37
Iwscrrrmion C.

Inscription of BHams-vn-niv Firoz of Bengal, on Zafar
EKhén’s Madrasah, at Tribeni,! dated 4.1 718,
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The text goes on to say that the inscription was engraved
under the direction of Khén Mubammad Zafar Khén, on the
1st of Muharram, 713 s\ Zafar Khén's Hosgue, in the
same locality, bears the earlier date of 698 a.m. (4.0, 1298).

T Tribeni or Triveni (as Mr. Money writes ity J.A.8.B., 1847, p. 393}, N. of
Hagli. Dr. Blochmann adds, “Tribeni is often called Tripani (“three strenms ™},
and by the Mubammadans Tripani ShdApar, or Firizdbdd (see also Ain-i-Akbari
{Gladwin), ii., p. &; F.R.A.8. (w.a.) IL. {1866}, p. 202, Note L, and Nota 1, p. 205).
Dz, Blochmann, in adverting to Mamsden's coin of Thj-nd-din Firiz Shdh (No,
pecixxvin, and Laidley, JA.S.R., 1846, pL v, fig. 17), has followed the old
authorities in attributing the picce to a Bengal king of that name, and dees not
sgem 1o be nware that the coin was minted in the Dakhen in 807 a.u., during the
reign of tha Bahmdni Firaz Shah (a.m. 800 t0 325). Bec my Chronicles of the
Pathéin Kings, p. 345. On the other part, I have to thank Dr. Blochmann
for & reetification, to which he scema to attach an undue importance,—J.A.8.B.,
July, 1872, p. 119, TIn my recent work just qmoted,  had occasion to notice,
en pawsant, the contemporary coins of the local dypasties more or less connected
with the central Muhammadan Imperialism. Among other hitherte unpublished
specimens, I described a coin of ‘“Abmad Shah bin Ahmad Shéh, Alwali, 47
Rakmani,” (p. 348), dated 856 A.m., awd I sobmitied, without sny reserve,
in illustration of the piece itsel, a facsimile of the original, designed and
executed by en independent artist—which may be seen to be defective in
both the snbordinate peints, in which Dir. Blochmann has the advantage
of me in a befter preserved and more fully legible coin lately acquired by
Colone} Hyde. I take uo blame to myself for rending the sdsoliiely detached

¢Fyy of the one specimen for the improved 1_!})! of the other, nor am T sur-
prised &t the appearance of tha concluding word k.?“-*’"“ when it is to Le

found in the very mext page of my work, where I had full authority for- ite
titation.



