122

Erdkunde

Band 49/1995

IMPERIAL DESIGN AND MILITARY SECURITY
The changing iconography of Shahjahanabad-Delhi!’

With 4 figures and 1 supplement (VI)

THoMAs KrRAFFT and EckarT EHLERS

Zusammenfassung: Imperiale Planung und militdrische
Sicherheit: Zur Veranderung der Ikonographie von
Shahjahanabad-Delhi

Hauptstédte sind ein Spiegelbild der politischen Kultur
eines Landes: ihre konkrete Lokalisierung, das zu Grunde
liegende Planungskonzept, die architektonische Gestal-
tung, die Ikonographie - dies alles ist materialisierter Aus-
druck vorherrschender Ideologien. Dies gilt besonders fiir
Hauptstadte im Grenzbereich unterschiedlicher Kultur-
kreise und/oder Gesellschaftssysteme. In diesen Konflikt-
zonen unterschiedlicher, zum Teil auch konkurrierender
Kulturen kommt der Inszenierung und symbolischen Legi-
timierung der Macht durch die Anlage einer reprisenta-
tiven Umgebung fiir das Staatszeremoniell besondere Be-
deutung zu.

Delhi, die historische Hauptstadt zahlreicher (nord-)
indischer Reiche und der Regierungssitz des unabhingigen
Indiens, ist seit Jahrhunderten gepragt von den unter-
schiedlichen kulturellen und gesellschaftlichen Einfliissen
auf dem Subkontinent. Die Stadtgeschichte reicht zuriick
bisin das zweite vorchristliche Jahrtausend, fiir das mit dem
indischen Nationalepos Mahabharatha literarische Hin-
weise auf die legendare Hauptstadt der Pandawas, Indra-
prashta, auf dem Gebiet des heutigen Delhis vorliegen. Der
spateren Phase als Regierungssitz wechselnder hinduisti-
scher Firsten folgt eine tber Jahrhunderte andauernde
Pragung durch islamische Eroberer, die von Delhi aus
islamische Reiche auf dem Subkontinent mit sich standig
verandernden Einfluflbereichen regieren.

Auf der Grundlage mehrerer historischer Stadtpliane aus
dem 19. Jahrhundert zeichnet dieser Aufsatz die Verande-
rung der Stadtgestaltung der letzten dieser islamischen
Stadtgriindungen (Shahjahanabad), die in der Blitephase
des Mogulreiches von Shah Jahan als imperiale Hauptstadt
eines islamischen Grofireiches erbaut wurde, nach. Das
militarische Sicherheitsinteresse der britischen Kolonial-
macht, das insbesondere nach der blutigen Niederschla-
gung des Aufstandes von 1857/58 im Vordergrund aller
stadtplanerischen Uberlegungen stand, bewirkte eine
grundlegende formale wie funktionale Transformation der
Stadt, deren symbolische Bedeutung fiir die Muslime
Indiens durch eine Abwertung zu einem kolonialen Militar-
und Handelsstiitzpunkt gebrochen werden sollte.

1 Introduction: The symbolism of cities

Capitals are - and have always been — mirrors of the
political culture of states and governments. They

symbolize values, be they historical, religious or
political. Location of capitals, their layout and ar-
chitectural design, their iconography: all these are ex-
pressions of ideologies. Capitals are also, and pro-
bably even more so, seat and symbol of power. They
exert territorial and spiritual control over a country
and its population. In line with Tuan (1977, 173) ac-
cording to whom cities symbolize “a centre of mean-
ing”’, ““a symbol” or even represent a paradigm “for
an ideal human community”’, especially capital cities
are much more than a mere conglomerate of buildings
or quarters. They are the representation of political or
religious power of a state or nation. As such they are
centres of both meaning and ideology.

In cross-cultural perspectives cities have also been
interpreted as expressions of specific regional cultures
or civilizations. In such approaches urban form, ur-
ban functions or urban life styles have been con-
sidered as unique or at least specific expressions of
religious belief systems or political ideologies. For the
Indian subcontinent and its Hinduistic culture SINGH
(1987) has combined cultural landscape analysis with
a ‘“search for identity in India”. More recently the
same author (SINGH 1994) has spoken of “sacred land-
scape in Hinduism” while GurscHow (1994) discuss-
ed the importance of Varanasi/Benares as the per-
ceived “centre of Hinduism”. In contrast, according
to Pieper (n. d.) Hyderabad in the Deccan was

1) Thisarticle is the result of the reconstruction of a hand-
drawn map, kept in the map section of the India Office
Library in London. Redrawn by the Cartography Section
of the Departments of Geography, University of Bonn, this
map was subject of a special publication (EHLERs a. KRAFFT,
1993). The authors are greatly indebted to Dr. ANDREW
S. Cook, the head of the Map Section of the Oriental and
India Office collections of the British Library, who provided
help and assistance during all stages of our archive work.
Dr. Coox also helped in obtaining the permissions to repro-
duce this map and provided the photographs for figures 2, 3
and 4.

Special thanks are due to the Deutsche Forschungs-
gemeinschaft for the financial support of the research work.
The print of the attached map also was supported by the
Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft, which is equally ac-
knowledged with thanks.
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designed as “a Qur‘anic paradise in architectural
metaphors” representing but one example of the sub-
continent’s rich Islamic heritage.

In view of these considerations it is understandable
that in regions where different cultures meet or com-
pete, conflicts over ideas and ideologies, clashes be-
tween different factions of urban or national societies,
struggles for power and supremacy occur. In that
respect, capital cities serve as a kind of burning-glass
for the ““clash of civilizations”, in which conflicts of
regional or national dimensions are focussed.

Delhi, the traditional and modern capital of India,
has always been such a focus of controversies. The
very name signals contrast: Delhi - Old Delhi - New
Delhi! The juxtaposition of these names is much more
than a historical differentiation of urban growth and
development. It stands for deep-rooted differences in
urban form and structure as well as history. Old
Delhi: that is identical with the historically grown cen-
tre of the present-day city grown around Shah Jahan’s
creation and enclosed by the urban fabric of the 19th
and 20th centuries. New Delhi: that is the modern
capital of India, founded on early 20th century’s
ideals of European planning under British rule, and
grown, almost beyond control, since independence.
Thus: Delhi as a whole epitomizes various periods of
India’s glorious past, of colonial rule, and independ-
ence.

But Delhi stands for more than that: it also sym-
bolizes India’s historical heritage between Hinduism
and Islam not only in a religious sense, but even more
so in regard to political leadership and cultural diver-
sity. Without going into the details of Delhi’s urban
development, the present capital - more than any
other city in India - reflects the rise and fall of empires
of both Hindu and Islamic rulers. Present-day Delhi
embraces HEARN’s (1906) almost legendary “seven
cities” as predecessor capitals within its city-limits,
though the correct count is more than a dozen cities
even before Shah Jahan founded his new capital at
this site. Delhi’s early history goes back and vanishes
into the mists oflegend. However, popular tradition
and some archeological evidence have identified the
legendary Indraprastha (1500 B. C.) - capital of the
Pandavas as described in the epic Mahabharata -
with Delhi.

The creation of Shahjahanabad as a magnificent
manifestation of Islamic rule on the subcontinent
under the Great Moguls has left a lasting imprint on
Delhi’s present form and structure. A great number
of architectural icons such as palaces, mosques,
caravanserais, fountains and gardens characterize the
Walled City as the historical core of the Indian capital

- now known as Old Delhi (Shahjahanabad). But
more than that: Old Delhi has harboured until today
a considerable number and percentage of the capital’s
Moslem population. One may therefore say that the
enclosed urban fabric and social/religious structure of
Old Delhi is a mirror and living example of the
subcontinent’s centuries old cultural and religious
dualisms and diversities that have characterized the
history and culture of this region (Fig. 1). Uprisings,
clashes, confrontations, riots and unrest among the
Moslem residents of Old Delhi and between Hindus
and Moslems are more or less regular events in this
part of India’s capital city, reflecting historic antago-
nisms and modern disparities within the Indian socie-
ty (KraFFT 1993). It is before this background that the
following analysis of 19th century Shahjahanabad-
Delhi should be seen. The description of historic
Delhi and its changes in the aftermath of the Indian
Rebellion of 1857 is more than an interpretation of old
maps. It is intended to be a documentation of urban
planning and urban change in connection with
ideology and the representation of power. Planned by
its founder as a “veritable heaven on earth” (Nagv1
1986, 143) and interpreted as an “axis mundi - the
centre of the earth and the intersect of the celestial
and the mundane” (BLAkE 1986, 153), British con-
quest changed it from an imperial city to a military
stronghold, to a commercial and administrative
center of an imperialist power.

2 Shahjahanabad: An Islamic imperial capital

Fatehpur Sikri and Shahjahanabad number among
the most significant architectural documents of the
heyday of the Mogul empire in India. Fatehpur Sikri,
Akbar’s grandiose new city, some 40 km west of Agra
only served as the capital of the Mogul empire for a
few years(1571/72-1585). Through this choice of site,
Akbar demonstrated his close ties to the Chishtiyyah,
the most important and influential traditional Sufi
line at that time. The city was built using a uniform
architectural concept based on a new synthesis of
Hindu and Indo-Islamic stylistic elements. Thus,
Fatehpur Sikri was a manifestation in stone of
Akbar’s new administrative organization of the em-
pire and his tolerance towards different cultures
(cf. BRAND a. Lowry 1987; PeTrRUCCIOLI 1988).

The Mogul empire reached its zenith under
Akbar’s grandson, Shah Jahan (in power 1628-58).
His reign constitutes a phase of great political stabili-
ty, economic prosperity and great artistic freedom.
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Not only artists and poets from all corners of his em-
pire were gathered at Shah Jahan’s court, but also
from other parts of the world. Persian artists in par-
ticular enjoyed the generous patronage of the Mogul
ruler. However, with regard to his policies towards
religion, Shah Jahan moved away from the tolerant
attitude of his grandfather aimed at integrating all
the different religious beliefs on the subcontinent.
Possibly as a concession to the increasingly influential
orthodox members of the Islamic ‘ulama, the pilgrim-
age tax was reintroduced for Hindus and conversion
to Hinduism was forbidden. The building of Hindu
temples was prohibited and for the first time in more
than half a century, there were occasional cases of
temples being destroyed on the orders of the Mogul
ruler (ScHiMMEL 1980, 951f.).

Already as a young man, Shah Jahan developed a
strong personal interest in architecture and town
planning (AsHER 1992, 171f.). During the first decade
of his reign the palace districts and urban infrastruc-
ture of Agra and Lahore were reconstructed and
developed at tremendous expense. Under Shah
Jahan, Mogul architecture reached its absolute peak
with the Taj Mahal as the epitome of this stylistic
epoch. Although the planning and supervision of all
building projects were in the hands of a group of
court architects, Shah Jahan still had a direct creative
influence (KocH 1991a, 96). Inayat Khan’s Shah
Jahan Nama (BEGLEY a. DEsa1 1990) contains numer-
ous indications of the ruler’s direct influence on the
design of the projects which he initiated. Thus, the
ruler set the style for building projects in his empire,
imitated and enhanced by the nobles of his court.

Shah Jahan liked to see himself as the “‘renewer of
Islam in India”. According to Kocn (1991a, 117)
Shah Jahan had more mosques erected than any of
his predecessors and the nobility followed suit, mak-
ing his reign the golden age of mosque-building in
India. However, it is also an indication of the increas-
ing importance of religion for the legitimation of his
sovereignty in the Mogul empire.

In the twelfth year of his reign, Shah Jahan decided
to build a new imperial capital for his empire and
directed a planning group at his court to look for the
most suitable site for the new capital. The link to the
established tradition of the empire and its rulers was
of considerable importance in selecting the site for the
new capital. Moreover, a minimum existing infra-
structure was required to ensure rapid progress in
construction. Both Delhi and Lahore fulfilled these
criteria and were shortlisted (IMam 1986, 14). In
deciding on Delhi, Shah Jahan deliberately continued
a tradition regarding Delhi as the political and

religious centre of Islamic rule in India. For RicHARDS
(1978), the shifting of the capital to Agra under Akbar
had been a deliberate break with tradition:

“For two and a half centuries Delhi had been the

unassailable redoubt, a refuge for Indian Muslims

and the seat of the Sultans of Hindustan. By mov-
ing[...] to Agra, and later to [. . .] Fatehpur Sikri

[...] Akbar reduced existing associations of legiti-

mate rulership with Delhi. Neither Akbar nor a

possible rebel could henceforth claim the imperial

throne by virtue of possession of the citadels, the
palaces, or the active support of the volatile popula-

tion of the old imperial city” (p. 255).

Shah Jahan reversed this step by also making a
geographical return to the roots of Islamic rule in
India. He thus documented the inextricable links of
his reign in a traditional line of Moslem rulers, who
had governed Islamic empires in India for centuries
from this site.

BLAKE (1991) characterizes the Mogul empire as an
example of a ‘“patrimonial-bureaucratic empire”.
The ruler’s personal authority is the decisive feature
of this system. His retainers owed him and not an in-
stitution or the state loyalty. Maintaining a firm link
between his retinue and the court was accordingly a
prerequisite for holding on to power. So Mogul rulers
regularly travelled the major parts of their empire
thus renewing personal links to their retinue.
Members of the nobility and holders of high office
were obliged to attend the court regularly and all the
courtiers regularly accompanied the ruler on his
journeys round the empire. The continuous presence
of the closest relatives of different officials or allies at
court ensured their continuing loyalty to the ruler.
The rotation of offices and functions within the em-
pire also served this purpose.

The hierarchical administrative system of the
Mogul empire since Akbar (from the organization of
the smallest unit, the village, to the administration of
a whole province) as well as the regular exchange of
officials and positions ensured a minimum of control
ofthe entire empire over along period of time. But the
cultural influence of Islam declined from the centre to
the periphery:

“One may envision the Mughal empire as a

hybrid, Islamic - in the broadest sense - at the cen-

tre; Indian in the provinces. An Ottoman Sultan
would have found the central bureaucracy familiar;

a Chola Radjah would have understood the limited

imperial role in the provinces. One may also de-

scribe the Mughal government as an imperial cen-
tre supported by a shifting structure of segments”

(STrEUSAND 1989, 181).
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Fig. 1: The Mogul Empire, 1526-1707: Changing spheres of influence
Source: F. RoBINsON: Atlas of the Islamic World Since 1500. Oxford 1982

Das Mogulreich 1526-1707: Wechselnde Einflufbereiche

Thus, the layout and development of the capital
cities of the Mogul empire was an important factor in
the demonstration of political, economic and especial-
ly ritual dominance with the empire.

Delhi offered Shah Jahan ideal conditions for its
development into the political and ritual centre of the
empire. Apart from its historical significance as the
traditional capital of the Moslem empires in northern
India, Delhi was also one of the leading religious cen-
tres of Islam on the subcontinent. With its numerous
shrines, tombs and burial places of Muslim dynasties,
Delhi was one of the most important places of pilgrim-
age in the 17th century for Moslems in northern India
(c. f. different articles in TroLL 1989).

Shah Jahan visited several of these holy places
between 1643 and 1648. He made pilgrimages to the
dargah of Shaikh Nizan al-Din Auliya, one of the most
important Chisti sufis, several times, as well as to the
tomb of the Mogul ruler Humayun. On his various
visits to Delhi Shah Jahan consciously forged a link
between his own reign and Delhi’s erstwhile greatness
(KocH 1991Db).

As a result of his detailed local knowledge, Shah
Jahan directly influenced the choice of a suitable site
for the establishment of a new capital. The area be-
tween the historic settlements (of former imperial
capitals) and the Salimgarh fort at the river banks
provided sufficient room for the development of
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a large city (BEGLEY a. DEsay 1990, 403ff.). The
Salimgarh fort - built as a military post in the 1540s -
served as a base for the architects and court engineers
entrusted with the organization of the construction.
The former capital of Sher Shah Sar to the south of
the huge building site provided accommodation and
an infrastructure for the thousands of workers.

Shahjahanabad was by and large a planned city,
the appearance of which was meant to reflect the
greatness and significance of the Mogul rule. How-
ever, it was not built on an unsettled site, with the
result that some existing elements (mosques, graves,
streets etc.) were incorporated into the overall con-
cept. During the first construction phase, the palace
district was built. By choosing a site on the north
eastern edge of the city directly on the banks of the
Yamuna river, the river could be included in the
defence concept as a natural barrier. The palace
district was designed for some ten thousand inhabit-
ants and was practically a city within a city. It took ten
years to build and on 19 April, 1648, Shah Jahan
made his triumphal entry (BEGLEY a. DEsar 1990,
408f.). The construction of the actual city was still in
full swing at this time.

The planning and layout of sections of the city
followed formal geometrical patterns, which were a
synthesisof Indo-Islamic and Hindu stylistic elements.
The degree and effect of these different elements have
given rise to much speculation time and again (cf.:
ANSARI a. SHAHEER 1980; BEpGE 1978; BLAKE 1991
Nok 1986). There is substance to the belief that Shah
Jahan was inspired by reports about the building of
Isfahan. Since the return of Humayun from exile,
there was constantly quite a large group of Persians
present at the Mogul’s court. Persian was the prefer-
red medium for literature and poetry at the court, and
Persian artists had a permanent effect on the develop-
ment of architecture, music and painting (cf. different
articles in DELvVOYE 1994). The continuous stream of
travellers from all over the world, attracted by tales of
the Moguls’ fabulous wealth and the empire’s far-
reaching trading links ensured a constant flow of in-
formation. It may therefore be assumed that Shah
Jahan had detailed knowledge of the layout of Isfahan
and its architectural concept.

Shahjahanabad comprised a framework of planned
infrastructure and existing elements in between,
which make the city a functional entity. The planned
infrastructure included apart from the palace district,
the Friday mosque and the other mosques endowed
by members of the nobility with complementary en-
dowments in the form of awgaf. The main thorough-
fares, with their bazaars and caravanserais, the

sophisticated water supply with canals and wells, the
great gardens inside and outside the city and the all-
encompassing city wall with its fortifications formed
additional elements of the planned infrastructure,
constructed to uniform specifications. However, the
layout of these planning elements was influenced by
topographical conditions, as well as, in part, existing
buildings (especially mosques and graves of saints), so
that absolute symmetry was not achieved, and was
probably not even thought to be desirable. The open
spaces between these different elements of infrastruc-
ture were available for future development by the
prospective residents. Shah Jahan awarded building
plots to the nobility for them to construct their city
palaces. He followed a principle already used by
Akbar when building Fatehpur Sikri. The retinues
and the servants of the nobility in turn built their own
accommodation in the vicinity of the city palaces
which were focal points for the development of the dif-
ferent sections of the city (mahallas).

The city enjoyed tremendous growth under Shah
Jahan. At the end of his reign, Shahjahanabad was
the largest city in the Mogul empire with probably
several hundred thousand inhabitants. Already under
Aurangzeb there followed a phase of stagnation,
which continued under his successors to the final
phase of the Mogul empire in the 18th and 19th cen-
turies known traditionally as the twilight of Mogul
rulein India. The development of the city was marked
by a drop in population and stagnation in trade and
business in the second half of the 18th century. The
city was conquered and plundered over and over
again, however without any significant damages to its
basic structures.

Between 1803 and 1857 Delhi was actually under
the control of the East India Company. After the vic-
tory at the Battle of Panipat in 1803 the British took
over control in Delhi. The sphere of influence of the
Mogul ruler was limited, in spite of the splendid name
“King of Delhi”’, to the immediate palace district. By
retaining the nominal sovereignty of the Mogul ruler,
who was in reality nothing more than a British pen-
sioner, the British were able to establish themselves
very quickly in Delhi without meeting any significant
resistance from the local population. During this
first phase of British rule in Delhi the city rapidly
recovered from the setbacks of the previous phase.
The city’s population started to grow again, as did
trade and business. In 1845/46 the population of
Delhi was approx. 140,000 of whom about 48 % were
Moslems and 52% Hindu. Culturally, Delhi experi-
enced a second heyday, epitomized by the expression
“Delhi Renaissance”. During this phase, British
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interference with the structural fabric and the internal
organization of the city was minimal and Delhi retain-
ed, apart from British sovereignty, both formally and
functionally, the character of a Mogul city (cf. Gupta,
1981, 3ff.).

3 Morphology and morphological elements of 19th century
Shahjahanabad

A historical manuscript map of Delhi located in the
map-archives of the India Office Library in London is
probably the most comprehensive single source for
reconstructing the morphology of the former Mogul
capital during the first half of the nineteenth century.
This map is, as far as we know, a unique and also
extremely conspicuous piece of cartography. The
hand drawn and hand coloured map is striking not
only by its size of approximately 100 by 100 cm, it also
contains a wealth of detailed information in written
form or in symbols and colours. No date is given on
the original manuscript, but from the urban and
architectural fabric which it contains it can be dated to
the short period between 1845 and 1855. Origin,
author and purpose of the map are so far unknown as
well. But it seems possible, that the map was produced
under British supervision in context with the census of
1845/46. However, the original inscriptions on the
map are in Persian. The following interpretation of
the physical layout of Shahjahanabad-Delhi is based
on this map as the main source (Supplement VI).

3.1 Water supply and recreation

The hot and mostly dry climate of Delhi made it
necessary to develop an hydraulic strategy in order to
ensure a constant, year-round supply of water of its
numerous population. Therefore part of the Yamuna
had been diverted from a point many miles north of
Delhi and coaxed into an interlaced system of chan-
nels. The first section of the main canal had been built
during the rule of Sultan Firuz Shah Tughluq (1351-
1388). This canal was repaired and improved in 1561
and then again extended to the new capital under
the order of Shah Jahan. The canal ran through the
outskirts of the city, watering gardens and fields. It
entered the city by the Kabuli Gate in the north-
western part of the city and then split into two
branches. One branch flowed down the middle of
Chandni Chawk. The other one passed through the
gardens north of Chandni Chawk and then entered

the palace near the Shah Burj. Water flowed in a
marble channel through all the buildings on the
eastern wall. Other channels provided water for the
gardens, streets and houses inside the fort.

Apart from the canal there were in and around
Shahjahanabad several wells, springs, step-wells and
tanks. These wells had to provide the drinking water
during periods when the canal ran dry, like in the late
eighteenth century when the city lacked a sufficiently
organized administration. The Main Canal was
reopened in 1821 and again provided potable water to
the city dwellers. In 1846 alarge tank was constructed
between the palace and Khass Bazar. Linked to the
main canal, the Ellenborough Tank (popularly known
as ‘La‘l Diggi’) was to serve as a reservoir for drink-
ing water,

Irrigated gardens as features of climatological con-
trol and as recreational areas were an important ur-
ban element with a long tradition in India (CrowE a.
Haywoob 1972). For the pious Moslem, the garden
served as a reminder of the Quranic paradise (BROOKEs
1987, MoyniHAN 1982). The Mogul gardens were laid
out according to the Persian chahar bagh concept, but
were less rigid because of the fusion of various Indo-
Islamic traditions and Hindu craftsmanship.

Most of the gardens of Shahjahanabad lay in the
vicinity just outside the city walls. Many large court-
yard residences (hawélis) in the city also had enclosed
gardens. But the most beautiful and with almost fifty
acres by far the largest garden was the Sahibabad,
built by Jahanara Begum north of Chandni Chawk
in 1650.

3.2 The spatial texture of living and working

Until 1857 the British more or less retained the
Mogul system of administering the city. From the
kotwali, in Chandni Chawk the kotwal and his twelve
thanadars policed the city, controlled the markets and
bazaars and collected taxes and duties, as in the past.
The only difference was that the kotwal was now either
British or acting under the supvervision of a British
official. The city was divided into 12 thanas (wards)
each under the control of a thanadar. Each thana was
again subdivided into several mahallahs (neighbour-
hoods). The thanadars maintained up-to-date statistics,
including tax lists and information on the population
residing in their respective thana.

The spatial system of the city was based on an
extensive hierarchical organization which allowed a
heterogeneous population to live together. The shari ‘a
values were accommodated by differentiating the
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city’s territory into public, semi-private and private
space. The city was separated from the surrounding
land by a wall and moat. Passing through the city
gates marked the passage from one dominion to
another. The main thoroughfares, the additional
through roads and the bazaars were public space. The
mahallahs were sealed, homogenous units within the
city. They could only be reached by means of several
gates. The alleys in the mahallah were therefore semi-
private space, while the court yard houses were pri-
vate space separated once again from the outside
world by a gate. Mahallas were often referred to by the
name of the individual whose hawéli dominated
them, or of the vocation of the people who lived there.
It is this spatial organization based on Islamic law
principles which eventually defines the Islamic
character of the city (EHLERs a. KraFFT 1993; HAKIM
1986).

The main axes of the city were two major avenues
connecting the fort to the city gates. The larger and
more important one was Chandni Chawk running
from the Lahori Gate of the fort to the Fatahpuri
Masjid. The road was thus laid out between two focal
points of the city. Chandni Chawk was forty yards
wide and originally contained more than 1500 shops
of a uniform design. Each shop occupied one room
under one section of a long arcade. One branch of the
main canal with trees on either side flowed through
the centre of the street. Chandni Chawk was divided
into three sections by two squares. The first section
from the fort to the rectangular square was the
favourite bazaar for the members of the imperial
household. To the south of the square was the kotwali,
the seat of the city’s magistrate and police. The second
octagonal square established a cross axis to the north,
where a large serai was constructed for privileged
merchants. A large hammam was also added to the
complex.

The second avenue was Faiz Bazaar north-south
from the Akbarabadi Gate of the fort (or Delhi Gate)
to the Delhi Gate of the city. This bazaar had
more than 800 shops of a similar design to those on
Chandni Chawk. The square (chawk) at the northern
end of Faiz Bazaar was 160 yards long and about
60 yards wide and had a pool and fountains in the cen-
tre. To the west of this square, Nawab Akbarabadi
Begum built an impressive mosque and next to it a
large serai. On the eastern side, opposite the mosque
and the sera: she constructed a hammam.

In addition to the two main avenues another impor-
tant bazaar was laid out between the fort and the Fri-
day mosque. The Khass Bazar was also divided into
two parts by another chawk. It was a popular bazaar

crowded with healers, story-tellers, astrologers and
dancing girls. Every Friday the royal procession
attending Friday prayers had to pass through this
bazaar. Khass Bazar was therefore designed as an
extension of the ceremonial space of the Mogul court.
The French traveller Frangois Bernier, who spent
considerable time in Shahjahanabad during the reign
of Shah Jahan’s successor Aurangzeb gave a detailed
description of the royal procession:

“The king repairs to this mosquée [Jama Masjid]

every Friday, for the purpose of prayer [...]. The

streets through which he passes are watered to lay
the dust and temper the heat: two or three hundred
musketeers form an avenue from the gate of the for-
tress, and as many more line both sides of a wide
street leading directly to the mosque. [. . .] Five or
six horsemen, well mounted, are also ready at the
fortress gate, and their duty is to clear the way
for the king [...]. These preparations completed,
his Majesty leaves the fortress, sometimes on an
elephant, decorated with rich trappings, and a
canopy supported by painted and gilt pillars; and
sometimes in a throne gleaming with azure and
gold, placed on a litter covered with scarlet or
brocade, which eight chosen men, in handsome
attire, carry on their shoulders. A body of Omrahs
follow the king [...] and among the Omrahs are
seen a great number of Monsebdars, and the

bearers of silver maces” (BERNIER 1983, 280).

Chandni Chawk and Faiz Bazaar were also royal
procession routes. The Mogul ruler, leading religious
processions, had to pass through Chandni Chawk on
his way to the ‘idgah or to visit the Fatahpari Masjid.
The bazaar was the favourite scene for religious and
wedding processions of the nobility. Similarly the
royal procession passed on several occasions during
every year through Faiz Bazaar on its way to attend
the ‘urs-ceremonies held at the different shrines and
dargahs in the southern vicinity of the city. Therefore
the three main bazaars of Shahjahanabad were
designed not only to serve economical needs but also
to stage important ceremonial functions which were
part of the Mogul ritual of representing and legitimiz-
ing the imperial power.

Besides these three main bazaars several others
existed all over the city. Along other through roads
specialized bazaars developed in close association
with workshops or karkhanas. Most of the mahallahs
also had local bazaars or markets serving the needs of
the neighbourhood. The serais for the long distance
trade were also concentrated along the main bazaars
or the secondary routes and could easily be accessed
through one of the several city-gates. The Hindus’
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religious processions were confined to these second-
ary routes under the Mogul rule.

3.3 Imperial space

Just as Shahjahanabad was divided into imperial
(fort/palace) and ordinary space (city) the palace was
similarly divided. Its axes were precisely aligned with
the cardinal points of the compass. In the centre was
the public audience hall (Diwan-i-Am). West of it was
the ordinary space, open to the public. Here were the
bazaars, the imperial karkhanas, the offices and the
two gateways to the city, Lahori Gate and Akbarabadi
Gate. An architectural innovation in India was the
covered bazaar between the Lahori Gate and the
square in front of the Naqqar Khana. The members
of the imperial household residing in the palace came
here to shop and stroll shaded from the sun.

Special permission was needed to go beyond the
west side of the Diwan-i-Am. North of it were the
palace gardens which again were laid out according to
the classical Persian chahar-bagh concept. East of it was
the private palace area with the marble appartments
along the river front. South of the Diwan-i-Am was
the most private part of the fort, the harem. Through-
out the fort, every detail is formal and regular, based
on an extensive grid of squares. Within this plan, each
building is placed according to its function. The inti-
mate relationship between the delicate buildings in
the private area of the palace contrasts strikingly with
the great public vista that leads from the Lahori Gate
through the covered bazaar and the Naqqar Khana to
the Diwan-i-Am. In the city this central axis of the
fort continued into the wide boulevard of Chandni
Chawk to the Fatahpuri Masjid and even beyond to
the ‘idgah outside the city wall.

The fort/palace provided the main stage for the
Mogul imperial ritual. But the day-to-day routine in-
cluded also the maidan (open place) between the fort/
palace and the city and the river bank at the eastern
side of the fort. Every morning - while the Mogul
ruler was in residence - alarge crowd gathered on the
river bank beneath the private quarters of the ruler at
sunrise. In a traditional daily ritual the Mogul ruler
had to present himself from a jharoka window to the
crowd to prove he was alive and well. This practice
underlines the overall importance of the emperor’s
person for legitimizing Mogul rule. According to one
of Shah Jahan’s historians the absence of the emperor
even for only a few days could create severe distur-
bances:

[. . .]the Emperor fell seriously ill from constipation
and strangury, and for one week endured great
suffering, and was unable to hold public audience.

[...] After one week [...] he had sufficiently

recovered to appear to the jharoka window of

the royal sleeping chamber in the Fort at Shahja-
hanabad, in order to reassure the populace who had
become greatly disturbed by his absence.”” (BEGLEY

a. DEsar 1990, 543)

The members of the imperial household who lived
outside the fort/palace built large mansions (hawelis)
on the model of the imperial design. The most promi-
nent haweélis were located close to the centre of author-
ity north and south of the royal palace along the
Eastern wall. As a rule these city palaces accommo-
dated not only the owner and his familiy, but also
their numerous followers, servants and craftsmen
with their workshops (karkhanas). The internal organi-
zation of the space within the haweélis was again based
on the strict distinction between public, semi-private
and private space.

3.4 Religious infrastructure

The religious infrastructure of Shahjahanabad com-
prises hundreds of mosques and temples, shrines and
khanqahs, religious endowments and ghats, imambarahs
and dharamsalahs (MaLik 1993). Hindus, who from
the very beginning made up about half of the city’s
population had numerous ritual sites in their respec-
tive residential quarters where they were able to prac-
tise their religion relatively unhindered. However,
they were not allowed to erect larger temples neither
under Shah Jahan nor under Aurangzeb. In fact, the
Islamic character of the city was emphasized through
carefully planned religious infrastructure thus under-
lining the dominance of the Islamic faith as the ritual
basis of Mogul rule.

The city was built around the twin foci of the
palace/fort and the Jama Masjid. Erected on the
hillock about 500 yards south-west of the fort and well
above the surrounding city, it is one of the largest
mosques on the subcontinent. The foundations of the
Jama Masjid were laid in 1650. The mosque proper
stands on top of a massive sandstone terrace placed in
a system of radiating axes. The courtyard of the mos-
que is reached on three sides, east, north and south,
by three broad flights of steps. The eastern gate,
facing the fort/palace, was the main gate or the
“royal entrance”. A madrasa and a hospital were built
together with the Jama Masjid and the mosque was
richly endowed by Shah Jahan. Unfortunately no
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detailed information on the original wagf properties is
available. Today the Jama Masjid is part of the
“Composite Jama Masjid Wakf”’. This waqf com-
prises 79 mosques, agricultural land in the vicinity of
Delhi, 27 shops, 42 residential units, 4 godowns
(warehouses) and 2 garages. In 1987-88 the total in-
come of this wagqf was about 62,066 Rupies.

Besides the main mosques of the city there were
several other important mosques built by prominent
members of the royal court. All but one of these
“secondary” mosques were located on the two main
avenues of the city. Second in rank to the Jama Masjid
was the Fatahpuri Masjid built by Nawab Fatahpuri
Begum at the western end of Chandni Chawk in
1650. It is built of the same red sandstone which was
used for the fort and the Friday mosque. Fatahpari
Masjid served as the primary mosque of the city until
the Jama Masjid was ceremonially inaugurated dur-
ing the ‘%d-celebrations in 1656 (‘id al-fitr). The mos-
que was also richly endowed with wagf properties.
Behind the mosque to the west was a large sera: which
was part of this wagf. The courtyard of the mosque is
surrounded by a series of single and double storeyed
buildings. A madrasa, shops, workshops and residen-
tial appartments occupied these buildings, which
were also part of the Fatahpuri Wakf. Today the
Fatahpuri Wakf comprises one madrasa, a secondary
school, a public library, 6 additional mosques, 97
shops, several warehouses, and more than 300 rooms
and appartments. The annual income of this wagf
is about 200,000 Rupies.

The mahallah or neighbourhood mosques were
the third group of mosques. Oflocal importance, they
were at the bottom of the hierarchy and lay scattered
all over the city. They served the people in their
immediate vicinity and were built by prominent or
wealthy residents of the respective mahallah or by pro-
fessional groups of merchants or artisans. Most of
these smaller mosques received their income through
religious endowments. The system of smaller mos-
ques also reflected the sectarian, cultural, regional
and social heterogenity of the Moslem population
(MaLik 1993). Sunnis and Shiites, the followers of the
different Islamic law schools or the disciples of dif-
ferent sufi-traditions had all their individual spiritual
centres. The common inter-Islamic discourses, dis-
putes and dogmatic discussions were often staged at
these smaller mosques. Only in exceptional cases of
overall importance were the disputes held in the
major mosques or in the Jama Masjid. Therefore the
mahallah mosque served as the spiritual centre for the
mahallah residents, providing the essential group
identity.

3.5 Formation of colonial influence

With the defeat of the Marathas on the historical
battlefield at Panipat in 1803, the first phase of the
colonial transformation of Shahjahanabad begins.
During this early phase of colonial rule, which extend-
ed through the first half of the 19th century, the
British confined themselves to the de facto rule of
Delhi and the surrounding region without appearing
to question the pro forma rule of the Mogul court. The
British Resident, who administered the city and the
region in the name of the East India Company, took
care to maintain the pro forma sovereignty of the
“King of Delhi”” by fully adhering to court ceremonial
procedures. Throughout almost the entire first half of
the nineteenth century, the Mogul court lived in a
fantasy world, which was only very occasionally con-
fronted with the reality of having absolutely no power.
Most of the inhabitants of Delhi maintained their
traditional loyalty to the court of the Mogul ruler and
thus to their own cultural identity. It was the same
with Urdu, the language of the court and the literary
medium of the “Delhi Renaissance”, as the new
cultural heyday of the first half of the 19th century is
called.

During this phase, the colonial transformation of
the historic building fabric took place only very slowly
and was confined to a few parts of the city. During the
first years after the British took over Delhi, it was an
important military post on the northern frontier of the
British sphere of influence. Military security was, in
that early phase, the most important criterion for
architectural changes made by the British. The for-
tifications, which had in part become derelict during
the 18th century were painstakingly repaired and in
part considerably extended. For security reasons, the
troops stationed in Delhi initially had their quarters
within the city. The military quarters were in the east
of the city either to the north or the south of the palace
district. This part of the city, traditionally reserved for
the nobility of the Mogul empire provided sufficient
space for military installations, in contrast to the
densely built up other parts of the city. Moreover, the
position was strategically advantageous, both for
fending off attacks from outside as well as uprisings
among the people of the city. By the middle of the cen-
tury in the eastern part of the city, barracks, hospitals,
stables, stores and officers’ bungalows had been built
for the British troops. The British Resident had taken
over the former city palace of a Mogul prince near the
Kashmiri gate and, at considerable expense, con-
verted it into a representative official residence. In the
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1830s, St. James’ Church was built immediately adja-
cent (Fig. 2).

The consolidation of British rule in northern India
during the 1820s and 1830s and the resulting decrease
in the military threat to the region was accompanied
by a gradual shift of troops and officers’ residences
from within the Walled City to the newly-developed
areas of the cantonment and civil station to the north
of the city. The British Resident also moved his
official residence to the northern outskirts of the city.
Only a small section of the garrison with its officers
and part of the European civilian population remain-

ed within the Walled City (Kinc 1976).

4 Indian rebellion and the military aftermath: British rule and
military security

The year 1857 marked an important turning-point
in the development of the British colonial empire in
India. Starting with the rebellion (“mutiny”’) of a
group of Indian soldiers in the garrison town of
Meerut, who took refuge in the Palace at Delhi and
put the completely unprepared Mogul ruler at the
head of a general uprising against the foreign rule, the
development ended after only a few months with the
fall of the Mogul dynasty and loss of power of the East
India Company. However, the 1857 uprising was not
aone-off event. Throughout the entire first half of the
19th century there were, time and again, uprisings
and unrest throughout the British controlled ter-
ritory, which by and large, were only of local impor-
tance and put down again very quickly. There were
frequent rebellions caused by famine and religious
riots in Delhi as well. The events of the year 1857 dif-
fer from the more or less local unrest in two ways.
Firstly, the nominal leadership on the part of the
Mogul gave a uniting, legitimate authority to the dif-
ferent groups of Indian society. Secondly, the take-
over of power by the rebels in Delhi had considerable
symbolic significance, as a centuries-old tradition
linked this city with an independent northern Indian
empire. By and large, the uprising was restricted to a
few cities and the odd region and collapsed after only
afew months. A decisive factor in this was the fact that
the rebels did not manage to take over adjacent areas
and that there were religious and social controversies
within the rebel factions (BayLy 1988, 169ff.).

The British troops in Delhi whom the rebellion took
by surprise dug themselves in north of the city on the
ridge and in the cantonment and successfully warded
off the various attacks by the Indian troops. The
British laid siege to the city for four months before

starting to attack it with the help of reinforcements
from the Punjab in September 1857. In hand-to-hand
fighting in the streets with heavy losses, they recap-
tured the city section by section. In the face of the im-
minent defeat most of the rebel troops took to their
heels and fled in all directions after a few days. The
elderly Mogul ruler Bahadur Shah with the poetic
by-name Zafar (Victory) sought refuge with part of
his court in the tomb of his great ancestor Humayun,
where he was captured by the British without
resistance. Further members of the Mogul court, in-
cluding several princes barricaded themselves in the
tombs and dargahs to the south of the city where they
were also arrested by the British without putting up
any real resistance. Whereas several princes and
numerous other members of the court were summari-
ly executed, Bahadur Shah remained in custody until
his elaborately staged show-trial to be then exiled to
Burma. The Mogul dynasty, which had been a
deciding factor in shaping northern India for cen-
turies since the days of Timur, ended with his death in
1862.

The recapture of Delhi set off a wave of violence and
looting, which led to the flight of almost the entire
population of the city. The “Illustrated London
News” printed an eyewitness account from Delhi
which sums up precisely the British attitude:

“The city is completely deserted by all the

mutineers, and, in fact there are few natives of any

sort to be found excepting those of our army. All
the city people found within the walls when our
troops entered were bayonetted on the spot, and the
number was considerable, as you may suppose
when I tell you that in some houses 40 and 50 per-
sons were hiding. These were not mutineers, but
residents of the city, who trusted to our well-known

mild rule of pardon. I am glad to say they were

disappointed” (ILN 31, No. 898. 16 January 1858,

53).

On the orders of the military commander, the gates
of the city remained closed to the indigenous popula-
tion while the British confiscated anything of value left
in the city and the palace, re-establishing themselves
in the city, debating Delhi’s future.

There were three opposing opinions in this debate
about the future of Shahjahanabad-Delhi: “One party
advocating its destruction as a measure of national
policy; another advising it should be abandoned to
gradual decay; and a third insisting on the advantages
derivable from its preservation as a city” (BaLL
n. d. II, 182). For the supporters of the first position
(destruction of the city), Delhi’s symbolic significance
as the spiritual and political centre for the Moslems in
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Fig 2: Shahjahanabad or Modern Delhi, 1849-50

Source: India Office Library London: The Fort and Cantonment of Delhi. Taken from Lieut. ‘Burgess’ Survey of
1849-50. With additions from other records. Lith. by H. M. SmiTH at the Surveyor General’s Office Calcutta, October

1857
Shahjahanabad oder Modern Delhi 1849-50

northern India was foremost in their minds: “[...]
The Mohammedans of India would ever think they
had a national rallying point, so long as Delhi remain-
ed a mark upon the map of India; and that nothing

less than the utter destruction of the city would con-
vince them of the irresistible will and power of the
English government.” (Ibid.) The political debate
about the appropriate future for Delhi continued
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Fig 3: Shahjahanabad or Modern Delhi, 1867-68
Source: India Office Library London: Cantonments, City and Environs of Delhi, 1867-68. Calcutta, April 1869

Shahjahanabad oder Modern Delhi 1867-68

throughout the whole of 1858. During this phase some
of the former residents, especially Moslems, were
prevented from returning to the city.

After it had become clear that the decision would be
in favour of developing Delhi into a stronghold of
British power in northern India, military security was

first and foremost in all considerations. The declared
goal of all changes to the building fabric and city ad-
ministration was to create a rebellion-proof environ-
ment. The Mogul ruler’s puppet government for the
British was replaced by direct rule on the part of the
colonial power, based on visible military dominance.
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Accordingly, the cantonment which had been moved
out to the northern outskirts of the city in the late
1820s was re-established within the Walled City. It
now covered the entire eastern part of the city from the
Kashmiri Gate in the north to the Delhi Gate in the
south and included the entire palace district. That
meant nearly one third of the city was reserved for the
army (Gupta 1971).

Immediately after the recapture of the city, numer-
ous buildings, mosques and part of the palace district
were taken over by the incoming British troops and
used as billets. With the expansion of the cantonment
within the Walled City, there was massive action
taken against the existing building fabric. A five-
hundred yard security zone was declared round the
Mogul palace within which almost all buildings were
demolished. The entire quarter between the palace
district and Jama Masjid including the Khass Bazar
were sacrificed in this action. In the early 1860s,
further parts of the original building fabric were
demolished within the palace district, which bore the
name of Delhi Fort from this time on. It was replaced
by barracks for the British troops stationed there, and
the Lahori and Delhi Gates of the Delhi Fort were
renamed as Victoria and Alexandra Gates. Fig. 3
shows the massive changes in the building fabric dur-
ing this first phase of the reconstruction by the co-
lonial power in Delhi.

The maintaining of social and religious differences
within Indian society was another part of the British
security strategy, especially during the phase of con-
solidation after 1857 (cf. CHANDRA 1987, 237ff.). This
principle of divide and rule meant for Delhi an enforc-
ed break with its Islamic cultural past. The punitive
tax levied by the British to finance the reconstruction
of the city was much higher for Moslems than for Hin-
dus. Many mosques were demolished in clearing the
security zone round the fort. In addition, several of
the city’s main mosques were occupied by the British
and used for other purposes. The Jama Masjid was
only returned to the Moslem community in 1862.
The Fatahpuri Masjid even remained closed to
Moslems until well into the 1870s. Also of tremendous
significance with reference to the upkeep of the
religious infrastructure was the fact that many of the
endowments (awqaf) erected by the Moslem nobility
were confiscated by the British authorities (SPEAR
1988, 218ff.). This resulted in a decisive break with
the traditional system of financing the city’s religious
infrastructure.

Linking Delhi to the railway network in the late
1860s marks a further turning point in the city’s
development. Even if Delhi’s expansion to one of the

major railway junctions in northern India meant an
economic upswing during the last two decades of the
19th century and in the early 20th century, in its
beginnings the building of the railway was directly
connected with the requirements of military security.
Railwaystations were regarded as strategically signif-
icant points which should be immediately adjacent to
military installations (OLDENBURG 1984, 44). Accor-
dingly, when the East India Railway from Calcutta to
Delhi was completed in 1867/68, a break was made in
the wall to bring it directly into the northern part of
the city, immediately adjacent to the cantonment.
The construction of railway facilities as well as link
roads meant sacrificing a further traditional residen-
tial quarter. A further break in the wall followed in
1872 with the connection of the Rajputana Railway
from Bombay to Delhi, this time in the west of the city
near the Kabuli Gate, thus creating a continuous
east-west division of the northern part of the city (cf.
Fig. 4). The building of these railway lines marks the
beginning of a gradual commercial transformation of
the historic structures of the traditionally residential
sections of Shahjahanabad-Delhi which reach into
the present (KrRaFrr 1993). The railway facilities were
followed by other public buildings and structures so
essential to Victorian city planning. In the 1860s a
classicistic Town Hall was constructed replacing the
Mogul serai in the city’s centre at Chandni Chawk,

“with the totem of a clocktower in front” (Gurta
1993, 40).

5 Concluding remarks

The reconstruction of Shahjahanabad’s imperial
urban form and structure (Supplement VI) and its
comparison with other cartographic documents of
19th century Delhi (Fig. 2-4) reveal dramatically the
extent and depth of formal changes resulting from the
1857 events. More important, however, were the
changing icons and symbolisms connected with re-
establishing British colonial rule in the city. These
concern mainly the following aspects:

- the brutal conversion of the seat and symbol of
Mogul primacy, the Mogul palace, into barracks for
the occupying colonial troops;

- the establishments of a vast cantonment within the
old city limits replacing most of the splendid city
palaces (hawélis) of the former Mogul nobility;

- the gradual replacement of the walls and parts of
the traditional residential quarters by the conspicous
construction of railway facilities and the associated in-
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Fig 4: Shahjahanabad/Old Delhi at the Turn oft the Century (about 1900)
Source: India Office Library London: Delhi. Specially prepared from the Delhi and Hissar Revenue Surveys,
1870-1872, revised in 1912 . . . Surveyor General of India 1912

Shahjahanabad/Alt Delhi um die Jahrhundertwende (um 1900)

frastructure as symbols of technological, cultural and  declining importance of the once dominant Islamic
economical dominance; faith.

- the desecration of the city’s religious infrastructure All these developments were accompanied by pro-
through the destruction or the misuse of several of the found demographic and political changes. Physical
major mosques for secular purposes symbolizing the destruction coincided with a basic change in Delhi’s
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role and function. By converting Shahjahanabad-
Delhi into a British army camp and a colonial trading
post the city was also symbolically deprived of its
historic function. Exiling Bahadur Shah, released the
British from their nominal submission to the authori-
ty of the Mogul rule. The delegation of the ad-
ministration of Delhi to the Punjab transformed the
former capital of an empire to a divisional and district
centre.

It was the introduction of a royal cult and a system
of feudal loyalty by the British in India, replacing the
Company’s rule by direct rule of the British Crown,
which gradually brought Delhi back to the fore. The
selection of Delhi as the setting for the magnificent im-

perial durbar of 1877, at which Queen Victoria was
proclaimed Empress of India, inspired memories of
its glorious past. On two further occasionsin 1903 and
in 1911-12 elaborated durbars were held at Delhi to
demonstrate the supremacy of the British Crown in
relation to Indian princes and retinues. With the deci-
sion to remove the imperial capital of colonial India
from Calcutta to Delhi in 1912 the British - as many
other rulers before - tried to link their rule to the deep-
rooted historic associations in the Indian mind with
this place. The creation of New Delhi was not only to
assert a sense of historical continuity but was also
meant as a symbol for the permanency of British
sovereign rule over the Indian subcontinent.

References

Ansari, J. H. a. SHAHEER, M. (1980): Islamic Tradition
and Urban Planning: Case Studies of Two Indian Cities.
Dammam: Paper submitted to the International Sym-
posium of Islamic Architecture and Urbanism, King
Faisal Univ., Dammam Jan. 5-10, 1980.

ALeMi, M. (1991): Urban Spaces as the Scene for the
Ceremonies and Pastimes of the Safavid Court. In: En-
vironmental Design 9 (11), 98-107.

AsHER, C. (1992): Architecture of Mughal India. The New
Cambridge History of India 1: 4. Cambridge.

BaLri, CH. (n.d.): The History of the Indian Mutiny. 2 vols.
London.

BaLiHATCHET, K. a. HARRISON, J. (Eds.) (1980): The City
in South Asia - Pre-Modern and Modern. London.

BayrLy, C. A (1983): Rulers, Townsmen and Bazaars:
North Indian Society in the Age of British Expansion,
1770-1870. Cambridge.

- (1988): Indian Society and the Making of the British Em-
pire. The New Cambridge History of India II: 1. Cam-
bridge.

BeDGE, P.V. (1978): Ancient and Medieval Town Planning
in India. Delhi.

BecLEY, W. E. a. DEsal, Z. A. (Eds.) (1990): The Shah
Jahan Nama of Inayat Khan. Delhi.

BerNIER, F. (1983): Travels in the Mogul Empire, AD
1656-1668. New Delhi.

BLAKE, ST. P. (1986): Cityscape of an Imperial Capital:
Shahjahanabad in 1739. In: FrRYKENBERG, R. E. (Ed.):
Delhi through the Ages: Essays in Urban History,
Culture and Society. Delhi, 152-191.

- (1991): Shajahanabad: The Sovereign City in Mughal
India 1639-1739. South Asian Studies 49, Cambridge.

Branp, M. a. Lowry, G. D. (Eds.) (1987): Fatehpur Sikri.
Bombay.

BrOOKES, J. (1987): Gardens of Paradise. The History and
Design of the Great Islamic Gardens. London.

Brunshvig, R. (1947): Urbanisme médiéval et droit musul-
man. In: Revue des EtudesIslamiques XV, 127-155.

CHANDRA, B. (21987): Communalism in Modern India.
Delhi.

Crowe, S. a. Haywoob, SH. (1972): The Gardens of
Moghul India. A History and Guide. London.

DeLvove, F. N. (Ed.) (1994): Confluence of Cultures:
French Contributions to Indo-Persian Studies. New Delhi.

Durr, B. D. (1977): Town Planning in Ancient India.
Delhi.

EnLers, E. (1992): The City of the Islamic Middle East. In:
EnLers, E. (Ed.): Modelling the City-Cross-Cultural
Perspectives. Colloquium Geographicum 22, Bonn,
89-107.

EHLERs, E. a. KrAFFT, TH. (1993): Islamic Cities in India -
Theoretical Concepts and the Case of Shahjahanabad/
Old Delhi. In: Enrers, E. a. Krarrr, Tu. (Eds.):
Shahjahanabad/Old Delhi - Tradition and Colonial
Change. Stuttgart, 9-25.

FrANKLIN, W. (1801): An Account of the Present State of
Delhi. In: Asiatick Researches 4, 419-432.

Frerrag, S.B. (1990): Public Arenas and the Emergence of
Communalism in North India. Delhi.

FrRYKENBERG, R. E. (Ed.) (1986): Delhi through the Ages:
Essays in Urban History, Culture and Society. Delhi.
GoLE, S. (1988): Three Maps of Shahjahanabad. In: South

Asian Studies, 13-27.

GruneBauM, G. E. v. (1955): Die islamische Stadt. In:
Saeculum 6, 138-153.

Gurta, N. (1971): Military Security and Urban Develop-
ment: A Case Study of Delhi 1857-1912. In: Modern
Asian Studies 5, 61-77.



Thomas Krafft und Eckart Ehlers: Imperial design and military security

137

- (1981): Delhi between two Empires, 1803-1931: Society,
Government and Urban Growth. New Delhi.

- (1993): The Indomitable City. In: EHLERs, E. a. KRAFFT,
TH. (Eds.): Shahjahanabad/Old Delhi - Tradition and
Colonial Change. Stuttgart, 27-42.

GutscHow, N. (1994): Varanasi/Benares: The centre of
Hinduism? A discussion of the meaning of “place’ and
space. In: Erdkunde 48, 194-209.

HakiMm, B. (1986): Arabic-Islamic Cities: Building and
Planning Principles. London.

Hearn, G. (1906): The Seven Cities of Delhi. Delhi.
(Reprint 1986).

Imam, F.A. (1986): Economic History of Delhi from Shah-
jahanabad to 1739. Aligarh: unpubl. M. Phil. Diss. Cen-
tre of Advanced Study in History, Aligarh Muslim Univ.

INaLcIk, H. (1990): Istanbul: An Islamic City. In: Journal
of Islamic Studies 1, 1-23.

Jain, AL K. (1994): The Cities of Delhi. New Delhi.

King, A. D. (1976): Colonial Urban Development:
Culture, Social Power and Environment. London.

Kocm, E. (1991a): Mughal Architecture. Munich.

- (1991b): Shah Jahan’s Visits to Delhi Prior to 1648: New
Evidence of Ritual Movements in Urban Mughal India.
In: Environmental Design 9 (11), 18-29.

KraFrrFrt, TH. (1993): Contemporary Old Delhi: Transfor-
mation of an Historical Place. In: EHLERs, E. a. KRAFFT,
TH. (Eds.): Shahjahanabad/Old Delhi - Tradition and
Colonial Change. Stuttgart, 65-91.

MALIK, J. (1993): Islamic Institutions and Infrastructure in
Shahjahanabad. In: EHLERs, E. a. KrarrFr, TH. (Eds.):
Shahjahanabad/Old Delhi - Tradition and Colonial
Change. Stuttgart, 43-62.

MARrTIN, G. (1978): Indian Subcontinent. In: MITCHELL,
G. (Ed.): Architecture of the Islamic World. London,
264-274.

MovniHaN, E. B. (1982): Paradise as a Garden. In Persia
and Mughal India. London.

Nagvi, H. K. (1986): Shahjahanabad, the Mughal Delhi,
1638-1803: An Introduction. In: FrRYKENBERG, R. E.
(Ed.): Delhi through the Ages: Essaysin Urban History,
Culture and Society. Delhi, 143-151.

Nok, S. V. (1986): What Happened to Mughal Delhi: A
Morphological Survey. In: FrRYkenBerG, R. E. (Ed.):
Delhi through the Ages: Essays in Urban History,
Culture and Society. Delhi, 237-249.

NuruL Hasan, S. (1991): The Morphology of a Medieval
Indian City: A Case Study of Shahjahanabad. In:

Banga, L. (Ed.): The City in Indian History. New Delhi,
87-97.

OLDENBURG, PH. (1978): Big City Government in India.
Councilor, Administrator and Citizen in Delhi. New
Delhi.

OLpenBUrRG, V. T. (1984): The Making of Colonial
Lucknow, 1856-1877. Princeton.

PeTRUCCIOLI, A. (1988): Fathpur Sikri: La Citta del Sole e
dalle Acque. Rome.

- (1991): Hayderabad: un ’ipotesi urbanistica deccana. In:
Rivista degli Studi Orientali 64, 171-193.

PeTrUCCIOLI, A. a. TERRANOVA, A. (1984): Modelli
culturali nell’impianto e nelle transformazioni di Old
Delhi. In: Storia della citta 31-32, 123-144.

PIEPER, J. (n.d.): Hyderabad: A Qur’anic Paradise in Ar-
chitectural Metaphors. In: Environmental Design 0,
46-51.

RAMANCHANDRAN, R. (1989): Urbanization and Urban
Systems in India. Delhi.

Ray, BH. (1988): Hyderabad and British Paramountcy,
1858-1883. Delhi.

RicHArDps, J. F. (1993): The Mughal Empire. The New
Cambridge History of India I: 5. Cambridge.

ScHIMMEL, A. (1980): Islam in the Indian Subcontinent.
Leiden.

SingH, R. P. B. (1987): Emergence of the Geography of
Belief Systems (GBS), and a Search for Identity in India.
In: National Geographical Journal of India 33, 184-204.

- (1994): Water Symbolism and Sacred Landscape in Hin-
duism: A Study of Benares (Varanasi). In: Erdkunde 48,
210-227.

Spear, P. (1980): Delhi: Interrupted Growth. In: BaLL-
CHATCHET, K. a. HarrisoN, L. (Eds.): The City in South
Asia - Pre-Modern and Modern. London, 49-68.

- (1988): A History of Delhi under the Later Mughals.
Delhi.

Spiess, O. (1927): Islamisches Nachbarschaftsrecht nach
schafiitischer Lehre. In: Zeitschr. f. vergleichende
Rechtswissenschaft XLII, 383-421.

StreusanD, D. E. (1989): The Formation of the Mughal
Empire. Delhi.

TroLL, CHR. (Ed.) (1989): Muslim Shrines in India. Delhi.

TuaN, Y1-Fu (1977): Space and Place: The Perspective of
Experience. Minneapolis.

WEescoar, J. (1991): Ritual Movement and Territoriality
during the Reign of Humayun. In: Environmental
Design 9 (11), 56-63.



Beitage VI zu ERDKUNDE 43,; Beitrag Kraffl/Ehlers

hahjahanabad

DELHI around 1850

"
o

.....

.....

=N0oLIT] W

___________

.......

Large Buildings of Red Sandstone
(Red Fort and Main Mosques )

\ City Wall and Bastions
Other Built-up Areas
E and Yards on Tep of Bulldings
(Parily Unclear Situation)

.2. Perks, Gardens with Hedges

Bl
==

Rivers. Csnals, Basgins, Cisterns

Streets, Yards

Open Spaces, Wastaland

Ward-Bounderies

Lanes with Stairs

Entrances, Gates, Arcades

Small Mosques

#findu Temples

Cemataries, Graveyards

o Welis

EERmY) Rituai Baths, Ba'alfa

Nah: e
abed . Mahtab Bagh- i | il [l . A / / . Sallm Garh
IIIIIIIIIIIIII g W . | _",I (A= = B, - ! - % '. [Darwazah

: = — T - 4 Y ; ; ' E Glatts at Yamuna

ChawkDiwén-¢ “Am

,,,,,,,

86@/3533!1@1' Garden / Small Garden

--------------- Bangld Pavillfon, Bungalow
Burj Tower
....-.-_.-.. ; Fa ; i ; Chawk Square
L N : =g Darwazal Gate
Dharamgdlah Hosplce for Hindu Pilgrims
Dukén Store
Gali Smaller Lene
Hammam Bath
i Hewd Cistern, Tank
=== == , _ L ; Hawali Menalon
= . - Il V4 rimb3 fah Religious Building of tha Shiites
O LA == | S ~ _ _ == Istabil Stebla
Siees) | |Ealees V & ) e
/ Kh&nah Room, House
Kails Rasfdence
Kacheh lang, Allay
Magrassh Rellglous School of the Muslins
Mahall Seraglio, Large Chamber, Palace, Apartmont
Matalleh Townquartar, Nelghbourhood
Masjid Mosque
Qebr /Qabristan  Greve /Graveyerd, Cemetery
Ser#&’e Caravenserai

Editors: E. Ehlers, Th. Krafft, J. Malik
Design and Cartography: G. Storbeck

Redrawn, by courtesy of the British Library, Orlental and India Office Collections,

from an original manuscript in the India Office Records. Archive reference: India Office Records X /1659 Printing: Landesvermessungsamt Nordrhein-Westfalen

0 S0 100 200 300 400 500 m
i i A L : § Printed with financial support by Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft {DfG) © Geographische Institute der Universitit Bonn 1992




	Article Contents
	p. 122
	p. 123
	p. 124
	p. 125
	p. 126
	p. 127
	p. 128
	p. 129
	p. 130
	p. 131
	p. 132
	p. 133
	p. 134
	p. 135
	p. 136
	p. 137
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]
	[unnumbered]

	Issue Table of Contents
	Erdkunde, Bd. 49, H. 2 (Apr. - Jun., 1995), pp. 81-160
	Front Matter
	Das neue Bild von den atmosphärischen Fronten (The New View of Atmospheric Fronts) [pp. 81-105]
	Sprachenvielfalt und regionale Differenzierung von Glaubensgemeinschaften im Hindukusch-Karakorum: Zur Rolle von Minderheiten im Konfliktfeld Nordpakistans (Linguistic Diversity and Regional Differentiation of Denominational Groups in the Hindukush-Karakoram. The Minority Factor in Conflict Constellations of Northern Pakistan) [pp. 106-121]
	Imperial Design and Military Security: The Changing Iconography of Shāhjahānābād-Delhi (Imperiale Planung und militärische Sicherheit: Zur Veränderung der Ikonographie von Shāhjahānābād-Delhi) [pp. 122-137]
	Die Entwicklung der Innenstadt von Budapest zwischen City- und Slumbildung (CBD and Slum Development in the Inner City of Budapest) [pp. 138-151]
	Berichte und Mitteilungen
	Beobachtungen zum Casiquiare-Problem (Observations on the Casiquiare Problem) [pp. 152-156]

	Buchbesprechungen
	Review: untitled [pp. 157-157]
	Review: untitled [pp. 157-157]
	Review: untitled [pp. 157-157]
	Review: untitled [pp. 157-157]
	Review: untitled [pp. 157-158]
	Review: untitled [pp. 158-158]

	Neueingänge [pp. 158-160]
	Back Matter





