


' Ghoorkha
e Ghoorkhas bcgan to m‘v&ade Nipal er th
ship of Prithi Narain. . The Newar. Ra;;a. oi~
mandhu begged for British help. ;
government  was stwng,ly mclined L
Newars. The Ghoorkha invasion, had stoppet
trade, and all flow of specie from Ni 1pa1; and
very time the trade of the Compmny was declini
Bengal, and the country was dramed of specle.
1767 an expedition was sent to Nipal under Cap.
tain Kinloch; it reached the hills i in the midst
the rainy season, and was eompelled to retum .
the malaria of the Terai and want of prdm
su,ppagwf In 1768 the Ghoorkhas completed the oc'mqu ,
trfg,fl "f‘h Katmandhu. They massaered. every pers’” ‘

tinction connected thh the Newax dynas

Narzun was cunmng, fmthless, mhuman, and
o hgmus, 'I‘he British. commerée mth

o brought ennrelv to a clos& ' .
i %,ﬁ?&f‘:"eo

.

& mission to Thibet. In 17 83 Mr. Turner Weni;“ 'li ;

# The drain of specie in Bengal at this period wag the rzmlﬁ o % '
revolutions, When the British government obtained tho Dnam of . gﬁ,y
Behar and Orissa, they mn})kyyed the surplus revenues in their trading
investments in India and China: thos there was no i longer an in i
silver from Europe, whilst there was a.lm‘ge mﬁﬁo

o : : i ’ e % B . : : i £ et



inclination towards an alliance with the English.

er cent. on the 1mports of both countries.

The secret object of the Nipalese for concluding
treaty was hot discovered until xome time after-
ds. then appeared that they were threatened
theﬂhmese, and were anxious to obtain the
pport of the British government. They had
shed their armies beyond the Himalayas into the
' plains of Bastern Thibet, and plundered the temples
8 ;‘ﬁlgarehl The Lama of Digarchi was spiritual

large army against N ipal.
¢ Ghoorkha government roquested help from

nor-General.  He declined to send an armed
but offered to mediate between Nipal and
Chma  He sent Major Kirkpatrick on a mission
1o Ks ,antlhu and this officer was the first English-
ho is known to have visited the capital of
. Meanwhile the Nipalese had made their sub-
~ mission to '}w"'(}hmese, and agreed to pay tribute
- to Pekin.  Major Kmkpatnck found that the Ghoor-
khasm]ectedaﬂ is o , ot
- leave Katmandhu,

g 1792"the Ghoorkha Raga of Nlpal showed Tgrgnts o L

A treaty was concluded with Mr. Duncan, the
jﬂBmtlsh;‘Resldent at Benares: it was purely com-
* aercial, stlpulatmg for a duty of two and & half

Ni a‘l‘thmatv--h '
ened by ' tha i
Cbmm,

her of the Empetor of China; he applied to the !
ror fpr suceour, and the Emperor sent a

Aﬁvei-nment of India. Lord Cornwallis was - 5 o




b Brofutions '.L‘hev state e pohtlcal affairs at Katmandhu
. dhu, soon became critical. The Raja, Run Bahadur
i Sah, was'a minot; his uncle was Regent., In 1795
the ‘uncle was murdered, and Run Bahadur Sah
_ seized the throne. Run Bahadur Sah reigned mfh
intolerable tyranny for five years. In 1800 he
was compelled to abdicate the throne in. favou* ‘
of an illegitimate son, and fly to Benares, leavmg
the Rani mother as Regent with the aid of a clne
Minister. [
Run Bahadur Sah was well recelved by the
British government, and Captain Knox was ap-
pointed to attend him as Political Agent. His resi-
dence in British territory worked upon the Ghoorkha
authorities at Katmandhu ; they showed a readiness
to meet the views of the British government. The
treaty of 1801 was concluded, under which a per-
manent Resident was received at Katmandhu.
By the twelfth article it was agreed that the
representatives of either State should hold 19 com-
munication whatever With the subjects or inhabi- :
‘tants of the country to which they were aceredited -
‘without the knowle;lge and concurrence of the
authontles ~
 British By  this time the Ghoorkhas had consohdami
mndhn then' rule over a tract of country extendmg five -
or six hundred miles along the frontiers of Oude
and British India. Nipal offered a ready asylum
to robhers and banditti of every kind. Boundary
. quarrels were incessant. Captain Knox, the new
‘Resident, was received at Katmandhu merelyma




‘pedmnt to ward oﬂ’ oany pohtical

d;mgers whmh might threaten Katmandhu from the
.1:,;_efxlled Ra;a at Benares. The Ghoorkha authontms )
- were deaf to all complaints and remonstrances.

In 1802 there was another revolution at Katma,n Withdmwnl

dhu. An. ~elder  Rani had accompanied Run aﬁnms M’”
j ",Ba‘hadur Sah to Benares. She suddenly returned ‘

to Katmandhu, overthrew the Rani mother, and

~ assumed the Regency. The Durbar now became

. rude and insolent to the British Resident. The new

. Rani Regent stirred up a ledder of banditti to

?_}cllt oft the Resident and his followers. Timely

. warning was given, but Captain Knox saw that

- his post was untenable, and returned to British

temtory

.The Bnhsl‘ty alhance with N 1pal was formally dis-  Ghoorkha

: :solved The Ghoorkha Raja was allowed to return £ ‘,p:i”“m", i
. from Benares to Katmandhu. He was accompanied f
by a young and ambitious man, who had shared his
':elee, and was destined to take an important part
in N 1palese affairs. This man was named Blnm
’ Sen Thappa

. On arriving at Katmandhu, Run Bahadur Sah  Bhim Sen
murdered the Minister and reassumed the govern- jrepp, Min-
ment of Nipal. Bhim Sen Thappa became Minister, €t

e 'R»aJa was killed in some quarrel with his brother,

; Onée again the illegitimate minor was placed on the

throne of Katmandhu under the Regency of the

* elder Rani. But Bhim Sen Thapps was the real
~ and only ruler; he was the favourite of the Rani,
ami the chief Mnnsﬁer and maater spirit, whom all




v Nipalese

aggrossions

on British

. territory.

~ belonging to the British government had been

‘ tles Mezmwhlle tho C‘rovernment of Indm was most
“anxious to avoid squabbles with Nipal, and over- |

* ernment of India was roused into sending a Britis}
~ detachment to recover it at the point of the bayo.

of thlrty-ﬁve yea.rs he contmued to bé th undxsput
ed head of affairs, whilst the feignmg', Ra,;;a,: waﬁ
either a minor or only a nominal sovereign. i
From 1803 to 1814« the relatmns uf the Bntls gov- |

‘the aggressions of the Ghoorkhas along the whole' ~
line of frontler from Rungpore to Rohllkhtmd*

looked the aggressions on  the plains, '_antul‘ltf was |
forced to conclude that they formed p'a.rtﬂ bf Mk

Nipalese seized on another large dlstnci. Th" Gov:

net; but the Nipalese were not prepared for war,
and retived without attempting to resist. A British
Commissioner was subsequently appointed in con-
junction with a Nipalese Commissioner to investi-
gate frontier disputes. It was found that between
1787 and 1813 more than two hundred villages




D

seized by the Ghoorkha under a variety of injus-
- tifiable prefexts. It was clearly proved that two
 British districts had been seized by the Nipalese, to
- which they had not a shadow of a claim. The Nipal-
~ese recalled their Commissioner, and then asserted
. that the investigation proved the right of Nipal
_ to the districts in  question. TLord Hastings, who
~was then Governor-General, gave the Nipalese
govéi‘nmﬁnt a fixed date for the evacuation of the
bwo distriets. At the expiration of that period,
the two districts wero recovered by a British detach-
ment, without meeting with any resistance. i
* The government of Nipal, in other words the War hegan
- Minister BhimSen Thappa, was resolved on war, A " Nipal
- party of Ghoorkha troops attacked a British police g
~ post in the recovered territory, and massacred eight-

~ eenpoliceofficers, The story of the war which fol-
. lowed belongs to general history. , :
| In1816' the war against Nipal was brought to &  Meaty =
| close by the treaty of Segowlee. Under this treaty iglng il
- the Nipal government abandoned all claims on the :
- hill Rajas to the west of the river Kalee; they
. eeded the belt of low lands known as the Terai;
o theyr'estored;thé territoryof 8ikhim to the northward
. of Bengal to the Sikhim Raja; they agreed toreceive
o «-;{;ﬁb{{BﬁtiSh:Resident at Katmandhu; and they engaged
. never fo entertain any European or American in the
~ service of Nipal without the consent of the British

~ government.  Mr. Gardner was appointed to be the

first British Resident at' Katmandhu.  Sir David

~ * Despatch from the Governuent of India, 6th November 1816,
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- M. Gardner might not advance’ from Kumaon to

Katmandha by the route of the hills. The Mlmsters

however objected to this route. It was suspected

that they were disinclined to allow a British. pawty

o explore a new route into Nlpa.l tenltory . But

' Reluetance

Nipal  to
?: Te-

bound by the treaty of Segowlee to cede the TGI’&I

to the British government, ' But the M;mxsters‘

were much averse to the cession. ' They exp‘lesmd‘
to 8ir David Ochterlony’s Munshia deep anxiety

_ for the restoration of the Merai. They declared

. that they had only concluded the peace in. the

expectatlon of getting back the Terai. They also

 expressed the hope that the coming Ramdent woul&

not make a protracted stay at Katmandhw,

Meantlme Lieutenant Boileau went to Katmax;— i

E dhu to take over tempomry charge of the Remdency
 until the arival of Mr. Gardner. He carried a

the foundry at Katmandhu. The Nipal Ministers
~saidthat the men had been ordered to leave the coun- =
try Iaeutenant Boxleau knew tha.t they ‘bad

. letterand presents for the Raja, and was instrueted
to execute the termsof the treaty. A quest;on ‘
arose about the surrender of two Buropean deserters

from the British army, who had been employed in

in the ﬂeld seni; on a Natlve Munshl to ascertam 1f !

| they said nothing about this. They only | urved 0
L hat cthe small-pox was raging in that quarter,
' that the Raja had never had it; and that Mr

~ Grardner might possibly brmg it to Katmandhu.
The Nipal government, as already stated, waa |

it




Al
-

-ﬁmlmcnt decldecl that the queqtmn should be
‘Jdropped e

o ered all the marshy plam at the foot of the hills.
But the northern portion of the belf was forest land ;

o Mimsterq m'ged that as the term  Babur, !
orest, was not used in the treaty, the cession
nly referred to the Terai up to ‘the edge of the
forest, and not to the whole of the Terai up to the
ot ‘f‘the Bl

 The (hspute about thé, frontler has lonv Booi
sbsolete. It is only important as showmg the

' that State. The concession Was made, and even addi-
. tional temtory was granted; but nothing would
| gsatrsfy the Court of Katmandhu. Commissioners on
‘th mdes surveyed the border;  butit was some
years before a compromlse was effected, and the
o d;scussmn quicted down.

Mr. Gardner arrived at Katmandhu in due course,

and was infroduced to the Raja in public Durbar.
Two hwh oﬁ’iclals, one of whom was the Guru or

spmtual adviser of the Raja, were appointed to be
the channel of all commumca,mons between the‘

i Durbar and Mr Gardner.

he oesmon of the Term was a queqtlon of Omater  Objections
‘brtanee. . The Ministors affected  to  doubt o odme

hether the ('essmn comprchended the whole belt
< of the low’ country. The term Terai undoubtedly

, ‘ .stanée.‘j'frbm‘f‘-Ka,tmam]mﬁ,‘ o
and there kepb in’ conoealment The ' British ¢ govu_

: éxﬁremé tenamty of the Nipal government on all
- frontier questions from our earliest relations with

Mz, Gard- ‘
ner, the first
Resident un-
der the trea.ty
of I816:



Nlpalese T

i tmgues thh

[ the 0 Ching
: authontws

| against

| British gov-
) ‘ermnen

gLt

| the British
govemment

Fur’cher ‘

Actlon of |

real origin and progress of the war.

BUMMARY ‘n‘ \ FPAIRS

Meaﬁwhlle N1pdl was threatened by Chma,'anda
the Nipalese government was schemmg to embrod i

, the English with the Chmese., Tt has ah'emly been

geen that relations’ between Nipal and Ohina began 1

in 1792, when a war between the two' ‘powers was

brought to a close. From that time Nipal had been

" aceustomed to send a mission to Pekin every three

years to carry the tribute agreed upon. But dumng\

 the war with the British government, Nipal Agents‘
| were sent to Lhassa and Pekin, and toldthe Chinese
authorities that the Government of India demanded, L
as the price of peace, the transfer of the tnbute here-

tofore paid to China, together with a free passage
through Nipal territory into the Chinese Bmpire.
Accordingly the Court at Pekin sent ofﬁcmls to
Lhassa to investigate the circumstances. it
The British govemment had already sent letters:' ‘
to Lhassa through the Raja of S1khm1,.w1’ch the view
of puttmg the Chinese officials in pcssesqmn of the

At this juncture the two. pra.lese oﬁiclalss, j‘vé“hbﬂ ',

| ca,med on all communications between the Resident
and the Durbar, informed Mr. Gardner that

the Chinese force had advanced to Tonque on flyo: |
Nlpalese frontier, and that the Bhooteas were assem-
bling in force., They professed to impart this intel.
ligence, mnot ag coming from the Durbar, butasa
piece of private information given out of their respect
for the British government. Mr. Gardner believed
that they were acting under the order of the Durbar. :

L Despateh, 16th November 1816.




~and had been sent for the purpoy of alarmmg the ,

.-”Bmtxsh govemment into gmutmg larger conces- |

 sions as regards the Terai, | ol
L Subsequently the Minister, Bhim Sen Thappa,
 sought an. interview with Mr. Gardner. He was

. evidently alarmed at the progress of the Chinese
 army, and sought to avert the danger by cngagmg
f::’the interference of the British government.

G M, Grardner, under instructions from the Govern.

not interfere in any quarrel between Nipal and

_ China. He gave however friendly advice to the

. effect that Nipal would do well to revert to her pre-

wvious relations Wlth China, and pay the tmbute

. agbefore.

b About. thls t1me the Brltlsh govarnment was
i emgaged in extendmg vaccination over India. Some
Nipalese officials were vaccinated. The Ghoorkha

. Raja contemplated doing so, but kept on deferring

“] the operation. Atlastin1818 he caught small-pox
i ;ramddled e

L gihe he:u' to the throne was an infant. Conse-
iiquemtly 3 Council of Regency was formed at the
. head of affairs ; and for some years nothing disturb-
. ed the tranquillity of Nipal ; and the relations with
~ the Resident were satisfactory in every way.

Gl In 1821 a question arose ahout the surrender of
: ‘enmmals ! The Magistrate of Purneah applied
 through the Political Agent at Katmandhu for the

3 Genm.l‘lettex. 11th September 1824,

”‘:-‘lnent. of India, told the Minister that the British
overnment, had no quarrel with China, and would |

British
government
refuses toin~
torfera mbe
tween D AR
and China‘n.pafle /

i

Death  of “ o
‘the Gthoorkha
Ra.;a.. S

Counil: of
Regency.:

Negohatrou&_:“",
respectmgthat :
surrender o i

s (




‘over held land m & NIpaJ v111fwe. Aecmrdangl the
.,request was refused unless the British go_ernmentﬂh
agreed. to a corresponding surrender of criminals,
. The Resident deemed. it inexpedient to enfertain
‘ ‘V‘}ithe propdsatmn.‘ The. Nlpal government, offcred'
‘-mvasmgate the charges against the five Mewatties
' and on conviction to punish the offenders. Mr. |
. Gardner urged that the Nipal government had not

" ‘the same means for the mvastagmhon of crime in.

‘reply 4 and as there emsted no treat
" for the surrender of offenders Wh() wer
. ‘Nlpal the demand was pressed no further

. In 1823 the Select Oomm*ittce‘ of Supr ‘
' jat Canton expressed a desire to send urgenv h
i overland by way of Yunan and Sylhe’c Th y aske
the Government of Indin whether the Raja of
~ Bikhim would send specml messengers throughphzs b
~ country by way of Lhassa, or any other route. On
_ enquiry t throngh the Political Agent at Katmwndhu,
‘it was found that permission must be obtained
 from the Chinese Umtahs at Lhassa. The N1pa;l’

1 General letter, 13th June 1823{‘ : : '1«




' Birth of &
gon | to ‘the
Ghoorkha :

Raga

Arib :,,,?three hundrad rupees amaongst the poor",
mople who bmucrht the ze'mfut and two hundred‘

Question of
money . pres
sents, ;




at Patna for,, the Hoh esf Thi

thought that the concessmn WOuld be ob;ectwnable.
The Government of TIndia directed that a separate
‘application. should be made on each oceasion, with
an estimate of the probable value 6f ’ﬁhe gwd& to

‘ be purchased. 4
' Wativecere:  In1830% Mr. Hodoson 1eee1ved an 1nv1tatmn from -
i the Durbar on the occasion of the Khur Kheldee,

when the infant son of the Raja would complete e
'his smth month, and eat boﬂed Tice and mllk for
the first tune. ' ' b
, Mision . The same year Mx. Hodo-son reported havmg‘ b
i S glven passports to some messengers from Sindia’s
i _government who had brought presents from their !
master some. time prevmusly on the oceasion of his
marriage. The presents had been accepted by the
Maharaja of Nipal, and return presents were sent
to Sindia. The Resident had also sent letters to \
the Go]lectors of Customs at Ghazlpore, Benar
- Allahabad, and Cawnpore, exemptmtg the esen
G gomg to Sindia from thepayment of d uties
 Miion” © The Government of India approved of the proceed-
: 35’.‘;?,‘;;““? ‘ings of Mr. Hodgson. Subsequently the Resident “
 Gwalior reported that the Baiza Bai ‘had expr%sed Wi
_ the utmost surprise-at hearing of these messengers ; S
~ she positively denied that any person had been sent =
o Nipal, and expressed her belief that the messen-
-gers were impostors. = M. Hodgson afterwards
stated his reasons for believing that the messengers
and presents were genuine,
1 General letter, 14th October 1830,

.\




| In 1838 it was proposed to establish & sanitarium Proposed
ot Darjeeling in Sikhim territory. The proposition “ﬁ;‘:}‘;’i{;‘;’“
. ywas first discussed in 1830 ; but 8ir Charles Metcalfe o
© and Mr. Bagley opposed it, as likely to excite the jea~ .
 lousy of the Nipal government. Subsequently Lofd# i
William Bentinck visited Mussoorie,’ and wasmuch
“i‘i.jnpré’s'sed;iwith the comfort and advantage of a it :
.. xesidence in the hills, at an altitude which was dry a8 il
‘wellas cold.  Cheraponjee was so excessively damp
that it could not be converted into a sanitarium. A
T efénce was made to the Nipal government on
o subject through the British Resident. i
~ The boundary dispute between Nipal and Sikhim Hilastina
| was brought to'a close. The young Raja of Nipal teeatan
tf ' had obtained his majority. . JL
. In April 1834, Mr. Hodgson reported haying . Freposd
 addressed letters of recommendation? to thedifferent e .o%.s;i :
authorities in British India in behalf of a Lieutenant b
in the Nipalese army, who had been sent on a four e
 of 6bservation in the plains. Mr. Hodgson had re.
. quested that every opportunity might be given to the
. Nipalese officer to witness parades, inspect forts and
. arsenals, and observing generally whatever might
_ help to give him an adequate of the military science
' and resources of the British government.
The. Government of India considered’ that Mr. it
 Hodgson had exceeded his proper powers, and ought government.

. Genemalllattex, 13th November 1834. =
8 General letter, 6th April 1835, y
- ® Dr. Campbell's narrative, Procse
sl

ings, Nos. 4950 A, 23:&Jmmnry




i Ve of the pohtmal mlutxohs between the '
“government up to date. I’mt of the, mform~ f

the present summary ‘
perhaips, Worthy of record | |
Ever ,smae the estahhshment of 8 perm:ment

d ffthe Baradam-’

" British gov. | i 511 the eaﬂier years of the Res1dency, the Sahs, or
et royal family of Katmandhu, were anxious  to

faders. enlist the British government against the Thappa
faction; but Lord Hastmgs Would not hsten to

these overtules.




" Nipal Was in a,ll respects mdependenﬁ , he Brl-
_ tish government. She was bound by the treaty of
1816 not to entertain Turopeans or Americans  in

Indepen
dence of Nis
pal,

her service ; ; but that was all. The British govern-f

~ . not bound to assist her against any enemy ; nor was
it pledged by any g guarantee to the reigning dynasty.
~ The Chiefs of Nipal were in no way dependent upon
the British government. The Nipal authorities were
- not bound in any way to listen to the advice of the
: 'Bntlsh Res1dont on any subject whatever,

" In 1882 the Rani mother died, and Bhima Sen
"I‘happa continued to enjoy undisturbed power,
This Minister gave his whole time and energies to
the affairs of State. Although Nipal was deprived of
a thivd of her territory in 1816, Bhima Sen Thappa
had raised her to as strong a mﬂltary posmon as

_ ever on the British frontier.

. Between 1816 and 1835 the resources of N 1pal
~ had nearly doubled. Before the war the Terai had
 been nearly depopulated. In 1835 it contributed

. ten lakhs of rupees a yoar to the public revenue,

~ and was capable of yielding three times that amount.

 The Mmmte_r had resumed all the rent-free tonures
 of the Brahmins. The custom duties had been

L raised from eighty thousand rupees in 1816 to two

- hundred and fifty thousand in 1834.

. The constant policy of the Ghoorkha rule had
been to perpetuate the warlike habits of the martial
. tribes, and to maintain a standing army up to the

. ment had never subsidized her army, nor borrowed
- her money, nor had any claim on her revenue. It was

Military
strength.

Tneveased | o
Tevenue.’ i

Warlike
pOliuy of the
Ghoorkhas,




‘lughest point. In 183.8 tha;‘; ce @
. Btate was estlmaﬂed‘afb ten thoﬂmamd men In e
it was estimated at fifteen thoumnd Thls was ﬁm e

‘peace establishment in constant pay and under regu;{

lar discipline, but Nipal was able to. brng Do

' times that number of troops into the field. The
system of army establishment was one of ‘annual

rotation ; the army was changed every year from

full pay to no pay. Thus the Nipal govemmentf :
counld place treble the number of the peace estab-
lishment on a war footing w1thou‘t much Ioss o
i eﬂicmncy ‘ :




| HYDERABAD.

HYDERABAD

There is very little notice of Hydera,bad in the Ban

19

(0

Pafﬁmr'a ‘

General letters during the period which imme-

. diately succeeded to the wars of 1817 and 1818.

There was a heavy correspondence respecting

Palmer’s Bank, which created much exmtemont but

 has long been regarded as obselete.

. In 1822, serious disturbances broke out in Hy-
derabad® in connection with some religious disputes
between a sect called “ Ghyr Madhis ” and other
. Muhammadans. Many lives were lost in the affray
which was finally suppressed by the Russik batta-

~ lion under Colonel Daveton on the requisition of

the Minister Chandu Yal. The Nizam’s govern-
ment resolved on the expulsion of the * Ghyr
Madhis.” The Nizam ordered that every man of
that sect should be dismissed from his service and
banished from his dominions.

The administration of the territory of Hyderahad
had fallen into the greatest disorder, and the dis-
ciplined force under British officers was frequently
called upon to repress local rebellions. The country
was infested by robbers, and the roads were unsafe
for travellers without a large armed escort. In 1820
British officers were appointed in the different dis-
tricts to settle the revenue administration. The

.} General lotter, 12th September 1823,

Expnlson
of the (zhyr
Madhis.

British ina
terference in

the revenne

administra-
tion.



results of British mterpamtlon for the amehoration
~ of affairs were regarded as very favourable. The
Government of India considered that the prospects
of future prosperity were highly Satisfactory o

In 1829, Sikundar Shab,® Nizam of Hyderabad,
died, and was succeeded by his eldest son, Nazw-u-
dowla. ‘

In 1829, in accordance Wlth the urgent request of
the new Nizam, the Furopean officers superin-
‘tendmn' the revenue settlements in Hydembad :
territory were withdrawn.® o

In October 1829, the Resident reported that the
Nizam was cemployed in reforming the establish-

ments, of Jaghirdars. Great abuses had crept in.. .

The reforms however were very unpopular. Many of
the chief nobles were alienated from the Nizam,
and looked to the Minister Chandu Lal as the only
person capable of protecting them from spoliation.
The reforms were carried out with little regard for
the feelings of the Jaghirdars. The Resident regard~
ed them as proofs of the Nizan's energy and actlwﬁy“ :
of mind ; he thought that a little more experience
would lead the Nizam to dircct his atfention to
higher and nobler objects.

The same year a bloody fray broke out at Hyder-

i abad between the Sikhs and Arabs in the Nizam’s

geryice. Great disturbances also prevailed in conse-
quence of the violent conduct of Mubarik-u-dowla,

1 General letter, 28th July 1828,
2 Separate letter, 12th July 1829,
% Beparate letter, 16th June 1850.



i former years been 1mprlsoned in the fo ross of

Golkonda, but had been since released. Ha nOW

demanded a larger allowance from the leam.'

 He was very bitter against the Minister to whom he

attributed his imprisonment, ' He raised a foree of “‘

~ three or four thousand Arabs and Rohillas, who were

~ animated with the hope of plunder. The greatest
alarm prevailed. Troops were raised by the Nizam.
. and his Minister. The British Resident succeeded
| in mediating between the two parties. The prince
L ,a.ocepted his previous allowance of six thousand
rupees per mensem, and promised to abstain from
i further insurrection. = .
 In 1830 a plot was (hscovered Mubarik- u-dowla‘
had been engaged for months in trymo' fo seduce
the soldiers in the Nizam’s service. | Ile submitted
. to be arrested, and was again imprisoned in the
 fortress of Golkonda, -

Meanwhile the Resident raised a questlon as.

_ regards the employment of His Highness’s troops.
A new system of non-interference had been adopted
as regards the internal affairs of the Nizam’s govern-
~ment. The Resident therefore applied for the orders
~of the Government of India as to whether he should
. continue to exercise any discretion as to the employ-
ment of His Highness’s troops, seeing that they were

should continue to comply with requisitions of this

Plot of the
younger  bro- .
ther ‘of ' the ! Hil
Nizan, ]

Question
a8 to the Nlr
Zax’s my- ™

i - commanded by British officers; whether in fact he -

’ nature m the event of their being ealled wpon by .

" General letter, 16th June 1834,



‘ Timits « of

. its . employ-

ment,
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the Nizam to enforce measures whwh were unjust
Or Unnecessary. :

The Government of Imha, decxde(l that so }ong as
the Nizam’s army was commanded by British officers,
the British authorities were bound to exercise their
discretion as regards the employment of such officers.
The Resident was accordingly directed to satisfy
himself as heretofore on these points, previousto
complymg with His Highness’s requisition. :

In 1834, Major Stewart, the Resident at Hyder-

‘abad, reported the procecdings® of an enquiry which
had been held on three Europeans who bad engaged

in a fray in that city. e requested instructions
as regards similar cases, as they were likely, he
thought, to be of frequent occurrence under the
operations of the new India Bill.

The Government of India decided that the Way

in which Major Stewart had disposed of the case of

the three Europeans would form a suitable prece-
dent, namely, to expel such Europeans from the

Nizam’s dominions. HQ was accordingly authorised

to suggest this mode of treatment to the Minister.

~ As regards general instructions, it was proposed to

~ Arabs and
Rohillas,

dispose of each case according to circumstances
until some uniform system of procedura should be
ﬁnally established.

There had been a fray between the Arabs and
Rohillas at Hyderabad. A sanguinary contest
was expected. The Minister Raja Chandu Lal

"3 'General letter, 7th September 1835.






Introduc-
tion of British
rule

Wretched
condition.

Mr. Wllder,

Superintend-
ent,

“the most favourable notice. From the very first his

! Mhairwar-
T2 country.

| SUMMARY OF ATFA

RAJ POO’I.‘AN A

AJMERE.

The city and territory of AJmere was. brouO‘ht .
under British administration by the treaty of 1818,
Under this treaty there were certain exchanges of

‘terutory between Sindia and the British govern- -
‘ment for the adjustment of territory. The city and

territory of Ajmere thus came into the possession
of the British government.

At this period the city of Ajmere had long been &
prey to the rapacity of successive governors. The
wealthy had been stripped of their property and
driven to emigrate elsewhere. When first occupied
by the British it was nearly deserted. The intro-
duction of British authority inspired general con-

fidence ; and the prospect of security to person and

property induced multitudes to return. :
Mr. Wilder was the first English Supenntendent‘
of Ajmere. His administrative measures received®

serious attention had been called to a predatory

‘and unecivilised race known as the Mhairs.

Mhairwarra, the country of the _Mhairs, is a wild

and mountainous region of considerable extent,

1 General letter, 15th Janunary 1820,



e Venmg between the southem part jmere

o the Rajput States of Jodhpore and Oo‘aeyfpore.‘

Rights of sovereignty in Mhairwarra were exarcmed ,
- over Mhair villages by Jodhpore and Oodeypore, as'

_ well as by the British government,

As early as 1819 Mr. Wilder had been compelled‘ !

to employ troops against the Mhairs, for the purpose
of chastising some of the principal villages of those
freebooters. In 1821 a British police officer and
esta,bhshment was massacred by the Mhairs at Jhak,

;_‘ . avillage of Mhairwarra belonging to Ajmere. The
~ villagers of Jhak acted in concert with Mhairs from

. f‘f’adjmmng villages subject to J odhpore and Oodey-
i pore. | »

It was evident such disorders could not be sup- -

pressed by mere measures of punishment and other
. such temporary expedients. . They were the natu-

- ral outeomeof aninaceessible country and uncivilised

_ inhabitants. Accordingly it was proposed to raise
a local corps, composed of Mhairs, and command-
ed by a discreet and intelligent European officer
residing on the spot, and invested with a certain
_authority over the Mhair villages. It was hoped
that by these means it might be possible hoth to
suppress disorders and to reclaim the Mhairs to
peaceful and industrious occupations. It was con-
sidered that as these advantages would bo shared
by Jodhpore and OOdeypore, those States should
contribute towards the maintenance of the local
corps. 8ix - hundrgd men were accordingly raised

1 General letter, 18th June 1823,
%
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British ad-
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General
improvement,

‘and placed under the aommamd of Capiam : : of e

the Quarter Maater General’s department. }

In 1823 it was determined,’ with the consent of
Jodhpore and Qodeypore, that the Brltlsh govern-

ment should take over the entire admamstra,tmn of
Mhairwarra, accounting for the collectionsin their
respective villages; and deducting Rs. 15,000 yearly
from each State for the maintenance of the Mhair
Battalion. ‘

For some years the state of Mhairwarra and the
Mhair Battalion were such as to call for little no-

. tice,beyond favourable expressions® from time totime

on the success of Captain Hall. Tn 1828 Captain Hall !

obtained the sanction of the Government of Indlﬁ :
for an advance of three thousand rupees to the a
cultivators of Mhairwarra, toenable them to improve
their implements of husbandry, and to afford other
means for carrying on their labours, so as to restrain
them from the commission of crime, Whllst tendmg to
increase the revenue. ;

1 General letter, 10th September 1824,
2 Greneral lotter, 10th October 1829,
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. MEYWAR oz,Q0DEYPORE.

. Theexisting political relations between the British
government and the Rajput State of Meywar or
: ‘Oodeypore began in 1818. Af that time Oodeypore
. had been laid waste by the armies of Sindia, Holkar,
~ and Amir Khan, as well as by many hordes of Pinda-
iree plunderers The Rana was so reduced that he de~
i pended on the bounty of Zalim Singh of Kotah, who
‘made him a monthly allowance of a thousand rupees-
. In 1823 the Meena tribesto the south-west of
i 00dcypore were troublesome. Their depredations
were daily increasing, especially in the neighbour-
~ hood of the British cantoument at Neemuch. The

y Dﬁolation
of  Moeywar,
Bis

Depredn-
fions of the
Meenas,

~ Rana was totally unable to suppress these preda- -

tory bands. A British force was ordered to quell
them. A strong remonstranée was made to the

Rana on his permitting such excesses within his

. territory. Astuler of Meywar he was under an obli
- gation to keep up an effective force for the main-
tenance of his authority, and the preservation of his
counfry from rapine and devastation.
.~ The affairs of Meywar were soon pressed on the
attention of the Government of, India. Suech had
 been its reduced and disorganised condition that it
had almost ceased. to exist as a State. The Rana was
totally inexperienced in the duties of administration.

Anarchy in.
Meywar.



- Hehad not only been gutded‘ )

the advice of‘Oaptam 1
Tod, the forme Political Ament ‘but had invited
interference. Since then the state of aﬂ‘ams had. been
very bad. The Rana was supported by Ioans from
bankers under British guamntee. The Thakoors were:
turbulent and lawless. Aplotwas formed for remov-
ing the Mlmster, Whom the Res1dent was bound
more or less to support ; and the Rana had removed
the Minister. The British government had no treaty
right to interfere in the domestic concerns of Oodey-

- pore, but policy and justice demanded such inter-

British  in-
terferexice.

forence from the paramount power ; and the rece1pt

of a fraction of the revenue by way of tribute,
gave the British government an interest in the
management of the country.

The Resident expostulated with the Rana for the

‘abrupt, unexplained and causeless dismissal of the

Minister, when courtesy at least demanded that the
consent of the British gévernment should have been
obtained. The guarantee was contmued to the
bankers, as there was no .other way of raising funds,
excepting at a ruinous loss; but it was limited in

amount.  Provision was made for the liquidation

of the current tribute. Measures were taken for

 suppressing the predatory habits of the Thakoors;

their military services were commuted by contribu-
tions of money or lands, and the proceeds were set
aside for the maintenance of an effective corps.
It was resolved to employ a British force against

the rebel Thakoors, who were public robbers and
the enemies of mankind.



i Ammgst these turbulent and rebalhouae,_‘, hiefs
the Rao of Humeerghur had rendered = himself

. mnotorious by his repeated acts of robbery, outra,ge,‘
and open defiance to his sovereign’s authority.®

Buppression
of rebellions
Thakoors.

i detachment of British troops advanced against hm)_’; W

~fort, and captured it at the end of 1823. The Rao |
fled to the;untvles, and his jaghir was sequcstrated" i

i by the government of Oodeypore.
o e asog the management of Captain Cobbe,
~ who had succeeded Qaptain Tod as Political Agent

at Oodeypore, proved to have been entirely success-

ful® The interference, however objectionable on

e general principles, had resulted in much practical
. benefit to the Rana and people of Meywar, as well

 as to the interests of the alliance between the two
States. The Rana acknowledged the value of
Captain Cobbe’ s services in extricating him from

his  pecuniary dlfﬁcultles, and importing vigour
‘ :_and respeotablhty to the administration,

Meanwhile however the question® of the with-
. drawal of all interference hitherto exercised by
the Political Agent in the internal administration

of Oodeypore was pressed upon the Government of -

India. At the same time it was necessary to take
 into consideration the unsettled stateof the hilly
tracts occupied by Bheels, Meenas, and Grassias.

~ In November 1826 Captain Sutherland succeeded
Captain Cobbe as Political Agent at Oodeypore,

! General letter, 18th September 1825,
? Qeneral letter, 27th July 1826.
® General letter, 28th July 1828, -

Beneﬂoiil
results, s

Change of o
poliey.

Withdraw.
al of British
interference.
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tain measures 8hou]«d be ﬁﬁnhs“hed by tha new Agent
which he natmally r@g@r&ed as;;gmemnces. ol ap-

I

peared that from the eanliest ‘period-of British con~
nection with OQdeyyar% the ,Pbl'itwal Agent had
placed his badged servants or p@m in the &afferent‘? ~
distriets within Oodeypore, in order*to meport on the

acts of local officers and exercwea certain control,

He had also placed similar servants on the roads"‘“-‘;
in order to support the opium monopoly of the
Company. It further appeared that money ha;d ‘
‘been raised from a Native banker under the British

guarantee at the rate of eighteen per cent., in order |

to pay the Rana from eight hundred toa thousand ;
rupees per day.

Sir Charles Metcalfe, the Resadent at I)elhl,
authorised Captain Sutherland to withdraw at onee
all his badged servants from those distriets which
were not under British management. Also to allow
the servants of the Ranato be placed on the roads
together with those of the Political Agent. In like
manner to withdraw the arrangement with the
banker as soon as better measures could be deviséd
The Rana tendered other requests including one for
the remission. of arrears of tribute. i
In reportmg these prooeedmgs to the Government
of India, Sir Charles Metcalfe expressed his opinion
‘that the supervision which had been exercised by
Ca:‘ptams Tod and Cobbe were no longer justified.
The necessity, if it ever existed, had altogether

ceased. The time had arrived when the Rana might |



e allowed to mle as an mdependent prmce w:lthout

danger to British interests. The Resident did not =

advise the remission of arrears of tribute.
The Government of India had been but 1m—

h perfectly acquainted with the details of the supers

Views = of
the  Govern«
ment of Indig.

. vision exercised in Oodeypore. Generally speaks . .
ing, however, it was satisfied that such inter-

. vention had been necessary at the time and had pro-
. duced great practical benefit. The proceedings
. of Bir Charles Metcalfe were fully approved.
. The management, of certain  reserved pergunnahs

 had already been gwen back to the Rana, together

with the revenue arising from custom duties,
Under such circumstances there were no grounds for
the remission of arrears of tribute, especially as
little heed bad ever been given to the payment,
~ The tribute was little more than a fourth of the reve-
~ nue; and as the British government had withdrawn

| from all control over the revenue, the payment

must be left to the good faith of the Rana. The
system of raising money under British guarantee
at the rate“of ewhteen per cent., was abandoned,
and a loan of a lakh and a half of rupees was
authorised at six per cent. interest,

Meanwhile there was an insurrection in the hilly
tracts, instigated or encouraged by. Dowlut Singh of
Jowas. A force was sent against the insurgents, but
was compelled to retreat under circumstances of diffi.
culty and danger, The Rana’s troops were altogether
inefficient, whilst the British detachment was in-
adequate, Bince then matters had become worse,

Insurrection
in the hill
tracts.



o ' British man-

disturbed pro-

| jmprovement.

83

and the country Was MmO
ever. p e
' The Government of India had now to consider
' whother to withdraw altogether from +this ineffec-

L ; Sl

tive interference, and leave the Rana to make his )

own arrangements, or to interpose actively and effi-

ciently. The Rana solicited the aid of British officers, -
and agreed to pay all the expenses. The Govern- .
ment of India resolved on taking the measure,

which indeed was absolutely necessary for the
pacification of the country ; and to place the disturb-
ed distriets under the exclusive management of Bri.
tish authorities. n e
Instructions were sent to the Resident at Delhi
to the following effect. .A local levy was to be
raised under a European officer, and paid from the
revenue of the hill tracts. 'This officer was to col-
lect the revenue, communicate with the Chiefs and ﬁ
people, and generally superintend the affairs of that
quarter. This system of management was to be

_extended to the villages of Doongerpore, which

were intimately intermixed with those of Oodey-
pore. . A cantonment was to be formed on the Dey~
bur Lake for the location of a British regiment,
 which could overawe the turbulent and disaffecte
ed. Settlements were to be concluded with all the
Chiefsof thehill tracts,—Grassias, Bheels and Meenas.
In 1827 Sir BEdward Colebrooke, who had suc-
coeded Sir Charles Metcalfe as Resident at Delhi,
reported an improved state of things in Oodeypore.

A pew Minister had been appointed, who gave



| d”("’fded vhelprto‘ the 100&1, British aﬁtlidri‘fy‘.s

The

. Government of India ordered its previous instruc-

. tionsito be carried out. A body of regular troops
was to be employed to efface the memory of pre-
vious disasters. = it
In 1828 the Maharana died, and his only son
succeeded to the vacant throne.* Seven queens and

 Dilth of tha
‘ Mgharm.

- a favourite concubine sacrified themselves on the

funeral pile. The new Maharana was anxious to

. receive the usual khillut of investiture from the

British government, when all the States in alliance
- with Meywar would present khilluts. j
‘Major Cobbe, the Political Agent, described
" ‘Oodeypore territory as being in a wretched state.
~ The habits and character of the new Maharana,
| were very unfavourable to any hopes of improvement
in the state of his country. . {
Military operations had been carried out in the
 Hill Tracts under the command of Captain Speirs,
. the European officer who was appointed to the
~ management of affairs in that quarter. Dowlut
Bingh of Jowas, the principal rebel, surrendered
himself to the mercy of the British government.
The pacification of all the Bheel districts soon
followed. The villages of Dowlut Singh  were
made over to the Chief of J owas, and a small
- provision was sanctioned for his subsistence. The
Grassia Chiefs submitted ; they engaged to abstain

1 General létter, 8th May 1829,

- *The deceased Maharana was named Bheem Singh, His son and
successor was named Koonwar Bheem Singh, j

Unfavaumbio :,
veports, .

Suppression
of | disturb.
ances.



- Question of
Ihillut of in-
. westiture,

trom. all disturbances for thefature, to protect
travellers, and topay compensation to the merchants
that had been plundered. The regular troops were

removed to Serohi. A small force was maintained
ot Khairwareh until the local levy should be it |

for service. R

The Government of India objected* to sending
a khillut - of investiture to the new Maharana of
Oodeypore. Presents were to be sent by the Bri-

ish government in the same way that presents

were sent by other States, asan acknowledgment . -

- ‘of the succession of the new Maharana.

. Adminis-
tration of the
Hill Tracts.

. Orders of
" %he  Governs
mentof India,

In 1828 Major Cobbe votained Political ‘charge
of Oodeypore, whilst Major Speirs managed the
Grassia, Bheel, or Rajput Chiefs of the Hill Tracts,

who were more or less dependent upon the Qodey-

pore State. The Government of India decided that
whenever the Maharana desired the districts in

‘question to be transferred to his administration,

they were to be made over. The Maharana would
tlien Become responsible for the conduct of the il
Chiefs towards neighbouring States, and the duties
of Major Speirs would be limited to hispost as
Superintendent of Serohi. o , 3

The local levy was to continue at the disposal
of Major Speirs, the expense to be defrayed by the

‘Maharana, - Whenever the Rana could do without -
the British Superintendent of Hill Tracts, the levy

“might be withdrawn, The Government of India

1 General letter, 3rd October 1829,




OR: “IOODMPORE

‘yemment of territory which did not belong to it.
In furtherance of these instructions Major Speirs
was to avoid interference whenever possibles; to

o mmarkad in: reference to these orders, that 1t could.‘ ‘
not be at' continual expense for thé mternal gov.

Non-inter-
ference.

 consider the Hill Chiefs as responsible for the com-
munities under them; to deal separately only with

those communities who acknowledged no Chief.
Patience and forbearance were strongly inculcated.

_ The Superintendent of Hill Tracts was to employ.
 conciliation as his main instrument, and keep con-
stantly in view the gradual amelioration of the

‘ hah1ts of the people. Hitherto the defect in the policy
of the British government had been the attempted
_suppression of disorders by force; and when
‘the force was withdrawn the 'disorders returned.

Meanwhile the Maharana resumed Chappun and

 all the territory in that quarter, which had previous-

1y been under the charge of the Political Agent of

Qodeypore. ‘

- The Government of India ordered the Khairwareh
levy to be paid up and transferred to Major Speirs.
As Joura, Mairpore, Oghna and Pannerwa were no

In‘temal‘ ar= %

rangements,

longer considered as feudatory or dependent on the

Maharana, His Highness was relieved from the
expense of detachments employed in those districts.
Major Speirs began to remove the thanahs of the
. Maharana's troops from those distriets. The
Grassia Chiefs offered to pay for the continuance
of the force; but this was beyond their means.



Mmor de-
s‘ i

ments for the payment of o b&lémce‘ ¢f the tmbute:-’ i
due tothe British government of more than two lakhs.
In 1833 the disputes between the Oodeypore*

State and the States of Sindia, Holkar, and Boondi. o

were negotiated at Ajmere by two of the Rana's
Ministers and the Agent to the Governcr~Genera1 .
The same year the Rana prepared to 80 on a

pxlgnmage to Gaya, and asked that one of the |
Assistants of the Agentat Ajmere might be deputed i

to supemntend the affairs of Qodeypore durmg-
. his absence. The Government of India cons1dered

that the deputation of an Assistant was objection-
able. The Rana accordingly appointed one of his
own officials to conduct the affairs of Oodeypore.
until his return from pilgrimage. I

1 (teneral letter, 9th October 1830.
2 General letter, 13th March 1834,




DUN GERPORE

In 1824} the tranqullhty of Dungerpore was dls‘ |

turbed by the turbulent and outrageous proceedings
 of certain petty Rajput Chiefs. A detachment of
. the Rampoora local battalion was called for, but
. the incipient troubles was quieted by measures of

conciliation. The Minister was placed under res-

e trmnt on account of malversation and embezzle-

ment ; on the recommendation of the Resident he
was deposed and compelled to refund. In 1825°
 the ‘ex-Minister and a party of turbulent Thakoors
L Ttook forcible possession of the palace, and seized the
i paraon of the weak and imbecile Raja, in opposition
 to the new Minister who was supported by the
British government. Troops were employed for the
~ restoration of order.

1 General letter, 31st May 1826,
?* Gteneral letter, 27th July 1826.
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| Anarchy in
1818.

SUMMARY OF APFAIRS.

JEYPORE,

Jeypore came under Bmtlsln protectmn in 1818
At that time the pnnmpahty was in a state of |
anarchy. The Raja was abandoned to the grossest
debauchery The Thakoors had usurped the au-
thority and landsof the State. A last the Raja
was induced to resume the State lands. The
"Thakoors were guaranteed in their legitimate rights

~and possessions; and executed a paper which deﬁned

Minoriﬁy

and Regency.

. Internal

' distractions.

their future relations with the Raja.

The Raja died in 1818, leaving 1o sons. For &
short time a distant kinsman of the family was
placed in power. In 1819 a posthumous son was
born; and in accordance with the wishes of the
Thakoors, the infant was placed upon the throne
under the Regency of his mother,

In 1820 Sir David Ochterlony, the Resident in
Rajpootana, reported on.Jeypore affairs. The
Durbar was divided and distracted in its counsels :
a general mismanagement, prevailed throughout
the country. Sir David Ochterlony could only
recommend the permanent appointment of a Euro-
pean officer to Jeypore. The Government of
India saw that the step was becoming a necessity,
but objected so strongly to any interference, that
it was resolved to defer it as long as possible, in
the hope that the Resident might yet be able in

1 General letter, 2nd May 1823,
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. In 1821 the dxsorders reached a chmax G.‘here‘

was a sanguinary conflict within the palace iin

""conmi't‘mth the Minister to brmg aboub_rm imw :‘

 Baitieh o
tehfferénce. e

which thirty men were kxlled Sir David Ochterlonyf}v 4
was utterly unable to understand its originy

and could only repeat his recommendation for the

deputation of a [European officer, Under these
‘circumstances Captain Stewart was sent to Jeypore.
~ The confusion seemed to be hopeless. The Regent
} mother'Was completely in the hands of a Mahajun,

 pamed Jhota Ram, and two favouriteslave girls,

one of whom named Roopa Buddarum exercised
unbounded ‘influence over her. The revenue had

Chisructer
of the Regeht,,.:
Rani. | e

decreasdd in spite of the general peace, and the .

expendlture had increased in spite of the reductions

~ consequent on  the minority. . All ‘that Captain

Stewart could do was to mduce the Minister to

undertake a new settlement of the land revenug;:k‘.;j ST v

in concert with the leading Thakoors.
The Minister, Rawul Beiree Saul, suggested that
in former times of emergency, a general assemblage
of Thakoors had been called to the capitdl. The
Government of India ordered that unless there was
an improvement in the administration, the Thakoors
should be again summoned to the city of Jeypore
to depose the Rani and form a new Regency.
In 1822 the Minister Rawul Beiree Saul showed
‘signs of weakness.! He was afraid to visit: Captain
Stewart unless accompamed by Jhota Ram. He

i Geneml letter, 12th September 1823.
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Thakoors.

Weakness
of the Minis-
ter.
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was assured by baﬁtéin \\Sﬁéﬁ@i’f‘th@t?the‘ Bntxsh U

government would support him, so long as he acted ;

with integrity, and for the benefit of both States.
He was reminded of his own suggestion of convoking
a council of the Thakoors to remove the infant Raja
from the guardianship of the Regent Rani. He
replied that the plan wasnot likely to succeed ; that
the Thakoors in general were mercenary men, who

would support that party which held out the best

prospect of advantage to themselves, He considered .

it would be an advantage to remove the two favourite
_slave girls already mentioned, and the Rani’s Gurn,

or spiritual guide. The Guru was said to receive
large grants for religious purposes, which he appro-
priated to his ownuse. No measure, the Minister
gaid, would be successful short of the advance of a
British force to the capital; and he was ready to

. gubmit to this interference, although it would bring

jections
interfer-

great odium upon him. Qaptain Stewart represent-
ed the inexpediency of the measure, but the Minis-
ter asserted that the only alternative was to carry
on the affairs of the State in conjunction with
Jhota Ram. ‘ ‘ :

Captain Stewart could only recommend that
matters should run their course. If a British army
placed the Minister more decidedly at the head of
affairs, it would have to maintain him in that posi-
tion. = Both the Minister and Jhota Ram thought
that the new three years’ land settlement would
prove a success. '



: s mﬂu
823 amzhtary forcewassent to J eypore, th Ghee ' ob the

_ the view of exacting an engagement from the Rani, Regent, Rani.
. caleulated to exclude her from exercising any =
_ baneful influence for the future. No particular
- results followed. On reference to the Proceedings
. quoted in the General letter', it appears that
" nothing could be done withthe Rani; her conduct
_was vile and bad in every possible way, whilst no
| ‘reliance whatever could be placed upon her word.
 In 1823 the small chiefship of Poniara, which Aflsirs 9*
T was dependent on Jeypore, was in a very unsettled i
7 : state Sir  David Ochterlony ordered Captain
Stewart, the Political Agent, to proceed to the spot.
The Jeypore Durbar was resolved to keep the settle-
ment of Poniara in its own hands, and summoned
all the heads of factions at Poniara to the city of
~ Jeypore. - As such interference was not warranted by
right or usage, and could only work mischief,
L ’.”Captam Stewart was ordered to proceed to Poniara. e
 Meanwhile the abuses of the Jeypore govern-  Ste of
ment were increasing. The Regent Rani was ex- fetions.
cluding the Minister from the efficient exercise of -
power. The influence of Jhota Ram and the
zenana faction was still growing, and the double
and divided administration was producing serious
evils and disasters in the country at large. Sir
. David Ochterlony urged the removal of the
- Regent Rani, and the restoration of the Minister
to power.

3 General letter, 10th September 1824,
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| Restoration
0011 of the Minis-
i tex to powery

The Government of Incha ordered t’he Ram.,‘to

. be told that it Would support Rawul Beiree Saul

as the head of the executive independent of herv‘..
authority ; and warned her to abstain from all
interference, and to confine her duties tothe charge |
of the infant Raja and the internal control of the
palace. Jhota Ram was to be removed toa dis«
tance from Jeypore.  The Minister was to be
henceforth responsible to the British government.
' The same year Sir David Ochterlony employed

~a British force for reducmg the fort and jaghir
ol Sa,mbr'\,, and re-annexing it to the khalsa, or .

State lands of Jeypore. It had been held by hb
Thakoor Megh Singh by a title which was obvis

ously invalid beyond all dispute. The Thakoor
had long been conspicuous in the Durbar in
thwarting every measure proposed by the British
authorities ; and. it was his influence that support=
ed Jhota Ram and his faction. The measure was
rightful in itself, and was expected to intimidate
the faction that supported the Rani. The des
monstration of force, and mstmctlons of the
Government of India, produced an immediate

effect on the Jeypore Durbar. The Rani, after a :

short and ineffectual strngale, agreed to accept
the Rawul Beirce Saul as Mookhtar, pr manager.
The Rawul was invested with full powers in a
public assembly of Thakoors. The motives of the
British government were explained by Captain
Stewart to the assembly. He declared that who-
ever obstructed the Rawul in the exercise of his

»



. lawful authonty *would be regarded a,nd pun;s _
_ as an enemy by both governments.®
. The Rani was to be treated with the same ;mff‘”?,’,“me
~ respect as heretofore until the Raja attained his Regent Rani.
 majority. She was to exercise no more power or i
~ influence than was consistent with the vigorous
 and efficient administration of the Mookhtar.
| This course was deemed preferable to her open
_ and avowed exclusion from all authority.
wd hota Ram retired with a small party of follow-
;f ers to a place of Hindu worship near Gwalior.
‘He was warned that he would be apprehended if
‘ ,_e‘ attempted to return to Jeypore. i
| The Resident Sir David Ochterlony called on iabilities
~ Jeypore to pay the expenses of the operations ‘;f,i‘;ﬁj,’,f;ﬁ:“_
- against Sambra. But the Government of India
~ ruled’ that it was bound by the receipt of fribute
. to recover without charge any usurpecl places be-
W ;lcgnglng‘ to Jeypore, unless there was some peculiarity ;
_inthe case. As regards Sambra the peculiarity
- worked the other way, as the place had been recover-
_ed contrary to the inclination of the Durbar. i
At the end of 1823 the revenue was improving  guueets
- under the emancipated Minister. The jealousy, ill- %e:;iﬁmﬁe
- will, and opposition of the Ranistill continued, but iter. = =
i ‘did not paralyse the authority of the Minister as it
| had done previously. Indeed to some extent it was
. beneficial, as it stimulated the Minister in the

faithful discharge of his duties.

* General letter, 18th September 1825,
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In 1824 the affairs of Jeypore undetwent a change.
The Resident received a violent letter' from the Rani
accusing the Mookhtar of mismanagement and
defalcation. Sir David Ochterlony dwelt strongly i
on the defects in the character of the Minister and
the faults of his administration. e was accused of
indolence, ignorance, prejudice, want of energy, and
entire dependence on a favourite.

Disturbances began to break out. Fourof the

battalions of the Jeypore Durbar mutinied for ‘

want of pay. They marched against the eapital to it

- demand their dues from the Minister. The Minister,

acting under the advice of the Political Agent, for-
warded the amount to the camp. The mutineers
declared that they would march to the palace, and lay
their complaints before the Rani, and receive their
pay from her alone as their sovereign. The Minister

prepared to bring out his own forces to resist the

mutineers,  The city of Jeypore was excited by the
advance of the disorderly soldiery. Colonel Raper,

who had succeeded Oaptain Stewart as Political
Agent, ordered the Officer Commanding at Nusseer-

abad to hold a detachment in readiness to act.

" Tt now appeared that the Rani was in secret

communication with the commanders of the four

mutinous battalions. In October the four battas

lions reached Jeypore, took possession of the city, and

were speedily joined by corps from other quarters.
MThe Rani ordered salutes to be fired, and distributed

money amongst the soldiery. The Political Agent

1 General letter, 1st October 1825.
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i preased for the departure of the froops. The rumours
 of the approachof British forcesexcited alarm. About.
the end of the month the armed multitude began
to break up. The Minister, Rawul Beiree Saul,
retired to his jaghir. Sir David Ochterlony paid
 avisit to Jeypore. A new administrationwas formed
_ by the Rani, but the return of Jhota Ram to Jeypore
 was forbidden. Tranquillity was restored, but there
was little hope of any improvement, as the Rani
. continued to be in the hands of the female slave,
~ Roopa Buddarum, and was believed to bein secret
. intercourse with Jhota Ram. All this while the
. Rani was carrying on a secret communication with
. Dhoorjun Saul, the rebel Chief of Bhurtpore, through
. the medium of a Guru, who was the spiritual guide
~ of both parties. :
A fresh crisis seemed to be impending at Jey- Evil com.
R . i plications.
- pore. 'There was the grossest corruption = and
_ peculation. Obnoxious persons were murdered with-
- out seruple. The pay of the troops, and the pay-
‘ment of the tribute, were both in arrears. The ad-
vice of the Political Agent was disregarded, and
he more than once prepared to retire from Jeypore.
In 1825 the Thakoors of Jeypore had become
thoroughly dissatisfied with the existing adminis-
tration. It was resolved to produce the young
Raja in public, and to restore the Rawul Beiree
Saul as Mookhtar, or Minister.
The Rani tried by every means in her power 10  Orders of

, i the Govern=
postpone the arrangement. There were three years ment of Indity

1 General letter, 27th July 1826.
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 Rawul Beiree Saul was to be nominated. Jhota ;

remammg before the Ra]a could attam lus ma,jemty,‘ )
and she was anxious to retain power during the

intervening period. 'An assembly of Thakoors was -
convened. If they agreed to a new arrangement,

the Govemment of India erdered that there should L

be no interference. If they could not agree, and
asked the British government to name a Regent,

Ram had returned to Jeypore. The was appointed to

the command of the pulace guards. This post afford-

' TFirst Couns
eil in favour
of the Minis-

Second Cotine
cil in . favour
of the Rani.

b >y

ed him a pretext for geing to the zenana to make
- xeports ; in reality it enabled him to carry on his

intrigues with the Rani, personal 4s well as politi-
cal, as well as with the ruling favourite, Roopa

‘Buddarum. The Rani actually proposed Jhota

Ram as Mookhtar ; but Captain Low,the new Pohtl- ‘

cal Agent, gave her a positive refusal. . R
The first Council of the Thakoors was “held ab L

Jeypore in October 1826. At this Council it was

decided that the rule of the Regent Rani hadv : .

ceased, and the office of Regent was conﬁrmed on
Rawul Beires Saul.

A second Council was held at Jeypore the’ .
followmo- November, and . set aside the decision
of the first Council. There was a more formal and
careful scrutiny of votes in the presence of Sir
Charles Metcalfe and the Political Agent. It was
decided by a majority of votes that the Regency
of the Rani was the legitimate government of the
country. . The votes however were nearly balanced.

1 (General letter, 28th July 1828,




- satisfaction, and was indignant with the Rani’s
- favourites. A petition was presented against the

 favourites, urging that the Rani was bound to

Tollow the advice of the Thakoors. The petitioners
called on the British government either to settle
the affairs of Jeypore as the paramount power, or
~ permit them to do it themselves, They said they

could do so without bloodshed. Two of the three
. Jeypore battalions at the capital had declared for
i thelr party. Their plan was to imprison Jhota

:vf‘:'].; Ram, and the female slave Roopa Buddarum.
 Bir Charles Metealfe considered that as the gov-

' ernment of the Regent Rani had been pronounced

~ legitimate, the British government had no further
_ power to interfere. The Government of India de-
. cided that it had no alternative but to permit the
‘insurrection,or supportthe Rani and her favourites;
~ and accordingly declined to interfere, i
 The disorders and confusion which followed are
almost beyond description.' The conduct of the
Rani soon became more outrageous than ever. She

. instigated the plunder of villages belonging to

 Thakoors who had incurred her displeasure, even
though their proteetion had been guaranteed by the
British government. There were some threats of
advancing a British force against J eypore, but
nothing seems to have been done.
Meanwhile Captain Low had been ordered? by the
Government of India to press the Rani’s government

1 General letter, 10th April 1820,
# General letter, 8th May 1829,
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for the payment:of atrears of tribute; and if neces-
sary to attach a certain portion of the khalsa lands.
Captain Low seems to have remonstrated some-

‘what stroﬂgly with the Regent ‘Rahi‘. The Governs
ment of India subsequently observed that the re-

marks used by him as regards the Rani’s favourite
and advisers were not justified in diplomatic corre-
spondence between independent States.  The Rani
urged that there wouldbe no improvement in the
administration unless' Jhota Ram was appointed
Mookhtar, or Prime Minister. She used every

effort to induce Captain Low to favour the elevation .

Views of

tho Political
officers..

of Thota Ram. Shedeclared that if the experiment
was only tried for twelve months, or even for six
months, the arrears of tribute should be promptly
paid. Captain Low replied that the appointment
wonld create general disgust throughout the whole
territory of Jeypore. i
Captain Low reported all these proceedings to
the Resident at Delhi, and referred to the former
orders of the Government of India on the subject.
He remarked that the toleration of such an appoints
ment would amount to an approval. = Sir Bdward

Colebrooke had by this time succeeded Sir Charles

Metealfe asResident at Delhi.  He could not recon-
cile the opposition of the Govern ment of India to
the appointment of Jhota Ram with its proposed
policy of non-interference in the affairs of Jeypore.
If the existing administration of ' J eypore was to be
continued, it should be left entirely unfettered: Pri-
vate anecdotes of secretscandal were in his opinion




‘beneath the notlceof a great government . The ap-
 pointment of Jhota Ram was furthes recommended
by the promise of the Rani to pay up the a»rrears“"j: i
of tribute to the British government. e
" The Government of India observed that the pro- ﬁégzvﬁ?'xn. e
posed measure involved some sacrifice of consis- dia Fofuaas o
. tency; at first it was even likely to aggravate o
| existing discontents and animosities.  But the
. abilities of Jlota Ram had not been denied, and, |
under exmtmo' eircumstances, he ah'eady exercised
L a powerful mﬁuence over the mind of the Rani.
It was therefore decided to accept the Rani’s pro-
pmmmn as an experlment But no avowed support
was to be given to Jhota Ram to induce the
' Thakoors and people to maintain him.in office.
Jhota Ram was accordingly appointed Mookh-
‘tar; and the tribute for the year ending with April
1827 was duly paid to the British authorities. ;
Mea,nwhlle the conduct® of the J eypore govern-  Encoura i
ment in connection with the J odhpore rebellion had ;ﬁ:‘fj&l,}‘f S
been most unsatisfactory. There was no objection’
to the grant of asylum to exiled Thakoors; but
the exiles had been allowed to collect forces in
Jeypore territory, and to form a junction with
Dowkul Singh. The only excuse that-was put
forward by the Rani’s administration was that of
being prevented by real inability to check the pro-
- ceedings of the exiles. Such an excuse could not
absolve Jeypore from its responsibility. If the ;

£ General letter, 3rd Oetober 1829. For an account of the J odhpore
rebellion, see the present summary under the next head of “Jodhpore.”
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 Maharaja of Jodhpore had been independent of
British' supremacy, he would have bad a right to
retaliate. Tt-was this consideration that induced

the British government to help fhe Maharaja
against his rebellious Thakoors. In thus record-
ing its views the Government of India ‘added, that
it had no wish to interfere in the internal affairs of .

protected States, but it was bound to prevent all

" hostile acts between them. | v

‘Action of

the Governs
mgnt of India.

TUnder these circumstances the Regent Rani was |
told that the Government of India was displeased ab

. her conduct, and that it was possible she would

Jhota c{hm
appointe
‘ ﬁlpnister.

Character
of the new
administra-
tion,

have to make compensation to Jodhpore for the
losses sustained by the Maharaja from the rebel

‘Thakoors. ‘ v

Meanwhile the Rani Regent had appointed Jhota
Ram to be Mookhtar or Manager, and took pains to
represent the acquiescence of the Government of
India as amounting to sanction and approval, The
Thakoors in opposition expressed on their part
great surprise and bitterness ab the change of
policy on the part of the British government,

The administration of Jhota Ram began witha
show of improvement, Some steps were faken ;
forregulating the police and protecting the high-
way, by subjecting all Thalkooxs to the forfeiture of
their jaghirs, who failed to pay up compensation
for losses on account of plunder committed within
the limits of their estates. It was also proposed
to reduce the garrisons in all the Raja’s forts, and
to dispossess several of the Thakoors who held the



 lucrative ) pﬂs‘k of ‘Kmadw o ommndanl, Shcile.
_believed by Captain Low that these ostensﬁle mea-

sures of reform were really planned for the ruin of

~ theThakoors; whose protection was guaranteed by the
‘British government, in. order to involve them in
~ penalties and forfeitures. . !

The Government of India took the question of

these guaranteed Chiefs into consideration. Those £

who had voted against the Rani Regent in 1826

1,

i

{

 had been assured of the protection of the British
. government against oppression on that account.
It was decided that this guarantee did not commit
‘the British government to any interference in
"measumsmwhlch equally affected the whole body of
- Thakoors. TLocal information alone could enable
the Government of India to decideon individual

cases,

Al this while J eypore amd Jodhpore were brmglng
charges against each other, and Ulwar was com-
plaining of the action of Jeypore. A distinction
was laid down by the Government of India between
premeditated acts directly ordered by oneor other

of the governments, and outrages perpetrated

by subjects without the sanction of their own
government. Accordingly each case was ordered to
be separately reported.

In 1830 the Political Agency at Jeyporewas with-

drawn.! At this time there was a serious insurrec-

tion in Jeypore. The Rani Regent was urgently

1 General letter, 4th March 1831
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imploring the British government for the assistance

of a detachment of British froops,

In 1832" the '(Governor-General received letters
from the Regent Rani and the Manager J hota
Ram, charging Rawul Beiree Saul and his son
with having instigated the murder of the brother of
Jhota Ram. One Jeypore force was being sent
against the fort of Samode belonging to the Rawnul ;
and another against the fort of Chowmoora belong-
ing to his son. The murder was to have been
committed by a Chundamunt Rajput; but the man

‘had made a full confession, which was forwarded

to the Governor-General: The confession was ac-
companied by a declaration, signed by thirty-nine
Jeypore Thakoors, expressing their astonishinent
at such an atrocious attempt.

The Governor-General in his replies expressed
his surprise at the proposed attack on a chieftain
who was avowedly under British protection. The
Rani Regent was assured that the charge against:
the Rawul should be investizated by a British
officer. In the event of convietion, the Rawul
should forfeit his right to the British guarantee;
and the Rani Regent would be left to deal with
i and his son as she might deem fit.

Major Speirs, the British Superintendent at
Ajmere, was ordered to proceed at once to Jeypore, to
recall the forces sent againstSamodeand Chowmooras
and to begin theinvestigationof the charge against
the Rawul and his son. If the Jeypore government

1 Separate letter, 30th Angust 1833.
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n ofered'fany ‘vremstance to hm proceedmgs,

to assure the authonties that a British am;y ,WOuld i)
be sent against the ‘country without loss of time, i
Major Speirs proceeded to Jeypore. Jhota'Ram. =
was very reluctant to recall the Jeypore forces

pending the investigation, but at last consented.
Both the Rani Regent and Jhota Ram wrote letters
to the Governor-General, which were considered to
 be highly objectionable. Major Speirs concluded
»hls investigation in the force of great obstruc-
tions. In forwarding the evidence to the Gov-
” .“ernment of India, he expressed his belief that
1o proof had been adduced that the Rawul or
his son were in any way . engaged in mtmgues
against Jhota Ram or his brother. ‘ /
The Government of India concurred in this view,
and instructed Major Speirs to inform the J eypore
government accordingly. The Government of
India was further of opinion that the allegéd at.
tempt at assassination was a deeply laid plot devised
by the enemies of the Rawul to effect his ruin.
Regret was expressed that the J eypore authorities

should have shown so much eagerness in accepting

the accusation brought against Rawul Beirece Saul,

The alleged assassin was said to have been led by

the love of lucre to agree to the commission of the
crime ; but the crime itself was alleged to have been
committed under circumstances which would have
rendered it utterly impossible for the eriminal to
have reaped the reward of his iniquity. The J ey-
pore authorities seemed to have been under the

Secreiz lot

against the

ex- Mumter




1mPreSSIOnthat the guarauteeof thamm@nlylastedf"

during the minority. The Maharaja of Jeypore had

attained his majority; and the orders for the ad-
vance of the troops against Samode and Qhawmocm !
had been issued in the name of the Maharaja. '

| Wiews of The views of: the Governor-General were explain.
the Govern» s

ment of In ed to the young Maharaja to the following effect.
| (i i s Lordshlp could not conjecture the grounds on

wluch it had been supposed that the guarantee ceased i

with the minority. e desu'ed to see such a recon~

ciliation between the Maharaja and the Rawul as
. would induce the latter to surrender the guarantee;
but the pledge would be maintained until the
Rawnul resigned it of his own free will, or so long
as he abstained from any act which would involve
its forfeiture.
‘ oig%fgg‘;f The Governor-General Lord William Bentinck -
5 was now on tour ; and Jhota Ram had the honour

of a conference with His Lordship at Agra. The

sentiments of the Governor-General as regards
the Rawul were fully explained to him. Inreply

Jhota Ram complained that Lieutenant-Colonel

Tockett, the British Resident at Delhi, was e
: fa.vourably disposed towards his administration.
Ui Action | of
Iﬁg’;‘g‘ﬁhm eral that the Jeypore government could not pros-
per unless he treated it with indulgence ; that the
tribute imposed on Jeypore was very heavy; that
the system of granting guarantees of protection. .
to individuals, however necessary they might have
been, had a tendency to embarrass the State He

" Colonel Lockett was told by the Governor-Gen- i



was demad to refuse all mtervwws mth the V

. of the Rawul excepting in cases of emergency ; and;",j“ L
 to take every opportunity of showing his de-
* termination to support the-authority of the J eypore

" . State against Rawul Beiree Saul, or any one else,

- who might strive to become independent of its

. eontrol.
.. Colonel Lockett was also told that there was no
; p@rtmn of the Upper Provinces in which the Gov-
. ernor-General took so warm an interest as the
. Btates of Rajpootana. The firmest reliance was
 placed on his judgment and diseretion, but still
it was necessary to apprise him that no improve-
‘ment could be expected for the present; it was
' enough if the Chiefs abstained from aggressions on
their neighbours, and paid their tribute with pune-
tuality. Any interference of British officers in
 their mternal affairs would be in the highest degree
pernicious. It therefore behoved the British re-
presentative to abstain from concerning himself

Pahcy for
be pursued

in Ra3poot- ‘ ‘,.‘:‘,

and.

about the p@rsonal cnaraeter or qualifications of

_ the individuals to whom the administration of

affairs might be entrusted. Colonel Lockett
_replied that Jhota Ram’s complaints were utterly
. groundless, and that the tribute was by mno
means heayy or unreasonable considering the
~ protection afforded and the extent of the mili-
~tary expenditure.

In 1833 Colonel Lockett reported the death of
the Thakoor of Bussoo.! This Thakoor exercised

2 General letter, 10th July 1834, '
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from Rewari. Colonel Lockett r{acojered* the
captives, but was reminded of the necessity for
punishing the offenders. In March 1833 and

 absolute powers over the Shekhawati freebooters,
and it was hoped that his decease would lead to L
their suppression. The Government ‘of India had
given its attention for some time past to the neces-
sity of adopting measures  to curb ‘the lawless
propensities of the Shekhawati tribes. In Decem-

ber 1832, a woman and child had been carried off

. the following June, there were more aggressions

" and outrages. Colonel Lockett was directed to
tell the Jeypore Court that it was held responsible

‘ Birth of a
© son and heir,

Continued
froubles :
death  of the
Rani.

for every outrage committed by its subjeots

or dependents; that unless ample redress was

afforded, the British government would right ‘itself
either by seizing and retaining the territory of the

offending part, or by employing an army to exact
satistaction by force from the Jeypore State.

Tn October 1833 it was announced that one of the

tothe Raj. Colonel Tockeft! reported some zenana

intrigues impugning the authenticity of the birth.

The Government of India told him that unless hé

" Maharaja’s Ranis had given birth to a son and heir |

could adduce positive evidence, the customary con-

gratulations would not be withheld. L
" About this time several objectional letters
were received from the Maharaja and Rani Regent.

" Colonel Lockett was instructed to tell the Jeypore

Durbar that no notice would be taken of the letters,
and no others could be received, until a proper form



Al of'address was addpted Subseqnently som@e“

British

! ‘sepoys and others were murdered in Jéypore tcrrltory i
. Colonel Lockett called on the Jeypore State for
the apprehensmn and punishment of the persons i

o qmplicated. The Rani Regent of Jeypore® died on

i ‘the 20th of February 18384, after keeping the country

ina dlsorderly and troubled eondition for sixteen
years. The usual letter of condolence was sent
by the Governm General to the Maharaja. The
‘reported murder of the British sepoys was said to
be without foundation.

The death of the Rani Regent in February® 1834,

_induced Lord William Bentinck’s government in the
“followlng April to address a letter to Major Speirs,
Political Agent at Ajmere, to the following effect :

His Lordship observed that the Maharaja being

now of full age would naturally assume the govern-
ment of bis country ; and that the present moment
seemed Ja suitable opportunity for effecting & reton-
v ciliation between the Jeypore authorities and Rawul

Beiree Saul. The Agent at Ajmere was accordingly

requested to turn his attention to the best means of
accomplishing this most desirable object; and, if
practicable, of relieving the British government
- from the embarrassment of future interference with
1 the internal politics of the Jeypore principality.
His Tordship added that he was not without strong

hopes that Beiree Saul would himself willingly

1 General lebter, 18th November 1894,
? General letter, 6th April 18385,
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British in-
terference in
Shekhawati,

accede to any yeasonable ‘arrangement witha view
{0 the accommiodation of existing differences. In
reply it appeared that it had been frequently
intimated by the local political officers to a mem-
ber of the family, that the guarantee given to
Béiree Saul extended to his son. {

The Government of India was now’ resolved to

take active measures for the suppression of the

Shekhawati freebooters; to sequestrate the tract,

" o assume all the right exercised by Jeypore over
. Shekhawati, and take over the tribute hitherto paid
. by the Chiefs to the Jeypore State. This arrange-

Opposition
to the  sup-
ression - of
[ Thuggee.

Sequestra-
tion of Sam-
bhur,

ment was to be carried out and continued until the-
Jeypore government proved that it had the power
and inclination to keep the predatory tribes in order.

Major Alves, the Agent to the Governor-General
for Rajpootana, reported facts which clearly proved
that the Jeypore authorities were resolved to resist
the waﬂférts of the British government to extirpate
the Whug confederacy. Unless this resistance
was overcome, the measures taken against the
Thugs would prove of no avail. The time had
come for the Government of India to interfere with
the whole weight of its authority. The opposi-
tion of Jodhpore was even greater than that of
Jeypore. !

The Government of India resolved to sequestrate
the lake and districts of Sambhur until such time
as the Jodhpore government had fulfilled all the
conditions to which it was bound by its recent

1 Separate letter, 22nd Jantary 1835.




."jsf‘eugagement and the J eypore governmen

~ have given satisfactory proof of its rea(fmess- 0:5’

o-operate with the British government for the,

~ suppression of Thuggee.

 Major Alves took possession of Shekhawati Wlth? :
a British force, without encountering the slightest .

resistance. The Chiefs acceded to every measure he
~ proposed: He met however with much evasion and
intrigue from the Jeypore Durbar.

. In 1884 the question® of the British guarantee to

Rawul Beiree Saul was again brought under the con- ¢

 sideration of the Government of Indm, together

~ with that of his son, the young Chief of Chow-

_moora, Sir Charles Metcalfe, the Vice-President at
Caleutta, intimated to the Government of India at
Ootacamund, his opinion that the spirit, if not
the letter of the engagement of the British govern-

 Ocoupation
of Shekhawa-

Question o£' i
the  British

SOR.

ment, required that the estate of the son should be

| equally protected with that of the father. thow-
moora and Samode were in the immediate reigh-

bourhood of each other; it was understood that

they originally formed parts of the same estate.
The two members of the family were so completely
identified by the ties of relationship and interest,
" that unless the Chief of Chowmoora were also pro-
tected, the guarantee of the Rawul would, under
existing circumstances, become nugatory. There
was little doubt that the desire entertained by Jhota
Ram to destroy Rawul Beiree Saul would lead to

1 (eneral letter; 6th July 1835,

ter and hla-‘fﬁn 1



Wiews  of
the  Govern.
ment of In-
'dm

uuarantee were W1thdrawn. A ‘ 4
Meanwhile Lord William Bentmck’s governmentf :

at Ootacamund referred to the Vﬁce-l’resldent and :
Council‘at Caleutta for their sentiments as regardsf’ i

" the perplexing question of whether the estate of |

. Suspicious
death of the
LQ«]&

Chowmoora was included in the guara.ntee to Rawul

BeireoSaul. The President and Council at Caleutta
“expressed their concurrence with the view already

taken by Major Alves, the Agent to the Governor- ‘

General for Rajpootana :—

1st.—That the possession of Chowmoora had been_ i

. recently confirmed on the son of Rawul Beiree

Saul by a formal proceeding, in which the Brltlsh 0
Agent took an active part,

2nd.—That if the Jeypore 'mthnrltles were allowed
to resume the estate by a violent act of spoliationat
this juncture, it would throw dlscre(ht on the Bnthh L

government. L
8#d.~—~That these conclusions afforded an. addl-,‘ x

tional reason for preventing the Jeypore authomtles

from committing such an unwarrantable inj; ,,_stme.};‘; W
Lord William Bentinck’s government at Ootaca-

mund concurred in these sentiments. Maqor Alves,
was informed accordingly, and directed to commu-
nicate the decision of the Govemment of India to i
the Court of Jeypore. ‘ '
Subsequent to the above proceeding' some ex-
traordinary events took place in Jeypore, which were

1 Separate letter, 4th May 1885. ¢



~ lefters. The Raja of Jeypore died snddenly

" camtﬁﬁnid&fé‘d to the Oourt of ‘Dii'éctb‘rs,

vunder

circumstances which led to a general belief thathe
had been poisoned by Jhota Ram. The Government

of India feared that an investigation of the charge L

would' probably lead to no satisfactory results.

Jhota Ram had requested to be relieved of ‘his post

. as Minister.

- Major Alves was ordered to proceed to Jeypore,
and inform Jhota Ram that his request was grant-
ed; that the British government was glad that he
had made it of his own accord ; that it had alveady
_determined to undertake the guardianship of the
. infant son of the deceased Raja, and to require
‘the Minister to withdraw from Jeypore. Jhota

Ram’s retirement from public life was not to
~ preclude further enquiry, or punishment in the

- case of satlsfactory evidence of his guilt. A
proclamatlon was also issued explaining that fhe
British government had no other obJect in view

than the maintenance of one of the ancient

States of Rajpootana, and promoting the dignity

and interests of its ally, the infant successor to

the Ra]

Subsequently Major Alves reported that all classes
of natives were impressed with the conviction
of J hota Ram’s guilt; that all were anxious that
 the British government should save them from
the deplorable effects of Jhota Ram’s administra-
tion, by departing from its policy of non-interfer-

Inveqhga—

tion by ‘/Ia]tn‘
Alves, ,

Greneral -
anxiety for
British ' man-
agement.

Pk



" Disinelina-
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. Government

of India,

Murder of:
. Mr. Bleke.

Arrest  of
the murder-
ers.
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ence, and esta.bhshmg an. eﬂiclent go‘vemment "
Jeyporé during the minority by the exercise of its
authority as a paramount power. Major Alves
recommended the appomtment of a Pohtwal Agent' ,
at Jeypore. | v
The Government of Indla was dlsmclmed to take
such a strong measure of intervention. It was
anxious to do no more than undertake the guardian-
ship of the Raja, leaving the administration to he
national and Jeyporean, without any interference
of British authority unless it should become un.
avoidable. . o
Major Alves accordingly proceeded to J eypore, e
accompanied by Mr. Blake,! who was one of the
Assistants to the Agent. On the morning of the
4th of June 1835 they had a conference with the
Ranis at the palace. On leaving the palace there

"was a sudden outbreak. Major Alves was attacked

and seriously wounded, but managed to escape with
his life. Mxr. Blake was barbarously murdered.

The government demanded the immediate arrest
and punishment of the murderers by the Jeypore
government.  Five had been already executed by
the spontaneous action of the Jeypore authomtles.
Major Alves was gradua]ly recovemng from hls‘
Wounds

1 General letter, 6th July ‘1835.



| KISHENGHUR.

KISHENGHUR.

Tn 1827 Sir Charles Metcalfe, the Remdent at PO’“’? oh

non-interfer.

Delhi, reported to the Government of India’that a ence.

. dispute had arisen between the Raja of Kishenghur

, :

|

~ and the Thakoor of Futtehghur, one of the members
e of the Raja’s own family. Lord Ambherst agreed
. with Sir Charles Metcalfe that as the Thakoor was a
. dependent of Kishenghur, the British government
* would not interfere, except to recommend submis-

gion to the Thakoor ‘and forgiveness to the
Raja.

by making depredations on Kishenghur territory.

. The consequence Wwas that subjects of the British

government were said to have been plundered by
both parties.

Subsequently the Raja of Kishenghur sent a Complamt;:}iv}‘
remonstrance to the Government of India against 2einstJodhe T

the Maharaja of Jodhpore, alleging that the latter o

had sheltered and countenanced his refractory sub-
jects. He claimed the help of the British govern-
ment under the treaty of 1818 to put down the

rebellion of Futtehghur and capture the fortress.

1 General letter, 8th May 1820,

‘When the Raga of Klshenghur was informed of  Distarban-

_ these orders he began to resume some of the Futteh- ?ﬁiﬁ“‘”“““*

 ghur villages ; whilst the Thakoor began to retaliate
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e | of
- Bentinck.

L Wil

SUMMARY r ‘, mw )

By this time Lord Wzllmm Bentmck had amved
in India as Governor-General. The Governmen®
of India was willing to mvestlgate the charge‘

" against Jodhpore, and to prevent Jodhpore from

interfering in the domestic concerns of his neigh-
bour Kishenghur ; but was of opmmn that the com-
plaint against Jodhpore was unfounded or exag-
gerated. No help could be given to the Raja
of Kishenghur in the reduction of Futtehghur,

. as the treaty of 1818 left him free to manage

the internal affairs of his estate, and only bound

_the British government to protect him against

. external enemies. As regards the losses incurred

More ' dis-
turbances,

Tlight o
the Raja.

by British subjects, the Raga of Kishenghur was
told that the British government could not permit
such depredations. If repcated, the Government of
India would interfere and settle the differences
between the Raja and his subjects on just principles
to prevent the further extension of anarchy. |
The high road soon became dangerous to travel-
lers. Futtehglur was bent on ruining the trade of
Klsheno'hur, and compelling the British govern-
ment to interfere. It was currently believed that
if the Government of India would not interfere to
protect the people of Kishenghur, it would certainly
interfere to protect its own subjects. Meanwhile
the Maharaja was wasting his time at Delhi, vainly
calling for the help of British troops, and accusing
Jeypore and Jodhpore of assisting his rebel subjects.
Kishenghur was thus abandoned to the insurgents.
The Raja was ordered to return to his territory at




The Raja of Kishenghur left Delhi ; he proceeded
through his own territory without stopping,*and

| . then went on to Ajmere. Iis imbecility was sur-
! | prising. S A;]mere his troops were clamouring
~ for arrvears of pay, and his life was in danger. The

. Political Agent gave his word for their payment,
~ and they were immediately satisfied. The Raja
then laid siege to Futtehghur. There he was deserted

. by his Rajputs, and disobeyed by his new lev1es,'

' and fled disgracefully to Ajmere.
. The Jaghirdars of Kishenghur then rose in a

n  body and captured all the Raja’s forts, excepting
| the one at Kishenghur, which was defended by his

‘ once, or the Bmtlsh government would co:nsider the
i propricty of abrogating the treaty, and concludmg il
separate arrangements with the insurgent Thakoors.
The Raja was also told that the disorders had arisen
from his attempting to resume the villages of hisy
Thakoors contrary to the advice of the British
. povernment.

Imbemhty :
of the RaJa ‘

Insurrec.
tion. i

b mother. The Raja then offered to farm his terri-

. tories to the British government for twelve years.
~ He was willing to take one-fifth of the net revenues
| for his personal expenses, and to retire altogether
. to Delhi. The Government of India raised no
. objection to the Raja’s going to Delhi, but refused
. to take over the management of Kishenghur,

The Raja continued to be as imbecile ag ever ;
. but the differences with the J aghirdars were
. brought to an amicable conclusion. The Raja left

! General lotter, 3rd October 1829,

Retirement
of the Raja.






JODHEPORE.

 Priorto 1818 the territory of Jodhpore was
' completely exhausted by the inroads of Amir Khan.
. Man Singh had been Maharaja ever since 1803, but
~ had been terrified by Amir Khan into abdication and
‘iirét‘ended insanity, and his only son assumed the

. Regency. The son died shortly after J odhpore was
 brought under British protection; and then Man
. Singh threw off the mask of insanity, and resumed

i the administration.
In 1820 Man Singh frequently solicited the k

 assistance of British troops to reduce his refractory
. nobles and settle the administration. The Govern-
ment of India had repeatedly declared its strong

i objections to inferfere in the internal affairs of any

of the Rajpoot States; but still it was disposed to

~ help the Maharaja, provided he would fully and
frankly explain his existing embarrassments and
fature objects. This was all the more necessary in
the case of Jodhpore, because the Maharaja had
recently treated his Ministers and Thakoors with
‘excessive violenee, and put several to death; and it
was feared that he only wanted British help in
order to continue these revengeful and barbarous
proceedings.

2 Goneral lotter, 2nd May, 1823,

Ravages of |

Amir Khan,
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Séveritiea
of Raja Man
Singh,

In 18?2 somefurthermformatl aﬁfurmshed
respecting the severities practised by Man Singh.

The Thakoors in question had conspired against his

life, and he had discovered the plot and driven thom
into exile. No means were spared to persuade the

iy Maharaja, to pursue a milder course. -ThéﬂMaha‘-'

L conspiracies were formed against his life, and he
had no alternative, especially as the Thakoors were

raja veplied that he was most averse ‘to severe i

measures, and sincerely wished to forgiveand for-

get the past misconduct of his Thakoors ; but that

the seditious spirit had broken out afresh ; fresh

" under the impression that the British government

- Arrest ' of
Thakoors
nnder British

protection.

was favourable to their cause. il ,
In 1823° there was an improvement in the admin-
istration of Jodhpore. The Thakoors, however,
still held out, whilst the Maharaja protested against
the intorference of the' British government. The
Agents of the expatriated Thakoors had been long

remaining in the camp of the Resident, Sir David
Ochterlony, and were at last dismissed with assur- i

ances of safety. On arriving at Jodhpore, they

. were seized by the Maharaja, and placed in close

imprisonment. The fact was reported to the Resi-
dent by a newswriter at Jodhpore. Sir David
Ochterlony instantly dismissed the Jodhpore Vakeel

from his camp. He would have proceeded at once

to Jodhpore, but the cattle and carrviage of the
Residency were at Neemuch.

1 General letter, 12th September 1823,
2 General letter, 10th September 1824,




e ’l‘he Government of Indla ordered the‘ Mah Ja.
e be told that the Vakeels had proeceded to Jodh-

Orders ofi'-'
the‘- Govern-
of India.

pore under a virtual if not actual guarantee for their

safety ; it was hoped that the affair was a mistake of

the newswriter. It wassuggested thatMr, Wilder, the

Superintendentat Ajmere,should proceed toJodhpore.

- Mr. Wilder’s mission proved successful.¥ Man
‘Bingh agreed to pardon and reinstate the Thakoors,
. except the two Chiefs of Boondsoo and Chundawut ;
and the offences of these men had proved so atro-
cious that their restoration could not be pressed upon
the Maharaja. It was, agreed that the Govern-

i ment of India should not mterfere if the reinstated

Thakoors broke out again. ‘ ‘
Man Singh transferred the J odhpore villages in
Mhairwarra to British management for a period
~of eight years. He further agreed to pay Rs. 15,000
yearly towards the maintenance of the local corps
of Bheels at Beawur. The net revenue of the villa-
ges was to be paid to Jodhpore, after the deduction
of the yearly contribution.
At this time there were complaints against the
Maharaja for alleged oppression towards his consort,
~ who was a princess of Jeypore. A strong feelmg
on this point existed in the Jeypore Durbar. The
Maharaja furnished assurances and . explanations
on this head, which appeared to be satisfactory.
- Some of the refractory Thakoors® delayed return-
ing to their homes in the hope of getting better con-

1 General letter, 31st May 1826.
# General letter, 27th July 1826,

Settlement;
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ditions from the M.ahara;]a.‘ .: : 1
told them that the Maharaja ha‘ ;-perfmrme Lall his
engagements to the British government, and that

the affairmust be considered at an end. The Govern-
ment of India approved of this withdrawal of tho |
‘Political authorities from all further pressure on
Maharaja Ram Singh. ’J.‘hm appears to have |

brought matters to a erisis ; and the settlement was.
| brought to a close. ;
Complaints . Tn 1827 there were compla,mts‘ against the Maha-

of ishen-~

ghur,  raja of having given shelter and eountenance ‘to :

_certain rebel Thakoors of Kishenghur.

0 pmsmons Tn 1828 the Maharaja violated the cdndltions of’”‘t
,gibcﬁ?o%mg of the settlement which Mr. Wilders had concluded in L
the Thakoors. 1894 JTe committed such acts of oppression that -

the Thakoors implored the British government for
redress. They were told that the British govern.
ment had always disclaimed any guarantee of the

settlement. It would have amounted to a violation
of the Maharaja's rights of sovereignty, which it

had always respected excepting in special cases of o
emergency. Some of the Thakoors rose in arms

against the Maharaja and were plundermg his
country. Ajmere merchants had consequently lost

much valuable property in Jodhpore territory. The |

Thakoors contemplated inviting Dhokul Singh, a
former pretender to the Jodhpore throne, to return
and revive his claim to the Raj. The Government
of India remarked that there were no grounds for
interference. The Maharaja had not requested

1 General lotter, 8th May 1829,




asslstanee. : le war Was ragmg in J odhpore~, i

. necessity of yielding to the reasonable demzmds of

the Thakoors. il |
The Maharaja soon greW' tired of a war which

only wasted his money and aecomplished nothing.

‘Maharaja could not put it down, he would see the{ Wi

Pretenslona
of | Dhokul
Smgh

He was ready to come to terms with all of them save |

one. At this moment Dhokul Singh fled from his
retreat on the Delhi frontier into Rajpootana. He
‘was assisted by the Raja of Khetree, a dependent of

Je eypore ; also by a Jaghirdar of the British govern.

 ment. He joined the ingurgent Thakoors who had
. taken shelter in the Shekawati country.
The Resident at Delhi, Sir B. Colebrooke, author-
_ ised the Political Agent at Ajmere to call on the
Officer Commanding the Rajpootana Field Force for
military help, should it become necessary for the

Action  of
the = British
Resident,

security of Jodhpore city and the safety of the

Maharaja.

The Government of India disapproved of this prd- |

. ceeding. The Resident was directed to recall his

orders. He was told that the authority of the Gov-

- ernment of India was necessary to the issue of
such orders, except in very rare occasions of emer-
gency. The Government of India had first to consider
whether it was desirable to maintain such a prince

a8 Man Smgh on the throne of Jodhpore.

. Dhokul Singh took® the field with a large force
and devastated the country far and wide ; but want

of guns prevented him from capturing any of the

3 Goneral letter, 3rd October 1829,
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Flight of
Dholkul
Singh.

Retorning
tranquillity.

"712 b msiA

Mahamja’&yfdt@rééées." The Maharaja loudly begged
for the interference of the British government. AL

last the Government of India agreed to help himon
his disputes with
the Thakoors to their arbitration. = Assistance, it was
said, might be given to princes in cases of usurpation

the condition that he submitted

or against wanton and powerful rebél,]iox‘i-,'ii-, but not
against universal disaffection caused by their own
injustice, incapacity and misrule. The Maharaja
of Jodhpore insisted on the other hand that
he possessed an unconditional right to the sup-

‘port of the British government against his in.

surgent Chiefs, This was totally inadmissible, and =
required to be silenced ab omce. It was incum-
hent on princes to have the power of controlling ’

their subjects, and if those subjects were driven

into rebellion the rulers must take the consequences,
There was 1o obligation on the part of the=British
government to support the ruler under such cir~
cumstances. e o e

It was soon known that the Government of India

contemplated active interference in the affairs of

Qodeypore. Dhokul Singh was told that he could
never be a party in any engagements that might be
concluded between Maharaja Man Singh under the
mediation of the British government, He separated
himself from the confederate Thakoors and returned
to his old retreat. .
The Maharaja professed his gratitude to the Bri-
tish government for the promised mediation.  The
Thakoors complained that it had deprived them



Lot than' leader, and placed theni at the merc ‘of:;{,'“ ‘

o the MaharaJa, Both parties however were weamed‘ it ,  o
out and exhausted with the struggle, and prepared

‘ to come fo an accommodation,

Subsequently the claims of the Jodhpore State“

| against Serohi were taken into consideration, The
- Maharaja of Jodhpore insisted on his right to levy
. tribute from Serohi. The Resident at Delhi
found great difficulty in disposing of this claim.
J odhpore had frequently invaded Serohi in order

to enforce this claim. But such invasions were.

 merely predatory incursions. No regular tribute was
 ever voluntarily paid by Serohi. The Government
of India decided that J odhpore had no rightful
. claim to levy tribute on Serohi.

In 1829 it was discovered that Appa Sahib,’ the
j‘eX»-RaJa. of Nagpore, who had been in hldmg ever

' sinee 1818; had taken up hlS residence in the city

against
Serohi,

Claims |

Appa Sahib

at J odhpore

ofJ odhpore.‘ One of his servants revealed the fact
to the British authorities out of revenge for some

alleged ill-treatment that he had received from his

~ master.

~ The Maharaja of J odhpore was bound by treaty,
~and by the nature and spirit of the alliance, to
deliver up the enemies of the British government,
Nevertheless he represented that his honour and
reputation would suffer in the eyes of his subjects,
and in the estimation of all the Chiefs and people
- of Rajpootana, if he surrendered a dethroned prince
who had sought an asylum within his territories.

! Sepavato letter, 9th October 1829,

Objectidns
o' surrender,



In the end thé Gomrnmantoflndmresolv

not to press the demand. The Maharaja gave a )

solemn pledge that he would be answerable for

Appa Sahib, and undertake that no fmtm-attempt‘s;; L
would be made by the tr@f‘#dhei'ous Mahmtta to

: attempt‘further disturbances.

1 Gomplaints
mgainst Raja
‘M‘an Singhs

Aggressions
on Jessulmere
and Oodey-
pore.

“In 1833 the Jodhporo Contingent' was or-
dered to Ajmere, but was found to be deficient
in numbers and efficiency. Complaints were

‘also brought against Jodhpore of aggressions on

the territories of Jessulmere and Oodeypore. The

‘Government of India still maintained a spirit
‘of forbearance towards Man Singh, and was un-

willing to pronounce that he had violated the
treaty. This was the first oceasion that the

gervices of the Jodhpore Contingent were called

for. The force was certainly  deficient in
numbers and efficiency, but it was hoped that a
remonstrance would suffice to meet the case. 'The
Contingent was sent back to Jodhpore. Colonel
Lockett was told that the British government
did not intend calling for the services of the
Jodhpore forees in time of peace, but only in. time
of war. ‘ G

As regards the aggressions of Jodhpore on Jessul-
mere territory, the Maharaja offered such futile
excusos by way of palliation, that the Government
of India resolved to take serious notice of the out-
rage. Man Singh was told that he was held res-
ponsible for the amount of damage, and that unless

1 (eneral letter, 13th March 1838.




‘Be satisfied the Bawnl of fessulmere irith

~ reasonable period, the British government would

take measures to enforce redress. The amount ‘ofbﬁ‘ j

compensation was fixed at about eight thousand

rupees. As regards the aggressions on Oodey-

pore territory, the evidence was not suflicient
to support the charge further information was
called for.
 In 1884 MajorAlves adjusted all questions® pend- .
ing with the Maharaja of Jodhpore, but obtained
no security for the payment of the expense of the
military operations, and for the due performance of
‘the conditions to which he had agreed. In the
letter to the Court of Directors, signed by Lord
‘William Bentinck, the following observations are
made: ““The entire want of faith, and the habitual
disregard of the wishes of the Supreme Government,
~which has hitherto characterised the proceedings of
Maharaja Man Singh, renders it impossible to place
_any trust on the simple assurances of his intention
to fulfil the conditions of his engagement into which
his plenipotentiaries have entered on his behalf ; and

inions o:!
lelm
Buntlnck :

unless the British government hold a pledge in its

hands, it could not be said to have any security
‘that is just claims would be satisfied.

It was under these circumstances that the Gov-
ernment of India resolved? to sequestrate the
lake and district of Sambhur until such time
as the Jodhpore government had fulfilled all the
conditions to which it was bound.

1 Separate letter, 23rd January 1835,
* Separate letter, 22nd January 1835,

Sequestra.
tion of Sams
bhur,




British in-
terference.

Approval
of lt:ll;e Gov-

érnment
1India,

In 1824, Mr. Wilder, the
A;]mere, reported’ that it ha been necesa@ry to i
terfere in Jessulmere. The Mahamwul charged his
_ Minister with haying committed an atrocious mur.’
der. He summoned the parties accused in order
to hold an investiga.tlon. The Thakoor of Baroa.f:)

govelnment regarded thelr oonduc;t as highly‘ 6
prehensible. This proceeding induced the"l‘ha,koors- '

to return to their allegiance.

The Government of India . deprecated all I
ference as a general rule, biit approved the a.ctmn of
Mr. Wilder in the present 1nstanee., e ‘

3 General letter, jg1gt May 1826,



~ BOONDI.

‘ In Boondi the state of affairs strongly resembled
 that at Joypore. The Raja died in July 1821. He

. was suceeeded by a minor aged eleven. A respon-

.~ sible~Minister was placed in authority with the

. countenance® of the Br itish government. The Rani,

i ‘the mother of the young Maharao, strove to usurp
* the gole authority. She abandoned herself to the
counsels of a corrupt and interested faction, of

Whlch the chief members were a barber, a eunuch,

and a slave girl. She did her best to thwart the
Minister. Theinterests of the minor prince were

Conﬂwt i '

between )
Mlmsber and

totally neglected, There was the most wasteful

.expendlture, general disorder and mlsmanagement.
and all the evilsof a double government, In 1823,
Oapta,m Caulfield, the Political Agent, proceeded to
~ Boondi. The Rani promised amendment, but soon

: returned to her old courses. Captain Caulfield was
dlrected by the Government of India to insist upon
the removal of the favourites from the counsels of
the Rani.

In 1824 the superintendence of the Pohtxca,l
Agent proved successful, He recommended® that
~ the title of Raja should be conferred on the Minis-
" e It had been customary for the Rao Rajas of

1 Gleneral lotter, 10th September 1824,
4 General letter, 31st May 1826,

Grant of a

title to the
Minister.
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' Boondi to solicit similar titles for theirown Ministe

from the Moghul Emperors; one Minister in par-
ticular received the title from Shah Alam, through
the General Nujif Khan, The grant of ‘such a title
by the British government as the paramount power
would, it was thought, tend to wean ; the minds of

\ the Rajpoots generally from the ideal dependency

on the throne of Delhi. Accordingly the Govern-
ment of India authorised the Political Agent to
confer the title on Kishen Ram in the name of the
Hon’ble Company. '
In 1825 the reports® of the state of affairs in.

" Boondi continued to be highly satisfactory.

Subsequently”® the young Maharao was married to
the daughter of the Maharaja of Jodhpore as his
chief wife. The Rani mother took improper means
to estrange him from his wife in order to maintain
her own exclusive ascendancy. The followers of
the Jodhpore princess were very indignant, and j
would have avenged her wrongs but for fear of in-
curring the displeasure of the British government.
Major Caulfield was authorised to tell the Rani
mother that the Government of India expected her
to retire from all interfereﬁCe 1n the affairs of the

~ Raj, and her son’s zenana, ‘as he was now of

a sufficient age for superintendjng and regulating

both. As the young Maharao had fully attained

“his majority, he was invited to assume the direction

of affairs.

1 (eneral letter, 27th July 1826,
2 (eneral letter, 8rd July 1828,



Iu 1830l ‘ fresh dlsturbances were excnte&

" Boondi.  The Minister was murdered by % magn,s.

who was strongly suspected of being an emissary Lol

of Man Singh of Jodhpore, the father of the Jodh-
pore Rani of Boondi. On hearing of this event
at Kotah, Mr, Trevelyan, the Acting Resident
at Kotah, hastened to Boondi in order to prevent
any collision between the forces of Boondi and a
deputation of four hundred armed men, which had
. recently arrived at Boondi. The collision was
fortunately averted, and the murderers of the
. Minister were punished by the Boondi Raja.
- The settlement of Boondi affairs was reported
‘ home in a special letter.” The Raja of Boondi had
placed the eldest son of the murdered Minister in
his father’s office. The Raja himself manifested
much aptitude for public business, and purposed

L exerclsmg a general control,

 Mr. Hawkins, the Resident at Delhi, was of

‘ oplmon that no good would arise from an enquiry
as to how far the Maharaja of Jodhpore was con-
~ cerned in the late murder. The near relationship
- between the Maharaja of Jodhpore and the
Maharao of Boondi rendered it advisable to pacify

Bettlement
of affairs.

Investiga.
tion depreca-

ted.

both parties and bury the matter in oblivion. The

. Government of India entirely concurred in the
- views expressed by the Resident at Delhi.

 Bubsequently a warm controversy arose between

Mr. Trevelyan, the Acting Resident at Kotah, and

! General lotter, 14th October 1830,
2 Beparate letter, 24th December 1830,

Obsolete
controversy.




.

Complaints
of Man Singh
of J odhpore:

Mr. Cavend_\sh tha Supeﬁntendent a,t AJmefét 7
Mr. Trevelyan insisted on the guilt of Man Singh,
and urged an mvestigatmm Mr. Cavendish was
diametrically opposed to this view. The controversy
is obsolete.

‘Meanwhile Man Smgh of Jodhpore represented
that the Minister had been slain by a Rajput for
using abusive language towards his daughter, the

wife of the Maharao of Boondi. He complained
that the Maharao of Boondi had un;;ustly executed

Views of
' Lord William
Bentinck.

three or four cortfidentidl servants of the Jodhpore

state on the false plea of their being concerned in the
murder, The Maharaja appealed to the Governor«
General to deliver his daughter from the annoyance
and misery to which she was exposed at Boondi. 1
In reply Lord William Bentinck expressed hig b
extreme regret at the melancholy occurrence which
had taken place at Boondi. He remarked that

~ whoever instigated the assassin was the cause of all

that happened in consequence. There appeared

_however to be no way of remedying the past. The

Maharao of Boondi had punished those whom he
deemed guilty, in virtue of his undoubted right to
exercise sovereign powers within his own dominions.

It therefore behoved all parties to forget all that had

oscurred. As regards the Rani, the Governor- :
General had great pleasure in complying with the
Maharaja’s wishes, and was confident that his daugh-
ter would be treated with all consideration and‘

~ respect by the Maharao of Boondi. Subsequently it






| Jab origin.

; | Frontier fray.

i BHURTPORE. =
Bhurtpore is a Jat principality; it has been in
treaty relations with the British government ever

since the year 1803. i b
In 1823" there was a serious fray on the frontier

between Bhurtpore and Ferozepore. A girl was
. proceeding from her home in a village of Ferozepore

to visit some friends in Bhurtpore territory. On
the way she was seized and violated by a cowherd
of a Bhurtpore village, named Noagaon. She re-
turned to her home and told what had occurred.
Her father assembled the inhabitants of his village,
laid his turban at their feet, and implored revenge.
They all appealed to the Nawab of Ferozepore,
who applied to the local officers of the Bhurtpore
government to put the offender to death or deliver -
him up, otherwise the feud would never be extin-
guished. The Bhurtpore officers confined the offend-
er, but would do nothing more. The people of
the Ferozepore village collected all their kinsfolk
from neighbouring villages, and attacked Noagaon
and set it on fire. They were beaten off, but not until
seventy or eighty people were slain. Both the
Yojaof Bhurtpore and the Nawab of Ferozepore
sent troops to the frontier. Villages were burnt

1 Greneral letter, 15th September 1526,
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'and lives lost on both sides. The people of Feroze- , 

 pore were generally worsted, but declared they would

_ not desist from the foud until the original offender
“was executed. Sir David Ochterlony, the Resident

at Malwa and Rajputana, reported the measures
taken for repressing these divisions. He laid most
blame on the Bhurtpore government, and consider-
ed that Bhurtpore ought to have executed the
offender without hesitation.
~ The Government of India ordered the advance
~of a force to stop further disorders. Strong re-
. monstrances were sentto the Nawab of Ferozepore
‘and the Raja of Bhurtpore on the breach of treaty
under which they were bound to refer all disputes
to the British authorities. The original offender
was condemned to imprisonment for life.

The Raja of Bhurtpore died childless in 1823."
He was succeeded by his elder brother as his next
legal heir. It was rumoured that Doorjan Saul,
the son of a younger brother, was preparing to
contest the succession on the ground of his
having been adopted by the deceased Raja. The
Government of India was not satisfied that Door-
jan Saul had been adopted. In January 1824

it acknowledged the succession of Buldeo Singh.

In 1824.* at the request of 8ir David Ochterlony,
a khillut of investiture was conferred on the only
son and heir of the Raja, named Bulwant Singh,
who was only seven years of age.

1 General letter, 1st October 1825,
2 General letter, 1st October 1826.
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that tluq measure would prevent any commotm as
regards the succession ; and reabons already exmted
for anticipating a vacancy. ‘

In March 1825, Buldeo Smgh dJed and w
succeeded by Bulwant Singh. A dmturbance brok ’
out twhich cost several lives. Doox‘;;an Saul ha
_ gained over several of the battalions of the State
and taken possession of the fort of Bhurtpore.
~ 8ir David Ochterlony ordered the assemblage of
the largest available force without a moment’s
delay, with the most formidable battering and
" bombarding train, in order to support the rightful i
heir. He also issued several proclamatmns denoun-
cing Doorjan Saul as a murderer and usurper, and
calling upon the Jat population to rise in defence
of their lawful sovereign.

The Government of India disapproved of these
proceedings, and countermanded the advance of
the troops. The hot season, it was urged, had
already begun; the war was still going on in
Burma, and no decisive advantage had been gained.
At the same time no explanation had been received
from Doorjan Saul. :

Whilst these instructions were under preparation,
Sir David Ochterlony reported that Doorjan BSaul
disclaimed all intention of usurping the throme.
Doorjan Saul declared that he had been driven to
opposition by the indignities he had received from
the maternal uncle of the minor prince, who had
assumed the post of guardian and minister. Doorjan
Saul added that a very large party of the Jat tribe
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had invited him to form a new administration,

because they disapproved of the proceedings of
this uncle. 8ir David Ochterlony had already coun-

termanded the advance of the British troops, and

‘recalled his proclamations. = He promised to in-

vestigate the causes of the commotion.

. Meanwhile Sir David Ochterlony held a con-
ference with some Bhurtpore Vakeels who had
 been sent by Doorjan Saul to Muttra. The Vakeels

made a show of proposing that the boy Bulwant
Singh should be acknowledged Raja, whilst Doorjan

. Baul exercised the full powers of administration
~ under the designation of Mookhtar or Manager.

Sir David Ochterlony did not encourage this sug-

- gestion.  He observed that the only course likely

to mollify the British government was for’Doorjan
Saul to come into the British camp, with the

; - infant Raja in his hand, and to give assurances of
his fidelity and obedience to his lawful prince.

. In May Sir David Ochterlony returned to his resi-
dence near Delhi, On the eve of his departure - he

was visited by the Guru, or spiritual adviser of

Bhurtpore, and other neighbouring localities. The
Guru was a priest of the highest rank and influ.

euce. He wurged the claims of Doorjan Saul,

first to the Chiefship, and secondly to the Mookhta.-

Tee, or executiye authority. Subsequently Sir David

Ochterlony forwarded two letters to the Glovern-

-ment of India, one from Doorjan Saul, and the other

from the Guru. The ostensible object of the letters

Frosh com. »

plications.

ma'tporeu
infrigues,

was to introduce & new Vakeel to the Resident ; the -
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real object was to assert the claim of Doorjan Saul
to the principality. The letter from Doorjan Saul
assumed the style and titles of the Maharajas of
Bhurtpore and was sealed by him as ‘Maharaja.
The letter from the Guru distinetly referred to
Doorjan Saul as the Maharaja of Bhurtpore.

Subsequently there was a serious breach between |
Doorjan Saul and his brother Mahdoo Singh,
which plunged the country in anarchy. Mahdoo
Singh attempted to seize the fort of Bhurtpore, but
failed ; hethenretired tothefortat Deeg, and repulsed |
. every force which Doorjan Saul sent aga‘insthim.' |
. The Government of India disapproved of “the
proceedings of Sir David Ochterlony. Accordingly
that officer resigned his post of Resident at Malwa

and Rajputana. He died at Meerut on the 156th

of July 1826.
The events which followed are matters of gene-
ral history. Rajputs, Jats, Mahrattas, Afghans,
and pot a few British subjects, flocked to the
standard of Doorjan Saul, Many of the neigh-
bouring Mahratta and Rajput Chiefs encouraged
Doorjan Saul to persist in his resistance to the
British government, which was supposed to be
fully occupied in the war against Burma. o
Lord Amherst was disinclined to take active mea-
sures. His Council however maintained that the
British government, as the paramount power, was
bound to put an end to the anarchy in Bhurtpore,
and support the rightful heir. Sir Charles Metcalfe
~ arrived at Calcutta at this crisis on his way to suc-



 cced Sir David Ochterlony, and he took the same
_view as the Council. The strong representétions of
Sir  Charles Metcalfe turned the balance. Lord

Amherst gave way. The settlement of affairs in

~ Bhurtpore was left to Sir Charles Metcalfe, the new

. Resident for Malwa and Rajputana, and Lord
' Combermere, the Commander-in-Chief.
. 8ir Charles Metcalfe failed to induce Doorjan

Saul to submit to the decision of the Government

_ of India. Tord Combermere advanced against

Bhurtpore with an army of twenty thousand men

~and a hundred mortars and heavy ordnance. The
. walls of Bhurtpore were made of clay, and were of

extreme height and thickness. The artillery failed
to make any impression. At last the walls were
mined. The explosion took place on the 18th

Gy anuary 1826. The breach was made; the British
- army rushed in; and Bhurtpore was captured.

Doorjan Saunl was taken prisoner and confined for
life, first at Allahabad, and afterwards at Benares.
. The course of events may now be resumed from
the records. The young Raja was installed on the
bth of February 1826'. The Government of India
resolved to interfere as little as possible in the
administration of Bhurtpore, and to regard the
Minister as the responsible head of the govern.
ment of Bhurtpore.

The new administration utterly failed,* owing to

the mischievous and infatuated prejudices of the

‘1 General lotter, 18th March 1826,
? General letter, 27th July 1826,
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Question of
British man-
agement,

. Council of
~ Regenoy.

Regent Ram ’I‘hzs lady entertamed an unrea.snn- i
able avebsion to the Minister. A favourite, named
Janee Bajinaut Rao, exercised an unbounded influ-
once over her mind and counsels. He set aside the
legitimate administration, and usurped the entire
powers of government in Bhurtpore. He was
totally unfitted for such a position by his foreign
origin, his low and intriguing charaeter, his inex-
perience and incapacity, and his unpopulanty with

the Jat zemindars,
Such a state of affairs was mtolera.ble The

‘British government could not abandon Bhurtpore

to its fate, consistent with its duties as the para-
mount power, and the special claims of the minor
Raja; such a course would have filled the whole
country with anarchy., Taking the principality
under British management promised the greatest
hopes of success. The means of setting up a native
administration were singularly eireumseribed, and
no opposition was to be expected from the Jat
Chiefs after the blow which the country had lately
experienced. The Goyvernment of India however
was disinclined to take such an extreme measure;
it had been decided to try the experiment of a
native administration, and there had not been such
a failure as to justify such an extent of British
interference. Moreover the British management
of Nagpore had excited strong objections in
England. oy
Jowahur Saul and Foujdar Choraman, aided by
Govind Ram, were accordingly pla.ced at the head
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of aﬁan-s, mdependent of tha Regent Rani These
three ministers were to form a Council of Regency,
. Their orders were to be issued in the name of

 Maharaja Bulwant Singh, and their procecdings
~controlled and supervised by the Political Agent at
. Bhurtpore and Resident at Delhi. The duties of

the Rani were confined to the custody of the young

Raja, and the control of the internal concerns of
_ the palace. Steps were to be taken for the suitable
~ education of the Raja. If the Rani acquiesced in
 their arrangements, her unworthy favourite Janee
~ Bajinaut Rao might remain at Bhurtpore. The
. Rani however not only agreed to the management,
but ordered her favourite to leave Bhurtpore.

In 1829 the education of the young Maharaja
was taken into consideration." The Jats of Bhurt-

‘pore strongly objected to his being instructed

in the Mubammadan religion and Persian lan-
guage. Mr. Trevelyan, Acting Political Agent,

i ‘urged the propriety of giving the young Maharaja
‘an English education. Accordingly a number of
o elementary books in English were presented to the

young Maharaja.

* General letter, 10th April 1880,
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Transfer of
8o vereignty
from the Ma~
harao to the
Minister.

Kotah was taken under British protection in
1819. Formany years there had been a revolution
in the government of Kotah, which is common
enough in Indian history. For nearly half a
century the Maharao had been a j spre fitulgrd

‘ Paegeaht. The Minister was the real® sover olgi,

and managed all affairs as Regent. So completely
was this order of things established in Kotah, that
the British government had concluded a supple-
mentary treaty with Kotah, under whichit had
guaranteed the government to Zalim Singh and

* his heirs for ever. |

Struggle
between rival
parties.

The titular Maharao died at the end of 1819.
His eldest son, Rai Kishore Singh, had long been
the bitter enemy of Madhoo Rao, the eldest son of
Zalim Singh. The deathof the titular Maharao
made matters worse. Rai Kishore Singh was bent
upon obtaining a share of the sovereignty, whilst
Zalim Singh was bent upon keeping him as a
pageant, as his father had been before him. To -
make matters worse, Goordhan Doss, the youngest i
of Zalim Singh, had gone over to Rai Kishore Singh,
and thus made common cause with the avowed
enemy of his own family. ‘

”‘ General letter, 2nd May 1823,
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i I 1821 Oaptam Torl was Pohtlcal Ag@nt-~ in tﬂ;"m‘é:w by
~ Western Ragputana.. - He reported that thé death men; of lu-h .
 of Zalim Singh was expected, and that it would E

be probably followed by a ecivil war. The»G‘rov-_
. ernment of India reviewed the state of affairs.
It was bound by treaty to support Zalim Singh:
-and his heirs. Indeed the titular Maharao had
. no more voice in the administration tham the
 puppet princes of Satara under the sovereignty of
. the Peishwa. Captain Tod was wamed against
. any attempt at compromise. He might do what
hecould to promote the comfort and happiness
i of Rai Kishore Singh, but he was to go no further.
. He was tosee that Goordhan Doss was removed
from the service of Rai Kishore Singh, even if
it was found necessary to arrest him as a prisoner.
Meanwhile Goordhan Doss had taken refugein  Forced ro-
the palace of the titular Maharao. He was deaf He
~ toall persuasion. Zalim Singh was foreed to block-
. ade the palace for several days, before he got
_ possession of his unworthy son. Goordhan Rao was
_ banished from Kotah. The measure proved bene-
. ficial, Rai Kishore Singh became formally recon-
ciled to Zalim Singh.and Madhoo' Rao ; and the
event was celebrated by all classes in. Kotah with
~ rejoicing and festivities.

- Bubsequently Rai Kishore Singh listened to bad , Frosh. onte
advisers.' Goordhan Doss: began to intrigue ¢
from his retreat in Malwa. Attempts were made.
to seduce the soldiery of Zalim Singh. At last, in

' 1 General letter; 18th June 1826,

w
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December 1820, the lea,der of one of the Regent’ i
battalions broke out into vevolt. The rising was
suppressed, but at that moment Rai Kishore Singh

suddenly left his palace in boats in order to rescue
the rebel leader. The Rai succeeded in his objeet
after running great personal risks, and then retn'ed'
from Kotah territory, and took refuge in Boondi.
There he sent for Goordhan Doss, and appealed to the
Rajputs of Haraotee. Goordhan Doss was prevented

from entering Boondi, and after some dangerous ad-
ventures managed to escape to Delhi, where he was

- placed under restraint by the British Resident.

The Maha-
rao, a public
enemy,

Intrigues

at Delbi and

Qalcutta.

Subsequently Rai Kishore Singh proceeded to Delhi,
breathing implacable hostility against the eldest son
of Zalim Singh, and the state of things guaranteed
the treaty.

Rai Kishore Singh was now regarded as a public
enemy, It was no longer possible to arbitrate
between two Chiefs, one of whom was guaranteed in
the sovereignty of Kotah, and the other in the
management of the government. Rai Kishore
Singh had broken this arrangement ; he had joined
the rebel commander of one of Zalim Singh’s
battalions ; and the question was whether he should
«be restored to his old position at Kotah, and if
5o, on what terms. A draft of the terms to be
exacted from each of the two Chiefs, Rai Kishore
Singh and Madhoo Singh, was prepared and sanction-
ed by the Government of India, and sent to Captain
Tod, the Political Agent for Western Rajputana.

Meanwhile Rai Kishore Singh reached the vici-
nity of Delhi, and engaged deeply in intrigue to
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excito the interest of the local authorities in his

behalf. He sent an agent, named -Mahomed Ali,

to Calcutta ; and this man specially reported that the
Government of India was favourable to the designs
of Rai Kishore Singh. He thus deluded both his
-employers and the public generally. In this proceed-
ing he was aided and abetted by the Head Munshi
of the Persian Officeat Calcutta, who was subsequent-
ly dismissed from his situation.

- When Mahomed Ali left Calcutta, Rai Kishore
Singh left Delhi and raised a large rabble of armed
followers. ~ Offers of help reached him from all direc-
 tions, and many Thakoors sent theirlevies to join
him. Under such circumstances the terms offered
him by CaptainTod were naturally rejected, and atlast
the titular Maharao entered Kotah territory.
Every effort was made to induce him to come to
terms ; but all persuasion was wasted upon him.
At the end of September 1821, the Officer Com-
manding the British troops was called upon to advance
to the attack. The troops of Zalim Singh and
the British artillery were jointly engaged. The
Maharao was utterly defeated and fled across the
Chumbul river, leaving his camp and baggage in
the hands of the victors. From that moment publie
tranquillity was entirely restored.

At the end of 1821, the Maharao made his sub-
mission’. He agreed to the terms proposed by the
Government of India, and was restored to his
dignity and throne.

1 Greneral lettor, 12th September 1823,
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The G«overnnxentiﬁv India arxpreaﬁedltssatwfwr ‘
tion at this result. At the same time it was stated
that the form of government, which was originally
found established in Kotah, and which the British
government was pledged to maintain, was radically
vicious. A well-timed proposition for establishing
the family of Zalim Singh in a separate and indepen-

‘dent principality, on condition of resigning the

administrationof Kotah, might haveprovedsatisfac-
tory to both parties, whilst it would have beenhighly
convenient to: the British government, and con-

- ducive to the permanent tranquillity of the country.

Tt was urged that the proposed separate prinei-
pality might be found in the pergunnahs ceded to
Kotah by Holkar under the treaty of Mundissore.
The cession had been made toreward Zalim Singh,
and was annexed tor Kotah at hisrequest. The.
plan was recommended. by Sir David Ochterlony,
the Resident at Delhi. ‘ ;

Subsequently it was discovered that the titular
Mgharao. was anything bub pleased with  the
arrangement, and still continued: to cherish expec-
tations of recovering the governmentof Kotah. It ‘
was fully believed that on the deathof Zalim Singh
the old. animosity wonld break out afresh. Zialim:
Singh would never agree to the proposition made
by the Goyernment of Indiai His: son Madhoo
Rao would never: heahle to carry on the executive
administration; as: he, was altogether wanting in
ability ;. and there was an insuperable bar to his
ever acting in concert with the titular Maharao.

.
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The only hope of effectmg some arrangement lay in"'?,l i

the fears of Madhoo Rao; after the defthof his

father Zalim Singh, he would be forced to come bo
terms with the titular Maharao.
- In 1824 Gtoordhan Doss began? to display a rest-
lessness at Delhi. He and his friends were corre-
sponding with individuals 'at XKotah, who were
hostile to the existing order of things, His father
Zalim Singh at Kotah requested that Goordhan
Doss might be imprisoned in the British fort
~of Chunar.
. Zalim Singh died in June 1824, and was suc-
: ‘ceeded by his son Madhoo Rao. Thete were symp-
toms of mutiny amongst the troops, for it was
known that Madhoo Rao was wanting in character
and capacity, The Political Agent disbanded some
of the disaffected soldiery, and tranqmlhty was
restored.
- At the end of the year the peace of Haraoti and
the adjoining country was much disturbed. The
~ troubles in Jeypore and the war in Burma wag
cmtmg unvest. Bulwant 8ingh, a kinsman of the
Maharao of Boondi, had taken a leading part in
the Kotah disturbances of 1821. He now began to
collect troops, and open a correspondence with the
titular Maharao; and at last fled from his jaghir.
The Political Agent called upon him to dishand his
troops, and make his submission; but he fired on
~ the party bearing the message. In consequence of
this outrage a force was marched against him ;

! General letter, 31st May 1826,

Intmgueu T
of Goordhan
Doss. d ]

Death = of
Zalim Singh.

Fresh dis.
turbances.



Quiet res-
tored.

Question of

adoption

by

the Maharao.
_ A punchayet of Pundits was assembled at Kotah,

;’ Death
Maharao.

06 SUMMARY OF AFFAIRS.

and after a protracted resistance, Bulwant Singh
was killéd with two of his sons and a few followers.
The Political Agent had acted in concert with the
Kotah and Boondi administrations, and the Govern-
ment of India consideéred that he bad been fully
justified in resorting to active measures. :
Tn 1826 there was a better understanding® between
the Maharao and the Raj Rana, which was
ascribed to the judicious policy of Major Caulfield.
The Maharao had no son. He was anxious to
adopt a nephew to the exclusion of his elder brother.

and came to & unanimous conclusion on the follow-
ing points :— » :

1st.—That a person without legitimate issue
might adopt a nephew, the son of a deceased brother,
to the exclusion of a brother older than the
deceased. '

9nd.—That the age of the person adopted had no
effect upon the adoption. :

8rd.—That if a son was born subsequently to
the Maharao, that son would succeed to the throne.

¥

" The adopted son would be excluded, and a suitable

of

provision would be made for him,
Accordingly the nephew was adopted.
The Maharao died in 1828°, and Wwas succeeded
by his nephew and adopted son Maharao Ram
Singh. Nuzzurs were presented tothe Government
of India by the new titular prince and the Raj Rana.

1 General letter, 8rd July 1828.
3 (General letter, 8rd October 1829,




+ 1 1830 a consplra.cy was. formed1 a,gamst tbe
life of the Raj Rana of Kotah by certain® persons
in the service of the Maharao. Mr. Trevelyan, the
Political Agent, reported that a jemadar in the
Raj Rana’s service had made overtures to the
brother-in-law of Maharao to assassinate the Raj
Rana when paying his devotions in a temple at
Kotah. These overtures were not accepted; they
were not even communicated to the Maharao ;
‘but they were not made known to the Raj Rana by
any of the Maharao’s @ people. Consequently
when the plot was at last discovered, there was
considerable embarrassment on the part of the
Maharao, and suspicion on the part of the Raj
‘Rana. <

No positive proof could be obtained as regards
the persons concerned in the conspiracy. Mr.
Trevelyan considered that it would be inexpedient
- to continue to agitate the question; it would only
~ keep alive the suspicions and distrust of the Raj
- Rana. The Government of India entirely approved,
~ and the matter was allowed fo drop.

In 1833 boundary disputes? were frequently
oceurring between Kotah and Jeypore, which led
~ to collisions.

The Raj Rana Madhoo Singh died on the 26th

of February 18342, and was succeeded by his son
Muddam Singh. The Governor-General sent a

! General lettor, 14th October 1830.
2 (eneral letter, 18th March 1834.
4 General lotters, 13th November 1834, and 6th April 1835,
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| | ULWAR.

In 1815 the Raja of Ulwar died’. There were two
infant claimants for the throne—a nephew and an
1lleg1t1mate son, The Thakoors placed both upon
the throneas joint rulers. The Government of India

was anxious not to interfere in the affairs of any
Rajput, State and consequently accepted the com-
promise.

. Bo long as the two princes were mmors, public

dlsorders were more or less restrained by the Min-
isters. But in 1824 the two princes attained their
malonty, and broke out in open feuds and commo-
tions. An attempt was made to assassinate the
Nawab of Ferozpore, who bad been a friend of the

o former Raja, and had espoused the cause of the

ﬂlegltlmate son.
The Government of Indla. had no means for deci-

ding betw%en the two conflicting princes. There
was & stain on the birth of the one; otherwise he
seemedl the best of the two. Af last the illegitimate
son was set aside by the Thakoors, and a suitable
provision was made for his maintenance.
. The new Raja, Bence Singh, was suspected of
; bemg concerned in the attempt to murder the Nawab
. of Ferozpore. The Government of India ordered

2 (General letter, 1st October 1828,
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the Res:tdent to mvestlgate the charge in hls Courtj L
at Delhi. The Raja set the accused men at liberty,
and resisted every attempt to bring the men to trial.
Levies were being raised, and the people began to
fly from Ulwar in considerable numbers. At last
in 1825 the Raja of Ulwar delivered over the sus-
pected murderers to Sir Charles Metealfe.
Sir David Ochterlony, the previous Resident, had

made a yearly provision of one lakh of rupees for the i

deposed Raja.* Sir Charles Metealfe, who succeeded
himas Resident, had raised this provision to four

. lakhs per annum, being one-fourth of the estimated

Dealings
with suspect-
od  conspira-
tors.

revenue of Ulwar. The Government of India was of
opinion that the consent of the deposed Raja to
either arrangement ought to have been previously
secured. It was explained by Sir Charles Metcalfe
that the ex-Raja had concurred in the arrange-
ment only because he wastold no better arrangement
could be made. Nothing short of the whole princi«
pality of Ulwar would have satisfied him.

The men supposed to be implicated in the attempt-
ed assassination were duly brought to trial. The
evidence against them was not sufficient: for convic-
tion, but their guilt was strongly suspected, The
accused were allowed to return to Ulward. . ﬁ[’he RaJa «
was told that it was not the custom of the British
government to punish persons unless convicted ; but
as the accused had failed to establish their innocence,
it would not be proper for him to employ them.

! General letter, 18th March 1826.
2 General lotter, 27th July 1826,
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‘offenders, and the son of the other.® Subsequently

. Diffculties
with the Rao,

in 1826 he wanted to pay a complimentary visit

. to the Resident, but Sir Oharles Metcalfe declined to
receive him'. About the same time the privilege of
exchanging letters with the Governor-General wag
brought to a close®. In 1828 the Rao of Ulwar ex-
. pressed his grief at 8 measure which led the neigh-
bouring States to conclude that he had incurred the
 displeasure of the Biitish government, As the stop-
page had occuried for & considerable period, it was
deemed fitting to allow the correspondence to be
restumed. j

In 1828° there was a disttirbance at Ulwar, = The
army, instigated by the Thakoors, broke out into
tebellion against the Ministers, and a new adminis-
- tration was formed ab Ulwar. The Governithent of
India ordered that there should be no interferonce
_ whatever, It was considered that an insurrection
of the Thakoors and people was a legitimate means
for getting rid of a bad Minister. Two of the
refugee Ministers were the tiwo men tinder strong

Non-inter-
ference in ins
surrection,

- stspicion of being implicated in the attempted

assassination of the Nawab of Ferozpore. One of them
fled to Delhii; and began to intrigue for his own
return t0 Ulwar. Tho Resident placed him tnder
confinement, but the Government of India ordered
 his immediate release.

et Ml

1 General letter, 28th July 1828,
2 @eneral letter; 10th April 1829,
® General letter, 8th May 1899,



Subsequently he released ma,n‘was‘ murdere&
UIWM‘, With three of his sexvants, whilst. retummg‘
from the palace. The Rao felt or felgned the utmost
alarm. He offered to cede all his territories to the

management of the British government, provxded‘ !

‘ he might retire in safety to Benares or Gaya.

Further
difficulties
with the Rao.

Tn 1833 matters® were still unsatisfactory. at Ulwar, e
A son and heir was born to the Rao Raja, and the
usual complimentary lettors were exchanged. Lord
William “Bentinck had recently ordered the nse of

_the English language in correspondence with native
_princes. The Rao Raja objected ; he was told that

' Boundary
disputes.

Punish-
. ment of the
i Rao. e

the Government of India had no wish that he should
use any medium of communication that was not
perfectly agroeable and convenient to himself,

There were boundary disputes between Ulwar and

Bhurtpore, An attempt was made by Ulwar to
tamper with Mr. Lushington, the Political Agent
at Bhurtpore. A bloody fray was committed by

Ulwar on the Bhurtpore frontier. Mr. Blake was

sent to arbitrate between Ulwar and Bhurtpore. He
reported that a redoubt had been built on the
disputed spot under the protection of a lmhtary
force sent by the Ulwar authorities. ; ,

The Government of India resolved that it w uld
not allow so gross a violation of the international
peace of India to be passed over without some
decided mark of its displeasure. Accordingly the

‘Rao Raja was fined eight thousand rupees as a

1 General lotter, 3rd October 1829,
2 General letter, 13th March 1834,






SEROHI,

The relations between the Bmtlsh government s
" and the Rajput State of Sero}n began in 1823. At

that time the Rao or Ruler of Serohi was in con-
'+ finement, In 1818 he had been  deposed by the
Thakoors for tyranny and oppression, and his

younger brother became Regent. Shortly after-
wards Serohi was invaded by the Maharaja of
" Jodhpore, and the Regent begged the protection
of the British government. 1In 1823, the Govern-
ment of India decided that Serohi was not politi-
cally dependent on either Jodhpore or Pahlunpore,
both of whom had put forward claims to suprema-
cy. Accordingly the British government conclu-
ded a treaty with Serohi, which bore a general
resemblance to its treaties with other Rajput rulers ;
but it provided for the right of the British govern-

ment to interfere actively and decidedly for the

restoration of order and regularity ; and it guaran-

teed the succession to the throne on the death of

the Regent, to the heirs of the elder brother, the

imprisoned Rao, provided that any such were hvmg G
at the time. -

The Regent and his Minister expressed them-
selves highly delighted with having secured the
protection of the British government.! The coun-

3 General letter, 10th September 1824,



i;try was in an extremé state of decay and dl?jpopula.-i.

o, owing tothe weakness of the administration, the
 disobedience of many of the Chiefs, the encroach- .

. ever was of military importance on account of its
_centrical position between Bengal and Bombay,
~ and the great strength of its passes and approaches.
In consideration of the impoverished state of the

ment of tribute was excused for three years.
| . Assoon as it was known that Sirohi' had been
i taken under British protection, many of the ryots
and merchants, who had fled to the neighbouring
countries, returned to their homes. Their lives and
. property were still threatened by the increasing
;*‘;,depreda,tlons of the Meenas, and the Regent had
| neither money mnor troops for repressing them.
~ The Government of India guaranteed a loan to be
. raised by the Serohi State for the maintenance of
| three hundred Irregulars for police and revente
_ daties. A detachment of Regular troops was also
sent to Serohi to settle the country generally,
~ establish the Rao’s authority over his feudatories,

_and suppress the savage tribe of Meenas.

The military operations were very successful.’
~ Nearly all the rebellious and refractory Thakoors
were brought to subjection and obedience; and

1 General letter, 18th September 1825,
4 General letter, 31st May 1826,

’publia treasury and country generally, the pay-

ments of neighbouring States, and the constant
_ ravages and depredations of the Meenas and
. Bheels. The revenue was trifling. Serohi how- -

Military
operations
against  wild

tribes,

Establish.
ment  of or«
der.



Plight  of

the Rao :
pentance.

Two
tions at
hi.

Inroads of |

Bheels
Meenas.

Ie»

the Meenas received such severe chastlwmenﬁ thﬂt o

they immediately afterwards began to occupy lands i

and settle in villages which had been long deserted.

In 1825' the Regent Rao collected his. Afamily,
armed followers, and some of hxs Thakoors, and
suddenly fled from his capltal to the hills and
jungles. i He declared that he would never return

_ unless the article, which guaranteed the succession

to the heirs of his elder brother, was expunged
from the treaty. He had other complaints, which
proved on investigation to be groundless or frivolous.

. Fortunately for himself, he subsequently repented

Q8-
010~

and

and returned to his capital, and implored for-
giveness. In due course the Government of India
pardoned his rash and ungrateful proceedings.

There were two questions at this period which

called for an early settlement. In the first place
Serohi was still exposed to the raids of the Meenas.

Secondly, Jodhpore laid claim to certain collections

in Sirohi villages ; and it was on account of these

claims that Jodhpore perxmtted the mroads of the
Meenas, |
In 1826 and 1827 the continued atrocities coms
mitted in' Serohi territory by marauders from other
States led the people to believe that they were
without the pale of British protection. The preda-
tory excursions of Bheels and Meenas from the
Jodhpore frontier inflicted the utmost misery.

2 General letter, 27th July 1826,
2 (Greneral letter, 3rd July 1829,



e SEROHI e

ptain Speins stated that they wore driven 4o this

' |amode of Tifo by ther oppressions of theis i Ohists |

_ and government. = He proposed that the Jodhpore

. government should put him in direct communica-
tion with the Grassia Chiefs, Meenas and Bheels,
to the north and westward of the Serohi frontier,
to mediate such agreements under British guarantee,
as would secure those savage tribes against future
ill-treatment by their local officers. He was satisfied

~ that by these means he could establish good order

. and industry among the wild tribes. All that ho
. wanted was a small body of Irregular troops ‘under
the command of a Eur,ope’an officer, at the joint
expense of Marwar and Serohi. ;
The Resident at Delhi remarked that the British

government, = by protecting Serohi againgt mere

~ banditti, exceeded the spirit of its engagements,

~ Every State was bound to protect itself against

~ robbers. The British government had ‘the right
~ to call on the Maharaja of Jodhpore to restrain his
- subjects from depredations in other States,

~ The Government of India observed that when
existing arrangements were made with Serohi, it
was perfectly well known that she could neithep

defend herself against neighbouring States, nor
- protect her subjeets against marauders, without the
help of the British government. Much had béen
done, but much remained to he done, before Serohi
could protect herself out of her own resources.
Accordingly the Government of India sanctioned the
arrangement proposed by Captain Speirs. The Jodh-

Question
of policy.

Ll

" Exception-
al ‘weakness
of Serohi.



Armngé-
ments  with
CirassiaChiefs,

pore Contmgent or an’ equwalenb orce,

employed Subsequently the Mahara,ja of J odhporef L

adopted measures for estabhshmg a better state of

things on the Serohi frontier.

 In1829 it was reported’ that sufficient funds were

not available from the Grassm States and Serohi

for the maintenance of a body of troops., Accord-
ingly the Grassia Chiefs were told that they were

relieved from certain pecuniary engagements which
had been made with them the previous year ; and

a local force of horse and foot, which had been

. raised under the name of the Khairwarra Levy, was

Bheel out-

Yages,

Atebaided : The Grassis OMible weoe Farthok Sirdl

that they must take their own measures for the

preservation of tranquillity in their respective .

States. The British government could not bear the
expense of maintaining troops for their protection
against internal disorders.

In 1833 eight sepoys belonging® to the Bombay
army were murdered by the Bheels of Serohi on
their way down Mount Aboo. A demand was made
for the apprehension and punnhment of the offend-

ers. The Rao of Serohi sent an unsatisfactory

reply, and displayed much weakness and imbeeility
of character. Colonel Lockett, the British Resident,

stated his opinion that it might soon be necessary I

for the British government to assume the direct
management of the Serohi State. T

-

4 General letter, 9th October 1830,
# (teneral letter, 18th March 1834,



 The Government of India’ cdiled for a report
from Major Speirs, who had long resided at Serohi.

. Views of
the local au-
thorities.

Major Spiers was also directed to explain why the

~ former Rao had been kept so long in confinement.
The Government of India also ordered an investi-

. gationinto the murder case: Major Speirs stated his

beliefs that if the former Rao was allowed more
liberty, there would be more outrages and disturb-
ances than ever. The frontiers were in a disordered
| state owing to the aggressions of Jodhpore.
. The murder of the Bombay sepoys by the Bheels
of Serohi was again taken into consideration® by
Lord William Bentinck’s government at Oota-
camund. Colonel Speirs, the Acting Political Agent
at' Neemuch, was told that His Lordship entirely
agreed with the opinion. of that officer, that the
Serohi government should have the necessity

Decisions
of the British
government,

pressed upon it of using increasing exertions for -

Bheels ; and also that a requisition should be made
to that government for the adoption of immediate
‘and decisive steps towards sifting the conduct of an
obstructive Thakoor. The subject, it was observed,
should never be dropped so long as there was a possi-
bility of bringing to justice any of the partiesconcern-
ed in this atrocious outrage; and Colonel Speirs was
directed to address such representations to the Rao of
Serohi as he might deem best calculated to stimulate
their efforts for the apprehension of the offenders.

* General letter, 10th July 1834,
? General letter, 13th November 1834,
* General letter, 6th April 1835,

 ' the apprehension of all or any of the accused -




Tntimate

relations with
(. the | British

government.

GWALIOR.

The treaties of 1817 and 1818 placed the political
relations between the Bnt1sh government and
Maharaja Dowlut Rao Sindia on a more intimate
footing than had existed under the rule of the

 Peishwa. The Maharaja, frequently requested the

| _aid of British troops to suppress distractions in his

(leneral

views
policy.

of

dominions.! The Government of India considered

that extreme cases might arise which would war- |

rant such an interference, but that otherwise it was
open to grave objections. In 1821 the Maharaja
applied for a detachment of Mahratta Horse belong-
ing to the Subsidiary Force tojoverawe the mutinous
soldiery in his camp; and this application was read-
ily granted, as the employment of a detachment

of Mahratta troops was considered to be a very differ-

ent thing from that of a detachment of a British
force. ;

Major Close, at that time Resident at Gwalior,
took a general view of the principles which should
guide Political officers in his position ; and as the
policy he laid down was cordlally approved by the
Government of India, it may be briefly condensed.
The people of Malwa considered that the British
government had established its authority through-

1 General lotter, 13th June 1823,




. out the country, and that they must loon Ao

 British government alone for rediess or security
against the maladministration of their rulers. On
the other hand the texture of Sindia’s govern-
ment was so loose, and so rooted in its propensity
to rule by expedients without any reference to
remote consequences, that occasions were constantly
‘arising for interference in its internal affairs, and
it was not easy to resist the emergency.

Major Close purposed to confine his chief atten-
tion to the strict fulfilment of those obligations
. which had been imposed on the British govern-
ment ; and to secure the protection of the people
. entitled to it only so far as those obligations were
concerned. His chief objeet therefore would be to
- secure the rights of the Durbar and its subjects on
all matters concerning ourselves, or our allies and
~ dependents ; and, when called upon, to secure the
- reciprocal observance of obligations by Sindia’s
government.  On some rare occasions he might be
required to instigate the Gwalior government by
moderate expostulations to restrain its officers and
gervants from the commission of gross acts of out-
rage and violence; and especially to persuade the
~ Court of Gwalior of the duty of _establishing better

_ order, and a new efficient system of government in

those parts of its province which adjoined British
territories, wherea vicious courseof management would
affect British interests as much as those of the

| - Durbar.

Obhgatlonl
and duties.



| Friendly un-
derstandings.

‘Disturban-
ces of a Gwa=
Lior Chief in
' British terri-
tory.

Subseguentlyﬁtha'Goféi"tjtiﬁénﬁmf1551} inconsidered”
that His Highness Dowlut Rao Sindia evinced a

cordial disposition to culti‘vdte. a frie,ndly * undegx-_

standing with the British governnient ; whilst the

temper of the Durbar was gradually accommoda-

ting itself to the change in its condition, which

necessarily resulted from the establishment of the
British supremacy in Hindustan. The Maharaja
in like manner bad reconciled himself to the
natural consequences of that event, ‘as affecting

_ his own power and influence in the surrounding
~ Btates. ‘ |

In 1823, one of Sindia’s chieftains set him at
defiance®, This man threatened to retire to a village
of his own within British territory in the Dekhan.
He captured the son-in-law of Sindia, and carried

" him away as a hostage. Sindia applied for help.

to the British Resident at Gwalior, who declined..

to interfore. Subsequently the chieftain entered

British territory with two thousand horse and
a large rabble following, and threatened mischief.
Accordingly the British force at Bhopal was advan-
ced against him and dispersed ‘his forces. At the
same time Sindia was informed that the British
government would not allow any body of armed
men, exceeding three hundred and fifty, to pass;
from a Foreign State through territory under the
protection of the British government, without
the sanction of competent British authority.

1 General letter, 12th September 1823,
2 Geheral letter, 10th September 1824,




qmmon. S

e 'J.‘he same year there was & dlscussion respectmg P‘;@"::‘lof
. certain exchanges of territory. 'l‘he“Bmtlsh govern. fe ?al ory.
 ment was anxious to adjust the frontiers in order‘
' to render both territories more compact. It was
‘ ‘proposed to assert British sovereignty over all the
jaghirs in the Dekban possessed by Sindia or his
_subjects; and to withdraw all British protection
 from its villages within Sindia’s dominions. o
 In1824" there were renewed disturbancesamongst Disturbane
. Sindia’s troops, especially on the Guzerat frontier. Guaerat fron.
. The Resident at Gwalior, on the urgent representa- i |
. tions of the Baroda authorities, requested Sindia
to take some effectual steps for preventing these
evils. The Maharaja recalled Man Singh Rao Patun.
kar, the principal officer of the Gwalior Durbar,
in those distant possessions, and appointed another
officer to take his place. Man Singh, however,
 refused to obey orders. The Durbar was in a
 dilemma, The Maharaja asked for the assistance of
. the British government. He was told that the
. British government ecould not aid him to enforce
~ the obedience of his rebellious subjects, and that he
i should apply some remedy of his own to these
- disorders. The Government of India did not con-
sider that the individual case of Man Singh was
one which called for British interference. At the
same time the Resident at Gwalior was directed to
~warn Man Singh of the folly of expecting the
British government to countenance him in his

1 General letter, 18th September 1824,




Reluctance
of the Maha- |
raja to terri-
. torial exchan-

ges,

Question
of the succes-
(gion,

opposition to the orders of hls sovereign. Man
Singh was also told that the British government
might soon find itself ‘unable to remain an uncon-
cerned spectator of commotions and hostilities on the
common frontier of Malwa and Gugzerat, exclted
by the rebellion of one of the Maharaja s own‘

: ofﬁcers.

Meanwhile the Mahara;;a showed such reluctance
to exchanges of territory that the Government
of India ordered him to be informed that there

_was no intention of requiring His Highness to

make any sacrifice of territory, or to extort com-
pliance with the demands of the British govern-
ment. All that was wanted was such exchanges as
would rectify the frontier and prove mutually bene-
ficial to both States. Subsequently His Highness
agreed to certain concessions as regards Nimar.
In 1825 the Maharaja was seriouly ill,* and the
Government of India was anxious that he should
either adopt an heir, or name his successor. Sindia

* would do neither the one or the other. The British

government disclaimed all pretensions of regulating
or controlling the succession. Meanwhile his wife,
Baiza Bai, exercised the power of Regent. The
Government of India decided that if military aid
should be required under the emergency, it should
be furnished ; but the Gwalior Durbar would be
expected to pay the expenses of the force, and to
arrive at a favourable adjustment of all depend-

1 @General letter, 81st May 1826.
4 ‘General lettor, 18th March 1826,



mg questmns as regards Smdla.’s possessmhﬂ\. in the'
Dekhan, and to co-operate heartily in certain arrahge-»‘

ments which were being proposed af that time as

mgards Malwa opium. -

In May 1825 Sindia recovered his health and per-'

formed the customary ceremony of bathing.' He
showed This good-will to the British government by
ordermg a salute tobe fired in honour of the peace
with Burma. He tried to come to an amicahble
armnc'ement with Man Singh Rao Patunkar, by
sendmg him two lakhs and a half of rupees. Man

Friendly res
lations: inters

ference forced o

on the British
governmenty

Smgh rejected the offer, and the Maharaja resolved -

_ on coercive measures. For a long time the Resident
at Gwalior withdrew from all doncern in the dispute,
but allowed Sindia to employ a detachment of the
contmgent Man Singh however was emboldened to
commit more acts of violence and outrage. He

opened a fire on the detachment in which eighty

ok Smdm’s men were killed or wounded. At last he

was reduced by a force? from the Bombay side,

bu‘h the mafter is not very clearly stated in the re-
cords. There were many lengthy negotiations with
Sindia at this period respecting disturbances within
his territories, the propriety of maintaining a police
force, and other matters of a personal character,
* which are now obsolete.
 Dowlut Rao Sindia died without® male issue in
March 1827. Before his death the propriety of

1 General letter, 27th July 1825.
3 (eneral letters, 8rd October 1829, and 9th October 1830.

8 Proceedings 26th June 1834, Nos. 2 and 3.
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adopting a ‘suceessor ‘hnd :ﬁeeﬁ“‘ representad to hlm |
by the British Resident ; and five boys of his own

family had Dbeen sent wp from the Dekhan to

Gwalior to enable His Highness to make the selee-
tion. The Maharaja died without making any
selection. After b event, the widow, Baiza Bai,
wished to adopt a member of her own family to
the exclusion of Sindia’s family, but mo one could

. countenance her in an adoption which was univer-

gally odious to the Court and camp of Gwalior. i
Under these circumstances she adopted one of the

five boys belonging to the family of Dowlut Rao 8in-

_ dia. Shethen married the hoy, who was eleven years

Question of
_international
Jaw  between
Gwalior and

" Kotah.

of age, to her youngest grand-daughter. The new
Maharaja was installed on the throne of Gwalior
by the British Resident under the name of Jankoji
Rao Sindia, being the name of the chief of the family
who was slain at the battle of Paniput in 1761.

A curious question of international® law arose
about this period. A rich banker named Salaja Belal,
who had long been in the service of Sindia, died
without heirs at Kotah. ' The Gwalior Durbar laid
claim to the inheritance, The Government of India
declined to press this claim on the Kotah govern-
ment. The Gwalior Durbar urged that the British
government was bound to interfere under ‘the
treaty; especially as the terms of the treaty
precluded the Gwalior State from entering into
discussions with other princes without the
consent of the British government. In reply the

1 (foneral lotter, 8th May 1820,




| T"Durbar was told that they m1ght submlt

~ment of their claim through the Political Agent, 5
The claim as regards the deceased’ banker was

_repeatedly pressed by the Gwalior Durbar with the

‘utmost pertinacity. It was said that certain records

belonging to the Grwalior State were amongst the

'banker’s effects. Accordingly the Political Agent

at Kotah was called upon to use his good offices
with the Kotah government as regards the papers.
Meanwhile the Raj Rana of Kotah was appoint-
] ‘ing‘a'manqger to take charge of the banker’s pro-

‘perty. The Gwalior Durbar protested against the

. measure. They urged the claim of Sheo Lal, an
: 111eg1t1mate son of the banker who had been ex;pelled
from Kotah territory.
. The Government of India decided that the Gwa-
hor Durbar might appoint a proper manager to the
~ distriets within Gwalior territory, which had been
~ previously rented by the banker ; and that the Kotah

. government should be prevented from all interfer-

~ence. It was explained to the Durbar that the
family of the banker were not-subjects of Sindia.
. They were natural born subjects of Kotah, and had
‘been settled and domiciled in Kotah during three
generations, or the greater part of a century. They
‘had served Kotah and received jaghirs from Kotah.
_ The banker had been only appointed a vakeel to
Bindia ; and though the office was hereditary, it was
merely nominal, and gave no claim to Sindia to con.
Aiscate the property.
1 General letter, 3rd October 1820,
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118 SUMMABY, or umms

The questmn of the employment of the Gwahor o
Contingent® at fhe call of Sindia’s govemment was
" again brought under the consideration of the Gov-
ernment of India. The Gwalior Durbar had request-
ed the services of the Contingent to reduce some
refractory Thakoors. The Resident, Lieutenant-Colo-
nel Fielding, reported that these Thakoors hiad been
unjustly deprived of their possessions by the Gwalior
Durbar. Consequently the employment of a force
agamst them commanded by British officers . ~would
render the British government an aider and sup-
. porter of Sindia's oppression. The Government  of
India refused to allow the force to be employed
against the Thakoors in question.

At this time the Baiza Bai was intriguing to
secure the Regency for life to the exclusion of the .
young Maharaja who had been adopted after the
death of Dowlut Rao Sindia. She kept the prince
under restraint ; excluded his name from the State
seal, and requested the British government to recog.
nise her as Regent for life.

The Government of India observed that the Baiza
- Bai had herself adopted the young Maharaja ; that
" the validity of the adoption had been acknowledged
by the voice of all parties at Gwalior ; that the prince
was entitled to assume the government on the ter-
sination of his minority. Under these circumstances
the British government could not sanction a differ-
ent arrangement, involving the maintenance of the
Baiza Bai, orany other person, in the exercise of

1 General lotter, 14th October, 1830.
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rereign power for life without a manifest violation

TN

of the proper and recognised usage of Hindu States. i
- The Government of India Was actuated by no other

motive than the one preseribed by law and justice.
. The character and conduct of the Baiza Bai during
 her Regency had not been such as to render it desir-
able that she should exercise authority for life. The
concession would possibly induce Her Highness to
. treat the young Maharaja with more kindness ; but
the Government of India was not prepared to make
~ such a sacrifice of principle.

~ The Resident was authorised to tell the Baiza Bai

‘ ;gthat'the Government of India would not recognise

as valid any public instrument of the Gwalior State
that was mnot authenticated by the Maharaja’s
seal ; and that a free and unreserved intercourse
must be established between the Resident and the
young Maharaja as a check on any ill-usage. The

“education of the Maharaja was an important ques-

 tion, but the British government could only interfere
in the way of advice. The prejudices and ignorance
of the Mahrattas, and their attachment to their an-
cient, usages, were such as to preclude any consider-
able innovations ; and the British government was
obliged to rest content with a very moderate im-
provement in the system of instruction adopted for
His Highness. Should the Baiza Bai threaten’ to
retire altogether from the Regency, the Resident
was not to attempt to dissuade her from her purpose ;
he was merely toobserve and report all that passed,

- accompanied with an expression of his own views
as to the administration of the country,

Claims | of
the  young
Maharaja,
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120  SUMMARY OF AFFAIRS.

In December 1832, the Governor-General Lord
William Bentinck being on a tour in the Upper
Provinees, paid a visit to the Court of Gwalior. For
a long time he had expected to be finally ‘called
upon to decide between the claims of Maharaja
Jankoji Rao Sindia and those of the Baiza Bai.
Meanwhile the Gwalior Durbar was agitated by
doubts and conjectures ; the Baiza Bai was afraid of
being deprived of her authority; the young Maha- .
raja was in dread of being excluded from all power.

During the conferences the Maharaja gave vent i
to vehement complaints against the Baiza Bai. She
not only ill-treated him, but he suspected her of
designing to adopt a kinsman of her own as suceessor
to the throne of Sindia. Xe urged that his age and
capacity fitted him for assuming the reins of
government, and begged the Governor-General to
instal him on the throne. :

As far as the rights of the Maharaja were con-
cerned, Lord William Bentinck was of opinion that

Jankoji Rao Sindia possessed the same right to the

throne as if he had been the lawfully begotten son
of Dowlut Rao Sindia. As regards the obligations
of the British government, the succession of Baiza
Bai had been equally in accordance with the will of
Dowlut Rao Sindia, and bad followed his death
without any interference on the part of the British "
government. As regards the subsequent adoption,
the British government had so far interfered as to
urge the propriety of the measure ; to approve and
sanction it when made by the Baiza Bai; and to

1 Separate letter, 28th June 1833,
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in all public transactions. This 111terference”ﬁadbéen:f o
exercised exclusively for the good of the country, and» o

- according to the supposed wishes of the people, in

order to prevent the evils of a disputed suecession.

: ‘ Lastly, the Government of India had expresslydeclin«
_ed toguarantee the claims of the Baiza Baitobe form-

ally acknowledged as Regent for life, which determi-

_ nationhadsincebeenapproved by the Courtof Directors.

These circumstances seemed to HisLordship topoint

o to the ‘propriety of abstaining from all interference in
i 'the prgsent question. It was not clear whether such

 interposition was in unison with the wishes of the
- people, or in furtherance of their benefit ; and the
b Bntlsh government was not bound to exercise judi-

cial cogmsa,nce in the case. This was not modified

by personal experiences. The country seomed to be
, ‘prosperous and flourishing. The rule of the Baiza
. Baiappeared to be firm and able, and as just as
could be expected from a native administr ation,
~ As far as could be ascertained, there was no party

opposed toher interests. There was thus no motive
for interference, and nothing to justify it. Jankoji

‘Rao Sindia was intelligent, but very young, and

was said to have an ungovernable temper. Lord
William Bentinck was therefore of opinion that
justice and policy alike forbade any interposition.

_But there was nothing to debar the British govern.

ment from interfering as the paramount power,
‘should such interference become necessary to secure
tranquillity and promote the pubhc welfare,

Non-inters
fervence in bes
half of the
Maharajs,
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Tis Lordshlp :wcordmgly mformedthe Ma,ham;a.
that the Government of India would not interfere
toplace him in full power; it would, however,
prevent the Baiza Bai from adopting any one else,
s0 long as he conducted himself obediently to her
wishes, and abstained from all attempts to shake
her authority, before the time arrived for h1s own

‘eleyation to the government. The Baiza Bai was

recommended by His Lordship to treat the Maharaja
with kindness, and not to regard him with harsh
and resentful feelings, ‘

These assurances allayed all apprehensmns, and
appeared to satisfy, not only the parties concerned,

but the whole court. All were alike assured that
the Government of India was entirely disinterested,

and had been actuated by no other motive thanto
secure the welfare and prosperity of Sindia's domi-
nions. Sir Charles Metcalfe and Mr. Ross concurred
in these views, that it was mnot incumbent on the
British government to interfere in the affairs of
Gwalior for the purpose of establishing or exclud-
ing the authority of theMaharaja, if 1nte1fe,rence
could he avoided.

‘8ir Charles Metcalfe however was of 0pm1on
that it would be extremely difficult for the British
government, as the paramount power, to avoid
interference. He considered that the appearance
of support which had been given to the Baiza Bai
was a virtual interference in her favour, not to be
avoided without a declaration in favour of the

Maharaja, The right lay with the Maharaja as the



‘B‘a,l was only enhtled to rule during” his mm‘o‘mty,_
‘af_ter which she must be considered as a usurper.

She was however in possession, and as long as she
was supported by the public opinion of the State,
that is of all the military chiefs of power and
mﬂuence, it did not behove the British govern-
ment to enforce the rights of the Maharaja.
_ Bhould however a division be found to exist, and a
eivil war broke out affecting British interests, or
. the géneral tranquillity of India, interference would
_ certainly be in favour of the Maharaja. Under
_such circumstances it would be best for the Govern-
. ment of India to avow, whenever occasion might
‘arise, that it wds convinced of the right of the
Maharaja; but that so long as the Thakoors
remained satisfied with the rule of the Regent Ba,lza.
 Bai, it would abstain from all interference.
_ In the following July 1838, a revolution broke
ont in Gwalior, in which all the troops and Thakoors,
' except the Baiza Bai’s own Kkinsmen, declared for

* the Maharaja. The result was that Jankoji Rao

Sindia assumed the administration of affairs, and
the Baiza Bai, having taken refuge in the British
Residency, finally retired from Gwalior. In August
1833° a royal salute was fired from the ramparts of
Fort William in recognition of the accession of
Jankoji Rao Sindia.

1 Separate letter, 81st August 1833,
9 Beparate letter, 19th December 1833,
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The sgyme year the question’ was revived as to the
pature and duties of the Gwalior Oonﬁmgent. ‘
Lord William Bentinck  observed that Bindia's
government seemed perfectly willing to continue
the maintenance of the force on the existing footing,
because it gave them strength and importance in
the eyes of their neighbours and subjects. More-
over such a force was of use to the British govern- "

ment in preventing the turbulent and disaffected

g)%coitigs
and boundary
dispubes,

tribes of Central India from availing themselves
of the separate and independent jurisdictions to .
ve-establish the Pindari system, At the same time
the services of the Contingent were to he striétly 0
confined to its legitimate objects, If employed
in matters of internal administration, the res,igiug ‘
of British officers should be withdrawn. Other-
wise those officers might be employed in ousting or
puttingdown jaghirdarsor native Rajas, of whomthe
British government knew nothing, and who were
likely to be injured people; or they might he taking
part in disputes for political power at the capital.
The prevalence of dacdities in the neighbourhood .
of Guwalior, and the defective state of the police,
were brought by the British Resident to the notice
of the Government of India, Complaints were also
received respecting the movements of Sindia’s
troops on the frontier during the adjustment of
boundary disputes between the authorities of
Sindia and those of Ameer Khan. The Govern-
ment of India ruled that there were no objections

1 General letter, 13th March 1884,
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tel mdependent States coming to an amicable
 settlement amongst themselves as regatds such
. disputes, but a military demonstration on the fron-
. tier was a very different affair. (e i
The same wyear* there had been a collision Collision
‘between Sindia’s officials and some ddk.runners bl ol
in the service of the British government respecting ﬁ;ﬁmﬁg‘;’h
_ the payment of duties. The Government of India ‘
veferred the matter to the Resident at Gwalior,
expressing the hope that the Durbar would perceive
. the impropriety of detaining dak-runners. In
. case of misbehaviour it would be better for the
. Aumil to represent the matter to the nearest British
. functionary, which would ensure immediate redress.
. In 1834, Mr. Cavendish, the Resident at Gwa-  Questionns
lior, raised a question® as regards the Grassia Chiefs F#" ?: the
who received tunkahs. Lord William Bentinck Chiefs.
 observed that the conditions under which the
 Qurassias received their tunkahs were generally
specified at the time the settlements were made ; h
but His Lordship was not aware that depen-
dence, real or nominal, upon the authority who paid
the tunkah, formed any parts of those conditions.
‘With all the Grassias it was probably a condi.
tion, expressed or implied, that they should keep
the peace within their limits, as well as refrain
. from committing depredations. Their neglect to
~ fulfil such conditions formed a fit subject for sub-

b A 1 General letter, 10th July 1834,
i 2 (General letter, 6th April 1835,



sequent investigation 3 but the bare charge of
their having so misbehaved could ‘not justify the
suspension of their stipends. T_ofjﬁijhholdr_lfpay-ﬁj"
ment would be the most likely means of instiga-
ting the Grassias to return +to the irregular course
of life, from which it was the object of the guar.
antee to reclaim them. The Resident was accord-
ingly instructed to scoure the punctual discharge of

the Grassias claims by Sindia’s government. Any ‘

misconduct could be ‘investigated by the officers ‘
within whose jurisdiction they might be located: |

Jpriabit sl



INDORE.

. Nothing of importance respecting Indore or
Holkar is entered in the General letters to Europe
between 1818 and 1825. 1In 1826 the Government
of India reported’ that there was continued and
unbroken tranquillity throughout Malwa. No
 occurrences had happened of any importance. Mul-
. har Rao Holkar dismissed his Minister for undue
fammarlty with his mother, and a new Minister was
_appointed. The British government was adverse to
this arrangement, but refrained from all interfer-
_ence,

In 1828 Mr, Wellesley, the Remdent in Malwa,
- was ordered” to withdraw the police posts from the
hlgh road from Malwa to Guzerat. He objected
that the cost was only nine hundred rupees per
- mensem, and that the petty States traversed by the
road refused to pay the money. The Government
of India refused to maintain police posts in coun-
tries not under its jurisdiction, and ordered the
charge of the roads to be made over to the native
governments. '

In 1829, under the head of Indore, there are
lengthy reports of the proceedings® of Cap’cam

1 General letter, 28th July 1828.
2 General letter, 3rd Qctober 1829,
8 General letter, 14th October 1830,
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Borthmck ao‘a,mst the '.l.‘huvs. Forty pnsmers Were -‘
condemned and executed as leaders of gangs of
- stranglers ; twenty-one were transported and kept fo
hard labour for life; twelve were condemned to
labour for shorter penods and one, a boy of eight
or nine years of age, was sent to his natwe country,
and set at liberty. ‘
The case of Juggs Rawul, a Bheel Ohief who
had been imprisoned at Asirghur, was taken into
consideration under instructions from the Court of
Directors. Conciliatory measures had been tried
with this man, but proved a failure. He broke the
engagements he had made, and was the terror of the
neighbourhood, until military operations compelled
him to surrender. The Rawul of Banswarra récents
Iy applied for his release, and promised to be secu-
rity for his good conduct ; he had even urged that
the release of Jugga Rawul would help him in the
management of the Bhieels. The Raja of Pertabghur,
who liad equally stffered from the man’s depreda-
tions, strongly objected tohis release. Major Stewart,
the Resident at Indore, believed that the Rawul
of Banswarra had been influenced by mercenary
motives in requesting the release of this Bheel.
In 1833 there were disturbances amongst the
Bheel tribes' in the Vindhya mountains on the
north of the Nerbudda river, Mr. Martin, the
Resident at Indore, submitted a letter from Captain
Outram, who was employed against the Bheels in

1 General letter, 13th March 1834,



by Sir John Ma,lcolm for conc1hatmg the Bheel
© tribes. | He noticed the bad effects avising from the

_ abolition of the Bhopawar Agency, and proposed

e a)ppoin‘tment of Captain Pettingall to carry on

. the 1po}itical_duties of that station. The Government
 of India appointed Captain Pettingall as a local
~ Agent at Bhopawur, to bring about a pacification
~ of the Bheels in that quarter.
 Maharaja Mulhar Rao Holkar died on the 15th
. October 1833". The son of Bapoo Holkar was
' '&d@pted as successor to the throne. of Indore. The
. Government of India saw no objection to
_the adoption. The usual letter of condolence was
sent to the widowed Rani. TLord William Bentinck
;Mobserved that the Government of India was not
‘bound to support this arrangement if it should be
_ found to beillegal, or subversive of the rights of any
: '0ther party, or contrary to the wishes of the majority
of the Chiefs and followers of the Holkar State.
 Mr. Martin, the Resident at Indore, had strongly
_urged the necessity for the active interference of the
 British government, through its representative, in
 the future administration of Holkar’s government..
. Lord William Bentinck saw nothing in his arguments
. that would not equally apply to the administration
of any other State during a minority. If the appre-
‘hensmn of mismanagement justified the assump-

SR Separate lotter, 31st J uIy 1834,
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tion of the infernal administration of Tndore, other

Btates in India would view the proceedings of the

Ll daing.

ants to the
suceession.

British government with jealousy and distrust ; they
would regard their own independence as rosting on
a very insecure basis. As regards the interests of
the British government, it would incur all the odium

attaching to measures of necessary economy, with-

out deriving any benefit from assuming the govern-
ment of the country. The Government of India
accordingly determined to abide by the salutary
system of non-interference. This resolution wasnot
to prevent the Resident from offering his advice
whenever it might be sought, or from making such
suggestions as were caleulated to promote the pros-
perity of the State. | ‘

Meanwhile the existence of two other claimants
was noticed :——

1s/—Huri Holkar, the son of the eldest ille-
gitimate brother of the late Jaswant Rao Holkar.
This man had been in prison for rebellion ever since
1819. Mr. Martin observed that Huri Holkar
could have no legitimate claim to the inheri-
tance of his late cousin, which according to Hindu
law belonged of right to the adopted son.  If mno
adoption had been made, and expediency had been
the only guide, the mature age of Huri Holkar
would have justified the propriety of recognising
him as the successor to the Raj. :

2nd.—An infant son, recently born of a woman
of the late Maharaja Mulhar Rao Holkar, of whom
His Highness was the acknowledged father.



_ at Indore that it had no intention of departmg from
_ its policy of non-interference. British influence
however would not be exerted to maintain thepresent
order of things, if opposed to the general wish of
. the country. The Government of India would not
_ pronounce upon the relative superiority of the three
‘claimants to the throne of Indore, namely, the adop-
' ted son, the collateral relative, and the posthumous
son. The decision must be left to the general voice
‘of the country. The duty of the British govern-
ment was to maintain whatever arrangement might
‘appeartobe unequivoeally consonant with the general
will, On one point the British government would
‘not remain passive. If Huri Holkar obtained the
throne, British influence would be used to prevent
vindictive measures towards his old opponents.
- Reports were subsequently received from the
Resident of the unsettled state of affairs at Indore,
Efforts were being made for the release of Huri
Holkar, whose claim to the throne was acknowledged
by the general voice,

Replies to the Governor-General’s letters of con-
dolence were received from the widowed Rani and
others. A day was fixed for the investiture of the

- adopted son. The ceremony was carried out on the
17th January 1834. The new Maharaja ascended
the throne under the name of Martand Rao Holkar.

 In the following April Huri. Rao Holkar was .

released from confinement by a body of armed men
ndproclalmed as the head of the Indore State. The
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 The protracted struggle led to & deplorable state

i were very serious at Indore, because Huri Rao Holkar
refused to receive a deputation from the Durbar.
. The Rani mother appealed to the Resident for

British governiment. . ‘ |
continue his intercourse with the existin
vities, so long as they maintained their presen

authority and established his Wl? i ‘me»,xResidéniﬁ ‘
was to regard him as the sovereign of the Bl |

of *‘5ﬂ5a,irs; Lord William Bentinck trusted that it
would not be of long continuance. The commotions

advice ; he persuaded her to relinquish the struggle.
and permit Huri Rao Holkar to assume the sover.
eignty, The authority of Huri Rao Holkar was -
universally acknowledged throughout the country.
Nothing was wanting to stem the tide of amarchy
but the presence of Huri Rao Holkar at Indore.

At last Lord William Bentinck complied with a
request of Huri Rao Hoikar for a party of British
troops to escort him to the capital. This measure,
His Lordship remarked, was consonant alike to policy
and humanity, while it involved no. departure
from the policy of non-interference. L

Huri Rao Holkar arrived at Indore, and assumed
the sovereignty amidst the acclamations of all
classes. The Government of India conferred on him
a khillut of investiture.

In May every hope that Huri Rao Holkar would




j&teﬁs must be taken to prevent the spread of‘

twn and m1sery Hls Lordsh1p sent :m‘

cor plamt But the Resident was &uthonsed to tell
Huri Rao that His Lordship had heard with deep
~concern the apparent want of consideration shown
to the Just claims of one, from whose family the
H‘alka:r State had recewed such able and fmthful

. 1 General letter, 6th July 1835,
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Shortly after the conclusmn of the treaty of 1818,
the Nawab of Bhopal was killed by the accidental

 discharge of a pistolin the hands of a child. ‘Hehad =
‘no son, but he left one daughter, known as the e

Secunder Begum, He was succeeded by a nephew.

_amere child, who was ultimately to marry the Secun-

der Begum. Meanwhile the Regency was entrusted
to the mother of the Secunder Begum, who was
known as the Kudsia Begum.

In 1821 Major Henley, the Political Agent a.t
Bhopal, had heen obliged more than once to inter-
fere in the administration.' The Nawab was still
young ; the Dewan, or chief Minister, was devoid of
energy ; and some of the principal Chiefs were usurp-
ing his authority. There was a failure of credit and
resources. A plot was formed for the destructmn L

of the Regent Begum. Major Henley called on the
Officer Commamhng at Hoshungabad to hold the

troops in readiness to advance. The measure proved
successful. The plot was suppressed, and the leaders
were banished or deprived of their posts. A native
official of character and capacity was agsociated with

~ the Dewan as Joint Minister.

1 General letter, 18th June 1823,




1Ira ',1824 several members of the Patan a;gmtocmcy

Compromise.

, of Bhopal were dissatisfied’ with the Begum and
. Ministers ; they fancied they had been treated with

neglect A compromise was effected by admitting

. two of the party into the administration.
. In1828 serious disputes broke out between the

- Regent Begum and the young Nawab®. The Begum

utterly refused to give her daughter in marriage to
the young Nawab. It is needless to enter into
 details of this quarrel’. The Government of India
~ had acknowledged the young Nawab as the lawful
‘successor to the throne of Bhopal. Subsequently the
young Nawab disclaimed all intention of assuming
the administration unless it was conferred on him by
the Regent Begum. It was alleged that he was
. physically disqualified for marriage. In theend the

stputes
between  the
Kudgia  Be-

gum and  the

young Na.wab '

~ Nawab withdrew his claim to be married to the

. Becunder Begum, and with it abandoned all preten-

_ gions to the throne. Tt wasagreed that his younger

~ brother should become Nawab, and be married in due

course to the Secunder Begum.

1n 1833 the Minister died,* and the Begum Regent
appointed her own brother to the office of Minister.
The Government of India informed the Resident at
Indore, that so long as the Begum continued to be
Regent of the State, she must be unfettered in the
 choice of a Minister ; and that there was no ground

% (General letter, S1st May 1826.
2 Separate letter, 10th April 1829,
8 Separate letter, 8th May 1820,
& General lotter, 10tk July 1834.
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for the 1;1terference of the Brltlsh govwnmenb in
‘ such & question. = i
letion of . The Resident also reported that the ;Begum was
- Bogum, trying to extort the consent of the Nawab to. the' i
: “maintenance of her own plans of adxmmstratmn‘ i
~ beyond the. time when the Regency should cease.
The Government of India observed that no promise
of a prejudicial nature obtained from' the Nawab
during his minority would be deemed bmdmg upon
" him after he had attained to years of dmoretmn. ;
This view was to be distinctly explained to the
. Begum Regent. w
Sigg‘(’ln(gigﬁz Subsequently the Resldentreportedtha,tthe young
. youngNawah. Nawab had been induced to sign a paper giving
; his consent to the following conditions proposed by‘
the Begum :— .
1st.—That he would never marry any other w1fe‘ -
than the Secunder Begum, ‘
9nd.—That he would be obedient in all thmgs |
to the Secunder Begum. b
8pd.—That he would -never call his paments t ‘
him except in cases of emergency.
The Nawab, however, had refused to recogmsethe :
Begum Regent’s brother in the capacity of Minister.
;t ggr;;x;lmcy In 1834 an alleged conspiracy was repmrted by
the sons of the Minister who died in 1883 in concert
with the parents of the Nawab. The ob;lect was to_
subvert the existing state of affairs in Bhopal ; in
other words to overthrow the authority of the Begum o
Regent and her brother the Minister. j ;

1 (eneral letter, 7th September 1835,




i The Pohtlcal Agent M. Wllkmson” reported
- the measures he had taken to frusttate the deszgns i
 of the conspirators. The Government of India

approved of his proceedings, but demurred at one of
' his expressions of opinion.  Mr. Wilkinson seemed
~ to think that the British government was bound to
.interfere in the internal affairs of Bhopal for the
~ purpose of maintaining the existing order of things
‘against the designs of the conspirators.

The Government of India observed that the
 British government was certainly bound to protect
Bhopal against foreign aggression. But an
attempt to effect a change in the administration could
not be considered as an act of foreign aggression,
which required the British government to step in
for the protection of the Bhopal State. M.
Wilkinson however had acted rightly and properly

in cautioning the neighbouring Chiefs against

_affording any countenance or cncouragement to the

_conspirators.
 Myr, Wilkinson was told to take every favourable
opportunity afforded by these occurrences of im-
pressing on the Begum Regent the necessity for a
strict performance of the engagements into which
she had entered with regard to the British alliance
and the future prospects of the young Nawab.
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NURSINGPQRE{ |

The Raja of Nursinghur, a person of mean
intellect and imbecile character, had abdicated the
throne.! Tis son Cheyn Singh became Regent.
About the end of 1828 the Minister of Nursinghur
was murdered under circumstances of great atrocity.
At the first the ex-Raja was suspected of being
implicated in the murder. Ultimately it was
proved that his son, the Regent, was the murderer.
Cheyn Singh then openly avowed the crime, and
pleaded that the Minister had been justly putto

death for his haughty and overbearing conduct.

The Government of India felt that in its capacity
as the paramount power it was bound to punish
the crime. Cheyn Singh was told to retire into
Hindustan with a small body of followers ; and in-
formed that a suitable provision would be made for
him wntil his contrition should induce the British
government to restore him., :

Cheyn Singh promised compliance, but evidently
prepared for resistance. Persuasion was wasted on
him. A detachment of British troops was ordered
up, but still he did not move, and his armed
followers began hostile operations. At last his posi-
tion was attacked, and after a desperate resistance,

bty

1 General letter, 31st May 1826,
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SUMMARY OF AFFAIRS.

DHAR.

'].‘he Raja of Dhar dxed in 1834s The Resident
at Gwalior reportedl that J aswant Rao Powar had
been adopted by the widow of the deceased Raja,
and placed upon the throne with the acqmescence o
of all the parties concerned. ‘

The Government of India would not refuse its i .
i consent to a measure which had been ratified by

the Dhar authorities; but remarked that the

arrangement ought to have been first submitted for
the sanction of the British government. The .
despatch of a khillut of investiture was delayed
so0 long as there was any prospect of a competition

for the throne of Dhar.

Mr. Bax, the Resident at Indore, subsequently
reported? the removal of the Dhar Minister, Bappoo
Rughonath, by the young Rani ; he feared that the ‘
step taken would prove very injurious to the Dhar

State. The Governmentof India remarked that if

these anticipations were realised, it was much to be
deplored, but there seemed to be no legitimate means

by which the injurious effect could be averted.

1 General letter, 6th April 1835.
2 (eneral letter, 7th September 1835.



. samooam.

JABOOAH.

. In 1838, the Raja of Jabooah died!,and was
succeeded by an adopted son. A younger son,
named Moti Singh, was anxious to assume the
. administration during the minority. The elder
 Reni and the principal Thakoors were opposed to
_ this arrangement.
~ The Resident thought that the British govern-
~ ment should interfere. The Government of India
~ however ruled that there was no ground for depart-
ing from its policy of non-interference. Any
attempt at coercing the younger son would be
attended with odium. The Jabooah State was in a
~ position to arrange the difficulty without British aid.
~ There was an objection to confer the khillut of
investiture, as Holkar’s government had a proba-
ble claim to exercise the privilege.? The Govern-
ment of India, however, had invested a former
- Raja of Jabooah, and no objection had been raised

Disputes
regarding the
Regenoy,

Non-inter-
ference.

Khillut of
investiture.

- by the Indore Durbar. Moreoverno claim had been

put forward by the Holkar State in the present
instance. Accordingly the khillut of investiture was
conferred according to the established precedent.

1 General letter, 13th March 1834,
2 General letter, 10th July 1834



In 18341 there were IOng pendmg;, &wsensions in
J abooah ongma.tmg ina struggle for the supremacy
between the guardian of the minor Raja and
Moti Singh, the brother of the deceased Raja.
The Resident at Indore reported? a renewal of
aggressions in Jabooah by Moti Singh, He was
directed to refrain from all intervention, beyond"‘,
‘making it known that the British government‘
“would not interfere with the people of J abooah in
then' electlon of a ruler. i

1 General letter, 6th April 1835,
2 General letter, 7th September 1835,



NDELKUND.

BUNDELKUND.

In 1821, Mr. Maddock, the Acting Agent to the
Governor-General, reported* the generally peaceable

state of Bundelkund. Hostilities between the Chiefs
. and their Jaghirdars had been comparatively unfre-
i quentdunngtheprevxousyear,butsome disputes still

. remainedtobe settled in order to ensure tranquillity.

The highway between Saugor and Bundelkund

was exposed to constant robberies and murders.
The road traversed the territories of Punnah, Bija-
war and Churkaree ; and reparation and punishment

- were impossible, owing to the defective condition
~of the police in those States and the neighbouring
. jaghirs. It was recommended that these States
~ should be required to clear the jungle on either side
~ of the road for the space of a hundred yards; and

that each should maintain guards at intervals with-
in his territory for the protection of travellers, If a

. robbery or murder was committed, and the offenders
were not apprehended, the village in which the

erime had been perpetrated was to be liable to for-
feiture with sufficient lands in the vieinity to main-

| tain a police establishment,

Subsequently it appeared “ that cases of murder
by a certain class called Thugs” were very

| 1 General letter, 13th June 1823,
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frequent in the Bundelkund States Accordmgly

u a further report was called for." :
‘ o Obigations T 1822 the question? was ralsed of whether the
government  British government hadrenounced theright a,oqmred
W interfore. 1,0 the treaty of Poona to protect jaghirdars from
the usurpations of the local Bundelkund rulers.
The Government of India decided that it had
never relinquished the right of interference for‘,
the correction of acts of gross and flagrant violence

or oppression, committed by any of the dependent
Bundelkund chieftains, even agamst their own

subjects. Such a right naturally and necessarily
flowed from the actual relations subsisting between
the parties. It could not be relinquished without
depriving the British government of one of its
most powerful means of rendering its paramount ’
‘authority conducive to the welfare and tranquillity
of the country. This interference however was
* to be limited to cases clearly demanding it. There
was no necessity for the British government
going out of its way to interfere in jaghirs granted
by the independent chieftains or their ancestors.
But when the good faith of the British government
was involved in the maintenance of such grants,
or when a general and indiscriminate resumption
of jaghirs was carried out by a ruling chieftain, as
might lead to disorder, the Government of India
was bound to interfere. The holders of grants
from the Peishwa stood on a different footing.

1 (eneral letter, 12th September 1823,
2 (leneral letter, 10th September 1824



In thelr case the Government of Indm yught be
© bound to interfere. But the Peishwa seemed it |

:“-hzwe limited his interference to Mahratta Brahmans,
(o class which was the least likely to suffer positive

InJustme from their Hindu Chiefs, and were the best |

‘able to defend themselves. It was not therefore
hkely that any cause of this kind could arise, which
rould call for British interforence.
i 1825 a serious disturbance! was created by a
- petty jaghirdar, known as Nunnce Pundit. e
: rzused a force to resist some order of his local
superior, the Chief of Jaloun. Mr. Ainslie, the
Agent to the Governor-General, ordered him o
 disband his force. The Nunnee Pundit then
attacked the fortress of Culpee, but was repulsed by
_a detachment of Native Infantry, and his force was
 dispersed. e fled into Bindia’s territory, but was
_ given up by the Maharaja. He was henceforth
soned in the Fort of Chunar. The Chief of
Jaloun confiscated his jaghir.
~ Duringthe first Burmese war the Chiefs of Bundel-
kund offered sums of money towards the expendi-
_ ture. The amounts were accepted as subseriptions
 to the public loan ; and the Chiefs were encouraged
~ to vest a portion of their hoarded wealth in these
. securities.
. In 1834 the Agent of the Governor-General for
Y'Bundelkund reported? the death of the Raja of
e Oorcha, and the succession of a younger brother,

1 (leneral letter, 27th July 1826,
2 Qeneral letter, 7th September 1835,
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He added that the dermse of the R&J& had been. |
followed by a massacre, but that the cause and
particulars were unknown ; and that he did not
consider himself authorised to mstltute any mmute“ ‘
enquiry into the matter without previous sanction.
The Government of India replied that on the
oceurrence of such an extraordinary atrocity as that
to which the Agent alluded, it was both the right
and the duty of the paramount power to learn all
the circumstances connected with the catastrophe,
in order to punish the actors, or at any rate save
itself from the indignity of countenancing its

perpetrators. A full report was called for, both

as regards the massacre, and the extent to which
the right of the younger brother had been recog-
nized by the people of Oorcha.

In 1834 the Governor-General received letters
from the Raja of Jhansi complaining of the devasta-
tion of his country by his rebellious subjects, and of
the assistance awarded them by neighbouring States,

The Agent for Bundelkund was told that the
Raja’s allegations were of a serious nature, and this -
was not the first time they had been advanced.
The Agent was further told to state how far they
were well founded ; also to report upon the present
condition of Jhansi territory. ;



SUMPTHUR.

Sumpthur is one of the three States in Bundel—
kund that have concluded formal treaties with the
British government. In 1827 the Raja of Sumpthur
died.® The elder Rani had no children. The
_ younger Rani had an infant son who succeeded to
the throne. The first question to be decided was
- the appointment of a Manager to conduct the affairs
_of Sumpthur under the control of the Rani mother,

and to act as guardian to the infant Raja.

- Atthis period there were two parties in Sumpthur,
One was headed 'by Bahadur Singh, the uncle of
the infant Raja, and was more or less supported

. by the elder Rani who was childless, The other
~ party was headed by Omrut Singh, the chief

Minister who had long enjoyed the confidence of
the deceased Raja. It was also supposed that
Omrut Singh was supported by the Rani mother.
- Mr. Ainslie, the Agent of the Governor-General

Dmh of ki
the Raja,

Two parties ' e

at Sumpthar,

theunele and |

the Minister,

Objections
to the unela:

for the States of Bundelkund, was opposed to the s b

inister ag .

appointment of Bahadur Singh as Manager. Baha- Manager,

dur Singh was an ambitious man, and his nearness
of kin rendered it dangerous to entrust him with
the guardianship of the minor Raja. Accordingly
 Mr. Ainslie reported to the Government of India

3 Bpecial letter, 10th April 1829,
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i Dissensions.

Avrest  of

| the Minister.

' Opposition

~of the Ravi
- mother to the
. Minister.

conduet the affairs of Sumpthur as Manager ; and
that he expected shortly to be informed of the

that he had requested Ommt Smgh to contmue to

views of the Rani mother as regamds the future‘- I

administration of Sumpthur.

Dissensions had broken out between the two partles ;

in Sumpthur, very shortly after the death of the

 Rajain 1827. The Killadar or Commander of the

fort of Sumpthur was murdered. Omrut Singh

‘ suppressed the disorders and placed some restraint
‘upon Bahadur Singh; but was induced shortly

afterwards to remove the sentries.

Subsequently Omrut Singh was one day about to

leave the fort, when he found himself a prisoner.
Bahadur Singh had closed the gates, and assumed the
chief authority. Mr. Ainslie sent an order to the
usurper to restore Omrut Singh to his authority as
Manager. Bahadur Singh was also called upon to
attend the Agent’s camp. Mr. Ainslie assured
Bahadur Singh of personal security, and promised
to enquire into bhis alleged grievances. Bahadur
Singh agreed to come, butfterwards excused him-
self on. the score of rhetimatism.

Mzr. Ainslie deputed a native official to learn the
wishes of the Rani mother. At the interview
which followed, the Rani mother distinetly stated

that she was averse to Omrut Singh retaining his

power. . Mr. Ainslie proposed an interview with
the Rani mother at a place about twenty miles
from Sumpthur. Meanwhile he applied to the
Government of India for orders as to the protection



~ of the young Raja, and the interests of the

by a display of military force,

The Government of India issued orders to the

following effect. Military preparations were prema,-
ture. It was not to be agsumed that the usurping
party in the Raj would resist the final decision

he remarked that both objects would be promoted |

}OY(IUL‘S vl
the Govern-
ment  of Ins
dm. i i i

of the British government. Before that deci- -

sion could be arrived at, the real merits must be
fully investigated and reported. The season allow.

ed ample time for enquiry, explanation, remon-
~ strance, and negotiation, whilst maintaining a tonoe

. and attitude becoming the dignity of the British
- government in a matter in which its authority had
been somewhat set at defiance.
The Government of India observed that there was

_adoubt as to who was to be considered the legitimate

- head of the State of Sumpthur during the minority ;
f._*and,consequently as to who possessed the right of
~ appointing a Manager. It was a question whether
the elder Rani or the Rani mother possessed that

authority. It was however abundantly manifest.

that Omrut Singh, whatever might be his abilities
and fitness for the trust, was extremely unpopular
with all parties at Sumpthur. It was even doubtful
whether he possessed the good-will of the Rani

mother, who had been supposed to favour him.
. Myr. Ainslie was ordered to proceed at once to

o Sumpthur ; to order the release of Omrut Singh ; to

- ascertain who was the legitimate Regent of Sump-
~ thur ; to enquire what were the established usages

Question as
to right of
appointing a
Manager,

Investig
tion ordere?‘i

"~
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of the R@J as regards the gOVernment of the cmmtry
during minorities ; to find out the general feeling of
the chiefs and people as regards the appointment of

a Manager. The Government of India was prepared

to recognise any man as Manager-—Bahadur Singh,
Omrut Singh, or any other oﬂicla.l—-prowded only ‘
that the appomtment was in accordance with the
popular voice, and approved by the legitimate
Regent. ,

Mr. Ainslie went to Sumpthur, He restored con-
fidence by placing the minor Raja on the throne. He
reported that the Rani mother was Regent ; that =
she desired the appointment of Dhuleep Singh as
Manager. This man was the eldest son of the Killa«
dar of Sumpthur fort, who had been murdered. Next
to Omrut Singh he was considered by all parties to
be fitted for the post.

The Government of India ordered Mr. Ainslie to
inform the Rani Regent and Dhuleep Singh that it
concurred in the nomination of a Manager selected
by the Rani Regent andthe assembled Chiefs.

In May following it was reported' that the set-
tlement of Sumpthur was satisfactory, The new
Manager Dhuleep Singh was approved by the Rani
Regent and all the ladies of the zenana. The whole
Goorgur tribe, who constituted the ruling and pre-
dominant class in Sumpthur, were equally well dis-
posed towards him. Bahadur Singh had disappeared
from Sumpthur.

1 General letter, 8th May 1820,




_} . In1829 fresh: disturba.ﬁcéé broke out in St ,
~and sanguinary outrages were committed.’ The

‘Disturb‘ ‘ .
an@:és L and o
anarchy. )

- Rani Regent, however, vindicated the authonty A

_ which her party seemed to possess. Mr. Ainslie re-

ported that the Rani Regent was completely under
the control of an officer named Khas Qualum ;
‘that Khas Qualum had become the virtual Manager
~ of the Raj; thatunless he was deprived of powerthere

-yvas no hope of any improvement in the affairs of
 Sumpthur. . The Agent further reported that the
country was torn by faction and drifting into
_anarchy; and he feared that Sumpthur would be
utterly ruined before the Raja attained his majority.

He recommended that a native agent should be

deputed to Sumpthur to act as a ¢heck upon Khas
Qualum, and upon the party opposed to his eleva.
 tion.

. The Government of India regretted the state of
 affairs at Sumpthur, but did not consider that
it was bound to interfere for the purpose of setting
up a new ministry, and regulating the internal
affairs, The British government was not respon-
sible for the anarchy in Sumpthur, and could not
apply a remedy without revolutionising the institu-
_ tions of the country. The very existence of such

British govs '
ernment . ree
fuses to inter«
l‘éi;f‘»

a state of things presented in itself-a strong addi- ;

tional motive for sedulously avoiding authoritative
interference, of which the success was very doubtful.

1 General letter, 9th October 1829,
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Mt Ainslio was directed to abstain from mani-

i festing any extraordinary interest in hehalf of the

ex-Manager Omrut Singh, or any other minister

who was out of power. Any leaning on his part

would only encourage intrigues against the Rani
Regent, or an open opposition to her authority.
She was the legitimate head of the government

during the minority of the Raja. No sanction
could be given to the proposal to depute a native

agent to act asa check upon Khas Qualum and
her party. A :

In January 1830 there were fresh scemes of

bloodshed and outrage.r The Rani Regentsent a
large force against the fort of Bassoobee, whero
Omrut Singh had taken up his residence. Before
the fort was stormed, Omrut Singh built up a large
funeral pile, and placed his family and property
upon/ it. A quantity of gunpowder was placed
underneath the pile. The powder was fired and the
whole was blown into the air. = The fort was immes-
diately attacked, and Omrut Singh, and all who
adhered to his fortunes, perished in the storming of
the place.

The Government of India expressed its extreme
regret and disapprobation. Omrut Singh had court-
od his fate; the tragic circumstances were his
own act. The Rani Regent might have good

reasons for wishing to dispossess him from the fort,

although those:she assigned had little validity.
Omrut Singh had opposed her orders, and so far had

b General lotter, 14th October 1830,




:‘vplaced himself in opposxtmn to her govprnment

_ Nevertheless it was too probable that the Rani. a.nd i

 her party had deliberately resolved on his destruc-

* tion, in order to gratify their revenge, and effect the
‘removal of a hated political opponent. The dis-
eredit of the sanguinary and deplorable catastrophe,
which followed their unjust attack upon Omrut
Singh, as well as the responsibility of it, must
 mecessarily fall upon the administration of the Rani
' Regent. ./
. Mr. Ainslie was directed to communicate to the
~ Rani Regent the strong feelings of concern and
dissatisfaction excited in the mind of the Govern-
ment of India; to express in unreserved language
~its disapprobation of outrages and oppression in
protected States. The moral influence of the British
government would thus be directed to restrain
mismanagement and violence; although it might
_not be consistent with its policy, nor indeed always
at the option of the British government, to prevent

such occurrences by decided and authoritative

interference.

~ The Agent was directed to transmit copies of his
~ correspondence with the Rani Regent to enable the
. Government of India to judge how far so positive
and unreserved a declaration of the policy of non-
interference wgas called for from the British govern-
ment. Its immediate effect had been to let loose
every bad and revengeful passion upon the head of
- the unfortunate vietim. It would be satisfactory
to find that if the declaration could be avoided, it

Reraon-
strances,

Question of
a declared po-
licy of non-
interference.






PUNNAH.

- In 1829 a Brahmin returned to Punnah after
performing a pilgrimage to Brindabun. The Raja
of Punnah was attacked with lepr osy about the
‘same time, Accordingly he suspected the Brahmin
~of having bewitched him, and put the man to death
on the ground that his leprosy was the conse-
quence.

. Mr. Ainslie, the Agent of the Governor-General for
Bundelkund, remonstrated with the Raja. He pro-
posed to the Government of India that the Raja

. should be removed from the head of affairs at Pun-

‘nah, and be required to reside at Benares or J aga-
~nath Puri. Meantime the widow of the Brahmin

~ had heard of the murder of her husband and per-

~ formed a Suttee.

The government of Lord William Bentinck deci-
ded that the Raja of Punnah was no longer fitted
~ to govern his counfry. The management was to be
committed to the same servants who had carried
_ on the administration during the Raja’s absence on
a previous occasion. The eldest son of the Raja
was in his seventeenth year, but his character was
so bad that it was thought best to carry on the gov-

i

1 (General letter, l-itl; Qctober 1831.
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SOHAWUL,

. Bohawul is one of the protected States of Bhagel-
kund. Itisnot held under a treaty, but under a
sunnud‘

 In 1826, Lal Amin Singh was Jaghirdar of Soha-
' 'ﬂwul His son Lal Rughonath Singh was Manager.
- Lal Rughonath applied to Mr. Maddock, the
‘Agent to the Governor-General for Malwa, for assist-
ance in recovering four villages which had been
mortgaged to a mahajun, or merchant. The Man-
‘ager stated that the mahajun had already received
seven thousand rupees in excess of the sum due.
Mr. Maddock called on the mahajun for the ac-
~ counts. The mahajun represented that the terms of
ithe mortgage exempted him from producing any
aucounts as regards three of the villages ; but he was
ready to present the accounts of the fourth village.

About the end of 1827, Mr. Maddock heard from -

several quarters that the Manager of Sohawul, and
'»the ma.hagun in question, were each raising troops
- and preparing for open hostilities. Both, however,
. were willing to submit their claim to the arbitra-

_tion of Mr. Maddock: Accordingly Mr. Maddock

~ agreed to medla,te, and appointed eight arbiters
~ selected by either party.
‘ General letter, 9th October 1830,
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 Settled by  Tn M@rch'1828 the a;vard“was’-‘giv;en ; five of ‘thé'

‘of the Mana-

ment of India
as regards in-

arbiters were in favour of the mahajun, and the
~ remaining three for the Manager of Sohawul. Mr.
Maddock accepted the decision of the ‘majority. In
July 1828, the Manager was called upon to pay up
the claim due to the mahajun on the three villages,
and was authorized to demand the account of col-
lections % the fourth willage. = ,

TIn December 1828, the Manager signed a bond
- agreeing to abide by M. Maddock’s decree, and

promised to find security for the payment of the
instalments. In February 1829 he seized one of
the villages, and plundered the mabajun of all his
property. The Manager was summoned to Jubbul-
pore to answer for the faithless violation of a solemn
engagement made in the presence of a British officer.
The charge was investigated by Mr. Maddock, and
reported to the supreme authority.

The Government of India offered some remarks
on the propriety of interference in this particular
case. The action of the Manager of Sohawul was
pronounced to be most unlawful and contumacious ;
it constituted a contempt of authority and violation
of the public peace. AsTal Rughonath Singh was
only Manager of Sohawul, and the Jaghirdar Tal
Amin Singh was still living, the propriety of de-
claring Sohawul a forfeiture would have to be taken
into consideration. Meanwhile Lal Rughonath
Singh was tomake full compensation tothe mahajun
to the amount of seventeen thousand rupees, which
was the estimated value of the plundered property ;




~and he was to be kept at Jubbulpore until the
 amount was pald In case of difficulty, a portion of 0
' the Sohawul Jaghir was to be attached, as the

Ja,ghlrdar was to some extent responsible for the
. acts of the Manager.

i Further enquiries showed' that the Jaghirdar
~ had retired from the management, in 1825 and
o "'become areligious recluse. The Agent reported that
i he was almost an idiot and incapable of managing
. his estate. The eldest son had already shown by his
_crimes that he was unfit for the duty; and the
 father admitted that his other son was equally
criminal. The Agent recommended that the estate
- should be placed under British management, as the

only way of obtaining compensation for the wrongs
~ of the suﬂ?ermg villagers inflicted by the late Mana-
- ger. The Government of India ordered that Sohawul
should be placed under the management of an
Ameen, subject to the control of the Agent, until
; tha compensation should have been paid. The case
. was then to be again taken into consideration.

PR

* General letter, 14th October 1830.
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| Tn 1829 Mr Maddoc!k, the Agent of the;"
sions  of the ‘
11’?;]&:-;}':?&8 Governor»Geneml for the States of Bundelkund,
Bl commented* on the systematic aggressions i
. resumptions practlsed by the Raja of Rewah,
. towards his feudatories and jaghirdars, Under the
 treaty of 1814 the Raja was pledged not to molest
the Jaghirdar of Simeriah. 1In 1823 the Jaghirdar
appealed to the British government for protecﬁon,
and an adjustment was effected. In 1828 he
requested that the article introduced in the treaty
in his favour might be withdrawn. The Govern-
ment accordingly cancelled the article. Immedi-
ately afterwards he was deprived of his estate by
the Raja. | :

1 Generaldetter, 8rd October 1829.




. l/couom BREAR, AT
| The affairs of Cooch Behar' are very little Obsoure

ey 4 * . eondition of
noticed in the General letters, The Raja was Cooch Behar,

 supposed to pay yearly fribute, and ocoasionally

some arrears were paid up. At intervals a British

Commissioner was appointed to manage the State. ey
Non-inter.

T 1834, the Raja of Cooch Behar announced S o i

. his inteut%dn of gczi.ng on g pilgrimage to .Bena,res,. ;1;3 eﬁgﬁig‘h
~ accompanied by his eldest son. He left his second :

~ son in charge of the government of the State during

* his absence. The Government of India informed the

- Agent of the Governor-General on the North-Bast

. Frontier, that whilst it would have been desirable for

~ theRaja to have made a different arrangement, yeb

80 long as he lived there was to be no interference
in his management of affairs,

. YGeneral letter, 6th April 1835,
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SIKHIM.

' oﬁ"ﬁgﬁz’gl The political relations of the British govemhieﬁt
relationn.  with the little State of Sikhim began at the out-
i break of the Nipal war of 1814 and 1815, and are
generally noticed under the head of Nipal. At the
conelusion of the war, the tract of country botween
the Mechi and the Testa rivers, which the British
had wrested from Nipal, was made over to the
i : Raja of Sikhim by treaty. :
. Status of  The territory of Sikhim formed a political block
between Nipal on the west and Bhootan to the
castward. The object of the treaty with Sikhim
had been to prevent the extension of Nipal con-
quest to the eastward, But two other advantages
might have been expected from the geographical
position of Sikhim. It lay between the British
dominion on the south, and Thibet territory on the
north. It might thus be proved a means for open-
ingupa communication with Thibet and the Chinese
authorities at Lhassa. It might also exercise some
observation over the neighbouring State of Bhootan.
_ Apocitis After the peace with Nipal, the affairs of Sikhim
 inSikbim. cited but little attention or interest. About 1825
the Raja committed some frightful atrocities in
the family of an uncle, who was one of the Karjees
or Chiefs of Sikhim. Several persons were mure

IGeneral letter, 8th May 1620,




dered and a large number ﬁed into N: 1paI t»mtm'y i
A letter was sent to the Raja of Sikhim, express-
~ ing very strongly the feelings of the British govern
. ment as regards these barbarities. But the Govern-
- ment of India was not in a position to take any action
. in the internal affairs of Sikhim, or to exercise any
- interference between the Raja and his Chiefs. e
 In 1829, the Raja of Sikhim® complained that Demands

T _certam of his ryots had taken refuge in Nipalese, aguinst Nipal,
. and called on the British government to interfere :
- for their surrender. These were the men who had
 fled from the scene of murder. The Raja threatened

~ to recover the refugees by force at the risk of an

~ open rupture with the N ipalese government. Mr,

Scott, the Agent to. the Governor-General on the
North- East Frontier, attempted to explain to him
that British interference was out of the question,

. He proposed to withdraw a small detachment of
~ British troops that were posted at the fortress of

'Nagree in Sikhim territory, in order to convince

. the Raja of his folly. The Government of India

. approved the action of Mr. Scott, and sent a lcttcr

of remonstrance to the Raja.

- Subsequently disputes arose respecting the boun- L f%;ﬁm’{g

daries between Sikhim and Nipal. British officers as a sanata-
 were deputed to investigate the cause of quarrel ™™

‘and to settle the frontier. This led to the discovery
~ of Darjeeling in Sikhim territory, and its favourable

position as a sanatarium. The proposal to establish

1 General letter, 0th October 1830,

of the Raja '@



= 164 smum e mmms. i

a sanatarinm at Dmaelmg had been ﬁmt dwcuswd'
in 1830. It wasopposed by Sir Charles Metealfe and
Mz, Bayley on the ground that it would excite the
jealousy of the Nipalese authorities. Subsequently
Lord William Bentinck visited Mussoori, and was
much 1mpressed with the oomfort and advantage of

a residence in the lulls at an altitude where

it was dry as well as oold.\ Cherapoonjee had

been originally suggested as a sanatarium, but was

8o excessively damp from the heavy rainfall : as to_
be unﬁt for the purpose. |

i General lettar, IOl:h July 1884.
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ASSAM.

 In 1B18' there were no treaty relations between
. the British goyernment and Assam. Tn 1819 there
. was a revolution in the affairs of Assam. Poorunder

‘Bingh was nominally Raja of Assam. His principal

‘minister was known as the Booda or Bura Gohayn.

. Both were driven from Gowhatti by a disaffected
_ party headed by Chunder Kaunt. This last man

was a competitor to the Raj. He was supported by
the Burmese; and also by an army composed of the
subjects of the Man Raja, with other rude tribes
bordering on Assam,

 The exiles, Poorunder Singh and the Gohayn,
~ applied fo the British government for help. They
* were told that the British government did not inter.
fere in disputes within Foreign States; but that

the exiles would find an asylum within British
territory so long as they conducted themselves

peacefully.
Chunder Kaunt in his turn applied for the sur-

. render of the refugees, but was told that the British

government never refused an asylum to political

~ exiles. The Government of India however was wil

ling to live on terms of friendship with the existing
ruler of Assam, and to comply with his wishes when-

1 General lotter, 12th Septeraber 1873,
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ever thev' were not at variance Wlth establlshed usage. ,
The Burmese government also called upon the

Government of India for the surrender of the

refugees, and was answered in the same terms.

Meanwhile Chunder Kaunt had come into con-

flict with the Burmese. Tle connived at the murder
of the Assamese Mlmster, who was in the interest

‘of tho Burmese. Subsequently Chunder Kaunt

was expelled by the Burmese, and a Burmese Ra]a o
set up in his room. i b
The Burmese in Assam were strongly reinforced
from Ava. Alarm was felt in British Indiaat the ap-
pearance of a formidable power on the frontier in the
place of a weak government, like that of Assam. The
Burmese threatened that unless the Assamese re-
fugees were delivered up, they would follow them
into British territory and carry them off as prisoners.
~ Subsequently the dispute arose between the Bur-
mese and the British authorities about a sand island
near Goalparah, on which a flag had been erected

to distinguish it fromr~the Assam dominion. The

Burmese threatened to take forcible possession of the
island. The Burmese forces in Assam were greatly
reduced? in numbers, but, still much inconvenience
was felt from their proximity to the British frontier.
These soldiers carried nothing but their arms; sub-
sisted upon what they found in the countries they in~

~ vaded ; and might easily have floated down the Brah-

maputra river into British territory on boats or rafts.

1 General letter, 10th September 1824,




| e Burmese Governor of Assam requested per« f::;g;L
~ mission to pass through British territory at Ohitta- slaves rofused
_ gong, on his way to Arakan, with three hundred 3’;:9;‘;,32,*,2‘1
‘armed followers, and a number of Assamese slaves.
Permission was granted for the Governor to travel
'thmugh British territory ;. but he was told that he
. could mot bring more than thirty armed followers
* with him. He wasalso told that he could not bring
any of the Assamese captives who had become
ves, as it was contrary to the laws and usages of
;}bhe British nation to allow the passage of slaves
i through any of its territories.
 In 1823 the British government was compelled British oo.
* by the exigencies of the coming war with Burmah to yikonin .
send a military force into Assam for the protection
of its own frontier. When the war was over, the
 Agentof the Governor-General on the North-East
* Frontier began to make arrangements for the settle-
ment of Assam.
 The country was in a kbl Mt In 1825, W "’:ghﬁo
o tl_mre was & famine. It was an ancient custom in country.
time of famine for all persons who owed service
to the State to sell themselves as slaves to the gov-
ernment. In Assam the whole male population
owed service to the State.
In 1828 the Agent of the Governor-General had Assam sla-
. issued a proclamation permitting the people to sell {ju, i
. themselves as slaves.! TheGovernment of India
however had already abolished slavery in their terri-

1 General ’le;tber, 8th May 1829,
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tories, and cnnseqmtly rehnqumhed all claxms upon
the people of Assam. :

In 1830 Assam was invaded by the Smgphoos,
wild hill tribe, of whom nothmg appears to have
been known. :

In 1833 the Government m‘: India made over
Upper Assam to Raja Poorunder Singh, the man
who had been expelled by Chunder Kaunt and the
Burmese. Lower Assam was brought under the
management of the Agent to the Governor-General,

Chunder Kaunt protested against the accession,
of Poorunder Singh to the throne of Upper Assam,

and urged his own claim to that dignity. The Gov-

ernment of India ordered that an answer should be
given to Chunder Kaunt to the following effect.
When the British government sent a force into
Assam they found the country occupied by the
Burmese foreigners. The rule of the native
princes was altogether subverted ; the whole pro-
vince was in acknowledged subjection to the Ava
government with whem the British govermment
was at war. The British sarmy carried on a series of
successful operations against Ava; the former princes
of Assam rendered no assistance ; on the contrary,
they appeared to be in communication with the
enemy. Atlast the British government drove the
Burmese out of Assam. The inhabitants of Assam
tendered: their allegiance to the power which rescued
them from o stateof hopeless suffering. Assam

3 (Gemeral letter, 16th January 1834.



| “J.the pafdmount authority in Assam.
il The. village settlement was introduced into the
new provinee of Lower Assam ; but native collec-

. tors were appointed to the district, under a native
;system which was utterly corrupt. Before they

could obtain charge of a district, they had heen

. compelled to fee the native officials at Gow-

| hati. Every collector furnished security on which
he paid a commission of ten per cent., a sum equal to

e whole of his legitimate salary. e was required to

pay half a year’s revenne into the treasury before he
had realised any of the collections of *his distriet ;

~ and on this advance he had to pay interest from fifty

_ to a hundred and twenty per cent. Further it

~ appeared that in some instances, whatever land

remained unassessed from being unoceupied was
thrown on the hands of the collector at an arbitrary
- valuation, and he was expected to make good
the 7vevenue, though the necessity for such an
arrangement originated in the want of ryots.
. Under such circumstances there had been com-
plaints of undue exactions on the ryots. The
 Government of India remarked that it was quite
- evident from these facts that the revenue system
was erroneous, and that its tendency must have
been to convert even a well-disposed native office
-into an extortioner.”

pas%d under the sway of the British gowemment ‘
' Bincethen Chunder Kaunt had been living on a =
& :f;,,,‘penmon under British protection. 1In assigning a
| certain tract of country to Raja Poorunder Singh, .
~ the Government of India had exercised its right as
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CACHAR. =

The tract known as Cachar lies on the north-east
fronticr to thesouth of Assam. Itused to be bound- -
ed by Bengal on the west and Munipore on the
cast. Little is known of the country before the

first, Burmese war. It was distracted by internal
~ struggles for the ascendancy, and exposed to constant

ageressions from the side of Munipor®. Ultimately
the hill tract was seized by a rebel Chief ; the Raja
failed to expel him, and this division was finally
recognised.

In 1830 the Raja was assassinated, leaving no des-
cendant real or adopted. Thesovereignty of the whole
had thus lapsed to the British government ; but the
hill tract was jeft in the hands of the rebel Chief,
and the remaining comntry annexed to the British
dominion. .

This arrangement’ was in accordance with the
wishes of the inhabitants. The heads of villages
and districts, and the people at large, were evidently |
anxious that the British government should assume
the administration. In 1833 Cachar was thought
to be of no value, exeepting that it interposed between
Sylhet onthe south and Assam on the north, and

* General letter, 16th January 1834,



~between the Cossiah hills
' on the east.

. Lord William Bentinek was anxious for the
. introduction of European skill and capital into

Cachar. = For this purpose he desired the removal of
existing restrictions from Cachar, as regards the
_ possession of land. In those parts of India which
were fully populated, there were objections to the
. settlement of Huropeans; chiefly on account of
. the character of those among whom they must settle,
- and the probable collisions which wonld take place
~ between the Huropean proprietors and the inhabi-
tants, But in Cachar all these conditions wer®
different, j
Accordingly application was made to the Court
of Directors that Europeans might be allowed to
. oceupy waste lands in Cachar on the same terms that
 they were permitted to obtain grants in the Sunder-
~ bunds. Lord William Bentinek’s government obsery-
~ ed that a road through Cachar into Munipore was of
the first importance. Tt was necessary to render
Munipor‘e ‘accessible to British troops. It was
essential for the improvement of the resources of
Cachar, as well as for th efficiency of the police
required for the protectioe of travellers. The con-
struction was further recommended by the consider-
ation that the road mightbe easily kept in order by
. the Raja of Munipore through the instrumentality
of the Naga tribes.
The Government of India also considered a pro-
posal to grant lands in Cachar to veteran sepoys in
lieu of pensions. Cacharafforded abundance of fer-
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JYNTEAH.

. In 1824 the State of Jynteah was taken under

British protection in consequence of the outhreak

of war with Burma. The Raja of Jynteah furnished

. no_assistance during the war, but acknowledged his
v ‘allégmnce to the British government.
~ The affairs of Jynteah attracted but little atten-
Lftlon until the year 1838, when Lord William
. Bentinck was Governor-General. A new Raja had

succeeded to the throne, and hesitated to enter into
~ any engagement for the payment of tribute to the

British government. He was told by the Agent of
the Governor-General on the North-East Frontier
~ that he would not be recognised by the British

agovernment as Ra;a, of Jynteah, until he bound
himself to contribute something towards the general
defence of the frontier. The Government of India
~ approved the action of the Agent.

~ The same year it was reported” that the J ynteah
authontles had kidnapped four British subjects for
' sacrifice. The Raja was supposed to be implicated,
and ‘was told that unless he helped to bring the
 perpetrators to justice, he would incur the serious
displeasure of the British government.

1 General lettor, 31st March 1834,
© 2 General letter, 10th July 1834,
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In 1«834: the Agent on the North-Ea,st Frontler
sent a British officer to Jynteah to effect a reconei-
liation between the Raja and his disaffected Chiefs.
The Government of India approved® of the measure
on the supposition that the continuance of disturb-
ances in Jynteah would affect the tranquillity of
the Cossiah districts in British territory ; otherwise
it would have been considered inconvenient for the
British government to have interfered between a'
sovereign prince and his subjects in a quarrel in
which it had no concern.

All this while constant demands were made on
* the Jynteah Raja to punish the perpetrators of the
human sacrifice, which it was discovered had taken
place at Gobah. The chieftain of Gobah was
also concerned in the atrocity ; but as the Jynteah
Raja pretended to be sovereign of Gobah, he was
held responsible. Accordingly the Raja was told that
if he could not apprehend and punish the offenders
within two months, the British government would
take the matter in hand ; and that if Gobah was to
blame, the district would be subdued and annexed
to British territory. Subsequently it was proved’,
that the Jynteah Raja had not only failed to com-
ply with. the demand of the Government of Ind;a,
but had participated in the offence.

1 (General letter, Gth April 1835.
2 Beparate letter, 27th April 1835,



COSSIAH HILLS

In 1834 the Government of India. reported’ that
an agreement had been concluded with the Chiefs
of Ramrye, binding them to pay a tax of one
rupee for each house. Licutenant Inglis was
appointed to conduct the assessment. The Govern-
ment of India, under Lord William Bentinck,
 decided against levying a money tax from the hill
tnbes. They were poor and entirely dependent upon
the produce of their hills, which they bartered in
the plains. Fairs had for some time been established
along the Cossiah and Garao hills, but as yet none
~on the Cachar borders. If tribute was required, it
- was deemed best to exact personal service in open-
mg some essential line of communication.

! General letter, 16th January 1834,
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MUNI?ORE

Mumpore was first brought into political relations®
with the British government by the first Burmese

war. Under the treaty of 1826, concluded with
Ava, Gumbheer 8ingh was recognised as Raja of‘ :
Munipore.

Soon after the Sm(rhphoo invasion of Assam
in 1830, Gumbheer Singh proposed to subjugate
the hill tribes between Munipore and the Singhphoo

tribes. To satisfy the anxiety of Poorunder Singh,

Raja of Assam, peremptory orders were sent to
Gumbheer Singh not to permit his troops to pass

_ the svater line without the permission of the

Ueiy o) Btatas Tof

~ Munipore be-
tween British
 and Burmese
0 territory.

British government. Subsequently it was deemed
sufficient to prohibit Munipore from entering the
plains of Assam.

~ Prior to the Burma war, the British government ‘

had no knowledge either of the passes comnecting
its territory with that of Munipore, or of the

vosources of Munipore. The panic occasioned by
the simultaneous appearance of two divisions of the

Burma army, one from Mumpore, and the other
from Assam, led to a very general flight of the
inhabitants of Cachar into Sylhet. Under these
circumstances the establishment of the Munipore
dynasty was regarded as a means of defence on the

1 (Jeneral letter, 16th January 1834,
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) -_ t‘rontxer, eqpeomlly as the Mumporees were" knovm,

 to be deadly enemies of the Burmese. But i
. notwithstanding the uninterrupted tranquillity

- which followed the war, it was found that Muni-

pore was totally incompetent to defend itself |
agamst a Burmese invasion. Tts entire population

- was estimated at between thirty and forty thousand.

Its available revenues were not more than four or

. five thousand rupees a year. It was so surrounded
that it was excluded from any great participation
in the advantages of traffic; and it was evident
rom. the several reports that had reached the
yﬂovernment of India, that Munipore had no means
| for extending its agriculture.

. Gumbheer Singh died in January 1834.' His
. infant son was recognised as Raja of Munipore.
\ A Regency was established with the Rani at the
head to govern the country during the minority.
The Government of India sanctioned? the ar-
- rangement, and ordered that a suitable education
' should be imparted to the young Raja.
 The Government of India reported? to the Court
. of Directors that the Kubboo valley had been made
- over to the Burmese government at Ava; and
. that Raja Gumbheer Singh had agreed to receive
. an allowance of five hundred rupees a month by
{ way of eompensation.

By 1 General lotter, 13th November 1834,
g " ? General letter, 6th April 1835,
4 8 Beparate letter, 15th June 1835.
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SUMBULPORE,
Tn 1818 the sovereignty of the little State of
Sumbulpore was transferred from the Rajas of
Nagpore to the British government. :

" Tn 1824, Major Gilbert, the Agent on the South-

West Frontier, furnished! some eurious information

respecting the diamonds of Sumbulpore. They

were not found in mines, but in the mud and sand

of the Mahanudi river, by a class of people called
Jharas. In return for this service of searching after
diamonds, the Jharas enjoyed sixteen villages rent-
free. When a diamond was discovered the finder
received a reward proportionate to its yalue. When -
Sumbulpore was possessed by the Mahrattas of
Nagpore, all diamonds found in the neighbourhood
were appropriated by the Mahratta commander.
The Government of India had long ordered that
the produce of the so-called diamond mines should
be left open to future consideration. In 1830, the
Agent, Major Mackenzie, forwarded? a diamond
to the Government of India which had been pre-
sented by the Rani. The right of searching for
diamonds was farmed to the Rani of Sumbulpore
for the yearly sum of three thousand rupees. At

1 Goneval lotter, 18th September 1825.
2 General letter, 9th October 1830,



this penod the country of Sumbulpore was *"tom by 0

mternal dissensions.

. In 1827 the Raja of Sumbulpore had been
f grea.tly addicted to opium. In 1829 he visited
the Agent’s camp, and showed himself to be utterly
 unfitted for the management of the country. e
proposed that the conduct of affairs ghould be

_ entrusted to his half-brother, and this arrangement

. was carried out. Major Mackenzie took steps to

tra:nquﬂhze the distriet, which was occupied by a

_ savage and turbulent race known as the Khonds.

~ For some time a system of warfare and plunder

~ had been carried on between these Khonds and
the Zemindars of Bustar and Goad.
The police system in force in Sumbulpore was

 taken into the consideration of the Government of ‘@

India, It would have been more in accordance with
;the new policy of non-infervention to have with-
: ldra.wn the police force altogether, and left the
 mative chiefs to form and pay their own police
' establishments ; but the existing system had worked

well for years, and was therefore allowed to conti-
nue. The Agent was ordered to prevent all undue

“mterference on the part of the local officers.

. In 1830 Captain Wilkinson succeeded to the
post of Political Agent on the South-West Frontier.
_]Ie reported® the rcbclhous and refractory conduct

 of the Kols; he believed that they had been driven

. into insurrection by the oppression of the Raja of
‘Singhboom or his Minister.

‘ 3 General letter, 14th October 1830,
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| Rebellion
ALY ;bo:Sumbul-

In 1833 there Was an msurreotmnl in Sumtmlpt)re

| accompamed with much bloodshed and many atro-

cities. It was suppressed by a British foree, and
the ringleaders were tried and executed. - This
state of affairs was brought about by the mcapaclty

of the Rani who had been made Regent LT

Rival claims

[to Sumbul-
| pore  settled

- v the British
i governwment,

i {fenan, Sl AR

- There were many chlefs whcx urged claims to
the Raj. Narain Smgh was supposed to bérthe o
most popular. Accordingly he was placed upon
the throne on the three following conditions:—

1ét.—He was to maintain the tranquillity of the

~ country to the ntmost of his power, and admmlster

affaivs with equity and justice.
9nd.—~He was to secure the safe conduct of the
dAk through his country.
3rd.—Te was to pay annually a yearly sum of
eight thousand rupees for the support of the Rd.l]l

1 General letter. 10th July 1834,




SINGHBOOM

In 1821 the Raja of Smghboom acknowledgedl

his submission to the British government, but
' solicited aid against the Lurka Kols. This ‘savage
race had become very formidable. They were dis-

~ tinet from Hindus in manners, language, religion,
~ and appearance; inferior in ecivilisation to other

i hill people ; but superior in courage and industry,

"masmuch as they possessed large and flourishing

villages, with extensive tracts of well cultivated
land. But for years their depredations had
rendered them the terror of the surrounding country.
. Major Roughsedge, Agent for the South-Western
Erontler, promised to aid the Raja, but hoped to
reclaim the Kols by conciliatory measures rather
_ than by force of arms. Some steps were necessary,
ot only for the protection of the neighbouring
_inhabitants, but for the safety of the new road to
: 'Na,gpore which lay through the Kol territories.
‘In a subsequent journey to Sumbulpore, Major
Roughsedge marched through those divisions of
 Singhboom which were inhabited by Kols. On the

 first day’s march the Kols came out and readily

_ acknowledged the Raja’s aunthority. The second
' day the Kols exhibited a determined hostility.
They murdered one of the camp followers in sight

% (General letter, 13th November 1834,
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of Majoi* Roughsedge’s encampment. Another body
of Kols surrounded a dik despateh and grain escort,
with the evident intention of slaughtering the
bearers. Major Roughsedge was forced to attack
them ; but they showed a most resolute opposition.
One village was destroyed and many Kols were slain,
but their spirit was by no means broken. ‘
Subsequently? the Kols attacked and defeated a
party of native police in the service of the Raja;
they slaughtered the commander of the force and
fourteen of his men. The Raja fled to the north-

westquarter of Singhboom. The matter was referved

to the Military Department. A force was sent;
against the Kols and soon reduced them to submis-
sion. Their future relations with the British
government and the Singhboom Raja were « then
settled by Major Roughsedge. : :

During 1823 and 1824 the Kols were generally? i
tranquil. At this period they were jealous of the
growing power of their own chief. They attributed
it to his possessing the Poora Dabee, a tutelary
deity belonging to the Raja of Singhboom, which
had been stolen from the Raja’s grandfather.
The dignity of the Singboom Raja had been so
much lowered by the loss of this favourite idol,
that he was in a state of abject despair. Major
Gilbert, the new Agent, reported that the recovery
of the idol by the Raja would have a good effect
on his wild and superstitious subjects. The Gov-

3 Gleneral lotter, 13th June 1823.
2 Genoral letter, 18th September 1825,






184 . SUMMARY OF APPAIRS. @L

OIS-SUTLEJ STATES

qu‘e;;'l‘:;‘ﬂ it In 1820 a questxon arose about the successmn to
 succossion.  Bikh chiefships in cases where there was no heir
| _ to the husband, male or female. It was stated that
_under Sikh and Hindu law, no widow could adopt
a successor without the written authority of her .
deceased husband, and no relatives on the widow’s
side were acknowledged to be lawful heirs. The
Government of India formally declared its right to
all Sirdarees in the territory of the protected Sikh
States, as might escheat from the want of legal
heirs; and it was more disposed to exercise such
right, as it received no compensation in the way of
tribute for the protection afforded and its attendant
expenses. Accordingly the Resident was directed
to attach all domains so circumstanced on the decease
of the present occupant. The mode of disposing
of such estates to be cons1dered hereaftel as occa- "
sions arose.
 Bepore | Belaspore was Prought under the consideration
 alfairs, of the British government in consequence of the
death of the Chief without heirs. It was not con-
sidered desirable to take possession of so detached a
spot. Accordingly the chiefship was offered to the
Sirdar of Kulsia on condition of paying tribute.

1 (eneral letter, 2nd May 1828.
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some debatable territory in the Bhuttee country.

. In 1823 it was’ found necessary to issue procla-
mations strictly forbidding all Sikh chiefs from
interfering in the affairs of their neighbours. Such

interference had often led to frays attended by great

. loss of life. At the same fime the principle was
| reiterated on which the British government with
. few exceptions had always acted ; namely, to avoid
_ minute interference in family disputes, or breaches

between lord and vassal, chief and subject, except-
ing when there was flagrant injustice, or serious
interruption to the general peace; at the same time

to investigate and adjust all important causes of
_ difference, and repress all attempts on the part
A oi the chiefs to obtain redress by force of arms.

" In 1828 there was an enquir§ into the right of

:subcesmon to the Sikh chiefship of Thaneswar,

which was disputed between the full brother and

 the elder widow of the deceased chief. The Govern-
 ment of India was satisfied that widows frequently
 succeeded to Sikh estates on the death of the hus.
band mthout jssue. But the law of the Shastra,

which regulated inheritance to real property, had

1o application to the case of a raj or chiefship in

any part of India.” It was therefore decided that
the full brother must succeed.

1 (deneral letter, 28th September 1823.
# General letter, 10th September 1824.
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| SUMMARY OF AFPAIRS,

PUTIALA. .

In 1819 Raja Kurrum Singh was permitted' to
assumo the administration of the affairs of Putiala.
In 1823 the Raja confidentially communicated’
to the Deputy Superintendent of Sikh Affairs certain
complaints against his mother. This lady had con-
ducted the government of Putiala during the minor-
ity in association with the Minister. Being endow-
ed with a bold and masculine spirit, she had been
unwilling to relinquish her authorify as Regent.
She claimed a right to interfere, which obstructed
the Raja’s administration. |
" The specific complaints against the Rani were
that she injured the honor of the family, by not
observing the customary seclusion ; usurped jaghirs
by means of fabricated sunnuds; detained the State
treasure and wardrobe; allowed her officers to
appropriate the Raja’s valuable effects ; held a
separate court by distinct expenditure ; and issued
orders counteracting the Raja’s measures. ;

 These charges were supported by the local autho-

' ities, and the interference of the British govern-
ment was deemed necessary. The Government of
India agreed that the Raja must be assisted in the
assortion of his just rights. After some show of
opposition, the Rani submitted, and the dispute
-~ was satisfactorily settled.

1 General letter, léth January 1820.
8 Qeneral letter; 18th September 1825.




DDLHI

About 1818 M, Oharles Metealfe, Remdent at'

.,;Delhl, carried out® an extensive investigation of rent-
"jfree Jaghirs. During the half century of anarchy
~ which preceded the introduction of British authority,
these lands had been alienated in the most irregular
fashion. Royal firmans had been procured for a
’ - small douceur at a time when the so-called Emperor

L 'of the Moghuls was langulshmg in extreme poverty .

and’ Wletchedness, and had no territory to bestow.
 In like manner grants were procured under the
. Vizier’s seal, long after the Vizier had ceased to
officiate, and his seal had been discontinued. For-
geries were innumerable, and all sorts of grants had
been sold in the streets of Delhi; so that little faith
' could be placed on documents, and long possession
_in general constituted the only trustworthy evidence
4 -of“ a title.
It was stated that from the beginning of Baber’s
i relgn in1526 to the end of that of Alamghir the
- Second in 1759,—a space of twohundred and seventy.
three years,—only sixty-six villages had been granted
~away in perpetuity. Inthe lifetime of Shah Alam,
& period of only forty-eight years, no less than one
' hundred and twenty-two villages were alicnated
for ever. Of these eighty-eight were assigned in

g . % General lett;t, 2nd May 1823,
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