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FURTHER CORRESPONDENCE.

I

LETTER from the CHAIRMAN and DEPUTY CHAIRMAN of the

EAST-INDIA COMPANY { ¢#¢ PRESIDENT of e BOARD

OF CONTROL

Eust-Indva House,
1st July, 1858
S

1 In accordance with the mtimation conveyed to you mn our letter dated
the 2nd ultimo, and 1n furtherance of the resolution of the General Court of
Proprietors, of wlich we, on the 22nd ultimo, transnutted to you a copy, we ate
requested by the Court of Directors to submit the following observations regard-
mg some parts of the plan for the future government of India, which appear to
them to be Lable to serons objection

2 To treat 1 the first instance of the Home Government You are already
aware of the decided opimon of the Court of Directors that the changes affecting
the constitution of thewr body are neither necessary nor expedient We will now
briefly explamn the main grounds of this opinron, premmsmg that the principle ot
the pending measure being the continuance of the government of India in the
East-India Company, the details should be framed 1n view io mereasmg rather
than dimmnishing the efficiency and independence of its executive

3 Her Majesty’'s Mimsters have admitted the constant attention paud by
the Court of Directors to the interests and progressive mmprovement of India,
and have expressed their desire to preserve the independence of that hody
Throughout the lengthened inquiry wluch has taken place, no ewidence has
been adduced to show a necessity for the change now proposed to be made m the
constitution of the Court On the contrary, the Committees of Parhament, in
closmg thewr mquires under the head of * Government,” did not hesitate to call
attention m the Report of the Lords’ Commmttee, to the general tendency oi
« the evidenco as favourable to the present system,” and n that of the Commons
“ to the favourable tenor of the evidence with respect to the operation of the
“Act of the 3 & 4 Wm IV cap 85, so far as 1t regards the adminstration ot
“ the government of India by the East-India Company as trustees under the
“ control of the Crown ”
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4 The Court submuf, that the changes now i contemplation are weon-
sistent with the opinions expressed, as well by the Commuttees of Parhament ns
by yourself on behalf of Her Majesty’s Mimsters  These changes are, first, the
mtroduction 1nto the Court of & certain number of Directors nomimated by the
Crown, and secondly the reduction of the total number of Directors, meluding
the nominees, to eighteen

5 The proposed punciple of nommation does not seem to us to admut of
partial application, without danger of either dividing the Court into two sections,
with conflicting views and feelings, or producing the still greater evil of habitual
subservience 1n the Court to the will of the Mimster exerciced through his
nominees In this pomnt of view we earnestly deprecate the distinction sought
to be made between selection and election 1n the choice of Directors

6 But if it could be admitted to be desirable to entertamn a proposul for
such a class distinetion, the Court submit that the choice of the selected members
should not be vested m the Crown You have well expressed the anxicty of
Her Majesty’s Government to * preserve ummpaired the freedom of the Court
*“ from all undue political influence, on which ” you justly * beheve that its
« efficiency for executing the high trust reposed 1 1t so essentially depends,”
and yet the plan of Government contemplates the selection of Directors by the
Crown, with no other specific qualification than that of having passed some years,
at however remote a period, in the public service :n India There must always
exist a sympathy between the nominee and the authonty by which he 1s no-
minated, and as 1t frequently happens that persoms, after return to England
from Indian service, form political connections and obtain parhamentary position
and mfluence, the Court entertain the strongest apprebension that the princrple
of nomnation by the Crown must tend to a very intimate relation between the
nomnees and the Mimstry, whieh cannot fail senously te ympair the indepen-
dence of the bedy to which they will belong, and to mtroduce for the first time
the influence of political party 1nto the local admimstration 1n India  Tlus appre-
hension 18 strengthened by the consideration that it 1s proposed to allow the
nominees to sit 1 Parhiament, and also to suhject the tenure of their seats 1n the
Direction to the will of the Crown periodically exercised

7 It would, 1n the opunion of the Court, be far safer, and be more consist-
ent with the independence and efficiency of the body, if the duty of selecting the
nominees were entrusted to the Court of Directors, subject to the approbation
of the Board of Commussioners, but this suggestion 13 offered mercly as an alter-
native to nomination by ber Majesty’s Government  The Court of Directors are of
opinion that the system of nomination 18 1n tself objectionable, and that the system
of election 15 that which should be exclusively maintaned  Any difficulties arivng
from the canvass of the constituency mught, we believe, be materally mitigated, and
a plan devised for hnuting the candidates to such as nught be previously approved
by the Court snd the Board Thus, the great object of securing the services only
of persons who are admitted to be well qualified, might be accomplished, without
mterfering either with the constitution of the Court or the principle of election

8. With respect to the plan for reducing the number of Directors, we must
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firsl observe, that, as affecting the independence of the Court, the reduction pro-
posed 1s not from twenty-four to eighteen, but from twenty-four to twelve, the
other s1x being nomnnees of the Crown

9 Ttis ymportant to remuind youn, that m 1833 a proposal was made to
reduce the number of Directors upon the plea of the dinunution of business
caused by the discontmmuance of the Company’s trade This proposal was relin-
quished 1n deference to the opimion which was then entertained, that a reduction
of number was calculated to mnterfere with the independence of the Court ard
also upon the ground that i1t was necessary to retan a sufficient number ot
Directors to constitute the Comuuttees, through whose agency the detais of the
busiuess were conducted

10 We would suggest for your considuiation, that the rewons wlieh Tcd
the abandonment of the proposal 1n 1833, me w gieater force now  The duties
devolving unpon the Court have mereased m extont and importance, aod a.emuch
larger than they ever were, even in the days of the Company 3 trade 1 e div-
sion of the Court into Commutteces continues, and 16 1s oulv through sach an ax-
rangement that the supervision and control by the ITome authorities of the acts
and proceedings of the Indian Guvernment can be fficiently exereised

11. Taking into consideration the magntude of the British empire 11 India,
the varied cucumstances of its vast population, the extent and number of the
native states embraced within the area of the government of the pavamount
power, or bordering on 1ts frontier , the extent, and in many respeets, the dih -
rent character of the native armies of the threc Presidencies having icferency,
moreover, to the variety of revenue systems which obtamn m India, and o the
large operations of finance as connected with the Govermmont at home and
abroad, which require to be undertaken from time to tume, and adveiting to the
fact that the duties of the Court are continuously performed, friom day to day,
throughout the whole year, without any vacation, 1t must, we believe, be appa-
rent, that to securc the prescnce in the Court of Dnectors of the requsitc
personal knowledge and experience on all affairs relating to thus, the lazgest and

most 1mportant of the British possessions, the present number of Dnectols 18
necessary

12 We earnestly trust that this part of the plan will be reconsidered by het
Majesty’s Mimisters, and that the number may be continued at twenty-four

13 The Couit of Directors will not descend to any ground of argument
having reference to personal considerations  They content themselves with
cxpressing thewr persuasion that her Majesty s Mimsters would be glad, if the
plan could be so modified as to obwviate or mitigate the pamful necessity which
the present Bill would impose upon the Members of the Court, of themselves

being made the mstrument tor severing the connection which has hitherto bound
them together

14. Referring to that pait of the plan which 1elates to appomtments to the
civil service of India, we think it right to pomt out to you that by making an
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appontment dependent exclusively on a candidate’s own efforts, instead of on
nomination if found qualfied, the proposed change may have an injurious effect
on the feehngs and subordinstion of the Company’s servants. Without attempt-
g to controvert the obvious advantage of competition as a genera! prineiple,
we must be permitted to doubt whether the proposed system will work satis-
factorily  Our apprehension 1s, that, practically, the plan will fal  In support
of tlus apprehension, we would pomt to the difficulty of so constituting a Board
of Examiners, and of framing such rules of examination as shall msure snccew
to the really best qualified, and not to the most favoured, or to those wlo
have merely “ crammed ” for the examination, and we would also remark, that
book knowledge only will be tested by such an examnation, while this s far
from being the only qualification required for entrance into the civil service

15. But, admitting that the principle of competition were adopted, the
Court would suggest the expediency of introducing the change graddally, as 1t 1s
only experience which can show whetner 1t will tend to the great object of
mmproving the quabfications of our servants, or whether, without aceomphshing
that object, 1t may not result in practically giving the nomination to the
examiners

16 The Court observe, that it 1s mntended to vest in the Board the sole
power, not only of apponting examuners, but also of framung the regulatious
under which they are to act. So long as the nominations remamn with the
Court, there is am obvious propriety in committing exclusively to the Iloard
the power of regulating the exammations, but if the nomunations are to be
placed beyond the influence of the Court, we submit that the regulations should
be framed by them, subject to the Board’s control

17 The arrangements gs respects the Military Semnary will, we trust, be
revised We cannot understand upon what ground it can be wished to disturh
a system which, 1 the opimon of all competent authonties, sa fully accomphshe«
every object that can be desired for the public service, a result, moreover,
attributable to competition within the nstitution

18 With respect to the changes proposed in the Indian department of the
government, there are some pomts to which the Court feel 1t necessary to call
your attention

19. Sections 15 to 18 of the Bill relate to the eventual ereation of a new
presideney 1n India, and provide for the government of Agra, of Bengal, and of
the terntory that it may be proposed to form into such new Preadency, bung
conducted by a Lientenant-Governor until the new Presidency shall Le foricd
but the Court think that 1t 1s now established, that the preferable form of
government for the portion of any substantive presidency which mav not Lue
its separate army and separate civil service, 1s that of Lieutenant-Gurcrnog,
whose authority shall be defined bv the Governor-Geueral in council, and Lo
subject to modification as circumstances may suggest We would «~peciuly
bring to notice that the sections, as at prescut drafted, make no prov,on for th+
retention, 1n the hands of the G« vernor-General 1n couneil, of the manazrmont
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of the stmy of Bengal, aud of the local admimstration of the premdency town,
wili 1te wsbitutions  The Court suggest that the Bill should contam a clause
punutting the Governor-General 1n council to make such arrangements

20 The cnlargement of the Legislative Council 1n India is greater and
more expensive than the Court would deem necessary They admit the
crpediency of some enlargement, but the addition of seven paid Members
scems to be execsmve  One from each of the Estabhshments of Bengal,
Mudray, and Bombay, with one selected by the Governor-General, would,
tt« Court’s opunon, be ample, and the persons so selected, with the ex-officio
Mimbeis proposed by the Bill, would constitute a Council sufficient to legislate
fu. India  The Court also think, that the Council so constituted, if it be
permanent, would be the best tribunal to judge of the measures proposed by the
Law Commussion since 1834, and that they would bave ample time for the
putposc, and thus the expense of a separate Commussion 1n England might be
woided  But the Court would suggest, that if the enlarged Legislative Council
thus created were to hold periodical sessions, the temporsry detachment of
Membets fion the other Presidencies would be productive of less inconvemence
from the withdiawing of their services from admimstrative duties, while 1t would
vty mattnally reduce the expense

21 The Cowt observe, that the new arrangement 18 to be continued
“abinug the plencute of Parliament,” though, under the Act of 1834, the
pecuniuy mterests of tho Company as a corporation will contmmue to be 1dentified
with the hnancial prospenity of India until 1874

22 The Court will Le glad to be favoured, at as early a period as possible,
with the scntiments of Tier Mayesty’s Government upon the ponts embraced 1n
this lutter, 10 order that they may conuder the expediency of presenting a
[+ btien to the Honse of Commons, and of farther consulting the General Court,
whose coneuirence, as youn are aware, 18 necessary in any arrangement for the
futwe Government  of India through the East-India Company and their
Lecutive

We have, &¢

(Signed) Russerr Erinice
J OLIPHANT

.

Fhe Raght Honourahle
~ir Chatles Wood Dart, M D,
&C‘ &( C\L.
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Letter from the
President of the
Board of Cantrol to
the Charman and

Deputy Chairman,
5th July, 1853,

IL

LETTER from the PRESIDENT of the BOARD OF CONTROL to the
CHAIRMAN and DEPUTY CHAIRMAN of the EAST-INDIA
COMPANY.

India Board,
July bth, 1853
GENTLEMEN .

I have had the honour of recaving your letter of the 1st st , transmit-
ting to me the observations of the Court of Directors of the East-India Company
on the proposed plan of Her Mujesty’s Government for the future admimstration
of India, and, in compliance with your request, I lose no time m replymg to
your commumecation.

It was perbaps to bg expected, that the General Court of Propretors and
the Court of Directors should deprecate any change m their constitution and
powers and privileges; but I regret to find such strong objections stated on their
part to almost every part of om proposals It of course dependsupon the wie-
dom of Parlament what shape the Bill shall ultimately assume; but 1t 18 cbvi-
ous that the Government wounld not have properly performed its duty if it had
proposed the Bill in any other shape than that which it believed to be best cal-
culated to insure the good government of India

They bhad hoped for a greater concurrence of opimon from the Court of
Directors, bat your letter renders it mcumbent upon me to convey to you not only
the reasons for the particular changes to which you have stated objections, but
also the general views of Her Majesty’s Government on the sulject of the future
admmistration of Indian affairs.

I may, in the first place, be permitted to remnd you of the totally altercd
position 1n which the East-India Company now stands, from that which it has
occupied on every former occasion of legislating for the government of India
Then, they were a company engaged in large commercial concerns, and possessing
a large commereial capital 1n India and elsewhere Now, their cdbmmercial cha-
racter has ceased, their commercial concerns are substantially closed, the divi-
dends of their stock are indeed secured on the Indian terntonal revenue; but,
beyoud this, they have no necessary connection whatever with India It may
be advisable, that as the mstruments of the past government of India, they shoulld
agaimn be made available for its future admimistration, but they have ne claim to
be continued, except 1n so far aud 1 such shape as may be conducive to the good
government of our Indian terntories.

On the other hand, 1t 18 obvious, that the attention of Parhament 1s likely to
be more and more called from year to year to Indian affuirs The cireumstance-
of the more rapid and increased communication with India, and the greater
number of Europeans visiting that country, are alone quite sufficient to produce
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this result, and 1t must be expected, that the admnistration of India will occupy
a larger portion of the time and consideration of Parhament.

To Parhament, however, 1t is not the Court of Dnectors, but Her Majeaty’s
Minsters, who are responsible for all that 1s done 1 1egmd to India, and with
this practical increase of responsibihity, a coitesponding mecrease of power be-
comes necessary, cspectally m the selection of the persons by whom that admui-
nistration 13 to be cainled on, of which the ultimate responsibihity rests on

themselves

It has indeed, as you must be aware, been strongly urged by many persons,
that the present anomalous form of IHome Goveinment should be entuely
abolished, and that for 1t should be substituted a simpler form, more m accord-
ancc with that which exists as to all the other depeudencies of the Crown, and
that w.th the avowed responaibility, the action of the responsible Mimester of the
Crown should be made more dircet and immediate

It 1s only mght to look forwaud to the possibiiity of such a «ocurse hemng
adopted at some future time, and 1t would have been unwise 1n ITer Majosty's
Ministers not to have borne mmmd this contingency 1 the measures which they
have niow proposed to Parhament

In their opinion, whatover may be the case heieafter, the time 15 not come
for any such extensive change, and they Lave deemed 1t advisable to mamtain the
Court of Dircetors as an mdependent body and an mntegral part of the Govein-
ment of India

Her Majesty’s Government have freely admitied the progress which has
been made 1n Tndia during the last twenty yeairs  They concur i the opinion
which has been expressed by the Commnitiees of the Houses of Parliament, as to
the favourable tcnor of the evidence with respect to Indian admimstration in
1ceent years, and without entering into any question as to the share which the
Ilome or the Indian portion of the Government may have had in what has been
done, I have felt it to be my duty to defend the Government of India agamnst
the cxaggerated chaiges which have been biought agrnst 1t

It 18 entirely 1n accordance with these views that Her Majesty’s Ministers
have thought 1t advisable to preserve the present form of Government

It docs not, howaver, appear to them, that any view entertamed by the
Committees of the two Houses favourable to the general chatacter of the Indian
Government, or any opimon which has been expressed by myself, or any one of
my collcagues, mmplied that it was incapable of wmprovement And whilst we
preserve the essential elements of the piesent foom of Government, wo should
not have done our duty if we had neglected this opportumty of inmmnoducing such
changes mto the constitution of the Couit, as well as into other parts of the
Indian Government, as, we behieve, will render 1t mole competent to conduct
with advantage the admimstration ol Indian affairs
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I will now proceed to state to you, as coneigely as I ean, the reasons for the
man changes to which the Court of Directors has objected

Jhe two first points are the reduction n the number of Directors and the
wntroduction of persons nominated by the Crown.

In regard to the first point, I would remind you, that both in 1813 and in
1833, 1t was the opmion of the ablest statesmen that the number might be
advantageously reduced to twelve. In the dissent of Mr Tucker, one of the
ablest of the then Directors, he stated his opimion that sixteen Directors nught
well conduct the terntorial business. It is true that in 1833 the number of the
Court was left at twenty-four, but at that time the commercial concerns of the
Company had to Le wound up, which operation has now been entirely accom-
plished

»  Considering the Court of Directors in the only light m which it can now be
viewed, that of an Executive Council of Government, Her Majesty’s Government
have been surprised at learming that any person should recommend so large a
body as twenty-four ; whlst, judging from all experience in other similar cases, 8
much smaller body would be more likely to perform, satisfactorily, the duties
intrusted to 1t In retaiming so large a number as eighteen, Her Majesty's
Government were actuated more by & regard to the number at present existing
than to that really required for the performance of the duty.

They were not unmindful either of the consideration to which you refer—of
the independence of the Court—but they entertain too high an opimon of the
gentlemen whom they trust to see in the Direction, to believe that, even in much
smaller numbers, they would forfert that character of honourable independence
which has always distingmished the Court of Directors.

In regard to the second point, Her Majesty’s Government consider 1t to be
conceded on all hands that some measure should be adopted for intreducing more
readily into the Court that class of Indian servants who Lave, atcording to the
almost umform tenor of the ewidence, been very generally excluded by the
necessity of a long, and, 1n some cases, an expensive canvass

It 1s very doubtful whether any change can be introduced which will effec-
tnally remedy the evils of the canvass, and the introduction of one-tlurd of the
members of the Court by nomination of the Crown from Indian servants of a
certan standing, was adopted after much consideration as the mode most likely
to insure the best selection of the mdividuals, as well as their independence 1n the
Court

If they were to be sclected by the Court itself, beyond the obvious objection
to all self-clected bodies, the persons so chosen could hardly avoid feeling them-
selves dependent upon the majonity of their colleagues to whom they owed their
geate It 1s clear that any persom, however ligh Ins qualification for the office
might be, who happened to be disagreeable to a bare majonty of the Court,
could never obtain a seat in the direction, and if party spirit happened, as m
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some former times, to run high m the Court, the majonity ot the day wouid be
ablo to perpotuste their own power, and overwhelm then opponents by .ntro-
dueing only then own partisans

It scomed to Her Majesty’s Government, therefore, that this molde of
selection would neceseorly affect the ndependence of the mduiduals selected
and mght produce an effect upon the Court atself most prejudicial o oo
ngefulness and power

Nor lo thev sec that the ncmination by che Crown 18 epen to the olyections
<tated 11 your letter It must he exerased by persons 1espoustble to Puliament
and to puliie opmmon for the escrase of ther discretion It 1s hiited to persous
having seived ten sews i India, who hase beeu very 1weh zumoved hom e
mflnence ot the party pohties of tlo- countty  With the mmercwd esponsbibty
Af muwster s for Indian affarrs, it 19 our een.iction that thes would have no intoaes
<0 stioug as that of sclecting the ablest men aroagst the persoas expenionec 1 o
Fadian aftans

If the whole body werr nommarcd ov nee ov e O oan s owas oot
by Mi Wynn m 1833, or cver a thud of the Gomt w2 o gropo o', el
pe.manently, 1t tight ereate an undue wmfhienes v the hands »f that poutiexd
puty m the state which made the rommation, bty vrth +he sppora ity of
elanging one-third of the number of nonnated rriembers Cvers owo rens, i
then comduet should be open to the charge of bung sciunaicd by puaty spuat
1t 15 cettamn, considering the fiequent ehange of mimsters m this country, v
any political party capable of taking the Government would Le able to piovems
an undue prepondeiance of power m the hands of its opponeats

The conditon of the nonunated members bas been assimmiated 1 all respects
to that of those who are to be elected, and Her Majesty’s Government feel the
most perfect confidence that their high feelng of duty then habitual 1egard tn
the welfare of India, and the hahits of daidy intercourse with then elected
colleagues, will eflectually prevent the nomunated members of the cowt fiom
cither hemng dependent on the Government, or formung a separate paity m the
Court

Her Magesty’s Government aic not unaware of the personal saerifices wiieh
some of the Dueetors may be called upon to make, espeeslly 1 performng the
painful duty of selecting those who, according to the proposed scheme, ate te
form the future Court  That mode was adopted as the one most Lkely to msure
the best sclection of the future Ducetors Ier Majesty's Government sull
belicve 1t to be a better mode than other alternatives which have hecn
suggested, the most obvious one bemg, that the Genetal Court of Proprictos
shonld elect the fifteen or twelve Dircetors who are to remam

1 wall only say with 1cgard to your observations on tle proposed system ot
entry by competition at Haleybury and Addiscombe, that ITer Majusty’s
Government 15 perfectly awarc that other qualifications are required beyond

mere book learning for both the civil and the mulitary services m India, hut
n
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they are mot aware that there will be any greater difficulty m msurmg th
presence of those qualfications under the proposed than under the prescnt
system Nor do they understand how the ngmunation can be smd to be vested
1 the examiners in any other sense than that the selection of the best-qualified
candidates 1s necessarily to be mado by them, as 18 that of the candidates for the
highest honours at our universities

In respect to your observations as to the power to erect presidencies 1n India,
I will only observe that we have not acted as wn 1833, an pomtively creating &
new presidency, but have merely taken the power to do so

We are well satisfied with the admumstration of affairs by the Lieutenant-
Governor of the North-Western Provinces; but 1a so vast an Empire as India, 1t
18 unpossible to foresee what changes may oceur, and with an indefimte perod
for the continuance of the Act, Her Majesty’s Minsters thought 1t wise to pro-
vide the power of making any arrangement which future expernence and fur-
ther knowledge might render advisable

The Commussion for the purpose of revising the drafts of laws and mcomplete
projects of the Law Commussion, is proposed only as a temporary measure for
tlus sole purpose We have the advantage of the presence in this country of
many of the gentlemen who took the most active part m that Commussion, and
it 18 not intended that 1t should cause any material expense, nor is 1t possible that
this mdispensable work could be either so well or s0 cheaply accomplished i any
other manner There are, besides the arrangement of the incomplete projects of
the late Law Commission, many reforms in the Indian regulations, which will
require no mconsiderable degree of attention, and beyond what may be attamned
by the temporary labours of this Commission, Her Majesty’s Government believe
that there wall be still very much labour required, and much to do 1n revising and
consohidating the laws and regulations 1n India

Tt 1s with & view to this object, as well a8 to the current business of legu-
lation, that instead of proposmng a separate Law Commussion 1n India, thoy
have proposed an enlargement of the Legislative Council, and they rely upon the
exertions of the legislative couneillor, and the unofficial members of the council,
to perform this most mmportant and necessary duty They are impressed with
the belief that the presence of members from different parts of India, acquaimnted
with the various habits, and native laws and eustoms, of the widely-differing
regions of that country, 18 quite essentral for this purpose; and they beheve also,
that in tlis duty they will find full and adequate employment

I observe that you have stated the extra pumber of paid members at seven
There 1s no reason why so many should be appointed, unless there 15 an actua}
necessity for it The Bill provides For the appointment of one member from cuch
Presidency and Lientenant-Governorship At present, therefore, there would Le
one for Bengal, Madras, Bombay, and the North-Western Provinces, but thor
would be no absolute necessity in Bengal for sppomting a person without othir
employment, where a civil servant resident at Calcutta, alicady m the enj Atent of
a salary, might be named In this case there would be only thuce pad counciling
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and 1t the fifth provinco 18 ereated, the number of legislative councillors receiving
<alutes merely as such would only be rased to four

A power 18 taken to appomt two others if the Governor-General should find
the numbers 1madequate for the work , but thig can only be done with the sanction
of the Home Government, Her Majesty’s Government, however, consider the
due performance of tho duties of the Legislative Couneil, and its bewng filled by
competent persons, to be of such paramount 1mportance, that no consideration of
saving a few thousand pounds ought to wterfere with obtanmg the serviees
of a sufficient number of eompetent persons

Her Majesty’s Government trust that thig explanation of the news by which
they have been actuated in framing the proposals for the future Government of
India will tend to remove the objections stated by the Court of Directors They
have been, and still continue, most sincerely anxious that the Governwent of
India should be carned on with the willing co-operation of the Court, and of all
the persons taking a part, be 1t greater onless, mn the administration of Indian
affaus, and they rely on the sense of public duty, by which they are confident
that every Director will be actuated, to prevent any inconvemence arwing from
any partisl or temporary difference of opinion

i
But Her Majesty’s Government would have been alike forgetful of themr
duty and of the mighty interests i this country and in India, for the present and
future welfare of which they are responsible, if they allowed themselves to be
deterred by any consmderations from the course which they beheve to be the
best calculated to insure the good government of our Indian empire.

I have the honour to be,
Gentlemen,
Your obedient Servant,
(Signed) Curarrts Woop
Ruswell Elhce, Esq
Mgjor Oliphant
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