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The Tazkirat ul-Muluk by Rafi’uddin
Ibrahim Shirazi: As a Source on the
History of Akbar’s Reign
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The Tazkirat wl-Muluk, a chronicle dealing primarily with the history of
the ‘Adil Shahi Kingdom of Bijapur, was compiled in 1017-20 AH/1608-
1612 a.p. by Rafi'uddin Ibrahim Shirazi, then a high official in the service
of Ibrahim Adil Shah (987-1035 4.1./1579-1626 A.D.). Rafi*uddin Ibrahim
Shirazi was born in Persia around 947 AH./1540-41 A.D. He came to Indin
in 967 A.H./1559-60 A.D. as a trader,® and during the subsequent four or
five years, in connection with his business, travelled across Gujarat, Malwa,
and the Gangetic Plains. Around 972 A.H./1564-65 A.D., he settled in the
Deccan and five years later took up service under “Ali ‘Adil Shah (965-87
AH.[1557-79 AD.) of Bijapur as a khawan-salar? In the service of Ll
rulers of Bijapur, he rose to the position of a high ranking official, 1brahim
‘Adil Shah (987-1035 A.11./1579-1626 A.D.) made him the commandant of
the fort of Bijapur and the Master of the Mint.® That he was still alive in
1028 A.1./1618-19 A.D. is evident from 2 contemporary treatise by a Mughui
mansabdar at Lahore which makes reference to his reputation as 2
man of wide learning.%

The Tuzkirat ul-Muluk comprises ten chapters (fusls), cach of which iy
divided into a number of sections carrying different subheadings, While
Chapters I-V and VII-VIII deal with the history of the Bijupur kingdom,
the remaining three chapters contain notices on the Kings of Gujnrat
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7/ (Chapter VI), the first two Timurid rulers of India (Chapter IX) and the

“/  history of Akbar’s reign (Chapter X). A considerable portion of Rafi'uddin

Ibrahim Shirazi’s narrative on the developments of Akbar’s reign consists

of the events to which he was an eye-witness during his stay in North [ndia
between 1560 and 1564 A.D.

The Tazkirat ul-Muluk has been used as source material primarily for
the history of Bijapur; and frequently also in researches on the early his-
tory of the Bahmani empire. But somehow, the portions dealing with
Akbar’s reign have not been analyzed or cven been properly noticed. It
would, therefore, be useful to assess its veracity and relevance as source
material for the history of Akbar’s reign.

In this paper, an attempt has been made to bring out the significance
of its evidence by identifying the sections that appear to be based on the
author’s personal observation Or on reliable information accessible to him.
While trving to do so, some of the more interesting passages of the text
have been reproduced in English for the benefit of scholars not having
direct access to any one of the extant manuscripts. For this study, the
manuscript preserved in the British Museum has been used. This manu-
script written 1n nastalig was transcribed by a certain Khiman Singh in
1832 4.D.°

Rafi'uddin Ibrahim Shirazi came to Delhi from Gujarat in Zil Hij
967 >.m.\>pmcm7m%$§¢2 1560 A.D.,% whenthe tussle between Bairam
Khan and the nobles who were responsible for persuading Akbar to
announce his dismissal was at its peak. In the first-half of August 1560
A.D., Bairam Khan was still at large mobilizing his supporters in the
Punjab for a showdown with the royalists, which finally came around
23 August 1560 AD.7 when he was defeated at the hands of Shamsuddin
Muhammad Atka near Philaur (Disit. Jullunder). Rafi'uddin Ibrahim
Shirazi appears to have been in Delhi during these crucial days before
proceeding to Sagar SOMe time in 968 A.J1./22 September 1560—10
September 1561 a.p.® No definite information is, however, availablc
about Rafi’uddin ibrahim Shirazi’s whereabouts during the mext one
year. Possibly he was at Sagar till he came to Al Quli Khan’s camp

SCharles Rieu, Catalogue of Persian Manuseripts in the British  Musenm, Yol 11,
p. 316 (b). a

STazkirat wl-Muluk, f. 189a.

“Abul Fazl, Akbar Nama, ed, by Apha Ahmad AN, Asialic Sociely o Dengal,
Vol. 11, p. 112.
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