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R egarding the outrages committed by the Vizier, 

Colonel Les lie d c1ared that .he had heard man)' 

I'vague reports ' regarding the matter' and c rtain par. 

ticular ones which were attended wilh such circum

stances that I could scarce gi.ve any cr Jit to from the 

situation of the parties. There was a particular one 

at Bissowly: one of the daughters of the Rohilla 

Chief bf that place whom they said he had committed 

violenee upon, amI that she in consequence poisoned 

herself, and knowing the situation of ~he Vizier at 

that time I thought it almost impracticable, which 

made me give very little credit to th e stories which I 
heard at the time of such a nature." On being cross

examined by General CJavering as ~ to the treatment 

the RohilJ as received at the hands of the Nawab, 

Colonel Le~ie stated: /; The prisoners who fell into 

the hands of the. Vizier, which I believe to be very 

few, are HOW entertained in his service j there are 

somae of the sons of Hafiz Rahmat, two particularly 

whom I know, and have often seen riding in his suite. 

He genera~ly took one of these out with him all the 

time he wfs at Bissowly j their appearance was good, 
• 

and I think the same of the rest of his cavalry, and 

they appeared contented. but no doubt he kept a 

watchful eye on them."~ I) 

,i 0 

• Secret Select ,"ommittee's Proc., 19th De;:ember 1774. Vol. I, pages 163 
and 164. 

-. 
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Mr. Francis then asked the witness the following 

question: 
Q._Ie Did the "vizier make any suitable allowilnce for the 

mainienan!'e"of the families of the conquered chief or wert" 
they abandona1 to di stress and misery for want of the com

mon necessa ri s of life at a ny tim e ?" 

A .-" Th e Vizier has [ am told settled a I1olVa:J res, jaghirs 
upon most of them, but [ bel ieve not sufficient to keep them 

in that way of life thf"y are brought up in; but lIpon my word 

I don't knolV what distress-e"s they hav been brollg~ 't to as 

th ey are confiped within forts, but the report (the world 
v 

says they suffer g- reat di stlcss."* 

Major Han nay was the next witness. In 

answer to th e first qu es tion regarding the oppres

Slon stated to (be xercised by the Vizier, he 

said: /I To the hest of my knowledge I saw no 

signs of oppression to the inhabitants of the new 

conquered country; but from particular enqllll i S 

which I had an opportunity of making of th e 

country people, they said th ey had met wi t Ii' no 

treatment that they could complain of; that fr<Yln the 

treatment they had met with th ey had no reason to 

fear greater severi y from the Viz ier th an thetr forlller 

masters. lit This is a very different pictur'e "to that 

painted by Macaulay, who describes H astino-s foluing 

his arms , and looking on w~ile their villages were 

• Secret Select Com mi ttee's Proc., 19th December 'n-rt Vol. I, page . 66. 

t Ditto ditto 19ti1 December '774, Vol. I, page .67. 
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burnt, their children butcher d, and their women 

violated. The Rohill as were not, as M aca ulay d picts 
• 

th m, innocent men, fighting for th eir lib rty, but mili-
I • 

tary adventur rs who only half a century prevIOusly 

had conquered th e country. M ajo r H a nnay in his 

evidence stated: "I have learned from many people 

that it is only wit hin fifty years th a t th Rohillas 

have become masters of t he country to the norlh of 

the Ganges j that they were originally Afg hans, ca rne 

to IQrlustan under a sardar nam ed Dautl Khan, and 

th at they conquered that country from the Hindoos, 

and that since that tim e th y ha ve followed no oth er 

profession than that of arm~ a nd the ancient Hindoos 

have cultivated the country."· No doubt vill rl ges . ~ 

were bu ' nt as th ey have be n burnt in every war, but 

M ajor H an"ay informed the Board that both the 

Vizier and the Rohill as w re concern ed in burn'ing 

the villages . ( ) waC) informed that some days before 

our arriva l at Shawbad, th e Rohill ds h ~ld burn d some 

vil1ag~s towards M a mdy in the Vizier's ancient domi

nions."· As to the country beir-g r duced to a d esert 
~ " 

and a. h~n~red t..Pousand people flying to the jun e- Ies, 

M ajor H a nnay stated: II At th e tim e that I went 

upon an xpedition from Bissowly to SUlllbul, M era

d ~bad, and Rampore, th e country appearecf to be in 
---------~'~-------------------------------

• Secret Select Oommittee's Pr c., 19th Da:ember 1774, Vol. I, page 167. 
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good cultivation; the inhabilants were employed in 

tillinO' it. It is in general one of the best cultivated 

countries I have· seen in Industan, and very well in

habited, and the people appeared to be busy ' at this • time as if there had been a profound peace, and under 

no kind of apprehension from the conquerors."· 

In the course of his cross-examina ion by Francis, 

Major Hannay was asked :-

Q.-" Do you know orD~lieve that the Vizier entered the 

zenanas of the'wives of any of the Rohilla Chiefs JJ? 
A ._It It is impossible for me to answer ,vith any degree 

of precision from the zenanas being spacious places, consist

ing of many apartments, many of which are not occupied by 
women. I never k.n ew of ),;S going into any of them at 
Pellybeet. I can positively say he did not, for he never 

went into the town cof Pellybeet. At Bissowly J have heal'd 

that he went frequently into the zenana th~re, but to the 
best of my remembrance it was after the women were re

moved to camp, and that he was fitting up the zenanas for 
the reception of his ~wn family during the time he was gping 

'to Puttergur."t ' 
• 

Regarding the Rohillas, whose character has been 

painted in such b owing colours by J3urke, ~ill, and 

Macaulay, Major Hannay stated: 6.' Th~r f1at'iona~ 
character has in g eneral been a want of sincerity, to 

elu ic1ate which I beg leave to mention one in t:.! nce. 
c 

* . Secret Select Com mittee's Proc .. 19th Decem ber 1714,"-'01. I, page 167. 

t Ditto ditto 19th Dt::cemuc:r 17' 4, Vol. [, page lu8. 
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At the time that Muhammad Ali \\ as their chief h I> pre

vailed upon the Almora Raja a nd th oth r hill Raja to 

a ist him in his rebellion against th "King, Mahom d 
I 

Shah; . that til y did assist him \ ith 20,000 men, that 

upon the approach of the imperial army th y found 

themsel es so much inferior in point of str ngth that 

they judged it imprudent to give him battle and pre

vailed upon the Almorc~ Raja to admit th minto 

his coun'try, the :lccess to which is so strong, that a 

mal.l number of troops may d fend the pass against 

a very numerous army. Th y continued there till an 

invasion of the Mahrattas required that the army of 

the empire should be returned against th em. As soon 

as ever the army of the empire q~itted the Rohilla 

country, then Ihe Rohilla s seiz d the country of the 

Almora Raj'a:, th eir a lly, carried aw~y most of the 

handsom est women of the country captives, amongst 

others the daughter of the R aja , whom Ali Muhammad 
• 

took him self, a nd she was th e mother of the present 
• 

Fyzoolla h Khan. This is mentioned as an instanc of 

their insincerity j farth er it is a woverb in Industan 
• 

that'th~y -pray ith one hand and rob with the other. 

Their manner of making war is much the same as is 

practised all . over Industa n j towards their conquered 

enemies th ey have generally been bloody j diose whom 

th ey have sa "ed th ey commonly made captives of j 

and in the late 'ampaign I have been very well assured 
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by many of the prisoners that their intentiorts towards 

us were vl'ry bloody, that they had orders to give no . ' . 
quarters."· 

The next witness caJJed was Colonel Cham-
c. 

pion, the bitt er foe of the Vizier and of Has-

tings . He described no burning vill ;1O'es, nor 

thousands of people flying from th~r homes to 

pesti lential jungles, but he stated; /I The native 

inhabitants are still remaining and the c~untry 
is in a flourishing condition." Colonel Champioo on 

being asked wh ther he had heard the report that 

brutal outrages had been offered to the wives and 

daughters of the Rohillas of th e highe~t rank, said: 
l' 

/I I did hea r such a report, but as to the grounds 

I have none suffici ~nt to prove the accusation, but the 

report of it was made to me."t 

The evidence of C olonel L slie, Major Hannay, and 

Colon el Champion, a most hostile witness, removes 
IJ 

what Macaulay stated to be "a las ting stain on the 
r" 

fam e of Hasti~lgs apd of England." It is no doubt a 

.great crime to trample out a nationality, ut of this 

<l • 

• Secret Select Committee's Proc., 19th Decem ber 1774, Vol. I, page , ('8. 

t Ditto ditto 28th December ' 774. Vol. I, page '73. 

Note. - M il~ writes: "There can be no doubt that the Rohilla.~~ whose 
troops were among the best and bravest of Hindustan, were a barrier again~t 

the Mahraltlls." H e loses sight of the fact that the Mah~ttas had twice 

defeated the Rohillas and deva~tated the country. 



REMARKS ON THE ROHILLA WAR. 

Crime in our conquest of India we are guiltless. In 
1 ndia we found men helonging to diverse races, speak

ing diverse tongues, fighting for the supr macy. We 

found no nation. The Mussulman po~r was effete 

long before the battle of Plassey. Brave in battle, the 

followers of Mohamm ed were intolera nt and proved 

the mselves unfit to govern. AJI cha nce of Hindoo 

suprewacy was lost on the fi eld of Panipat. The 

Mahrattas were brave maraud ers, but were destitute 

of t~e g ift s with which nature has endow d the races 

meant to rul e. The RohiJlas were soldiers of fortune 

from Afghanistan, who had only half a century before 

th eir defeat conquered th e fair valleys and cities of 

Ro ll ilcund. Hastings, in his minute to the Directors, 
} 

sta tes: II I must beg leave to take exception to the 

word 'nat£o1~' app lied to the RohiJ1as. They are a tribe 

of Afghan!'l or Pat hans, free booters who conquered the 

cOl.ljltry abou t sixty years ago, and have ever since 

lived Jlpon the fruits of it, without contributing either, 

to its cultivation or manufac tures, or even mixing with 

the nat" e · inhabitan ts. Th e Rohillas are Mahome

tans; ' I e Vna ti\'e s Hindoos, and have only changed 

masters."· Colond Leslie, in his evidence, remarked 

that the RohiJ1as "made the inh abitants till the 

ground, left th em a substance, and kept the rest to 
~ 0 

.0 , 
• Secret Sel<!~1 Committee's Proe., 16th January 1775, Vol. I. page '71, 

(} 
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themselves."* And Major Hannay inf~rmed"the Board 

that since the time the Rohiilas r.onquered th country, 

II they have followed no other profession than that of 

arms and the- ancient Hindoos have cultivated the 

co~ntry ."t 
The Rohilla war was no brave struggle oJ patriots 

fighting for thei native land j it was struggle of 

m:.uauders fighting to maintain their suprema over 

a people whom they "'de inca pable of protecting 

from other marauqers. The M ab rattas had laid \hste 

th e country and driven the Rohill as into their moun

tain fastnesses. At· this grave crisis in their affai rs 

the Rohilla chiefs,appealed for assistance to the Nawab 

of Oudh, the ally, of England, and he consented to 

lend his aid on the express condition that if the 

Mahrattas were compelled to retire from 'the country 

witn or without war,~the Rohill as should pay a 

c rtain sum of money. The treaty was signed 

and ratifi ed Ly the COlOm ander-iJ;l-Chief of the 

En"lish troops. Th e Mabrattas were compelled 

to retire, but they invaded th e~ country next 

year and were again driven off lJ.y G ne<rai Sir 

Robert Barker. The Vizier th en demanded from the 

Rohil1 a chi efs the sum th p.y had stipul ted by treaty to 

• Secret Select Committee', Proc., 19th necember 17~4 ' Vol. T, page 163. 

t Ditto ditto '19th December 17)1, Vol. I, 'page 16i. 
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pay. They resort d to evasions and e cuses till his 

patience was exhausted and he resolved to ann x their 

country as a punishll~ent for their breach of faith. The 

N il" ab determined tn ask his ally to aid him in the 

enterprise. The first proposition of th Rohina war 

arne from the Vizier and General Bark r, and Has

tings was most unwilling to accede to it. But he and 

his _olleagues after long and mature d libera tions 

came to the conclusion that on the annexation of I 
Rohilcund to Oudh depended not only the tranquillity 

and safety of Oudh but the tranquillity and safety of 

our own possessions. Rohilcund was the gate of Oudh, 

and as Hastings wrote to the Directors: "If the 

Mahrallas, eith r by the defeat, 0 , which was as likt-..ly 

to happen by th e des rtion of the Rohillas to tht:ir 

cause, should gain a footin g in that country, nothing 

could oppose their entering into th e province of Ol\dh 

a d laying it waste, in spite of any attempts ~f our 

for~ es to prevent them. The map which accompanies 

this will demonstrate this truth more powerfully than 

al"lY v.;rbal ar€;um ent. It was not to be supposed that 

the Mahrattas, whose ambition for some yeii rs past 

had aspired to universal conquest, and who had ex

tended their arms from the centre of the .~ Balaghat to 

the north~m extremity of Hindustan, should sit down 
" contented when th ey had addep Doab, Corah, and 

lllahabad to 't heir dominions. On the contrary, there . 



80 THE ADMINISTRATION.OF WARREN HASTINGS. 

was very r a<;on to appr bend, and it vas publicly 
;eported in their own camp, that they would next carry 

their lJperations into the country of the Vizi r and even 

into the Com~any 's own possessions."· Ha!Otings 

h ld the opinion, and it was supporteu by the evidence 

of Colonel Leslie, Major Han nay, a nd Colonel Cha m

pion, that the Vizier's state joined to Rohilcund 

would form If a complete fompnet state shut £tZ 'jfec

t,",-ally from (ore£gn illv(lsz'ons ."t He, however, clearly 

saw that convenience does no t justify aggression, fo r 

he wrote to the Directors : "I own th a t the conve

nience of possessing the Rohill a country was not uffi

cient reason for invctding it. I never said it was; but 

if they had afforded a just provo cation for invading 

these countries, and we saw ad antaaes in il}vading it, 

though neither caus e was a lone sufficient to produce 

that ffect, yet both unit d wou ld certainly justify it, 

and the most ri g id speculators would approve so f<fir 

a conclusion."t A Lreach of a treaty bas always 1:1een 

r garded by natio ns as a just provocat ion for war. 

Hastings and his colleagues det rmined t~ cfld the 
( . 

Vizier, and for the services of the Engli h troops th y 

• Secret Sel ct Committee's Proc., 8th December 1774, Vol. I, palCe 141. 

t 

* 
Di~to 

Ditto 

di tto 16th January 1775, \<01. I, page 18.j. 
' ( 

16th January 1775, Vol. I, page 18 ... 
\ 
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agreed to accept a payment of forty lakhs. M a aulay 

observes: "England now d scended far bel w the 

level even of these petty Germa n princes who about 

the same time sold u troops to fight t' e Americans. 

The Hussar-mongers of H esse and Anspa h bad at 

I a t th assurance that the expeditions 011 wbich th ir 

soldiers were to be employed", ould be on du c t d in 

confOliffiity with the huma ne rules of civili sed \Varfar . 

Was the Robilla war likely to be so conducted? H 

welloknew what Indian warfa re was. H e w 11 kn w th a t 

the power whi ch he covenant d to put into Sujah-ul

Dowlah 's hands would in all probability b· at rociou Iy 

abu ed: and he required no guarantee; no prom is 

that it should not be so abus d. ~ He did not t:v ' n 

reserve to l).,imself th rig ht of withdrawing bi a id ill 

case of abuse however gross."· Th G rman prin e "5 

Ila d 1)0 interest , direc t or indirec t, in th - Am ri 'em 

war. The Eng li sh len t th eir troops to an ally to 

punish' certain cbiefs for a brea h pf a trea ty to which 

the English Comm ander-in-Chief had affixed hi s sig

na tuce, cind to annex a territory which thes hids 

had gained posse~sion of by the sword and co uld 110 

\(mger defer d from a foe whose .am bi tion menac d the 

safety of our dominions. H a stings never Cone a led 

the fact that " he payment of forty lakhs to th e om. 

pany greatly influenced his dec isidn. Writing to th 
-------------~------------------------~--

• Macalllay's Essay on Warren H .• slillgs." 

c 
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Directors he said: 1'1 shall be a lways rei\dy to profe s 

that I do reckon the probable acquisition of wealth 

among my reasons for taking up arms ao-ainst my 

neighbours. c1 never in any period of my li re, though 

long engaged in public affairs, gave my consent for 

taking up arms in an unjltst cause, and I rever shaH 

but in cases of very notorious enormIty give my con

sent to t<'lke up arms in an unprofitable one '. Re

garding the charge first ' brollght by Francis and re

peated and embeilished by Macau li\Y that Has~ings 
took no guarante from the Vizier that the war should 

be conducted in conformiry with the humane rules of 

c ivilised warFare, <Hast ings at the time wrote: /I I , is 

a perversion of fa: ts to say that ( th e British arms and 

honour w re absolutely a t the Vizier's d i5; posa l,' th c.t 

'an absolute surrender has been made of the honour 

and interest of the Company.' We agreed to assist 

him in subduing the Rohill as . It was necessary to 

, dr;lw the line between the authority of the Vizier a nd 

our Command ing Offi cer. The service to be performed 

was entirely the Vizier's; it was therefor~ on ·stent 
. ' l-and lInavoida ble that he should d irect the objects of 

;t; Lut the executi on of mili tary operations was ex

pressedl) vested in our Commanding Officer; of course 

thp. safety of our army and the honoUt "of the British 

• Secret SeleCt Committee's Proc., ,6th Ja nuary '775, VoL I, page 184. 

.' 
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name and ~rms were entirely confided to his conduct 

and discr tion. ". 
lt wa the Commanding Officer, Colonel Cham

pion, to 'whom, as Hastings pointed out' the honour 

of the British name and arms was entirely confid d, 

\vho either through persona l animo ity or th dt>s ire 

of persuading the Board to grant him the power \Vhi h 

be repe~edly solicited to entirely command the Vizier, 

fir.;t brought the graver charges a ain t th e Nawab 

which· have tarnisheci the honour of 'the Briti ~ h name. 

The evidence however of emu" 1 Lcsli and Major 

Ha nnay, strictly corroborated by the letters and de-

• Secret Select Comm ittee 's Proe. , 16th JanuarY,I 77S, Vol. I, page 1 :I 

Hamil ton's History of the Rohilla Afghans, page 268. Mill lays consi

derable stress on thl usc of the word exterm inate in the offic ia l correspond. 

ence. Regarding thi s H astings wrote: .. I am here charged with a co ncealed 

de ign Iormeu in cnncert with the V izier to extir~ale th RohiJlas; and mllch 

use is made of this di.covery both by the majority in the lette r before me 
and by t olonel Champion ill his vindicat ion. The wvrd in the original lA n

guage of ltie letter which is here tra nslated to extirpate meano xjlt'l or 

remove. In another passage of the lette r it is joined with a word which cloe. 

literally expr 5S to extirpate or root out, and both passages mean no mort: thall 

that it was the tenlion of tl Vizier to expel or remove the Rohillas fro III the 

Coluntry which th y oceu~~d, without suffering the smallest ve tille of their 

power to remain in it. In this sense I most certainly did agree to Its. .. st the 

Vizier, a nd so did the late Pre,ident and Council, nor can I conee',ve how the 

war 'could have bee n un dertaken with any other object. The majurily know 

a. well as myse lf t hat the Ro hillas are nt,t the people of the cou~ry, but a 

military tTibe who c~nq .. e red it, and qua.rtered themselves upon the people 

witho ut fol owing any pr e.~ion but lhAt .. f arms, r mixing in any r lat ion 

with the native inhabira.nts ." - ecr~1 Select COIII,,,ittee'. p.oc ., Ih lof".ch 
1775, Vol. JI, pare 208. .. 

G 2 
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positions of Colonel Chan1pion himself, proves that 

the Vizier was unjustly tradu<1t:d in the reports which 

prevailed of the enormities committed by him in the 

course of th~ , war. Macaulay, with the tendency to 

exaggerate which so seriously impairs the value of his 

wor k as a historian and critic, observes: "Their mili. 

tary resistance crushed, his (Hastings) duties ended; 

and he had then only to fold his arms and c.look on 

while their villag~s wer~ burnt, their children butc h

ered. " A certain number of villages were ~urnt. 
This, as Hastings admits, was both barbaric and im

politic, but too much justified by the practice of war 

established am ng the nations of the East; and he 

might have addfi'd nat ions of the West. The state

ment made that c,hildren were butchere~, is absolut ly 

due to the imagination of Macaulay and to his love of 

contrast. Macaulay also infers that a wholesale vio

lation of the w-omen took place by the soldiery. But 

the charge was never broug ht against the solJiery j it 

was brought against the Vizi r himself, and respect

~ng this Hastings ;v rote: "The 6nly au ~h ri~y which 

the gentlemen of the majority had for this horrid ac 

cusation at least I r coli ct no other, was a letter 

from lr. Nathaniel Middleton, who mentioned it only 

as an insta .. nce of the falsehoods wh~cQ ~ad b n pro

p::lgated to injure the Vizier, adding that the unhappy 

victims of his brutal lust, who could not survive, their 
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shame, but had put a violent nd to their own lives, were 

stillliviog. and that the Vizier had never seen them."· 

History furnishes no more striking example of the 

growth and vitality of a slander. The ohilla atro· 

citi s owe their birth to the ma.lignity of Cham pion and 

Francis i their growth to the rhetoric of urk i and 

their wide diffusion to the brilliancy and pellu id clear

ness of Macaulay's style. A close and minute st udy 

of the evidence dt!monstrates that a . ertain numb r of 

villag s were burnt and that the prisoners were ill 

subsisted. A hundred thousand people did not fly to 

pesti lential jungles, but about seventeen or ighteen 

thousand Rohillas with their familie~ were expelled 

from Rohil cund, and ~indu inhabitanJs, amounting to 

about seven ~undred thousand, remained in posses

sion of their- patrimonial acres and were seen cultiva

ti[)g their fields in peace . 

• 

• Secr~ Select COlUmittee's Proc., 16th January '775, Vol. I, ", go ,8,. 
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CHAPTER III. 

DEATH OF '(,HE VIZIER OF OUDE-NUNnCOOMAR. 

At a meetihg of the Board on the 6 _.h February 

1775, a letter was read from the Resident at Oudh 

announcing the death of the .vizier, The .majority 

of the Council considered all the treaties made 

with the Nawab as purely personal, and onse

quently invalid on the death of one of the con- . 

tracting parties. "They ther fore determin d to 

make a heavier, bargain with the Vizier's suc essor. 

At a meeting of the Board on the 3rd March it 

was discussed ami determined what part of the ,. 
Nawab's dominions should be included in the new 

treaty. Francis stated: " My opinion is that we may 

with propriety guarantee to the present Nawab of 

Oudh for his life all the countries guarantees to the 

late Vizier by the treaty of IlIahabad, except the do

minions of Chayt Singh. I think··that t'his'guarantee , " 
may be also conditionally, and 1"0 empore, extended 

to the countries of Oudh and I1lahabad, until we shall 

be info med wheth r the tr aly of Benares be tatin d 

or disprov d by the Court of DirootQrs. I do not 

think it safe or prod nt to enter into' any engagement 

that may eventually carry the ompany'.s forces 
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b,eyond the limits of the ountries I ha e m ntioned." 

Hastings observed: It My answer to th que tion i 
short, as it can be of no use; we ought in my judg-

,J 

ment to guarant e to the Nawab of Oudp th ub h· 

clary of Oudh, the districts of Corah and lllahabad, 

and the country lately conqu red from the Rohillas, 

but no m6re. I do not wi h to ee the Company's 

forces carried within th e line of the Rohilla country for 
• 

its defences; I believe that an engagement to d fend 

th c untty for him would rend r it unn cary. I fear 

he m y lose it. We shall in that case have a great r 

burd en imposed upon us in the d f n e of the Nawab 

of Oudh, and he be less furni hed with mans of dis

charging his ngagements with us. "\ I twas, ho,· 

ever, "reso)v d that th Board will agree to guaran. 

tee to the ~awab Mirza Amaunay the province .f 
Oudh and :::onditionally thos of of<.lh a nd J II habad 

unti~ the pleasure of the Cou rt of lr tors on the 

treaty .of B nares be known. "t The Governor Gene. 

rd-I then .proposed the followin g qu es tion : "Wh ther 

it shall Qe Rlade ~ condition of the new treaty that 

Raja 'ehatt Sin h shall exercise a free and indep nch 

ent authority in his own dominions, subject only to the 

payment of his tribute; lit and it was resolved in th 

- Secret Sele.ct ~mmittce's Proc., 3rd March J 775, Vol. Il, pagel lIC~ 
and 263. • 

t Ditto diu" 3rd Mlrch 1775. Vol. lI ,page 264' 
t Ditto ditio :lrd March 1775, Vol. 11, page :.b4. 
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affirmative, The Governor Gp.neral then ' propos d; 

II Whether it shall be made an article in lhe treaty 

that, in consi deration of I he ngagement to be ent red 

jnt/') by this ~ov rnm nt to guarantee the possessions 

of the Nawab of Oudh as before resolved, he shall cede 

and make over to the Company the whole or any part 

of the tribute due from the zemindar m Ghazipore. ". 

Francis stated: II I consider the cession to lhe Com

pany of the whole tribute paid by the zemindar of 

Ghazipore to the late Nawab as the first and ost 

e s nlial condition of a trea ty with the present Nawab : 

the advantage gained by the zemindar will be al 0 

very on iderable, as il has always been my opinion , 
that his authority in his own Government should be 

left free and uncontrolled; as long as this advantage 

is pr served to him, he must consider it a's his interest 

to be the tributary of the Company rather than of the 
• 

Nawab. ". I 
Colonel Monson and General Clavering, ~s was 

their wont, supported Fran is, but Barwell strongly 

prot sted against the exaction. lie obs rvt;P : II The 

Company, it is obvious, nev r intend~ that upe;n the 

'necessities of our allies we should grasp at any part of 

the territories they possessed. The son of a man .. . 
with whom we were so lately intimately onnected, 

• • .. • 
• Secret Select Committee's Proc,,3rd March 1J7S. Vol. II. page 26+ 
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upon a supposition of his standing in need of our 

a sistance, ought not in ' my opinion to bp. stripped of 

any part of his patern,aI territory. II. Ha tin"' wa of 

opinion /I that a demand should be mad of a moi ty. 

of the revenue paid by the zemindar of Ghazipore, but 

I do not think that we oUCTht to insi ·t on this article 

or that the Nawab's refusal to consent to it should 

prove a,r impediment to our proceeding on th treaty./lt 

It was resolved /I that the demand be made for the 

tribu~e of Ghazipore, but that it be not considered an 

absolute and indispensable article in the negociation 

with the Nawab." The Governor General propo ed 

the next question: CI Whether the subsidy to be stipu

lated for the assistance of our troops to the Nawab 

of Oudh by the proposed treaty shall continue on 

the present footing of R2,IO,OOO per month for a 

brigade, or what other urn shall ~e demanded./I And 

he ~xpressed an opinion that the pres nt subsidy was 

sufficitnt and that it ought not to b increased. CI 1 

doubt," he stated, II whether a larger sum would in 

reality psovc a gain to the Company." It was how

ever ' /I resolved that an increase of the ~ubsidy be 

demanded from the Nawab to make it equal to the 

exp.ense of the troops."t Thus we find . the states-

• Secret Select C("romitt~e's Proc., 3rd March 1775. Vol. II, page 264. 
~ 

t Ditto ditto 3rd March 1775, Vol. 11, page 265· 
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man who has been branded a5 the violator ·of treaties 

and the oppressor of nations by extortions ::lnd exac

tions doing his utmost to prevent his collea,:rues from 

extorting any. concession from a native prince incon

sistent with a former treaty. 

The majority of the Council, no longe ... content 

with attacking Hastings' public policy, now I nt their 

aid to a grave imputati~n on his personal in.egrity. 

On the 11 th March 1775 Francis inform ed 1/ the Board 

that he this morning received a visit from R aja l\~nd

coomar, in which the Raja delivered to him a letter 

addressed to the Governor and Council and dt>manded 

of him, as aduty belonging to his office as a Councillor 
• 

of this State, to lay it before the Board. Mr. Francis 

conceiving that he could not, consist ntly with his duty, 
• refuse such a letter at the instance of a person of th€' 

Raja'S rank, did accordinily receive it, and now I<lys 

it before the Board, declaring at the same time that 

he is unacquainted with the contents of it.. Mr. 

Francis furth er begs I ave to observe that he received 

this letter publicly in the presence -of a ton iderable 

number of p rsons, and that the R aja· s ve rbal r~·quest 
was in t rpret d to him by th se cliff rent persons."· 

The I ,tter la id b fore the Board profe s d to relate 

the connection of NundcClomar with thl! company. It . 
• 

• Secret Select Comrnittee'~ Proc., 11th March 1-.;5. Vol. ~I. page 298-
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was duc to him , he ta ed, that M r J a ffir had w;:]ged 

war against M eer Ca im after the mas acre of Patna j 

and after the defeat of Me r Cas illl and Sujah.ul.Dow. 

lah at Buxar he had obtained II from H' Maje ty th 

King Shah Alum the Subahs (of Bengal, &c.) for the 

Nawab Jaffir Ali Khan j" during the Nawab's lif time 

he had faithfully distributed the rev enue j after the 

death jf Meer Jaffir he was deprived of hi office by 

certain Englishm n who I. for views of private advan· 

tag raised Mahom ed R eza Kh an to the post j" he 

reminds the Board that for the space of sev n year 

Mahomed Reza managed th affairs of the ubah of 

Bengal j II what the measures were, which he pur u d 

in the administration of th e country, the balanc s 

which he f~a udulently wrote off, his violence and op

pressions upon his own mast rs and upon the ryot 

and his trade in grain, by iJ-1I which his mast r' s hou e 

and- the whole country were desolated, ar wel1 known 

to all," Against Nundcoomar himself Mahomed R eza 

could bring no charge: II as nothing of the kind had 

been commrtted b~ me, he was able to produce nothing." . " 
It was Nundcoomar who assist d aSl ing when he 

was appoint d Governor in prosecu ting Ma homed 

Reza Khan and Shitab Roy, and drew an a~count of 

their embe~zle>.m ents which showed that Mahomed 

Reza Khan httd appropriated u wards of 305 lakhs 

<£3,052,6yS) a~d Shitab Roy 90 lakhs (£900,000). , 
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-Mahomed Reza Khan offer rl 10 !akhs (£ 1 00,000) fa 

Hastings and two lakhs (£20,000) to him ( und

coomar), and 5 itab Roy offered four lakhs (£40,000) 
to Hastings .nd one lakh to Nundcoomar. These 

offers he reported to Hast ings who refused [h m. 

Soon after, he remarks, Hastings set Mahorr ed R eza 

at liberty and" entirely dropt the inquiry into his em

bezzlements and malprac,tices." "Why this extra

ordinary favour was so suddenly shown, the Governor 

ca'n best assign the reasons."· Shitab Roy wa:!' re

instated in office. "The motives of these proceedings 

will best be understood from Mr. Hastings himself." 

After insinuating some other charges against Hastings, 

Nundcoomar add;: 1/ Thus far I have written in 

general terms. I sha!! now beg leave to offer a more 

particular and circumstantial statement or facts." He 

then states that at various times in the year 1772 

Hasting had received the sum of three lakhs and 

fifty-four thousand rupees from himself and ~unny 

B gum II for procuring Raja Goordass's appointment 

·to the Niabut and cau ing Munny B~gum 1.'0 be made 

the superior of the family."i It is difficu't to 'read 

the letter of Nllndcoomar without agreeing with Lord 

Thurlow that ~. a more extraordinary or a \ ore 
• 

• • Secret Select Committee', Proc., 11th JIlarch 1 77~, Vol. II, page 300. 

t Dr[to ' d i lt~ 11th March 1775, Vol. II , page 301. 

:1 Ditto ditto 11th March 17"15, Vol. ",page 303. 

'. 
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. 
insolent Froduction never app ared undoubtedly, nor 

one which carried falsehood upon the face of it more 

strongly," 

After the letter had been read throwgh, HastinO's 

observed : "As Mr. Francis has been pleased to in

form the Board that he was unacquaillted with the con

tents of the letter ser.at. into the Board by Nund oomar, 

that h thinks himself justified in carrying his curio ity 

further than he should have permitted himself without 

suel! a previous intimation, and therefore begs I ave to 

ask Mr. F'rancis whether he was before this acquaint d 

with Nundcoomar's intention of bringing such charg s 

against him before the Board." Francis replied: " As 
• 

a member of this Council I do not deem mys If ob-

lig d to answer any questions of mere curiosity. I am 
') 

willing, however, to inform the Governor Gen ral thH t 

I was totally unac quainted with the contents of the 

pal'er I have now d Ii e red into the Board till I hard 

it read. I did apprehend in g eneral that it contain d 

some charge against him. It was this apprehensi n 

that m de ' me so particularly cautious in the mann r 
" I 

of r c iving the Raja's letter. I was hot a ' qua int d 

.~ ith Raja Nundcoomar's intention of bringing in such 

charges as are mentioned in the letter."· 
' ) 

At a meeti:ng of the Board h Id on the 13th March 

1775. a furth el' letter fr III Nund.coomar was receiv d 

" • Secret Select Committee's Proc., 11th March '7:15, Vol. Il , page 303 
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and read. After rderriflg to his former • letter he 

states: /I What is there written I mean not in the least 

to alter: far from it, I have the strongest written vouch - . 

rs to produc in support of what I have advanced, 

and I wish a~d en.treat for my honour's sake that you 

suffer me to appear before you to establish the fact by 

an additional incontestable evidence."· , Nundcoomar 

was too well acquainted with official etiquette and 

oriental custom not to know tha.t his requ st was an 

act of gross impertinence, and that to grant it \\I-(>uld 

be an insu lt to the Governor General and the death

blow to his prest ige and authority in the eye of every 

n Hive ill Bengal. But Nundcoomar knew when he 

made the request that it would be pI asing to the 

majority and certai n to be granted. H e had been in 

intimate ommunication with Colonel Monson, "no 

imm diately after his letter had been read Colonel 

Monson proposed" that Raja Nundcoomar be called 

before the Board." Hastings upon this proceed. d to 

write a minute in which he declared that he would not 

~uffer N undcoomar to appear before. the Boand as his 
(, .' 

accuser. /I I know what belongs to the digni ty and 

character of th first mem ber of this Administration. I 
will not sit at this Board in the character of a crimi ai, , 
nor do I acknowledge the members of the Board to be 

my judg s. ' I am ineJuc d on this oceasion to make 



HIS REF SAL TO APrE.4R BEFORE TilE BOARD. 91\ 

the decla."ration that I 1 ok upon Gent:ral la ring, 

Colonel Monson, and Mr. Franci as my ccusers. 

I cannot pr ss this in the direct letter of the law, but 

in my conscience I regard them as sus:h, and I will 

give my rea ons for it."· Hasting 0 s cn to show 

that Nundcoomar was only a tool in the hand of the 

majority, "that he was guilty of great insol n e and 

disres eet in the demand which h made of Mr. 

Francis, and that it " s not a duty belongin a to the 

pffice of a Councillor of this State to make himself 

the carrier of a letter which would have be n much 

more properly committed to th hands of a p on or 

hercarrah, or delivered by th writ r of it to the Se

cretary himself."t H e points out that Francis ac

knowledged that it contained a charge against him but 
\ 

if the charge was false it was a lib 1.:j: "It might 

have been false for anything that Mr.' Francis could 

know to the contrary, since he was unacquaint d ith 

the Qontents of it . In this in stanct: th refore h 

" , . 
• S c;,ret Select Commlltee's Proc" 11th March 1775, Vol. II, page 30 5. 

,t 

1 

Ditto 

Ditto 

dItto 13th March 1775, Vol. II, page 305. 

ditto 13th March 1775, Vol. page 306. 

to The term of the expre.sion bere is peculiar. It implies n admission 
that the charge was true, though it might have been false, but this can hardly 
have been the writer'g meaning. J read it ratl'er as an arj.!ument founded on 
a concession (for tht. <ake of argu lll<'llt) that tile charge was true. " - "7he 

Story 0/ NufUlcoomar,:) b.1I Sir 1f111le6 F'it.·Ja'M' Stephen Volu..", 1,/ aile 5 . 
• 
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. 
incurred he hazard of pre enting a libel to the Board. 

This was not a duty belonging to his office as a Coun

cillor of this State." Hastings proceeds to inform 

the Board tkat he had been long acquainted with 

Nundcoomar's intention of making the a ttack 'upon 

him. He writes: "I was shown a paper containing 

many accusations against me. which I was told was 

arried by Nund coomar to Colon el Monson, arm that 

he himself was employed for some hours in privat e 

with Colonel Monson explaining the nature of t ese 

charges." He adds-" I do not mean to infer from 

what I have said that it ma kes a ny alteration in. th e 

nature of the charges were they delivered imm ediately 

from my ostensive accu ers, or whether they came to 

the Board through the channel of patron O'e, but it l ' 

sufficient to a~thorise the conviction which I feel in 

my own mind that these gentle men are parties in tht! 

accusation of which the y assert the rj O'ht of beint the 

judge. " H astings closes the m~nute by stati g his 

inflexible determination not to suffer the indignity of 

a \lowing N undcoomar to accusp. h im befor~ h~ gov

erning body of which he was the head. , " The Chief 

of this administration, your superior, gent lemen, a p

pointed bJ'the Legislature itself, shall I it a this 

oard to be arrai O'ned in the presence ota wretch \ bom 

you <111 know t9. be ~ne of the base t f mankind? ( 

beli ve I ne d not lr. enlion his nam c, but it is Nund-
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. 
coomar! Shall I sit to hear men ollect d 'from th 

dregs of the people give evidence at his di tating 

against my character and conduct? I will not. You 

may, if you ",lease, form yourselves intoea ComnJittee 

for tl1 investigation of these matters, in any manner 

which you may think pr per, bUl I will repeat that I 
will not meet Nundcoomar at the Board nor suffer 

Nllndccomar to be examined at the Board; nor have 

you a right to it, nor can it answer any other purpose 

than - that of vilifying and insulting me to insist upon 

it. ". 
Monson requested that the Governor Gen ral would 

inform the Board from whom he hao his information 

r specting the visit Nundcoomar pa id to him. Has

tings refused 0 give up the name, because he would not 

xpose his informant to the vengeance of the majority. 

He added, however, that Barwell had received similar 

info ation at the same time. Barwell informed the 

Board" that he was apprised of it, and received a copy 

of the same paper that the Governor laid before t.h e 
Board ." 0 T e paper was enter d by the Board after 

the consultation. It is substantially the same as the 

letter laid before the Board by Francis, though in it 

Nundcoomar makes no mention of having himself 

bribed Hastings. Incorporated in the paper is a 

• Secret Select CC; ~ilte,, ' s Proc., 13lh March Ins, V9 1. 11, page 306. 

II 
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. 
letter purporting to be written by Munny Begum, which . 

. is identical with both the letters produced by Nund

coomar. Monson said: "As the Governor General 

has not theught proper to acquaint the Board from 

whom he received the information with regard to my 

conversation with Nund coomar, I shall take no further 

notice of it. " He added, " I do here1>y declare that 

the Governor and Mr. Barwell likewise ha o;;;e been 

totally misinformed, for 'I never heard nor saw any 

paper in Persian or any other country language 

which contained to the best of my knowledge 

any accusation against the Governor General. * " 
This, Sir Jam~ s Stephen remarks" admits by 

not denying a con 'ersation with Nundcoomar, and 

s,uggests that Monson did 1/ see or hear ~ a paper in 

English. 

The moti'on of Mon son to call in Nundcoomar 

being put to the Board, Hastings again protes ted 

against it. He said, " I do not understand the question 

to be whether Nundcoomar shall be called before the 

Board, but wheth er I shall be confronted wI th lfim" since 
€' • 

the same effect may be produced, as I have declared 

before, by a Committee of the Board without my pre

sence." It was resolved "that Nundcoomar be 
o 

c;:alled before the Board, and the S ecrte tary is orgered . , 

• Secret Selc;ct Committee's Proc" 13th Mlir~h ~ 775, Vol. II, page 300. 
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to summnn° him accordingly. ,.. Then occurred the 

following scene:- . 
THE GOVER NOR GE ERAL.-II I declare the Council now 

dissolved and I do protest against any acts of it a a Council 

during my absence as illegal and unwarranted. " 
MR. FRANCIS.-" I beg leave to ask the Governor G neral 

whether he means to quit the chair . " 
THE GOVERNOR GENERAL.-I shall not answer your qu s. 

tion, bec~1 I do not think it is sufficiently defined. r quit 
the Council. 

MR.· BARWELL.-" I th ink the Gov rnor said he di olved 
the Council i it is now 5 o'clock in t.he evening. The Govern. 

or, as I understand him, did not say " 1 quit th CC\uncil, 
but that I leave it." I esteem the Council as dissolved, and 

unless I receive a summons agreeable to the us ual form from 
the -Gove rnor Generlll, whose office still exi ts, and is not 

vacated, I do not propo e to partake in the debates . 

Mr. Barwell ~"'ithdraws from the Board. 

General Clavering, in compliance with the resolu

tion oi. the majority, having ta ken the chair Nund· 

coomar was called in, and Colonel Monson moved 

that he be desired to deliver to the Board what he has 

to say in sllpport of his c~arge against the Gov rnor 

Genera£: Ht replied; /I I am not a man officiously to 

make complaints, but when I perceived my character, 

which is as dear to me as life, hurt by the Governor's 

recelvmg into his presence] uggut Chund and Mohun 
• 
• '. 

• Secret Select Col! mittec's Proc., 13th March 1775, Vol. II, page 307 • . 
H 2 
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Pershaud who are persons of low repute, ~nd denying 

me admittance, I thought it incumbent upon me to 

write ' what I have. Everything is containecl in the 

letter whic I have given in, besides which I have 

papers which, if the Boar9 orders me, I 'will deliver 

up." Being called upon for these papet's he delivered 

the translation of a letter from MunnY'- Begum, dated 

2nd September 1772. In it the Begum sta: '; that in 

gratitude for her adva;~~ement to the Nizamut she 

offered Hastings a present of a lakh of rupees.' Has. 

tings refused, but when she pressed the matter he said 

that N undcoomar had promised two lakhs. II 1 guess

ed, my friend, that this two lakhs was a part of the 

three lakhs about which I wrote to you in a letter I 

despatched with Kiam Beg and of wlich I sent you 

word by Juggut Chund. ". The Begum proceeds to 

state that she fea red if she said anything about the 

matter 1/ all that your kindness had done for me would 

be entirely destroyed and lose its effect." She there

fore sent word to the Governor that she had given 

. Nundcoomar a general authority 1/ to do "6h teo er was 

judged requisite and expedient for my advancement 

and the fooling of my enemies," and that she considered 

herself ,bound to discharge what Nundcoomar prom-

• Sir James FitzJames S ephen remllrk :'" This al Jsion was not explained 
by Nundcoomar, nor ,did he produce a.ny letter as peing the one referred 

to. "-" The Story t'f Nundcootflar," Volume I , pal~ 15. 
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. 
ised. "I therefor b glT d that h would a plone 

lakh of rupee her, and told him that I would draw 

upon you for the other lakh ~ hich you would dl::liver 

to him at Calcutta. I was so fortunate to meet with 

the Governor's concurrence in this proposal. Your 

interest and mine are the same, and we are partners 

of each other's prosperity and adversity. Pre uminlT 

upon thi.,11 request tha t you will lend me upon honour 

the sum of one la kh of rupees, which you will be kind 

enough to pay to the Governor when he return' t 

Calcutta. I am raising one lakh of rupees which ( 

shall here present to the Governor, and shall repay the 

sum with which I depend upon you supplying me in a 

few days by the means of Raja Goordass. I earn tly 

entreat that y. u will not upon this occasion entertain 

any doubt of me. ". The letter closes :vith a strong 

injunction to secrecy. 

, N~ndcoomar being ask ,<1 if he possessed the ori. 

ginal of' the paper, produced wha t he said as the 

original of the translation. Mr. Auriol, the Assistant 

SecretalY; ¥ing asked to look 'at the characters on 

the seal and inform the Board what they are: II he 

'informs them the characters are Persian and express 

the name of Munny Begum." Sir John D'Oyly, the 

Acting Persian -Translator, having now arrived, was 
• • 

• Secret Select Col! mitlee's Proc., 13th MlIrch 1775,. Vol. II, page 309. 
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• 
called in and shown the seal. Ie He also declares 

it to be Munny Begum's. I, This expression, as Sir 

J ame~ S tephen remarks, shows how ill-fitted the 

Council were for taking evidence. "D'Oyly's state· 

ment goes much further than Auriol 's, but the writer ot 

the ' consultations seems to have considered them 

equivalent to each other." The moon hee to the 

Persian Translator bein~ asked whethoo' another 

letter from Munny Begum which was produced by Sir 

]<;>hn D'Oyly from the Persian office was in the same 

handwriting as that delivered by Nundcoomar, replied 

that it was not, but "that the seal of the letter is 

Munny Begum 's seal, and that the direction and body 

of the letter appear to be in the same hand." It was 

Qbseryed by the Board" that the lelter 'hich has been 

given in by the Raja was written two and a half years 

ago, and that the letter produced by Sir] ohn D'Oyly 

was written only a few days ago." The spirit shown 

by such a remark is noticeable. The Council, who 

had taken upon themselves judicial functions as soon 

as a difficulty appears in Nundcoomar's c~s{!, . uggest 

an answer to it instead of inquiring into its weight.· 

Nundcoomar, who had requested to be summoned 

before the Board because he had the strongest written 

vouchers to produce in support of what he advanced, 
ij 

cI . 

• Th Story of Nundcoo11lar, by Sir James FitzJaml"s Stephen, Volume I. 

pa.ge 58. " .' 
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on being a ked if he had any more papers ~o produce, 

replied- CI I have no more pap rs." He was then fur

t her questioned whether the Go ernor General or any 
I 

other person on the part of the Governor G neral hud 

attempted to obtain from him th~ original letter. He 

replied- H the Begum applied to me for it through Can

too Baboo, the Governor's banian. I gave it into Can

too Bab ~s hands to read it, and on being refu ed th 

original, he desired that he might take a copy of it to 

send to the Begum. I told him he might copy it in 

my presence, but it being then late in the evening he 

said. he would defer copying it till another day."· The 

questions obviously suggest that NundcoQmar must 

... The only questions put to Nundcoomar by the Council were either trivial 
Or were questions wluch he mu~t have suglrested him~clf, though if they had 

allowed themselve time to study the letter said to be written by the 
Begum, and to compare it with the written a.!cu. ation of Nundcoomar, the 
Council must have perceived that on several points there"wa.s urgent need of 
inquiry. The story told in the letters does not on its face agree with the 
charge made by Nundcoomar. Nuntlcoomar said he had given Hasting. 
In gold 1,:>4, 105 rup"es and that the Munny I$egum had given hi:n at Moor. 
shedabad a lakh, and had caused NUf Singh, Cantoo B' bOil'S brother, at 
Cossimbaur, to pay him a lalch and half more, making in all 3,54.104 

rupees . • 
" The'tetter slys that the Munny Begum was to pay two lakhs, and that he 

was raising one lakh to pay to Hasting' at Moorshedabad, and it begs Nund· 
COOD1ar to pay the otber lakh ts Hastings at Calcutta, and promises to repay 

him. 
CI Upon this Nur.dcoomar should have been uked whether he did what the 

Munny Begum asked ~im , and whether the ',04,105 rupees which he said he 
gave in gold to Hasti~s at Cal,utta was the lakh which the Munny Begum 
asked him to advance P If he said yes, his stat~ent and tbe statement in the 
Begum's letter were i..-direct conflict; for, according to the letter, the total 

. amount paId or ca.used to be paid by the Begum waS two I~khs, and a.ccording 
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have. been in previous collusion with the ' majority or . 
some member of the majority, for there wa othing to 

suggest it in his previous letters or statements. Its 

object was ~o furnish an excuse of offering a fr sh tn

suit to Hastings by ;ummoning his head native secre

tary before the Board. He was summoned to att nd, 

but replied-" The Governor is at pre nt here, and I 

am witH him. He prevents me, for which re n I an 

not go. When the Cou.~.: il is complete, if I am sum

moned I will attend."· The Council held II that he 

to his statement the amount was three lakhs and a half. If he sllid n ,two 
questionse a ros, namely , first on what c( nsideration the 1,04',105 rupee in 
gold 'were paid, and, secondly, how the letter of the Begum could be reconc:iled 
with his accusation, the letter stating that the Begum was to plly one lakh t 

Moorshedabad, and expressing a wish to borrow another flf,m Nundc omar to 

be paid at Calcutta, and the accusation stating that one lakh was paid at 

Moorshedllbad, a nd another lakh a nd a half to Nur Singh at CosslmbaUf, 10 .. 

suburb of Moor~hedabad P 1 do not say that thes~ questions might not h"ve 
been satisfactorily answered , but I do say that they ought tohave been,"sked, 

for they ari e upon matt rs patent on the face of the document accepted by 
the Council. Apart frum this the majority of tte Ccuncil ,iid not obs-rve the 
most obvious and common pre cautions . They took no s~ep. to a~cerf ai n the 
authenticity of the ettor a ttributed to 110 Munny Begum bpy(md comparing 

• the i~scr i ption s on two seals. They did noteven impound the a lfege . original, 
but returned it to N undcoomar. They did not even send \or the persons 
al:p.ged by Nundcoomar to have delivered a nti received the bag of gold, nor 

did they ask Nundcoomar a si ngle que~tion as to the time when, and the 
place where. the gold was delivered, the persons from whom be got so larg a 
sum, the book. in which he had made entries about it, the place ann t ime of 
his alleged conversation with Hast ings on the subject" , or any of the other 
obvious matte rs by which ~is trut hfulness might bCl. Ie ted." -' Story Of 

/yllr.dcoomar," hy Sir James FitlS:!ames $tep"eIJ, Vul"me I , pages 60-6:1. 

• Secret Select Committee'. Progs., 13th March 1'775, \<01. II, page 310. 
< 
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was goilty ~f a high indignity to thi Board." nd-

coomar was further questioned whether he him .1£ wa 

pre ent when the money wa given to Ha ling 'er

vants, and he replied in the affirrr:a tiv e an~ stat d that 

he was accompanied by certain s rvants of hi own. 

All were present, he mention .d, in Calcutta, ex ept 

one who was at Moor hedabad. On beina- qu 

tioned \l ther he was sure that the servants r c i d' 

t he money on account of the Gov rnor, he r plied

II Th Y undoubtedly to k it for th Governor. I ask d 

the Governor if it had reached him, and he said, it 

had." This closed the examination of Nund oomar, 

an examination entirely conducted not to elicit truth 

bu~ to extract answers damaging to the accused. The 

Board did not<fross-examine Nundcoomar as to the tim 

and place where the gold was d livered, the p rson 

from whom he got so large a sum, the b~oks in which 

he held made entries about it, the place and time of hi 

alleg d conversation with Hastings on the subject, or 

any of the other obvious matters by which his truth

fuln s~. n i ht be justified. 1 They did not examine 

Nundcoomar as to the grave discr pancies betwe n 

his accusation and the letter of the Begum. But on 

the evidence of Nundcoomar, an avowed accomplic , 

who WilS known .to be the bitter foe of HastinC'Ts the 
b I 

Board came wi h indecer haste" to the onclusion 

" that the sever I sums of money specified in Maha. 
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raja .Nundcoomar's letter of the 8th March have been 

received by the Governor General, and that th.e said 

sums of money do of right belong to the East India 

Company."· It was resolved "that the Governor 

General be requested to pay in to the Company's trea

sury the amount of those sums for the Company's 

use." 

It was /I ordered that the proceedings of. e Board 

and all the papers relative to Maharaja Nundcoomar's 

charge against the ' Governor General be delivered to . 

the Company's attorney, that he may lay them before 

counsel for their opinion how to proceed in recovering 

for the Company's use the several sums of money 

which the Governor General has received from Maha

raja Nundcoomar or Munny Begum for ervices done 

them through his influence." The law officers "Of the 

Company in 'Bengal did not recommend any prosecu

tion in India, but advisC"d the Board to transmit all the 

documents and evidence to the Company, who might, 

if the matter was worthy of their notice, file a bill 

against Hastings and compel a discover)l • "., These 

documents," said Lord Thurlow," arrived at a time 

'when it certainly was the anxious wish of the Minister 

to take any fair and reasonable ground he could for 

the removal of Mr. Hastings. The 'Papers were all 

• Secret Selec~Commitlee's Proc., 13th March 1175, Vol. II, page 311. 
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submitted to the law offi ers of the Company, who 

declared that the information of N undcoomar, ven 

upon the e." porte case before them, could not po ibly 

be true. The reaSons for that belief we're as igned 

at length, The Directors, though a majority of them 

were very well disposed to oblige the Minister, on· 

curred with their law officers, and all that rubbish and 

trash re ' lined unnoticed from J 776 to the year 1789, 

when, as Your L rdships know, it was r peatedly men

tioned to you by the managers, as containing proofs 

of the corruption of , Mr. Hasting, and it was very 

properly rejected by the Court. It Was never pretended 

by the managers, that they had evidence to go a step 

beyond this Tf~jected information of Nundcoomar." 

The accus?tion brought against Hastings by Nund

coomllr formed part of the se" tJth article of impea h

ment against him. The minute which he' wrote at the 

table of the Board was regarderl by his accusers a 

bearing marks of conscious guilt. The learn d judge, 

whose statement of the case is a masterpiece of com

prehen~ive exposjtion, writes-'I It certainly bears 

marks of strong excitement, and though I should not 

go so far as Sir Gilbert Elliot and Burke in thinking it 
inconsistent with innocence, I think it suggests that 

there was something to explain."· The matter which 

Hastings did no explain was the fact that of the three 

• The Stor) of I undcoomar, by Sir James F.tzJam,es Stephen. 
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and a half lakhs NundcoomC:lr accused h'm of receiv

ing from Munny Begum he had received one and a 

half lakhs as a sumptuary allowance, which as ente r

ed in the public accounts of the Nawab's treasury. In 

the May following (1775) when the Board deputed 

Mr.Goring to examine the disbursements ~f various sums 

in several departments at Moorshedabad, and to deprive 

MUllny Begum of her ofllce and authority~..,he was 

qu stioned regarding the transaction and declared that 

" every Governor coming to Moorshe~abad received 

two thousand rupees a day in lieu of provisions, beyond 

that she had not given a single cowrie, and every pay

ment would appear on the record." ~t the trial of 

Warren Hastings the managers of the impeachment 

having summoned the auditor of the I n~a Office, he 

read from a book of public accounts a statement of th 

allowance made at Moorshedabad to Lord Clive fin:t 

and next to Mr. Verelst ~hen they were Gove"rnors 

which confirmed the truth of the Begum's declaration 

that every Governor at Moorshedabad received the 

same allowance as Hastings. It would, nop<1ub,t, have 

been wiser if Hastings had stated in his minute that he 

had received a lakh and a half of rupees as a sumptuary 

atIowance j but the minute, it must be borne in mind, 

was written in the Council Chamber at a moment of 

areat exc;tement. -Ha!"tings had to· encounter the 

d liberate ang guarded aUa k of hi1 enemi s by the 
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instant and ' unpremeditated impul e of his 0\ n judg

ment. II Do not, II he writes to his master, II wonder, 

th refore, H n'ble irs, if my behaviou'r in any part 

of these disputes shall appear to you defe tive or im

proper. I am not yet consciou of any impropri ty in 

it, but I think that on many 0 ca. ions I ould have 

provid d mys'elf with a mu h compl ter plan of d • 

fen ce h . 1 b en allowed the arne leisure and tran

quillity to form it as my oppon nts possessed in con· 

cocting that of their attacks upon me." 

Burke inveighed bitt rly again t Ha lings for call

ing Nundcoomar a miscreant. ct If, therefore," he 

said, II Raja Nundcoomar was a man who (it is not 

degrading to your Lordship to say) was equal in rank, 

according to ~e idea of the country in which he liv d, 

to any peer in the house, as sacred as a bi hop, of as 

much gravity and authority as a judge, and who 

was J'rime minister in the country in which he lived, 

with what face can Mr. Hastings call this inan.a 

wretch, and say that he will not stiff r him to be 

brough.~ eetore him." Hastings had better oppor

tunities than Burke of forming an estimate of the 

character of Nundcoomar, and had solid reasons for 

describing it in harsh language. Thirteen years 

before Nundcoo'llar brought his accusations aganist 

Hastings, Hastings had be n employed in investigating 

a charge of fdig ry brought against ~undcoomar. 
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Certain traitorous leLters were intercepted and brough~ 
to Calcutta, but they proved to be forgeries. Hastings 

was appointed to enquire into the matter, and his 

report is nOw published for the first ti me. * He c.ame 
to the following conclusion: 1/ From several deposi

tions and the circumstances herein presented the 

Board will judge on whom to fix th~ forgery of .the 

letters in question. One observation it re~~s upon 

me to make, that a fact of this kind, in which the in

tervention of more than one person is not immediately 

r~quired, can scarce ever admit of a positive and in

contestable proof, though the several consequent and 

relative facts may be sufficiently proved, and point 

out in the most evident manner the main spring which 

set them in motion. In this light re!5lrding the en

quiry before us, I must gi\'e it as my opinion that it 

appears pretty clearly that there was a design on foot 

to compass the ruin of Ramchurn j that subseq,uent 

thereto the letters forged in his name were intercepted j 

that the man to whose charge they were entrusted 

was a servant of Nundcoomar's, and that Sudder·odin 

(a servant of Nundcoomar's) did foretell ~he dl'sgrace 

of Ramchurn, and was (by his own declaration after

wards) privy to the forgery of the letters.! I say from 

these circumstances already proved, ~ am of opinion 

that the letter? were written and intercepted by the 

~ This will be found in the Appendillli. 
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contrivance and direction of Nund~oomar, in order to 

fix the charge of a traitorous correspondence upon 

Ram .hurn." When Hastings was first appoint d 

Governor of Bengal, Nundcoomar sent lett rs to him 

at Madras in the names of the Nawab's uncle and 

Munny Begum. The letters were filled with invectiv s 

against Mahom ed R za Khan and recomm ndation 

of him:.N!~f. Hastings afterwards found that Munny 

Begum had no knowledge of these letters, and she de

clared the letter stat rl to be written by her to be a 

forgery though it bore her seal. It was only natur I 

after the experience of the past that Hastings should 

regard the letter product::d by Nundcoomar a anoth r 

forgery, though like the letter forwarded to Madras it 
bore the Begmm's seal. "I make no doubt of prov

ing it," he wrote to a friend, II it bears most evident 

symptoms of it in the long tattling story told with 

such" injunction of iiecrecy and a word to the wise 

pertinently added to the end of it, when the sole pur

pose of the letter was to order the payment of a lakh 

of rupees, aJld Nundcoomar's son and son-in-law were 

with the Begum, and daily informing him of all that 

passed."· 

But even if Nundcoomar had borne an unblemished 

character, Has6ngs would have been justified in re

fusing to submiF to th disgrace and mortification of 

• Memoirs of Warren Hastings, by Glcig, Volum r, page 515. 
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the head of a Government being accus d in per on 

during the sitting of the Council over whidl he pre

sided. Such a procedure must have brought his office 

into cQ!ltempt and injure the dignity of snation which 

a man has interest to preserve. I t moreover was un

necessary for the purpose either of eli citing truth or 

of promoting justice. A Committee of inquiry, con

sisting of the Council without Hastings, w~C1d have 

been equaHy efficacious for these purposes. Hastings 

did not dispute the right of his colleagues to make an 

inquiry into the charges of corruption brought against 

him, nor. did he, as Mill states, "raise any pretences 

for stifling inquiry." He only pointed out the mode 

of conducling it which would be least injurious to the 

uignity and authority of the Government. ( As Hastings 

wrote to the Qirectors-d Had the majority been dis

posed to accept of my proposition of appointing a 
o 

Committee for prosecuting their inquiries either into 

these or the RanllY's allegations, they might have 

obtained the same knowledge and all the satisfaction 

in this way that they could have expected [r;m "an in

quisition taken by the Board at large, their proceed

ings would have had the appearan ce at least of regu

I rity, and my credit would have been less affected 'by 

them~ The only point which they coutd possibly gain 
10> 

l;>y persisting in brInging such a · subject before the 
, . 

Board was to , gain a public triumph over me, and 
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expose my place and person to insult.·" 

The animosity of the majority against Hastings 
and their desire to insult and degrade him in the mo t 
public manner was strikingly illustrated by their treat
ment of his secr tary and agent, Cantoo B.aboo. H 
was a man of high caste and good family and for 
many years had ta ken a leading part in the adminis
tration. As the Secretary of the Governor General 
he was ,. co"n idercu universally as the first nat iv In· 

habitant of Calcutta."t Because, acting trod r th 

orders of the Governor General, he did not appear at 

their first summons before the Board, it was propos d 

to place him in the stocks, a puni hment, as Hasting 

r marked, " so disgraceful to a man of chara ter anu 

credit as would be an ext nsion of rigour equal to 

d eat~." Gener~' Clavering, in proposing the motio , 

observed that Hastings had said that it Claverin <T 

meant ,anything per30nal to him he would make him 

answer for it with his life. On thi II asti ngs observed: 

"I said if he attempted anything in his own person 

and by his own authority, I would oppose it with my 

person, 'or p'~rsonally oppose it at the peril of my 

life."t The discu. sion growing dangerously warm 

• Secret Select COfll('nittee'~ Proc., 22nd April 1775. Vol. II, page 348. 

t 

t 

Ditto 

Dilto 

v 

. ) 

ditto 20th March I77S, Vol. II, po e 320 

20lh March I77S. Vol. II, page 3~4 
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. 
Francis moved an adjournm~nt of the Board, and it 

was agreed that the Board do adjourn accordingly. 

On the 20th of April at a meeting of the Board, at 

which the majority only were present, a letter was re

ceived from Hast ings in which he informed them that 

II as his attendance at a meeting of e justices at the 

house of Sir Elijah I mpey was requ~red, he requested 

General Clavering to take his place and irect the 

despatch of · such business as may require it." The 

majority, after mentioning that they had heard from 

Mr. Fowke that a charge of con piracy against that 

gentleman and hi s son was being investigated by the 

justices, stated, /I we think it proper to acquaint you 
'- . 

that we mean to continu in Council until we ~halJ 

~e apprised of the subject and issue of that inqu'ry, 

as we conceive that a conspiracy at the inv stigalion 

of which you and Mr. Barwell think fit to attend while 

this Council is sitting must be of . great momen if no . 

intere ling to the saf ty of the' State. We flatter our

selves that you will be pleased to inform us, as soon as 

possible, of the circumstances and result of the enquiry .. 
in which you and Mr. Barwell are now engaged."· 

Hastings in reply wrote :-" Last night 1 re

ceived a letter signed by the Chief J u tice and 

the Judges of the Supreme Coy.rt, informing me 

• Secret Select Committee's Proc., 20th April '775, Vol. II, page 344. 
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. 
that a charge had been exhibited upon oath b fore 

them against Messrs. Joseph and Franci Fowke, 

Maharaja Nundcooroar and Rada hurn for a c n

spiracy against me and others j that th y had summon

ed the parties to app ar this morning at 10 0' 10 k 

at the hou e of Sir Elijah Irope)" and r qu st d 

my attendance. The like notification \v<\S al 0 

made t r. Barwell. (n con 'equence of this intima. 

tion, w have both judg d it indispensably incumbt::nt 

upon us to give our attendance. I am sorry that you 

should have thought it necessar to continue in Cou . 

cil until you shall be informed of the subj ct and is u 

of this enquiry which, I presume, you will p rceive to 

have no relation to the s et y of the ta te, nor to any 

circumstance that requires your pres nt att otion."· 

Th charge of conspiracy was du e to SOIll accu. 

sations brought against the accused by' on Ka mal 

ud-din. t The day previou this man had gon to 

• Secret Select Committee's Proc., 20th April '775 , Vol. II, pagIO 345. 

t "The prosecution of Nundcoomar for conspiracy wa regarded by the 
Council, ~nd wa afterwards represented by Burke and Elliot, as a count r
stroke to Nundcoomar's attack upon him. and no doubt it was 80, bUI why, 
with Kamal's evidence before him, Hastings was not to t:lke the mattcr 
into Court I cannot understand."-" Story of Nundcoomr," Vol. 1, p/llfe 8". 

IQ1pey stated befOre tho House of Commons that" it was in evidence that 
Mr. Palk, Judge of the Adalat, l. ad confined Nundcoomar, and that it was 
notorious that Mr. Ha 'liogs b" tI ordered him to be released . This of itself 
Wa!i lul!'icient to preve any native inhabitant of .. Calr.utta from commencing 
a prosecution against im. ' On th is Sir Jame Stephen remarks :-Palk', 
evlden~. if h" gave ny. is not in the rrport of the trial. The cvidence of 

J 2 
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Hastings and complained that Nundcoornar and Mr. 

Fowke had compelled him by threats to sign a petition 

stating that he had bribed Hastings and Barwell, and 

they had had also forced him to acknowledge the 

correctness of a certain account. Hastings referred 

Kamal.ud.din to the Chief Justi ce, d Sir Elijah 

• Impey and the other Judges acting in the capacity of 

Justices of the Peace, sUlhmoned the part; e~ nd held 

an examination of the witnesses and defendants. They 

discharged the son of Fowke and asked Has tings, 

Barwell, and Vansittart if they meanr to prosecute the 

others and gave them a night to come to a decision. 

On the 23rd Hastings, Barwell, and Vansittart de. 

clared their intention to r6secut~ Fowke, Nund· 

coomar, and Radachurn for conspirac.ty and boun 

themselves oyer to do so, the defendants being admit· 

ted to bail. Hastings resolved on the prosecution 

1/ becaus ," as he wrote to his frie{1ds, II in my heart 

and conscience I believe both Fowke am! Nund

coomar to b . guilty." At the assizes all the defend. 

, . 
Fn.'rer a nd Boughton Rouse, g iven before the Impeachment Committee after 
Im~ey's defence, does not mention this , and is hardly consistent with it. I 
think, therefore, that Impey mus t have heen mistaken in his assertiun." Mr. 
'Beveridge points OUl that thou{,h Pa lk did not give evidence, Kall' l· ud-din 
did, anll he was sufficient authority for Impey's ~tatemen l. "\-Vhen was this P', 
.. It was hout two months before Mr. Palk confined. the lI1aharaja,"-Thll 
Tdal nl Maharaja ulldcoo,,,,ar Balladur l or lorgrry,pulished by aathority 
~I Ihe S"pretnIJ Cnurt 0/ 'Judicature j .. O.ugul. L~" .Jo,,; T. Cadel, 
KDCCLXXVl,pagc II. f 
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ants were' acquitted of the har of con plra y 

aaainst Hasti s j Radachurn wa acquitted, and 

Nundc()omar and Fowke wer convict d on the charge 

of conspiracy against Ban, ell. The s nten e on 

Fowke was fifty rup es fin. No sen t nee was passed 

on Nundcoomar because at the time he was lying in 

the common gaol under sentence of death for having 

cummit p forgery. 

Nund coomar in the letter accusing Hasting of 

bribery which was read b fore the oard com-
plain ed that II Mohun Pursaud i admitt d b 

the Go ernor to private conference both in town 

and at his gardens." This Mohun Pursaud was 

attorney to a c rtain Bohtkee Dass, a banker or 

native shro~. whose bond or deed Nundcoomar 

had been found guilty of uttering knowing it to be 

forg d. The deed purported to be the acknow

ledgPrlent of a debL due to N undcoomar and 

contracted ~ome years before by the shroff. The 

banker di ed in June 1769, and on the settlement of 

his affair;s a few months after his decease, Nund. 

ooma"r's bond was, with the other claims on the 

estate, settled by the ' xecutors. On the bond being 

paid Nundcoomar cancelled it by tearing it downwards 

at the top for a ,couple of in hes. This document and 

others relating L<> the d eased Mnker ~ r lodged in 

the U ayor's Co~rt as a Court of Record. 'In the year 
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1772 a suit was instituted in the Court of"Kachari or 

country Court against Nundcoomar for more than a 

lakh of rupees said to be due to the estate of the 

banker on account of bonds of the Company. Nund 

coomar was committed to prison for contempt of Court 

and rdeased by Hastings. The Court recommend~d 

that the case should be referred to arbitration but . , 
Nundcoomar at first refus;d to give his ass~g..t to this 

course being adopted, and when he did consent .a dis

pute arose as to arbitration. Matters were in th is con

dition wh n the Supreme Court of Juclicature arrived i~ 

Bengal. About a month after their arrival Mr. Farrer, 

who had arrived about the same time and had been ad

mitted as an advucatp. of the Supreme Court, was in

formed by Mr. Driver, an attorney, that ~ had advised 

a client to in stitute a criminal prosec ution agrlinst. 

Nund 'oomar'for forg ry, and that his cli nt had agr ed 

• to the advice. Th re was however a.n obstacle in~ their 

way. The original pa pers, without which the forgery 

could not be established, were lodged in the Mayor's 

. Court, and though the Court 'were willing. to grant 

copies, the original could not be obtained. "fie told 

me," added Mr. Farrer, "that the Mayor's Court had 

not been so entirely free from influence as could be 

wished when proceeding agClinst men of a certain de-
o 

scription, such . as undcoomar, but hat, now that a 

more ind ' pendent Court was comet out, h should 
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advise his ' client (Mohun Pursaud) to authori e him 

(Driver) to instruct me to mak the same motion 

before the Supreme Court of Judicature, to wit, for th 

original papers, that he had himself made befor wit h. 

out effect before the Mayor's Court." Mr. Farrer 

accordingly moved the Court for tht: papers six we ks 

before Nundcoomar's accusation was produ e at the 

Board by Mr. Francis, and was obTiged to rep at his 

application twice before he obtained them. S on 

after this, on the 6th May '775, Nundcoomar was 

charged with forgery before Mr. Justice LeMai tre, 

ho, happ ned to be the sitting Magistrat ,a at that 

time the Judges of the High Court were al 0 the 

Justices of the Peace. "He requested the as istance 

of Mr. Justice Hyde who attended with him the whole 

'd ay upon the exami nation which last ed from 9 in 

th morning till near 10 al night; whe)1 110 dmtbt 0/ 

his u£lt remoz'ning in the heart of either of us upon 

the evidence on the part of the Crown , a commitm nt 

in the usual form was made out." • 

At a meeting of the Council on the 8th of 

March 1775 a lette r was re~eived from Nundcoomar 

in which, after recounting his past services, he 

stated-" My only int ntion in setting fonh the 

services I have done, and the character 1 have 

• 
Secret Select C • mitte,', Proc., lo~h August 1175. Vol. If. page 409-
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4:~ an advanced age support .d, is to introduce 

my request that 1 might not suffer upon such a 

charge, from the bare accusation, a punishment 

equal to that of death, the violation of the mo t 

sacred duties of my religion . The Hon'ble President, 

I am well assured, is fully assured of the facts I allude 

to; it may be requisite to explain to t e rest of the .. 
Hon'ble Members of the Board that the institutions of 

our religion enjo!n a number of ablutions , prayers and 

other ceremonies to be perform ed by the sect of 

Brahmins b fore they can take any kind of food. 

, Nothing of this can be p rform ed in the place wh re 

I am now; and could even these obsta cles be surmount 

ed, the pI ce itself, as :being inhabited by men of a 

different religion, would prevent my receiving any 
• su ·tenanc , without breaking those rules which) have 

hit'1erto religiously observed. I therefore humbly 

reque -t that I may be permitt ed to reside, und61r as 

strict a guard as may be judged requisite, in some 

place where these objections may be obviated."· ~ 

Colonel Monson moved that the Sheriff and his . . 
Deputy be requested to attend the Boara wit'h the 

warra nt of commitme~t for Nundcoomar's imprison

ment. Hastings obj cted to th e motion as an in ter

fer nee with the authority of the ] udges of the 

Supreme Court. 

• Secret Select Comlllittee's Proc ., 8th Mny Ins, 'Vol. II. page 366. 
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"MR. FRANCIS.-I l-eg Ie ve to inform 'th Board that 

I understand that Raja Nundcoomar, since hi- commitm nt 

to the common jail in con equence of the opinion of Mr. 

Justice L Mabhe exce dlOg the t rms of the warrant of 

commitmellt, has taken Iltl II tenance hatso v r, and that 

he cannot do it ill his present it~ation without 10 ing ca t , 
whi\:h to a man of his high ran k and se t is d .med a punL h

ment worse than death. . I thin k the motion mad by olon I 

Monson perfectly regular and nece sary. We cannot take 

the pray of the Raja's petition into consideration until we 

are regularly informed by what authority he is committed to 

the common jail. If it shnuld appear that the warr'Vlt does 
not express a commitment to the comlnon jail, but tllat such 

commitment has aris n solely from the xtra judicial opinion 

of Mr. Ju tic.e LeMaistre I then think it may b leg lIy with

in the power of this Board to prevent th death of the Raja 
by reli villg him from the vile confin ement under whi h he 
has been plac d in the same prison with all th f lOllS of 
~alcutta, and s curing him in some other manner under 

the afe custody of the ~ heriff. This I conceive may be dOlle 

without any infringelnent of the authority of the Supr mte 

Court ~of Judicature. At all events my endeavour shall not 
e wanting, as far as I shall think myself warranted by law, 

to prevent a man of his high rank perishing in a common 

j' il for want of sustenance which he cannot t'ake without for
f iting ct religiOUS rank and purity, which I pr sume from all 

that I have heard of the religious customs and prejudice!! of 

the Brahmins, to which sect he belongs, may be dearer to him 

than his life; the Raja has now, I believe, been confined up

wards of forty hOlFS, excluc;ive of the time taken up in his 

examination." (I 

"THE G<WEldWR GENERAL.-I beg I ave to observe that 



122 THE ADMINISTRATION OF WARREN HASTINGS. 

many things have been asserted whieh I presum·e Mr. Francis 
giv 8 only from report. I have not heard myself that Nund

eoomar is eonll n d among common felons . I do not believe 
that by the principles of h;s religion his caste can be eff cted 
by any habitation that may ue allotted him. This is a point 
of which the heads of the religion are only capabJe of judg

ing. I understa.nd by a note received this mornil g from 1r. 

Durham that the Judges are:l t thi s tim sSe~bled for the 
purpose of taking into con , ideration the pI a of Nu ndcoomar 
ill thi s particular, and that ;,'e was des ired by the to apply 
to m for proper persons to gi ve them information concerning 

the ffects whi ch his confinement might produ~e on hi cast, 
or S..lme oints of the lik nature, and I in consequ nce directed 

th Superint nu ent of the khalsa records to a pply to s u h of 
th pundits as were in Calcutta and to dcs ir them to ~ivt: 

their attendance on the J udges."* 

It was ordered tha t th Sh eriff and hi puty 

hould be immediately summoned. 0 their attend. 

ing and b.ei~g asked for the origina l warran t fo r the 

commitment of Raja Nundcoomar for the iDspe tion 

of the Board, th ey d li vered it a fol1ows:-
• 

II To the She riff of the Town of Calcutta and Factory of 

Fort William in B ngal and to tile Ke per of His 

Maj sty's Prison at Calcutta. 

II R ceive into your custody the bo.:!y of !\1aharaJa Nund
coomar h .r with ent you, chartY d before us, on the oaths of 
Mohun P rsaud , Cammaul-ud-deen Khan, and others with 
feloniously uttering as true a fals and count rf it wriling 
obli gatory kno wi ng the rile to be fal e and counterfe it in 

• 
.. Secret Sele=t Committeers Proc., 8th May In!. Vol. [(, page 366 . 

• 
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order to defra'ud the executors of Bollok Da 5, decea ed, 

and him safe ly keep until he hall b di harg d by due 

course of law. 
1/ Giv n under our hands and 5 al tl is 6th da.y of May in 

the y ar of Our Lord I77S. 

"S. C. LEMAISTRE. 

1/ JOHN HVDE."* 

• Colonel Monson then asked the heriff upon what 

authority he committed Nundcoomar to pri on, and he 

replied that he was not in to\ n and did not execut 

the warrant. The Colonel then proceed d to qu tion 

the Deputy Sheriff as follows :-
.r Q.-Did you 011 thi warrant com'mit IV! haraja Nund

eoomar to the jail of Calcutta? JJ 

1/ A .-1 did. tW 

" Q. - id you not ubs qucnt to that W:lrrant r c ive a. 

note from Mr. Justic L.eMaistre acquainting y'ou lhat it was 

his opinion that Maharaja Nund 'oomar should be ommilted 

to the common jail? 1/ 

"A.- On re eiving the warrant from Mr. Justice LcMai tr> 

and Mr. Just ice Hyde . . which ha now heen read , I wa going 
to orde~ it t be put into e cution, but Mr. Jarrett, attorney 

for Nundcoomar, expres ing a desire that he might, be sent 
to orne othe r pIa e than the common jail, and d livering it 

as his opinion that he might as properly b confin d in any 

other place, the' Judges took it und r consideration, and , in 
answer to Mr. Jarrelt's r que t, told him that th y were both 

• Secret lect Co'mmiLt'e's Proc., 8th May 1775, V I. II, (lage 367. 
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of opinion' he could be nowhere properly confined but in the 
common jail, but that for his sa isfaction they wou'd :sk the 
opinion of the Lord Chief.J ustice to whose house th y were 
then going. In consequence of thi I d tai ned Raja N und
coomar till I knew th e Lord Chief Justice's opinion, and soon 

after received a note signed by Mr. Justi ce Le Maistre, whi ch 
I b g I av to produce." 

II Upon consultation with the Lord Chief Justice, we are 
all clearly of opinion that th(' Sheriff ought to confine his 
prisoner in the common gaol upon this occasion." fto 

S. C. LEMAISTRE."* 

Francis then asked the Sheriff whether II he knew 

what conveniences or accommodation Nundcoomar. 

had in the jail," and th e Sh eriff repli ed-" He has a 

small room in which the Jailor used to sleep who 

removed his family on that account." The Deputy 

Sheriff added /I that it was without the ~rison gate and 

had no c0ll!m~nication with the other people in the 

jail."t A motion was then put by Francis and carri~d 

that" the heriff and his Deputy be directed t~ wait 

on the Chief Justice on the part of this Board and to 

. represent to him the situation of the Raja Nundcoomar, 

• Secret Select Committee's Pr c, 8th May 1775, Vol. II , page 368. 

t .. Genera l Clavering to the Deputy Sheriff-
Q.-lf it is without the gate. it i. not in the prison. 
A.-There are two gates to the prison. When I said it was detached fr m 

the place where felons and debtors were kept, ) did not mean tbat it WK ' not a 
pl).rt of the prison; tbC' ]ail<v's bouse is always consi8erc·d as a part of the 

jai l nnd adjoins it."-Secrct S~lect C" m",;!tee s Proc.
p 

8th Mny 1775. Vol. II, 
(Jagt 370. 
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• 
whose religion, as he hath informed this Board, obli s 

him to deny himself su tenan e in the p rticular cir

cumstances of his pres nt confinement, and to d sir 

that the Chief Justice will con sid r of granting the 

prisoner such relief as may be consistent ,ith the 

strict security of his person to answer to the harg s 

brought against him."· 

At t meeting of th Council next day, a 

1 tter was received from the Sheriff and Under-

h riff, stating that, in ob dience to the com

mands of the Board, they had waited on th 

Chief Jus tice, and laid the circumsta-n s before 

him; and that he in answer had desired them to inform 

the Board" that Raja Nund coomar was not commit

Ld by him, d that he has no authority to interf re 

in the affair, there being felony expressly charged in 

the warrant."t A letter was also receiv d from the 

Chief ' Justice, intimating to the Board-that b fore he 

had received their m ssage he "had be .n informed 

that Nundcoomar had on account of his religion refus

ed to take sustenance, and that he had imm ed iately sent • his munshy to him to acquaint him tha t he had ~iven 

strict orders to the keeper of th prison that his con

finement should in every respect be made as asy as 

• Secret Select ComOmitlee'. Proc., th May '7'5, Vol. II , page 371. 

t Dilto ditto 9th May 1775, Vol. 11, page 373. 
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• 
possible to him, and to kflOW from him \ .. :hence his 

scruples aros.e. The answer returned to me wa -that 
he could not eat 'itOI' drink £12 a rpom where Clzr£sttcms 

or Mussulmal2s had been. I thought it not proper to 

ref~r his case to the Judges who committed him mere

lyon his sugg stion, and to ascertain the fac s I sent 

for the pundits, who are the keepers of the consciencl's 

and oraCles of the Gentoos." The pun~ts statt'd 

" that it is no e:lsy matter to lose caste. A Bnlhmin 

must eat eight times of the meal of a Mussulman 

before he can lose his caste." ( Th Pundits also in

form d the Chief Justice that th y were " u'~animously 
of opinion that if a straw shed was built in the inside 

of the prison-yard separate from a ny house, the Maha

raja after a month's confinement woul~ be obliged to 

pay ~ 12 or thereabouts for the purpose of feasting 

the pundits ' and Brahmins." Impey pointed out that 

should the claim of Nundcoomar be allowed" it 'would 

be a very hea y burden to the Sh riff should he be 

obliged to provide s parate hous s for each Brahmin 

. whom it might be necessary to confinel, and much 

more so to provide a sufficient number of officers to 

surround these hous s to prevent . sea pes. Many 

Brahmins are now in the common gaol. M n of higher 

caste than the Maharaja haye been confined there. 

None of them hav lost th ir cast, a <.i this is the first 

complaint or t'n kind." The Chief ~ ustice also sug-
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g csted that the Judges and not the Coun il were the 

proper persons to whom Nundcoomar ought to have 

applied. "J am happy.in th is in lance that the Board 

has-given me an opportunity of vindicating the Judges 

from any surmise of rigor or , ant of humanity j but 

must make it my request that the Ma haraja may b 

acquainted by the Board that if he has any further 

applicat~on to make for reli f that h mu t addr 

himsel f immediately to the Judges, who will give all 

due attention to his rt'pr s ntations, for, should h 

'continue .to address himself to th Boud, that whid 

will and can only be obtained from prin ciples of justic t..: 

may have the appearancp. of being obtain d by the 

mans of influ ence and authority, tht' p uli r turn of 

mind of the Illatives beincy to expect ev rything from 

power and little from justice. I kn w! hall b par

doned the ob ervation, being clearly convince.cl that 

. the Board would be as cautious in furni shing gro unds 

for, as the Judges can be jealous of, incurring the illl 

putation." · 

The '&>ard repli ed to lmpey's I Her as follows: 

"As the Gov rnm nt of the country is vested in us, 

we consider the nati ves of it as the immediat obj cts 

of our care and protection. Having received that peti

tion from Maharaja undcoomar, of which we had the 

p 
• Secre~ Select Committee's Proc., 9th May '775, Vol. II , page 375. 
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honour to send you an extract, we thought ourselves 

bound, not only by our official duty, but by the obvious 

dictates of humanity, to communicate it as 500n as 

possible to you. But in order to prevent that d ep

tion which you conceive we lay under, we e · amined 

the Sheriff and Deputy Sheriff with re'ip&t to the cir

cumstances of the Raja's confinement, and afterwards 

put questions to the per~uns who act as Premdent of 

the Caste Cutcherry in tbis city, by all which we 

are confirmed in thinking that the facts represented 

by Raja Nundcoomar were true, and. that his refusal 

to take sust enance was found ed on a sincere religious 

·prejudice. / We cannot refuse to receive any petition s 

presented to us, and if they relate to the administra

tion of justice we conceive we are bound by our duty 

to communic,ate them to the Judges."· I mpey an-. 

swercd that" he did not question the authority of th e 

Board in receiving petitions, but that he carefully re

stricted what he said to the individual prisoner. I d~d 

. not d sire his petitions should not be re ceived, but 

when received, if th y were to require;\O hing from 

the Judges of the Court, that the answer given to the 

petitions should be that he must apply himself directly 

to the Judge. This I did to avoid the imputation I 

there alluded to, which would be equally derogatory 

to the character of <the Council as that of th e Judges: 

;0 Secret Select Committee's Proc., 9th May '775, Vol. 11, page 377. 
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The partieular reason which' call d upon me 1\1 this 

case to make that requisition was the reports publicly 

circulated in this town that, if the Judges could not be 

prevailed upon to rel,ea se the Maharaja he \\ould be 

delivered by force. These reports I knew to b 

groundies j but was apprehensive of the ff cts of 

their gaining credit, especially in the infant tate of 

the court, before its authority is sufficiently understood 

or estab ished. It i. not sufficient tha t Courts of 

Justice act indep ndently; it is necessary for the good 

governm nt of a country that they should be believ d 

and known to be above all inAuence."· 

The Council answered that the reports mention d , 

by the Chief Justice were wholly untrue, and encIo d 

an affidavit in which they denied that th y ev ' r 

entertained an intention to release Nundcoomar by 

force. Hastings declined to sign the affidavit, deeming 

it was unnecessary, but decl a red his 1/ entir convi

tion and assurance that no Member of the Board ev r 

conceived an intention of using force for the rel ea e 

of Maharaja Nundcoomar from his imprisonm nt."t 
On "the l8th of June the trial of Nundcoomar 

began before the Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Cham

bers, Mr. Justice LeMaistre, Mr. J ustice Hyd c: , 

• Sir James FitzJames Stephe~ writes ,_" 1 have not found the answer 
made by the Counell , 0 tqjs letter,"-S{Q"Y of Nuntfcoomar, paKe 99, 

t Secret Sekct Committee', Proc , ,6th May '775, Vol. 11, I'~go 378. 
, K 
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and a Jury consisting of the most respectable 

European inhabitants, some of whom had been long 

resident in the country and some born in it.· The 

prisoner had the privilege of challenging twenty 

on the panel, and exercised it in the cases of eighteen, 

reading their names out from a paper in his hand. 

Mr. Durham was counsel for the ert>wn, and Mr. 

Farrer, the ablest advocate at the bar, for the defence. 

After a trial which lasted. continuously for seven days 

a verdict of guilty was returned. A week after the 

verdict, a motion in arrest of judgment was made by 

Farrer bdore the full bench, but refused, and s nt nce 

of death was passed. Farrer then got his junior to 

present to the Court a petition for leave to appeal, but 

. this was also rej ected, because'it did not contain an 

specific reasons why an appeal should be allowed. 

The next step he took in his client's favour was to pre

pare a petition to the Judges for the signature of the 

Jury praying for a respite, but only one Juryman con-. 

sen ted to sign it. Undaunted by want of success 

Farrer prepared another petition, which was addressed 
( 

• Macaulay states: "Nundcoomar was brought hefore Sir Elijah Im.p,y 
and a jury composed of Englishmen." Macaulay could nev.er have read the 
trial , or he would hav.e known that Nundcoomar was tried before Sir E:ijah 
Itnpey and three other Judges, which makes a v.ery material difrerence in 
forming an estimate of the case. Mr. Elijah Impey pointed out his fact in 
th Memoirs of his father, but Macaulay had not the generosity to correct 
tbe error into which He was led by Mill. Meriv.ale ~ 50 makes no mention of 
Nundcoomar having been tried by four Judges. 
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by Nundc60mar to the Governor General in Council, 

and he suggested that the Council should endor e this 

petitiorr to the Court. But General Claverina and 

Colonel Monson refused to entertain the idea, the 

General assigning as a reason that" it had no relation 

whatever to the public concerns of the country, which 

alone he was sent out to transact, and that he would 

not make any application in favour of a man who had 
• been found guilty of forgery, nor ind ed did he thi1lk 

it would do any good." The day before he forwarded 

his petition to the Go rn or General in Council Nund

coomar had sent a most piteous letter to Francis. 

H~ wrote : If All my hopes under God Almig hty is in 

you, therefore mo t humbly entreat, in the name of 

God, you wi ll be pleased to intercede for me and pro-
• 

cure a respite till His Most Gracious Maje ty's 

pleasure is known." H e added: It As J' entir ly rely 

on your Worship's endeavour to do me all the good 

you can, I shall not, according to the opinion ()f the 

Hindoos, accuse you in the day of judgment of 

neglecting to assist me in the xtremity I am now • • 

in," But Francis took no steps to save the life of his 

suppliant, and on the 5th August t 775 Nund oomar 

was hanged • 

• II But whilst he (Hasting') was exposing to publicity lIJundcoomar', 
Infamies and giving proof of mOlt of t""m, or inde d 01 all, it came out that 
this man u ed to forge b~1I of exchange und r the hands and eal of eminent 
men, and that, after having imitated their seals exactly, be kept them at borne 

K ~ 



132 TliE ADMINISTRATION OF WARREN HASTINGS. 

At a meeting of the Council held on the 14th 

of August, General Clavering informed the Board 
I'that on the 4th of the month a perso calling . 
himself a servant of Nundcoomar caflile to his 

house and sent an open paper to him. As I 

in)agined that the paper might contain sOl(le re

quest that I should take some steps to intercede 

for him, and being resolved not to make any ap-
e-

plication whatever in his favour, I left the paper cn . 

mv table until the 6th, which was the day after his . -
execution, when I ordered it to be transla ted by my 

inlerpreter. As it appears to me that this paper con· 

t ains several circumstances whii:h it may be proper for 

the Court of Directors and H er Majesty's Ministers 

ready at all times for manufacturing, as occasion require: ', bills of exchange 
and bonds in anyone's name and hand to be hereafter pro4uced at his plea
sure, by which ini~uitous practice he used to keep everyone in awe of his dis
pleasure ; amongst these pieces of this manufactory he had forged an obliga
tion bond in favour of Bolakee Dass, a banker, at all times of much credit, but 
who had acquired a great name in Mir Callen-ghan's time : he \oJad presented 
it to the Company's cash-keeper and had received the full amount, which he 

had kept to himself ." - • • • • Nevertheless, the Gene-
• ral's protection hav:ng proved of no avail against crim<!~ that had been fully 

ascertained, Nundcoomar underwent his se-ntence in the rna net stated, and 
on the seventeenth of Jemade of the year one thousand one hIMdred and 
eighty.nine he was drawn up and hanged by the neck. His money and effects 
were registered and then delivered to his son Raja Goordass. They say that 
the whole amounted to fifty-two lakhs of money, and full as much mure in 
effects and other property in his possession. Amongst other st nge things 
found in his house there came out a small cnsl'et containing the forged seals 
of a number of perso1'ls of l.'Iistinction. In consequence of tb is discovery his 
malicious acts were dragged to open light, and th_y lnet wilh what they well 
deserved."-Sair-ul-Mutakrrill. 
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. 
to be acquainted \ ith, I have brou~ht it , ith me her , 

and desire that the Board will instruct me hat I am 

to do with il."~ I t was resolved after some discussion 

that the paper d livereu by the servant of Nundcoomar 

to General Clavering be produced and read. 

At a meeting of the Council held on the 16th 

August II the Persian Translator sent in a correct tran • 

lation of. the document," and Hasting moved that as 

it Ir contained expressions reflecting on the characc r 

of the Chief Justice and Judg s of the Supreme Court, 

a copy might be sent to them." 
/I MR. FRANCIS.-I think that our s nding a copy of the 

Raja Nundcoomar's addre' t o thi Board tothe Chief Justi 

and the Judges would be giving it much more weight th n it 
deserves. I consider the insinuations contained in it again t 
them as wholl~ unsupported and of a lib Ilous nature, and, 
if [ am not irregular, in this plact' I would move that ord rs 
should be gi cn to the 'he riff to cause the ' original to be 

burnt publicly by th e hands of the common hangman." 

"MR. BARWELL.-I have no obj ctions to the paper 
being burnt by the hands of the common hangman, bul I 
would deliv r it to the Judges agre ably to the Governor' 

proposition. lit 

"COLONEL MONSON.-I differ with Mr. Barwell in 

oplDlOn . I think this Board cannot communicate the letter 
to the J udges; if they did, I think they might be liable to a 
prosecution for a libel i tll e paper I deem to have a libellous 

tendency, and the assertion contained jn it are unsupport d. 
I agree with Mr. F'rancis in opinion that the paper should be . 

• Secret Select Commi ttee's Proe., 14th August 1775, Vol. II, page 412 
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burnt under the inspection of the Sheriff by the ilands of the 

common hangman." . 

(/ GENERAL CLAVER1NG.-I totally disapprove of sending 
to the Judges the pap r, agreeably to the Governor General's 
proposition, because I think it might make the members of 
the Board who sent it liable to a prosecution, and therefore 
llgree with Mr. Francis that it should be liv('red to the 
Sheriff to be burnt by the hands of the common hangman./) 

"THE GOVERNOR GENERAL.-I should have no objection 
e-

t o any act which should publish to the world the sense which 
this Board entertain of the paper in question, but it does not 
appear to me that such an effect will be produced by Mr. 
Francis's motion. The inhabitants of this settlement form 
but a very small class of that collective body commonly 
ul,derstood by that expression of the word. The petition 
itself stands upon our records, through which it will find its 
way to the Court of Directors, to His Majesty's Ministers, 
and in all probability will become public to tfie whole people 

of Britain. I do not however objf'ct to the motion of its 
being burnt." 

"1he Board do not agree to the motion for sending a 
copy of the address of Maharaja Nundcoomar to the Judges, 
but resolve that ord ers be sent to the Sheriff, with the 

. original letter, to cause it to be burnt publicly by the hands 
of th e common hangman, in a proper place for ( hat purpose, 
on Monday nex.t, declaring it to be a libe!''' 

(I MR. FRANCIS.- I beg leave to observe that by the same 
channel through ' which the Court of Directors and His 
Majesty's Ministers or the nation might be informed of the 
contents of the p~per, in question, they must also be informed 
of the reception it had met with, and t~e sentence passed 
upon it by this Board. I therefore hope that its being de-
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stroyed in th~'rnanner propo d will b suffi ient to clear the 
characters of the Judges, so far as th y appear to be attacked 
in that paper ; and to prevent any po ibility of th imputa
tion indirectly t hrown on the Judges from ext nding b yond 
this Board, I move that the entry of the addr ss from Raja 
Nund coomar entered on our proceedings of Monday last be 
expunged."* 

The Judges addressed the following letter to the 
Board :--; 

To 

The Hon'ble WARREN HASTI W:S, GovertlOr Gcncral, 

and tile Gentlemen of the COlweil. 

II HON'BLE SIR AND SIRS,-A paper containing a fal e, 

scandalous, and malicious charge against the Judges of 
the Supreme Court, produced at your Board, having 
be n by you "declared a libel, and order d to b 
burned by the hands of the common hangman, we r turn 
you our thanks for having show n so du"e a sense o( 
this outrage to public justice; but. a we must be interested 
as well in the minute introducing and condemning th paper, 
as in th e paper itself, we find ours Iv s obliged to d sir that 
you will furnish us with a copy of the libel, and of such 
minutes "\Vhic~ relate to it, as stand on your Consultations, and 
must therefor!: be conveyt'd to England, that we may judge 
whether they contain any matters necessary for us to take 

notice of. 
"Knowing the satisfaction His Majesty and his Ministers, 

as well as the Hop'ble Ea t India Company, who were 
deeply interested ' in the due administration of justice, must 
. . 

• Secret Select Committee's Proc .• 16th August 1775. Vol. II. page 413. 
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receive from the high reputation wbi h the -Supreme Court 
has acquired in t~is country, \'e thought we 0 v d it to our
selves and the State to transmit to you the enclo ed papers 
that they may stand recorded on your Con sultation, which 
""e think peculiarly proper at this time, as by promulgating 
the universal sense of this s ttlement in relation to our con
duct, they are a direct and public refutatio of th libel, and 
corroborate such of your minutes as tend to vindicate our 

rt:putations."* 

1/ ::l8th August 1775." 

r 
"We are, 

Hon'Lle Sir and Sirs, 

Your obedient humble Servan s, 

E.IMPEY. 

ROBT. CHAMBERS. 

S. C. LI.!MAJ TRE. 

JOHN. HYDE." 

The papers which the Judges enclosed were no 

doubt the addresses pres nted to them ~pproving of 

their conduct. Th e first was by the Grand 1 ury to 

I rppey individually j th e second, also addressed to 

1 mpey personally, was by the free merchants, free 

mariners and other inhabitants of the town of Ca lcutta, 

• S cret Select Committee's Proc., 4th September 1'775, Vol. II, page 414. 
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and was slgried by eighty-four Europeans. - A third 

address to all the Judges was signed by forty-tbr e 

Armenians, and a fourlh was signed by about a hundred 

leading natives of Calcutta and the neibhbourhood. 

Francis objected to the addt esses being entered 

"because th e libel to whi ch the papers are said to 

c::ontain a direct and lJublic r futation has be n 

punged, J he original burnt, and I do not belie e a copy 

of it now exists.t His Majesty's Minis ters and the 

• Mr. Beveridge states eight were memb~rs of the Jury. 
II These addresses jar 011 tbe sentiment which condl'mns the praise of p r. 

sons in power during their actual tenure of it i but I am by no means sur 
that they do not represent the actual state of feeling, both European and Nath'o 
in Calcutta at that time. That they represent European feeling there is no 
reason to doubt. The Europeans were quite independent of the Court, nnd 
not long afterwards bitterly attacked it An address by natives is always 
open to suspicion, .but the Council had at that time far greater inOu nce OY r 
tbe natives tban the Court, which indeed had none."-Story of Nundcooma1', 
by Sir 'james Fit.'jatllcs Stephen, Vol .. "II' I , page 238. 

t Francis vas mistaken. Impey produced it and rea it in his deCenc • 
H e said that Hastings II thought it no more than common justice to the Judges 
to give it to me, and as it was in the Secret Depurtmp.nt of the GOY rnment, 
he delivered it to me under an oath of secrecy not to disc!.>: i in Indin 
except to the Judges. Except to them it has not been disclosed to this d ! 
when it i called forth by necessity for my defence."-StoIY of Ntmdcoottlor, 

by Sir 'james Fi 'james Stephen, Volu me II, page 95· 
A facs' ile 0 the petition is printed in Impey's Memoirs, page 4'7. The 

petition states :-" For the fault of representing at this time a just fact which 
for tbe interest of tbe King and the relief of the people I in a small degree 
made known, many English gentlemen have b come my enemies; and, having 
no other means to conceal their own actions, deeming my destruction of the 
utmost expediency for themselvet, revil/ed an old affair of Mohun Pursaud'. 
wbich had formerly been repeatedly fo und to be false, aDd the Governor. 
knowing Mobun Pursatfd to be a ootonol<. liar, turned him oul of his ho.use, 
and themselves becomtng his aiders and abettors, and Lord Impey a nd the 
other Justices bave tried me by the English laws which are contrary to the 
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Hon'ble East India Company should be informed of 

the high reputation which the Supreme COl-\rt has 

acquired in this country." It was resolved by the 

majority "that the enclosures in the letter from the 

Supreme Court be not inserted on the records of the 

Board," and" that the Judges be not J.urnished with 

copies of the minutes upon the libel." A few months 

after Francis had borne ~v idence as fo ~e high 

reputation which the Supreme Court had acquired 

in the country, and had moved that the petition of 

Nundcoomor be burnt on ac coun of its being a l'bel 

on the Court, he began to make insinuations against 

the integrity of the Judges. In the C6nsultation of 

the 25th January wiB be found a minute signed by 

Clavering, Monson and Francis, but evigently written 

by the last, in which occur the following remarks :-
1/ After the 'death of Nundcoomar, the Governor, I believe, 

is well assured that no man who regards his own safety will 

venture to stand forth as his accu er. On a subject of this 

customs of this country, in which there was never any sur.h admin istration of 
• jn.tice before j and taking the evidence of my enemies in proof of my crime 

have condemned me to death. But by my death thl! Ki ng's justice will let the 
actions of no person remain concea led , and now that the hour of 'death ap
proaches I shall not for the sake of this world btl regardless of the next, bnt 
represent the truth to the gentlemen of the Council. The forgery of the bond, 
of which I am accused, never proceeded from me. Many principal pcople of 
this country, who were acquaint d with my honesty, frequently requested of 
the Judges to suspend my execution till the KIng's pleasure should be known, 
but this they refused,- and,. un ju tly take away my ~i{e. For God's sake, 
g ntlemen of the Council, you who are just, and whose words are truth, let 
me not undergo this injury, but wait the King's pleasure. If I am simply put 
t o death I will with my family demand justice in the next life." 
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delicate natur it becomes u to leav every honest man to 
his reA ctions. It ought to be made ~nown, howev r, t the 
English nation that the forgery of which th Raja was ac
cused mu t have been committed several y ar ago; that in 
the interim he had been protect .d and mploy d by Mr. Ha -
ting ' ; that his son was appoi nt d to on of th fir't office 
in the Nab b's hou ehold with a alary of one lakh of rUI ee , 
aod that the accusation which ended in his d struction was 
not produced until he came forward and brought a pecific 
charge a inst the Governor of corruption in hi office. If 
Mr. Hastings had been careful of his own honour, we think he 
would not have appeared himself as the pro cutor of hi 
accuser, and that he would have xerted his influence with 
Mohun Persaud to suspend the other pro ecution until he had 

roved the falsehood of the charges brought against him If 
by Nundcoomar. As things are now circumstanced th world 
may perhaps conclude that this man was too formidable a 
witness to be uffered to appear, and that an y d gr e of 
odium or suspicions which the violent m asures tak n to de
stroy him might throw on the Governor' s char der, was not 
to be weig~ted against the danger of his proving the truth of 
hi accusations.iI" 

Hastings, as his correspond nee with the Court of 

Directors clearly proves, nJade use of the services of • Nundc omar because he was commanded to do so by 
the Court of Directors, and he em ployed his son for 

the same reason. His prosecution of Nundcoomar for 

conspiracy was an act of legitimate self-defence, and 

• Secret Select C mittee', Proc., 25t.P January 1116, Vol. II, p~ge 476. 
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it would have been an act of doubtful prop·riety for the 

Governor of a province to have used his influence to 

suspend the prosecution of a crimanal charge. It is 

extremely probable, as Francis stated, that if Nund

coomar " had never stood forth in politics his other 

offences would not have hurt him." f he had not 

attacked Mohun Persaud before the majority, who he 

believed were supreme i!' the state, MoDuo. Persaud 

might never have pressed the charge of forgery. But 

if the evidence of Farrer is trustworthy,· and it is the 

evidence of a hostile witness who was the advocate of 

Nundcoomar and a close fri end of Francis, the crimI

nal proceeding grew naturally out of the prev ious civil 

suit. There has never been produced a particle of evi . 

dence to connect Hastings with the forgery suit, but 

on the other hand we have his own solemn a senion 

t.hat he had 'neither prompted nor encouraged it. He 

stated :-" I have declared on oath before the Supreme 

Court of ] ustice that I neither advised nor encouraged 

the prosecution of Maharaja Nundcoomar .. It would 

have ill ·become the first Magistrate in the S ttfement to 

have employed his influence either to promote 'or dis

suade it."t For the death of Nundcoomar Ha tinCTS ::. 

• Mr. Beveridge gives reasons for questioning Farrer's memory, but it 
seems highly improbab le that an advocate who played so leading a part in so 
important a case shoum forget the circumstances connected with it. 

t The motives of d~lica~y which Ha.tings avem:d lIe felt on the subject 
were wholll beyond the conception of Francis. To 'lim it was only natural 
that Hastings should lise his influence against Nundcoomar, because Francis 


