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INDIA.

TrE approaching discussion of the Charter
of the East India Company involves so
many topics of importance to the interests
of this Country, that the Public, it is con-
ceived, will receive with satisfaction any -

statement which may serve to- elucxdate this -
1nterest1ng Questwn

The reference, whlch has s0 frequently

‘been made to transactions in Ind1a, as prov-

ing a systematic plan of territorial acquzsztzon,
inconsistent with the policy prescribed by
the act of 1795 is calculated to mislead
the Judgment of many persons, generally

| entltled ‘to respect and honor : . this sub_]ect
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appears to require explanation, and it is pro-
posed in this tract, to consider,

1st. The intention of the legislatlire' in -

that branch of the Indlan ‘Bills, which re-
spects ¢ conquest and extenszon of territory
in India.”

2d. The practice of the Governments
abroad, the orders of the government at
home, and the opinion of Parliament respect-
1ng the same pomts, from 1784 to 1805.

3d The posztwe enactment of Parhament
upon the same points in 1800.

" 4th. The ‘ultimate result of the aug-
mentations of terntory and power wh1ch
have taken place in India since ‘the year
1784, upon the strength and security.of our
Eastern emplre, ‘and’ upon the happmess and

| ‘grospenty of our subjects m Indla o B

1 The resolutmn passed in the House of |

Commons in the year 1782, and 1ntroduced
mto the Indla Act Qf ]784 and also mto the

At:t of 1793, declares that, the pursmt ef

# gchemes of conquest and extension of do<

« miiiion in India, is repughant to the w1sh
i¢ the honot, and the policy ef the nation.”

~ This declaratory preainble: introduces the res

gulation for preventing the commencement
of hostilities. in India, or the conclusion of
treaties of guarantee involving the ‘eontin-
gericy of war, without the express command
and authority of the Court of Dlrectors; or

- of the Secret Comrmttee. bl

At thé pe‘ri-‘oﬁ of time ‘W‘h‘é:i this resolution
passed, and even when it was enacted: into -
a law, the situation of the native statés ‘of
India, as well as of our several tributaries
and dependanicies, rendered it impossible’ to
suppose, that the intention of the Leglsla-
ture could beé to preclude altogettiér any €x-
tension of tertitory of the compatiy, of' any
exténsion’ of the civil and military authority |
of the Company, over territories whick - we
were already bound by teeaty, or by posmwe

vlnterest to defend. R

* The condition of the power of Tlppoo Sul- |




tan, of that of” the Mahratta ‘'states; ‘and of
the Nizam at that period* of time, appearetl
to afford Just apprehensron, that war mlght
arisein India on grounds of Justice ‘and
necessity, which ‘might compel the company
to seek securlty in a reduction of the re-
sources and povver of some of those states :

and it cannot be supposed, that Parliament
mtended to fix the exact limits of the domi:
nion of the* @ompany, excluding- all refe-
rence 'to the conduct and policy of thé native

states of India, to the" changes of-power

and interest which might occur on the con-
tlnent of India, or to-the advantage Whlch

: mlght be denved from the success of our-arms
in’ any contest in Wh1ch ‘we might be engaged ‘

in the necessary couree of eVents RO SRR

LIPS

To forbld war absolutely ‘was impraie—-
tlcable, whﬂst ‘we 'Were surrounded - with
powerful mlhtary states; - whose policy might

comPel us to resort to arms ; and to forbid '

any reductmn of the resources and domrmons

atil OF ‘“\‘\L’H: Cora o

'”“’l (:B' . e
QM ] Tlt\ lL *‘175’4 f;lo;;,‘:

B e

T T

TS e

ef any state, . ‘which we mlght defeatin war,
or any; addxtlonal strength which we mlght}
be enabled to found ‘upon. favourable condi-
tions of peace, Would not have been consis-
g:nt with the W1sdom of Parhament

2 No 1nference can be drawn from the »
letter orspirit of the resolution or clause of
the act to preclude the extension of the Bri-

tish territories in India, by just and legztz-
mate means, unconnected with schemes of

- conquest and 1rregu1ar.amblt19n~;,

| The strlct constructwn of thls prmmple
has been repeatedly argued 1n Parliament ;
-and; in both Houses, the oplmon has uni-
formly prevalled that the intention of the
Legislature was not to prohlblt absolutely, R
either war or extension of territory in India,
if either should become mnecessary té our
secunty on the prmc1Ples of justice.

The resolutron and the clauses in the acts
referred to precedmg transactions in India,
which appeared to: the: Legislature to have.

originated in an irregular spirit of aggrandise-

-
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ment; and althdu'gh it is-eertain; that ‘unjust
wats or exorbitant conquests’ ‘would “have
been criminal, if né such principle had been
expressly declared by the legislature, it can-
not have been deemed superfluous to- haye
declared the rule at a moment* when it
was supposed to have been’ v1olated and
therefore to require additional: cenﬁrmatlon
and a new sanctlon of authomty

8 ‘Neither’ the practice of the  govern-
-ment abroad, -nor the orders of the govern-
ment at home, nor the conduct of Parlia-
, ment from the t1me of passing ‘this resolu-

tion to the present ‘moment, will ‘warrant

-any other conmstruction -of . the rule, than
that which has been stated W1th neference
lto War and conquest :

v The ekten‘s-ioin of 'the Company’s ‘ter-
ritory, which -occurred ‘upon the' result- of
_Lord Cornwalhs § war agamst T1ppoo Sul-

et

R & ¥ D
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1792, would otheérwise have been deermed 2
violation of the rule prescribed by Parlia-
ment ; but that war, and all its cOnseq*uences,
in the exténsion of termtory, ‘were fully ap-

Pr oved

" The extensmn of territory which followed
the conquest of Mysore, in 1799, would also

' have been condemned on s1m1lar grounds o

e

' “That conquest was the' result of a just
"and necessary war ; and the transfer of the

enemy’s dominions to our authority, although
1nvol'v1ng considérable extension of territory,
‘was never deemed, ‘for that redason only, to
be inconsistent with the policy of the act of
1793, but was declared to be Just1ﬁed by the
‘same pr1nc1ples ‘which had Jusnﬁed the
commencement of the war. o

- 5. In the year 1789,* Lord Cornwalhs, :
under the treaty of 1768, with the Nizam,
obtained the cession, of the Guntoor d1str1ct

% Vide Lord Cornwallis’s letter of the 7th July, 1789,
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to the Company. This. transaction, asa-mere |

accession of territory, would have been censu--
rable upon the doctrine now maintained, but

it was appmved under the circumstances of

the case.

- The same observation - ap.p"lies to | the

arrangement concluded with the Rajah of
Benares, in 1795, by Mr. Duncan, under the
orders of Lord Felgnmouth by which ar-
rangement. the Company’s . authonty was
extended over the province of Benares.

b The state of the Carnatlc, of Oude,
‘, and of other possessions. of our trlbutarles
and dependants, had long*Ie been a sub_]ect of
complaint and alarm. - The Company had
in fact, supported these trlbutanes in_their
respectwe countmes and thev owed the ex-
istence of their power, and must have owed
the continuance of it entlrely to the Com-
1pany s assistance.

.t 1784and 1793, - a

. R U T L Ty e e ey
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- The administration: of these countries was
grossly abusive and injurious to. the welfare
and happzness of ‘the inhabitants, and to the

N prosperity of the country. . Internal disorder,

“and external weakness,accompanied bya rapid
decay of the rescources of these states, were
- the consequences of these evﬂs. P

The Company was bound by posmve in-
terest and in many cases by treaty, to pro-
tect and defend these ‘states, and was entitled
to derive the means of defending them from
the rescources of the same countries. But
under the mlsmanagement and corruptlon of
the native governments, the means of supply-
ing the defence of the country were declin-
ing, ‘while the people suﬁ'ered the utmost
extrermty of mlsery S |

" To extend the authorlty of the Company}
over these countries, would in fact prove no
extension of territory, weakening the line, or
impairing the means of our general defence ;
but an augmentatwn of power within territo-
ries, which we were already bound to defend.
Such an augmentation of power, so far from
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weakening, would tend greatly to secure and

consolidate the strength of our empire in the

East. Nor is it rational to suppose that ouf

means of protectmg these countries could be

diminished by the introduction of the civil

and military authority of the Company into
their respective governments. ' ’

It is evident, that the opinion of the -
- government at home has uniformly been, that

the Company was bound to provide -effec-
tually for the good government of the _pos-~

sessions of our tributaries and dependants, -

and even to interfere directly for. that pur-
pose,‘.in, cases,p_f ;exigency,, o

7 The extensxon of the Company s autho-
r1ty over the Carnatic, was always conmdered
-as a measure essential to our secumty in the

-event of war; the Carhatic was accordingly

assumed, both by Lord Macartney and Lord
Cornwallis in time of war ; and the assump-
tion of the Cafnatxc in time .of war, after-
wards, becdme a formal article of treaty,

- concluded by Lord Comwalhs with the Nd-

bob in 1792.

=
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8. In the. short war of 1799, Lord Wel-
1es]ey d1d not assume the Carnatic, as he

might have done under that artlcle But in,

expectation that he would have assumed it,

| “he received orders’*e from the Secrett Com-

- * Vide printed papets relanve to the arrangements in
the Camatlc I ST .

- 4. Itis usual every year to tvansmlt from the India
House to the Governor General in Councﬂ an order
to the followmg effect :

- “ Having appointed ( - ) during tHe present
s du'ectlon, to be a Secret Commlttee, agreeable to, and
s¢for the purposes stated in the acts of the 24th, 26th
¢ and 33d of his present Majesty, WE, (meaning the
« Court of Directors;,) hereby direct, that -all orders
¢« and instructions, which: you shall -receive from ' oug
% said Secret Committee, be- observed. and obeyed with the
& samepunctualzty and exactness, as_though they had beer;
« signed by thirteen’ or ..more - members of the: Court ¢
£, Dxreetqrs, confo;m@.bly ta tbe said: acts..”

Notwmhstandmg thxs posmve order, the Court of

: ngrecto,rs, duwring the diseussion of the Qude and, Carna;‘
tig questions, pretended: to he ignorant of the e)gxstenc:. 0

the orders of their Secret, Committee - regax;d,mg t oie

.transactions, and -at all events, mnat 0. be. bozmd by the

acts of the Secret Committee. “The government of Indm
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~ mittee, not to restore it to the Nubob untﬂ ~

anew arrangement forits government should
be concluded : S

”Iti'is th'eréfore' evident, that the extension
of the Company’s authority. over those ter-

‘Titories of our dependants or subsLdlary tri-

butaries, which we were bound by treaty or
interest to ‘defend, has not hitherto: been

deemed repugnant either to law ‘or good |

pohcy

9. W1th the Nabob of the Camatlc, and

‘with the Rajah of Tanjore, - subsidiary

) '
S ———

ought to be relieved from this contradiction ; if they refuse

_to obey: the SECRET. COMMITIEE, they are guilty of a

violation of the law, and of dlsobedlence of orders, on

“the “other’ hand the approbation of the SECRET com-
. MITTEE, (at'least in the ‘case ‘of: Lord Wellesley,) Was

not any security against the censure of the Court oF
Direcrors. . It is hoped, that Parliament will not only

© rectify this absurdity, but will also fix a due share of re-

sponsibility on the Court of Dlrectors, who are’ now

~ without any. This point demands the most serious alten-

tion, and ought to be fully considered on the renewal of

the charter. T
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‘engagemetits Wereﬁ-e‘ane}uded‘ by Lerd‘-qu‘n—

wallis in 1792, which eventually stipulated

" for a considerable extension of the authority

of the Company over the territory of those

princes,' in - the contingency -of ultimate

failure in the regular payment of the subsidy.
But . it never ‘was contended ‘that in the

-gvent. of - such- fallure, it would haVe_ been

_jnconsistent “with the policy of the Act of
+F793,:to have insisted upon the nghts of the

B Company to demand the execution of those

articles of the respectwe subsidiary treaties,
which, eithier in direct terms or by manifest,
implication, entltled the Company to an
extension of terr1tory m commutatlon of the

subs1d1ary paymen’ts o

10, The followmg extracts from the Act*
of 28th July, 1800, Wlll explain the opinion
of the Leglslature upon “this sub_]ect at that
txme :

: Z}V“ Clausel .Whe'teaé the territorial “pes-

* 39 and 46 Geofge I11. cap. 79.




"'sessmns of the United Company of Mer.

“ chants of England, trading te the East“

“Indies in the peninsula  of India, have
“. become so much extended as . to require

“ further regulatlons to be made for the due |

o the provmce or. dz.strzct of Benares has
““ been ceded to the. said.: United Company,

““ and been annexed to the said Presxdency of

¢ Fort Wllham in Bengal, since the- estabhsh-

- “ ment of the said Supreme Court of J udlca-

s “ ture at. Fort William aforesaid ;- and it is
“ expedient that the same: should be subJect
2 ‘to_the Juusdlctwn of the said Court ,in like

« manner as. the kingdoms or provinces. of |

“ Bengal Bahar, and Orissa ;- ‘and that the
““said province or district; and all other pro-

4 vinces,or. districts, which may hereafter be
* at any.time: annered and made subject to -

“ the  said presidency, should be subject: to

*such regulations as the Governor General
¢ and Council of Fort William aforesaid have
“framed, or may frame, for the hetter

% Cap. 20,

A7

.iff;admi,nistration_, of justice, among the
¢ native inhabitants and others within the

“same respectively : be it therefore further

e enacted, that from and after the first day

¢ of March, which will be in"the year of our
“Lord one thousandeight: huhdred and one,
* the power and authority of ..thé said
s« Supreme Court of Judicature, in and for

*the said Presidency of Fort William afore-
-¢ said, as now and by virtue of this Act
-« established, -and all such regulatmns as
¢ have been or may be hereafter, according
¢ to the powers and authorities, and subject

£

‘s to the provision and restrictions, before

¢ enacted, framed, and provided, shall ex-

- ¢¢ tend to and over the said province or, dis-
~ “trict of Benares, and to and over all the
-« factories, districts, and places which now

* are, or heréafter shall be made subordinate

+¢ thereto, and to. and over aZZ .such pwmnces -
s and districts as may at any time hereafter
¢+ be antiexed and made subject to the sazd |
ot Preszdenc Y of Fmt I?Vzllzam aforesazd

These extracts must be conSLdered to affmd
a clear sanction of such extensions of terri-
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tory as had been notified to the government
at home at that time, and furnish™ a clear
exposition of the intention ‘of the Legisla-

ture by the Acts of 1784 and 1793. If those |
“Acts had been intended to constitute positive

prohibitions of any extension of the Com-

‘pany’s territory in India, the preamble of
the Act of the 28th July 1800, would have
'__ibeen improper : it is evident from the words
of this preamble, thatthe Legislature admitted
- the propriety of extending the Company’s

territory’ in  India under certain circum-
stances, and in certain cases, notw 1thstand-
ing the declaration of ‘the law concerning
« schemes “of conquest and extensmn of

o« domlmon

o ) The'words*‘_employed _in the latter part
of these extracts also afford a further expla-
"nation’ of the intention of the Legislature
“respecting any extension of territory which

might occur subsequently to the passing of

~ this Act in 1800. So far from considering |
_any such extension of territory to b illegal,
U":kthe Act of the 28th of July 1800 expressly

——‘-—

ek e All other . provinces. or. districts, whxch may, kere-

« after, at any time, be annexed, &c.”

19

SUPPOSES, the case, that other. provmces and

districts may kereaﬂer be annexed and made
subject to Bengal, and provides for the good

,‘govemment of such new acqmsntmns Ig
fact, a. part of the cessions from Oude was

annexed to the dlstrrct of Benares, and the.
remaining cessions from Oude, together with

-the cessions from the Mahrattas, were form-

ed into another dlStl’lCt - The whole was

-annexed to the Presidency of Bengal, and.

‘brought under the jurisdiction of the Su-
preme Court, by the operation of this Act.

11 The Company on various occaswns,
wzth the authority of His Majesty, had ex-
pressed great anxiety to commute the sub-
sidies of the Carnatic and of Tanjore for
adequate territorial security. It would be
absurd to represent such a commutation as

~lin any degree repugnant to the wish, the.
_honour, or the policy of the nation, or to the

spmt of the acts of regulatlon

On Lord Wellesley s amval in Indaa, in -
Apl;ll 1798, he endeavoured in conformity
to his orzgmal instructions from the Court

~of Directors, to obtain a commutation of =~ )
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this nature in the Carnatic, It is unneces~
sary to state the repeated and anxious efforts:
which Lord Wellesley made to effect this:
object, or to observe, that in pursuing it; Lord:

Wellesley followed the steps of Lord Hobart’s:
government, which had proceeded also under

the commands of the Court of Directors. -

equally unsuccessful, but their efforts have .
received the most unequivocal testimonies
of official approbation ; nor was an attempt
hazarded to represent their endeavours for

the improvement of the subsisting subsidiary

engagements of the Company in the Carna-
ticas a systematic violation of the Act of
1793, although the success of those'endea- -
vours must have beén accompanied by an
extension of the civil and military authority
of the Company over territory, not 4t that
time subject to either. : ‘

12 In the settlement of Mysore, upon
concluding stbsidiary engagements with the
Rajah of Mysore, Lord Wellesley declared
to the Court of Directors in 1799, that his
axpress purpose was to facilitate the direct

L~

2}

control of the Company over the whole ter=-
ritoty of Mysoré, with a view to the more:
effectudl sectrity of the subsidy, and the
good: government of the country. In fact,”
the tefritory governed in the mame of the

" Rajal, was actually annexed to the Com-

pany’s dominion by that article of the sub~
sidiary treaty ‘of Seringapatam, ‘which em-
powers* the Company, atany time; to assume
the direct management of the whole coun-

try.  Bat this treaty has not -in Patliament

been quoted to prove the existence of a sys-
‘tematic plan of territorial acquisition, incon=
sistent with the policy of the Act of 1793."

13, In T’anjor@ a commutation of siibk

sidy was effected in 1800, founded on the

spirit of the Governor General's original

instructions respecting the Carnatic ; and ac- ‘
- cordingly the territory of Tanjore was sub- .

jected to the Company’s authority. . =~
14 At the tgrn)ina_tiO'n of the War Wlth
“Tippoo Sultan (while hostilities still conti-

et

¥ The éctuai condition of the Mysore ljtefritdryj'ibs»’til‘g_
- est practical proof of the benefits of this arrangement.

See Colonel Wilkes’s able report on Mysore, s
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mted in various provinces of Mysore), in the

‘year 1800, a new treaty of subsidy was

“formed Wlth the Nizam : adverting to the
former pohcy pursued by the Company singe

“the act of 1793, to the tenor of the Go-

- vernor General’s instructions respecting the .

Carna_tic, and to the experience, of ‘the evils
resulting from the existing systemé of bsubsi('ilj
in Oude and the Carnatic, Lord Wellesley.
framed the subsidiary treaty with the Nizam,
upon the principle of obtaining territorial-

- security for the payment of the sub51dy,

instead of dependmg for the safety of those
funds, on the precarious power and imperfect.
administration of an Indian government. —-I
Can it be supposed, that such an arrange-
ment was precluded by law, especially as

the government at home was fully* appnsed -

of the Whole transaction? -

_ *The acts of 1784 and 1793, only preclude. the con-
clusion of treaties of guarantee, (involving the contingency
of war) wirHOUT the authority of the _government  at

home. In this case the government at; ‘home was not
only apprised of this transaction; but hostilities still eon-

- tinued in various parts of Mysore. In fact, this treaty,

with the Nizam in 1800, was merely an 2mpmvement of
our existing engagements w1th that chleftam

~

g
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15. The treaties 6f ‘Surat, and the treaties
with the Guickwar, were founded ‘on simi-
lar principles with those of Tan_]ore and
Hydrabad, substituting territorial security for

an engagement to pay the amount of the

sub51dy from the Treasury of the State. The
right to conclude a subsidiary engagement
with the Guickwar, was derived from that
stipulation of the’ treaty “of “Salbye, which

_ constitutes the Company to be the guarantee

of the succession and government of the
Gmckwar state.

16: The new subsuhary treaty concluded

- with the Nabob of Oude, in November

1801, rested on the same foundatlons, and
effected a commutation of all the Nabob
Vizier's engagements with respect to sub51dy,
and a1d in war for a cession of territory.

17. The treaty of Bassem (concluded with

' the Peishwah) proceeds on the sarie grounds.

‘In renewing the ancient alliance between
the Peishwahand the Company, it cemented

that alhance by a subsidiary engagement‘




and by a territorial cession, formed wpon'®

* the improved plan of policy repeatedly sane-
“tioned by -the authority of His Majesty, and

of the East India Company, and already

effected, with other dependant states, in pre- .
ference .to that dfg‘"éctié;aﬂseheme of .subsidz'ary ‘
‘alliance, which 'had produced innumerable
«evils in various parts .of our dependancies.in

:India ; which:for many:years bad constituted

an annual theme of -lamentation for ';al',l,;.t_l;e‘

governments in India, and for the Honourable

court of Directors; and the policy of which.ap-
peared to have been exploded by the deliberate

~f<wisdomf an:dt lor;;g:experien.ee of that:body. B

The whole course of the negotlatlons at
Poonah, from the year 1798 to the conclu-
sion of the treaty of Basseln, was regularly
subrmtted to the Secret. Commtttee.v

18 The transfer of the civil and xmhtary

N 'rgovernment of the Carnatic to the (‘ompany
{in1801), was Warranted by the justice

and necessity of that proceedmg, founde,d

~ upon the forfeiture. incurred by Mahommed

Alli, and Omdut ul Omrah, and upon the

~ dangers which menaced the security of, the

25

Company’s rights on the coast of Coroman-
del; in consequence of their treachery. The
justification of this proceeding rests upon

‘principles similar to those, by which war ‘is

justifiable against any public enemy; and
the extension of authority which accompa-
nied the prosecution of a just and legzz‘zmate
public right, cannot be condemned upon any
principles correctly derived from the Act of

: :1793

In prosecutmg the just rlghts of the Com-

“pany against the Nabob of the Carnatic, Lord

Wellesley resorted to his original instruc-
tions from England respecting the Carnatic;

- and he framed ;tl}e_.new settlement with ;‘efc:-
‘rence to the acknowledged. expediency. of

‘éﬁ'ecti’ng,a'v‘commi;tation‘ of the subsidy for
territorial -security, and of rescuing the Car-
natic from the evils of divided government

: ‘énd-cohﬁictbing power, by establishing over

that province ONE DISTINCT AUTHORITY in the
hands of the Company, with a liberal pro-
vision foi' the Nabob and his family. It is
impossible to comprehend the ‘application of
the Act of 1793, to any part of this trans-
action. c -




. 1Y. The acquisitions. of -territory -Which
- were -accomplished in - India during . Lord
Wellesley's administration, proceeded, either
from the successful prosecution of war; or
-from forfeiture in consequence of the vio-
Jation of dependant alliances; or; lastly, from
" the improvement of existing, Or the formation

of new treaties of subsidy and guarantee.

‘The first description includes those provinces
_and possessions of Tippoo Sultan, retained
by the Company under the - partition: treaty
. of Mysore,* together with- the : conguests

. made from Scindia-and the Rajak ~of - Berar,

- at the termination of  the -late - Mahratta

. war. - The second description ic‘o.n‘ﬂsistS of the
‘posseésiOnS‘; of Omdut ul Omrahin the Car-

-natic ; and the fast comprehends the terri-

_ tories commuted for subsidy by the Rajah-of
. Tanjore, by the Nizam; and: by the Nabob of
" Qude, and the territories ceded in payment
. of subsidy by the Nabob .of Burat, by the
. @uickwar, and ultimately by the. Beishwah.

beo
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. The records of the Company will furhish
sufficient evidence, that every extension of
territoy acquired under each of these classes,
originated in principles, not only strictly
‘conformable to the Act of 1793, but to the
general maxims of justice and policy appli-
«cable to ‘our Indian empire. - -

- No extension of territory has been acquir-
‘ed otherwise than by the proéecutioﬁ of a
~jusT and NECESSARY WAR, or of sust and
LEGITIMATE PUBLIC ~RIGHT: the result’ of
“these "acé]uisitio'ns has not involved the neces-
“sity of defending any territory, which had
- not previensly furnished increased mearis of
~offensive: war to our enemies, or which ‘we
- ‘were not previously bound to defend, -either
_ by the obligation of positive treaty, or of our
- own manifest interest. it L

Our means of defence in every case are
now . greatly augmented by the annexation
of the civil and military government of the
territories from which we derive the military
resources, applicable to vdcfr‘éy the charge of
their respective protection and security. ‘
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The result of the whole progress of
these wars and negotiat™ns will appear to be
nearly conformable to the. followmg state-
ment,

1 The hmﬁs of the Company s civil and
military authorlty have been con51derably
extended since the year 1784.

,_ 2 The prmmples of these successwe ex-
‘tensions of power have been. conformable to
justice and - good policy, and regularly
brought under the . consideration of the
._authorltles at home ; and sanctwned _either
- by direct law, or by orders from the Govern-
~ment ; in Eng\and or by long acquiescence in
‘the arrangements effected in Indla

| 3 “The nnormtude of our empu‘e m Indxa-~
has been increased by these events ; but its
strength and resources have also been greaz‘ly |
increased ; our frontier in every quarter 18
Almproved our 1ntema1 government anLgO-V
rated .and our means of defence consuie-
rably augmented

' ‘ G. beNiY, Printei‘, Northumbérl’and Stre'et; Strand.




