
SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 
RELATING TO THE UfE OF RAJA RAMMOHUN ROY 

VOL. I 

EDITED BY 

lW BAHADUR RAMAPRASAD CHANDA, F.R.A.S.B. 

L.u Supmnteml.nt of lhe ArchteO!ogit:..S Section. 
lnd;.n MMe~~m, CUct<lt.t. 

AND 

)ATINDRA KUMAR MAJUMDAR, M.A., Ph.D. (LoNDON), 
Of the Middk Temple, 11uris~er-M-Ltw, ddfJOcote, High Court, C41Cflll4 

Sometime Professor of Pb.Josophy. Presidency College, C..Scutt.t. 

With an Introductory Memoir 

CALCUTI A ORIENTAL BOOK AGENCY 
9> PANCHANAN GHOSE LANE, 

CALCUTTA 



Published in 1938 

Printed and Published by J. C. Sarkhel, at the Calcutta Oriental Press Ltd., 
9, Pancb&nan Ghose Lane, Calcutta. 



r---~-----~-,-

1 
I 

I 

I 
I 

I 

l --- ---·~-- ---' -- _ ___j 

[By courtesy of Rammohun Centenary Committee] 



PREFACE 

By his refor~J~ing activities Raja Rammohun Roy made 
many enemies among the orthodox Hindus as well as orthodox 
Christians. Some of his orthodox countrymen, not satis· 
fied with meeting his arguments with arguments, went to the 
length of spreading calumnies against him regarding his cha· 
racter and integrity. These calumnies found their way 
into the works of som~ of his Indian biographers. Miss 
S, D. Collet has, however, very ably defended the charact~ of 
the Raja against these calumniet! in her work, "The Life and 
Letters of Raja Rammohun Roy." But recently documents 
in the archives of the Governments of Bengal and India as well 
as of the Calcutta High Court were laid under contribution 
to support some of these calumnies. These activities reached 
their climax when on the eve of the centenary celebration of the 
death of Raja Rammohun Roy on the 27th September, 1933, 
short extracts were published from the Bill of Complaint of a 
auit brought against him in the Supreme Court by his nephew 
Govindaprasad Roy to prove his alleged iniquities. These 
efforts to revive and rehabilitate the calumnies drew our attention 
to these documents. Even before our attention was drawn to 
the publication of these notes in the monthly journals, one of 
us (Dr. Majumdar) had been carrying on original researches in 
connexion with the life and works of the Raja at the request of 
the late lamented. Mr. KShitindranath 'Tagore, the Secretary 
and Acharya of the Adi Brahmo Samaj, Calcutta. We got an 
opportunity to inspect and examine for ourselves the records of 
the High Court, which opened our eyes to the utter baselessness 
of the above allegations. This led us next to examine the 
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records of the Governments of India and Bengal. The 
encouragement and enthusiasm of the late lamented Mr. 
Krishna Kumar Mitra, the:: Presidc::nt of the Sadharan Brahmo 
Samaj, Calcutta, have also been great incentives in our work. 

This volume owes its publication to the munificence of 
Kumar Narendra Nath Law, Ph.D., F.R.A.S.B., a learned 
patron of learning, who has borne the entire:: cost of its printing, 
as well as to the co-operation of Mr. Ramananda Chatterjee, 
M.A., the editor of the Modem Review, who helped us to over­
come many of our difficulties. We are also indel:>ted to the 
liberality of the late Sir Jagadish Chandra Bose, the Maharaja of 
Pithapuram, Sir Prafulla Chandra Ray, the authorities of the 
Sadharan Brahmo Samaj, Calcutta, Lady Abala Bose, Mr. 
Tapan Mohun Chatterjee, Bar-at-Law, Mr. Sudhangsu Mohun 
Bose, M.A., Bar-at-Law, Member of the Public Service Com­
mission, Bengal, Prof. Amiya Kumar Sen, M.A. of the 
Calcutta University, Mr. Sarashi Mohun Roy, Solicitor, Mrs. 
Hemlata Tagore, Mr. J. De. I.C.S., Dr. D. M. Bose, Lt. 
Col. M. Das, !.M.S., and others. 

The volume has been divided _into three parts. The first 
part contains records relating to the private affairs of Rammohun 
Roy and his father and brothers. The second part contains 
rc::cords of cases brought against the Raja in the Supreme Court 
and the Sudder Dewany Adalut. The third part contains rc::­
cords of proceedings against the Raja's ddest son. The records 
embodied in the second and third parts are really annals of the 
Raja's long persecution, and these:: bring into clear relic::f the 
greatness and patriotism of the man, who, in the midst of these 
attacks to bring down ruin and disgrace on him, never lost 
sight of his self-imposed mission of uplifting his countrymen. 

The records have been arranged chronologically, and 
though containing a large number of copyists' mistakes, which 
have been retained in most places as they were, would not pre­
vent the intelligent reader from getting at their meaning 
or purport. The dates appended at the:: end of the_ two Supreme 
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Court cases would help the reader to understand their day-to­
day development. 

The records of the Revenue and judicial departments that 
have been printed in this volume belong to the Government of 
Bengal. 

Most of the records printed in this volume have be~n 
brought to the notice of the public for the first time, and all of 
them have been collected independ~ntly. 

The documents contain a bewildering variety of spelling of 
proper names and Indian technical terms. The Glossary and 
Index of proper names may be consulted for the standard forms. 

The preparation of this volume has been made possible 
through the kind help and generosity of various people, for 
which we take this opportunity to tender them our grateful 
thanks. In the first place, our debt of gratitude to Sir Manmatha 
Nath Mukherjee, Kt., the Ex-Chief justice of the Calcutta High 
Court, is very great indeed. He did Dr. Majumdar the unpre­
cedented favour of giving hi~ permission to take copies of the 
records of the two Supreme Court cases free of all costs. We 
are also indebted to the Hon'ble Sir Harold Derbyshir~. Kt., 
the present Chief justice of the Calcutta High Court, for per­
mission granted to Dr. Majumdar to take photographs of the 
documents reproduced in the plates attached to Appendix I, 
and to the Registrar of the Appellate Side of the same Court for 
allowing Dr. Majumdar to inspect and take copies of the P~rsian 
judgments inserted in Appendix 11. The Registrar of the Original 
Side and the Keepers of records of both sides of 
the Calcutta High Court have rendered us valuable 
assistance. Our thanks are also due to the Government 
of Bengal and the Collector of Burdwan for permitting us 
to search and take copies of their records, as well as to the 
Keepers of those records for all the help rendered to us in the 
prosecution of our work. In this connexion we have to acknow­
ledge our special indebtedness to Mr. Lalita Prasad Dutt, late 
Keeper of Records of the Government of Bengal, and his staff 
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who helped us in our work with unfailing courtesy. We are 
also indebted to Maulavi Shamsuddin Ahmed of the Indian 
Mus~um for the English translation of the judgment of the 
Sa dar Dewany Adalat, and to Shams-ul-Ulama Dr. Hidayat 
Hussain Khan Bahadur, of the Royal Asiatic Society of Bengal 
for kindly correcting the proofs of th~ Persian records inserted 
in Appendix II. 

Calcutta, 
September, 1938 

R.C. 
j. K. M .• 
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INTRODUCTORY MEMOIR 

By Ramaprasad Chanda 

The death of Raja Rammohun Roy on the 27th September, 
1833, at Bristol, was followed by the publication of biographical 
noti~ by his English friends of which Dr. Lant Carpen­
ter's sketch is the most informative. An "Autobiographical 
letter" of doubtful authenticity appeared in the Atheneum of 
October 5, 1833. A longer memoir was contributed to the 
Calcutta Review of 1845 by Mr. KissorY.. Chand Mitra. Miss 
Mary Carpenter published a detailed account of the last phase 
of the life of Raja Rammohun Roy (1831-1833) in her 
The last day$ in England of the Raja Rammohun Roy first 
published in 1866. Nagendra Nath Chatterji, a missionary of 
the Sadharan Brahma Samaj, published a biography of the 
Rajah with an account of his writings in the Bengali language 
in 1882. Miss Sophia Dobson Collet undertook to compile a 
complete biography in English after critically examining all the 
available sources of information afresh, but died on the 27th 
March, 1894, leaving her work unfinished. Before her death 
she had sent this message to Mr. Harold Collet: "I am dying. 
I can not finish my 'Life of Rammohun Roy.' But when I 
enter the Unseen, I want to be able to tell Rammohun that his 
life will be finished. Will you finish it for me~" Her Life and 
Letters of Raja Rammohun Roy was completed and published 
privately in .1900. These and other biographical works deal 
mainly with the public life of Raja Rammohun Roy as a reli­
gious, social and educational reformer and a publicist. The 
documents published in this volume mainly relate to his private 
life from December, 1796, and furnish interesting details about 
the litigations, both civil and criminal, that were instituted 
against him and his son Radhaprasad Roy and greatly 
harrassed him during th~ busiest years of hia public life. 



XX 

RAMKANTA Rov 

Ramkanta Roy, father of Rammohun Roy, was the ·fifth 
of the s~ven sons of Brajavinod Roy of Radhanagar, a village 
then in the Burdwan, and now in the Hugli, district in Bengal. 
Brajavinod Roy evidently held a responsible office under the 
Subahdar (Viceroy) of Bengal, for, in a letter addressed to Ram­
mohun Roy in 1828 King Akbar of Delhi refers to the good 
services rendered by his (Rammohun's) grandfather to his late 
Majesty at the time of his residence in the Eastern Provinces. 1 

Emperor Shah Alam came to the Eastern Provinces as heir­
apparent in 1759, and continued there even after his succes­
sion to the imperial throne till 9th April, 177 I. After the 
death of Brajavinod Roy, Ramkanta and his brothers did not 
live together as a joint Hindu family, but were divided in food, 
estate and interest (p. 141). Deeds were drawn up and execu­
ted by Ramkanta Roy and his brothers when this division and 
partition of estate took place (p. 142). Ramkanta was married 
to three wives, the eldest of whom wa~ named Subhadra Devi, 
the second T arini Devi, and the third Rammani D~vi. He had 
two sons, Jagamohun and Ram,mohun, and a daughter, by his 
second wife Tarini Devi, and a son, Ramlochan, by his third 
wife Rammani Devi (p. 63). There is considerable difference of 
opinion about the date of Rammohun · Roy's birth. In the 
inscription on his tomb carved in 1872 his birth is put down in 
1774. Our earliest authority for this date is Mr. John Digby's 
introduction to Rammohun Roy's English translation of the 
Cena Upanishad and the Abridgment of Vedant reprint~ in 
London in 1817 wherein it is !!aid that the age of the author at 
that time was "about forty-three years,"' which indicates 1774 
as the date of his birth. Dr. Lant Carpenter in his biographi­
cal sketch, first publishd in 1833, says, Rammohun Roy "was 
born most probably about 177 4." On the strength of more 

1 Political Consultations, z6th March, 183o, no. 97· 
z Miss S. D. Collet, Lif• and utters of R4i• R4mmobun Roy, edited by Hem 

Chandra Sarkar, Calcutta, p. '5· 
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definite informations Miss S. D. Collet puts down the date of 
Rammohun Roy's birth on May 22, 1772.3 This earlier date 
suits the early activities of Rammohun Roy's life better than the 
later one. So his birth synchronised with the decision of the 
East India Company to stand forth as Dewan and undertake 
the administration of Bengal and Behar directly. 

Documents published in this volume furnish no informa­
tion about the career of his father, Ramkanta Roy, till the year 
1791 when Rammohun wa!l in his twentieth year. A reference 
in a letter of a later date (no. 1 0) shows that Ramkanta Roy 
was sued by the Maharaja of Burdwan ten years earlier (1780-
1781). But as th~ papers relating ~o the suit could not be traced 
in the Collectorate of Burdwan (no. 11) we do not know what 
it was about. Before 1791 Ramkanta Roy held in farm par• 
gana (estate) Gopbhum or Goalabhum in the Burdwan district 
on an annual rent of Rs. 51,931-11-9-2 froll\ government. 
From April 1791 (1198 Bengali era} h~ took in farm another 
government estate, pargana Bhursut, in the same district for a 
term of nine years on an annual rent of Rs. J ,01,389 as one of 
the "four of the most responsible men in the district" (nos. 2-5). 
His eldest son Jagamohun Roy stood 8!1 hia security. Jaga­
mohun Roy was evidently associated with his father in the busi­
ness of farming estates, and by 1791 had achieved an independ­
ent position in recognition of which he was accepted as a security 
of his father. In 1792 Ramkanfa Roy removed with his family 
from his ancestral house at Radhanagar to a n~w house which 
he built in a neighbouring village, Langurpara or Nangurpara. 
The house included a few brick built structures and was sur­
rounded by a brick wall (no, 82). In July, 1796, he 
purchased in public auction at the Board of Revenue office a 
mahal or taluk called Harirampur in pargana Chitua paying 
a net revenue of Rs. 25,883. 14. 12 for Rs. 9970 in the name 
of his son Jagamohun Roy. 

3 Miss CoUrt. op. "'~ p. t note. 
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T awards the end of 1796 Ramkanta Roy took a step that 
greatly influenced the career of his second son, Rammohun. 
He divided the bulk of his immoveable property among his 
three sons by a deed of partition executed on the 1st December, 
1796 (19th Agrahayana, 1203)~ He assigned the house at 
Langurpara jointly to Jagamohun ~nd Rammohun, and his 
share of the ancestral house at Radhanagar to his youngest son, 
Ramlochan. Among other properties he allotted the entire 
taluk Harirampur to Jagamohun, and a ''house with a pond 
bounded by four boundaries purchased of Ramcrishna Set and 
others at Jorasanco in Mauza Calcutta" to Rammohun. In the 
concluding paragraph of the deed of partition Ramkanta Roy 
states, "A small part of my self acquired property and the 
Burdwan lodging House remain my own exclusive of the 
shares of Ishwar which dev~lved from my father remains yours 
three Persons in equal shares. All the Idols and Worship 
connected with the Worship which I. have established myself, 
remain mine, you have no concern therewith" (pp.71-75). 

The deed of partition was duly registered by the Kazi of 
Krishnanagar (p. 255) and given effect to·. Ramlochan Roy with 
his mother Ram,mani Devi went to live in the house at Radha-. 
nagar allotted to him six month~ "after the partition (p. 142). 
Ramkanta Roy went to Burdwan and· resumed his duties as a 
farrru:r of revenue. Besides Gopbhum and Bhursut farmed of 
government he probably held in farm three parganas within the 
Zemindary of the Raja of Burdwan. Maharaj Tejchand was 
then the owner of the bulk of the Zemindary of the Burdwan 
Raj. But some of the parganas included in that Zemindary 
were owned by his mother, Maharani Vishnukumari. Probably 
three parganas owned by her were held in farm by 
Ramkanta Roy. !fhe Collector of Burdwan speaks of him 
(no. 15) as possessing "the uncontrolled management" of the 
Rani's affairs, and elsewhere he is called the Mok.htar, agent, of 
the Rani's estate (p. 32). 

Tappa or pargana Barda was offered for sale for the 
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balance of the revenue of 1203 B.S. ( 1796-1797) in May, 1797. 
Aa the purchasers could not pay the whole of the 
purchase money, a private purchase was made by them 
(Rarnnidhi Chose, Svarupchand Roy, Ramchandra Sen) of 
the three following mahals,-Rasikpur, Purangang, Purulia. 
Jagamohun Roy, now ·separated from his father, pur­
chased these three mahals from these three persons 
for Rs. 36,000 by registered deeds of sale (no. 13). But 
it was then "well known," we are told by the Collector of Burd­
wan, that the three mahals had been purchased by Maharani 
Vishnukumari in the name of those three persons, and that their 
transfer to Jagamohun Roy by deeds of sale was arranged by 
his father Ramkanta Roy who then possessed the management 
of the Rani's affairs (no. 15). 

In the year following the purchase of these three taluks 
happened an event that turned the tide of the fortune of Ram­
kanta Roy and Jagamohun Roy and led to their ruin. Maha­
rani Vishnukumari of Burdwan died in 1205 B.S. (from about 
the middle of April, 1798, to the middle of March, 1799). 
Tappa or pargana Barda in which huda or taluk Purulia was in­
cluded was offered for sale for the arrear of revenue of 1205 B.S. 
Jagamohun Roy submitted petitions praying that the three 
taluks purchased by him should be separated from the pargana 
and treated as independent revenue-paying taluks, and that 
Purulia should not be sold for the arrears of Barda (nos. 15, 17-
19). In his ktter of the 12th july, 1799, the Collector of 
Burdwan refers to a dar~hasta or petition from Maharaja T ej­
chand of Burdwan requesting that no private transfer of any 
land made by Ramchandra Sen be separated, because all lands 
purchased in the name of that person are benami purchases or 
purchases made in his name lor another party, and were really 
the property of his mother, late Maharani Vishnukumari, and 
as her heir he himself was entitled to their possession (no. 19). 
Maharaja T ejchand dispossessed Jagamohun Roy of taraf 
Rasikpur. The latter filed a suit in the Burdwan Dewani Adalat 

c 
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(civil court) for recovering possession of that mahal against him 
and his agent Syamsundar Roy (no. 20). On the 13th of 
July, 1799, Maharaja Tejchand as plaintiff filed a title suit 
for the possession of Rasikpur, Purangang and Purulia against 
Jagamohun Roy, Ramkanta Roy and Ramnidhi Ghose in the 
Zillah court of Burdwan. The Zillah judge disbelieved the evi­
dence produced by Jagamohun Roy that he had purchased the 
taluks from Maharani Vishnukumari and gave judgment in 
favour of the plaintiff with costs payable by Jagamohun and 
Ramkanta Roy. They appealed to the Provincial Court of 
Calcutta against the decision of the Zillah judge. The Provin­
cial Court reversed the decision of the Zillah Court and allowed 
Jagamohun Roy to retain possession of the lands. Maharaja· 
T ejchand appealed to the Sadar Dewani Adalat against the 
decision of the Provincial Court. The judges of the Sadar Dewani 
Adalat delivered judgment on the 16th September, 1803, four 
months after the death of Ramkanta R~y, when Jagamohun Roy 
was in confinement in the Dewani (civil) jail of Midnapur (no. 
50). They concurred with the Zillah judge, reversing the deci­
sion of the Provincial Court, and ordered the payment of ccsts 
in each of the courts by Jagamohun Roy. 

The title suit for recovering possession of Rasikpur, Puran­
gang and Purulia was not the first law-suit brought by Maharaja 
Tejchand of Burdwan against Ramkanta Roy and Jagamohun 
Roy. The Collector of Burdwan writes in his letter of the 14th 
November, 1799, of Ramkanta Roy, '"having with him (his 
son Jagamohun Roy) absconded to avoid the operation of some 
decrees passed against him in the Adawlut" (no. 21}. These 
decrees were evidently obtained in the Dewany Adalat of 
Hugli (nos. 41 and 46). In another letter (no. 24) it is stated 
that the Raja of Burdwan has a large demand against Ram­
kanta Roy for which he knows he would be detained. Again, 
in a letter of the 30th May, 1803 (no. 47), the :collector 
states that he has learnt from Ramlochan Roy, the youngest son 
of Ramkanta Roy, that the latter owes Rs. 80,000 to the Raja of 
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Burdwan. Evidently the heavy debt (Rs. 80,000) referred to 
is the "large demand" mentioned in the other letter (no. 24), 
and originated in the decrees referred to in the letter of the 14th 
November, 1799. As the execution of the decrees was appre· 
hended only in the latter half of November, 1799, it may be 
presumed that the money suits were instituted by Mahara,ja 
T ejchand after the death of his mother, and probably Maharani 
Vishnukumari herself was the original creditor of Ramkanta 
Roy, and, had she been living, she would not have sued him 
for the dues. Our only sources of information, statements of 
the Collector of Burdwan based on hearsay, do not enable us 
to unravel the details of the transactions between Ramkanta Roy 
and Maharaja Tejchand. 

The fear of the execution of the decrees obtained by the 
Raja of Burdwan paralysed the normal activities, collection of 
rent from the tenants of the taluks and farms, of Ramkanta Roy 
and Jagamohun Roy. Bengali year 1206 ending in March 1800 
was the last year of Ramkanta Roy's lease of Bhursut. During the 
previous eight years he had paid the revenue regularly. When 
he absconded after the pronouncement of the decrees against 
him in the civil court, the Collector of Burdwan apprehended 
arrears (no. 21). At the end of B.S. 1206 a balance of Rs. 
28 51-6 fell due from Ramkanta Roy. Jagamohun Roy failed 
to pay the revenue of Harirampur for B.S. 1207 (April 1800 to 
March 1801), and a balance of Rs. 9600-8-1 was due from him 
in the beginning of the following year (no. 28). Ramkanta Roy 
was put in confinement for the arrears of Bhursut in the begin­
ning of May, 1800 (no. 23), and remained in jail till the end of 
September, 180 I , when his dues amounting in principal and 
interest to Rs. 3338-2-5 were recovered partly by a sale of the 
lRnds of his security, Jagamohun Roy, and partly by receipts 
from himself. Jagamol:iun Roy also was confined in the 
Dewani jail of Burdwan in June, 1801, at first as the security of 
his father. When the latter was released on payment of 
his dues on the 1st October, 1801, Jagamohun Roy was detain-
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ed for the arrears of Harirampur (nos. 36 and 46) and later on 
transferred to the Midnapur Dewani jail (nos. 38 and 40) where 
he remained in confinement for a further period of over three 
years till February, 1805. 

After his release from the Dewani jail of Burdwan early 
in October, 1801, Ramkanta ~oy had little peace. In the 
absence of Jagamohun Roy confined at Midnapur he had to 
conduct the case relating to the ownership of Rasikpur and two 
other taluks brought on by Maharaja T ejchand. In a petition 
for release from jail submitted in March, 1803, Jagamohun Roy 
says of Ramkanta· Roy, he "is very much in debt to the Raja 
-of Burdwan, who obtained decrees against him in the Dewanny 
Adawlut of Hooghly, kept him some time in confinement there, 
then got him transferred to the Dewani Jail of Burdwan and has 
since been able to recover little or nothing from him owing to 
poverty" {no. 46). The Collector of Midnapur· tequested the 
Collector of Burdwan to make inquiries about the affairs of 
Ramkanta Roy. In his letter of the 30th March, 1803 (no. 47), 
the Collector of Burdwan writes in reply that he could not meet 
Ramkanta Roy who was not at Burdwan-; but his youngest son, 
Ramlochan Roy, made this statement : 

"He stated that his father has been able to pay the Rajah 
of Burdwan only 500 Rs. since his release from confinement a 
year and a half ago; that he still owes "him 80,000 Rs. payable 
by instalments in the course of 11 years ; that the only chance 
he has of being able to pay this amount, consists in his obtaining 
a profit from a farm of a lac of rupees per annum which he 
holds from the Rajah ; that the dependence of the whole family 
is on this farm" (no. 47). 

On the contrary, in his explanation attached to the Report 
on Jagamohun Roy dated the 14th January, 1803, the Collector 
of Midnapur writes of Ramkanta Roy, he "is said to be worth 
near two lacs of Rupees" (no. 42). This statement represents 
the general opinion of the day. Ramkanta Roy died in May, 
1803, a little over a month after his youngest son Ramlochan 
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made the statement quoted above to the Collector of Burdwan. 
The only assets left by him were, (I) the house at Burdwan 
worth about seven or eight thousand rupees. The Raja of 
Burdwan took possession of it for arrears due to him (pp. 159 
and 178). (2) Lakheraj (non-revenue-paying) and Brahmottar 
lands reserved for himself at th~ time of partition and left by him 
for the service of a certain idol and applied to that purpose by his 
widow T arini Devi. (3) Money decrees in the Zillah Courts 
of Burdwan and Hugli for two thousand five hundred to three 
thousand rupees partially recovered by Jagamohun Roy after 
his release from confinement in the Midnapur jail (pp. 159 and 
178). 

Such small assets against a heavy debt owed to the Raja 
of Burdwan indicate the total ruin of Ramkanta Roy. Ram· 
lochan Roy in his statement quoted above puts down Ramkanta 
Roy's liability to the Raja ofBurdwan at Rs. 80,000, for which 
he executed a kistibandi (fixture of instalments) bond under­
taking to pay the whole amount in course of II years. To 
enable the debtor to pay up his debt in this long period the cre­
ditor granted him a farm at the annual rent of one lac of rupees 
forgetful of his past default. 

Twenty years after the; death of Ramkanta Roy, on the 
16th july, 1823, Maharaja Tejchand of Burdwan filed in the 
Provincial Court of Calcutta three suits based on three kistibandi 
bonds executed by him on the 1st of Ashar, 1206 B.S. (13th 
June, 1799) for Rs. 12,624, Rs. 28,403-13-12 and Rs. 7501 
respectively for arrears due from three different parganas held 
in farm and payable on the 15th of Asvin, 1207 B.S. (29th 
Septe;mber 1800) against Rammohun Roy and Govindaprasad 
Roy (son of Jagamohun Roy). The statements made in these 
suits tell a different tale from the statement of Ramlochan Roy 
made in March, 1003, quoted above. In these suits the total 
amount of principal money owed by Ramkanta Roy to Maha­
raja T ejchand was stated to be Rs. 48,528 and not Rs. 80,000 
as stated by Ramlochan Roy, and payment by instal· 
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ments sp~ads over fourteen and half months instead of eleven 
years (pp. 305-11). The ruin of Ramkanta Roy is as inexpli­
cabl~ to us as it was to his contemporaries. 

EARLY LIFE OF RAMMOHUN Roy 
' 

A.D. I 772-1796 

The documents published in this volume tell us nothing 
about the early life of Rammohun Roy from his birth till his 
twenty-fifth year ~xcept the following significant statement 
made by Nandakumar Vidyalankar in his deposition ~fore the 
Supreme Court:-

"Saith that he hath known the defendant Rammohun Roy 
from the time that the said defendant attained the age of four­
teen years and hath ever since been on the most intimate terms 
with him" (p. 174). 

On the date of his examination as an witness on behalf 
of the defendant (Rammohun Roy), 24th April, .1819, Nanda­
kumar Vidyalankar was "aged fifty-six years or thereabouts," 
that is to say, he was born about 1763 A.D., and was senior to 
Rammohun Roy by at least nine years:. Nandakumar Vidya­
lankar was with Rammohun Roy either in Calcutta or at Burd­
wan when, on the 7th Paush, 1206 B.S. (20th December, 1799), 
the latter transferred two taluks, Ramesvarpur and Govindapur, 
to Rajiblochun Roy by a deed of sale written in Persian (plate 1), 
and when Rajiblochun Roy executed a deed of agreement 
addressed to Gurudas Mukherji in the Bengali language stating 
that he purchased the above-named two taluks benami on behalf 
of Gurudas Mukherji. Nandakumar Vidyalankar signs his name 
as an attesting witness on this agreement (p. 525, plate II) as 
Nandakumar Sarma. He was also at Rangpur with Rammohun 
Roy when, on the 14th January, 1812, Gurudas Mukherji re­
transferred the said taluks, Ramesvarpur and Govindapur, to 
Rammohun Roy by a deed of sal~ written in Persian (plate Ill), 
for Nandakumar Sarma also signs this document as an attest-
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ing witness. In the first-named document Nandakumar men­
tions Raghunathpur as his place of residence. This i11 evidently 
the village of the same name in the neighbourhood of Radha­
nagar where Rammohun Roy was born and brought up. In 
the Vaisakh (April-May) issue of the Tattwabodhini Patrik_a of 
the saka year 176i (A.D. 1845) appeared a short biography of 
Pandit Ramchandra Vidyavagish, a follower of Raja Ram­
mohun Roy, and the first minister of the Brahm.o Sarnaj, Herein 
it is said that Ramchandra Vidyavagish, son of Lakshmikanta 
Tarkavagish, was one of the younger brothers of Nandakumar 
Vidyalankar, and was born at Palpara on the 29th Magh in the 
saka year 1707 (9th February, 1786). So Palpara or Pallapara, 
where Ramchandra Vidyavagish was born, was the ancestral 
horne of Nandakumar Vidyalankar. In 1799 he was evidently 
living at Raghunathpur ; but in 1814 he was living with Ram­
mohun Roy at Rangpur, and has named his paternal horne at 
Palpara as the place of his permanent residence. It may be 
asked, why was Nandakumar Vidyalankar living at Raghunath­
pur instead of at Pal para in 1799) In the biographical sketch of 
Ramchandra Vidyavagish referred to above it is stated of Nanda­
kumar Vidyalankar, "He renounced the life of a householder and 
entered the order of the sannyasis or ascetics and became well­
known as Hariharananda Tirthasvami Kula-Avadhuta." 
Avadhula is an ascetic who follows the teachings of the Tantras. 
Kula is the name of a particular achara, form of T antric 
worship, also known as viimachiira, left-hand form, viriichara, 
heroic form, as distinguished from the dal(shiniichara, 
right-hand form, pa81Jiichiira, beastly form. The kula 
form of worship includes offering of fish, meat and wine 
to the deity, and even enjoins sexual intercourse as part 
of the worship. The close association of Rarnmohun Roy with 
this strange ascetic from the age of fourteen must be recognised 
as one of the determining factors of his religious life. 

The most authentic connected account of the adolescence 
of Rarnmohun Roy is found in the Biographical Sketch compiled 
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by Dr. Lant Carpenter based · on "communications received 
from the family with whom the Raja resided in London and 
from the Raja personally" and first published in 1833 in his 
Review oj the labours, opinions and character of Rajah Ram­
mohun Roy. Dr. Carpenter writes:-

"Under hil! father's roof he received the elements of nativ!l 
education, and also acquired the P!lrsian language. He was 
afterwards sent to Patna to learn Arabic ';.:and lastly to Benares 
to obtain a knowledge of Sanscrit, the sacred language of the 
Hindoos. His masters at Patna set him to study Arabic tran­
slations of some of the writings of Aristotle and Euclid ; it is 
probable that the training thus given strengthened his mind in 
acuteness and close reasoning; while th!l knowledge which he 
acquired of the Mahommedan religion from Mussulmen whom 
he esteemed, contributed to cause that searching examination 
of the faith in which he was educated, which led him eventually 
to the important efforts he made to restore it to its early 
simplicity. 

"His family was Brahminical, of high respectability; and, 
of course, he was a Brahmin by birth. After his death the 
thread of his caste was seen round hiril, passing over his left 
shoulder and under his right. His father trained him in the 
doctrines of his s!lct ; but he very early observed the diversities 
of opinion existing even among the idolators ; and that while 
some exalted Brahma, the Creator, others gave the ascendancy 
to Vishnu, the Preserver; and others again to Siva, the Destro­
yer. It is scarcely possibl!l, too, but that his mind must have 
been struck by the simplicity of the Mahommedan faith and . 
worship; and at any rate it early revolted from the frivolous 
.or disgusting rites and ceremonies of Hindoo idolatry. Without 
disputing the authority of his father, he often sought from him 
information as to the reasons of his faith. He obtained no 
satisfaction ; and he at last determined, at the early ag!l of 
fifteen, to leave the paternal home, and to sojourn for a time 
.in Thibet, that he might see another form of religious faith. 
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He spent two or three years in that country, and often excited 
the anger of the worshippers of the Lama by his rejection of 
their doctrine that this pretended deity-a living man-was the 
creator and preserver of the world. ln these circumstances he 
experienced the soothing kindness of the female part of the 
family; and his gentle, feeling heart dwelt, with deep interest 
at the distance of more than forty years, on the recollection of 
that period; these, ht; said, had made him always feel respect 
and gratitude towards the female sex, and they doubtless con­
tributed to that unvarying and relined courtesy which marked 
his intercourse with them in this country. 

"When he returned to Hindostan, he was met by a depu­
tation from his father, and received by him with great consi­
deration. He appears, from that time, to have devoted him­
self to the study of Sanscrit and other languages, and of the 
ancient books of the Hindoos. He had frequent discussions 
with his father : through awe of him, however, he never avowed 
the scepticism which he entertained as to the present forms of 
their religion ; but from some indirect reproaches he received, 
he imagined that ht: had fallen under his father's suspicions. "• 

Persian was then the court language, and as a grandson of 
Brajavinod Roy and a son of Ram kant a Roy, Rammohun was 
first required to learn his mother tongue and Persian. But it is 
doubtful whether his father would have required him to learn 
Arabic and Sanskrit unless his own inclination and perhaps 
the inAuence of Nandakumar Vidyalankar had not led him 
to do so. In his heterodox religious views and his leaving 
home for a journey to Tibet we may recognize the inAuence 
of the same ascetic. Rammohun Roy's Unitarian friend and 
disciple, Mr. William Adam, writes of him in 1826, "He seems 
to have been religiously disposed from his early youth ; having 
proposed to seclude himself as a Sannyasi (ascetic), or devotee, 

-4· Miss Mary C.'l"'nttr, Tlw lAst J•ys in Engt.RJ of th• R.;.rh R.mmcb•n 
Roy, C.lcuno, '9'5• pp. •-5· 

d 
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at the age of fourteen, from which he was only dissuaded by 
the entreati«=l! of his mother."• Evidently Rammohun's pro­
posal to turn an ascetic synchronised with the beginning of his 
intimacy with Nandakumar. Though his mother succeeded in 
dissuading him from turning -a Sannyasi in his fourteenth year, 
she failed to dissuade him frorri leaving his paternal home in the 
following year for a journey to Tibet. Those who take Tibet 
as synonymous with Uassa may consider this journey an 
impossible feat for a boy of fifteen. But Mount Kailas (22000 
feet) to the north of Lake Manasorawar, is in Tibet, and is a 
favourite place of pilgrimage with the Hindus. Young Ram­
mohun must have entered Tibet with a band of pilgrims, and, 
instead of returning with them, stayed there for two or three 
years. It is evidently referring to his visit to Tibet Rammohun 
Roy writes in the opening sentence of the Arabic preface to his 
Persian pamphlet, Tufatul Muwahhidin (1803 or 1804), "I 
travelled in the remotest parts of the world, an~ in plains as 
well in hilly lands." On his return to India in 1786 or 1789 
he was welcomed by his father. He ·must have visited Patna 
and Benares on his way to Tibet via Hardwar and Badrinath. 
After his return home he again proceee:jed to Patna to study 
Arabic and to Benares to study Sanskrit, particularly the Upa­
nishads and the Vedanta. Rammohun Roy was back again 
to Langurpara to be present when his father executed the deed 
of partition of -his immovable property among his three sons 
on the I st December, 1796, and to put his signature to it. 
Ramkanta Roy allotted a fair share of his immovable property, 
and afterwards never required him to share his losses and 
troubles. But from statements made by Rammohun Roy's 
European friends it appears that his religious views, particularly 
his hostility to idol worship, annoyed his father. Mr. w. J. 
Fox says in A Discourse on the occasion of the death of Rajah 
Rammohun Roy (London, I 633) :-

. / 

5 MISs Collet, op. c/lt., pp. 7-8. 
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"So strongly were his feelings wrought upon by the alie­
nation which then commenced, that through life, under the 
pressure of dejection or disease, the frowning features of his 
father would rise unbidden on his imagination."" 

Mr. William Adam in his Memorandum of 1879 gives a 
different account of the impression that the religious discussions 
between father and son left on the mind of the latter. Mr. 
Adam writes:---

"It is not often that we get an insight into Hindu family 
life, but his (Ramkanta Roy's) son gave me a slight glance at 
least in referring to the amicable differences that arose between 
himself and his father on this subject. I inferred from what Ram­
mohun Roy said that he always left it to his father, as the 
head and most venerable member of the family to open the 
question which he thought fit to moot, and when he had 
finished his immediate argument, he was generally willing to 
listen to his son with patience, which som.et~, however, 
forsook him. The son's response after the necessary prelimi­
nary admissions, usually began with the ad~rsative particle 
'But' (~intu). 'But notwithstanding all this, the orthodox con­
clusion you aim at does not follow.' Th«:! father complained 
of this, and on one occasion, at least, burst out in the tone of 
remonstrance, as of an injured party. 'Whatever argument I 
adduce you have always your Kintu, your counter-statement, 
your counter-argument, your counter-conclusion to oppose to 
me.' The son recounted this to me with half a smile on his lips 
and a touch of humour in his voice, but without any expression 
of disrespect tQ his father.''' 

Perhaps the original communications of Rammohun Roy 
on which the statements of Messrs. Fox and Adam are based 
related to different periods of his early life. He must have had 
discussions with his father, not only before his departure for 
Tibet, but after his return from Tibet, and also after his return 

• 

6. Miss Collet, op. cil., p. 5' 7· !l.r... Collet. op. cil., p. 6. 
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from Patna and Benares till his final ·separation in 1797. 
In his answer to the Bill of Complaint filed by the Maharaja of 
Burdwan on the 16th June, 1823, Rammohun Roy stated that 
"he had during the life-tim~ of his father separated from him 
and the rest of the family in consequence of his altered habits 
of life and change of opinions" (p. 306). In his altered habits 
Rammohun Roy probably refers to his reluctance to participate 
in the worship of images actively before his formal abandon­
ment of idolatry. 

RAMMOHUN Rov IN BusiNEss AND SERVICE 

About nine months after partition, in September, 1797 
(p. 142), Rammohun Roy left Langurpara and went to reside 
in Calcutta, leaving his two wives in charge of his mother T arini 
Devi. In Calcutta Rammohun Roy engaged in money 
lending business and appointed one Goloknarayan Sarkar 
as his clerk. Goloknarayan was produced as a witness on his 
behalf before the Sup~eme Court .and was examined on 
the lith May, 1819. He deposed that about twenty-one or 
twenty-two years ago, when he wa.s serving Rammohun 
Roy as a sarkar or clerk, the latter lent to the Honourable 
Andrew Ramsay of the Honourable East India Company's Civil 
Service Rs. 7,500 and sent the· amount to the office of the 
attorney with him (no. 115). Twenty-two years before May, 
1819. carry us back to May, 1797. and twenty-one years to 
May, 1798. So it seems that Rammohun Roy may have been 
carrying on money-lending business in Calcutta .even ~fore 
he received a share of his father's immovable property in 
December, 1796. He must have acquired the capital that en­
abled him to do so before the partition. But our documents 
throw no light on his earlier activities. Ramkanta Roy states in 
his deed of gift and partition, "I have not given any cash to 
either of you three." He allotted to Rammohun the house in 
Calcutta probably because it was already in his (Rammohun' s) 
occupation as his place of business. 
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Two years and half after pattition Rammohun purchased 
two taluks, Govindapur and Ramesvarpur, in the Burdwan 
district, that formed the basis of his future prosperity. These 
two taluks were sold by auction for arrears of revenue of 1205 
B. S. (1788-1799) (no. 14). Govindapur was purchased by 
Gangadhar Chose for Rs. 3100 and Ramesvarpur by Ramtanu 
Roy for Rs. 1250. The sale took place early in April. Ram­
mohun Roy pur~hased these two taluks for the same prices 
from the original purchasers on the 30th Ashar, 1206 B.S. 
(12th July, 1799). Like all taluks and parganas in the 
Burdwan and Midnapur districts, the Government revenue of 
these two taluks was highly assessed leaving a small margin of 
profit for the owner. The annual revenue payable to Govern­
ment for Govindapur was Rs. 9789-5-1 and for Ramesvarpur 
Rs. 10,965-1-17. Therefore in revenue sales taluks and 
parganas in these districts fetched low prices. 

A few months after purchasing these taluks Rammohun 
Roy decided to proceed to Patna, Benares, and other provinces 
far away from Calcutta. For the proper management of the 
taluks in his absence he nominally (benamQ transferred them 
to Rajiblochun Roy, an influential zemindar of Burdwan whom 
he calls a "confidential friend," by a deed of aale written in the 
Persian language (plate I) on the 7th Paush, 1206 B. S. (20th 
December, 1799). On the same date Rammohun Roy also 
caused Rajiblochun Roy to sign an agreement (il{rarnamah) that 
he had purchased the taluks benami, in his own name, really 
on behalf of Gurudas Mukherji. J:he object of this agree­
ment, according to Rammohun Roy's Answer to the Bill of 
Complaint of Govindaprasad Roy, was that as he had then 
no child, he desired that his nephew Gurudas Mukherji should 
inherit the taluks in the event of his death away from home 
(p. 259). According to the statement of Rajiblochun Roy 
Rammohun Roy's first son, Radhaprasad Roy,waa born six 
months after the execution of the deeds referred to above 
(p. 172), that is, about July, 1800. But Rammohun Roy's 
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nephew Gurudas Mukherji states in his deposition that Radha­
prasad was born in 1208 B.S. (1801-1802) (p.l86). 

After nominally transferring Govindapur and Ramesvarpur 
to Rajiblochun Roy, Rammohun Roy got Rajiblochun's name 
registered in the book of the Collector of Burdwan as the pro­
prietor of the taluks. Rajiblochun Roy paid over the; income 
of the talults to Rammohun Roy "after deducting the Govern­
ment rent and the expenses incurred in managing the same." 
He managed the taluks nominally as his own property from 
1207 to 1218 B.S. In the month of Jyaistha 1218 (1811) he 
executed a deed of transfer of these taluks in favour of Gurudas 
Mukherji (p. 95) and on his application they were registered 
in the name of Gurudas in the book of the Collector of Burdwan 
(p. 171). But Rajiblochun still continued to manage them and 
pay the net income to Rammohun Roy. The latter got 
the taluks transferred to himself by Gurudas Mukherji by· a 
deed of sale; executed and registered at Rangpur on the 14th 
January, 1812. (plate III). Then his own name was registered in 
the book of the Collector of Burdwan as the proprietor of 
Govindapur and Ramesvarpur in 1221 B.S. (1814-15). The 
taluks were then let out in farm to Rajiblochun Roy at a. net 
rent of Rs. 5,500 per annum (p.96) "exclusive of the rent to. 
Government and the expences of· collection,'' and he was hold­
ing the taluks in farm on the same terms on the date of ·his 
deposition before the Supreme Court (20th April, 1819). 

Rammohun Roy probably left for Patna, Benares and 
other places early in 1800 an_d returned to Calcutta before the 
end of the year and appointed one Gopimohun Chatterjee his 
tehvildar or cashier (no. 107). In 1801 he made the 
acquaintance of one of the best of his friends, Mr. John 
Digby of. the East India Company's Civil Service.• In 
the following year, 1209 B.S. (1802), he lent Rs. 5,000 to Mr. 
Thomas Woodforde of the Civil Service. Besides money-

8. Miss Collet, op. cit., p. !5· 
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lending Rammohun Roy also "employed himself in dealing 
with Company's papers" (p, 184) or buy Company's paper in 
his own name (p. 136). He first entered into service evidently as 
khaa-Munshi or private Persian assistant of Mr. Woodforde. 
On the 1st Fl:bruary, 1803, Mr Woodforde took charge of the 
Collectorship of Dacca, Jalalpore (Faridpur) (no. 44). Kishen 
Chand (Krishna Chandra), th~ Dewan· of the Collectorate, re­
signed and Mr. Woodforde appointed Rammohun Roy to 
officiate for him (no. 45). Two months after, when Mr. Wood­
forde was relieved of his duties as Collector of Dacca, Jalalpore 
on the 14th May, 1803, Rammohun Roy also resigned his· 
Dewanship (no. 49) and returned to Calcutta, and thence pro­
ceeded to Burdwan where his father Ramkanta Roy lay seriously 
ill. He later told Mr. William Adam "with much feeling that 
he had stood by th~ death bed of his father, who with his ex­
piring breath continued to invoke his God-Ram I Ram I"' 
Rammohun Roy performed the sraddha (funeral) ceremony of 
his father either at Burdwan or in Calcutta. His mother, Tarini 
Devi, performed the sraddha of her husband at Langurpara 
evidently with pomp by pawning the jewels of her grandson 
(daughter's son) Gurudas Mukherji (p. 229). 

Mr. Thomas Woodforde was appointed Registrar of the 
Appellate Court of Murshidabad from 11th August, 1803. •• 
Rammohun Roy evidently accompanied him to Murshidabad 
as his private munshi, and his first pamphlet, Tuhfatul 
Muwahhiddin, was published there. We know nothing more 
about the year 1803, and the yeru; 1804 is a blank one. In the 
year 1805 Rammohun Roy entered the service of Mr. John 
Digby. In May 1805 Mr. Digby was appointed Registrar of the 
office of the Magistrate of Ramgarh, then headquarters of the 
Hnzaribagh District, and Rammohun Roy accompanied him to 

9· Mi., Collet, op. cil., p. 8. 
to. Dodwdl and Miles, Alpb.brricJ List of 1hr Bmg4l Cit~il Snwnu. 

london, 1839-
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Ramgarh evidently as his private munshi. He remained with 
Mr. Digby as his private munshi continually for ten years, and 
there sprang up a close friendship betwe~n these two men that 
lasted throughout their lives. Mr. Digby served at Ramgarh till 
December, 1807, when he was transferred to Jessore as Collec­
tor (no. 65). At Ramgarh Rammohun Roy acted as the 
Sheristadar of the Fouzdary Court for a period of three months 
when Mr. Digby officiated as th~ Magistrate of that district 
(no. 71). He accompanied Mr. Digby to Jessore (nos. 65 and 
72), Bhagalpur (no. 66), back to jessore and finally to Rangpur, 
when the latt~r was appointed to act as the Collector of Rang­
pur in June, 1809 (nos. 67 -68). 

The Dewan of the Collectorate of Rangpur resigned in 
October, 1809. Mr. Digby appointed Rammohun Roy Dewan 
in his room and wrote to the Board of Revenue requesting them 
to sanction the appointment (no. 70). The Board refused 
sanction on the ground that the nominee had no experience of 
Revenue matters (no. 71 ). In his reply of 31 ;t January, 1810 
(no. 72). Mr. Digby expressed sorrow at the Board's paying "so 
little deference" to his recommendation and concluded:-

• 'Being thoroughly acquainted ~h the merits and lilbili­
ties of Rammohun Roy, it would be very repugnant to my feel­
ings, to be compelled so far to dil!grace him in the eyes of the 
natives as to remove him from his preljent employment in which 
I have continued him as officiating in .the hope that. the charac­
ter which will be given of him by the natives, to whom the 
Board are referred, and the knowledge of his business which 
I have declared him to possess, will induce them to confirm him 
in th~ appointment of Dewan of my office for which I am confi­
dent he is perfectly well qualified." 

In their reply (no. 73) the Board not only refused to alter 
their decision, but greatly disapproved of the style of Mr. Digby's 
letter and warned him that they would be compelled "to take 
very serious notice of any repetition of similar disrespect towards 
them." Rammohun Roy evidently did not feel disgraced by 
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his removal fro~ the Dewanship, but remained at Rangpur 
with Mr, Digby for four years and a half longer till the latter w:as 
relieved of his office on the 20th July.J 1814, (no. 74). He ac• 
cepted service with Thomas W oodforde and John Digby, evi­
dently not for the emolument and official advancement, but with 
other objects in view. As we have ~n above, he was 
engaged in money-lending business in Calcutta. T aluks 
Ramesvarpur and Govindapur must have been yielding him 
an annual income of about Rs. 5,500 under the able and faithful 
management of Rajiblochan Roy. His own share of his father's 
landed property that was allotted to him probably enabled him 
to meet all the expenses at Langurpara. When he took service 
with John Digby in 1805 he did not abolish his Calcutta 
business, but left a cash-keeper (Gopimohun Otatterji) in 
charge of it. His annual savings from all these sources must 
have been considerable. He purchased the four following 
Patni taluks in the years and- at prices named in the following 
list (pp. 97-98, 263-64) :-

B. S. 1210 Langurpara 
(1803-04) 
B. S. 1215 
(1808-09) 
B. S. 1216 
(1809-10) 

Beerlook (Birluk) 

Kissenagore 
(Krishnanagar) 
Serampore 
(Srirampur) 

Rs. II ,000 

Rs. 7,100 

Rs. 725 

These four taluka jointly yielded a profit of Rs. 5,000 or 
Rs. 6,000 annually (p. 98). As we have already stated, Ram­
mohun Roy alao dealt in Company's paper. He of course 
received good aalary as Khaa Munshi from his admiring em· 
ployer, Mr. Digby. His cash-keeper at Calcutta, Gopimohun 
Otatterji, aays in hia deposition, "Rammohun Roy at different 
timea sent sums of money from Rungpore to Calcuta" (p. 137). 
But when he decided to take service with Mr. John 
Digby leaving his business in Calcutta in charge of his cash-
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keeper, he took risk of loss of which the emoluments of service 
could hardly have afforded adequate compensation. Therefore he 
must have had also other objects in view than mere monetary 
gain when he decided to go out of Calcutta as the private munshi 
of English Civil Servants. One such object was learning the 
English language and studying the English character. Mr. Digby 
writes in his preface to Abridgment of Vedanta already 
referred to:-

"At the age of twenty-two (really twenty-four, i.e. in 1796) 
he commenced the study of English language, which not pursu­
ing with application, he, five years afterwards (1801), when I 
became acquainted with him, could merely·speak it well enough 
to be understood upon the most co~on topics of discourse, 
but could not write it with any degree of correctness. He was 
afterwards employed as Dewan, or principal native officer, in 
the collection of revenues, in the district of which I was for five 
years .COllector, in the East India Company's Civil Services. 
By perusing all my correspondence with diligence and atten­
tion, as well as by corresponding and conversing with Euro­
pean gentlemen, h~ acquired so correct a knowledge of the 
English language as to ht: enabled to ~te and speak it with 
considerable accuracy. He was also in the constant habit of 
reading the English newspapers, of which the continental 
politics chiefly interested him. "u 

Rammohun Roy had an insatiable desire for acquiring 
kno~ledge. Soon after retirement from Mr. Digby's service he 
formed the plan of proceeding to England and entering one of 
the English Universities. In a latter addressed to Mr. Digby, then 
in England, towards the end of 1816 and published in the pre­
face to the London edition of Abridgment of Vedanttll he writes:-

"This engagement has prevented me from proceeding to 
Europe as soon as I could wish. But you may depend upon 
my setting off for England within a short period of time : and if 

u. Miss Collet, "1'· cit., p. '5· 
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you do not return to India before October next, you will most 
probably receive a letter from me, informing you of the exact 
time of my departure for England, and of the name of the 
veBBel on which I shall embark.' •u 

Lieut-Col. Fitzclarenoe {Lord Munster) in his account of 
Rammohun Roy in his Journal of a Route across India, through 
Egypt to England, in the year 1817 and 11:118, writes, ''He is 
desirous to visit England and enter one of our universities where 
I should be most anxiou11 to see him, and to learn his ideas of 
our country, its manners and customs.'''• 

The civil suit filed by his nephew Govindaprasad Roy in 
the Supreme Court on the 23rd june, 1817, evident­
ly prevented Rctmmohun Roy from carrying out this p'an. 
About the time when he came to settle in Calcutta in 1814 he 
purchased two houses in the town, a two-storied {upper-roomed) 
garden house at Simla for Rs. 13,000 and another two-storied 
house and ground at Chowringhee for Rs. 20,317 (p. 266). 
His garden house at Maniktala was probably built or purchased 
later. During his stay at Rangpur from 1809-14 his income 
from his six taluks, about Rs. 11,000 a year, must have been 
accumulating and enabled him to purthase and build these 
houses in Calcutta. It is possible to_ account for all the invest­
ments he made in landed and house property without taking 
into account the salary he earned as the private munshi of 
Messrs. Woodforde and Digby. He started the great mission 
of his life in Calcutta that involved heavy pecuniary sacrifices 
for a man of his limited means with a net income of about Rs. 
11,000 to 12,000 a year. He owed this decent income to the 
judicious management of his business in Calcutta and of his 
taluks by his trust-worthy agents and his loyal and faithful 
friend Rajiblochan Roy. 

Mr. Digby made over charge of his office of Collector of 
Rangpur, as stated above, on the 20th July, 1814. Early in 

••· Miss Coller, op. <il., p. 37· '3· MISS Mary Carpmtu, op. cil., p. 57 
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january 1815, he applied for permission to proceed to England 
by the next ship for the re-establishment of his hc;alth and the 
settlement of his private affairs (nos. 76-78). The permission 
was duly received, and Mr. Digby resigned his service in accor­
dance with the usage of those days and embarked for England 
(nos. 79-80). Rammohun Roy, now aged 42 years, settled m 
Calcutta to carry on the great mission of his life for which he 
had been for so long so diligently equipping himself. 

RAMMOHUN AND HIS MOTHER 

As stated above, after dividing the major portion of his 
immoveable property among his three sons in December, 1796, 
Ramkanta Roy went to Burdwan to look after the parganas he 
held in farm. Jagamohun evidently went. to Midnapur 
to manage his taluks. T arini Devi, mother of Jagamohun and 
Rammohun, took charge of the house at Langurpara. Her 
elder co-wife, Subhadra Devi, lived with her and so did the 
wives of her two sons. From the time of partition Jagamohun (so 
long as he could) and Rammohun contributed equally to the 
fund from which the expenses of the ho~sehold of T arini Devi 
and of all religious ceremonies performed by her were met (pp. 
256-57). The fund arose from the rents and Issues of certain land~ 
which were set apart for that purpose by the brothers (p. I 00). 
Jagamohun Roy, who, as we have alr-eady seen, was confined 
to the Dewani jail of Burdwan in June, 1801, and later on 
transferred to the Dewani fail of Midnapur·, evidently remained 
in confinement till February, 1805, and was released on pay­
ment of Rs. 1,000 in cash and undertaking to pay the balance, 
Rs. 3458, by instalments at the rate of Rs. 100 a month (nos. 
56-58, 60-61). The sum of Rs. 1,000 that Jagamohun had 
to pay in cash for procuring his release was advanced to him 
by Rammohun Roy (p. 527). Jagamohun Roy lived at Langur­
para after his release, and died seven years later about the 
month of Chaitra, Bengali san 1218 (March-April, 1812) (p. 
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257), leaving as hie sole heir his son Govindaprasad, then aged 
about 14 (pp. 100, 200). Hie half-brother Ramlochan Roy died 
two years earlier, in Paush, B.S. 1216 (Dcc.-Jan., 1809-10) 
(p. 65). 

Rammohun Roy transferred hie half share of the paternal 
houee at Langurpara to hie nephew Gurudas Mukherji in 
Agrahayana, 1221, November-December, 1814, (p. 110) ae a 
compensation for the loss of the right of inheriting Govinda­
pur and Ramesvarpur. He had a garden laid out and 
a pukka (brick) house built in a neighbouring village, Raghu· 
nathpur (p. 99), where he removed his familY- in Magh, 1223, 
(January-February, 1817) (p. 101). Perhaps this was the last 
straw that broke the earners back-drove the mother to des· 
peration and engage in active hostility. When Rammohun 
Roy began his crusade against idolatry, he must have stopped 
payment of hie share of the cost of the idolatrous religious cere· 
monies performed by his mother. One of the rules of his 
Atmiya Sabha founded in 1815 required it. In the Church of 
England Missionary Register for September, 1816, it is stated 
of Rammohun Roy and hie early followers:-

"They call themselves a society, and are bound by certain 
rules, one of which is, that no man shall be admitted into their 
number except with this condition, that he r~;nounce idol 
worship. Of these rules however, they do not seem to be very 
uniform in the obs~ance. One of the society, though he pro­
fesses to have renounced idolatry, yet keeps in his house a num· 
ber of gods, as well as two large pagodas; his society granted him 
a dispensation on this head, because he possesses a certain quan· 
tity of land from the King of Delhi for this purpose, and if he 
were to destroy his idols, he might lose his land."" 

The repudiation of idolatry by Rammohun Roy evidently 
provoked his nephew Govindaprasad, supported of course by 
Tarini Devi, to excommunicate him and his family. Bccharam 

•+ Miss Mary Carpenter, op. <if., p. 31. 
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Sen who was a mohurrir in the service of Rammohun Roy from 
1215 (1808-1809) to 3rd Agrahayana, 1223, (17th November, 
1816), and was cited as a witness of Govindaprasad Roy, says 
in his deposition : 

"Saith that he was discharged from the said (Rammohun 
Roy's) service on the third Agraun in the year one thousand 
two hundred and twenty three owing to this deponent having 
sided with the complainant Govind~rsaud Roy in matter re­
garding their cast in which they differed but that he was not 
discharged for any misconduct in service Saith that four or five 
days after he was discharged from, the service of the defendant 
(Rammohun Roy) he entered the service of the complainant"'" 
~-~~- ( . 

Presumably difference regarding caste arose on account .of 
abandonment of idolatry by Rammohun Roy, and when 
Govindaprasad Roy decided to declare his uncle an outcaste 
on this ground,. Becharam Sen supported him. Govindaprasad 
Roy, then an inexperienced young man of 19 or 20 years, did 
not stop there. He filed a suit in the Supreme :Court in its Equity 
Division on the 23rd June, 1817, laying claim to half the 
entire property, movable and immovable, belonging to 
Rammohun Roy as the "only son, heir and legal personal re­
presentative of juggomohun Roy." In th~·Bill of Complaint o~ 
plaint, after referring to the deed of partition executed by Ram­
kanta Roy on the I st December, 1796, Govindaprasad Roy 

'5· In the original deposition (p. 103) it is said that Bechararn Sen served as 
Mohurrir of Rammohun Roy from 1215 "to the third of Agraun In the year one 
thousand two hundred and twenty three"; but one line below the date of Becharam 
Sen's discharge is given as "third of Agraun in the year one thousand two 
hundred and twenty four." The first date, 3rd Agrahayana, 1223, appears to be 
the correct date of Becharam Sen's discharge, and the order of events appears as 
follows, 3rd Agrahayana, 12z3, (November, 1817), Becharam Sen's discharge on 
account of siding with Govindaprasad Roy; Magh, 1223 Oanuary-February, 1817)• 
Rarnmohun Roy's removal to Raghunathpur house; 23rd June, 1817, suit filed by 
Govindaprasad Roy in the Supreme Court. 
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states that when Jagamohun Roy, Rammohun Roy and Ram· 
lochan Roy took possession of the shares allotted to each of 
them in the instrument of partition, Ramlochan Roy separated 
himself from the; family and went and lived apart and divided. 
But Ramkanta Roy and Jagamohun and Rammohun, 
immediately and shortly after the partition re-united and 
lived together as an Hindoo family, and became again 
and were joint and undivided in food property and in all 
other respe;cts until the death of Ramkanta Roy sometim,e 
in Jyaistha (May-June), 1803. Jagamohun Roy and Ram­
mohun Roy continued joint and undivided in food, property and 
in all other respects after the death of their father until the 
death of Jagamohun Roy in Chaitra (March-April) 1812 (p. 64). 
After his father's death Govindaprasad Roy also continued 
to live with Rammohun Roy as an undividl:d Hindu 
family at the family house at Langurpara until the 16th 
Magh, 1223, 27th January, 1817 (p. 68) when Rammohun Roy 
removed to his newly built house at Raghunath pur. Govinda­
prasad Roy then discovered that Rammohun Roy was seeking 
to injure and defraud him and to deprive him of his share of 
the joint estate. He therefore prayed to court that he migh~ 
be declared entitled to one full half share of the joint estate ; 
Commissioners might be appointed to execute a partition of the 
~mmovable property ; and the defendant (Ramrnohun Roy) 
might be ordered to come to an account with him relating to the 
joint movable property, 

This suit instituted by Govindaprasad Roy against his 
uncle was a very serious and a very expensive affair, A 
young man of 19 or 20, and of limited means, just emerging 
from minority, can hardly be expected to undertake the 
risk of such litigation at his own initiative. Whence came 
the suggestion and the promise of support? Rommohun Roy's 
answer to this question may be gathered from one (eleventh) 
of the cross interrogatories intended to be put to his mother 
T arini Devi who was cited as a witness by Govindaprasad Roy 
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and filed at the court on the 6th September, .1819. We learn 
from thest! interrogatories that T arini Devi had serious disputes 
and differenc~ with Rammohun Roy on account of. his religious 
op1mons. She instigated and prevailed upon Govilndaprasad 
Roy to institute the suit in the; Supreme :Court against Ram­
mohun Roy, as a m~sure of revenge, becaul!e he (Rammohun) 
had refused to practise the rites and ceremonies of the Hindu 
religion in the manner in which she wished the sanu: to be 
practised or performed. T arini Devi, Govindaprasad Roy and 
other member!! of her family had cut off all intercourse with 
Rammohun Roy on account of his religious opinions and 
wntmgs. She had repeatedly declared that she desired the 
ruin of Rammohun, and that there would not only be no sin, 
but it would ~ meritorious to effc:ft his temporal ruin, unless 
he resumed or followed the religious usages and worship of his 
forefathers. She had publicly declared that it would not be 
sinful to take away the life of a Hindu who had forsaken idola­
try and ceremonies of Hindu worship. T arini Devi knew well 
that the suit in the Supreme Court would not have. been institu­
ted if Rammohun Roy had not acted in religious matters con­
trary to her wishes and entreaties and differently from the prac­
tices of his ancestors. Even after the institution of the suit 
T arini Devi made a last attempt at reconciliation. She went 
in person to Calcutta ~d met her son Rammohun Roy in his 
house at Simla and requested him, to ·make a grant of a piece 
of land the profits whereof might be ·applied towards the 
worship of an idol. The son refused· to comply with this 
request and thereby encourage the worship of idols, but offered 
to his mother instead a large sum of m,oney to be distributed in 
charity to the poor. T arini ~i was exceedingly displeased 
with her son for his refusal to comply with what must have 
appeared to her a very modest request and left for Langurpara 
uttering threats (p. 234). These questions indicate that mother and 
son showed equal ardour in upholding their own views, and the 
unexpected charact<:r of her son's uncompromising hostility to 
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idolatry totally upset her and led her to adopt a vindictive 
course .. 

The suit was filed, as alated above, by the complainant 
Covindapraaad Roy on the 23rd june, 1817: Rammohun Roy's 
answer is missing from the original file, but a summary of it is 
incorporated in the Decree (pp. 255-272). Her~in Rammohun 
Roy states that his father's deed of partition was duly registered 
by the Kazi of Krishnanagar. He admits that the family of 
his brother Jagamohun Roy and his own family lived at Langur­
para under the: superintendence and management of his 
mother, both the brothers contributing to the support of her 
household from their separate earnings and funds. They were 
separate in all other respects. Interrogatories or qu~tionnaires 
for his own witnesses were filed on behalf of the complainant 
Covindaprasad six months ~fter the institution of the suit on the 
27th January, 1818, and seven witnesses were sworn to these 
interrogatories on the 12th February, 1818 (p. 83). The defen­
dant filed his erose interrogatories for the cross examination 
of two of these, Becharam Sen and Krishnamohun Ohara, 
on the 5th March, 1818. Becharam Sen's examination­
in-chief took place "on the 26th and 28th March, and 9th April, 
and his cross-examination on the 9th and 10th April, 1818. 
We have already stated that Becharam Sen was a mohurrir in 
the service of Rammohun Roy continually for eight years, and 
then, on being discharged for espousing the aide of Covinda­
prasad Roy against his employer in social dispute, he entered 
the service of Govindaprasad in November, 1816 (p, xliv). 
He accompanied Govindapraaad to Calcutta when the latter 
came to reside there evidently to conduct the case against his 
uncle (p, 1 02). Regarding the main question at issue in the 
suit, whether Jagamohun Roy and Rammohun Roy re-united and 
"were joint in food, property and in all other respects," Becha­
ram Sen says in his examination-in-chief that from the date of 
partition (1st December, 1796) to his death, Jagamohun Roy, 
and after his death till 1223 (1816-17) his son, Covindaprasad 
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Roy, lived with Rammohun Roy "undivided as to food but that 
their property always continued distinct which he; this deponent 
knows from being now in the service of Govindaprasad Roy 
and from having seen his books" (p. 95). Becharam Sen also 
says that Govindapur, Ramesvarpur and other taluks claimed 
by Govindaprasad Roy as joint property in his Bill of Com· 
plaint had bt;en purchased by Rammohun Roy from his 
separate fund and were in his sole possession. So there is no 
material difference betwec;n Becharaiii, Sen's . deposition and 
Rammohun Roy's Answer except on a few minor points. 

Aher the deposition of Becharam St;n who gave away his 
case, Govindaprasad Roy could not produce any other witness. 
Examination of witnesses on behalf of the defendant, Ram­
mohun Roy, began at the end (28th) of September, 1818, and 
continued till May 14, .1819 .. Cross interrogatories on behalf 
of the complainant had not been filed, and Rammohun Roy's 
witne~es were not cross-examined. When the examination of 
witnesses for the defendant was closed, Govindaprasad Roy made 
an affidavit (no. 117) on the lith June, 1819; stating that 
his Attorney caused subpoenas to -be .issued by the court on 
the .1st October, 1819, on T arini Devi and eight other witnesses, 
but that he hath not been able; to procure tl:te attendance of any. 
of them for examination although he hath used all due diligence 
for that purpose. He added that Hiraram Chatterji, Bipraprasad 
Roy, Sobhachandra Roy and T arini Devi were material wit­
nesses without whose evidence he could riot safely proceed to 
a hearing in this suit. He therefore pray~d that he might be 
given one month's time within ·which he expected to procure 
the attendance of those witnesses. The prayer for a 
month's time was granted. 

At the end of the month's time, on the 10th july, 1819, 
Govindaprasad Roy again made an affidavit praying for two 
month's more time for compelling the attendance of witnesses 
without whose testimony he could not safely proceed to a hear· 
ing of the case, viz., T arini Devi and eight others (no. 118). 
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Two persons, Ramdhon Mukherji and Matuk Sardar, employed 
for serving the subpoenas, made. affidavits on the same date 
that they had been severely beaten by two of these witnesses, 
Ramdhan Degree and Raghubir Degree, and the subpoena had 
been torn and thrown down on the ground. Only five out of 
the seventeen persons to whom subpoenas had been issued on 
the 12th June came to Calcutta to attend the court. This prayer 
also was granted. In the meantime three witnesses, Radhakrishna 
Banerji (31st August and 1st September), Ramchandra Banerji 
(2nd September), and Abhaycharari Datta (6th September), 
were examined on behalf of the complainant Govindaprasad 
Roy. The first of thes~ men, Radhakrishna Banerji, aged 
about 35, was the Purohit or domestic priest of the family. In 
his examination-in-chief he admits "that he had not the means 
of knowing or being acquainted nor was h~ acquainted with the 
affairs and concerns of the said family either during the life 
of the said Ramkanta Roy or since his death other than. as such 
matters became · notorious and known to everybody in the 
neighbourhood" (p. 207). Later on Radhakrishna Banerji 
says more explicitly that he does not know on what terlllS 
Jagamohun and Rammohun lived after the partition and he 
never heard of any re-union beween the parties. 

Ramchandra Banerji, aged about 30, also states, like 
Radhakrishna Banerji, "that he had· not the means and oppor­
tunity of knowing and being acquainted with nor was he 
acquainted with the. affairs and concerns of the family'' (p. 217). 
On one point only he lends support to the claim of Govinda­
prasad Roy, though on hwsay. He says, taluks Krishnanagar 
and Birlook "were generally considered as the joint property 
of the said juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy," but he 
does "not know who actually made the purchase or out of whose 
or what fund the same were paid for" (p. 218). 

Abhaycharan Datta, aged 70, also had not the like oppor­
tunity of knowing and being acquainted with the alfairs and 
transactions of the family after the death of Ramkanta Roy 
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(p. 225). He made one important admission. He said that 
the mother of Rammohun Roy had told him that the taluks 
Covindapur and Ramesvarpur had been purchased by Ramtanu 
Roy and Cangadhar Chose, and Rammohun Roy purchased 
these taluks from them (p. 226). 

If these three witnesses did not give away the case of the 
complainant like Becharam Sen, their depositions were of little 
help in proving his case. Govindaprasad Roy filed an­
other petition to the court on the 15th September, 1819, prayipg 
for a further period of fifteen days to enable him to procure the 
attendance of T arini Devi and three other witnesses to give evi­
dence (no. 127). Nothing came of this petition. Covinda­
prasad Roy had also petitioned the Court to be allowed to con­
duct the case as a pauper (in forma pauperis) on the 24th 
August. The prayer was granted on the 14th September. 
Rammohun Roy filed a petition to the court for the discharge 
of the order and made an affidavit on the 23rd September. He 
was supported by seven witnesses who also ma!le affidavits. 
The permission to conduct the case as a pauper was finally 
cancelled on the 6th October, 1819 (nos. 129-130). 

While the complainant Govindaprasad Roy practically 
failed to produce evidence, either oral or dpcumentary, in sup~ 
port of his case, Rammohun Roy succeeded in proving his case to 
the hilt. By making the admission in.his Answer that his family 
lived with the family of his brother Jagamohun Roy jointly as 
regards food at l..angurpara under the management of his mother 
as stated in the Bill of Complaint, he had taken upon himself 
the burden of proving that he and Jagamohun Roy were not joint 
in property and in other respects. In support of his case Ram­
mohun Roy produced ample evidence, both oral and documen­
tary. Men who had had excellent opportunities of being 
acquainted with the affairs and concerns of the family appeared 
as witnesses. Rammohun Roy • s first cousins belonging to the 
Radhanagar family, Curuprasad Roy and Ramianu Roy, and 
his nephew Curudas Mukherji, gave accounts of the internal 
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affairs of the family. Rajiblochan Roy, a wealthy zeminder, 
who held in farm most of the taluks of Rammohun Roy, bore 
witness to the fact that whoever might be the nominal 
proprietor of the taluks, their net income was always 
paid over to Rammohun Roy. The cashier of Ram· 
mohun Roy's Calcutta office stated that business was carried on 
there in the name of Rammohun Roy alone. Valuable 
documents were produced to show that Jagamohun Roy's tran· 
sac,tions were carried on separately by himself on his own be­
half. The handwriting of Jagamohun Roy on these documents 
was duly identified by several witnesses. 

The case came up for final hearing on the I Oth December, 
1819. No person appeared for the complainant: The 
counsel for the defendant argued the case and the judgment was 
delivered in his presence. After giving summaries of the Bill 
of Complaint of the complainant and the Answer of the defen­
dant, and briefly describing the proceedings, the Decree is 
thus concluded :-

"The Court doth think fit to adjudge Order and Decree 
that the said Bill of Complaint of the complainant in this cause 
do stand absolutely dismissed out of and from this Court with 
costs" (p. 271). 

The Decree is signed by three judges of the Supreme 
Court, the Hon 'ble Sir Edward Hyde East, Kt., Chief Justice, 
the Hon'ble Sir Francis Macanaghten, Kt., and the Hon'ble 
Sir Antony Buller, Kt., Justices. 

Thus ended a suit that should never have been instituted 
and that proved ruinously expensive to both the parties. It 
must have exhausted the resources of Tarini Devi and broken 
her heart. Early in the following year, 1820, she decided to 
retire from Langurpara and spend her last days at Puri in the 
service of Jagannath, the presiding deity of that most holy place. 
Before she set out on her last pilgrimage she bade good-bye to 
her son. Dr. Lant Carpenter gives the following sketch of her 
character and the following account of her last interview with 



her illustrious son in his Biogr~phical Sk!ltch of Rammohun 
Roy:-

"Every member of his own family opposed him; and he 
experienced even the bitter alienation of his mother, through 
the influence of the interested persons around her. In his early 
days, his mother was a woman of fine understanding ; but, she 
had been among his most bitter opponents. He, however, mani­
fested a warm and affectionate attachment towards her, and it 
was with a glistening eye that he told us she had 'repented' 
of her conduct towards him. Though convinced that his doc­
trines were true, she could not throw off the shacklllS of idola­
trous customs. "Rammohun," she said to him, before she set 
out on her last pilgrimage to Juggemath, where she died, "you 
are right, but I am a weak woman, and am grown too old to give 
up these observances which are comfort to me," she main~ 
tained them with the most self-denying devotion. She would 
not allow a female servant to accompany her ; or any other 
provision to be made for her comfort or even support on her 
journey; and when at Juggernaut, she engaged in ~weeping the 
temple of the idol. There she spent the· remainder of her life­
nearly a year if not more ; and there she died. He recently 
stated, however, that before her death she expressed her great 
sorr.ow for what had passed, and declared her conviction in the 
unity of God, and the futility of Hindoo superstition."" 

T arini Devi died, not a year." but .two years, after her 
arrival at Puri, on the 21st April, 1822, The news of her 
death was published in Rammohun Roy's Bengali paper, 
Sambad Kaumudi. The following summary of the news was 
published in the Calcutta journal of May 13, 1822 :-

Sambada Kaumudi, No. 23. " Died on the 21st April, 
at Khettru (Jagganaut) where she had resided for two years, the 
mother of Dewan Rammohun Roy ; and her obsequies were 
to be performed on the 4th May." 

16. Miss Mary Carpenter, op. cit., pp. 9-10. 
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Litigation did not cease with the retirement of T arini Devi. 
Ourga Devi, widow of Jagamohun Roy and mother of Govinda­
prasad Roy, filed another suit in the Supreme Court in its 
Equity division on the 13th April, 1821, to recover possession 
of the taluks Govindapur and Ramesvarpur. In the Bill of 
Complaint in his own suit Govindaprasad Roy had stated that 
these taluks were originally purchased by Gangadhar Ghose 
and Ramtanu Roy at a public sale for arrears of revenue on be­
half of Ramkanta Roy with the joint moneys and fund of him­
self and hie sons, Jagamohun Roy and Rammohun Roy; and 
then Ramkanta Roy caused them to execute deeds of sale of 
the same taluk111 in the name of Rammohun Roy but in trust for 
and for the joint benefit of himself (Ramkanta Roy), Jaga­
mohun Roy and Rammohun Roy. Govindaprasad Roy claimed 
half the share of these taluks as the sole heir of Jagamohun Roy. 
But his mother Durga Devi tells a different tale in her Bill of 
Complaint. She states that she lent Rammohun Roy Rs. 4,500 
which enabled him to purchase the taluks Govindapur and 
Ramesvarpur. The latter (Rammohun Roy) then transf~ed 
the taluks to her by a deed of sale executed on the 5th Sravan 
1206 (19th July, 1799), and took them to farm upon lease for 
six years by executing a Kabuliyat or deed of agreement on the 

. same date. Both the documents bearing the signature of Ram­
mohun Roy were enclosed with the Bill of Complaint and their 
English translation reproduced in it. Rammohun Roy executed 
another Kabuliyat addressed to Durga Devi on the 27th Jyaistha, 
1215, taking in farrl\ the same taluks for a further term of seven 
years. But he refused to deliver possession of the taluks to her 
at the end of the term and withheld the rent due to her. The 
complainant prays to court to compel the defendant Rammohun 
Roy to give back her taluks together with title deeds and other 
documents and to pay her dues. The second Kabuliyat bear­
ing the signature of Rammohun Roy was also enclosed with 
the Bill of Complaint and its English translation reproduced in 
it (no. ll2). 
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This case was instituted with the full knowledge of Govinda­
prasad Roy who signs his name as an attesting witness to 
Durga Devi's warrant of attorney of the 29th Septem~r, 1820. 
Rammohun Roy filed his Answer to the Bill of Complaint on 
the 5th September, 1821 , wherein he. declared that the 
statements regarding his borrowing Rs. 4,500 from 
Durga Devi and other connected transactions were untrue 
and denied the execution of the deed of sale and the 
two Kabuliyats (no. 135). Durga Devi failed to produce a single 
witness to prove her case. The three alleged original docu­
ments submitted by her with the Bill of Complaint are attested 
by the three witnesses, Gangadhar Ghose, Becharam Sen, 
Hingunsho. None. of these three persons appeared before the 
court to give evidence. The complaint of Durga Devi was 
therefore finally dismissed with costs for want of prosecution on 
the 30th Novem~r, 1821 (no. 140). 

SEVEN YEARs OF PoLEMICAL WAR 

1817-1823 

The story of the. civil and criminal cases instituted against 
Rammohun Roy and his son Radhaprasad Roy that the docu­
ments published in this volume unfold wer.e directly or indirectly 
provoked by his activities as a religious reformer, and the pole­
mical war that he carried on in that capacity. So the portrait 
of the man that these documents reveal will be incomplete 
without a short account of the controversi~ that he was engaged 
m. 

In a short biography of Ramm.ohun Roy published in the 
T attvabodhini Patrik_a it is said of his early religious tenden­
cies, "He assiduously practised Vaishnava rites, and his devo­
tion to Vaishnavism was so great that he would not drink water 
without reading a chapter of the Srimad-Bhagavata daily. " 17 

As we have already seen, his intimacy with Nandakumar Vidya-

'7· Tattvabodhini Patrika, Vaisakh (April), Saka year 1768, A.D. 18~6. 
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lankar, an ascetic, began when he "attained the age of four­
teen years" (May, 1884). Study of the Arabic translation of 
Aristotle's logic at Patna evidently shook his faith in all reli­
gions based on revealed texts. This stage of. the development 
of his religious views finds expression i; his Persian pamphlet 
with an Arabic introduction, Tuh/atul Muwahhiddin referred 
to above (p. xxxvii). In this pamphlet Rammohun Roy explains 
that faith in One Being "who is the source of creation and the 
gov~rnor of it is universal," but peoples differ "in giving pecu­
liar attributes to that Being" and other matters pertaining 
to religion. As all these divergent views cannot be true, so logi­
cally all must be false. "Hence falsehood is common to all 
religions without distinction." 18 The author's want of faith in 
the peculiar attributes assigned to the Supreme Being discloses 
the influence of the Vedantic conception of the Nirguna (attri­
buteless) Brahma. The reason why Rammohun Roy wrote this 
pamphlet in Arabic and Persian was, as he explained later, he 
could not write English at the time of its composition. 10 Deeper 
study and meditation in course of time led to the partial modi­
fication of his opinion regarding the scriptures of the different 
religions. He carne to recognize the revealed character of those 
scriptures,-the Hindu Sastras and the Bible "that declare 
God to be One and above the apprehension of internal and 
external senses." •• 

After his retirement from Rangpur and settlement in 
Calcutta in 1814 Rammohun Roy began his campaign of reli­
gious reform by publishing a Bengali translation of the 
V edantasutras of Badarayana according to Sankara' s commen­
tary in 1815, the V edantasara in Bengali, the Abridgment of 

18. T•hf•t..J M .. ..,.bhiJJ;,. or Gift 1<> Dnsu by Late Rajah Rammohun Roy, 
translatnl into English by Moulavi Obaidullah El Obaide, Calcutta, •814· 

'9- Ap~•l to th• Christi•" P•bUc (•8•o), Th• English Works of IIAj.t 
R•mmob,., Roy, Vol. Ill, Calcutta, 1901, p. ~ 

10. lsho,.Hish.J, English tr.mslation, Prdace. 
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Vedant in English, and the Bengali and English translation of 
the lsa and the Kena Upanishads in 1816, and the Bengali 
translation of the Katha, Mundak_a and Mandulwa Upanishads 
in 1817. In the introductory chapters of these publications he 
lays under contribution other Hindu Sastras, the Smritis, the 
Puranas and the T antras, and refutes arguments in favour of 
idolatrous rites with vigour. He began his campaign a!{ainst 
the Sati or burning widows alive by publishing his first tract in 
1818 showing that the cruel rite was disapproved by the most 
authoritative Brahmanic codes. His denunciation of idolatry 
evoked replies and led to acrimonious controversies with the 
champions of popular Hinduism that raged continuously for 
seven years from 1817 to 1823. 

While engaged in polemics with the advocates of idolatry 
and Sati, Rammohun Roy broke new ground and provoked 
another and more arduous controversy with Christian missionaries 
by publishing The Precepts of jesus the Guide to Peace and 
Happiness extracted from the books of the Nf!IJ) ·Testament, 
ascribed to jour Evangelists in 1820. A few observations in the 
short introduction to this little volume raised a storm. A writer in 
The Friend of India (no. 20) who signed his name, "A christian 
Missionary" called the compiler of th«; Precepts a "heathen" 
and an "ini~er of the cause of truth.''. Dr. Marshman, the 
editor, supported the Christian . qlissionary in an editorial. 
Rammohun Roy published a reply to. these criticisms in a 
pamphlet entitled An Appeal to the Christian Public, in defence 
of the Precepts of Jesus by "A Friend to Truth" in the same 
year (1820). In this first Appeal he avowed his faith "in the 
truths revealed in the Christian system," (Bible) and in the 
divine message of the Jesus of Nazareth, but declared the in­
comprehensibleness of the mysterious doctrine of three Gods in 
one Godhead. Dr. Marshman published his reply to this first 
Appeal in The Friend of India, Quarterly Series, no. I. 
Rammohun Roy published an elaborate rejoinder, Second 
Appeal to the Christian Public in 1821 wherein he endeavours 
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to prove the unscriptural character of the Christian doctrines of 
Trinity and atonement-Jesus sacrificing his life for the expia­
tion of th~ sins of mankind. 

While Dr. Marshman, the head of the Serampur Baptist 
Mission, was engaged in preparing his rejoinder to Rammohun 
Roy's Second Appeal, a letter appeared in the Samachar 
Darpan of the 14th July, 1821, a weekly newspaper in Bengali 
printed at the Baptist Mission Press, Serampur, attempting to 
show the unreasonableness of all the Hindu Sastras and thereby 
disprove their authority. It was stated at the end of the 
letter:-

"Whoever writes a proper answer may have it printed and 
everywhere distributed by sending it to the Shreerampore print­
ing office." 

A reply to the letter written in the Bengali language was 
sent to the editor of the Samachar Darpan in the name of Siva­
prasad Sarma by Rammohun Roy. As the editor refused to 
insert the reply in his paper, Rammohun Roy published it in 
two numbers of a bilingual tract called Brahmansevadhi in 
Bengali and Brahmunical Magazine in English. In the conclud­
ing paragraph of the Magazine no. II the author returned to his 
attack on the doctrine of Trinity. A replY. appeared in English 
.in the fr,iend of India no. 38. Rammohun Roy published a 
rejoinder in he Brahmunical Magazine, no. III. 

While engaged in these controversies, Rammohun Roy 
undertook a fresh translation of the four Gospels into Bengali 
language with the co-operation of two members of the Baptist 
Mission of Serampore, Rev. William Yates and Rev. 
William Adam. Mr. Yates withdrew his co-operation on ac­
count of difference of opinion. In a letter of May 7, 1821, 
Mr. William Adam writes to Mr. Wright, '"It is now several 
months since I began to entertain some doubts respecting the 
Supreme Deity of Jesus Christ, suggested by frequent discus­
sions with Rammohun Roy, whom I was endeavouring to 
bring over to the belief of the Doctrine, and in which I was 
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joined by Mr. Yates, who also professed to experience difficul­
ties on the subject."" Mr. :Adam's doubts regarding the divi­
nity of Jesus Christ turn~ into certainty, and by the latter end 
of 1821 he publicly avowed Unitarianism. •• This shocked the 
European Christian community who called the new convert, 
"the second fallen Adam." In September, 1821, the 
Calcutta Unitarian Committee was organised of which Rani­
mohun Roy and his friends Dwarkanath Thakoor and Prasanna 
Kumar Thakoor, and his son Radhaprasad Roy were the Indian 
members. In January, 1822, a house was rented and Mr. Adam 
conducted there Christian worship regularly. 

Dr. Marshman's reply to Rammohun Roy's Second Appeal 
appeared in No. 4 of the Quarterly Series of The Friend of India 
December, .1821. Rammohun Roy's rejoinder, Final Appeal 
to The Christian Public, was published a year later, printed at 
the Unitarian Press, Dhurmtollah, and not at the Baptist Mission 
Press, Circular Road, like the Precepts and the first two 
Appeals. The Preface of the Final Appeal is dated Calcutta, 
January 30, 1823. In a Notice attached to the 'first edition of 
the Final Appeal it is stated, "The .acting proprietor of that 
(the Baptist Mission) Press having, since the publicaton of the 
Second Appeal, declined, although in pQiitest manner possible, 
printing any other work that the author ·might publish on the 
same subject, he was under the necessity of purchasing a few 
types for his own use." 

The opposition tltat Rammohun Roy's criticism of Chris­
tianity provoked was not confined to the Missionaries of the 
Baptist Mission of Serampore or the proprietor or proprietors of 
the Baptist Mission Press of Calcutta, but spread to other quarters. 
He writes in his Preface to the Final :Appeal, "I am well aware 
this difference of sentiment has already occasioned much cool­
ness towards me in the demeanour of some whose friendship I 

21. Miss Collet, op. cit., p. 66. 
22. The English Works of Raj.< Rammohun Roy, Vol. III, p. 115. 
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hold dear." If Rammohun Roy's friends grew cold, those 
Europeans who knew him only by his writings on Christianity, 
must have grown hostile. In the Preface to the Final Appeal 
Rammohun Roy proposed to establish a monthly periodical 
publication devoted t9 Biblical Criticism to be printed and cir· 
culated at his own expense wherein the grounds of both 
Unitarian and Trinitarian doctrines might be explained by their 
advocates. The proposal led a lay champion of the divinity of 
Christ, a pugnacious medical man, Dr. Tytler, to challenge 
Rammohun Roy to meet him and discuss the question face to 
face. Rarn.nwhun Roy refused to take him seriously and poured 
ridicule on his views under the name of Ram Doss in the 
columns of the Bengal Hurk,aru of May, 1823. The last shot 
fired from the Baptist camp was a tract in Bengali issued from 
the Mission Press, Serampore, criticising Vedanta and Unitari­
anism. Rammohun Roy vigorously defended both the systems 
and again pointed out the errors of 'Trinitarianism in the 
Brahmunical Magazine, no. IV (November 15, 1823). 

The year 1823 was one of the busiest years in Rammohun 
Roy's public life, and the one in which his all-round unpopu­
larity for his zeal for all-round reform reached its height. The 
bitt~rest attack on him on behalf of Hindu orthodoxy, Pashanda­
piran (persecution of the heretic), and his reply, Pathyapradana 
(medicine for the sick), were published in this year. On the 
14th March, 1823, Mr. john Adam, the acting Governor­
General, issued a Rule and Ordinan~e curtailing the liberty of 
the press. Rammohun Roy and his friends submitted a memo• 
rial to the Supreme Court praying that the Ordinance might not 
be registered, that is to say, might be disallowed, and engaged 
counsels to plead the cause of freedom of the press before the 
court, The Supreme: Court rejected tlie memorial. Rammohun 
Roy not only submitted an Appeal to the King in Counca 
against the decision, but stopped the publication of his weekly 
newspaper in Persian, Mirat-ul-Ak,hbar, as a protest. Even 
this negative protest was resented. "The Aaiatic Journal of 
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January, 1824, ·1n recording the announcement, objects to it as 
having a 'direct tendency to reflect on the act of Government," 23 

The treatment meted out to Rammohun Roy's famous 
Letter on English Education addressed to Lord Amherst at the 
end of 1823 (lith December) best illustrates the official attitude 
towards.liim at this period. The government had undertaken to 
appropriate public funds for the promotion of education among 
Indians. Rammohun Roy had expected that this fund would 
be utilised in establishing a seminary where mathematics, natural 
philosophy, chemistry, and other useful sciences "which the 
natives of Europe have carried to a degre~ of perfection that has 
raised them above the inhabitants of the other parts of the 
world" would be taught. But when he learnt that the Govern­
ment · were establishing a Sanskrit school under Hindu 
Pundits to impart such knowledge as was already 
current m India, he wrote protesting against the 
proposal and showing the futility of the different branches 
of Sanskrit learning as instruments of secular education, 
and sent the letter to Lord Amherst through Bishop Heber. 
The letter was forwarded to the General .Committee of Public 
Instruction by the Secretary to Government in the Persian 
Departm~nt with a covering letter. The Committee in their 
meeting of the 14th January, 1824, passed. this resolution:-

''Under the discretion vested in the Committee with respect 
to addressing any observations on the ietter of Rammohun Roy 
either to himself or to Government the Comrruttee resolve that it 
is unnecessary to olf~r any Remarks. The erroneous impressions 
entertained by the author of the letter are sufficiently adverted 
to in the letter from the Secretary to the Government ; but had 
the views taken in the letter been less inaccurate the Committee 
would still conceive it entitled to no reply, as it has disingenuous­
ly assumed a character to which it has no pretensions. The 
application to Government against the cultivation of Hindu 

23. Miss Collet. "f> cil., p. 101. 
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literature, and in favour of the substitution of European tuition, 
is madQ professedly on the part, and in the name of the natives 
of India. But it bears the signature of one individual alone, 
whose opinions are well known to be hostile to those entertained 
by alomost all his countrymeo,. The l~tter of Rammohun Roy 
does not therefore express the opinion of any portion of the 
natives of India, and its assertion to that effect is a dereliction 
of truth, which cancels the claim of its author to respectful 
consideration. • • 24 

MR. jOHN DICBY AT BURDWAN 

1822-1823 
Mr. John Digby returned to India from England in 

November, 1819, after an absence of over four years. As we 
hav~ already stated, he did not forget Rommohun Roy during 
his absence, but reprinted his Abridgment of Vedant and the 
English translation of the Cena Upanishad with a suitable intro­
duction in London in 1817. On his return to India he was 
out of employment throughout 1820 and the greater part of 
1821 when he received a subsistence allowance of Rs. 325. 
During this period of unemployment Mr. Digby IIIIUSl have 
very often met Rammohun Roy in Calcutta. In Septemher 
of 1821 he was appointed acting Collector of Burdwan, and 
early in February, 1822, he was confirmed in his appointment 
(no. 143). Some time before Mr. Digby came to Burdwan as 
the Acting Collector an important change had taken place in 
the ministerial establishment of the Collectorate. In May, 
1821 , Debnarayan Bose, who had served as Naib or assistant 
Sheristadar for 23 years, and had been in that office for 32 
years, was appointed Head Sheristadar or head of the minis-

~- ProtuJingl of tb1 G•ntr.d Commillu of P,.b/ic lnstn«tion, Vol. 5· 
(lB~J-4 1). I'P· 45·48. 

Tite meeting of the Committee was attended by dte following =mbers:­
Mr. Harrington, President, Messrs Larkins, Monon, Bayley, Lumsden, Shakespear, 
Mackenzie, Primrp, Stirling, Wilson (Secretary). 
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terial staff (no. 142). When Mr. Digby took charge of the 
Burdwan Collectorate he found the office of the second or Naib 
Sheristadar vacant and nominated one: Neelmony (Nilmani) to 
officiate. As Nilrnani resigned, he appointed Radhaprasad 
Roy, son of Ra~mohun Roy, Naib Sheristadar (p. 419). As 
already stated (p. xxxv), two somewhat divergent stat~ments 
are found in he records of the case brought by Govinda­
prasad Roy against Rammohun Roy, - relating to the 
date of birth of Radhaprasad; one made by Rammohun Roy's 
intimate fric:nd Rajiblochan Roy, and another by his nephew 
Gurudas Mukherji. The latter, a member of Rammohun 
Roy's family, was evidently better informed of the two wit­
nesses, and we m,ay take his statement that Radhaprasad was 
born in the Bengali year 1208 (beginning from about the middle 
of April, 1801 and ending about the middle of April, 1802), 
as the correct date of his birth. So he was a young man of 21 
or 22 years at the time of his appointment as the Naib Sheris­
tadar of the Burdwan Collectorate. 

Mr. Digby found the Collectorate of Burdwan- a hotbed 
of intrigue and corruption. On the 31st August, 1822, he exa­
mined the treasury and found the total cash short of the record­
ed cash balance and other irregularities (p. 317). He, therefore, 
dissmissed the Khajanchi or :Treasurer, Deviprasad Sarkar, 
under orders of the Board of Revenue. Deviprasad requested 
Mr. Digby to appoint his nephew in his room. The latter 
refused to do so and nominated Sibnarayan Roy, the eldest son 
of Rajiblochan Roy, as the Treasurer. D~biprasad Sarkar, 
who entered the service of the Raja of Burdwan after his dis­
missal, attributed the nomination of Sibnarayan to the 
interest and. exertions of Radhaprasad Roy, and conspired 
with the Head Sheristadar, Debnarayan Bose, against 
him, Three suits of bribery were instituted against Radhapra­
sad before the Magistrate of Burdwan. The first case was 
brought by Deviprasad's brother-in-law, the Daroga of 
Stamps, alleging that he (Radhaprasad) had received a bribe 
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of Rs. 373 from th~ mofussil vendors of stamps; th~ second, by 
Deviprasad's nephew, for demanding a bribe of Rs. 50 for 
obtaining an amulnamah or power of possession of the Khund­
ghoshe Chakran (service) lands; the third, b:l!- Deviprasad' s 
Mokhtar, for demanding a bribe of Rs. 25. Anonymous letters 
were also sent to one of the newspapers of Calcutta and to 
public officers of Government filled with the most abusive lan­
guage against Mr, Digby and foulest charges against Radha­
prasad Roy, Mr, Digby alleges in his letter of the 8th October, 
1822, that Debnarain Bose, the Head Sheristadar, was notori­
ous as a writer of anonymous letters (pp.318-319}. Evidently 
no harm came to Radhaprasad Roy from these complaints. 
His first cousin Covindaprasad Roy was appointed Abkaree 
(excise) Tehsildar (collector) of Burdwan by Mr. Digby in 
November, 1822 (nos. 147-148). Early in the following year 
(1823) Deviprasad Sarkar submitt~d a petition to the Board com• 
plaining that Mr, Digby had not given him receipts for the 
amount of money left by him in the Treasury wh~n he was 
relieved of his office as Treasurer and concluded by stating that 
all his difficulties were due to th~ enmity of Radhaprasad Roy 
(no, 160). 

Mr. Digby appointed Sibnarayan Roy, the eldest son of 
. Rajiblochan Roy, acting Treasurer immediately after the dis· 
missal of Deviprasad Sarkar, and in his letter of the 3rd Sep· 
tember, 1822, addressed to the Board, recommended him as 
"a man of very respectable character and family, modest and 
gentlemanly in his manners and appearance" (no, 144). The 
Board in their reply (20th September) refused to recognize these 
qualifications adequate, and wanted to know "the nature of 
tht! proposed Treasurer's past employments the character which 
he has maintained in them " (no. 145). Mr. Digby sent his 
reply to the Board's letter of the 20th September four months 
after, on the 26th December, 1822, and reported that during 
five months' tenure of office as the acting Treasurer Sibnarayan 
had performed his duties satisfactorily, and, that before his 

h 
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appoin~nt he had managed his fathe.r's large estate for three 
years (no. 149). Sibnarayan himself declared his age to be 
25 years at the time of his appointment (p. 412). In their 
reply (no. 150) of the 14th January, 1823, the Board again 
refused to sanction the appointment of Sibnarayan on account 
of his youth and want of mature experience of public service, 
and requested Mr. Digby to select a person '~less liable to this 
objection" (no. 150). Mr. Digby wrote his reply to this letter 
about a year after (2nd December, 1823). Herein he puts 
down the age of Sibnarayan as 26 and says in effect that he is 
the best man available (no. 162). In their reply the Board 
confirmed the appointment of Sibnarayan Roy "trusting that 
you would not involve in a responsibility so serious as would 
be that of recommending in the very hig}t and strong terms"' 
Sibnarayan Roy, "were he not entirely deserving of the high 
character and qualification you describe him to possess·' (no. 
163). What really led Mr. Digby to take so favourable a view 
of the character of Sibnarayan Roy is thus exph1ined by him 
in his explanation of the 22nd September, 1824, after the latter 
had thrown him and Radhaprasad Roy·overboard :-

"With regard to the manner of his (Sibnarayan"s) appoint­
ment, his father Rajiblochan Roy in whom, having long known 
him, I had reposed confide.nce, earnestly ~elicited this situation 
for his son, and representing him as perfectly qualified and 
offering to pledge his whole Estares" f~r ~is son· s fidelity in the 
discharge of his duties' • (p. 411 ). 

The real source of trouble in the .Collectorate of Burdwan 
when Mr. Digby assumed charge of the office of Collector was 
not corrupt practices of the ministerial staff for which there was 
remedy, but deep-rooted party spirit with powerful outside 
support. Maharaja iT~Cjchand of Burdwan had a son named 
Pratap Chand who died leaving widows who claimed property 
belonging to their deceased husband as their heritage. This 
claim was oppc)sed by their father-in-law. When Mr. Digby 
assumed charge of the office litigation was proceeding between 
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Maharaja Tejchand and his daughters-in-law for the posses­
lion of Ganga-Manoharpu.r (Gunga Mannohurpoor) taluk. 
Debnarain Bose, the Head Sheristadar, was a partisan of the 
Maharaja and the Ranis also had their friends in the Collec­
torate. Gurudas Mukherji, nephew (sister's son) of Ram· 
mohun Roy, was the Dewan of Pratap Chand, and after his 
death acted as the vakil (agent) of his widows and conduct~d 
the law-suit instituted by the Maharaja on their behalf (pp. 307 
and 447). When Radhaprasad Roy entered th~ Burdwan Col­
lectorate as Naib or assistant Sheristadar, closely related as he 
was to Gurudas Mukherji, he was viewed with suspicion by Deb­
narain Bose, and naturally found himself identified with the party 
of the Ranis. Ganga-Manoharpur taluk was registered in the 
Collectorate in the name of the Ranis. With a view to establish 
Maharaja Tejchand's claim to this taluk Debnarain Bose 
endeavoured to procure Mr. Digby's signature as Collector to 
a receipt (chalan) for Rs. I 2.7 5 offered to be paid on the; part 
of the Maharaja as the revenue of the taluk. Mr. Digby writes : 
"But fortunately 1 had been warned of this intrigue by the 
friends of the Ranees and consequently refused to sign any 
receipt for revenue from a person in whose name the estate was 
not registered in the record and rc;turned the sum offered" (p. 
323). Radhaprasad Roy probably sided with the friends of the 
Ranis, as Mr. Digby writes in his explanation of the 9th October 
1824, that he assistc;d them (p. 447). 

Now to return to the story of Debnarain Bose, by his mis­
conduct in connection with the payment of the revenue of Ganga 
Manoharpur taluk by the Raja ~f Burdwan he lost the confidence 
of Mr. Digby who thenceforward ignored him and consulted 
Radhaprasad Roy and other officers. Formal complaints also 
were made charging Debnarayan Bose of corrupt practices. 
One such complaint was that he had accepted a bribe of Rs. 25 
from one Rammohun Majumdar (p, 327 &c), and the other was 
that he held in farm chakran land under a fictitious name and 
thereby caused loss of revenue to government (no. 151 ). When 
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Mr. Digby was carrying on inv~stigation into th~ complaint of 
Rammohun Majumdar in o~n Court, Debnarain Bose's son 
and nephew causc;d him (Rammohun Majumdar) to be arrested 
in his presence by the bailiff in execution of a decree in favour 
of the Raja of Burdwan (pp. 324 and 326). Debnarain Bose, 
instead of waiting for Mr. Digby's report to the Board as a 
result of his investigations regarding complaints against him 
(Debnarain), that is to say,' being on the defensive, himself took 
the offensive by submitting a petition to the Board against Mr. 
Digby in April, 1823. The Board forwarded this petition to 
Mr. Digby with their letter of the 2nd May calling for his 
explanation. Mr. Digby's explanation was convey~d in his 
letter of 13th June, 1823 (no. 153), and additional explanation 
in his lettc;r of the following day (no. 154). Mr. Digby thus 
concludes his second letter :-

"Under all these circumstances and in consideration of the 
general conduct of the pres~;nt Head Sheristadar as particularized 
in my letter of yesterday's date I am obliged to. withhold all 
confidence upon him ; and as the Board consider me responsible 
for my proceedings, l am under the necessity of suggesting to 
the Board the ex~diency of removing him from his situation 
and of authorising me to nominete another. person in his place" 
(p. 338). 

The Board in their letter of. the 20th june, 1823, 
permitted Mr. Digby to remove Debnarain Bose from his ollie~; 
and to nominate his successor (no. 151 ). Mr. Digby nominated 
Kunjabehari (Koonjbeharry) Roy, for several years Sheristadar 
of the Dewani Adalut of Zila Ramgar and of Furruckbad for 
the vacant post (no. 157). The Board duly confirmed the 
appointment of Kunjabehari Roy as the Head Sheristadar of the 
Burdwan Collectorate in the place of Debnarain Bose (18th 
july, 1823). 

When Rammohun Majumdar's complaint to Mr. Digby 
against Debnarain Bose for taking bribe was und~r inv~stiga-
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tion, Debnarain instituted a criminal. case against Radhaprasad 
Roy and Rammohun Majumdar for conspiracy and ~jury in the 
court of Mr. J, R. Hutchinson, Magistrate of Burdwan. Mr. 
Hutchinson held the trial on the .1st July and forwarded the 
proceedings to Mr. Digby with his letter of the 5th July request­
ing him (Mr. Digby) to refer to the Board the result of his inquiry 
into ~he charges brought against Dc;bnarain Bose, and, at the 
same time, to adopt such measures as might lead to a prosecu­
tion and conviction of Rammohun Majumdar and Radhaprasad 
Roy. Mr. Digby refused to do either in his lettc;r of the 9th 
july "not only on account of its (Mr. Hutchinson's inquiry) 
having been entered into in opposition to the Regulation which 
I have pointed out, but on account of the Board having as 
stated in their letter, removed that man from office, merely in 
consequence of my not reposing any trust or confidence in him" 
(p. 342). In his reply (14th July, 1823) Mr. Hutchinso·o 
writes to Mr. Digby that the inquiry held by him created such 
strong suspicion of conspiracy Elgainst Radhaprasad Roy in his 
mind and disclosed such proof of perjury against Rammohun 
Majumdar and others "that 1 conceived you would as an act of 
justice to Debnarain Bose have immediately adopted such 
measures as might in the end at lc;ast have exculpated him from 
the charge of Bribery ; and have rendered him fit to he employed 
again in the public service" (p. 343). Failing to induce Mr. 
Digby to adopt any such measures, Mr. Hutchinson approached 
the Board of Revenue in his letter of the same date (no. 158). 
The Board replied (on the 25th July) that they observed with 
regret that Mr. Hutchinson's proceedings in the case of Deb­
narain Bose were extra-judicial and not required by any existing 
regulation ; but they were convinced that his proceedings had 
been influenced solely by an anxious desire to further the ends of 
Justice. It is very doubtful if Mr. Hutchinson's anxious desire 
to further the ends of justice would have been stimulated so far 
as to undertake extra-judicial and illegal proceedings if the 
Aggrieved party had been any other person th~ Debnarain Bose, 
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Perhaps any other aggrieved party would not have ventured to 
lodge such complaint with the Magistrate. 

Not long after Rammohun Majumdar complained against 
Debnarain Bose for taking bribe, in May, 1823, a man signing 
his name as Shunnuk Loll T ewary (Sanak Lal T ewari) sub­
mitted a petition to the Board of Revenue with a view to make 
known the m~lpractices of Radhaprasad Roy, Peshkar of the 
Collectorate (p. 457). The petitioner gives high praise to Deb­
narain Bose, the head Sheristadar, and complains that Radha­
prasad has endeavoured to get him removed from his situation 
by means of a false complaint ; Radhaprasad Roy has abstracted 
a large sum of money from the Treasury with the connivance of 
the acting Treasurer; he has received Rs. 18000 from Sib­
narain Roy for procuring him the post of Treasurer; he has 

. embezzled stamped paper to the value of Rs. 11000 ; thc;re is 
.a decrease of excise revenue owing to his corrupt practices ; he 
has given away great part of the money deposited in the Trea­
sury to persons who had no just claim (pp. 457-459). On 
receipt of the Board"s letter of the 3rd June communicating to 
him the content of Shunnuk Loll"s petition, Mr. Digby imme­
diately examined the Treasury, counted in person the cash and 
the stamped papers and found no delic.iency. He promptly 
reported to the Board the results of his examination and promised 
a full report relating to othc;r charges after due inquiry (nos. 
151, 152 and 156). He duly carried on inquiries into other 
charges and drafted a report. Its transmission to the Board, 
however, was delayed by the preparation of the translation 
of the various depositions and documents to be enclosed with it. 
But other urgent business, particularly proceedings against Deb­
narain Bose, interruped the work of translation, and when those 
proceedings were at an end, Mr. Digby forgot to forward the 
report to the Board with the enclosures (p. 41 0). The draft 
report was left at Burdwan and was submitted with his expla­
nation of the 22nd September, 1822 (no. 198). In this report 
Mr. Digby says that the signature (Shunnuk Loll T ewary) is 
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source of the string of accusations brought forward in the peti­
tion. He had no difficulty in showing the beselessness of the 
charges against Radhaprasad Roy (pp. 423-425). If this report 
with ·the necessary enclosures had reached the Board in time, 
perhaps much of the troubles that befell himself and Radha· 
prasad Roy might have been avoided. 

In his explanatory letter of the 13th June, 1823, relating 
to the petitio~ of Debnarain Bose, Mr. Digby gives instances 
of collusion between the Raja of Burdwan an9 the former (no. 
153). Maharaja Tejchand also engaged in open hostility with 
Radhaprasad and his father. He (T ejchand) submitted a peti­
tion to the Board against him in May, 1823. Mr. Digby writes 
in his letter of the 9th October, 1824, "This hostility (of intri­
guers of Burdwan) was powerfully instigated by the Raja of 
Burdwan who regarded Radhaparsad Roy, as his personal 
enemy, as declared in the Persian .Petition presented by the 
Raja to the Board, in May last" (p, 447). Rammohun Roy 
attributes the institution of three suits against him by Maharaja 
Tejchand on the 16th June, 1823, based on three kistibandi 
bonds alleged to have bc:en executed by his father Ramkanta 
Roy twenty-four years before, to the malice and animosity of the 
Maharaja, and traces this animosity to the belief that his nephew 
Gurudas Mukherji assisted the Maharaja's widowed daughters· 
in-law in a case in court against him at his (Rammohun Roy's) 
instance (p, 307). 

PROSECUTION OF RADHAPRASAD Roy 

After the removal of Debnatain Bose from his post as 
Head Sheristadar that destroyed the influence of the Maharaja 
of Burdwan in the Collectorate, there was peace in that office. 
As stated above, Mr. Digby had his way with regard to Sib­
narayan R~y who was confirmed as Treasurer in December, 
1823. At the end of May, 1824, he fell severely ill, but did 
not at once apply for leave (pp. 410 and 448). As he was not 
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restored to health as soon as he had expected, he applied to 
the Board of Revenue for leave of absence evidently in the 
third week of july. When he received the ord~rs of the Board 
granti~g him leave and directed the staff of the· Collectorate to 
prepare to make over charge to his successor, Sibnarayan Roy 
the Treasurer, instead of attending office, went to the Magis­
trate and presented a petition complaining that Radhaprasad 
Roy, the seconci Sheristadar of the Collectorate, had em~.rezzled 
Rs. 1,36,000 from the Treasury (no. 164). · Sibnarayan stated 
in his petition that he was very young, not more than 22 years 
of age. In cosequence of strict intimacy between their parents, 
Rajiblochan Roy and Rammohun Roy, he was acquainted with 
Radhaprasad Roy. Two years ago Radhaprasad offered him 
the post of Treasurer of the Burdwan Collect~rate. Sibnarayan 
at first refused to accept the post on account of his youth, 
but was prevailed upon to do so. But he was not allowed to 
interfere in the works of the Treasury. Radhaprasad, who had 
unbounded influence over Mr. Digby, and was the de /ado 
Collector, abstracted from the Treasury all the Bank notes as 
they were paid in, and thus formed a separate fund amounting 
to Rs. 1,36,000. Radhaprasad carried on the work of the 
Treasury with the help of the Assistant 'Treasurer, Ramdhan 
Chatterji, and Sibnarayan merely signed 'whatever they told 
him to sign. At last rupees two la~hs (200,000) was ordered 
to be remitted to Murshidabad. As only one and a half lakhs of 
rupees was forthcoming from the Treasury,. Radhaprasad raised 
Rs. 14,000 by pawning halves of Bank Notes for Rs. 26,500 
through a Muktar. When the Commercial Resident of Haripal 
wanted Rs. 50,000 Radhaprasad Roy induced Mr. Digby to 
write and say that there was no money in deposit in the T rea­
sury. At last when Mr. Digby was granted leave of absence 
and the news of the coming of his successor was received, 
"every exertion was made to get money and Radhaprasad said 
he would detain the Collector and all would yet go well." 
Failing in his attempt to raise money Radhaprasad advised 
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Sibnarayan to abscond. Sibnarayan, instead of doing so, com­
plained tG the Magistrate (pp. 357-58). 

On receipt of this complaint the Magistrate summoned 
Radhaprasad Roy who immediately attended the court and 
"shewed a 'letter from the Treasurer's father (Rajiblochan Roy) 
on the 25th instant requesting that the sums which had been 
made use of by his son and Ramdhun · Chaterjee without the 
Sheristadar'a (Radhaprasad Roy's) knowledge might be refund­
ed in the course of two months" (p. 3 50). This letter, as we learn 
from Mr. Digby's letter of the 9th October, 1824, to the Board 
(no. 207) was written by Rajiblochan Roy on the 9th Sravan 
(23rd July, 1824) stating that his second son Ganganarayan 
brought the news of the defalcation, that Ramdhan Chaterji, 
the Aasistant Treasurer, was guilty of it, and that matters could 
not be managed if it was concealed from Radhaprasad (p. 450). 
After the peruS!'Il of this letter the Magistrate called on Mr. 
Digby personally and requested him to inspect the Treasury. 
Aa the latter could not undertake the inspection on account of 
"severe debility," th~ Magistrate did so and found a deficiency 
of Rs. 1,36,360.8.8.3. He, therefore, requested Mr. Digby 
to hand over the Tr~urer, Sibnarayan, to him. · Mr. Digby 
suspended Sibnarayan Roy, handed him over to the 
Magistrate, and reported these incidents to the Board in his 
letter of the 27th July, 1824 (no. 163). From this narrative 
it will be seen that the Magistrate at first did not believe the 
story of Sibnarayan that Radhapra8ad had embezzled the 
money. He, therefore, did not ask Mr. Digby to hand over 
Radhaprasad Roy to him. Radhaprasad then tendered resigna· 
tion of his post of Naib Sheristadar which was accepted by Mr. 
Digby on the 3 I at July (p. 358). On receipt of Mr. Digby's 
letter, the Board of Revenue appointed Mr. Molony, the Super­
intendent and Rememlx-ancer of legal Affairs, as a Commis­
aioner to inquire into the embezzlement and to superintend and 
direct Mr. Armstrong, the successor of Mr. Digby, with the 
approval of the Governor General in Council (nos. 165-166). 
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Mr. Molony arrivE:d at Burdwan on the morning of the 
8th August, 1824. He was no stranger to the kachari or 
official circle of Burdwan. He had acted in various capacities 
in the office of the Magistrate of Burdwan (Asst. Registrar, 
Additio~ Registrar, Registrar) for about six years from 1815 
to the end of 182o.•• On Monday, the 9th instant, he "pro• 
ceeded to the Collector's office in order to be present when 
Mr. Armstrong received charge", for "narrowly watching the 
conduct of every individual concerned during the operation of 
delivering over charge of the office" (p. 357). He "found Mr. 
Digby labouring under a great degree of bodily suffering and 
extremely weak;" "his understanding appeared completely 
imbecile.'' Mr. Molony's first report was forwarded on the 14th 
August, and a supplementary report on the 1Oth September, 
1824. These reports sum up the evidences on the strength of 
which he ordered the prosecution of Radhaprasad Roy on a 
charge of fraudulently embezzling public money from the 
Treasury of the Collectorate of Burdwan, of Sibnarayan Roy 
for being accessory to and conniving at the fraudulent embezzle­
ment, of Ramdhan Chaterji, Naib Treasurer, for being an 
active accessory to and accomplice, and Pitambar Chaterji, 
Head Writer, and Ramchand Ganguli, Reco):"d Keeper, for being 
accessories and accomplices in the above embezzlement (p. 400). 
The Board of Revenue forwarded an el(tract from the first report 
of Mr. Molony with their letter of the 31st August, 1824, 
to Mr. Digby, requesting him to submit . full explanation on 
several points (no. 185). In this letter they call Mr. Digby's 
attention to the fact that further report on Shunnuk Loll 
Tewary's petition promised by him in his letters of the 7th and 
the 13th June, 1823, does not appear ever to have been received, 
and observe that if he had prosecuted his inquiry into the seri­
ous charges brought by the petitioner with energy and ellect, it 
might have been the means of preventing the late embezzlement 
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(pp. 377-78). Mr. Digby's letter of the 22nd September, 1822, 
addressd to the Board of Revenue (no. 198) contains his 
explanations on the points raised in Mr. Molony's first report, 
and his letter of the 9th October, 1824 (no.207), deals with the 
additional points raised in the suP.plementary report. . In these 
letters Mr. Digby, though suffering from the illness that he con· 
tracted at Burdwan and that brought his life to a premature. ~nd, 
explains his conduct in a dignified manner, and defends Radha­
prasad Roy against the charge of embezzlement with vigour. 
The Board of Revenue submitted Mr. Digby's explanations with 
their letter of the 19th October, (no. 209). Herein (p. 452) the 
Board retract the opinion they expressed about the petition of 
Shunnuk Loll Tewary in their l~tter of 31st August, 1824, and 
add:-

"On mature deliberation and with reference to the party 
spirit which has long prevailed at Burdwan between Mr. Digby's 
native officers and the Rajah and his Omlah, to the complexion 
of the evidence adduced, and to the circumstances of the parties 
concerned at the time of the enquiry conducted by the Superin­
tendent and Ramembrancer of Legal Affairs, contrasted with 
Mr. Digby's having thrice solemnly as~rted that h~ did perso• 
nally examine and find correct the state of his T reasllfi and 
that he did ascertain that the other allegations in the 
Petition were unfounded we have no hesitation in ~lieving 
Mr. Digby and more particularly as we entirely concur in 
opinion with him that the anonymous Petitioner would not have 
failed to inform the Board if Mr. Digby had as has been stated 
by the depositions taken wholly misconducted the enquiry 
directed and deceived the Board by a false report" (p. 452). 

We have made this long quotation from a docum~nt printed 
in this volume because it enables one to view the proceedings 
in the Collectorate of Burdwan from July, 1824, in true perspec• 
tive. The story of the embezzlement in the Burdwan Treasury 
told in Shunnuk Loll Tewari's petition of May, 1823, on the one 
hand, and in Sibnarayan Roy's petition of July, 1824, on the 
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other, is cast in the same mould (pp. 458 and 357). 
Again, Radhaprasad Roy's ascendancy over Mr. Digby 
is emphasised in these documents as well as in Debnarain 
Bose's petition to the Board of May, 1823 (pp. 323-26). In the 
above extract th~ Board uneqivocally retract their opinion 
that Shunnuk Loll Tewary's petition was not wholly untrue, 
and that if inquiry into the charges brought against Radha­
prasad Roy therein had been vigilantly and zealously con­
ducted in June and july, 1823, it might have been the 
means of preventing embezzlement of the public money in 
june and July, 1824. One of the reruions adduced by the 
Board for doing so is the untrustworthiness of the evidence 
influenced by "the party spirit which has long prevailed at 
Burdwan between Mr. Digby's native officer!! and the Rajah 
and his Omlah." The Board was not unaware of the fact, as 
the above extract will show, that the same party spirit ("the 
circumstances of the parties") survived at the time when Mr. 
Molony also conducted his inquiries. But thoughthey had no 
hesitation in believing Mr. Digby when he declared that the alle­
gations made against Radhaprasad Roy in Shunnuk Loll T ewa­
ry's petition were unfounded, yet they believed in similar allega­
tions made in Mr. Molony's reports in spite of Mr. Digby's as-' 
sertion to the contrary. In these reports Mr. Molony takes no 
notice of the letter that Rajiblochan Roy, father of Sibnarayan, 
wrote to Radhaprasad on the 9th Sravan, corresponding to 24th 
july, 1824, referred to above. Mr. Digby, as §tated above, gives 
a summary of it in his letter of the 9th October, 1824, to the 
Board (p. 450), and testifies to its genuineness by stating, 
"This letter was written in Rajiblochan 's own hand, was shown 
me before I ldt Burdwan and has, I am informed, been laid 
before the Magistrate." The members of the Board of R~venue, 
Messrs j. Pattie and W. Trower, who sign the Board's letter 
9f the 19th October, 1824, embodying their judgment on Mr. 
Digby's conduct, not only ignore Rajiblochan Roy's letter, but 
also forget Sibriarayan Roy's "rather quietly consenting as his 
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son's. security to make good the whole embezzlement" as noted 
by themselves (p.. 454); and give it as their deliberate opinion:~· 

"We still are of opinion that Mr, Digby's culpability con­
sists solely and entirely in his having placed a 'most 
reprehensible confidence in Radhapersaud Roy and others his 
native Officers and in his allowing them, to the total neglect of 
the personal controul vigilence and discipline he was bound to 
exercise in the discharge of his public duty a license and discre­
tion in the fulfilment of their Official obligations which afforded 
them (as might be expected) the most complete opportunity for 
gross corruption and every other description of abuse of office" 
(p. 456). 

Mr. Digby could not be condemned for his official conduct 
without the condemnation of Radhaprasad Roy for corruption. 
The Board of Revenue in effect do so even before the begin~ 
ning of the trial of the latter. On the 29th October, 1824, the 
Governor General in Council granted Mr. Digby permission 
"to proceed to the Cape of Good Hope for the benefit of his 
health, and to be absent on that account for a period of twelve 
inonths" (no. 218). He died at the Cape of Good Hope, evi­
dently a broken-hearted man, before he could receive the news 
of the acquittal of Radhaprasad Roy and the vindication of his 
official character, Raja Rammohun Roy had no greater friend 
than this unfortunate Englishman whose admiration for the 
great reformer was at the root of much of his troubleS 
at Burdwan. 

The Board of Revenue was led to pass their judgment on 
the conduct of Mr. Digby by the reports of Mr. Molony who 
appears to have begun his inquiry with certain prepossessions. 
Born in 1801 or 1802, Radhaprasad could not have been much 
above 23 at the time of Mr. Molony's inquiries, and could not 
have been much above 21 when Mr. Digby appointed 
Sibnarayan Roy to be acting Treasurer of the Burdwan Collec­
torate. About Radhaprasad'a share in this appointment Mr. 
Molony writes in his first report, "My belief as to the real case 
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is that Radhapersaud -having established (and he most unquea­
tionably possess it to the present moment) a complete asc~ndancy 
over Mr. Digby's official opinions, when a new treasur~r was 
required sought out one of his own friends to sh~ what he could 
make Rajiblochun Roy a man of some landed property was 
chosen, he went security and his son then only about 18 or 19 
years of age, if so !lluch was made the nominal Treasurer and 
Ramdhun the Naib an older hand shrewd and of some experience 
was sent to work the machine" (p. 365). Mr. Digby entered the 
Company's Civil Service even before the birth of Radhaprasad 
Roy. He was appointed a writer on the 27th August, 1799, 
and his residence in India commenced on the 9th December, 
1800. •• How could a young man of 21 establish complete 
ascendancy over such a veteran Mr. Molony seems never 
to have asked himself. He evidently discerned the shadow 
of some one else behind Radhaprasad. For, later on 
in the same paragraph he writes, "The earnestness with which 
the. appointment of Sibnarayan was urged" in a correspondence 
which lasted for over a year "shows that some one had a very 
strong interest in getting the point carried." Here Radhaprasad 
is not named. Mr. Molony's next sentence leaves no doubt 
that by "some one" he suspects an outs.ider, He writes:-.-

"The original drafts of the first letter 'to the Board (dated 
3rd Sept. 1822) is not to be found in the office and that the 
Draft of the 2nd lettE:r (dated 26th' Dec. 1822) is neither in 
Mr. Digby's own hand writing or in that of any of the establish­
ed writers of the office, none of whom ca~ tell. whose hand it 
is lead strongly to the inference that Mr. Digby had been led 
in this case as in other case" (p. 366). 

By the time Mr, Molony appeared in the scene, August, 
1824, many people in and outside the Collectorate of Burdwan 
must have come to know the hand writing of Radhaprasad. As 
none of the witnesses examined by him could recognize the 

z6, Register of Government Civil Servants of the Bengal Establishment (mss). 
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writer of the draft of the second letter, Mr. Molony must have 
written these lines under the suspicion that it must have been in 
the hand writing of an outsider. In their letter of the 31st 
August, 1824, addressed to Mr. Digby, the Board very m:arly 
draw the same conclusion. They write:-

.. And at the same time you will distinctly . state by wh'!m 
the Draft of the letter to the Board of the 26th. December, 1822, 
was written, The Board hope this draft was not prepared by 
Radhapersaud or any of his family" (p, 380). 

There was only one other member of Radhaprasad's family 
who could be suspected of influencing Mr. Digby a~d drafting 
the letter,-his father Rammohun Roy. Mr: Molony's remarks 
relating to the draft of the second lc:tter on Sibnarayan' s appoint­
ment leave enough room for such conjecture. But in fact it 
was not the second letter that procured the confirmation of Sib­
narayan Roy, but the third written a year later (no. 162) to the 
draft of which Mr. Molony does not refer. 

In his first report Mr. Molony has no hesitation in openly 
avowing that he suspended or removed from office some of the 
ministerial officers of the Burdwan Collectorate on account, in 
addition to other grounds, of their connection with Rammohun 
Roy, father of Radhaprasad Roy. Thus he first writes about 
Kunjabihari Roy (Koonjbeharee Roy), the Hc:ad Sheristadar, he 
"is I understand an old dependent of Rammohun Roy" (p.360) 
and later on states that he is "suspended both on the ground 
of his connection with Rammohun Roy and his total incapa­
city." The Stamp Darogah (Ramhari Mitra) and Abkaree 
Tuhseeldar (Govindaprasad Roy) "have likewise been re­
moved on account of their default and as connexions of Ram­
mohun Roy" (pp. 164-165). Kunjabihari could not be a 
dependent of Rammohun Roy for he was holding the office of 
Sheristadar of the Dewani Adalat of Ramgar (Ramghur) when 
Mr. Digby and Rammohun Roy were there; and he could not 
be a connection of Rammohun Roy, because he was not a 
Brahman (pp, 340 and 416). Mr. Armstrong, the Acting 
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Collector, thus explains the grounds of Kunjabehari Roy's dis­
missal:-

"Koonjbiharee Roy the head Seristadar was dismissed on 
the same day, on the grounds of his being utterly incapable of 
performing the duties of his situation and certifying in 
open court his unacquaintance with all the documents in the 
sherista (archive) and with all orders that had been passed by 
the Collector, thus registering his own incapacity and being 
besides a connexion of the .family of Radhaprasad Roy" 
(pp. 369-370). 

It is difficult to determine how Mr. Armstrong could 
discover K'unjabehari Roy's unacquaintance with all the docu­
ments and all the orders during the ~e days of excitement and 
chaos (9th to 11th August) that he devoted to taking charge of 
his office. His discovery was facilitated by his determination to 
reappoint Debnarayan Bose on whose dismissal Kunjabihari 
Roy was appointed Head Sheristadar of the Burdwan Collecto~ 
rate before he left Hugli on his transfer from that station 
to Burdwan as acting Collector. He writes in his letter of the 
21st May, 1825, containing explanations regarding the petition 
of Pitambar Chaterji (Petumber Chatterjee) :-

"In order to place in their true colour· the false and shame• 
less accusations against Mr. Molony and .myself touching my 
nomination of Debnarain Bose, I t~k~ this opportunity of in­
forming the Board that I had contemplat~ employing this in­
dividual prior to my leaving Hooghly .... ,.On reaching the 
station Debnarain Bose presented me with a letter of Recommen­
dation from a friend who was well acquainted with his character 
I then consulted with Mr. Molony, who I found entertained 
the highest opinion of his "integrity and fitness for the situation" 
(p. 477). 

The "false and shameless accusation" is contained in a 
petition (no. 227, March 30, 1825) submitted to the Board by 
Pitambar Chaterji, the Head Writer of the Burdwan CDilecto­
rate, who was sent up for trial to the Magistrate as an acees-
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aory to the embezzlement. The Magistrate, while acquitting 
him of the criminal charge, declared him unfit for public ser­
vice. Pitambar submitted the petition to the Board of Revenue 
against this dicision praying for restoration to his appoint­
ment, and a supplementary petition (no. 228) giving account of 
an instance of the corrupt practices of Oebnarayan Bose. Before 
dealing with the content of these petitions I shall brieRy describe 
the earlier effors made by Messrs. Molony and Armstrong to 
reinstate Debnarayan Bose which best illustrate their attitude. 

In his first report on the embezzlement in the Burdwan 
Collecorate Mr. Molony cites Oebnarayan Bose's dismissal as 
another instance of the misdeeds of Radhaprasad Roy and his 
adherents. He writes that Mr. Elliot not only consid~r~ Deb-· 
narayan ''the most useful man on the Establishment but also 
as the most upright native he had met with." As he interfered 
with the views of Radhaprasad and his adherents, his ruin 
was determined on. But the notoriety of the cabal that 
brought about his dismissal, the excellent character that he 
bears among all classes of the natives, Mr. Molony's own 
knowledge of his experience in revenue matters, induced 
Mr. Molony to consider him as the fittest person to be the 
Head Sheristadar, and, Mr. Armstrong fully concurring 
in this opinion nominated Oebnarayan Bose to the post 
(made vacant by the dismissal of Kunjabihari Roy). In 
spite of all this Mr. Molony could not question the justness of 
the orders passed by the Board on Oebnarayan's dismissal, but 
he trusted that the cin:umstances that had then come to light 
(embezzlement) would induce the Board to restore him to the 
post he formerly held (pp. 366-367}. 

In his letter of the 16th August (1824) Mr. Armstrong, the 
acting Collector, reported to the Board, among other things, 
the dismissal of Kunjabihari Roy, the Head Sheristadar, and 
L.ala Madan Gopal, the successor of Radhaprasad as Naib Sheris­
tadar, and the appointment of Oebnarayan Bose "recommend­
ded to me most strenuously by Mr. Molony" and Mirza Haidar 

J 
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Ali (Hyder Allee) to the vacancies. In their reply of the 24th 
September, the Board, while entirely approving the removal 
of these officers, postponed for the time being passing orders on 
the appointment of Debnarayan Bose and Mirza Haidar Ali 
(no. 200). In their letter of the 19th October, 1824, (no. 21 0) 
to Mr. Armstrong, forwarding an application from Rarnlothun 
Dutt, Sheristadar of Hijli (Hidgellee), for the post of the Head 
Sheristadar of the Burdwan Collectorate, the Board observed 
that they were convinced that he (Mr. Armstrong) would not 
hav~ considered Debnarayan Bose deserving of their confirma­
tion had he been aware that Debnarayan had previously suffered 
considerably in the Board's confidence when ~gaged in review­
ing the conduct of Deviprasad Sarkar, formerly Treasurer of the 
Burdwan Collectorate. ln th~ concluding ~graph of this 
letter the Board defines the principle that should be followed 
in m,aking appointments at Burdwan :-

"In conclusion I am directed to !!tate that the Board are 
particularly anxious that the Successor to Koonjabeharry Roy 
shall be an individual who has hitherto had no connection with 
either your Nativ~ Officers, your district, or it's zumeendars, 
in ord~ to prevent, as far as is possible, the recurrence of the 
hostility, confusion, litigation and trouble which has alternately. 
existed as the principal Officers of your Establishment have 
been connected with or opposed to the Landed proprietors of 
your district" (p. 460), · · 

In his reply (of the 25th October, 18~4) to this letter Mr. 
Armstrong express~d his willingness to appoint Ramlochun 
Dutt Head Sheristadar, and added that since Debnarayan's 
reappointment on the 12th August he (Armstrong) had found 
him most attentive to hil! duties and well versed in revenue 
matters, but he (Armstrong) did not know that Debnarayan had 
forfeited the confidence of the Board on any other occasion. 
Ramlochun Dutt was accordingly appointed Head Sheristadar 
and took charge of his office early in November, 1824 (no. 217) . 
. Debnarayan Bose ap~led to the Governor General in Council 



for reinstatement. Mr. Armstrong also soon found Ramlochun 
Dutt incapable of discharging the duties._ wanting in experience, 
activity and zeal, and early in January, 1825, compelled him 
to submit his resignation. When forwarding a copy of Ram­
lochun Dutt's letter of resignation to the Board Mr. Armstrong 
writes in his letter of the 4th January, I 825, that he tolerated 
Ramlochun's continuance in office "under the hope that the 
result of his predecessor Debnarain Bose's appeal to the Right 
Honorable the Governor General in Council would have been a 
restoration to the appointment I had nominated him to" (p. 467). 

Evidently Debnarayan Bose's appeal to the Governor Gene­
ral in Council did not lead to his reinstatement as hoped by Mr. 
Armstrong. But the petitions of Pitambar thaterji referred to 
above enabled Mr. Armstrong to reopen the question again. 
In his first petition Pitambar Chaterji alleged that in their in­
quiries about embezzlement and in dealing with the officers of 
the establishment of the Collectorate who were sent for trial 
and dismissed, Messrs. Molony and Armstrong had acted under 
the guidance of Debnarayan Bose, his (Pitambar's) enemy, whose 
corrupt practices he had exposed. Pitambar does not also spare 
Mr. Hutchinson, the Magistrate. He writes that after Mr. 
Hutchinson failed to force Debnarayan Bose upon Mr. Digby, 
coolness existed between him (Hutchinson) and Mr. Digby (p. 
471). l have already referred to Mr. Armstrong's letter regard­
ing Pitambar Chaterji' 1 petition and given an extract from it. 
In a supplementary petition (no. 228) Pitambar complains that 
Debnarayan Bose farmed certain chakran land in the name of 
another person while he was in public service and retained it for 
12 years. This supplementary petition was also sent to Mr. 
J\nnatrong for his explanation. In his letter of the 2nd june, 
1825, relating to it, occurs this touching passage:-

"( know not why I should have been called on for a 
Report on the petition now under reply as the individual against 
whom the charges are brought has been prohibited from holding 
the situation to which I nominated him perhaps the Board may 
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entertain the wish of reinstating him should they on reconsi­
deration find that the former charges were not sufficiently subs­
tantiated I am willing to hope- that this may be their object as 
the more I enquire the more I am disposed to consider such an 
act as one of justice to this individual-As I have been antici­
pating that further enquiry would be made into the grounds of 
dismissal. I have not recommended my present Acting Head 
Sheristadar for confirmation because I do not think him so well 
qualified for performing the duties of the office under my 
charge as Debnarain Bose" (pp. 481-482). 

The Acting Head· Sheristadar referred to here is Ramlo­
chun Dutt whose enforced resignation had not been accepted on 
account of the Board's refusal to reinstate Debnarayan Bose. 
In· their reply to Mr. Armstrong's explanations regarding Pitam­
bar :Chaterji' s petitions the Board stated that as far as his (Pitam· 
bar's) own reinstatement was concerned the petitions deserved 
no consideration ; they had no doubt that in the discharge of 
public duties Messrs. Molony, Hutchinson and Armstrong had 
been actuated by the most honourable motives ; but having care· 
fully and deliberately considered all the· circumstances on the 
records of this department affecting the official character of Deb­
narayan Bose" they found no reason whatsoever t~ consider the· 
orders dismissing him from his office "oth~rwise than entirely 
just and proper" (no. 234). When~· Armstrong obstinately 
persisted in refusing to recommend Del;marayan • s successor 
Ramlochun Dutt for confirmation, the Board lost their patience 
and wrote, "It would have been more becoming to doubt 
whether you yourself had sufficiently considered the duties of 
a Sheristadar in all their bearings nor can the Board easily 
account for your opinion of Ramlochun Dutt differing so widely 
as it appears to do from that entertained of him by Mr. Fortes­
cue, Mr. Reed and other more experienced Public Officers" (no. 
245). The Board might have refused to approve the dismissal 
of Kunjabihari Roy who originally succeeded Debnarayan Bose 
as Head Sheristadar on very similar grounds, for Mr. Miller 
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and other more experienced public officer!! entertained opinion 
of his capacity that differed widely from that entertained by Mr. 
Armstrong (pp. 340, 416 and 51 0). But they were prevented from 
doing so on account of the allegation made by Messrs. Molony 
and Armstrong, though declared baseless by Mr. Digby, that 
Kunjabihari Roy was a connection and old dependent of Ram­
mohun Roy. I have dealt with the efforts made by Messrs. 
Molony and Armstrong to procure the reappointment of Deb­
narayan Bose at some length because these efforts, more than 
aything else, clearly show that these officers did not begin their 
inquiries into the affairs of the Collectorate of Burdwan with 
open mind. In his summary of the petition of SibnaraY.an Roy 
to the Magistrate of Burdwan given in his first report (para 3), 
Mr. Molony also interpolates two fresh charges and represents 
them as accusations, by Sibnarayan hims~;lf (pp. 512-513). 

TRIAL 

As already stated, Mr. Molony sent up to the Magistrate 
of Burdwan for trial five persons, Radhaprasad Roy, Sibnarayan 
Roy, Ramdhan Chaterji, Ramchandra Ganguli and Pitambar 
Chaterji (p. 400). The proceedings of Messrs. Molony and 
Armstrong from the 9th August, 1824,- the wholesale dis­
missal of ministerial officers of the Collectorate supposed to be 
belonging to Radhaprasad Roy's party, arrest of five of them 
on a charge of embezzlement or abatement of embezzlement, 
reinstatement of Debnarayan Bose the protege of the Maharaja 
of Burdwan, and discovery of some records of the Collectorate 
in two tanks near the house of Radhaprasad Roy must have 
created a sensation at Burdwan. The consequence of these 
early activities of Mr. Molony is thus described by Radhaprasad 
Roy in hie petition addressed to the Governor General (Lord 
William Bentinck) in Council on the 27th July, 1828:-

.. At Burdwan such was the immediate and as your Lord­
ship must at once perceive the necessary effect of those measures, 
that native Officers and the people in general were afraid to be 
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seen in company with your Petitioner as if intercourse with him 
would be regarded as Treason against the state and would con­
sequently subject them to :criminal Prosecution or occasion at 
least the loss of their situations and reputation. Hence every 
one ceased to visit him or even to notice him while in his atten­
dance at the Court and thereby the Treasurer and his friends 
were greatly encouraged to persevere in their false charges and 
to intimidate persoiU! who might otherwise have stood by your 
Petitioner and boldly contradicted what his enemies advanced 
or insinuated against him" (p. 512). 

The preliminary investigation by the Magistrate, Mr. 
Hutchinson, commenced in such an atmosphere. Mr. Molony 
used to sit by the Magistrate, writes Radhaprasad Roy in. his 
Persian petition filed in the Sadar Nizamat Adalat on the 13th 
August, 1825, "and in opposition to section 12 Regulation 2 of 
1793 and 2 Regulation 2 of 1813 encouraged the Treasurer and 
his Deputy who confessed their crime and the Treasurer's father 
who was security for his son and who from consciousness of his 
son's guilt had paid the embezzled money, to implicate me and 
effect my ruin" (p. 499). Sibnarayan Roy's and Ramdhan Ota­
terji's supporters must have realised that there was no other 
way of escaping with light punishm~nt than proving Radha· 
prasad Roy the real author of the embe:Z:zlement and them­
selves passive accessories under compulsion. Evidently Ram· 
dhan also made a confession to th~t 'effect. Rajiblochan Roy, 
father of Sibnarayan, had to co~ forwar4. to support his son. 
This must have been embarrassing to the father of Radha­
prasad. Rajiblochan Roy, as we have already seen, was an 
old "confidential friend" of Rammohun Roy to whose able 
management of his taluks the latter owed the means of under­
taking his great mission. When the two friends parted, there 
must have been a division in the camp of their common friends 
at Burdwan. 
' ·The preliminary investigation by the Magistrate closed on 
the 14th January, 1825, when all the accused persons with the 
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exception of Pitambar Chaterji were committed to Sessions-­
to the Calcutta .Court of Circuit, for trial (pp. 469 and 471). 
The Court of Circuit visited Burdwan twice every y~ ; first in 
January, and again in july, to try cases committed to Sessions. 
The embezzlem~nt case came up for hearing in the first Sessions 
held in Burdwan in 1825. Mr. C. R. Martin, the third judge 
of the Calcutta Court of Circuit, arrived at Burdwan on circuit. 
He took up the embl;zzlement case on the 3l~t january, and 
examined the witnesses on behalf of the prosecution and docu­
ments and also defence witnesses summoned by Sibnarayan Roy 
and Ramdhan Chaterji till the 5th February. But "in conse· 
quence of the non-attendance of the witnesses of the Prisoner 
Radhaprasad Roy, the case was unavoidably postponed to the 
next Sessions" (p. 469). 

Mr. A. B. Tod, the second judge of the Court of Circuit, 
arrived at Burdwan on the 28th July and resumed the case on 
the I at August. "'Mr. Molony sat every day with the Judge and 
more even than formerly .interfered in every transaction." 
When the deposition of a witness for the prosecution, Ramtanu 
Dutt, was read in the court, he turned round to the Mufti and 
said, "Had I b«n aware that this witness would have given 
such evidence as this I would have had him also committed." 
He put questiona to the witnesses that confused and perplexed 
them. He treated the witnesses for Radhaprasad Roy with 
aeverity, while the witnesses for the prosecution and for Sib­
narayan received attention due to welcome guests. In a Per­
sian petition sullmitted to the Sadar Nizarnat Adalat on the 13th 
August, 1825, referred to above; Radhaprasad Roy brought 
these grievances to the notice of that tribunal and stated 
that on account of the ill-treatment meted out to his witnesses: 
he was finding it difficult to procure the attendance of those who 
had not yet done so. Though the judge postponed the hearing 
from the 3rd to the 25th August, and immediately summoned 
four of the witnesses, he rejected many of the documents that'· 
he (Radhaprasad) filed on the 5th August on the ground of 
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their not having been pres~nted on the .fo~er occasion. The 
petitioner was kept standing all day in the court in the custody 
of police officers. He therefore prayed that Mr. Molony be pro­
hibited from sitting with the judge, the prosecution be cond1;1ctd 
by the Government Pleader, and the Circuit judge be enjoined to 
receive th~ documents file!1 (pp. 500-501). 

Thtl petition was heard by the officiating Senior judge of 
the Court of Nizamat Adalat on the 20th August. The Gov­
ernii1ent Pleader who represented Mr. Molony endeavour~ to 
offer explanations but was silenc~ by the judge (p. 487), who 
ordered that these instructions be issued to Mr. Tob, the judge 
of the :Court of Circuit at Burdwan :-

"While you admit the Superintendent as prosecutor . .you 
should on no account allow him, to sit on a l(lvel with yourself 
or your assessor the Law Officer that you i!hould not permit 
him to put any illegal or improper questions to the witnesses or 
to r.nake any har§h or irr~levant reii1arks upon their evidence 
that you should not communicate with hiiil- in any but the 
native languages so that !ill which passes be:tween you may be 
intelligibltl to all present" (pp. 488-489). 

'As the witnesses summoned on behalf of Rad'haprasad 
Roy whose evidence he considered mat~al did not attend on 
the 25th August, the case was postponed to the next Sessions, 
the first Session of 1826. Mr. Mqlony reported the proceed­
ings of the Court of Circuit to the Gove~ment of India in his 
letter of the 12th September, 1825 (no. 235). In the conclud­
ing paragraph of this letter he writes :-

"The Government will I trust, at ~he same time be satisfied 
of the difficulty I have to encounter when placed under such 
restrictive orders, in prosecuting public delinquents, to whom 
the utmost indulgence has been allowed in making their defence 
and who are moreover assisted by every sort of intrigue which 
ability and money can command" (pp. 487-488). 

Tho~gh Mr. Molony here speaks of delinquents, the body 
of the letter shows that he refers to only one of them, Radha-
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llrasad Roy. His father of course spared no exertions to save 
his son. Such exertions were distasteful to Mr. Molony and 
is called by him intrigue. He would probably have deprived 
Radhaprasad of the use of such ability and money on his be­
half if he could. Mr. R. Walpole, the third judge of the 
Calcutta Court of Circuit, heard the case on the 15th February, 
1826. He acquitted Ramchandra Ganguli, late Head Writer 
of the Burdwan Collectorate, for want of proof of guilt, and 
not on clear proof of innocence. The prosecution and the par­
tisans of Sibnarayan Roy had concentrated their efforts in pro­
ducing evidence to prove that Radhaprasad Roy was primarily 
responsible for the embezzlement , and therefore, were not very 
seriCIIIs about the conviction of Pitambar Chaterji and Ram­
chandra Ganguli. The judge referred the cases of Sibnarain, 
Ram.dhan and Radhaprasad to the Sadar Nizamat Adalat. 

The only document published in this volume that refers 
to the trial of Radhaprasad Roy is no. 249, his petition to Lord 
William Bentinck, of the 23rd July, 1828. Herein he informs 
us that he has been "fully acquitted" by the unanimous ver­
dict of the three judges (Messrs. W. Leycester, C. Smith and 
C. T. Sealy) of the Sadar Nizamat Adalat. 

Radhaprasad Roy was probably acquitted by the Sadar 
Nizarnat Adalat towards the end of 1826. Referring to 
Radhaprasad's trial, Rammohun Roy writes to Mr. j. B. Estlin 
on the 7th February, 1829, "For a period of more than two 
years, owing to the most afflicting circumstances arising from 
the hostile feelings of some individual• towards my family, I 
found myself totally unable to pursue any undertaking or carry 
on correspondence evc:n with those whom I sincerely loved and 
revered ... .,- The anxieties and exertions on behalf of his son 
seriously affected the health of Ramrnohun Roy, from the effects 
of which he could not recover even after a year and a half as cer• 
tified by his medical attendant, Mr. Alexander Halliday M.D. 

a 7· MUs CoUet, "'>· cil., p. 121. 
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The illn~ which ended in the death of Radhaprasad' s ~h~ 
was also produced by the same cause according to her medical 
attendant (p. 519). The outline of the picture of Rammohun 
Roy during the years of Radhaprasad's trial drawn in latter's 
petition, is filled in by an independent observer, Colonel Young, 
a discipl~ of Jeremy Bentham, who writes to his master on the 
30th September, 1830:-

"His whole time also has been occupied for the last two 
years in defending hi~lf and his son against a bitter and 
virulent persecution which has been got up against the latter 
nominally-but against himself and his abhorred fr~ opinions 
in reality-by a conspiracy of his own bigotted countrymen ; 
protected and encouraged, not to l!ay instigated, by some of 
ours--influential and official men who cannot endure that a 
presumptuous 'Black Man' should tread so closely upon the 
march of mind. Rammohun Roy, after an arduous and pro· 
longed battle through a gradation of tribunals, has at length, 
by dint of talent, perseverance, and right, got the better in the 
last resort ; but the strife, and the magnitude of the stake, and 
the long despair of justice, have shattered his nerves and im· 
paired hil! digestion a~d bodily health, and his energies of mind. 
It is now over, and I hope most fervently. that he will r~over. 
himself again. "•• 

In this extract, in addition to a picture of Ramm.ohun Roy 
in the days of his worst troubles, we have th~ candid opinion 
of a highly placed and highly cultured Emopean friend of his 
rel~ting to the causes of the troubles. In. ~ourse 'of the 8ame 
letter Colond Young writes about the attitude of the Europeans 
towards Rammohun Roy:-

"It is strangE: that such a man should be looked upon 
coldly, not to say disliked by the 111ass of Europeans, for he is 
greatly attached to us and our regime. Not that he loves our 
churches, or priests, or lawyers, or politicians, but because he 

28. Bowring, Works of Jeremy Bmth•m. Vol. XI, p. 7· 
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considers the contact of our superior race with his degraded 
and inferior countrymen as the only means and chanct: they 
have of improving themselves in knowledge and energy." 

But it must not be supposed that when the fate of hil! son 
was hanging in the balance, Rammohun Roy relaxed his efforts 
to prom,ote the great mission of his life, the reformation of 
Hinduism. When the case of Radhaprasad was pending 
before thf; Sadar Nizamat Adalat, he founded his Vedanta 
College. Mr. William Adam, writes on the 27th July, 1826:--

"Ram,mohun Roy has lately built a sm,all but neat and 
handsome college, which he calls the Vedanta College, in which 
a few youths are at present instructed by a very eminent Pandit 
in Sanskrit literature, with a view to the propagation and defence 
of Hindu Unitarianism. With this institution he is also 
willing to connect instructions in European science and learn· 
ing, ·and in Christian Unitarianism, provided the instructions 
are conveyed in the Bengali or Sanskrit language. "•• 

•9· Mi.s Collet, 'f· cir., p. 105. 



GLOSSARY* 

Abkar-A manufacturer or retailer of spirituous liquors. 
Abkaree Mahal-The department or office of Abkari, the excise. 
Abkarea Tehsildar-Excise revenue collector. 
Adalat, ( Adawlut) -Court of justice. 
Aguri-A low caste; mostly cultivators. 
Aima1 (lma)-Land granted by the Moghul Government either rent-free 

or 1ubject to a email quit-rent to learned and religious Mahome· 
dane, or for Mahomedan religious and charitable uses. Such 
tenures were recognised by British Government as hereditary 
and traneferable. 

Amin-A native officer of Government employed either in the 
Revenue Department to take charge of an estate and collect the 
revenues or to investigate and report their amount, or in the 
Judicial Department as a judge or arbitrator in civil causes. 

Amla, (Omlah)--The collective head native officers of a judicial or 
revenue court under the European judge or collector. 

Arzi-Petition, an addreaa, a memorial, a respectful representation 
whether oral or written. 

Asin1 (Asvin)-The oixth month of the Hindu luni solar year. 
Assur1 Ashar-The third month of the Hindu luni-solar year. 
Augran1 (Agrah&]l&na)-The eighth month of the Hindu luni-solar 

year. 
Autohalla house-Thatched house. 
B. B.-Bengali sana or era. 
Baisakh-The first month of the Hindu luni·solar year. 
Bind Kummie Bundabost 0)-
Barat-An assignment or order on the revenue. It also implies a 

peremptory demand or dunning for payment. 
latta-Difference or rate of exchange, diacount. 
Batwara-Partition. 
Benami-Land held in another name than that of the real proprietor. 
Bengal shai-Ben&:al year. 
Btrbarea -<>ut-hou•e. 
Barhousa-See Berbaree. 
Bermutter, Brabmottara-Rent-free tenure granted to Brahmins. 

• Main~)> bued on Wiloon'o "GiouarJ of Judicialond Reven110 Ten~~~.'' 
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Bhadra, Bhader-The fifth month of the Hindu luni-solar year. 
Bhadrasan Bastoo land-Plot of land on whic::h the residential house is 

built. 
Bhandar-A store, a room where household supplies are kept. 
Bhattacharj- A learned Brahmin: In Bengal it is also applied to any 

respectable Brahman. 
Bigha-Measure of land varying in extent in different parts of India, 

in Bengal a bigha = 1600 square. yards. 
Boro- A sort of rice sown in January and reaped in April : it is sown 

in low swampy ground, or near the banks of a river where irriga· 
tion is not required. 

Boytuckanah-Parlour. 
Bunkmai-A kind of Indian ornament. 
Canoongo-Village and · district revenue-officers, who, under the 

former governments, recorded ·all circumstances within their 
sphere which concerned landed property and the realization of 
the revenue, keeping registers of the value, tenure, extent, and 
transfers of lands, assisting in the measurements and survey of 
the lands, reporting deaths and successions of r~venue·payers, 
and explaining, when required, local practices and public regula­
tions. 

Chaitra, Choit-The last month of the Hindu luni-solar year. 
Chakran-AIIowances of land, or revenue derived from it, professed_­

ly appropriated in Bengal to the pay and ·support of the public 
officers of a village or zamindari including the Zamindar, 
Kanungo, Patwari, Peons, &ca. 

Chauki-Station of police or of customs. . 
Chelan-Document sent with goods, treasure &c; .• voucher. 
Curat 0)-See Barat. 
Daftar-A record, a register, an account, an official statement or report, 

especially of the public revenue, roll, archives, etc. An office 
in which public records are kept. 

Daftari-A record keeper, a registrar, it more usually denotes an in­
ferior office servant who prepares writing materials and arranges 
books. 

Dafterkhana-An office in general, a counting house, an office of 
public records. 

Dak-Post, post-office, or establishment for the conveyance of letters 
and of travellers. 

Dak Moonshee-Postman. 
Dakhila-A receipt for money or goods, payment of revenue or rent. 
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Danga-Dry land, upland. 
Darbar-A court, a royal court, an audience or levee. 
Darkhast-A petition, application. 
Daroga-An officer or inspector of police, custom or excise station. 
Darpatni talook-An estate held under a sub-lease. 
Dastak-Passport. 
Diwan, (Dewan)-The Head Financial Minister whether of a State or 

a province bein11 charged with the collection of revenue, remit· 
tance of it to the Imperial Treasury and invested with judicial 
poweu in all civil financial causea. 

Naib Diwan-The Deputy Treasurer or Accountant, 
Diwani Jail-civil prison. 
Diwankhanah-The court or office of the Diwan; a court of civil 

or revenue juriediction : a hall of audience. 
Durrozah-Gateway, door. 
F. 8.-F aeli ean or era. 
Falgoon-The eleventh month of the Hindu year. 
Farzi-lt ia applied epecially to a person who is either altogether an 

imaginary party in a euit or purchase, or to one who although the 
ostensible, ie not the real principal, or to a suit or purchaae con­
ducted or effected under an aaaumed or fictitious name. 

Fasli-The harvest year. The era originated with Akbar who 
thought of aimplifying the exiating chronology by introducing a 
new mode of computing time. 

Fatwa-A judicial aentence, a judgment; but usually applied to the 
written opinion of the Mahomedan law officer of a Court. 

Faujdari court-criminal court. 
Canda-A money of account, equivalent in reckoning to four kauria or 

cowry obelia, or the twentieth part of an anna. 
Cumashta-An agent, a steward, a confidential factor, a representative; 

an officer employed by Zamindara to collect their rente, by 
bankers to receive money &c., by merchants to carry on their 
alfaira in other pla<:ea than where they reside, and the like. 

Hal & Baukaya-current and arrear. 
Half-nama-A written aolemn declaration by a person exempt by the 

Regulationa from being sworn in the ordinary manner. 
Hast•O•Bud-A comparative ac<:ount ehewing the preaent and past 

produ<:e of an eatate : an examination of the aoaeta or reeour<:ea 
of a country, made before the harveat, and sometimes after 
measurement of the Ianda : a detailed atatement of any Ianda 
yieldin11 revenue : the rent roll of a village signed yearly 

70 



554 RAJA RAMMOHUN ROY 

by the Patwari : the common form is an abstract of each ryot' s 
account, specifying his tenure, the amount of revenue payable 
by him, the quantity of land in and out of cultivation, and the 
amount of revenue realized or in arrear. 

Hast-O•bUd·olama-An account shewing the total amount of revenue 
under all heads of assessment to which any estate is liable. 

Hathchitthi-A letter or note written or avouched {by the hand of). 
Huda-An estate, one comprising a number of villages. 
Huzur-The presence, the roy!') presence, the presence of a superior 

authority, as of a judge or collector of revenue, and, by 
metonymy, the person of the prince or functionary; also the 
place where he presides, the hall of audience, the court; also 
abstractly, the state, the government. 

lhtimamdar-The holder of a trust, the person charged with the reali­
zation of a stipulated revenue for a certain district under the 
Mahomedan Government, a Zamindar; also an agent or deputy 
of the Zamindar appointed to realize the revenue of any portion 
of his zamindari. 

lkrar-Agreement, assent, ratification. In law, the acknowledgment 
or admission of a right or claim, as of a debt. 

I krarnama-A deed of assent or acknowledgment in general. 
lmah-See Aima 
lmah Muntushar-Distributed aima land. 
I shan navies-A list or roll of names as of Z~mindars m a District, 

witnesses in a suit, &c. 
lshtihar-Proclamation, public announcement or notice, advertise· 

ment, an advertisement in a public place or a newspaper, notice 
by the collector of a sale of lands for atrears of revenue; also a 
paper affixed to a Ryot' s cottage requiring him to renew his lease 
within a given term, under penalty of his having charged the 
highest rate levied in the village or district. 

lswara-A lord, a master : a name of Siva. 

lzara....:..farming lease 

olama-:-Amount, aggregate, total in general, but applied especially to 
· the debit or receipt side of an account, and to· the rental of an 
estate; also to the total amount of rent or revenue payable by a 
cultivator or a zamindar, including all cesses, as well as land-tax. 

olama-wasil-baki-The amount of the collections and outstanding 
bala~ces; an account shewing the particulars of the revenue to be 
paid, of th~.IDstalments discharged, and the arrears due. 
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Sadar-)ama-The -collections or revenue of a permanently settled 
estate, as recognised by the government. 

olhad-A bush, a shrub, a tree. 
oloistee-The eecond month of the Hindu luni·solar year. 
Kabala-Bill of sale. 
Kabuliyat-A written agreement, especially one signifying assent, as 

the counterpart of a new lease, or the document in which a 
payer of revenue, whether to the Government, the zamindar, or 
the farmer, expresses his consent to pay the amount assessed 
upon his land. 

Karanee-clerk. 
Karkoon-A clerk, a writer, a registrar. 
Karlik-The aeventh month of the Hindu luni-aolar year. 
Katha-A measure of land, the twentieth part of the Bengal Bigha of 

1600 square yards, containing 80 sq. yards, or 720 sq. feet, 
Kaurea-A small shell used a a coin in the lower provinces. 4 kauria =I 

ganda. 
Kayastha-A caate eo termed, or a member of it, the occupation of 

which is that of the writer or accountant. 
Kazl-A Mahomedan judge. 
Kazi·UI•Kuzat-The principal Kazi under the British Government, the 

head Mahomedan legal officer of the Sadr Dewani Adal11t, or 
Court of Appeal. 

Kha)ana-A treaaury, the public treaaury: treasure, money: the 
public revenue, the land·tax. 

Khalsa-The exchequer, the office of government under the maho· 
medan adminiatration in which the businesa of the revenue 
department waa trano11cted, 11nd which was continued during 
the early period of British rule. 

Kharija Mehai-Separation of a portion or dependency of an estate, 
or of a Pargana, from the 11eneral assessment, and the payment 
of the revenue due from it direct to the government. 

Khata-An account-book, a day-book, a journal or ledger, aloo an 
account. 

Khazanchi-A treaourer, a caoh·keeper. 
Naib khazanchi-Deputy treaourer. 
Khitmatgar-Attendant, servant. 
Klst-lnotalment, portion; the amount paid as an inotalment; the 

period 6xed for its payment : ao a revenue term it denotes the 
portion of the annual aaaeaoment to be paid at speci6ed periods 
in the course of the year ; ouch periodical payment ia called a kiat. 
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Kistbandi-Settlement of the instalments of the revenue both as to 
time and amount; payment by instalments. 

Kitisal (?)-

Korakdar-A bailiff, a sheriff's officer, an officer of court who attaches 
or dis trains goods and property for debt. 

Kos-A measure of distance varying in different parts of India from 
I to 2 miles, but most usually about the latter. 

Kyfeeyut-Statement, description, report, account particulars. 
Lac, (Lakh)-A hundred-thousand. 
Lakhiraj-Rent-free land. 
Lotbandi-The schedule or list exhibiting the apportionment of an 

estate to be put up in lots at auction for sale or lease. 
Madooly-Amulet. 
Magh, Maug-The tenth month of the Hindu year. 
Mahal-A province, a district; a division of a Talluk, or district, 

yielding revenue according to assessment. 
Maharaja-A supreme sovereign prince ; applied in courtesy to every 

Raja. 
Maharani-The principal wife of a Raja, or a queen in· her own right: 

applied also in courtesy to Hindu ladies of rank, although not of 
princely dignity. 

Mahavis-daftar-Keeper of the records, the native officer of a court 
charged with the care of the public papers. 

Malguzari-Revenue assessment; the payment of land-revenue: 
also the person or land subject to such payment. 

Mali kana-Proprietary allowance. 
Maljamin-Open country, a barren or uncultivated plain. 
Maraphat, (Marufut)-By the hands of, through. 
Maukuf Russod-Suspension of increase of revenue settlement. 
Maulavi-A learned man, a teacher, especially of Arabic, and ex-

pounder of Mahomedan law. 
Maund-A measure of weight, reckoned in Bengal at 40 seers. 
Mauza, Mouza-A village, understanding by that term one or more 

clusters of habitations, and all lands belonging to their proprietary 
inhabitants: A Mauza is defined by authority to be 'a parcel 
or parcela of lands having a separate name in the revenue 
records, and of known limits'. 

Modal-The head man of a village, the Mandai. 
Modi-A shopkeeper, a steward: in Bengal it most usually denotes 

the village shopkeeper, a aort of grocer or chandler and 
grain deale...,.who sells a variety of articles of necessity to the 
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villagers, and who are generally in his debt at a usurious rate of 
interest. 

Moojmil Nubis, (Majmal Navis)-Abstract-writer. 
M ufassai-A aubordinate or aeparate district ; the country, the provin· 

cea, or the stations in the country, as opposed to the Sadar, or 
principal alation or town. 

Mufti-A Mohammedan law officer, whose duty it was to expound 
the law which the Kazi was to execute. 

M uharrir-Clerk. 
M ujibat-Grounds of appeal as set forth in the pleading of the 

appellant. 
Mukhtar-An agent, a representative, an attorney. 
Mukhtarkar-Same as Mukhtar. 
Munshi-A writer, a secretary; applied by Europeans usually to 

teachers and interpreters of Persian and Hindustani. 
Musnud-Throne. 
Naib-A deputy, a representative, a lieutenant, a viceroy, a sub-or 

deputy-collector. 
Nathi-Aggregate of papers and proceedings relating to a law suit: 

a file or bundle of official papers tied up together. 
Nazir-An inspector, a supervisor: in ordinary use, the officer of the 

court who ia charged with the serving of process, or who is sent 
to take depositions, and make inquiry into any breach of law or 
the peace. 

N ijcasba-Own village. 
Ni1amat stipends-Allowances paid to the Nawab Nazim of Bengal. 
Notmundeer-Danciog hall. 
Omla-See Amla. 
Pakka, Pukka-Subatantial, solid, as a building. 
Pandit-A learned Brahman, one who makes some branch of Sans· 

crit learning his special study, and teaches it. 
Pargana-A district, a province, a tract of country comprising many 

villages, but of which aeveral go to constitute a chakla or zila. 
Parwana-An order, a written precept or command, an order fo,.the 

poeaeasion of an estate or an asaignment of revenue; a warrant, 
a writ. 

Patti, Potta-A deed of lease, a document given by the collector to 
the zamindar, or by some other receiver of revenue, to the 
cultivator or under tenant, epecifying the condition on which the 
Ianda are held and the value or proportion of the produce to be 
paid to the authority or person from whom the Ianda are held : 
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the term is laxly applied to 11. variety of deeds securing rights or 
property in land, also to a deed of gift in general. 

Pattani-A tenure by which the occupant holds of a zamindar a portion 
of the zamindari in perpetuity, with the right of hereditary suc­
cession, and of letting or selling the whole or part as long a stipu­
lated amount of rent is paid to the zamindar, who has the power 
of sale for arrel!rs, and is entitled to a regulated fee or fine upon 
any transfer. 

Pattanidar-The holder of an under-tenure. 
Pattani taluk-An estate, or portion of it, underlet in perpetuity by a 

zamindar at an advance on the revenue he pays to government. 
Pausha, Pous-The ninth month of the Hindu year. 
Peon-The term commonly used by Europeans for the Hindusthani 

Piada, a footman, a foot·soldier, an inferior officer of police or 
customs, or of courts of justice, usually wearing a badge, and 
armed with a lance or sword and shield : it is also commonly, 
though laxly, used as synonym of Harkara, to denote a running 
foot~man, a courier, a messenger. 

Peshkar-An agent, a deputy, a manager in general for· a superior or 
proprietor, or one exercising in revenue and custom affairs a 
delegated authority: in Bengal the native officer in a judge's 
or collector's office, next in rank to the Sarriohtadar. 

Pi ada-Same as Peon. 
Poddar-A cash keeper, a weighman, one whose office is to weigh 

and examine money •. 
Pulbandi-Keeping bridges and embank'ments &c. in repair. 
Punya-ln the lower provinces the day on which the revenue for the 

ensuing year is settled, or an annual meeting of the direct revenue 
payers at the office of the chief collector, or of the cultivating 
tenants at the court of the Zamindar, to determine the amount 
of the assessment; the assemblage of the rent-payers forming a 
kind of festival or holiday; the term is also applied to the day on 
which the first instalment of the annual rent or r~:;venue is paid. 

Pu rei a h-curtain. 
Purohita-A family priest, one who conducts the domestic ceremonies 

of a household or family. 
Raiyat, Riott-A subject, but especially applied to the agricultural 

population, a cultivator, a farmer, a peasant-
Raja-A king, a prince, a title l'(iven to Hindus of rank. 
Rakbabandi-A statement of the area of any estate, village, or town­

ship, one of.,the accounts that should be kept by the village 
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accountant, shewing the total quantity of land belonging to the 
community, the portions that pay or are exempt from revenue, 
and those which are cultivated or uncultivated, or incapable of 
cultivation. 

Rani-A princess, the wife of a Raja. 
Rokarbahi, Rokher behi-A cash-book. 
Rubakari,. Roobacarrea-The written record of a case, stating the 

particulars and the grounds of the decision drawn up and authen­
ticated by the judge in a Company's court, on passing sentence. 

Rusoom-F' ees, perquisites, customary payments and gratuities, com­
minion or allowances upon articles bought and sold made to the 
purchaser or the servant or agent of the buyer or seller. 

Badar-The chief seat of government, the presidency, as opposed to 
the provinces or Mufassil. 

Badar-jama-The sum total of revenue payable to the government 
direct, exclusive of the chargee of collection. 

Sadar-malguzar-The chie£ revenue payer, one who pays it either 
into the government treasury, or to the collector of a district, 
immediately, and not through any other agency. 

Bakin-Reaident of. 
Banad-A deed of grant. 
Barkar-The government, the alate, the supreme authority or adminis­

tration, clerk. 
Sazawai-A native collector of revenue: an officer specially appointed 

to take charge of and collect the revenue of an estate, from the 
management of which the owner or farmer has been removed. 

Beah-An acount-book, an inventory, a Hat. 
Seer-A measure of weight, generally reckoned in Bengal at 80 tolaa. 
Shawl-A kind of Indian wrapper-
Sherista-A record, a register, office, employment: an office of 

regiotry or record. 
Bheristadar-A rea:iatrar, a record keeper, applied especially to the 

head native officer of a court of justice or collector's office, who 
baa the a:eneral auperintendence of the eatabliahment and chara:e 
of the public recorda and official documents and papers. 

8iah-navis1 Seahnowees-An accountant, one who keeps the rough 
daily accounta. 

Sicoa rupee-A ailver coin, the standard of value in Bena:al under the 
Company's administration, until chana:ed to the ''Company's .. rupee • 

Bishya-A ocholar. a disciple. 
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Sood Mohurership-Office of writer of interest. 
Souries-Distillers of wine. 
Sraddha, Sheraud-An obsequial ceremony in which food and water 

are offered to the deceased ancestors of the sac~ilicer, or to 
the pitris or manes coilectively. 

Sravana, Srabun-The fourth month of the Hindu year. 
Subahdar-The governor of a province, a viceroy under the Mogul 

government :a native officer in the Company's army holding a 
rank equivalent to that of captain under the European officers. 

Surat·i-hal-A representation or report of the facts and circumstances 
of a transaction, whether made by an individual before witnesses, 
or by a subordinate officer to a superior functionary: An inquest. 

Sursuree (suit)-Summary (trial). 
Tahood-Promise, agreement: lease, contract: a revenu~-lease, a farm 

of the revenue, an engagement with the government or its re­
presentative for the payment of the public revenue, which may 
be made separately, even by the coparcener• in a joint estate, 
each becoming responsible for his own proportion, 

Talook-An estate, applied to a tract of proprietary land usually. 
smaller than a zamindari. 

Talukdar-The holder of a talook. 
Tappa-A' small tract or division of country, smaller than a pargana, 

but comprising one or more villages. 
Taraf-Portion of an estate. 
Taujih-A revenue account showing, under the name of each payer 

of revenue, the total amount as it falls due by monthly instal­
ments, the portion actually paid, and the balance outstanding: 
it is usually a village account, and is kept by the village account­
ant : also a register of the estates of a collectorate kept in the 
collector's office. 

Tehvildar-caah keeper. 
Thanadari land-Land for the purpose of paying the establishment of 

the Thanadar or officer-ilt-charge of a Thana. 
Ugraun-See Augran. 
Umedwar-A candidate for employment, an expectant. 
Vakalatnama-Letter of authority, power of attorney. 
Vakil-An authorized public pleader in a co)lrt of justice. 
Yuma-See Aima. 
Zamindar-Landholder. 
Zamindari-The tract of land constituting the possessions of a zamindar. 
Zila-A district,-.division. 
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