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Colonialism and Nationalism in India
UNIT I

Colonialism: European Settlements in India: Portuguese — Dutch — French —
English — Anglo-French Conflict — Acquisition of Bengal — Relationship with
other Indian states —British imperialism and its impact.

Objectives

» Understanding Early European Settlements

» Examine the Anglo-French Rivalry:

» Study the Acquisition of Bengal by the British:
> Analyze the Impact of British Imperialism

J

Colony is as the Oxford English Dictionary defines it a country or area
under the full and partial control of another country typically a distant one and
occupied by settlers from that country. The Collins English Dictionary also
seems to support the exploitative aspect of colonialism by defining
colonialism as “the policy of acquiring and maintaining colonies, especially
for exploitation.” The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy adopts a historical
approach and “uses the term colonialism to describe the process of European
settlement and political control over the rest of the world, including Americas,
Australia, and parts of Africa and Asia.” There is not a very clear difference
between colonialism and imperialism. In the present scenario, we can look
into colonialism from an Indian historical perspective where India was been
colonialized for more than 200 years. The British can be said to have
exploited the political weakness of the Mughal state, and, tried to bring
change the traditional society and economy by incorporating various
administrative majors.

Let us find the difference between Colonialism and imperialism. So,
colonialism is a bit different than imperialism. Imperialism is driven by the
ideology of the superiority of center with the assertion and expansion of state
power across the globe. Colonialism is normally a pragmatic state of activity
at the periphery or colonies.



Let us discuss various aspects of imperialism forms of imperialism.
Imperialism generally related to the activities of some dominant nations in the
world. Sometime its related to Pax Britannica and now may be its called as
neo imperialism propagated by America. Somehow it is relationship of
effective domination or political and economic control over other nations
across globe. Imperialism can be propagated by direct and indirect
intervention of imperialist powers like Portugal, Fence and Britain .The
significant forms of imperialism can be identified in the history during
sixteenth and seventeenth century European states.

Lenin had applied the Marxist interpretation of imperialism, which he
said “ is the higest stage of capitalism”. The combined contributions of Rosa
Luxemberg, Hilferding and Nekolai Bhukharin have made their own
contribution to Marxist theory of imperialism. This approach is later been
enriched by Paul Baran, Paul Swezzey and Harry Magoffin.

Harry Magoffin in The Age of Imperialism (1969) traced the pattern of
new imperialism and a new period in world capitalism. He distinguished
between the old and new imperialism. To him new imperialism marks a new
period in the United States of America, Germany, France and Japan to
challenge England. The power of monopoly capitalism has shifted to small,
integrated industrial and financial firms-the multinationals (MNCs), which
have become especially predominant since the Second World War.
Consequences of Colonialism

Colonialism had both positive and negative effects on Indian growth
and development. According to Rupert Emerson, a few salient features of
colonialism can be drawn and put forward as a conclusion:

1. Colonialism imposes alien and authoritarian regimes on subordinate
societies. The regimes trained a few of their subjects in bureaucratic
management and required passive submission.

2. It had a major purpose to exploit colonies economically. Colonies
were used as sources and suppliers of raw materials and markets of the

finished good.



3. In course of time, the core that is the UK became economically
powerful and developed, and India as a periphery remained underdeveloped.

4. The authoritative attitude of the British Raj stimulated national
liberation movements in India. However, colonialism remained a historical
agent of change and transformation as well as spread liberal educational
ideologies (Vermani:33).

Nationalism can be said to be the expression of collective identity by a
group of people living in a certain geographical territory who socially,
culturally and economically, and politically identify themselves as one nation
to be governed as such and by themselves. Nationalism emphasizes the
collective identity were to be a nation a group of people must be autonomous
politically, united significantly and substantially, and express a single national
culture to a large extent. However, some nationalists have argued
individualism can be an important part of that culture in some nations and thus
be central to that nation’s national identity. In the modem world national flags
(like the tri-color in India), national anthems, and other symbols of national
identity are very often regarded as sacred as if they were religious rather than
political symbols. The psychological aspect of feeling; unity and in also
depicts the idea of nationalism within us. There are mainly three perspectives
to understanding Colonialism and Nationalism in India

* Liberalism

* Marxism

* Post colonialism.

The liberal perspective generally accepts that colonialism is a normal
phase of economic and political relationships which is rational. It brings
changes in colonies which perhaps promote freedom, life, and liberty and
protect individual rights in colonies. Many of the world's political systems are
based on the values and concepts evident in liberalism.

The Europeans made their appearance on the Coast of Tamilnadu
during the Vijayanagar period. With the advent of the European powers, the

first to reach were the Portuguese and they were followed by the Dutch, the
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Danes, the English and the French. They presented problems because they
could expect no single authority to deal with and no order in the land as to
permit them to carry on their trade in a peaceful atmosphere. The British
adopted various means and strategies in getting favours and privileges from
the native powers which resulted in the establishment of several European
settlements. Because of favourable factors like cheap labour, enormous
availability of commodities and their demand in the international market, the
Europeans found themselves actively engaged in an effective trade. This trend
led to the extension of British power over other European countries. The
design of British extension of power confronted with other local powers. On
the conquest of the local powers, they consolidated their power applying the
techniques of wars, alliances and diplomacy. Having consolidated their power
in the Tamil country, the British framed their administrative policy to suit the
existing political condition.
The Portuguese

During the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries, the Europeans -the
Portuguese, the Dutch, the Danes and the French established their settlements.
Among the various factors which favoured them for brisk trade were Anglo-
French rivalry in Europe, abundance of goods and its international demand
and inexpensive labour and the political necessity. The renaissance and keen
nationalism led to a contest for Company expansion. The ecclesiastical
enthusiasm of the Christian missionaries, the invention of the mariners
compass and the availability of sailing charts and maps boosted the work of
exploration. The publication of Marcopoli’s Travelogue provided the
Europeans with the needed information about the East and fascinated them to
its fabulous wealth. It resulted in the discovery of many sea routes to Asia and
the formation of many colonies which ultimately led to the establishment of
European settlements and flourishing of trade.

The Portuguese were the pioneers among the Europeans traders in the
field of explorations. The geographical discoveries for navigation led to the

establishment of companies and trading posts. They were the first modern
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Europeans to establish settlements and gain political authority in India.
Zamorin, the Hindu ruler warmly welcomed Vasco-da-Cama. The exploration
of Vasco-da-gama opened new prospects for the Portuguese in pursuit of their
political, commercial and proselytizing activities. Thereafter he returned home
in 1499. Vasco-da-Gama'’s fleet for the second time reached Calicult in 1502
and Zamorin again welcomed him. In 1503 Alphonse-de-Albuquerque,
Governor of Portuguese sailed towards the East and established Portuguese
influence in India. They extended their power in Cochin in 1503 and Goa in
1510 in the West Coast. Albuquerque made Goa his headquarters in India. Its
acquisition led to the establishment of settlements along the East Coast at the
beginning of the sixteenth century. The European merchants were originally
in the position of supplicants before the native rulers in India.

The Portuguese formed a settlement at San Thome near Madras in
1522. To begin with their interest was religious, for they wanted to build
church near the place where St. Thomas was believed to have been Kkilled.
They founded factories in 1605 at Masulipatnam and at Pulicot in 1610.
Afterwards they setup factories at Surat, Chinsura, Quilon and Nagapatnam
and few other places. They occupied Nagapattinam and other places by 1658
and gained control of the market and coast. They enjoyed the patronage of the
Emperor of Vijayanagar and had a flourishing trade with that Empire till their
monopoly was taken over by the Dutch.

The conflicts of the Portuguese with the Nayaks and the Dutch
changed their position and their influence began to decline. The forces of
Vijayanagar attacked their settlement in the fishery coast. Raghunatha Nayak
(1600-1634) of Tanjore undertook an expedition towards the Portuguese in
support of the ruler of Jaffna, his ally. Though the expedition ended in failure,
the Portuguese lost their influence on Tanjore. Consequently the Dutch
occupied Nagapatnam and other settlements in 1658 and brought the East
Coast including Tuticorin under their control. These developments caused the
decline of the Portuguese sway in the Tamil country and led to the influence

of the Dutch and the Danes on the east coast. Emerging as bitter rivals to the
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Portuguese, the Dutch and the Danes sought their fortunes on the coast.
Motivated by commercial considerations, the Dutch challenged the
Portuguese sovereignty into alliances with the Asiatic powers. They
underwent experiments early in the Tamil country; but were bitter and
disappointing. However, they took determined effort and stamped their
influence in several regions.
The Dutch

In 1609 the Dutch founded a factory at Pulicat and they made it their
stronghold in 1610. They took Nagapatnam from the Portuguese in 1658 and
it became their chief settlement on the Coromandal Coast. In 1689 they made
Nagapatnam the capital of their empire in India. They fortified their
settlements maintained their finances efficiently and gained large profits.
Later on, as they involved in slave trade and hatched plots in the courts, they
became unpopular. Owing to the opposition of the British in India and the
scope for profitable trade in the East Indies, they slowly withdrew from the
Tamil country and moved to the East Indies. In India, they established
factories at Surat, Machillipatham and Petapoli and the other settlements were
at Nagapatnam, Bengal, Masulipatnam, Bimilipatnam and Jaganathapuram. In
the eighteenth century most of the Dutch settlements had declined due to the
rivalry between the French and the English.
The Danish

Flushed by the success of other European traders in the Tamil country,
Denmark also founded settlements there. King Christian 1V of Denmark sent
the Danes to Tanjore in 1620 and Raghunatha Nayaka of Tanjore granted the
port of Tranquebar (Taran-gambadi) to them. Encouraged by commercial and
religious motivations, they indulged in trade and established the Danish
Lutheran Mission. Constructing many churches, the mission began to pose
threat to the Jesuit Missionary activities. However, when the supply of money
and advent of ships from their home country became irregular, the Dutch lost
their interest and influence. The Danes thus were not able to prosper in

commerce and religion in the Tamil land.
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The English

The English were the most fortunate of the European powers that came
to this Tamil region. The English East India Company was granted a charter
by Queen Elizabeth | on 31 December 1600. By 1612 they had obtained the
settlement at Surat from Emperor Jahangir, consequent on their demonstration
of superior sea power by defeating the Portuguese of Surat. The Madras
settlement was started in 1639 where later on Fort St. George was built.
Thereupon the English established a series of settlements all along the Coast
as that area provided them with what they demanded. Negotiations were
opened between Thomas Yale, Governor of Fort St. George and Raja Ram,
the Maratha ruler of Senji for the acquisition of Tegnapatam (Fort St. David).
He liberally paid tribute to the Brahmin minister and received a grant for Fort.
St. David at Cuddallore. Located beside Pondicherry, this fort evolved into a
hopeful settlement. The British exhibited a great interest to erect factories in
Tanjore, but gave up the scheme as the local rulers became jealous and
European rivalry seemed possible. The British strengthened their trade
through their efficient administrative set up which they carried out
victoriously in the form of contract between the East India Company and the
merchants. They meted out severe punishments to their employees who had
no interest in their works and neglected their obligations. They even annulled
the licence of the merchants and contractors while found guilty and disloyal to
the English East India Company. Under these effective service conditions, the
British strengthened their trade. As trade enhanced in volume and profits
exceeded, the British developed their political ambitions. The Tamil country
underwent certain changes when their commercial policy turned into political.
The French

The French were the last European power to come to the Tamil
country, followed by the Portuguese, the Dutch, the Danes and the English.
During the period of Louis XIV of France (1643-1715), his minister Colbert

7



took the initiative for trade with the East through the French East India
Company formed in 1664. They founded trading centres at Surat in 1665, at
Masulipatnam in 1669, at Pondicherry in 1674 and Chandrangore in 1690.
Pondicherry became the headquarters and developed into a prosperous
settlement under Francis Martin in 1674.

English Company in Madras Presidency

Like other Europeans, Englishmen also were desirous of getting the
things produced in India and the Far East. After their victory over the Spanish
Armada in 1588, their desire to trade directly began to increase. In September
1599, a resolution was passed under the chairmanship of Lord Mayor to form
an association to trade directly with India. The English East India Company
emerged from a humble beginning marked by hardship and distress of great
magnitude at Home and abroad to a height of opulence and power. The
ascending came into existence when Queen Elizabeth on 31 December 1600,
granted a Charter to some 220 gentlemen and merchants to engage in trade “as
one body corporate and politic by the name of the Governor and Company
merchants of London trading to the East Indies”.

In the eighteenth century the Mughal power started to decline and it
presented a situation where Indian powers that were adverse to the English
East India Company, could take power. In order to protect its interests and
profit making the Company needed to fill this power vacuum and expand
beyond the traditional activities of a trading market share. Over the time, the
responsibilities they assumed resembled a governing power more than a
trading company. Originally the Company got concessions from the Mughal
Emperors in Delhi and from local Indian rulers to set up a couple of trading
settlements along the coast. This arrangement allowed to conduct a lucrative
trade and to have Indians to mind their own business and to maintain peaceful
access to the exchange of markets for both Indian and British parties. The
struggle for supremacy in the Deccan between the English and the French
resulted in a number of conflicts till finally Madras became an English

dominion, thus marking the turning point both in the history of Madras and
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that of the British in India. The officials of the British East India Company,
who came here as traders, used Madras as a resourceful spring board for the
conquest of Bengal which symbolised the conquest of the whole of India.

The Madras Presidency had its beginnings in a few isolated trading
settlements along the coast. Trade was their primary and only concern in the
early period of their establishments. Since 1608, the English made attempts to
secure a foot-hold on the Coromandel Coast. Their attempt to build a factory
at Pulicot was defeated by the Dutch who had obtained exclusive rights from
the ruler of Carnatic to trade in his dominions. However in 1611, they could
establish a factory at Masulipatnam, the chief port of Golkonda. For some
years, the factory flourished; but after 1624 declined due to the Dutch rivalry.
In 1628 once again the English made it their trade centre. Their position at
Masulipatnam was improved by the Sultan of Golkonda in 1632. The firman
gave the English freedom of trade in the ports of the kingdom for an annual
payment of 500 pagodas. With the acquisition of Madras Presidency, the
British strengthened their position by way of revenue and judicial
administration.

Both the French and the English East India Companies were the
products of the rise. Of mercantile capitalism in Europe. This phase of
capitalism is regarded as a preparatory phase when trade with Asiatic and
Latin American countries was cayied on to help in the process of at
accumulation. Trade was carried on in goods which were manufactured in
India and for which there was a heavy demand 4r Europe. However. The way
in which the two Companies took advantage of trade with the East differed
greatly. While the English Company had a vastly superior infrastructure with
much larger fleets, the Finch was deficient even in their knowledge of
commerce. The English Company was, the wealthier body and conducted
more frequent voyages. In comparison with the French Company it had a |
more continuous history of trading with the East. To appreciate the qualitative
| difference in the two Companies we must take into account the nature of

their origins. While the French Company was the offspring of state patronage
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whose | revenues were largely drawn from monopoly of the tobacco trade.
Tile English EIC was a great private corporation founded and maintained by
individual enterprise not dependent in any way on the state. In fact the slate
was in its debt. The impact of these differences was very great, as will be seen
later in the course of events. The French EIC was formed in 1664 whereas the
English Company had been formed I in 1600 and had begun trade in cloth and
calicoes with India in 1613 by an Imperial fir marl received from Emperor
Jahangir. However, they had obtained the right to trade only on the Western
coast at Surat, Ahmadabad, Cambay and Goa. The French Company also
established their first factory at Surat in 1668. But this did not pose a serious
threat to the English Company since they failed to "buy cheap & 1 sell dear™
and all they succeeded in doing was tar reduce the price of European goods
and increase that of Indian goods. ! The factory at Surat was succeeded by one
at Masulipatam in 1669. Then in 1674 d Francois Martin founded
Pondicherry, which was to become the future capital of ‘1 the French in India.
It was a rival to Madras. It grew in size and strength and | became as
impressive as the English settlement at Madras-but it could not match the
latter in the extent and variety of its commerce. Between 1690 and 1692 a
factory was set up a Cllandernagore in the East. It proved no challenge to the
British settlement in Calcutta. Fortunes of the French East India Company
declined in the beginning of the 18Lh I century and the factories at Surat,
Bantam and Masulipatam had to be abandoned. 4 However that was only a
temporary setback and by the 1720 the French Comp-v had staged a
cornerback with the revival of interest on ‘the part of the French 1 mercantile
bourgeoisie in the company: The Company was reconstituted; it adopted a
new name and was now known as 'Perpetual Company of the Indies'. French
naval power was greatly improved -a base being established at Mauriti. It was
also reported tha~ 10 to 12 ships were being built in England for the 7 ranch
Company. In 1725 the French established themselves at Mahe on the Malabar
Coast and in 1739 at Karaikal on ‘the East Coast.
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Carnatic wars

A severe tug of war continued between the English and the French for
about twenty years (A.D 1744-1763). At last the French were defeated in this
war. Both the enemies faced each other in the Carnatic region. It was a small
kingdom, the capital of which was Arcot. The Nawab of Carnatic was under
the supremacy of the Nizam of Hyderabad but he ruled as an independent
ruler. There was great instability in Carnatic region in about AD 1746 which
led to fight with each other for trade monopoly and political influence. These
wars were called Carnatic wars, which passed through there stages — the first
Carnatic war, the second Carnatic war and the third Carnatic war.
History of Anglo-French Conflict in India

India was a land that many foreign powers to war to have control over.
And having control over an extremely fertile Carnatic region is like hitting a
jackpot. But before even coming to India, the French and English had a long
history of power struggle and rivalry. Let us look into this background so that
we can have a better understanding of their rivalry after coming to India i.e.
Anglo-French Conflict in India.
Background of Anglo-French Conflict in India

All of it began with the commercial and political rivalry between the
English and French in India and the political rivalry in Europe. Till the
17" century, the French stakes in India were not enough to be threatening to
the British. So, they declared to be neutral and went on with the trading. But
slowly the stakes of both the powers become considerable in India. In the
period between 1720 and 1740, the value of French trade multiplied by 1o
times. Similarly British were engaged in extensive trade with China in goods
like saltpetre, indigo, cotton, silk etc. It was so big that this trade value was
10% of the total revenue of the British.
War of Austrian Succession

The annexation of Silesia by Frederick the Great of Prussia in 1740

created the need for intervention. Britain and France were on opposing sides
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of different coalitions in the ensuing War of the Austrian Succession (1740—
1748). These conflicts, which had a purely European basis, constituted the
political tipping point in modern India’s history.

South India’s political landscape was unclear and unstable in 1740.
Nizam Asaf Jah of Hyderabad was elderly and completely engaged in fighting
the Marathas in the western Deccan. While others under him speculated about
the ramifications of his death. The Coromandel coast, which lay to the south
of his realm, lacked a strong leader to preserve the balance of power. The fall
of Hyderabad signified the end of Muslim expansionism. The English
explorers prepared their strategies accordingly. The Austrian War of
Succession broke out in 1740 upon the death of Emperor Charles VI. It was
the immediate cause of the end of the neutrality between the French and
English in India.

Why is Anglo-French Conflict in India Called Carnatic Wars?

Europeans referred to the Coromandel coast and its hinterland as
“Carnatic.” The majority of these conflicts took place in the Indian regions
that the Nizam of Hyderabad controlled up to the Godavari Delta. The
Carnatic serves as the battleground for the first two Carnatic Wars. In the
second conflict, it will also be important to see the expansion of French
influence in the Deccan. The third conflict sees a brief scene change to Bengal
before returning to the Carnatic.

First Carnatic war

The first Carnatic war was the result of the conflict between England
and France in Europe. The outbreak of Austrian war of succession put them
into rival camps. The spirit of rivalry between the British and the French
spread to India. The British navy under Barnett reached India to help the
British authorities. But, Dupleix the French Governor at La Bourdounai’s
approached the French Governor of Mauritius for help. Dupleix himself set
out from Pondicherry with an army day land route. On 21st September, 1746
the French attacked the British and occupied Madras.
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At this critical juncture, the English sought the help of the ruler of
Carnatic, Nawab Anwaruddin. The Arcot forces attacked the French but
French Commander Paradis defeated the Nawab’s forces in the battle of
Adyar. Madras remained in the hands of the French. As the treaty of Aix — la
— Chapelle was concluded in Europe in 1748 AD, the war between the English
and the French came to an end in India. According to the terms of the treaty of
Aix — la — Chapelle, the French had to return Madras to the English.

The second Carnatic war — 1749 — 1754 AD

Though outwardly, France and England were at peace with each other,
yet rival ambitions could not let them at peace for a long time. Dupleix, the
Governor of the French company was an ambitious person and he had decided
to take active part in the political affairs of India in order to establish his rule
in India. The developments at Hyderabad and Arcot provided opportunities
for the French interference.

In 1748, the Nizam of Hyderabad, Nizam — ul — Mulk, died and a civil
war broke out between his son Nasir Jung and grandson Muzaffar Jung.
During the same time, Chanda Sahib, a son — in — law of the late Nawab of
Arcot, Dost Ali, began to conspire against Anwaruddin, who had been
appointed Nawab by the Nizam. Chanda Sahib sought the help of Dupleix in
order to get the throne of Arcot. Dupleix promised his solitary assistance to
Chanda Sahib and Muzzaffar Jung.

Muzaffar Jung and Chanda Sahib succeeded to the thrones of
Hyderabad and Carnatic respectively. Muzaffar left Pondicherry in 1751 along
with a French force under the leadership of General Busy, to Hyderabad.
Muzaffar Jung was killed near Kadapa on his way to Hyderabad. However,
Bussy reached Hyderabad with the army, and made Salabat Jung, the younger
brother of Nasir Jung, as the new Nizam. Salabath gave the French the
Northern Circars. The French power became dominant both in the Carnatic
and the Hyderabad.

Mohammad Ali, son of Nawab Anwaruddin, sought shelter in
Trichinopoly after the defeat of his father in the battle of Ambur. Chandra
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Sahib marched towards Trichinopoly with his forces to kill Mohammad Ali.
At this juncture, Robert Clive, the British officer, changed the entire situation.
He laid siege to the fort of Arcot. As a result, Chandra Sahib and the French
forces withdrew from the siege of Trichinopoly and fought with Clive in the
battle of Arcot. This success of the English was a severe blow to the French.

The French disaster at Trichinopoly sealed the fate of Dupliex.
Dupleix was called back in 1754 AD and Godhieu was appointed in his place.
With Godhieu treaty with the British Salabath Jung was recognized as the
Nizam of Hyderabad. Mohammad Ali became the Carnatic Nawab. Malleson
wrote that his treaty was a dishonour to the French and it was completely
against the interests of the French people
Third Carnatic war — 1756-63 AD

The seven year war broke out in Europe between England and France
and it led to rivalries between the two companies in India. In 1758 AD, the
French government sent Count — de — Lally to India as Governor and the
commander — in — chief of the French forces. Lally made a plan to establish
his control over Madras. To strengthen his forces, he called Bussy along with
army from Hyderabad. This was a great mistake of Lally, as Bussy’s departure
from Hyderabad weakened the French position there. A decisive battle was
fought at Wandiwash in 1760 AD, when the English commander Sir Eyre
Coote, defeated the combined forces of Lally and Bussy. Pondicherry was
captured by the British. The French position in India declined completely.

The seven years war came to an end in Europe in 1763 with the treaty
of Paris. According to the terms of this treaty Pondicherry, Chandranagor and
Mahi were again given to France. But as a consequence of this battle the
political power of the French ended for ever even in India and there remained
only the English. The English established their supremacy over Indian trade
by getting rid of all European rivals.

British occupation of Bengal
In 1756, Ali Vardhi Khan, the Nawab of Bengal died and was

succeeded by his grandson namely Siraj — ud — Daula. The British at that time
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made some fortification at Calcutta. So Siraj — ud — Daula launched an
offensive against the English. After the attack on Calcutta, several British
people were captured by the Nawab army and as many as 146 men were
dumped in a dark cell of 18 feet long and 14 feet wide. On 20th June 1756, the
English historians spread the story that out of them only 23 survived the next
morning. When the prison room was opened, the rest were perished due to
suffocation. This incident known familiarly as “Black Hole Tragedy” is
considered by many as a pure myth created by J.I. Holwell. The contemporary
historians do not mention this even at all.

No doubt, the British were defeated by Siraj — ud — Daula in the
beginning but they were very strong. On the other hand, the condition of Siraj
— ud — Daula weakened with the passage of time.

Battle of Plassey, 1757 AD

Calcutta was re-conquered in the beginning of 1757, and the Nawab
was compelled to agree to all the demands of the British. Robert Clive wanted
to enthrone some puppet ruler in place of Siraj — ud — Daula. So he planned to
mark Mir Jaffer, the commander — in — chief as the Nawab. Aminchand, a
Punjab money lender, played an important role in arriving at a secret
understanding with Mir Jaffer.

The British under Clive fought with the Nawab’s armies at Plassey on
23rd June 1757. On account of the treachery of Mir Jaffer Siraj was defeated.
Mir Jaffer was proclaimed as the Nawab of Bengal, Bihar and Orissa. The
English East India Company received Zamindari of 24 paraganas. Clive was
rewarded with Rs. 2,34,000 by the Nawab.

The Battle of Plassey laid foundation for the British Empire in India.
The military weakness and inefficiencies of the local rulers were revealed to
the outside world. In 1758, Robert Clive was appointed Governor of Bengal.
After the Battle of Plassey, the British virtually monopolized the trade and
commerce of Bengal.

Battle of Buxar, 1764
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Robert Clive went to England in 1760, after serving as the Governor of
Bengal for two years. Vansittart was appointed as Governor. Mir Jaffar was
not able to meet the heavy demands of money made on him by the company.
Therefore Vansittart deposed Mir Jaffar and placed his son — in — law, Mir
Khasim, on the throne at Murshidabad. The new Nawab granted the English,
the districts of Burdwan, Midnapore and Chittagong. Mir Khasim increased
the revenues and improved the province. He abolished the trade privileges to
the English. So the English deposed him in 1763 and enthroned Mir Jaffar
again as the Nawab of Bengal.

Mir Khasim fled to Oudh and sought the help of Nawab of Oudh and
the Mughal Emperor Shah Alam. The combined armies of the three powers
met the English army commanded by Major Munroe on 22nd October, 1764.
The combined armies were completely defeated and Mir Khasim ran away
from the battle field. In this battle, the English got victory not only against the
Nawab of Bengal but also against the Mughal emperor.

Meanwhile, Mir Jaffar died and his son Nizam — ud — Daula became
the Nawab of Bengal. He not only conferred trade rights on the East India
Company but also distributed costly presents among the English employees.
Clive was reappointed Governor of Bengal in 1765, who concluded treaty of
Allahabad with the Nawab of Oudh and the Mughal emperor. Accordingly,
the English got the right of collecting land revenue in Bengal, Bihar and
Orissa, called ‘Diwani’. The Nawab was entrusted with the responsibility of
administration, known as ‘Nizamat’. As there was distribution of power
between the company and the Nawab, this government came to be called as
‘Dual Government’.

Major Events of Britain’s Imperialism

17™ Century — Britain’s Imperialism is said to have been started
around the start of the 18th century i.e. in 1707 when Britain joined Scotland
and Wales and latter Ireland forming the United Kingdom of Britain.
However, in India the East India Company had already been formed, it took

over East India & regions like Bombay, Madras in the south. Simultaneously,
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Caribbean islands lime Bahamas, Barbados, Jamaica, Guiana and many small
islands. Also, strong control was established in East Africa. All these major
events had happened within the 17" century and the seeds of Britain’s
Dominion on the World.

18™ Century — The start of the 18th century can be considered
magnificent for Britain as it joined 3 surrounding kingdoms of Scotland,
Wales and Ireland into one known as ‘The United Kingdom of Britain’. In
1713, several territories were gained in the Mediterranean Sea. In the later half
of the century, there were constant discussions of Britain and France on the
boundaries in North America. Around 1763, the rising tensions between the
top European powers resulted in them signing a treaty known as ‘The Treaty
of Paris’. The Treaty of Paris made an impact on Britain’s imperial holdings
as Lower Canada, India, Mississippi, Florida, and Senegal remained with
Britain and areas such as Cuba and Manila were returned to Spain. Tensions
were also rising in the British American colonies regarding taxation. In 1773,
an American political protest popularly known as ‘The Boston Tea Party’
occurred. This caused violence and revolt in America and two years later, The
American War of Independence got started, and was fought until 1783.
Therefore, the war resulted in Britain being forced to grant independence to
13 American colonies. Though huge land was lost at the near end of the 18™
century, it can be considered as the best century for the British.

19" Century — The Battle of Trafalgar fought at the start of the century
in 1805 between France and Britain that was eventually won by the British
assured Britain’s supremacy in the oceans as well. Whereas in India, The East
India Company was slowly losing its monopoly in the Indian markets and
slavery got abolished. The political and social unrest in India caused a
rebellion war known as ‘Indian Rebellion of 1857°. Post the war, due to its
poor decision making, East India Company got dissolved. Thus, the
government of India was taken over by Queen Victoria in 1857. Queen
Victoria titled herself ‘Empress of India’, made changes in the financial

system, military, and overall administration. The 19th century indeed went on
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to be more disastrous for the British as the Two Boer wars and South African
Republic lead to a political instability for the British.

20™ Century — The 20th century in general was the biggest roller
coaster ride for the British Empire. Nationalism had grown countrywide
among the Indians that resulted in Nationalised movements such as ‘Swadeshi
movement’ and ‘Home rule movement’ and revolutionary movements. In
1914, The first World War broke out for the British when they declared war
on Germany on 4th August, 1914. The war impacted Britain hugely, though
territorial and political gains were made, the economy was hampered because
of the extraordinary war effort that was put. After a slow and steady recovery,
in 1921, it is said that the British Empire was at its peak. Not too late, due to
the Great Depression, trade and economic infrastructure was again frozen.
Thereafter, Adolf Hitler’s Nazi Luftwaffle airplanes again destroyed cities,
colonies, ports, and factories In World War 2. As soon as the Second World
War got over, Britain had already lost its supremacy in the world. India was
declared as independent country and Bruisers were forced back to Europe.
The decade of 1940-50 seemingly put an end to the British Empire’s dominion
and Imperialism that lasted over 350 years of dominance and impacted the
world with a tremendous magnitude not only during its years of rule but also
on modern times.
Impacts of British Imperialism on Different Fields (sectors)
Political Impacts

India: Before the arrival of the British, India was majorly ruled by
Mughals, Marathas and the Rajputs. The British established control in India
with the help of the army of the East India Company which was led by Robert
Clive. British East India Company took control in the East India mainly in
Bengal and spread its control all over the Indian subcontinent. With the course
of time, East India Company lost its Monopoly in the market. Therefore, it
was nationalized by the crown in 1857 and hence the then Queen Victoria
took the title ‘Empress of India’ naming herself ruler of India as well.

Australia
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Australia was a continent lived on by the Aboriginals who have been
living there for more than 50,000 years and has one of the oldest cultures there
ever was. On the arrival of the British, it was discovered that they do not
really have a ruler to govern the people and administrate the society.
Therefore, the Bruisers set up their colonies there and started to rule the native
Australians. Due to this, Britain got access to the unlimited resources and a
huge landmass of the continent of Australia.

The Caribbean Islands

Britain was in competition mainly with France in terms of power.
Britain sailed overseas for exploring land for mining and crop production. The
Caribbean was a place rich for mining and crop production and no powerful
ruler had already ruled there. Islands like Barbuda and Antigua, Barbados,
Bahamas, Jamaica were the main colonial islands under British rule. Britain’s
impact on the common people of Caribbean was considerably big with respect
to administration.

British Empire

Taking over different countries not only added power to the British
Empire but it also gave it control of nearly a quarter of the world’s land. The
British Empire kept on expanding and people who lived in the British colonies
and countries under English control were added to the Royal Army. The
British Imperialism fuelled the Industrial revolution which ultimately added
more power to not only the British Empire but also other western European
countries such as France and Germany.

Economic Impacts
India

The British East India Company took over India and restricted the
existing Indian industries and increased 50% taxes that they took back to
England. Hence, economic conditions of native Indians were unhealthy at the
time. Britain grew richer and cultivated Indian lands to strengthen their
economy. The East India Company got stronger by trading cotton, spices, and

tea and transporting them to England. As a result of the British exploitation,
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India which had a share of Global industrial output of 25% in 1750 had a
decline in it as it was reduced to 2% in 1900. India, a place formerly known
for its wealth was reduced to a subcontinent full of plunder.
Australia

The economic impact on Australian land was plain and simple.
Australia was a land were no ruler ruled; the Aboriginals had been living there
for more than 50,000 years. When the British arrived and took over the rule of
Australia, they focused mainly on farming and making colonies. The
Aboriginals were not included in the new settlements and were pushed back
into the forest and the British also took their children with them believing that
they would get improved if they join the White society of the English people.
The Caribbean islands

The British traded sugarcane, tea, silk, paintings, art, jewellery, sugar,
cotton, and tobacco from the Caribbeans. The major colonialised islands such
as Bahamas, Barbuda and Antigua, Barbados were rich in terms of natural
resources. The British took advantage of this and traded as much as they could
to get richer. Slave trade also played a role in British Empire’s rise.
British Empire

The British Empire grew larger and richer as it got at its peak in 1921.
Its practice of Imperializing of different parts of the world that was being
carried out from the past two centuries or more benefited it by making British
Empire the biggest, richest and the most powerful country in the world. The
British Empire’s economy also got mightier as it received taxes from all the
territorial acquisitions it had made throughout the world. Global trade that it
carried out insured its economic strength. Slave trade was also a huge factor
that made gains for the British however, it was abolished by the crown in
1883. The Industrial Revolution also impacted in a great way for the British
growth as an economy.
Social Impacts
India
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Before the exploitation from the British, the Indian society was habited
to its traditional methods. After the arrival of the British, the East India
company started exploiting economically as well as socially by suppressing
the Indian social sentiment, not providing Indians with jobs, stripping them of
Human rights and Liberty to carry their traditional methods. This led to a huge
social instability among the Indians which resulted several revolts such as
‘The Indian rebellion of 1857’ and later in the 20" century ‘Home movement’.
However, the British built many schools and hospitals that benefited the
Indians after the British left India.

Australia

The British and the Aboriginals did not have a good and healthy
relationship. The reason behind this was the bad behaviour of the British
towards the native people and mainly because they took the land under their
rule without any agreement of the natives. Various diseases were brought by
the British along with them in Australia. British colonialised Australia and
started to build their own societies nurturing them according to the British
traditions.

The Caribbean islands

Along with the natural resources being plundered, people who lived
under the British rule in the Caribbean were also exploited to a quiet greater
extent. They were treated and traded as slaves and were also sent to Britain’s
other acquired nations to work as laborers. Whenever required, the able-
bodied young men were also initiated into the war effort. Most known fact is
that the Caribbean’s made a huge impact with their contributions in the RAF
(Royal Air Force) during the Second World War. The one thing that British
did that proved to be useful for the Caribbean people was building schools and
hospitals.

British Empire

Britain had travelled all over the world seeking for new lands,

resources and ways to strengthen the crown’s power. The English society

enjoyed Britain’s expansion added value to the British crown as well as
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increased the standard of living for the civilians of UK. Unemployment rate
hardly rose during British Empire’s rule over other nations. The colonies that
had been established by the British played a vital role in managing Britain’s
rapid growing population. The new machineries, commercialization, and
Industrial growth during the Industrial Revolution led to rapid urbanization in
Britain.
Cultural Impacts
India

While looking at the impacts of British rule on India with respect to
culture, one can see negatives as well as positive impacts. British made
several good changes such as abolishing the practice of ‘sati’ and ‘baal vivah’,
attempted to demolish Untouchability and female feticide and other rubbish
age-old traditions in the Indian society. Though the railways were constructed
for the purpose of transporting goods to the coast so that ships carry them to
England, the Railways ultimately helped the Indians for the sake of transport.
Nationalism began to rise in India with the motivation of gaining freedom and
being independent. Whereas, India which once used to be rich in natural
resources and living standards was now in a state of misery because of the 200
years of non-stop plunder done by the British Empire. Also, many Indians
irrespective of their religion were forced to convert themselves and follow
Christianity. Overall, it can be seen that the British tried to supress and erase
the Indian culture by making Imperialistic writings about Indians and
imposing their styles, designs of art and literature.
Australia

Though the native aboriginals of Australia were pushed back into the
forests in mountains by the British colonialists, they did not follow the British
methods, culture. Hence, almost all the Aboriginal population kept faith in
their own religion and did not convert to Christianity. Thus, the British
colonialists that remained on Australian soil carried the British culture
forward.

The Caribbean islands
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Britain exploited the Caribbean people in many ways, culturally as
well. The native Samoan, Hopi and Taino tribal culture were not valued by the
British. Although majority of the native population was taken into slavery,
these cultures somehow managed to survive themselves throughout the British
rule.

British Empire

Due to Imperialism, some parts of Indian, Chinese, Middle eastern
cultures had become a part of British culture. The British had gathered
thousands of artefacts, ornaments, documents of human history and many
such objects that resembled different cultures. The English culture had spread
all over the world, their methods for administration, trade, military, education
system, industrialization, etc. were partially adopted by the people of not only
the Britain but of every single acquired territory of the British Empire. The
Imperialism practiced by Britain can be considered as the main cause for the

spread of Christianity in the world.

Check Your Progress

» When did Vasco da Gama first arrive in India, and where did he land?

» Nawab of Bengal during the Battle of Plassey in 1757?

> Explain how the British East India Company’s control over Bengal affected

other Indian states.

)
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UNIT 11

Emergence of Nationalism in India: Manifestation of Discontent against
British Rule — Poligar Revolt — South Indian Rebellion — Vellore Revolt of
1806 - Revolt of 1857 - Popular Pre-nationalist movements: Peasant uprisings
- Tribal Resistance Movements and the Civil Rebellions - Causes, Nature, and
Impact — Socio-Religious Reform Movements: Ideological Base for the
national movement - Predecessors of the Indian National Congress - Factors
leading to the origin of Indian National Movement.

Objectives

» Understanding Early Resistance Movements:
> Examine Popular Pre-nationalist Movements/
> Analyze the Rise of Indian Nationalism

> Trace the Roots of Organized Nationalism

J

Nationalism: Origin & Meaning

It may surprise you to learn that the history of this idea is not more
than 200 years old. Nationalism, in the sense in which we use it today, did not
exist in India before the 19th century. It may also surprise you to learn that the
roots (origins) of this idea do not lie in the Indian history but in the history of
Modern Europe. In fact it is possible to talk of Indian nationalism as distinctly
different from its European counterpart.

In order to know this difference it is important to have an idea of the
circumstances under which nationalism took roots in Europe. In Europe the
development of nationalism was the result of the fundamental changes that
were taking place in society and economy around the 18lh century. The
beginning of the industrial revolution produced goods and materials and
created wealth at an unprecedented (unprecedented means like never before)
level. This led to the need for the creation of a unified and large market where

these goods could be sold. The creation of a large market led to a political
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integration of villages, districts and provinces into a larger state. In this large
and complex market different people were required to perform different roles
for which they needed to be trained in different skills. But above all they
needed to communicate with each other. This created the need for uniform
educational centres with focus on one language. In the pre-modern times
majority of the people learnt language and other skills in their local
environments which differed from each other. But now, because of the new
changes brought about by modern economy, a uniform system of training and
schooling came into being. Thus modern English language in England, French
in France and German in Germany became the dominant language in those
countries.

Uniformity in communication systems resulted in the creation of a
‘national culture’ and reinforced national boundaries. People living within
those boundaries began to associate themselves with it. Culturally they also
began to perceive themselves as one people and as members of one large
community, i.e. Englishmen began to identify with each other and with the
geographical boundaries of England. Similarly it happened to German and
French people. This was the beginning of the idea of nationalism

Let us understand this differently. Nationalism was the result of the
emergence of nations and nation states (large culturally homogenous
territories with a uniform political system within) in Europe. These nation
states did not always exist. The early societies, with simpler forms of human
organizations and without an elaborate division of labour, could easily
manage their affairs without a state or a central authority to enforce law and
order. State, as a central authority, came into being after the beginning of
organized agriculture. People generally found it difficult to manage their lives
without a central authority to regulate their lives. This need for a state became
even greater with the onset of industrialization and a modern world economy.
An elaborate system of communication and a uniform system of education
with focus on one standardized language created conditions for cultural and

political uniformity. Thus came into being modern nation states. These nation
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states, in order to sustain and perpetuate themselves, needed the allegiance
and loyalty of the people residing in their territories. This was the beginning
of nationalism. In other words, an identification by a people or community
with the boundary of the Nation, state and its high culture gave rise to what
we know as nationalism.

But this was not how the idea of nationalism developed in India. The
conditions in India were very different at a time when the idea of nationalism
was taking roots in Europe. Industrialization occurred here at a very limited
scale. When Europe was getting rapidly industrialized, India was still largely
an agrarian economy. Different people spoke different languages. Though the
feeling of patriotism, (patriotism: love and a feeling of loyalty for one’s
territory and culture like the one that existed among the Marathas for
Marathwara or among the Rajputs for Rajputana) certainly existed in India in
pre-modern times. But nationalism as we understand it (unified system of
administration, common language, a shared high culture and political
integration) did not exist in India until about the middle of the 19th century

Nationalism in India developed primarily as a response to the British
rule. British rule, as yon know, came to the Indian soil in 1757 with battle of
Plassey and gradually established here by defeating the native rulers. As you
are aware, the arrival of the British as rulers was resented by many of the
native rulers and people also. It was clear that they all wanted to oppose and
fight against the British presence in India.

But initially they did not do it together or as one people. Different
groups had their specific grievances against the British and therefore they
fought for the redressal of their specific grievances. For instance the native
rulers did not want the British to take over their territories (as it happened to
the rulers ofAwadh and Jhansi in present day U.P.). Similarly peasants,
artisans and tribals suffered at the hands of the British rulers and often stood
up in revolt against them. (You have read about this in Module 3 of this
Book). But merely the opposition to the British rule or a fight against them did

not bring about a feeling of nationalism in India. Although different sections
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of the population got united because of common exploitation at the hands of
the British, a feeling of identification with the entire country and its people did
not come about. Even the great revolt of 1857, in which many sections of the
population fought together (like native rulers, soldiers, zamindars and
peasants) did not produce a feeling of nationalism or an all-India unity. The
idea that the people of India, in spite of many differences among themselves,
had many things in common amongst them had not, as yet, taken roots.
Similarly the realization that the British rule was foreign and an alien rule
which wanted to subjugate the entire people and bring them under its control,
had also not occurred.

The essence of nationalism in India, or Indian nationalism, was the
realization that all the Indian people had a common nationality and that it was
in their collective interests to resist the British rule. To put it simply, a
combined opposition to British rule and a desire to achieve national unity lay
at the heart of Indian nationalism. The objective conditions for the
development of nationalism were indeed fulfilled by the arrival of the colonial
rulers and their penetration into Indian society and economy. However, these
conditions in themselves, did not create an awareness of nationalism among
the people. The consciousness of the idea of nationalism took a long time to
mature and made its presence gradually in the fields of culture, economy and
politics. In the following section we shall look at them separately.
Manifestation of Discontent against British Rule: Study Material

The British rule in India led to widespread discontent across various
sections of society. This discontent manifested in various forms, including
revolts, movements, and the expression of grievances by different social,
economic, and political groups.

1. Early Resistance to British Rule
a. Tribal Revolts:
o Santhal Rebellion (1855-56): The Santhal community rebelled
against the exploitative practices of the British, particularly in the

areas of land revenue and moneylending.

27



Munda Rebellion (1899-1900): Led by Birsa Munda, this rebellion
was a reaction against British land policies that disrupted the

traditional Munda socio-economic system.
b. Peasant Movements
e Indigo Rebellion (1859-60): Peasants in Bengal revolted against the
oppressive Indigo planters, supported by the British.
e Deccan Riots (1875): Farmers in the Deccan region revolted against
the moneylenders and the British authorities who supported them.
. Sepoy Mutiny of 1857:
Often referred to as the First War of Indian Independence, the mutiny

(@]

was a culmination of various grievances among Indian soldiers
(sepoys) against the British, including religious and cultural
insensitivity, pay disparities, and general discontent.
2. Socio-Religious Reform Movements
a. Brahmo Samaj (Founded by Raja Ram Mohan Roy):
o Advocated for the abolition of practices like Sati and child marriage,
and promoted women's rights and education, reflecting discontent with
British cultural policies.
b. Arya Samaj (Founded by Swami Dayananda Saraswati)
e Focused on returning to the Vedic traditions, opposing Western
influence, and promoting social reform.
c. Theosophical Society (Founded by Madam Blavatsky and Col.
Olcott)
o Played a significant role in promoting Indian culture and philosophy,
and resisting British cultural dominance.
3. Economic Discontent
a. Drain of Wealth Theory
e Propounded by Dadabhai Naoroji, it criticized the economic policies
of the British, which led to the systematic exploitation and
impoverishment of India.

b. Famines and Economic Policies
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e The British economic policies, including heavy taxation and the
emphasis on cash crops, led to frequent famines, such as the Great
Famine of 1876-78, causing widespread suffering and discontent.

4. Political Movements

a. Formation of Indian National Congress (1885)

Initially a platform for moderate demands, the Congress gradually

became the voice of Indian aspirations, leading to widespread
discontent against British rule.

b. Partition of Bengal (1905)

Lord Curzon's decision to partition Bengal led to massive protests and

the Swadeshi Movement, which called for the boycott of British goods
and institutions.

. Home Rule Movement (1916)
Led by Bal Gangadhar Tilak and Annie Besant, the movement

o

demanded self-government and greater Indian participation in
governance.
5. The Gandhian Era
a. Non-Cooperation Movement (1920-22)

Mahatma Gandhi's call for non-violent resistance against British rule,

including the boycott of British goods, schools, and services.
b. Civil Disobedience Movement (1930-34)
Marked by the Salt March, this movement focused on the refusal to

obey unjust British laws.
. Quit India Movement (1942)
A mass protest demanding an end to British rule in India, characterized

o

by widespread participation and intense repression by the British.
6. Revolutionary Movements
a. Indian National Army (INA) and Subhas Chandra Bose
e Bose's efforts to form the INA and fight against the British from
outside India galvanized nationalistic sentiments.

b. Revolutionary Organizations
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e Groups like the Ghadar Party, Hindustan Socialist Republican
Association (HSRA), and individuals like Bhagat Singh and
Chandrashekhar Azad represented the armed struggle against British
rule.
Poligar Revolt

The victory of the British in the acquisitions and consolidation oftheir
power in Madras strengthened their political power.After defeating the French
and their Indian allies in the three Carnatic Wars, the East India Company
began to consolidate and extend its power and influence. However, local kings
and feudal chieftains resisted this. The first resistance to East India
Company’s territorial —aggrandizement was from PuliThevar of
Nerkattumseval in the Tirunelveli region. This was followed by other
chieftains in the Tamil country such as Velunachiyar, Veerapandiya
Kattabomman, Marudhu brothers, and Dheeran Chinnamalai. Veerapandiya
Kattabomman lifted thebanner of local resistance against the British
imperialism.Between 1799 and 1802 formed one of anti-British outbreaks in
Tamilnadu, the growing unrest in Ramanathapuram, Madurai and
Tirunelveliculminated in the Poligar uprising of 1799.
Palayams and Poligars

Poligar war refers to the wars fought between thepoligars of former
Madurai kingdom in Tamilnadu and the English Eastindia Company forces
between March 1799 to May 1802. The word “Palayam” means a domain,a
military camp, or a little kingdom. Poligars in Tamil refers tothe holder of a
littlekingdom as a feudatoryto a greater sovereign.Under this system,palayam
was givenfor valuable militaryservices rendered by any individual. This type
of Poligars system was inpractice during the rule of PratabaRudhraof
Warangal in the Kakatiya kingdom.The system was put in place in
Tamilnaduby ViswanathaNayaka, when he becamethe Nayak ruler of Madurai
in 1529, withthe support of his minister Ariyanathar.Traditionally there were
supposed to be 72Poligars.The Poligars were free to collectrevenue,

administer the territory, settledisputes and maintain law and order. Their
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police duties were known as Padikavalor ArasuKaval. On many occasions
thePoligars helped the Nayak rulers torestore the kingdom to them. The
personal relationship and an understanding between the King and the Poligars
made thesystem to last for about two hundred years from the Nayaks of
Madurai, until thetakeover of these territories by the British. Veerapandya
Kattabomman, DheeranChinnamalai and Marudu brothers were some of the
most notable Poligars who rose up in revolt against the British rule in South
India. With a view to suppressing the Poligars, the Company either under the
authority of the Nawab or of its own sent frequent expeditions.
Divisions of Palayams

Among the 72 Poligars, created by the Nayak rulers, there were two
blocs, namely the prominent eastern and the western Palayams. The eastern
Palayamswere Sattur, Nagalapuram, Ettayapuram, and Panchalamkurichi and
the prominent western palayams were Uthumalai, Thalavankottali,
Naduvakurichi, Singampatti, Seithur. During the seventeenth and eighteenth
centuries the Poligars dominated the politics of Tamil country. They
functioned as independent, sovereign authorities within their respective
Palayams.
Revenue Collection

The Nawab of Arcot had borrowed moneyfrom the East India
Company to meet the expenses he had incurred during the CarnaticWars.
When his debts exceeded his capacity topay, the power of collecting the land
revenuedues from southern Poligars was given to the East India Company.
Claiming thattheir lands had been handed down to the mover sixty
generations, many Poligars refused to pay taxes to the Companyofficials. The
Company branded the defiant Poligars as rebels and accused them oftrying to
disturb the peace and tranquility of the country. This led to conflict between
the East India Company and the Palaykkararswhich are described below.
Revolt of Puli Thevar(1755-1767)

In March 1755 Mahfuzkhan (brother ofthe Nawab of Arcot) was sent

with a contingent of the Company army under Colonel Her onto Tirunelveli.
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Madurai easily fell into their hands. Thereafter Colonel Heron was urged to
deal with PuliThevaras he continued to defy the authority of the Company.
PuliThevar wielded much influence over the western Poligars. Forwent of
cannon and of supplies and pay to soldiers, Colonel Heron abandoned the
planand retired to Madurai. Heron was recalled and dismissed from service.
Confederacy against the British

Three Pathan officers, Nawab Chanda Sahib’s agents, named Mianah,
Mudimiahand NabikhanKattak commanded the Madurai and Tirunelveli
regions. They supported the Tamil Poligars againstArcotNawab Mohamed
Ali. Puli Thevar had established close relationships with them. Puli Thevar
also formed a confederacy of the Poligars to fight the British. With the
exception of the Poligars of Sivagiri, all other Maravar Palayams supported
him. Ettayapuram and Panchalamkurichi also did not join this confederacy.
Further, the English succeeded in getting the support of the rajas of
Ramanathapuram and Pudukottai. PuliThevar tried to get the support of Hyder
Ali of Mysore and the French. Hyder Ali could not help Puli Thevar as he was
already locked in a serious conflict with the Marathas.
Kalakadu Battle

The Nawab sent an additional contingent of sepoys to Mahfuzkhan and
the reinforced army proceeded to Tirunelveli. Besides thel000 sepoys of the
Company, Mahfuzkhan received 600 more sent by the Nawab. He also had the
support of cavalry and foot soldiers from the Carnatic. Before Mahfuzkhan
could station his troops near Kalakadu, 2000soldiers from Travancore joined
the forces of PuliThevar. In the battle at Kalakadu, Mahfuzkhan's troops were
routed.
Yusuf Khan and Puli Thevar

The organized resistance of the Poligars under Puli Thevar gave
inopportunity to the English to interfere directly in the affairs of Tirunelveli.
Aided by the Raja of Travancore, from 1756 to 1763, the Poligars of
Tirunelveli led by Puli Thevar were in a constant state of rebellion against
theNawab’s authority. Yusuf Khan (also knownas Khan Sahib or, before his
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conversion to Islam, Marudhanayagam) who had been sent by the Company
was not prepared to attack Puli Thevar unless the big guns and ammunition
from Tiruchirappalli arrived. As the English were at war with the French, as
well as with Hyder Ali and Marathas, theartillery arrived only in September
1760. YusufKhan began to batter the Nerkattumseval fort and this attack
continued for about two months. On 16th May 1761 Puli Thevar’s three major
forts (Nerkattumseval, Vasudevanallur and Panayur) came under the control
of Yusuf Khan. In the meantime, after taking Pondicherry the English had
eliminated the French from the picture. As a result of this the unity of Poligars
began to breakup as French support was not forthcoming.Travancore, Seithur,
Uthumalai and Surandais witched their loyalty to the opposite camp. Yusuf
Khan who was negotiating with the Poligars, without informing the Company
administration, was charged with treachery and hanged in 1764.

Defeat of Puli Thevar

After the death of Khan Sahib, Puli Thevar returned from exile and
recaptured Nerkattumseval in 1764. However, he was defeated by Captain
Campbell in 1767. Puli Thevar escaped and died in exile. The British finally
won after carrying out long and difficult protracted jungle campaigns against
the Poligar armies and finally defeated them
Velunachiyar (1730-1796)

Born in 1730 to the Raja Sellamuthu Sethupathy of Ramanathapuram,
Velunachiyar was the only daughter of this royal family. The king had no
male heir. The royal families brought up the princess Velunachiyar, training
her in martial arts like valari, stick fighting and to wield weapons. She was
alsoadept in horse riding and archery, apart from her proficiency in English,
French and Urdu. At the age of 16,Velunachiyar was married to Muthu
Vadugar, the Raja of Sivagangai, and had a daughter by name
Vellachinachiar. In1772, the Nawab of Arcot and the Company troops under
the command of Lt. Col. Bon Jour stormed the Kalaiyar Kovil Palace. In the
ensuing battle Muthu Vadugarwas killed. Velunachiyar escaped with her

daughter and lived under the protection of Gopala Nayakar at Virupachi near
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Dindigul foresight years. During her period in hiding, Velunachiyar organised
an army and succeeded in securing an alliance with not only Gopala Nayakar
but Hyder Ali as well. Dalavay (military chief) Thandavarayanar wrote a letter
to Sultan HyderAli on behalf of Velunachiyar asking for 5000infantry and
5000 cavalry to defeat the English. Velunachiyar explained in detail in Urdu
all the problems she had with East India Company. She conveyed her strong
determination to fight the English. Impressed by her courage, Hyder Ali
ordered his Commandant Syed in Dindigul fort to provide the required
military assistance. Velunachiyar employed agents for gathering intelligence
to find where the British had stored their ammunition. With military assistance
from Gopala Nayakar and Hyder Alis he recaptured Sivagangai. She was
crowned as Queen with the help of Marudhu brothers. She was the first female
ruler or queen to resist the British colonial power in India.
Rebellion of Veerapandya Kattabomman (1790-1799)

VeerapandyaKattabomman became  the Palayakkarar ~ of
Panchalamkurichi at the age of thirty on the death of his father, Jagavira
Pandya Kattabomman. The Company’s administrators, James London and
Colin Jackson, had considered him a man of peaceful disposition. However,
soon several event sled to conflicts between VeerapandyaKattabomman and
the East India Company. The Nawab, under the provisions of a treaty signed
in 1781, had assigned the revenue of the Carnatic to the Company to be
entirely under their management and control during the war with Mysore
Sultan. One-sixth of the revenue was to be allowed to meet the expenses of
Nawab and his family. The Company had thus gained the right to collect taxes
from Panchalamkurichi. The Company appointed its Collectors to collect
taxes from all the palayams. The Collector humiliated the Poligars and
adopted force to collect the taxes. This was the bone of contention between
the English and Kattabomman.
Conflict with Jackson

The land revenue arrear from Kattabommanwas 3310 pagodas in1798.

Collector Jackson, an arrogant English officer, wanted to sendan army to
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collect the revenue dues but the Madras Government did not give him
permission. On 18August 1798, he ordered Kattabomman to meet him in
Ramanathapuram. But Kattbomman’s attempts to meet him in between proved
futile, as Jackson refused to give him audience both in Courtallam and
Srivilliputhur. At last, an interview was granted and Kattabomman met
Jackson in Ramanathapurm on 19" September 1798. It is said that
Kattabomman had to stand for three hours before the haughty Collector
Jackson. Sensing danger, Kattabomman tried to escape, along with his
minister Sivasubramanianar. Oomaithurai suddenly entered the fort with his
men and helpedthe escape of Kattabomman. At the gate of the
Ramanathapuram fort there was a clash, in which some people including
Lieutenant Clarke were killed. Sivasubramanianar was taken prisoner.
Appear in the Madras Council

On his return to Panchalamkurichi, Kattabomman represented to the
Madras Council about how he was ill-treated by the collector Jackson. The
Council asked Kattabomman to appear before a committee with William
Brown, William Oram andJohn Casamajor as members. Meanwhile, Governor
Edward Clive, ordered the release of Sivasubramanianar and the suspension of
the Collector Jackson. Kattabomman appeared before the Committee that
saton 15" December 1798 and reported on what transpired in
Ramanathapuram. TheCommittee found Kattabomman was not guilty.
Jackson was dismissed from serviceand a new Collector S.R. Lushing ton
appointed. Kattabomman cleared almost all the revenue arrears leaving only a
balance 0f1080 pagoda.
Kattabomman and the Confederacy of Poligars

In the meantime, Marudhu Pandiyar of Sivagangai formed the South
Indian Confederacy of rebels against the British, with the neighboring
Poligars likeGopalaNayak of Dindigul and Yadul Nayak of Aanamalai.
Marudhu Pandiyar acted assist leader. The Tiruchirappalli Proclamation had
been made. Kattabomman was interested in this confederacy. Collector

Lushing ton prevented Kattabomman from meeting the Marudhu Brothers.
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But Marudhu Brothers and Kattabomman jointly decided on confrontation
with the English. Kattabommantried to influence Sivagiri Poligars, whore
fused to join. Kattabomman advanced towards Sivagiri.

But the Poligars ofSivagiri was a tributary to the Company. So the
Company considered the expedition of Kattabomman as a challenge to their
authority. The Company ordered the army to march on to Tirunelveli. In May
1799, Lord Wellesley issued orders from Madras for the advance of forces
from Tiruchirappalli, Thanjavur and Madurai to Tirunelveli. Major
Bannerman commanded the troops. The Travancore troops too joined the
British. On 1st September 1799, an ultimatum was served on Kattabommanto
surrender. Kattabomman’s “evasive reply” prompted Bannerman to attack his
fort. Bannerman moved his entire army to Panchalamkurichi on 5 September.
They cut off all the communications to the fort. Bannerman deputed
Ramalinganar to convey message asking Kattabomman to surrender.
Kattabomman refused. Ramalinganar gathered all the secrets of the Fort, and
on the basis of his report, Bannerman decided the strategy of the operation. In
a clash at Kallarpatti, Sivasubramanianar was taken prisoner.

Execution of Kattabomman

Kattabomman escaped to Pudukottai. The British put a prize on his
head. Betrayed by the rajas of Ettayapuram and Pudukottai Kattabomman was
finally captured. Sivasubramanianar was executed at Nagalapuram on the 13th
September. Bannerman made a mockery of a trial for Kattabomman in front
of the Poligars onl6th October. During the trial Kattabomman bravely
admitted all the charges leveled against him. Kattabomman was hanged from
a tamarind tree in the old fort of Kayathar, close to Tirunelveli, in front of the
fellow Poligars. Thus ended the life of the celebrated Poligars of
Panchalamkurichi. Many folk ballads on Kattabomman helped keep his
memory alive among the people.

The Marudhu Brothers

Periya Marudhu or Vella Marudhu (1748-1801) and his younger

brother Chinna Marudhu (1753-1801) were able generals of Muthu Vadugar
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of Sivagangai. After Muthu Vadugar's death in the Kalaiyar Kovil battle
Marudhu brothers assisted in restoring the throne to Velunachiyar. In the last
years of the eighteenth century Marudhu Brother organized resistance against
the British. After the death of Kattabomman, they worked along with his
brother Oomathurai. They plundered the granaries of the Nawab and caused
damage and destruction to Company troops.

Rebellion of Marudhu Brothers (1800-1801)

Despite the suppression of Kattabomman’srevolt in 1799, rebellion
broke out again in1800. In the British records it is referred to as the Second
Palayakarar War. It was directed by a confederacy consisting of Marudhu
Pandyanof Sivagangai, GopalaNayak of Dindugal, Kerala VVarma of Malabar
and Krishnaappa Nayak and Dhoondaji of Mysore. In April1800 they meet at
Virupachi and decided toorganise an uprising against the Company. The
uprising, which broke out in Coimbatore in June 1800, soon spread to
Ramanathapuram and Madurai. The Company got wind of it and declared war
on Krishnappa Nayak of Mysore, Kerala Varma of Malabar and others.
ThePalayakars of Coimbatore, Sathyamangalam and Tarapuram were caught
and hanged. In February 1801 the two brothers of Kattabomman, Oomathurai
and Sevathaiah, escaped from the Palayamkottai prison to Kamudhi, from
where Chinna Marudhu took them to Siruvayal his capital. The fort at
Panchalamkurichi was reconstructed in record time. The British troops under
Colin Macaulayretook the fort in April and the Marudhu brothers sought
shelter in Sivagangai. The English demanded that the Marudhu Pandyarsh and
over the fugitives (Oomathurai and Sevathaiah). But they refused. Colonel
Agnew and Colonel Innes marched on Sivagangai. In June 1801 Marudhu
Pandyars issued a proclamation of Independence which is called
Tiruchirappalli Proclamation.

1801 Proclamation

The Proclamation of 1801 was a nearly call to the Indians to unite

against the British, cutting across region, caste, creed and religion. The

proclamation was pasted on the walls of the Nawab’s palace in Tiruchirappalli
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fort and on the walls of the Srirangam temple. Many Poligars ofTamil country
rallied together to fight against the English. Chinna Marudhu collected nearly
20,000 men to challenge the English army. British reinforcements were rushed
from Bengal, Ceylon and Malaya. The rajas of Pudukkottai, Ettayapuram and
Thanjavur stood by the British. Divide and rule policy followed by the
English spilt the forces of the Poligars soon.

Fall of Sivagangai

In May 1801, the English attacked there bels in Thanjavur and
Tiruchirappalli. There bels went to Piranmalai and Kalayarkoil. They were
again defeated by the forces of the English. In the end the superior military
strength and the able commanders of theEnglish Company prevailed. The
rebellion failed and Sivagangai was annexed in 1801.The Marudhu brothers
were executed in the Fort of Tirupathur near Ramanathapuramon 24™ October
1801. Oomathurai and Sevathaiah were captured and beheaded at
Panchalamkurichi on 16™ November 1801.Seventy-three rebels were exiled to
Penangin Malaya. Though the Poligars fell to the English, their exploits and
sacrifices inspired later generations. Thus the rebellion of Marudhu brothers,
which is called South Indian Rebellion, is a landmark event in the history of
Tamil Nadu.

The Treaty of Carnatic (1801)

The suppression of the Poligars rebellions of 1799 and 1800-1801
resulted in the liquidation of all the local chieftains of Tamil Nadu. Under the
terms of the Carnatic Treaty of 31st July 1801, the British assumed direct
control over Tamilagam and the Palayakarar system came to an end with the
demolition of all forts and disbandment of their army.

Dheeran Chinnamalai (1756-1805)

Born asTheerthagiri in 1756in the Mandradiarroyal family of
Palayakottai Dheeran was well trained in silambam, archery, horse riding and
modern warfare. He was involved in resolving family and land disputes in the
Kongu region. As this region was under the control of the Mysore Sultan, tax

was collected by Tippu’s Diwan Mohammed Ali. Once, when the Diwan was
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returning to Mysore with the tax money, Theerthagiri blocked his way and
confiscated all the tax money. He let Mohammed Aligo by instructing him to
tell his Sultan that “Chinnamalai”’, who is between Sivamalaiand
Chennimalai, was the one who took away taxes. Thus he gained the name
“Dheeran Chinnamalai”. The offended Diwan sent contingent to attack
Chinnamalai and both the forces met and fought at the Noyyal riverbed.
Chinnamalai emerged victorious. Trained by the French, Dheeran mobilised
the Kongu youth in thousands and fought the British together with Tippu.
After Tippu’s death Dheeran Chinnamalai built a fort and fought the British
without leaving the place. Hence the place is called Odanilai. He launched
guerrilla attacks and evaded capture. Finally the English captured him and his
brothers and kept them in prison in Sankagiri.

The Poligars went down fighting against alien imperialism. Ultimately
a combination of adverse developments rendered their fall inevitable. The
Company’s ascendency eclipsed the European and Mysore powers and the
Poligars could gain no assistance from any quarter. If the existence of the
Poligari system presented certain difficulties to the working of the central
government, it equally so presented certain opportunities to the country. The
leaders were executed or condemned to ignominious imprisonment and
villagers were deprived of the means of repelling the predatory incursion,
commanding this period. The repressive policy inconsequence prepared the
minds of the people for a more determined struggle. The suppression of the
Poligar uprising resulted in theliquidation of the influence of the chieftains.
Under terms of the Carnatic treaty of 1801, the Company assumed direct
control over Madras. The Company mobilised its strength to suppress all
rebellious activities and alarge number of them were subjected to capital
punishment. It led to the establishment of internal order and peace. The
English East India Company assumed full sovereignty over the territories in
1800-1802. The position of the Company was solid and there was a conducive
atmosphere for a settlement.
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South Indian Rebellion

The victory over Tipu and Kattabomman had released British forces
from several fronts to target the fighting forces in Ramanathapuram and
Sivagangai. Thondaiman of Pudukottai had already joined the side of the
Company. The Company had also succeeded in winning the support of the
descendent of the former ruler of Sivagangai named Padmattur Woya Thevar.
Woya Thevar was recognised by the Company as the legitimate ruler of
Sivagangai. This divisive strategy split the royalist group, eventually
demoralizing the fighting forces against the British.

In May 1801 a strong detachment under the command of P.A. Agnew
commenced its operations. Marching through Manamadurai and Partibanur
the Company forces occupied the rebel strongholds of Paramakudi. In the
clashes that followed both sides suffered heavy losses. But the fighters’
stubborn resistance and the Marudu brothers’ heroic battles made the task of
the British formidable. In the end the superior military strength and the able
commanders of the British army won the day. Following Umathurai’s arrest
Marudu brothers were captured from the Singampunary hills, and Shevathiah
from Batlagundu and Doraiswamy, the son of Vellai Marudu from a village
near Madurai. Chinna Marudu and his brother Vellai Marudu were executed at
the fort of Tiruppatthur on 24 October 1801. Umathurai and Shevathiah, with
several of their followers, were taken to Panchalamkurichi and beheaded on
16 November 1801. Seventy three rebels were banished to Penang in Malaya
in April 1802.

Theeran Chinnamalai

The Kongu country comprising Salem, Coimbatore, Karur and
Dindigul formed part of the Nayak kingdom of Madurai but had been annexed
by the Wodayars of Mysore. After the fall of the Wodayars, these territories
together with Mysore were controlled by the Mysore Sultans. As a result of
the Third and Fourth Mysore wars the entire Kongu region passed into the
hands of the English.

40



Theeran Chinnamalai was a palayakkarar of Kongu country who
fought the British East India Company. He was trained by the French and
Tipu. In his bid to launch an attack on the Company’s fort in Coimbatore
(1800), Chinnamalai tried taking the help of the Marudu brothers from
Sivagangai. He also forged alliances with Gopal Nayak of Virupatchi;
Appachi Gounder of Paramathi Velur; Joni Jon Kahan of Attur Salem;
Kumaral Vellai of Perundurai and Varanavasi of Erode in fighting the
Company.

Chinnamalai’s plans did not succeed as the Company stopped the
reinforcements from the Marudu brothers. Also, Chinnamalai changed his
plan and attacked the fort a day earlier. This led to the Company army
executing 49 people. However, Chinnamalai escaped. Between 1800 and July
31, 1805 when he was hanged, Chinnamalai continued to fight against the
Company. Three of his battles are important: the 1801 battle on Cauvery
banks, the 1802 battle in Odanilai and the 1804 battle in Arachalur. The last
and the final one was in 1805. During the final battle, Chinnamalai was
betrayed by his cook Chinnamalai and was hanged in Sivagiri fort.

Vellore Revolt (1806)

Vellore Revolt 1806 was the culmination of the attempts of the
descendents of the dethroned kings and chieftains in south India to throw of
the yoke of the British rule. After the suppression of revolt of Marudu
brothers, they made Vellore the centre of their activity. The organizers of an
Anti-British Confederacy continued their secret moves, as a result of which no
fewer than 3,000 loyalists of Mysore sultans had settled either in the town of
Vellore or in its vicinity. The garrison of Vellore itself consisted of many
aggrieved persons, who had been reduced to dire straits as a sequel to loss of
positions or whose properties had been confiscated or whose relatives were
slain by the English. Thus the Vellore Fort became the meeting ground of the
rebel forces of south India. The sepoys and the migrants to Vellore held
frequent deliberations, attended by the representatives of the sons of Tipu.
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Immediate Cause

In the meantime, the English enforced certain innovations in the
administration of the sepoy establishments. They prohibited all markings on
the forehead which were intended to denote caste and religious, and directed
the sepoys to cut their moustaches to a set pattern. Added to these, Adjutant
General Agnew designed and introduced under his direct supervision a new
model turban for the sepoys.

The most obnoxious innovation in the new turban, from the Indian
point of view, was the leather cockade. The cockade was made of animal skin.
Pig skin was anathema to Muslims, while upper caste Hindus shunned
anything to do with the cow’s hide. To make matters worse the front part of
the uniform had been converted into a cross.

The order regarding whiskers, caste marks and earrings, which
infringed the religious customs of both Hindu and Muslim soldiers, was
justified on the grounds that, although they had not been prohibited previously
by any formal order, it had never been the practice in any well-regulated corps
for the men to appear with them on parade.

The first incident occurred in May 1806. The men in the 2nd battalion
of the 4th regiment at Vellore refused to wear the new turban. When the
matter was reported to the Governor by Col. Fancourt, commandant of the
garrison, he ordered a band of the 19th Dragoons (Cavalry) to escort the
rebels, against whom charges had been framed, to the Presidency for a trial.
The 2nd battalion of the 4th regiment was replaced by the 2nd battalion of the
23" regiment of Wallajahbad. The Court Martial tried 21 privates (a soldier of
lower military rank)— 10 Muslims and 11 Hindus—, for defiance. In pursuance
of the Court Martial order two soldiers (a Muslim and a Hindu) were
sentenced to receive 900 lashes each and to be discharged from service.

Despite signals of protest the Government decided to go ahead with
the change, dismissing the grievance of Indian soldiers. Governor William
Bentinck also believed that the °‘disinclination to wear the turban was

becoming more feeble.’
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Though it was initially claimed that the officers on duty observed
nothing unusual during the night of July 9, it was later known that the English
officer on duty did not go on his rounds and asked one of the Indian officers to
do the duty and Jameder Sheik Kasim, later one of the principal accused, had
done it. The leaders of the regiment who were scheduled to have a field day
on the morning of 10 July, used it as a pretext to sleep in the Fort on the night
of 9 July. The Muslim native adjutant contrived to post as many of his
followers as possible as guards within the Fort.

Jamal-ud-din, one of the twelve princes of Tipu family, who was
suspected to have played a key role in the revolt, kept telling them in secret
parleys that the prince only required them to keep the fort for eight days
before which time ten thousand would arrive to their support. He disclosed to
them that letters had been written to dispossessed palayakkarars seeking their
assistance. He also informed that there were several officers in the service of
Purniah (Tipu’s erstwhile minister) who were formerly in the Sultan’s service
and would undoubtedly join the standard.

Outbreak of Revolt

At 2:00 am. on 10 July, the sentry at the main guard informed
Corporal Piercy saying that a shot or two had been fired somewhere near the
English barracks. Before Piercy could respond, the sepoys made a near
simultaneous attack on the British guards, the British barracks and the
officers’ quarters in the Fort. In the European quarters the shutters were kept
open, as they were the only means of ventilation from the summer heat. The
rebels could easily fire the gun ‘through the barred windows on the
Europeans, lying unprotected in their beds.” Fire was set to the European
quarters. Detachments were posted to watch the dwellings of the European
officers, ready to shoot anyone who came out. A part of the 1st regiment took
possession of the magazines (place where gun powder and ball cartridges
stored). A select band of 1st Regiment was making their rounds to massacre
the European officers in their quarters.
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Thirteen officers were Kkilled, in addition to several European
conductors of ordnance. In the barracks, 82 privates died, and 91 were
wounded.

Major Armstrong of the 16th native infantry was passing outside the
Fort when he heard the firing. He advanced to the glacis and asked what the
firing meant. He was answered by a volley from the ramparts, killing him
instantly. Major Coates, an officer of the English regiment who was on duty
outside the Fort, on hearing of the revolt tried to enter the Fort. As he was
unable to make it, he sent off an officer, Captain Stevenson of 23rd, to Arcot
with a letter addressed to Colonel Gillespie, who commanded the cavalry
cantonment there. The letter reached Arcot, some 25 km away, at 6 a.m.
Colonel Gillespie set out immediately, taking with him a squadron of the 19th
dragoons under Captain Young, supported by a strong troop of the 7th cavalry
under Lieutenant Woodhouse. He instructed Colonel Kennedy to follow him
with the rest of the cavalry, leaving a detachment to protect the cantonment
and to keep up the communication.

When Colonel Gillespie arrived at the Vellore Fort at 9 a.m., he
thought it prudent to await the arrival of the guns, since there was continuous
firing. Soon the cavalry under Kennedy came from Arcot. It was about 10
o’Clock. The gate was blown open with the galloper guns of the 19th
dragoons under the direction of Lieutenant Blakiston. The troops entered the
place, headed by a squadron of the cavalry under Captain Skelton.

The Gillespie’s men were met by a severe crossfire. In the ensuing
battle, Colonel Gillespie himself suffered bruises. The sepoys retreated.
Hundreds escaped over the walls of the Fort, or threw down their arms and
pleaded for mercy. Then the cavalry regiment assembled on the parade ground
and resolved to pursue the fleeing soldiers, who were exiting towards the
narrow passage of escape afforded by the sally port. A troop of dragoons and
some native horsemen were sent round to intercept the fleeing soldiers. All the
buildings in the Fort were searched, and mutineers found in them pitilessly

slaughtered. Gillespie’s men wanted to enter the building and take revenge on
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the princes, the instigators of the plot; but Lt. Colonel Marriott resisted the
attempt of the dragoons to kill Tipu’s sons.
Revolt of 1857
Introduction

By the first half of the 19th century, the East India Company had
brought major portions of India under its control, but still it had two purposes
or aims : (i) To sustain its conquests and (ii) To exploit in the trade . To fulfill
these aims, there was no limit of company’s betrayal and avarice. Before 1857
A.D. many of the native domination were annexed to the British Empire
forcibly. The British Government was sucking the blood of both, the rulers
and the people. Everywhere the revolts were taking place against British East
India Company’s rule. It was very easy to conquer the new territories but it
was very difficult to keep those territories under the control of British East
India Company. The East India Company's rule from 1757 to 1857 had
generated a lot of discontent among the different sections of the Indian people
against the British. The end of the Mughal rule gave a psychological blow to
the Muslims many of whom had enjoyed position and patronage under the
Mughal and other provincial Muslim rulers. The commercial policy of the
company brought ruin to the artisans and craftsman, while the divergent land
revenue policy adopted by the Company in different regions, especially the
permanent settlement in the North and the Ryotwari settlement in the south
put the peasants on the road of impoverishment and misery.
Background

The Revolt of 1857 was a major upheaval against the British Rule in
which the disgruntled princes, to disconnected sepoys and disillusioned
elements participated. However, it is important to note that right from the
inception of the East India Company there had been several resistance from
divergent section in different parts of the sub continent. This resistance
offered by different tribal groups, peasant and religious factions remained
localized and ill organized. There were series of civil disturbances and local

uprising which were scattered, localised and mostly violent. Most of these
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movements arouse due to popular discontent with the british rule , but some of
them were owing to the individual grievences. For about 100 years the people
of India had witnessed the enormous lot and plunderr of wealth from India to
Britain. The displeased rulers and feudal lords tried to recover their lost
ground with the support of their revenue policy, which had created a class of
exploitative intermediaries. The Tribals rebelled in resentment against
disturbances and dislocation causedthem their exploitation by non- tribals.
There were also non violent religio-political uprising and disturbances
aginst the British East India Company. The Sanyasi and Faquir rebellions in
Bengal, The Wahabi movement, the Kukka movement in Punjab etc. belong
to this category. Thus revolt of 1857 was not sudden, but the culmination of
growing discontent. In certain cases the British could put down these uprisings
easily, in other cases the struggle was prolonged resulting in heavy causalities.
These disturbances and uprising, though did not succeed in uprooting the
British power from India, became the precursors of the major Revolt of 1857.
The revolt started as a mutiny of sepoys of East India Company’s army on 10
May 1857 in the cantonment of the town of Meerut. Thereafter it spread to
upper Gangetic plain and central India in the form of mutinies of the sepoy
and civilian rebellions Major conflict zones were confined to present Uttar
Pradesh, northern Madhya Pradesh and Delhi region.
Nature and Character of Revolt
The historians have divergent opinion regarding the nature of uprising

. The British considered it just a ‘A Military Revolt’” which had neither the
leadership of any of the Indian leaders , nor the cooperation of the people. The
Indian patriots considered that uprising as National War of Independence. As
a whole, there are the main following views regarding the nature and character
of the Revolt of 1857 A.D.

a. A Military Revolt

b. An Attempt for establishing the Mughal Power

c. Avristocrate Reaction

d. A Peasant Reaction
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A National Revolution
A racial struggle for supremacy between Black and White

A struggled between Oriental and Occidental Civilization and Culture

o «Q o

A National War of Independence
From the above mentioned view, only two of the views are famous:
A Military Revolt

Many Historians have called the Revolt of 1857A.D. as a military
revolt. among these historians, Sir john Lawrence and Seelay thought it as a
Military revolt and nothing. The other British Historians like Kaye,
Malleson,Trevelyan Holmes have painted it as ‘a mutiny’ confined to the
army which did not command the support of the people at large. A similar
view was held by many contemporary Indians like Munshi Jiwan Lal,
Moinuddin (both eye-witness at Delhi) Durgadas Bandopadhyaya(eye witness
at Bareilly) Sir Sayyed Ahmed Khan and many others. . In the words of
Seelay that the Uprising of 1857 was the revolt of those soldiers who were
selfish and without the feeling of patriotism, it had neither a leader nor the
popular support of the people. P. E. Roberts also supported the views of Sir
John Lawrence and wrote that it was purely a military revolt and whose cause
was the incident of cartridges. Even the Indian Historian like R.C. Mujumdar
in his book ‘The Sepoy Mutiny and The Revolt of 1857 argues that the revolt
of 1857 was not a war of Independence.

All these scholars and historians considered uprising only a military
revolt. According to them the revolt had not the support of the people.. These
scholars presented many arguments in favour of their view as:

Arguments in favour
a. The revolt had spread only in some Northern India. It had not spread in
southern India and in many areas of North India especially in Punjab.
b. That revolt started from military cantonment area and its development
and influential areas were military centres.
c. The peasants and other citizens took a very little part in the revolt of
1857.
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d. The revolt did not spread to in the villages and It was limited only to
the cities and towns.

e. It is true that the rulers like Nana Sahib, Bahadur Shah and Rani of
Jhansi wanted to take revenge against the British. But they took up the
arms against the British when soldiers took up the arms against the
British. Otherwise they had no courage to revolt.

f. If the revolt of 1857 was the National War of Independence, then the
small portion of British troops could not suppress that revolt.

First War of Independence

Most of the Indian hitorians and scholar had called the Revolt of
1857A.D. as the First War of Independence. Dr. K.M. Panikar has called that
revolt as a National Revolution. V.D. Savarkar and Ashok Mehta have called
it as the War of Independence. Where as Jai Chand Vidyalankar and Pandit
Nehru accepted the revolt of 1857 A.D. as the First war of Independence.
Even Dr. S.N. Sen belives that the rising of 1857 was a war of independence.
H e contends that revolutionaries are mostly the work of minorities, with the
active sympathy of the masses. Here he compares it with the American
Revolution of 1775-83 and the Frech Revolution of 1789.

The contemporary leader of Conservative Party of England, Mr
Benjamin Dasraily called it as a National Mutiny and according to him revolt
was not the result of any immediate cause instead it was a result of deliberate
and organised plan.

Argument in Favour

That revolt was the national mutiny. The following arguments are
presented in favour of it:-

1. The revolt of 1857 spread throught the country and it proves that it
was the mutiny of common people in which the belonging to different
classes caste made their efforts to expell the British from India.

2. In Kanpur the Labourers and in Allahabad fisherman took an active
part in revolt. The native soldiers and native rulers also showed their

active participation in that revolt. The common people and Zamindars
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made their efforts to make the reolt a successful one. Thus from
comman man to the Kings all took part in that revolt. Therefore it is
called as National Revolt.

. The revolt began very soon and it remained into force for many
months. Only with the support of the common people, a mutiny can
remain in force for a long time and also begin very soon. If it was a
mutiny of soldiers, then it could not begin so soon and could not have
remain in force for a longer period. These two factors prove that revolt
was the National Mutiny.

It was first time that Hindus and the Muslims had taken part in the
revolt jointly against the British. From the declaration by the mutineers
in Delhi it was proved that they had not any religious differences. This
Hindu- Muslim unity proves that the revolt can be called as the
National war of Independence.

. The people who were punished by the British, most of them were
common people and citizens, and they were not the soldiers. If the
common people had not taken part in the revolt, then the British could
not punish them. That’s why the revolt of 1857 was not a military
revolt instead it was a National War of Independence.

It is true that many rulers did not take part in the revolt but they were
waiting for proper and suitable time to revolt against the mighty
British power in India.

Even during the annexation of different states to the British
Government in India Indian masses opposed the British and supported
their own rulers. From that fact, it is proved that the feeling of
Independence and nationalism had awakened among the Indian
masses.

. Along with men, the women also took active part in that revolt, which
proves that it was not a military revolt; instead it was the national war
of Independence.

From the above mentioned detailed discussion, we may conclude that :
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i. The Indian people and the Indian rulers were against the British and
wanted to get rid of them.

ii. The common people also took part in that uprising, though they were
few in number.

lii. It is true that the uprising was started by the soldiers but their move
was not to achieve their individual concessions, instead they also
wanted to expel the British from India.

iv. It is also true that the uprising did not spread in many parts of India
But it does not mean that the people belonging to these parts did not
independence. They were waiting for the suitable opportunity, so that
they might join the war against the British.

v. In that uprising the Hindus and Muslims had sacrificed their lives
together. They had performed such type of deeds to set India free from
the slavery of the British.

The Revolt was more than a mere sepoy Mutiny - S.N. Sen and Dr. R.C.
Mujumdar have given an objective and balanced view that the sepoy mutiny
assumed the character of a revolt and assumed a political dimension when the
mutineers of Meerut after proceeding to Delhi declared the restoration of the
Mughal Emperor Bahadur Shah Il, and the landed aristocracy and civil
population declared their loyalty in his favor. What began as a right for
religion ended in a war of independence, for there is not the slightest doubt
that the rebels wanted to get rid of the alien government and restore the old
order of which the Mughal emperor was the rightful representative.

Pandit Nehru has written, It was much more than a military mutiny and
it spread rapidly and achieved the character of a popular rebellion and a war of
Indian Independence.” Prof. Bipan Chandra is of the view that the revolt of
the sepoys was accompanied by a rebellion of the civil population particularly
in the Northwestern Provinces and Oudh, the two regions from which the
sepoys of the Bengal army were recruited.

The civil rebellion had a broad social base embracing all sections of the

society and the revolt of the sepoys thus, resulted in a popular uprising In spite
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of the limitations and weaknesses the effort of the sepoys to liberate the
country from foreign rule was a patriotic act.
Causes of the revolt of 1857

Although Revolt began as a military rising and it appears to be a great
sequel in the long series of a number of mutinies, its causes were deeply
rooted in the changing conditions of the times. It drew its strength from
several elements of discontent against the British rule. There were several
Political, administrative, socio cultural, economic, religious, cultural and
immediate causes of the revolt.
Political Causes
Wars and Conquests

The East India Company created a lot of discontent and disaffection
among the dispossessed ruling families and their successors by her conquest.
A large number of dependents on the ruling families who lost their means of
livelihood and other common people were disillusioned and disaffected with
the alien rule. Lord Dalhousie annexed the Punjab and added humiliation to
the ruling family. Dalip Singh, the minor son of Ranjit Singh, the founder of
the Sikh Kingdom of the Punjab, was deposed, and exiled to England. The
properties of the Lahor Darbar were auctioned.
Subsidiary Alliance

The British policy of territorial annexations led to the displacement of
a large number of rulers and chiefs. The vigorous application of the policies of
Subsidiary Alliance and Doctrine of Lapse angered the ruling sections of the
society. The subsidiary alliance of Lord Wellesley, played a major role in
British expansion in India. According to this alliance, Indian rulers were not
allowed to have their independent armed force. They were to be protected by
the company, but had to pay for the 'subsidiary forces' that the company was
supposed to maintain for the purpose of this protection. As a result, number of
Indian rulers under British protection surrendered the control of their foreign
affairs to the British. Most subordinate disbanded their native armies, instead

maintaining British troops within their states to protect them from attack.
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Discontent and dissatisfaction was especially strong in those regions,
which were believed to have been lost their independence. As a consequence
of Subsidiary Alliance, lakhs of soldiers and officers were deprived of their
hereditary livelihood, spreading misery and degradation in the country. Thus
the East India company’s policy of ‘Effective control’and gradual extinction
of the Indian native states took a definite shape with the perfection of the
Subsidiary Alliance System under Lord Wellesley.

Doctrine of Lapse

The practical application of Doctrine of Lapse of Lord Dalhousie’s
produced unprecedented discontent in the directly affected states. As a result
number of rulers was debarred from adopting any son for the purpose of
religious ceremonies after their death. This was considered as a direct
encroachment by the British upon their religious practices. The Punjab Pegu,
and Sikkim were conquered and annexed to the British Empire. By applying
the Doctrine of Lapse, Dalhousie annexed the principalities of Satara, Jaipur,
Sambhalpur, Bhagat. Udaipur, Jhansi, and Nagpur. In 1856 Lord Dalhousie
annexed the kingdom of Oudh only on the pretext of mismanagement. The
dethronement of Wajid Ali Shah sent awave of resentment and anger of
throughout the country. The state was exploited economically and the Nawabs
were reduced to a position of administration of the state, which was used as an
excuse by Dalhousie to merge it with the British Empire. The dignities and the
royal titles in the case of the rulers of Carnatic and Tanjore were confiscated
and Nana Sahib the adopted son of Bajirao Il, was deprived of the pension
that originally was granted to Peshwa Bajirao Il. Thus in the eyes of the
Indians, all the ruling princes were in danger and the annexation of all the
states in India was considered only a question of some time. It was a General
belief amongst the people in India that the native states were being swallowed
up. All These actions manifested the lack of sensitivity of the British towards

the Indian Rulers.
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Humiliating and Rush Policy towards the Successors of the Mughals
British never honoured their written or verbal promises; consequently
it was natural to result in hatered and revolts. Since 1803, the Mughal
emperors had been living under the British protection. His claims to honour
and precedence were recognized. The seal of Governors General bore the
inscription humble servant. However, there was a gradual change in the
relationship between the Mughal emperor and the governors-general. Amherst
made it clear to the emperor, that his Kingship was nominal; it was merely out
of courtesy that he was addressed as King.In 1849, Lord Dalhousie announced
that the successor of Dalhousie had to leave the Red Fort and stay near Kutub
Minar. By this time, Bahadur Shah, the Mughal emperor had become very old
and was likely to die any moment was not in favour of the creation of an
imperium imperio, he had accepted Fakir Uddin as the successor of the
Mughal emperor but he had subjected the new Emperor to very strict
conditions. Fortunately or unfortunately Fakruddin died in the year 1856. On
his death the then Viceroy Lord Canning proclaimed that the next successor of
Fakiruddin would be deprived of even their titular dignities and shadow of
sovereignties in Delhi and they would not be allowed to sit on the royal
palaces in Delhi. This means that the title sovereignty of the Mughals was also
to come to an end. This proclamation on the part of Lord Canning struck a
great blow to the ambitions of the Indian Muslims and they became panicky.
They concluded that the British were bent upon subjecting the princes of the
dynasty of Timur to great humiliations. Hence they considered the immediate
overthrow of the British regime in India as their sacred duty which they
wanted to perform in honour of their forefathers as well as in honour of their
religion. Thus, it was not surprising that the Muslims and the Hindus, felt
resentful at the humiliation of the nominal Mughal emperors in India with the
attitude of Dalhousie, Canning and East India Company, they decided to enter

into an alliance with the rebels.
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India was governed from Foreign Land

Anderson wrote, India was being governed from a foreign country
which meant that the rulers of India were carrying on their administration in
India while sitting at distance of thousands of miles away from this country,
this was another very important political cause which irritated the Indians
against the Bruisers. The Turkish and the Mughal who had established their
power in India and settled down in country. They spent the revenue collected
from the people in the India itself for administration, military, public work and
building monuments which provided employment to the Indian natives. Thus
in due course of time as such whatever they collected in the form of wealth
was spent in India itself. On the other hand British ruled India from England
and also drained India’s wealth to their country .The resources of India were
being spent for the benefit of the English people in England and in India
Hence the Indians could not fail to feel this irritation against the Bruisers and
consequently, they threw in their lot with the rebels in the Mutiny of 1857.
Suspension of Pension

The Company’s Director were keen to increase their dividends, they
wanted the the Company’s administration in India to follow economy. Theat
led to the reduction and suspension of pensions of some of the Indian chiefs
and who were disposed by the company. The annual pension of Rani Jindan
the Queen of Maharaja Ranjit Singh was reduced from 15,000 pounds to
1,200 pounds. The pension to Nana Sahib and of Lakshmi Bai, of Jhansi was
suspended. The titular sovereignty of the Nawab of Carnatic and Tanjore was
also abolished. This led them to oppose the British.

Administrative Causes
Q) Introduction of New Administrative System:

The British rule altogether introduced a new system of administration,
which was faceless, soulless, and without any human touch. The English
officials were not only inaccessible but also arrogant and scornful towards the
Indians. The new administration was totally different from the traditional

administrative system prevailing in the country under the Mughal Empire and
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therefore it was difficult for the Indians to adjust to the new system of
administration introduced by the British in conquered and annexed states.
Loss of Benefits and Privileges

The Indian aristocrats once enjoyed privileges, both economic and
social were now deprived of such privileges by the annexation policy of the
East India Company. For eg. A large number of pious and learned men as well
as educational and religious institutions were granted rent free lands by Indian
rulers. By appointing the Inam Commission, The East India Company’s
government confiscated rent free land on large scale, which led to the ruin of
large number of individuals and institutions.( eg. Inam Commission in
Bombay itself confiscated about 20,000 estates). Even the landlords were
deprived of their traditional rights. Thus in the British administration they lost
all hope of regaining their old influence and privileges. It created a lot of
inconvenience and frustration among the Indians.
Exclusion of Indians from Higher Administrative posts

In the new administrative machinery Indians were excluded from all
the jobs both in civil as well as in military departments. All the Higher posts
in British administration were kept reserved for the English people to the
exclusion of the Indians. The highest rank that an Indian could get in the
Army department was that of a Subhedar whose monthly salary did not
exceed rupees 60, or rupees 70 and similarly the highest job that an Indian
could get in the Civil department was that of the Amin whose monthly pay did
not exceed rupees 50. Consequently, all the chances for the promotion of the
Indians were very much limited. Indians developed a sort of conception that it
was a deliberate policy on the part of the Britishers to reduce them to the
position of the hewers of saw and the drawers of water. The British were of
opinion that the Indians were not suitable for higher posts in their
administrative structure. Contempt for Indians and racial prejudice were other
reasons why the Indians were denied higher positions in the administration.

Thus, the complete exclusion of Indians from all positions of trust and power
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in the administration brought a discontent and a sense of humiliation among
the Indians.
Bitter Test of Rule of Law

The East India Company was feeling boastful that they had introduced
and were acting upon the principle of equality amongst the citizens in the
judicial administration in India. However, it was found that the principle of
civil equality was not applied to Europeans. Many Indians had experienced
the bitter taste of law. The British Rule of Laws were complicated and justice
was expensive and delaying.

On the other hand, the poorer and the weaker sections did not get any
benefit from the new system due to complicated procedure of the British
administration. The new judicial system of British in India became an
instrument of tyranny oppression in the hands of clever and rich people,
because the latter could manage to produce false evidence to prove false
cases. Corruption was rampart in the Company’s administration, especially
among the police, petty officials and lower law courts. Prisons turned into
centers of death. The British high —handedness and police brutality proves that
the rule of law was a misnomer; The government did not think that the welfare
of common man was its own responsibility. It was on account of this reason
that a judge of the Agra Sadar Court, Rex, had said: The Indians did not like
our judicial system in many ways. When the system of flogging for civil
offences was abolished, periods of imprisonment were substituted for them.
These were not approved by the people. Hence it resulted in a lot of discontent
against the Britishers and, as such, formed another cause of the Great Mutiny.
Economic Causes
Economic Exploitation of all sections

The only interest of the Company was the collection of maximum
revenue with minimum efforts. Owing to their colonial policies of economic
exploitation, industry, trade commerce and agriculture languished and India
became de-industrialized, impoverished and debt-ridden, while, William
Bentinck himself admitted that by 1833-34 “The misery hardly finds a parallel
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in the history of commerce. The bones of cotton weavers are bleaching the
plains of India”. With the annexations of the Indian states, the Indian
aristocrats not only lost their jobs and power but were also deprived of their
economic and social position and privileges, The British colonial policy
destroyed the traditional economic fabric of the Indian society. Karl Marx
point out, “the Indians were victims of both physical and economic forms od
class oppression by the British.” The peasants, Talugdars, artisans, traders and
common men, all were the victims of the British policies.
Ruin of the Mercantile Class

The British deliberately crippled Indian trade and commerce by
imposing high tariff duties against Indian goods. On the other hand they
encouraged the import of British goods to India. As a result by the middle of
the nineteenth century Indian exports of cotton and silk goods practically
came to an end.
New land revenue system and Discontent Among the Zamindars

By the introduction of new land revenue system in the newly acquired
States the English administrators had brought the peasants as well as the
British government into direct contact with one another, thus eliminating the
middlemen between the two parties. In this way, the great Talukdars and
Zamindars, who used to collect land revenue before that, were deprived of
their income as well as their position. Those who enjoyed free ships of land
were required to submit to the Government the letters of grant given to them
in order to prove the validity of their proprietary rights in that land. Lord
Dalhousie appointed the Inam Commission in 1852 to examine the titles deeds
of the landlords. But those who failed to produce the documentary proof to
prove their proprietary rights, were deprived of their proprietary rights. Their
lands were confiscated and were sold in auction to the highest bidder. In
western India alone 20,000 estates were thus confiscated. In Awadh the storm
centre of the Revolt, 21,000 Talugdars had their estates confiscated and
suddenly found themselves without a source of Income. The policy of Jackson

of turning out the Indian soldiers from the army and the strict insistence of the
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British government demanding the documentary proof to prove their
proprietary rights in the soil, made Oudh the centre of rebellion against the
Britishers The newly introduced land revenue system in the newly acquired
territories reduced the aristocratic families to an abject poverty.
Destruction of Indian Manufacturers

The British policy of promoting the import of cotton goods to India
from England destructed all Indian manufacturers, in the cotton textile
industry. Before the British rule in India villages of India were self-sufficient
in every field. The people of villages used to produce the goods of their needs
and requirements by themselves. When British goods started flooding in
Indian market, it threatened the outright destruction of Indian manufacturers.
As these goods which were produced in the Industries of England, were pretty
and also cheap as a result Indian people began to use those goods. The
handicraft goods of India could not compete with the goods of England. It
destroyed the small scale and handicraft Industry of India. The East India
Company's government did not make any efforts to prevent the tragedy.
Ultimately, it led to the destruction of Indian Manufacturers as well as ruin of
village economy .Several Englishmen were of the opinion that free trade and
refusal to impose protective duties against machine-made goods of England
ruined Indian manufacturers.
Pressure on Land

The ruined of Indian Industry and commerce made several people
unemployed and lack of alternate occupational avenues drove a large part of
urban population to fall back on the village economy. As a result, millions of
ruined artisans and craftsmen, spinners, weavers, smelters, smiths and others
from town and villages, had no alternative but to pursue agricultural activity
that led to a pressure on land. India was transformed from being a country of
agriculture in to an agricultural colony of British Empire.
Exploitation on European Plantations

Due to the Industrial revolution in England, they were in needs of raw

material which could not be satisfy from the Industry of England. Therefore,
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the British settlers in India, monopolized the plantation industries like indigo,
jute, tea, coffee etc. In addition to it, they applied different land revenue
policies to gain the maximum profit. Thus British government in India made
the planters life more difficult. It became difficult for the farmers to make
their both ends meet. Specially, the life of Indigo planters. The inhuman
treatment and persecution of the Indigo cultivators by the European plantation
owners made their life worst.
Economic Drain

The colonial rule of British government in India had such type policy
that drained the wealth of India to England through fair or unfair means or
methods:-
1.  The British employees and officers enjoyed all the privileges in India
and used to collect the wealth of India through all the fair and unfair
means.
2. ii) The British Soldiers and Civil Officers or employee who worked in
India used to get highest salaries. Their savings, pensions, and other
earnings from India, they were sending in the form of wealth from
India to England.
3. iii) The drain of Indian wealth was carried to England in every
possible way. Most of the gold, jewels, silver and silk had been
shipped off to England as tax and sometime sold in open auctions,
ridding India of its once abundant wealth in precious stones.
4.  The policy of economic exploitation relentlessly persuaded by the
British had severely affected the common man. In addition to it
Poverty, unemployment, famines, disease, starvation and economic
distress had made the economic condition deplorable.
Socio - Religious Causes

Social Exclusiveness: The British policy of social exclusiveness and
arrogant manner towards the Indians created discontent among the Indians.
They were infected with the feeling of racial superiority. The racial arrogance

of the British hurt the self respect of the Indians. The British forced every
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native to salute all Englishmen in the streets. If native was on horseback or in
a carriage, he had to dismount and stand in a respectful position until the
Englishman had passed him. This was an unwritten law throughout the British
India. The british could insult, injure , assult and even kill Indians. In such
cases British offenders hardly could get any punishment. Thus British treated
the Indians with utter contempt and regarded them as uncultured and
barbarian.
Missionary Activities

The political and corporal oppression might be tolerated but when any
government begins to interfere in the religion of the people, then the people
are prorogated. According to the Charter Act of 1813 missionaries were
permitted to enter the Company's territories in India to propagate their religion
and spread Western education. The Christian missionaries took every
opportunity to expose the abuses in the Hindu as well as the Islamic religion.
The missionary society of America established a press at Agra which made
every effort to propagate Christianity. The missionaries’ denounced idolatry
ridiculed the Hindu gods and goddesses and criticized the philosophy and
principals of Hinduism and Islam. The teaching of Christian doctrines was
made compulsory in educational institutes run by the missionaries. The study
of Bible was introduced not only in the missionary institutions but also in
government schools and colleges. Thus, the interference of the British
authorities in social customs and practices through social legislation and the
encouragement given by the government to Christian missionaries in their
proselytizing activities created a sense of apprehension and hatred in the
minds Indians. They attempted to convert the young Indians by providing
them western and rational education. Many facilities were provided for those
who could convert in Christianity.

Many Englishmen openly expressed the view that the conversion to
Christianity was the inevitable corollary of Western education. The
missionaries were also accused of converting and destitute such as the orphans

to Christianity.
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Social Legislation

The social legislation passed by the British also became the cause of
the Revolt of 1857. The British endeavored to eradicate the social Evils like
custom of sati, Infanticide and child marriage. And they also encouraged
widow marriage for which they passed various social legislation such as in
1829, Lord William Bentinck abolished the practice of sati, with the support
of educated and enlightened Indians such as Raja Ram Mohan Roy. Lord
canning enacted the widow Remarriage Act, drafted by Lord Dalhousie in
1856, prohibition of traffic in slaves in 1834, prohibition of the practice of
slavery in 1843, passing of the Hindu Widow Remarriage Act in 1856 and the
opening of western education for girls. Although these measures were good
for the society, this legislation aroused considerable suspicion, resentment and
opposition among the orthodox sections. These legislations were viewed by
the orthodox sections in the society as interference by the British in their
social and religious practice. The two laws of 1832 and 1850, removing
disabilities due to change of religion, particularly conferring the right of
inheritance to change of religion, particularly conferring the right of
inheritance to Christian converts, were quite unpopular among the Hindus.
The orthodox people did not like these changes. They looked upon them as
foreign innovations designed to break down the social order to which they
were accustomed and which they considered sacred.
The Indian Civilization was endangered by the British

In 1856 A.D. ‘The religious Incompetence Law’ was enacted,
according to which if any person belong to Hindu religion did change his
religion, he could remain the heir of his ancestral property. It was a strong
rumor set afloat at the time in India that Lord Canning was specifically
appointed is the governor general of India to convert the Indians to
Christianity. In this inflammatory atmosphere, the introduction of the railways
and the telegraph system was regarded by the Indians as an attempt to
Europeanise them. The same suspicion was attached to the postal system. In

the new schools boys of all castes and religion set together and this was
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considered to be an attempt to interfere with the religion of the people. The
introduction of the teaching of the Bible was considered by the Indians as an
attempt by Christians to convert them to Christianity. The Indians did not like
the insistence on the female education by the British. Thus the activity of the
Christian missionaries and the introduction of female education amongst
Indians by Dalhousie convinced them that under the pretext of introducing
Western system of education in India the English were really trying to put an
end to the Indian civilization and culture.
The Influence of Pandits and Maulanas was Reduced

The Hindu people had great respect and decotion for pandits and the
Muslims had such type of respect and devotion for Maulanas. In the religious
sphere, they had many privileges. The British did not approve special
privileges of pundits and Maulanas and British considered them equal to the
common people. Due to the propagation of western education , the respect and
honour of the pundits and maulana was descreased. The Pandits and Maulanas
thought that the British were responsible for that and therefore they become
the bitter enemies of the British Empire.
Military Causes
Gradual weakening of loyalty in the army

As a result of the British disaster in Afghanistan in the first Afghan
war, the military discipline in the British army had gone down to its lowest
ebb. Lord Dalhousie had written clearly to the authorities in England that the
military discipline right from the top to the bottom and from officers to
soldiers was weakest and full of shame. The Bengal Army was a great
brotherhood whose number used to move as a unit. The army service in
Bengal Army had been made heriditary. Most of the Bengal Army consisted
of the recruits taken from Oudh and North Western province. Many of them
belonged to the high caste Brahmin and Rajput families. These high caste
Indian recruits did not like that military discipline of the British authorities in
India which treated them as equals to the recruits of the inferior cast be

imposed upon them. In this connection, Dr Eswari Prasad says:implicit
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obedience to the European commanders had been a characteristic of the Indian
soldiers. Keen observers, however, had begun to notice a gradual weakening
of that obedience roughly dating from the Afgan disaster. That disaster was
Nature's punishment for unrighteousness and it was unrighteousness that
shooks the loyalty of the Indian soldiers to the company. The annexation of
Oudh finally snapped it. Individual revolts had proceeded the outburst of
Mangal Pandey. The discipline of the Army, wrote Dalhousie to the president
of The Board of Control, from top to bottom, officers and men alike, is
scandalous. The Indian soldiers began gradually to realise that they were the
instruments of English expansion and the degradation of their own people.
The recruitment of the Gurkhas and the Sikhs, the Raising of a irregular troops
in the Punjab and the frontier tracts- all tended to convince them that their
own future was in peril. Even during the days of Lord Dalhousie free small
revolts had already taken place one after the other first in 1849 in number 22
regiment and second in 1850 in numbers 60 Regiment and third in 1852 in
number 36 regiment. Under these circumstances the commencement of
mutinous movement by the military men was only a question of time.

The General Service Enlistment Act (1856)

The Indian soldiers nursed grievances against the British as they were
forced to go on expedition to Burma and Afghanistan, which violated their
religious scruples. To live among Muslims and to take food and water from
them was disliked to their ancient customs. Besides, crossing the seas was
prohibited by the religion as the one who crossed the forbidden seas was
bound to lose his caste. In order to prevent any kind of resistance from the
sepoys against their deployment abroad. In the year 1856, the Lord Canning’s
government passed the General Service Enlistment Act. According to this, it
was decided that no sepoy who was enlisted under the act could refuse to fight
across the sea. This act was not applicable in the case of old sepoys. But even
then it created a lot of discontentment amongst them against the British
people, because in Bengal Army the service had almost become heriditary.

Sarkar and Dutta write: this affected the scruples of the Indian sepoys about
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crossing the sea. It was soon brought in their Minds under the category of the
insidious measures aimed at caste. Another of the items accumulating to form
an Avalanche.
Disparity in the Indian and British soldiers stationed in India

The disparity between the Indian troops and British troops in India was
very high. The number of Indian soldiers were much more in number than the
British soldiers. Though the British did not want that but they has to recruit
excessive Indian soldiers in order to protect the vast country like India. The
Indian army consisted of 2,33,000 troops and 45322 British troops. Although
Lord Dalhousie had pointed out the urgency of filling in the gap, the Home
Government had slept over in the matter. The distribution of troops in India
was also faulty. The strength of the Bengal army was, 151361. About 40,000
troops were in the Punjab. No European force existed in Bengal and Bihar,
except at Calcutta and Dinapur near Patna. The Indians were well aware of the
weak position of the Company at many places and would like to take
advantage of the same. The absence of many British officers had made this
difference even greater because with the acquisition of new states most of
them had been stationed on the borders of the states as administrative officers.
Apart from this, a great part of the Indian army had gone to take part in the
Crimean war, where the disaster of the British forces had considerably
demoralized the British soldiers in India. Consequently, the combined effects
of all these things was that the Indian soldiers had begun to realise that if they
struck the British power in India at that time, it would not be able to stand
upon its legs.
Dissimilarity between the salaries of the Indian Soldiers and the British
Soldiers

The Indian soldiers were given lowest salaries .With their salaries they
could hardly make the both ends meet but on the contrary the salaries of the
British soldiers were much more than the Indian soldiers salaries. As Indian
soldiers used to get only rupees nine per month as salary, where as the British

soldier got rupees sixty to seventy per month as salary. Apart from this, there
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was no chance for Indian soldiers to get promotion but the British soldiers had
many chances to get promotion. The Indian solders made every effort to
increases their salaries and allowances but they got nothing except
punishments. Therefore they were obliged to revolt.

The highest pay attainable by a sepoy as Subhedar of the infantry was
less than the minimum pay of a raw European recruit. Very often there was no
promotion of an Indian soldier. He may enter as a Risaldar and retire as a
Risaldar.

Indian soldiers impatient of regaining their old privileges

With the expansion and consolidation of the British rule in India the
conditions laid down on the new recruitments in their services in the Army
department exercised so tight and irritating a control over the soldiers that
they could not further tolerate the highhandedness to which they were
subjected by the British officers. Whenever the soldiers went on actual war
they were paid ‘Foreign Service Allowances’ known as Bhatta. Even this
allowance was stopped. When the soldiers returned from the conquest of sindh
in 1843, they were not given any such allowance. The Indian soldiers could
very well remember the old privileges that they used to enjoy in service when
the Indian princes used to appreciate their services and rewarded them with
gifts and presents. The Indian soldiers also had a free postal facility, where
they could send letters free of charge anywhere in India. But in 1854, Lord
Dalhousie stopped even this facility. Thus Indian soldiers had to witness bad
days, because of the loss of many of the old privileges which they were
deprived of. Consequently, they were impatient of gaining all these old
privileges which they lost due to the arrival of British government in India. In
another words, there was a Universal discontentment among the soldiers on
account of the loss of the above privileges. This discontentment led to a great
resentment in their minds, which ultimately resulted in the Great Mutiny.
Circulation of mysterious Chapatis

The general unrest was indicated by the mysterious Chapatis or cakes

which began to circulate from village to village from 1850 onwards. There
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was a similar circulation of lotus flowers among the regiments. Although the
cause is not known, it created an atmosphere of mystery. The centenary of the
Battle of Plassey was to fall on 23 June, 1857 and the people were looking
forward to the end of British rule in India after hundred years. There were
meetings of the Indian soldiers against their European officers. They were
thinking in terms of revenge against them. Their plan of campaign was simple.
They were to strike all over India on the same day, 22nd June, 1857. They
were to Kill all European officers, break open prisons, take over the
Government treasury, cut telegraph wires and railway lines, and capture
powder magazines, armories and forts. It was hoped that if all the blows were
given at the same time, they were sure to shake this edifice of the foreign
Government.
Ruin of the British in the Afghan War

The British during the time of Lord Auckland invaded Afghanistan but
that invasion proved very fatal for the British. The British were forced to leave
Afghanistan and when the British army retreated only small part of the British
army , which were around sixteen thousand in number, could save their lives.
Many historians say that only a single soldier remained alive in that war. That
defeat of the British made the Indians realize that they could also defeat the
British.
Greased Cartridges - The Immediate Cause

The several mentioned factors prepared a general ground for
discontent and disaffection among different section of the Indian people,
which required a mere spark to explode into a conflagration. The greased
cartridges provided this spark. It was in 1856 when, according to a regulation,
the sepoys were required to bite the end of the cartridge before using it. There
was a rumour that the cartridges to be used with the new Enfield rifles were
greased with the fat of cows and pigs. One of them was sacred to the Hindus,
while the other was forbidden to the Muslims. On account of their ignorance,
the British Government denied the truth of this allegation. However, on a
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secret enquiry, it was later on found that actually the fat of cows and pigs had
been used.
The result was that the sepoys got infuriated

The fire of vengeance once ablaze could scarcely be quelled by the
representations of Lord Canning downwards that the story of the greased
cartridges was untrue and was spread by mischief mongers. English historians
have themselves admitted that cow's fat and lard were used in the composition
of the tallow used in the new cartridges. It is shameful and terrible truth,
writes W.H. Lecky in his book, The Map of Life, that as far as the fact was
concerned, the sepoys were perfectly right in their beliefs but looking back
upon it, English writers must acknowledge with humiliation that if the mutiny
is ever justifiable no stronger justification could be given than that of the
sepoys troops. To the same effect writes Lord Roberts in his, Forty Years in
India, The recent researches of Mr. Forrest in the records of the Government
of India prove that the lubricating mixture used in preparing the cartridges was
actually composed of the objectionable ingredients, cow's fat and lard, and
that incredible disregard of the soldier's religions prejudices was displayed in
the manufacture of these cartridges - Dr. Iswari Prasad.

The native army of Bengal was in a state of restlessness. In April,
1857, some troops refused to use the cartridges supplied to them. They were
court marshaled and sentenced to ten years imprisonment. On 9th May, they
were publicly degraded and deprived of their uniforms and shut up in a jail.
Thus, when the Hindu sepoys were convinced of the fact that the East India
Company had turned into Aurangzeb they decided to play the part of Shivaji.
This was the commencement of the Great Mutiny of 1857. Thus, we see that
the Great Rising of 1857 cannot be attributed to a single chance cause. It was
the outcome of social, religious, political and economic causes all combined.
Outbreak of the Revolt Of 1857

In Barrackpur, On 29th March, the soldiers of 34th Native Infantry
refused to use the greased catridges and a sepoys named Mangal Pandey broke

the lines and fired at Lieutenant Baugh. Mangal Pandey was arrested and
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executed. At Behrampur, which also had disobeyed the authorities were
disbanded. The First major outbreak that finally led to the Revolt of 1857
occurred at Meerut. Following the court martial of eighty-five sepoys of the
Cavalry Regiment for refusing to use the greased cartridges, on 10th
May1857, the sepoys broke out in open rebellion, shot their officers, released
their fellow sepoys and marched towards Delhi. On 12" May, the sepoys
captured the city of Delhi and occupied the palace proclaimed Bahadur Shah
Il as the emperor of India.

Within a short period, the revolt spread to Lucknow, Kanpur, Agra,
Jhansi, Central India, Bihar, Orissa, and many other places. However, the
Indian rulers remained loyal to the British and rendered valuable service in the
suppression of the revolt. The British were on the defensive during the early
part of the revolt. First of all, they made a sustained effort to recapture Delhi
from the sepoys. In September 1857, Delhi was recaptured by the British.
Emperor Bahadur Shah Il was arrested and exiled to Mandalay, Burma, where
he died a few years later. Two of his sons and a grandson were shot dead.
Thus, The British ended the Mughal dynasty from the Indian scenario.

The sepoys besieged the Residency at Lucnow. Sir Henry Lawrence
and some loyal sepoys lost their lives while defending the Residency. In
March 1858, British forces captured Lucknow with the help of the Gurkha
Regiments. Nana sahib, the adopted son of the ex-Peshwa Baji Rao Il led the
sepoys at Kanpur. Nana Sahib was joined by Tantia Tope. After the recapture
of Lucknow, General Campbell occupied Kanpur on 6th December 1857
Tantia Tope joined Rani Lakshmi Bai the widow of Raja Gangadhar Rao
fought against the British. The British under Sir Hugh Rose occupied Jhansi.
Rani Lakshmi Bal and Tantia proceeded to Gwalior where the Indian soldiers
joined them. The British recaptured Gwalior in June 1858, and the Rani of
Jhansi died fighting heroically. Tatya Tope was captured and put to death a
year later. Nana Sahib fled to Nepal where he died in due course. In
Rohilkand, the revolt began at Bareilly in May 1857. Where Muhammad
Hasan Khan, led a force of about 10,000. Rana Beni Madho Singh of
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Saharanpur had a personal following of about 15,000 and Gajadar Singh of
Gorakhpur commanded a force of 51,000. All of them attacked British
position in their respective regions and rallied round the Begum, Hazrat
Mahal.

Apart from these there were also many minor revolts in Jehlum,
Jalandhar, Ludhiana, Ropar, Firozepur and Agra. But by the beginning of
1858 most of these revolts were systematically suppressed by the British.
Some of the Indian rulers also coopereted with the British in suppressing the
revolt. The ministers of Gwalior, Hyderabad and Nepal also rendered their
support to the British. Thus, the first major attempt on the part of the Indians
to overthrow the British power could not succeed.

Causes of the failure of the rebellion
The revolt was localised and not country-wide

Though the revolt was Formidable and widespread though the revolt
was, it was yet to a great extent localised, limited and illorganised. The
Mutiny was not universal. Dr. R.C Mazumdar says: It was never an all India
character but was localised, restricted and poorly-organised. The area affected
was the Punjab, the United Provinces, Rohilkhand, Oudh, the Territory
between the Narbada and the Chambal and the Western parts of Bengal and
Bihar on the North-East. Afghanistan was friendly under Dost Mohammad.
Sindh was quite, Rajputana was loyal. India South of the river Narbada made
no movement of importance, though the native regiments mutinied at
Kolhapur in the Southern Marathan country and there were also many
dangerous outbursts of feelings at Hyderabad, the Nizam's Capital. Central
and Eastern Bengal were undisturbed and Nepal rendered the British valuable
assistance in putting down the revolt. Thus, the revolt was only local and not
nation-wise.

The Revolt began prematurely

The whole programme arranged, as it was, came to nothing on account

of the rising taking place prematurely or before the date fixed for the purpose.

The date fixed for the simultaneous rising in the country was 31% May, 1857.
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The date was known only to the leaders of each organisational centre and

three officers of each of the regiments. But certain events —

(i) Mangal Pandey was tried and was ordered to be hanged,

(ii) The soldiers of 19" and 34™ Indian regiments were disbanded,

(iii) The Subedar of 34™ regiment was hanged - made the Indian soldiers

impatient for the rebellion and so the revolt began before the appointed
day. It began in Meerut on the 10" May. It was a serious suicidal
mistake. Dr. Eswari Prasad says: As events proved, the Meerut
accident by precipitating the revolt saved the British Raj from the ruin
which Nana Sahib and his colleagues had planned. Wilson, White,
Mailson, three noted historians of the revolts, agree in regarding the
Meerut outbreak as fortunate for the Company and fatal to the revolt.
It upset the whole plan of the rebels, deprived them of a concerted
action and in many places the local leaders didn't know what to do.

This led many to spontaneous and unpremediated action.

Superiority of the English in Many Fields

i)

The resources of the British Imperialism were unlimited. Fortunately
for them, the Crimean War and other wars in which the Britishers were
involved out of India had come to an end by 1856.

il) The British army was excessive in number which was brought into
India in large numbers from different parts of the world and many
more soldiers were recruited in India itself, for the suppression of the
Mutiny.

iii) The British had superior Weapons than the rebels had. The British had

modern guns and rifles. The Indians had canons which were old and

few in numbers. They were mostly fighting with swords and spears.

iv) The British had superior Navy. At the same time British were also

v)

supreme in Naval Power.
The Electric System, also contributed in the success of the British.
Through that system the British Commander-in-chief got all the

information regarding the plans of the rebels and he could make
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suitable arrangements. Due to these supremacies of the British the

Indians remained unsuccessful.

Peasant Movements in India

Introduction

Peasant Struggles:

o

In these struggles, the peasants emerged as the main force, fighting
directly for their own demands.

The movements in the period between 1858 and 1914 tended to remain
localised, disjointed and confined to particular grievances, contrary to

the movements after 1914.

Causes of the Movements:

@)

Peasant Atrocities: The peasants suffered from high rents, illegal
levies, arbitrary evictions and unpaid labour in Zamindari areas.
The Government levied heavy land revenue.

Massive Losses for Indian Industries: The movements arose
when British economic policies resulted in the ruin of traditional
handicrafts and other small industries leading to change of
ownership and overburdening of agrarian land, and massive debt and
impoverishment of peasantry.

Unfavourable Policies: The economic policies of British government
used to protect the landlords and moneylenders and exploited the
peasants. The peasants rose in revolt against this injustice on many

occasions.

Rise of Peasant Organisations:

o

o

Between 1920 and 1940 peasant organisations arose.
The first organisation to be founded was the Bihar Provincial Kisan
Sabha (1929) and in 1936 the All India Kisan Sabha (AIKS).
In 1936, at the Lucknow session of the Congress, All India Kisan
Sabha was formed with Sahajanand as its first president.

It later issued a Kisan manifesto which demanded abolition of

zamindari and occupancy rights for all tenants.
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19™ Peasant Movements (Pre-Gandhian Phase)

Indigo Rebellion (1859-62):

o In order to increase their profits, the European planters persuaded the

peasants to plant Indigo instead of food crops.

e The farmers were discontent growing indigo because:
Low prices were offered for growing indigo.

e Indigo was not lucrative.

« Indigo planting decreased the fertility of the soil.

o The peasants suffered at the hands of the traders and the middleman.
Consequently, they launched a movement for non cultivation of indigo
in Bengal.

e They weresupported by the press and the missionaries.
Harish Chandra Mukherjee, a Bengali Journalist, described the
plight of peasants of Bengal in his newspaper ‘The Hindu
Patriot’.

o Dinabandhu Mitra, Bengali writer and dramatist, in his
play ‘Nil Darpan’ depicted the treatment of the Indian
peasantry by the indigo planters. It was first published in 1860.

« His play created a huge controversy which was later banned by
the East India Company to control the agitation among the
Indians.

o The government appointed an Indigo Commission and issued an order
in November 1860, notifying that it was illegal to force the ryots to
cultivate indigo. This marked the victory for the peasants.

Pabna Movement (1870s-80s):

In larger parts of Eastern Bengal, landlords forcefully collected rents

and land taxes, often enhanced for the poor peasants.

» The peasants were also prevented from acquiring Occupancy
Right under Act X of 1859.

» In May 1873 an Agrarian League was formed in the
Yusufshahi Pargana of Pabna district, Patna (East Bengal).
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» Rent strikes were organised, funds were raised and the struggle
spread throughout Patna and to other districts of East Bengal.

» The struggle was mainly legal resistance and little violence.

» The discontent continued till 1885 when the Government by
the Bengal Tenancy Act of 1885 enhanced the occupancy
rights.

» The struggle was supported by Bankim Chandra Chatterjee,
R.C. Duttand the Indian Association under Surendranath
Banerjea.

The Early Popular Resistance Movements against Colonial Rule (1750-
1857)

Can you think of a reason why these resistance movements are
called popular? Was it because of the large number of people who
participated in them? Or was it because of the success they met with? After
reading this section you will be able to arrive at a conclusion.

Causes of Popular Resistance Movements Why do people resist?

They resist when they feel that their rights are being taken away.
That means all resistance movements started against some form of
exploitation. British rule whose policies had undermined rights, status and
economic position of Indians symbolised this exploitation. The protest and
resistance was mainly offered by the displaced ruling classes, peasantry and
tribals. For example, when Warren Hastings attacked Banaras and
imprisoned King Chet Singh to fulfill his unjustified demand of money and
army, the people of Banaras rebelled. In Madras Presidency, Poligars
rebelled, when the British tried to snatch away their military and land rights.
Interference in religious practices was another cause of these popular
rebellions. Often these revolts were anti-Christian. This was due to the
socio-religious reforms introduced by the British which were unacceptable
to the people. In some other rebellions, difference between the religion of
the ruler and exploited classes became the immediate cause for the

rebellion. This happened in Mappila Rebellion of Malabar region. Here the

73


https://www.drishtiias.com/daily-updates/daily-news-analysis/bankim-chandra-chattopadhyay

Muslim peasantry fought against the Hindu landlords and moneylenders. In
the next section we shall read about the nature of this movement.
Nature of Popular Resistance Movements

Violence and plunder were the two most popular tools used by the
rebels to express their resistance against their oppressors. Lower and
exploited classes often attacked their exploiters. They were the Britishers or
the zamindars or the revenue collecting officials, wealthy groups and
individuals. Santhal Rebellion saw mass scale violence where account
books of moneylenders and government buildings were burnt and their
exploiters punished. In a previous lesson we read about the land policies of
the British. The purpose was to extract as much money as possible from the
peasants and tribal people. This caused so much unrest among the peasants
and the tribals that they started expressing their resentment against the
British. It is important to know that these popular resistance movements
aimed at restoration of old structures and relations which had been done
away with by the British. Each social group had its own reasons to raise its
voice against the colonial powers. For example, displaced zamindars and
rulers wanted to regain their land and estates. Similarly, the tribal groups
rebelled because they did not want the traders and moneylenders to interfere
in their lives.
Peasant Movements and Tribal Revolts in the 19™ Century

You would be surprised to know that beginning with the Sanyasi
Rebellion and Chuar Uprising in Bengal and Bihar in the 1760s, there was
hardly a year without an armed opposition. From 1763 to 1856 there were
more than 40 major rebellions apart from hundreds of minor ones. These
rebellions were, however, local in character and effects. They were isolated
from each other because each rebellion had a different motive. We will now
read more about these movements in the next section of this lesson.
Peasant Revolt

In an earlier lesson you read about the various land settlements and

the adverse effects they had on the Indian peasantry. The Permanent
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Settlement had made the zamindar the owner of the land. But this land could
be sold off if he failed to pay the revenue on time. This forced the zamindars
and the landlords to extract money from the peasants even if their crops
failed. These peasants often borrowed money from the moneylenders, who
were also called mahajans. The impoverished peasants could never pay back
this borrowed money. This led to many hardships like extreme poverty and
being forced to work as bonded labourers. Hence the lower and exploited
classes often attacked their exploiters. Failure to pay by the zamindars also
meant that the land would be taken away by the British. The British then
would auction this land to the highest bidder, who often came from the
urban areas. The new zamindars from the city had little or no interest in the
land. They did not invest money in seeds or fertilizers to improve the
fertility of the land but only cared to collect as much revenue as they could.
This proved destructive for the peasants who remained backward and
stagnant

To get out of this situation, the peasants now started producing
commercial crops like indigo, sugarcane, jute, cotton, opium and so on. This
was the beginning of commercialisation of agriculture. The peasants now
depended on merchants, traders and middlemen to sell their produce during
harvest time. As they shifted to commercial crops, food grain production
went down. Less food stocks led to famines. It was therefore not surprising
that the hungry peasants revolted. Lets us read more about some peasants
revolts which took place on account of the British policies:
Significance of Peasant Revolt

The aggressive economic policies of the British shattered the
traditional agrarian system of India and worsened the condition of peasants.
The peasant revolts taking place in various parts of the country were mainly
directed at these policies. Though these revolts were not aimed at uprooting
the British rule from India, they created awareness among the Indians. They
now felt a need to organise and fight against exploitation and oppression. In
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short, these rebellions prepared the ground for various other uprisings such
as Sikh Wars in Punjab and finally the Revolt of 1857.

Resistance is shown by all of us in our day to day life. How is this
resistance different from the resistance movements? What makes some
resistance movements popular? Discuss these questions with your friends,
peer group or family. Write a note of not more than 50 words on the
discussion.

Tribal Revolts

Another group of people who revolted against the British rule were
the tribals. The tribal groups were an important and integral part of Indian
life. Before their annexation and subsequent incorporation in the British
territories, they had their own social and economic systems. These systems
were traditional in nature and satisfied the needs of the tribals. Each
community was headed by a chief who managed the affairs of the
community. They also enjoyed independence regarding the management of
their affairs. The land and forests were their main source of livelihood. The
forests provided them with basic items which they required for survival. The
tribal communities remained isolated from the non-tribals. The British
policies proved harmful to the tribal society. This destroyed their relatively
self-sufficient economy and communities. The tribal groups of different
regions revolted against the Britishers. Their movements were anti-colonial
in nature because they were directed against the colonial administration.
The tribals used traditional weapons, mainly bows and arrows and often
turned violent. The Britishers dealt severely with them. They were declared
criminals and anti-social. Their property was confiscated. They were
imprisoned and many of them were hanged. The tribal movement in India
remained confined to some regions only. But it did not lag behind other
social groups as regards participation in the anti-colonial movements. We
shall now read about some major tribal revolts that took place against the
British rule:
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The Santhal Rebellion (1855-57):

The area of concentration of the Santhals was called Daman-i-Koh
or Santhal Pargana. It extended from Bhagalpur in Bihar in the north to
Orissa in the south stretching from Hazaribagh to the borders of Bengal.
The Santhals like other tribes worked hard to maintain their lives in the
forests and wild jungles. They cultivated their land and lived a peaceful life
which continued till the British officials brought with them traders,
moneylenders, zamindars and merchants. They were made to buy goods on
credit and forced to pay back with a heavy interest during harvest time. As a
result, they were sometimes forced to give the mahajan not only their crops,
but also plough, bullocks and finally the land. Very soon they became
bonded labourers and could serve only their creditors. The peaceful tribal
communities were now up in arms against the British officials, zamindars
and money lenders who were exploiting them. Sidhu and Kanu were leading
Santhal rebel leaders. They gave a heroic fight to the British government.
Unfortunately, the Santhel Rebellion was crushed in an unequal battle but it
became a source of inspiration for future agrarian struggles.
Socio-Religious Reform Movements

Nineteenth century is the period of turmoil in Indian society. The
age-old traditions and practices were degraded and these were replaced by
many social evils like female infanticide, sati, child-marriage, caste system,
purdah system, ban on female education, and widow re-marriage etc. The
conquest of India by the British during the 18th and 19th century exposed
some serious weaknesses and drawbacks of Indian social institutions. The
most distressing was the position of women. The socio-intellectual
revolution that took place in the fields of social reforms is often known as
Indian Renaissance. An important part of European Renaissance was
reforming society from outside, on the basis of Post Enlightenment
rationalism. But in Indian context, it implied rediscovering rationalism from
within India’s past. In India, social reforms did not ordinarily mean a

reorganization of the structuring of society at large, as it did in the West, for
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the benefit of underprivileged social and economic classes. Instead, it meant
the infusion into the existing social structure of the new ways of life and
thought. The idea was “The society would be preserved, while its members
would be transformed.” The social reform movement, as a matter of fact,
was not an isolated phenomenon; it was loaded with wider national political
and economic considerations. In a way, the social reform movement was a
prelude to nationalism.
Causes of the Reform Movements

Indian Society in the 19th century was caught in a vicious web
created by religious superstitions and dogmas. All religions in general and
Hinduism in particular had become a compound of magic, animism, and
superstitions. Social Conditions were equally depressing. The most
distressing was the position of women. The birth of a girl was unwelcome,
her marriage a burden and her widowhood inauspicious. Another
debilitating factor was Caste. It sought to maintain a system of segregation,
hierarchically ordained on the basis of ritual status, hampering social
mobility and fostered social divisions. The conquest of India by the British
during the 18th and 19th century exposed some serious weaknesses and
drawbacks of Indian social institutions. The response, indeed, was varied
but the need to reform social and religious life was a commonly shared
conviction. It also brought in completely new sets of ideas and social world
(NIOS, 2018) [5] . The exposure to post Enlightenment rationalism that
came to signify modernity brought a change in the outlook of a select group
of Indians. The introduction of western education and ideas had the far
reaching impact on the Indian Society. Through the glasses of utility,
reason, justice, and progress, a select group of individuals began to explore
the nature of their own society. There was a gradual emergence of public
opinion. The debates between the Orientalists, scholars of Eastern societies
like India on one side, and the Utilitarians, Liberals and Missionaries on the

other also enabled the penetration of ideas, at least amongst the upper
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section of society (Chandra, 2020) [2]. The resultant cultural change led to
introspection about Indian traditions, institution, and culture.

Social and Religious Reform Movements Social Reform Movement
are linked with different ideas including presence of Colonial government,
Economic and Social backwardness of society, influence of modern western
ideas, rise of intellectual awakening in the middle class and poor position of
women in society. British rule in India acted as a catalyst to deep seated
social changes. Western culture also influenced the Indian Life and thought
in several ways. The most important result of the impact of western culture
was the replacement of blind faith in current traditions, (Sarkar, 1975) [6]
beliefs, and conventions by a spirit of rationalism. The major social
problems which came in the purview of the reforms movements were
emancipation of women in which sati, infanticide, child marriage and
widow remarriage were taken up, casteism and untouchability, education for
bringing about enlightenment in society. In the religious sphere main issues
were idolatry, polytheism, religious superstitions, and exploitation by priest.
Important characteristics of Social Reform Movement included leadership
by wide emerging Intellectual middle class. Reform movement started in
different parts of India in different period but having considerable
similarities. They were link with one region or one caste. It was clear to
them that without religious reformation, there cannot be any social
reformation (NIOS, 2018) [5]. Two Intellectual criteria of social reform
movement included- Rationality Religious Universalism Social relevance
was judged by a rationalist critique. It is difficult to match the
uncompromising rationalism of the early Raja Rammohan Roy or Akshay
Kumar Dutta. Rejecting Supernatural explanations, Raja Rammohan Roy
affirmed the principle of causality linking the whole phenomenal universe.
To him demonstrability was the sole criterion of truth. In proclaiming that
‘rationalism is our only preceptor’, Akshay Kumar Dutta went a step
further. All natural and social phenomena, he held, could be analyzed and

understood by purely mechanical processes (NIOS, 2018) [5]. This
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perspective not only enabled them to adopt a rational approach to tradition
but also to evaluate the contemporary socio-religious practices from the
standpoint of social utility and to replace faith with rationality. In the
Brahmo Samaj, it led to the repudiation of the infallibility of the Vedas. In
the Aligarh Movement, was to the reconciliation of the teachings of Islam
with the needs of the modern age. Holding that religious tenets were not
immutable, Syed Ahmed Khan emphasized the role of religion in the
progress of society: if religion did not keep pace with and meet the demands
of the time it would get fossilized as in the case of Islam in India (Chandra,
2020). Similarly, while the ambits of reforms were particularistic, their
religious perspective was universalistic. Raja Ram Mohan Roy considered
different religion as national embodiments of Universal theism. The Brahmo
Samaj was initially conceived by him as a Universalist church (NIOS,
2018). He was a defender of the basic and universal principles of all
religionsthe monotheism of the Vedas and the Unitarianism of Christianity-
and at the same time attacked polytheism of Hinduism and the trinitarianism
of Christianity. Sir Syed Ahmed khan echoed the same idea: all prophets
had the same din (faith) and every country and nation had different
prophets.

This perspective found clearer articulation in Kehsub Chandra Sen’s
ideas saying that our position is not that truths are to be found in all
religions, but all established religions of the world are true. He also gave
expression to the social implication of this Universalist perspective saying
that whosoever worships the True God daily must learn to recognize all his
fellow countrymen as brethren. The emphasis was not on the word "Muslim’
but on the word ‘tyranny’. This is amply clear from Syed Ahmed Khan’s
description of the pre- colonial system: ‘The rule of the former emperors
and rajas was neither in accordance with the Hindu nor the Mohammadan
religion (NIOS, 2018) [5]. It was based upon nothing but tyranny and
oppression; the law of might was that of right; the voice of the people was

not listened to.
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The socio religious reform movement, as a whole, was against
backward element of traditional culture in terms of both religious and social
evils. The focus was on regeneration of traditional institutions including
medicine, education, and philosophy and so on. There were differences in
methods of those reform movements but all of them were concerned with
the regeneration of society through social and educational reforms. Each of
these reform movements was confined, by and large, to a region or other
and also was confined to a particular caste and religion. In a nutshell, it can
be argued that in the evolution of modern India the reform movements have
made very significant contribution. They stood for the democratization of
the society, removal of superstitions and decadent customs, spread of
enlightenment and development of a rational and modern outlook. This led
to the national awakening in India.

Raja Rammohan Roy and Brahmo Samaj

The central figure of this cultural awakening was Raja Rammohan
Roy. Known as the “father of the Indian Renaissance”, Rammohan Roy was
a great patriot, scholar and humanist. He was moved by deep love for the
country and worked throughout his life for the social, religious, intellectual
and political regeneration of the Indians. He started the ‘Atmiya Sabha’ in
1815 and carried a consistent struggle against the religious and social
malpractices. In first philosophical work Tuhfat-ul-Muwahiddin he analyzed
major religions of the world in light of reason and social comfort In 1814,
Rammohan Roy settled in Calcutta and dedicated his life to the cause of
social and religious reform. As a social reformer, Rammohan Roy fought
relentlessly against social evils like sati, polygamy, child marriage, female
infanticide and caste discrimination. He organised a movement against the
inhuman custom of sati and helped William Bentinck to pass a law banning
the practice. It was the first successful social movement against an ageold
social evil. In August 1828, Roy founded the Brahmo Sabha, which was
later renamed ‘Brahmo Samaj’ (The society of God). Object of the Brahmo

Samaj was the worship and adoration of the eternal, unsearchable,
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Immutable God. It opposed idol worship and stayed away from practice of
priesthood and sacrifice. The worship was performed through prayers,
meditation, and readings from the Upanishads.

In 1829 Rammohan Roy founded a new religious society known as
the Atmiya Sabha which later on came to be known as the Brahmo Samaj.
This religious society was based on the twin pillars of rationalism and the
philosophy of the Vedas. The role of the Brahmo Samaj as the ‘first
intellectual movement which spread the ideas of rationalism and
enlightenment in modern India’ cannot be overemphasized. Its liberal
approach to social and religious questions won the approbation of
Europeans and Indians alike. Its educational and social reform activities
instilled a new confidence which, in turn, contributed to the growth of
national movement. A number of Brahmo Samajis were later prominent in
the struggle of Independence.

Young Bengal Movement

The establishment of the Hindu College in 1817 was a major event
in the history of Bengal. It played an important role in carrying forward the
reformist movement that had already emerged in the province. A radical
movement for the reform of Hindu Society, known as the Young Bengal
Movement, started in the college. Drawing inspiration from the great French
Revolution, Derozio inspired his pupils to think freely and rationally,
question all authority, love liberty, equality, and freedom, and oppose
decadent customs and traditions. The Derozians also supported women’s
rights and education. Also, Derozio was perhaps the first nationalist poet of
Modern India.

The main reason for their limited success was the prevailing social
condition at that time, which was not ripe for the adoption of radical ideas.
Further, support from any other social group or class was absent. The
Derozians lacked any real link with the masses; for instance, they failed to

take up the peasants’ cause. In fact their radicalism was bookish in
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character. But, despite their limitations, the Derozians carried forward Roy’s
tradition of public education on social, economic, and political questions.
Ishwar Chandra Vidyasagar

The great scholar and reformer, Vidyasagar’s ideas were a happy
blend of Indian and western thought. He believed in high Moral values, was
a deep humanist, and was generous to the poor. Iswar Chandra Vidyasagar,
a towering personality of the mid- nineteenth century, was born in a poor
Brahmin family of Bengal in 1820. He was a renowned Sanskrit scholar and
became the Principal of the Sanskrit College in 1851. The Sanskrit College
conferred on him the title of ‘Vidyasagar’ because of his profound
knowledge of Sanskrit. Vidyasagar started a movement in support of widow
remarriage which resulted in legislation of widow remarriage. He was also a
crusade against child marriage and polygamy. He did much for the cause of
Women’s education. As government inspector of schools, he helped
organize thirty-five girls’ schools, many of which he ran at his own expense.
Vidyasagar was a staunch supporter of women’s education and helped
Drinkwater Bethune to establish the Bethune School, the first Indian school
for girls, in 1849. As Inspector of Schools, Vidyasagar opened a number of
schools for girls in the districts under his charge. Soon a powerful
movement in favour of widow remarriage was started. At last, after
prolonged struggle the Widow Remarriage Act was passed in 1856.
Through his efforts, twenty-five widow remarriages took place. He also
spoke vehemently against child marriage and polygamy. Through his
writings, Vidyasagar made the people aware of the social problems and thus
helped the growth of nationalism in India.
Dayanand Saraswati and Arya Samaj

This was the basic contribution of Mool Shanker an important
representative of the religions reform movement in India from Gujarat. He
later came to be known as Dayanand Saraswati (1824-1883). He founded the
Arya Samaj in 1875. Arya Samaj is a Noble Hindu reform movement in

Modern India. The most influential movement of religious and social reform
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in northern India was started by Dayanand Saraswari. He held that the
Vedas contained all the knowledge imparted to man by God and essentials
of modern science could also be traced in them. He was opposed to idolatry,
ritual and priesthood, particularly to the prevalent caste practices and
popular Hinduism as preached by the Brahmins. He favoured the study of
western science. The first Arya Samaj Unit was formally set up by him at
Bombay in 1875 and later the headquarters of the Samaj were established at
Lahore. Swami Dayanand gave the mantra, “Go back to Vedas” as he
believed that priestly class and Puranas had perverted Hindu religion. He
wrote a book ‘Satyarth Prakash’, which contains his philosophical and
religious ideas. He believed that every person had the right to have direct
access to God. It started the Shuddhi Movement to bring back those Hindus
who had converted to Islam and Christianity.

A Network of schools and colleges for boys and girls was
established throughout northern India to promote the spread of education.
Dayanand Anglo-Vedic School of Lahore, which soon developed into a
premier college of Punjab, set the pattern for such institutions. Instruction
was imparted through Hindi and English on modern lines. Lala Hansraj
played a leading role in this field. In 1902, Swami Shradhananda started the
Gurukul near Hardwar to propagate the more traditional ideas of education.
This was set up on the pattern of ancient Ashrams. Arya Samaj tried to
inculcate the spirit of self-respect and self-reliance among the people of
India. This promoted nationalism. At the same time one of its main
objectives was to prevent the conversion of Hindus to other religions.

Rama Krishna Paramhansa and Swami Vivekananda

Gadadhar Chattopadhyaya (1836-86) was a poor Brahmin priest who
later came to be known as Ramakrishna Paramahansa: His education did not
proceed beyond the elementary stage and he had no formal education in
philosophy and Shastras. He dedicated his life to God. He believed that
there were many roads to God and the service of man was the service of

God, because man was the embodiment of God (Jones, 1994) [3]. Hence
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sectarianism had no place in his teachings. He realised the divinity in
humanity and looked upon the service of mankind as a means to salvation.

Narendra Nath Datta (1863-1902) later known as Swami
Vivekananda was the most devoted pupil of Ramakrishna Paramahansa who
carried the message of his Guru Ramakrishna all over the world, especially
in America and Europe. He emerged as the preacher of neo-Hinduism.
Certain spiritual experiences of Ramakrishna, the teaching of the
Upanishads and the Gita and the examples of the Buddha and Jesus are the
basis of Vivekananda’s message to the World about human values. He
subscribed to the Vedanta, which he considered a fully rational system with
a superior approach. The principal feature of Vivekananda’s social
philosophy was his insistence on the upliftment of the masses. For him,
service to the poor and downtrodden was the highest religion. To organise
such service, he founded the Ramakrishna Mission in 1897. This Mission to
date has played an important role in providing social service in times of
national distress like famine, floods, and epidemic. Many schools, hospitals,
orphanages are run by it. He urged his countrymen to work for their own
salvation. For this purpose bands of workers devoted to this cause were
trained through the Ramakrishan Mission. Thus Vivekananda emphasized
social good or social services.

In 1893 he participated in the All World Religious Conference
(Parliament of Religions) at Chicago in the United States of America. He
argued that Vedanta was the religion of all and not of the Hindus alone. The
keynote of his opening address was the need for a healthy balance between
spiritualism and materialism. Envisaging a new culture for the whole world,
he called for a blend of the materialism of the west and the spiritualism of
the East in to a new harmony to produce happiness for mankind.
Theosophical Society

Theosophical society has played an important role in the history of
the religion, society and culture of modern India. It was founded in the USA

in 1875 by a Russian spiritualist Madame H.P. Blavatsky and an American
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Col. H.S. Olcott. Its objective was to promote studies in ancient religions,
philosophies and science, develop the divine powers latent in man and form
a universal brotherhood of man. By 1884, the society had 100 branches in
India, apart from several in Europe and America. The movement was
revived and revitalized by Annie Besant who came out to India in 1893,
after the death of Madame Blavatsky. She succeeded Olcott as the president
of society in 1907 and endeared herself to large numbers of People by
preaching the wisdom of Krishna and Gita, thus turning theosophy ‘into
something specifically Hindu’ (Jones, 1994) [3] . They helped to impart to
the educated Indians a sense of pride in their own country. Annie Beasant’s
movement was a movement led and supported by westerners who glorified
Indian religious and philosophical traditions. This helped Indians to recover
their self-confidence. In fact the activities of Annie Besant in the field of
education were more significant. She founded the Central Hindu College at
Banaras which she later handed over to Madan Mohan Malaviya. He
developed that college into the Banaras Hindu University (Jones, 1994) [3] .
Although the Theosophical Movement did not enjoy mass popularity, its
work under the leadership of Annie Besant for awakening of the Indians
was remarkable. She contributed a great deal to the development of national
spirit in Indians. The headquarters of the Theosophical Society at Adyar
became a centre of knowledge with a library of rare Sanskrit books. The
society opened schools for boys, for women, for the depressed classes and
took part in the Boy scouts movements.
M.G. Ranade and Prarthana Samaj

Justice Mahadev Govind Ranade (1842 —1901) was a distinguished
Indian scholar, social reformer and author. In 1867, the Prarthana Samaj
was started in Maharashtra with the aim of reforming Hinduism and
preaching the worship of one God. Mahadev Govind Ranade and R.G.
Bhandarkar were the two great leaders of the Samaj. The Prarthana Samaj
did in Maharashtra what the Brahmo Samaj did in Bengal. It attacked the

caste system and the predominance of the Brahmins, campaigned against
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child marriage and the purdah system, preached widow remarriage and
emphasised female education. In order to reform Hinduism, Ranade started
the Widow Remarriage Association and the Deccan Education Society. In
1887, Ranade founded the National Social Conference with the aim of
introducing social reforms throughout the country. Ranade was also one of
the founders of the Indian National Congress. During his life he helped
establish the Poona Sarvajanik Sabha and the Prarthana Samaj, and would
edit a Bombay Anglo Marathi daily paper, the Induprakash, founded on his
ideology of social and religious reform. A man of varied interest, an
economist, politician, historian, and social reformer, Ranade did not let his
official work interfere with his duty to the country and its people.

With his friends Dr. Atmaram Pandurang, Bal Mangesh Wagle and
Vaman Abaji Modak, Ranade founded the Prarthana Samaj, a Hindu
movement inspired by the Brahmo Samaj, espousing principles of
enlightened theism based on the ancient Vedas. Prarthana Samaj was started
with inspiration from Keshav Chandra Sen, a staunch Brahma Samajist,
with the objective of carrying out religious reforms in Maharashtra. The
four point social agenda of Prarthana Samaj were:

1. Disapproval of caste system.

2. Women education.

3. Widow Remarriage.

4. Raising the age of marriage for both males and females

Ranade founded the Poona Sarvajanik Sabha and later was one of
the originators of the Indian National Congress. He has been portrayed as an
early adversary of the politics of Bal Gangadhar Tilak and a mentor to
Gopal Krishna Gokhale. Ranade was a founder of the Social Conference
Movement, which he supported till his death, directing his social reform
efforts against child marriage, the shaving of widows' heads, the heavy cost
of marriages and other social functions, and the caste restrictions on
traveling abroad, and he strenuously advocated widow remarriage and

female education.
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Satya Shodhak Samaj

Jyotiba Phule belonged to the Mali (gardener) community and
organized a powerful movement against upper caste domination and
Brahaminical supremacy. Phule founded the Satyashodhak Samaj (Truth
Seekers’ Society) in 1873, with the leadership of the Samaj coming from the
backward classes, Malis, Telis, Kunbis, Saris, and Dhangars (Jones,
1994)[3]. The main aims of the movement were: Social service Spread of
education among women and lower caste people Phule’s works, Sarvajanik
Satyadharma and Ghulamgin, became source of inspiration for the common
masses. Phule used the symbol of Rajah Bali as opposed to the Brahmins’
symbol of Rama. Phule aimed at the complete abolition of caste system and
socio-economic inequalities. This movement gave a sense of identity to the
depressed communities as a class against the Brahmins, who were seen as
the exploiters.
Social and Religious Movements in India

Down here is the detailed list of social and religious movements in
India listed along with the founder, year and place of the origin.
Muslim Reform Movements

Movements for socio-religious reforms among the Muslims emerged
late. Most Muslims feared that Western education would endanger their
religion as it was un-Islamic in character. During the first half of the 19th
century only a handful of Muslims had accepted English education. The
Muhammedan Literary Society, established by Nawab Abdul Latif in 1863,
was one of the earliest institutions that attempted to spread modern
education. Abdul Latif also tried to remove social abuses and promote
HinduMuslim unity. They took upon themselves the task of purifying and
strengthening Islam resulting in Wahabi and Faraizi Movement. Apart from
this, the official Government view on the revolt of 1857 held the Muslims to
be the main conspirators. This view was further strengthened by the
activities of the Wahabis. Hence the need for a cooperative attitude towards
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the British to improve the community’s social condition was felt by many
liberal Muslim. This resulted in Aligarh Movement.
Titu Mir’s Movement

Titu Mir was a disciple of Sayyid Ahmed Raebarelvi, the founder of
Wahabi Movement. Titu Mir organized the Muslim peasants of Bengal
against the Hindu landlords and the British indigo planters. The British
records say it was a militant movement which wasn’t completely true.
Faraizi Movement

The movement also called the Fara’idi Movement because of its
emphasis on the Islamic pillars of faith, was founded by Haji Shariat Allah.
Its scene of action was East Bengal, and it aimed at the eradication of social
innovations current among the Muslims of the region.
Ahmadiya Movement

This movement was founded by Mirza Ghulam Ahmed in 1889. It
was based on liberal principles. It described itself as the standard bearer of
Mohammedan Renaissance, and based itself, like Brahmo Samaj, on the
principle of Universal religion of all humanity, opposing jihad. The
movement spread western liberal education among the Indian Muslims.
However, the Ahmadiya Movement, like Bahaism which flourished in the
west Asian Countries, suffered from mysticism.
Aligarh Movement

It was organised by Syed Ahmad Khan (1817-1899), a man
described as the most outstanding figure among the Muslims. Syed Ahmad
Khan was born in 1817 into a Muslim noble family and had joined the
service of the Company as a judicial officer. He realised that the Muslims
had to adapt themselves to British rule. So Syed Ahmad advised Muslims to
embrace Western education and take up government service. In 1862, he
founded the Scientific Society to translate English books on science and
other subjects into Urdu. He also started an English- Urdu journal through
which he spread the ideas of social reform. Through his initiative was

established the Mohammedan Oriental College which later developed into
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the Aligarh Muslim University. It helped to develop a modern outlook
among its students. This intellectual movement is called the Aligarh
Movement. In pursuit to stimulate a process of growth among Indian
Muslims through better education and employment opportunities, a section
of Muslims led by Syed Ahmed Khan was ready to allow the official
patronage. He argued that Muslim should first concentrate on education and
jobs and tries to catch up with their Hindu Counterparts who had gained the
advantage of an early start. Syed’s progressive social ideas were propagated
through his magazine Tahdhib-ul-Akhlag. The Aligarh Movement emerged
as a liberal, modern trend among the Muslim intelligentsia based on
Mohammedan AngloOriental College, Aligarh. It aimed at spreading:-

1. Modern education among Indian Muslims without weakening
their allegiance to Islam.

2. Social reforms among Muslims relating to purdah, polygamy,
widow remarriage, women’s education, slavery, divorce, etc.

Deoband Movement

Deoband Movement was established by Mohammad Qasim
Nanautavi (1832-1880) and Rashid Ahamd Gangohi (1828- 1916) as a
revivalist movement with the twin objectives of propagating pure teachings
of Quaran and Hadis among Muslims and keeping alive the spirit of jihad
against the foreign rule. In contrast to the Aligarh Movement which aimed
at the welfare of Muslims through western education and support of the
British government, (Sarkar, 1975) the aim of Deoband Movement was
moral and religious regeneration of the Muslim community.

The Sikh Reform Movement Religious and social movements
among the Sikhs were undertaken by various gurus who tried to bring about
positive changes in the Sikh religion. Baba Dayal Das propagated the
nirankar (formless) idea of God (Sarkar, 1975) . By the end of the 19th
century a new reform movement called the Akali Movement was launched
to reform the corrupt management of Gurdwaras. The formation of the two

Singh Sabhas at Amritsar and Lahore in the 1870’s was the beginning of
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religious reform movement among the Sikhs (Jones, 1994). The setting up
of Khalsa College in Amritsar in 1892 helped promote Gurumukhi, Sikh
learning and Punjabi literature.
Ideological Base for the national movement
Introduction to the Ideological Base
The Indian National Movement, which culminated in India's
independence in 1947, was deeply rooted in various ideologies that influenced
its course. These ideologies were shaped by historical circumstances,
intellectual developments, and the interaction between Indian society and the
colonial state. Understanding the ideological base is crucial for
comprehending the diverse nature of the movement and the strategies adopted
by its leaders.
Early Nationalist Thought
« Raja Ram Mohan Roy and the Reformist Approach:
o Considered the father of modern India, Ram Mohan Roy’s
ideas were influenced by Enlightenment thought.
o Advocated for social reforms, especially the abolition of
practices like Sati.
o Emphasized the need for education and rationalism, which laid
the groundwork for a more modern and progressive India.
o Dadabhai Naoroji and Economic Nationalism:
o His theory of the "Drain of Wealth" highlighted the economic
exploitation of India under British rule.
o Focused on self-governance and economic self-sufficiency.
o His ideas inspired later leaders to link economic independence
with political freedom.
e Swami Vivekananda and Cultural Nationalism:
o Emphasized the revival of Hindu spirituality as the basis for
national resurgence.
o Advocated for the unification of India through a return to its

spiritual roots, influencing many nationalist leaders.

91



The Role of the Indian National Congress (INC)
o Moderates vs. Extremists:

o Moderates: Leaders like Gopal Krishna Gokhale believed in
constitutional methods, dialogue, and gradual reforms.

o Extremists: Leaders like Bal Gangadhar Tilak, Lala Lajpat
Rai, and Bipin Chandra Pal (Lal-Bal-Pal) advocated for more
direct action, including Swadeshi and Boycott movements.

e Surat Split (1907):

o The ideological divide between Moderates and Extremists led
to a split in the INC, highlighting the growing radicalization of
the movement.

nfluence of International Movements
« Impact of the Russian Revolution (1917):

o Inspired Indian revolutionaries by showcasing the possibility of
overthrowing oppressive regimes.

o Brought socialist ideas into the Indian freedom struggle,
influencing leaders like Bhagat Singh.

e Pan-Islamism and the Khilafat Movement:

o Linked Indian Muslims' struggle with the global Islamic
community.

o Gandhi supported the Khilafat cause, which helped in building
Hindu-Muslim unity during the non-cooperation movement.

Gandhi and the Philosophy of Non-Violence
e Satya (Truth) and Ahimsa (Non-Violence):

o Gandhi’s ideology was rooted in the principles of Satya and
Ahimsa, which he derived from various religious and
philosophical traditions.

o Advocated for non-violent resistance through civil
disobedience and non-cooperation.

« Constructive Program:
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o Emphasized self-reliance, especially through the promotion of
Khadi and village industries.

o His vision of Swaraj was not just political independence but
also social and economic self-sufficiency.

Socialist and Communist Influences
e Formation of the Communist Party of India (CPI):

o Marxist ideas began to influence a section of the freedom
fighters, particularly after the 1920s.

o The CPI and other leftist groups advocated for a more radical
approach to independence, focusing on the rights of workers
and peasants.

e Subhas Chandra Bose and the Forward Bloc:

o Bose’s ideology combined elements of socialism with strong
nationalism.

o His approach was more militant, as seen in his leadership of the
Indian National Army (INA).

The Role of Religious and Caste Movements
e Hindu Mahasabha and the RSS:

o These organizations promoted the idea of Hindu Rashtra
(Hindu Nation), which had a significant impact on the
ideological landscape of the nationalist movement.

o Their approach was often at odds with the secular and inclusive
vision of leaders like Gandhi and Nehru.

e Dr. B.R. Ambedkar and the Dalit Movement:

o Ambedkar’s fight against caste oppression and his demand for
social justice for Dalits provided an alternative ideological base
to the mainstream nationalist movement.

o His role in drafting the Indian Constitution post-independence
was crucial in shaping the new nation.

The Indian National Movement was not monolithic but was driven by

a confluence of diverse ideologies. These ranged from liberal and moderate
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reformism to radical and revolutionary nationalism, from spiritual revivalism
to Marxist socialism, and from secularism to religious and caste-based
identities. Understanding this ideological diversity is key to grasping the
complexity and richness of the struggle for Indian independence.

Indian National Congress

The Indian National Congress was formed due to the efforts of a
number of people. Presence of number of political associations across the
country, and spread of the ideals of patriotism and nationalism prepared the
foundation of the Indian National Congress. It was formed in the year 1885
but its origin is not known. According to Dr. Pattabhi Sitaramayya, its
origin is ‘shrouded in mystery’. However, many people believe that A.O.
Hume laid its foundation under Lord Dufferin. He formed the Indian
National Congress to ‘provide a ‘safety-valve’ to the anticipated or actual
discontentment of the Indian intelligentsia and to form a quasi-constitutional
party similar to Her Majesty’s Opposition in England.” According to W.C.
Banerjee, the First Congress President, the Indian National Congress was
formed by Lord Dufferin, Viceroy of India. He also believed that Lord
Dufferin formed it because he wanted a political organization which can
understand the ‘real wishes’ of the people so that the British government
could prevent political outbursts in the country.

On 1 March 1883, in an open letter, Hume had appealed to the
students of Calcutta University to set up an organization in India. He
officially clarified that his objective was ‘to form a constitutional method to
prevent the spread of dissatisfaction caused by western ideas, education,
inventions, and machines and it was essential to take measures for the
security and continuity of the British Government’. Some scholars believe
that Ripon advised Hume to form an organization of educated Indians.
Recently, some scholars analysed Dufferin’s correspondence to Hume as
well as the activities of the early nationalists, they concluded that the theory

of ‘safety valve’ is a myth.
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The Indian National Congress was founded on 28 December 1885 at
Sir Tej Pal Sanskrit Vidyalaya, Bombay. It will not be correct to say that it
was a sudden event rather it was as Bipan Chandra states, ‘the culmination
of a process of political awakening that had its beginnings in the 1860s and
1870s and took a major leap forward in the late 1870s and early 1880s’.
Also, a lot of attempts were made by Indian Nationalists for the formation
of a political organization on all-India scale. For instance, two National
Conferences were organized by Indian Association.

A.O. Hume succeeded in forming an All India Party, which was
attended by 72 delegates. Most of the Indian leaders could not attend this
session as a National Conference was going on in Calcutta at the same time.
The objectives of both these organizations were same. The Indian National
Conference was later merged into the National Congress. It would be wrong
to believe that he laid the foundation of the Indian National Congress single-
handedly as many people were involved in its formation. Most of the
leaders were able to accept Hume because they felt that he would not be
biased towards any region or caste. It is because he did not belong to any of
these groups and he had a sincere love for India.

Some of the members of the Indian National Congress were
Pherozeshah Mehta, W.C. Banerji, Anandamohan Bose, Badruddin Tyabiji,
Surendranath Banerji, and Romesh Chandra Dutt. This association was
different from others as none of the earlier associations had complete
independence as their agenda. The Congress made some demands, which
can be divided into three categories: political, administrative and economic.
Political demands

Greater power to the Supreme Council and local Legislative Council

Discussion on budget to be held by the council

Representation of the council through local bodies like Universities
and Chambers of Commerce Creation of Legislative Assembly in Punjab,
Awadh (NWP) and NorthWest Frontier Province (NWFP) Economic

demands
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The Congress sessions, between 1855 and 1905, regularly passed
resolutions for: Reduction in land revenue
Establishment of agricultural banks
Reduction in home charge and military expenditure
Ending unfair tariffs and excise duties
Enquiring the causes behind India’s poverty and famines
Providing more funds for technical education
Development of Indian industrie
Better treatment for Indian coolies in foreign countries
Change in forest laws so that tribal can use forest
(iv)Administrative demands
ICS examination in India as well as England
Increase in Indian volunteer force
Understanding of Indian needs on the part of administration
Separation of Judiciary from Executive power and extension of trial
by jury Higher posts in the army for Indians
Objectives of the Congress
The primary objective of the Congress was to make people feel that
they belong to a single nation—India. The diversity in India in terms of
caste, creed, religion, tradition, language made this a difficult task.
However, it was not impossible. Many important people like Pherozshah
Mehta, Dadabhai Naoroji, K.T. Telang and Dinshaw Wacha, attended the
first session of the Indian National Congress. The objectives of the Congress
laid down by W.C. Banerjee, the President of the first session of the Indian
National Congress, are as follows:
Promoting personal intimacy and friendship among people who are
working for the cause of the country
Eradicating prejudices related to race, creed and provinces through
friendly interaction
Consolidating the sentiments of national unity
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Maintaining authoritative record of the educated Indians’ views on
the prominent issues of the day

Determining methods by which native politicians can work towards
public interest during the next twelve months

Training and organizing public opinion

Formulating and presenting popular demands before the government
through petitions

The Congress was supported by people of all religions. W.C.
Banerjee, the first President of the Indian National Congress, was an Indian
Christian. The second President was Dadabhai Naoroji, who was a Parsee.
The third President was Badruddin Tayabji who was a Muslim. The fourth
and fifth Presidents were George Yule and William Baderburn who were
Britishers.
Factors leading to the origin of Indian National Movement

The Indian National Movement was a result of various factors that
came together in the 19th and early 20th centuries. These factors include
political, economic, social, and cultural influences, which combined to
create a sense of national consciousness among the Indian people.
Understanding these factors is essential for grasping how the movement
evolved and gained momentum, eventually leading to India's independence
in 1947.
Political Factors

« British Colonial Policies:

o The expansion of British rule in India and the implementation
of repressive laws, such as the Rowlatt Act, created widespread
discontent.

o The exclusion of Indians from higher administrative positions
and the racial discrimination by the British rulers fueled
resentment.

e« Administrative Unification:
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o The British administration, with its centralized government,
standardized legal systems, and communication networks,
inadvertently helped unify diverse regions of India.

o The introduction of the English language as a medium of
instruction created a class of educated Indians who could
communicate across regional boundaries and articulate
nationalist ideas.

e Western Political Thought:

o Exposure to Western ideas of democracy, liberty, and
nationalism through English education influenced Indian
intellectuals.

o The works of thinkers like Rousseau, Locke, a