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PREFACE AND ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

It all began in 1967 with an interest in 0ld Haileybury - the East India
College. Upon discovering, however, that a number of scholars had raised
and answered most of the questions I had about this school unique in the
annals of education, I diverted my attention to a small group of Hailey-
burians working in the land of their.destiny - India. The subject ap-

" peared manageable by focussing attention on James Thomason. I discovered
that he was popularly identified as the founder of a school of settlement
officers, all of whom had been at Haileybury in the 1820s and 1830s. This
Thomason school seemed to suggest a case study of pre-Victorian capacities
to integrate expansionist, reforming, and evangelical motives into a pro-
fessed civilizing mission in India.

Hence this dissertation represents an attempt to do for Haileybury
what oéhers have done for utilitarians, evangelicals, and missionaries
in India. Since it was necessary to telescope the thesis, I concentrated
on that part of India where and that period of Indian history when Hailey-
burians as such made their most significant contributions, at least by
popular consent, namely the North-Western Provinces and the Punjab, in
the decades preceding the Mutiny.’

While the copious footnotes and tiographical data testify to the
initial and abiding interest in 0ld Haileybury, this is by no means a
study in the nineteenth-century proconsular style. I felt, however, that
one could not obtain a complete grasp of the administrative policies of

the Haileyburians without looking at the men themselves. Taken alone,
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only a small number might be considered worthy of full-scale biogra-
phies. As a group, the Thomasonians represent some of the best of the
Indian Civil Service, as contemporaries and moderns have seen them. Per-
haps this approach will arouse interest in other groups of Haileyburians
or in graduates of Addiscombé, the Company's military 'seminary'.

I am deeply indebted to Charles Murray Johnston, Professor of
History at McMaster University in Hamilton, Ontario, who advised ;e s0
helpfully during the past three years. His lot was made more diffi-
cult because so much of the supervision had to be undertaken by corres-

-pondence. I am grateful to Professors G. S. French and E. M. Beame of
the same Department of History for their advance reading of the thesis
and their helpful comments.

I could not have undertaken the research required for this dis-
sertation without the assistance of a generous award in 1968 from the
Canada Council, renewable for the sumzmer months of 1969 and 1970. The
Committee of the Marjorie Young Bell Fund at Mount Allison University,
Sackville, New Brunswick, assisted me with expenses in 1967 and 1969.
Everywhere the Librarians have been most helpful, not least in the Har-
vard College Library, where I began my search, the Scottish Record Of-
fice, the India Office Library, and that of the Church Missionary Society.

When it came to the spelling of Indian place rames, which posed
a problem, I decided to follow modern Indian historians as consistently
as possible, knowing that I would not find uniformity among them. Sinée
many still use Punjab for Panjab and Benares for Banares, for example,

I ﬁade these and a number of other exceptiozns.

' Peter Penner, August 1970.
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INTRODUCTION

In 1953 and 1955 Philip Mason did rough justice to the Founders of Bri-
tish India under the Company, as well as to the Guardians under the
Crown.1 He included a whole host of men prominent in the ICS but not
chosen during the 1890s for the Rulers of India series.2 This disser-
tation attempts to do justice to some of those 'founders' in a way that
contrasts sharply with the approach of Michael Edwardes. In spite of
his attempt to popularize the British-in-India theme, his attitude
towards the 'founders' remains a disdainful one. He wrote in 1958 that
the contemporaries of John Lawrence at Haileybury College and in India

"read like a hagiography of Empire, if we could only bother to remember

then".3 This dissertation bothers about some of them. It is not con-
cerned to find the Tommy Atkins-type among them, or to recomnsider the

role of aristocratic governors.h It concerns itself with some of the

1Philip Mason Woodruff (Woodruff was & pseudonym which he appears
to have discarded), The Men Who Ruled India (1963 ed.), two volumes.

2Three Haileyburians, whose story forms a substantial part of
this dissertation - James Thomason, John Lawrence and John Russell Col-
vin - were treated in that series, written in the 1890s when late Vic-
torians preoccupied themselves with Empire. Thomason and Colvin had
Haileyburians as authors, Richard Temple and Auckland Colvin.

3See The Necessary Hell: John and Henry Lawrence and the Indian
Empire (1958), 50. With more than a half-dozen titles in print, this
author appears to be writing from secondary sources and tends to rein-
force for modern readers the generalizations about utilitarians, the
Henry Lawrence school in the Punjab, the authoritarian liberals in the
post-Mutiny period, to mention a few.

hRudyard Kipling tended to elevate the men of the line, heénce
his "Tommy Atkins" to introduce his barrack-room ballads, and his poem
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sons of upper middle class families who were nominated to the East
India College, Haileybury, for service in India, and who became note-
worthy as a result. This thesis attempts to get beneath the surface
generalizations, to strip away the hagiographical attributions, where
necessary, and to view the men and their setting strictly from a pre-
Mutiny perspective.

Another aspect of this neglect is the dearth of studies of the
administrative policies of the men governing Indian provinces in the
quarter century before the Mutiny of 1857. Many studies have concluded
at the years 1833 to 1835,5 as if those who served in India subsequent-
ly, except for John Lawrence's early career, were insignificant. If the
men selected for this study came to subsequent notice, it was only be-
cause of their chance involvement in the Hutiny.6 One must of course
acknowledge the existence of a number of post-Mutiny studies of some
Haileyburians, who rose to high positions at the close of their Indian

4

careers.’ The fate of James Thomason's generation has been less fortu-

entitled "Tommy". John Beechcroft, ed., Kipling, a Selection of his
Stories and Poems (New York, 1956), II, 417, 491-2.

For example, C. H. Philips, The East India Company, 1784-1834
(1940) ; Imtiaz Husain, Land Revenue Policy in North India (1801-33)
(1967); and David Kopf, British Orientalism and the Bengal Renaissance:
The Dynamics of Indian Modernization 1783-1835 (Berkeley, 1969).

6Note the two books published by A. Constable in 18%94: F. C.
Danvers, Memorials of Old Haileybury College, and Col. H. M. Vibart,
Addiscombe: Its Heroes and Men of Note. Addiscombe, the Company's
“hilitary Seninary" located south of London, at Croydon, trained cadets
from 1809 to 1861. Even MOHC has a section entitled "Record of Active
Service of 0ld Haileyburians During the Mutiny", 581-638.

7As the bibliography will indicate, Richard Temple and John
Lawrence have been the subject of recent studies by G. R. G. Hambly and
Mark Naidis. But there are no recent studies of other Haileyburianms.




nate, for there do not appear to be any recent studies, either biograph-
ical or administrative, involving individuals or groups of civilians
leaving Haileybury to serve in the pre-Mutiny period.

Quite different has been the lot of Charles Metcalfe's contem-
poraries. Historianﬁ have succeeded in fostering the image of a quart-
ette of justly famous administrators - Metcalfe, Thomas Munro, John
Malcolm, and Mountstuart Elphinstone - who are made to dominate the de-
cade before Bentinck and Macaulay, without benefit of Haileybury and
Addiscombe.9 On the contrary, Haileyburians such as Frederick Currie,
George Clerk, and Henry M. Elliot, who served with distinction in the
same line of work, still await biographies or group studies. The mili-
tary rulers of India, particularly those who concerned themselves with
the suppression of Indian customs - social and criminal - which horri-
fied the English mind,1o provided relatively sensational copy. These
'men of action' who figured prominently in the various campaigns against
Sikh, Afghan, and Sindian, whether ultimately as heroes or scapegoats,

have received perhaps more attention than they dese:gved.11 The civil

8Cf. Chapter One, reference # 2.

Fsee K. Ballhatchett, Social Policy in Western India, 1817-30
{re Elphinstone] (1957); T. H. Beaglehole, Thomas Munro and the Deve-
lopment of Administrative Policy in Madras (1966); D. N. Panigrahi,
Charles Metcalfe in India: Ideas and Administration, 1806-35 (1968).
There does not appear to be a recent work on Malcolm, except in the ex-
tended reference in Mason's The Founders. Cf. B. S. Cohn's biblio-
graphic essay, as listed.

10For example, G. Bruce, The Stranglers: The Cult of Thuggee
and its Overthrow in British India (1968).

11J. D. Cunningham, author of A History of the Sikhs (1966 re-
print of his 1849 work) has been favoured with four recent articles by
Indian scholars in an effort to rescue him from the disgrace into which




administrators, however, especially the school of settlement officers
associated with James Thomason, have received only scattered references.
When one considers the prominent place the NWP held in the minds of the
ICS and Anglo-Indians12 generally, particularly as a result of the emer-
gence of Robert Mertins Bird and Thomason as its chief land settlement
officers, one wonders at such neglect. This dissertation attempts to
retrieve the Thomasonian school from the biographical footnotes and
allusions to their policies, and to bring biography and policy together
into a unified study.

This falls,as a result, into the category of a British-in-
India-impact study, quite deliberately limited to the impact a relative-
ly small group of men made on the NWP and the Punjab. Those selected
are the Haileyburians who became associated with Bird and Thomason, and
who became founding rulers of the Company-governed Empire of India.

Whereas it would not have been possible to limit the study to those

trained at Haileybury, if an earlier period had been considered, it was

feasible when the quarter century before the Mutiny was taken. By this
time virtually all those who had risen to places of responsibility and

eminence in the civil service were covenanted* civilians trained at Hail-

Dalhousie cast him for alleged dishonourable conduct in the use of govern-
ment sources. Perhaps the best of these is S. S. Bal's "Cunningham's
History of the Sikhs'", BPP, LXXXIII (1963), 112-30.

12The term "Anglo-Indian" in this paper refers to Englishmen in
India or to careerists in retirement in England.

*The term "covenanted" indicates the special status of the Hailey-
burian vis-3-vis the Company. For example, Henry Carre Tucker of this
paper was in effect.a bonded civil servant of the Company in that two per-
sons acted as "sureties'" for him in the amount of several thousand pounds.
Hence Tucker was covenanted (indentured) to discharge faithfully the duties

.assigned to him in India. He could not seek additional income from private

trading. Among other things, he could not divulge the Company's affairs -
considered secret - unless authorized to do so. Cunningham, above - an
Addiscombian - was accused, perhaps wrongfully, of having broken his cove-

nant. For Tucker's Covenant, see 0/1/109, Book of Indentures, # 3666 - IOR.
Emphasis mine.



eybury. Not only was the topic practicable; it was entirely admissible.
Earlier, Haileyburians shared the spotlight with pre-Haileybury men;
later, after the closing of the school in 1857, they came to be increa-
singly compared with the so-called "competition-wallahs".13 In marked
contrast, the years from 1830 to the Mutiny belonged to the Hailey-
burians, and the administration of the NWP and the Punjab to the Thom-
asonians. For the men who helped to conquer, administer, and '"save"
Northern India were precisely the men who reflected the Haileybury

esprit de corps best of all, if Philip Mason is a guide for moderns.

One of the chief problems in attempting to characterize a
generation such as Thomason's is labelling the package. What, if any-
thing, distinguished them from those of Metcalfe's generation who also
served in the mofussil?“+ How did they differ, for example, from the
"British Orientalists' who form the subject of David Kopf's recent
study? Were they 'modernizers' or 'westernizers'? That is, were they
acculturated as orientalized Europeans, or pure anglicizers determined
to assimilate Indians to English ways? And what influence had the Eng-
lish reform movement which characterized pre- and early-Victorian Eng-
land on those Haileyburians whose apprenticeship in India coincided
with that movement? If they were reformers, what labels are to be at-
tached to them? The Liberal Toryism of 1822, the Whiggish Reformism

of 1830~35, or the Tory paternalism of this gemeral period, as epito-

3. o. Trevelyan, Letters of a Competition Wallah (1866).

14This is the hinterland, the provinces and districts behind
the foremost cities, such as Agra and Benares, Hobson-Jobson.




mized by Lord Shaftesbury? Or the ostensible utilitarianism of the
Radicals in Parliament, the Toryism of Robert Peel in 1835, or the 1lib-
eral-tory Peelite following of the same minister in 1846217

Out of this bewildering array of possibilities one might select
utilitarianism. Was this really a dominant characteristic of the men
in question? A whole school of thought has been erected around the ca-
reers of Bentinck and Macaulay. It has been all too readily assumed
that they and their generation of civilian administrators were radically
influenced by the utilitarians., Eric Stokes, for example, saw Thomason
and his peers as paternalists whose reforming views, however, were
basically utilitarian#16 Kopf has helpfully suggested an alternative
in the concepts of modernization and westernization as contrasting
poles to which Anglo-Indians gravitated. While Stokes rightly saw Thom-
ason as a paternalist, he presumed too much in the way of utilitarian
influence, both at Haileybury and in India under men like Holt Macken-
zie. From Thomason's own succinctly-articulated land and education
policies - as well as Richard Temple's evaluation of his first mentor -
it will become clear that Thomason's emphasis leaned toward moderni-

17

zation, that is, to an Anglo-Indian acculturation. Westernization
(Europeanization or Anglicization) which implied replacement rather than

improvement of Indian institutions was not Thomason's approach. He

15See Kopf, "Introduction'", 1-9; and E. L. Woodward, The Age
of Reform, 1815-70 (1962, 2nd ed.), 88ff, where most of these cate-
gories are defined.

16

Eric Stokes, The English Utilitarians and India (1959), 118-9.

17Tenple. James Thomason (1893).




seemed willing to accept limitations in the degree to which he was likg-
ly to change Indian society in spite of the fact that his whole evan-
gelical upbringing and private religious persuasion demanded such change.
Convincing proof of his modernizing tendencies is to be found in
his concern to provide social stability by reviving in the Doab18 the
ancient village communities. In this he must be seen, not as an inno-

19 Underlying this

vator, but as a conservator of the best traditioms.
was a strong anti-aristocratic bias, so evident in the following of Bird
and Thomason, as will be shown in this dissertation. It is.an oral tra-
dition in the family20 that Thomason, had he remained in England, would
have been anti-protectionist. To put it another way, if Thomason had had
to choose between Robert Peel and John Bright, who had differing motives
for their anti-landlord stand in the 1840s, Thomason would have followed

Peel. For Thomason seemed to belong to that relatively small body of

upper middle class families in England and Scotland which - because of
18

The land between the two rivers, the Ganges and the Jumna, from
Hardwar southward in an inverted crescent to Allahabad.

19Temple, 126.

ZOC. Thomason Beckett told the writer that Thomason, his fore-
bear, inherited the tradition of the squireson (or squarson) - a combi-
nation of squire and parson - from his parents. His father was an evan-
gelical minister; his paternal grandmother a Quaker. At the head of his
mother's family (Fawcett) stood a squire solicitous of the lower classes
having "the duty and the desire to do good". Thomason's own marriage to
& Grant taught him the values of property, for a close relation had a
'lairdship' in Scotland. Beckett summed up Thomason's political stance
as follows: while he was conservative and orthodox in theology, he was
almost a "Cam Hobhouse [Broughton] liberal" in politics; not Whig nor
Tory, but Liberal [perhaps Peelite], who was against the "selfish Tory
way of life, which was identified with landlordism". This made him
suspect to the "Tory world [class]". Major-General Beckett-Penner inter-
view in London, 16 May 1969. Cf. Mrs. Patricia James' general assess-
ment of Haileyburians in Chapter Two. '



its intimate association with India - found itself under attack from
influential elements in the aristocracy, the philosophical radicals,

and the Manchester School. In any case, everything Thomason did towards
the encouragement of village communities, whether with respect to kind-
ling the property instinct, or fostering indigenous vernacular education
and upward mobility from the grass roots, was designed to strengthen the
arcadian element and the agricultural economy. He seemed concerned to
secure the base of the social pyramid rather than to concentrate on
élitist or middle class elements in Indian society.

According to Mason the design to prepare Indians for self-
government was far more deliberately rationalized in the first third of
the century than in the second, that is, during Thomason's generation.21
As a generalization, this must stand. Thomason seems, however, to have
been desirous of fostering self-government at the village community
level, as Part Two will indicate.

Allied to these questions is that of Haileybury's influence on
Thomason's generation. Mason indirectly put forward the thesis that the
East India College had the desired effect of fitting young men for Ind-
ian service, particularly while that empire was still expanding in the
period under consideration. The 'writers' who went out before Hailey-
bury training became both available and mandatory laboured under disad-
vantages by comparison. Haileybury attempted to give the young men who
mingled there for four terms spread over two years both general and

special education. Above all, in the words of Mason, it fostered "a

21Mason, I, 14. Cf. Francis Hutchins, The Illusion of Perma-
nence: British Imperialism in India (Princeton, 1967), chapter two.




close family spirit, a unity of interest". 1Its graduates were able to
"overrun" and administer India because they '"strove together" to serve
Company, Crown, and above all, the TEAH!22

Did Haileybury give merely a general education in European sub-
jects and special training in Oriental languages?z3 Or did it foster a
unifying perspective on life in general and on service in India in par-
ticular? Aside from these questions, which are taken up in Chapter One,
there is the related question of equal importance regarding the academic
and moral discipline attributed to the school under its last two prin-
cipals. Did their influence have the effect of elevating the school a-
bove the criticisms which plagued its early years, and up to the heights
envisaged for such a school by Lord Wellesley‘?al+ And to return to an
earlier question, did it help to create British Orientalism in England
as Wellesley's CFW did in India, at least in its early years?25

It has been asserted recently, in what appears to be an authori-

tative study, that the bases for a significant reform in the land settle-

22Mason, I, 280-6. With reference to the training received Mason
wrote: "Certainly it was a scrambling, illogical, English sort of way of
teaching statesmen, but with a good deal of help from Providence it did
work."

23The Orientals were Indian languages or those widely used in
India, for example, Persian. Sanskrit came in the first term, with
Persian next, and then Hindustani. That was the compulsory minimum.
Europeans included classical languages and mathematics; law, both Eng-
lish and Indian; also a new science, political economy, introduced by
Thomas'R. Malthus; and history. Ibid. See Chapter One.

ZuThoso were Charles Webb Le Bas (1838-44) and Henry Melvill
(1844-57). The earlier ones were Samuel Henley (1806-15) and J. H. Bat-
ten (1815-37). All were Church of England clergymen.

25See Chapter One. Kopf's study suggests that the CFW was a
"pivotal unit for cultural change'", 6. Since Kopf's book has appeared
it is imperative that Haileybury College undergo a full-scale study.
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ment were really laid by Holt Mackenzie and Bentinck, and that Robert
Bird only completed what they had designed.26 Moreover, Bird could be
said to have called together the men who settled the districts between
1833 and 1841, and from this it could follow that Thomason has very
little claim to be called the master of a school of settlement officers.
While this may be true in part, it is a fact that Thomason, who had al-
ready gained an ascendant position in the thinking of his contemporaries,
was handpicked to succeed Bird, who retired in 1842. Since he then be=-
came Lieutenant-Governor and stayed in office for a decade from 1843, it
naturally followed that those who favoured the land settlement of Mac-
kenzie, Bird, and Thomason linked themselves with him and came to be
called his disciples. It is also true that the significant departures
from the Cornwallis and Miunro settlements in the NWP may best be seen
during the career of Thomason. For he consolidated those changes in

his Directions for Settlement Officers and Collectors. Moreover, since

it was assumed that the village system would be equally applicable to the
Punjab, the Directions were merely reprinted in an adapted form for the

Punjab officers.27

Since Thomason's men were taken to rule the Punjab,
it is understandable that they would take with them whatever they con-
sidered applicable to that newly-annexed quarter of British India.

If there was an identifiable Thomason school, then it is impera-

26According to Husain their practical guide was not James Mill
as asserted generally, but the results of the trial and error period
from 1801. See Husain, chapter four, 136ff and 252.

27These were prepared first, as outlined in Chapter Four, be-
tween 1844 and 1849.
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tive, in view of a recent article on the subject.28 to demonstrate the
very direct connection between this school and the Punjab system. For
"the origins of the Punjab system" do not lie only with Dalhousie or
perhaps Henry Lawrence, as has been asserted. They are also found sig-
nificantly in the career of James Thomason. John Marshman saw this
clearly. Although somewhat swept away in his admiration of what he
thought he saw at Lahore, he at least had the connecting links between
Calcutta, Agra, and Lahore straight in 1853 when he wrote John Bright,
éne of the severest critics.: of British India, about the origins of the
Punjab system: "A body of civil officers, trained in the Thomason
school, was drafted into the Punjab and the Governor-General [Dal-
housie] planted himself at Simla . . . to superintend the construction
of this new machinery of government, and the happy result of this com-
bination of experience, talent and energy, has been the formation of
the administration the like of which has never been seen in India, and
which looks more like a picture of the imagination than a tangible re-
ality."29 The Thomason-Dalhousie letter530 more than bear this out. It
is because historians have failed to see the Punjab administration as
an extension northward of Thomason's men and policies that he has been

neglected. Surely it must be conceded, to return to an earlier point, that

28Naidis. "John Lawrence and the Origins of the Punjab System",
BPP, LXXX (1961), 38-46.

2%;. c. Marshman, Letter to John Bright (1853, 2nd ed.), 13.

3oThere are more than 100 letters going each way between Dal-
housie and Thomason in the Dalhousie Muniments (Papers). These cover
the years from 1848 to 1853.
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those who completed the settlement of the NWP and then pacified and
settled the Punjab are as important as the earlier administrators.31
Hence is offered this study of a school of officers identified with
Thomason and with the Punjab system as organized by Dalhousie and one
" of the Thomasonians; John Lawrence.

As to organization, it appears best to divide the dissertation:
"The James Thomason 'School' in Northern India, 1822-1853: A‘Biograph-
ical and Administrative Study'", into two parts. 1In Fhis way, the pro-
blems involved can readily be isolated and analyzed, and where possible,
generalized into theses. It is hoped that the attempt to see connections
between the Haileyburians as men and as administrators will be faciii-
tated, not obscured, by this division. Since the primary stress is on
English gentlemen working in India, they may be seen first in the bio-
graphical section as the kind of civilians Auckland, Hardinge and Dal-
housie prized as a group and then secondly, as bélonging to a school
trained by James Thomason working the land settlement, attempting to ele-
vate the peasant intellectually and spiritually, and helping to moderate
the ill effects of drought. These aspects of their careers, to be dis-
cussed in Part Two, form only an illustrative part of their imperial

administration.

)

-

31H. G. Keene, a Haileyburian of '46, in his review of H. Morse
Stephen's article on the East India College in the CR (1901), 79, re-
ferred to the great difficulty civilians encountered during the first
20 years of Victoria's reign (1837-57) in receiving recognition for ser-
vices rendered. The issue of awards and titles was first posed by
Ellenborough on behalf of George Clerk and by Dalhousie on behalf of H. M.
Elliot, and then of course John Lawrence. Thomason (1853) and Colvin
(1857) both died undecorated. '
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As to sources, in this dissertation the writings of Hailey-
burians, Addiscombians, and other Anglo-Indians, from khé period in
question up to the 1860s and 1870s, are used as consistently as possible
as the principal source for narrative, analysis, interpretation, and
self-criticism. They provide the touchstone for an assessment of old
and new generalizations, for example, about the insularity of the caste
of civilians bred by Haileybury, or the inadequacy of Haileyﬂury'g
training, and the greater success of 'competition', or the substantial

influence of utilitarianism, to mention a few.



PART ONE: BIOGRAPHY



CHAPTER I
The Haileyburian of Thomason's Generation

James Thomason and his close associates may best be seen against a back-
ground chapter on the Haileyburian, the young man nominated to the East
India College founded in 1806 and located near Hoddeston and Ware, in
Hertfordshire, twenty miles north of London. What was the background from
which he came, what training did he receive at Haiiéybury} and what pro-
spects awaited him in India? This chapter attempts to deal with back-
ground and training, while a presentation of the careers of the Thoma-
sonians is left to later chapters, beginning with one on Thomason.

While the social, religious, and political background provided
considerable homogeneity, there was some heterogeneity in educational
preparation for Haileybury. The most recent studies of the young men -
adolescents in the modern sense - trained at the College for service in
India, have concluded that from 1806 to 185?1 some fifty to sixty inter-
related families contributed '"the vast majority" of the civil servants
who governed India until the competitives in the 1870s gradually dis-
placed them in key positions.2 Bernard S. Cohn found that this re-

stricted group in English society - upper middle class - drawn together

1Haileybury College trained approximately 2,000 young men be-
tween 1806 and 1857. These years corresponded closely to the life span
of James Thomason, 1804-53, who attended Haileybury 1820-22. 1In this
paper he will be referred to as of the class of '22 ('22).

2Cohn, Professor of History at the University of Chicago, kindly

‘gave permission to utilize the results of his research. Two of his
articles have been most valuable: "Recruitment and Training of the Bri-

1
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by economic and cultural interests which were frequently cemented by
intermarriage, was centered chiefly in London, also iﬂ certain com—A
mercial families and landed groups in Scotland and south-east England.3
This monopoly for the deployment of some of England's fortunate
youth to civil service in India developed from the patronage system.
Direct ties of blood and marriage accounted for twenty-three percent of
the appointments made to Haileybury between 1809 and 1850.5'~For example,
Henry St. G. Tucker, a Director of the East India Company from about

1826 to 1850, saw five of his sons appointed to Haileybury and India.6

Far more numerous were the appointments made for a variety of reasons

tish Civil Service, 1600-1860", in Asian Bureaucratic Systems edited
by Ralph Braibanti (Durham, 1966), 87-140; and "The British in Benares:
A Nineteenth Century Colonial Society", CSSH, IV (1961-62), 168-199.
Other helpful contributions to be considered in this connection are
Mason's volumes, already mentioned, and H. Morse Stephen, "The East
India College at Haileybury", in A. L. Lowell, Colonial Civil Service
(New York, 1900), 233-346,

BCohn. "Recruitment", 110-111. Cohn found (see Table 5, p. 108,
Ibid.) that 27 percent lived in Marylebone (today's Baker Street and
Regent Park area); another 27 percent came from the remainder of England,
including the Clapham Common, today part of Greater London; while 23
percent were born in India; more than 12 percent in Scotland; and more
than 4 percent in Ireland.

uIt is not the concern of this paper to deal with the patronage
system in England. The authors listed above as well as C. H. Philips,
The Fast India Company, have done so. The patronage system in India
over which the Directors at home had little or no control is a matter
of concern.

5See Table 3 of Cohn, "Recruitment'", 105.

6E. L., "In Memoriam: H. Carre Tucker'", CMI (1876); and John W.
Kaye, The Life and Corresvondence of H. St. G. Tucker (1854), S54.
H. M. Stephen claimed in 1900 that the grosser forms of nepotism '"were
checked by the foundation of Haileybury and Addiscombe and a fuller
knowledge of Indian conditions", 249.
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covered by the term "friendship".7 Over half of the nominees received
the prospect of an Indian career from Directors who had places in their
gift and were willing to favour friends and acquaintances. For example,
John Hudlestone, a Director between 1803 and 1826,8 who had seen service
in India, offered a place at Haileybury to John Lawrence. He had already
given military appointments to three of his older brothers, sons of

9

Alexander Lawrence. According to R. Bosworth Smith, Hudlestone used

his influence and patronage privileges "with a single eye for the benefit
of those among whom the best years of his life had been passed".10

While thirty-five percent of the Haileybury nominees were sons of Com-
pany personnel - civilian and military - the considerations of "friend-

1
ship" extended to business men, and to the sons of gentlemen 1 or of

clergy.12 This tightly-knit society headed by the Anglo-Indian Direction

7Cohn, "Recruitment”, 105.

8Philips, 336.

9Lt. Col. A. Lawrence, 1763[2?]-1835, DIB. The three sons were
Alexander, George, and Henry, the last-named prominent in this paper, as
well as John, a close friend of James Thomason, Resident at Lahore and

then President of the Board of Administration of the Punjab, 1849-53,

1OR. Bosworth Smith, Lord Lawrence (1883), I, 24-5.

11Richard Temple, a prominent Thomasonian, indicated that he was
simply the son of an English country gentleman, who had "no influential
connection, and without any social advantage beyond the ordinary de-
gree'", from the Preface of his The Story of My Life (1896), T, ix, xi.

12James Thomason, the key figure in this dissertation, was the
son of Thomas Truebody Thomason, a Company chaplain, a protégé of Charles
Simeon, Cambridge divine and prominent evangelical leader, who had al-
ready sent to India T. Thomason's friends Henry Martyn, David Brown,
Claudius Buchanan, and Daniel Corrie, all able exponents of the evan-
gelical way. Brown and Buchanan in 1800 were Wellesley's choices to
administer his short-lived College of Fort William (that is, as he had
conceived of it in the grand manner). The Indian administrators,
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of the Company, "bound by culture, economic interests and social re-
lations", almost completely excluded the sons of working_class families
as well as those of m'anufactu'rers;1

This portrait of the social background is largely borne out by
a reading of Walter Scott Seton-Karr. Himself a product of Haileybury
and only three years.in India when he wrote, he was particularly con-
cerned about the ability of Haileybury to "amalgamate the somewhat in-
congruous materials into one consistent republic".1h He belie;éd'that
Cambridge and Oxford moulded men with greater ease because the back-
grounds in education, if not in family, were less diverse in the old
schools than in Haileybury. He found that "the golden showers of the
Directors' patronage" often enriched unlikely places so as to bring ﬁen
to Haileybury whose thoughts were far removed from a career in India.
Could the College, he asked, adequately prepare for service those -
varying in age from "the schoolboy of sixteen to the full-grown citizen
of twenty" - who were "thrown promiscuously into.one and the same term"?
Seton-Karr, who remained a constructive critic of Haileybury, obviously
preferred those who had six to eight terms at Oxford and Cambridge, or

those who came from Rugby and Eton. Then, in order of desirability.

William Wilberforce Bird, and his brother Robert Mertins, friends of
James Thomason, both married daughters of David Brown.

13

Cohn, "Recruitment'", 110; "British in Benares", 174.
1“‘Seton-Karr., "The East India College, Haileybury", CR, IV

(1845), 3. Seton-Karr went to Haileybury in 1840 from Rugby, as did

Richard Temple. Richard N. Cust is the prominent Etonian of this paper.

Seton-Karr eventually became foreign secretary to the Viceroy in 1868.

A frequent contributor to the CR from 1845, he also wrote biographies

of Cornwallis and John Peter Grant.
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and perhaps malleability, came the "less-marked" individual from the
private academy. Much less esteemed by the Rugbeian, for éxample, was
the student who had passed the entrance examinations only by the "con-
tinued exertions of the regular Haileybury examiner'"., Certainly he pre-
ferred the student who had transferred from Addiscombe, who exchanged
"the sword and shield for the pen and toga'", to the crammed student.
Lastly, he noted the "Highland youth blooming as the very heather of
his native hills, and betraying by his silvery accents the land of his
birth". On this group whose educational preparation aﬁﬁeare@ too di-
versified to the mind of Seton-Karr depended not only '"the future
utility of the college itself', but also the executive government of
the English presidencies in India.15 W¥hether Haileybury was thought
able to meet the challenge is the subject of the next section of this
chapter.

From the above it is evident that current scholarship has seen
in Haileyburians a higher degree of homogeneity in social backgrounds
than did those who were, like Seton-Karr, among the more privileged as
well as able students. Bernard S. Cohn, from a longer perspective, has
seen Haileybury as forming the life-style of this upper middle class
which found its high vocation and status in India. He has argued that
as a result of being thrown together for a period of from one to three
years, these men formed ties with their social peers and acquired a

philosophy of life which set the tone for the civil service of

158eton-Karr. "Haileybury", 4-5. For examples of the diverse
educational backgrounds see the biographical chapters of this disser-
tation,
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India.16

Basic to this outlook was the "official doctrine" held with
varying degrees of tenacity and stated appropriately enough by Seton-
Karr at a dinner in Calcutta for Haileybury men in 1864, Referring to
the new competitives who were beginning to take leading administrative
positions in India, he expressed the hope that they would adopt and hold
with equal integrity the simple maxim that had governed Haileybury
thinking, that Englishmen were "bound to govern India in trust for the

7

natives and for India itself".1 According to Philip Mason, Hailey-
burians were also noted for "an independence of outlook, a readiness to
criticize and state an opinion, however unfavourable to the admini--
stration".18 The "outspoken service" was not without its representafives
among Thomasonians, but in most cases they preferred to hide their
criticisms from all but an in-érdup.19

While the family backgrounds can be traced from the occupations

of fathers and other data, the religious persuasion is not so readily

16

Cohn, "British in Benares", 181.

17Seton-Karr, Speech at the Haileybury Dinner, 23 January 1864,
12. Temple Papers. This speech was reprinted in MOHC, 90-95.

18Mason, The Founders, 287.
19Criticism was voiced in private and semi-official correspon-
dence, in journals (Cust Journals, for example), as well as in mofussil
(provincial] papers, and in the Calcutta Review, whose editors offered
their contributors anonymity. Was this part of that deliberate scheme

of 'news-management', as John Dickinson charged, which characterized The
Government of India Under a Bureaucracy? See his 1853 pamphlet under that
title, 2-6, where he insinuated that "secrecy" and "mystification'" was
part and parcel of governanceof India. Cf. Henry S. Boulderson's simi-
lar charge laid at the door of Bird and Thomason in connection with the
land settlement of the NWP. See Chapter Four.
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discernible. Doubtless one may assume that the vast majority of Hailey-
burians came from either Church of England or Church of Scotland fami-
lies.20 One may also assume that those directors and chairmen of the
Company who held strongly to any religious persuasion would tend to fa-
vour otherwise fit sons of friends and kinsmen who held a like one. Two
prominent men, already named, who were avowed evangelicals and who were
in the direction if not in the chairmanship of the Company from 1794 to
1826 were Charles Grant and John Hudleston. While their influence cor-
responded almost exactly with "“the age of Hilberforce",21 they may be
held responsible along with other evangelicals for the appointment of
many of the Thomasonians. The majority of them went to India between
1826 and 1831,%%

Cohn concluded that the evangelicals in the Direction were a
small coterie who, like the Clapham Sect, "looked to a moral and so-
cial revolution in behaviour and attitudes at home and the proselytizing

of Christianity overseas, particularly in India".23 Their influence was

2oGeorge Campbell said he early "“preferred the Presbyterian sy-
stem of my father to the episcopalian sacerdotalism of the Anglicans".
See his Memoirs of My Indian Career (1893), 7.

21See Ford K. Brown, The Fathers of the Victorians: The Age of
Wilberforce (1961). Wilberforce, the leader of the Clapham Sect and of
the "Saints" in politics and parliament, headed the abolition movement
from 1786 and died in 1833,

22For the detailed account of the Thomasonians see Chapter
Three of Part One.

23Cohn, "Recruitment", 110,
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reinforced at Haileybury itself, where Henry Melvill, considered one of
the foremost Church of England preachers of evangelical persuasion,
served as principal from 1844 to 1857. While the presence of evangeli-
cals on the professional staff was somewhat spotty, the religion of the
"Saints" was never as strongl& felt as ﬁnder Melvill, whose sermons to
departing civilians were long remembered. On the occasion of the last
"graduation", he said that he believed that many would in years.té come
"look back to Haileybury with gratitude and affection -and trace to some
lesson received within its walls much of their usefulness as men and
their consistency as Christians“.2

In many cases the evangelicals among the Haileyburians stan? re-
vealed, given the lack of other manuscript sources, in the Papers of the
North India Mission of the Church Missionary Society. Upon arriving at
their up-country destinations they tended to link ;hemselves with the
missionaries who, after 1813, had followed the advancing military and
civilian administrators up the Ganges River system. Drawn together by
outlook and common general aims, some of the civilians and missionafies
combined to form evangelical pockets in some of the chief centres of the
North-VWestern Provinces, where James Thomason was Lieutenant-Governor

from 1843 to 1853.25 For example, the Benares division saw the for;

2l‘For examples of Melvill's sermons, and responses to them, see

MOHC, 120-72.

25NOTE: Biographical information is drawn chiefly from the
Haileybury sources in the IOR, particularly the J/1 and 0/6 series;
from H., T. Prinsep's A General Register of the Civil Servants of the
Bengal Establishment, 1790-1842 (Calcutta, 1844); and MOHC. Unless
otherwise indicated, these were the sources used.
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mation of such a pocket. It was at Azamghar in this division where James
Thomason ('22) as collector and magistrate (1832-37) formed, with the as=
sistance of Robert Montgomery ('28) and H. Carre Tucker ('31), the nucleus
of his "school" of settlement officers. The Thornton brothers, John ('28)
and Edward Parry ('30), evangelicals and descendants of the Clapham Thorn-
tons,26 served as settlement officers during the 'thirties in the neigh-
bouring district of Gorakhpur. Robert M, Bird ('08), son-in-law of David
Brown, evangelical provost of the College of Fort William, worked in the
Benares division almost continuously from 1812 to 1831. George F. Edmon-

7 worked as a settlement

stone ('31), another Thomasonian evangelical,2
officer in several Benares districts from 1832 to 1843; Edward A. Reade
('26) became commissioner of the division in 1848; and H. C. Tucker, one
of the foremost Anglo-Indian evangelicals, succeeded him as commissioner
in 1852. It was Tucker who epitomized the evangelical character of the
administration of that division and who led in the support of the mis-
sionary college of Jay Narain.28

Other effective cells of evangelicals were established in Alla-

habad, where the Sadr Board of Revenue (SBR) had its seat under R. M.

26See E. M. Howse, Saints in Politics: The 'Clapham Sect' and
the Growth of Freedom (1953).

27G. F. Edmonstone was a son of Neil B. Edmonstone (1765-1841),
member of the Supreme Council, 1812-18 and a Director of the Company
during the decade of the 1820's, DIB.

28Cohn in his article, "British in Benares", has a relevant
section on the development of the missionary interest supported by
civilians of the Company, but he does not mention Carre Tucker of this
paper., For Tucker see Chapters Three and Five,
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Bird (1831-41) and at Agra, the seat of the Government of the North-
Western Provinces (NWP). One evangelical, who became a noted historian,
Henry M. Elliot ('27), served as secretary to the SBR from 1836 to
18#8.29 Another, prominent in this dissertation, Richard Temple ('46),
was first posted to work under E. P. Thornton in Allahabad (1849-51),
In the Agra division the following identified themselves not only with
Thomason's policies, but also with the evangelical ideal: C. G. Mansel
('26) and John Lawrence ('29), William Edwards ('37) and William Muir
('37). It was at Agra that Muir, the noted Islamic scholar, supported
the Rev., C. G. Pfander in his controversy with Hohammedans.30 From
1851 Muir was secretary to Thomason's Agra administration., The evan-
gelical pocket which became most widely-known, of course, was that in
the Punjab, led on by the Lawrence brothers, as later chapters will
indicate.

Whereas these Haileyburians in the pre-Victorian period found
little opportunity at home to demonstrate publicly their evangelical
style of life, they received support while in India from an influen-
tial segment of the Diregtion as well as from the Haileybury teaching
staff, especially during Melvill's time. Once in India, moreover,
the private views of civilians found frequent articulation in public

in the columns of the Friend of India, edited by John Clark Marshman,

290. H. Philips, ed., Historians of India (1961 ed.), 226,

In an article of his own, Philips looked upon Elliot as " a utili-
tarian historian in the tradition of James Mill", Cf. reference # 46.

3OSee Chapter Five for an account of Muir and Pfander.
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and of the Calcutta Review, founded in 1844 by John W. Kaye. Nor

must one fail to mention two Governors-General, Henry Hardinge and the
Earl of Dalhousie, who were sympathetic to their spiritual outlook.
Hardinge (1844-48) was doubtless disposed toward the religiously-
activated Lawrences from 1846 because of his own experience in 1819.32
Dalhousie (1848-56) who was in no way antagonistic toward James Thoma-
son and his disciples and friends, took a cue from one of the most
ardent civilian evangelicals in the Punjab, Donald F. McLeod ('28),
for his minute recommending grants-in-aid of missionary schools.
Dalhousie, a Presbyterian, revealed that he was intimate with only a
small handful of people. Among these were Elliot and F. J. Halliday

('25), both evangelicals.33

31See George Smith, "The First Twenty Years of the 'Calcutta
Review'," CR, LIX (1874), 215-133. Kaye was an Addiscombian (A-'32),
who retired from an army career to pursue a literary one. After
launching the CR, he edited the first numbers, only to return to Eng-
land in 1845, 1In all, however, he contributed 47 articles to the first
50 numbers (there were 2 volumes and 4 numbers each year). Having
entered the EICo. office in 1856 he succeeded John Stuart Mill as
secretary to the secret and political departments.

While the CR was founded on "eclectic and catholic principles",
it nevertheless exuded a "spirit of Christianity and even missionary
zeal, due as much to the contributors as to its conductors', Smith, 215.

Marshman was the son of Rev. Joshua Marshman, a founder of the
Serampur Mission and College. Father and son launched the FI in 1818,
first as a monthly, in 1835 as a weekly, DIB.

32The "Religious Thoughts of Col. Henry Hardinge'" dating from
1819 may be seen in the Hardinge Papers. He experienced something akin
to a conversion. For a most satisfactory explanation of the evangelical
experience and "mentality", see Eric Stokes, 29-30.

33According to Stokes, Dalhousie aimed to be a "Christian, a
gentleman, and a nobleman", Ibid., 248. For the reference to Dalhou-
sie's intimates, see J. G. A. Baird, ed., Private Letters of Dalhousie
(Edinburgh, 1910), 210.

For D. F. McLeod and Education, see Chapter Five.
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The political background of the Haileyburian was without a doubt
predominantly Tory, yet there were significant éxceptions in the gene-
retion which went to India between 1822 and 1846. E. L. Woodward in his
Age of Reform saw the political climate of this period divided by ideas

34
and traditions into whig, tory, and radical camps. Desika Char looked

upon the .Anglo-Indian administrators as having been imbued with a num-
ber of combinations of the old whig-liberal tradition, the paternalist
tradition, and the reformist utilitarian school.35 He saw Lord Corn-
wallis (1786-93) as exemplifying the first, Thomas Munro and Mount-

stuart Elphinstone36 the second, while Jeremy Bentham's utilitarian

3b‘::‘ee,Woodward, chapter two, 88ff. Cf. the Introduction.

358. V. Desika Char, Centralized Legislation: A History of the
Legislative System of British India from 1834 te 1861 (1963), 34-39.
Patricia James, editor of The Travel Diary of Thomas Malthus, in an
interview in London suggested that most Haileyburians and therefore
Thomasonians were likely imbued with the following traditions: that of
the parish squire - squarson - where the small landowner was ''father to
his people'" and where this kind of paternalism formed a micro-welfare
state in the village; that of the classical tradition, which made English-
‘men more tolerant, she thought, than the Scots or the Welsh; the "good-
manners" tradition; the tradition of 'property', which was whiggish, and
since the security of property at home stood in such utter contrast to
the insecurity of it in India, therefore some like Thomason were concerned
to make it secure and heritable. Utilitarianism, according to Mrs. James,
was likely nothing more than a new name for age-old English practicality.

4 ~36These were the foremost paternalists of the "romantic" period.
Cf. Beaglehole, 4 and Ballhatchett, 36, in the studies noted.
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ideas reached the peak of their influence both in India and at home at
the time of the reform bill crisis of 1832 and the charter renewal de-
bates. In India, according to Desika Char, Holt Mackenzie ('08) was

among those who best harmonized the paternalist and utilitarian tra-
74

ditions.
If credence can be given to this‘view, what about that of

Bernard Cohn, who claimed that Haileyburians left for India insulated

38

from political and commercial realitiese. Once in India, they attempted

to establish, according to Cohn, 'the idealized version of upper middle

n 39

<lass British society'. This view has been reinforced by Francis
Hutchins in a chapter entitled "British Indian Society: A Middle Class
Aristocracy". He wrote:

The English created for themselves in India a social world
intended to be as much like life in England as possible. . « .
It was a highly artificial society, so tightly knit that it
exerted a compelling oressure on all its members. It was a
society dedicated to keep alive the memory of English life,
hence inclined to foster feelings of self-pity and dissatis-

37Desika Char, 37-8. Holt Mackenzie, 1787-1876, was one of the
first Haileybury students, 1806, along with R. M. Bird and H. T. Prin=
sep. Mackenzie served chiefly in the Calcutta secretariat. For a recent
appraisal of his career see Percival Spear, "Holt Mackenzie - Forgotten
Man of Bengal", BPP (Jubilee Issue, 1967), 25-37.

38Cohn. "British in Benares", 181-82.

9 1pia.
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faction with the imperfect replica. . . .ho
While this characterization has considerable force as a generalization,
it by no means tells the whole story. H. G. Keene ('46), thinking back
to the issues of Maynooth and the Corn Laws, wrote that such issues "were
earnestly discussed amongst us youngsters", and looked at, admittedly,
"mainly from the high Tory point of view".41

While it is undoubtedly true that many were Tory and traditionally
paternalistic in their general outlook, the "youngsters' provided many
exceptions to the general rule, among them Thomasonians. Before
Thomason's generation Holt Mackenzie provided the most outstanding
exception. Henry T. Prinsep in 18261"2 feared that Mackenzie, following
his up-country tour in attendance on the Governor General, Earl Am-
herst (1823-28), had returned a reformer for reform's sake. Before
that, Prinsep claimed, he and Mackenzie had always worked together on
"the truly conservative principle of providing a remedy for every evil
or defect that was shown to exist, but were careful that our remedy

43

should not go beyond the disease'". When Bentinck came in 1828,

“Oyutchins, 101.

“1H. G. Keene, "Old Haileybury", CR, LXII (1901), 78-89.

2Prinsep, 1792-1878, Mackenzie's contemporary at Haileybury,
rose in the Calcutta secretariat to become a member of the Supreme Coun-
cil in 1835. An "Orientalist" in the controversy involving Macaulay, he
wrote history and compiled the Register of Bengal Civilians to 1842, A
Director in 1850, he was appointed to the new Council for the Secretary
of State for India in 1858, a position he held until 1874, DIB.

u3Prinsep is quoted in Spear, "Mackenzie", 28. This approached
the principle that Robert Peel announced in his 1834 Tamworth Manifesto.
The Liberal 'Reform' Government of 1830-34 went beyond this, in the
opinion of men like Prinsep in India and Peel in England.
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Mackenzie sérved in a willing partnership until his departure from India
in December, 1830. Charles Grant (Glenelg) at the Board of Trade found
employment for Mackenzie in London as an assistant commissioner. In
this capacity he joined T. B. Macaulay in the preparation of the Char-
ter Act of 1833. According to Percival Spear it was only the "violent
pre judice" against Mackenzie of the Chairmen of the Direction which
prevented his appointment to a governorship. They objected strongly to
his financial and free trade views, As & result he had to accept a
Privy Councillorship.uu '

Before attempting a brief assessment of the degree of utili-
tarian influence on the Haileyburian of Thomason's generation, one other
liberal-utilitarian ought to be noted. George Campbell ('42), wheg
writing his Memoirs, looked back to 1830 when at age six his father
acquainted him with the pligh£ of the hand-loom weavers. He also fe-
called that his father, who supported the Reform Bill of 1832, was
looked upon by neighbours as a "kind of mad dog". He wrote of him-
‘self in consequence: "I don't know whether I was born a Radical
(having drunk them [sic] in with my mother's milk) or was made one in
ks

1832, I rather think my nature inclines that way."

But mention of two liberal-utilitarians should not lead one
to suppose that the utilitarian influence was considerable, In fact,
a warning finger should be raised about easy assumptions of this sort.

The exceptions among the Haileyburians mentioned suggest that the case

huSpear, "Mackenzie", 29. Campbell Majoribanks and William
Wigram filled the Chairs in 1833,

hSCampbell, Memoirs, I, 6-7.
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for the strength of this influence has been overdrawn, just as that for
the insulation from political realities, on the other side, has been ex-
aggerated. For example, C. H. Philips wrote in 1961 that through a com-

bination of the use of James Mill's History of British India as a text-

book at Haileybury and a '"succession of eminent utilitarians or close
sympathizers" teaching political economy, law and history (Malthus,
William Empson, James Mackintosh, and James Stephen), the utilitarian
theory had a profound influence. He specifically mentioned Holt Macken-
zie and James Thomason, implying tﬁat they were influenced in their land
policies by the utilitarian ideas of their professors, and Henry Elliot,
who perpetuated the Mill tradition of writing on Indian history.h

|
W. H. G. Armytage in Civic Universities alleged that Malthus "exer-

cised a great influence on the developed science of economics from his

chair of history and political science, while his successor, Richard
i

Jones, foreshadowed that philosophy of social revolution which the Marx-
47 :

ists call the materialist conception of History". Are these easy
assumptions or coneclusions drawn from diligent research?
The student concerned with this question cannot ignore the

work of Eric Stokes who published The English Utilitarians and India

in 1959. After demonstrating that Bentinck acknowledged his indebted-
ness to Bentham, Stokes asserted that the latter's ideas "were being
disseminated amongst the young Indian civilians at the East India Com-

pany's College at Haileybury". To substantiate his case he quoted

6Philips, ed., Historians of India, 226, See reference # 29.

b7

Armytage, Civic Universities (1955), 179.




Campbell, who claimed, writing fifty years after his residence at Hailey-
bury, that he had been influenced by Empson: 'He was a good deal of a
Benthamite and I came away from Haileybury with a very sound belief in
'the greatest happiness of the greatest number'. It is strange that
Campbell was not impressed sufficiently in 1852 to have mentioned this

influence in his Modern India, in which he also wrote about his college

experience. Perhaps the influence was not as sharp at Haileybury as has
been assumed. And perhaps Stokes himself provided a clue for placing
utilitarianism in its proper perspective. Immediately after this ref-
erence to Campbell Stokes wrote:
It would be natural to expect the Utilitarians interested in
India to ally themselves with the general current of reform. .
« « And for the most part they did. . . . Yet the specific in-
fluence of utilitarianism, especially that exerted by James
Mill and Bentham, was surprisingly distinct and isolated from
the broad body of Liberal opinion. This was not due to the much
closer definition and precision of their actual practical ideas,
but to an alienation in sentiment such as narrowed them into a
sect in England. . . .48
It could be proposed on the basis of Stokes' work, that Haileyburians,
Campbell included, if not Holt Mackenzie, were by and large no more
influenced by utilitarianism than was Dalhousie. Stokes saw the latter
standing in the utilitarian tradition because he combined the two gqual-
ities, as in Bentinck, that Bentham thought ideal, authoritarianism and
reform, enlightenment and despotism. Dalhousie's utilitarianism was,

however, "no longer a fixed programme derived from the texts of Ben-

tham, nor was it a set of intellectual dogmas. It was rather a

48Stokes, Utilitarians (1959), S52.
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practical caet of mind, a étrong aggressive ‘logic with which a man of
affairs could approach specific issues."

While Stokes can be quoted againet the easy assumptions, a
recent work hasvirtually rejected them. Imtiaz Husain, with specific
‘reference to Stokes, stated that the arguments used to demonstrate the
great degree of Benthamite influence, fof example, on the formulation

of land revenue policy, "are partly exaggerated, and partly wlthout

foundation".5 The ,contemporary literature of Haileyburians, where
they are known to have expressed theeselves specifically on this mat-
ter, would tend to weaken Philips! geheralization and support Hu-
.sain's conclu'sions.51
This is not to discount Bentham's'influence altogether nor to
depreciate Stokes'works He was right to point out that the East India

|
Company was quick to appreciate "the importance of the new science"

49 i

Ibid., 249

e Husain, 251. As indicated, Husain has shown that Mackenzie,
"acknowledged by Kopf as the most utilitarian of the Haileyburians, and
who became the chief” settlement theorist for Bird and Thomason, was
very little influenced by Mill. Certainly the Thomasonian's position
may be summed up as an intermediate one between the conservatives and
radicals, Their evangelical identity is much easier to establish than
the alleged utilitarian one.

lArtlcles in the CR by John Thornton (1849), and R. N. Cust.
(1854), regarding the land settlement of the NWP and the 1852-53 books
by Campbell have references -to utilitarians en passant. (See biblio-
graphy). Empson, also associated with the Edlnburgh Review, was some-
times identified as a whly-llberal, certainly as a reformﬂr. x

An example of an overdrawn case for utiliterian influence is
found in the article by G. R. G. Hambly, "Richard Temple and the Punjab
Tenancy Act, 1868", EHR, LXXIX (1964), 47-66. He insists, apparently
without empirical evidence, that Temple's "intellectual" heritage was
‘utilitarian and that his direct mentors were Metcalfe, Mackenzie, Law-
rence and Thomason,

-
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as evidenced by their establishment of a chair of political economy be-
fore any other institution did so. Malthus, however, the first holder of
the chair, was not a utilitarian in the line of Bentham, Mill, and Ri-

cardo. He was a whig-liberal, a protectionist by comparison, if he

52

stood solidly in any tradition. There were others whose whig-liberal

background has not been as readily discernible. One of these was R. N,
C. Hamilton ('20), another James Thomason. The former, while on fur-
lough during the critical period of the Reform Bill, wrote Bentinck that,

although the opposition to the Bill was great he nevertheless hoped that
53

"liberal principles'" would prevail,

Sk

As to Thomason, this son of a reforming chaplain, he may best

be described as a liberal-tory, in spite of all the conflicting influ-

5 While recognizing that this label does not easily

ences on his life,
fit Thomason, there is evidence in the Thomason-Dalhousie letters that

both men were Free Traders, probably best labelled Peelites, after

52Stokes, 87-8. Cf., Woodward, 195 and Elie Halévy, The Growth of
Philosophic Radicalism (Boston, 1955), 153-4, Malthus stood on utility,
as did Ricardo, but was for protection in 1815, whereas Ricardo was not.

>JHamilton to Bentinck, in India, 10 May 1832, Bentinck Papers.

5l’Thomats Thomason tried to influence the Earl of Moira (Hastings),
1813-23, in the direction of vernacular education while accompanying the
Governor-General up-country. Richard Temple, James Thomason (1893), 29.

55James Thomason was a ward of the Rev. Charles Simeon from 1814
until his return to India in 1822, While Simeon was evangelical and
Tory like the Clapham Sect for the most part, Thomason's young asso-
ciates in the private school were not so, at least not Thomas Babington
Macaulay. Ibid., 25, 39. See reference to Thomason in the Introduction
and in Chapter Two.
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18#6.56 There is reason to believe that Thomason would have followed
Gladstone, had he lived beyond 1870. Almost equally as great were the
chances of his becoming as Tory as Richard Temple became. Family tradi-
tion holds that Thomason's marriage to Maynard Eliza Grant of the Grants
of Elchies, Scotland; brought him into the "orbit of the Episcopal Church of
Scotland ... . whose official position demanded a degree of orthodoxy".57
Generally speaking, however, this paper sees Thomason as a modérnizer.
that is, areforming conservative in marked contrast to the westernizer
who demanded radical reform.

The political career of the afore-mentioned Richard Temple took
an entirely different, if more predictable, turn. While his father ‘
taught him to look upon Palmerston as "the first of the living Temples",
the young Temple learned about the issues of his youthful years by atten-
ding anti-Corn Law meetings and hearing Richard Cobden speak. Hence,
when he landed in India in 1847 he thought of himéelf as a Whig-Liberal.
When he returned to England in 1880, he campaigned for a seat in Par-
liament as a Tory, finally becoming an M. P. under Salisbury in 1895 and

58

remaining until the Liberal sweep of a decade later,

56R. N. Cust described Dalhousie as a Tory who, sent as he was
by the Whig-Liberal Russell Government, would have a long tenure.
Cust Journal, 25 October 1847,

57Becke'c,t:, a direct descendant of James Thomason, pressed this

idea on the writer in an interview in London and also by letter 17 May
1969. The William Grants of Elchies near Elgin were closely related to
the Charles Grants who settled at Clapham Common. From this Clapham
family came Glenelg and Robert Grant, Thomason's contemporaries: Lord
Glenelg prominent in Parliament and Cabinet during the 1830's and
Robert, a defender of the "Haileybury system" (see below), M. P.,
Governor of Bombay, historian and composer of sacred poems, DIB.

B%enpie, The Story of My Life, I. Prefsce and pags 85 II. .89,




In cbnclusion. while Hutchins may bé partl; right in thinking
of many Haileybﬁrians as those who sought in India the aristocratic
status dgnied'them at home, it is surely not correct to imagine that
the Campbells, Lawrences, Thomasons, and the Temples were representative
.of the most selfish Anglo-Indians.. . Tpey came from homes where polit-
icgl. religious, and economic issues were vigorously debated. And if there
were Benthamites among them, théi? utilitarianism; even Mackenzie's,

59

was modified by pragmatism, Perhabs those people are right who say

that the only definite thing Haileybﬁrians carried with them to India was

an esprit de corps.

There have beep a number of scholarly studies>since_19006o which
have attempted to evalvate Haileybury's succéss vis-3-vis its original
design. These have not been sufficiently cognizant of contemporary
~opinion to meet the requirements‘of this dissertation. The purpose here
is to illustrate from Haileyburian sources, wherever possible, the edu-
cational milieu in which Thomasonians were frepared for an Indian carcer.

While the institution that‘attempted to provide the requisite
education was established in 1806, the man who Sest stated the original
purpose was the Marquess Vellesley when Governor-General of India, 1798-

1805. Preempting as it were a similar design formed simultaneously or

105. The year 1880 saw him elected to the Carlton Club. The Reference
is to Henry John Temple (1784-1865), 3rd Viscount Palmerston, (Pam).

59Spear quotes Mackenzie's Minute of 1 October, 1820 to demon-
strate that he was "always recady to jetticon utilitarien theory when it
interfered with practical needs. . « ", 33.

. _ 60Among these are H. M. Stephen, "Haileybury", 1900; L. S. S.
O'Malley, The Indian Civil Service (1931, second edition, 1955); See
also A. K. Ghosal, The Civil Service in India (Calcutta, 194L), in ad-
dition to studies by Mason and Cohn.
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earlier in the mind of certain Directors of the Company,61 Wellesley on
10 July 1800 stated magnificently the grounds upon which he intended to
found that college which was desperately needed (but then denied him in

India). He wrote:

The Civil servants of the . . . Company can no longer be consi-
dered as the agents of a commercial concern. They are, in fact,
the ministers and officers of a powerful sovereign; they must now
be viewed in that capacity, with reference . . . to their real
occupations. They are required to discharge the functions of
Magistrates, Judges, Ambassadors and Governors of provinces, in
all the complicated and extensive relations of those sacred trusts
and exalted stations ., . . their duties are those of statesmen in
every other part of the world, with no other characteristic dif-
ferences from the obstacles opposed by an unfavourable climate,
by a foreign language, by the peculiar usages and laws of India
and by the manners of its inhabitants. Their studies, the dis-
cipline of their education, their hsbits of life, their manners
and morals should . . . be regulated as to establish a just con-
formity between their personal consideration and the dignity of
their public station . . . . 62

He was convinced that "no system of education, study, or discipline",
founded on the principles, or directed to the objects he described,63
then existed anywhere in Europe or India.

Charles Grant, while acknowledging fully the merit of Wellesley's

statement regarding educational training, nevertheless feared that under

other governors the plan for the College of Fort William would not be

61For the correspondence and the accounts involving Haileybury,
whose foundation was spurred on by Wellesley's College of Fort William,
see The Correspondence of David Scott . . ., 1787-1805 (1951); M. Martin,
ed.,, The Despatches, Minutes and Correspondence of Wellesley, 1799-180
(1836); Henry Morris ('48), The Life of Charles Grant Z196E§, 240-250;
A. T. Embree, Charles Grant (19325, 194-201. Malthus inferred that

Cornwallis (in India 1786¢93) had been conscious of the need for educa-
ting the Company's writers. See his Letter to Grenville (1813), 4.

62Wellesley's Despatch, 10 July 1800 in Martin, ed., II, 329.

63Wellesley. 331.



kept up to standard if left in India. Hence Grant was among those
who built Haileybury to apply Wellesley's educational principles.6u

It is the thesis of this dissertation that Haileybury, that
unique institution in both the history of education as well as that of
trading companies, approximated the school that Wellesley had envisaged,
given its two chief characteristics - the adolescence of its students
and the prevailing patronage system by which they were nominated.65 De-
rided from the beginning as "half-school, half-college' and therefore
not a "fit rehearsal for the great drama of life" in India,66 the debate
about Haileybury went through three, if rather indistinct, stages. On
the defensive as early as 1813, its vocal supporters nevertheless
seemed equal to the challenge posed by critics until the charter renewal
of 1832-33, For the next twenty years the Haileybury system appeared
relatively secure, until threatened by the competitive system. Then,
in the third phase, after the substitute system had proved disappoin-
ting, came the strong suggestion that the training of the Indian Civil
Service (ICS) required a separate institution as an adjunct to one of

67

the universities,

64Morris. 2k2,

65A recent paper on the competitive system which, beginning in
1854, gradually displaced Haileybury, reveals that that system was de-
liberately designed to perpetuate a hierarchy in which intellectual
capacity was seen as only one of the criteria., See J. M. Compton, " Open
Competition and the ICS, 1854-1876", EHR (April 1968), 265-84,

668eton-Karr, "Haileybury", 38. W. D. Arnold in his Oakfield
Zfﬁctiog7 (1854), I, 140-2, also repeated this label.

67Compton did not consider this suggestion in his article.
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Before the debate got underway, Governors-General Minto and
Moira (Hastings), in their annual addresses before the College of Fort
William, expressed their entire satisfaction with the preparatory train-
ing provided by Haileybury, if it continued to send out youths as able
as Holt Mackenzie, R. M, Bird, and H. T. Prinsep.68 Whatever the
motive, the first attack, in 1813, was a major assault. Grenville,
speaking in the House of Lords, charged that Haileybury, supplemented
by the language college at Calcutta, fell far short of "the great and
consistent plan of Lord Wellesley". He contradicted himself when he
said that Haileybury's influence was "baneful" because its exclusive
character tended to form an "English caste". For while he wanted to see
more boys from the public schools nominated to Haileybury, he assumed,
apparently, that the "British feelings and habits" acquired there did
not have caste-forming results. In his opinion, moreover, the boys en-
tering Haileybury were far too young, many only sixteen and seventeen.69

The second attack, four years later, appeared even more formid-
able, coming as it did from the Court of Proprietors of the Company in
response to criticisms lodged there by certain proprietors, by land-
lords whose property lay adjacent to Haileybury, and by parents whose

sons had been disciplined because of riotous behaviour.7o The chief

68Thomas Roebuck, The Annals of the College of Fort William,

(Calcutta, 1819). See pages 248-255 re the year 1810, for example.

69T. R. Malthus, A Letter to the Right Honourable Lord Gren-
ville (1813, 38 pp. [hereafter Malthus (1813)].

7oMalthus, "Statement Respecting the East India College. . . in
Refutation of Charges . . . in the Court of Proprietors", The Pam-
phleteer®, IX, (1817), 470-523. [Hereafter Malthus(1817)].
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spokesman for the complainants was Joseph Hume, the Radical M. P.,
who later sent his son, Allan Octavian, to Haileybury. 7
It was probably fortunate for Haileybury that the Rev. T. R.
Malthus, considered almost universally as the most able professor there
during his time (1806-1835), came forward in both instances to raply
cour£eously but convincingly to the critics. This literary champion72
of Haileybury could not quite understand why the Company's school was
made to run such an obstacle course from the beginning. In fact, he said
he marvelled that the college had been able "to get on at all".73 Hence,
courtesy did not prevent his laying a countercharge against both Gren-
ville and Hume. The former had been motivated to recommend a competi-
tive system to replace Haileybury on the assumption that the charter re-
newal would fail in 1813. Since such failure was unlikely, Grenville's
arguments hardly applied to '"'the actual state of th:’u1gs".7L+ They might
safely be considered superfluous. As to Hume's representation, Malthus
believed he was being used as the mouthpiece of "a clamour based in in-

terest and prejudice, or in an utter ignorance of what the college

really is". Malthus made it ‘very clear that if Haileybury had brought

on England the kind of disgrace implied by Hume's charges, no profes-

71
A. O, Hume ('49) went on to become known as the "father" of the
Indian National Congress. Another Haileyburian, Charles Gubbins ('28),
married Joseph's daughter, Dalhousie Papers, D - 159.

72From H. M. Stephen it is evident that Henley, the first
principal of Haileybury, was not up to the challenge, 271-k4.

73
74

Malthus (1817), 523.

Malthus (1813), 31, 32,
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sor of integrity would remain at Haileybury for a moment, and certainly
not he.75
Having exposed, as he hoped, those proprietors and other inte-
rests which were prejudiced against the Haileybury system, Malthus ar-
gued that the institution adequately met a specific need of the English
empire in India and explained why it was that Haileybury appeared to
fall somewhere between a public school and a university. He insisted,
from intimate knowledge of the College, that it answered Wellesley's
demand for administrators trained for statesmanship more certainly than

76 Malthus

Wellesley's school would have found it possible in Calcutta.
considered ridiculous the charge that Haileybury developed a caste. On
the contrary, residence there strengthened or formed the identification
with English life. Were these young men not living "under the British

constitution and seeing continually their parents and friends and hear-
ing their conversations" and were they likely to lose 'the habits and

77

feelings of British citizens"? No fear in Malthus' view could be
more groundless,

Malthus then took infinite pains to explain why Haileybury had

to be "half-school, half-college'". He reminded Grenville that it was

75Malthus (1817), 512-3 (italics mine). For an account of the
riots about which persons professed to be scandalized - 1811, 1822 and
1843 - see H. Morse Stephen, "Haileybury", 298-301.

76The many opportunities for the formation of bad habits in
Calcutta is a recurring theme. Many young men, free from the re-
straints of Haileybury and home, fell into indebtedness, for example,
by living far beyond their early ability to pay. Many found themsel-
ves caught up in the expensive style of life enjoyed by English society
in Calcutta., See W. Lee-Warner, Dalhousie (1904), TI, 254. Cf. p. 229.

77Malthus (1813), 19.
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Wellesley who had wanted the boys at age fifteen in order to meet the
English fixation with health and retirement considerations. How could
those interested in Haileybury, he wondered, have the best of both
worlds: the liberal education of an English gentleman and the very

78

early beginning of an Indian career? If an early start prevented men
from succumbing to the Indian climate, and helped to ensure retirement
in England with a competence before their life's energies were spent,
then the hybrid nature of the school was unavoidable.79

Malthus acknowledged that Haileybury had weaknesses. It failed
to inculcate an early identification with India. Many Haileyburians

had little notion of the importance of their positions until they

reached India and met their predecessors from Haileybury there.80 Never-

78

For example, James Thomason, born in 180k, entered Haileybury
at age 16. In spite of his early start in India, he succumbed at age
L9 in 1853. Others, like Holt Mackenzie, enjoyed a retirement of over
LO years, after serving the Company for twenty-five.

79Among the considerations of a career in India were the hazards
of disease and death, and exile from home and friends. Cust preoccupied
himself with this theme, as his Sorrows of an Anglo-Indian Life (1899)
shows, At least one Governor-General, Auckland, made reference to the
high mortality rate. He wrote of the "unremitting labours' and the de-
bilitating results for the constitution: ''the yellow complexion, sunken
eyes, and treble voices". Auckland to Minto, 17 November 1836, see the
Minto Papers, and the Auckland Minute of 26 April 1837.

An indication of the mortality rate may be drawn from MOHC. This
work lists 1129 students destined between 1806 and 1857 for Bengal,
which included the NWP and the Punjab. Of this number approximately
1060 reached India and realized a career lasting from a few short years
to as many as forty. Death claimed 352 of the 1060, about 33 percent.
This number included those whose careers were cut off by death in India
as well as those who died outside of India, perhaps at sea returning to
England, as well as those who died in England not having had an oppor-
tunity to enjoy the much-longed-for retirement years.

8OCf. Malthus (1813), 19; Campbell's Memoirs, 17; and John
Beames, Memoirs of a Bengal Civilian (1961), with reference to the gene-
ral attitude toward India during the last years of Haileybury, 1856-57.




theless, Malthus thought'that Haileybury uniquelx combined European
courses, iecluding Political Economy, not then taught elsewhere, with
Orientals so as to provide the regﬁisite'education for the embryo states-
men of British India.81 All that was needed was for those interested in

. Haileybury to give the school an opportunity to prove its value. That

the College occasionally had to apologize to neighbouring landlords for

dlsturbances requiring dlsclplinary actlon did not trouble Malthus deep-

. lyr He demonstrated statistically that the great public schools of Eng-
land had long expelled students at the loss of considerable “'property"

to pafents, patrons, and students - that is, by placing an entire career
in jeopardy. All that was‘required to improve the discipline at Hailey-
bury, he argued, was to enforce the legal means the College had of making
good the threat of the loss of an Indian appointment. Otherwise, he pre-
ferred to see Haileybury rules modelled after those of the universi-

82

ties rather than of the public schools.

After Malthus, the most effective spokesman for Haileybury was

'81Ma1thus (1817), b94-503. Seton-Karr gave perhaps the best de-
scription of the science of political economy introduced at Haileybury
by Malthus. This course was initiated, Seton-Karr wrote in 1845 (having
studied the subject under Richard Jones), in order to enable Hailey-
burians to draw comparisons between European and Indian economic and
social systems. He felt he had gained considerable knowledge about the
causes of wealth and poverty, the nature of land tenures, the ways in
which prosperity might be increased, and the resulting social changes
among the people, Seton-Karr said that Political Economy was certainly
the most popular subject during his time. He concluded, however, that
the practical transfer of the subject to Indian experience was limited.
See Seton-Karr, “Haileybury", 10-13.

82 n 1817 Malthus pointed to expulsions from Harrow, Eton and
Addiscombe. Until 1844, when Melvill became principal, Haileybury's
disciplinary rules resembled those of the universities,



L2

Robert Granf, M. P., son of Charles Grant, the man most responsible for
frustrating Wellesley's educational aims.83 In 1826 he spoke against a
motion in the Court to abolish the College because of the disturbance of
1822 and the resultant enqu:i.ry.gl+ (In response to the imposition of an
early curfew, the students had used gunpowder to blow open the gates.)
Grant took the opportunity to parade before the Court of Proprietors
what he considered to be the merits of the College. He waved a sheaf of
more than twenty testimonials before his critical audience. Among these
was a statement by a Haileyburian, Qhose testimony has been overlooked.
According to this "civilian", Haileybury was the answer to the pressing
problem of preparing the very young for India. Since he was so clearly
convinced that Haileybury was indispensable for the welfare of millionms,
he could only blame the vehement criticism on the existence of a pre-
judiced interest.85
His position strengthened by this argument and other testi-
monials from committed Haileyburians, Grant dealt with the three chief
considerations of parents who were fortunate enough to find a patron
among the directors: What will Haileybury teach and what will the Col-
lege environment contribute.by way of habits on the one hand and friend-
ships for the future on the other? He was convinced by the earlier

arguments of Malthus and others that no substitute - not a university

. 83Robert Grant, A View of the System and Merits of the East
India College, Haileybury (Tract 91, Part IV - IOL, 1826) 117 pp.

8l’Stephen. "Haileybury", 300.

8S“A Civilian", A Letter to the Chairman [of the EICo.] (Tract
‘43 -~ T0L, 1823) 27 pp. The writer still remains anonymous.
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degree course86 and certainly nof the expedient of sending out those
who had merely satisfied an examination board in London87- would answer
so admirably, despite its weaknesses, as Haileybury. Whereas Minto Gn 1810)
had. lacked perspective for a just assessment of the merits of Hailey-
bury, Grant could already point to the rapid rise in the service of
Holt Mackenzie and others. Besides, he claimed that such persons
""very generally admit their deep obligations to the course of edu-
cation at that establishment", and used statements from Haileyburians
to back up the contention. He concluded, as the "civilian" had three
years earlier, that 'the writers of the present day have the advan-
tage over their seniors [pre-Haileyburians] in point of general edu-
cation', and were therefore 'better qualified to enter upon the offices
to which they are destined'.88

As to the matter of friendships, what greater benefit, asked
its defenders, could the College bestow than the knitting together of
young men for their common task in a land which would surely engulf

the "exile" except for the possibility of finding Haileyburians scat-

Grant had graduated with distinction from Magdalene College,
Cambridge. DIB.

87Notwithstanding, an act of 1826 did allow a certain number
of otherwise qualified persons to proceed to India on this basis, that
is, without attendance at Haileybury, but this was not to extend be-
yond three years, and then only to assist in filling vacancies where
immediate needs lay. Robert Montgomery and Henry M. Elliot of this
paper were among these,

88R. Grant, 22, 25. As a matter of fact, there was considerable
diversity of opinion. Mackenzie in 1832 thought that Haileybury could
safely be dispensed with, while R. N. C. Hamilton considered that the
courses in law, political economy and history under James Macintosh and
Malthus had been eminently useful to him. See testimony of former, 2
March 1832 before a Select Committee, PP, IX (1831-32), 76-105; and of
the latter on 13 April 1832, Ibid., XIT (1831-32), 68-78.
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tered throughout the Indian Erpire. Far from forming-an undesirable
new caste of men, the Haileybury associations would provide that healthy

esprit de corps which Philip Mason found so la‘udable.89 Moreover, Grant

was persuaded tﬁat if that segment of the public who had elected to en-
gage in "the hazards" of providing such a unique fraining school would
seriously consider that it was responsible for chqosing'the rulers of
the millions Qoiceless in that.decision,lthey would support aofe'whole-
heartedly the-elimination of those'who proved themselves unfit, It was
because too many parents and patrons were satisfied to have nominees
pass, let alone with credit, so as not to lose the appointment, that
associations of idlers were created and discreditable disturbances r;-
sulted, -

| In conclusion, on all three points, he was convinced that
Haileybdry provided the best possible environment - where politics was
'the art of the possible' - for the probation of youth who would be
allowed to proceed to that honourable appointment with its great po-
tential for good or.evil.90

While never entirely without its critics, Haileybury appeared

relatively stable for the twenty year period following the charter renewal of
1833. It was threatened by the competitive principle only at their bé—
ginning and end. Macaulay introduced a motion in 1833 which stated
that for every one place at Haileybury thé Directors should be per-

mitted four nominations. This was lost, according to H. Morse Stephen,

89

Grant, 58-65; sce Mason's The Founders, chapters 8 and 9. A
careful reading of the Cust Jouinzls bearsout this point strongly.

9

)
OGrant, 651f.



because the Directors were "wise in their generation", having given
appointments (1813-33) to younger sons of peers and of Members of Par-
liament, "who were not expected to be ungrateful . . . when the battle
for patronage was fought out in the legislature". As a result of po-
litical support in 1833, the'Company retained the most valuable patron-
age since the days of the Roman Empire and became almost solely a
patronage bureau".91 |

In the mid—forties.92 an able Haileyburian, Seton-Karr, writing

anonymously in the Calcutta Review, gave the College a searching exami-

nation, in which he voiced the general criticism of those who had bene-
fitted from a prior public school experience, as he had at Rugby. Him—
self a product of the patronage system, he was nominated in 1840 by
Campbell Majoribanks, a former Director. Only about twenty-three years

of age when he wrote the article, this Rugbeian must be considered seriously

because of the freshness of his statement. Besides, he was a classmate

91Stephen, 2kli-6, The EICo.,having lost its trade monopoly in
1813 and become a "corporation of place-seekers" was not about to give
up patronage without a fierce struggle. This was not stripped away
until 1854-57.

92Also writing about this time on the subject of Haileybury was
Henry St. G. Tucker, Recalling his own experience in India (1792-1815),
he said the most distinguished men in our service "have gone out before
the age of 18; and when they have felt a deficiency, some of them have
educated themselves. . . " Although he did not downgrade Haileybury,
he felt professors were too concerned to send out "literary razors". The
rough hard work in India required "intellectual hatchets". Above all he
was concerned that young men “of sound principles and good understanding
and moral habits, with minds fresh and pure, with frames healthful and
strong" be sent out. There was very little call for "profound lawyers"
or "subtle economists", let alone "deep theologians". Kaye, ed.,
Memorials of Indian Government (1853), 430-4,
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of men like Campbell and Cust who became Thomasonians.93 Generally
speaking, while Seton-Karr deplored the disproportionate amount of time
spent on learning Sanskrit at the expense of the "wider field of ori-
entals" - the more practical Urdu or Hindustani, for example - and while
he felt that classics and mathematics should be made to yield to the
"more useful branches of law and history", he allowed that Haileybury
had great practical value. He maintained that it offered courses un-
obtainable elsewhere, helped to form bonds of friendship "rarely severed",
and provided recollections of the "pure and exalted character" of men
like Principal Charles Webb Le Bas (1838-4#).9h On the one hand, he
praised the political economy lectures of Rev. Richard Jones, who suc-
ceeded Malthus in 1835 but criticized William Empson's law lectures as
quite irrelevant to India. He deplored the "fagging" by the few to gain
a first class, and found the standard for "mere passing' despicably low,
which many students met simply by "cramming".95 He felt that Haileybury
fell short of providing a "finishing" education for the "great drama of
life"., By way of reform he suggested delaying the civilian's departure

by about three years. He would have them complete their terms at a

935eton-Karr, "Haileybury", 1-42. At about the same time an
Etonian, Cust, recorded his thoughts about Haileybury in his Journal.
He had intended, he said, to write an article himself which would expose
the "sad abuses prevailing'" in Haileybury and show "how perfectly unfit"
it was for "the end in view", 24 April 1845. One might speculate as to
whether Karr and Cust had correspondence at the time. Cust gave vent to
his criticisms in his 1859 article, "The Examination System". See below.

9k

951bid.. 9-17. G. H. M., Batten, a son of the second principal,
wrote a revealing poem in the Haileybury Observer (HO), VI (1850), 332,
entitled "The Sum of the Examination'": -

Some reading at night, for some precious weeks,

Some rising at dawn, at the call of the beaks,

Seton-Karr, "Haileybury", 25, 40-1.
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public school and add several at one of the universities. By extending
the years of preparation at home, Seton-Karr felt that Haileyburians
would enter service in India at a more mature age, and hence make better
officers. As it was, no one could predict how a young man was likely

to perform. Since Haileybury possessed neither the '"internal disci-
pline of a public school' nor the "high tone of a university", the

whole atmosphere remained too '"non-compulsory".

Did time and circumstance change Seton-Karr's view of Hailey-
bury? Speaking at the occasion of a "Haileybury Dinner" held in Cal-
cutta two decades later, he appeared to ignore the weaknesses he had
deplored then. In fact, the sight of eighty-five Haileyburians sharing
common experiences led him to claim that Haileybury had benefitted them
as no other agency could have done. "It was there'", he stated,

we first became cognizant of the fact that we were members of

the Civil Service, a body whose mission it was to rule and to
civilize that empire which had been won for us by the sword;

Some papers on Classics, some teasers in Law,
Some in Political Economy, Hist'ry, and one or two more,
Some trembling of hands and some paleness of faces,
Some little confusion in taking our places,
Some mending of old pens, some buying of new,
Some scratching and scribbling, some sandwiches too,
Some smiling professors, and some very grim,
Some students in "Extra', crammed up to the brim,
Some opening and shutting of Orient books,
Some joyous and then some discomfitted looks,
Some ''Di's" and some Parents of those men of luck,
Who've carried off medals, some of those who've got pluck,
Some wizened old Indians all in a row,
Some long-winded speeches (they're terribly slow),
Some prizes at last for the young generation -
And that is the sum of the Examination.
(Signed: Non Sum piger)

96Seton-Karr, "Haileybury", 26, 34-6.
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it was there that we first became firmly impressed with con-
viction that, as members of such a body, there were certain tra-
ditions to be kept up and handed over to our successors, a po-
litical faith to be cherished, and a code of public and private
honour to be rigidly maintained . « . o "

He spoke of the abolition of Haileybury in the words of his principal Le

Bas, as a "disruption of many ties and a dilaceration of many feelings".97

While the opinions of Haileyburians themselves varied a great

98

deal” and the Friend of India once asserted that there was "nothing

apparent in the general character or conduct of the Civil Service which
can be distinctly attributed to the beneficial influence of a Haileybury

99

education"”, the school did not come under serious scrutiny again until
the great debate about the "better government of H. M.'s Indian Empire'
was renewed in 1852. George Campbell ('42), who contributed three books

to the general debate, and was interviewed by a select committee of the

97Seton-Karr, Speech at the Haileybury Dinner, 23 January 1864
(Temple Collection - IOL) 9-10. Les Bas was a great phrase-maker.

98Charles Merivale ('26) who stayed in England to become Bishop
of Ely stated in 1889 that Haileybury had started him on his career as a
life-long student. See his Autobiography (1889), 41,46. E. D. Lockwood
('56) in 1893 recalled the great amount of partying in order to offset
the "fearful amount of humbug" connected with the studies of embryo
statesmen. See his "Glimpses of 0ld Haileybury" in Marlborough College
(1893), 148.

9?21 (6 November, 1845), 705-6. Marshman accounted for the ac-
knowledged excellence of the character of much of the BCS by '“the char=-
acter impressed on them by their social position in society at home, to
their previous education in public and private schools, to the high tone
of the honourable feeling which distinguishes their body in this country,
and the assiduity and success of Government in India"”.

Nothing could be so obviously biassed when every good quality was
attributed to pre- and post-Haileybury experience and every evil one to
the four terms spent there. While the editor gradually revised some of
his opinions, he continued to harp on the anomalous feature of the system -
"the limited sphere of relatives, connections and friends of the Di-
rectors" who were admitted to Haileybury, 18 December. 1851.
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House of Lords1oo wrote, among other things, that those who combined
"jdleness and recklessness with stupidity" were purged out - about
fifteen percent - and sent to the cavalry, while the remainder went to
India with a Haileybury "certificate of fitness'". All carried with
them a "decent education, some a very good one". He believed that
Haileybury standards were higher than elsewhere and that "“greater fools"
were admitted to the bar, the church, and the surgery than ever got to
India. There was only one problem: the incompetent, once in India,
could not be eliminated as readily as his counterpart at home.1o1 In
his Memoirs Campbell felt that because the Haileyburians were 'caught
young" and well-taught by the "wonderfully effective training in India"
[presumably he meant under men like Thomason (H. C. Tucker) and E. P.
Thornton (R. Temple)] they had been more dedicated as well as more
ready "to take to the Indians", as Campbell put it, than those who
came out at a maturer age under competition.m2

Frederick J. Halliday ('25), who became Lieutenant-Governor of
Bengal in 1854, was less complimentary than Campbell of the actual
training received. He placed very little value on the moulding effect
of Haileybury. That "object of incorporation'", he felt, could be a-

chieved once the Haileyburian found himself in India. Before a parlia-

mentary committee he testified that, although Haileybury failed in many

OoModern India and India As It May Be in 1852; and A Scheme for
the Government of India in 1853; testified 14 April 1853. PP, XXXT
(1852-53), 415-33,

0% campbell, Modern India, 265-268.

1OZCampbell, Memoirs, I. 9-10.
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respects to fulfill its purpose, he agreed that, if all were to be edu-
cated in one place, the College ought to be left where it was. He fav-
oured, however, one of two alternatives: either have youths qualify them-
selves in existing institutions in preparation for a board of independent
examiners (as in 1826-29) or train them for a longer period at Haileybury
103

for an examination set by persons other than its professors,

.1
Many observers, like the editor of the Friend of India,

breathed a sigh of relief when it appeared that the competitive prin-
ciple was about to be adopted. Macaulay, who had failed to win his point
in 1833, did so in 1854, Supported by Sir Charles Wood at the Board of
Control, Macaulay was asked to head a committee to draw up a plan where-
by the principle of competition might gradually but completely displace
the privilege of nomination to Haileybury which the Company lost in
1853.105 This committee, in view of the fact that the Act of 1853 en-
visaged the continuation of Haileybury in spite of the introduction of
the competitive principle, worked out a plan whereby admission would be
"gained by superiority in an intellectual competition".1o6 In November

of 1854 Charles Wood, however, advised the Directors that, having re-

ha111day, 9 May 1853, PP, XXVIII (1852-53), 26-9.

10&21, 14 December 1854.

105See Macaulay's "Report to Sir Charles Wood" in John Muir,
The Indian Civil Service (Edinburgh, 1855), 10-21. See also H. Morse
Stephen, "Haileybury", 328-331; and J. M. Compton, 264. The best account
of the transition from Haileybury by patronage to competition without
Haileybury is by R. J. Moore, Sir Charles Wood's Indian Policy (Man-
chester, 1966), 86-107. Wood was at the Board from December 1852 to
February 1855,

1O6Macau1ay's "Report" in J. Muir, 11.
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ceived Macaulay's report, he found the College "altogether unsuited to
the instruction of gentlemen" who would now be coming mainly from the
universities and whose maturity in years (between eighteen and twenty-
three) and superiority in knowledge would almost surely eliminate all
but a few who were younger.1o7 As a result an Act was passed in July
1855 forbidding admissions beyond January 1856. For two years, from
1855 to 1857, the last of the Haileyburians, among them John Beames,
Auckland Colvin, and Alfred C. Lyall, went out with the first of the
"Competition Hallahs".108

Auckland Colvin was at least speaking for some when, disguised

as "Philo-Goldsmith" in the Haileybury Observer, he offered the following

comment in his composition "The Deserted College':

I11 fares the land, where competition's ban

Has rendered each a rival - man to man.

Students may work and seek a sickly fame;

Yet what is glory? - nothing but a name!

While a bold brotherhood as we have been

When once destroyed, shall ne'er again be seen.

0Old times are altered. Ministerial toes

O'er-turn a College, and displace the 'Pros'

The good old reign of Patronage is o'er -

Influence, departed; - Interest, no more -
(from "The Deserted College")

He seemed to predict that the day would come when "India's children"
would lament the passing of the day '"'when men - not bookworms - ruled

109

their destiny".

107R. J. Moore, where Wood is quoted, 92.

108Stephen, 330; also G. O. Trevelyan, The Competition Wallah
(1866), 5-15. '"Wallah" is Anglo-Indian for man, among other meanings.
Hobson Jobson.

109A. Colvin, in the Haileybury Observer, VIIT (1856), 250-254.
See also his "Elegy Written in a College Quad", Ibid., 296-299.
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Competition having been achieved, the mood of interested parties
changed from one of optimism to disappointment and then reassessment.
Among the Haileyburians who came forward to welcome the competitives, to
pick the bones of Haileybury dry as well as to rail at the principle of
seniority was Richard Cust ('42). He accepted competition with the pro-
viso that it impose a "self-denying ordinance'" whereby class interests
should be destroyed. He wanted to see "Trojan and Tyrian" levelled,
polished by instruction, tested by examination, promoted by merit, elim-
inating the "fool, the dotard, the worn out. . . .(!)"110 Having served
in the Punjab and observed that system, he felt that the competitive
principle had already operated upon covenanted Haileyburians there. The
Governor [Dalhousie] was strong enough "to eject every man who failed to
maintain the required standard", because he had an "abyss" - the Agra
Government and the native line regiments - into which he could throw
rejects.111 Then he wondered aloud how patronage would be managed when
“"each factory" would have to "consume its own smoke".112 How would the
"half-men half-boys", who had crammed to enter Haileybury and crammed to
get out after '"the lengthy farce" of two years, and who discovered on
getting to their up-country assignments that they had "everything worth

knowing" still to learn, going to get promotions under the new rules of

119, N. Cust, "The Examination System", CR, XXXIT (1859), 389.

111While it was true that Dalhousie occasionally sent men down to
Thomason for disciplinary training, so to speak, Cust seemed caustic in
view of the eulogy he had given Thomason four years earlier. See "The
Collector of Revenue in the NWP", CR, XXIII (1854).

112Cust, "Examination System", 389,
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18527 John Peter Grant ('28), secretary to the Bengal Government, intro-
duced a form of competition by making promotion after two years depend on
the measure of success in examinations in vernacular languages.113
By the 1870's observers had changed their minds. Gone was the
optimistic belief that the substitution of competition for the patronage
system respecting the training of India's rulers was sufficient alone to
meet the challenge. George Birdwood, one of the chief critics of compe-
tition, in a paper read before the East Indian Association in London,
charged that the system involved an almost total surrender of "ministerial
responsibility to an irresponsible Commission of Examiners" who were not
capable of accomplishing the broad intent of the change, which was to
secure the ablest men for the service, to "spread education throughout
all the classes of the people and promote national contentment. . . ." He
also charged that the wrong men were often plucked because they failed
in a "paper test". He quoted Matthew Arnold who, as an examiner for a
brief time, found that the men with the highest marks were '‘crammed

men, not formed men".114

To support his contention, Birdwood pointed to the scholars and

134554, , 305, Years later Cust remarked that this article he—

came a "counter-irritant" to a Governor and served to make him unpopu-
lar. See his Memoirs of a Septuagenarian (1899), 13.

J. P. Grant in 1859 became Lieutenant-Governor of Bengal.

The Hindoo Patriot on 21 February 1856 expressed doubts that
competitives could ever "transcend" Haileyburians. In any case, placed
beside the better military men taken into civil employ, the civilians
appeared as ''bargains'". See M. Ghosh, ed., Selections from the Writings
of G. C. Ghose [editor of the Hindoo Patriot] (Calcutta, 1912) 200-1.
(Hereafter Hindoo Patriot).

114 : e . stz :

G. C. M. Birdwood, Competition and the Indian Civil Service

(1872) ] 6‘7-
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brilliant writers,115 for whom India was indebted to Haileybury, a dis-
tinction "in which one would have anticipated competition [to be] more
successful", He favoured the patronage system, young men chosen respon-
sibly from known families and the great public schools. Some undoubtedly
had more brawn than brain, nevertheless they all found suitable work,116
and the more intelligent had, in his opinion, never been equalled in the
last twenty years. There was after all something to be claimed for
Haileyburians who were carriers of traditions and '"the mysteries of the
art of man-government; they learnt them by living them". Most competi-

tives, Bird complained, did not even know that they had to learn them [!].

Moveover, competition had destroyed esprit de corps at one fell blow.

The covenanted servant who was "property", in effect, worked devotedly
for the man who paid him, while the competitive was merely a part of
the "great worldly government of state-craft". Admittedly, Birdwood
was passionate, but he charged in 1872 that it would be more straight-
forward "to sell the appointments at a yearly auction outright to the
highest bidder" than to expose them to the "New East India Competitive

Examination Dodge Company", which was equally limited, but never as

115See the bibliography but also the DIB and the DNB for refer-
ences to the scholarly work of John Beames ('377, H. M. Elliot, John
and William Muir in oriental studies and history; the writers Campbell,
Cust, Raikes, Seton-Karr, and R. Temple, to name a few,

l16}!. G. Keene ('46) made the point in 1901 that those who
failed to measure up to the challenge of what he considered courses
taught at the level of the university and went out as comparative dunces
were not always bad fellows. The competitives on the whole may have
been more knowledgeable but never greater than Brian Hodgson ('17) or
John Lawrence ('29), His review of H. M. Stephen's ™Haileybury" in the
CR (1901) was reprinted in Here and There (1906), 89.
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honourable as the old. How hollow, in retrospect, he declaimed, was the
outcry against the old directors' system of nomination as a monopoly".117
Birdwood was not the first to suggest that Haileybury or its
equivalent should be revived. Almost as soon as its demise was announced,
Charles Trevelyan, és a member of the Christian Vernacular Education So-
ciety, suggested the founding of an Oriental College in London. He
thought in terms of making it mandatory for public servants going to India
to pass its vernacular language examinations and of making it permissible
for missionaries and others to take the language courses offered.118
Another Haileyburian, M. Monier-Williams ('41), who taught Orientals at
Haileybury from 1844 to 1857, and then went to Oxford, suggested the cre-
ation of an Indian Institute at Oxford. While he did not realize his
project fully until 1883, he thought of this Institute as " a new edition
of the old Haileybury College, resuscitated for the benefit of all stu-
dents preparing for Indian careers".119
Birdwood recommended in 1872 that Haileybury be revived in con-
nection with the new engineering college created at Cooper's Hill, Just

outside of London. This was founded to replace Addiscombe, which had

been closed in 1861, Called to head the Royal Indian Engineering College

117Birdwood, 9-18,

. Wo5se Jumen Tong, "Clvistian Optentalisa®, CR, XXXII (1859),
298-307.,

119For a biographical sketch of Monier-Williams, see the DIB.
One of the chief contributors to the publication of MOEC (1893), Monier-
Williams took the liberty of mentioning his projected Oxford Indian
Institute there., See p. xxii.
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was George Chesney (A - '48).120 Three years later Salisbury, Disraeli's
Secretary of State, initiated a full-scale enquiry into fhe method of-re-
cruitment and training of the ICS. Haileyburians in high positions,

most of them Thomasonians earlier in their careers, were asked to sub-
mit their opinions. Among these were Richard Temple, John Strachey, and
William Muir. Temple, then Lieutenant-Governor of Bengal, fe;t that the
candidates should have a common training provided for them either-at
Cooper's Hill or in a school attached to one of the existing universie
ties.121 Strachey, Lieutenant-Governor of the NWP, piéced very little
value on training received at a university or a special college. He felt

the competitives had too much book-learning and too little savoir-faire

or self-reliance, William Muir, financial member in the Viceroy's
Council, was convinced that an effort should be made to obtain the best

of both systems, perhaps by inaugurating an improved Haileybury at

22

Cooper's Hill.1 Thus had the debate gone full circle.

120500 E. W. C. Sandes, The Military Engineers in India (1935)
11, 349-353, Chesney was knighted and ranked as General, holding the
office of Principal of the College from 1871 to 1880. For his remark-
able career see the DIB.

121Campbell wrote in about 1890 that he had had a plan "for a
special Indian college at one of the universities. . « « The main
difficulty", as he saw it, "seemed to be that no government would dare
to plant such an institution at one university to the exclusion of the
other. . . " Memoirs, 10.

122, .4 . ;

William Muir, ed., Papers Relating to the Selection and
Training for the ICS (Calcutta, 1876), 147-151, 204-208, 451-7.




CHAPTER 1II
The Life and Career of James Thomason

In the historiography of the British interlude in India, James Thomason
has been all but forgotten. No scholarly study has been prepared since
1893 when Richard Temple ('46), one of the last Thomasonians, drew his
affectionate full-length portrait in the Rulers of India series.1 Forty
years earlier William Muir ('37) wrote his career-sketch of Thomason as
Lieutenant-Governor. Having served him as secretary from 1851 till his
death in September 1853, Muir took advantage of immediacy and intimacy,
as well as access to the public records of the NWP.2 While a certain
degree of reliance on their work has been unavoidable, nevertheless a
careful reading of the private papers of the Governors-General for the
years 1836-56, in addition to other materials, has made some revision
of the record possible. For there were some sources extant which they
chose not to use then, such as the adverse criticism of the village
settlement, with which they were faced.3
These two disciples, Muir and Temple, offer a convincing argu-

ment for the thesis that Thomason by 1843 was adequately prepared by

experience and strategically placed by successive promotions to form a

1Temple, Thomason (1893). 215 pp. Temple had access to family
papers. O'Malley in Modern India and the West wrongly attributes the
authorship to W. W. Hunter, 593.

2Muir, "The Honourable James Thomason: Late Lieutenant-Governor",
CR, XXI (1853), 472-523. Forty-four years later (1897) Muir wrote a
Preface and saw his account published in Edinburgh.

3See particularly Chapters Four and Five.
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"school" of civilian administrators second to no other identifiable
school. His varied career brought him to an easy familiarity with the
personnel of the governments of Bentinck, Auckland,and Ellenborough.
Because he had applied his mind, both theoretically as well as in
practice, to virtually all facets of Indian administration, he had be-
come a recognized authority in matters related to land revenue, edu-
cation, and public works, not to mention justice, and the political
and foreign departments. As a result, he was frequently consulted by
officials of other governments and not least by Dalhousie after 1848,
who was dependent on Thomason for men to settle the Punjab.

To attempt to trace the formation of a personality - thought-
to be the product of heredity and environment - has its distinct at-
tractions for the historian. In Thomason's case, the formative years
(1804-1822) require a look at his parentage and his wardship with
Charles Simeon for eight impressionable years, and his preparation for
Haileybury and his experiences there.

James Thomason was born 3 May 1804 at Shelford, near Cambridge,
to Thomas Truebody Thomason who in 1799 had married Elizabeth Fawcett of
Scaleby Castle. The father was elected a fellow of Magdalene College
after taking his degree there, then became tutor of Queen's College.
Until he went to India in 1808 to become Chaplain of the Old Mission
Church in Calcutta,h he was a curate in several parishes near Cambridge
under Charles Simeon. James' mother, a daughter of a clergyman, came of

English "country" stock.5 The young Thomason, the only male child of

, ‘ :
E. T. Sandys, "The 0ld Mission Church", BPP, X (1915), 306-331.

5Elizabeth Fawcett came from the L'Estrangers, the Howards of Carl-
isle and the Hudlestones of Hutton John. Beckett to Penner, 17 May 1969.
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this marriage,6 and age four when his parents went to India, narrowly
escaped death with them from shipwreck in the Bay of Bengal.7

After six years in India, he was sent to England into the care of
Charles Simeon of Cambridge. Simeon was the spiritual father of a con-
siderable number of Cambridge-educated evangelicals, among them Thomas
Thomason. He was assisted in his wardship of James by Mrs. Dornford,
another disciple of Simeon, who was James' grandmother.8 Delighted at
the prospect of playing parent to young James, Simeon spelled out his
role: "We shall steer the medium between excess of care, and a want of
care. .« ."9 After taking him to the house of a Mr. Preston at Aspeden,
not far from Cambridge, where James was to receive private schooling,10

Simeon wrote: "Having been shown over the house, your dear mother and

myself retired with little James to his own room, to consecrate him and

it to the Lord. O that it may be whilst in his possession the house of
God, and the gate of heaven'. Among his companions at Aspeden were
Thomas Babington Macaulay and William Wilberforce. They were sons of
the Clapham '"Saints", Z. Macaulay and W. Wilberforce, respectively. At

Stansted under Archdeacon Hodson (c.1818-20), Thomason had Samuel

6

James' sister Esther married a relation of Sir James Stephen;
Eliza Harrington T. married Col. George Hutchinson (A-'10), Bengal
Engineers; Frances married R. Montgomery, Thomason's Azamgarh assistant,

1838.

7

Temple, 26-7.

8She was the former Esther Truebody, a Quaker. Her first mar-
riage in 1773 was to Thomason, mayor of Tetnmes.

%imeon to T. Thomason, 12 August 1814 in William Carus, ed.,
Memoirs of Charles Simeon.(1847), 394.

10

See Cohn, "Recruitment", Table Six, 129; also Chapter Three.
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Wilberforce as his companion.1
In 1820 Simeon and Mrs. Dornford saw to James' transfer to Hailey-
bury.12 Equally as solicitous for James' spiritual welfare as for his
academic performance, Simeon in November, 1821 interpreted a report from
the Principal as proof of a "diminution of [his] excellencies", and asked:
"Is my beloved James degenerating?" Was he, Simeon, to have cause to
adjust his high estimation of James' work and life at Haileybu;y?' "For
my sake, for your own sake, for your dear parents' sake, I pray you cor-
rect instantly whatever is amiss; and let no young companion tempt you
to persevere in anything which is contrary to the rules of the College,
o o ."13 The Cambridge divine need hardly have worried. Although he ;as
not the most outstanding prizewinner among those destined for Bengal,
Thomason left with twelve prizes and three medals.1u He distinguished
himself in Classics (taught by Rev. Edward Lewton, Registrar), in
Mathematics (Rev. Charles Webb LeBas, Dean, later'Principal,‘18h8—hh),
History and Political Economy (Thomas Malthus), Law (Sir James Mackintosh),
as well as Arabic and Persian (Charles Stewart and Rev. H. G. Keene).
Given his evangelical upbringing and the environment afforded by
Charles Simeon and Mrs. Dornford, Thomason's evangelical persuasion was

not diminished by his Haileybury experience, 1820-22. The young

11Simeon to T. Thomason, 7 September 1814, in Carus, 3%98. See
also Temple, 38,40,

12Thomasqn was nominated to Haileybury by W. Artell, motivated
by his "friendship" for Charles Simeon of King's College, Cambridge.

simeon to James, 6 November 1821, Carus, 556.

1
Psee MOHC, 55, 56 and the student lists.
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Thomason found Simeon only too ready to make all the travel arrange-
ments for his return to India on the David Scott which included sailing
part of the way with him as he had done sixteen years earlier when the
Thomasons left on their assignment. The godfather poured out his con-
cern in a letter to India: "0 may God preserve him in safety and bring
him to your bosom as the most dear and acceptable of all earthly trea-
sures".15 William Muir wrote in 1854 of Simeon's influence on Thomason
as follows:

It was indeed one of the greatest privileges we can imagine, to
have been, in the season of his youth, for eight years under
the immediate charge of the apostolical Simeon. His simplicity
of character and earnestness of purpose, fitted him eminently
to be an influential guide, as well as an attractive pattern,
for a young man, while his cheerful temperament, and buoyant
spirits, exhibited religion in the most inviting aspect.
Whether owing to this influence or not, it is certain that
James Thomason was, throughout his life, guided by the same
depth of religious sentiment, and the same catholicity, as
animated Simeon.16

The youth who landed at Calcutta in September.1822, has been
pictured as a tall Anglo-Saxon, of modest demeanour, winning manners
and a high caste bearing. Temple wrote:

When to this was added a thoroughly sound education, intellect-

ual endowments and a paternal name most favourably . . . known

in Calcutta, discerning persons could foresee that he would
rise rapidly in life, and that many a powerful hand would be
stretched forth to help him in mounting the steps of the
ladder.

What Temple meant was that his distinguished academic record at Hailey-

bury and his connections in Calcutta would promote his rise in the

1BSimeon to T. Thomason in Carus, 558, S62.

6Muir, Thomason, 474. Simeon was not catholic enough in 1822
to support Catholic Emancipation. See Carus, 576.
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service.17 He was the son of a popular chaplain, Thomas Thomason, a
protégé of Charles Simeon, who had attended Lord Hastings (Moira) on an
up-country tour in 1812.18 In short, young Thomason's entrance into the
Bengal Civil Servipe during the tenure of Baron Amherst as Governor-
General (1823-28) augured Qell for his success as a civilian administrator.
Assured as he doubtlessly was of an appointment, if not of early
promotion, Thomason eagerly applied himself to become proficieﬁt in
Oriental languages. As a result, he was pronounced '"qualified for the
public service" in June, 1823. Nevertheless, he remained at the CFW "to
prosecute the study of Mohametan law'". In December he received his first
assignment as assistant registrar to the "Sudder Dewanny and Nizamut
Adawlat" (SDNA). He remained at his post until February 1826, when he
was made assistant to the magistrate and collector of the Jungle Mahals
(estates). By November he was officiating as judge of these estates.
Before entering upon this responsibility which afforded civil and
Judicial experience, he insisted on being examined in Muslim and Hindu
law. After giving complete satisfaction to his examiners, he received
an honorarium of 3,000 rupees.19 His performance in two such different

languages, Arabic and Sanskrit, was "almost unique in Anglo-Indian

17Temp1e, L7,
18Ibid., 28-31., Hastings was sufficiently impressed to invite
T. Thomason to draw up a general scheme of education for Indians.

19Muir, 474-5, This award ranked Thomason with the most dis-
tinguished students of the CFW. W. H., Macnaghten, under whom Thomason
worked in the SDNA, and who examined Thomason in Orientals, was the
. record-holder in honoraria, having won 7,000 rupees in 1815. See Kopf,
231,
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records". It was perhaps the combined effect of the exertions required
for such prodigious achievements and the insalubrious climate of his
first post which weakened his health. For in February 1827, he had to
take sick leave.20

Although this early breakdown in health was the fate of many,
Thomason's biographer, Richard Temple, writing in the robust 1890's,
was ever keen to demonstrate how Thomason, always a little larger than
life, overcame all difficulties, ho