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London, Friday, June 10, 1853

Telegraphic dispatches from Vienna announce that the pacific
solution of the Turkish, Sardinian and Swiss questions, is regarded
there as a certainty.

Last night the debate on India was continued in the House of
Commons, in the usual dull manner. Mr. Blackett charged the
statements of Sir Charles Wood and Sir J. Hogg with bearing the
stamp of optimist falsehood. A lot of Ministerial and Directorial
advocates rebuked the charge as well as they could, and the
inevitable Mr. Hume summed up by calling on Ministers to
withdraw their bill. Debate adjourned.

Hindostan is an Italy of Asiatic dimensions, the Himalayas for the
Alps, the Plains of Bengal for the Plains of Lombardy, the Deccan
for the Apennines, and the Isle of Ceylon for the Island of Sicily.
The same rich variety in the products of the soil, and the same
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dismemberment in the political configuration. Just as Italy has,
from time to time, been compressed by the conqueror’s sword into
different national masses, so do we find Hindostan, when not under
the pressure of the Mohammedan, or the Mogul®®, or the Briton,
dissolved into as many independent and conflicting States as it
numbered towns, or even villages. Yet, in a social point of view,
Hindostan is not the Italy, but the Ireland of the East. And this
strange combination of Italy and of Ireland, of a world of
voluptuousness and of a world of woes, is anticipated in the
ancient traditions of the religion of Hindostan. That religion is at
once a religion of sensualist exuberance, and a religion of self-
torturing asceticism; a religion of the Lingam and of the

juggernaut; the religion of the Monk, and of the Bayadere.2%!

| share not the opinion of those who believe in a golden age of
Hindostan, without recurring, however, like Sir Charles Wood, for
the confirmation of my view, to the authority of Khuli-Khan. But
take, for example, the times of Aurangzeb; or the epoch, when the
Mogul appeared in the North, and the Portuguese in the South; or
the age of Mohammedan invasion, and of the Heptarchy in
Southern Indial2®: or, if you will, go still more back to antiquity,
take the mythological chronology of the Brahman himself, who
places the commencement of Indian misery in an epoch even more
remote than the Christian creation of the world.

There cannot, however, remain any doubt but that the misery
inflicted by the British on Hindostan is of an essentially different
and infinitely more intensive kind than all Hindostan had to suffer
before. 1 do not allude to European despotism, planted upon
Asiatic despotism, by the British East India Company, forming a
more monstrous combination than any of the divine monsters
startling us in the Temple of Salsette®®d. This is no distinctive
feature of British Colonial rule, but only an imitation of the Dutch,
and so much so that in order to characterise the working of the

British East India Company, it is sufficient to literally repeat what

3


https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1853/06/25.htm#104
https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1853/06/25.htm#105
https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1853/06/25.htm#106
https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1853/06/25.htm#107

Sir Stamford Raffles, the English Governor of Java, said of the old
Dutch East India Company:

“The Dutch Company, actuated solely by the spirit of gain, and
viewing their [Javan] subjects, with less regard or consideration
than a West India planter formerly viewed a gang upon his estate,
because the latter had paid the purchase money of human property,
which the other had not, employed all the existing machinery of
despotism to squeeze from the people their utmost mite of
contribution, the last dregs of their labor, and thus aggravated the
evils of a capricious and semi-barbarous Government, by working
it with all the practised ingenuity of politicians, and all the
monopolizing selfishness of traders.”

All the civil wars, invasions, revolutions, conquests, famines,
strangely complex, rapid, and destructive as the successive action
in Hindostan may appear, did not go deeper than its surface.
England has broken down the entire framework of Indian society,
without any symptoms of reconstitution yet appearing. This loss of
his old world, with no gain of a new one, imparts a particular kind
of melancholy to the present misery of the Hindoo, and separates
Hindostan, ruled by Britain, from all its ancient traditions, and
from the whole of its past history.

There have been in Asia, generally, from immemorial times, but
three departments of Government; that of Finance, or the plunder
of the interior; that of War, or the plunder of the exterior; and,
finally, the department of Public Works. Climate and territorial
conditions, especially the vast tracts of desert, extending from the
Sahara, through Arabia, Persia, India, and Tartary, to the most
elevated Asiatic highlands, constituted artificial irrigation by
canals and water-works the basis of Oriental agriculture. As in
Egypt and India, inundations are used for fertilizing the soil in
Mesopotamia, Persia, &c.; advantage is taken of a high level for
feeding irrigative canals. This prime necessity of an economical
and common use of water, which, in the Occident, drove private
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enterprise to voluntary association, as in Flanders and Italy,
necessitated, in the Orient where civilization was too low and the
territorial extent too vast to call into life voluntary association, the
interference of the centralizing power of Government. Hence an
economical function devolved upon all Asiatic Governments, the
function of providing public works. This artificial fertilization of
the soil, dependent on a Central Government, and immediately
decaying with the neglect of irrigation and drainage, explains the
otherwise strange fact that we now find whole territories barren
and desert that were once brilliantly cultivated, as Palmyra, Petra,
the ruins in Yemen, and large provinces of Egypt, Persia, and
Hindostan; it also explains how a single war of devastation has
been able to depopulate a country for centuries, and to strip it of all
its civilization.

Now, the British in East India accepted from their predecessors the
department of finance and of war, but they have neglected entirely
that of public works. Hence the deterioration of an agriculture
which is not capable of being conducted on the British principle of
free competition, of laissez-faire and laissez-aller. But in Asiatic
empires we are quite accustomed to see agriculture deteriorating
under one government and reviving again under some other
government. There the harvests correspond to good or bad
government, as they change in Europe with good or bad seasons.
Thus the oppression and neglect of agriculture, bad as it is, could
not be looked upon as the final blow dealt to Indian society by the
British intruder, had it not been attended by a circumstance of quite
different importance, a novelty in the annals of the whole Asiatic
world. However changing the political aspect of India’s past must
appear, its social condition has remained unaltered since its
remotest antiquity, until the first decennium of the 19th century.
The hand-loom and the spinning-wheel, producing their regular
myriads of spinners and weavers, were the pivots of the structure
of that society. From immemorial times, Europe received the
admirable textures of Indian labor, sending in return for them her
precious metals, and furnishing thereby his material to the
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goldsmith, that indispensable member of Indian society, whose
love of finery is so great that even the lowest class, those who go
about nearly naked, have commonly a pair of golden ear-rings and
a gold ornament of some kind hung round their necks. Rings on the
fingers and toes have also been common. Women as well as
children frequently wore massive bracelets and anklets of gold or
silver, and statuettes of divinities in gold and silver were met with
in the households. It was the British intruder who broke up the
Indian hand-loom and destroyed the spinning-wheel. England
began with driving the Indian cottons from the European market; it
then introduced twist into Hindostan, and in the end inundated the
very mother country of cotton with cottons. From 1818 to 1836 the
export of twist from Great Britain to India rose in the proportion of
1 to 5,200. In 1824 the export of British muslins to India hardly
amounted to 1,000,000 yards, while in 1837 it surpassed
64,000,000 of yards. But at the same time the population of Dacca
decreased from 150,000 inhabitants to 20,000. This decline of
Indian towns celebrated for their fabrics was by no means the
worst consequence. British steam and science uprooted, over the
whole surface of Hindostan, the union between agriculture and
manufacturing industry.

These two circumstances — the Hindoo, on the one hand, leaving,
like all Oriental peoples, to the Central Government the care of the
great public works, the prime condition of his agriculture and
commerce, dispersed, on the other hand, over the surface of the
country, and agglomerated in small centers by the domestic union
of agricultural and manufacturing pursuits — these two
circumstances had brought about, since the remotest times, a social
system of particular features — the so-called village system, which
gave to each of these small unions their independent organization
and distinct life. The peculiar character of this system may be
judged from the following description, contained in an old official
report of the British House of Commons on Indian affairs:



“A village, geographically considered, is a tract of country
comprising some hundred or thousand acres of arable and waste
lands; politically viewed it resembles a corporation or township. Its
proper establishment of officers and servants consists of the
following descriptions: The potail, or head inhabitant, who has
generally the superintendence of the affairs of the village, settles
the disputes of the inhabitants attends to the police, and performs
the duty of collecting the revenue within his village, a duty which
his personal influence and minute acquaintance with the situation
and concerns of the people render him the best qualified for this
charge. The kurnum keeps the accounts of cultivation, and registers
everything connected with it. The tallier and the totie, the duty of
the former of which consists [...] in gaining information of crimes
and offenses, and in escorting and protecting persons travelling
from one village to another; the province of the latter appearing to
be more immediately confined to the village, consisting, among
other duties, in guarding the crops and assisting in measuring them.
The boundary-man, who preserves the limits of the village, or
gives evidence respecting them in cases of dispute. The
Superintendent of Tanks and Watercourses distributes the water
[...] for the purposes of agriculture. The Brahmin, who performs
the village worship. The schoolmaster, who is seen teaching the
children in a village to read and write in the sand. The calendar-
brahmin, or astrologer, etc. These officers and servants generally
constitute the establishment of a village; but in some parts of the
country it is of less extent, some of the duties and functions above
described being united in the same person; in others it exceeds the
above-named number of individuals. [...] Under this simple form
of municipal government, the inhabitants of the country have lived
from time immemorial. The boundaries of the villages have been
but seldom altered; and though the villages themselves have been
sometimes injured, and even desolated by war, famine or disease,
the same name, the same limits, the same interests, and even the
same families have continued for ages. The inhabitants gave
themselves no trouble about the breaking up and divisions of
kingdoms; while the village remains entire, they care not to what
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power it is transferred, or to what sovereign it devolves; its internal
economy remains unchanged. The potail is still the head
inhabitant, and still acts as the petty judge or magistrate, and
collector or renter of the village.”

These small stereotype forms of social organism have been to the
greater part dissolved, and are disappearing, not so much through
the brutal interference of the British tax-gatherer and the British
soldier, as to the working of English steam and English free trade.
Those family-communities were based on domestic industry, in
that peculiar combination of hand-weaving, hands-spinning and
hand-tilling agriculture which gave them self-supporting power.
English interference having placed the spinner in Lancashire and
the weaver in Bengal, or sweeping away both Hindoo spinner and
weaver, dissolved these small semi-barbarian, semi-civilized
communities, by blowing up their economical basis, and thus
produced the greatest, and to speak the truth, the only social
revolution ever heard of in Asia.

Now, sickening as it must be to human feeling to witness those
myriads of industrious patriarchal and inoffensive social
organizations disorganized and dissolved into their units, thrown
into a sea of woes, and their individual members losing at the same
time their ancient form of civilization, and their hereditary means
of subsistence, we must not forget that these idyllic village-
communities, inoffensive though they may appear, had always
been the solid foundation of Oriental despotism, that they
restrained the human mind within the smallest possible compass,
making it the unresisting tool of superstition, enslaving it beneath
traditional rules, depriving it of all grandeur and historical
energies. We must not forget the barbarian egotism which,
concentrating on some miserable patch of land, had quietly
witnessed the ruin of empires, the perpetration of unspeakable
cruelties, the massacre of the population of large towns, with no
other consideration bestowed upon them than on natural events,
itself the helpless prey of any aggressor who deigned to notice it at

8



all. We must not forget that this undignified, stagnatory, and
vegetative life, that this passive sort of existence evoked on the
other part, in contradistinction, wild, aimless, unbounded forces of
destruction and rendered murder itself a religious rite in Hindostan.
We must not forget that these little communities were
contaminated by distinctions of caste and by slavery, that they
subjugated man to external circumstances instead of elevating man
the sovereign of circumstances, that they transformed a self-
developing social state into never changing natural destiny, and
thus brought about a brutalizing worship of nature, exhibiting its
degradation in the fact that man, the sovereign of nature, fell down
on his knees in adoration of Kanuman, the monkey, and Sabbala,
the cow.

England, it is true, in causing a social revolution in Hindostan, was
actuated only by the vilest interests, and was stupid in her manner
of enforcing them. But that is not the question. The question is, can
mankind fulfil its destiny without a fundamental revolution in the
social state of Asia? If not, whatever may have been the crimes of
England she was the unconscious tool of history in bringing about
that revolution.

Then, whatever bitterness the spectacle of the crumbling of an
ancient world may have for our personal feelings, we have the
right, in point of history, to exclaim with Goethe:

“Sollte these Qual uns quélen
Da sie unsre Lust vermehrt,

Hat nicht myriaden Seelen
Timur’s Herrschaft aufgezehrt?”

[“Should this torture then torment usSince it brings us greater
pleasure?Were not through the rule of Timur Souls devoured
without measure?”’]

[From Goethe’s “An Suleika”, Westostlicher Diwan]
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Karl Marx

Footnotes from MECW Volume 12

104 A reference to the rule in India, mainly in the north, of the
Mohammedan invaders who came from Central Asia, Afghanistan
and Persia. Early in the thirteenth century the Delhi Sultanate
became the bulwark of Moslem domination but at the end of the
fourteenth century it declined and was subsequently conquered by
the Moguls, new invaders of Turkish descent, who came to India
from the east of Central Asia in the early sixteenth century and in
1526 founded the Empire of the Great Moguls (named after the
ruling dynasty of the Empire) in Northern India. Contemporaries
regarded them as the direct descendants of the Mongol warriors of
Genghis Khan’s time, hence the name “Moguls”. In the mid-
seventeenth century the Mogul Empire included the greater part of
India and part of Afghanistan. Later on, however, the Empire
began to decline due to peasant rebellions, the growing resistance
of the Indian people to the Mohammedan conguerors and
increasing separatist tendencies. In the early half of the eighteenth
century the Empire of the Great Moguls practically ceased to exist.

105 Religion of the Lingam - the cult of the God Shiva,
particularly widespread among the southern Indian sect of the
Lingayat (from the word “linga” - the emblem of Shiva), a Hindu
sect which does not recognise distinctions of caste and rejects
fasts, sacrifices and pilgrimages.

Juggernaut (jagannath) — a title of Krishna, the eighth avatar of
Vishnu. The cult of juggernaut was marked by sumptuous ritual
and extreme religious fanaticism which manifested itself in the
self-torture and suicide of believers. On feast days some believers
threw themselves under the wheels of the chariot bearing the idol
of Vishnu-juggernaut.
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106 Heptarchy (government by seven rulers) — a term used by
English historiographers to describe the political system in
England from the sixth to eighth centuries, when the country was
divided into seven highly unstable Anglo-Saxon kingdoms, which,
in their turn, frequently split up and reunited. Marx uses this term
by analogy to describe the disunity of the Deccan (Central and
South India) before its conquest by the Mohammedans at the
beginning of the fourteenth century.

107 The island of Salsette, north of Bombay, was famous for its
109 Buddhist cave temples.
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Works of Karl Marx 1853

The Future Results of

British Rule in India

Written: on July 22, 1853.

Source: MECW Volume 12, p. 217;

First published: in the New-York Daily Tribune, August 8, 1853;
reprinted in the New-York Semi-

Weekly Tribune, No. 856, August 9, 1853.

Signed: Karl Marx.

London, Friday, July 22, 1853

| propose in this letter to conclude my observations on India.

How came it that English supremacy was established in India? The
paramount power of the Great Mogul was broken by the Mogul
Viceroys. The power of the Viceroys was broken by the Mahrattas.
The power of the Mahrattas was broken by the Afghans, and while
all were struggling against all, the Briton rushed in and was
enabled to subdue them all. A country not only divided between
Mahommedan and Hindoo, but between tribe and tribe, between
caste and caste; a society whose framework was based on a sort of
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equilibrium, resulting from a. general repulsion and constitutional
exclusiveness between all its members. Such a country and such a
society, were they not the predestined prey of conquest? If we
knew nothing of the past history of Hindostan, would there not be
the one great and incontestable fact, that even at this moment India
is held in English thraldom by an Indian army maintained at the
cost of India? India, then, could not escape the fate of being
conquered, and the whole of her past history, if it be anything, is
the history of the successive conquests she has undergone. Indian
society has no history at all, at least no known history. What we
call its history, is but the history of the successive intruders who
founded their empires on the passive basis of that unresisting and
unchanging society. The question, therefore, is not whether the
English had a right to conquer India, but whether we are to prefer
India conquered by the Turk, by the Persian, by the Russian, to
India conquered by the Briton.

England has to fulfill a double mission in India: one destructive,
the other regenerating the annihilation of old Asiatic society, and
the laying the material foundations of Western society in Asia.

Arabs, Turks, Tartars, Moguls, who had successively overrun
India, soon became Hindooized, the barbarian conquerors being,
by an eternal law of history, conquered themselves by the superior
civilization of their subjects. The British were the first conquerors
superior, and therefore, inaccessible to Hindoo civilization. They
destroyed it by breaking up the native communities, by uprooting
the native industry, and by levelling all that was great and elevated
in the native society. The historic pages of their rule in India report
hardly anything beyond that destruction. The work of regeneration
hardly transpires through a heap of ruins. Nevertheless it has
begun.

The political unity of India, more consolidated, and extending
farther than it ever did under the Great Moguls, was the first
condition of its regeneration. That unity, imposed by the British
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sword, will now be strengthened and perpetuated by the electric
telegraph. The native army, organized and trained by the British
drill-sergeant, was the sine qua non of Indian self-emancipation,
and of India ceasing to be the prey of the first foreign intruder. The
free press, introduced for the first time into Asiatic society, and
managed principally by the common offspring of Hindoos and
Europeans, is a new and powerful agent of reconstruction. The
Zemindari and Ryotwar themselves, abominable as they are,
involve two distinct forms of private property in land — the great
desideratum of Asiatic society. From the Indian natives, reluctantly
and sparingly educated at Calcutta, under English superintendence,
a fresh class is springing up, endowed with the requirements for
government and imbued with European science. Steam has brought
India into regular and rapid communication with Europe, has
connected its chief ports with those of the whole south-eastern
ocean, and has revindicated it from the isolated position which was
the prime law of its stagnation. The day is not far distant when, by
a combination of railways and steam-vessels, the distance between
England and India, measured by time, will be shortened to eight
days, and when that once fabulous country will thus be actually
annexed to the Western world.

The ruling classes of Great Britain have had, till now, but an
accidental, transitory and exceptional interest in the progress of
India. The aristocracy wanted to conquer it, the moneyocracy to
plunder it, and the millocracy to undersell it. But now the tables are
turned. The millocracy have discovered that the transformation of
India into a reproductive country has become of vital importance to
them, and that, to that end, it is necessary, above all, to gift her
with means of irrigation and of internal communication. They
intend now drawing a net of railroads over India. And they will do
it. The results must be inappreciable.

It is notorious that the productive powers of India are paralysed by
the utter want of means for conveying and exchanging its various
produce. Nowhere, more than in India, do we meet with social

14



destitution in the midst of natural plenty, for want of the means of
exchange. It was proved before a Committee of the British House
of Commons, which sat in 1848, that

“when grain was selling from 6/- to 8/- a quarter at Khandesh, it
was sold at 64/ to 70/- at Poona, where the people were dying in
the streets of famine, without the possibility of gaining supplies
from Khandesh, because the clay-roads were impracticable.”

The introduction of railroads may be easily made to subserve
agricultural purposes by the formation of tanks, where ground is
required for embankment, and by the conveyance of water along
the different lines. Thus irrigation, the sine qua non of farming in
the East, might be greatly extended, and the frequently recurring
local famines, arising from the want of water, would be averted.
The general importance of railways, viewed under this head, must
become evident, when we remember that irrigated lands, even in
the districts near Ghauts, pay three times as much in taxes, afford
ten or twelve times as much employment, and yield twelve or
fifteen times as much profit, as the same area without irrigation.

Railways will afford the means of diminishing the amount and the
cost of the military establishments. Col. Warren, Town Major of
the Fort St. William, stated before a Select Committee of the
House of Commons:

“The practicability of receiving intelligence from distant parts of
the country, in as many hours as at present it requires days and
even weeks, and of sending instructions, with troops and stores, in
the more brief period, are considerations which cannot be too
highly estimated. Troops could be kept at more distant and
healthier stations than at present, and much loss of life from
sickness would by this means be spared. Stores could not to the
same extent he required at the various depots, and. the loss by
decay, and the destruction incidental to the climate, would also be
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avoided. The number of troops might be diminished in direct
proportion to their effectiveness.”

We know that the municipal organization and the economical basis
of the village communities has been broken up, but their worst
feature, the dissolution of society into stereotype and disconnected
atoms, has survived their vitality. The village isolation produced
the absence of roads in India, and the absence of roads perpetuated
the village isolation. On this plan a community existed with a
given scale of low conveniences, almost without intercourse with
other villages, without the desires and efforts indispensable to
social advance. The British having broken up this self-sufficient
inertia of the villages, railways will provide the new want of
communication and intercourse. Besides,

“one of the effects of the railway system will he to bring into every
village affected by it such knowledge of the contrivances and
appliances of other countries, and such means of obtaining them,
as will first put the hereditary and stipendiary village artisanship of
India to full proof of its capabilities, and then supply its defects.”
(Chapman, The Cotton and Commerce of India [pp. 95-97].)

I know that the English millocracy intend to endow India with
railways with the exclusive view of extracting at diminished
expenses the cotton and other raw materials for their manufactures.
But when you have once introduced machinery into the locomotion
of a country, which possesses iron and coals, you are unable to
withhold it from its fabrication. You cannot maintain a net of
railways over an immense country without introducing all those
industrial processes necessary to meet the immediate and current
wants of railway locomotion, and out of which there must grow the
application of machinery to those branches of industry not
immediately connected with railways. The railway-system will
therefore become, in India, truly the forerunner of modern
industry. This is the more certain as the Hindoos are allowed by
British authorities themselves to possess particular aptitude. for
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accommodating themselves to entirely new labor, and acquiring
the requisite knowledge of machinery. Ample proof of this fact is
afforded by the capacities and expertness of the native engineers in
the Calcutta mint, where they have been for years employed in
working the steam machinery, by the natives attached to the
several steam engines in the Burdwan coal districts, and by other
instances. Mr. Campbell himself, greatly influenced as he is by the
prejudices of the East India Company, is obliged to avow“that the
great mass of the Indian people possesses a great industrial energy,
is well fitted to accumulate capital, and remarkable for a
mathematical clearness of head and talent for figures and exact
sciences.” “Their intellects,” he says, “are excellent.”

Modern industry, resulting from the railway system, will dissolve
the hereditary divisions of labor, upon which rest the Indian castes,
those decisive impediments to Indian progress and Indian power.

All the English bourgeoisie may be forced to do will neither
emancipate nor materially mend the social condition of the mass of
the people, depending not only on the development of the
productive powers, but on their appropriation by the people. But
what they will not fail to do is to lay down the material premises
for both. Has the bourgeoisie ever done more? Has it ever effected
a progress without dragging individuals and people through blood
and dirt, through misery and degradation?

The Indians will not reap the fruits of the new elements of society
scattered among them by the British bourgeoisie, till in Great
Britain itself the now ruling classes shall have been supplanted by
the industrial proletariat, or till the Hindoos themselves shall have
grown strong enough to throw off the English yoke altogether. At
all events, we may safely expect to see, at a more or less remote
period, the regeneration of that great and interesting country,
whose gentle natives are, to use the expression of Prince Soltykov,
even in the most inferior classes, “plus fins et plus adroits que les
Italiens” [more subtle and adroit than the Italians], a whose
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submission even is counterbalanced by a certain calm nobility,
who, notwithstanding their natural langor, have astonished the
British officers by their bravery, whose country has been the
source of our languages, our religions, and who represent the type
of the ancient German in the Jat, and the type of the ancient Greek
in the Brahmin.

| cannot part with the subject of India without some concluding
remarks.

The profound hypocrisy and inherent barbarism of bourgeois
civilization lies unveiled before our eyes, turning from its home,
where it assumes respectable forms, to the colonies, where it goes
naked. They are the defenders of property, but did any
revolutionary party ever originate agrarian revolutions like those in
Bengal, in Madras, and in Bombay? Did they not, in India, to
borrow an expression of. that great robber, Lord Clive himself,
resort to atrocious extortion, when simple corruption could not
keep pace with their rapacity? While they prated in Europe about
the inviolable sanctity of the national debt, did they not confiscate
in India the dividends of the rajahs, 171 who had invested their
private savings in the Company’s own funds? While they
combatted the French revolution under the pretext of defending
“our holy religion,” did they not forbid, at the same time,
Christianity to be propagated in India, and did they not, in order to
make money out of the pilgrims streaming to the temples of Orissa
and Bengal, take up the trade in the murder and prostitution
perpetrated in the temple of juggernaut? These are the men of
“Property, Order, Family, and Religion.”

The devastating effects of English industry, when contemplated
with regard to India, a country as vast as Europe, and containing
150 millions of acres, are palpable and confounding. But we must
not forget that they are only the organic results of the whole system
of production as it is now constituted. That production rests on the
supreme rule of capital. The centralization of capital is essential to
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the existence of capital as an independent power. The destructive
influence of that centralization upon the markets of the world does
but reveal, in the most gigantic dimensions, the inherent organic
laws of political economy now at work in every civilized town.
The bourgeois period of history has to create the material basis of
the new world — on the one hand universal intercourse founded
upon the mutual dependency of mankind, and the means of that
intercourse; on the other hand the development of the productive
powers of man and the transformation of material production into a
scientific domination of natural agencies. Bourgeois industry and
commerce create these material conditions of a new world in the
same way as geological revolutions have created the surface of the
earth. When a great social revolution shall have mastered the
results of the bourgeois epoch, the market of the world and the
modern powers of production, and subjected them to the common
control of the most advanced peoples, then only will human
progress cease to resemble that hideous, pagan idol, who would not
drink the nectar but from the skulls of the slain.
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Karl Marx in the New-York Tribune 1857

The Revolt in the Indian Army

Source: New-York Daily Tribune, July 15, 1857;

Transcribed: by Tony Brown.

The Roman Divide et impera was the great rule by which Great
Britain, for about one hundred and fifty years, contrived to retain
the tenure of her Indian empire. The antagonism of the various
races, tribes, castes, creeds and sovereignties, the aggregate of
which forms the geographical unity of what is called India,
continued to be the vital principle of British supremacy. In later
times, however, the conditions of that supremacy have undergone a
change. With the conquest of Scinde and the Punjaub, the Anglo-
Indian empire had not only reached its natural limits, but it had
trampled out the last vestiges of independent Indian States. All
warlike native tribes were subdued, all serious internal conflicts
were at an end, and the late incorporation of Oude proved
satisfactorily that the remnants of the so-called independent Indian
principalities exist on sufferance only. Hence a great change in the
position of the East Indian Company. It no longer attacked one part
of India by the help of another part, but found itself placed at the
head, and the whole of India at its feet. No longer conquering, it
had become the conqueror. The armies at its disposition no longer
had to extend its dominion, but only to. maintain it. From soldiers
they were converted into policemen, 200,000,000 natives being
curbed by a native army of 200,000 men, officered by Englishmen,
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and that native army, in its turn, being kept in check by an English
army numbering 40,000 only. On first view, it is evident that the
allegiance of the Indian people rests on the fidelity of the native
army, in creating which the British rule simultaneously organized
the first general center of resistance which the Indian people was
ever possessed of. How far that native army may be relied upon is
clearly shown by its recent mutinies, breaking out as soon as the
war with Persia had almost denuded the Presidency of Bengal of
its European soldiers. Before this there had been mutinies in the
Indian army, but the present revolt is distinguished by
characteristic and fatal features. It is the first time that sepoy
regiments have murdered their European officers; that Mussulmans
and Hindoos, renouncing their mutual antipathies, have combined
against their common masters; that

“disturbances beginning with the. Hindoos, have actually, ended in
placing on the throne of Delhi a Mohammedan Emperor;”

that the mutiny, has not been confined to a few localities; and
lastly, that the revolt in the Anglo-Indian army has coincided with
a general disaffection exhibited against English supremacy on the
part of the great. Asiatic nations, the revolt of the Bengal army
being, beyond doubt, intimately connected with the Persian and
Chinese wars.

The alleged cause of the dissatisfaction which began to spread four
months ago in the Bengal army was the apprehension on the part of
the natives lest the Government should interfere with their religion.
The serving cut of cartridges, the paper of which was said to have
been greased with the fat of bullocks and pigs, and the compulsory
biting of which was, therefore, considered by the natives as an
infringement of their religious prescriptions, gave the signal for
local disturbances. On the 22nd of January, an incendiary fire
broke out in cantonments a short distance from Calcutta. On the
25th of February the 19th native regiment mutinied at Berhampore
the men objecting to the cartridges served out to them On the 31st
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of March that regiment was disbanded; at the end of March the
34th sepoy regiment, stationed at Barrackpore, allowed one of its
men to advance with a loaded musket upon the parade-ground in
front of the line, and, after having called his comrades to mutiny,
he was permitted to attack and wound the Adjutant and Sergeant-
Major of his regiment. During the hand-to-hand conflict, that
ensued, hundreds of sepoys looked passively on, while others
participated in the struggle, and attacked the officers with the butt
ends of their muskets.

Subsequently that regiment was also disbanded. The month of
April was signalized by incendiary fires in several cantonments of
the Bengal army at Allahabad, Agra, Umballah, by a mutiny of the
3d regiment of light cavalry at Meerut, and by similar appearances
of disaffection in the Madras and Bombay armies. At the
beginning of May an emeute was preparing at Lucknow, the
capital of Oude, which was, however, prevented by the
promptitude of Sit. H. Lawrence. On the 9th of May the mutineers
of the 3d light cavalry of Meerut were marched off to jail, to
undergo the various terms of imprisonment to which they were
sentenced. On the evening of the following day the troopers of the
3d cavalry, together with the two native regiments, the 11th and
20th, assembled upon the parade-ground, Killed the officers
endeavoring to pacify them, set fire to the cantonments, and slew
all the Englishmen they were able to lay hands on. Although the
British part of the brigade mustered a regiment of infantry, another
of cavalry, and an overwhelming force of horse and foot artillery,
they were not able to move until nightfall. Having inflicted but
little harm on the mutineers, they, allowed them to betake
themselves to the open field and to throw themselves into Delhi,
some forty miles distant from Meerut. There they were joined by
the native garrison, consisting of the 38th, 54th and 74th regiments
of infantry, and a company of native artillery. The British officers
were attacked, all Englishmen within reach of the rebels were
murdered. and the heir of the late Mogul of Delhi proclaimed King
of India. Of the troops sent to the rescue of Meerut, where order
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had been re-established, six companies of 15th of May, native
sappers and miners, who arrived on the murdered their
commanding officer, Major Frazer, and made at once for the open
country, pursued by troops of horse artillery and several of the 6th
dragoon guards. Fifty or sixty of the mutineers were shot, but the
rest contrived to escape to Delhi. At Ferozepore, in the Punjaub,
the 57th and 45th native infantry regiments mutinied, but were put
down by force. Private letters from Lahore state the whole of the
native troops to be in an undisguised state of mutiny. On the 19th
of May, unsuccessful efforts were made by the sepoys stationed at
Calcutta to get possession of Fort St. William. Three regiments
arrived from Bushire at Bombay were at once dispatched to
Calcutta.

In reviewing these events, one is startled by, the conduct of the
British commander at Meerut his late appearance on the field of
battle being still less incomprehensible than the weak manner in
which he pursued the mutineers. As Delhi is situated on the right
and Meerut on the left bank of the Jumna-the two banks being
joined at Delhi by one bridge only — nothing could have been
easier than to cut off the retreat of the fugitives.

Meanwhile, martial law has been proclaimed in all the disaffected
districts; forces, consisting of natives mainly, are concentrating
against Delhi from the north, the east and the south; the
neighboring princes are said to have pronounced for the English;
letters have been sent to Ceylon to stop Lord Elgin and Gen.
Ashburnham’s forces, on their way to China; and finally, 14,000
British troops were to be dispatched from England to India in
about a fortnight. Whatever obstacles the climate of India at the
present season, and the total want of means of transportation, may
oppose to the movements of the British forces, the rebels at Delhi
are very likely to succumb without any prolonged resistance. Yet,
even then, it is only the prologue of a most terrible tragedy that
will have to be enacted.
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Karl Marx in the New-York Tribune 1857

The Indian Revolt

Source: New-York Daily Tribune, September 16, 1857;

Transcribed: by Tony Brown.

London, Sept. 4, 1857

The outrages committed by the revolted Sepoys in India are indeed
appalling, hideous, ineffable — such as one is prepared to meet —
only in wars of insurrection, of nationalities, of races, and above all
of religion; in one word, such as respectable England used to
applaud when perpetrated by the Vendeans on the “Blues,” by the
Spanish guerrillas on the infidel Frenchmen, by Servians on their
German and Hungarian neighbors, by Croats on Viennese rebels,
by Cavaignac’s Garde Mobile or Bonaparte’s Decembrists on the
sons and daughters of proletarian France.

However infamous the conduct of the Sepoys, it is only the reflex,
in a concentrated form, of England’s own conduct in India, not
only during the epoch of the foundation of her Eastern Empire, but
even during the last ten years of a long-settled rule. To characterize
that rule, it suffices to say that torture formed ail organic institution
of its financial policy. There is something in human history like
retribution: and it is a rule of historical retribution that its
instrument be forged not by the offended, but by the offender
himself,
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The first blow dealt to the French monarchy proceeded from the
nobility, not from the peasants. The Indian revolt does not
commence with the Ryots, tortured, dishonored and stripped naked
by the British, but with the Sepoys, clad, fed, petted, fatted and
pampered by them. To find parallels to the Sepoy atrocities, we
need not, as some London papers pretend, fall back on the middle
ages, not, even wander beyond the history of contemporary
England. All we want is to study the first Chinese war, an event, so
to say, of yesterday. The English soldiery then committed
abominations for the mere fun of it; their passions being neither
sanctified by religious fanaticism nor exacerbated by hatred against
an overbearing and conquering race, nor provoked by the stern
resistance of a heroic enemy. The violations of women, the
spittings of children, the roastings of whole villages, were then
mere wanton sports, not recorded by Mandarins, but by British
officers themselves.

Even at the present catastrophe it would be an unmitigated mistake
to suppose that all the cruelty is on the side of the Sepoys, and all
the milk of human kindness flows on the side of the English. The
letters of the British officers are redolent of malignity. An officer
writing from Peshawur gives a description of the disarming of the
10th irregular cavalry for not charging the 55th native infantry
when ordered to do so. He exults in the fact that they were not only
disarmed, but stripped of their coats and boots, and after having
received 12d. per man, were marched down to the river side, and
there embarked in boats and sent down the Indus, where the writer
is delighted to expect every mother’s son will have a chance of
being drowned in the rapids. Another writer informs us that, some
inhabitants of Peshawur having caused a night alarm by exploding
little mines of gunpowder in honor of a wedding (a national
custom), the persons concerned were tied up next morning, and

“received such a flogging as they will not easily forget.”
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News arrived from Pindee that three native chiefs were plotting.
Sir John Lawrence replied by a message ordering a spy to attend to
the meeting. On the spy’s report, Sir John sent a second message,
“Hang them.” The chiefs were hanged. An officer in the civil
service, from Allahabad, writes:

“We have power of life and death in our hands, and we assure you
we spare not.”

Another, from the same place:

“Not a day passes but we string up front ten to fifteen of them
(non-combatants).”

One exulting officer writes:
“Holmes is hanging them by the score, like a ‘brick.””

Another, in allusion to the summary hanging of a large body of the
natives:

“Then our fun commenced.”
A third:

“We hold court-martials on horseback, and every nigger we meet
with we either string up or shoot.”

From Benares we are informed that thirty Zemindars were hanged
or) the mere suspicion of sympathizing with their own countrymen,
and whole villages were burned down on the same plea. An officer
from Benares, whose letter is printed in The London Times, says:

“The European troops have become fiends when opposed to
natives.”
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And then it should not be forgotten that, while the cruelties of the
English are related as acts of martial vigor, told simply, rapidly,
without dwelling on disgusting details, the outrages of the natives,
shocking as they are, are still deliberately exaggerated. For
instance, the circumstantial account first appearing in The Times,
and then going the round of the London press, of the atrocities
perpetrated at Delhi and Meerut, from whom did it proceed? From
a cowardly parson residing at Bangalore, Mysore, more than a
thousand miles, as the bird flies, distant from the scene of action.
Actual accounts of Delhi evince the imagination of an English
parson to be capable of breeding greater horrors than even the wild
fancy of a Hindoo mutineer. The cutting of noses, breasts, &c., in
one word, the horrid mutilations committed by the Sepoys, are of
course more revolting to European feeling than the throwing of
red-hot shell on Canton dwellings by a Secretary of the Manchester
Peace Society, or the roasting of Arabs pent up in a cave by a
French Marshal, or the flaying alive of British soldiers by the cat-
o’-nine-tails under drum-head court-martial, or any other of the
philanthropical appliances used in British penitentiary colonies.
Cruelty, like every other thing, has its fashion, changing according
to time and place. Caesar, the accomplished scholar, candidly
narrates how he ordered many thousand Gallic warriors to have
their right hands cut off. Napoleon would have been ashamed to do
this. He preferred dispatching his own French regiments, suspected
of republicanism, to St. Domingo, there to die of the blacks and the
plague.

The infamous mutilations committed by the Sepoys remind one of
the practices of the Christian Byzantine Empire, or the
prescriptions of Emperor Charles V.’s criminal law, or the English
punishments for high treason, as still recorded by Judge
Blackstone. With Hindoos, whom their religion has made virtuosi
in the art of self-torturing, these tortures inflicted on the enemies of
their race and creed appear quite natural, and must appear still
more so to the English, who, only some years since, still used to
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draw revenues from the Juggernaut festivals, protecting and
assisting the bloody rites of a religion of cruelty.

The frantic roars of the “bloody old Times,” as Cobbett used to call
it — its, playing the part of a furious character in one of Mozart’s
operas, who indulges in most melodious strains in the idea of first
hanging his enemy, then roasting him, then quartering him, then
spitting him, and then flaying him alive — its tearing the passion
of revenge to tatters and to rags — all this would appear but silly if
under the pathos of tragedy there were not distinctly perceptible
the tricks of comedy. The London Times overdoes its part, not only
from panic. It supplies comedy with a subject even missed by
Moliére, the Tartuffe of Revenge. What it simply wants is to write
up the funds and to screen the Government. As Delhi has not, like
the walls of Jericho, fallen before mere puffs of wind, Jolin Bull is
to be steeped in cries for revenge up to his very ears, to make him
forget that his Government is responsible for the mischief hatched
and the colossal dimensions it has been allowed to assume.
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Karl Marx in the New-York Tribune 1857

British Incomes In India

Source: New-York Daily Tribune, September 21, 1857;

Transcribed: by Tony Brown.

The present state of affairs in Asia suggests the inquiry, What is
the real value of their Indian dominion to the British nation and
people? Directly, that is in the shape of tribute, of surplus of Indian
receipts over Indian expenditures, nothing whatever reaches the
British Treasury. On the contrary, the annual outgo is very large.
From the moment that the East India Company entered extensively
on the career of conquest — now just about a century ago — their
finances fell into an embarrassed condition, and they were
repeatedly compelled to apply to Parliament, not only for military
aid to assist them in holding the conquered territories, but for
financial aid to save them from bankruptcy. And so things have
continued down to the present moment, at which so large a call is
made for troops on the British nation, to be followed, no doubt, by
corresponding calls for money. In prosecuting its conquests
hitherto, and building up its establishments, the East India
Company has contracted a debt of upward of £50,000,000 sterling,
while the British Government has been at the expense, for years
past, of transporting to and front and keeping up in India, in
addition to the forces, native and European, of the East India
Company, a standing army of thirty thousand men. Such being the
case, it is evident that the advantage to Great Britain from her
Indian empire must he limited to the profits and benefits which
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accrue to individual British subjects. These profits and benefits, it
must be confessed, are very considerable.

First, we have the stockholders in the East India Company, to the
number of about 3,000 persons, to whom tinder the recent charter
there is guaranteed, upon a paid-up capital of six millions of
pounds sterling, an annual dividend of ten and a half per cent,
amounting to £630,000 annually. As the East India stock is held in
transferable shares, anybody may become a stockholder who has
money enough to buy the stock, which, under the existing charter,
commands a premium of from 125 to 150 per cent. Stock to the
amount of £500, costing say $6,000, entitles the holder to speak at
the Proprietors’ meetings, but to vote he must have £1,000 of
stock. Holders of £3,000 have two votes, of £6,000 three votes, and
of £10,000 or upward four votes. The proprietors, however, have
but little voice, except in the election of the Board of Directors, of
whom they choose twelve, while the Crown appoints six; but these
appointees of the Crown must be qualified by having resided for
ten years or more in India. One third of the Directors go out of
office each year, but may be re-elected or reappointed. To be a
Director, one must be a proprietor of £2,000 of stock. The
Directors have a salary of £500 each, and their Chairman and
Deputy Chairman twice as much; but the chief inducement to
accept the office is the great patronage attached to it in the
appointment of all Indian officers, civil and military — a
patronage, however, largely shared, and, as to the most important
offices, engrossed substantially, by the Board of Control. This
Board consists of six members, all Privy Councilors, and in general
two or three of them Cabinet Ministers — the President of the
Board being always so, in fact a Secretary of State for India.

Next come the recipients of this patronage, divided into five
classes — civil, clerical, medical, military and naval. For service in
India, at least in the civil line, some knowledge of the languages
spoken there is necessary, and to prepare young men to enter their
civil service, the East India Company has a college at Haileybury.

30



A corresponding college for the military service, in which,
however, the rudiments of military science are the principal
branches taught, has been established at Addiscombe, near
London. Admission to these colleges was formerly a matter of
favor on the part of the Directors of the Company, but under the
latest modifications of the charter it has been opened to
competition in the way of a public examination of candidates. On
first reaching India, a civilian is allowed about $150 a month, till
having passed a necessary examination in one or more of the
native languages (which must be within twelve months after his
arrival), he is attached to the service with emoluments which vary
from $2,500 to near $50,000 per annum. The latter is the pay of the
members of the Bengal Council; the members of the Bombay and
Madras Councils ... receive about $30,000 per annum. No person
not a member of Council can receive more than about $25,000 per
annum, and, to obtain an appointment worth $20,000 or over, he
must have been a resident in India for twelve years. Nine years’
residence qualifies for salaries of from $15,000 to $20,000, and
three years’ residence for salaries of from $7,000 to $15,000.
Appointments in the civil service go nominally by seniority and
merit, but really to a great extent by favor. As they are the best
paid, there is great competition to get them, the military officers
leaving their regiments for this purpose whenever they can get a
chance. The average of all the salaries in the civil service is stated
at about $8,000, but this does not include perquisites and extra
allowances, which are often very considerable. These civil servants
are employed as Governors, Councilors, judges, Embassadors,
Secretaries, Collectors of the Revenue, &c. — the number in the
whole being generally about 800. The salary of the Governor-
General of India is $125,000, but the extra allowances often
amount to a still larger sum. The Church service includes three
bishops and about one hundred and sixty chaplains. The Bishop of
Calcutta has $25,000 a year; those of Madras and Bombay half as
much; the chaplains from $2,500 to $7,000, beside fees. The
medical service includes some 800 physicians and surgeons, with
salaries of from $1,500 to $10,000.
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The European military officers employed in India, including those
of the contingents which the dependent princes are obliged to
furnish, number about 8,000. The fixed pay in the infantry is, for
ensigns, $1,080; lieutenants, $1,344; captains, $2,226; majors,
$3,810; lieutenant colonels, $5,520; colonels, $7,680. This is the
pay in cantonment. In active service, it is more. The pay in the
cavalry, artillery and engineers, is somewhat higher. By obtaining
staff situations or employments in the civil service, many officers
double their pay.

Here are about ten thousand British subjects holding lucrative
situations in India, and drawing their pay from the Indian service.
To these must be added a considerable number living in England,
whither they have retired upon pensions, which in all the services
are payable after serving a certain number of years. These
pensions, with the dividends and interest on debts due in England,
consume some fifteen to twenty millions of dollars drawn annually
from India, and which may in fact be regarded as so much tribute
paid to the English Government indirectly through its subjects.
Those who annually retire from the several services carry with
them very considerable amounts of savings from their salaries,
which is so much more added to the annual drain on India.

Beside those Europeans actually employed in the service of the
Government, there are other European residents in India, to the
number of 6,000 or more, employed in trade or private speculation.
Except a few indigo, sugar and coffee planters in the rural districts.
they are principally merchants, agents and manufacturers, who
reside in the cities of Calcutta, Bombay and Madras, or their
immediate vicinity. The foreign trade of India, including imports
and exports to the amount of about fifty millions of dollars of each,
is almost entirely in their hands, and their profits are no doubt very
considerable.

It is thus evident that individuals gain largely by the English
connection with India, and of course their gain goes to increase the
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sum of the national wealth. But against all this a very large offset is
to be made. The military and naval expenses paid out of the
pockets of the people of England on Indian account have been
constantly increasing with the extent of the Indian dominion. To
this must be added the expense of Burmese, Affghan, Chinese and
Persian wars. In fact, the whole cost of the late Russian war may
fairly be charged to the Indian account, since the fear and dread of
Russia, which led to that war, grew entirely out of jealousy as to
her designs on India. Add to this the career of endless conquest and
perpetual aggression in which the English are involved by the
possession of India, and it may well be doubted whether, on the
whole, this dominion does not threaten to cost quite as Much as it
can ever be expected to come to.
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Karl Marx in the New-York Tribune 1858

The Approaching Indian Loan

Source: New-York Daily Tribune, February 9, 1858;
Transcribed: by Tony Brown.
London, Jan. 22, 1858

The buoyancy in the London money market, resulting from the
withdrawal of an enormous mass of capital from the ordinary
productive investments, and its consequent transfer to the security
markets, has, in the last fortnight, been somewhat lessened by the
prospects of an impending Indian loan to the amount of eight or
ten million pounds sterling. This loan, to be raised in England, and
to be authorized by Parliament immediately on its assembling in
February, is required to meet the claims upon the East India
Company by its home creditors, as well as the extra expenditure
for war materials, stores, transport of troops, &c., necessitated by
the Indian revolt. In August 1857, the British Government had,
before the prorogation of Parliament, solemnly declared in the
House of Commons. that no such loan was intended, the financial
resources of the Company being more than sufficient to meet the
crisis. The agreeable delusion thus palmed on John Bull was,
however, soon dispelled when it oozed out that by a proceeding of
a very questionable character, the East India Company had laid
hold on a sum of about £3,500,000 sterling, intrusted to them by
different companies, for the construction of Indian railways; and
had, moreover, secretly borrowed £1,000,000 sterling from the
Bank of England, and another million from the London joint Stock
banks. The public being thus prepared for the worst, the
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Government did no longer hesitate to drop the mask, and by semi-
official articles in The Times, Globe, and other governmental
organs, avow the necessity of the loan.

It may be asked why a special act on the part of the legislative
power is required for launching such a loan, and then, why such an
event does create the least apprehension, since, on the contrary,
every vent for British capital, seeking now in vain for profitable
investment, should, under present circumstances be considered a
windfall, and a most salutary, check upon the rapid depreciation of
capital.

It is generally known that the commercial existence of the East
India Company was terminated in 1834, when its principal
remaining source of commercial profits, the monopoly of the
China trade, was cut off. Consequently, the holders of East India
stock having derived their dividends, nominally, at least, from the
trade-profits of the Company, a new financial arrangement with
regard to them had become necessary. The payment of the
dividends, till then chargeable upon the commercial revenue of the
Company, was transferred to its political revenue. The proprietors
of East India stocks were to be paid out of the revenues enjoyed by
the East India Company in its governmental capacity, and, by act
of Parliament, the Indian stock, amounting to £6,000,000 sterling,
bearing ten per cent interest, was converted into a capital not to be
liguidated except at the rate of £200 for every £100 of stock. In
other words, the original East India stock of £6,000,000 sterling
was converted into a capital of £12,000,000 sterling, bearing five
per cent interest, and chargeable upon the revenue derived from the
taxes of the Indian people. The debt of the East India Company
was thus, by a Parliamentary sleight of hand, changed into a debt
of the Indian people. There exists, besides, a debt exceeding
£50,000,000 sterling, contracted by the East India Company in
India, and exclusively chargeable upon the Stale revenues of that
country; such loans contracted by the Company in India itself
having always been considered to lay beyond the district of
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Parliamentary legislation, and regarded no more than the debts
contracted by the Colonial Government, in Canada or Australia for
instance.

On the other hand, the East India Company was prohibited from
contracting interest-bearing debts in Great Britain herself, without
the especial sanction of Parliament. Some years ago, when the
Company set about establishing railways and electric telegraphs in
India, it applied for the authorization of Indian Bonds m the
London market, request which was granted to the amount of
£7,000,000 sterling to be issued in Bonds bearing 4 per cent
interest, and secured only on the Indian State revenues At the
commencement of the outbreak in India, this bond-debt stood at
£3,894,400 sterling, and the very necessity of again applying to
Parliament shows the East India Company to have, during the
course of the Indian insurrection, exhausted its legal powers of
borrowing at home.

Now it is no secret that before recurring to this step, the East India
Company had opened a loan at Calcutta, which, however, turned
out a complete failure. This proves, on the one hand, that Indian
capitalists are far from considering the prospects of British
supremacy in India in the same sanguine spirit which distinguishes
the London press; and, on the other hand, exacerbates the feelings
of John Bull to an uncommon pitch, since he is aware of the
immense hoardings of capital having gone on for the last seven
years in India, whither, according to a statement recently published
by Messrs. Haggard & Paxley, there has been shipped in 1856 and
1857, from the port of London alone, bullion to the amount of
£21,000,000. The London Times, in a most persuasive strain, has
taught its readers that

“of all the incentives to the loyalty (if the natives, that of making
them out creditors was the least doubtful; while, on the other hand
among an impulsive secretive and avaricious people no temptation
to discontent or treachery could be stronger than that created by the
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idea that they were annually taxed to send dividends to wealthy
claimants in other countries.”

The Indians, however, appear not to understand the beauty of a
plan which would not only restore English supremacy at the
expense of Indian capital, but at the same time, in a circuitous way,
open the native hoards to British commerce. If, indeed, the Indian
capitalists were as fond of British rule as every true Englishman
thinks. it an article of faith to assert, no better opportunity could
have been afforded them of exhibiting their loyalty and getting rid
of their silver. The Indian capitalists shutting up their hoards, John
Bull must open, his mind to the dire necessity of defraying himself
in the first instance, at least, the expenses of the Indian
insurrection, without any support on the part of the natives. The
impending loan constitutes, moreover, a precedent only, and looks
like the first leaf in a book, bearing the title Anglo-Indian Home
Debt. It is no secret that what the East India Company wants are
not eight millions, or ten millions, but twenty-five to thirty millions
pounds, and even these as a first installment only, not for expenses
to be incurred, but for debts already due. The deficient revenue for
the last three years amounted to £5,000,000; the treasure plundered
by the insurgents up to the 15th October last, to £10,000,000,
according to the statement of the Phoenix, an Indian governmental
paper; the loss of revenue in the North-eastern provinces,
consequent upon the rebellion, to £5,000,000, and the war
expenses to at least £10,000,000.

It is true that successive loans by the Indian Company, in the
London Money Market, would raise the value of money and
prevent the increasing depreciation of capital; that is to say, the
further fall in the rate of interest; but such a fall is exactly required
for the revival of British industry and commerce. Any artificial
check put upon the downward movement of the rate of discount is
equivalent to an enhancement in the cost of production and the
terms of credit, which, in its present weak state, English trade feels
itself unable to bear. Hence the general cry of distress at the
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announcement of the Indian loan. Though the Parliamentary
sanction adds no imperial guarantee to the loan of the Company,
that guarantee, too, must be conceded, if money is not to be
obtained on other terms; and despite all fine distinctions, as soon as
the East India Company is supplanted by the British Government
its debt will be merged into the British debt. A further increase of
the large national debt seems, therefore, one of the first financial
consequences of the Indian Revolt.
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Frederick Engels in the New-York Tribune 1858

Detalils of the Attack on
Lucknow

Source: New-York Daily Tribune, May 25, 1858;

Transcribed: by Tony Brown.

At last we are in possession of detailed accounts of the attack and
fall of Lucknow. The principal sources of information, in a military
point of view, the dispatches of Sir Colin Campbell, have not yet,
indeed, been published; but the correspondence of the British
press, and especially the letters of Mr. Russell in The London
Times, the chief portions of which have been laid before our
readers, are quite sufficient to give a general insight into the
proceedings of the attacking party.

The conclusions we drew from the telegraphic news, as to the
ignorance and cowardice displayed in the defense, are more than
confirmed by the detailed accounts. The works erected by the
Hindoos, formidable in appearance, were in reality of no greater
consequence than the fiery dragons and grimacing faces painted by
Chinese “braves” on their shields or on the walls of their cities.
Every single work exhibited an apparently impregnable front,
nothing but loopholed and embrasured walls and parapets,
difficulties of access of every possible description, cannon and
small-arms bristling everywhere. But the flanks and rear of every
position were completely neglected, a mutual support of the
various works was never thought of, and even the ground between
the works, as well as in front of them, had never been cleared, so
that both front and flank attacks could be prepared without the
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knowledge of the defense, and could approach under perfect
shelter to within a few yards from the parapet. It was just such a
conglomerate of intrenchments as might be expected from a body
of private sappers deprived of their officers, and serving in an army
where ignorance and indiscipline reigned supreme. The
intrenchments of Lucknow are but a translation of the whole
method of Sepoy warfare into baked clay walls and earthen
parapets. The mechanical portion of European tactics had been
partially impressed upon their minds; they knew the manual and
platoon drill well enough; they could also build a battery and
loophole a wall; but how to combine the movements of companies
and battalions in the defense of a position, or how to combine
batteries and loopholed houses and walls, so as to form an
intrenched camp capable of resistance — of this they were utterly
ignorant. Thus, they weakened the solid masonry walls of their
palaces by over-loopholing them, heaped tier upon tier of
loopholes and embrasures, placed parapeted batteries on their
roofs, and all this to no purpose whatever, because it could all be
turned in the easiest possible manner. In the same way, knowing
their tactical inferiority, they tried to make up for it by cramming
every post as full of men as possible, to no other purpose than to
give terrible effect to the British artillery and to render impossible
all orderly and systematic defense as soon as the attacking columns
fell upon this motley host from an unexpected direction. And when
the British, by some accidental circumstance, were compelled to
attack even the formidable front of the works, their construction
was so faulty that they could be approached, breached and stormed
almost without any risk. At the Imambarrah this was the case.
Within a few yards from the building stood a pucka (sun-baked
clay) wall. Up to this the British made a short sap (proof enough
that the embrasures and loopholes on the higher part of the
building had no plunging fire upon the ground immediately in
front), and used this very wall as a breaching battery, prepared for
them by the Hindoos themselves! They brought up two 68-
pounders (naval guns) behind this wall. The lightest 68-pounder in
the British service weighs 87 cwt., without the carriage; but
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supposing even that an 8-inch gun for hollow shot only is alluded
to, the lightest gun of that class weighs 50 cwt., and with the
carriage at least three tuns. That such guns could be brought up at
all in such proximity to a palace several stories high, with a battery
on the roof, shows a contempt of commanding positions and an
ignorance of military engineering which no private sapper in any
civilized army could be capable of.

Thus much for the science against which the British had to
contend. As to courage and obstinacy, they were equally absent
from the defense. From the Martiniere to the Mousabagh, on the
part of the natives, there was but one grand and unanimous act of
bolting, as soon as a column advanced to the attack. There is
nothing in the whole series of engagements that can compare even
with the massacre (for fight it can scarcely be called) in the
Secunderbagh during Campbell’s relief of the Residency. No
sooner do the attacking parties advance, than there is a general
helter-skelter to the rear, and where there are but a few narrow
exits so as to bring the crowded rabble to a stop, they fall pell-mell,
and without any resistance, under the volleys and bayonets of the
advancing British. The “British bayonet” has done more execution
in any one of these onslaughts on panic-stricken natives than in all
the wars of the English in Europe and America put together. In the
East, such bayonet-battles, where one party is active and the other
abjectly passive, are a regular occurrence in warfare; the Burmese
stockades in every case furnished an example. According to Mr.
Russell’s account, the chief loss suffered by the British was caused
by Hindoos cut off from retreat, and barricaded in the rooms of the
palaces, whence they fired from the windows upon the officers in
the court-yards and gardens.

In storming the Imambarra and the Kaiserbagh, the bolting of the
Hindoos was so rapid, that the place was not taken, but simply
marched into. The interesting scene, however, was now only
commencing; for, as Mr. Russell blandly observes, the conquest of
the Kaiserbagh on that day was so unexpected that there was no
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time to guard against indiscriminate plunder. A merry scene it
must have been for a true, liberty-loving John Bull to see his
British grenadiers helping themselves freely to the jewels, costly
arms, clothes, and all the toggery of his Majesty of Oude. The
Sikhs, Ghoorkas and camp-followers were quite ready to imitate
the example, and a scene of plunder and destruction followed
which evidently surpassed even the descriptive talent of Mr.
Russell. Every fresh step in advance was accompanied with
plunder and devastation. The Kaiserbagh had fallen on the 14th;
and half an hour after, discipline was at an end, and the officers
had lost all command over their men. On the 17th, Gen. Campbell
was obliged to establish patrols to check plundering, and to remain
in inactivity “until the present license ceases.” The troops were
evidently completely out of hand. On the 18th, we hear that there is
a cessation of the grosser sort of plunder, but devastation is still
going on freely. In the city, however, while the vanguard were
fighting against the natives’ fire from the houses, the rearguard
plundered and destroyed to their hearts’ content. In the evening,
there is another proclamation against plundering; strong parties of
every regiment to go out and fetch in their own men, and to keep
their camp-followers at home; nobody to leave the camp except on
duty. On the 20th, a recapitulation of the same orders. On the same
day, two British “officers and gentlemen,” Lieuts. Cape and
Thackwell, “went into the city looting, and were murdered in a
house;” and on the 26th, matters were still so bad that the most
stringent orders were issued for the suppression of plunder and
outrage; hourly roll-calls were instituted; all soldiers strictly
forbidden to enter the city; camp-followers, if found armed in the
city, to he hanged; soldiers not to wear arms except on duty, and
all non-combatants to he disarmed. To give due weight to these
orders, a number of triangles for flogging were erected “at proper
places.”

This is indeed a pretty state of things in a civilized army in the
nineteenth century; and if any other troops in the world had
committed one-tenth of these excesses, how would the indignant
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British press brand them with infamy! But these are the deeds of
the British army, and therefore we are told that such things are but
the normal consequences of war. British officers and gentlemen are
perfectly welcome to appropriate to themselves any silver spoons,
jeweled bracelets, and other little memorials they may find about
the scene of their glory; and if Campbell is compelled to disarm his
own army in the midst of war, in order to stop wholesale robbery
and violence, there may have been military reasons for the step;
but surely nobody will begrudge these poor fellows a week’s
holiday and a little frolic after so many fatigues and privations.

The fact is, there is no army in Europe or America with so much
brutality as the British. Plundering, violence, massacre — things
that everywhere else are strictly and completely banished — are a
time-honored privilege, a vested right of the British soldier. The
infamies committed for days together, after the storming of
Badajos and San Sebastian, in the Peninsular war, are without a
parallel in the annals of any other nation since the beginning of the
French Revolution; and the medieval usage, proscribed everywhere
else, of giving up to plunder a town taken by assault, is still the
rule with the British. At Delhi imperious military considerations
enforced an exception; but the army, though bought off by extra
pay, grumbled, and now at Lucknow they have made up for what
they missed at Delhi. For twelve-days and nights there was no
British army at Lucknow — nothing but a lawless, drunken, brutal
rabble, dissolved into bands of robbers, far more lawless, violent
and greedy than the Sepoys who had just been driven out of the
place. The sack of Lucknow in 1858 will remain an everlasting
disgrace to the British military service.

If the reckless soldiery, in their civilizing and humanizing progress
through India, could rob the natives of their personal property only,
the British Government steps in immediately afterward and strips
them of their real estate as well. Talk of the first French Revolution
confiscating the lands of the nobles and the church! Talk of Louis
Napoleon confiscating the property of the Orleans family! Here
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comes Lord Canning, a British nobleman, mild in language,
manners and feelings, and confiscates, by order of his superior,
Viscount Palmerston, the lands of a whole people, every rood,
perch and acre, over an extent of ten thousand square miles. A very
nice bit of loot indeed for John Bull! And no sooner had Lord
Ellenborough, in the name of the new Government, disapproved of
this hitherto unexampled measure, than up rise The Times and a
host of minor British papers to defend this wholesale robbery, and
break a lance for the right of John Bull to confiscate everything he
likes. But then, John is an exceptional being, and what is virtue in
him, according to The Times, would be infamy in others.

Meanwhile — thanks to the complete dissolution of the British army
for the purpose of plunder — the insurgents escaped, unpursued,
into the open country. They concentrate in Rohilcund, while a
portion carry on petty warfare in Oude, and other fugitives have
taken the direction of Bundelcund. At the same time, the hot
weather and the rains are fast approaching; and it is not to be
expected that the season will be so uncommonly favorable to
European constitutions as last year. Then, the mass of the
European troops were more or less acclimated; this year, most of
them are newly arrived. There is no doubt that a campaign in June,
July and August will cost the British an immense number of lives,
and what with the garrisons that have to be left in every conquered
city, the active army will melt down very rapidly. Already are we
informed that re-enforcements of 1,000 men per month will
scarcely keep up the army at its effective strength; and as to
garrisons, Lucknow alone requires at least 8,000 men, over one-
third of Campbell’s army. The force organizing for the campaign
of Rohilcund will scarcely be stronger than this garrison of
Lucknow. We are also informed that among the British officers the
opinion is gaining ground that the guerrilla warfare which is sure
to succeed the dispersion of the larger bodies of insurgents, will be
far more harassing and destructive of life to the British than the
present war with its battles and sieges. And, lastly, the Sikhs are
beginning to talk in a way which bodes no good to the English.
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They feel that without their assistance the British would scarcely
have been able to hold India, and that, had they joined the
insurrection, Hindostan would certainly have been lost to England,
at least for a time. They say this loudly, and exaggerate it in their
Eastern way. To them the English no longer appear as that superior
race which beat them at Moodka, Ferozepore and Aliwal. From
such a conviction to open hostility there is but a step with Eastern
nations; a spark may kindle the blaze.

Altogether, the taking of Lucknow has no more put down the
Indian insurrection than the taking of Delhi. This Summer’s
campaign may produce such events that the British will have, next
Winter, to go substantially over the same ground again, and
perhaps even to reconquer the Punjaub. But in the best of cases, a
long and harassing guerrilla warfare is before them — not an
enviable thing for Europeans under an Indian sun.
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Karl Marx in the New-York Tribune 1858

The Annexation of Oude

Source: New-York Daily Tribune, May 28, 1858;

Transcribed: by Tony Brown.

About eighteen months ago, at Canton, the British Government
propounded the novel doctrine in the law of nations that a State
may commit hostilities on a large scale against a Province of
another State, without either declaring war or establishing a state
of war against that other State. Now the same British Government,
in the person of the Governor-General of India, Lord Canning, has
made another forward move in its task of upsetting the existing law
of nations. It has proclaimed that

“the proprietary right in the soil of the Province of Oude is
confiscated to the British Government, which will dispose of that
right in such manner as it may seem fitting.”

When, after the fall of Warsaw in 1831, the Russian Emperor
confiscated “the proprietary right in the soil” hitherto held by
numerous Polish nobles, there was one unanimous outburst of
indignation in the British press and Parliament. When, after the
battle of Novara, the Austrian Government did not confiscate, but
merely sequestered, the estates of such Lombard noblemen as had
taken an active part in the war of independence, that unanimous
outburst of British indignation was repeated. And when, after the
2d December, 1851, Louis Napoleon confiscated the estates of the
Orleans family, which, by the common law of France, ought to
have been united to the public domain on the accession of Louis
Philippe, but which had escaped that fate by a legal quibble, then

46



British indignation knew no bounds, and The London Times
declared that by this act the very foundations of social order were
upset, and that civil society could no longer exist. All this honest
indignation has now been practically illustrated. England, by one
stroke of the pen, has confiscated not only the estates of a few
noblemen, or of a royal family, but the whole length and breadth of
a kingdom nearly as large as Ireland, “the inheritance of a whole
people,” as Lord Ellenborough himself terms it.

But let us hear what pretexts — grounds we cannot call them — Lord
Canning, in the name of the British Government, sets forth for this
unheard-of proceeding: First, “The army is in possession of
Lucknow.” Second, “The resistance, begun by a mutinous soldiery,
has found support from the inhabitants of the city and of the
province at large.” Third, “They have been guilty of a great crime,
and have subjected themselves to a just retribution.” In plain
English: Because the British army have got hold of Lucknow, the
Government has the right to confiscate all the land in Oude which
they have not yet got hold of. Because the native soldiers in British
pay have mutinied, the natives of Oude, who were subjected to
British rule by force, have nob. the right to rise for their national
independence. In short, the people of Oude have rebelled against
the legitimate authority of the British Government, and the British
Government now distinctly declares that rebellion is a sufficient
ground for confiscation. Leaving, therefore, out of the question all
the circumlocution of Lord Canning, the whole question turns upon
the point that he assumes the British rule in Oude to have been
legitimately established.

Now, British rule in Oude was established in the following
manner: When, in 1856, Lord Dalhousie thought the moment for
action had arrived, he concentrated an army at Cawnpore which,
the King of Oude was told, was to serve as a corps of observation
against Nepaul. This army suddenly invaded the country, took
possession of Lucknow, and took the King prisoner. He was urged
to cede the country to the British, but in vain. He was then carried
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off to Calcutta, and the country was annexed to the territories of
the East India Company. This treacherous invasion was based upon
article 6 of the treaty of 180 1,a concluded by Lord Wellesley. This
treaty was the natural consequence of that concluded in 1798 by
Sir John Shore. According to the usual policy followed by the
Anglo-Indian Government in their intercourse with native princes,
this first treaty of 1798 was a treaty of offensive and defensive
alliance on both sides. It secured to the East India Company a
yearly subsidy of 76 lacs of rupees ($3,800,000); but by articles 12
and 13 the King was obliged to reduce the taxation of the country.
As a matter of course, these two conditions, in open contradiction
to each other, could not be fulfilled by the King at the same time.
This result, looked for by the East India Company, gave rise to
fresh complications, resulting in the treaty of 1801, by which a
cession of territory had to make up for the alleged infractions of
the former treaty; a cession of territory which, by the way, was at
the time denounced in Parliament as a downright robbery, and
would have brought Lord Wellesley before a Committee of
Inquiry, but for the political influence then held by his family.

In consideration of this cession of territory, the East India
Company, by article 3, undertook to defend the King’s remaining
territories against all foreign and domestic enemies; and by article
6 guaranteed the possession of these territories to him and his heirs
and successors forever. But this same article 6 contained also a pit-
fall for the King, viz: The King engaged that he would establish
such a system of administration, to be carried into effect by his
own officers, as should be conducive to the prosperity of his
subjects, and be calculated to secure the lives and property of the
inhabitants. Now, supposing the King of Oude had broken this
treaty; had not, by his government, secured the lives and property
of the inhabitants (say by blowing them from the cannon’s mouth,
and confiscating the whole of their lands), what remedy remained
to the East India Company? The King was, by the treaty,
acknowledged as an independent sovereign, a free agent, one of the
contracting parties. The East India Company, on declaring the
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treaty broken and thereby annulled, could have but two modes of
action: either by negotiation, backed by pressure, they might have
come to a new arrangement, or else they might have declared war
against the King. But to invade his territory without declaration of
war, to take him prisoner unawares, dethrone him and annex his
territory, was an infraction not only of the treaty, but of every
principle of the law of nations.

That the annexation of Oude was not a sudden resolution of the
British Government is proved by a curious fact. No sooner was
Lord Palmerston, in 1831, Foreign Secretary, than he sent an order
to the then Governor-General to annex Oude. The subordinate at
that time declined to carry out the suggestion. The affair, however,
came to the knowledge of the King of Oude, who availed himself
of some pretext to send an embassy to London. In spite of all
obstacles, the embassy succeeded in acquainting William V., who
was ignorant of the whole proceeding, with the danger which had
menaced their country. The result was a violent scene between
William 1V. and Palmerston, ending in a strict injunction to the
latter never to repeat such coups d’état on pain of instant dismissal.
It is important to recollect that the actual annexation of Oude and
the confiscation of all the landed property of the country took place
when Palmerston was again in power. The papers relating to this
first attempt at annexing Oude, in 1831, were moved for, a few
weeks ago, in the House of Commons, when Mr. Baillie, Secretary
of the Board of Control, declared that these papers had
disappeared.

Again, in 1837, when Palmerston, for the second time, was Foreign
Secretary, and Lord Auckland Governor-General of India, the King
of Oude was compelled to make a fresh treaty with the East India
Company. This treaty takes up article 6 of the one of 1801, because
“it provides no remedy for the obligation contained in it” (to
govern the country well); and it expressly provides, therefore, by
article 7,
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“that the King of Oude shall immediately take into consideration,
in concert with the British Resident, the best means of remedying
the defects in the police, and in the judicial and revenue
administrations of his dominions; and that if his Majesty should
neglect to attend to the advice and counsel of the British
Government, and if gross and systematic oppression, anarchy and
misrule should prevail within the Oude dominions, such as
seriously to endanger the public tranquillity, the British
Government reserves to itself the right of appointing its own
officers to the management of whatsoever portions of the Oude
territory, either to a small or great extent, in which such misrule
shall have occurred, for so long a period as it may deem necessary;
the surplus receipts in such case, after defraying all charges, to be
paid into the King’s Treasury, and a true and faithful account
rendered to his Majesty of the receipts and expenditure.”

By article 8, the treaty further provides:

“That in case the Governor-General of India in Council should be
compelled to resort to the exercise of the authority vested in him
by article 7, he will endeavor so far as possible to maintain, with
such improvements as they may, admit of, the native institutions
and forms of administration within the assumed territories, so as to
facilitate the restoration of these territories to the Sovereign of
Oude, when the proper period for such restoration shall arrive.”

This treaty professes to be concluded between the Governor-
General of British India in Council, 150 on one hand, and the King
of Oude on the other. It was, as such, duly ratified, by both parties,
and the ratifications were duly exchanged. But when it was
submitted to the Board of Directors of the East India Company, it
was annulled (April 10, 1838) as an infraction of the friendly
relations between the Company and the King of Oude, and an
encroachment, on the part of the Governor-General, on the rights
of that potentate. Palmerston had not asked the Company’s leave to
conclude the treaty, and he took no notice of their annulling
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resolution. Nor was the King of Oude informed that the treaty had
ever been canceled. This is proved by Lord Dalhousie himself
(minute Jan. 5, 1856):

“It is very probable that the King, in the course of the discussions
which will take place with the Resident, may refer to the treaty
negotiated with his predecessor in 1837; the Resident is aware that
the treaty was not continued in force, having been annulled by the
Court of Directors as soon as it was received in England. The
Resident is further aware that, although the King of Oude was
informed at the time that certain aggravating provisions of the
treaty of 1837, respecting an increased military force, would not be
carried into effect, the entire. abrogation of it was never
communicated to his Majesty. The effect of this reserve and want
of full communication is felt to he embarrassing to-day. It is the
more embarrassing that the canceled instrument was still included
in a volume of treaties which was published in 1845, by the
authority of Government.”

In the same minute, sec. 17, it is said:

“If the King should allude to the treaty of 1837, and should ask
why, if further measures are necessary in relation to the
administration of Oude, the large powers which are given to the
British Government by the said treaty should not now be put in
force, his Majesty must be informed that the treaty has had no
existence since it was communicated to the Court of Directors, by
whom it was wholly annulled. His Majesty will be reminded that
the Cour t of Lucknow was informed at the time that certain
articles of the treaty of 1837, by which the payment of an
additional military force was imposed upon the King, were to be
set aside. It must be presumed that it was not thought necessary at
that time to make any communication to his Majesty regarding
those articles of the treaty which were not of immediate operation,
and that the subsequent communication was inadvertently
neglected.
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But not only was this treaty inserted in the official collection of
1845, it was also officially adverted to as a subsisting treaty in
Lord Auckland’s notification to the King of Oude, dated July 8,
1839; in Lord Hardinge’s (then Governor-General) remonstrance
to the same King, of November 23, 1847, and in Col. Sleeman’s
(Resident at Lucknow) communication to Lord Dalhousie himself,
of the 10th December, 1851. Now, why was Lord Dalhousie so
eager to deny the validity of a treaty which all his predecessors,
and even his own agents, had acknowledged to be in force in their
communications with the King of Oude? Solely because, by this
treaty, whatever pretext the King might give for interference, that
interference was limited to an assumption of government by
British officers in the name of the King of Oude, who was to
receive the surplus revenue. That was the very opposite of what
was wanted. Nothing short of annexation would do. This denying
the validity of treaties which had formed the acknowledged base of
intercourse for twenty years; this seizing violently upon
independent territories in  open infraction even of the
acknowledged treaties; this final confiscation of every acre of land
in the whole country; all these treacherous and brutal modes of
proceeding of the British toward the natives of India are now
beginning to avenge themselves, not only in India, but in England.
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Karl Marx in the New-York Tribune 1858

Lord Canning’s Proclamation
and Land Tenure in India

Source: New-York Daily Tribune, June 7, 1858;

Transcribed: by Tony Brown.

Lord Canning’s proclamation in relation to Oude, some important
documents in reference to which we published on Saturday, has
revived the discussion as to the land tenures of India — a subject
upon which there have been great disputes and differences of
opinion in times past, and misapprehensions in reference to which
have led, so it is alleged, to very serious practical mistakes in the
administration of those parts of India directly under British rule.
The great point in this controversy is, what is the exact position
which the zemindars, talookdars or sirdars, so called hold in the
economical system of India? Are they properly to be considered as
landed proprietors or as mere tax-gatherers?

It is agreed that in India, as in most Asiatic countries, the ultimate
property in the soil rests [with] the Government; but while one
party to this controversy insists that the Government is to be
looked upon as a soil proprietor, letting out the land on shares to
the cultivators, the other side maintain that in substance the land in
India is just as much private property as in any other country
whatever — this alleged property in the Government being nothing
more than the derivation of title from the sovereign theoretically
acknowledged in all countries, the codes of which are based on the
feudal law and substantially acknowledged in all countries
whatever in the power of the Government to levy taxes on the land
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to the extent of the needs of the Government, quite independent of
all considerations, except as mere matter of policy, of the
convenience of the owners.

Admitting, however, that the lands of India are private property,
held by as good and strong a private title as land elsewhere, who
shall be regarded as the real owners? There are two parties for
whom this claim has been set up. One of these parties is the class
known as zemindars and talookdars, who have been considered to
occupy a position similar to that of the landed nobility and gentry
of Europe; to be, indeed, the real owners of the land, subject to a
certain assessment due to the Government, and, as owners, to have
the right of displacing at pleasure the actual cultivators, who, in
this view of the case, are regarded as standing in the position of
mere tenants at will, liable to any payment in the way of rent which
the zemindars may see fit to impose. The view of the case which
naturally fell in with English ideas, as to the importance and
necessity of a landed gentry as the main pillar of the social fabric,
was made the foundation of the famous landed settlement of
Bengal seventy years ago, under the Governor-Generalship of Lord
Cornwallis — a settlement which still remains in force, but which,
as it is maintained by many, wrought great injustice alike to the
Government and to the actual cultivators. A more thorough study
of the institutions of Hindostan, together with the inconveniences,
both social and political, resulting from the Bengal settlement, has
given currency to the opinion that by the original Hindoo
institutions, the property of the land was in the village
corporations, in which resided the power of allotting it out to
individuals for cultivation, while the zemindars and talookdars
were in their origin nothing but officers of the Government,
appointed to look after, to collect, and to pay over to the prince the
assessment due from the village.

This view has influenced to a considerable degree the settlement of
the landed tenures and revenue made of late years in the Indian
provinces, of which the direct administration has been assumed by
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the English. The exclusive proprietary rights claimed by the
talookdars and zemindars have been regarded as originating in
usurpations at once against the Government and the Cultivators,
and every effort has been made to get rid of them as an incubus on
the real cultivators of the soil and the general improvement of the
country. As, however, these middlemen, whatever the origin of
their rights might be, could claim prescription in their favor, it was
impossible not to recognize their claims as to a certain extent legal,
however inconvenient, arbitrary and oppressive to the people. In
Oude, under the feeble reign of the native princes, these feudal
landholders had gone very far in curtailing alike the claims of the
Government and the rights of the cultivators; and when, upon the
recent annexation of that kingdom this matter came under revision,
the Commissioners charged with making the settlement soon got
into a very acrimonious controversy with them as to the real extent
of their rights. Hence resulted a state of discontent on their part
which led them to make common cause with the revolted Sepoys.

By those who incline to the policy above indicated — that of a
system of village settlement — looking at the actual cultivators as
invested with a proprietary right in the land, superior to that of the
middlemen, through whom the Government receives its share of
the landed produce — the proclamation of Lord Canning is
defended as an advantage taken of the position in which the great
body of the zemindars and talookdars of Oude had placed
themselves, to open a door for the introduction of much more
extensive reforms than otherwise would have been practicable —
the proprietary right confiscated by that proclamation being merely
the zemindarree or talookdarree right, and affecting only a very
small part of the population, and that by no means the actual
cultivators.

Independently of any question of justice and humanity, the view
taken on the other hand by the Derby Ministry of Lord Canning’s
proclamation, corresponds sufficiently well with the general
principles which the Tory or Conservative party maintain on the
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sacredness of vested rights and the importance of upholding an
aristocratic landed interest. In speaking of the landed interest at
home, they always refer rather to the landlords and rent-receivers
than to the rent-payers and to the actual cultivators; and it is,
therefore, not surprising that they should regard the interests of the
zemindars and talookdars, however few their actual number, as
equivalent to the interests of the great body of the people.

Here indeed is one of the greatest inconveniences and difficulties
in the Government of India from England, that views of Indian
questions are liable to be influenced by purely English prejudices
or sentiments, applied to a state of society and a condition of things
to which they have in fact very little real pertinency. The defense
which Lord Canning makes in his dispatch, published to-day, of
the policy of his proclamation against the objections of Sir James
Outram, the Commissioner of Oude, is very plausible, though it
appears that he so far yielded to the representations of the
Commissioner as to insert into the proclamation the mollifying
sentence, not contained in the original draft sent to England, and
on which Lord Ellenborough’s dispatch was based.

Lord Canning’s opinion as to the light in which the conduct of
landholders of Oude in joining in the rebellion ought to be viewed
does not appear to differ much from that of Sir James Outram and
Lord Ellenborough. He argues that they stand in a very different
position not only from the mutinous Sepoys, but from that of the
inhabitants of rebellious districts in which the British rule had been
longer established. He admits that they are entitled to be treated as
persons having provocation for the course they took; but at the
same time insists that they must be made to understand that
rebellion cannot be resorted to without involving serious
consequences to themselves. We shall soon learn what the effect of
the issue of the proclamation has been, and whether Lord Canning
or Sir James Outram was nearer right in his anticipation of its
results.
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