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Prefatory Note

The publishers desire to draw attention of subscribers to
the present work to the ‘‘Epilogue” which has been added
to this, the fourth volume, dealing specially with the events
that immediately led up to the Great War. This Epilogue
has been contributed by Mr. Walter Murray, who is also
responsible for the Appendix ‘¢ Chronological Conspectus ”,
with which the work is provided. The ‘“War” maps and
plan that accompany the Epilogue will be of interest.

It is intended to add a fifth and a sixth volume, to deal
fully with events immediately preceding the war and with
the war itself.

September, 1914.
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VOLUME FOUR

CHAPTER 1

LO]‘d CliVC (A.D. 1725-1774)

At the end of the seventeenth century the whole of India was subject
to the Mogul emperor Aurungzebe. The ruling powers were Moslems
and the mass of the subjects were Hindus. This vast empire was
divided into provinces governed by viceroys or subadars appointed
by the crown. The provinces, again, were subdivided into a number
of imperial districts and native states, in possession of which their rajahs
had been left at the time of their conquest. These districts were governed
by nabobs appointed by the crown, who carried on their administration
under the supervision of the subadars, the rajahs being left practically
independent, subject to the regular payment of tribute. The people in
the conquered territories held their lands by feudal tenure from the
crown. The landowner, in this sense, was the zamindar, who received
rent from the cultivator or ryot. The first companies formed in India
held their settlements at Madras, Calcutta and elsewhere as zamin-
dars, and paid rent for them to the nabobs. Obviously an empire
constructed upon this system could only be held in connection by a
strongly centralized authority. It was easy for a provincial governor
to make himself independent; in any case he was allowed to maintain
a large army in order to enforce his authority throughout the pro-
vince. The armies, in spite of their size, were totally incapable accord-
ing to European ideas; discipline there was little or none, and such
personal courage as they possessed was conditioned by their super-
stition and their belief in omens. As long as an officer in command
was visible on his elephant the troops were willing to follow him; if
he fell, the day was lost. There was no sense of public spirit or patriot-
ism, facts which are sufficient to explain the ease with which small
bodies of European troops overcame unwieldy masses of natives. The
weakness of the empire had first been exposed by the Mahrattas, who
constantly harried the rich plains of the Deccan even during the lifetime
of the Emperor Aurungzebe. Eventually they became, as mercenary

troops, the terror of the empire, continually changing sides as one
VoL IV. 1 50
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prince was able to outbid another in competition for their services,
which, however, often proved as dangerous to their friends as to their
foes. Their strength consisted in their well-trained cavalry and their
extraordinary mobility. .

Aurungzebe died in 1707, and a period of anarchy succeeded. The
provincial governors became practically independent and the central
authority was barely recognized. Similarly the subdivisions of the
provinces attempted to break away from the subadars. Nabobs and
subadars alike appointed their successors without consulting the wishes
of the puppet emperor, and the natural result was a series of constant
disputes concerning the succession to various thrones, which, again,
led to local wars involving the natives and the French and English
trading companies. At one time, indeed, it was difficult to find any
part of the peninsula where a soldier of fortune could not have dis-
covered some opportunity for the exercise of his talents and his
sword.

The English had established a factory at Surat early in the seven-
teenth century, and in 1639 they acquired Madras from the local rajah
upon a zamindar tenancy. French, Dutch, and Portuguese settlements
were founded upon similar terms. The business of the company in
Madras was transacted by a governor and a council who controlled
the merchants and writers in the company’s service. The pay of these
latter was miserably small, but under certain conditions they might
engage in trade upon their own account, and some of them thereby
were enabled to make considerable fortunes. The companies had but
few European and native soldiers capable of bearing arms, and the
usual policy in times of danger was to buy off the aggressor and
as far as possible to abstain from any interference in native affairs.
The French India Company began its career in 1668. Pondicherry
was founded in 1674 by one Martin, a man of unusual capacity, who
succeeded in establishing excellent relations with the native powers.
In 1735 M. Dumas became governor-general of the French possessions
in India and abandoned the traditional policy of the foreign settlers,
allying himself with the native princes and interfering in their wars,
a policy pushed to far greater lengths by his successor, the famous
Dupleix. Dumas formed a sepoy army, and at the outset was better
supported with men and money from home than were the English
settlements. This advantage, however, was not lasting. When the
war broke out the French Government starved their company, while
the English company was usually well supplied with money.

Upon the outbreak of war between France and Britain in 1744
the European companies were naturally involved. The French were
anxious that the European war should not extend to their Indian settle-
ment, and had sent instructions to Dupleix urging him to avoid
hostilities. But the governor of Madras was informed that he might
expect large reinforcements, which were to be used for the destruction
of the French settlement and the annexation of their territory. Dupleix
appealed to the nabob of the Carnatic, who was anxious to secure the
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neutrality of the two powers. However, the arrival of the British
squadron opened hostilities by sea. The French attacked and captured
Madras, and also defeated the forces of the nabob, who had thought
that the town would be transferred to him. The fleet and the army
which arrived under Admiral Boscawen in 1748 retorted by laying
siege to the French settlement at Pondicherry, an enterprise which
proved unsuccessful. At the end of that year news was received that
France and England had signed the Peace of Aix-la-Chapelle. The
captured territories were returned to their respective companies, and
England re-entered upon possession of Madras in 1749. The latter
years of this struggle had provided Clive with much military experience
and food for reflection.

Robert Clive was born on 29 September, 1729, his father being
a country gentleman of small estate, and also connected with the law.
His school career is chiefly remarkable for various escapades, which
seem to have made him notorious at Market Drayton, where much
of his education was gained. His father had no appreciation of his
son’s capacity, although in later life he was extremely elated by his
success. At first the prospect before Clive was the profession of the
law with a seat in his father’s office, a future which he regarded with
extreme distaste. The whole of his school career had shown that his
desire was for a life of action. His father had some interest in the
East India Company and secured him a writership. He left England
in 1743, but the ship was delayed for nine months in the Brazils and
did not reach Madras until the close of 1744. The young man’s funds
had been exhausted, and he had been forced to borrow from the
captain at a heavy rate of interest. The friends to whom he had
letters of introduction had gone, and he found himself condemned
to the same kind of drudgery from which he had sought escape in
England, with the difference that the life of dull routine upon which
he now entered was conducted under a tropical sun, was poorly paid,
and showed little prospect of advancement. In a fit of despair he
is said to have attempted suicide, and twice to have snapped a pistol
at his head. On both occasions it missed fire, and a companion who
entered the room shortly afterwards attempted to fire it at Clive’s
request. The charge at once exploded, and Clive exclaimed: ‘I feel
that I am reserved for something; I have twice snapped that pistol at
my head.” The turning-point in his career came with the disgraceful
surrender of Madras to the French. Clive fled to Fort St. David, on the
same coast, which was still held by England. The French made three
fruitless attempts to capture the place between 1746 and 1747. He came
to the conclusion that a military life would be far more congenial to
him than life as a civilian, and obtained a commission as ensign during
the siege of Pondicherry. He showed much of that dauntless courage
and resolution for which he afterwards became famous. Upon the
cessation of hostilities both France and England had a considerable
number of troops in India, and could neither disband them nor maintain
them in inaction. For purposes of economy either side used them as
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mercenaries in the service of the native princes. Under Major Law-
rence, Clive saw some service and came favourably to the notice of
his commanding officer. Meanwhile, Dupleix had been steadily ad-
vancing the power of France by his skilful use of the jealousies and
rivalries of the native powers. He had an admirable instrument for
his purpose in the person of Chunda Sahib.

The Carnatic, in which Dupleix was operating, had been one of
the latest conquests of Aurungzebe. The first nabob was childless
and adopted two nephews as his successors. Upon his death one of
these, by name Dost Ali, proclaimed himself nabob without consulting
his subadar, Nizam-ul-Mulk, afterwards an important personage in the
French and European struggles. The nizam, though he did not inter-
fere with the succession, declined to ratify it, and Dost Ali therefore
turned to the French for support. One of his daughters had been
married to Chunda Sahib, a man of restless and ambitious tempera-
ment, who gained for himself the offlice of diwan, or financial minister.
In 1736 Dost Ali sent Chunda Sahib to seize Trichinopoly upon the
death of the ruling rajah. Chunda Sahib remained at Trichinopoly
and steadily worked to make himself independent. In 1740, however,
the town was captured by the Mahrattas; Dost Ali was killed in battle,
and his son purchased a peace from the invaders and agreed to join
them in an attack upon Chunda Sahib and Trichinopoly. Chunda
Sahib was captured, and the Mahrattas appeared before Pondicherry
and demanded the surrender of his wife and family, who had there
taken refuge. The French governor, M. Dumas, declined to give
them up, and inflicted a severe repulse upon the Mahrattas when they
attacked his forts. By this action the prestige of France was greatly
advanced; but these rivalries and struggles had roused the attention
of the subadar, the nizam, who had hitherto been occupied with in-
trigues at the imperial court. By 1723 he had made himself practically
independent, and as soon as his hands were free he resolved to put an
end to the disorder in the Carnatic. He reduced the subordinate princes
to his authority, and succeeded in appointing as nabob of the Carnatic
a certain Anwar-ud-din, a stranger to the district, whose authority was
by no means secure. A number of petty princes and pretenders were
awaiting the first opportunity to secure his overthrow, and among these
was Chunda Sahib, who was still in confinement.

His opportunity seemed to have arrived in 1748, when the subadar
of the Deccan died and a war broke out between his son and grandson
for the succession. The grandson applied to the Mahrattas for help,
and in the course of his negotiations met Chunda Sahib, who under-
took to support him if he were promised the position of nabob
of the Carnatic. Dupleix, who regarded this as a good opportunity
to interfere, undertook to pay the ransom demanded for Chunda
Sahib’s release, and to support the enterprise with a force of Europeans
and sepoys. They began by attacking the Carnatic, as Chunda Sahib
was there popular, and completely defeated the forces of the nabob.
Chunda Sahib was invested with the government, as he had desired,
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and it only remained for him to capture Trichinopoly and secure his
possession of the district. The native heir to the throne applied to
the English for help, with the result that the French and English
forces found themselves ranged upon opposite sides in time of peace.
To discuss the justice of the respective cases which they supported
would be futile, nor was this a condition which made the smallest
appeal to either side. Both the French and English were merely
concerned to secure the aggrandizement of their own companies:
Dupleix came successfully out of the struggle, gained a large amount
of wealth for himself, and became practically ruler of southern India.
The English were hard pressed, and were reduced to the possession
of Trichinopoly: the loss of this town would imply the irrecoverable
loss of the province.

Clive had meanwhile been promoted to the rank of captain as a
reward for gallantry shown in the course of the struggle. He succeeded
in getting a couple of convoys into Trichinopoly. He found the town
in a lamentable situation. The troops were disheartened, the officers
unenterprising, there was neither confidence nor energy, and it was
clear that the town would fall completely unless a serious effort were
made. Clive then developed a plan which has made him famous.
Chunda Sahib, in his attempt to capture Trichinopoly, concentrated
almost all his available troops round that place and had left the capital
of the Carnatic, Arcot, practically undefended. Clive insisted that
the truec method of relieving Trichinopoly was to capture Arcot, and
succeeded in persuading Saunders, the governor of Fort St. David,
to try this plan. TFort St. David and Madras, the two principal places
held by the English, could muster only 350 men between them, but
the governor resolved to risk 200 of them upon this expedition. Clive
had 300 sepoys and three small field pieces. Of his eight officers six
had never been under fire. Clive successfully surprised Arcot on
13 August, 1751, captured some surrounding forts, and, after com-
pletely overawing the enemy in the district, returned to Arcot to see
if he could place the town in some posture of defence. Upon Trichi-
nopoly he had produced the desired effect. Chunda Sahib detached
4000 men from the besieging force, and these, with 150 French soldiers
under the command of his son, received orders to recapture Arcot
at all costs. Clive had succeeded in getting some 18-pounder guns
into the town, but the central fort, upon which he concentrated his
efforts, was a difficult place to defend. There was nearly a mile of wall
to guard, the ramparts were low and crumbling, the moat was dry
and in some places choked with rubbish, while the surrounding houses
were everywhere within easy musket shot of the defences. For seven
weeks the siege went on, and has been immortalized by the generous
offer of the sepoys, who came to Clive when the garrison were reduced
to rice, and asked that they should be given only the water in which
the rice was boiled, which would be sufficient to sustain their strength.
The incident is a proof of the extraordinary confidence and devotion
to himself with which Clive was. able to inspire the forces under him.
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On 25 November the enemy made a final assault, and were repulsed
at every point. The elephants, employed as battering-rams for the
gates, declined to face the storm of musketry, and spread confusion
in the ranks of the assailants. The stormers were received, as they
mounted to the assault of the two breaches which they had made, with
a murderous fire, and retreated in confusion. On the next morning
it was found that the enemy had evacuated the place, leaving their
guns and treasure chests behind them. The struggle which virtually
decided whether the English or the French should be masters of India
was over. Clive secured his hold on the town and his lines of com-
munication, and then returned to Fort St. David to report the result
of his campaign.

Meanwhile Dupleix, instead of making a vigorous effort to recapture
Arcot, issued instructions that every attempt should be made to reduce
Trichinopoly before the English forces could be gathered for its relief.
His commander-in-chief, a Scotchman named Law, though a gallant
soldier, had no power of initiative. He wasted time, declined to expose
his troops, and enabled Clive to clear Chunda Sahib’s forces from
the neighbourhood of Arcot and to concentrate an army for the relief
of Trichinopoly. The command was taken over by Lawrence, who
had recently arrived from England, and for whom Clive had a pro-
found respect; and Law was forced to surrender, while Chunda Sahib
was killed. The operations of 1752, though extending over a wide
area, were unfavourable to the French. In 1753 Clive’s health was
broken, and he was forced to return to England. A short time pre-
viously he had married. The fame of his exploits had preceded him;
the directors of the company gave him banquets and compliments,
and it was obvious that the king’s interests in India had been saved
from destruction by his energy and genius. He had brought home
a considerable fortune, with which he paid his father’s debts, and began
to lead an extravagant life, while he also entertained thoughts of enter-
ing Parliament. In 1754 he stood for the borough of St. Michael’s
in Cornwall, and by dint of lavish expenditure secured his return.
A petition was brought against him, and he was eventually unseated.
The prospect of private life in England, with means considerably
reduced, had no attraction for him. He knew that he could easily
acquire another fortune in India, and therefore offered his services
once more to the company, which readily accepted them. At the same
time it should not be thought that self-interest was the only motive
that had guided his conduct hitherto, nor did he afterwards cast
scruples to the winds, as others did, for the purpose of enriching
himself. If his previous success had been due to an inborn capacity
for command and a power of correct decision for time and place which
has rarely been equalled, it should also be remembered that he had
gained his reputation by appropriating discoveries made by the French:
that the incompetent and undisciplined troops of India were unable
to resist European forces even when the disparity of numbers was
enormous, that native troops were capable of submitting to European
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discipline and becoming efficient soldiers, and that Indian forces were
rarely able to withstand a straight and vigorous attack. These methods
had made Dupleix for a time paramount; but Clive must be given
the credit of realizing their importance and turning them to the over-
throw of their inventor.

When Clive returned to India there seemed every prospect of war.
Europe was preparing for the struggle known as the Seven Years’
War, and a breach of the peace between France and England seemed
imminent. French and English colonists were already fighting in
America, and the directors of the East India Company fully realized
the importance of preparation for the coming storm. Clive was ap-
pointed to Fort St. David, and was given a commission as lieutenant-
general in the king’s army. Of one great advantage his enemies had
already deprived themselves. Dupleix had been recalled to France
in 1754, and treated with the utmost ingratitude by his own country-
men. His successor, Godeheu, was prepared to make any sacrifices
to secure peace. The first attack in which Clive took part was made
upon a pirate chief whose cruisers had harried English merchantmen.
The expedition was successful, and upon its conclusion Clive returned
to Fort St. David on 20 June, 1756, on which date took place the
tragedy in Calcutta known as the Black Hole. The English settle-
ment upon the Hugli had been unmolested until the year 1756, when
Surajah Dowlah came to the throne of Bengal. He was an effeminate,
feeble character, spoiled by debauchery from his earliest years, of a
petulant and uncertain temper. A quarrel with the English upon
a trivial matter roused him to a paroxysm of rage. He seized an
outlying factory—where Warren Hastings was beginning his career—
and appeared before Calcutta with a large army on 5 June, 1756.
Madras and Bombay were far distant, the Dutch and French declined
to help, and the governor and his subordinates were panic-stricken,
and abandoned the walls of the fort. A certain Mr. Holwell, a mem-
ber of the council, assumed the defence, which was bravely maintained
until the twentieth, when the nabob’s forces captured the town. Even
then, with a little energy, the garrison might have been brought safely
to the ships upon which the commander had taken refuge. But, to
their lasting disgrace, no effort was made to save them. The suffer-
ings of the 160 prisoners have not been exaggerated by the pen of
Macaulay, whose description is sufficiently well known. Surajah Dowlah
does not seem to have ordered their confinement, which was due to
the brutality of his soldiers. On the other hand, he showed not the
smallest compunction for their sufferings. On 18 August the governor
of Madras sent for Clive, who had volunteered for service in Bengal.
He was appointed commander-in-chief, with full military and political
control of the expedition; but by the time he sailed the authorities of
Madras had heard that war between England and France was imminent,
and he was ordered to return with all his forces by the following April.
The voyage to Calcutta was unusually long and difficult. The violence
of the monsoon scattered the ships, and when Clive reached the mouth
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of the Hugli he found the refugees from Calcutta in a pitiable condition.
For five months they had been crowded upon the ships or living on
the shore as best they could, exposed to the tropical heat in a deadly
climate, and these trials had been fatal to all but the strongest. On
2 January of the following year Calcutta surrendered to Watson, the
naval commander, who took possession of the town and appointed
Captain Eyre Coote, a name famous in Indian annals, as governor
of the place. Clive declined to recognize the admiral’s authority in
this matter, and a serious difference of opinion occurred. The
jealousies between the troops of the crown and those of the company
were a constant source of friction. The governor and council at
Calcutta cared nothing for the interests of the company, and did their
best to prejudice Watson against Clive, for no other reason than that
he came from Madras. Meanwhile the nabob was advancing, and
it was supposed that the French from Chandernagore would join him.
Clive opened negotiations with Surajah Dowlah, who undertook to
restore the property of the company and pay an indemnity, which
conditions Clive advised the Bengal Government to accept. However,
the nabob received his envoys with insult, and Clive therefore com-
posed his differences with the admiral, borrowed some sailors from
him, and resolved to attack the next day. Under cover of a dense
fog he penetrated to the nabob’s camp. Unfortunately he lost his
way, and when the fog lifted the English were in a critical position.
However, Clive succeeded in extricating his troops, and so impressed
the nabob with his advance that he drew off his forces and signed
a treaty promising to restore the property he had seized at Calcutta,
and ceding increased privileges to the English.

Clive then attacked and conquered the French settlement at Chan-
dernagore on learning that war had been declared between England
and France. The French, under de Bussy, might have joined Surajah
Dowlah and attacked Clive in Bengal, or have moved into the Carnatic
and forced the English to retreat to the defence of Madras. As a
matter of fact, de Bussy did nothing, whereas Clive was resolved that
the French should have no further opportunity of interfering in Bengal,
and that such atrocities as the Black Hole should henceforward become
impossible. The nabob attempted to play a double part; while con-
gratulating Clive upon the victory he had gained, he took into his
service the French soldiers who had escaped from Chandernagore.
He was, however, surrounded by treacherous friends, and Clive soon
discovered that there were several perfectly ready to betray their master.
The most venal of the rajah’s advisers, and at the same time the most
important, was one Meer Jaffier, the commander-in-chief of the army.
He came to an understanding with the native financial and administra-
tive authorities and opened negotiations with Clive. They stated their
grievances against Surajah Dowlah, and went on to say that he was
so universally hated that a revolution would in any case be attempted.
If their plan was followed the French might be kept out of Bengal,
whereas if they took no part in the movement they would simply
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exchange one set of masters for another. In short, they wished to
remove the nabob, in order to prevent their own ruin. The ensuing
intrigue required great skill and dexterity for its successful accomplish-
ment, and reflected every discredit upon all the parties concerned. As
a go-between they employed one Aminchand, a merchant of Calcutta
possessed of great wealth, whose conscience, if he had any vestiges of
such a commodity, was rather his accomplice than his guide. When
the strings of the whole conspiracy were in his hands this man pro-
ceeded to levy blackmail upon the parties to the plot, and threatened
to disclose the whole plan unless the reward which he had been
promised was considerably increased. Clive therefore caused two
treaties to be drawn up, from one of which Aminchand’s name was
omitted. The false document was shown to him to disarm his sus-
picions, but Meer Jaffier was informed that it was not to be regarded
as binding. By 12 June Clive was ready to act. Surajah Dowlah’s
suspicions of his general had been aroused; at any moment the French
might take the field, and the rainy season, when military action would
be impossible, was rapidly approaching. Hence the situation of the
conspirators was painfully anxious. Meanwhile Meer Jaffier and other
military commanders swore obedience to Surajah Dowlah, and per-
suaded him that his only hope lay in an immediate attack upon the
English. He therefore moved forward to the village of Plassey, which
was reached by Clive on the twenty-second of the month, after a fatiguing
march through country which had been flooded by the commencing
rains. Clive was doubtful, even at the eleventh hour, of the fidelity
of Meer Jaffier, and in a previous council of war he actually proposed
to remain on the defensive, though, under the influence of advice given
by Eyte Coote, he changed his mind. His small army was composed
of 1000 Europeans and 2000 sepoys, with ten light field pieces, against
the 50,000 soldiers and fifty-three heavy guns which Surajah Dowlah
could bring into the field. But the nabob felt that he was surrounded
by intrigue and treachery, and had as much reason to fear his own
army as that of the enemy. With him was a small force of French,
about fifty strong, who served their guns well, and alone offered any
serious opposition to Clive’s success. Clive had posted his men in a
mango grove, and utilized a mudbank and ditch as a rampart. The
battle opened with a vigorous cannonade upon his position, which did
but little damage, while his own well-served guns wrought havoc
among the ranks of the enemy. Clive had resolved to maintain his
position and attack the enemy at midnight, when he would be stupefied
with sleep and opium; but at noon a cavalry charge was made upon
his position, which his guns repulsed with heavy loss, and at three
o’clock the main body of Surajah Dowlah's left wing moved towards
the English right, while a small French force began to retreat from
an advantageous position where they had been posted. Clive con-
cluded that Meer Jaffier had seen fit to act, brought up his artillery,
and kept up a steady fire upon the enemy’s gunners. He soon saw
that the decisive moment had come, and ordered a general advance.
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Surajah Dowlah’s army broke and fled, deserting vast provisions of
baggage, cattle, and military stores. The battle of Plassey was neither
furiously contested nor did it provide Clive with any great opportunities
to show his generalship. He lost about 70 men, and the enemy some
500 or 600, but few victories have produced more far-reaching results.
Plassey began that career of conquest which gave the command of the
greatest Mohammedan power in the world to a small island in the west
of Europe. The immediate results were also somewhat disappointing.
Surajah Dowlah fled to his capital, and attempted to escape thence to
Patna. He was discovered in the course of his flight, brought back,
and put to death with much indignity and without Clive’s knowledge.
When Clive and Meer Jaffier proceeded to settle pecuniary obligations
they were much disappointed to find that Surajah Dowlah’s treasure
amounted to about a million and a half instead of the forty millions
which they had been led to expect. Aminchand was then informed
that the treaty in which his name appeared was a sham, and that he
was to have nothing. The sudden shock is said to have reduced him
to a state of imbecility from which he never entirely recovered. It was
a trick, in any case, which could easily have been avoided, and which
has left the deepest stain upon Clive’s reputation. At the same time,
this is the only instance in which he failed to deal straightforwardly
with the natives, who invariably gave him their implicit confidence.
Clive himself made some 4200,000 out of the transaction. In 1773,
when defending himself before the select committee which was en-
quiring into the charge of peculation, Clive said: ‘ When I recollect
entering the nabob’s treasury at Moorshedabad, with heaps of gold and
silver to the right and left and these crowned with jewels, by God, at
this moment I stand astonished at my own moderation”. Clive’s action
may have set a bad example, and did, no doubt, conduce to the appalling
rapacity which characterized the behaviour of the English Bengalese
officials during the five years when he was himself absent from the
country; but at the same time there was neither concealment nor dis-
honesty in the matter. Everyone knew that he had the money; he
broke no rule of the company in accepting it, and the general customs
of the time in India permitted such presents.

Clive returned to Calcutta, and was occupied for some time in dis-
tributing the money allotted to the people of Calcutta as compensa-
tion, settling claims for prize money, and organizing a civil service
for the administration of the province. He would have liked to go
home, but he felt that he could not leave the country as long as Britain
and France were at war. Meer Jaffier, the nabob whom he had set up,
was totally incompetent as a ruler; he had a swarm of relatives who
were anxious to share the spoils; his troops were furiously demanding
their pay, and the British had transported three-quarters of a million
sterling from his treasury to Calcutta. He therefore proceeded to
recoup himself by plundering the Hindu nobles. The result was a
native rising, which Clive was obliged to suppress. Meer Jaffier began
to regret his decision to help Clive. He found himself a mere puppet
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in the hands of the British; the money gained by trade and commerce
flowed into their pockets instead of his own. Clive fully understood
that the British could not now retreat from the position which they
occupied without ruin to themselves, and he devoted his energies to
maintaining British prestige without wounding native feelings, and
throughout the province he was regarded by the native inhabitants
with a respect which amounted almost to reverence.

Clive now assumed the governorship of Bengal, and the first
problem which engaged his attention was the question of the English
position in Madras. After the declaration of war in 1756 the French
had sent out an expedition under Count Lally, a keen soldier, but totally
inexperienced in Indian warfare. On 2 June, 1758, he succeeded in
capturing Fort St. David, to the great indignation of Clive. He then
proceeded to besiege Madras; but his native soldiers were unpaid and
harshly treated, he had no notion of making allowances for native
prejudices and no respect for native customs, and his army melted
away. Finally, in 1759, he was obliged to retire in disorder. In 1760
Eyre Coote defeated the French at Wandiwash, and in 1761 Pondicherry
was captured. The French attempts ended in total failure. During
this period Clive had been able to send troops to create a diversion in
the Deccan under Colonel Forde, who stormed Masulipatam, one of the
most daring feats of arms in the whole of the war. Clive himself was
left with only 280 Europeans, and very few stores and ammunition to
maintain the prestige of his nation in Bengal.

In 1759 the safety of the province seemed likely to be endangered
by troubles which originated in Delhi. The reigning emperor and his
family were mere figureheads, and were practically prisoners in the
hands of the grand vizier. From this confinement his eldest son, known
as the shahzada, contrived to escape, and, giving himself out as the
subadar of Bengal and Behar, he collected an army of military adven-
turers and prepared to invade the country. Meer Jaffier doubted the
fidelity of his troops and his own capacity to avert the invasion, and
therefore applied for help to Clive. Clive himself had sent all available
troops with Forde, but he did not hesitate to assure Meer Jaffier that he
would protect him with a military force. Early in 1759 he started with
400 Europeans and 2500 sepoys. Meanwhile the shahzada’s force had
risen to 40,000 men; but such was the terror of Clive’s name that upon
his approach the army melted away, and the prince threw himself upon
the generosity of Clive. Clive declined to assist him, and told him he
must shift for himself, a policy which was highly approved at Delhi,
where the vizier invited Clive to establish a factory. Meer ]Jaffier
granted him the rent which the company paid for the lands in their
tenancy near Calcutta, amounting to thirty thousand a year. But this
unscrupulous ruler, anxious by any means to overthrow Clive’s power,
made secret overtures to the Dutch, and invited them to bring a force
into Bengal and form a settlement in opposition to the British. The
Dutch readily accepted the invitation; their commerce had been
seriously impaired by the progress of the English, and in 1759 they



12 European History

fitted out an expedition and anchored at the mouth of the Hugli.
Clive did not attempt to discuss the legality of action against a nation
with whom Britain was presumably at peace. He attacked and com-
pletely defeated the Dutch advance force, and obliged them to sign a
treaty disavowing the proceedings of their commanders, acknowledging
themselves the aggressors, and agreeing to pay damages. The com-
missioners in Europe, who afterwards investigated his conduct, could
find no grounds for criticism, and both the company and the Govern-
ment approved his action.

Clive now felt that he could return to England, and believed that
he could serve the interests of his company better at home than in
Bengal. He was anxious to enter Parliament, and hoped to secure
a sufficient following to enable him to influence the course of Indian
policy at home. In 1760 he sailed for England. Four years previously,
when he landed in Calcutta, the English occupation of the country here
was represented by a few miserable fugitives hiding in hovels on the
shore or tossing with fever upon their ships. Clive and his nation were
now regarded as the paramount power in India. The merchants of the
company were literally coining money, the ruined settlement of Cal-
cutta was rising into magnificence, and every foreign rival had been
driven out of the country. The credit of this success was entirely due
to Clive, and he had the further satisfaction of knowing that not only
had he given an empire to the company, but that he was himself one
of the richest of English subjects.

On reaching England, Clive was unfortunately confined to his bed
and in danger of losing his life by a severe illness which lasted for
nearly twelve months. By dint of large expenditure he secured a seat
in the House of Commons and a number of followers who voted with
him. He was anxious to provide some reorganization which would
prevent the constantly rising friction between the king’s officers and
the servants of the company. He seems to have come to the conclu-
sion that the court of directors in England were incompetent, and that
the crown should take over the sovereignty of Bengal. At that time
nearly a year was expended in transporting letters to India and getting
an answer, while many of the directors owed their positions merely
to their controlling interests in the company’s shares and not to any
knowledge of Indian affairs or business capacity. They were, more-
over, totally incompetent to deal with the new situation. As in times
before Clive had entered upon the scene, they were chiefly concerned
to extend their commercial profits and to avoid any interference with
political disputes in India. Clive’s success had naturally produced a
division of counsels. Some members were delighted with it, others
feared the possibility of complications with the emperor, while others
wished to cut down the profits of the agents in general and of Clive
in particular. The contradictory orders which they issued made Indian
administration impossible except by such men as were willing to run
the risk of disregarding them entirely.

Clive came into collision with the company upon the question ot
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the Calcutta rent which had been assigned to him by Meer Jaffier.
This the directors proposed to confiscate, an entirely illegal action.
They could have restored it to Meer Jaffier, but, having signified their
approval by acquiescing in the payment of it to Clive for the period
of four years, they could not possibly appropriate it themselves. But
before the question came up for trial the court of directors were obliged
to make a complete surrender to Clive. During his absence Bengal
had fallen into a state of anarchy, and the company concluded that
Clive was the only man who could save them from total ruin. The
new governor of Bengal had quarrelled with Meer Jaflier, and was
threatened by the central power. The right of private trade had been
shamefully abused by the company’s servants, who acquired almost
a monopoly of Bengalese trade in certain articles, and amassed large
fortunes for themselves at the company’s expense and that of the popu-
lation. The governor had no following in the council, and was power-
less. At that moment Meer Jaffier died, and a quarrel about the ap-
pointment of his successor was the sequel. Clive's resolution to return
to India was dictated by purely patriotic motives. ¢ Do you think”,
he writes after reaching Calcutta, ‘‘that history can show an instance
of a man with 440,000 per annum, a wife, family, and relations in
abundance, abandoning his native country and all the blessings of life
to take charge of a government so corrupt, so lost to all principles and
sense of honour, as this is?” He reached Madras in April, 1765, and
resolved to place Meer Jaffier's grandson, a child of six, on the throne,
and to rule in his name under the authority of the emperor. When
he reached Calcutta he heard that Meer Jaffier's son had secured the
vacant place by bribery, and loudly expressed his indignation. He
found the civil service in an appalling state of corruption, and the
army mutinous and insubordinate; indeed many of the Europeans had
actually deserted to the native powers.

Clive immediately proceeded to act with the greatest vigour and
determination. Private trading was forbidden, and salaries were raised
by distributing among the senior civil servants the profits of the salt
monopoly. Some members of the council resigned, to escape subjec-
tion to an enquiry, others were removed, and anyone who ventured to
oppose Clive’s projects of reform was summarily dismissed. The
officers of the army objected to the reduction of their pay by the dis-
continuance of an indulgence originally granted after the battle of
Plassey, and formed a conspiracy to mutiny. Clive arrested the more
prominent offenders and sent them to England, promoted deserving
non-commissioned officers, and secured others from Madras. In short,
he spared no efforts to cleanse what he called the Augean stable. He
reduced working expenses, paid off the debts of the company, abolished
the opportunities for illicit profits and speculation, reformed the civil
service, reorganized the army, made advantageous treaties for the com-
pany, and secured the whole political power of Bengal to the English
administration. This he accomplished in the short space of twenty
months, in the teeth of the strongest opposition. Great as his military
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services had been, possibly even greater was the ultimate benefit which
he conferred by these reforms, which put an end to five years of the
most shocking misrule, which must ever remain a disgraceful stain upon
the annals of English administration in India.

When he returned to England, in 1767, he found, as he probably
expected, that his vigorous action had roused a host of enemies against
him. He had trampled upon the strongest of human motives—the
love of power and of reputation—and those whom he had dismissed
or had forced to resign spent their ill-gotten gains in the purchase of
Indian stocks in order to avenge themselves upon the man who had
put an end to their embezzlements. Clive had returned with health
entirely shattered by the climate and by his exertions, and in no mood
for undergoing the continual annoyance either of malignant attacks
or of a serious enquiry. In fact, the mental and bodily fatigue which
he had incurred during the latter years of his stay in India undoubtedly
cut short his life. In 1772 Parliament was unable to neglect Indian
affairs, while Clive’s enemies were anxious to make his conduct the
subject of public attack. One Mr. Sulivan, a leading member of the
directors, brought in a bill ‘“for the better organization of the affairs
of the East India Company and of their servants in India, and for the
due administration of justice in Bengal”. The bill was made an excuse
for a series of attacks upon Clive, who defended himself in a powerful
speech, which Chatham declared to be one of the finest pieces of
eloquence he had heard in the House of Commons. Leave was given
to introduce the bill, and a committee of enquiry was appointed, which
was obviously directed against Clive. In 1473 definite charges of
peculation were made against him, and he was accused of embezzling
various sums to the extent of nearly £240,000. Clive made a long
speech, and vigorously attacked the directors and the malignity of his
enemies. The motion of censure was rejected without a division, and
he left the enquiry to enjoy his wealth and honours undisturbed. After
his return from India in 1760 he had received an Irish peerage, and
he had been recently appointed lord-lieutenant of two counties and
installed as a Knight of the Bath. He was still in the prime of life,
but, 'he had suffered throughout his career from constant fits of depres-
sion, and when the excitement of the Parliamentary enquiry was over
these attacks returned upon him with redoubled force. In a fit of de-
pression and physical suffering he committed suicide on 22 November,
1774, when he was just forty-nine years of age.

Few men have accomplished so much in so short a time, and few
have combined so conspicuously military talents and administrative
capacity. He had a marked power of statesmanship, not only in
recognizing the facts of a case, but also in selecting the most capable
instruments for carrying out his own purposes. Few men, also, have
had to deal with more difficult situations. He went to India as a
servant of a company which was occupied purely by commercial con-
siderations; he involved the company in political difficulties which it
was at first anxious to avoid, and burdened it with the administration
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of an empire as large and complicated as any in Europe. His policy
was to govern India through the natives and to use existing native
machinery as far as it could be utilized in the British interests. The
British were not to interfere with native administration or malad-
ministration of justice, but were merely to exercise a general super-
vision. Conquests were not to be extended beyond Bengal, for the
cost of conquest was ruinous. Though the opportunity was offered
him of extending British interests by throwing his weight and his
influence into the scale when successions were in dispute, he resolutely
declined. Hesconsidered, and with perfect correctness, that the British
had better consolidate what they already had, and gain experience by
advancing cautiously. If Clive at times committed errors he was con-
stantly animated by a strong sense of duty and patriotism; even in the
most questionable transaction of his life, the fictitious treaty by which
Aminchand was deceived, he made no attempt to suppress the record
of the facts in the minutes of the committee. Though in constant
physical suffering, which could only be alleviated by opium, he has
never been charged with a single act of cruelty or of any injustice that
could be-substantiated for a moment. Few men have been obliged to
give so scrupulous and exacting an account of their lives, and few men
have come out of the ordeal with less damage to their credit.



CHAPTER 11

Warren Hastings (a.p. 1732-18:8)

Warren Hastings was born in 1732, on the borders of Worcester-
shire and Oxfordshire, of an old family long connected with the manor
of Daylesford. The family fortunes had sunk into decay, and Hastings
was left an orphan at an early age. Westminster School still proudly
points to his name in the list of King’s Scholars, which he headed for
his year. He showed first-rate ability, and when his guardian removed
him from the school in 1749, to receive some instruction in bookkeeping
before taking a writership in the East India Company, the headmaster
entered a vigorous but unavailing protest at the loss of his most pro-
mising pupil. Hastings reached India just before Clive had made his
name famous, and for two years laboured at Calcutta, keeping ledgers
and supervising the warehousing of goods, while Clive was defeating
the French and their native allies in the Carnatic. He was then sent
up to Moorshedabad, where the company had established a small
factory, shortly before the accession of Surajah Dowlah and his declara-
tion of war against the English. Hastings was kept a prisoner upon
the spot while the nabob marched upon Calcutta, and the tragedy of
the Black Hole took place. During the interval between these events
and the battle of Plassey, Hastings supplied the authorities with such
information concerning the doings of the nabob as he could gain. He
was involved in the conspiracy which ended in the overthrow of
Surajah Dowlah, but fear of detection obliged him to retreat upon the
Ganges. At this time he married the widow of a certain Captain
Campbell, who died in 1759. Their child survived her but a few
years. When the Madras expedition under Clive appeared on the
Hugli, Hastings shouldered a musket and entered the ranks. Clive
was well aware of his high administrative capacities, and after the
battle of Plassey, when Meer Jaffier was appointed nabob of Bengal,
Hastings became the company’s agent at the new court. During the
interval between Clive’s first and second administration Hastings
became a member of the Calcutta council under the governorship of
Vansittart, a feeble and inefficient ruler who was incapable of restrain-
ing the rapacity of his subordinates, and whose administration was the
most disgraceful period in the history of the East India Company.
The vast system of smuggling carried on under various legal fictions
enabled the youngest writer in the company to enrich himself almost
as he pleased. The Bengalese were terrorized by the exactions of the
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English, and the sight of the company’s flag was enough to send them
flying in terror from their villages. If Hastings could not protect the
natives, at any rate he refrained from plundering them, and is the only
character who comes with credit out of a period of peculation and
extortion. In 1764 he returned to England, and the very moderate
fortune that he brought with him is sufficient evidence that he had
not abused his trust.

His liberality to his relatives and an unfortunate speculation in
Bengal soon reduced his gains to nothing. Little is known of his life
in England for the next four years. He was introduced to Dr. Johnson
and began writing prose and verse upon various political subjects.
But his literary bent was by no means suited to the tastes of the age.
Hastings might have been a great historian: he could never have been
a poet. During his first winter at home he applied to the directors for
further employment in India, but in vain. However, in 1768 the
company required a trustworthy adviser to extricate the finances of
Madras from the confusion into which they had fallen, and Hastings
was given a seat in the Madras council. In the course of the voyage
he fell in love with a married lady whose husband, a German, baron
Imhoff, was on his way to seek his fortune at Madras. The baron
and his wife had nothing in common; Hastings and the baroness had
everything in common. The natural result was a divorce and the
marriage of the future administrator with the baroness. At Madras,
Hastings found the finances of the company in a greatly involved
condition. Though politics attracted him rather than finance, he de-
voted his energies to the raising of dividend, and with such success
that the directors placed him at the head of the government of Bengal.
In 1772 he therefore moved to Calcutta. He owed his appointment,
in part at least, to the influence of Clive, who wrote to him urging
him ‘“to place public interests above all private claims, to trust his
own judgment, to spend carefully and to act vigorously in time of
danger”, advice which after-events showed to have been somewhat
superfluous. But he had taken a heavy burden upon his shoulders.
His instructions were to call the company’s servants to account, to
punish those offenders against whom illegal actions could be proved,
to abolish the monopolies that were destroying the inland trade, to
advise cheaper and securer means of collecting the revenue, and to
reorganize the court of the nabob. He was president of the council.
On the other hand, every member had an equal vote with him, while
some of the members were guilty of the very misdemeanours which
he had been specially instructed to punish.

Hitherto the internal government of the two provinces known as
Bengal had been in the hands of a native deputy-governor who decided
all administrative matters, while the company theoretically devoted its
energies to trade. At the same time the deputy governors were
supported in office by the power of the English behind them, and
the important personage in Bengal was a certain Mohammed Raza

Khan, a Mussulman noble who had hitherto enjoyed the confidence
Vor. IV. 5
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of the directors. The directors, however, observing that the divorce
between the executive power and the company was a source of many
evils, resolved to take the government of the country into their own
hands. Hastings was ordered to remove Raza Khan from office, and
to bring him to trial at Calcutta upon various charges of embezzlement
and oppression. While this event was pending, Hastings introduced
certain reforms into the system of government, and reorganized the
revenue and the methods of collecting the company’s dues. The
stipend of the nabob of Bengal was cut down by one-half, and
Hastings thus hoped that an improvement might become apparent
in the company’s dividends. The morality of these proceedings may
have been open to question, but the province had been ceded to the
company by the Great Mogul, the refusal to continue the tribute
or stipend hitherto paid could be justified only by a quibble, and
Hastings was not his own master in the matter. The company was
quite willing that he should rule with humanity and justice provided
that money was sent home in sufficient quantities; the latter condition
was indispensable.

The fall of Raza Khan was regarded as a great opportunity by one
Nuncomar, or Nanda Kumar, who had been governor of Hugli under
Surajah Dowlah until 1762. Hastings had then helped to convict him
of plotting against the company and had earned his irreconcilable
enmity. Treachery and forgery were charges fully substantiated in
his case and were well known to the court of directors, but he was
supposed to possess influence sufficiently powerful to inflict severe
damage upon the company should he be so minded, and the directors
ordered Hastings to make what use he could of him, especially in the
prosecution of Raza Khan, a task entirely to Nuncomar’s taste. The
trial, however, ended in an acquittal, with the result that Hastings
became the object of the most vindictive hatred on the part of Nun-
comar, who began to see that he had only been used as a tool while
the government was transferred from native to European hands. The
nature of Hastings's reorganization during this period is enough to
stamp him as a statesman of the highest order. The trade of the
country had been steadily stimulated; a bank had been opened in
Calcutta; the company’s dividends were beginning to rise; the work
of the council was accomplished with less friction than ever before,
under the system of committees which Hastings introduced. But
disorder seemed to be threatening upon the frontiers of Bengal.

A rich tract of land along the base of the Himalayas, running
eastward from the Ganges to the borders of Oudh, was occupied by
a loose confederacy of Afghan chiefs, the Rohillas. They were op-
pressed by the Mahrattas in conjunction with the emperor of Delhi,
and turned to the vizier of Oudh for aid. He again applied to the
British for help. The Mahrattas would certainly occupy Oudh if
they were allowed to establish themselves in Rohilla territory, and
would in that case threaten the British. Thus Oudh and the British
joined to support the Rohillas, and the Mahrattas were driven back.
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Such was the state of affairs in this quarter at the outset of 1773,
when Hastings had been in office about a year. He was in an
extremely difficult situation. The company’s credit was at a low
ebb, money was urgently needed for reforms and for defence, and
in the course of 1773 Hastings held a conference with the vizier of
Oudh concerning the defence of his province, which was an important
bulwark to the British settlements. The vizier mooted the advisa-
bility of expelling the Rohilla chiefs from their territory and annexing
it to his own. He complained that the Rohillas had failed to keep
their engagements with him, and that a possible agreement between
them and the Mahrattas would expose him to serious danger. He
therefore proposed a joint expedition, to which Hastings agreed on
condition that the vizier should find the money. Eventually forty
lakhs of rupees in payment of the English military expenses was
offered, in return for which Hastings agreed to send a brigade for
the reduction of the Rohillas. The proposal was approved by the
council upon grounds of political expediency, but Hastings was quite
aware that the enterprise would be sharply criticized elsewhere; and,
as a matter of fact, no part of his administration has been the object
of fiercer condemnation than his share in the Rohilla war. Macaulay
has drawn a picture of 100,000 people fleeing to pestilential jungles
from the tyranny of a despot to whom their substance and their blood
and the honour of their wives and daughters had been sold by the
British. The historian Mill, with a greater show of impartiality, con-
demned the whole business in terms hardly less severe, and there is no
doubt that the native troops plundered in the usual native style, to the
indignation of the British commander, who was no less disgusted by
their cowardice in the field. Hastings does not seem to have fore-
seen that he had made himself responsible for the horrors of Asiatic
warfare by taking a share in the profits of the expedition while re-
signing any control over the management of it. It was undoubtedly
an act of unprovoked invasion, and it was the last occasion upon
which British troops were employed by native allies without them-
selves directing the conduct of operations. The only thing that can
be said is that the Rohilla chieftains were rather worse scoundrels
than their native opponents. They were a gang of military adven-
turers paying nominal allegiance to the Mogul for the province they
had seized. The allegations that the country was widely ravaged
were unfounded, and little more was done than to deport the families
of the chieftains and to banish those who were found bearing arms.
If Hastings had made no bigger profit out of the affair for the com-
pany, the border policy which dictated this move might have passed
muster. From a financial point of view the result was entirely suc-
cessful. He had added a huge sum of ready money to the company’s
finances, and had vastly raised the annual income.

Meanwhile, in 1773, the Regulating Act had been passed which
changed the constitution of the East India Company at home. The
presidency of Bengal was now to control the other possessions of the
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company, and the chief of the presidency was to be governor-general,
a title which thus devolved upon Hastings. He was to be assisted
by four councillors, one of whom was in India, while the other three
were sent out from England. Of these latter, one has become famous,
Philip Francis. Hastings’s war with these three began from the time
Francis put his feet upon Indian soil, and continued until two of
them had died and the third had gone home. Francis enjoys notoriety
at the present day as one of the reputed authors of the Letters of Junius.
He was a man of malignant nature, conceited and arrogant, combative
and crafty, and, according to Macaulay’s well-known description:
‘“ Prone to malevolence and prone to the error of mistaking his
malevolence for public virtue, merciless as is a man who, under a
strong delusion, confounds his antipathies with his duties”. There
landed in Madras at the same time an old schoolfellow of Hastings,
Sir Elijah Impey, who came out to India as chief justice.

Hastings had one supporter in the council, Barwell, but the other
new arrivals, Clavering, Monson, and Francis, possessed a majority
of votes, and proceeded to interfere in the arrangements which Hastings
had made, with the rashness and indiscretion of complete incompetency.
In every direction they reversed and countermanded the policy of the
governor-general, threw the affairs of Bombay into disorder, interfered
with the domestic disputes of the Mahrattas, and attempted to reform
the judicial system of Bengal with such effect that robbery and murder
became common in the very suburbs of Calcutta. The natural impres-
sion left upon the native mind was the conclusion that Hastings was
a falleh man, and every native who wished to curry favour with the
prominent party in the council proceeded to furnish them with constant
accusations. These were taken seriously by Francis aund his two fol-
lowers, who were apparently not aware that in Bengal full evidence
of an accusation for murder, including the corpse, could be procured
for an insignificant monetary payment. Of these accusers the fore-
most was Nuncomar, who deemed that the time had come for his
revenge against Hastings. He brought various charges forward; in
particular he accused Hastings of procuring the acquittal of Raza
Khan in return for a large sum of money. Hastings declined to
hear the charge or to lower his dignity by meeting a native accuser,
His opponents therefore believed that they were all-powerful, and
that his overthrow was imminent; Nuncomar himself walked in
triumph amid obsequious crowds of his countrymen, when he was
suddenly arrested and thrown into jail. The judicial authority in
Bengal was entirely independent of the council, and, thanks to Impey,
was entirely under the influence of Hastings, who at once prosecuted
Nuncomar and others upon a charge of conspiracy, and, a short time
afterwards, upon a further charge of forging and uttering a bond.
At the same time the documents which he had brought forward as
proof of Hastings's dishonesty were discovered to be forgeries, and,
as everybody knows, the business ended in Nuncomar's execution.
The severity of this punishment amounted to injustice; but Nuncomar
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must have realized that he had been playing with edged tools, and
he had been beaten with his own weapons. At any rate the lesson
was effectual so far as the natives were concerned. The most powerful
and influential of Hindus, who had ventured to attack a great member
of the council, was hanged in broad day with every circumstance of
ignominy before thousands of his countrymen. The informers who
had sought to curry favour with the council by blackening the character
of Hastings were silenced immediately and for ever, and all parties
realized that the governor-general was a most dangerous adversary
to provoke. That the prosecution was the result of something like
conspiracy between Impey and Hastings there is little moral reason
to doubt; on the other hand, no solid proof for such an assertion has
ever been forthcoming, nor is it likely that any would be found, in
view of the infinite patience, the tenacity and fertility of resource,
and the diplomatic dexterity which Hastings invariably displayed.
Meanwhile the directors in London had been informed of the
Rohilla war and of the disputes between Hastings and his colleagues.
In 1775 Hastings had announced to his friends that if his policy with
regard to the Rohillas and Oudh were condemned at headquarters he
would at once resign. The Regulating Act, which had secured his
appointment as governor-general, enabled the crown to remove him
from office on receipt of an address from the company, and such an
address Lord North was anxious to procure. Clavering and Francis
were equally anxious to succeed Hastings in office, and gathered a
large party in the East India House pledged to bring about his
recall. When the proprietors rejected the proposal by a large majority,
his agent in London produced the resignation of twelve months before,
and suggested by way of compromise that he should be allowed to
retire under a complete indemnity. The directors accepted the pro-
posal, and appointed Wheler, one of themselves, to succeed Hastings,
while Clavering was to hold office until Wheler should arrive. Mean-
while Monson had died, and the remaining four members of the council
were equally divided; but as Hastings possessed a casting vote under
the constitution he was able to govern precisely as he pleased. Ie
was therefore the less disposed to resign his office, and asserted that
he had never given any instructions which could warrant his agent’s
action, and that if twelve months previously he had declared his
intention to resign, he had since repeatedly contradicted it. In
the ensuing quarrel the East India Company supported Hastings,
being well aware that he was the best man at their disposal in a
time of crisis. The French had just declared war, the great quarrel
with the United States of America had broken out, and Britain
at home was fully occupied with the struggle for existence. In
1778 Hastings was stranded in India and could expect no support
from home. He was well aware of the danger to the west coast
if the French fleet should be sent to act in concert with the turbulent
Mabhrattas, and he therefore made preparations for attacking them
when he received news that war had been proclaimed in London
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and Paris. The authorities sent him, as military commander, Sir
Eyre Coote, who had distinguished himself under Clive, and who
was still the most capable commander for the purpose of Indian
warfare though he had lost the freshness and vigour of his youth.
Hastings was able to work in harmony with this somewhat capricious
and irritable character, and never was harmony more required. In
the first place Bengal itself was exasperated by Impey’s methods
of judicial procedure. Natives who failed to pay their taxes were
prosecuted according to forms of law, which, however customary
in England, were simply contumelious in India. Hastings was
obliged to interfere, and overcame the difficulty of Impey’s judicial
independence by making him a judge in the service of the company,
which he accepted in consideration of a largely increased salary.
Then came the quarrel with Hyder Ali, a Mohammedan soldier,
who had gradually built up for himself the kingdom of Mysore,
and become one of the most formidable enemies with whom the
British army in India has ever had to contend. At the news of the
breach with France the English attacked the French settlements in
India, and seized among them a small French fortress on the coast,
though Hyder Ali had warned them that it was under his special
protection. He therefore supported the French cause, and in 1780
fell upon the Carnatic with a great and irresistible army, guided
by many French officers, and wasted the country far and wide.
The famous picture drawn by the fertile imagination of Burke is
not entirely imaginary.

Then ensued a scene of woe, the like of which no eye had seen, no heart
conceived, and which no tongue can adequately tell. All the horrors of war
before known or heard of were mercy to that new havoc. A storm of
universal fire blasted every field, consumed every house, destroyed every
temple. The miserable inhabitants flying from their flaming villages were
in part slaughtered; others, without regard to sex, to age, to the respect
of rank or sacredness of function, fathers torn from children, husbands from
wives, enveloped in a whirlwind of cavalry, and amidst the goading spears of
drivers and the trampling of pursuing horses, were swept into captivity in
an unknown and hostile land. Those who were able to evade this tempest
fled to the walled cities. But escaping from fire, sword, and exile, they
fell into the jaws of famine. For months together, these creatures of
sufferance, whose very excess and luxury in their most plenteous days had
fallen short of the allowance of our austerest fasts—silent, patient, resigned,
without sedition or disturbance, almost without complaint, perished by a
hundred a day in the streets of Madras, and expired of famine in the
granary of India.

Hastings acted with his usual decision, and sent Sir Eyre Coote to
Madras with all the men and money that he could collect. By 1781
Hyder Ali was driven out; but the course of operations had reduced the
governor-general to the most severe financial straits. A quarrel with
Francis had rid him of this long-standing adversary. The governor-
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general shot him through the body in a duel, and Francis was obliged
to return to England. In the council and in the court he was thus
comparatively at peace, but the war had drained the treasury, and
it was necessary to find some means of raising further revenue, not
an insuperable task for a mind so fertile in expedients as that of
Hastings. It was never difficult for him to find some excuse for inter-
fering in the affairs of another state. In nearly every native province
the governor, the local nabob, or rajah might be a strong potentate
practically independent of the central power; or he might, again, be
a man of straw ruling upon sufferance. In either case his title could
be called in question, and thus Hastings saw his opportunity in the
case of the rajah of Benares. This ruler had acknowledged the Eng-
lish power after the submission of his overlord, the nabob of Oudh,
and the annual tribute to which he had agreed had been regularly
paid. Upon the outbreak of the war with France, Hastings demanded
an increased tribute, and further demands were met with procrastina-
tion and excuses. Possibly the rajah was treacherously intriguing
with the Mahrattas, as Hastings declared he was. At any rate, upon
his refusal to pay, Hastings appeared at Benares in person with a
small force and placed the ruler under arrest. A tumult rose, in the
course of which the rajah escaped, the little English force was severely
handled, and Hastings himself was in much danger. But he suc-
ceeded in summoning the English troops and adding the province
to the dominions of the company. The treasure, however, which he
had expected to find entirely disappointed his expectations. It was
therefore necessary to look elsewhere. In September, 1781, the Madras
Government wrote: ¢ We know not in what words to describe our dis-
tress for money, nor can any conception you can form of it exceed
the reality ”.  What was true of Madras was even more true of Bengal.
The nabob of Oudh owed large arrears of debt and was unable to
pay. He met Hastings to discuss the situation, and pointed out that,
though he had no money of his own at the time, there was a large
treasure at no great distance which might easily be seized. This had
been left by the late nabob, and his mother and widow, the two
begums of Oudh, were in possession of it. They were energetic and
resolute characters, and had apparently helped to foment the recent
rising at Benares. They were also firmly resolved that not a single
rupee of their treasure should ever be given to their son. The Govern-
ment had, indeed, guaranteed in 1775 that the nabob should not pester
them with further demands for subsistence. Hastings announced that
the begums were implicated in the uproar at Benares, withdrew the
guarantee, and allowed the nabob to make an effort for the appropria-
tion of the treasure. His faint-hearted and dilatory proceedings obliged
the governor-general himself to interfere. He rigorously imprisoned
the two palace eunuchs, whom he believed to be the authors of the
recent trouble, and who were by no means the weak and effeminate
characters that Macaulay has described, but men of wealth and influ-
ence and in command of the army. Impey then happened to be in
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the neighbourhood of Benares upon a tour of inspection, and Hastings
obtained his opinion upon the case. Impey ruled that if the begums
were in rebellion the nabob’s Government must necessarily have the
power of depriving them of this treasure, which would enable them
to carry on war. After all this chicanery the English and the nabob
were able to attack the begums, and the governor-general secured
a sufficient sum of money to discharge the nabob’s debt to the com-
pany. It was a transaction which blackened the character of Hastings
more, perhaps, than any other. The chief argument in its favour is
the fact that he was acting in any interests rather than in his own.
Britain was at war with America, Spain, France, and Holland;
Hastings was himself struggling with Hyder Ali and the Mabhrattas.
If he could not raise the indispensable funds, it seemed likely that all
the British possessions in India would be lost. Why should the
company be kept out of the money due from Oudh because the nabob
was too feeble to recover the large treasure upon which he had a
very respectable claim? At the same time his coercive measures
against women and eunuchs naturally struck the public imagination,
and when Sheridan declared that Hastings forced a dagger into the
hand of the nabob and made him point it against his mother’s breast,
he did but express the sentiments of many fair-minded people. Nor
was there any necessity for calling Impey into the business.

Towards, the close of the American war, two parliamentary com-
mittecs sat upon Eastern affairs, in one of which the leading spirit
was Burke. As a result Impey was recalled, but the proprietors of
the company declined to dismiss Hastings and appealed to their legal
right, which enabled them to nominate or remove their governor-
general upon their own initiative. Hastings therefore remained at
his post until the early part of 1785. He was now supreme in the
council, India was at peace, the Mahrattas had been pacified, Hyder
Ali was dead, and the vast dangers to which the British possession
in India had nearly succumbed had been averted by the energy and
decision of Hastings. The loss of the American colonies had been
a blow, but the loss of India would have been a commercial and
financial calamity. France would have taken the place of England
in the country, and Great Britain would have been forced to yield
in the struggle against her European enemies. Hastings might well
consider that, however doubtful some of his methods, they were fully
justified by the ultimate results.

In 1485 Hastings returned to England. He had been thirteen years
in chief command, and though he had outlived or outstayed all his
colleagues his health was broken. Illness had forced his wife to
leave India a short time previously, and the wrench of separation
had tried him deeply. He found it impossible to work in harmony
with his council, and his friends at home advised him that, in view
of a possible impeachment, it was unwise for him to remain longer
in office. His wife had been already graciously received at court,
and Hastings was no less pleased with his own reception upon his
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arrival in England, both by the court and by the public in general.
A contemporary annalist gives the following description of him in
the fifty-second year of his age: ‘‘In person he was thin but not tall,
and of spare habit; very bald, with a countenance placid and thought-
ful, and, when animated, full of intelligence. In private life he was
playful and gay to a degree hardly conceivable, never carrying his
political vexations into the bosom of his family. Of a temper so
buoyant and elastic that the instant he quitted the Council Board
where he had been assailed by every species of opposition, often
sharpened by personal acrimony, he mixed in society like a youth
upon whom care had never intruded.” The English nation at that
period had been so accustomed to failure that the return of a man
who had preserved a great territory intact amid constant dangers,
and had handed it over to his successor, was a new sensation. Hast-
ings himself assumed that his services would far outbalance any
arbitrary acts of which he might have been guilty, but Burke and
Fox headed a powerful party of enemies who were determined to
press for an enquiry into Hastings’s Indian administration, for the
purpose of gaining some political advantage. If Pitt’s ministry
opposed the demand they might be accused of conniving at the
delinquencies of Hastings, while if they joined in the attack they ran
the risk of losing the king's favour. Meanwhile Hastings was nego-
tiating for the purchase of his family estate at Daylesford. The
manor house was in a hopelessly dilapidated condition, and he spent
a large amount of money, which he could ill afford, in rebuilding
the residence and beautifying his future home. In June, 1786, Burke
opened fire with the charge that British soldiers had been hired out
for the purpose of extirpating the helpless Rohillas. Fox followed
with accusations of cruelty and extortion towards the rajah of Benares.
On the first charge Burke was defeated; Pitt supported the sccond,
and the hostile vote was carried by a small majority. In February,
1787, Sheridan opened the charge concerning the begums of Oudh,
and on 10 May the Commons decided to impeach Hastings at the
bar of the House of Lords. The remainder of the year was spent
by Hastings in preparing his defence, and on 13 February, 1788,
the great trial began in Westminster Hall—a scene that inspired
one of Macaulay’s most famous passages. Two days were spent in
reading out the twenty charges and the defendant’s replies thereto.
Burke then occupied four days in a speech upon the whole case, a
torrent of turbid eloquence which would rather excite disgust at the
present day than the admiration which it then aroused. Hastings
was charged by the orator with wasting the country, destroying the
landed interest, and cruelly harassing the peasants, torturing and
degrading their persons and outraging the honour of the whole female
race of the district.

The energy and pathos. of the great orator extorted expressions of un-
wonted admiration from the stern and hostile chancellor, and, for a moment,
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seemea to pierce even the resolute heart of the defendant. The ladies in the
galleries, unaccustomed to such displays of eloquence, excited by the solem-
nity of the occasion, and perhaps not unwilling to display their taste and
sensibility, were in a state of uncontrollable emotion. Handkerchiefs were
pulled out; smelling bottles were handed round; hysterical cries and sobs
were heard: and Mrs. Sheridan was carried out in a fit. At length the
orator concluded. Raising his voice till the old arches of Irish oak re-
sounded, ¢ Therefore”, said he, ‘“hath it with all confidence been ordered
by the Commons of Great Britain that I impeach Warren Hastings of high
crimes and misdemeanours. [ impeach him in the name of the Commons’
House of Parliament, whose trust he has betrayed. I impeach him in the
name of the English nation, whose ancient honour he has sullied. I impeach
him in the name of the people of India, whose rights he has trodden under
foot, and whose country he has turned into a desert. Lastly, in the name of
human nature itself, in the name of both sexes, in the name of every age, in
the name of every rank, I impeach the common enemy and oppressor of all!”

Then followed the discussion of points of procedure, the speeches
of Fox and Grey upon the Benares charge, and Sheridan’s speech on
the begums, which he theatrically concluded by sinking into the arms
of Burke. Eventually the court adjourned to the following year, after
sitting for thirty-five days. In the following year seventeen sittings
only were taken, and in 1790 Parliament was dissolved, so that little
was done. Three more years were spent in hearing the case for the
defence, and not until 1795 was the decision given. Hastings was
acquitted upon every count, and thus returned with a complete victory.
But his expenses amounted to nearly 4£100,000; he had been living
up to his income, and though he left the court cleared in public estima-
tion he left it a ruined man.

The directors and proprietors of the company eventually granted
him a pension of 44000 for twenty-eight years and a loan of 450,000
free of interest. He was thus able to live the life of a country gentle-
man at Daylesford, paying occasional visits to London with his wife.
He occupied his time in breeding stock and attempting to acclimatize
Indian fruits and vegetables, in desultory reading and literary amuse-
ments. He made one further appearance before Parliament in 1813,
when the company’s charter was under revision. The examination
lasted for three or four hours, and as he was retiring the members
simultaneously rose with their heads uncovered and stood in silence
until he had left the House, a compliment repeated by the Lords,
much to his pleasure. He received his doctor’s degree at Oxford,
was made a privy councillor and graciously welcomed by the prince
regent. In 1818 his health began to grow worse, and on 22 August
of that year he died at the age of eighty-six. He had lived to see nearly
all India brought under British rule, and was able to realize that his
own achievements had not been wrought in vain.

Hastings was in a sense a self-made man. Shipped off to India
as an untrained schoolboy, he had gained his experience in the hardest
of hard schools, amid adventurous Englishmen not overburdened
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with scruples in dealing with a subject population whose habits of
thought and character were entirely unknown to the majority of Euro-
peans. It was a school not likely to teach any great respect for con-
sistency, or any great deference for precedent. Civilized conventions
were unknown and unrecognized, and the strong man armed was
obviously the greatest power in the land. The natural aptitudes of
Hastings were made prominent by these conditions. His self-reliance,
his infinite and indomitable patience, and his fertility of resource, en-
abled him to rise superior to every difficulty, and if his rule was often
autocratic there is no doubt whatever that it was popular. The uni-
versal expressions of regret at his departure are evidence of the high
esteem in which all classes of the Indian community held him. He
had a genius for administration and for organization, and the natives
themselves admitted that they were better off under his government
than under any other rule. On the other hand, in an age of conquest
and irregular tenure, when might was often right, he was expected to
govern upon principles which were often as impracticable in India as
they were permanent in Europe. Hence he occasionally did things
which are not easy to justify and can readily be condemned. The
wonder is that a man of his autocratic temper and of his peculiar
training should have kept so entirely within the limits of the conven-
tional, nor has his financial probity ever been successfully impugned.



CHAPTER 1III

Rousseau (a.o. 1712-1778)

Rousseau, if not the first, was the leading spirit in the passionate
protest against the inequalities prevalent in the French social system
and government which were expressed before and during his lifetime
by Montesquieu, Voltaire, and d’Alembert. The fountain-head of the
critical philosophy which was then preached and taught is to be
found in England; from the death of Louis XIV until the outbreak
of the French Revolution the face of the literary and philosophical
French world was turned towards England. Such thinkers as Sir
Isaac Newton, Lord Shaftesbury, and Lord Bolingbroke profoundly
influenced French science and philosophy. Much of Voltaire’s work
was mere popularization of the works of Newton and the philosophy
of Locke. No less was the debt to England owed by the Encyclo-
padists, Diderot and d’Alembert, who compiled their enormous work
in order to provide mankind with a new philosophical system intended
to supersede the old ideas which had been founded not upon science
but upon authority. These thinkers and writers were therefore the
pioneers of the movement which began in 1789. They aroused hatred
and contempt for existing political and ecclesiastical institutions, and,
while they excited an ardent discontent with the established order of
things, they also, and inevitably, aroused a longing for innovation and
change. They spoke to a people by nature impulsive and imaginative,
and driven to exasperation or despair by the oppressive burdens of an
artificial and outworn social system. A nation which in past centuries
had been foremost in the romantic movement for the recovery of the
Holy Sepulchre was not likely to be backward in the no less inspiring
crusade for the recovery of the rights of man.

Jean Jacques Rousseau was born in Geneva on 28 June, 1712. “I
was born”, he says, ‘‘ weak and sickly. I cost my mother her life, and
my birth was the first of'my misfortunes.” His father, an impulsive
and selfish sentimentalist, neglected his children except for the fact that
he taught Jean Jacques to read. The two would spend nights in the
perusal of romances, dangerously stimulating to the boy’s passionate
and imaginative nature. When these were exhausted they could fall
back upon more serious books which Rousseau’s grandfather had left
to the family, Plutarch’s Zives, Bossuet’s Discourse on Universal His-
tory, Fontenelle’s Dialogues of the Dead, and Ovid’s Metamorphoses.
The stories of Plutarch made a great impression upon young Rousseau,
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and produced, in his own words, ‘‘that republican spirit and love of
liberty which made him impatient of restraint or servitude”. In 1722
this mode of existence was brought to an end, for the reason that his
father was involved in a quarrel with an officer of Geneva who had
friends at court, and preferred to leave his country rather than run the
risk of an unjust condemnation. Jean Jacques was then sent to school
at the neighbouring village of Bossey, where he learned, “along with
Latin all the medley of sorry stuff with which, under the name of
education, they accompany it”. In 1724 he was living in his uncle’s
house, and, at the age of thirteen, was apprenticed to a notary. Neither
master nor apprentice derived the smallest satisfaction from their associa-~
tion. Rousseau hated the work, and his master pronounced him stupid,
an opinion very probably correct. Rousseau then became apprentice
to an engraver, a coarse and violent character who stupefied and de-
moralized him with his cruelty. Eventually he ran away and began
an existence worthy of the hero of a picaresque novel. A neighbour-
ing priest gave him food and sent him to a certain Mme de Warens
at Annecy, who was to convert him from Protestantism to the true
Church. The priests of Savoy were at that period waging systematic
war against the Protestants of Geneva, and made every effort to secure
every possible convert. Rousseau made his way to Annecy expecting
to find some grey and wrinkled beldame who would preach him into
Catholicism by mere expenditure of words. He was surprised to find
that a reputation for good works did not, in this case, preclude the
possession of good looks. Mme de Warens proved to be a fascin-
ating lady of twenty-eight, who decided, after consultation with her
adviser, that Rousseau should go to Turin and enter a monastery,
where he might be converted in due course. Delighted with the idea
of seeing the world, he started off, and in a few days rcached Turin
and disillusionment. He found in the monastery some half-dozen
fellow catechumens, who went from town to town pretending to be
Moors or Infidels in order to gain food and lodging from the priests
while the work of their conversion was in progress. Rousseau was
disgusted with their society, and admitted that his conversion was a
sheer piece of hypocrisy, which he accepted because he could not
return to Geneva and saw nothing else to do in his destitute condition.
The charitable spectators of his admission to the Church provided him
with a collection of some 20 francs, and after the ceremony he was
turned into the streets of Turin with this amount and left to shift for
himself. He slept in low lodging-houses, obtained situations as a
servant and lost them, displayed the sentimentalism which filled a
great part of his nature, imagining himself in love with every other
woman he met. One circumstance that was of some importance for
his future development was the impression made upon him by the
music which he heard in Turin. For music his passion was after-
wards so great that he could find pleasure in the poorest performance
if only the instruments were in tune. In 1729 he left Turin with a
companion and begged his way to Annecy, where he was kindly
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received by Mme de Warens, who took him into her household and
provided him with occupation. She had inherited from her father a
fancy for alchemy, and spent a vast amount of time and money which
she could ill afford upon retorts, drugs, chemicals, herbs, and impostors
who professed their capacity to make her fortune. Rousseau’s business
was to transcribe recipes, sort herbs collected in the mountains, and
pound the drugs. Mme de Warens showed him great affection, called
him her child, and made of him rather a companion than a servant.
At length, however, it was agreed that he must earn his living, and
the relations of his patroness came to the conclusion that he was only
fitted to be a village priest. He was sent to the seminary to learn Latin
enough to fit him for that profession. His progress was exceedingly
slow, and eventually his teachers reported that he was not clever enough
even to become a village priest.

He therefore resolved to try his hand at music, and spent most
of the winter with Lemaitre, the choirmaster of the cathedral, a char-
acter as irregular and disorderly as Rousseau himself. Lemaitre
quarrelled with the precentor, left Annecy with Rousseau, and the
pair begged their way as far as Lyons. There Rousseau deserted his
companion at the moment when he was seized with an epileptic fit, and
made his way back to Mme de Warens. But when he reached Annecy
he found that she had gone without leaving any address behind her.
He came to Lausanne and announced his profession as a music teacher,
on the strength of which a good-natured landlord gave him board and
lodging until he should earn enough by teaching to pay for it. Fond
as he was of music he knew absolutely nothing of the art, and could
not even read a tune at sight. Yet he gave himself out as a composer,
and actually undertook to compose a concert piece for a professor in
Lausanne, who was one of the leading lights in the musical world, and,
with an effrontery which might reasonably be mistaken for insanity, he
actually wrote, a full score and put the piece in rehearsal. With the
amazing candour of his Confessions he thus describes the result:

The musicians choked with laughter, the audience opened their eyes and
wished that they could have shut their ears. I was bold enough to continue,
perspiring at every pore, red with shame, but not daring to fly. For my con-
solation I heard round me the audience saying in one another’s ears, or rather
in mine, ¢ How appalling! what discords! what a diabolical noise!” I need
not paint my anguish nor need I own that I richly deserved it.

Even after this performance by some miracle he got one or two
pupils, and by dint of teaching learned something of the art of
music. He afterwards removed to Neuchitel, and in the spring of
1731 he fell in with an Archimandrite of the Greek Church, who was
travelling in Europe to collect subscriptions for the restoration of the
Holy Sepulchre at Jerusalem. This ecclesiastic spoke nothing but
Greek and Italian, and Rousseau became his interpreter. When they
reached Soleure the French ambassador felt an interest in Rousseau,
and, after hearing his story, sent him to Paris as attendant to a young
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officer. But Paris soon tired him, and he travelled back on foot to his
beloved Annecy, as he had heard that Mme de Warens had returned
home. Such travels were the happiest part of his life. He thought
most readily while he was walking, and while his sense of the beauties
of Nature was stimulated he gained experience at first hand of the social
conditions against which he was afterwards to draw so terrible an indict-
ment. Such vagrancy might have degraded a lesser mind, but to
Rousseau it was merely stimulating, as the following passage from his
Confessions will show:

I remember passing one delicious night outside Lyons. It had been
very hot that day, and the evening was delightful. The dew moistened
the grass, the night was profoundly still, and the air though fresh was not
cold. The sunset had left red vapours in the heavens which coloured the
water rosy red. The trees and the terraces sheltered nightingales which
answered one another. I walked in a kind of ecstasy, surrendering my heart
and senses to the enjoyment of it all, and only sighing with some regretfulness
that I must enjoy it alone. Absorbed in these sweet musings I prolonged my
walk far into the night without perceiving that I was weary. When at length
I found this out, 1 lay down voluptuously on the shelf of a kind of niche or
false doorway in the wall of a terrace. The canopy of my bed was formed by
overarching treetops, a nightingale was exactly over my head and [ fell asleep
to his song. My sleep was sweet but my awakening yet more delicious. It
was broad day, and my opening eyes beheld water, green vegetation, and an
adorable landscape. I rose and shook myself; hunger came upon me, and I
started gaily for the town to spend upon a good breakfast the two pieces of
money that were left to me; so high were my spirits that I sang lustily as
I went along the way.

A picture of another kind is often quoted. One day Rousseau had
lost himself, and entered a peasant’s hut to ask for food. He was offered
skimmed milk and coarse barley bread. When, after cross-examina-
tion, the peasant realized the true character of his guest he descended
to his cellar by a small trapdoor and returned with good brown bread,
a ham, a bottle of wine, and an omelette. Rousseau could not under-
stand the reason of this secrecy, being himself a Swiss and unlearned
in the mysteries of French tax collecting. The peasant made him
understand that he hid his wine and bread to escape the duties upon
them, and that he would be ruined if it was thought that he was not
starving. ¢‘ All this”, says Rousseau, ‘‘ made upon me an ineffaceable
impression. Here was the origin of that inextinguishable hatred which
afterwards grew up in my heart against the vexations which harass the
common people, and against their oppressors. This man was well off,
but did not dare to eat of the bread he had gained by the sweat of his
brow, and could only avoid ruin by displaying the same poverty as that
which reigned around him. I came out of his house as indignant as I
was sad, deploring the fate of these beautiful countries on which Nature
has lavished so many gifts only to make them the prey of barbarous
tax gatherers.”

In the spring of 1732 Rousseau arrived at Chambéry, where
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Mme de Warens was living with a certain steward, Claud Anet, who
had a knowledge of herbs and managed her business affairs. Charles
Emmanuel 111 of Savoy had ordered a new land survey of the country,
and Rousseau found employment as a clerk in the office of the surveyor.
The whole business was most uncongenial to him, and, with his invari-
able habit of running away from anything which he did not like, he
threw up this employment and again attempted to make a livelihood as
a music teacher. For the most part he was entirely dependent upon
Mme de Warens for his livelihood. When her steward died he took
over the management of her affairs, and speedily involved them in
fearful confusion. A more unbusinesslike character could hardly have
been found. When he taught music he could never make or keep
an appointment for a lesson, and the temptation of the moment invari-
ably overcame the obligation of a future engagement. In the summer
of 1736 Rousseau had a dangerous illness, and country air became
a necessity. He induced Mme de Warens to leave her gloomy house
in Chambéry and to take Les Charmettes, a modest farmhouse not
far from Chambéry, which still stands, and contains some memorials
of Rousseau at this period of his life. It was perhaps the happiest
period of his existence. He enjoyed the country air, the business of
the farm, the opportunity for the contemplation of nature and for study
in his own desultory fashion, while Mme de Warens gave him precisely
the amount of attention which his sentimental nature desiderated. His
reading was mostly directed to the philosophers of the age, Locke,
Descartes, and Leibnitz. Voltaire’s Leftres Philosophiques greatly
stimulated his literary interest at this moment, and he began to arrange
his reading upon some more continuous system. System, however,
of any kind was impossible for him. He describes his vain efforts
to learn geometry, and the fact that the effort to remember one rule
of Latin grammar drove all the others out of his head. He dabbled
in theology and the Jansenist controversy, and disturbed himself with
questions about free will and predestination. The idea of hell caused
him considerable mental anguish, and an oft-quoted story may be
quoted once more as a typical instance of the manner in which Rousseau
was accustomed to settle a large number of intellectual problems.

One day, thinking of this sad subject, I occupied myself mechanically by
throwing stones against the trunks of trees with my usual dexterity, that is to
say, without hitting one. All at once, in the midst of this fine exercise, I
bethought myself of making it a kind of prognostic to calm my disquietude.
I said to myself, ‘I will throw this stone against the tree opposite; if I touch
it, that will be a sign of salvation; if I miss, it will be a sign of damnation ™.
As I said this, I threw the stone with trembling hand and a terrible beating
of the heart, but so happily that it struck the middle of the tree, which was
not a very difficult feat, seeing that I had chosen one very thick and very
near. Since then I have never doubted of my salvation.

In this way Rousseau made his inclinations the basis of his convictions
upon many other subjects.
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At the end of 1737 Rousseau’s health seems to have given way
again. Among the many subjects he had smattered was included physi-
ology, with the natural result that he imagined himself subject to some
mortal disease, and went to consult the faculty of Montpelier. When
he returned to Chambéry he found that he had been supplanted in
the house of Mme de Warens by a new favourite, and in 1740 he
seized the opportunity of moving to Lyons, where he became tutor to
the sons of M. de Mably, the elder brother of the famous Condillac.
As a tutor he was a dismal failure; he could neither control nor influence
his pupils, though, like many another failure, he afterwards became
famous as a theorist upon education. Eventually he went back to Les
Charmettes, but was unable to oust the intruder who had taken his
place. He therefore resolved to make his way to Paris. He had
written a comedy, and he had also in his pocket 15 louis and a new
scheme of musical notation by which he hoped to make his fortune.
M. de Mably gave him letters of introduction to literary people, and
the Duc de Richelieu had promised him his patronage. A new period
of his life was about to begin, and a prophet of his future would have
been fully justified in predicting beggary and failure as the outcome of
it. A sentimental vagabond, unable to apply himself seriously to
any pursuit, or to make a success of any business, unashamed of his
dependency upon others, amenable to high moral enthusiasm but
equally prone to base immoral action, was not the kind of character
to succeed in the struggle for life in a crowded capital. What no
prophet could have seen was the fact that Rousseau had a delicate
sense of style in literature and a real interest and enthusiasm for social
questions. )

Rousseau entered Paris at the time when some of the greatest
figures in French literature were to be found there. Voltaire, at the
height of his fame, was living amid luxury and admiration; d’Alembert,
though five years younger than Rousseau, was even then famous.
Montesquieu was preparing the first draft of his Esprits des Lois;
Buffon was in the midst of his great work on Natural History; and
Diderot, who was about Rousseau’s own age, was living a Bohemian,
Grub Street life, working at such literary potboiling as he could
procure, and thankful to accept a dinner. In 1742 Rousseau was able
to submit his musical theory to the criticism of the Academy of
Sciences. A committee of three musical ignoramuses granted him a
certificate full of compliments, but gave him and the public to under-
stand that the scheme was neither useful nor new. The object of
Rousseau’s invention was to supersede the use of different keys and
to facilitate transposition by a simpler method of notation. He suc-
ceeded in getting an account of it published, which brought him
neither money nor reputation. He was also able to increase his ac-
quaintance with men of letters, and eventually obtained an appointment
as secretary to the French ambassador at Venice, an avaricious imbecile,
with whom he quarrelled. He returned to Paris in 1744, and shortly
afterwards took place his union with Thérése le Vasseur. Sh‘g was

VoL. IV
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a kitchen maid or seamstress employed by the landlady of a small and
dirty hotel where Rousseau was staying. Amid the brutal jests of the
rough society which frequented the establishment the girl bore herself
with apparent modesty and self-control. Rousseau took pity on her,
and pity became affection. Subsequent events would seem to show
that her apparent modesty was due to impenetrable stupidity. She
could never be taught to read with the least fluency, and the spelling
of her letters would bewilder a trained phonetician. She could not
add a simple column of figures or even repeat the twelve months of
the year in order. She was also greedy, avaricious, and deceitful. His
friends came to regard his choice as the most notable disaster of his
life, and yet Rousseau persistently described Thérése as the only con-
solation that Heaven had bestowed upon him. He was, of course, by
birth a member of the lower classes, and so much the pair had in
common. Rousseau had no taste for luxuries, nor did he require
intellectual stimulus or equality. He required no more from Thérese
than he needed from nature, easy companionship and the gentle
pleasures that contemplation can give. An energetic and intellectual
wife would probably have been the end of his career.

Meanwhile Rousseau was busy working for the stage; he also be-
came literary secretary to Mme Dupin and her stepson, working at
her house in the day and going back to Thérése and his garret at
night. He wrote an essay on music for Diderot’s dictionary, but these
occupations brought in very little money and his domestic cares were
increasing. When a child was born, Rousseau resolved to send it to
a foundling hospital, and repeated this determination in the case of
four succeeding children, to the intense grief of the mother. IHe at-
tempted to excuse this heartless conduct on the grounds of his poverty
and his own incompetence as a father. His usual sentiment became
an excuse for pretended convictions, but the arguments by which
Rousseau attempts to cloak his action can only be defined as hypocrisy
and cant. What became of the children has never been discovered,
as their father did not avail himself of the simplest means of preserving
their identity.

In 1794 Rousseau found his true vocation. One afternoon, when
he was on his way to visit Diderot, who had been imprisoned at
Vincennes for his letter to the blind, he read the Mercure de France
as he walked, and observed an announcement that the Academy of
Dijon was offering a prize for an essay upon the question: ¢ Has the
Restoration of the Sciences Contributed to Corrupt or to Purify
Morals?” Rousseau’s description of his sensations when he saw this
announcement is worthy of quotation:

All at once I felt myself dazzled by a thousand sparkling lights. Vivid
ideas thronged into my mind with a force and confusion that threw me into
inexpressible agitation. My head whirled in a giddiness as though I were
intoxicated and violent palpitation oppressed me. Unable to walk for short-
ness of breath I sank down under one of the trees of the avenue, and spent
half an hour in such excitement that when I rose I saw that the front of my
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waistcoat was wet with tears which I had unconsciously shed. Could I
only have written a quarter of what I saw and felt under the tree, with what
clearness 1 should have exposed all the contradictions of our social system;
with what simplicity I should have demonstrated that man is naturally good,
and that by institutions only is he made bad!

The story that Rousseau originally intended to argue that the
advance of science had tended to purify morals is in complete contra-
diction of his character up to this point. If one thing interested him
more than another it was the subject of political science. His thoughts
and observations had brought him to the conclusion that society as he
knew it was corrupt and intolerable, and that a new basis must be
sought for its reconstruction. His essay gained the prize, and it is
inconceivable that he should have contemplated writing an essay in
praise of the condition of society, or that it would ever have attracted
the smallest attention had he thus completed it.

Thus Rousseau began a series of writings which were produced
within a dozen years and gave Europe a new gospel. Of this first
attempt Rousseau himself uttered a very fair criticism. He regarded
it as absolutely wanting in logic and order, though full of heat and
force. What Rousseau no doubt intended to say was that the success
of the state depends upon the height and the standards of the social
duty which the citizens accept and upon their willingness to conform
to it. This is a matter which is in no way affected by the progress
or the decadence of science or art as such, and a nation may advance
to a very high knowledge of natural laws and at the same time pursue
standards of morality utterly corrupt. This truth, after which he was
groping, is obscured by a mist of ex parte rhetorical statements and
by false analogies and doubtful historical parallels. One particular
error, to which we shall have to return, Rousseau derived partly from
his study of Plato in translation, and partly from his Swiss experience,
that a lawgiver can model a state entirely according to his own pur-
pose and desire. He was never able to appreciate the fact that most
nations enjoy precisely that kind of constitution which they deserve.
The vigour of his denunciation attracted attention, and the brilliant
outspokenness with which he attacked social corruption actually brought
him to the height of popularity. Society is always ready to hear itself
denounced provided that no names are mentioned.

Rousseau’s employer was made receiver of general finance in 1750,
and offered his clerk the post of cashier. Rousseau, however, was
anxious to live up to the principles which he had enounced in his
essay, while he had a profound and inherent dislike of offices. He
resigned his appointment and gave up his finery to begin a life of
ostentatious poverty, refusing presents and invitations. The former,
however, were accepted by Thérése and her relations, and all that
Rousseau gained was a reputation for eccentricity. However, he was
able to go into society and meet most of the famous people of the age.
Meanwhile he went on with the hack work of copying music, and wrote
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an article for Diderot’s Encyclopedia upon ¢ Political Economy ”,
which contained the germ of the theories afterwards developed in his
Social Contract. In 1753 he gained a theatrical success with his
operatic piece, The Village Sorcerer, which attracted a favourable
notice from the king, while its fresh and lively tunes were in every-
one’s mouth. He also exerted a beneficial influence upon French
music in so far as he taught the orchestra and performers that their
rendering need not necessarily be given fortissimo. In a controversy
concerning the relative merits of French and Italian music, aroused
by the appearance of an Italian operatic company in Paris, Rousseau
took the side of the Italians and concluded his argument with the
words: ‘I believe that I have shown that there is neither time nor
melody in France, because its language is not susceptible of it, and
that the French song is a continual braying, that the harmony of it
is brutal, and that French tunes are not tunes. Whence I conclude
that the French have no music and cannot have, or that if they have,
so much the worse for them.” The pressing problems of domestic
politics were forgotten and the whole of Paris was agog with this
musical controversy. Rousseau’s own orchestra burnt him in effigy,
as they resented his teaching during the rehearsals of Zke Village
Sorcerer. There is no doubt that he was perfectly right, and, how-
ever great his incapacities as a teacher may originally have been, his
subsequent studies and his visit to Italy had made him an authority
on the subject.

In the year 1753 the Academy of Dijon again offered as the subject
of a prize essay the question: ‘What is the Origin of Inequality
Among Men, and is it Authorized by Natural Law?” Rousseau’s
essay upon this occasion was unsuccessful in gaining the prize, but
it is noteworthy as containing the first draft of the ideas afterwards
developed in the Social Contract. He attacked the subject by describing
the natural state of man and comparing it with the conditions of his own
time. The primitive man and the natural state which he admires were
evolved in detail from the depths of his inner consciousness, and any-
one with the smallest acquaintance with the conditions under which
the modern science of anthropology is carried on would immediately
dismiss the whole treatise as worthless. The scientific method of
social science had not, however, then been discovered, a priori theories
were thought just as valuable as any others, and the imagination of
salons and literary coteries was perfectly ready and able to depict
the primitive man, his cave, his family, his utensils, and his mode
of life with as much assurance as any traveller who had traversed the
uncivilized world. Buffon’s famous description of the sensations of
the first man at the moment of his creation is a case in point. Briefly
speaking, the argument is as follows: In the state of nature man lived
in isolation, and questions even of physical equality did not arise. The
physical or material accidents which first enjoined joint labour made
the fact of inequality apparent, but not necessarily harmful. When
the discovery of the arts of agriculture and metalworking arose, the
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idea of property began, since which time the divergency between rich
and poor has increased and society has gradually deteriorated. Once
again Rousseau is groping for an idea which is not clearly realized.
He does not state whether the inequality which he deplores is inequality
of material possessions or inequality of political rights. Nor is any
recipe given for the removal of the evil which he did not understand.
But when he concluded with the words: ‘It is manifestly contrary to
the law of Nature, however defined, that a child should command an
old man, or that a handful of people should abound with superfluities
while a famishing multitude is without even necessities”, he was speak-
ing the language which was repeated with fearful intensity forty years
later in the revolutionary clubs of Paris. Other more consistent writers
have treated of the same subject, but none with such fiery rhetoric,
and none commanded such universal attention. Rousseau sent a copy
of his work to Voltaire, who replied: ‘‘No one has ever employed so
much intellect in trying to make us beasts. One longs to walk on
all-fours when one reads your book”, criticism which did not touch
the point in the least, however amusing it may have been at the
time.

In 1754 Rousseau returned to Geneva and went out of his way to
see Mme de Warens, whom he found old, in poverty and degradation,
without any trace of her former beauty and brilliancy. He did what
he could to relieve her necessities, but she declined to join him. In
Geneva he was enthusiastically welcomed by the citizens, and, finding
that his profession of Roman Catholicism prevented him from exert-
ing his rights of citizenship, he resolved to return to Protestantism,
not a very difficult moral feat in view of the circumstances under which
his former conversion had been accomplished. He did not, however,
feel easy in the neighbourhood of Voltaire, who he thought was cor-
rupting the citizens with his cynical teaching; and Geneva did not dis-
play precisely that pitch of enthusiasm about the publication of the
Treatise on Equality which he thought was his due. What he really
wanted was a country house where he might live in seclusion from the
noise and bustle of the world, and when Mme d’Epinay offered him a
small farmhouse at Chevrette he considered that he had attained the
summit of human happiness. There he lived for a considerable time,
copying music, working at treatises which ultimately became the Soczal
Contract and Emzle, and seeing much of Mme d’Epinay when she was
at Chevrette. A large part of his time was spent in the woods absorbed
in the contemplation of Nature. ¢‘My imagination”, he says, ‘“did not
leave long deserted the land so adorned. I soon peopled it with beings
according to my heart, and driving far away all prejudices and factitious
passions I transported into these natural retreats inhabitants worthy
of them. I formed a charming society of which I did not feel myself
unworthy. I made for myself a golden age, and filled these lovely
days with all the scenes of my life which left me sweet memories, all
those which my heart can yet desire.” The outcome of these over-
wrought paroxysms of imagination was his novel, Za Nouvelle
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Heéloise, which was, however, stimulated by the visits of a sister of
Mme d’Epinay, one Mme d’Houdetot, with whom Rousseau fell
desperately in love. Her affections were otherwise engaged, but at
the same time they confided their feelings to one another in a
melancholy of sweet despair, and rarely has exasperated sentimental-
ism reached such a pitch as in those passages where Rousseau
describes the progress of this acquaintanceship. Moreover, solitude
did not improve Rousseau’s sense of gratitude towards his benefactors,
and a quarrel with Mme d’Epinay obliged him to leave the Hermitage.
He then settled at Montlouis. Voltaire had built a theatre at Geneva
for the production of his own tragedies, and took a malicious delight
in inviting the Calvinist population of Geneva to witness the per-
formances. Rousseau was thereby induced to send out a counterblast
against the theatre and the moral corruption which it produced, though
he was himself a playwright. He had also come into conflict with
the sage of Ferney upon another subject. In 1756 Voltaire had pub-
lished his poem upon the great earthquake at Lisbon, which drew
from that appalling calamity the restatement of the eternal question,
how such human suffering can be reconciled with the belief in a free
and benevolent Deity. If Lisbon deserved to be wiped out, why should
Paris be spared? The only attitude possible for thinking men was
one of pure scepticism. Rousseau replied to this by insisting upon
his favourite doctrine that not God but society is the cause of this and
all human evils. At Lisbon, for instance, if society had not drawn
people together to live in a crowded city the disaster would have caused
little loss of life. Rousseau here had the worst of the argument. To
him there is no such thing as evil but merely mal-adjustment. His
definition, however, depends upon a mere juggling with terms, whereas
Voltaire spoke a language of definite philosophy, if a philosophy of
despair. After this quarrel the two great leaders of rational thought
and sentimental philosophy remained not merely in contradiction but
in open hostility.

The duke and duchess of Luxembourg spent some time every year
in their chiteau of Montmorency, not far from Montlouis. The duke
and duchess called upon Rousseau, and inclined though he was to
shrink from the acquaintance of the great, he was completely over-
powered by their kindness. When he began to give daily readings
to the duchess from the Nowvelle Héloise, her admiration for his talent
was unbounded. Her noble friends, who were also present at the
readings, spread reports of the new work, and when it appeared at
the end of 1760 the whole of Paris was desperately anxious to procure
copies. Booksellers actually let it out at twelve sous a volume for
an hour at a time. Rousseau relates that the Princess de Talmont
took up a volume to pass half an hour before setting out for the carnival
ball, and was unable to put it down until she had finished it, forgetting
ball, horses, and every other engagement for the evening. In 1762

'mile was published, and a few months earlier the Socia! Contract
had appeared. These works were printed abroad in Amsterdam. The
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publication at that time of any work which dealt with current events
or criticized society was a matter of considerable difficulty. We have
seen that Diderot was imprisoned for an article in his Encyclopedia,
.and any criticism which might conceivably be thought to affect any
person of noble birth, even if no names were mentioned, involved
the author in some risk of martyrdom, for which Rousseau, at any
rate, had no taste. Author and publisher in such cases were therefore
united as accomplices in a conspiracy rather than as business men
in an innocent transaction. Books had to be printed in Holland,
smuggled into France, and distributed by subterranean methods.
Many philosophical writers escaped annoyance by the use of
pseudonyms. Voltaire, for instance, calmly denied the authorship of
many works notoriously from his pen, but Rousseau was too proud
to adopt any such subterfuges, and signed his name to everything
he wrote.

La Nouvelle Héloise owes a great deal to the style of novel initiated
by Richardson in England. Si#» Charles Grandison and Pamela were
at that moment great favourites in France. Rousseau borrowed the
cumbrous form of letters for telling his story, which, at any rate, suited
his temperament, as it did not bind him down to any strict pursuit
of his plot and allowed him to make such digressions as he pleased.
Hence transports of wild and ecstatic love, of disappointed affections,
and bitter social satire alternate with homilies upon infant education,
landscape gardening, and beautiful sketches of rural life and country
scenery. Probably the work is only read nowadays by searchers who
desire to gather materials for a life of Rousseau or for histories of
literature. The artificiality of the sentiment, the rapidity and ease with
which the characters burst into tears and declaim high-flown maxims
at every crisis, the absolute want of anything in the nature of humour,
make the book appallingly heavy reading to those accustomed to
modern fiction. The hero, St. Preux, is introduced when acting as
tutor to the daughter of the Baron d’Etanges. Naturally a guilty and
passionate affection rises between them. As the title implies, the story
is a repetition of the case of Abelard and Héloise. The baron refuses
to allow his daughter to marry one inferior in rank to herself. An
English nobleman, Lord Bomston, who plays the part of the benevolent
mediator, is unable to move him, and St. Preux is obliged to leave
amid the floods of tears and prolonged moans and the stilted outpour-
ings of grief which the sentiment of those days considered inevitable.
St. Preux then goes to Paris, whence he writes letters to Julie, criticiz-
ing society -as he finds it. The discovery of these letters causes a
tremendous disturbance. Julie is obliged to abandon her lover, whose
frantic despair results in an attack of smallpox. Her father forces her
to marry a M. de Wolmar, a calm and prudent character fifty years
of age. St. Preux is induced by Lord Bomston to abandon his in-
tention of committing suicide and to sail round the world with Admiral
Anson in his famous voyage. Six years later he returns to France,
and Wolmar, though perfectly well aware of the relations existing
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between St. Preux and Julie, none the less invites him to the house,
and leaves the lovers together with serene confidence in the faithful-
ness of his wife. Julie has thrown away her old life, has buried the
past, and the rest of the book is devoted to a description of patriarchal
life upon an estate where master and mistress educate their children,
care for their servants, and conduct a household in which perfect
harmony prevails. The story ends abruptly with the death of Julie.
As a result of an attempt to save her child from drowning she falls
ill, and in an impressive deathbed scene she commends St. Preux to
the care of her husband, and also entrusts him with the education
of her children.

Strange as it may seem to us, the new Héloise was not only popular,
but it also exerted a real and positive influence upon society. The social
fad now known as the simple life became popular after the publication
of this work. To return to nature, to consider the poor, to admire the
country, and generally to behave with sensibility, using the term in
Jane Austen’s sense, became for the time fashionable. No doubt it was
a means of gaining a new sensation. The artificiality of court and
social life led to hopeless boredom. But it is also true that Rousseau
influenced people and made them realize that the country was worth
looking at. Under the influence of Louis XIV and his artists and
landscape gardeners the idea had prevailed that Nature, in her riot and
wildness, was an unlovely thing, and that she required to be properly
adorned and embellished before she was fit for the contemplation of
noble eyes. Gardens must be laid out with mathematical precision,
flower-beds in geometrical figures, and yew trees must be cut into the
forms of peacocks, animals, and statues, in a form as remote as possible
from the tangled luxuriance of Mme de Wolmar’s ¢ Elysium” at
Clarens, where Rousseau lovingly describes Nature, luxuriant and
unrestrained, with a great variety of shrubs and flowers growing in
natural profusion and enlivened by the songs of innumerable birds.
Rousseau introduced a change in landscape gardening and also in the
outlook upon wilder scenery. Even Englishmen had been unable to
admire fine scenery before Rousseau wrote. Gray considered that the
Mont Cenis was ‘“frightful ”, and Goldsmith complained of the hills
and rocks in Scotland which ‘‘intercepted every prospect, while every
part of the country presents the same dismal landscape”. To Rous-
seau’s inspiration are due the descriptions of scenery in Bernardin de
St. Pierre’s Paul and Virginia, and in Chateaubriand’s 4/ala and René,
while the scenes of domestic life provided manifold suggestions for
the sentimental school in Germany, as may be seen from a perusal
of Werther.

¢ Man is born free and is everywhere in chains.” These were the
opening words of the Soczal Contract, which provided the war cry for
the oppressed and downtrodden of the next generation. They are
in themselves a sufficient proclamation of the method pursued in this
treatise. What is freedom, and how is man born free? Rousseau
has no explanation to give. If a man is born in a state of isolation



l“ ]JM -Il—o-u;-r' & 2;[4\ me Jé’rm.

G_‘ u/:rof/u_o, 4/émi¢u", me. /b.tr’o.t- rece. Yo ool tiarl e _>
é“,‘?‘ f;«: <o peec raitonne Ze la yovas. uard wun Jor 13117 vetriom
en -9 tombat. how P/ haleine. 2. ouvert Je ble hvmal,’ul»az
s 2o [ ehortin & puelDec loo aemes taide guon Se trRt
Joi - mimas en u/;n ? QA, L/Q,‘Uai‘: ” chacen /’n Dm‘,/}’ b
V‘:l‘d /;'ta- S vows itz S5 c«,rikc/ 25 wu./}i,d/{&z—m charchs,
Ay A s WO
b i g i
P gulan veltvan , mes macye 2c mes el frecerts —

me /bmawluz_nc— le v 2
. epos s 4 po ne Jors poine Lo la Jice —

aveir !
" /)4% e ma perw . Ja . 7
2 ?r"”{ - /1.6 fnw 41.—-5’)42“;‘2 ,ﬂ’n‘f”’f'f“‘
Loy e pang g puined gens o vews le el -
;‘t"%’ ane yolue u:'ymr w prme ‘}’aé 74:4.;., Deses [l —
m}:m,'u.afu} a_/a. ne. oo ﬁ‘wmu%/&do /b&‘v 9_‘, —~
o Ko s 1D0s pultls < Pes topprnihon Dalylaced que je mn
men Torer-me nZerac Qaqarma.d . . ” 7
A e . . ) . .
el Jlmsiser, [ i firme & laifir e g vt -
;:(4 aveir ecvie a la > ¢ guue v }aM » el
/m, 7«”_‘__24 M/le_m‘ /‘Q’az'ﬁ;cu-'oo
Tepo Der fmdz: e [ enterdeer Juffioasmmant
‘,q{¢¢a¢ui,,//6m¢2a¢,};— yous Ju./a/;[tl-/ leo tzﬂu/)’l/ﬂtligl.

T e

(r10)
1ACSIMILE (REDUCED) OF LEITER FROM JEAN JACQUh\ ROUSSEAU

1n this letter Rousse w states 1e sons for his retusil to sute further m detence of the Protestants, wd reiers
to whit he hus alteddy witeen on the subject, Dated, Moticrs, 15 July, 104

{ Brank Musenm






Rousseau 41

he perishes forthwith; if he is born a member of a family his freedom
is somewhat limited. In Rome, Greece, and Palestine nobody was
born free in the sense in which Rousseau seems to have used the term,
and his historical learning went very little beyond the confines of these
countries. Once more, as in dealing with the question of equality,
Rousseau has no notion of using the historical method. His prin-
ciples, as he says, ‘“come from the nature of things and are based
on reason”. The basis of the book is the theory which he had pre-
viously enounced, namely, that society is in a state rather of retro-
gression than of progress, and tl.at society is really to blame for the
social evils of which so many complained. In the present instance he
grants the existence of the state and the institution of property; the
question before him is to find a basis for the institution of government,
and this he discovers in the dogma of the sovereignty of the people.
Such Continental writers upon constitutional theory as Grotius and
Puffendorf were known to Rousseau, but his chief inspiration was
drawn from England. The Gallican Church was entirely monarchical
and never questioned the divine right of kings. Bossuet preached that
even though the rulers acted as wolves the subjects were bound to
remain as sheep. This theory, however, had been severely attacked
in other quarters. When the States-General of Holland threw off the
yoke of Philip of Spain, they had advanced a theory of government
which considerably modified the divine right of kings. The English
philosopher Locke argued that a contract existed between prince
and people, a breach of which was enough to justify revolution; and
after the protectorate and Cromwell, and the change of dynasty at the
Hanoverian succession, the logic of facts had proved too much for
the theory of divine right, at any rate in England. Neither contract
nor divine right could be historically justified. In both cases thinkers
went astray, because the method of their age allowed them to reason
a priori and to evolve complicated systems of social government and
constitutional law which the smallest historical investigation would
have proved to be quite untenable. Rousseau’s system is delightfully
harmonious and of a fascinating simplicity. The rights upon which
he insists are based upon ‘‘nature” or are ‘‘found in the nature of
things”. As a contribution to the theory of constitutional government
the work is absolutely valueless, but as a contribution to the historical
development of the succeeding generation its importance is almost
unbounded. The Social Contract became the gospel of the Jacobin
party, and the course of political events in France during the early
part of 1794 cannot be understood except as the outcome of Rousseau’s
teaching. The real cause of its influence was not so much the theories
which it enounced, all of which had been floating in the air and were
the common property of many men, as the manner in which they were
stated. Rousseau provided a series of catchwords which everybody
could shout, and which seemed to solve the question and to save men
the trouble of thinking.

““Sovereignty is indivisible not only in principle but in object.
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Sovereignty, being only the exercise of the general will, can never
be alienated. Laws being only authoritative acts of the general
will, the sovereign cannot act unless the people be assembled. The
sovereign, having no other force than the legislative power, commands
only by laws.” These statements became to men exasperated by gene-
rations of oppression precisely what dogmas may be to a sect of fanatics,
and were crystallized in the phrase: ‘‘Liberty, equality, and fraternity”.
Given the fact that society is based upon an act of partnership, upon
a contract, then the parties to the contract must obviously be equal.
Such equality implies that their association is founded upon the prin-
ciple of *‘brotherhood ”, and if this idea be extended from political to
industrial and material life we have the germ of the idea now known
as socialism. Again, as the parties to the contract are upon a basis
of equality, they all participate in that sovereignty which resides within
the will of the people. They all, therefore, have the right to be called
‘“citizens”. Hence these famous revolutionary terms can be traced
directly back to Rousseau. Granting that the Social Contract is his-
torically valueless, granting also that it fired the revolutionary confla-
gration throughout Europe, it none the less performed two positive
services which are sometimes overlooked. In the first place, it revived
the sentiment of patriotism. The social conditions prevailing in France
during and after Rousseau’s lifetime were not of the kind calculated to
inspire the average person with love for his country, but Rousseau's
theory made a man’s native land the real centre of existence and an
object worthy of struggle and endeavour, and to the energy which his
words evoked is partly due the establishment of the Napoleonic empire.
In the second place, he secured recognition once and for all of an idea
which may seem commonplace to us, but was far from acceptable in his
day: the truth that a nation does not consist merely of a king and
aristocracy or privileged class, but of the great army of workers whose
efforts make life possible and existence tolerable. In other words, he
showed that the state should exist, not for the benefit of a privileged
few, but in order to improve the conditions of life for every class of its
members and especially for the poorest. To the idea of fraternity as
introduced by Rousseau might be retraced the many schemes of col-
lective action for the benefit of the community, including, perhaps,
even the idea of industrial co-operation which our own century has
produced.

A certain headmaster who had emptied his school, quarrelled with
his staff, and fought with his governing body is said ultimately to have
found a refuge and a livelihood in a professorship of education. The
statement is perhaps no more startling than the fact that Rousseau
should have written a book upon this subject. He had placed his own
children in a foundling hospital; as a tutor he had been a dismal failure;
and yet his work, Emile, shows extraordinary power of observation of
child life and of sympathy with the young. Once again his educational
ideas are based upon the theory that man is naturally good, and that
social institutions have made him bad; that he must therefore be set free
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from social conventions. The subject of education was a burning
question at this time, partly because the Jesuits had just been sup-
pressed, whose schools had been the most efficient of the age, partly
because an increasing interest was felt in the problems of domestic and
family life—an interest which Rousseau had done much to arouse by
his other works. People began to understand that education and the
acquisition of knowledge are not precisely the same thing, that mothers
should nurse their own children, that to separate children from their
families entirely was unnatural and disastrous, and, in short, that edu-
cation was a term comprehending the whole of family life. Rousseau
supposes himself the guardian of Emile, an orphan, and proceeds to
develop a course of training which is to make this infant a perfect
man. Generally speaking, the child is to be taught by the logic of
facts. He is not to be saved from falls and tumbles or from the con-
sequences of his own folly, as he will thereby learn more than any
previous warnings could teach him. He is to follow his natural
inclinations, and only be checked when he demands the services of
others or infringes upon their liberty. If he breaks the furniture, he
will be punished by feeling the want of it; if he breaks a window, the
cold blast will teach him the value of window panes. Punishment is
not to be inflicted as punishment, but as a natural consequence of folly
or want of self-restraint. Instruction is to be given for practical pur-
poses. Emile, for instance, learned astronomy with his tutor, and
enquires, as every pupil brought up on Rousseau’s principles should
do, What is the use of this? He receives the answer next day when
the conscientious tutor takes him for a walk and purposely loses his
way in the forest. The day is exhausted in futile efforts to find the
road, and at length, at the suggestion of the tutor, Emile applies his
astronomical knowledge, and discovers from the position of the sun
where they are, and also that their home is on the other side of the
nearest hedge. Thus, at the expense of the weary tutor’s legs, the lesson
was driven home more conscientiously than by Mr. Squeers, but upon
principles not wholly dissimilar. These stratagems, however, do not
always arise naturally from the course of events, but Emile never seems
to discover that they have been prearranged. At the age of twenty he
is introduced to Parisian society, and preserved from its snares by the
description of the ideal wife, Sophie, presented to him by his tutor.
Sophie’s introduction is preceded by a long discourse upon the educa-
tion of girls, the whole object of which, in Rousseau’s opinion, is to
adapt them to the convenience of men and to make them subservient
and helpful. The education of girls is so far precisely the opposite to
that of boys, a somewhat remarkable idea in an age when women were
extremely prominent in French society, and were often centres of social
and political influence. Eventually Sophie appears, and, after two
years, the couple are happily married. Unfortunately Rousseau insisted
on writing a sequel to the work, in which Sophie is represented as un-
faithful, in order, as Rousseau explained, to show how his pupil would
behave himself in trying circumstances, and with what manliness he
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would extricate himself from his difficulties. The fragment leaves the
unfortunate Emile a slave in Algiers, and Rousseau never attempted
to finish it. The system of education according to nature is, to some
extent, self-contradictory. A continual series of plots, stratagems, and
restraints are necessary to prevent the subject from being spoiled. The
book, however, exerted a very beneficial influence at the moment.
Parents were made to realize that they were responsible for the develop-
ment of their children, a stimulus was given to methods of teaching,
and many pedantic and barbarous methods disappeared. Sandford and
Merton is a book perhaps little read in England nowadays, but the
eminently patient tutor, Mr. Barlow, would probably never have come
to life if Zmile had not been written. Many practical attempts were
made upon the Continent to put Rousseau’s principles into practice.
An eccentric German professor, Basedow, founded a school near
Dessau, into which he introduced many of Rousseau’s methods, with
some lasting results; but the best parts of his teaching were assimi-
lated and spread through Europe by the work of Pestalozzi and
Froebel.

An important episode in the Emile is the confession of the Savoyard
vicar, to which Rousseau was led by consideration of the place which
religion should hold in his scheme of education. It was a manifesto
both against the orthodox dogmas of the Church and the prevailing
philosophical unbelief of the day, and it was for Rousseau a source of
calamity. Parliament ordered his book to be burned and the author
to be arrested, and this example was followed by the council of Geneva.
Rousseau was obliged to leave his protector, the duke of Luxembourg,
who gave him timely warning of his danger. He fled to the canton
of Bern. There he was again proscribed, and eventually found refuge
in Motiers, near Neuchitel, which at that time belonged to Prussia.
Rousseau wrote to Frederick the Great, and also to Keith, the earl
marischal, announcing his arrival and requesting permission to remain.
Frederick had no reason to admire Rousseau or his writings, but
granted his request, and even offered him a pension, which was refused.
Here Rousseau compares favourably with Voltaire, who drew his pen-
sion from Frederick as long as he could get it, while continually
deriding his patron. Rousseau was able to spend some time at Motiers,
but his religious enemies gradually raised prejudices against him, the
inhabitants of the valley became hostile, stones were thrown at him,
the pastor of the village refused to admit him to the communion, and
his friends advised him to leave the place. Anxious not to quit
Switzerland, he fled to the little island of St. Pierre, on Lake Bienne,
where for two months he was extremely happy. ¢ Nothing”, he says,
¢ presented itself to me save smiling pictures, nothing recalled sadden-
ing memories. The fellowship of the few inhabitants was gentle and
obliging, without anything exciting enough to busy me, and, in short,
I was free to surrender myself all day to the promptings of my taste
or to the most luxurious indolence. As I came out from a long and
sweet fit of musing, seeing myself surrounded by verdure, flowers, and
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birds, and letting my eyes wander far over romantic shores that fringed
a wide expanse of water bright as crystal, I fitted all these attractive
objects to my dreams, and when at last I slowly recovered myself I
could not mark the point that cut off dream from reality, so closely did
all things unite to endear to me the lonely, retired life that I led in
this happy spot. Why can that life not come back to me again,
why can I not finish my days in the beloved island, and never see
a dweller from the mainland to bring back to my memory all the
calamities of every sort that they have delighted in heaping on my
head for all these years?”

The island, however, lay within the jurisdiction of the Government
of Bern, which gave him orders to quit the territory. His entreaties
for permission to remain, even as a state prisoner, were refused. He
thought of Berlin, but he feared the climate of north Germany, and
was at length persuaded to go to England, where Hume undertook to
find him a refuge. As he passed through Paris enormous crowds
gathered to see him. In January, 1766, he reached England, to find
himself as famous in London as in Paris. The Prince of Wales called
upon him, and the theatre was thronged with his admirers. Among
these was not included Dr. Johnson, who informed Boswell that he was
““a rascal who ought to be hunted out of society”. Mr. Davenport, a
man of wealth, placed his house at Wootton, in the Derbyshire Peak
district, at his disposal; and this Rousseau accepted, though he insisted
upon paying £30 a year as board for himself and Thérése. Troubles
began when Hume induced the king to grant his friend a pension.
Rousseau was morbidly anxious to avoid obligation to anyone, and at
this time there began to rise in his mind suspicions of persecution, wild
ideas that some plot against him was in progress, which could hardly
be explained except as the outcome of incipient insanity. The air was
thick with pamphlets, recriminations, and explanations, with the result
that Rousseau was eventually induced to begin his best-known work,
his Confessions. No autobiography was ever so frank or so self-
revealing: he comes before the world naked and unashamed. Few of
those with whom he had come in contact escape his suspicions or his
animosity. Eventually he resolved to take flight, and made his way
to Lincolnshire. In 1767 he returned to France, wandering from place
to place, living at poor inns, and finally settling at Paris, where he
passed a simple routine life copying music, botanizing, a pursuit which
became the absorbing passion of his later years, and writing when he
felt inclined. He saw little society, and his suspicious nature made
him difficult to manage. Bernardin de St. Pierre saw something of
him during those days, and has left a picture of him which is worthy
of quotation:

He was thin, of middle height with a brown complexion and a beautiful
mouth. The nose well formed and forehead round and high, the eyes full of
fire; the oblique lines which fell from his nostrils to the extremities of his
movth gave character to the countenance. One noted in his face three or
four characters; melancholy by the hollowness of the eyes and the depression
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of the eyebrows, a profound sadness by the wrinkles on the forehead, a lively
and even caustic gaiety by the thousand little creases at the exterior corners
of the eyes, the orbits of which disappeared when he laughed.

In 1778 he gave up residence in Paris, as he had been offered, by
M. de Girardin, a pretty little cottage on his estate, some 20 miles
from the capital. His wife had become unfaithful, and embittered his
last days. On 2 July of that year he suddenly died. Those responsible
for the post-mortem examination gave apoplexy as the cause, but
stories of suicide were current, and the truth will probably never be
known. His body was buried on the island in the little lake not far
from his cottage, until it was disinterred and borne to Paris amid the
terror and excitement of the Revolution and placed in the Pantheon.



CHAPTER IV
George Washington (a.n. 1732-1799)

George Washington was born in 1732 at Bridges Creek in Virginia.
His family were planters and estate owners as far back as they can
be traced. His father died when he was eleven years old, and the
boy was left to his mother’s influence. She had a family of young
children to educate and but slender resources upon which to draw.
Her husband was certainly able to leave a landed estate to each of
his sons, but land in Virginia at that time was cheap, and represented
no great capital value. Mary Washington seems to have been a
woman of little education—education, indeed, was scarce in the Vir-
ginia of her day—but she was a sensible, strong-minded administrator,
with a good deal of business capacity, and she retained the admiration
of her brilliant son as long as he lived. Concerning Washington's
boyhood practically no authentic facts remain. The story of the axe
and the cherry tree and other moral tales of the kind were fathered
upon him by a popular writer named Weems, and represent a period
of sentimentalism which belongs rather to 1800 than to 1740. The
boy obtained a fair education, especially in mathematics, and by the
age of seventeen he had fitted himself to be a surveyor. His elder
brother, Lawrence, had been educated in England, and in many
respects took the place of a second father to George. George also
became intimate with a refined and accomplished Englishman, Thomas,
Lord Fairfax, who had migrated to America partly in disgust with
English society and partly for the purpose of devoting himself to a
Virginian estate which he had inherited. Fairfax took a fancy to
Washington and gave him one of his earliest commissions, the task
of delimitating the boundaries of this estate.

When the struggle between France and England broke out, Wash-
ington was naturally involved, as were all frontier settlers, in the war
with the Indian-French allies. He followed Braddock in 1755, and
was present at the disaster which ended in the death of that dis-
ciplinarian and martinet. It was Washington who rallied the troops
and enabled them to retreat from the field where they had been
beaten by Indians fighting under conditions of Indian warfare. He
was given command of the native levies, and struggled desperately
to bring some sort of order into his undisciplined force and to inspire
them with some sense of patriotism. His reputation as a leader in

frontier warfare spread far and wide. He was elected a member of
47
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the Virginia House of Burgesses, and publicly thanked for his services
to the country. In 1756 he married and settled at Mount Vernon. He
had a deep love of country life, and became one of the most prosperous
planters in Virginia, a result only achieved by unremitting attention
to the management of his estate. This work, with occasional hunting
and fishing, and with such social distractions as the countryside pro-
vided, occupied the next few years of his life while events were slowly
drawing to the crisis which was to make him prominent.

The Indian war had shown the necessity of maintaining a con-
siderable force in America for the purpose of defending the British
Crown Colonies. It was naturally asked whether Britain should bear
the whole expense of maintaining this force, which seemed to exist
primarily for the benefit of the colonies. Some people asserted that
the advantages to Britain far counterbalanced the services rendered
to America. Prohibitive legislation had stopped the growth of indus-
trics which could compete with those of the mother country, and the
colonists were obliged to draw supplies from Britain which they
could have manufactured more cheaply themselves or have obtained
at lower prices in the markets of the world if free trade had becn
permitted them. Moreover, the compulsion to trade exclusively with
Britain forced them to sell their products at prices even cheaper
than those current in European markets, and the flourishing con-
dition of many British industries was due to the cheapness with which
they obtained their raw material. Hence it was regarded as unjust
to burden the colonies with expenditure necessitated by no action of
their own and not likely to bring them any immediate advantage.
Undoubtedly the fact that a powerful party in Britain held and
maintained these views contributed to the success of the War of Inde-
pendence. Individual colonies had their own agents at London for
the purpose of negotiating special terms for themselves and for watch-
ing the progress of public opinion. Thus it was that Benjamin
Franklin came to London on behalf of Pennsylvania. The colony
most interested in the question was Massachusetts. Boston merchants
were entirely dependent upon trade and were anxious to trade with
the Spanish colonies, a proceeding forbidden by law as involving
losses to the British revenue. On the other hand, Britain felt that
the heavy load of debt consequent upon the war with France was a
burden which the colonies ought to share, and the method by which
money should be raised had been constantly discussed. Several pro-
vinces might have been induced to arrange separately w