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Jung Bahadur

By
Baburam Acharya

(Pumima, 27, Aswin 2029 (sgptaember-October 1972), p. 178).
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HE
Jung Bahadur

On Wodnesdayy, Magh Badi 9, 1902, ring rRajendra
apl.ointed Jung Bahadur as Genceral, ‘with the Datdarkhang
Kumarichok, thce Basantapur Tahabil, and the Bhandarkhal
under him. :

on Wednesday, Aswin Badi 11, 1903, Kiug Rajendra
appointed him as Mukhtiyar and Commander-in-chiet.

Oon Kartik Badi 11, 1903, King Rajendra announced
that hoe would leave for Kashi. He directed that both
civil and military officials should act according to
th. orders of Jung Bahadur, and that thz junior Quaen
and her sons should be prevented fram coming back to
Hepal, and punished if they committed treasone.

on Thursday, Kartik sudi 10, 1903, King Rajcndra
wrot: @ letter to surendra as follows: "I am leaving

for Kashi. Ascend the throne if I am imprisoncd. Other-
wise, do so when I attain the age of forty years.'a
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N _pal: stratowgy for survival
L SR

Lco E. Rosc
Reviewed by Randhir subba

(Randhir subba, "sri Leo E. Roscko Pustak". (1.0 E. Ros.'s
book). Samaj, Bhadra 11, 2035 (august 27, 197y) .

The title of Leo E. Rosc's book M"strat. gy for'survival?
which was published in 1971, shads ligit La lts subiroi-
mactors: the loier-bole mekiods and Stiatd | ainpoad by
N pal for its survivale. Leo E. Rosc haes writt.n this
ook after several years of study and research on Nepal's
foreign policy during the past two centuric§.~His diligences
must be appreciated. But a thorough study of tiwe kook
canpels one to conclude that it was written with pro-
conceived notions, and that the aucthor's attontrion has
goneg only to those euants that und'crscore thoeae novion::,

Mo reféraence has been made in this Laok to thoge lugcocrical
<v.onts that rerute his preconceived notiong. Wherover

any relerence hzs boen made, their meaning has beon dis-
‘“tort.d.

Thigs articloe secks to commoent on the conclusions of
th: author.Leo ®. Rose has rofrainagd Lron Jd2 e cily writiog
that Nepal was not a sovereign state and only indiroctly
hintod at thi... In order to refute that hint, it is
“ss<ntial to think over some historical wvents.

After the present kingdom of Nepal was foupded 200
yors ago, Hepal has been congtantly vigilant ond sucloso-
tul in maintaining its identity, As a regult of the 1757
Plassey war, the Britisbh Bugire was founddd in India.

It began to gpread in northern Indlis!, and within a fow
decades, the whole of northern Indin, except Punjab and
Kashnir was iucurporated into the British Rapi're. Lator,
Pun jab, Kagslmir and other states in Scuthern Inidlia too
wore incorporated, But Neopal was successful in safeguard-
ing its indopcndence and sovereignty. The main criterion
of sovereiaqn indepcendence is freedom to maincain foreign
relations and detemine an indepcndent foreton policy.

Prior to the Ngpal-Eritish war cf 1814-1¢, t1cpal had
riélations with both China and Britain. Accorling to the
then prevalent custom, foreign relations verce maintained
through cxchangye of cnvoys from' time to time. ivpal had
a foreign policy ot its own to regulote relations with
thess 'countricse

i The sugauli Treaty of 1816 did no- takc awhy btlidg
ifrowdom of Nepal.s Mopal's foreign rel stions thus ranaincd
uqhamgered. and Nepal did not lose the freedom ©o dotor-
mine its oun foreign policy. the tresty gave Nopal-mritich
ri:lations a vritten form, but did not croate any obgtacle

contd..,
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in Nepal's relations with China and Tibet. Indceed, those
relations continued as before. Contacts were maintainod
later also with Afghanistan and Burma. In 1855-56, the
Nopal-Tibet war occurred, and for nearly 100 ycears altoc-
wards, Tibet abided by its treaty with Nepal'.

Nor is there any substance in the view that becauco
of the 1792 Ne¢pal-China treaty Nepal lost or limited its
soviereignty. That every five yesrs a goodwill delegacicn
usod to go to China from Ngpal to offur presents to the
Chincse Bnperor is only one aspect of' the eastern world
attitude. The concept of sovereignty as is pravalent
those days orginated in the West. The western concept
of govercignty has been adopted by the entire world
these dayse According to the mod:arn concept, a nation
which anjoys the right to establish forcian relations
is sovereign., That Nogpal sent presents to the Chinese
mup.ror every five ywars cannot mean that Nepal lost
its sovercignty. Even after signing the 1792 treaty Nepal
fought and concluded treatics with Tibet, as well as
with the British Bonpire, Nepal's freedom to maintain
foreign relations and determine policies governing the .o
r.lations ranaincd intact.

Let us now discuss LeO-~E. Rose's conclusionsa. Ho
has mainly tricd to stress two points:

(1) rrom the time of Prithvi Narayan Shah Nc¢pal had
roque sted Chinese help to fight the British Bmpirc but
it never received any.

(2)' Economic factors arc important in determining a
country's foreign policy. It is due to cconomic tactorg
that Nopal had to fight with Tibet frequently and main-
tain rclations with China. It is for this vary reason
thst in today's context Nepal needs to maintain full
cooperation with India. Ne¢pal should formulatc its
foreign policy accordingly. '

It is on this basis that Leo E. Rose has criticiz..d
the nonaligned policy of N:pal. This policy has been
propounded primarily in the context of the rivalry betwo-m
th: Sovict Union and the United States. It aims at none
alignment in re¢lations with them, Leo E. Rose ragards
Nupal's exposition of the nonaligned policy in its own
context. to maintain equal friendship with both India and
China is an unrealistic and untimelye. He has cvon made
‘sarcistic cuanments on these principles propounded by
N'...pa 'o )

Lco E. Roge''s first conclusion.'is erconcous, That
N.pal never received any help from china when it sought
such help against British-India is historic lly corroct.
ut what was China's condition during the pas: two conturj.
China 'itself was wueak and oxploitad Ly imEcCialist powers
4t that tiniee. Nzarly 175 years ago napolien had” RaiHl’
"China is a sleeping lion".

Conv L.
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Lot it sleoop. O ogt Make 1€ ub.” ‘I'he 10t eIndtiohfide
situntion during the last two centurics marked by €he
climax of impcrialisme. Today, thirs situation has chanaged
50 much that a small but resclute country such ag Vietigun
has bcen eble to defeat even France and the United Stateds

Let us now discuss Leo E. Roseé's sccond conclusion.
His arguments may confuse and tighe havie confused wauy
Mepalisy For those few persoils who wouJ~r what may hapeon
to Nepal if the supply line Of all essintial cOmusaLod o
auoh as salt and Kerosane oil ig cuk O:L- SrEl wWhG; Ui
Pore, Bolidve that wo should suebreniflalr, Rls !ogla tiay
e impriss i) e worlcd higtary shows That 31 cubaghn
ceconomip facrtorsg have determinad thoe toredgn policy Of
& country, pressure tactics too have a lindit voaon <
country gives greatpr importance to its national proeitidd
than to econowic tactors. Money and bread alone are nou

ald in life. Many imponderable factorgs too inocpics an
dndividuals. mewlions. As In the cage of individuals,
the valucs of country are nek always reélab.d (O coonGuis

History is.full of acgounts Of Wiillions ofF Paopt

who. sacrifiegd thmsclves for the sshe off thelrrreligiomd
Duns €O & feecling orf scélfrespect; @ren Poor mon havie

Lought legal hattles with millionaires for the sak

an inch of land. Nmcionalistic considerslions lod the
quurns of Chittor to fight eveen againgc rathas and
tluyhal, who wirce nch more powcrful and nuan rousy Th
women of Rajpubana immolatd thomgolves through “Johoo W,
but did not surrender, A nation can gacrifice cieryeliang
for the sake 'of its sovereigntys In 3943, Prince sihanoal
OL Cambodia agreedl to a discountinuation of U.s. add,
but didg riot sUccumb S pressuber, Cul S MG o3 e o
weoriomic assistance fram the U.S.A., the most powerifal
R&ticn dh Ehs world. Whon thelr soverdiagn sthtug vas

ac slakey Lo pecople of Victnam had n tdougtt for thoic
wiakiiess, poverty, and helplessness. They dil! not krigel
douh betfors: FPrunce at the very boginning witi. che appr o -
n=181o that Franc@ would impecse a blockads un Lhe SUPL LY
Of s ditial commodit iest. They were rogdy to e, and

ul tiately detested the Fremchs They fought wich cLug
world's gtrongest powor for thirty years and Yliamacaly
ancrged victoriouse

For this reason, the way in which the Nopali _p (€,
have interprete? the toom nonalignment is Cue cors .ot
and redlistic ane for cthanm.

121

If we have to import all csscncial commodibics
trom OUtside tuday, will we never be asble to paooduce
thrme GNrselves 7 10 the present international situaiion,
i may be very dirfficult for us te reach the imteronaldionml
markct, but will this situation last for OVl 2

ohould  we, in the present situation, accept delont
#anid 1k eothars detar NS our T-.)L"Oi\;l!i folicy 7 The author
ig detuanely in the negativee.

ContElaey
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Every country takes its national intercests into
consideration's Is there any enlightenad man who will
runain indif'ferent to the dignity, independazncc, and
sovereignty of his country ? In the present age, no
nation can abandon its sovereignty merely on grounds of
its geographical and economic constraints. As Loo . Rose
himself has noted, Nepal has reamained highly clert on
tnis question for the past two hundred years's We cannot
forsake freedom to formulate our own stand on inter-
national issues keeping the national intercsts in view,
and for anyone to express any reservations on this
question is to insult the Nepali peoplce.

If any Chinese journalist write in a r wspapor
that the pcoplce of Lhasa descend to Kethmandu during the
winter, as if it was their winter capital, the Nepalis
wWwill only feel amused. But actually, 5,000 Indian twarigsts
visited Kathmandu during this summner because of the
sweltering heat in India, and an Indian correspondent
wv.n ranarked that they scamed to have treated Kathwmandu
as though it was their summer capital. Thus the writings
of'Chinegse and Indian journalists on an idontical 1ssu.
«voke different ‘reactions. This is probably because thic
nritish used to ghift their swmmer capital from Calcutta
to parjecliny and from Dolhi to simla.

In 1971, pekistan disintegrated, and Bangladesh
wn.rged as an independent nation's But the tussle amcng
differene forces did not end even with that avent. ‘Thou-
zandg of people were kill:d aven after the creation of

Bangladush. Ultimately, Mujibur Rahman himgalf wasz
assassinated. Nobody can predict the shape of' things

in Bangladesh, for the struggle betweun the forces thuw
Wwore behind its aemergence and those that murdercd Mujitur
Ranman, arce still strong. It hardly necd be pointed out
that both forcus represent extaernal powers, not the
Feople of Bangladeshe

Another change was the overthrow of King zahir
shah of Afghanistan in a coup d'etat. In that coup,
onc of his own relatives Daoud, was proclaimed Head of
State. There was another coup d''etat in 1978, in which
the ontire Daoud family was murderede NOW a Marxist
regime has been installed in that country. The new rulors
of Afghanistan have reopened the issues of Pakhtoonistan
and Baluchistan in Pakistan. What factor has inspired
th- new rulers of Afghanistan to interfere in chc internal
affairs of Pakistan ?

A tusslc has started in Afghanistan. Nobody knows
what the future has in storee.

Leo E. Rose has discussed evaents uncil 1969 only
in his book. He probably wrote the book in 170 and
publishgd it in 1971, At that time, Mr. Kissinger had
not visitid pPeking, nor had the U.S. President done so.
'he table tennis tournament had not been held at Nawoy .
in Japan, and sikkim had not been "merged® into Indi:'.

Cortd...
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~ Many developments have taken place in south’ A
% Africa since 1971: Ethiopia, Somalia, -Cango, sou€h

an, Zaire. The conclusion might have been diflerent’
hail Leo E. Rose written a book on Ne¢pal's long-term
strategy for survival with due consideration to the
intarnational situation in the light Of all these dove-

lopmcnts.

* kAR * Kk

Nepal"s Defeat in the Nepal-British war
BY

.Mahesh Raj Pant

(»Bi'. san'. 187¥-72 Ko Nepal-Angrejyaddhama MNepal-le
Harnama EButa Thulo Karan". (A major reason for Mepal's
defeat in the 1814-15 Nepal~British war) . Purnima, Year 1,
No'. 1, Baisakh'2021 (Aprll 1964)'. pP. 4:-—.;8)'

The Nepal-British war of 18’71-72 samvcn; is an unportant
evant in the hisgtory of Nepal and India. It put a stop
to the campaign of territorial conguest that the Nepali
pcople had started in 1801 samvate. Nepal was compalled
to sign u trgaty with the British surrendering ona-third
of its terrltory. The British also suffereld! much loss in
th2 war, even though they had been attaining easy succeus
through intriguecs. ;

(Note: Their victory in the Battle of Flassey in
1814 samvat enabled the Becitish to impose their dominati on
in bengal'. Nawab Sirajuddaula of Eengal assambled a force
of 50,000 to fight the British, who had only 3, 'Oo:) troops.
It was, therefore, difficult for the lritish to deteat
Nawab Sirajuddaula in the battle-field., But the British
attainel an easy victory, because they hsd already won
over Mir Jafar and ROy Durldbh, generals of sirajuddaula,
tO th('ir side. y
. {This account is based on Ishwari Prasad and sharad
‘Kumar 3 Arvachina ‘Bharat Ka Itlhasa (A historj of wodaern
InJia)' P 73< i ~ . . RPN

In his book Bharatmen Angrgu Raixa (British rule
_in India) {Ist. ed.) p. 946y, sundarlal writes: "The
British were badly defeated by the Nepali forces at sevaral
places.’ some British generals provel thamselves to be
vary incampetent’ and cowardly and' so were dismissel by
the Governor-General. The Negpal war was the fiercest
fgdnr:‘]i.igdist‘war fouglit by the BrJ,tish until that time

Contd. ..
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similarly, in his Britishkalin _BRharataka Itihasa
‘(A history of British India) (PP. 219-20), P.E. Roberts
. writes: "The first Nepal war, started by Lord Hastings,
" was quite different from the big wars he fought with
the: marathas. Lord Hastings has been blamed for his in-
ability to understand the intricacies of war. But N&pal
is the most difficult country in the world from the :
vizwpoint of warfare. The Corkhalis are braver than any
oth2r Indians, except the Sikhs. We must realize that
the troops engaged in this war had no experience of
fighting in mountainous terrain. Generals, with the
exception of Ochterlony, proved the incompetence. The
Gorkhalis had not been akle to muster more than 12,000
troops, whereas the British invading force consfsted
of 34,000 men. Even then, the British suffered much
loss of life and property. General Gillespie, of the
Lattle of Java fame, was stopped at the first round of :
[iguting at .a hill fort and was killed. General Martindell
was repulsed when he launched an attack on Jythak.
Ochterlony alone was able to maintain his position in
the attack on westem Nepal.")

on Kartik 18, 1871, samvat, Lord Hastings, Governor-
General of the nast Iﬂdia company, declared war on Nepal
“from Lucknow. War ‘then starced formally. British troops
hai, however, entered Nepal in the west twelve days
previously. '

(Note: The diary of Daivajnyashiromani Laxmipati
rPanle, which is in the possession of Mohan Nath Pande,
containg the following entries. The words written =
parentheses have been added to explain the meanings

on Aswin sudi 7, 1871 samvat (Kartik 6), British

troops intruded into Khusyalpur, which is situated in

Napali territory. From there they reached Dehra on Aswin
sudi 9 (kartik 8), and Nalapani on Aswin sudi 11 (Kartik
10) . captain Balabhadra Kanwar was in command of the
Mepali fort at Nalapani. Theré was an exchange ,of fire
at six ghadis after sunriseé (about 8:30 A.M.), and nine
men of the enemy were killed. Two men lost their ‘lives
on our side, The enemy then withdrew to Dehra).

Taking advantage of the most important festival of
the Nepalis, the Dashain, the British had actually started
the War eight days before it was formslly declared.
34,000 British troops then advanced in five sectors with
the objective of occpying the entire area from Morang
in the east to Handur 1n the West. «

In thig war. the British wera defn.ated by the: Nepalis
from the Koshi region to the Karnali region. In the
Januna region,- the Nepali were not able to defeat the
British, Mut at least defended thamselves. However,

tneif could not even defend themselves in the Gangetic
region.

Vo
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It -is not easy to identify the reasons for Nepalls ;.
defeat in this war, because the reasons were many.

1, since the sixteanth century of the Vikrama era,
the Renaissance in Europe had led to congiderable develop-
ment in technology. Ui Qg development eluded India. Con-
saquently, Nepalls weawns were 1nferlur to those used
by the British.

(Cf. Jawaharlal Nehru: Glimpszs of o rid History, chapter
cauptioncd "Rumlquce or Reawakening'y Jach_hm.ud
vVidyalankar:* Itlhasa Pravesha (4n inktgroductic . £o biiouoeiy)
chapter capticned “Jnysna-Jagcici-ka Abbava' (Lack of
knowleédge and enlightenment) ; and Surys Bikram Onyawali:
amarsimha Thspa, chapter captioned “"Harka Karan' (Reagsons
for defeat) . ' '

2. Through pressure and intimidation, the Rritish
obtained a loan of Rs 25 million from Nawabh Ghaziuddin
of Oudh for the Hepal war. wWith this money, chey recruit.od
troops and procuced military L.Lluirmv_ul, and sufylios.
' Nepalis did not have so much money, nor were they
in position to borrow from any sourcc.. Consequently,
they have fewer troops and less equirment and supplies
than the Brltiob

3« In 1849 samvat, Kirkpatrick visited Noepal as the
envoy of the Company government. He wrote a book on
whiatever he saw and knew about Nepal and presented it
to the high-ranking autlorities of the East Incha comapany. -
T~ . ocok was published in 1867 samvat,

“In 1859 samvat, Hamilton ranained in Kathmandu for:
one Year along with the British Resident, Knox. He aiployed”
several persons to collect information about nepal. j
After he was forced to leave Nepal, he stayed two years
in the border areas and collected furttior information.
Hamilton thug made strenuocus ef fortg to cnllect soeret
informacion about Nepal. In 1876 gamvat, he published
his book on Rejral ard dedigated it to Wellesley, who
was Governor-General of the East India (,ompany at the ;
time~ he was in MNepal. .

In Nepal, on the other hand, the tradition of educa-
tion in politics was abs sent, . Consequently, the Nepalis
yere unable to collect infom ation about the c-oumry or
t.o vauire the secrets of the Eritiche.

4. g\fta' returning to Nepal frow Kashi, the swami

Maharaj, Ran Bahadur, summoned King Prithvipala Sen
Of the vassal Kinglom of Palpa and put hiwm in ‘jail.
Palpa was then apneéxed by force, when Ran Bahadur was

assassinated by his half-lrother, Sher iuhadur, Prithvi-
pula sen was accused of being an accomplice in the crime.
Ehimsen “Phapa had been killed in cold blood on this .
charge.” This action naturally undermined the trust of
the vassal States in the government of Wepal. consevuently,

scme of them went over in support of the Dritish duriny
the Nepal~Briticsh war.

Contdee.
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(Note: It is true, of course, that the British offered
many allurements to the prominent generals of Nepal and
even promised to make them rulers of areas under their
control in an attempt to win them over. But the bhardars
of N=pal, who had been taught the lesson of patriotism
by Prithvi Narayan shah, did not succumb to the tempta-
tion. They did not attempt to become rich by rebelling
against their countrye. o ' ’

(Based on the chapter "Jwalanta Deshabhaktira swarthatyaga"
(shining patriotism and spirit of sacrifice) in Amara
Simha Thepa) . - '

5. buring the war, the British conducted much
propaganda to undermine the morale of the Nepalis, For
Nepali officials, on the other hand, it was necessary
to acquire infomation about developments in anot
province from the spies of the British. S

Thi:se are the main reasons for Nepal's defeat in
the N«pal-British war, There are several other reasons
as well. A separate essay is necessary to discuss them
throughlye. ' :

The present essay intends to discuss the fifth '
reason in detaile. . .. .

_ A letter written by Chautariaya Bam Shah, administrator
of Garh and Kumaun, and his colleagues tO the government

of N-pal is interesting in this context. The letter has
never besen published before, hence the full text is given
below (in translation) :- : :

»y2 had already submitted a report from the place
where the dead body of (Chautariya Hastadal shah, who
was killed in the battle of Gannath on Baisakh 13, 1872
Samvat) was cremated. We then transported supplies and
ammunitions across the (Maha) Kali river on four elephants
and 600 porters. some supplies are still being transportai.

Hearsey was captured.. When he was defeated in the
battle, Gardner reported to the Governor-General (Lord
Hastings) that he was being besieged by 24,000 Gorkhalis.
Previously, when fighting started, they had 22,000 or
23,000 troops in all at different places..when that
report was received, they assembled 30,000 or 32,000
troops equipped with flintlocks. The fiqure includes
14,009 or 15,000 in Kali-Kumauh, as well as some in
Pali and Almora. At Pilibhit, in the Tarail region of.
oti, 5,000 or 6,000 troops have been stationed at
imporgant.pointg. However, he is talking about stopping
the fighting everywhere, even on my side. I have deputed
Sardar Jasmardan Thapa and subedar Jayakrishna Thapa
to Almora to study the situation and submit a ceporte

Contdn.!



AR wcolonel Gardner has sent the following m

wi g the westemn front., you have lost Suryagarhi. Cap%@!?n v

Bhakti Thapa, subedar Hridaya Simha Thapa, and one other
subedar were killed in the battle. Kaiji Ajambar Pantha

was wounded in the battle of Jythak-Gadhi and was captured,
while Captain Balabhadra Kanwar was killel. Many men

were killed on both sides. 700 (Gorkhali) troops went

over to Ochterlony. There is an.acute scarcity of foocd

at th= places where the Budha Kaji (Amara simha Thapa)

and Kaji Ranjor Thapa (Amara gimha Thapa's son) are
ststicneds The siege is heavy."

"wz had an exchange of communications twice, once
by post and once by courier. After a reply is received,
we shall procure supplies and ammun;t:lon, as wWell as
regqular troops, from there.

"The son of.-Mahesh Baniya of Almora hag brought the
follewing information from Harihar: "I saw (Afambar)
Pantha Kaji brougnt there. I heard what the captains
were talking anong thamselves. S0 far as the situation
here is concerned, arws and supplies have already been
procured. When 1 asked whether friendly relations will
continus or not, they said, "Report the matter to the
palace. If your king desires to maintain such relations
with our masters, obtain his firm consent. W& shall
try our best to ensure that strong friendship is main-
tained between your King @end the British. If this proposal
is acceptable, the Governor-General is now at Azamgarh
in Farrukhabad. send him presents soon along with a very
capable person in such a way as to convince him. Any
deley will make the situation more dirficult for you."

"On receiving reports abo the enemy's Prassure on
Almora, Rudravira Shahi reached Dadeldblura travel ling
day an! night. When we informed him akout these arrange-
ments, he stayed on in Dadeldhura. oOn hearing this,
Gardner expressed desire to meet him. Because we were
unable to take Gardner to Dadeldbura, we asked Rudravira
Shahi to come here. Rudravira shahi reached Baitadi on
Baisakh sudi 7 (Jestha 4, 1872 ‘sauwat) .

“Gardner, who is accompanying us, is a colonel. He

had rirst come here as commander when the fighting startels

His broc.her has cone as Governor, with aut,critv to lhwld
negotiations and administer the territory. Colonel Gardner,
his brothir, and 30 or 35 other generals, captains, and

other military of flcu:s are staying at Ki)i]apatﬂ Champavati
to holu talks with us.

wicth greémirngs Erom Bam shah, Chamu th.ndari and
Anged .

Baitali, Tuesday, Baisakh sudi 8, 1872 (Jestha 5, 1872
Ssamvat) .

(The original docuiient is in the possession of Ranii
Tewari) .

contd«..
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(Notes. In 1869, Capcain Hear sey, disguising himself
as .a mendicant, had infiltrated into Garh-Kumaun, by ;
eluding Nepali guards, He was: captured by them and handed
over to Chautariya Pam shah, who was administrator of !
Garh-Kumaun at that time. Bam shah had released him with
the permission of the government of Nepal. (Aitihasika-.

patra sangraha, Pt. 1, pp. 104~10) , On Chaitra: 22, ig71l
Samvat, Chautariya aBam shah's brother C :
sShah, Jefeated—Captain Hearsey in Kali—xumqun. HearSey
was wounded and became a prisoner ‘'of the Nepaliss. /"

(Badridatta. Pande, Kumaunka Itxhasa (A hlst:ory of Kumaun),
Pps 417-18) .- a’

Tha British used to distribute leaflets: cont:aining ,
'~ propaganda about the tyranny of the Nepalis and their !

" own liberalityin order to incite Nepalil subjects.’ These
leaflets were different according to conditions: enthe -
eastern and westem fronts. The text refers to such a
leaflet dlstributad by the Btitish in I\umaun.

on Poush 2, 1872 samyat, the Britieh govermnent '
issu+sd the following leaflet in the: name of the inhabi--
tants of Kumaun ;

»The British Government has long been- receiving dis- ‘
- tressing reports about the tyranny and atrocities of ,
the ‘Grkhalis. It is acquainted with the situation that:

is prevalent under Gorkhali rule.-So 1ong as. there was:
friendship between the Gorkhali government and the British -
government, and their relations were regulated by a treaty,
it was the duty of the British government’ to maintain ‘ '
frieniship with the Gorkhali goveJ:nment. :

B "R)r that reason, the British Goverrment had ‘no -
choice but remain a gilent spectator tqQ the zeign of
Kumaun under Gorkhali rule. However, the Gorkhalis- have
now unjustly invaded British tertitory without 'any -
provocation. The British ‘gverment has been ‘campel led

. to f.‘lght againgt the Go;:khalid t0. 'save. 1(:3 prestige AR
and’ protect-jts rightg, It gladly utilizes this oppor-
tunity to liberate the people of Kumaun,from the hands -
.of tyrants. The British government has, thergfore, -
despatched troops to drive out Gorkhali troops and =
‘authority from Kumaun for ever. In this great task, the
the people of Kumaun must help .the Bricish’ govexnment
by every: possible’means, and. obey its orders® ‘Peacefully.
Under the benign and impartial rule of the. Bx:itish, the.
"Tegitimate rights of ‘the people’ of Kumaun, and’ ‘thelr -
life and property, will be fully protact;ed." o

"r This leaflet was circulated widely, As a. xealc,
‘the Pathans whom the Gorkhalis had r:ecruit-qq »J.n their
‘anny defected t.q the Brit:ish. 5

(A aistory of lexnaun, Pp. 409-10; .

Fal) oW L %
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g‘”“?ﬁ% leaflet maintains that the British government
was compelled to fight against the Gorkhalis because
they unjustly invaded British territory without any
provocationa This is a blatant lie.

The British were e¢ager to occupy territories in the
Himalayan region for british settletents. [bwever, they
were hesitating to fight against the: Nepalis because
Napoleon's influence was growing in fpurope and he vas
working against them. wapoleon wag finally defeuted in
1670 vikrama. Only thercafter did the British start the
war against Nepal.

(Britiah Rule in India, pp. 928-32, and chapt&r captionei
“Napoleond In ¢limpses of World History)a
-

Bam Shah'as letter shows how the British tried to
undermine his morale with the report that Balabhadra
Kunwar had been killed at the battle of Gythak-Garhia
Howev er, Balabhadr3 kunwar did not lose his life at
that battle.

Balabhadra Kunwar had shown to the British at the
battle of Nalapani that the Nepalis fought bravely. The
British had to strive very hard to captuse the small
fort of Nalapani, Gillespie, who had earncd fame at the
Battle of Java, lost his life at Nalapania Balabhadra
Kunwar and his men fought to the last; they evacuatad
the fort only after the supply of drinking water had
run out. The British forceg had withdrawn in the battle
of Gythak-Garhi, and Balabhadra Kunwar had not been
killed therea In fact, he did not lose his life¢ during
the N:pal-british wara After the war, he went te Lalore,
capital of the Punjeb. King Ranjit singh of the Punjab
appointed him in his army.

Durind the sikh-afghan war of 1879 gamvat, the Mepalis
had fought bravely on the side of the Sikhs. It was in
this war that Balakhadra Kunwar was killed. Bhimsen Thapa
had sent menato Lalore to collect information about this
wara The Nepalis who had been appointe&d in the Punjabi
anny by Ranjitasingh sent a letteer to Bhimsen Thapa,
some cxcerpts from which are as follows:-

"Greetings from subedar Banamali Pantha, Subedar
Umed gingh Thakur, Subedar Bhawani singh Khatrd, Subedar
Dal...aand other Jamadars.a... The men whoan you hid sent
toafind whether Giridnari is alive or dead have come
herea -

"Thzre was fighting at Naushera in Peshawar with
Azim Khan on the third day of the month of Chaitra..a
Captein Balabnadra Kunwar, gsubedar Ram Singh Khadka,
Jamadar Aiman Khawag, Jamadar Rup Singh Khadka, Jamadar
Jivan singlL Tura, and 50 soldiers were killed on our
sidea"

Lahore, Thursday, Magh sudi 13,
' contde.s
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(The original document i1s in the possession of Ramji
Tewari) .

This shows that B&labhadra Kunwar was killed at
Naushera in Peshawar on Chaitra 3, 1879 samvat.

In his letter to the government of Nepal, Ezm Shah
said that he had crossed the Mahakali river and encamped
in Baitadi, because there was no point in trying to
tight the British in Kumaun, and also becausc the British
too want-d to end the ware. ) :

Bam shah was thus the first person to accept defest
in the Nepal-British war. He has not asked for reinforcee:
ments so that he might attack Kumaun. This shows that
British propaganda had already undermined his morale.

But the blame does not lie on British propaganda
alone.

Bhimsen Thapa's influence in the government of Nepal
started increasing after he accompanied the swami Maharaj,
Rana Bahadur, back to Nepal toward the end of 1860 gamvat
from Kashi, where thcey had gone in 1857 samvat,., Rana
Bahadur shah was assassinated in Bais kh 1863. He was
succ:.-Jdad by a minor, hence’ GLhimsen Thapa wielded consi-
derabl.: power. On the charge of being the accomplices of
Sher Bahadur, Rana Bahadur shah's assassin, Bhimgsen Thapa
reriovad many old bhardars from the scene. Many bhardars
were exiled, to distant areas on one pretext or another.
Ehimsen Thapa was thus able to monopolize power., This
policy of Bhimsen Thapa had hurt the feelings of Bam
shah, who belonged to the royal family, and was alrcaidy
advancad in yearse.

(Note: A document dating back to the time of Laxmipati
Pardde shoWws that Bam Shah was born in 1812 samvat),

This may have been another reason why Bam shah was
not ecager to continue fighting. He even appears to have
toyed with the idea of defecting to the Eritish if Bhim-
sen Thupa took strong action against him on the charge
that h« crossed the Mahakali river and went to Baitadi.

(Note: The British offered many allurements to
{perouade Bam shah to defect to their side when they came
to know that Bam Shah was disstisfied with Bhimsen Thapa,
Howev =r, Bam shah, notwithstanding his dissatisfaction
with the Thapa, had no desire to become rich by acting

as a traitor to his country, (A History of Kumaun, p. 410,
and kumaun, ps 120y,

There is no doubt that for some time Bam 'ah was
undecided about his future course of action, bucause
his brother was killed in the war, he had received
reports that Nepal had been defeated on the western
front, and he was not happy with Bhimsen Thapa's policy.

Contd, ..
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m, true to the teachings of Prithvi Narayan shah,
he remained a patriot to the last. Bhimsen Thapaés cyes
too were opened after the wara That was why he did not
take any stron: action against Bam shah) .

Bam shah'ss state of mind is well 1llustrated by the
followjing account.

On Baisakh 17, 1872 samvat, Bam Shah surrendereda
Three days latar, on paisakh 20, 1872 E=anwvata he cross:d
the Kali river and lett for Badtadi undzr the supervigion
of Colonal Gardnera A few days later, he reachdd Pithora-
garh and met Gardner at Jhulaghata He told Gardnera
"I am feeling very agprehensive about the rgaction I
.will yet from Kathmandu on the questiom of my leaving
Kumauna My eneny, Amsca Simha Thapa, will lay the cntire
blame cn me for the evacuation of Malaun. The Khasas of
Nepad (this was the derogatory term that Bam ghah used
for the Thapas) will believe in what Awars ciirha Thapa
says, and put my life in danger. This, of coursea is a
far-off question, but I wcider how ny decisicn to leave
Kumaun will be received in Kumauna If the matter is
considezr=d wizely, tlhiey will realize the justirication
of endind the wara which had been stacrted vwitdout any
provocation, by relinguishing the territories situatcd
across the-Kali rivera His Malesty has affection for
meg, but he is in the hands of my enanies. I shall not
feel. surprised, therefore, if the army issorder«d to
pPut me to death. For that reasong I prefer to stay on
in kumaun until -a reply is received from Nepal.”

Colonel Gardoir gave assurances to Bam Shah, and
advis.d him in his pursonal capacity not to losc hearta but
to try to defcat the cnwuny. He also advised Ban Shah
to cross the Kali river, occupy Doxi, and becona King
of that regiona Bam Shah summoned Kaji Chamu Ehandarig
told him what Cdrdner nod sald, and souglt his advice.
Ka'i Cnamu Bhar then advigsed Ban ghah to act aceord-
ing to ¢ aldvice given by Colonel Gardner it the British
Gov.rnm.nt would help him, since he was not on good terms
with th.: minister of Nepals

(Lettur No. 32, enclosed with Lord Mara's letter of
Jestha 21, 1872 sawvat).

_ Bam ghah intcnded to leava Jhulaghata cross the Kali
river, go to Betheri, and seek the advice of his brother,
Rudravira Shah. In nis lettors of Jestha 8 and 10, 1872
Samvat, the Governor-General endorsed the proposal that
Colon.l Gardner ha made with regard to Doti and aureed
to render financial and military assistance to Bam snah,

subscquently, Bdward Girdner, administrator of Kumaun,
met Bam Shah, Chamu Bhandari, and Rudravira shah twice.
He mct Bam chah and chamu Bhandari e firsc tine, and
Rudravira Shal alone the sccond time,

A mntdott


http:c.;overnor-Gc.nL
http:COv�cnrn,.nt

159

Wwh.na Bdward Gardner raised thc question of Doti, they
said thoy would act according to his proposal only 1if
they had no'other alternative. They sald so without much
enthusiasme

(Amara simbha ‘Thapa, pp. 159-61, The w.stern calendar
dat(s have been converted into equivalent samvat dates)

Bam shah had no information about ths progress of .
the war in the w.stern and gastenm sectors. He was thus
comp.-1led to depend on "information supplitd by British
agentse That'was the reason why he crossed the Mahakali
river and went to Baitadi. cuch events may haviz taken -
placc in other sectors also. =

W . may conclude that one impourtant reason for Nepal's
shatt.ring defeat in the Ne¢pal-British war was the in-
ability of the officials of one province to kaoow what'
was happening in other provinces and the adverse impact
of the British propaganda on their moralec.

Akhkkkk ik

Paqari—galami Levy in Chitaun

Umanidhi pantha had been granted authority to reclaim
virgin forest lands in Chitaun, Belaun, Dasghot, quikhar.
and Maryadpur, :

A sum of Rs 15 was ccllected as Pagari- salami from
newly sottled moujas. The rate was the same for existing
moujas also.

Bo;h the 1jaradars who had been grantdd contracts
for reclamation and settlanent and the settlers were
- dissatisfied with this payment, which thcey considcred
too high, ; o

on Jcstha sudi 8, 1866 samvat, tharefore, a royal
ordcr was issued revising the rates of the Pagari—salani
levy for newly-scettled moujas in these aruas as follows:-

ricrst year ' e*s Rs 6 oh‘e.ach;mc;uja. 0
Sccond yecar «e« Rs 8 " .
Third year . % .ee RS 12-' "

rourth year - eses Rs .15‘ "

Regni Rcsearch-'. Oo'llection,
vol. 40, p. 45.
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Pri'ces‘of 'Essential commoditics
A.D. 1852 and 1900

Prices of a number of"essential cdémmoditics stipulated
und¢r contract for supply to thu royal household in
A.D. 1852 had been given in Pegmi Research Serics, Yzar 8,
No. 1, January 1, 1976, p. 19, ;

similar figures are now svailable for A.n, 1900 glsd'.

A compargagtive table of the two scts of figures is.
given bilow - ;

pQuantity per rupce

Description N 1852 - 1900
Masino rice . 22 mana = 9% mcna's
Marsi rice 30 mana | 11% mana.
‘Tauli rice _ 32 mana 13% mana',
Mas pulsc (husked) 30 mana | Lesy ma_ﬁa.
Mugi pulse .12 mana 11 mana.
Salt: 10 mana . -
Indian - S%Imana.
Tibetan - , 5 mana.
Ghe - l dhami Rs 2 émd 11 annas per
' o dharni's
Tumtric powdér 28,'rhana 15% annas per pathi.

(A.D. 1901 figurcs obtained from: "Ijara Grant to Ganesh
Das Ratna Das far supply of commoditics". Marga Badi 11,
1957 (Novumber 19C0). Reguni Rescarch Collcetion, Vol.
70, pp. 630-46) . .
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