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PREFACE

The papers reprinted in the present volume
deal with widely diverse topics, but the majority of
them can be grouped under two heads : (1) those
relating to the maritime activities of the warlike
people of Maharashtra and (2) those referring to the
peaceful province of Bengal. The only justification
for republishing stray papers written at different
times during the last ten ycars is that they are
mostly based on unpublished sources not easily
accessible to the average rcader. It is a matter of
great satisfaction that one of the papers has fully
served its purpose. After long hesitation the
Government of Bengal have at last decided to pro-
vide for the preservation of the District records and
transfer them to the custody of the Calcutta Uni-
versity.

T am greatly obliged to my [riend Mr. Anil
Chandra Banerjee, M.A., for the keen interest he
has taken in this publication. He read the proofs,
prepared the index, supplied some notes and saw the
book through the press. My thanks are also due to
the authorities of the Calcutta University for agree-
ing to publish in these days of paper scarcity a book
that is not likely to prove a financial success.

ImPERTAT, RECORD DEPARTMENT,

New Delhi, 3rd January, 1941. } 8. N. 8.






THE EARLY CAREER OF KANHOJI
ANGRIA

Kanhoji Angria occupies a unique position in
the history of his country. For four decades
a terror to the maritime powers of the west-
ern coast, he led his sailors from victory to
victory and raised the naval prestige of Maha-
rashtra to an wunprecedented height.  Yet we
know little or nothing about his early career.
In daring and warlike qualities he atlained such pre-
eminence awmong his  contemporaries that the
Maratha chroniclers could not possibly ignore him;
even when his descendants were called upon by the
Inam Commission to furnish them with a brief
account of the great admiral’s maritime exploits the
traditional account of bis life and carecr had not
altogether been forgotten.  Bub cvery student of
Maratha history knows how little has been preserved
by public memory, and the official account devotes
only a few sentences to the siege of Suvarnadurg
which afforded the future admiral an opportunity of
giving evidence of that uncommon resourcefulness,
unflinching resolution and undaunted courage which
earned him an everlasting renown. It is said that
while leading a forlorn causc he had actually been
captured by the Siddis, but prison walls were no
insuperable barrier to him and before long he swam
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back to the beleaguered castle to lead his comrades
once again to a bold assault. It further adds that he
accompanied Rajaram to Jinji and he was not
appointed to the chief command of the Maratha fleet
until his master’s return to Mabarashtra. This
cannot but be a bare outline and the details are sadly
wanting. It is inconceivable that while the custo-
dian of the castle had decided on capitulation the
garrison should so readily respond to the call of an
inexperienced youngman who had yet to make his
name and fame. It is, therefore, certain, if we
accept the official account of his early career, that
he must have distinguished himself in minor en-
gagements before he could eall upon the dispirited
defenders of Suvarnadurg to follow his lead, and the
incident took place, if this popular account is aceur-
ate, shortly before the demise of Sambhaji. But a
surmise, however logical, can hardly be as satisfac-
tory as well-authenticated facts. The English and
Portuguese sources have proved more informative
about the Angrias than the Marathi records, but
neither the contemporary correspondence of the
English Presidents, nor the official reports of the
Portuguese Viceroys, nor the over credulous gossips
from the far west who visited India in those days,
throw any light on Kanhoji’s carly career. The
first reference to Kanhoji Angria, hitherto traced in
Portuguese papers, is about 1703. By that time he
had already attained considerable fame, for in the
next letter he is addressed as ‘‘ Subedar da Armada
do Sivaji.”” Mr. Bardesai is of opinion that
Kanhoji became chief admiral of the Maratha fleet
after the death of Sidhoji Gujar, which event took
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place in 1697.%, According to the family history the
appointment took place after Rajaram’s return to
Maharashtra and Grant Duff opines that the prince
arrived at Vishalgarh in December, 1697.%2 It is,
therefore, likely that Kanhoji became Subedar of the
Maratha Armad early in 1698, and this surmise is
indirectly supported by a reference to Kanhoji in a
consultation at Bombay Castle on the 6th February,
1698-99.

Here we must retrace our steps and examine
the brief references to the activities of the Shivaji
pirates, as the Maratha captains werc called by the
British merchants. Apparently Kanhoji's exploits
were also included among them, for it seems that he
had not yet achieved that eminence which was short-
ly to be his. In February, 1694-95, a letter from
Surat to Bombay reported that ‘‘ Ram Rajah’s
gallvets have been plundering at the river mouth,
have taken a boat of Mocho goods, computed worth
80,000 rupees; a hoat with ballast we sent to the
William and Mary they scized, but finding nothing
but stones they beat the poor Lascars and flung their
sailes and rigging over board.”’® On the 16th
February, 1695-96, the Emerald on her way from
Calicut to Bombay met some *‘ Savajee people
south-ward of Danda Rajapoor.”* If we accept the
official story that Kanhoji was with Rajaram at
Jinji, he could not have anything to do with the
plunder of the small crafts near Surat or the cruising

1 Marathi Riyasat, Vol. I, p. 688,

2Vol, I, p. 393. .

3 Factory Records, Bombay, Vol. 21, p. 83.
4F. R., Bombay, Vol. 23, p. 11, 2nd set.
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.of the Maratha fleet off Danda-Rajapuri. A letter
from Bombay to the Company, dated the 22nd May,
1698, refers to a Maratha raid to the territories of the
Raja of Karwar. ‘22 Scvajecs boats that came
into the river: landed 800 men within half a mile of
the factory, which plundered what they could finde
from his subjects and offcred no manner of affront to
any in your Honours jurisdiction.””* Again a
letter from Bombay, dated the 10th April, 1699,
urges the necessity of *‘ small vessels for convoyes *’
‘* to encourage the trade of the island,”” ‘‘ for the
Sevajecs and Singanians are now growne stronge
and impudent, so that scarce any boats can pass to
and from the Island without convoyes.””* The
insecurity of the Bombay vesscls may safely be
attributed to Kanhoji’s enterprise but it is not quite
certain whether he inspired or led the Karwar ex-
pedition. For, apparently Kanhoji’s jurisdiction did
not at this date extend to the southern squadron.
From a Portuguese letter, dated the 20th April,
1702, it appears that one Bhavanji Mohite com-
manded the Malwan fleet. Tt is not unlikely that he
belonged to the same family as Achloji Mohite whose
delinquency offered Kanhoji an opportunity of
coming to the front. Two other Portuguese letters,
written in 1705, go to prove that in that year a
squadion of the Maratha flcet was under the com-
mand of one ‘‘ Dauda Khan,”” who is variously
styled as ‘* Sarnobata *’ and *‘ Subedar da Armada
do Sivagy.”’ From the text of one of these epistles

10. C., Vol. 54, No. 6566."
20. C., Vol. 65, No, 6642,
3 Sen, Studies in Indian History, p. 47.
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1t appears that the jurisdiction of this officer extended
to Ratnagiri and his men-of-war visited the port of
Kanara where they had occasion to befriend the
Portuguese.

It will not, therefore, be unrcasonable to con-
clude that from 1698 to 1706 KXanhoji was not the
only Subedar of the Maratha fleet and his jurisdic-
tion was in all probability confined to Kolaba and the
northern regions of the Konkan. In any case he
was in a position to assert his authority over the
Commandant of Padmadurg.

About December, 1698, we learn from a letter
from Bombay to Surat, dated the 20th January,
1698-99,% that ** the Sevajees of Podundroog Castle
neare Danda Rapore (sic.) seized upon two salt ves-
selles belonging to this Island, tooke the Banyans
and others that were on board, imprisoned and most
miserably beate them, saying they cared not for the
English or any elce.”’ The poor Banias were daily
belaboured and a ransom of 20,000 rupees were
demanded of them. TUnable to Dbear the daily
punishment, they executed an agreement to pay the
ransom piovided they were permitted to repair to
Bombay. Six men from Padmadurg accompanied
their captives to receive the promised sum, while
two of the prisoners were left behind as hostages for
the good faith of their friends and companions.
The British authorities at Bombay promptly put the
Padmadurg emissaries under arrest and demanded
the release of the poor Banias. But this had little

1 Sen, Studies in Indion History, pp. 58-54.
3F. R., Bombay, Vol. 16, pp. 42-48.
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effec and Chimnaji Avji (Chunnagee Augee),
Havaldar of Khanderi, replied that his colleague of
Padmadurg ‘* will not obey his orders.”” Then it
was resolved ‘‘ to stop all the salt boats that were
bound for the Sevajee’s country till we have received
a full assurance from the scveral subedars that the
like abuses should not be done to our people for the
future.”’* This embargo on the salt boats had the
desired effect and in the consultation at Bombay
Castle, 6th February, 1698-99, “ The Subedar of
Conagy Angra having wrote the Deputy Governor
for leave for the salt boats to come to his country,
promising that he would get the 2 men that were
imprisoned by Padamdrooke recleast, and that for
the future none of our inhabitanis should be abused,
we permitted the salt vesscll to goe.”’? This is the
first reference by name to Kanhoji, so far as I am
aware, in the English vecords or in any other con-
temporary record.

The amity between Kanhoji and the English
did not apparently endure long. In March, 1700-1,
the Siddi laid siege to Khanderi and Xolaba,
and Bombay found itself between the Devil and the
deep sea. The Siddi falscly complained that
Bombay supplied the ‘“ Sevajees '’ with ammunition
‘“ and because they does (sic.) not supply them the
Sevajees take all vessells belonging to the island that
they can master, and by a great number of their
boats hovering about the island seem to threaten
some mischief to it.’’* The Siddi was badly beaten

1 F. R., Bombay, Vol. 5, pp.-3-4, 2nd set.
1F. R., Bombay, Vol. 5, p. 8, 2nd set.
30. C., Vol. 56, Part 4, No. 7506.
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and compelled to raise the siege of Kolaba and the
‘* Sevajees *’ were again free to turn their attention
elsewhere. Bombay had only two small Manchuas
for its defence. In 1703 the *‘ Sevajee galvetts.’’
presumably belonging to Kanhoji’s squadron, were
worrying the fishermen of Worlee.! In the same
year the Surat merchants wrote to their superiors at
home, ‘* "Tis reported that the Sevajees who are
grown very insolent since the loss of your Honours
small craft at Bombay have taken a Dutch ship.’’
In September of that year the English retaliated
when a ghurab belonging to one of Kanhoji’s men
visited Bombay. In the consultation held at
“Bombay Castle, 13th Sceptember, 1703, we read,
"* Yesterday in the evening came into this harbour
a grab under Sevajec colours, being come from
Aden, which (on examination) proving to have no
pass but to belong {o a place called Girca, near
Rajapore, under the Government of Conajee Angria,
and the said Conajee Angria and his people having
at sundry times commitied many injurious and
piratical actions on the inhabitants of this Island.
In consideration thereof as likewise of the orders
lately received from the General and Council at
Surat concerning them, 'twas agreed and resolved to
embargo and detain here said vessell, cargo and
people til we shall receive their orders concerning
them.’’ The English were to rue this action be-
fore long. In November, next year, information
arrived from a coast-guard that ‘‘ Conjee Angra, a

1F, R., Bombay, Vol. 5, p. 9, 8rd set.
20. C., Vol. 63. No. 8653.
3 F. R., Bombay, Vol. 5, pp. 11-12, 3rd set.
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Savajee pirate, independant on that Raja, came into
the Bay the 22nd instant with seaven galvetts and
anchored with his groab at Pen Rivers mouth, six
of them goeing in out of her sight, but Conjee Angra
road there till yesterday morning the 23d.”” Refer-
ence 1s made to a treaty between Sir John Gayer
and Kanhoji Angria by which the latter had under-
taken not to molest Bombay ships. The text of
this- treaty has not been traced as yet but Kanhoji
had apparently serious gricvances. Bombay was in
a sorry plight. The island ran the risk of being
starved and Mr. William Reynolds was deputed to
wait on Kanhoji *‘ whercver he might be found
‘*“ acquainting said chicf robber his being sent to
him by the English Generall of India, civilly telling
him in words neither more or less that he cant be
permitted searching, molesting or seizing any
boates, groabs or other vessells, from what port,
harbour, place of what nation soever they may be,
bringing provisions, timber or merchandize to Bom-
bay, Mahim or other places from whence they came,
without hreach of that friendship the English nation
has always had with Raja Savajee and all his Cap-
tains in subordination to him.”” Reynolds was at
the same time instructed ‘‘not upon any account, by
word or otherwise, to threaten or insinuate any de-
signe of hostility against him.”’* It is difficult to
understand why the English appealed to the friend-
ship of the Raja and his authority while describing
Kanhoji as a rebel and independent of ‘‘ Raja.
Savajee.”” Kanhoji’s feply was quite frank and

1 Bombay Public Proceedings, Vol. 2, pp. 15, 17, 21.
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unambiguous. His message ran as follows:
‘“ The BSavajees had done many services for
the English that never kept their word with
him; they bhad peace with the Portugueze and
every one of their portes free to them; was
known they had held out warr with the Mogull
forty years, lived now by their sword and
would seize what boates or other vessell belonging
either to the Mogulls vessells from any of his forts
or Mallabarr, excepting such as had Conjee Angras
passports; the English heing at liberty acting as
they please.”’* The Maratha admiral felt that he
was the sovercign of the sea and decided to assert his
authority in a manner not likely to he ignored.

The toll of English loss was quite heavy, as we
learn from a letter from Surat to the Company,
dated 1st March, 1706-07. ** Your Honours will I
presume, from Bombay have a particular account of
the growth of the Sevajec Canajee Angra, there ill
and near neighbour. Hec hath lattely taken g ship
belonging to Mr. Mildmay and your Honours broker
at Carwarr, a ship of Mr. Bouchers of about 200
tons, per cargo amounting to 70,000 rupees, the
Diamond of Madras carrying 12 guns and twenty-six
Europeans, her cargo worth near {wo lakh of rupees,
one of the Islands manchuas, another ship of about
two hundred tons, to whose helonging I don’t yet
.hear, and a Dutch Hoigh man’d with about 26
Dutchmen, besides sundry other small vessels.’’?

Negotiations had indeed been opened for amica-
ble settlement between Kanhoji and the Bombay

1 Bombay Public Proceedings, Vol. 2, p. 80.
20. C., Vol. 62, No. 8514.
218268
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authorities, on whose initiative it cannot be ascer-
tained, but letters were exchanged, and it appears
that Kanhoji denied his responsibility for some of
the. captures, and offered to restore a Pattan ship
belonging to one Samjee Beanselos (Shamji
Bhonsla) of which he had made a prize, ** provided
articles of friendship are agrced upon with the
Rana.”’* The ‘ Rana ’ is evidently Rani Tara Bai,
the regent for the minor Maratha Raja, but nothing
seems to have come out of these negotiations. In
February, 1706-07, Kanhoji captured the Company’s
Manchua cruising off the Mahim river.? In 1710
he made a prize of a Dutch sloop® and two years
later he openly attacked the Portugucse fleet con-
voyed by Luiz da Costa and captured the Governor
of Bombay’s armed yacht and the .1nne of Karwar.

Henceforth we arc on surer grounds, though
there is a brief lacuna here and there, e.g., in 1721.
The records are copious, the facts are well known and
the sequence of events clear and intelligible. ~We
no longer grope in the dark and basc our conclusions
on stray information. The English and the Portu-~
guese records corroborate each other and offer a surer
guide. The foreign sources are more fruitful than
the indigenous, but until recently they did not re-
ceive the attention they deserve. The Portuguese
papers have not yet been thoroughly sifted and
studied, the Dutch sources still remain unexplored
and the French records have only been superficially

1 Bombay Public Proceedings, Vol. 2.
2 Bombay Public Proceedings, Vol. 2, pp. 115-16.
$ Sen, Military System of the Marathas, p. 194,
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examined. When this is done we may expect a
most illuminating history of the Maratha navy, and,
then and then alone shall we be in a position to esti-
mate properly Kanhoji Angria’s services to his king
and country.



THE KHANDERI EXPEDITION OF
CHARLES BOONE

A daring sailor was Kanhoji Angria. His
prowess brought him eternal fame and untold
wealth. Master of the Konkan littoral, lord of the
neighbouring waters, he defied the country powers
and challenged the might of the merchant nations
of the West. The Siddis and the Savants, his
immediate neighbours, felt the weight of his arms ;
the English, the Dutch and the Portuguese found
the Arabian Sea unsafc for their merchant-men
while Kanhoji’s fleet rode there. In 1713 the
English concluded a treaty with the Maratha chief,
and the outstanding differences were settled appar-
ently for good and to the satisfaction of the con-
tracting powers. DBut lasting peace is not possible
where conflict of interests exists, and both the
parties were sullenly biding their time. Hostilities
were renewed when Charles Boone (1716-1720), a
masterful man, took charge of the Government of
Bombay. Ianhoji held that the country boate
freighted by the Bombay merchants were not
covered by the agreement of 1713, and formed good
prizes so long as they were unprovided with his
passes. Boone strongly protested, and when pro-
tests proved of no avail he decided to retaliate in
kind.! Thus began the war which lasted till 1756

1For a detailed discussion s€e Sen, Military System of the Mara-
thas, pp. 196-202. (For a realislic description of Kanhoji's exploits see
Douglas, Bombay and Western India, P. I, pp. 113, 115-16).
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without any interval, and ended with the capitula-
tion of Gheria.

The first important episode in thiz stubborn
contest was Charles Boone’s expedition against
Khanderi or Kenery, a small island which com-
mands to a certain extent the harbour of Bombay.
The island was occupied by a Maratha force in 1679
despite English opposition, and though the hastily
improvised rampart of dirt and stone was fiercely
bombarded by the English and their Abyssinian
allies, the defenders doggedly held on. The English
found their resources hopelessly inadequate for a
prolonged war and the Marathas were left in posses-
sion of their much-valued prize. In 1713, Kenery
was transfeired to KXanhoji's care by his grateful
sovereign,' and when war broke out Boone natural-
ly tried to chase the enemy off his doorsteps.

The first published account of this expedition
is from the pen of Clement Downing, an English
sailor, who possibly took part in the assanlt. But
accuracy was not his forte. Downing's memory
was not as strong as he believed, and as he kept no
notes, confusion of men, events and dates neces-
sarily marred his narrative.  Colonel  John
Biddulph consulted the contemporary records, but
he did not hesitate to borrow freely from Down-
ing’s History whenever he found the details likely
to prove interesting. A very brief outline has been
given in Sir William Foster’s introduction to
Downing, where many of the adventurous sailor’s

1 Biddulph (Malabar Pirates, p. T29) is wrong in suggesting that

this happened in 1710. See Sen, Military System of the Marathas,
p- 199. Foster, Downing’s History of the Indian Wars, p. XIL
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misstatements were for the first time corrected. A
detailed account of the Khanderi expedition may
not therefore be absolutely without interest.
Luckily a day-to-day record of the operations is still
available, the authenticity of which is fairly unim-
peachable. Governor Boone himself assumed the
chief command of the land and marine forces'em-
ployed on the expedition, and he hoisted his flag
on the Addison, then commanded by Richard
Gosfright.! The log of the Addison® gives a detailed
account of the manoeuvring, cannonading, and
assault in which the British fleet was engaged, and
finally its discomfiture.

The fleet and force commanded by Boone were
in number quite formidable from the Indian stand-
ard of those days. On the 1st November, 1718, the
Addison weighed anchor at 2 in the afternoon ‘‘in
company with the Dartmouth, Captain Carter, the
Victoria, the Revenge and Defiance grabbs, the
Fame gully, the Hawke ketch, 2 Bomb ketches and
48 gallivats.”” On the 8rd November, the bombard-
ment of the island began in right earnest. The
Fame left for Chaul with six gallivats, but the
‘‘ Bomb began to play *’ at 3 a.m. and ‘‘ continued
till 8."" The ghurabs fired from day-light till ten
and were answered by the enemy. Angria’s men
could bring only 3 guns into action, and they did
no execution. Buf it is difficult to accept Col.
Biddulph’s assertion that the British men-of-war

" 1 Foster, op. cit., p. 36, Footnote. Not Capt. Hicks who died on
the Tth September, 1718.
2 India Office No. T034.
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failed to make any impression on the garrison, be-
cause ‘‘ the distance was so great that nothing was
affected but waste of ammunition.””* The log of
the Addison positively states that the ghurabs
(grabbs) Victoria, Rerenge and Decfiunce *° were
ordered to goe within gunn shot of the S°, most
part of the island and their ancher.’”’ And this they
apparently did before, not after, as Col. Biddulph
thinks, the cannonading commenced. The Dart-
mouth also ran close to the island, fired a broadside:
and some of the military officers went round with a
pilot to find a suitable landing place. At two in
the afternoon Kanhoji’s fleet came into evidence.
What their objective was it is not possible to sur-
mise. IFrom the beginning Boone had taken care
to cut off all supply of men and munitions from the
mainland and it is not unlikely that Angria’s galli-
vats made an attempt to re-open communication
with Kolaba, Kanhoji’s headquarters on the opposite
shores. But the Victoria, the Revenge and the
Hawke (ketch) began a chasc which had to be aban-
doned at 4 when fourteen of the enemy gallivats
were perceived. The ketch continued to ply her
shells all night and early in the morning (4th
Nov.). Bombardeer Mule was accidentally hurt.
It was then decided to land two assaulting
parties under cover of fire from the ghurabs. The
grenadiers and the marines held themselves ready
as early as 4 in the morning to land on the eastern
shores of the island while a party of 558 Sepoys
under the command of Captain John Miles was to,

1 Malabar Pirates, p. 123.
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land on the opposite side. The Fame returned from
Chaul with the attending gallivats at 2 in the after-
noon and went in the evening with the Victoria and
the Revenge to the castward of the island. The De-
fiance was posted to the S.E. and the Hawke to the
N.W. of Kenery. ‘* The Vessells cannanaded the
island very hott, lvkewise the Island them, they
having about 12 gunns on that side the Island,’” as
we learn from the log of the Addison. The grena-
diers and the marines were landed but the Sepoys
could not he made to follow their example. Intimi-
dation was tried and scveral of them were killed and
wounded ‘* but all to no purpose.”’

On the sixth! the Morrice joined the fleet and at
noon three hundred grenadiers and marines made
two attacks but they were beaten off ** more by the
force of stones hove from the rocks than fier armes."’
Kanhoji's men signalled this success by hoisting a
red flag which appears to have been the Angrian
ensign. The British ghurabs were badly battered
and had to leave their previous position to attend to
their leaks.

On the 7th the ghurabs opened a brisk fire at 6
in the morning which was answered by the
islanders with equal vigour. A small party of
marines succeeded in landing in spite of a strong

1 Biddulph is wrong in saying that the 6th was occupied in mak-
ing preparations for another attack (Malabar Pirates, p. 124). The
log of the Addison mentions the above-mentioned operations. The
casualties were—'* killed : white 8, black 15; wounded : white 20,
black 80.”" Also see Foster, op. ¢it., p. XIV, Biddulph was apparently
misled by C. Downing.
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current. They ran directly to the gates and had
almost cut them open! but as their efforts were
not adequately supported they had to fall back,
‘‘ the enemy at the same time playing very hott
with putheridge (partridge) small armes and conti-
nually heaving stones.’” All attempt to land the
Sepoys proved fufile as on the 5th. The casualty
was rather heavy and the ghurabs suffered grievous-
ly, *‘ the Revenge having received several shott
between wind and water.”” On the 8th a council
of war was held and ‘‘ agreed to goe down to
Calube with the grabbs and gallivats lcaving only the
Defiance and 4 gallivats hetween the Island and the
Main.”’

Thus ended an expedition designed to humble
the proud Maratha sca-lord and to demonstrate the
might of Britain in the castern seas.  The reason
was obvious.  Civilians seldom make good mili-
tary leaders, and Boone was no soldier. The Bri-
tish force consisted mainly of raw recruits, and
their morale had been badly impaired by the failure
of the Karwar expedition of the previous year. As
Colonel Biddulph observes, *‘ It was the old story,
repeated so often on these occasions ; a badly planned
attack carried out half-heartedly by undisciplined
men, under one or two resolute leaders; as soon as
the leaders were disabled, the rest retreated with
more or less loss.”

But contemporary feeling was not so easily
appeased. The Bombay authorities sought a

1 Downing says that John Steele, Garpenter’s Mate of the Mor-
rice, ** had cut the Bar which went across the outer part of the Gate
almost asunder.”

3—1828B
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scape-goat, and found one in Ramaji Kamathi, an
opulent Brahman resident of Bombay. He was
accused of carrying on a treasonable correspondence
with Angria. Though there was hardly any evi-
dence to support this charge, the unfortunate Hindu
was condemned to life-long imprisonment, and his
property was confiscated.

Clement Downing attributed Boone’s failure to
the treachery of a Portuguese renegade. According
to him Manoel de Castro, a deserter from Kanhoji’s
service, claimed an intimate knowledge of Angria’s
ports and was appointed admiral of the British
squadron by Governor Boone notwithstanding the
protests of the officers who knew him betler. This
story has been accepted in toto by Colonel Biddulph,
though *‘ no tracc of this appoinlment has been
found in the Consultations.”’* Biddulph repeats
Downing’s story,—that, ** Manoel de Castro, with
his squadron of gallivats, had heen ordered to lie
off the mouth of the harbour and prevent reinforce-
ments reaching Kennery. Notwithstanding he
allowed five of Angria’s gallivats to slip in ammu-
nition and provisions for the hesieged, of which
they were believed to stand much in need.”’? No
reference to this incident is made in the log of the
Addison where we read that while the ghurabs with-
drew (6th November) to attend to their damages,
“‘Captain John Miles lay all night with 6 gallivats
between Hanary and Cannary to prevent any supply
coming from the Main.”’ There was not a breath
of suspicion against Miles who was employed on

1 Foster, op. cit., p. 85.
2 Malabar Pirates, p. 124,
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diplomatic missions to Kanhoji’'s headquarters on
more than one occasion. Clement Downing never
missed an opportunity of harping upon the prevail-
ing ill-feeling between the Portuguese and the
English in India, and the story of Manocl de Castro
might have been invented to add a point to his
favourite theme. It is improbable, on the face of
1t, that Boone should appoint a complete stranger
whose antecedents were more than shady to an office
of such responsibility as that of the Admiral of the
Fleet when he assumed in person the chief com-
mand of the expedition on the success of which he
had doubfless sct his heart. Ramaji Kamathi suf-
fered in his person and property and Manocel de
Castro in his rcputation because somebody in high
position had committed a blunder, while Kanhoji
went merrily on with his marine projects. Such,
indeed, is the irony of fate!



A MAN OF MYSTERY : APAJI ANGRIA

A veritable man of mystery was Apaji, son of
Kanhoji Angria, lord of Kolaba, chief admiral of the
Maratha fighting fleet and *‘ scourge of the western
coast.”’ Two of his letters addressed to Brahmen-
dra Swami, the holy man of Dhavdashi, are still
extant.! He was specifically mentioned by name
in a letter addressed to the Peshwa early in 1748.2
He joined the Mudagarh expedition and fought
against his brother Tulaji. Yet we Lknow next to
nothing about him. The saint of Dhavdashi was
not likely to take the trouble of addressing Apaji
about grants of rent-frec lands unless he was in a
position to confirm thein. He would not be recom-
mended to the Peshwa as a fit person for His High-
ness’s patronage had he been a mere man of straw.
Apparently Le played a part, however insignificant,
in the complicated history of bis times; but strange-
ly enough, his name finds no place in the official ac-
count of the Angria family submitted to the land
alienation commissioner,® and we seek in vain for
any reference to Apaji in the chronicle of the Angrias
(Hakikat), ascribed to Dabir, a family servant.
How can we explain this anomaly? How could a
son of Kanhoji, who made a bid for power against

1 Paragnis, Brahmendra Swami, pp. 207-208.

2 Selections from the Peshwa Daftar, Vol. 24, p. 19.

3 Koifiyets Yadis, etc., pp. 1-25.

4 Angre yanchi Hakikat in Parasnis's Itihes Sangroha.
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so formidable a rival as Tulaji, be entirely forgotten
by the posterity ?

Kanhoji was a much married man and he left
& numerous progeny. Six of his sons, born in and
out of wedlock, are known by name. Refcrence is
made in Dabir’s Hakilkat to Sekhoji, Sambhaji,
Manaji, Tulaji and Dhondji, while the official
family history asserts that by his first wife Kanhoji
had two sons, Sekhoji and Sambhaji, his second wife
bore him two others, Manaji and Tulaji; Yesaji,
Dhondji and others were his natural sons.! Was
Apaji one of those others whose names were either
forgotten or deemed unworthy of mention when the
official history was compiled? Or should we identi-
fy Apaji with one of the six Angria brothers men-
tioned above? The problem has engaged the
attention of Maratha historians for sometime past,
but I prefer to leave it alone for the present.
Suffice it to say that Rajwade tried to identify Apaji
with Manaji, while Sardesai makes g tentative sug-
gestion that Yesaji and Apaji were prohably identical
persons. It may be added here that according to
the official history, Kanhoji's natural sons including
Yesaji and Dhondji had originally heen attached to
Manaji at Kolaba, but Dhondji and Ycsaji joined in
a conspiracy against Manaji which ended in a failure.
As a consequence the disloyal brothers were thrown
into prison and Yesaji was deprived of his sight.
Subsequently, however, the blind man succeeded in
effecting his escape. He sought asylum with the
Portuguese of Chaul (Revdanda) where he was

1 Raifiyats Yadis, pp. 4-5.
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joined by his wife and children.! Yesaji's son Babu
Rao, more fortunate than his father, usurped the
principality of Kolaba with the support of Sindhia
after the death of Manaji’s son Raghuji.

Marathi chronicles, therefore, offer no clue as to
Apaji’s identity and throw no light on his life and
exploits. Luckily he was not cqually ignored by con-
temporary Portuguese writers, and a brief account
of Apaji, published at Lisbon as carly as 1750, may
be reproduced here for what it is worth, The
author, Jose Freirc Monteroyo Mascarenhas, treated
of Indian affairs in his Epanaphora Indica, the first
part of which appeared in 1746, the second and third
parts followed in 1747, the fourth saw the light next
year (1748), the fifth in 1750 and the sixth part was
published two years later in 1752. This interesting
work might have been continued further, for
Mascarenhas proposed to give an account of what
happened in India during the viceroyalty of the
Marquis of Castello Novo, who did not vacate office
till 1750, but the subscquent parts of the Epana-
phora, if ever published, have not been preserved.

According to Mascarenhas,? Kanhoji had two
wives, of whom the first was Sekhoji and Sambhaji’s
mother, while the second bore Apaji and another son
who remains nameless. According to the Hindu
law Apaji should have succeeded his elder brother
Sambhaji in the principalities of Kolaba and Gheria,
but he was robbed of his patrimony by two bastards,
Tulaji and Manaji. When Shahu concluded a

1 Raifiyats Yadis, p. 7.
9For the entire narrative see FEpanaphora Indica, Part V,
pp. 28-40.
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treaty of partition with his cousin, Sambhaji of
Kolhapur, the overlordship of a part of the Angrian
principality was assigned to the latter. But Tulaji
refused to acknowledge his rights and declined to
pay him tributes. Sambhaji, unable to enforce his
claims, proposed an alliance with the Portuguese
Viceroy against Tulaji, but the Portuguese Govern-
ment were not in a position to accept his offer at
that moment. TFailing to secure their co-operation,
Sambhaji turned to Shahu, who advised him to
make a common cause with Apaji. It was settled
at the time that Sambhaji should wage war against
Tulaji by land jointly with Apaji Angria and the
Savant of Wari, while the Portuguese should be
induced to undertake a naval expedition against
Gheria. Not content with formulating this
scheme, Shahu commissioned IDom Antonio José
Henriques, the Portuguese agent at Satara, to pro-
ceed to Goa and persuade the Viceroy to participate
in the project. But the services of the Portuguese
fleet were urgently needed elsewhere as it was neces-
sary to convoy the merchant fiect from the south and
the north, and the Viceroy politely excused himself.
Tulaji, however, realised the gravity of his situation
and decided to remove Apaji by means fair or foul.
Some of his trusty followers pretended to desert
Tulaji on some suitable pretexts and were readily
welcomed by Apaji. They availed themselves of the
earliest opportunity of executing their fell design.
The murder of Apaji naturally incensed Shahu and
he incited the chief of Wari to fight Tulaji. The
campaign, however, endéd in Angria’s favour.
Shahu then summoned Tulaji to Satara. Tulaji
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paid a visit to the royal court where a judicious dis-
tribution of presents procured him an wunqualified
pardon, after which he safely returned to his head
quarters at Gheria.

Such, in short, is the account of Apaji Angria,
his claims to KXanhoji's fief, his association with the
Chhatrapati of Kolhapur, and his tragic end which
Mascarenhas inserted in his nairative of Indian
events in 1748. The story is not so fantastic as it
may appear at first sight. According to the family
history, Tulaji and Manaji were their father’s legiti-
mate issue but, as Mr. Sardesai has observed, the
legitimacy of Tulaji and his brothers must remain
an open question.! The official history of the
family is by no meants infallible, for it errs about
the date of Kanhoji’s death.2 Mr. P. K. Gode of
the Bhandarkar Research Tnstitute has recently pub-
lished a paper on the Mudagarh expedition in which
his ancestor played a prominent part.? In that
enterprise Apaji co-operated with the Panta Amatya
of Bavada and the Savant of Wari.  The Panta
Amatya was one of the principal ministers of
Sambhaji of Kolhapur, and if Dabir’s chronicle is to
be believed, he had some sort of claim to Ratnagiri,
one of the principal naval stations of Tulaji, with
which the latter refused to part.* The Marquis of
Castello Novo, better known as the Marquis of
Alorna, admits that Sambhaji had about 1748 pro-

1 Sardesai, Marathi Riyasat, Madhya Vibhag, Vol. I, p. 265.

2 Kaifiyats, p. 5, says that Kanhoji died in 1731 whereas he
passed away on 20th June, 1729. Bee Ben, Military System of the
Marathas, p. 212.

3 Bombay University Journal, Vol V, part IV, pp. 81-54,

4 Angre Yanchi Hakikat, p, 11.
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posed an alliance with him against Tulaji and he
also refers to the ‘‘ recent reduction of Masura '’
by the Savant. Reference has been made to the
reduction of Tulaji’s stronghold of Mudagarh by the
joint efforts of Apaji, the Savant of Wari, Bhagavant
Rao Amatya (of Bavda) and the Pratinidhi of
Vishalgarh. In a letter, addressed to the Peshwa
carly in 1748, the writer urges Apaji’s claim to the
Peshwa’s support and also refers to Tulaji’s intend-
ed visit to the royal court.? So far, Mascarenhas”
narrative is substantially corroborated by independ-
ent evidence and the storv of Apaji’s murder may
not be unfounded, for the Portuguese writer seems
to have been uncommonly well-versed in Maratha
affairs.

As to Apaji’s identity, Mascarenhas offers but
a negative clue. As he mentions Sckhoji, Sambhaji,
Tulaji and Manaji besides Apaji, it follows that
Apaji cannot reasonably be identified with any one
of those four. That leaves two alternatives. Apaji
may eitheir be identified with Yesaji or Dhondji, or
he may be one of those sons of Kanhoji who remain
nameless in all the chronicles, Marathi or foreign,
contemporary or otherwise, hitherto available to us.
Dhondo-Appa, however, appears to be a more likely
name than Yesaji Appa.

18en, Studies in Indian History, pp. 212, 205.
1 Selections from the Peshwa Daftar. Vol. 24, p. 19.
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THE ANGRIAS AND THE DUTCH

Kanhoji Angria was not a corsair like Captain
Kidd. He was the Lord High Admiral of the Ma-
ratha fighting fleet and rode the sea under his mas-
ter’s flag, but to most Europeans he was no better
than a common pirate, who seized every ship he
could, held the unfortunate sailors to ransom and
made them labour hard for a scanty subsistence
until they could secure their freedom cither by flight
or by purchase. Yet he derived his authority from
the lawfully constituted government of his people,
and exercised, in the name of his king, the sover-
eignty of the sea in a manner sanctioned by the
ancient customs of the coast. In this respect his
conduct did not differ in any way [rom that of the
Portuguese, the English and the Dutch, and it is
interesting to note that the traling nations from
the west often brought charges of piracy against
each other, but they invariably refused to allow any
vessel, other than their own, to sail without their
passport, unless such a right had been secured by a
treaty or a convention. No self-respecting nation
would quietly concede to another the right of con-
trolling or regulating the movement of their mer-
chant-men across the high road of the sea, and the
result was constant friction. Kanhoji was resolved-
to defend his rights against all his neighbours joint-
ly or severally, and at different times he fought the
English, the Portuguese and the Dutch, The
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struggle did not come to an end with Kanhoji’s
death in June, 1729, but was continued with vary-
ing success by his sons, and the Angrian flect was a
terror which the sea-farers of the eighteenth century
were glad to avoid. The exploits of Kanhoji and
his successors are but vaguely known, and an ac-
count of their relations with the Dutch may be of
some interest to the students of Indian history.
We do not cxactly know when' Kanhoji was
appointed to the supreme command of the Maratha
fleet, but it is clear that he came to blows with
the Dutch East India Company very carly in his
career. In the opening months of 1703 Kanhoji
captured a Dutch man-of-war, as John Burniston,
Deputy Governor of Bombay, informed Sir John
Gayer. In a letter, dated 11th March, 1702-3,
Burniston wrote : ‘‘ we have a report of Cannajee
Angria’s trappaning a Dutch ship of 30 guns who
put in near their port for wood and water, which
their boats went for. The villain took his oppor-
tunity of seizing them and sending his people in
galvets on board, who heing haled by the ship,
answered that they had provision for them, and on
such a pretence surprised and mastered her.’™
How the Dutch retaliated we do not know, but we
may fairly infer that peace and amity had not been
established between them and Kanhoji, who again
made prizes of a sloop and a galley in 1710.2
The Dutch strongly remonstrated with him and
asked him to restore the vessels with all their be-
longings, but Kanhoji quietly retorted that ‘‘ he is

1 Factory Records, Surat, Vol. 100.
2 Letter from Cochin, dated 18th April, 1710—Madras Records.
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not aware of any friendship existing between him
and the Company, nor of any correspondence on the
matter. He does not molest such merchants as
make him presents as do for instance the English,
Portuguese and Moors. Finally he does not hold
himself responsible for the return of prizes.’”

The Dutch Commander of Malabar corres-
ponded with his official superiors at Batavia about
some effective measures against Kanhoji's high-
handedness on the high seas, but nothing came out
of it. In 1710 Kanhoji was at war with the Portu-
guese and the Siddi. His relations with the English
were also far {rom cordial, for he seized an English
boat in 1712. In 1718, Charles Boone, Governor
of Bombay, proclaimed war against Angria, and a
few years later Kanhoji’s territories were invaded
by a joint Anglo-Portuguese force hy land and sea.
It is, therefore, likely that during these years of
trouble and turmoil Kanhoji did not like to add to
his enemics hy offering any {resh offence to the
Dutch, or more probably, the Dutch themselves
had been more careful, and cautiously avoided the
Maratha fleet.

Twenty-eight years had passed before the
Angrian fleet again engaged a Dutch squadron of
three ships, two of which were captured. Kanhoji
was no longer in the land of the living, his eldest
son Sekhoji also had passed away, and the command
of the Angrian fleet was held by Sambhaji Angria
Sarkhel, an intrepid sailor of uncertain temper. The
official account of this battle sent home from Ceylon

1 Press List of Ancient Dutch Records, pp. 7-8.
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under the signature of Captain Grombrugge, Chief
‘mate Pieter Jansz  Bors and Second mate
-Willem Cramers of the Noordwoolfs Bergen, the only
ship that cscaped capture, has been preserved in the
Public Record Office at the Hague and is well worth
quoting.

‘“ At 14 degrees of longitude (on their way to
Mocha) on Sunday, the 23rd of March, 1738 in the
morning at the 4th bell, we were reading a text to
the crew, viz., Luke 5, verse 5, when we observed
North of us eight ships sailing before the wind and
in our direction. After finishing our religious cere-
mony with prayer and song, we hailed the Magdale-
na who had been fighting with the pirates the year
before and when we asked them for their opinion as
to the approaching vessels, they replied ‘‘ those are
fishers with dry nets.’’

Keeping near to the yacht we gave the signal
for drawing up in battle array, turning Southwest,
where the sea was 13 fathom deep.

We had 4 guns, the pirates approached with
15 sails (8 goeraps, 5 large and 2 small galliots)
and started firing at the 1st bell p.m.; we got a
six pounder through our sternpost. Three large
galliots attacked the Zeelands Welvaren and not-
withstanding their defence, they boarded the ship ;
we advanced to their relief and succeeded in this
purpose, but the. Magdalena had not kept near us,
as was their duty, they now came alongside the
Zeelands Welvaren, who told them that they were
free of the pirates, but thdt only 8 or 9 of the crew
survived.






