
" 

, . , . , 

./" ',," ' ," ! 
/' " " . 

. ' -,--.. .. -.. ~.-,.~: :~ , / .. ;;:/ 
.... ....:. "".... I ,T, ' I·."j\;..<~,.· 

rc ~?RIABE aliquis no:t~;~;·~~ifuf~~,"-jENEID. 
cc HI! that goes about to persuade multitudes that t1ey ore 110t so 

• wellinformed as they ought to be, in things generally received and 

deeply rooted, shall never want impatient hearers. cnec~fl1se men's 
', ' (,' 

natu1'81 'inclinations Ilrc more pronf' to rest u~n what they have 

a1read~~embraced, and what for a long time bath had ~ opposition, 
than to be curious in the search after thi> truth thereof; though it. be 
the tm.tb.H-HooKRR. 
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PI1EFAUE . 

•• 
' TaE Vindication contained in this volpme has p. 

,~ 

.:.emal'kable aljld pathetic history. 
, The late Sir Thom~~ Rumbold, who died in 1791, 

' was the father of a large family. His youngest 
daughter, the author of this vindicati~n, died,s, 
year ago last J alluary,at au advan,ced age, lea~g 
behind her the substance of the following pages. 
What was needed ,was, that they should be 

+arrangad &nd edited; and circ:nmstances left the 
editor no option but to undertake the work, 
although he did so with tile greatest rel:uctan~e, 

becausu of t.he S"evel~ pressure uijon hiIn of .other 
duties, ana. because he was destitute of the preliminary 
knowledge as to the details of tie history of British 
India in the last century, which the task of editing 
Miss RUlubold's papers demanded. 

It was not Inany years before her death that Miss 
Rumbold be~ame aware of the extent to wb.i'-h her 
father's repu'tatiou had bee~ darkened by the itnputa-

, tions of successive histOTia\l.s of Indian aftairs, from the 
dat(·~ of Colonel Wilks's" RistoNcal Sketches of the 

Softth of In~1.41'," ~ downwal'(~~ to the. p.esol1t time. 
Mi!s Rum~ld was ~t this time a resident in France, 
arW had been for mauy years in a very frail condition 

Vol. iL, 1817. 
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of health. As-she became more andmure twqlltWllWU, 

however, with the subject, her feelw.gs became propor-' 
tionately interested in it. She was determined at least 
to u.nder~ta.n' the. actual Dlerits of the c8'se, and to 
know whether her d'ather deserved. the OBloquy which 
had been heaped upon him. If he was indeed, con­
trary to all her own family traditions, a corrupt ·and .. 
tyrannical man, if he had been a mercenary and 
flagitious ruler, she would know the worst. If, on t.he 
c~btrary, he had been maligned, notwithstanding her 
physical feebJeness and her advanced age, she would. 
see what might be accomplished, in order to vindi­
cate the character of her father. By the diligent 
researches, accordingly, of her nephew, Mr. C. 
J. A. Rumbold, she obtained, in Jl,aditio~ t

l

;) such 
authorities as were generally known to Indian 
students; an immense mass of, original evidence ill 

t 

relation to Sir Thomas Rmnbold's administration of 
Madras in 1178-1780, and to Indian affairs in general 
during th'~ latter half of the last centliry. In particular 
she obtained, what not one of the standard historians 
of Indian aifa,irs, who have pronounced condemna,tioll 
on Sir ThOlnas Rumbold, seems to have been at the 

Cc ' 

pains to study, and what, of the critics or commentator~ 
on the histories, Professor Wilson alone appears to hu,vc 

consulted, the" Minutes of ihe Evidence taken at U}e 
If • Bar of the House of Comlnons, qn the· Hearing L of' 

Counsel on the Second Reading of .the Di.11tfor inflicting 
'. certain Pains and Penalties on Sir Thornas Rumbold," 

&c. These Minutu afford conclnsi ve evidence against 
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the chief and staple charges which have been handed 
down from historian to historian; and leave no room to 
wonder that Mr" Dundas found it convenient to let the 
Bill drop a~er the second reading, whp,lloSir Thomas 

Rumbold's dttfence was completed. 0 With this volume 
not beyond reach, it is very remarkable that such 
a' historian as Mr. Mill should, wIthout any refer-, 
ence to its cOlltenttl, that is, to the real evidence on tho 
case, have taken his representation of Sir Thomas 
Rumbold frOIll the accusations of' the Bill of' Pains anef 
Penalties, that is, from the indictment, which was con­
fessedly one:..sided, and partook also of the nature of a 
partisan attack, and should evon have repeated and 

, 

given perlnan('n~y to charges which were so contrary to 
, " 

evidence, that the prosecutors of Sir Thomas RUlnbold 
found themselves cOlnpelled to. abandon them at an 

ea.rly stage of the pros~cution. 
Miss Rumbold also oLtahlPd possession of a copy in 

• 
Inanuscript of the speech of Mr. Bearcruft before the . . 
House, on opening the case on the ~art of the. prosecu-
tion against Sir ThOlnas Rumbold. 

She was fortunate enough to obtain, in two large and 

closely written folio volulnes, the Briefs prepared fOf 
• • 

the Counsel to oppm~e the Bill on behalf of Sir Thomas 
RUDlbold; bes1ues which, ~r. Hardinge's speech in 
defence of his client, Sir ThOlnas,* and'the manly and . ') 

digpified deftlnre ppblished hy the accused himself, fur 

pri~ate circukt.tion.. :were secmed by Mis' Rum bold .. 
'ro complete her kllOW ledge of the whole period, she 

• • Published by H0Lin::;oll, rHyne', and SOl1, &c. London, 1783. 
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procured and· mastered the v~ry VOIUIUillOUS ani! vl1ilu­
a.ble Reports of the Committee of Secrecy of the "House 

of Commons on the Causes of th~ War in the Carnatic. 

From the BHtish- Museuul and elsewherelhe obtained 

copies of correspo~ence between Sir 'rhilnas Rumbold 

and Sir Philip Francis, (then Mr. Francis,) anci between 

Sir Thomas and ~ir Eyre Coote. ltlr. Francis' Diary 
was also studied. Many scarce tracts on-Iridian affairs 

were laid under contribution. All the histories (d' 

India, the Lives of IIastings and J3urke, Hansard's 
l>arliamentary History, and, ill a. word, whatever could 

have any bearing, one way or the ot;wr, ort the m{~rits 

of Sir Thonlas RUUlbohl's auulinistration, were .closely 
• 

investigated: until Miss RlUllbold knew that she had 
• • 

all the evidence before her which aoulJ relate to the 

matters she had so lllUClt at heart. Six years of assidu­
ous labour wele thus given by. the daughter to the 

work of laying open the truth l'espuL'tiug her father's . 
Indian governUlent. . , 

The ra;ult is to ~e found in the pages following. 

Miss Rumbold hecallw convinced of her father's inno­
cence o£. the grave offences which hau been laid to his 

charge, How the charges origiuateu, Clud how and 

why her father was devoted as a victirn and a scape­

goat, to avert frOln others \ho storm of popular indigna ... 

tion, she believed herself able to show. But she w.as 
•• • 

alone. Sbe had outlived her early. acquaiutances; ~he 
had been ltng residen1)" in a foreign ld.tLd; and she 

• 
had DO connexion with the literary world. She 

left France aud -came to this country five yeu.:rs 
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ago, bent· uwn 'the ptosecution of ·the ta.sk of 
duty she had' assigned herself, put unable to dis­

cover how her work could be accomplished. In the 

latter part oi 1866, she had completed here collections; 

she had got 1ter argument into soIftething like form; 

but she was without a, literary adviser, and she felt the . . 
great disadvantage under which she )aboured from her 

• 
want of training as an author. She craved the judg ... 

ment of some competent perl:lon as to the conclusive­

ness and effect of what she had prepared, and 

also instruction and aid in putting her materials 

into the best fornl for publication. By the advice of 
the present writer, she" took her luanuscript to Mr. 

Marshm~n,,,, the Indian publicist and historian, who 

kindly consented t'O examine what she had collected 

and written. It so happened that Mr. Marshman had 

just comploted, and ~s bringing through the press, 

the first vplume of his History of' India, in which he 

had fo]lowed the general strealn of authoriLio~ in con ... 

demnation of Sir Tholl1aS Rumbol~, Miss Rumbold's 

,~ork, however, cha,nged his views. As it was too 

late to alter his text, he added an AppeJldi.x:, in 

which he did,llot hesitate to confess hiInseJf cOlllvinced 
by the evidence which Miss Rumbold had adduced; in 

• which he said that the chapter of Indian history relating 
• • 

to· Sir Tholnas RumbQld would have to be re-written; • 
and. expressed his :iudgment that the valualille matter 

• • • 
coIJ.tained ill ·Miss Rtllubold's pltpers ought to be given 

to the world. Mr. Marshman's Appendix is printed in 

this voluule as a sequel to the Intr8ductory Notice of' 
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.. 
Sir Thoma"q "Rumbold's history, which follows this 

Preface, Rud immediately before the Vindication 'itself. 

SUell a testimony from perhaps the lIighest living 

authority al to Indian history was decisiv~; and eouId 

not but be a rewa~ to Miss RUID bold fo~all the labour 
she had undergone in her work of filia.} duty. nnt, 
when she read ~ Mr. }Iarshlllan's Appendix, "fresh 

• 
from the first issue of the volume in w:hich it is con-

tained, she was already under the hand of death. The 
severe cold of J:.tnuary, 1867, had taken hold of her. 

On the last day but one of January, she read for herself, 

ill as she was, Mr. Marshman's Appendix. The da,y 

following she died. She felt a,s if she had done her 
< 

work. Some of her last directions rclatetl to corrections 

ill h~r manuscript .. 

In conformity with her own desire, and at the urgent 

request of her faniily and frielll~s, the Editor fe1t C011-

strained t.o accept the task of' prepctring her papers 
• 

for the presA. They were not fit to put into the 
hands of any profetsional reader or corrector. 0 There 

was necessity for mueh revision, sOlnetimes for omis­

sion, sometilnes for re-arrangement, sometilnes for the 

additi<ln of a word or a clause to make the sense clea.r 

and complete. And the whole had to be dividetl into 

chapters. A merely professional nlan and an entire 
• c 

stranger could not well be entrusted with aU tpis 
• • 

responsibility. There were, hesides, many pages. of 
Inatter t{)w~rd· the end: 0' of her oollef'tioAl, relatin~ to 

the question of Sir ThOlna8 a.nd the ZE'lUindars, and to 

Mr. 'Vhitehill's ~lations with "Mr. Hastings, and A. 
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good deal aleo of Mr. Hardinge's. Defence, about the . . 
publication of which, whether in whole or in part, she 

• 
was doubtful, although she had put them in writing • .. 
It was felt ~hat a friend only ought to be entrusted 

with the edi-ttrial responsibility, in
e 

a case which in­
cluded so wide and serious a discretiol;1. 

The Editor pas done his best. Perpetual interrup­

tions from a nlultiplicity of other engagements, and 

an entire want of previous famiHarity with the matters 

of history involved, have made it difficult for him to 

bring his work to a satisfactory conclusion. 
Moreover, he felt that the Vindication was to be Mi~s 

Rumbold's, not his own. Hence, he has considered 
himself is 'bound to alter only where alteration was 

necessary. He was' to leave Miss Rumbold's style and 

matter to make their own impression. Much more 

might have been made. by a practised writer, of many 

points, tha:Q. has been done by Sir Thomas Rumbold's . ~ 

daughter. MISS RUlnbold made no att~pt at 
" elaboration or at rhetoric; she desired 'o:ply to 

set down a plain unvarnished statement of facts. 

She felt too deeply, and was too inexperienced a 

writer, to at,tempt to put her f('elings into 1V0rds, 

or to dectl with her father's case as an advocate, or • an orator, or even as a trained writer of history, would 
ha'te done. 

Notwithstanding,' there are· the facts, the!'e is the 
• • • 

histQry, to speak for'itself. If Miss Rumbold lacked 

literary experience, she did not lack nlental power. Her 
(tmastery of the whole sUQiect, and, in8eed~ of the whole 
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web of Indian history, with ·its special subtleties and 
mysterious intricacies, during the period 'with which her 
father's history and administration stood in relation, 
was quite ~onderful, as well as the acuteness of her 
investigations. '!'his volume will be f'lund to throw 
new light on the ~haracter and tactics of Mr. Hastings. 
The history of th~ origin of the war in the Caritatic 

f· 

must DOW be revised.* 
The Editor must add, that the special authorities 011 

which Miss Rum bold relied will be deposited in the 
British Museum, for use by future historians. 

... Miss Rumbold belonged, 011 her mother's side, to a family distin. 

guished for learning and mental ahility. t' H.?r maternal grandfather was 

Dr. Edmund Law, Bishop of Carlisle. Two of her mdher's brothers 

were Bishops respectively of the sees of.Elphiu and of Bath and Wells. 

She was a niece of the first. LOl'd EllfJll},orough, and W&S, of oourse, a 

cousin of the present Earl. 
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SIR THOMAS RUMBOLD . 

• 
SIR THOMA' RUMBOLD was born in January, llag, Sit 

Ley ton stone, in Essex. He was the youngest son 
ofi\r. W. I\umbold, of the East- India COlnpany's 
N oval Service, wh.ose father, of the same name, had 
also been in the service of the East India Company. 
The Rumbolds traced their uescent from a family 
anciently of Essex, but in later times settled at Fulham. 

FroIu the year 1709, it appears from the rec~rds of 
the India Jlouse; that se.veral of the family were in the 
civil servjce~f the Company. Sir Thomas' elder brother, 
Lieutenant Willimn' Rumbold, is distinguished by Mr. 

O~e, in his" History of India;" as having, on more 
than ODe occCLsion during his short career, rendered 
military and political service to the Company. 

At the age o£ sixteen,. Thowas Ruinbi>ld waR 

appointed a writer to Fort St. George. There· are now 
in the India, House the regular certificates of studies 
qualifying hinl for t,he post~ He soon changed the 
civil for the ynilitary line, and was allowed to -retain 
his rank in the former servic.. He was present at the 
siege of Trichinopoly, and llt tIle retaking of Calcutta" 
in 1756, where an act of remarkable intrepidity caused 

him to be pr0~o~d to a capt!tincy by LoW Clive, to . 
whOln he act~d as aille-de-camp·· at Plas·sey. Seriously 

wounded in that battle, he was unable any longer to 
• bear tbe' fatjgues of lni1itarv service, and resumed his 
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positioll in the civil department. By Lord CHve he 

,vas called from Madras, to tu,ke his sent in the Council 

of Bengal, where he remained for five years. He also 

held the lucrative and important post of ill-lief of Patna. 

Having made d handSOlne, although t-aby no means a 

colossal or extraordinary, fortune, and havillg at- tJle 

same titne suff~red such exhaustion of healtfi as . ( 

cornnlonly attends a rf'sidence of 111a11Y years in 
such dimates as those of Madras and Bengal, Mr. 

Rumbold returned to England a bout the year 1769.-K­
In 1770 he entered Parlianlent, as 1\.Iember for Shore­

ham. At this Lime his character and services wer0 
highly ('ste("med at the TUllia Hous'); tLnd he was 

named as the succes~;or of Hastings, when tpe ,Dirpctors 

were determined upon his rl'eH n 'in 177a. rrhis i~ a 

filet not to be lo~t sight of iu in ~t.'r3Ligatillg the causes 

of that jealousy of HiI' rrhOllUl'3 Rumbold on tIw part of 

Mr. Hastings, the existellce of whieh is prpved ineon­

testu.11y.by the Diary of Mr. (Sir Phil~p) Francis, und was , 
very ma.nif~)Ht in t11.., eOlldnet of thc Gorcrnur-GL'llcral 

towards Sir Thomas during his PreRi<1I'IH'Y at Madras. 

In 1777--8, Mr. RunlbolJ was sent out to suC'<.:eed Lord 

Pigot tLt Madras. During his adlllillistf~tion, POlllli­

cherry and MaJ1t~ were taken fr0111 the l~'rr'nch by Bir 
• Hector Munro. For the taking of' Pon<lichClT) Mr. . . 

Rumbolti received t}le special t}lal1ks of the Direetors; 

and was €reated a Baronct. During his admiuistration 

he differel frcquently frOln Mr.·IIasti~lgs as to qnes-

• He had visited Englaud for hit! health once in the intm·val. in tho 
yea.N 1762-3. 



-tion$'Qflntlianpoliey; .and hlp~ticulf£r .•. J:~ •• ··re.P4~~" 
'~pointedly eondemnedthe ·PQlicyof.the> ' ~~~11 
w.aa:, whicl~ in ,his view, as in that of Mr.F..raneis/l~; 
iqunedia.tely tt·the war in the Carnatic. 

',In 1780, Sir'lhomas RUlnbold was·obliged tore8i~< 
his office, and leave Madras, beeaus~ of his brokel1' 
healtn, which threatened speedily fatal consequences,' . , 
unless relieved by an immediBtte return to Europe.'H~ 
set sail from Madras on the 6th of A.plil; and, onnis 
arrival in England, found the Dirtlct.ol'B incensed against· 

him. He had not only offended Mr. Hastings, but 
some of the \' civil servants of the Company who had 

returned to England, or who had friends in this 
country. .E~pecially had he given umbrage, both at 
hOln'e . ~nd abroad, by some salutary reforms which he 
had ca,rried out, whic.h struck at- the emolument and 

conseque,nce of the local·boards, OJ! "subordiriacies," as 
they were sQIlletimes called, and which also, by redu­

cing the llalue of patronage, sensibly tffected the- inter­

ests of the patrons at home. 

At this time, moreover, general indigna.tion. had 

risen high against the profligac.y, real or imagined, of 

our Indian GQvernment, against the whole daft of 

Indian nabobs, as monsters of ~rruption or oppression, 
who had gaiied en<?rnlous fo~tunes h,y the.fqulest mis­
ooed~. Only it few yeRl's before this ~e great Clive ha<l 
ha.d.to suffer the <;leep~st lru.miJia~ion as, the re_senta-.,'. '. \ 

tive of· Indian policy and of Indian profligacy. Five and 

tw~l:1ty, yeal'S later;py a not unright~us retributi()p~ 
b 



'1Iriai.siti,ngs wQ.S to · drinlt ·of .... tlfeswme cl,lpt>t1>i~r~ 
'. i" ':. ;.: • .• ': ... ,., .'. ' . . . '\ : 

~";>tol~a .dtegs" in an agony ofmorlification .;fWq 
,,:-;~ oj;.:'" '':'_~: --' ~!. . " . : . 7. " 

:~~~:6nt, protracted through years.Lord;Macau~y's 
1.'Jvb~dsset~lorth, with a vividness ~nd(lpower "J.hi~h 
~other writer co\lld not hope to rivul, ~heconditiop. of 

,""' . . 

the public mind ,as to the rulers of Ind~. > 

"rhe uufortuna,to nabob seeIued to be luade up of 

. tll()Se foibles against which comedy has pointed the 
Blost merciless ridicule, and of those crimes which have 
thrpWll the deepftst gloom over tragedy, of Turcaret 
and Nero, of Monsieur Jourdain and Richard the 

Third. ' A tempest of execrat.ion and '1(~rision, sucb at.l 

c~be compared only to th~t outln"eak of public feel. 
lng against tIle Puritans at the tinlH of th~RestoratioD, 
burst on the servant~ of the Company. The h,unane 

ma~ was horrorstruck at the way in which they llad 

got their money; the thrifty man ut the wa..v in which 

they had spent ' it. The Dilettanti sne~red at their 

want .of· tastf~. The Ma.caroni blackballed .theni as c • 
vulgar· fellows. Writers, the IHost unlike in ,sentiment 

and style, Methodists and libertines, philosoI>bers and 

buffoons, were for once on the same side. It is hardly 

toomuch to say, that during a spac~ ~f about tbitty 
Years, the whole lighter literature of England was 

9,()lour~(1 by, the feeling~ which . we . h8.Je described. 
. , 
'Fpo~e brought on ~the stage au. Anglo-lndiaa chie~ dl&~ 
Bol'ute,~generous, tyrannieal; a13h:tl~ed ' of the humbi~ 
frielldsof his youth ;" hating th~ a:risto~raey, yetcehild ... 

: ~~~~Y eagex, to ~ D:uulbered amon~ th~ni; sq~~ndering 
' bl8wealth on panders and flatterers, trickiu.g.out · ' 111.~ 



cbA.irman witli the most oostly hothouse flowe~; tn:di 

aStoundi~g the ignorant with his jargon a.bOut rupees, 
la'CS't and, jaghires. Mackenzie, with mor\ delica.te 

, , 
humour, depic.d a plt1ill, country fam~ly rai~d by the 
Indian aequisititfns of one of its members to sudden. 

opulence, and exciting derision by an a'Wkward nlimicry 
\ 

of the manners <If the great. Cowper, in that lofty 
expostulation which glows with the very spirit of the 
Hebrew poets, placed the uppression of India foremost 

in the list of those natiollC!l criIlles fur which God had 

punished .Euglawl with years of disastrolls war, with 

discomfiture in her own spas, and with the Joss of her 

Transatlantic elnpirc. If liny of our rea,ders will take 

the trouble to ~earch in the dusty recesses of circulat-. 
ing libraries fOT S01110 novel publL.,hed sixty years ago, 

tlhe chance is that the villui~l or SUb-villain of the story 
\ 

will prove to be a savage 'old nabob, with an immense 

fortune, a tawny cumvlmdon, a bu.d liver, and a. worse 

heart." * 
Moreover, in 1780, within a few ll1.onths after Sir 

rrhornas RUlubold returncu to England, tIle nation 

brok~ into wrath about Indian Aft'airs, 'upon a very 

special provocation which had just come to light, and 

wanted, hefore all else, "some. one to hang." The 

'Mahratta war~had been full of mislnanagement; the' 

war in the Carnatic had ju~ti hroken out: The Directors 
• 

bad COlUlnitted themsefvcs to' +he .former war, ~ in • • •• • 

gcneraJ • to' the policy of Mr. I-Iu,ijt~ gs. While the 
"" 

EasltY on Lord Clive. 

l; 2 



nation dema.nded a victim and a sacrifice, the Company 
needed Q scape ... goat. Sir Thomas' RUlnlX»ld was 

made th4( victim,' and on hhn the indigllation of 

the nation was directed. He was (I Racrificed for 

the misdoings of the Directors. He twas hel<1 up to 
popular odium, as one who had not rendered neerlful 

f 

help in the Mahratta war, and whose high-handed 
( 

and impolitic &dministration at Madras had precipitated 

the war ill the Carnatic. How far these imputations 

were well-founded, will appP,8,r in the course of this 

volume. His friends Iuaintailled that the Mahratta war , 
was altogether ill-ad\"isecl and cJ.lalllitous; that that 

war was in effect the mair cause uf the war in tht~ 

Carnatic; and that Sir Thomas Rumbold (wilts absolutely 

prevented by Mr. IIastings' neglect a.t one tilne, and 

interference and coei'cion at another, fron1 taking th .. 

steps which he desired to t~ke, iu prepa,ra.tion for the 

contingency of a war with IIyder Ali, which he had 

througla.o·ut clearly seen, anu against whicll he was 

contiriually warning' Mr. Hasting'S to prepare. 

The histoty of' thE' proseeutioll to which Sir ThofllUS 

Rumbold, like Lord Clive before him, and Mr. Hastings 

~wards, was subjected 011 his retllrn to England, 

is given by Miss RUilhold in some of the o]!ening 

chapters of.this volume.c It is sufficient here to notE) 

that, having sent ill hi~ resignation previous to his 
C' 

lea.vi.Qe-;;-Madras in ~pri], 1780, a1ld havlng reached 
~ , , (. 

EngJ.tlld towards the autumn' of the saUle yoo.r, Sir 

Thomas RUIl\?old was forlnally cel18ured and dis­
missed by the East India Com l)au y in J auua.ry, 178-} ; 
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I 

thatt; in April of that year; the calamitous war in the 
. '. 

Oarnatic became the subject of discussion in the House 
of Oommons, with a view to a full inquiry, in rhich dis­
cussion (April ~th) Sir Thomas Rumbold., who had taken 

• his seat as MenlWer fur Yarmouth, 1&10 of Wight, having 
been nlade the object of certain insit:\,uations by Mr. , 
T. Townshend, s~oko at some length, giving his views 
as to the extent of ground which a thorough inquiry 
should ('over, and courting the fullest investigation; that 

on the 9th of April in the following year, (1782,) Mr. 
Dundas opened the case against the Indian authorities, 
aud in particular against SiJ; 'l'hOlnas Rum.bold, by a 
speech, in which he mov~(l for a Committee of the 
whole Hous~ QU Indiu,u Affairs; that after this, in due 

course, certain Resohitiolls upon Indian AffJirs, and 

especially a series relating to the administration of 

Madras, passed the HOllSt!, (April 29tJl~) upon which a. 

Bill of' Pains and PenalticR against Sir ThOlnas 

Rumbold, and other P101nbers of the tM:adras COl\ncil" 
was founded; that a Bill to restrain Sir Thomas 
RUlnbold anu Mr. PelTing' fL'onl leaving the kingdom 

was also brought in, and passe<l the COlnmittee; 

after its Socond Reading, on tLe 3rd of May of the sa~e 

year; that after an iuterval ofninllnonths, that is to say, 

in February, 1783, the prosecution was openoo, and the 
defence closed 011 the last da:y of~fuy following; and that 

• 
theBillwas abandon.edon JUlle2~ldo.fthesame ye.,after • • • • 

but one 4lebate; a t which it was evident that the feeling of 
the House in the matter was very materiVly changed. 

Sir 'l'homas tetained his seat in Parlia,ment; took 
• 

part in discussions rel.lting to Indian Affairs, was' 



Bst~n~dto With ~speetj~apd,· •..• tts····· i$' .snb~!in.this 
'¥61utne, was "publicly~poken of"byM~"Bur$:e",in such 
a'Wfyas(yroved that his chara-eter andpo$itioll' in the 
House were res.tored. Itt his' own cit~l'k,tl;nddllring 

. c .' .... 
his lit'etinle, the voice of caluluny se~s to have been 
sil~nced. Nor"was it until nlore than a qua,l·terof a 

century after his death, wIlen Ooloh~l 'Vilks, writing 

under the inspiration of Mr. H:1stil1gs, published his 

History of A.ffairs in the South of India, that the accu­

sations of the Directors and e,f 1.fr. Dundas's Cmn­

mittce were revived. 

The follo,'ring letter fr01u Sir Thornas Rumhold to 

Lord North accompanied.,3, eopy of the Baronet's 

Defence, as published (in pttrt) by himself. 

"AFTTi:R th(~ very polite reception I received fronl 

your Lordsllip, on Illy first arrival, iii Inay appear . 
extra,'{Jl'dillary tQtat I have flH' some time deferred .. 
paying my compliments to you; it has, Illy Lord, arose 

frOlu ~t pc,int of delicacy, for I find it· absolutely 

necessa.ry in the first instance to vindi<~itte the 

meAsures of In," adrninistration abroad, ag'ainst tLe 
~,-- '.-' , 

violent attack that hAS heen Illfule upon theIne The 

s}:()"tV profP'~ss of in(juiry has unavoidably held m.e in 

a velJ: disagreettble situaJioh, and not only prevented 

me fnral off~rihg my. sentjmt~!lt~ on. tJle state of'India 
in general, and the regulu,tiolls tlmt were necefJSaryto 

be u.dopted,Qut has obliged me to net with great 

reserve till my. conduct bas undergone a.''bhoro1!gh 
investigati9n, and I am either condemned ' or';.seti

" at 



\Ui~y •.. ' tQ.····~~.: wi.t~ : .. :~aepetid~~c~,.>~d· .·Pteed<»n ••• " .•.•. '.·· 1J' .• t~~ 
~be · li~l;tl'. ot i';en~sing tq.· io~rLordshipih~Jit&t 
~~pt ,.t ',h~"Ve '. made 'lto' en~~~ ' inro a just1fiea"t~6n' ~f 
myse-}f; 'if ifu. ~~ouldme.rit yourL~rd"hip's pet1t'S~~!: 
I doubtllot' but . you will find it is founded..' qn 'fa;,etsl 

'. . .. . .. .. 

and I " will venture to assert that. thesubseql)e.~t 

chapters will afford as strong a vindicationon, ~~ 
• 

sev~ral points 011 which they break as ,the onello:w. 

offered on a Ineasure that has been reprobated .. JtQ~ ..•. 

because it was in itself b~d, but lre~ause it was likely 
to impress the public with an idea of peculationf!l.~ and' 
o raine a prejudice in order to a,nswer pa,rticll.lar 

purposes. I have the honour to be with great re~p.eet, 

"My Lord, 

"Your Lordship's most obedient humble servant, 
,( THOl\IASRuMBOLD .. 

" Nml) Oavend-ish Street, March 11th" 1782.',' 

All Sir Thoma.s· RUlnbold's ac1dre~es in 1).1e House, 

the tone of the Defence itself, his silence in the :a:ou~e 
during the time his' 'conduct was under investigatio:u; 

and -whatever else is ,k~own of him, are in agreement 
with the delieacy and diglJity. of fedin~ expresst!d in 
this letter. If, fr~m 178~j. onwards, he felt hirnself at 
liberty to take his full sha.e in the dii;cussions ' Qll 

In,.dian Affairs ill "the Honse of Cdmmons, and if, Wile!l 
. . . 

be ,had· s1>oken, . lljs ,vords 'I\~re : marked by .~ copit. . . .. . .' .. . 
m6A-datiQU of s'uch a man as Burke, the retlsoll'Y'AA;1 

~hathifl: lllorali~f!~ence was restored. ,In theextr~c~;; 
:(~~;~~,B'~'ke"s 8~ch on the Debts of th~N.'Q.bQh);;,~ 
.. ....... .....<' ..• • • '. .. . . . " .. ........ ' .. •.... ' : . 
. ~otigi,v.' <>npp. ;29-81, and .inas~lpp~em~~l,tAA7f ,~~j,; 



onp,_:.851, it· will be seen ho-yr vastly more sevetl6 fs Mr. 
"Bn.rke'scondemnation of Mr. Du~dasthan 'any censure to 

-Which he had thought Sir Thomas Rum bold at any tIme 

liable, a,nd~ow higilly he praises the Ba~)l]et,'s cond.uct 

during the cours~ of the Parliamentary,il1vestigaJtion. 
. ~ 

Itluay here be added that Sir Tlh.1mas Rumhold was 

elected M.P. fo; .WeYlllouth, in 1784, u,nd sat f(lr that 

bor-ough till his death in 1791. He Mft issue by both 
his first and serond wife. Sir Arthur Rumhold, 

Governor of Tortola, .descended frorn the first wif(~, is his 
great-grandson, and inherits the title. 1tiiS8 Rumbold, 

the author of the following pages, was the yoongest 

of three daughters by the, s(~2ond nlarriage~ and sister 

to the late Charles }Jdmund Rumbold, foy lnany years 
M.P. for Grea.t Yanllouth. 

Posterity has often·modified, has sOIuctimes reversed, 

the judguHmt prollouneed on .character by contempo­

raries; later history .has very often sot a~idc the less 
thoroughly infor~ed cOllclusions of history wl:itten too 

near the time of the actors to csm1pe from. the bias of 

partiality or the cast of prejudice. In the PPCSCllt 

ease, althoug'h it is not to be supposed that Sir 

ThoVlas Rumbold's t1dluinistration w~n be proved 

to have been altogether. free frotl1 e~ror8 of judgment, 
it cannot be doubted that he will ll{l,ve to be instnt.ed 

• • 
among the ranks, ~f not only ,Lhle, hut ttlHO llOno~rrable, 

administrah)rs in. our Indinn Empire. Hf;! was not 

lltlwortfy to be the friend of Cli\Te, and to have be~ put 
in nomination for the Governor-Generalship of India. 



APPENDI~ TO VOL. 1. OF ~{ARSHMAN'R 
,; HISTORY OF BRITISH -INDIA." 

(LONGlIANS. 1867.) 

PROCEEDINGS OF SIR rrHO:.\U.S RUMBOLD, GOVERNOR OF 

MADRAS, IN 1778, 177D, AND 1780. 

SINCE this volume wa'! ~el1t to pre-,'l, the author has been 
favoured with a large ancl valuable collection of paperR, 00mIJiled 
from original corre.;;ponlIen~, and from printed record'! long 
t-ince forgottcp. relative to the administration of ~ir Thomas 
Rumbold, at lYladra'!, and intrnacj to relieve hi" memory from 
the obloquy which ha'l rCl'ltcd on it for nearly half a centnry. 
A careful perusal of this compilati)l1 force.;; thd conclusion that 

the chargeq brought ag-tin8t him by Colonel vVilks and l\fr. 
Mill were bagcd on Ol"l'oncou" information, and partial invcstiga .. 
tiotl. 'rhe statcnwnts re!!uruin!! his I)roc('cding'~, which are' 

• • OJ LJ • ~. 

now received as hit;torical facts, and the autllcntiClty.of which 
thc author of thi~ vo1ume never su"'pectl'cl, are not, as it would 
appear, to be rc·lied on, and this chapter of India,n hi..,tory re­
quire~ to he written afr"tlh. The interedts of historical trut"­
demand this candid admiss.ion, and render it uecei'sary tg place 
before the reader the clear explanations which these doC'utnt'nts 
aff~ll'd, of variouli pomt3 on w~ich hi:; conduct hM been 
impeached. 

'I'he large ,",urn., ,.~mitLed· to gnglande by Sir Thomas Rum­
bold, soon after hj~ arrit'al at :Madrup, have been cOnl~;ider~d a 

ut!cis!vc proof ort}~e ('orr.u~)t' rharactir of his proceeurrig3. Dut 
the!'\c papers explain that he wa::! for twc.~lve years a civilian OIl 

the H4:n~al e:tablishl1cnt, and chief of th, factory of Patnll 
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,.nd mQteover ebgaged, like aU the cirilians of the ticn." in mer. 
'ea&tile transactions; tha.t the rdmittances consisted of·tbe ~ro. 
perty he had left in Bengal in the public securi tiNt, as proved 
~1 the eleanwt evidence, and whirh, combined with his salary 
as Governor, fully accounted fer the fortune he h.d accumulated, 
of which he wa.s ohUted on his ruturn to den.rer a schett~le on 
oath, under the penalty of the conflscation of his t!nta-e pro­
perty, if he erred to·the extent of £:500. 

The Court of Dite<!t\,rs had directed five ot the members of 
Council at Madrlla to proceC'd to the northern Circanl, to com­
pJe& a settlement with the Zemindars, an(1 Sir Thomas RumhoM 
has been censured for cancelling the Comrni8"ion, and directing 
the Zemindars to Tt'pa.ir to Madras, where they were requirea to 
transact businal's with him alone. But it i.~ now ~hown that, 
ffll'this procedure, he submitted his rea.~Ol1S to the Court of 
Di~torl', the chief of which was that thel'l~~ landholder., were 
endeav()uring to baffie the Commi~~ionerEl, and that the Court 
def'lrJaTed tbems~lvt~S perft'ctly I'l.ttil'lticd w.ith the ~our6e he had 
adopted. When thf' mattt-r camp under ParHamcntar.v invp .. ti­
ption, it was attep,tell hy fonf witnef'se~ that, at tho M<Hlra~ 
Preteidency, transactions of thi., natmre had ahvays boen ~lJn­
duoted hy the President hims..-I f, arId suhsequently cpmmunicJ.twd 
to the Boardl 

Rega.rding' the brrbt of a IlC of ruppe~ to hll'l Secretary, Mr . 
.Redhead,"by Seetaram RClj. it il:> shown that lIr, Hedhead nev('r 
enjoyed the confhlt'nce of Sir Thoma;;, and was dismis~ed within 
a few month., of h18 arrival at ~ladrtl~, and died f100n aftpr. A 
Jta~r was di~e')vere(l among his elf L'cti' , whit'h p'l1l'portt'd to bl~ a 
translation from the ori~inal, in the Gentoo larrgua:.re, contam­
iog a promit;e on the' part of ~etal'am Raj to pa,v hIm a lac of 
:rupees, on the p~rfo:rmance of reI'taln scnic·eg. 1t wa1'!l not pt· 
tested by St'etaram, or~ by }1r. Ut,d!lt.·ad. Ujfof executors, how .. 
ever, BUtld t.he uative for tl1t' amount 111 tht> Mayor's Court, and 
llbtainM 1fI!Dc('rc~., wllich 'YllS rcvcrsctl.o.D appl~alilly the Pre8ident 
i11 Council. An attempt WI1i1 ma-de to implicate Sir Thomfls in 
tre odium of this t~ltu~action, l)ut the Counsel for the BiU found 
th.t it could not be sUf'tained, and ahandoned the charge. 



Itis'~t,a~e(lintheh~Btorie~' of India,that \ •. ben.,SiJ!W~~" 
'lu1Ul1lontJd tthe ZClnindars of the Northern (JircRtS,tO. ¥~a, 
Yizira.m Raj, the Zemindar of Vizagapatam, . d~(!lineRtQ:~Y 
1he iPjunetion, pleading the injury which histsta.tes:~ould 
suffer from hW absence, but that his prother~taram.·:Bnj 

hastetwd .tihithe. and succeeded i~ ohtaJlhing fromBir l'h(.)rii" 
R1?-oo'hold the entire command of the Zemindary, in spite()f,.~' 
brother's remonstrances. The v~rsion o~ tllis affair given . ~ 

these papers, and substantiated by dOC1Mnentary evidenc~,;pre ... • • 
Kents it in a totally different a~pect. SeetardID WAS th~ eldeat 
son, and th~ lawful heir of, the l)rincipality, but. under tl~e 
pressure of palaee intrigues, was induced to relinquish his tigh~ 
to his brother, and to consent to act as his Dewan r or StewariJl,; 
in which capacity he managed the estates wit,h Ruoh fideHtyand 
benefit, as in a few years to double the rent-roll. Acompetitor 
at length succeeded in poi:i\oning tho mind ofViziram&j 
against his brother, a.nd supplantc~i him iu his office. Seetaram 
was at Madrlts, seeking the intervention of the pu-blio a.uthor­
ities he fore the arrival C?f Sir Thomas, who detennined, if poslJi ... 
ble, to reconcile the brothers. The new Dewan, w:Bo was)!. 

defaulter to the extent of ;":90,000, was directed to pro~dto 
the Zemindary, and bring up his aceounts. Sir Thomas 
embraeed th'<' opportunity of hi~ uhs:>nce, which relievedYi,i~ 
ram fram the spell .oi his influence, t. make ~p 11he famiLy 
quar:·el. Seetaram W:~8 re-appointed Dewan, 'and oobtinuedji)' 
live in harmony witl~ his brother, and securc.a. the put)ot~al 
IHtyment of the public revenue, and promoted the improvt!nlent 
of th~ family propert.y. 

The mo~t important series of ,events elucidated by thlse docu­
ments, is that which refers to th. transfer of the Guntoor Cir .. 
car; whiehhfl~ been assumed, WitJlOut question, as the cause 'of 

, I • ' • , 

tho confcderaey formed to exterminate the Company. audof the 
'war witll Hyder Ali, whicf .. sprea.d desola,tion tbro\\gh the Oa~~, 
n~tic.The ~atemel;t, WhlC~ l¥\s hith~r.to be.~n deel1l'e9, 
a1ltaentic, ru.ns thu.~ :-lly the Treaty made with the Nizam,.,~ 
17tiS, a,.tributeof S{;Vf-'U lacs 'of rupt'es a., year was to b~p~id,!,~ 
himfol".thefourCircars, a.nd he wa.s hou~/toconsi~rt4-~t,~~ 
,.' .... .,. " . " , ',' .',., .'", "'MI':·: 
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, mie, ()f the COtltpany his enemi~s" Tbo Guntoor CirellI, hpw .. 
.ever, was to r~main in the post'lt?8sion of his· orother, ·!Ja~a.lu' 

"J'ung, during his lif~, and then to revert to the Oompany; but 
if ~ gave pr~ertion 01' as~i~tance to their enemit>!1I, they wero ~t 
libetty to take PO~s{·ss.ion of the provin('e, IIfH.1 r~td.in it, 
Ba~alut J ung emplo~d M.onsieur flu.Hy to ()~anize an army, 
oomman.Jt.ld by ~"rench officer~, whieh was graclually increa!wd 
to- five hundred Eur01lean8 and three thouJ)un<l Sopoy~, and was 
constantly supplied \\ i{~~ recruit~ and stores th\,uugh the port of 
Motapllly. In 1779, B;t.:ulut J Ullg', al \rtlw(l hy tlte .encJ08ch­

nwnt of lIydl'r, voluutuily proposed to Hir ThtHna~ HUlllbohl 
to lease his territory for it..; full value to the Company, to di!1l­
miss the Frt"lIch fm'c'e, and to rl'ceivl' a. Britltilh contingent in its 
$too.d. A British furce was aeeord1l1!51y SCllt tIl take pos:-es~wn 

of the provincl>, and .Mr. Holltmti was dt'pubcu to lIyc1erahad to 
explain this tr.m"!action to the Si~cl.m, anlI to dellHllid the re-

• 
mission of the tribute, whit'h had bcl'u \\ ithheld fOl' ~oma time. 
The Nizam \Va..; eA.a~perated a.t a pro{~,oe(lin~ wlti.:h rjc ('on~idcred 

a bre-ach of the Trt'aty, and. immediately f'.lr.lWU a, ('onfl'ueracy 

with th~ :\lahrattaa a.nd Hyder for th.· t'xtc"l'mlnatioll of Engli~h 
power in the Deccan. These measure • .., \\ ere cOllcealed from Ur, 
I{~stitlgs, who, 011 becomill~ cognizant of them, .,uper .. {'d~d the 

authority of tl.lC ~Iadra3 (Joverllment at t:H.! Court ot till' ~iLamt 
ortler(·d Ute province t~ b(> re"ltorec1, J1Hl l':'Ig(\~j'(l to ma.lw good 
the tributl!; anu, by this prompt alld c(ill('iliatory proceullre, 

deta4-d him from the gr('at C.mfl'(h:rac,r. 
~he documents 1,0\11 collected give a totally uitI'cl'e-nt Ill-pect 

to thel&e transactions. The collection of' a ~'rt'r,ch fOfl e in ( ; 1111-

$oo,r ha<1 been au ohj,-,C't of a1.lrIll (Jqn_lll,r at Cal('utta and at 
Madras ior year!'> l,efore the C,-¥lfeder,tCy wa..; formt-d. r n .1 uly, 
177il, the Govt'l'llOr-Oellpral ~(lted that 111) t im13 Hhoul1 l)C lOht 

• • 
in removin~ it, alld authori"l·ri the GovernnH'ut of Ma{lras -to • • 
march a hoitl of troops to the f'wIlLi'''I', ,to demand the imme-
d\ate dierolf'sal of' the French furce; and, if it ·w~s nut complied 

• " fJ III 

with, to take posjoleil~ioll of t,}10 country anti retain it. ~rhe 

GOVt'rnml.>nt of M,clr.ts, in~tetLa of lld()ptin~ thiti extreme 
m(."d,urc, sent a femJl1strance to the NiuuuJ as Soolmclar of tirO 



D~(Jcan,ab.cl<urged the removal of theFr~ochcorpg..lleprQi' 
lIJni1\edtbre8p~c17 the rrreaty "to ahair's breadth," l>~t !¢()Il.~ 
stantly evaded compliance with the demand, which was oft~ 
repeated. 1'he capture of Pondicherry, in 177ft, gavea.~w 
turn to affd.irsoin the -Deccan; and" cornbmed with the re~ •• t 
~llcroaobment;li JI Hyder, who threatened to absorb the Gunto6r 
Circar likewise, induced Basalut J ung to send a Vakeel'to 
Madras, and ofrer to make over the province to the Company 
on the payment ~f the same sum which'ti)\ had hitherto derived 
froni it, to di~mi88 the Iheuch, and rt!ceive an English fOl"C:~. A. 
Treaty, embodyiug these armng-emeutl:!, was accordingly dra\f~ 
np by Sir rrhoma:s H.umbotd, with the full concurrence oi"Slr 
Eyre Coote, then a n1(~mher of the Madras Couneil, and submit;'; 
ted to Mr. Hastings, who made divers alterations, alldthcn. 
returned it to be ca'rried into effect, with his full concurrenoe.;. 
A detachment of British trpops was then ::;ent to occupy . th~; 
province, wlJO w~l'e obliged to cross a corner of ·1 district wirie'}t' . ' 

Hyd;:r 'had recently added to his dominions. The CourtQf' 
Directors likewise commended the meritorious conduct of Sir 
rrllOmas in concludillg the rrreaty. 

The Ni7.um and Hyder· resented this proceeding, but itheir: 
indignation <!nly served to dernonstrattl the wisdom and poli~.f 
of it. The'Ni~am reproachet\. his brother fur havi~g rented the 
Circa,r to the· English; when he shouldlllhave mad~ it ov~t. to 
Hydcr Ali. Hyder had resolved to oust Bast~lut lung,a.nd 
take possession of the province, which would glve him a positioll 
on the flr.mk of the Cal'natic, and a port on the Ooromabdel. 
coast. lie was irritated by the promptness with which flhis 
design wa.s frustl'uted, mid vowed that he would not a.llow the i 

Circdr to pass into the hands of "his old aud bitter enemies,1' , 
By a singular error, accideutal OJ' otherwise,thf; wOf(l ,~ enemy ff . 

walt subz\tituted for" enemjes," and the. declaratioll wasthu$'" 
Iklllde to apply to Muholl1ed All, the N ahoh of the C&rnatic, atid( 
not to the Company, Wh.oJll Hyder aJ~a.ys regarded with a Jee;' 
ing tlfral\('orous hat,"ed. .i:f~· :' 

\Vith tl'gard to,thl' tribute of sevt:n lacs ~ rupees ayeai,~~~; 
,J.>AIjtlrsstatc that it b4d fallen illtu arrears before · thearri\".,s,i,~~ 



=-~"~~~\)ii~~v~:e~$~&dW~:a~!::~:;g:::r!ta~ 
;>~&"irnor-General to a8sist them with funds to discharge it. 
(~~~Ms.dras iresiJency 'wa8 reduced to SllCh' a state of poverty, 
rt~'wben the troops had be~n paid f",r one mo.4,theykneW 
laUt ,w:hert? to look for\he ll(~xt tmpply. Mr.Noll~nd W1\8 'sent 
ttl :Byd~rab1\d. Hot to make a.positive dema.nd uf remission, to 
beeV'untuaUy supported by violence, but to solicit a reduction 

,;~tthe sum, on the ple\tof poverty; and, if, th~, ~izatn appeared 
. to 00 propitious, to propose the entire relinqui:;hotCllt or it, 
'coupled with certain propositio118 which it ,was thought wonlJ 
appear an equlvalent for the sacrifice. If they 'were rljt~cted, he 
WitS instructed to as~urtl the Nizam that the current tribute, as 
. \V~U ·A$·theal'real"8, would be paid" as soori as tlwy' wl!rc in 
eM-h:' Mr. Hollond found, on his arrival, that the Nizam h'lti 
t~ken thel!'renoh force dismis!"od hy' Ba~alut .J ung into his own 

·. ~rvjce; which,~'considering that the English were then utwar 
with the French, was a gross breaehof the Trt::aty, and the 

Governor of ){adras strenuou81y remonstrated with the Nizam 
for openly protecting' and encouraging the enemies of the Com­
pa.ny. l\Ir. Holland therefore informed him that the payment 
oftbe tribute would be made~ oil his giving full satisfaction re-
garding the ~'reuch troops. • 

~.che hoStile confcdet<.cy formed by the "Nizam is attributed, 
bytbehi8~orians, to the irritation produced in the mind of tile 
;)li~am. by the Guntoor transactions and the tribute lleg~)tia .. 
tions. But the documents show that it was formod bef<)re tb("y 
hadoecurred,and that this fact was admitted bv the Governor-

. " .... 01 

Gene. himself. The animosity of the Nizam, which led to the 
Confe4cracy, was created hy·1tae support given by the British 
Goter~ment to IfaghoLa, whom. he considerodhis most itrw~te .. 
ratejnemy. He had ~arnestly re~nstrated wit~ 'the Hehgal 
Goret1lment,on this sul~ect, and announcpd his du~rmiill:ttion to 
.. tt~k the Compa}:Jy's don:tinions if tQ~ aUi:mo* was rwif relin· 
quilhed. ,Another caul:4e of annoyance was the interception.:-of a 

1etter :~ ~sed.by~he .Gove~n?r-Ge?eralto Mr .. E~li()tt!; thE 
er~.oy_to 'Nagl)ore, ; ~uth()rlZlD8'jh1.tn tO ioonclude In'aUlaDCe 



~~bh.e~~j~~~:~~rid to assist h;im. ' in recoy~rlng~~.,~l'~ito. 
r .. rrotn~be Nlzam. It is shown .in I the 'paper~tl~at .. itw.t 
the,se twotrulliactions alone which induced tbe .. Niz4lr.ttoi0 .... ~ 
a combination against the Compa~y. It has Jikewyeheenb~~ 
lieved that the· ~izam was detached from· theConfed~rac'y .• tr, 
the assurancel:>f t~ Bengal Government thh\ the tribute should 
bepa.id, and the' Q-untoor,Circar restored; but a far more ~();" 

bable~ause of this change of policy is to be {bund, so tUepap~r.. 
s.y, in the fact tha,t, while the Nizam W'd.~~ inciting Hyder.t(j 
attack: the English, he clisc~vercd that Hyder had sent a Vakeel 
to Delhi) to obta.in frqtn the pUPl!ct of an E ,npel'or an .imp~rilll ' 
grant of the whole of the Nizam's dOlJlinions! '" 

Tbese documents deal also with the assertion that the Madrs,$' 
Government, after having given every provocation ttJ Hyder" 
were takeq.'bY surprise when he bur8t 011 the Carnatic But it· 
is stated that every effort was maJe to conciliate him. 'rbe 
expedition to lIahe was ~nde~ta.ken by orders from home, but 
when it was fo&nd to be. obnoxious to Hyder, Sir Thomas pro­
posed that it should be stFpended, but was "o~erruled .by ~ir 
Eyre Coote. Hyder decl<trc(l that he' would be, tevertgedfor 
Mahe in the Carnatic. Tb~ Madras Cuuncil were fully .awve 
of his hostility,and !'epealeJ.ly p.ointed out the danger to which 
the Ctl.rnatjc \vould be exposed from his assat1lt~, a11d their in·' 
ability to defend it. 'rhey recommended a:lunionof all the PCtS­

iidencies to reduce his power. , In announcing Hydrr's prepara .. 
tions to Calcutta, in November, 1779, Sir trhoma~ Uumbald 
stated that if he should ellt.er the Ca.rnatic, it wa~ beyond their 
power to prevent the rava:.;e~ of his horse; but, t${) late as la.n:u ... 
ary, 1780, Mr. lI-astings wrote: U I am eonvinced from R~l"S 
('onduct and di~Pllsition, that he will never molest us whils,.we 
l)r\"serv~a good understanding wi~h him." • 

In .rerer~Ilce to the desertiOll u of hi3 post on the eve of the 
w~, and the re~lltment ~tthe C0urt of bireetora, tao paper$';' 
~bowth.t ,thelllt'.l)!'es of ~ir ThQma~ .Rumbol~ had been uni+? 
formlJ'-co!'llttlenae4 hy t.hem; and that the first eensure Qt· hi~;.! 
,c~n~U9t,,~'~i~h w_. alsl) acc9Ulpanied by a ?-t~nce Qf.4~~~t 
t!O~~. ~~l\\*.rJttttlt .t4r,ee monthl$ aftertbey hadreeet:v:ed ···iiI 



~~ignatio~)artd'~~hpb!llted 'm-~c~e~r'4:;;~na,-: ·.thatlli.s·Je*e., 
'~~t from India~S'tende~,~Sl'~ive /~~/~he.advice of 'the 
itl,,\phyaiciaos ip..~!,dras. After his return, Mr. Dundas jn­
tt9A~4a. ~il!"Wj"P1ins and petudties, charging him with high 
dr~~"~a:~<t~titeanours, and more particul~dy stigmatizing 
the·:tra--n~~ ';eg:ftding the Guntoor Circfl' as ha.ving been 
done ina. clandestine, tre~j:!herous, irregular, e.nd unjustifiable 
ma.nner. The law"Ofl1cers of the Crown condemned these pro-. . 
ceedings as uvj1lst . ..fume of the more important allegations in 
t'beBill were abandvned, and ot11ers .,broke down when br(tught 
to the test ofevidcllce; and the B.ll itself was withdrawn 
twcnty months after it had been presented) by a motion that it 
be read that dkly six months. 

It is to be hop('!d that this valuable collection of' documents 
will, at no distant period, be given <to the publio, fQ.!' th~ 
information of those who take an < interest in the history of 
British India, and the guidance 'of those who may hereafter 
troot of tbis sul~cct. 



CHAPTER I. 

PItBJUDICES 1J)NG CURR~JNr AGAIf\~T SIR THOMA.f 
RUMBOLD. THE OCCASION AND ORIGIN OF THESE. 

EIGllTY years have passed since Sir Thoma.s 
l~um.,bold was arraigned before the House of 
Commons, on the charge of grievous misconduct 
during the period of his administration in India. 
The' circumstances of the case are little under-. 
stood,' if not 3.1 together forgotten; and can there .. 
fQre inspire little general interest. There may 
be some, however, to' whom it has been ma.tter 
of surprise; that,. when all who have beyn placed 
in situ~tions somewhat 'similar: have fo~ndiJ1 
aftertimes warm friends and advocates to defend 
their cause, not one voice ,should have been 
raised to st~m the torrent of 8Jbuse that is cen-. ~ ~. 

tinually directed against .. the government and 
character of Sir rrhomas ~umbold. ~ 

• 
I t is needless here to offer aIfy explan.ation o( 

*. • 

this past ne·~lect,. ~"Q.t sinc.~,,: as things now ax:eJ:: 
itwoultl seem. that so long as a very eventfUl, 
,period of Indian history is ' renfembered ~¥ 

:a 



:~Oribed; ,thename()f Sir -THomas ,:Et.ft)1>PJ4~ 
c.~\ :;l:)e"heldupto :tepr~bati<>~,and viJ.i~ed.~l 
-~,ry ;'sttcceedfug writer, it -is hoped that _ so~e 

-~ttenti6Ilo will be granted to these p~ges. _ - --, ' 
" '- -- C) ' - -' -

'They have been compiled· from tlfu onlyautheiJ. ... 
,~tie" reQo~ds hOW existing, and with the _object 

of&,iving a better understanding of this 'pal'ti ... 
cUIar casco -It will also 1:W found that, in some 
respects, a new and truer light is ~hrown upon 
th:eportion of ;history in . which he 'was an actor. 
- The authorities specially referred to" from 
-which subsequent writer~ have borrowed the 
-representations they give of these tJ;ansactions, 
are the histories .of Colonel Wilks and ofllr . . 

:-llill. 
- ';In the former, it is only the subjects of general 
historic interest, in which Sir 'l'homas ~umbold 
was concerned, that are " dwelt -upon, and 'in these . 
he . has been made subservient to a special 
:purpose of the aut l},.o r. It 'will be shown that 
" .: 

~h~ .circumstances under which Colonel '1\Tilks 
),.his"given his ' accou:~.t of the tr~nsactions in 
;,question re~der it uIl'wprthy of credit~ . 

;ltis'more difficult to as.,ign the Inotives fhat 
~3yhive ' led Mr.~ lIill, \vlio is,';lccordfng ' to 

J;. ~ - I • . ". . . - _ . . . 

general opinion, a most respectable and faithful 
:hist;orian,to geal so -unfairly "l'ith the circum .. 
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stances of this case. In the manner of reOOUDt;" 
4 , ' 

ing the histori<;al facts, as well as in his enu.t:n~. 
~ 

tion of the charge~ originally made, the &.&lQ.fl 

spirit of enttjJy towards Sir Th8mas Rwnbold 

prevails. Whether it is attributable to the ~e, 
• 

cause as that which so much inc~nsed the O(}uz;t 
of Directors, afhillts only of conjecture; but 

l' 

throughQlUt it is rather they who are spealPng, 
than an historian gathering the truth from inde­
pendent and from all available soulces. 

In a late edition of this History by Professor 
Wilson, all the accusations set forth in the 
fourth chapter, vol. iv., with the concluding 
paragraph, are followed by this observation of 

the editor :-" The author does no~ appear to 
have l)een .in p~ssession of the Minutes of the 
,Evidence, which was produced in.ju.stificatk>n o~ 
the Bill of Pains and Penalties 'introduced by 
Mr. Dundas: " and, from his own study of the 

• 
evidence, Professor Wilson has made some im-

• portant ' corrections of lir. Mill's statements. 
Had he examined a little rJrther he nrlght have 
seen,. not only that all these accusations wefe 

" . . 
either placed in a vQr"3' different light, or htterJ.r 
·disprQved at tn~ :Bar of the' H'6use of' Commons, 
but that ~ome oj the charge8 made "very promi-
1'I;Mt in X,.: MUl'8 History kad heen (JlJaff. 

II 2 



' ,' , , ' " " , 
,~,'aa untenttblearticl'e8 of theBitl 'o!"~{Jini 
',,0:- - " .:' " • .. ~ 

tJ.,n4.1J;~n,alt;:e8~ before any evidence in s'IfiJPtJ1't 
! " ',' . 

(of~~~n'& f/la,d been attempted on tlle part, ot,{}u 

«<)C'lHflrs. * B~t since ~ir. Millo ,~as igno~ant 
01' ,regardless of the evidence by. \vhich all 

'i (I . 

$he'~apcusation;s were met, it is inlportant to 
,ask"attention to a brief exalnination of the 
aut.hprities to which. he does himsilf refer. 
First, then, with ,regard to .the judgment 
of the Court- of Directors, cited hy Mr. Mill, 
it maybe observed, that the first censure 

I-

OVflr addressed by them to Sir Thomas Rumbold, 
.. d;~hich was accompanie<:t by a,4 sentence o,f 

,panishment frolu the service, was dated throe 

.JIlonths after they had ~eceived his formal resig-
, . 

nation, under circnulstances explai:q.ed lJY hiIn-
self, .,vhich prr,cluded his ev~r seeking further 

employment in the climate of India. This resig­

nation had been formally ackno,v ledged by the 
Directors, and two Courts were held, when Lord 

c. 

:Macartney ,vas appointed" successor to a resigna-

tion," yet the Prdprietors were not informed 

tbat there' exis~ed any· ca~se of dis,pleasure against 
Sir,Tlfomas Rumbold. This couta not be deemed 

.. '.Mr. Mill has, in fact, repl'oduce(i the accusati~ns aglinst Sir 

Th()m8~ Rumb~lwitliout,so far ".S appears, having even read auy 

of the'statements and evidence ill rcply . .....:EDlTon. 
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an accidental omissiori~ ' The, Direetors :knew . 
that he had friends among the Propriet<?rswho 
would have insisted upon canvassing ttte merIts, '. . '.' of any measu~ they might conte!nplateagainst 

him, and might have engaged a gener'! ,~~~t 
to give it a fair consideration. • The'lettef':,Qf 
resignation was d.ated the 15th of J anuatY,l~SO; 
and was·, received on the 15th of, September 
following. * V\JThcn on the 20th of December, a 
fe,v days before Sir Thomas RuJ!hold was 'ex~ 
pected to arrive in London, the Directors went 
through the mockery ~f diRmissing him from.. & 

service \vhich he had already relinquished, it was 
ostensibly for measures carried out at Madrass 
with every detail of .which they lInd been a~ 
quaint~d fo): much above a twelvemonth, and at 
which tRey had testified no dissatisfaction-; in .. 
deed that interval had been marked by, the 
general thanks' of the Company. Should it be 
objected that those thanks were for distinct 

, fJ 

services, reference may be made to the " Minut~s 

* "Minutes ofJbe Evidence,"p. Zll. See also Harrow's" Life 
of Lo;d Macartney. vol. i., p: 71. {C At a tJourt of PrPprietors 

,held on the 23rd Q/. Nove~ber, 1780, a:letter from Sir Thomas '. . ' 

,Rumbold was reacl,wherein he declared his intention to resigI). ,hie, 
• ~at()\"ernment; anti 'notict was then given that lOU the 14th., of 

.Dtcetnber it was intell:ded to proceed to llGminate a successor." 



'9~ ·,JheEvidence,"· and to the Appendi~\to ·'the 
S.~nd Report of the Committee of Secre9y,t 
"where i~) will be seen' that the very 'measures 
;relating to wh,t was called the sll6P~nsion, of the 

Oommittee of Circuit, and to the treatment of 
( , 

the Zemindars,.(which were subsequently described 
tl.S so obnoxious, and ,held up to the censure of 
'Parliament, are commented upon approvingly in 
letters from the Directors; 'and the President 
and Council \toe recommended to persevere in 
the l}lans suggeste~ for their relief from very 
long established grievances, 'which had involved 
them in almost hopeless deht. ' The Govcrnnlcnt, 
however, adonted the views of the Directors, a 
,~ , 

parliamentn:ry inquiIJ: was instituted to report 
upon Sir Thomas R'umbold's conduc.t, and are­
straiRing Bill was enacted to. make his'property 
a:menable to justice in 1?arliament. 

'Ho,v far it concurred with the political mea­
sures then in contemplation, to impress the 

Cl 

House strongly with a sense. of the·., misconduct 
of the servants of ihe Company, and to direct 
against siJ.. Th(~)lnas Rum,bold., in particular., the 
indignation that had long been 'thering in the 

• • . c~ . 

public mind agaiilst the Company in, general,is 

• "Minutes of the Evidence," p. 240. 

1. tSecondReport, Appendix, No. 152. 
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ft question that requires much insight ihto tbe 
'politics ·ofthe. times wholIy to solve ; but the 
result is obvious .. There was a general deter~ 
mination to· ~evote Sir Thomas Ilunlbola, and.tt> 

this object trutf1 and justice were anke saerificed.* 

Apart from any interest that m~y be felt for 
the vindication of a character that has been 

• 
falsely aspersed, .it is curious to observe the 
latitude which, in the years 1782 and 1783, 
pers?ns who filled the most distin~uisbed offices 
in the state allowed to themselves, in order to 
serve the purposes they had in vie,v . 

• 

* Some clne to the cau~cs of this procccuing may be found in 

these considerations. A renewal of the Charter was impending~ 

The prosecution of Sir Thomns Rumbold appears to have been in 

furtheranct of the object 1\1'1.'. ·Fox's RiH hnd in view. The 

Government of. Sir Thomas ltumLold was temporary, it being 

intended th~it Lord Pigo1. should resume hi~post; and he bad ~ 

special missbll to examine into the celebrated. subj ~ct of ike debts 
I 

of the Nabob of Areot. In these many intel'ests were concerned. 

SOIUe of thc debts Sir Thomas Rumbold, in the view he took of 

the cnse, repudi[ltcc}; and, on hi~ first arrival at Madras, he il\ter .. 

fereu to refuse t1lC sanctioll of Government to the ratification ofa • • 

new loan of forty la~s tllut wus ill train of negotiation.-See 

ll'ourth Report, p. 686. 
• • 

A, great deal 01' jealot!sy '0':' this subjeect was ~cited by 

anticipation; Slllcett 'hbstile p.lltlphlets W~l'e circulated before any 
e 

accounts <>f Sir THomas Uumbold's conduct could lluve reached 

Englhnd. 
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A very . slight observation will make this SQ 

'aPl'arent, that Sir Tliomas R~mbold needs 
scarcely any other acquittal beyond w·hat is to 

be found in that portion of the "Pa.rliamentary 
(' . 

Reports of tl\e Committee of «i3ecr0c1 whlch 
relates to him. The series of l~esolutions laid 

• 
before the HOl\Se by ~Ir. Dundas professed to he 
foundedupon the authentic docQ1l1ents supplied to 
the Committee by the Court of Directors; and al. 
thoug-h in this collection of dOCulllents much was 
suppressed essential to fornling ::t right judgment 

in many cases on ,vhicJl the C~Hnmittec was to 
pronounce, a cOlnpari~ori: of the Reports wit, 
those docurncnts (whieh ,vero published as Ap1 
pendices) will show, that in every instance they 
have either been garbled, ef absolutely falsified, 

in passing through the hands of the. Committpc 
which drew up the RC'port,. and on hehalf of 
whicn lIr. Dundas presented his Itcsolutions. 

It would exceed the necessary limits that must 
here be prescribed to point this out in every 

• 
case; l)ut in treating of the nlo'st prominent 

( 

charges, sufficient examples will appear to prove 
( 

the truth of what has heen asserted. It ·will he , . ... 

found -most obvious in those details which 
relate to the nar1Y arcusu'tions' ;cspectin8 the 

Zemindars, and therefore attention is entreated 
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,to that s~bjeGt, though· it is one of little gen.~aJ 
, . ., . 

interest. * 
Of the sudden and hostile, revolution 9f feelingl 

on the part .,\()f,,~he Court of Dire0tors, which' hf\.~ 
been described above, SOlne explanation is giyelJ 

in the forcible language ofJ ud~e Bardi~lge,}n 
the opening ~ddress of his· "Defence of Sit 

e 
Thomas Rumbold," where he also alludes to thE 
manner of ' the proceedings in Pa.rliament. 

The address COlnmences with this strong appeaJ 
against the cOlnmitnlent of the Bill :_H rl'hat i1 
,vas neither just, nor wise, nor safe in the legis­
lature to shut the courts of law against the partJ' 
accused, and force hiIn to that bar for his trial . 
.. .. ~ ... Attainders are. acts of real and urgent 
necessity; . they never should be desecrated by 
the ruling power to the nlischicv,pus grati1l.cation 
of I)olitical resentment. Bills like these are end­
less inquisitions. The old acquittal of the law .. 
had 'words of -conlfort in it; 'Eat in,de q~detu8 

• See note I, Appendix to this .olume, consisting of extract$ 

from the "A nswer to the Charges of the Directors, and the 

Reports of the SQCl"ct Committee, by SUo Ihomas Rumbold him­

self." or thisouly .onc p~U"t was print~d and circulated, while the 
, .. , " ., 

llepolltswere in progress;_e in consequence of a denial in every 
quarter to afford him anyopport~nity of explanation. It m~y~~e,: 
Icen in some publiQ liLrm'ies, and in the British Museum. 



CHa~:t!1lt '1. 
" 

. 8i~'die:' · But here ox-den1 after ordeal parse .. 

,e~t~' the victim of suspicion: th~y are Bills of 
a~sCo.veryt as wen as of penalties; the calumny of 

>#lemob is inflamed, the character ~mted) a1td 

\_oold acquittal :front .quilt, or· exernlption frorJ~ 

pftnisn'11tent, is- no rri.ercy to a good name dis-
• 

. Mmoured. . 
"Why substitute a Bill of pains and })enalties 

in place of an impeachment or any other legal 
proceeding ? Was this court preferred because 
no legal evidence could be' found? I am bold 
enough to a,ffirm that I h~lieve it ,vas; because 
lobserve that illegal evidonce forms many alle­
gations of the llill; and we are tolcl that every 
allegation criminates, and IJlust be ,,:erified, l)c it 
river so inapplicable by the rule of !U\V to ,the 

terms .of- cl1arg<j. * By such a. doctrine;. all the 
calumnies which malevolence can form, all the 
suspicions of an inquisitor, may be ingredients 
of this poisonous chalice, and Sir 'fhomas 11um­
bold! must vindicate every passage of his life 
f}gainst them as well :s he can. 

"Yet, Sir, it is in the memory of"tho~c who 
• • • 

• 
• HO'v true a,picture 1~r. Han1ing-e has llel'P.drmvn of tlle fate . .. 

I,lf Sir Thomus Rumbold under thh Dm! It ·t5 these ~lJegAtion8, 
l' .~ .. 

w.they clirne fresb from the bnndsof his nCClISC1'8, OInt Rtill 

pUru6 bis character. 



':'Ii' ,; .. , ",'"," :", ':·:.1,.1 . 

h~a:rmej that I have, on the part of theaccus$d·~; 
waived· mypr~test against many articles ofiUegll 
evidence, illegal upon the first blush ofJ them.;.t 
admit, how'ev~r, that I embl'acod this lineoi 
conduct with pleasure: because if t.endered' ·but 
refl~sed, he never could have ~sproved by evi .. 
dence the i:rrll)~tations conveyed. It is his 

'"' misfortune to fight. against lurking suspicions, 
not against evidence; it must be for his advan­
tage that everything that can breathe upon his 
character may be adduced. and· explored ..... ' .... 
I must now address the House upon the topic of 
the unexalnpled 'severities that have oppressed 
the culprit of this BilL ........... Apprised, .in 
lIarch, 1779, of aLl the political enormities 
spread be~ore you in this Bill, the Company 
thanked him at ~ General Cou~t for ltis, f active 
and able services. From the period. or those 
thanks,' (a year and a half, ) I ask why the 
resentment which is no'w so inexorable slept ? .• '~ 

"A seiltence' before he has been heard, in 
direct b~each of those very covenants which the 
Dicectbrs'tfll him 11e ,has violated! . A sentence 

• 0 

which ends with partialities I challellge any 
Ii· • • ... . ,',~, , - > 

man. to vindIcate or. ~xcuse .. One of the Council: 
-.,""', " , .. '-' 'w~-'- """,,<.,~:\~ 

is only reprimanded, though deep in all ,t~.'l 
s-p.pposed gouilt of Sir Thomas Rumbold .... '1'_<1' 
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others incfuded, but restored in less than a 
month. Orders have been sent to the East; 
o~ders 'vllich I call by 110 other name than 
subornation of. evidence. Tllf'y f>l~be the in­
former by assuring to him a l)art of any corJ~upt 

acquisition to i~e culprit's fortune, 'which 110 ean 
bring fOf'ward; and they mark th~ COfJ~uI)tion as 
believed by themselves, although not proved in 

form. * 
"I "will no,v tell the IIouse whv tIle censure 

II 

was reserved for 1781. B('twe(,ll ~larch, ] 77H, 
and January, 1781, in that critical period, Sir 
Thomas Rnnl1)old \vrit('~ to the Conlpany, and 
en~ers a firm and able protest against the 
l\fahratta ·wa'·, the ""val' of .the I)ir('ctors, duped 

• Extract from the concluuing part of Mr. lI~ldinge's" De­

fence: "~,, i have no~ di~sectell nIl the corruption of Sir Thomas . 
Rumbold, \\ hich ttc il'du!,try and vigilallce of those who drcw this 

~ill could in:,illuate. ~ot a .,hilling' has been haceu into hjs 

pocket by the keen f')es of thr suhof(linat('~, mon whose corrnption 

he reTormed, who&e r('sentment he provoked. . The Zemindars, 

courted and bribed hy the .Directol's to bctl'ay the extortiollS 

practised upon .them, arc UlUlc~oulltably mute, though he i~ at d 

distance from them, J;l0 longf:r in ~hr servicr, nne his cllHrilCtc'f 
• 

'<branded by the Inquisition itself thus erected over him. From . . .. 
th~ total disappointment ·dnd failure Of these vn:ious enginfs aud 

j 

complicated exertions, I surely IllUY infer more than strict "legal 

innocence." 
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by the Council of Bombay. He urges una:n" 
swerabie argUments u:p~n this topic, with ill .. 
timed energy and zeal, a little time ~fore t~e 
Philippic' 01 j 781 appeared, a ,;natutal conse .. 
quence of them ......... If that is not the k~y of 
the Philippic in 1781, I call upon the, advocates 

~ , 

for the accuser to put any other into my hand. 
;ltis agreed th~t ,vith full notice of all his 
cri~'~ those ,vho are no,v his pnrsecutors, and 
state those crimes against him 'with such acri­
mony, at least al)proved of his conduct; 'wrote 
a series of letters to their delinquent minister; 
to that minister, ,yhOlll, if you give them credit 
for their present account of him, they should not 
have left at Madras ~or an hour in his office; in 
'which they expressed no material disapprobation . 
of a single itcru il?- his conduct, ~ut spoke pf him 
,vith reg'ard and confidence. N or is it less 
agreed, that after the arrival of this letter, 1vhich 
protested against the ~iahl'atta ,val', the tables 
were turned; the accuser of' that ,val' became in 
a moment the culprit of tIlosc ,vholn he accused, 
anq. )vas ll~ld 'forth to tlte public, in a libel eir­
culated by the Dil'~ctor8, before his def~nce'was 
hear:d,. or anYCharge put into fOl~m, as a pecn­
lator, . a tyrttllt, and. a ,coward. The Director$" 
paving published and circulated this anathentaj 
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l.etm·apowerful body of prejudice against their 
'Vj~tim.· ..... ' .. 

"E.tre~ts are cruel and false arguments of 
., 

gUilt in the /Ueasurcs which p~ot1uced them. 
But here nQ injurious consequences have been 
marked by the acouser, except Hyder's invasion 

• 
of the Carnatic, the cause of which is at least a 
political problem admitting ot many solutionst 
I shall have occasion to de~onstrate hereafter, 
that Sir Thomas Itumbold ,vas Dot the cause of 
that war, was an enemy to 'v hat he believed the 
cause. of it, and pointed that enmity like a man 
of honour, though it provoked a nest of hornets, 
who would now sting hiln to death if they could. 
The Council of Madras qU!lrrclled with Bengal; 
which of them ·was rigId ?". . , .... 



CHAPTE11 II. 

IlllOCE'EDINGS IN l)ARLIAMEN'r AGAINST SIR THO~U.S 
• 

RUMBOLD. THE BnL O~' PAINS AND PENALTIES . . , 

THE extracts given in the last chapter have 
indicated the odgin of the persecution Sir 
'l'homas 'ltumbold encountered. Some brief 
account of the lnanner in 'whieh the proceedings 
were carried on ill the IIouse of Comlnons is 

now gi~ fr01TI the Pa~'liamentary R~gister. * 
When the "Eiil of Pains and Penalties" 

against Sir Thornas R:umbold "ras brought into 
the House of COlnlnons by Mr. Dundas, it was 

argued by -several' members of tho Jlo~se that . .'') ~ 

the measures pursued were" cruel and t\UCOll-

stitutional ;" that they ,vere "strongly opposed 
to the tribunal that was to try Sir Thoma.~ 
Rumbold, th~ House being the grand jury that 
had found the Bill, the Iletty jury that wer'e to 
try the accused, and, above all, tho' accusers. H 

And' it was asked, "lIow' couk! an e<fuitt1ble 
decision be fOl1ud in such a place r 

• 
* Hnnsa,rd':s H ParliuulCn'tary Register," vol. xxii., pp. 114,138, 

1275. 13:32. 1407. 
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. . 
",'.Atnnunalwhere the .judges were not upon. 

pa.th, it was urged, ,vas unprecedented in every 

'pru:tpf "this country. The Attorney-General· 
protested against the manner of t~\e 'l>roceedings. 
The Solicitor-General declared the proceedings , 
to be anextraopHnary departure from the estah .. 
lished I'a'ws and constitution." ... ~ .... 110 argued 

e 
that, "although the prearnhle of the Bill only 
stated there ,,'ere suspicions against Sir Tholnas 

Rumbold, upon thcse suspicions that gentle­
man's whole propcrty 'was to be locked up ; ". _ .. 

that" the clause to cOD1pcl hirn to give all ac­
count of his 1)l'oI)orty upon. oath, on pain of 
death, ,vas an inquisition of a 1110St tyrannic 
nature, that ,,'ould establ~sh a dangerous prece­
dent, and this against a nlan who, in. the present 
stage. of the ~lsincss, must l)c presum.ed inno-
cent ;' ....... that these I>rocecdings, which 'went 
to extort proofs from a Ulan against himself, 
were repugnant to reason, justice, la\v, equity, 
ana nature." 

'1'0 these argull1Cnt\ 1\1r. l?ox replied, that" this 
, 

was an extraordinary caso, and 'would justify 
Q • 

~departure fr01n, as it ,vas out of the reach of, 
l-qy existhig la,v: ~ lIe" (lir. F6l) "couJd not 
t.bink of sending out to India to discoVC1- what 
,pecific injuries had been done to individua.ls 



'PROCEEDINGS- IN·' PAltLIA.YEN'T: },' 

there; ....•• he feared such a measure wohld . ena. 
in the death of 'such individuals who would dare 

'oj 

to give evidence against, any of the ruling. powers 

of the countrt.". * 
On the 3rd of May; 1782, " Sir Thomas Rum ... 

bold urged his claim to be heard b~ his counsel 
against the Bill •...... When he should give in 
upon oath a statenient of his property, the whole 
of which lay within the dOIllinions of Great 
l~ritai11," he said, "it would be found it had 
1)e011 greatly exaggerated." 
- Mr. }';ox persisted .in assuming that Sir 
Th~mas Itu~bold 4ad immense wealth some­
'where, which" they" (the IIouse of Commons) 
", were to prove had be~n amassed by peculation: 
this he desired should be forthcolning for the 

• 
I)urposes ,of restit~tion ........ He. then i>a~nted 
the, happy consequences to our future Govern­
ment in India, from restitution thus made." 

Mr. Burke sI)oke in strong terms to the same 
effect. " Sir. Thomas Rumbold desired tue 
honourable Member to laY'lis finger upon any 
part ?f the Bill that directly charged' him with 
peculation. '1'he1'o was a kind of i~11)lied 'Charge 
~f that llature ~ · but tkcre ,vas : not a direct one. 

• M,r. Fox: ex pluilled th.t he alltulcd to 8 case that had occurred 
not-long heforeill Ben!!!!. 

c 
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Did the "Bill state from 'whom money hacl been 

extorted? To whom, then, could it be restored? 
It had been represented in a foriner debate that 
'the ·lIouse W"p.s acting as a grallfl jury fInding a 
Bill: he VtTould then call upon any forty gontle­
men in the House to declare, if they had 
examined even tbp e.?' parte evidence, on ,vhich 
the Itosolutions of the Secret (Comnlittoe against 

him ,rere fOLluded: if they had read the Ap­
pendices (or evidence) to ,vhich these Resolu­
tions referred, and if they could as grand jurors 
lay their hands upon tlHc'ir hearts, and declare as 

gentlemen, and as honest 11lPll, that tIle evidence 

bore out the char~es: if they eould not answer 
this question in the allir~native, he did not see 

how they could vote for the restraining Bill in 

any ~tage .•.. " .. 
"Sir '£homas ItUlllbold qesircd it nlight he 

noted, that he claimed to be heard by his counsel 
against the Bill." "'1'11e Lord Advl)cate opposed 
th'e claim of the honourahle J\Ieulber to be heard 

in his defence. If tle had a right to l)c heard in 

tho pl'eseht stage of the proceedings, ul.1 the 
preceding step·~ had been' ,v-rong, and contrary to 
the precedent in· the South Sea "(fuse, 'vhiph had 
been strictly cOI)ied." 

"Sir Thomas ItumholJ. maintained that pis 
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case was by no means parallel to that of the 
persons t'here concerned, since in their petition 
to the House of Lords they acknowledged their 

guilt; Ite, on ~lt(j contrary, stood 01' ltis deje!ce, 
and 'Inaintained ltis innocence." 

These debates took I>lace early in' the Session 
of 1782 . 

. After the interv~l of a twelvemonth, during 
which llluch delay and In any postponements had 
been occasioned hy the non-attendance of mem ... 
bel's, witnesses, &c., on the COlnmittee appointed 
to inquire into the cas~; the prosecution was 

opened in Febru~l1'y" 1783, and the defence was 
closed on the last day of May following. 

When at the Bar of the IIouse of Commons 

it was prov~cl \vhat ,vas the amount of the 
property, frOln the r~stitution of vibich lIr .• Fox 
had anticil}ated such happy effects to the poople 
of India, and to the English Government, a hue 
of ridicule seenled to invest the whole affair; but 

the first ilnpressions had heen given, extravagailt 
.notions with regard to the w~~lth of Sir Thomas 
l-tumb.old had been 8~t in (:irculation,':""':all this 
had been afloat for lunny ID;)uths, and theM) first 

impres!iions have pursued the" character of Sir 

'l'homas RumLold until this time. * 
In n voluminous biogmphy of Lord Cornwa.llis, published 

C 2 
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In. the ninth chapter of his ,fourth, v<.l~~" 
)Ir.lIill has given a summary account of Cth~ 

:' , .. _' r " 

~'l'o~eeilings in Parliament, and the manncr iJ.\ 
which the prosecution was al)andoned. The 
animosity which unfortunately has influenced 
him throug~out, as relates to Sir Thonlas 
~umbold, has led him to depaft here from'the 

. . C 

usual clearness of his style. T1le account is at 
, . 

least ambiguous, and tends to give a false inl" 
pression. .A.s the view set forth by ~1:r. }.Iill has 
been very generally borro'wed by succeeding his­
torians, the passage is repeated here, and it will 
afterwa!ds be shown how the same transactions 
appear in the Pa.T'liam~ntary Register of the time . 

. " On the 9th of April,.1782," (l\:lr. ~Iill says,) 
" l-Ir. Dundas Inoved, that the'Repprts "which he 
had. presentetl • as chairlnan of the Secret Commit­
tee 'Should be referred to a Conlmittee of the , 

whole House ....... Articles of charge against 
Sir Thomas Rumbold were adopted; and a Bill 

(: . 
within ten years, it is me1}tioned, among marlY fnlse statements, as 

' . 
a ~edi:ble and probabl~ fact, that Hyder Ali was bribed by Si~ 

Thomas ltumbold to delay the invasion of the Carnatic.. In th.e 
snme publication' the Secretnry; Mr. Redhead, is turned into.:Mr. 

Whitehill, and repre8~Dted as beco,ming Go.vernor of Madras, and 

iSlllade to tenninLte his cureer, as lir. Paul Benfield', In n garttlt 

at T'aris. Other 'writffl's ten us, not onlytbat Sir Thomas Rumbold 

bribed Mr. Dundas, hut the whole House of Commons. , 
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of pains .and penalties for breaches of public 
trust, and high crimes and misdemeanoure, 
committed bl him, was introduced oy Mr~· 

Dundas. The:an was read a first time. Before 
the second reading, Sir Thomas ~umbold was 
heard in his defence. The Session drew to a 

• close. before a grea~ l)rogress 'was made. In the 

beginning of 1783, the state of the ministry was 
unsettled,-and as if when ministry is unsettled,· 
Parliament were unequal to their functions, the 
Bill was neglected till the middle of the Session. 
Aftcr the Iniddh~ of the S·ession the members soon 
began to be renliss in thcir attendance. And on 
the 19th of Deecrnher, immediatcly after Mr. 
~'ox~s coalition ministry, a motion was made and 
carried for adjourning the further consideration 
of the Din till the 24th of J une ~xt, by which 
the prosecution was finally dropped. Sir Thomas 

Rumbold consented to accept impunity without 
acquittal; hif"l judgcs refused to proceed in his 

• • 
trial after they bad solemnly ftffirmed the exist. 
·ence of guilt; 3ll(1 a black stain was attached to 

• 
the character of thelll both." *' • 

In this sWeCui}lg denunciatiop. of b~th Judges 
and aceused, which hai passed current with sub-

* Fol' this see Parlia~ent8ry History, vol. xxii., p. 1291; abo, 
vol. ~xiii., p .• 15. , 
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sequent historians, Mr. Mill contradic.ts t\le ex~ 
press declarations of tho judges to 'whom· he . 
'refers; us huying "affiI'nle~ thf6 existence of 
guilt." Tho~e judges were ex~relnely oautiou8 
in the expres;sions they allo\ved thenlselves to use 
with regard to a " man untried, andbef'ore any 
evidence had been heard." * ,.'Yhen it 'was repre­
sented to l\fr. Dundas, that the SecQnd Iteport 'was 
a mere personal charge, he spok~ in these terms: 

-" In their inquisitorial capacity it 'was not 
their province to ascertain criminality or inflict 

r~ \ 

censure ....... rrhe ,,,hole rCll1ained to be proved 

and establlsllcd, before it assulllcd the weight of a 
criminal charg-c. ",\nd it ,vas said bv l\Ir. :Pox, 

~J ~ 

that" it 'would not l)e in<'onsistent for the Ilouse 
to :1 gree to tI10 resolutions against S~r rl'holllttS 
RUnlb~ld, inC. their inquisitorial capa.city, and 

after'wards, "when he canH~ to thro,y fresh light on 

the evidence l)y his defence, for tllcn1, in a judicial 

capacity, to alter their opinion;." It is still 
more important ttl notice that in the passage 
quoted above, Mr. ~jll has affirmed that, l)ef()l~· 

the close of tl.~ .. e Session of 1782, the Bill ,vas re3Jd .. 
a second time, Stl; rr'homa~ Itumbpld having been 
previously he'ird in his defence. But the ca.se 
was not so. The counsel .. for the prosecution 

• Parliamentary History, vol. xxii.J p. 12&2. 
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and for .the defence were not heard until the 
Session of 1783, and upon what is called the 

second reading of the Bill. The defence· 
• followed the s~on<l reading: ana, as it will 

presently be sho,vn, thc I)I'ocecdins-s, after the 
evidence was heard, were immedi~tely arrested. 

Mr. Mill suhjoins, J-n a note, quotations from the 
speeches of Mr. Dundas and Mr. Fox, of the 

2nd of May, J-783, in "rhich the fOl'mcr com .. 
vlainccl of the thin attendance of memhers. "If 
it 'was the intention of the llouse to drop the 
busincs:;;, he ,Yi~hcd to ne made acquainted with 

that circumstance,'" &c. "1\fr. Fox declared 
that to drop thc IHll would be productive of the 

most fatal consequcl1ces; and therefore he re­
quested gentlemen 'would, for tho credit, honour, 

• 
:lnd intercst of t},eir country, ftttend' to- the 

evidence for and against the lJill. If the' Bill 
should be lost for want of attendance, it would 
not clear the character of Sir rrh0111aS Rumbold; 

• 
on the other hand, it won1i hold out this idea 

to the people ,of India, that it ,vas vai~ for thcIn 
• 

to expect redress of thei.( grievance~ in l~nglallc1." 
• It is quite tr.",!c that lIr. }'ox,said, " If tlte Bill 

'were lost fro In wal,t of attcndhnec, it ~ould not 

clear the character of Sir Thonuls ltumbold ; " 

anti the. import of those words was perfectly 
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jUlJt; but their bearing upon the· ca~e would 
! 

have been totally different if, as Mr. Mill's 
.quotation would lead us to SUPI)ose, in that stage 
of the proceedings the B ill IHl.~ ueen suddenly 
and unaccountably dropped; there 'va lId then 
have been gl'ound for much surmise .to aecount 
for this circumstance. It WU&' 011 the 2nd of 

1 

May that these words were spoken, and at that 
time the evidence against tIle Bill had scarcely 

been gone into. On tllC 30th of l\{ay the evi .. 

dence was closed; the suhject which engaged the 
Rouse on that day "ras the proofs frOlll ,vhCllce 

the money remitted to England by Sir 'l'homas 
Rumbold had becu dr(Hvll. Until that tinlC, 

although there had been ~nueh delay, the zpal of 

the prosecutors hnd not relaxed, a.s ~fr. l\lill's 
• 

quotfltions pl~i.nly sho,v.. Qll tIle 2nd of June 
the 8ul)ject ,vas ],flsumed, ,,'hcn a grpat chango is 

apparent in tIle tone of cycry mClllber "rho 
spoke. 

no,vever there may sHU have existed political 
animosity, it may" fairly be asserted that of 
the charge of corruption Sir Thornas R1lmhold 

was a~olved In the miI~(l of that portion of the 
House who had listened tothe cyidf>nce. Soveral 
members spoke of the hardship an(l cruelty of 

prolonging the business for another year, and 
" 


