 Nil Nil 

694 „ 4 1 55-1 121 6-65 
2 54-9 115 6-30 
3 53-1 119 6-30 
4 49-8 120 5-95 

702 „ 1 1 56-5 190 10-75 

706 „ 5 1 55-7 97 5-40 
2 55-0 117 6-45 
3 53-6 112 6-00 
4 52-2 122 6-35 
5 50-5 135 6-80 

746 Fat^-Khan 3 1 138-0 206 28-40 
2 136-7 187 25-55 
3 134.9 200 27-00 

761 „ 3 1 142-1 210 29-80 
2 142-0 187 26-50 
3 136-6 205 28-00 

757 „ 1 1 53-6 196 10-50 
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Catalogue 
Number 

Sult&n No. of 
pieces 

Weights 
(grains) 

Fine Silver 
assay 

per 1,000 

Fine Silver 
Contents 
(grains) 

813 Muhammad IV 4 1 142-7 194 27-65 
2 141*7 200 28-35 
3 141-6 202 28-60 

4 134-2 199 26-75 

924 Bahlul 6 1 146-5 153 22-40 

2 145-7 177 25-80 
3 145-0 GO 8-70 
4 144-3 190 27-40 
5 143-1 140 20-00 
G 142-8 162 23-10 

938 3 1 53-8 135 7-25 
2 53-0 158 8-35 
3 57-2 130 7-43 

9G7 Sikandar II 25 1 145-1 63 9-15 
2 145-1 64 9-30 

3 144-4 30 4-35 
4 144-3 12 1-75 

1 5 144-2 58 8-35 
G 143-9 61 8-75 
7 143-6 GO 8-60 
8 141-9 49 6-95 

1 9 141-9 50 7-10 
10 140-3 44 6-15 

j 11 139-6 72 10-05 

12 139-3 62 8-65 
13 139-1 65 9-05 
14 138-8 38 5-25 
15 138-4 49 6-80 
16 137-8 57 7-85 
17 134-3 Nil Nil 
18 133-4 Nil Nil 
19 133-1 Nil Nil 
20 132-7 23 3-05 
21 131-4 51 6-70 
22 129-7 Nil Nil 
23 129-3 Nil Nil 
24 128-7 Nil Nil 
25 127-1 59 7-50 

S. W. Smith. 

20^A February 1929. 

Note :—Coins of pure copper or with a disproportionate silver contents have 
been excluded from averages as being probable fabrications. 
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SUMMARY OF FOREGOING ASSAYS 

Catalogue Means of those which contained silver Coins not containing 
Number No. of Coins Parts per 1,000 Grains Silver 

10 7 144-7 7-74 3 
17 6 133-3 7-07 — 

54 4 79-2 3-90 —. 

81 1 163-0 8-45 — 

91 2 147-0 7-82 — 

176 1 58-0 3-10 _ 
211 4 42-7 2-31 _ 
228 8 60-1 3-21 — 

233 1 64-0 3-35 — 

244 9 94-0 4-93 1 
263 3 160-6 8-26 — 

287 9 46-2 2.34 — 

324 9 250-6 13-27 1 
342 
342 

15 
10 

81-3 
79-9 4-OGp 

1 
1 

376 i 2 i .342-5' 29-53 — 

379 T) 327-4 17-55 3 
390 166-6 8-72 — 

403 3 161-7 8-95 1 
408 1 164-0 8-85 — 

413 4 173-7 9-65 — 

443 7 243-0 j 13-47 1 
456 2 234-5 1 11-65 — 

464 3 82-3 ! 4-35 — 

467 2 243-0 13-40 — 

509 6 321-0 44-78 1, and 1 @ 46 

522 4 238-5 13-18 
= 5-65 grs. 

529 6 417-2 22-71 2 
536 1 358 0 21.15 — 

538 9 238-6 13-11 1 
552 3 209.3 10-78 2 

629-636 3 235-7 32-20 1 
660 2 199-0 27-10 — 

663-677 6 190-0 25-85 2, and 1 @ 101 7,, 

694 4 118-7 6-30 
= 14-40 grs. 

702 1 190-0 10-75 — 

706 5 116-6 6-20 — 

746 3 197-7 27-00 — 

751 3 200-7 28-10 — 

757 1 196-0 10-50 — 

813 4 198.7 27-84 — 

924 5 164-4 23-74 and 1 @ 60 

938 3 141-0 7-68 
= 8-70 grs. 

967 19 50-9 7-12 6 

' Plus 1*2 parts of gold in one and 2 parts in the other. 
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B 1 (a) 

Catalogue 
Number Sult&n 

No. of 
pieces 

Weights 
(grains) 

Fine Silver 
assay 

per 1,000 

Fine Silver 
Contents 
(grains) 

388 Mubarak 2 1 56-00 249 13-94 
2 56-55 251 14-19 

Ave rage 66-27 250 14-06 

394 2 1 55-30 168 9-29 
2 54-26 168 9-11 

399 j) 2 1 55-90 165 9-22 
2 52-15 170 8-87 

1 Avei •age 54-40 167-7 9-12 

S. W. Smith. 

9th February, 1934 

B1 (6) 

Catalogue 
Number Sultan 

No. of 
pieces 

Weights 
(grains) 

Fine Silver 
assay 

per 1,000 

Fine Silver 
Contents 
(grains) 

552 M iilianiinad bin 4 1 55-61 247 13-73 
’ Tugliluq 2 56-13 246 13-81 

3 56-20 248 13-94 
i 4 55-02 246 13-53 

561 1 1 56-20 82 4-61 

691 I'iniz III i 2 1 80-80 139 11-23 
i 2 80-43 141 11-36 

2 1 55-60 205 11-39 
1 2 55-61 187 10-39 

709 1 2 1 55-68 172 9-57 
2 47-32 195 9-65 

S. W. Smith. 

27th April, 1934 
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ASSAYS BY DR. H. J. PLENDERLEITH, OF THE BRITISH 

MUSEUM LABORATORY 

Showing percentages of Copper and Silver 

Catalogue 
Number Sultan 

No. of 
pieces per cent. Copper per cent. Silver 

208 'Ala’u-d-din 3 1 91-22 4-92 
Mas'Cid 2 89-95 3-97 

3 91-77 4-76 

Av erage 90-98 4-55 

211 3 1 92-02 4-23 
2 87-72 7-10 
3 94-52 1-17 

Av erage 91-42 4-17 

228 Nasiru-d-din 9 1 88-69 6-30 
Mahmud I 2 88-65 7-12 

3 89-60 6-83 
4 90-67 6-43 
5 93-58 2-66 
t) 90-18 4-98 

i ^ 88-59 6-14 
8 90-42 4-92 

! 9 
1 

88-90 6-25 

Av< 
1 
erage 89-92 5-74 

443-463 Ghiyasu-d-dln 5 1 73-28 25-11 
Tughluq I 2 59-73 21-60' 

3 72-19 26-30 
4 74-04 25-51 
5 72-93 25-28 

Av erage 71-68 23-67 

656 Firiiz III 1 1 81-38 17-84 
(early type) 

657 1 1 77-89 18-89 

660 1 1 77-62 20-14 

1 Average 78-96 18-96 

^ There was much lead present in this coin. 
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Catalogue 
Number 

] 

Sult&n 
No. of 
pieces per cent. Copper per cent. Silver 

663 Firuz III 1 1 79-04 1 18-64 
(later type) 

664 )> 1 1 77-75 20-46 

665 1 1 76-72 20-97 

667 >» 1 1 77-45 19-97 

668 ») 3 1 77-71 18-95 
2 77-93 20-52 
3 78-52 20-32 

674 1 1 77-61 19-98 

676 )> 4 1 77-73 18-97 
2 78-38 19-62 
3 81-39 18-47 
4 78-47 19-14 

679 )» 1 1 78-41 19-55 

680 )» 1 1 79-12 19-53 

681 )> 1 1 79-98 16-90 

685 )> 1 1 81-34 16-55 

Av( erage 78-60 19-28 

Non::—It appf*;irs that the coins all contain traces of gold—average value 
about jxr <\ Dt. Tin is almost invariably present in small quantity and in 
some haul was fonud together with traces of mercury. 

H. J. Plendeeleith. 

17th December, 1926, 



APPENDIX C 

TABLE OF ORNAMENTS FOUND ON THE COINS OF THE 

SULTANS OF DEHLi WITH THE CATALOGUE NUMBERS 

OF THE COINS ON WHICH THEY OCCUR. 

(n.) in the table below signifies note. 

1 O M, 48, 7:!, 78, 96, 103. 

2 *.(4“ 37. 

3 Q 19b. 13-1, 980, 1180,1181, 1212-19, 1333-5, 1336b, 1371-83, 
1390. 

4 20, 32, 32a, 44, 85-7, 100 9, I22c, 123, 123b, 123d, 137a, 
139a, 163a, 984-5, 1030c, 1033, 1039, 1040, 1043 («.), 1049, 
1059 a, 1060, 1060 A, 1061, 1062, 1101, 1102, 1103, 1119, 
1119 a, 1120, 1121, 1122 a, 1129, 1135 (n.), 1141, 1142, 1172, 
1175-6, 1198-9, 1201, 1202-11, 1219, 1235-7, 1245-50, 1282 b, 
130.5-8, 1327-8, 1301, 1410-11, 1420, 1424, 1480 d-k. 

58 a, 62 a, 62 d, 62 e, 6,3. 64, 65 b, 08-72, 73, 163 b, 173-4, 178, 
1134, 1390 (n.), 1412-13. 

6 

7 

56, 59, 62 c, 81, 81 A, 155. 

58. 

8 62 b. 

82, 491, 492 b, 626, 1031, 1033, 1039, 1042 a, 1047, 1059, 
1067 a. 1069. 1078, 1090, 1091a. 1092-3-4, 1094a, 1095- 
1100, 1102, 1103C-D, 1107, 1119, 1156-8, 1159-60, 1175- 
6, 1190, 1198-1200, 1202-11, 1237, 1238 (re.), 1282b, 
1294 a, 1303-4, 1304a-b-c, 1313, 1326-6 a, 1327-8, 
1348a-9-9a-9g, 1350-1, 1351 a-h, 1352, 1353(n.), 1354, 
1400-1, 1434D, 1469-70, 1472-5, 1480 D-K 
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10 129. 

11 131, 1102 (n.). 

12 *Y" D'5. II'Sa, 1043 («.), 1105-C, 1107-11, 1122, 1194-5, 1244a. 

13 ^ 176-7, 14.36-7. 

» X 192-3, 207b, 635 (w,), 706 (w.), 712, 1122, 1125-6, 1130, 
1139, 1142 a, 1144, 1145, 1171, 1178, 1191, 1254, 1286, 1299, 
1300-1, 1331-2, 1389, 1414, 1427, 1435, 1135 A. 

238, 1031, 1032, 1050, 1051, 1075, 1089 a, 1101, 1102, 1103, 
1121, 1132, 1238-43, 1294 a, 1295, 1297, 1387, 1402-5, 1440. 

16 

17 

491, 492b, 492d, 505a, 624b, 627, 635 (rt.), 636a, IOSOb, 
1067, 1092-3-4, 1198-1201, 1251, 1300-1-2, 1361, 1361 A, 

1384-7. 

491 A, 491 C-D, 491 H, 505 A, 621, 625. 

18 19] (, 491 E. 

19 ^ 19111. 

20 If 10- 

lM 492 b. 

492 b. 

23 624. 
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25 )/\ 

- 4> 

2H )j( 

29 

30 )x( 

31 685 

32 ‘‘“nZl 

33 

34 

624. 

624 a, 1074 (n.), 1098-9-1100, 1318-26, 1438. 

625 A. 

626, 1255-6. 

628 a. 

635 (n.), 

635 (n.), 1091 A, 1482 (n.), 

690 a. 

991. 

1030 D, 1073, 1078, 1091a, 1094 a, 1218, 1294. 

1074. 

35 ^ 

36 

1033-3 A, 1315 a. 

1035, 1036, 1103 a. 

37 1043-5. 
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« X 

45 10(i'), 

46 
• • 

50 



TABLE OF ORNAMENTS 417 

“ ^ 
1102. 

52 1102 (n.). 

“ Jl 1103. 

“6 
1104. 

1124. 

1067. 

1120. 

58 - 1121, 1123, 1129. 

59 1124. 

“ 
1296, 1387, 1442, 1444-6, 1447-8-9, 1450-8, 1480 b. 

61 1149. 

62 ^ 1172a, 1182. 

63 (2 1282 b. 

64 1287 a. 
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65 

66 

67 

68 

• • 
• • 

1030d, 1077-7 a-8, 1304 b-c. 

1063-4-5-6, 1309, 1371-81, 1480. 

1310. 

1311. 

69 65 1312. 

70 1316. 

71 (S^ 1317. 

1329. 72 

★ 

7.; 

77 

I 319-40 A, 1458 a. 

13 11 7, 1459-61, 1476-7. 

1 339 A. 

1365. 

1384-7. 
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78 

79 

80 

81 

82 

83 

84 

85 C><3 

“ SI 

1393-4-5-6. 

1427. 

1434f, 

1435 b. 

1469-75, 1480 D-E. 

1482. 

1041a, 1042, 1480. 

1483 c. 

1032, 

173. 

175. 

64, 176. 

193-4. 
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91 T 784, 876. 

92 996-6-7, 1031. 

93 628 B. 

94 k 628 c. 

95 h 68. 

827.' 

835 («.), 1112-13, 1244-44 A, 1292, 1335 a, 1406-8, 1482. 

698 

1123, 

.N" Tliis m.m. also occurs on some specimens of Cat. No. 184 (R.B.1. 
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PHRASES AND TITLES FOUND ON THE COINS OF 
THE SULTANS OF DEHLI WITH THEIR ENGLISH 

EQUIVALENTS. 

ji\ 

y\ 

^ LJiLJ 1 ^ 

|Jic5lt 

pWl 

^jji ^a' 

4111 Cl****-^ 

«Xa.^mL)1 «x*]k<mJ1 

»i^l 

J^UJl 

Father of victory. 

Father of the champion (of the faith), 

Fatlier of the warrior (in the cause of religion). 

Father of laudable qualities. 

Father of the conqueror. 

A second Alexander. 

The Alexander of the age. 

I testify that. 

Obey Allah and obey the prophet and those in 

authority among you (Qur’an IV. 62). 

That is to say (see No. 484). 

Country (climate) — the eastern province. 

The supreme. 

The Imam or religious leader. 

The protector of the religion of the requiter of 
good and evil (Allah). 

The legal dirham. 

Hoping (client) for the mercy of Allah the 

beneficent. 

The quarter (piece). 

The fortunate, the testifier. 

Nobility (a name applied to a silver coin of 

Laknauti (No. 52 a). 

The just. 

The servant hoping for the mercy of Allah. 

The champion (of the faith). 

Silver (coin). 
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ill ^ ji^:Jl 

ill ^ jufcW^’ 

piixji 

4) ii^l ^ ctUJi 

4) aJ^I ^ (slUl 

iiii j^jiyi 

4) 1 jtA^) ci^ ^ 

1 llL) (J-jiyi 

^UyJ\ j^\ 

4)1 jUl 
O ^ wf 

^ms CalJ \i*iii&»o -9 lo 1 
'w 

4)1 ^-•b 

C)^/- 

(or A-i-A o!^. 

eyjJa 

j^j,i3 ill 

^ i3v.Lc ill J^La^ 

jK:;_o'll.i>. cLJjJli* 

!i30L<i eujjli* 

^Ujll &J)JL3to 

,.y^)ljt.!l <;)]' ^;l.3t.ll 9 ill 
-' •■ (w 

Allah the perfect (sufficient) and the Caliph 
al-Mustakfl.^ 

Trusting in Allah, 

The warrior in the path of Allah. 

The great. 

The kingdom and the glory belong to Allah. 

The kingdom and the greatness belong to Allah. 

The strengthened. 

Confiding in Allah. 

Confiding in the assistance of Allah. 

Confiding in the assistance of the Merciful. 

Confiding in diyine support. 

Confiding in divine support. 

Commander of the faithful. 

May Allah illumine his proof. 

Verily we have w'on for thee a manifest victory 
(Qur’an XLVIIl. 1). 

By the decree of Allah. 

A prince of the commander of the faithful. 

The country of India is plural of oj^b). 

Town. 

Capital (lit. throne-place). 

May Allah glorify the shadows of his glory. 

My sufficiency is my lord. 

Capital (lit. ‘ presence *—an honorific title). 

May Allah perpetuate his kingdom and his 
power. 

May his empire endure for ever. 

May his kingdom endure for ever. 

The Caliph of the age. 

Vicegerent (Caliph) of Allah in the world—or 

the two worlds. 

‘ Al-Mustakfl means ^one who seeks sufficiency in Allah’. 

2 In the Qur’an the last two words are Ud.xi. The coin legend is grammatically 
incorrect. 
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aUJl 

%sii (or ^c) j^j,, 

;'r 

cr^LJ' C 

The abode of the Caliphate. 

The abode of the mint. 

The abode of the kingdom—capital. 

May his empire (or majesty) endure. 

The pass of (Dhar). 

Endowed with victory and munificent. 

Endowed with liberality and beneficence. 

Current in the time of the hopeful servant. 

Lord of the two worlds. 

The plain of Sind. 

The sword of the kingdom. 

Jjlj 

> 

jjjl 

ShalTfa—the Nagari equivalent of — 
Caliph. 

Munificent king of kings. 

The shadow of Allah. 

Supporter of the Commander of the faithful. 

His servant. 

The plain of Satgaon. 

The arm (helper) of the vicegerent of Allah. 

dUl 5 (sic for C^jt) 

J 
(or ^Uj) ^ ^j\ 

jj*) 

juS 

— ... 

iil ^ 4)1 ill J1 11 

The help of Islam and the kingdom. 

In the year (lit. months). 

In the time (of). 

The vault or arch of Islam. 

Fort, 

^j\f is a term indicating quantity. Thus 

^I5^.i=a piece of two (jltals); 15^.1 = 

a piece of six ; = a piece of eight; 

and ^jir»l»jj = a piece of fifty. 

There is no deity but Allah and Muhammad is 
the Apostle of Allah. 

If there were no Sultan verily the people would 

devour one another. 
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i c’-'* 
(jUaLJl 

W^' 

^ j-j' (jj.n jA 

tAS j^>ll (ji' 

*1^.1aJ1 ^ J 

Jj 

4jijl lliJla*. 

Reviver of the laws of the ‘seal of the prophets' 
(Muhammad). 

See p. 72. 

He who obeys the Sultan, truly he obeys the 
Merciful one (Allah). 

Helper of the Commander of the Faithful. 

Help of the Commander of the Faithful (fern.). 

Deputy. 

Nagari equivalent of 

He it is who hath sent his Apostle with guidance 

and the religion of truth to make it vic¬ 
torious over all religions. 

And may (Allah) exalt his rule and dignity. 

And Allah is the rich and ye are the poor 
(Qur’an XLVII. 40). 

Trustee of the Commander of the Faithful. 

The right hand of the Caliphate. 

The right hand of the Vicegerent of Allah 

(Caliph). 



APPENDIX E 

THE ‘ABBASID MALIFAS IN EGYPT 

FEOM A.H. 659 TO A.H. 779^ 
A.H. 

Abu-l-Qasim Ahmad aUMustansir ....... 659 

AbQ-I“Abbas Ahmad aUHdkim /....... 661 

Abtl-Rabfa Sulaiman al-Mustak/l I . . . . . . . 701 

Aba-Ishaq Ibrahim a/-/ ....... 740 

Abu-1-Abbas Ahmad aUHdkim II . . . . . . . 740 

Abu-l-Fath Abubakr al-Mutasid / . . . . . . . 753 

Abu Abdallah Muhamuiad al-Mutawakkil 1 . . . . . 763 

' With acknowledgments to Colonel E. von Zambaur, Manuel de Oenealogie et de Chronologie 
pour Vhistoire de VUlam^ 1927. 



APPENDIX F 

COMPARA'nVE TABLE OF THE YEARS OF THE HIJRA 

AND OF THE CHRISTIAN ERA 

FROM A.H. 589 TO A.H. 964 

A.H. A.D. A.H. A.E . A.H. A.H 
589 1193, Jan. 7 627 1229, Nov. 20 665 1266, Oct. 2 
590 1193, Dec. 27 628 1230, „ !> 666 1267, Sept. 22 
591 1194, „ 16 629 1231, Oct. 29 667 1268, „ 10 
592 n95, „ 6 630 1232, „ 18 668 1269, Aug. 31 
593 1196, Nov. 24 631 1233, „ 7 669 1270, „ 20 
594 1197, „ 13 632 1234, Sept. 26 670 1271, „ 9 
595 1198, „ 3 633 1235, „ 16 671 1272, July 29 
596 1199, Oct. 23 634 1236, 4 672 1273, „ 18 
597 1200, „ 12 635 1237, Aug. 24 673 1274, „ 7 
598 1201, „ 1 636 1238, „ 14 674 1275, June 27 
599 1202, Sept. 20 637 1239, „ 3 675 1276, „ 15 
600 1203, „ 10 638 1240, July 2.3 676 1277, „ 4 
601 1204, Aug. 29 639 1241. „ 12 677 1278, May 25 
602 1205, „ 18 640 1242, „ 1 678 1279, „ 14 
603 1206, „ 8 641 1243, June 21 679 1280, M 3 
604 1207, July 28 642 1244, „ 9 680 1281, April 22 
605 1208, „ 16 643 1245, May 29 681 1282, „ 11 
606 1209, „ 6 644 1246, „ 19 682 1283, „ 1 
607 1210, June 25 645 1247, „ 8 683 1284, Mar. 20 
608 1211, „ 15 646 1248, .4pril 26 684 1285, „ 9 
609 1212, ,, 3 647 1249, „ 16 685 1286, Feb. 27 
610 1213, May 2.3 648 1250, „ 5 686 1287, „ 16 
611 1214, ,, 1.3 649 1251, Mar. 26 ! 687 1288, „ 6 
612 1215, 2 650 1252, 14 688 1289, Jan. 25 
613 1216,April 20 651 1253, 3 689 1290, 14 
614 1217, „ lo 652 1254, Feb. 21 690 1291, „ 4 
61 5 121 S, Mur. .30 653 1255, „ 10 691 1291, Dec. 24 
616 1219, 19 1 654 1256, Jan. 30 692 1292, „ 12 
61 7 1229, s 655 1257, „ 19 693 1293, „ 2 
6>1S 1221, Fe.9. 25 656 1258, „ 8 694 1294, Nov. 21 
6 1 6 1 222, 15 657 1258, Dec. 29 695 1295, „ 10 
620 122;:, 4 658 1259, „ 18 696 1296, Oct. 30 
6,21 1 22 1, Jan. 24 659 1260, „ 6 697 1297, „ 19 
622 1225. ,, 13 660 1261, Nov. 26 698 1298, „ 9 
(i23 1226, ,, 2 661 1262, „ 15 699 1299, Sept. 28 
62 1 1226, Dec. 22 662 1263, 4 700 1300, „ 16 
627) 1227, „ 12 663 1264, Oct. 24 701 1301, „ 6 
626 1228, Not. 30 664 1265, „ 13 702 1302, Aug. 26 
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A.H. A.D. A.H. A.D. A.H. 

703 1303, Aug. 15 756 1355, Jan. 16 809 
704 1304, „ 4 757 1356, „ 5 810 
705 1305, July 24 758 1356, Dec. 25 811 
706 1306, „ 13 759 1357, „ 14 812 
707 1307, „ 3 760 1358, ,, 3 813 
708 1308, June 21 761 1359, Nov. 23 814 
709 1309, „ 11 762 1360, „ 11 815 
710 1310, May 31 763 1361, Oct. 31 816 
711 1311, „ 20 764 1362, „ 21 817 
712 1312, „ 9 765 1363, „ 10 818 
713 1313, April 28 766 1364, Sept. 28 819 
714 1314, „ 17 767 1365, „ 18 820 
715 1315, „ 7 768 1366, „ 7 821 
716 1316, Mar. 26 769 1.367, Aug. 28 822 
717 1317, „ 16 770 1368, „ 16 823 
718 1318, „ 5 771 1369, „ 5 824 
719 1319, Feb. 22 772 1370, July 26 825 
720 1320, „ 12 773 1371, „ 15 826 
721 1321, Jan. 31 774 1372, „ 3 827 
722 1322, „ 20 775 1373, June23 828 
723 1323, „ 10 776 1374, „ 12 829 
724 1323, Dec. 30 777 1375, „ 2 830 
725 1324, „ 18 778 1376, May 21 831 
726 1325, „ 8 779 1377, „ 10 832 
727 1326, Nov. 27 780 1378, April 30 833 
728 1327, „ 17 781 1379, „ 19 834 
729 1328, „ 5 782 1380, „ 7 835 
730 1329, Oct. 25 783 1381, Mar. 28 836 
731 1330, „ 15 784 1382, „ 17 837 
732 1331, „ 4 785 138.3, „ 6 838 
733 1332, Sept. 22 786 1384, Feb. 24 839 
734 1333, „ 12 787 1385, „ 12 840 
735 1334, „ 1 788 1386, „ 2 841 
736 1335,Aug.21 789 1387, Jan. 22 842 
737 1336, „ 10 790 1388, „ 11 843 
738 1337, July 30 791 1388, Dec. 31 844 
739 1338, „ 20 792 1389, „ 20 845 
740 1339, „ 9 793 1390, „ 9 846 
741 1340, June 27 794 1391, Nov. 29 847 
742 1341, „ 17 795 1392, „ 17 848 
743 1342, „ 6 796 1393, „ 6 849 
744 1343, May 26 797 1394, Oct. 27 850 
745 1344, „ 15 798 1395, „ 16 851 
746 1345, „ 4 799 1396, „ 5 852 
747 1346,April24 800 1397, Sept. 24 853 
748 1347, „ 13 801 1398, „ 13 854 
749 1348, „ 1 802 1399, „ 3 855 
750 1349, Mar. 22 803 1400, Aug. 22 856 
751 1350, „ 11 804 1401, „ 11 857 
752 1351, Feb. 28 805 1402, „ 1 858 
753 1352, „ 18 806 1403, July 21 859 
754 1353, „ 6 807 1404, „ 10 860 
765 1354, Jan. 26 808 1406, June 29 861 

A.D. 

1406, June 18 
1407, „ 8 
1408, May 27 
1409, „ 16 
1410, „ 6 
1411, April 25 
1412, „ 13 
1413, „ 3 
1414, Mar. 23 
1415, „ 13 
1416, „ 1 
1417, Feb. 18 
1418, „ 8 
1419, Jan. 28 
1420, „ 17 
1421, „ 6 
1421, Dec. 26 
1422, „ 15 
1423, „ 5 
1424, Nov. 23 
1425, „ 13 
1426, „ 2 
1427, Oct. 22 
1428, „ 11 
1429, Sept. 30 
1430, „ 19 
1431, „ 9 
1432, Aug. 28 
1433, „ 18 
1434, „ 7 
1435, July 27 
1436, „ 16 
1437, „ 5 
1438, June 24 
1439, „ 14 
1440, „ 2 
1441, May 22 
1442, „ 12 
1443, „ 1 
1444, April 20 
1445, „ 9 
1446, Mar. 29 
1447, „ 19 
1448, „ 7 
1449, Feb. 24 
1450, „ 14 
1451, „ 3 
1452, Jan. 23 
1453, „ 12 
1454, „ 1 
1454, Dec. 22 
1455, „ 11 
1456, Nov. 29 
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A.H. A.I 

862 1457, Nov. 19 
863 1458, 8 
864 1459, Oct. 28 
865 1460, >> 17 
866 1461, 6 
867 1462, Sept. 26 
868 1463, >> 15 
869 1464, 3 
870 1465, Aug. 24 
871 1466, 13 
872 1467, )» 2 
873 1468, July 22 
874 1469, 11 
875 1470, June 30 
876 1471, 20 
877 1472, 8 
878 1473, May 29 
879 1474, )) 18 
880 1475, j) 7 
881 1476,. April 26 
882 1477, 15 
883 1478, )» 4 
884 1479, Mar. 25 
885 1480, )) 13 
886 1481, 2 
887 1482, Feb. 20 
888 1483, 9 
889 1484, Jan. 30 
890 1485, ft 18 
891 1486, ft 7 
892 1486, Dec. 28 
893 1487, ft 17 
894 1488, fj 5 
895 1489, Nov. 2.5 
896 1490, 14 

APPENDIX F 

A.H. A.D. 

897 1491, Nov. 4 
898 1492, Oct. 23 
899 1493, „ 12 
900 1494, „ 2 
901 1495, Sept. 21 
902 1496, „ 9 
903 1497, Aug. 30 
904 1498, „ 19 
905 1499, „ 8 
906 1500, July 28 
907 1501, „ 17 
908 1502, „ 7 
909 1503, June 26 
910 1.504, „ 14 
911 1505, „ 4 
912 1506, May 24 
913 . 1507, „ 13 
914 1508, „ 2 
915 1509, April 21 
916 1510, „ 10 
917 1511, Mar. 31 
918 1512, „ 19 
919 1513, „ 9 
920 1514, Feb. 26 
921 1515, „ 15 
922 1516, „ 5 
923 1517, Jan. 24 
924 1518, „ 13 
925 1519, „ 3 
926 1519, Dec. 23 
927 1520, „ 12 
928 1521, „ 1 
929 1522, Nov. 20 
930 1523, „ 10 

A.H. A.D 
931 1524, Oct. 29 
932 1525, ft 18 
933 1526, ti 8 
934 1527, Sept .27 
935 1528, ft 15 
936 1529, ft 5 
937 1530, Aug, . 25 
938 1531, ft 15 
939 1532, ft 3 
9^0 1533, July 23 
941 1534, ft 13 
942 1.535. ft 2 
943 1536, June 5 20 
944 1537, 10 
945 1538, May 30 
946 1539, 11 19 
947 1540, ft 8 
948 1541, April 127 
949 1542, ft 17 
950 1543, ft 6 
951 1544, Mar. 25 
952 1545, tt 15 
953 1546, ft 4 
954 1547, Feb. 21 
955 1548, tt 11 
956 1549, Jan. 30 
957 1550, tt 20 
958 1551, tt 9 
959 1551, Dec. 29 
960 1552, tt 18 
961 1553, tt 7 
962 1554, Nov. 26 
963 1555, tt 16 
964 1556, tt 4 



APPENDIX G 

GRAINS AND GRAMMES—A TABLE OF EQUIVALENTS» 

Crains Grammes Grains Grammes Grains Grammes Grains Grammes 

1 0*0648 38 2-4624 75 4-8599 169-7 11 
2 0*1296 39 2-5272 76 4-9247 170 11-0158 
3 0*1944 40 2-5920 77 4-9895 180 11-6638 
4 0*2592 41 2-6568 77-1 5 185-2 12 
5 0-3240 42 2-7216 78 5-0543 190 12-3118 
6 0-3888 43 2-7864 79 5-1191 200 12*9598 
7 0-4536 44 2-8512 80 5-1839 200-6 13 
8 0-5184 45 2-9160 81 5-2487 210 13-6078 
9 0-5832 46 2-9808 82 5-3135 216.1 14 

10 0-6480 46-3 3 83 5-3783 220 14*2558 
11 0-7128 47 3-0456 84 5-4431 230 14*9038 
12 0-7776 48 3-1103 85 5-5079 231-5 15 
13 0-8424 49 3-1751 86 5-5727 240 15-5517 
14 0-9072 50 3-2399 87 5-6375 246*9 16 
15 0-9720 51 3-3047 88 5-7023 250 16-1997 

15-4 1 52 3-3695 89 5-7671 260 16*8477 
16 1-0368 63 3-4343 90 5-8319 202-3 17 
17 1-1016 54 3-4991 91 5-8967 270 17-4957 
18 1-1664 55 3-5639 92 5-9615 277-8 18 
19 1-2312 56 3-6287 92-6 280 18-1437 
20 1-2960 57 3-6935 93 6-0263 290 18-7917 
21 1-3608 58 i 3-7583 94 6-0911 293-2 19 
22 1-4256 59 i 3-8231 95 6-1559 300 19-4397 
23 1-4904 60 ! 3-8879 96 6-2207 308-6 20 
24 1-5552 61 3-9527 97 ! 6-2855 310 20-0877 
25 1-6200 61-7 4 98 6-3503 320 20-7357 
26 1-6848 62 4-0175 99 6-4151 324.1 21 
27 i-7496 63 4-0823 100 6-4799 330 21-3837 
28 1-8144 64 4-1471 108-1 7 339-5 22 
29 1-8792 65 4-2119 no 7-1279 340 22-0316 
30 1-9440 66 4-2767 120 7-7769 350 22-6796 

30-8 2 67 4-3415 123-4 8 360 23-3276 
31 2-0088 68 4-4063 130 8-4239 370 23-9756 
32 2-0736 69 4-4711 138-9 9 380 24-6236 
33 2-1384 70 4-5359 140 9-0719 390 25-2716 
34 2-2032 71 4-6007 150 9*7198 400 26-9196 
35 2-2680 72 4-6655 154-3 10 450 29-1596 
36 2-3328 73 4*7303 160 10-3678 500 32-3995 
37 2-3976 74 4-7951 1 

' Extracted from the table compiled by the Keeper of Coins of the British Museum 
and published in 1920. 
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GEOGRAPHICAL INDEX 

A6u, pp. 290, 314 (n.), 386, 387. 

Agrah, pp. 258, 260, 264, 265, 29), 326, 366-7, 371 (n.), 383, 385-6, 388. 

Ajmer, p. 12. 

Alwar, pp. 59, 80, 291-2, 342, 386-7. 

Anwala, p. 11. 

Awadh, pp. 293, 320, 343, 386, 388. 

Badaun, pp. 54, 79, 241-2, 343, 387-8. 

Bakkar. See Skergadh. 

Banaras, pp. 378, 389. 

Banian, pp. 34, 75. 

Bengal, pp. 16, 21, 67, 71, 76, 78, 155, 160, 382, 385. 

Bhanpur, pp. 279, 385. 

BiSna, pp. 293-4, 327, 387. 

Bihar, pp. 70-1, 260, 382, 386. 

Chanderl, p. 262. 

Chaunsa, p. 386. 

Chunar, pp. 266-7, 294-8, 327, 338, 343, 361 (n.), 367, 371 (n.), 372, 384-5, 

387-8. 

Dakhan, pp. 105, 109, 163, 220, 397. 

Ddru-l-hlam, pp. 89, 90-1, 97-8, 106, 111, 113, 117, 121, 126, 129, 140-1, 

145, 157, 160, 163. 

Ddru-l-KIjild/nt. p[i. 96, 98, 102, 108. 

Ikiru-l mulk. pp, 9.8, 108, 119, 120, 133, 145, 182-3, 185-6, 191, 194, 199, 

200, 202, 206, 20,K-9, 212-17, 221, 230, 232-3, 235-6, 238, 247-8, 269. 

Jiuylai/ibnd. p|i. 106, ] 19, 122, 126 (n.), 141, 144-7, 157, 159, 166-9, 396. 

Jteo.iir. pp. ,S9, 9o 1, 97 8, 106, 111, 113, 119, 128, 156-7, 159, 167. 

I>h,-,r (or hdhdr). pp. 141-2, 167, 167. 

I'.'jilpt. pp. 161 (dirham of), 165. 

I'al. li rahiid, jip. 62, 80. 

Fat/Mad, pp. 275-6, 333-4, 385, 387. 

(ianhati, [)p. 70, 77. 

Ga.ur, pp. 15, 70, 385. 
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Ghaznih^ pp. 5, 12, 14, 68-9. 

Qurgdon^ p. 71. 

Gwdliar, pp. 257, 278-9, 309-11, 336-7, 351, 369, 373-4, 383, 385, 387. 

Hazrat Rasulpur. See Faina. 

Hisadr, pp. 299, 300, 384, 387. 

Iqlimu-^-^rq^ pp. 186, 222. 

Jahdnpandh^ pp. 281-3, 338, 385. 

Jaunpur, pp. 248-9, 260, 372, 388. 

Jhusl, pp. 366-7, 388. 

Kabuli p. 95. 

Kdlpi, pp. 276-8, 305-9, 334-5, 350-1, 360 (w.), 368, 373, 383, 385-7. 

Kdngra^ p. 186. 

Kurarndn, pp. 13, 14, 68-9. 

Kurram valley^ p. 398. 

Ldhor, pp. 33, 68, 75 (n.), 241, 379, 389. 

LakhnaUy pp. 311-12, 387. 

Lakhnautl (or Laknautl)^ pp. 20, 41, 55, 59, 78-80, 118, 127-8, 142, 155, 157, 

159, 160. 

Ma'har, pp. 116, 157, 160. 

Madura, pp. 137 (n.), 139 (n.). 

Mahoha, p. 67. 

Mahmudpur, p. 75 (n.). 

Malot, pp. 279, 312-13, 352, 385, 387. 

Meerut, p. 224. 

Nagarkot, p. 226. 

Ndmol, pp. 313-14, 337, 352-3, 369, 371 (n.), 384, 387. 

Narwar, pp. 26 (n.), 68, 74, 76. 

Nau, pp. 314, 387. 

Panduah, pp. 265-6, 385, 387. 

Patna, pp. 187, 222, 280, 385. 

Qanauj, pp. 67, 72, 345—50, 386—9. 

Qutbdbdd, pp. 96-8, 108-9, 116, 126, 155. 

Raieen, pp. 328, 343, 387, 388. 

Ranthambhor, pp. 74, 267, 385-7. 

Ruhtds, p. 384. 

Samdna, p. 227. 

Sambhal^ pp. 301, 344, 387-8. 

Sarhind, p. 241. 

Satgdon, pp. 118, 120, 127, 142, 157, 159, 160, 268, 328-9, 385. 
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Shahahad [District of\ p. 386. 

ShMhgarh, pp. 344-5, 372-3, 387-8. 

Sharlfabdd, pp. 268-9, 329-30, 385. 

^ergadh [Bakkar), pp. 273, 326, 331-2, 368, 385, 388. 

Shergarh, pp. 263, 269-73, 302-4, 330-1, 385-6. 

^ergark [Dehli\ pp. 274, 304-5, 333, 387. 

^ergark [Qanavj), pp. 345-50, 386-9. 

Sind {Sd(uit-i), pp. 180, 218. 

Sultanpur, pp. 59, 62, 80, 118, 120, 142, 155, 157, 159. 

Sundrgdm, pp. 125, 127, 130, 160. 

Tdnda, pp. 280, 385. 

Tardorly p. 67. 

Tilang [Telingdna), pp. 112-13, 116, 126, 155, 157. 

Tirhut, pp. 117, 140, 157, 159. 

TugMuqpur, pp. 117, 140, 157. 

Ujjain, pp. 11, 264, 385, 387. 

Warangal, pp. 155, 159. 
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