












































































































































































































APPENDIX. ~7 

per annum, which is reduced by certain charges to some £13,000. 
All that he has hitherto succeeded in obtaining from the Indian 
liOVel'lllUent is an arrangement, lately sanctioned by Act of Parlia­
ment, whereby he will receive an addition of £2,000 to his annual 
iucome, on comlition that his estates are sold at his death, in order 
to liquidate his liabilities, and provide for his widow al d children. 
It is really against this arrangement that the Maharajah appeals. 
His argument concerning his de jtt1'e Sovereignty of the Punjaub is 
manifestly only intended to support his pecuniary claims. If 
these were settleLl to his satisfaction, he would doubtless be con­
tent, and lUore than content, to die, as he has lived, an English 
country o'entleman, with estates swarming with game, aud with an 
income sufficient for llis needs. Tbi is a sort of appeal to its 
justice and generosity with which the Englis~l public is not un­
familiar, Dh ul ep Singh is not the first dispossessed Eastern 
Prince who has felt himsel E aggl'ieved by the lispositions of the 
Indian Government, nor is this the first occasion on which his own 
claims have been heard of. For a long time he prefel'l'ed a claim 
for thp- Kohinool', of which he alJ eged that he had been wrollgfully 
desT oiled. Now, iL is his private estates ill India which he declal'es 
have Leen confiscated withouL adequate compensation. No one, of 
course, woulll wish that a Prince in the Maharajah's position 
shoulcl be ungenerously treated. He is, as it were, a ward of the 
English nation, and even his extravagances might be leniently re­
gal'ded. But as the claim, now publicly preferred by the Ma­
harajah, has been disalluwed, after full consideration, by successive 
Goyel'll},\] nts, both in India and this country, it may not be amiss 
to show that hi case i oy no means so strong as he still affects to 
consider it . 
. "The events of two Sikh wars, and their 'eql1el, have In'obably 
fad ell ont of the memory of most of our readers. They are, how­
ever, accurately stated, so far a.s the main facts are concerned, in 
ih,e l\Iaharajah's letter. I t i' not so much with these facts as 
\nt.h the ~Ilahara.iah's inferences from them, an 1 with certain other 
facts which he has ])oL found it eOllYell ieut to staie. It is perfectly 
true that, after the overtln'ow of 'Khalsa' power in the sanguinary 
battle of Sobraon, Lord lIardillO'e declined to annex the l'nnjaub, 
al.ld replaced the Maharajah on t he throne uucler the R,egency of 
lns mother, t he Hane , assisted by a Council of Sirdal's, This 
seLLlcmellt, however, proved a failure, and was replaced by the 
fll'l'angement made under the Bhyrowal Treaty, whereby th e entire 
eOlltrol am] guidance of affairs \l'as vested iu Lhe nl'itish Hesident" 
all,d the presence of British troops was guaranteed until the Maha­
raJah sh,onld aLtain IllS majority. The second Sikh war, which 
L~ga~ WJth Lhe revolt of Moolraj in 1848, soon proved the futility 
{J I thIS Hl'J'angement also; aud after the slll'l'ellClel' of M oollan an 1 
the lJattle.of (iuzerat, whi h filially h1'oke the reviving power of 
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tbe Khalsa, Lord Dalhousie, who had succeeded Lord Hardiugc as 
Governor-General, decided that the time had come for the incor­
poration of the Punjaub with the British Dominions in India. 
Dhuleep Singh was at this time only eleven years of age, but he 
lJad been recognised for more than three years as tbe Sovereign of 
the PUlljaub, and 1y the advice of his Durbar at Lahore he signed 
the terms of settlement proposed by the British Commissioner, 
whereby he renounced' for himself, his heirs, and his successors, 
all right, title, and claim to the Sovereignty of the Punjaub, or to 
any sovereicrn power whatever.' By subsequent clauses of the 
same instru~nent 'aU the property of the t:itate, of whatever de­
scription, and wheresoever found', was confiscated to the East India 
Company; the Kohinoor was surrendered to the Queen of Eug­
land; a pension of not less than foUl", and not exceeding five, lakhs 
of rupees was secured to the Maharajah' for the support of him­
self, his relatives, .and the servants of the State'; and the Com­
pauy undertook to treat the Maharajab with respect and honoUl', 
and to allow him to retain the tltle of' Maharajah Dhuleep Singh, 
Bahad~or'. Of this instrument, the Maharajah now says that hc 
was compelled to sign it by his guardians when he was a minor, 
and he argues that the political necessity which clictated it was 
due to the laches of the Indian Government, which had failed Lo 
fulfil the pledges of the Bhyrowal Treaty, and had allowed the 
revolt of Moolraj to develop into a SIkh rebellion. 

"In answer to these allegatiolls, it is sufficient to quote the Report 
of the British Commissioner who presented the terms for signature. 
'The paper,' he Sfl.yfl,' was then handed to the Maharajah, who im· 
mediately affixed his signature. The alacrity with ,I' hich be took 
the papers when offered was a matter of remark to all, and sug­
gested thE: idea that possibly he had been instructed 1y his advisel:s 
that any show of hesitation might lead to the substitution of 
terms less favourR.1le than those which he had been offered.' 
Moreover, the pIeR. that the Maharajah was a minor, and there­
fore not a free agent, is fatfll to his own case; he was two years 
younger when the Bhyrowal Treaty was signed, and younger still 
when the settlement of Lord Hardinge replaced him on the t.hrone, 
and restored to him the Sovereignty which he even now acknow­
ledges might at that time have been rightly forfeited. We ueell 
not dwell on this point, however. The Maharajah himself would 
hardly press it. His claim of Sovereignty is merely intended 
to cover his claim for money. He never was much more than 
nominal Sovereign of the Punjaub, and he probably desires nothing 
so little at this moment as the restitution of his sovereign rights. 
The political question bas long been closed; it only remains to 
consider whether the personal alld financial question still remains 
open. The Maharajah complains that he was deprived of his per­
sonal and private property-with insignificant exceptions-and of 
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the renials of his huued estates. There is, however, no meution 
of private property in the tenus of settlement accepted by the 
:Maharaj ab, and a minute of Lord Dalhousie recorded in 1855, 
states explicitly that at the time the Punjaub was annexed the 
youth had no territories, no lands, 110 property, to which he could 
succeed. The pension accorded by the East India Oompany was 
plainly intended to support the Maharajah in becoming siate, and 
to provide for his personal dependents, and the British Govern­
ment expressly reserved to itself the right of allotting only such 
110rtion as it thought fit of the (Four Lakh Fund', as the pensioll 
was called, to the Maharajah's personal use. So long ago as 1853, 
Lord Dalhousie wrote a despatch intended to remove from the 
Maharajah's mind all idea that the Fonr Lakh Fund would ulti­
mately revert to himself, and characterising such an idea as (en­
tirely erroneous'. 

« The Indian Government, however, has certainly not dealt Ull­

generously with the Maharajah. It is tl'Lle that it has not recog­
nised his claim to certain private estates no record of which exists, 
still less has it listened to any of his attempts to assail the validity 
of the instnunent whereby his sovereignty was extinguished. For 
some years aftel' the annexation his personal a.llowance out of the 
Four Lakh l'\md was fixed at £12,500 a year-a sum which was 
considered entirely satisfactory by the leading Ministers of the 
Durbar which assented and advised the Maharajah to assent to 
the terms of 1849. But in 1859 this allowance was doubled, and 
the l\Iaharajah himself more than once aclmowledged, in subse­
q uent year.', the liberality of the arrangements made. . The allow­
ance of £25,000 a year has been reduced to the £13,000 mentioned 
uy the Maharajah in his letter, not by any act of the Indian 
Government, but by what, if he were only an English counir.r 
gentlemen, we should be compelled to call extravagance, though 
as he is an Eastel'll Prince it is more generous, perhaps, to de­
scribe it as magnificence . He first bought a property in Gloucester-
hire, but this was sold some years ago, and his present estate at 

Elveden, in Suffolk, was purchased for £138,000, the money being 
adyanced uy the Government, and interest for the loan to the 
amount of £6,66-:1: 1 er annum being paid by the Maharajah. Some 
two or three years ago the Home Government of India proposed 
t~ release the Maharajah from payment of this anllual sum pro · 
vIded that he would consent to the sale of the estate, either at 
once or at his death, for the repayment of the principal of the 
loa~s advanced. This proposal, however, was rejected by the 
IndIan Government, which ma.intained in very strong and plain 
lallg~age that the Maharaja.h had already been treated with ex­
ceptl~nal lil;Jerality and that if he wanted more money he should 
sell hIS estate. The Indian Government remaineu inexorable but 
the liberf1.lity of the Home Government was not yet exhau~':lted. 
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The Maharajah had built a house at Elveden at a cost of £60,000, 
and had borrowed £40,000 from a London banking firm for the 
purpose. For this loan £2,000 interest !lad to be paid, and the 
India Office has lately sanctioned the repayment of the capital 
suru without making any further charge on the Maharajah. It is 
to this arrangement, and to the Act of Parliament which sanctions 
it, that the Maharajah refers with some bitterness at the close of 
his letter. In order to settle his affairs and to provide for his 
wife and family, the Act of ·Parliament requires that his estate 
at Elveden should be sold after his death. Hinc illce lac1·y?nct3. 
An argument, which starts from the sovereign claims of the son 
of the' Lion of t.he Punjaub', ends somewhat ridiculously, though 
not without a touch of pathos, with the sorrows of the Squire of 
Elveden. Dllleep Singh began life as the Maharajah of the Pun­
jaub, with absolute power and bonndless wealth, if he had only 
been old enough to enjoy them, and if the Khalsa would only 
have allowed him to do so ; he is not even allowed to end it as an 
English country gentlemen, leaving an encumbered estate and 
an embarra:lsed heir. There is really a certain tragedy about tbe 
whole matter. Fate and the British Power have del rived the 
Maharajah of the Sovereignty to which he \I·as uorn. H e has 
dOlle his best to become an English squire, and if he has lived 
beyond his income he may plead abundance of examples ill the 
class to which he has attached him. elf; yet he is forced to bear 
t.lle consequences llimself, and not to inflict them on his children 
and descendants, as an English squire would be able to do. The 
whole case is one which it is very difficult to judge npon any 
abstract principles. It is no doubt the duty of every man to live 
within his income, and yet, if the Maharajah lad failed to acquire 
:~ virtue rare indeed among Eastern Princes, and not too common 
in the class to which he belongs by adoption, there is no ElIglish­
man hut would feel ashamed if he or hi s descendants \\" ere thereuy 
to come to want. At the same time it .is impossible for the Indian 
Government, which has claims on its slender resources far more 
urgent than those vf the magnificent squire of Elvedel1, to 
guarantee him indefinitely against the cOllsequences of his own 
improvidence. At any rate, it is safe to warn him ngainst encum­
bering his personal claims by political pleas \V hich are \\"holly 
inadmissible. He is very littl e Ii kely to excite sympathy for hi s 
pecuniary troubles by his bold, uut scarcely successful, atteulpt 
to show that if he could only come by his own he is still the 
lawful Sovereign of the Punjauu." 



APPENDlX. 101 

THE TIMES, Fridcty, Septembm' 8, 1882. 

" THE CLAIMS OF THE MAHARAJAH DULEEP SINGH. 

"TO TUE EDITOR Ol? THE TIMES. 

" SIR,-As your leading article of Thnrs lay, the 31st ult., com­
menting on my letter of the 28th, which you were so good as to 
publish, contains many inaccuracies as to matters of fact, which no 
one, perhaps, can correct so precisely as myself, I trust you will 
allow me to do so, and to make a few observations. 

"1. Yon say: 'All tllat be has hitherto succeeded in obtaining 
from the Indian Government is an alT(\ngement" lately sanctioned 
by Act of Parliament, whereby lie will receive an addition of 
£2,000 to his annual income on condition that, his estates are sold 
at his death, in order to liqlli(lalc his liab ilities and provide for his 
willow and children. It i~ really against LItis arrangement that 
the Maharajah appeals.' 

" I do not reallyapl)eal agai llst the above arrangement., but wbat 
I do certainly think llllj l1st in it is that I am not permitted to 
repay during my liffl the loan wbich is to ue made under it­
£16,000 haVllJg ah eady iJeen allvanced to me-and that I am 
thus forbidden to presene, uy a personal sacrifice, their English 
home to illy descendants. In last April I sent a cheque for 
£3,543 14s., representing capital and compound interest at the 
rate of 5 pel' cen t. to the India Office, but it was returned to me. 

ec My widow and children, should I lea" e any, were already 
provided for under arrangements which existed before this Act 
was passed. 

"2. With reference to your quotation from tht: British Com­
missioner as to my , alacrity' in signing the terms, I IJave simply 
to say that, being then a child, I did not understand what I was 
signing. 

"3. 'Moreover,' you say, ' the plea that th e Maharajah was a 
minor, and, therefore, not a free agent, is fatal to his own case ; 
he was two years younger when the Bhyrowal Treaty ,,;as signed, 
and younger still when the settlement of Lord Hardinge replaced 
him on the throne, and restored to him the sovereignty which he 
e\"en 110W acknowledges migllt aL Llmt time llave been rightly f()r­
feited. We need not dwell on this poiut, however. The Maha­
rajah himself would hardly press it.' 

': But, wbether it is fatal to my case or not, I do press it., and 
mallltain that after the ratification of the Bhyrowal Treaty I was 
a ward of th e British nation, and that it was unjust on the part of 
~h.e gua~·t1ian to depl'ive mc of my kingdom in consequence of a 
faIlure III the guardian sbip. 
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"Here are Lonl lIardinge's own \\'onl:;: 'But, in addition to 
tbese considerations of a political nature, t!Je Governor-General is 
bound to be gnided by the obligations wLioh the British Govern­
ment has contracted when it consented to be the guardian of the 
young Prince during his minority.'-( Vide page 49, Punjaub 
PClpe?"s,1847-49.) 

"4. 'The Maharajah complains,' you would say, 'that he was 
deprived of his personal and private propp.tty-with insignificant 
exceptions-and of the rentals of his landed estates. There is, 
llOwever, no mention of private property in the terms of settle­
ment accepted by the Maharajah, and a minute of Lord Dalhousie, 
recorded in 1855, states explicitly that at the time the Punjaub 
,,·as annexed the youth Imd no territories, no lands, lJO property, 
to which he coul!.l succeed.' My reply is that, at the tiUle of the 
annexation, I had sueceeded to territories, lands, and personal pro­
perty, and was in possession, and these possessions were held in 
t rust and J1lallaged for me, under treaty, by tIle British Goveru-
ment. . 

"That I had succeelled and was possessed of privat eestates ill 
land is a historical fact and a matter of public record. Moreover, 
these estates had beionged to my family, one of them haviug ueen 
aCll uired by marriage, before my father attained Lo sovereignty. 
The statement in Lord Dalhousie's minute only amounts to a 
denial of the existence of the sun by a blind man; alld there are 
none so blind as those who will not see. 

"And now, with regard to my alleged extravagance; these arc 
the facts. The life stipend of £25,000 allotted to me has to bear 
the follo'vving deduclions :-(1) £5,664 interest payable to tile 
Government of India; (2) about £3,000 as premium 011 policies of 
insurance on my life, executed in order t.o add to the meagre I ru­
vision made for my descendants by the British GovcrIlmelit aml 
as security for the loan from l11y bankers; (3) £ 1,000 per annulIl 
for two pensiolls of £500 per annum each, to the widows of the 
superintendent appoinLed uy Lord Dalhousie to talw cIJarge of III ' 

after the annexation, and of my kil1ll friellel, the late controller 0[" 

my establishment, besides which there is some £300 l)er anll Ul U 
payaLle ill pensions to old servants in India. 

"In order to be abJe to receive His 11o)'al Highues::; the Prillce 
of 'Vales, and to return the hOflpitality of men of my O\\·n position 
in life, alld because I was advised, and considered, lIot, I tbink, 
unreasonably, that the rank granted to me 1)y Her 1\ /ajesty re­
quired it to be done, I expended some £~2,OOO--not £(jO,OOO, il.· 

you were informed-in alterations and repairs to the old house <.::1 

this estate; suitable furniture cost £8,000 more. 
" At a cost of some £3,000 I 11 n. ve pnrchasedlife alllluities to l)e 

}Jaiu to the before-mentioned widow Jadins, in case Lhey shoukl 
survive me. 
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" \.lJout £ 8,000 morc had to be borro\\" ed from my bankers on 
mortO'aae to complete the purchase of tlri s estate, as the mOlley 
lent to ~e by the Govemment of I nc1ia was .in su~cient by that. 
amount. Thus my debts amouu t to somethlllg like £ 44,000, ot 
which £ 30,000 is covered by policies oE insurance, £ 8,000 by 
mortrraO'e anu the r emai.nc1 l' amply secured by per onal asset.· . 
Thcr~f~'~' instead of my estates being heavily Cll ClUl1 bered, my 
heirs, if J were to die at this moment, wonlLl succe811 to a house 
a nd fU l'llit.Ul'c, which are worth m uch more than £:10,000, without 
any liab ility, besides some £70,000 secured lJy insurance on my 
lire. 

" I think you are bound. to acquit the ,' quire of Elveden of 
ex tra \·agance. 

" \\' h Cll the agri cultural depression set in I recruested the H ome 
Goverllll1ent to mak e au allowance that would enable me to main­
tain my position, and they kindly, after causing all my accounts 
to be examiuec1, helped me with £ 10,000, but did not accuse lIlC 

of exLnwao·ance. SllbsecLnellt.ly, pcntlillg tbe consideration of 1Il'y 

a ll'ail's, some £(j,OOO or £ 7,000 III l'e was auyt1,uced to pay 011' 
pres,' iug bills, as lhll'illg t lmt tim e· I had llot completed thc 
lLnft llgelllents for re InciJlg lily estaulishll1eut. Oui; of the above 
loan about £ I 0,000 wa in vesLed in Ii vc and (lead sLock Oll farlll s 
in hand, and would be for thcoming, if uemamled, at a very short 
notice. 

« Thus the extravagance dmillg 111y rcs idence at Elveden is I'C­

duced to the fabulous sum of some £ 12,000, and I possess enouo·1t 
personalty, beyond any question, tu discharge tiebts to th~ .. t 
amount, and some £6,000 more, shoul(l they p,:xist at my death. 

" In comm on justicc, therefore, Ml'. Editor, I ask YOLl to cualJle 
me to contradict, in as prominent a mann er as they were brou",ht 
forward in your most inOuential j ournal, the rulUours as to ~II Y 
extravagance. 

" In tu e first paragraph of yom leal1ing article of Thursday, tlle 
31st ultimo, you say tl Iat 'the claim now publicly prefen ed by thc 
i.\fali nraj ab has been disaHolved after full consideration by succes­
si ve Governm ents, both ill Illdi a and this country.' Y fS .,-it is very 
eHsy to disall ow a claim without hearilJg t he real clui m<Iut. 

" Tlie English law grants the accused the cha.ncc of proving 
llimsclf not guilty, but I am condemned unheard: is this just ? 

" I r emain , Sir, yom most oLl iged, 

" DULEEP SING H." 

" Elveden Hall, Thetford , SuO'oll:, Sept. 6th." 
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EVEN under th e cloud of vituperation with which Lord Dalhousie 
tried to mystify what he called th e " conquest" of the Punjaub, the 
nature of the transactio~ must soon have become unpleasantly 
manifest throughout Indla, but for the decent covering provided 
by the "Terms" of 1849, imposed upon the Maharajah Duleep Singh, 
himself a minor, through the formal act and deed of his Council of 
Regency. H ardly a show of negotiation or discussion was per­
mitted. Their . signatures were xtorted from the Councillors, 
whose conduct throughout the r ebellion had lJeen irreproach­
able, by threats that if they refu, ed to sign, their landed estates 
would lJe confisca.ted, and the Maharajah and themselves would bc 
left to the Governor-General's" mercy", ns persons entitled to no 
"allowance whatever", and to no " consideration". Sir Henry Elliot, 
who was the British Commissioner on the occasion, writes as fol­
lows :-

'The Dewan," Rajah Deena Nath, "who was much more deli­
lJerate and reserved than his colleague," Rajah Tej Singh," com­
mented on the severity of the conrtitions." 

"I replied that, if they refused to accept the terms which the 
Governor-General offered, the Maharajah and thelllselves would be 
entirely at his mercy, and I had no authorit.y to say that they 
would be entitled to receive any allowance whatever." 

" If they did not subscribe to the conditions, I could not promise 
that any consideration would be shown to them." 

"After much more parley, during whi ch I convinced them of 
my resolute det.ermination to yield ~10 po~nt, they.expressed th eir 
willin O"ness to ~ngn the Paper, and slgned lt accordmgly, not with­
out evident sorrow and repugnance on the par(of the Dewan."* 

Thus the British Commissioner who presented the "Terms" for 
siO"nature, as also in a passage quo ted, with singu1 ar misappreben­
si~n of its bearings, by the writer of the Times article, S1.1 bstantially 
admits the terror, on behalf of their Prince as well as of their own 
future, by which the Councillors of Regency were compelled to 
accede to the " Terms". " The ]Japer ," says the Commissioner, 
"was then handed to the Mahal'n:jah, who immediately affixed his 
signature. The alacrity wi.th which he took the papers when 
offered was a matter o[ rcmark to all, and suggests the idea th at 

'i' l'~wj(WU j'((Pe1"o, 18·10, Pl!. 640, 650, 653. 
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possibly he had beeu iDsLructed bJ~ hi~ advisers that ::tny show of 
l1esitatioll min'ht lead to the SubstltntlOu of terms less favourable 
than those which he had been offered."* 

"His advisers," ns we have just seen, had, in fact, been t~ll'e.at­
ened witl1 "the substitution of terms" amounting to proscl'lptlOn 
and min for themselves and their infauL Prince. 

As for the c1emeanolll' and impressions of the Maharajah him­
self, llnd "the alacrity" 01' levity, with which he "took the pape~'s", 
and " affixed his signature", it is enough to say that he wa, fL chIld, 
ele\'en years of age, and incnpable of forming a judgment in such 
matters. 

Here is the full text of the" Terms", dated the 29th of Match 
.l849, "granted to the Maharajah Duleep Singh", which will ~e 
fOllllll at p, 653 of the Pnlljcl7lb Pap(W8 of 1849; and at pp. 269, 
270, vol. ii, of the Oollection commonly called Aitchison's 
T1'catics :t-

"1. His Highness the Mah,traj ,th Dnleep Singh shall resign for him­
self, his heirs, and his successors, all right, title, and claim to the Sove-' 
reignty of the Punjaub, or to any Sovereign Power whatever. 

"n. All the property of t.he State, of whatever description, and 
\I'heresoever found, shall be confiscated to the Honourable East India 
Compn.ny, in part payment of the debt due by the State of Lahore to 
the British Government, and of the expenses of the war. 

"III. 'l'he gem called the Roh-i-noor, which was taken from Shah 
Shooja. ool-Moolk by Maharajah liunjeet Singh, shall be surrendered by 
t he Mahar:tjah of Lahore to the Queen of England. 

"IV. His Highness Duleep Singh shall receive, from the Honourable 
East Indin CompallY, for the support of himself, his relatives, and the 
servants of the State, n pension not less than four, and Bot exceeding 
Bve, lak hs of Compnny's B.upees pel' an num. 

"V. His High ness shall be treated IV ith respect and honour. He 
shall retain the title of Maharajah Duleep Singh Bahadoor ; and he shall 
continue to receive, during his life, snch portioq of the above-nn.med 
pension as mn.y be allotted to himself personally, provided he shall re­
main ouedient to the Bl'iti h (iovernmellt, and shall reside at such place 
as t he Governor-General of India may select." 

The British Goyernment remained Guaruian of the Maharajah 
after the annexation; and, since he attained his majority, as 
before, has always exercised the right of interpreting the "Terms", 
and of allotting the pellsion prescribed by Article IV. Assum.ing 
tha~ the as~ert~on of this right is quite legitimate, and actually un­
aVOIdable, lt stIll outiht to be exercised with a sense of honoura1Jle 
responsibilit.y, and cannot fairly be exempt from. reasonable inquiry 
and becoming representations hy the other party, the Maharajah 
Dnleep . ingh, who sin'ned the Terms of 1849. The Maharajah is 

.::. Ante, p. 98, Pall/aub Pape7's, 18'*9, p. 652. 
-t Calcutta, 1863. L' udon: Longmans and Co. 

R 
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entitled and bound in honour and in duty to plead on behalf of 
his own interests under that instrument, the Terms of 1849, and 
on behalf, likewise, of those for whom as well as for himself he 
was made to sign,-" his heirs and successors". 

Just because no other power could intervene or arbitrate be­
tween the parties to the "Terms" of 1849, - just because the 
Maharajah Duleep Singh was and is the weaker party, unable to 
resist or to appeal to any external authority,-the British Govern­
ment was bound, legally and morally, to interpret and execute those 
Terms with something more than scrupulous integrity. The 
weaker party is entitled, by accepted maxims of international and 
common law, to the most liberal interpretation of the engagements 
in question,-not from any sentimental considerations of pity or 
generosity, but on the reasonable ground that the stronger party, 
having been able to do so, must be assumed to have imposed the 
strictest and most severe terms that were politic and prudent at the 
time, and cannot be allowed, at any subsequent period of advantage, 
to enhance their stringency, or to diminish the benefits belonging 
to the weaker party. . 

It must not be supposed that the scrupulous administration of 
the annual "four lakh fund" is here impugned. The present 
writer has not the data before him. It would probably require 
t.he services of a competent accountant or actuary to settle wh eth er 
the Maharajah Duleep Singh has duly" received", in annual pay­
ments or special grants, "for himself, his relatives and the sel'van ts 
of the State", the maximum or the minimum amount prescl'iLed by 
Article IV of the Terms. Sir John Kaye, than whom no one 
could be better informed, while his language must have been 
somewhat restrained or chastened by his employment at the InL1ja 
Office, says:-

" The British Government bound themselves to pay the annual 
sum of forty or fifty thousand pounds to the boy-Prince and his 
family." 

And he adds in a 110te;-
"This is not the loose diction of doubt. The agreement was 

that the British Government should pay not less than four, 01' 

1110re than five lakhs of rupees."* 
The writer of the article in the Times raises the qnestion of the 

Maharajah's private and personal estate. Misapprehending once 
more, as it seems to me, the true bearings of his own ar,sll111 el1.t, 
he says that" there is no mention of private property in the tel'lIlS 
of settlement accepted by the Maharajah." Exactly,-" all t.he 
property of the State" is mentioned, and is ,( confiscated"; the Koh­
i-noor is mentioned, and" is surrendered"; if had been intended 
to exact any more private property, real or personal, it ought to 

". Kaye's Sepoy War, \'01. i, p: 47. 
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have been mentioned ill the terms of settlement. But" there is 
no mention of private property." 

Without a careful examination of public records, the details of 
the real amI personal property, to which the Maharajah had suc­
ceeued, and which was ill the custody of his Guardian when the . 
Terms were signed, and its disposal aftel' the anne ation, cannot 
be traced. 

The Maharajah Duleep Singh asserts in his letters to the Til1WS, 
that aWlOugh his private property is not confiscated under" the 
Terms", he has bcen prevented from receiving the rentals of the 
landed estates to which he h~td succeeded, which belonged to his 
family before his father attained to Sovereignty, and wllich were 
in his possession under British Guardianship in 1849.* He also 
states that although, under thc "Terms" of 1849, the personal 
property which he had inherited, and which was in his possession, 
under British Guardianship, i:; not confiscated, his jewels and 
plate, valued at about £250,000, were actually seized in tlle 
Palace at Lahore, and given as prize-money to our troops.t 

There certainly is not, as the Wl'iter in the l'i1?~es observes, any 
mention of private property in the" Terms". There is, therefore, 
no confiscation of I rivate propl?l'ty. "All property of tite State, 
of whatever description", havillg been conhscated by Article II, 
the Maharajah, under Article III, personally "surrendered" to 
the Queen of England" the gem called the Koh-i-noor." It is 
not confiscated, but is given, by the Maharajah personally, to the 
Queen in person. If this gem had been the" property of the 
State" it wOl.ud have been confiscate 1 under Article II. 

In 1849, besides the Koh-i-noor, the M?harajah Duleep Singh 
was in possession of many other gems, which he did not "sur­
render". The Koh-i-noOl' was one article in a large collection of 
jewels, valued, without th~t ulll'.ivalled gem, at something like 
£250,000. The contents of the Jflwel-room were not State pro­
perty, 01' they would, including the Koh-i-lloor, have been confis­
cated under ATticle II. They were not surrendered by the Mahn­
rajah Duleep Singh, but they weI' seized by tile Government of 
fuili~ . 

If the :Maharajah's personal assent or authority was required for 
the Sl1l'renc1er and assignment of the Koh-i-noor, it must haye 
been n1so required for the assignment of the remaining jewels A-llll 

]Jersonal property. B.ut .110 such assent o~' a?thority was given. 
Thorofore the appro! natJOl1 of the Maharajah s personal Iropert)' 
hy LorJ Dalhousie ",as entirely unauthorised allcl un wanantablc. 

The fact that the contents of the jewel-room were known to ll() 

the M~harajah's private pI' perty.and ~ot State property, is fll1'­
tllCrl1101'C proved by Lorcl Da.lho~lsl0.Ilavlllg takeu upon hImself,. ill 
tlte arbitrary process of chstn butlOl1, to allow the Maharajah 

.::. Ante, pp. 95, 101, 102. 'I" Ante, pp, 93,95, 101. 
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Duleep Singh to retain about a twelfth part of the Palace jewels, 
valued at about £20,000, for his own use.* These jewels weq·e 
certainly not presented to Hi.s Highness as a gift; they were 
simply left in his possession. 

What, then, became of the rest of thc .iewcls which wcre taken 
out of his possession? It is understood that they were thrown 
into a Prize Fund for the troops engage 1 in the Punjallb cam­
paign. If so, it was a flagrant malversation of property; for, 
whether considered as public 01' private, the contents of the -Palace 
jewel-room could not possibly come under the head of lawful 
Prize. The Prize or booty of an army is property taken from an 
cnemy in some operation of war, as on the field of battle, or in the 
storm of a town. There was no fighting in or near the city of 
Lahore. The Maharajah Duleep Singh was not an enemy. He 
was the Ally and Wad of the Britii:ih Government, and was so 
proclaimed and upheld throughout the rebellion. His Palace, his 
possessions, and his person had been for three years ill charge of 
the British Resident at J-Jahore, and so continued until the date of 
t.he "Terms" of 1849. 

If these things be so, it would certainly seem that, over and 
above and beyond the demands avowed in the Terms of 1849, 
J-,ord DalhouBie, immediately after their conclusion, enforced cer­
tain exactions at the expense and to the detriment of the Maha­
rajah Duleep Singh, which were not imposed or sanctioned by 
those Terms. 

If these things be so, whatever might have been his position, had 
he and his advisers been exposed to the" mercy" of Lord Dalhousie 
by any want of "alacrity" in signing the Terms of 1849,t the Ma.: 
harajah Duleep Singh, appealing to these Terms, is in the position 
of a person with whom a bargain was made, and from whom much 
more than the proper proceeds of that bargain have been extorted. 
And his l)osition, on legal and moral principles, is not weaker but 
stronger, because, at the time of the bargain being made, he was 
an infant and the weaker party, nor because the stronger party, at 
the time of the bargain being made, and £01' several subsequent 
ycars, was the infant's Guardian and Trustee. 

'.- Ante, p. 95. t Ante, p. 101. 
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