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THE MUGHAL WATERFRONT CARDEN

Gaidens b :
. elong to ; i
o ‘I‘hebmn:::[ f;eucr.-smdxccl arcas of Mughal |
Mughal o  sunction, and meaning of carly
ardens in particular have
CML\ ave recently moved to-the
cholarly interest;' their forinal as
et b ! : ¢ inal aspects have
: cen d_far less attention, and tlieir typology and the
mm&unﬁmm and function have not as yet been
e lell‘\l. consxdzcred. Formal analysis will, howcvér.bc
e n'la_l‘or source from which one can expect to draw
c«;nc\usmns when one addresses the theory and design
of gardens, the theme of this publication, in a Mughal
cleext. The Mughals were not much inclined to theo-
rize; t.hey expressed their concepts much better in forms
than in words. | e
~ Babur, the first Mughal (he ruled in India from 1526
to 1580), is credited with having introduced into Hindu-

stan — the Indo-Cangetic plain — the Timurid foiin of

the chaharbagh o:"g charbdgh. A charbagh is generally laken
to be the Persianate walled-in garden divided by inter-
sccting walkways, ideally but not necessarily, into four
Cormpar i (fig. 1A and B) * However, no garden of
this description Survi ; :
certainty 1o Babur oi one of his followers.! Contempo-
rary accounts provide imited information because they
focus on plantation and individual fealurcs rather than
on the overall garden ptan. The growing interest in the
Mughals as heirs to Timurid traditions hasmacle the pov-
erty of our understanding of early-Mughal garden foun
all the more unfortunate A little more light is brought
into the matier by Ahmad Yadgar who, in the 1570'_5.
wrote a history of the Alghan dynasuces o ndia and their
struggles against the Tvading mmghals, Babl;f a’:}lcll
Humawn.‘ Ahmad Yadgar tells us thata f_(;:'h—b(:a:«;—)l’;cantt
- ~yaban " lan \Jith“'wzl- 5 (he .)nus.l 4 c,
in a Hindustan! context
arden at A ra® The whole passage
ond year of his reign [in 1'nld”:|]s
o G i i, B 0
equal on the bank of the rwcxll](::r“:":r\(si e oo
example of the plan with w2 Y
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reads. «And in the se¢

, 6 o skl
Lahore. Th}.s tharacterization — helpful as it is — stil)
leaves room for a range of pussibilides. Did Babwi's pri-

mc?rdialéiz_&:bﬁgh, named the Bagh-i Hashi Bihisht, have
a single walkway, or did it show two or more intcrsclctin

wa]k\.vuys? The latter version is suggesied by the cvidcnc%
provided by all Muglial gardens suiviving in the plains of
Hindustan, B_ﬁ_t_hgrc again arise questons: D
first chdrbd ¢_interseciion of w:

id B:] ur's -

center which would imply the canonical four-part form
(fig. 1A)? did it have several intersectionsalong one axis
whicli would produce an overall rectangular plan (fig.’
_1B)? or did it merely have a feature with intersecting
walkways integrated somewhere in its design, us pars prg
faia 5o tasay (ig. 1C)? The last solution is suggested,by
the remains of Babur's only surviving gardcn.tfigjzg,b:l_ﬂ
Nilufar, Carved between 1527 and 1629 out of the rocky
plateau of Dholpur’ on what seems L0 have been a rather
irregular plan,' the extravagant Lotus garden appeais to
have had more in comimon with contemporary Manner-
ist gardens of Italy than with a charbagh of the Persianate

i e T 4
wh e aunbuted vari, wadition. But this is what Babur called it, and € peT

haps applied the term becituse of the cross-axial featurg
of the our chunnels, o because of another
four-part featurc which has not survived.

“Babur himself fails to inform us of the overall design
of his gardens. Altlhough he repeatedly draws attention
to the fact that they:were s rometrically planned a d well ‘,F)'
laid out— fenture : he considered new and noteworth “

’ig__i_h{_iimlustﬂn______i_i‘?ﬂl_‘xﬂ"-—- Babur was obviousll)' ic.ssM
pi'eoccupicd wigh ut_h_e_ RLan of his gardens Ithnn wnh“an- »
oiher aspect, nanicly their_su ly of running water.' In v
his je-Indian rardens, such as the Bagh-i Wafa, newly o

: 708-911eq alalabad in resent-day Afghat-

founded i .
7i§l;n 1 or the garden at Istalif near Kabul refashioned by
Biabur i 1519,° tM% :

on a hi i 1d_determine the layout of the

T
wihole gards " ek
: (onguest of Kashmnin,

the Mughals could eas
eiebratcdlandscn eo
hlished on the Indo-

«dens they esia
the valley, but the gal ! i aohe o
GMhnd to be conceived with Anotit I
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Oo:mmacns:w Babur and his followe

ns at Agra on the b Rk o IS

anks of the Wer

el -
; Herely dNew era in the evolution
.gu ive i |
12jor factor in o ] i "
als, butit was also 1o rmi.uﬂn m:&.m: T A ao
e a isive Impa 1
of Mughul gardens of the ucmn ﬂw... e
a0 «dins, 3
WO points before, ™ bur | should _.Mp,n S S
pos : tlsh 1Xe again o make the
the subject of my i igati ¥ Pt
1y Investipg in the i f 11
T Y gation in the light of 11ew finl-

The riv . :
e M nw.m«o:ﬂ mx_.&n.q.p scheme at Agra seems to have
m 2dopted 10 a certain extent for the new residential
M:L.H_.m om.;ua Mughals 21 Lahore s the garden Mirza
] SSqﬂmqrE:. there on the pattern of Babu: s fis ot gard
at Agra’” testifies." R ite o Kbar{3858 1
r.ma.n videnc 2n development at
Delhi. The lesuit g te described
Delhi in 1581 as having many lyvely gardens and residen-
tial suburban quarters filled with 2 rich profusion of fruit
(rees) and flowers on both sides of the Jamna which, at
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Jahanara, wi

-becane typical of riverfiont Agia. In this gardeu foun
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tied u:a, dated, ,_

rebuilt, by Nur

111

garden bel t .
g anged later 1o Shah Jahan's favorite daughte;
Li)

ad inherited Tt Irom he

architectwrally
umperial prerogaijve

s an

“,Mﬂn_wr_:ﬂu””w.%_uwmz__ famjly and the nobilicy. Muslim
. ‘ac were limited in their rights 1o own in-
@zmzn Property, bequeath it to their heirs, or 1o endow
awqa). Gardens geaenlly reverted 1o the crown unless
their owners had converied them into tomb gurdens.

i The Ramn Bagh (Bagh-i Nur Afshan) (fig. 6) and the
Zahara Bagh (Bagh-i Jahanara) are the carliest pre-
served examples of a garden design which eventually

the main buildings were not placed in the center of the

garden, but were set on a terrace (kwist) built along th

that time, flowed close 10 the city on the east ? .
More weight, however was given 10'the development
of Agra as7a riverbank city becanse in 1558 Akhar had
fuoved the imperial headquarters fiom Delhi to Apra,
andt had again become the in2in capital of the Mughal
Empire, or, in the words pf Akbar's historian Abu'l Fazl,
the "abodc’of the Caliphate and center of the Sultanace”
(dar al-kh:lafat wa markar alsuljanar). Abu'l Fazl further
tells us that "abodes (manaxl) were distributed to the
grandees.. . . on cither side [of the river] the servants of
fortune's threshold [i.e., the court] erected: pleasant
houses and made charming gardens” (az do: jénib . -
mangzild dilgushdy wa busétin dilkash tartid dadard).”
Fromn Abu'l Fazl's description il is evident that Akbar's
Agra already appeared very inuch as :.ﬁ uyom....: on the
carly-cighteenth-century map in ..:o Jaipur Gity Palace
Muyscum.! The Mughal ci f g:_,n,_w of gar-
“den; lining both sides of the m?n&m::.u (figs.:2- i
“Adughal Agra certai oﬂﬂnh.nmw _”nﬂﬁ “Mé.
_unmmrw.n u_.an city in Ja A o
“naw:u so great as the length, because nan.oﬂzﬂsu” M”mw
to be close to the riverbank, and consequentiy:t F.. oS
lzces of all the famous
front is occupled by the costly p2 aghificent.”™
lords, which make it appear very gily and magmueet -
elsaert, who saw the city the 1 uo_ e
gardens with their names; about 2 t : -2
d during |ahangir's reign.
: dare the earliest ?q....n?mm
ardens surmnr can be securely identi-

hangir’s tme.

niverbank. On the landward side of \he terrace was th
garden, a charbdgh subdivided into (four)
by interse paved Walkwavs which may
contain waler channels The buildings on the 1iveifron
tentace were ftamed by the carner towers of the enclo
sure wall of the garden. This arrangement provided th
main garden pavilions with the climatic advantages a
well as the view of the river and presented a earefull
composed front to those who sawitfrom a boat or acros
the river (figs. 5, 8,18,19). The rivelfront group could bg
viewed from both sides: from the inside the building
presented an equally sasfying backdrop for the nE.n_oL
figs. 9. 11).
; Hmz the mm_d Bagh the main group of ,.?.."1._‘0:_ ?.:E.
ings consists of two oblong _UE.ED_..,M forming the Sm._.ma
of an open courtyard on a terrace with a sunken pool in

_the middle; the whole ensemble is placed in the south-

ern riverfront of the garden (fig 6). Since the wws__ow
wings face the rivgron their shorier sides, the nc,,:.aanu
is open La the rives (as well as to the lundward un_wnmv Ema
the ensemble does-not present 2 pronounce p?”:o
t ﬂmam the river.® More typical of the scheme are *
0 .y 1
i where a single large pavilion an it terrace s

g frontage Manked by subsidi-
laced in the center of the frontag L
P S:mmo_.u_:u__a::cn.a_.nm..;;Mn:aaz_.__nvn.n_ ¥
[ Al ! ; X
Jma_‘m 7ahara Bagh,’® but — like all other residential g
n ‘ ¢

give herclore a
d s el atﬁ: _ﬂvﬁﬁdnn_.q '
dens of Agra — il isnot verywe ' b palace at Baii (com-

Ee ot ..?.E:_ M:_L_v“_aﬁ”% will have to serve asa
1_n:i in1647), so fai ___q_% S , |

blueprint for the type-

hese include the Ram Bagh buily, or
bl Nur Afshan in 16212 and

hal (figs 5-6) The

» Only exceptionally extended to 2
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.ﬂ:.n small isolated arden, today called Dhobi Malal

Xes
> _

fonr-plot purdey als

ghal watep-

on the 0t garde at distingui
There s e e o .m.:.. front ..:..a..s. What distinguishes the Mughal versions
Tigs. 7 7=9): The enclosis A  rivel _.65 their Timurid predecessor is that the pavilion was
34m., without gate) and ey Shsat ?m..;w_..:.x nat positioned at the southern end of the garden but at
by wall; the fourth side P s :.J_”M_Mﬂ ”_”d.nn ﬂ?? sides  4he waterfront in whatever direction it happened 1o be
§ . aterirontis taken up by i i i ] .
the wing with the garden building pby  Mire iinportant than he change in orientation, how-

¢ . The waterfront wj ; :
consi arai : ; INg  ever, is the diffe i .
sts of a raised (errace (kursi) with the main pavilion _ oA T SPPEORT SLL

in the center Nunked by sy b . Mughal adaption reinforces the principle of organ ;
ey e wu_‘._dEo_ﬂf._:...:S:xna pillared v AN Binds the clenme tthe Ti n.f_ R
5 of the main pavi his of the Timurid model inta.a

(hawg). The terrace ariang steictly planned architecwralized composition, The
- lower garden in the sha camponents of the Irshdd charbdghwere related [oosely t
A pe of an oblong fQur-part char- . - Sely to e
bagh with a poo : ; part char. gach other, planiings playing a b Tednthecon. =i
iw.mrf.s. »w. Ol (hawt) at the intersection of s paved  (EpUIAT SaliaTy huill mpﬂ.a_.%a The _uwi:i,ma ;
Vs (khiydbdns) which contain shallow ¢ : : ETT 0

Y felisd) hannels.  there did not NI A
This oblong chdrbdghis a puiely residental form and does SONene it Con el oiee of O1e e

; den but was emhedded in an orchard; the chdbigh 3

ot appear in the funeray gardens of the Mughals ‘ R S
b ment was - ' ot . ; he

‘The garden was also surrounded by a paved sn_wm,&.. o Bt Tl o of the Inttrs

) When 1 first identified this garden form | assumed that mnnn“”ﬂ.__.ma%»__””:_v_.w“_:__w _”_ﬂ.m .z:__,a :._.o _.o_w.s. Wy m_.:.:._u_* B 2
it was invented by the Mughals 0 adapt the centrally  ch _._n.. o sl bichafen vetnee |Leakxla ighE
B s polaaacap : trally - channe and the surrounding walls, The built fealares of 5
radrbagh to _.:a: favorite waterfront sites. the Tinmurid garden were confined to the surrounding

Eo£n<n_.u it _m also possible that this type of Mughal gar-  frame und to the elements on tHe main axis. A e
den was inspired by n. .H._._scln. medel No Timunid gar- AF the chdrbdgh of the fhdd aleird®a did indeccl ..2..,.5...._. ,

. ut a closely related form 15— as a model for the Mughal waterfront mzdn:_;zﬁ r.».v
known through its description in the Persian manualon”  the Mughals adapted it was characteristic for the whol
agriculture and iculture, the Bishdd alzira e, writtlen &xm_»ao:m_..:u hetween Timurid and Mughal architecture -
+ by Qasiin ibn Yusul Abu Nasii in Herat in 515, Maria  The Mugha ir L rokchia)
Subtelny has shown that the source of Qasin 1bn Yusuf's  ain
inforination and inspiration was Mirak-i Sayyid Gliyath,
# renowned garden builder in late-Timurid Herat und
the father of the architect of Humayun's tomb.™ After
Herat had becn taken by the Uzbeks (1507) and the Safa-
vids (1510) the persecution of the Qizilbashis forced him (0 the development of the water{ront garden.

10 leave his homeland Mirak came to India, perhaps It has been suggested that the garden form anun_.,vn_m
wogether with the author of the Jrshdd, and is mentivued  in the /ishdd was what the late Thmwrids understoacl by

by Babur in 1529 as working on his constructions at Agra  the term chdrbdgh because the author does not allude
~ and Dholpur.® The Irshdd alzird%, which thus repre-  any other form.* However, it will be remembered thilt
* sents primary evidence for how late-Timid traditions  Babur, our main contemporary nwnim._unz. mentions [ei-
3 tould have been handed down to Mughal India, devotes  tures of his gaidens, as well us of earlier Timurid _.n.::a__.
awple chapter to the layout of the Timurid chdbigh  tions, which cannotbe brought into accordance with the:
arlous attempts have been undertaken (o reconstruct n_nmﬁ_::ma: by O».mma_,_a: Yusuf., wma:_. s first hdrbdgh-u
the chdrbdgh described in the Jishad.® All versions agree  Agra, builtin 1526; eleven years lter the Irshdd i..m:s H...
that the garden had an oblong plan with the main build-  was z_.:F._:_ m:m desgribed € .aﬂ.:.m».az a5 z.::gm__h

i ‘race sct at the southern end of the main axis  secins o have hud. s al :

”.“w_”“n_m h“_w ”.._z:_:n_ fanked by paved walkways. The absent in Qasim iibn 5;:_,,m hmn:_:.F_S.r _w.._.cE.w muw:..
seeins to have heen represenied by Nilufar at Dholpur was a z_e.g.m» ,m.:__.p___.w_ nmz.w__ __u.. qf.
garden plats (chaman) arranged in two pairs on cither H...o_. the %..“.._x ﬂ_:m”.w_w .,...._W,M_..,_.Fa_w_n:wyu.__._maz_._u_M”H:. _““_. :
ide of the main axis. According o Subtelny two of the  tions (o India e cAdr dgh of i

2 den plots were divided into nine beds, and two into Q_:.o:_S_ form. The first Mughal garden m_mssnz nls
o “Mi.“_“? this lorming sub-chdibagh pauterus.” employed other solutions, one of ithe

WM.“. iuxtaposition of u building on a terrdce and a  eicarchitecturalized adaption of the hshad charbagh,
e juxti .

lion is a sunken pool
ement is combined with a

aiming atstrict funciional

)

* four-part elemnent
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cms 19 have L
lanned chdrbdaoh wi : SO
ll)ion & 1hl hm?ﬂgh with the building at the maiy; intersec
R inuf-:or:;ldd‘lc uftllw garcden, The splendid and ¢cnn.
l\éral‘y ‘ll‘cllitl:C:lon ol this plan intg the onwien M
¢ cture of the M i e
(I562-71)% leads ame to et Humayn's tomb

e to belicve that there we
: s ) ‘ vere earl
ueatments of it in residential garden architectyre
Problenm is that the earliest Csic

¢ centrally

ier
pre d Mug! alne
reserved Mughal residential
c;\:m[}lc of thc\ceqtrally planned rype, the first (lower)
charbagh ol the Shalimar Gardens at ashmir whi
nally stood by itself, dates only from 162() »
lanned chdrbagh r ned the exclusive
tombs, also in a riverlTont cantext, until the
ALIL was also user

ogelner with (he addidve "hwisk
4 > " . .
Lmj‘rbﬁgh forinula for residential yardens afong the

riverbank, at least up to Shah Juhun's time, can be seen
in the description cf the gardens of Mughal Agra by
Peter Mundy, a reliable Curopean eyewiiness, who stayed
in the city in the early 1630's. He says that "the beuer

1ch origi-
The cenwally
lan ot Muglml
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the puge ol memory,,., In

. . c - . -
bmlt‘:?gs (_nmrm-r wazi) and wonderful pavilions
(nashiman-hay badi) of the princes of exalted origin

and other famous aniirs give a display of the garden

Truwranndt .
ol é“{lmau and the palaces of the gaiden of paraclise "*
onipirable g - j
ir es_were developed in the

cupitals of the two other great Musliny enpires.n-Otto-
man Istan on-ro ul-;mlig%uUJas
Y In seventeenth-century Safavid
arden residencesTWere built on the shorey of—
the Zayanda riven® However, in its systematic and uni-

fF)rln planning — in which we again recognize the pecu-
liar Mughal loglc — riverfront Agra difters from these
wmore informal waterfront schemes  The  planning

actually anticipates a prominent landlocked [eature of -
the urban development of I's_fa]{an under Shah “Abbas |,

naniely, e schieme of the Chahaibagh realized since
1596. Lt consisted of gardens lajd out on hoth sides of a

large avenuc (khnaban), and ils canal which extended

particular, the spacious

lined the Basporu,
_stahan

sort” of gardens had an enclosure wall with four towers
_at the corners with domes and galleries, anywhere rom
one 1o four gates, and long walks lined by cypresses lead-
ing “comionly towards the midle ... where is the
cheite howse of pleasure and Tancke . ... This square
Carden is aguine devided into other lesser squares, and
that into other like bedds and plots "
Eventually, however, the “riverfront hurskcusn-chdr

across the river berween the palace in the city and the
subuiban Bagh-i ‘Abbnsab_a.d"'! Did Jahan's court poet
IGalit allude to the fact that Mughal Agra resembled the
scheme of Isfahan when he compared the river Jamna
framed by garden buildings and (owers with a cypress-
lined khiydban, the facades ofjthe buildings reflecting
each other like faces in a mivior?!?

U Shah Jatmisieign-we notlce two imporiant trends

. |V 5
bagh" formula — which for simplicity’s sake may be yFirst, as already pointed out, IMEM

front garcen were arranged i) 4 perfectly symmetrical

Calted—Tiverfiont garden’ or "walerfront garden” —
ber-nm‘.‘mw used 1esidendal fornr The

composiuon. Second,-oulside,_of Kashmir where the

- s
Wh-ccmuw artist of the map in the Jaipur
City Palage Museum considered it so characteristic of the
urban landscapc of Mughal Agra that hg cven showed
centrilly planned charba hs in this way, ;u_gb :ts lhg_tgfn;:,_
garden of [Stimad al-Dawla (1626-28) (figs. 2 no. 4
4)." The impression that Agra with its Ch'.‘llllis of m:::lll-'
front gardens on either side of L!u:‘]amnla I.“a ¢ on con- -
{eMpOranies is putin h%g-hly pocufb»;@;clos;}csm}ah&ﬂ'ﬁwnhcr e D-r

istorian Muhiaimag< -11.] S e

¢ €ans. _ ) ;
NRAAGE hesnets u(‘g:la':;:hri i hﬁg};-ha} af pnrach-
b.uildings nn:l g;r:::?:ogcf;?ér in such a handsome close,
e spncclm siPhL of the behplder from the h-‘-‘a‘"'a[”a“"
:g el::i[:rtu]\?nn%cm of each que of them S;‘t‘;:i‘liglﬂs:

ypLIn . 8
618597 hmi‘n?e‘):i:::' muml:il%[in[gf (Ci%mimr-hri-ﬁ sa::f;
ocause & t;r' ardens, in front [of Lhcllandw_ard S-ldc':-n'
?ll'\dllﬂ;:' Eg;:ll it appears that gardlcn is ::llk::}:]cuc)lgi:c s
o arclen L, :
alldl:;f“'f;: glzlli:ci:t:;’;::;dlﬁegis < om]JFl)c'Lcly gmsed fro%n
stroll in , e

‘nerary garden o

Mughal garden had developedits own form of teiraced
compositions, this garden fony uly becanc the predom-

inant one of the period; the acuial form of (!w compo- X

nent Ejﬂﬁ_{l}'lgl_]l he chal}gg,d_gitbgut disturbing the or-
anization. At Agra, the patlerh was employed no4| onl.r :

i ial gar for Shah Jahan s

P rhan resicdential gavdens bul also

g i L the enseinble now

Talled I¢hass Mahaland Anguri Bagh, |':buiFtE(_h£erL

o ilex af the female quarier's (zandua) ‘between the

L .
early 1630's and 1087 (figs 10-1T) "Ihe watei (ront plan

aralleled seale, in

or eayly in 1632 an AT
The Taj copnplex and (1 e g e
tioned injihc overall scheme of the u‘\vcnbam’c[.l;\rt:s:il m:
.|ua A den would be; consequently they a c|; i
‘dsredcg;minnnl gurden form of this urban plan. in ;
B

“rden and of the [u-
" he {orm both of the palace Bar and :
ol [the Taj was dictated by their urban con-

. . 19 ns—.
The design of the gavden of the Taj Mahal™ tra
text !

fortress palace were post



e

, i licated to the chiefla
wdlocked sithaton, were d~.-:¢ ‘
. f:liitlg of Munntaz, Saiti al-Nisa Khanum (1647-48), and
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ELBA KOGH

Posed an establisheg Mugh
POssible Timurq *
mental runm-ary
haps

Al residengyl farden type of
Antecedents inyg )y ‘
r . :
Barden architecture,

Begley was per
overlooking - evidence Rearey B¢y was pey

honie when e

: ¢ Taj Mahal fron) copy.
plex concepts of Islamic cosmology *TAll the evidence

S\ggests rather tha the aim o
) l '} cr.

waditdon of the waterfront gard
lhcr-1 to enlarge if‘ln ascale beyond the reac Fo uT'n' e
e s S e
schiemne was not Bnly used rorotlhwvml AR
B T ¢ or;_;anlzau.on of the
 buta r the spatial Organization of the
;Jéhl::”r tWo main units that make Up the Taj complex (fig.
K "I‘hc g_:u“dcl} configuratng o rectangular unit and
quadripartite square is repeated in the iectungle of the
forecourt (jilaw (khdna) (fig. 19E) with i subslcliary
courls followed on the same axis by a square divided by
cruciform bazaar streets into four-quadrants ¢fntaining
harwansard™s (Gg. 12F). The whole complex of the Taj
Mahal may thus be'tead as 1 band of rwo configurations
based on the waterfiont scheme,
The allusions to the waterfront garden plan do nat
end here because abbreviated miniature versions of the

n

large tomb garden also served as scuings for three sub-

sidiary tomb enclosures (fig. 12B-D). Two of thesc fu-
fAcrary enclosures are placed at the southeast and south-
west corner of the lorecourt, and one appears as an
independent unit outside the east wall, The funerary
enclosures situated inside the complex, are modificd
abbreviations of the main toinb garden; each one has an
octagonal tomb flanked by siall wings set on a terrace
aligned on one side of a small square chdrbagh with a
pool at the crossing of its paved walkways. The funcr:l‘ry
unit situated outside the east wall varies the .'a.chcmc in
that a small mosque is placed on the terrace msu.:nd of
the tomb; the tlomb itself, also octagonal, is set in the
center of a small garden of which onlly traces remain, We
are on safe grounds in assning lhfu_u also had the fm;”f
of a chdrbdgh (tig 12D). These subsidiary funerary enclo
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‘context It had — at lenst in the carlier 16 0 —p cendng
onnotation attiched to it. However, int
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periul funeriry architectui ¢ gave iy a distinculy impe) ja

i¢ lrend gaing momentum in (he Lahore
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Burj (Shish Mauhal) rebujlt in 1631
one of bis earlies) ; (Nigs
" The group of riverside b dings is Rere com.
Pressed into a massive polygonal block, The chdrbigh ele.
ment i represented by the paved courtyard wh‘ilth Iy
divided into fouy parss by narrow channels running ofl'
from a cepural pool. The Shah Burj was, as indicated by
ils.nanu.-. a building with an exclusively imperial conno.
lauon. As one of the established ceremonial buildin
types of Shahjahani palaces, it was reserved for the empc%
ror's private council and accessible only 10 a select fow

who had the emperor's special confidence, ™

“module for the planning of' Shahjahuni palaces and gur-
,‘(IC_I?'IS__ZDC Plan could be used independendy from
waterfront site, In the Shalimar Cardens at Lahare
(1641-42) * for example, a single terrace is set between
two squace chdrbaghs acting thiis as a constituent elemnent
for a plan which reads as owo overlapping waterfront
schemes (lig. 16) In the elevation the two chdrbighs are
set on different levels, the teirace element being
assigned (o the lower one. The whole concept thus
inerges the type of terraced garden which the Mughals
had developed in Kashmir with conipasitional eleinents
borrowed from the waterfront scheme.
The use of the waterfrant garden as 3 modular unic
culminates in_the fortress palace of Shal [ahan's new
capltal city Shahjahanabad (fig. 17) built between 1639
and ; ¢ plan Tor thepalace, which is today callg:.g
the Red Fort, is based on a giant muthamman baghdddi
which here takes the form of a rectangle with chamfered
corners. The pavilions and halls for the emperor and the
randnn slanmmmlmg*mﬁ?'o—iflw
riverfront (figs. 18-19). “In front of l"-n(‘|-1 [I"ul'm-tlkﬂ' P
vilion (nashiman)," says the emperor’s historian Kambo,
“is a garden (bdghcha) ot perfect freshness and p'lca.sa;:l-
ness, so J]-la"l this (whole] paradisical pa,rcmnfdi p.c..; :
alace) fiom Hne end to the other bccausco' t exuber
i ation has drawn a vell across the green sky und
ant vegelation has ¢ rawn i : ke the
izht is presented to the eyes of the belioldes like 1!
e gl “% Iy (he organization of each individ-
e peAgAs; n l c‘ 4 ize the formula of the
‘ lex we clearly recognize
LCOINE hich was in the palace of Shahjahana-
\,\fntcrﬂdc Ehden W-I |.‘f lanning the whole river-
bad used ns a modular unit o.r‘p 3
front.* Moreover, the riverfro ~which b

i iy, 10w
been borrowed from the Mughal riverfront city, was |
. 2 .
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nsurpec K .
ped by the palace. The 3CCEss to'fhe rivert:
other members of the impe riverfront {or

considerably limited thn“;’{l f'arl!t:i'l oo
- : x dmDO tells us (}
erial pr 4 s thal the 1n-
5( A princes and famous nobles buily spaciqus and
nderful buildings (Smardti wasic B

aordi s wa badi®
exXtraordinary pavilions (nashiman badi) and

: -hd-yi gharl
sicles of the tort along the riverfront ¢ ¥t gharil) on both

4 hesg :
S ALY A cms Lo repeat
hic had said about Agra rather than to take in v.fh'.-.t

was rig i
la?]d:cb:“eh:lflc:;'c his eyes. The sunfiuing Mughal urban
- P_ lecent reconsuuctions of Shalijuhana- -
-bad™ which, with help of coniempoiary llitcrary‘s‘]ourc
work back from a nineteenth-century map of the Oriccrs::
tal and India Office Co]lec;iqns in the BrmSH‘L'lbl‘ary“'
sho\:.v that not only the nobles but also the members of
d:.e imperial family had to build their Acwilis™ inside the
city rather than as garden residences on the rivei front
(fig. 17). The few residences on the waterfront were built
by personsaspecially favored by the emperor,” and there
were none at all on the opposite viver bank.® The evi-
dence compures!in no way with the "demacratic” river-
| lront garden schErne of Agra (compare figs 2-4:with 17-

19) which had been imitated 1o some extent in’ Akbar's
Dclhi and probably also in Lahore. The best indication
of the new state of alfairs at Shahjahanabad is perhaps in
the garden of Shah Jahan's favorite daughter Jahanara
At Agra her garden, the Bagh-i Jahaiara or Zahra Bagh,
was praised as one of the fabled sights of the riverfront,”
while at Shahjahanabad her Sahibabad gardens, large
(982 gaz % 242 gaz) as they were,® were laid out tnside the

city. In_Shah Jahan's new capital the waterfront garden
scheme had b ap imperial prerggatve.” :
n the landward side the fortress palace was encircled

by gardens and gar iC dghat wa sarapus-
‘tan-ha).” The poets projested into these satellite gar
dens a sentiment which must have been echoed by many
a new hawili resident of the city regreiting the 1(':,-51 walel-

front:
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