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I. Historical Context & Significance | I. Ufdgfdd HeH 31R A

 Marks the transition from raids to
rule in North India.

* Establishes Turkish political authority
with Delhi'.

* Introduces new military techniques,

administrative ideas, and 'Perso-Islamic
institutions’, adapted to Indian conditions.

UPSC Lens:

 State formation

* Centralisation vs nobility

* Frontier defence

* Integration of diverse social groups

e Jg IR URd H Bl J AT Bl 3R

HhHUT BT Udib 2l

» 'fEeeil' T IASTHHL TTH bl ASTHITdP

T @fia @i

« YRdH gRfEfaal & 3 Ppd 18 4=

dbAld, Fmafae fdar 3R "BRI-S&ATH!
LT3N B uer fhar

UPSC &id:

o Y fAHIOT
» BEIPBROT AT Boid a1l
« TIHIT T8
« fafaer AT THEl BT Thlbor
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Il. Foundation of the Sultanate | Il. doddd T TATYAT

e After the Ghurid conquests, power in o YRT fasral & 91€, YRA ® | Jobl

India passed to Turkish commanders. HHISI &b U et TS|

e ['Qutbuddin Aibak (1206-1210)| o 'PagE Ca® (1206-1210)'| 3 Fewd
founded the Sultanate. &I TATYAT B |

e Former slave (mamluk); relied on e Jd G (ATHP); debl I 31hieTTd ot
Turkish military elite. wRfpfkan

* Built the 'Qutb Minar complex’ o '$gd HIMR IR’ &1 fwior fasan
(symbol of soverefgnty) E (AT BT Udidb) |

e Early Challenges: o WRfY& gAIfar:
o Legitimacy issues o JEdT Bl JHAT

o PHGIR G 3THR
o TEdTSil B Tl 3THR

o Weak revenue base
o Factional nobility
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I, Consolidation: lltutmish | 1. YEEIBIOT: Fegdfuer

Iltutmish (1211-1236) gegafraer (1211-1236)

» Considered the 'real consolidator' of the o Hord BT ‘dRAfdP Jggdbdl AT ST Bl
Sultanate.

Key Achievements: YE IUdAfear:

1. Secured ‘Caliphal recognition’ (legal legitimacy). 1. 'za?rﬂtﬁr?rq@m__' TS <l (BIAT ) |
2. Organised the ‘igta system’ (revenue assignments: 2. ‘el HUTIel' Y IS fepar (JfFepi & feig

for troops). ST 3MTded) |
3. Introduced silver ‘tanka’ and copper ‘jital’ 3. it &1 ‘EhT 3R did &1 ‘Sftae’ a2r faa
(monetary stability). i (Hifee feeRan)|
4. Controlled Rajputana and the Upper Ganga valley., 4. IIST@MT 3R FHURt 77 €1t & At faa
The|Chalisa’\(Group of Forty): AT | (ST BT TYE):
» A group of powerful Turkish nobles. o 2rfthermett gebl 3THRI BT Uh JHE|

e Served as both support and constraint. o JHAT 3R ITUT 1 & B4 | B fhar
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Il. A Capable Ruler, A Hostile Nobility | |I1. Tch T&H MY, Teh faRiedt Qwﬂ:r it

Razia Sultana (1236-1240)

o First and only woman ruler of the
Sultanate.

Faced Resistance Due To:
e ‘Gender bias’ from the nobility.
e Challenge to ‘Turkish exclusivism’ (she
promoted non-Turks).
o Ultimately overthrown by nobles.

UPSC Insight: Demonstrates the limits of

o gearr (1236-1240)
o od-d chl Uge! 3R UehHTT Afge M|

faRtY o1 YTHAT HHT UST Hifeh:

o IHRI &1 ‘fileh gaiug’|

o ‘gl fAfIsedrarg’ ol TAtd! (I TR-gahl
derar fean) |

o 3idd: 3R gRT ey FR & TS|

social acceptance despite political capability.

Era of Instability (1240-1266)

* Frequent successions; weakening of royal
authority.

 Nobles dominated politics; Mongol pressure
increased.

UPSC 3A91SC: ITSTHITdD &HdT & STdSlG
qTHTfoieh Tigpfd bl I3 Bl g2lfdr g

fRRar &1 g (1290-1266)
o TR-YR ITRIUDBR; 2ATal FAT BT BHSIR g
o IHRY BT IASHITT W M, HeT &A1 ITI
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IV. The Balban Phase: Restoring Authority | IV. dcTdd
<1 TROT: T bl TETeil

o Ghiyasuddin Balban (1266-1287)
o Reasserted a 'strong monarchy

A. Theory of Kingship

o| Sultan as the ‘Shadow of God on
Earth Qill-i-llahi)'.
o Emphasised awe, distance, and
superiority of the monarch.

e Court Rituals:

o 'Sijda’ (Prostration)

o 'Paibos’ (Kissing the Sultan's feet)
e Introduced elaborate 'Persian court
etiguette’ to enhance prestige.

o TATHE dcfe[ (1266-1287)

o Yeb "Hoigq ASieMmel’ i fihe { wifud fea|

A. Wiﬁrﬁ@ﬂ
Jod[ 'gedt T $2R Pl BT (fSieed-T-

galﬁ) éﬁmfn
o TUE & WY, zg\ﬁe.ﬂwwqﬁmﬁaﬂ
o AR 3B
o 'fOSTer' (8ad qomH)

o ‘YY" (Fed| & W gAAT)
nﬁmwﬁ%ﬁqﬁmﬁ 'BRUT AR
fererR’ Pl &3Md Bl
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IV. Balban: Theory into Practice | IV. 9dd+: fGgid q HdER dF

B. Administrative & Military Measures B. vmafe® 3R 41 3U™
). Crushed internal rebellions with an iron |, clig-g%d Hifd ¥ 31idR fagiel B Fae

hand. feam
2. Strengthened the 'North-West Frontier 2. HTidll & fEelT® ‘STR-ufgd HHT Bl
against the Mongols. ' Holgd fasar
3. Orqganised an efficient spy system 3. 3HRT W 7SR &1 & fg TP FHara
Cbarid") to monitor the nobles. SIREHT JoTTeit ('aj]j) T Yo fpar
Critical Note: MRS feuuit:
While strengthening the state, Balban's 15 Pl Holgd HYd gY, deta i Alfd |
policy suppressed social mobility and qHIfSiep TMfd2iterdr B g f&ar 3R IR-31hieTe
discouraged talent from non-elite groups. gl bt UfdHT Bl gdlcaTiad fobarl

2 )
& NotebooklLM




V. The Mongol Threat & Frontier Policy | V. HteT @axT 3R HiHid wifd

o Repeated Mongol incursions  Central Asia o Ay UfRIT ¥ dR-9R g
from Central Asia were a ’ dTel HTleT 31TehHUT Ueh TR
constant danger. HRT |

e Balban's Policy: o g1 B! Hifd:

o Fortified key frontier o YHE HIHId ATRI bl
towns. i jrh | fepeteict bl |

o Maihtained ’E{iﬁ R *' Dipalpur ® Delhi ™ e i e 93'5[ . Ergﬁ w
standing forces in the o T g9TT 3G |
Punjab region. i N g

UPSC Link: Frontier management as a key driver of centralisation and military reforms.

UPSC feids: TiHid UaHe Batdvl 3R J=T GURT & b UHE dTeid & B4 H|
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VI. Administrative Structure: Central | VI. AP JTAT: Bald

e The ‘Sultan’ was the supreme authority God[' Fdied fgaRt AT (3T 3R
(both military and judicial). SINPERAGIE

» He was assisted by four key departments. ?Ea gradl & felg IR gqe famT
|

SULTAN (JeT)

Diwan-i-Rasalat
(Religious Affairs)

SIaH-U-3Teid
(i ATH)
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Diwan-i-Insha
(Royal Correspondence)

Sla-u-gen
(2Mgt TER)

Diwan-i-Arz

(Military Department)
aIa-U-316

@@= fqum)

Diwan-i-Wizarat

(Finance Department)
<la-U-fadeiRd

(fet fem)




VI. The Iqta System | VI. Sa<IT HOTTe!

o System of assigning land revenue to o IHRI/ARIRIT (‘SHIGRI’) i Y-S d
nobles/officers (‘Igtadars’). gig &t JoTTeil|

o Key features: non-hereditary and transferable. 1 o H&q fasiwary: R-d2m7d 3R g&idRoig]|
e Aim: To maintain an army and administration | e I824: Gl fade & foAT I 3R URMEA

without creating feudal fragmentation. ch! ST IGHT|

(SULTAN | _(assigns) _(Iqta (Land Revenue)| _ (to) [ Noble/Officer (Iqtadar)

(GdF) | (digard) | G (ERSE) | (@) k(ﬂﬁ?lﬁiﬁﬁ‘ﬁr ( )|

\A v
Maintain Army Manage Admin
(ST I ) CRIREERIGH)

' Debate (Mains-worthy): Iqta resembled feudalism in form but lacked hereditary rights, ﬁ

making it more centralised than European feudalism.

a6 (H=T ULIeM & qI4): Sl FU H GG ST AT eifche dRITTd AfeIehRT chl At A 56 JRIUR™
Lmﬁwﬁmmwml &1 NotebookLM




VII. Society & Economy | VII. THTST 3R 3relcaz

Ruling Class:
e Initially dominated by Turks'.

e Gradual inclusion of Indian Muslims and
others.

Economy:

o Major urban growth: Delhi, Lahore, Multan. |

o Expansion of a monetised economy.
e 'Land revenue' remained the primary source

of state income.

Culture:
e [nteraction between Persian culture and
Indian traditions.

2MHE T
o WRM ¥ 'gebl’ BT WY AT
o YR-1R YR gaemEY 3R 3= @Y @
HHTC2A 31T
3efeae:
o« T A fdmr: feoetl, aER, Heam |
o Helpd 3rfeaawelr &l fawar|
o Y-S’ I B 3T BT YrAfAE Gid a1

el
HE&pid:
e BRAT EPId 3R YR U3 & did
RER e
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VIIl. Religion & State Policy | VIII. ¥ 31R I Aifd
o Hodd ‘BY H gl &, dfehT FagR |

e The Sultanate was ‘Islamic in form,

but pragmatic in practice’. REICEICUE
* Policy towards Non-Muslims: o IR-FHHI & Ul ifd:
o Paid ‘jizya’ (in theory). o ‘SISt BT YITdH &d I (fGgid U H)!
o Were allowed to continue their o 3 31U+ WY Afd-Rarsii 31k gema
local customs and administration. I STRT 3@ i 1Al 2T

e Role of the Ulama (Clergy): i o AT (YHTH3N) Bl YfHbr:

o They were influential but not o d YITG2Telt & oifehd Talf= T8l o™
supreme; the Sultan’s political B T dP SBId 3TFTR grefaedr
needs often took precedence. arar eff|

UPSC Insight: The early Sultanate 1 UPSC gTEE: TRfYE Tedd ISifaed |
was politically dominant, not ®U J YMTdT o, JiXpfdd HU J HBY
culturally homogenising. Tel|
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IX. Limitations of the Early Sultanate | IX. URfHP Hex-d bl i1y

|. Excessive dependence on a narrow | |, "Jebl Bl I’ &b Yeb Heplvl

base of ‘Turkish nobility'. 3R R AP AT
2. Weak and undefined succession 2. HHSR IR IIRHIT FRIFETBR
norms, leading to instability. & faam, foa aifedikar et gs|
3. Incomplete territorial integration ' 3. fafSia Y7 T 31eRT ST
of the conguered lands. Tchl U] |

4. Constant external (Mongol) and 4, fFRIR S8 (HMeT) 3R 3Midikp
internal (rebellions) threats. (fagie) Javl



X. Overall Assessment | X. THY YeAThA

Achievement: Jqcifed:

e Laid the foundations of a durable o Uh WY YRA-SIATHI I bl g T

Limitation: i

e Centralisation remained personality- o G deb haldhrUl Afchad-Hefeld 31X
driven and fragile until Balban. qAro[h T Y&l

Satish Chandra’s View:
"The Delhi Sultanate was neither a mere foreign imposition nor a fully
Indianised polity—it was a dynamic synthesis shaped by Indian conditions."

Jater °g &I
ﬁﬁﬁmqﬂmwﬁ@ﬁmeﬂaﬂ?qﬁujmﬁmﬂw
ISTHIRT - Ig WRAIT YRR gRT 3MwIRd U Tfaeite Jooisor it "
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