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CHAPTER = ,‘I
' o

STATEMENT OF THE MAIN THEME

r

' The nature of the changes that British rule has brought
about in Indian society and econony has been a controversial question.
Though the ‘significance of the changes has scarcely been questioned,
there is considerable disggreement as to the nature of the changesland
their bearing on the general behaviour of the economy. One method of
studying this behaviour has beén to study tha.movement of national
income of British India over the years. On the otherhand, different
sectors of the economy have boen separately studied i*order to show
how the broad institutional and economic changes occurring during
British rule impinged.on thoge different sectors. The present étudy
follows the second method and concentrates on a crucial period of
changes occurring in the cotton induatry which admittedly formed a
aignificant sector of Bengal's economy. Though it was the rural
agrarian society of Bengal which'received the severest jolt as a
result of the changes brought about by British rule, it can be argued
that at least during the fi;st few decades of British rule, the

congiderable sector of Bengal's economy constituted by its cotton
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inﬁuatry~wash§eeply affected as the agrarian society. The two processes

of changes had, however, distinct characters of their‘own. The agrarian
socieiy was mostly directly affected by the policy of the English towards
maximization of land revenue. The process of change in Bengal's cotton
induetry ocourred in a different way. It is notable that the English East
India Company was keen on increasing the exports of cotton piecegoods as
far as possible or at least on maintaining the exports at their old level.
However, such & plan of the Company was frustrated by other developments
which the Oompﬁny's Government in Bengal failed to resist and some of the
decisions of British Parliament were actually imposed on the Company's
Govermment. fhe changing fortunes of the gotton industry mske a significant
stﬁdy also because of the far~reaching offects on the mumerous community of
cotton weavers and spinners, of the suﬁstantial re-gtructuring of the
organisation of cotton production effected by the Company after the

consolidetion of its political authority in Bengal.

' Researches on the cotton industry of Bengal, which was its
premier industry till the first quarter of the 19th century, have mostly
concentrated on its decline. The nature of the production organisation
in the industry and the changing economic conditions of the weavers have
also been analysed. The present study stems from a feeling that a more
detailed study of the changing fortunes of the cotton industry and also
of the congiderable community gonneoted with the industry, 1s poasible,
with the help of the existing source materials available which have only

been inadequately studied for the purpose.*

* The present study is mainly based on the Unpublished Papers of the
Bengal Board of Trade. The Bengal Board of Trade which looked after
the various aspects of the Compeny's 'investment' in Bengal has left
& stupendous mass of records dealing with the question of the
organisation of cotton production and the exports of cotton
piecegoods from Bengal. !



The starting ppint of the study is the year 1757, the year
of the battle of Plassey, which admitpedly constituted a great turning
point in the political and the economic history of Bengal. The study
ends with 1833, the year vhen the trading status of the English East
India Compeny was finally abolished.. So far ag the fate of the cotton
weavers was concerned, this ﬁae not by any means a decisive event. The
deoline of the industry started much earlier and the industry in its
| originsl form was nearly completely annihilated by the late 1820s. and
the Bast India Company's connection with the cotton industry practically

ceased by then. However, ﬁe have brought down the story to the year

| of the abolition of the Company's trading status mainly because of the
fact tha# some of the leter proceedings of the Board of Trade containad
8 detailed analysis of the process of decline of the cotton industry.
The East India Company throughout argued in favour of keeping alive the
cotton industry of Bengal and it is not improbable that had the trading
status of the East India Company not been abolished in 1833, the Company
would have continmued to defend the interest of Bengal's cotton industry.
Perhape, such a defence by itself would have been ineffeotual’in the
context of the mass production in U.K. of cotton textiles whose technology
was one of the first to be révolutionised as a result of the Industrial
Bevolution and we can conclude that Bengal cotton-goods could scarcely
compete with the considerably cheaper textiles produoe& in U.K. through

the now technology.

Though the main emphasis in this thesis ié/gé/the changing
fortunes of the cotton weavers and spinners, the changing market of
Bengal cotton plecegoods constitutes a significant background of this

s



change in the fortunes of the cotton weavers. The East India Company's
policy in regard to the organisation of the cotton piecegoods did
const;tute & very vitel factor in this. However, it can not be isolated
frog,the fluctuations in the marketsfor Bengal cottom plecegoods. 1In
.faé%, in certain ceses, the ohanges in the conditions under which the
© weavers worked could be directly related to such fluctuations:, The

.\//:econd chapter deals with certein long term trends in these fluctuations.
The Bengal cotton piecegoods had an estdblished international market
for a fairly long time. However, thie market was increasingly being
exposed to new influences and fundamental changes tended to ococur in this.
The British polioy, particularly since 1765, was to increase, as far as
possible, the exports of Bengal's commodities and this is natural in
view of the fact that cotton piecegoods etill constituted the most
important item of exports. Other BEuropean Companies also were interssted
in an increased exports of cotton piecegoods, However, the exﬁeotation
of the Court of Directors that the Command of the English Bast India
Company over an enormous territorial surplus revenue a3 a result of the '
acquisition of the Diwani in 1765 would ensble the Company substantially
to increase the exports of cotton plecegoods was only partially
fulfilled.* Initially, the main factor in this was that the sige of the
resources whicb the Company could divert to the purchases of cotton
pigcegoods from Bengel, was not as large as the Court of Directors assumed.

However, the dominant factor in the relatively slow expansion of cotton

*  See P.J. Marshell : Problems of Empire, India and Britain, PP 83-85.




exports from Bengal was rot such constraints on the supply. The demand
position tended to be increasingly decisive and the trade in Bengal
cotton piecegoods gradually declined over the years mainly because the .-
markets for them tended to shrink, Soms short term oscillations
occurred during the time of American War of Independence which by
restricting the exports of goods £rom England tended to reduce the old
marketgfo¥ Bengal'cotton4piecegoode. However, with the end of the war,
the Bengal cotton-goods could regein their old position and indeed as
Taylor argued the years between 1771 and 1787 were the most prosperous
period of the cotton trade of Dacca. Developments, however, were
occurring with far reaching consequences for the market for Bengﬁl
cotton plecegoods. 1t was the course of the Industrial Revolution in
England which proved the most erucial one in the decline of Bengal's
cotton trade. The intervention of the long period of the Revolutionary
and Napoleonic wars only aggravated the situation and the Bengal cotton‘
piecegoods'had scarcely any share in the booming trade in Bengsal
commodi ties soon after the end of the Napoleonioc Wars and the establish~
ment of Peace in Burope. It is érguable whether Bengal oq?ton goods
could hold their own ageinst their rival-varieties which cewlg be
produced on & mass scale at a much cheaper rate than the Be izgoods.
However,the inadequate tariff protection for the Bengal cotton éooda
completoly ruined the chance of their survival.

The third chapter is concerned with the changes- in the
organisation of production, in the goneral context of the fluctuations

in the market for Bengal cotton piecegoods, and I have tried to emphasize



some of the structural changes in this, It may not be entirely true,

as is sometimes supposed, that the cotton weavers before British rule
wers wholly & prosperous economic community. There is evidence that

in some regions at least the cotton weavers worked under conditions

vhich were far from enviable and that they were not the main beneficiaries
of a fairly stable market for cotton piecegoods. However, though the

old system was not entirely replaced by a new one during British rule,
there is evidence that this underwent significant ohanges.‘ Not onmnly

that the imperfections in the 0ld system were consolidated, but also the
area over which this system worked was then far 1aréer than before. The
most decisive factor in this, as I have tried to emphasize, is the role.
of the English political power and it is evident that without the exercise
of this power, the production organisation would not have evolved in

the way it did. The contrast with the situation during the Mughal period
was clear. The Mughal state did encourage the production gnd exports of
cotton piecegoods but there is no evidence that the State machinery

could control the entire cotton production or that it was oriented to
naximifing the production and exports of cotton goods. During the
British rule, the situation substantially ohanged. It was the English
Company itself which dominated the exports of Bengal goods and it was
this Company again which depended, at least for a considerable time after
Plassey, on the exports of cotton goods as a mode of remittance of
tribute to Europe and the local control of the Company's Officers over
the whole system of cotton production was so re-structured as to ensure
the stability of this system of remittance. While the Pre-British system
vas not entirely frse from the elements of coercion on the cotton weavers,
such coercions and constraints organised far more efficiently during

[+ 94
British rule thgn before, increasingly temded to heryeoeaaary part of



the new organisation of production. Such coercions were not sporadic
or iaolate&‘and they were formalised in the form of & series of
regulations and the state had to adopt various devices towards the
enforcement of these regulations and as we shall see the most effective

of these was the manipulation of the system of advances.

Contréry to a more or less general assumption, the Company,
hoyevgr, did not necessarily invariably succeed in enforcing the coercive
system and could only establish = pértial monopsonistic control. The
fourth chapter deals_with the causes ggwﬁhe failure of the Company in
establishing a complete momopsonistic control. fhis point needs to be
emphasized in view of the faet that the complete success of the Company
in.this regexrd has been usually'assumed. While writing the nisfortunes
of the cotton weavers of Bengﬁl, higtorians generally tend to relate them

to a supposed monopsonistic control,

Available stetistical evidence suggests that only sbout one
third of the total estimated weaving population could be directly controlled
by the English Company and even heré, the occasional encroachments by

other European Companies could not be entirely prevented.

Sometimes, this partial success of the English Company in
the buyers' market resulted from the fact that the English Company's
purchages were in normal times confined to some particular categories
of cotton goods and in such cagés they scarcely bothered whether other
Buropean Companies operated in the market. However, even where such a

direct competition had not to be faced, the operation of the other



Companies did adversely affect the position of the English Company in
the buyers' market. This was partly a result of the fact that in

view of the cotton prodnction being a specialised kind of produofion,
the supply of cotton goode did not necessarily expand as fast as the
demand for it and over a certain period of time, the size of the skilled
veavers did not appreciably increase. Therefore, whenever in the
context of a sudden spurt in the demand for cotton goods, other European
Companies entered the buyers' market and eagerly distributed advances,
the English Company's insistence on a particular kind of commodity did
not necessarily provide effeotive protection against the inroads of the
rival Companies.

In certein cases, it was the English Company which wanted
the other Buropean Companies to continue to operate in the market and
in regard #o the Dutoch at least, the Bnglish were keem on 8 kind of
compromise. The English throughout showed gemerosity to rival Companies
during the periods of its own finanoial stringency and in view of series
of political conguests with which the_English’had to graple, such
stringencies tended to recur. During such times when the English could
searcely afford to provide as much advancea'to the weavers ae they did

\ previously, they welcomed the activities'of the other Companies because
‘without the advances provided by them, the whole system of cotton '
production would have been seriously disruﬁ@d.

However, even in regard to the categories of cotton goods
in which the BEnglish were interested, the English had to face keen

cgmpatition from the other rival Companies and could only partly eliminate

\



it. This resulted from a nmumber of circumstances. The prices whioch
the Ehglish Company offered were invariably much lower than those
offered by the rival Companies and it is surprising that the English
Company was reluctant to ralse prices despite a speotacular increase

in the prices of the daily neoessaries and also cotton thread, The
weavers working for the Company in fact suffered worse where part of
the prices which the Commercisl Residents offered were misappropriated
by the lower ranks of buréancracy of the Commercisl Residencies. In
some cases, the cotton weavers found the particular'kind of supervision
exercised by the Commercial Residents extremely galling. Under the
circumstances, the offer of higher prices by the other Companies would
easily induce them to desert the English and work for these now masters.
In fact, under the conditions of boom in cotton markets, the English
could scarcely devise a completely effective ayatom towards the

prevention of the weavers' contacts with the rival European Companies.

The particular reactions of the weavers to the coercive
system enforced by the English, were also responsidle for the fallure
of the English in completely enforcing such a system. The ocases of
combined resistence of weavers were very many and it is notable that
such cases of resistance tended to increase whenever the conditions
of prosperity of cotton trade made it easier for them to establish
contacts with the rival European Companies. In fact, such ocases of
resistance would have been more frequent but for certain circumstances
for which the weavers had to hesitate before striking against the

English. Of these circumstances, the most important one that has been
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emphasized in this study, is the protection that the Commerciasl Residents
} usually provided against the exactions of the Zamindars and looal
: Ijeradars.

The role of the cotton industry in the general economy of
Bengal and the actual effects of the deocline of the cotton indusiry
on the economy form the main theme of the next chapter., The point needs
to be stressed in viev of the general impression that the effects of
this specific form of 'de~industrialization' on the economy were
disastrous., Some historisns have gone to the éxtent of arguing that
~the decline of the cotton industry resulted in a serious imbalance in
the total economy of Bengal. It is notable that such conclusions are
only rarely supported by adequate evidence. Though the harmful effeots
of the decline of the cotton industry on the economy can scarcely be
doubted, there is scarcely any warrant for the view about the alleged

destruction in the balance in the economy as & result.

The available data are not entirely satisfactory and what
I have tried to do 1s only to anslyse whatever data I have found in
. the unpublished records., I haye studied the question from seversal

agglea : (1) the regional distribution of the main centres of
\v////g;oduction of cotton goods which would normally indiocate the size of

the reglons which ware directly affected by the changing fortunes of

the cotton industry ; (ii) +the size of the weaving population ;

(ii1) the nature of the employment that cotton weaving and the related

processes provided to persons involved in the production process in
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various centres of cotton production and lastly (iv) the phases of
decline of cotton industry and the nature of the search on the part
of the affeoted cotton‘weavers'for altérnative’emﬁloyment. In this 5
connéction,‘l have also tried to Jjudge the validity‘bf.a recent view
which argued that qotton weav&rs n9ed not hecéesarily have deserted
their old occupations‘anﬁ that caitaih oiréumstanoee occurred which
enabled them ﬁohcontinne, though in a modified wéy, their.production

of cotton' goods.



CHAPTER - II

TRADE IN COTTON PIECEGOODS

‘ _ Calicoqe gnd Muslins! of sihgular-beauty and endless
'erigty, were manufagtured_in.various parts of Inﬂia, more particularly
in Bqual and had from time immemorial formed the important item of
exﬁorts from India, 'These were in greét eatimation amongst the people
in anqiént Britain and from the commencement of trade between Europe
and India by the way of thg’CapCe of Good Hope, formed a substantial

part of exports from India,

‘In 73 AJDe Pliny was aware of the trade and manufactures
of India and spoke highly of the gxcel;énoe of the Bengal mnslina.1
Calicoes, méstly of Bengal mapufaoture; formed a very considerable part
of the Portuguese exports into Eﬁroye in the early period of their
 trade ig the 16th Cenfury. Among the numerous agtioles of which the
Cargo of 'TES CARRACK' taken by the English in 1592, consisted, were
Calico lgwns. broa@ white Calicoes, ooﬁree white Calicoes, brown broad
Caiicoes, canopies, towels, quilts and Calico Carpets like those of

Turkey.2

1 Milburn ¢ Oriental Commerce, Vol. II, P. 229,
2 Ibid s P. 230. .



When the English came, they found the textile industry of
Bengal well established. Leaving enough for her own internal consump-
tion, Bengal pieoegobda formed the principal article of exports in her
Yorld Commerce, Soon after the English began to trade to‘India and
piecegoods formed a part of their cargoes homeward in 1615, it appears,
writes Milburn, from Sir Dudley Digges's Pamphlet that large quantities
of Calicoes were exported from England to foreign parts and in 1628
Mr. Munn estimated the anmual exportation of Calicoes to England of
50,000 pieoes.3 He further estimated that the Calicoes cost on an
average 7 S per piece in India and sold in London at 20 S per pieoe.4
He also mentions that in his time the Turks sent £ 6,00,000 a year from

Hocha for Calicoes, drugs, sugar, rice etc.5

In 1625, some objections
vere raised in England against this trade of the English East India
Company and the Company in reply pointed out that instead of paying

£ 5,00,000 annually to Holland and France for linens, lawns and Cambrics,
helf the consumption of those articles was superseded by the use of
Indian Calicoes and "forqigners nov pay us money for the cloths they

formerly received in payment for those goods".6

Prom 1631, painted Bengal Calicoes began to be exported from
Bengal in considerable quantities by the officers of the Company's ships
and during the years 1653 and 1656, when the East India trade was laid
open, the prices of the commodities of india became 8o cheap that "they
supplied more parts of Burope and even Amsterdam itself therewith than

ever they did after“.7

Milburn 3 op.cit. Vol. II, P. 230.
Ibid : P. 230,
Ibid : P. 230.
Ibid 3 P. 230.
Quoted in Milburn t op.cit. P. 230,

~J Cv\N <\



Though the mannfacturé of cotton began in England from the
beginning of the 17th centﬁry,s 1t was far from developed even in
1656-57 and the quantity of production was small, Mac Pherson

describies thus :-

"the quantity of linen menufactured in the British
dominions was so trifling as not to be equal to,
perhaps the thousandth part of the consumption and
thence it was evidently good national economy to
encourage the use of Indisn Calicoes which wers
much cheaper than linen".

Thus we'find that ét_a_time when England was learning the art of
weaving, Bengal was manufacturing muslins wvhich had become ths wondex
of the world, Dr. Forbes Royle did not exaggerate when he said that
"the cotton mamfacture was no doubt established in India long before

we find it noticed in any reliable history".'©

About 1675 the fashion of wearing Bengal muslins had become’
pretly general in England and these "in a great measure supplanted the
Freonch Csmbrios, French and Silesia lawns and other flaxen fahrics of
Flanders and Germany, the prices of all which they also reduced very

congidgrébly"."

In 1677, England imported Calicoes to the value of
£ 1,60,000 and by 1680 she consumed Bast India mamfactured goods
including printed and painted Calicoes for cloths, beds, hangings worth
£ 3,00,000 :amnually".'2 ‘Bengal cotton piecegoods were exported to

other consuming markets in considerable quantities throughout the

- e

8 Baines s History of Cotton Manufacture in Britain, P, 101, Baines is
of opinion that "this art was imported from Flanders by the Crowd of
Protestant artisans who fled from Antwerp in 1585 some of whom
settled in Manchester". P. 99. ,

MacPherson : Early European Commerce with India, PP. 124-25.

Royle : Culture and Commerce of Cotton in India and Elsewhere, P.4.
MacPherson : Op.cit. P.136, 12 Milburn : opscits Vol.II, 'Ps230.

_LOLD




17th Centur§. Accoxrding to Mr., W.H. Moreland's calculation, between

1660 and 1680, Japan took nearly one tenth of all the cottom goods shipped
by the Dutch from Batavia.13 Sam é::;ZgGCalioo and baftas - Moluccas
and Ambiona wanted only painted goods, Across the Indian Ocean, South
Africa in the early 17tk Century offered no market at all but late in

the century assorted cotton goods were sent to the Cape for the Dutch
settlers and their slaves. A much more important market was that
furnished by the Hed Sea ports which supplied the Weat of Arabia, Egypt
and the adjacent parts of North Africa. The main off-take was of Calico

14

apd ordinary mmelin or turban cloth. The trade to the Persian gulf

vas gensrally similer to that of the Red Sea with perhaps & larger

proportion of ordinary Calico.15

About 1699, the Company's Charter was forfeoited and a mumber
of persons embarked on the Indian trade. The supply of Indian goods in
the British markets was large and its price came down to such a level
that it became ruinous to the English mamufacturers. About the same
time, the Company's trade gave birth to the business of printing Indian
Calicoes in England, in imitation of the painted Chintges of India,
another article of genefal use in female dress. This branch of
mapufacture soon rose to such & height as to render unnecessary the
Indian stuffs. The Caiico printers very soon raised a clamour against

the Company for importing Indian Chintses,16

13 W,H, Moreland's article entitled 'Indian Exports of Cotton Goods in
the 17th Century! in the "Indian Journal of Economies", 1924-25,

Vol. V, Part = 3, P. 241,
14 Ibid : P, 241.
15 Ibid : P, 241,
1é HMac Pherson : op, cit. P. 136,




In 1700, Parliament came forward and granted protection to
the infant textile industry of Great Britain. The Aég of 1700 provided
that from and after the 29th day of September 1701, all wrought silks of
Bengal and stuffs mized with silk and herba.‘the manufaofﬁré of Persia,
China or the East Indies and all Calicoes, painted, dyed, printed or
stained which would be exported into Great Britain would not be worn or
otherwise used in Great Britain end all these goods would be exported
again.17

But Indian Calicoes, moétly of Bgngal, had become so popular
in Great B:itain that even the Act of Parliament prohibiting the use of
Printed Indian Glioces falled to glve adequate protection to the British
indust;y. Further'measuree were necessary and in 1720 anoﬁher act wag
passed, The Act of 1720 made the use of stained or dyed cotton cloth in
Britain a peﬁal offence. The qffender would have.to pay a penalty of
£ 5. Again, if anyone attempted to sell eny painted, printed, dyed or

stained Calico, he would have to pay a penalty of £ 20.1°

Though Parliament was anxious to proteoct and encourage British
Cottonﬂ%;nufacturee and passed severa; laws prohibiting the use of such
foreign goods as igterfared with them, the industry had not made much
progress 111 1750, Before 1750, the goods manufactured in Britain were
strong and coarse fabriocs, PForbes Royle atates that "about 1733 and 1740
Bast India yarns, we learn, were commonly used for the finer kinds of
goods and upto the year 1760, the machines employed were nearly as simple

a3 those of India".’g

Quoted in Milburn : op.cit. Vol.II, P.231 : P.J.Marshsll s Problems of

EmEire, Britsin and Iﬂgao P. 80,
Quoted in Milburn : op.cit. Vol.II, P. 231,
[

Royle & op,cit. P.

- ol el
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Hence certain quantity of white Calicoes and certain classes
of muslins continued to be exported into England for consumption there
and large quantities of Calicoes of warious kinds, both white and
coloured, and muslins, were regularly exported to Emgland throughout
the 18th Century for re-exportation to different countries. Hence the
loss of the market of England wes more than compensated for by & very
considerable inorease in the total export of India's textile goods to
the other countries by.tha energetic English ighdars.

Thus we find that thonéh hand-weaving of Cotton goods was
common to almost all countries,- still throughout the Seventeenth and
Eighteenth Centuries the finer and luxury products were almost entirely
supplied by Indie. BEven as late as 1772 Henry Patullo remarked that
"the demand of its ( Bengal's ) textile mamifactures could never lessen
because no other nation on the globe could eithér equal or rival their
quality.2° In secking to explain the cause of this supremacy, Henry
Patullo put emphasie on technological factors. Others stressed lower
production costs in India., The truth was that the success of the Indian
Cotton industry in maintaining its overseas markets ami in creating‘new
cnes in the Weef before the Industrial Revolution was due "“as mich to
the possession of highly specialized technical skills in mamfacturing
as to lower costs of productionq"a1 The weaving -of cotton was not Just
the assembling of the raw materials required for it. The cotton weaving
called for "an empiriocal knowledge of the preparation and treatment of

the natural fibre before it could be made ready for waaving".22 Before

20 Henry Patullo : An Essay ugon the Cultivation of the Land & Iggroveggn§
of the Rovenues of Bengal, P. 25.

21 K.¥.Chaudhuri's artiole entitled 'The Struogggg of Indian Textile
Industry in the Seventeenth and Ei ggtegnth Century!

"Indian Economic & Social H;agogx Review"
June~Sept! 1974, P. 129.

22  Ibid., P. 129,
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the invention of mécﬁine spinning, hand-épinnera in Europe could hardly
equal the quality of.Indian yarn. Indis thus possessed two major
advanxégea -=~- in the local supply of the raw materials and in human
‘capital and these gave her industry a diestinot lesd in costs. "Measured
in money terme the labour inputs also effected substantial savings when
compared fo the ocosts of production in an equivalent industry in BEurope.
It was thie price differentirl which enabled the East India Company to
maintain a mark-up on the Unit Cost of its textile imports in the ratio

of tw0'to'one".23

The picture remained the same after the acquisition of the |
political power of Bengal by the English Company in 1757. The cotton
. pieca/gooda formed the most important }tem of the COmpany'abindetment’
in Bengal. With regard %o thé value ﬁnd variety of investment, much
depended upon the political condition of the oouptry. For instance,

the Council thus complained

"Hitherto we have not been able to make any great
progress in the investment of this season. The
delay made by the late Habob in performing his treaty
and rejturning our goods seized by his or the
apprehensions we were under a fresh rupture ahd the
want of sufficiency of cash to supply to aurungs

with any large sums of money, were all of them so
many impedimentg to our commencing the provisions

of investment?.

23 K.N.Chaudhuri®s article entitled 'The Structure of Indian Textile

Industry ete'~ in "Indian \ "Indian Economic & Social Histo: History
Review", Juns-Sept 1974 PP, 129-130,

24  Letter to Court, 20 Ang 1757 : Fort William-India House Correspondence,

Vol.II, Para 11, P. 241,



The investment figure§j, mostly consisting of cloth, for the year 1757

was as follows :'25

Santipore H Bse 1,68,500
Cuttorah : Bse 64,000
Kheerpoy : Bse 2,48,675
Malda : e 3,52,450
Harrial : Bse 3,11,970 - .
Buddaul : Bse 71,670
Gollagors H Bse 20,800
Burron : Bs. 1,04,800
Sonsmooky : Bse 1,01,220
Hurripaul : Bse 1,54,645
Calcutta : . 1,69,720

By HNovember 1757, the share of Dacca amounted to one lakh
26

of rupees and the factory at Patna wes supplied with ome lakh also.

The %otal emount allotted totinvestment’for 1757 was . 19,68,445
including the amount allotted to Dacca and Patna. If we make & comparison
of theslnveetment’figuraa of 1757 with those of any previous year, we
notice a considerable difference., The total amount allotted to‘investment’
in 1751=52, on the eve of the abandonment of the policy oftinvestment9

through dedni merchant527

3

was ks, 33,66,050, Dacce was allotted
Bse 8,40,390.2 Owing to politicel uncertainty, the amount oftinvestment,

was thus considerably reduced and the amount allotted for 1757 was a

25 Letter to Court 10 Janmuary 1758 : Fort William-India House Correspondemsce
VOIQII. Parsa 35, P0267-

26 Letter to Court 10 January 1758 : Fort William-Indla Houge Correspondence
Vol.1I, Paras 58«61, PP 271-T2.
27 Vide Infre Chap. III.

28 N.K.9ipha : The Egonomic History of Bengsl, Vol.I, P.7.
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little more tﬁan>the half of the total amount allotted for 1751-52.
Thé epount alloéted to Dacca which produced the finest muslin was
lonly o£e~eighth.of that for the year 1751-52.

At this timg, the business was carried on by the ggggstagag
and the Council wm&te‘"you may rest essured of our being as careful
as possible to avoid having more money at tﬁe aurungs at one time than
there may be occasion for, nor shall we be wanting in any endeavours
to encourage the merchants to mamufacture and bring into our Cottah as
large a'quantity of ready money goods as we can prevail on them to
provide, conformable to your ordora',30 But they apprehended that owing
to the presence of multiplicity of purchasers, the prices might be
erhanced at the surungs and if the Company did not offer higher prices,
they might have to accept the goods of inferior Qualities.s1 For the

year 1758, the figures of investment were as follows :32

Patna 3 C Be 2,112,432 = 14 - O

Dacca : "now  4,67,050 - 0 -0
Lekshmipur t non 32,715 - 0 -0
- 0=0

Balasore 1 non 75,330
| and 100 gold mohurs
Cossimbazar C Re 9,23,353 - 12

{
O

and 5 gold mohurs,

29 Infra. Chapter III. :

30 Letter to Court, 31 December 1758 : Fori Williem-India Houge
Correspondence, Vol.II, Para 38, Page 334,

31 Ibid,

32 Letter to Court, 31 December 1753, Fort William-India House
Correspondence, Vol.II, Paras 55 and 63, PP 338-39,
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The fulltinyestment’figures for 1758 are not available and
hence it ie difficult to make a comparsion with the previous year's
allotment, But from the availeble data relating to Dacca and Patna,
ve find that in 1758 thetinrestment,in these two places was
gubstantially increased with the end of political uncertainties.

The share of Dacca amounted to C. K. 4,67,050 as against only one
lakh in 1757. The amount allotted to Patna was more than double the
prévious year's allotment, and thetinveatment’consisted nostly of

cotton piecegoods.

Writing on the 29th December, 1759, the Council expressed
great satisfaction at the manner theelnvestment’had been carried on
by the gomastas at the several aurungs. They thus wrote to the Court
of Directors i~ "the cloth they have sent us down proves in general
very good and we believe the whole of cur orders will be fully complied.
with".33 ‘The gomastas were instructed "to increase their purchases of
cloth foreseeing that a large return of goods from Bengal would * * #
turn out greatly to the Company's advantage“.34 As regards the
investments received from Dacca and Luckipore, the Council wrote 1
"The investments received from Dacca and Luckipore, this season have
proved extremely good and the gentlemen of those factories acquaint us
they shall be able to invest the whole of the monles they have been

supplied with“.35

33 Letter to Court, 29th December, 1759 : Fort William-India House
Correspondence, Vol.II, Para 37, Page 440.

34 Ibid : Para 39 Page 440.

35 Ibid t Para 45 Page 440.



For the year 1759, the Company's investment figures were

such :36
Cossinbazar t C B, 8,593,674 - 10 - 7
Patna ' : " " 2,07,307 - 7 =3
Dacca 1 "' 1,59,605 - 14 - 3
Luckipore g o0 1,66,185 - 0=-0
Balasore g o 10,942 - 7 -6

The table gives us the investment figures of the mein
factories -only. ’The allocation for the subordinate factories is not
- mentioned and sincé the table does not give the full amounts invested,
it may be taken as roughly indicative of only the approximate volume of
investment for the year 1759. But it 1s seen from a letter to Oourt37
that in 1759, owing to the undisputed prestige and power attained by

the Company, larger investments were secured than in some years before.

With the scquisition of the Divani of Bengal in 1765 and the
promise of & great surplus of territorisl revenue the prospects of the
Company's Snvestment in Bengal brightened. Before 1765, the Company had
to pay for its purchases in Bengal mostly with bullion, The Company
could import huge woollen cloths but "the poverty of the mass of the
population and the unsuitability of wool in a warm climate obviously

limited 35185"%38 Hence before Plassey, the Company had to import bullion

36 Letter to Court, 29th Deec. 1759 1 Fort William-Tndia House Correspondence
v01oII' Para 47, P. 441.

37 Letter to Court, 5th March, 1959: Fort William-Indis House Correspondsnoe
) Vol,II, P. 414.
38 PJ.J. Marshall s Problems of Empire, Britein and India, 1757-1813, P. T9.




3 e complaint was reised

worth on a awerage of £ 7,00,000 a year.
that East India trade "denuded Britain of her wealth“.4o After 1765,
it was no longer necessary. It wes once suggested that the surplus
revenue of Bengal would be sent to England not in the shape of
commoditiea but in the form of bullion., -Lord FNorth opposed the idea

in the House of Commons in 1769. He compared India to a hen vhich lay
one golden egg a day and argued. "1f you draw off in bullion the reveﬁnae
of that country, you will kill the hen to get all her eggs at once".41
Eence'ths only practical way of sending the reveanues of Bengal was by‘
trade. "To draw off, therefore, the wealth of that country without
ruining it, must be by investments in India, in the growth and

manufacture of thoses countries which investments must be sold in Europe".42
vThe Company fully accepted its new responsibilities. On receiving the

news of the Diwani, the Directors immediately ordéred their servants in
Bengal "to enlarge every channel for conveying to us as early as possible,
the annuai produce of our acquisitions".43 The Houge of Commons vas‘ﬁ@ld
in 1767 that the Company hoped to be able to raise the value of their

sales to £ 4 million, that is, to approximately twice what they had been

before the conquest of Bengal.44

During this period the Directors wanted to extend various
privileges and offer higher prices to the weavers and silk winders. NMany
of the Company's servants would not hesitate to uee force to make the

39 P.J. Barshall : Problems of Empire, Britain and India, 1757-1813, P.79.

40 Ibid.
41 Quoted in P.J.Marshall : op.cit. P. 83,
42 Ibid.
43 Ibid.

44 P,J. Marshall : ocit’ P. 83,
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veavers enter into business contract with the Company. The Directors

thus commented :

"The gentlemen at Dacca say the foreigners give 20 and

30 per cent more than we do but the fact that comes the
strongeast to the point is the sale of old Ferrit and
Damaged Goods which sold at public esuction from 10 to 100
per cent advance, a clear proof of the injustice done to
the weavers, at once accounts for the reluctance to work
for the Company ; and violence being added to that, we are
no longer to seek for the reasons why so meny of them
quit their looms®,4

Various verieties of fine and coarse cloth, muslin and
coloured goods were in demand in the European merkets snd constituted
the bulk of the expogts from Bengel after 1770. The value of this trade
may be estimated from the imstructions of the Court of Directors that
the_Bengal investment for the yeer 1770-71 should not fali bel ow
C. ko 70 lakhs., With the prospect of increasing revemues .arising from
the Diwani, the value of investment was enhanced. The Directors wrote 3
"As the matter of investment is of the greatest importance to our
interest, becauss on théK@lone depends our prosperity and existence,
ve have bestowed very great attention to the goods.whioh answer best

at this marketn.?®

From 1770 the export of piecegoods to England on account of

the English Compeany remained fairly steady down to 1778 in vhich year

'8,05,010 pieces were s0ld %!  The value of the English East Indis Company's

an
Bengal imports and exports during the years 1772 to 1778 wasrfollows H

45 Letter from Court, 11th November 1768, Fort William-India House
Correspondence, Vol.V, Pay38. dm

46 Public Letter from Court, 23 March 1770 Para 22, Fort William-Irdia
Houge Correspondence, Vol., VI, P. 14.

47 J. C. Sinha 1 gpyoit, P. 172.
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TABLE NO: 1
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The Value of the English Gbmpany'e imports

- of Merchandise from Britain and the value of

to 1778.
—_

égporta of Commodities from Bengal from 1772
The exports are valued at prime cost

and not at their sale price in England.

Inport of Merchandise

EXPORTS FROM BENGAL

IEAR Trom Britain Piece- § Raw § Salt 1§ p.
goods silk petre gs | Total

T 2 3§ & 5 & K
1772 £ 78,133 6,97,778 1,356,270 24,275 17,555 8,65,878
1773 £ 92,043 5,08,622 94,431 22,306 7,213 6,32,572
1774 £ 1,21,357 4,466,944 1,60,016 14,262 7,645 6,48,867
- ATTS £ 1,75%808 6?59?255 2?39?514 239968 10!100 9,32,837
1776 £ 1,79,646 49464277 3,18,406 16,736 17,104 7,83,523
1777 £ 1,471,972 6,14,539 4,354,268 23,971 9,455 10,82,233

£ 1,10,349 5,95,079 123,252 14,057 12,66,224

1778

6433,836

Sources Quoted in J.C.Sinha t BEconomic Annals of Be

1, P. 171,
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It appears from an analysis of the above table that the
exports of piecegoods during the year 1772 to 1778 remained fairly
steady. The slight fall in 1774 was more than compensated by the
substantial increase in the next year. The exportsof raw silk from
Bengal was steadily rising bul still the cotton pilecegoods formed about
three fourths of the total exports from Bemgal. In 1778, raw silk
surpassed cotton piecegoods but this was due to the uncertain market

conditions caused by the American War of Independence.

In 1779 there was a heavy fell both in valué and volume of
the exports of Bengal cotton pieéegoods. the total mumber of pieces sold
being 3,38,465 pdece» only es against 8,05,010 pieces in 1778. During
the four years after 1779, the mumber of pieces exported was not much

48 This sudden decline was due to the American War of Independence.

hi@ero
0f the cotton goods exported to Ehgland, the greater part was re-exported
to the Continent, West Africa and West Indies. This re-~export trade was

conaiderably restricted during the war from 1779 to 1783.

About the ysar 1782, the Calico printers in England
submitted a memorial in which they proposed that application be made %o
Parliament to lay an additional duty on printed Calicoes imported from
Bengal, Accordingly, the Court of Directors resolved to withhold the

importation of Printed goods from Bemgal for a term of four years.49

[[;30
48 Milburnp\gé%cit. P. 234,
49 J.C. Sinha : Economic Annal of Bengal, P. 173.
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Inspite of this restriction, cotton goocds remained the most important

item of the Company's export. The following account of the quantity of

piecegoods exported from Bengal to Englend will prove this 320

Year ber of Pieces or
1783 4,317,802
1784 5,16,088
~ 1785 7,68,228
1786 464,173
1787  7,45,449

Paylor describes the years between 1771 and 1787 as being
the most flourishing period of the Dacca cloth trade. He stated that
in 1787 the total output of Dacca cloths was valued at one and a quarter
crore§ of rupeez1or £ 15,62,500 more than four times what it had been

in 1753.

The other companies also had & considerable trade in Bengal
cotton plecegoods. Dependent on the chief settlement at Chandernagar,
the Frenqh had factories at Cossimbazar, Patna, Dacea, Jugdia and
Balasore where French agents procured supplies from weavers. Coassimbazar
vas the principal centre of silk trade. Patna was the chief centre of
saitpetre and opium trade. At Dacca, the French had a large commercial
house, After 1765, the French trade therc was valued at "five to gix
hundred thousand livres per year“.52 "Under favourable circumstances

trade could be extended to the value of 15,00,000 livres but for that it

50 Milburn : OQ.Cit.V¥?’ 234.
51 Taylor : A Descriptive and Historical Account of Cotton Mamufacture of
Dacea in Bengel, P. 132,

52 S.P.Sen t The French in Indis, PP 91-92,
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. 1s neceassary to have money in hand always, so that the worker could be
kept continually employed by us, without which he is at once employed
by others".53 The French factory at Jugdia was not far from the English
factory at Luckipore. The French secured "very high quality cloth called
Hemams and Buffetas. Every year wo procure both for the Oompany as .well

as for the private persons goods worth 7 to 8 hundred thousand l:lvres".54

- - The Dutch trade in cotton piecegoods was not very thriving
before Plassey. The English and even the French had succeeded in taking
the lead over them in this item. In 1750, the Dutch exported from Bengal
only 57,000 pieces, in 1753 - 79,000 piecces, in 1756 --342333 pleces.

The number fell to 45,000 pieces in 1758 and again rose to 47,000 pleces
in 1764.%? The Dutch wrote in 1765 : "Although we have so many
controversies in the trade in cotton piccegoods, it is slowly increasing

and we have cargo for more than we can put imn two ships".56

After 1767, the Dutch trade was in a favourable position.
Their bills of exchange were in great demand by the servants of the
English Company for the remittance of their fortunes home without the
knowledge of their masters. Hence, the Dutch were not in want of money
for their investment could largely do without importing bullion. The
exportsof cotton plecegoods and raw silk increased. Kelssall from Dacca
wrote to Verelst in Sept 18, 1767 "the Dutch at Dacca have commissioned

en Armenian to the amount of near seven lakhs of rupeos. So enormous a

53 S.P.Sen 3 The French in India P 92.
54  Ibid.
55 N.K.Sinha : The Economic History of Bemgal Vol.I, P. 57.

56 %’ P. 63.

= s
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sum might be thought beyond the capacity of an Armeniap to presume to
invest * * # , they must necessarily purchase at an advanced price“.57
Hence the Dutch mainteined friendly relations with the English Company.
But the outbreak of the Anglo-American War eliminated this competition,
The Dutch-inyestmentlin the 17608 and 17708 amounted to an average of
about 40 lzkhs a yééi;gs When ths Dutch reappeared in 1784, after the
'American War of Indepehdence, they found that the East Indie Company and
the British Private'%gaders wefe gtrongly entrenched to their position,
The British Private JTaders wers no longer in need of the Dutch bille of
exchange for the remittance of their wealth home. The Dutch vere not in
a position either to bring bullion to procure thelr investment from

Bengal. Hence they disappearsd from competition.

The Company's servants, English Free Herchants and the
merchants of the Fremch and the Armenians also participated in the trade ’
in cotton piecegoods. With the privileged inland trade of the Company's -
aservants 1n-sélt. betelmut and tobacco coming to an end in 1768, the
Company's eerVantS'tianaferred their fortunes to trade in cotton
piecegoods and raw silk. The volume of the private trade of the.Compdnyfs
eerv&hts;oannot be astimated accurately. In the 19803, the English Free
Merchants and the Company's servents were at logger heads in some of the
most 1mporfant cotton weaving centres. The sale of Bengal cotton
piecegoods in Europe was so profitable that all the Free Herchants as well
as the Company's servants entered into competition to procure goods., From
July 1785 to July 1786, 9,00,000 piecee of Indian goods, mostly from Bengal,

— R oE 7 wv%-ﬁ@ TS ioX
57 . NoK,Sinha (Edited) wﬁﬁﬁ . X

58" Ibid, P.110.
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vere sold at Copenhagen on account of the British Free Herchante.59

In 1788, the Private Trade of the British merchants waes estimated at
14,00,000 current Rupees, that of the French at 62,000 current Rupees
and that of Bengall and Armenian mefchents.at 8,00,000 current Rupees.eo

v

\ To sum up, cotton piecegoods formed the most important item

{
\ of exports from Bengal. It also formed the bulk of the exports of the

English Company from the beginning of the 18th cenmtury. In the fifty
years before Plassey, the English Company's sales in Loddon realiged
an averege of ebout 2 million a year.6‘1 This level had been attalned in
. the 1720s end remained more or less static till the conquést of Bengal.
With the acquisitiop of the Diwani and the promise of a great surplus of
territorial revenue, the English Company hoped to double their investment
shortly. They had not to import bullion from London to pay for its
purchases in India. But a doubling of the Company's investment was not
to be achiéved eapsily. Any expansion of the Company's trade as a means
of transferring wealth to Burope had its difficulties. P.J. Marshall
classified these difficuliies under two main heads; In the firat place,
commerce was not the on;y demand on the surplus revenue. The Company's
new responsibllities acquired with the Diwani and the subsequent conquests
had brought with them a great increase in the costs of Government and
defence in India, In the years when the Company was &t war, such costs
often absorbed all the available revemue leaving no surplus for trade.

Hence in practice, surpluses existed only in some years in the late 1760s and

59 N.K. Sinha : The Economic History of Bengal, Vol.I, P. 94.
60 Ibid. £ 96
61 Balkrishna : Commercisl Relations between India and England, P. 189.
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early 1770s and again in the 1780s and 17903.62 The second problem was

to find goods which would sell well in London, With the rige of the
.British cotton industry, the market for‘Bengal cotton pilecegoods in

Burope became increasingly limited. The British Calicoes were successfully
produced gince 1772 and the British muslins ainoé 1781, and by 1787, the
mamfactures of England could compete with the products of Bengal in the
market of England as well as :outside.

FLUCTUATIONS IN THE EXPORT MARKEDS ;24

) The year 1787 marks an important date in the history of
\Indian textiles. A series of important discoveries in the technique of
spinming, weaving and bleaching took place between 1778 and 1786 - the
Crompton's mule in 1779, Cartwright's powerloom in 1785, Berthollet's
proceas of bleaching by Chlorine in 1785 and Bell's proceéa of Cylinder
printing in 1784, The interests of British traders and memfacturers
now ran counter to each other. The former's advantage lay in dealing
in Indian goods while the 1atter viewed Indie with the same jesalous

feeling with which they eontJ;% ebed foreign rivals,

62 P.J. Marshall : QEQCE e P 850

62A The process and the phases of the decline of the market for
Bengal cotton piecegoods have been studied in greater details
in & different connection in Chapter V.
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The British mamfacturers in&ested large sums and
manufactured huge éuantities of goodse which exceeded the demands
in the export-markets of Britainm, _The_Eést India Company also
increesed its total exports to England, whereupon, thse British
mamufacturers presented a memorial to the Privy Council "charging
the Company with having purposely augmented the quantity of their
. goods and lowered their prices in order to ruin them and destroy
British industry and among other plans of relieving thelr distress
were desirous of excluding the c°ﬁpany from importing any white

cotton goods“.63

| The BEast India Company preseanted a memorandum to the Lords
of the Treasury in reply to that of the mammfacturers in which they
argued thet of the goods exported by them to England, 85% of the
céarser sorts of goods known as Calico and three fifths of the goods
under the denomination of mmslins, u€rs sold for ree-sxportation and
were not consumed in Britain, HNoreover, all the coloured goods exported
by them were also re~exported. Hence, restrictions on the exports of
the Bast India Company would scarcely do any good to the British
nmamfacturers, for as soon as the East India Company decreased its
exporty the other nations would promptly increase their exports of
Bengal cotton piecegoods to Europe, while

63 Milburn : opscit. Vol.II, PP. 232-33.
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"the selling price necessary to keep the British’

. memfacturer employed would so much exoeed the
prices the Indian goods ‘could be supplied at, that
the prohibition laid upon the Company would only
give encouragement to the illicit trade %o supply
the home consumption and leave to their maritime
states to furnish the continent with those large
foreign orders for. calico and muslins hitherto
supplied from the Company's sales",?%’

The struggle betwesn the British and Indian mamufactures

contimed, The Compén& kept'thé prices of Calicoes and mislins at
low levels &and thié enabled the Company t0'competé with the British

'products. The competition went om unabated till 1793, the year of

the remewal of the Company's Charter., From this year, Britain had

* been slmost constantly in a state of war which dislocated the trade

C e e

'will be ineffectual®,

with Indig. while on the otﬁer hand, her mamufactures made & rapid
headway. Thers was a marked decline in plecegoods trade as a result

of these‘two causes., The war had saved the British mamfacturers.
Milburn h:%ui made the significant remark that "the British mamufacturers
muét ﬂe convinced that in the event of Peace, ever& attempt to check
the importation of Indian muslins andICaliooes upon the Continent

65 The following tzble Hill illustrate this

competition during the crucial years between 1800 and 1810.

64 Quoted in Milburn : op.cit. Vol.II. P, 233,
65 Hilbm' H 22.01 . VOJ..II. P-
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ZABLE NO 3 2
Figures indicating the volume of Bengal
Cotton plecegoods exported to Britain
‘and British piecegoods imported into
Bengel from 1800-01 to 1809-10 ' —
Bengal piece- Import of British
.goods exported ! manufactures into
IEARS to Britein IEARS Bengal
( sale Value ) , ( sale Value )
£ TR £
1 2 3 4
1800 ~ 01 £ 14,06,879 1800 £ 60,32,652
1801 - 02 £ 11,531,551 1801 £ T1,60,463
1802 - 03 £ 6,64,317 ° 1802 £ 179,10,306
1803 - 04 £ '6,72,079 1803 £ 73,78,879
1804 - 05 £ 4,84,114 1804 £ 85,61,224
1805 - 06 £ 6,21,862 1805 £ 98,57,110
1806 - 07 £ 4,98,233 1806 £ 1,07,50,724
1807 - 08 £  2,60,307 1807 £ 1,08,51,045
1809 = 10 £ 3,33,768 1809

£ 1-85334v614

Source: William Milburn : Orientel Commerce : Vol,II PP. 235-36,
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The outbreak of War between England and France in 1793
affeoted the sales of Bengal merchandise in London-and during the whole
period of the Revolutionary and Napoleonic Wars, except for a brief
interval of 1802-03, bonafide French trade with India was at a standstill,
Napoleon prohibited the entry of British goods into France. But tﬁe pale
of Indien plecegoods did not immediateiy decrease. Some muslins, therefore,
cqntinued to be impdrted into England for the purpose of re-export to the
Continent where Bengal muslins were still preferred to British mamfactures.
But from 1806 on |

"the Berlin and Milan Decrees of Napoleon

largely shut the Continental market against
_Bengal piscegoods § while the Anglo-Danish

hostility from 1807-08 made the situation

worse still. The¥p arose a tense misunderstanding

between Green Britain and the United States over

the British insistence on the search of neutral

veagels vhich uégimately led %o war between the
two countries®,

The exports froh Bengal to the Continsﬁx amounted to SRs47,32,545 in 1795
but in 1796 it dwindled to SRs32,02,191 and to SRs18,58,135 in 1797,
probably on account of the growing intensity of war in Burope ; the
oxports in 1798 féll to 83511,43,140.67 From 1806~07, there was a
remarkable fall in the Company's exports of Bengal piecegoods to London
which formed their chief market and it is worthwhile to notice that the
total value of Indian plecegoods exported on account of the Company to
London during the three years ending 1808-09 was only SRs57,40,855 whereas

in the year 1797-98 alone, it amounted o SRs79,08,688.°°

66 H.R, Ghosal : Economic Traneition:bn the Bengal Presidency, P. 40.
67 Milburn : op.cit. Vol.II, P. 133,
68 Progs Board of Trade 29th June 1827 Prog no. 48 Vol: 453 Part II.
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The nature of the fluctuations in the export marketsresulting )
from wars and competition could be studied with reference to Dacoa which
produced the finest muslins. It was the muslins that most felt the
effects of the competition of British manufactures. Consequently, the .
‘exports of fine muslins from Dacea and other places to Great Britain fell
off rapidly, The falling off was well marked by 1800, In that year,
the Court of Directors wrote that "They were obliged to make an inoresase
in the Calicoes and prohibited goods ( from Bengal ) on account of the
investment of 1801 and & corresponding reduction in some of the muslins,

69

practicularly Doreas". The amount allotted for cloth investment at

Dacea in 1801 wes reduced to SR:3}27.445.70

whiqh was less than hel? the
average yearly allotment during 1795-97, the average yearly amount

during 1795-97 vas . 6,83,915.7'  In 1802, the Court of Directors

wrote that "a very material alteration has taken place in their indent
for goods from Dacca factory by the entire exclusion of Doreasgboth

plain and st;tchgd and a considerable reduction has been mede in several

J
other sorts .of muslins ; this is zeqnired‘by the altered state of the
markets which are now overflowing with substitutes for these goods from
British Looms at rates of price that precludes all prospect of gain on
such articles at our seles". 2 The indent for Hurripaul humhums,
Kheorpoy Doreas and ordinary Midnapore mulmuls were curtailed as the

British Looms successfully imitated these fabrics. >

69 Progs Board of Trade, 9th December, 1800 Prog no. 95 Vol: 150.
70 Progs Board of Trade, 5th June, 1801 Prog no. 39, Vol.153.

71 Progs Board of Trade, 25th July, 1817, Prog no. 26, Vol: 333,

72 Proge Board of Trade, 11th February, 1803, Prog mo. 13, Vol: 163,
75 Ibid. .
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In the year 1803 the Company had to face a geries of
difficulties in ita piecegoods trade. In the first place, in
consequence of the war with France, the markets whici usually took
off the largest proportioﬁ of Company's Bengal piecegocde were either
altogether shut or in consequence of the goods having been rendered
liable to seigure and confiscetion, the trade in them had become
contraband, - Still Bengal cotton pilecegoods were clandestinely carried
to the markets of Prance, Holland and Planders. But the cost of
transport being very high, the prices rose up. And as prices rose up,
the &emapd for Bengal cotton plecegoods in these markets diminished.
Seoqndly, the rigpurous measures adopted by the Frenqh Government to
prevent the consumption of Indian articles in France, principally in
Paris, resulted in a considerable portion of the Company's superior
assortments remaining unsold. Laatly, the British memfacturers
successfully imitated and mamfactured all varieties of Bengal muslins
at a very low price resulting in the possibility of Bengal piecegoods

T4 In view

being excluded from Indiasn as well as foreign markets.
of these circumstances, the Court of Directors reduced the indent for
Bengal piecegoods for the year 1804 and it amounted to SRs60,13,004 of
vwhich SRs19,16,T77 was allotted to Huslina, SRs30,29,075 to Calicoes and
the rest to the prohibited goods.’? The condition of the Export mavkebs
did not improve in 1804 and the indent of Cotton plecegoods for 1805 was
further reduced to SRs56,65,785 of which 18,41,361 was allotted to muslins,

SR¢26,96,558 to Calicoes and the rest to the prohibited goods.'®

74 Progs Board of Trade 18th Dec, 1804 Prog no. 73 Vol : 167.

75 Ibid.
76  Ibid.



A review of the market situations in 1807 revealed that the

~ imports of muslins as well as the finer Codsaes, specially of the superior
descriptions; were meant for the supply of thé "home market and that of
France, together with a small proportion for other parts of Europe and
some few were to America -~ the proportion being for British consumption

' about-%, for exports-% ths, But heavy imposts and strong prohibitions
prevented the entry of these goods into France and in fact these

tended to be strengthened in the recent years. As to the home market,

it contimued to be brisk for all superior fabrics but was amply supplied

from British Looms with the lower asaortments“.77

The situation by 1808 was thus summed up by the Court of
Directors in March 1808 ¢ "this branch of our commerce contimues to
be very materizlly depressed by the suspension of Export Trade which
affects each of its three branches in a greater or lesg degree and
compels us to frame the present indent on a still narrower scale than

that adopted last yeart. o

In the indent for 1809, the Court of Directors reiterated the
difficulties they had been facing during the last few years. The main
difficulty was to find out the external markets for Bengal cotton
plecegoods. The prospect of the trade greatly declined as & result of the
complete closure of all the principal markets qf consuﬁption. The Court
of Directors regretted that the prospects of plecegoods trade had further

declined in 1809 and that they were put to a very awkward situation because

77 Progs Board of Trade 3rd April 1807 Prog no. 24 Vol s 207.
78 Progs Board of Trade 11th March 1808 Prog no. 14 Vol : 218,
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"not withatanding the comparatively small smount of our late imports,

& considerable proportion of the differont assortments remain in our
- warehouaes unsaleable“.79 In such & discouraging state of the.trade, the
Court sllotted SR$22,39,441 including cozmission and all charges,

In 1810, the Court of Direotors wrete that the prospect of

* trade in Muslin "is so much depressed that by far the most valuable
portion of our late sale remained unpurchaaed".ao They assigned two
main causes for it, 1In the first plece, the change of fashion resulted
in the stagnation of the demands of the fine and delicato fabricas of the
muselin assortments in the English market. Secondly, the increasing

. perfection and cheepness of the goods manufactured in England largely

limited the advantageous sale of Bongnl eotion piscegoods there.?’
Theb3813 was & turning point in the history of the East

India Compeny as well es of India, The Eact India Company lost ite
nonopoly of Bastern Trade whioch was being sasailed for more than &
century. 8o far as India was concernasd "her econory felt for the first
time the full impaot of Indusirial Revolution, the implications of which
wore henoceforth rapidly worked out in thousand and ons ways to the
detriment of the native trede and ;nduatry”.sz The Charter Act of 1813
by granting fresdom of commerde en%bla& the British mamfaoturers to flood
tho Indian market with their Qgﬁﬁiiﬁﬁﬁigigt;auota whlile the gonersl peace
thet followed aftor the fall of Napoleon brought with it important

79 Progs Board of Trade, 17th March, 1809 Prog no. 10, Vol : 230,
80 Progs Board of Trade, 10th 'Now, 1810 Prog no. 40, Vol 3 238,
81 Ibids :

82 A, Tripathi's article 'Some Reflections onm the E,I,.Coy's

Chartexr of 1813' “Indisn History Congress Proceedings® 1949, P. 227.
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consequences, The wﬁole of the British tonnage employed during the

war for various purposes were now left free and were rapidly employed
in conveying cargoes to the East., The Bengal Government “"by Regulation
IV of 1815 reduced the import duty on British goods to 2%%.83 The
result was that during the following years, there was a large increase
in .the exportetion of cotton goods from Great Britain into Bengal.
Conversely, there was a rapid fall in the export of Beﬂgﬁibcotton
piqcegopds to Great Britain. In the first year of .thehfrade, i.0.

in 1813-14, the totel exports of British cotton goods into Bengal was
only worth about SR 91,800 but in 1822-23, it was as high as 83567,77,279.84
For a few years after this it progressively declined but from 182930
again it showed an upward trepd,as the cotton goods exported from

3ritain in that year being worth SR550,61,861.86

The effect of free trade was to facilitate the importation
of maohine-médexgoods from other countries also. During the Anglo- \
American War of 1812, the American textile§ indusiry underwent rapid
expansion, In 1808, "there were only 15 cotton mills in America with
800 spirdles 3 in 1815 the number of spindles rose to 1,330,000 and in
1830 it reached 12,46,000, and by 1860 the number had increased to

87

52,36,000 spindles. The United States of America started to export

. ee
her mamfactures into Bengal. The value of American piecegoods imported

»
into Bengal in 1829-30 was CR 39,325 ; in 1833~34 it reached to SR 57.313.88

83 H.R.Ghosal : op,cit. P.42,

84  Appendix to Report from Select Committee on the Affairs of E,I.Coy.
(1832) ii part II, P. 516,

85 Infra : More about it in Chapter V.

86 ?gge ?1: to Report from Select Committee on the Affairs of E.I.Coy,
32) 141 Part II, P. 516.

87 Iippincot s Ec d Social toxry of United States, P.258.
88 Bell: A comgarativa Reg;aw of the External Commerce of Bengal, P.6
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The exportsof Bemgal pigcegoods to Great Britain, gradually
declined. In the years 1813-14, the Jompany's exports to London amounted

%o SBe34,29,043, in 1818-19 it dvindled to SRs15,98,926.5° A further
: 2x

decline occured by the year 1827-28 when the value of pieoegoodsﬁfo

Britein was only SRg3,05,683 and the exports were confined to some of the

90

finer fabrics and in 1828-29 the Company's exports further dwindled

to piecegoods worth SRs1,64,408.91 Loss of England meant the loss of

the most important market of the Bengal piecoegoods in the world.

"Throughout our period ( 1814-55 ) Great Britain
undoubtedly remained India's most important

market for exports. This coupled with the faot
that she stood in a speeial financial relationship
with India, which was dependent on trade, exerted
a mark®td influence on the latter®’s economy and was
respongsible for associated changes in the volume of
Indie's trade with her leading partners, us a
recession or boom in Britain was so obvious homent
to India, since the amplitude of fluotuations in
the Indian exports to the former, which was

severe during the period 1828-40 was the most
important factor determing the movements in the
total exports®,92

In 1813, the totel allotment for Dacca fabrics amounted only
to SR¢1,20,188.7° In the Court's indent for 1817-18, the amount
earmarked for muslins was only SRs2,06,093 out of 24 lakhse allotted to

94

plecegoods. Roxt year, the piecegoods indent was further reduced to

16 lakhs of rupees and muslins nearly disasppeared from the assortments
intended for the European markets.g5 In 1753, the total exports from

89 Progs Board of Trade, 29th June 1827 Prog no. 48, Vol : 453, Part II.
90 H.H.Wilson 3 A Review of the External Commerce of Bengal, PP 6566,

91 John Bell : op.cit. P.

92  K.N.Chaudhuri (Ed.) The Eco Development of India under the East
Igga Coy.. 1814"58, P 30. . .

93 Progs Board of Trade, 26th Feb, 1813 Prog mno. 8 Vol: 278 Part II.

94 Progs Board of Trade, 14th Feb, 1817 Prog no. 5 Vol: 327.

9% Progs Board of Trade, 13th Feb, 1818 Prog no. 4 Vol: 340.
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Dacoa on acgount of the Company and Private Traders amounted to

" Arcot Rupees 28,50,000,°°

From 1790 to 1799 ( both years inolusive )
the total exports from Dacca on account of the Company and Private
Traders amounted o SRe1,36,26,018 - 11 = 671 ( the anmal average
being SR¢13,62,601 =13~ 11 ), The Company's cloth factories at

Dacca and Santipc;re‘were wound up in 1818, The Company's éloth
fabrics at other placee very soon shered the same fgte. Their cloth
establishments at Patna and its subordinate stations were would up in

1819, "The downfall of Dacoa was symbolical", >

The decline of Bengal piecegoods trade as far as the loss
of the British market was concerned was accelerated by the impositions
of high tariff duti'lee. by Parliament. Upon plain muslins and musisns
plstuzapd Calicoes flowersed or stitched the duty rose from 18 percent
before 1797 to more than 30 percent ad valoreum in 1800 -and 37% per cent
ad valorem in 1823. Upon plain white Calicoes and dimities the duty
rose from about 40 percent before 1797 to about 60 percent in 1800 and
S'F%f percent in 1823, Outside Britain, the situation was not any better.gg
In the foreign markets, England became an active rival of Bengal:Gotton
piecegoods were speedily ousted from various European, African and Asian
markets. Bengal plecegoods were ousted from the markets of Demé:rk,
Swe§den, Holland and Hamburg. The exports to France in 1826-27 amounted to
SR;32,445 and after that it ceased altogether.'°C  The Bengsl mamfacture

was able to retain the lAaiatic and African maerkets for sometime longer.

96 Progs Board of Trade, ist Dec. 1801 Prog no. 8% Vol t 156.

97  Ibid. -

98 N.K.8inka : The Eco, Hist, of Bengal, Vol.III, P.4. .

99 Quoted in H,R,CGhosal's article 'Cotton Industry in Bengnl, Bihar and
Origea during the early 19th Century® : "Journal of India History"
Aug 1939, P. 211 (Footnote). ‘

100 H.H. Wilson 3 op.cit. P. Table No. 18, PP. 20-21.
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But very soon they were supplanted by British fabrics in those markets.
The value of piecegoods exported to South America in 1820-21 was
SRs12,68,587 but in 1826-27 it was only SRc58,464 and after that it
ceasged altogether.m1 Exports to North America in 1817-18 amounted to
SR$15,23,725 but in 182728 it came down to SRs21,985.'9%  Exports to
Pegu in 1813-14 amounted to SRs2,01,219 but in 1827-28, it came to
SRe28,443.19%  Exports to Sumatra in 1813-14 was SRs1,37,934 but in
1827-28 1t wes only SRs4,651.'°% Exzports to Manilla was also trifling,
Exports to the Coast of Coromandal amounted to SRe2,41,534 in 1813-14

but 4t ceme down only to SRs21,788 in 1827-28.105

Exports to Arabian
and Persian gulfs amounted to SRg15,36,541 in 1813-14 but in 1827-28
it was only SB35.52,650.106 The only exception was Java where the
demand of Bengal plecegoods did not cease and Java imported in 1827-28

cotton plecegoods worth SRs3,67,834.107

Thus we find that by the close of the first quarter of the
19th century, the demand for Bengal Cotton piecegoods nearly ceased, This
was due to a mumber of csuses. This was partly due to the decay of the
indigenous Courts and the change in fashion which British rule in India
had gradually brought about. The decisive factors, however, were
British Commercial Policy and the Industrial Revolution in England and

the compstition of cheap machine~made products.

101 H.H.¥ilson ¢ op.cit. Table No. 28, PP, 32-33.,
102 Ibid: Table No. 30, PP, 36=37. )

103 Ibid: Table No. 32, PP. 38-39.

104 Ibid: Table Ko 36; PP, 42"’43.

105 H.H.¥Wilson 3 op.cit. Teble Ro. 42, PP. 54~55.
106 Ibid: Table No. 52, PP. 62-63.

107 Ibid: Table No. 38, PP. 44-45,
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The artistic and costly handicrafts were'in great demand
in the Courts of the Nawabs of Beéngal. The demand for these products
from outside this cldss of nobility was too small. Hence the decay of

these Courts meant that the fine articles were no longér required.

The successor to the nobility @id not patronizé the

. 1ndiggnous'handiorafts'an&'preferred the cheap ﬁachine—ﬁade goods
of &ng;and, They preferred the imported goods to indigeqnua goods
because “ﬁo'fo;low EBuropean fashion was considered the.hall mark of

énlightenment”.108

The English Commercial Policy of the 18th and the early
?9th centu;y wag cﬁaracte:ised by protedtive measures againat Bengal
piecegoods. The‘protective'dutiesvlevied on Indiaytextiles between
1799 and 1824 were briefly as follows ¢ upon plain mslins and
callicoes, :lowered'or stitched, the dufy roge from 18 percent before
1797 to a little over 30 percent ad velorem in 1800, to 4¢% percent
in 1813 and fell to 37% percent ad valéreﬁ in 1823, Upon plain white
calicoes and dimities, the duty rose frcm‘about 40 percent before 1797
to the equivalent of about 60 percent in 1800, to a little over
85 percent in 1813 and declined %o 67— percent in 1823, On the
otherhand, ever since: Britiah power was establiahed in Indie, Engiish
goodg ontered India either with no or with a merely nominal import

duty. The British Government took no steps to protect the mamifactures

' o 'Tka.&adiuQ&maJL E vo WiArew v '
108 Gadsn D.R. : Op.oEL. 2 0 e A Rt Toma
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of Bengal, while the policy of free trade was admirably suited to the
needs of the growing industry in England, 1t was clearly inapplicable

to India,

Bgt the most important reason for the declins of the
iﬁduatry waaj ‘the &nﬂugtrial R_evolution in England., In any oase,
the Bengal handicrafts comuld not.have withstood foreign competition
which depivgd its strength f;om gigantic ma¢hinery. lerge scale
productions, complex division of labour etc., Thus the mein challenge
which was to change radically the futurg course of events came from
-the impact of the Industriel Revolution. Perhaps, for the first time
in her history, "India was placed in a position of having. to import

109

textile goods from a foreign country®, "The invention of the

power-loom in Eurcpe” as Dutt rightliy remarks "Completed the decline

of the Indian industries®.''©

109 K.N,Chaudhuri's article "The Structure of Indian Te;j;la" etc.
Indian Bconomic and Social History Review, Sept, 1974,
' P. 178.
110R-Cputst opwotti=Pe Elurmuic H'v.\"-otj 0 hedlo- andst Eanly (3w he-£ Ruke

£
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c - III

PRODUCTION ORGANISATION IN THE IRDUSTRY

From time 1mmemo£ial Bengsl had developed cotton

manufacture into a great art, The products of Bengal looms not
only supplied cloths to hor teoming millions at home but also to

_the numercus customers outside. When British commerce with the

East was established early in the 17th century; Bengal was the
unrivalled centrs of cotton manufacturs in the whole world: Weaving

/jand spiming had become nstional occupations; peculiarly suited to

"~ the mode of Bengal village 1ife:; A notable thing about it was that
the magufaotories were distribduted emongst innumerable cottagers
who were in a sensc their own masters, 'Another thing was that the
weavers' methods of mamufacture, compered to the elaborate mechanioal
devices of a modern factory; were extremely simple 3 nevertheless,;
the products of the little loom "might be thought the work of fairies
or insects rather than of men".' It vas this aspect of the Indian
mamufactures that speolally gtruck Baines who wrote, "It cannot but
seon astonishing that in the departmeﬁk of industry, wvhere the raw
material has bein so grossly neglected, vhere the machinery is so

1 Baines ¢ The History of Cotton Manufacture in Great Britain, P. 56.



47

- ¢rudoc and whero thers is little division of labour, the results should
be the fabrics of tho most exquieite delicacy and beauty, unrivalled by

the products of any other nations even those best skilled in tae
mechenical arte".g

The production organisation in tho cotton induatry of Bengal
underwent severel significant changes during British rule and hence
nakes an intorecting etudy. In this éhapeer, it would be studied under
three main sections 3 (1) the nature of the production organisation in
the industry before the consolidetion of the British political control
in Bengal § (41i) the emergsnoc of a new type of production organisation
during Britich rule and (1i1) tho mechanisn of enforcing the new 'System's

CORDITIONS OF THE COTTON TRADE IN GEMERAL
.~ ABD THE CORDIRIONS OF THE COTTON WEAVERS IN
PARTICULAR IN THR FIRST BALF OF THE 187H CENTURY s

In the firat half of the 18th Century, the trade of Bengal,
both inland and foreign, exclusive of the cozmerce of the Buropean
countries, was very flourishing. The Hindu, Armonian and Muhzmmedan
morchants oarried on a brisk trade with other parts of India and with
Turkey, Arabia and Persia, "The despotism of the Nawabs of Bengal never

2 Baines t op.cite Pe 74,
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degenerated into absolute oypressionﬂ.3 Commerce and manufacturee
were encouraged. This was the impression of most contemporary

observers, such as Bolts and Orme

"Bvory possible oncouragement was given by the
Mughals to merchantes of all nations who were
alloved free ilngress and egress for their
traffic to and from Bengal by lend and water,
in so much that large ocaravans overland vere
uged tc come from the distant parts even from
Muscovy for the purposes of 2rade into Bengsl
and the adjacent provinces®.

"Bengal by its situation and production has the most extensive commerce
of any prévince of the Empire. Delhi is from hance supplied with all
its linens and silks, raw and mamfactured, wvith cloths, with sugar,
opiun, grain etc. The European nations melte their largest asnd most

valuable investments here"S

The Mughael Empire broke up during the year 1739-1759 dut
the luxurious mode of living of the Mughal Emperors continusd. Some
of the Mughal nobles became successful in carving out independent
principalities for themselves and thqy felt that they would command
respect of the people 1if only "they could make their Courts miniature
replicas of the Mughal Darbar'.s Honce even during the period of
1739-1759 thers were the Mughal Emperors at Dolhi, the Hawab Wasir of
Oudh, the petty Ruhele Chieftains in the North and the Nisam in the
South. Hence the domand for Bengal cotton picoegoods remained and

JeCe¢ Sinha 3 nggis P033'
Bolts s Considerations on Indian Affairs, P. 67.

Orme : Historical Fragments of the Mughal Empire, P. 416,
N.K. Sinha 3 The Economic History of Bengal, Vol.I, PP. 109-10,

oo
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in spite of occasional disturbances the coiton piecegoods and the

‘ silks st.uflfl‘s of Bengal must have sold almosi .ag, briskly e.s before

in differex;t parts’ of India and in the neighbouring regions, %The
following description of Bolts,' though he did not specify the period
he was deascribing, was true of Bengal st the time of the ‘death of
Alivardi Khan, "A variety of merchants of different natio‘na amd
religions such as Cashmeerians ( of Kashmir ) Multanys ( People of Multan )
Patans ( Pathans ) Sheikhs® Sunniassys ( Saunyasi or mendicant traders
coming down in batches from the Hima]:‘y/an region with finer forest
producta such as pleces of Ssndal wood, rudreksa etc ) Pogeyshs ( up
country merchants with turbans on thoir heads ) Betteeas ( Bhutias )
a‘nd. many othefa used to resort to Bengal in Caffeslahs or large parties
of many thousands together with- troops of exen for the transport of
goods from differcnt parts of Hindustan”. Such an influx of merchants
of different places was faoil:l#ated by the eimplification of inland
custona and imposts., According to Orme t "The customs and imposts
throughout Hindustan are fixed and unaltersble. The merchants may at
any time make an exgot calculation of the deductions to which his trade
vas subject. Customs paid at any of tho Mughal's ports are not to be
demanded at any other for the space of twelve montha'.g

w =3

Boits ¢ op.cit, P. 200,
Dre. X K. Datts {thinks that these refer to NMoslems of Arabla setiled
in India, Graduslly the use of the torm became more and more general
apd it came to be used also for HMoslems coming to Iadia from other
countries besides Aradia.

Alivandd and His Times P 148,
9 Orme ¢ opscit. P. 414, :



In such circumstances in the first half of the 18th century,

the weavers of cotton piscegoods, "used to mamfacture their goods f?eely

and withont oppression, restrictions, limitations and prnhibittona“a'o

Bolts pointed out that in the time of Alivardi Khan 1

"4t was then a common practice for reputable
families of the Tantee or Weaver caste to
employ their own oepital in mamfacturing
goods which they sold freely on their own
accounts, There is & gentleman now in England
who in the time of Alivardi Khen hes purchased
in the Deccae province in one morning eight
hundred pieces of muslin at his own door as
brought to him by the weaveras of their own
accord., It was not t1ll the time of Sireje-ud-
dullah that oppressions commenced, asinse those
days the nmatives had no Nabob to apply to in
ceges of oppression”,t!

Bolts did not exaggerate becsuse Verelst, his opponent, corroborated

him and referred in an offiocial despatch to the "diffusion of commerce",
"a genoral opulence®, "readiness of sale" and to the encouragement of
the artissns befors the revolution of 1757. The atate of things at
Dacce before Plassay was deseribed by Bebb who was Resident at Dacoea in
1789, The mamufacturers were in & better bargaining position and could
say ‘"you do no; offer me the price sufficient, therefore I will not mell
agsortment to yon" and the purchaser was in a position to say "you demand
+o much, thorefore, I will not buy of you uniess you will be more

reaaonable".12

¥hat was true of Dacca was largely true of the rest of
the Bengal Presidency before Plassey. Moreover, by compulsive and
ocoercive methods, the weavers could not be made to work., Orme writes :

"If guarde were placed upon the villages whioh is the only method of

10 ReKeSinha ¢ Mo Vol.I. P.159,
i1 Bolts 1 E.Oig; P.194.
12 Proga Board of Trade, 6th March, 1789, Prog mno. 21, Vol: 77 snd
. 31 Deo, 1789, Prog no. 111, Vols 83, Part 1I.
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compulsion that can be used, the alarm would. be teken and half.the
country by retreat of these people would be depobulated in a day's

timo"™, 15
OBRGARISATION OF THE COTTON WEAVIEG INDUSTRY BEFORE PLASSEY

The cagte syatem had been the dominant factor all along
in the economic as well as the socdial life of the country. Every kind
of work was hereditary and each eraftsman or monial inhexited the right

to work for certain families.'4

Howover, the oaste system was not the
decisive determinant of the shape of production organisation in tﬁc

cotton industry. There were also other factors.

In early tinmes, when villages were lergely self-sufficient,
the needs of the psople simple and foreign commerce negligible, weaving
was carried on by the people who moetly belonged to the weaver caste
but when the demand for cloths increaged, the limits of caste were ‘

\/;rosaed and weaving became the profecsion of people who belonged to other
castes as well, Though the different castee roteined ite individual
social entity, yet all of them were members of the same guild,’s and it
;waa the guild which ultimately regulated the industry in place of caste.

13 Orme : op.oit. P, 411,
14 D.H.Buchannan 3 The Development of Ca ¢ Ente e in Indie,P.14,

15 Birdwood i @he Imgﬂtﬂg Ar;a Oz Lﬂa. 70101g Pa 1590



Membership of the guilde was hersditary but newcomers
could be admitted on payment of entrance fees. The guilds would admit
no unqualified persons and jealously guarded the standards of their art.
The guilds strictly fixed the hours 6f work, holidays of the year and

nade regulations abdut the various deteils of work.16

The intornsl conditions of the industry deserve aspecial
notice, Baines was of the opinion that in Indie the proceases of cotton

17 It was of course

production were not divided among different groups.
trus that in the earliest stage of the industry, in the early stages of

the guild, there was little division of labour, But as the demands of
cotton goods irncreased with the growth of markets, conditions changed.

The various processesg of malking cloths bocames highly apecialised
neceeeitatiﬁg considerable division of labour. The detailas of the Dacoa
industry given by Taylor show how complex the process of productioan
eventually became., Tho eerly asysten of production was that of the

small indepondent producer, generally = member of a guild, working with

his own eapital and employing mainiy his own labour for customors

direetly doaliég with him in his viliage. As the crafismen and consumers
dealt direotly with each other, the opportunity for fraud was very amall.18
The craftoman was of course, a master craftsman and had apprentices under

hin who were paid small suma ae wagea.'g

In Dacca, for example,
production was carried ou by small master-weavers possessing two orxr
three looms and employing ususlly an apprentice ( Nikari ) and a

Journeyman ( Kareegar )s Taylor writes s "boys of fourteen years of age

16 Pp.,J, Thomas ' ian Cott us ' about 1 De in
Modern Roview”, Feb, 1924, P. 135.
:? Balnes $ op.cit. P. T4d.
8 D.H, Buchamnan 3 op.cit. P, 15,
19  p.J.Thomas s;;ugiﬁf'§7.13é.



nay be seen working at the loom and are very often very experis at the
businees”,zo But in the days when the Dacca iadustry flourished under
inoreased demande from forsign countriss for iis products, such a systenm
of production brecke down. In the Pro-Plassey syatem.21 the craftaman
was an independent figure and combined in himself the variocus functions
of employer, merchant, foreman and even workman, But the increasing
demands brought about a change in the entire syatem of produotion Qnd it
wag not possible for the independent producer to cope with the imereased
demands, In the chaenged system of production, the independent producer
loat his freoedom and found hinmself working for a superior oalled
'‘Mshajan' vho was more & merchant than a producer and who provided part

of the necensary oapital.az

The *Mahajan' used to make advences to the
veavers for the supply of cloths at a fixed price. He had a snall
staff of essistants to do the busingss, His travelling agents were
called Pasikears who went sbout the country advancing nmoney to the
woavers. He had under him experts called Mookeems who would go round
and inspeot ths making of cloths. The exact relations detween the
'Mahajans! and the crafismen working for him arve not well known., The
'Mahajans' often combined money-lending with his cloth dbusiness. It
was easy to axploit the labour of simple artisens whose poverty made

him dependent on the *Mehsjan’,

Whether working for himself or the *Mahajan', the weaver
d4d businesas in the traditional way with the co-operation of his household

and of ome or two Journeymen and apprentices, The wages paid to Journeymen

20 Taylor : A Descriptive and Historical Account of the Mamfacture of
Cotton at Dacca in Bengal, P. 78,

21  About 1700 A,D. wvhen the demanis from foreign market was limited.
22 PJ.J, Thomas gp,oi;. PP. 136-37.




varied according to the ability of the jJjourncyman and the kind of work
he was employed to perform. The weavers who prepared the thread for the
loom were paid at the rats of ome anna‘andahalf( 24 ) per day § those
weaving plain muslins were paid 2 to 3 ennas ( 3 4 %o 4-;_1 d ) per day 3
and weavere of flowered muslins received 11 annag ( 6 d ) per day or ware
paid according to the mnmber of spots or figures they made ==« gonerally
one enna for seven fignrea.23 They wers are all "fed by the onployci at
mid=day and there was a personal relation beﬁeen them as distinot from

24 - The relation between the

the cashe-nexus of modern fagtory employment®™,
maater crafisman and his apprentices was homely. A boy was usually

initiated as an spprentice at the age of 10 or 12,2 The apprentice vas
housed and fed by the mastor and received beeides 2 to 10 annas per month

a3 pocket money.zs

In Bengal factoriee were not unknown and powerful kings

brought together axoolz.ent workers under one roof in certain places,

In the Mughal Empire, thore grow up a large variety of State Karkhanas for
manufacturing various kindas of handicrafta., A partioular feature of the
production organisation was that the araftemen in different fields of
industry were assembled in a ‘Earkhana' shich wéa placed in charge of a
HMalik over whom there was the 'State Genoral Superintendent of Arts and
Crafts', The French doctor, Bernier in 1666 found in many places such

 Earkhanss which he called 'Halle'. He thus deacribed the ‘Halls' je

23 Taylor : A Descriptive and Historicsal eétc. Pe 78.
24 P,J., Thomas & op,cit, P, 138,
25 Taylor : A Descriptive and Historicel etc. P. 78.
26 PeJe Thomas ¢ 22:015. P. 1380
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"Large halls are seen in many places
oalled EKarkhenas or workshops for the
artisanss In one hall embroiders are
busily employed, superintendad by a
‘master, in another you sea goldemiths,

in a third painters, in.a fourth varnishers
4n lacquer work, in a fifth Joiners, -
turners, tailors, choeemakers, in a sizth
mamfae rae of silk brocade and fine
maalins®, .

Even as late as 1800, esuch royal w&rkshoPE known as Muibooa Caus
Cooties existed in Dacca., These were meant for meking the choice=
muslins called "Mulboos Ceus™ which were sent to the Mughsl Emperor
Qs part of tribute duc from Bangal. Tayloraa wrote that these
factories were superintended by Darogas, as itliaa their immediate
duty to inspeot the mamufacture of all thé clothe made for the
Emperof's use. At Sonargaon and Juglebeery sheds were ereoted at

the Cotties for the looms and for the acoommodation of the workmen.
The weavers empioyed to make the cloths vere seleoted from amongat

the best mamfacturers and rogistered and were compelled regularly

to attend &% the appointed hours, until the plece or portion of the
plece allotted to each weaver was finished. Moockeems, on tho part

of the Doregas, daily 1n5pécted the threads which ths weavers brought
for thoir looms and none was permitted,to be used until it had been
previously compared with the eateblished musters snd approved of.

The constant practice of weaving ouch cloth must have highly sharpensd
the skill of the weavers and the incessant inspection of the Doragas
and thelr people and the fear of the weavers of incurring punishment
for any negligence must have effectively deterred the weavers from

27 Bernier s Travels in India, P. 259.
28 Progs Board of Trade, 1st Deo. 1806, Vol. 156,
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attempting any imﬁrope;-- practices, Under these circumotances the
'Hulboos Caus' menufactured for the Emperor was probably not only
made of superior threads but oconsisted throughout the wrap and woof
as nearly as possible of threads of one quality. The art of making
o3 or of embroidering cloths in the loom was exolusively
possensaed by the weavers of the Dacca gurung, The Jamdaunies made
for the Emperor were advanced for dby the Darogas of the Sudder Hulboos
Caus Cooties at Dacca, but probably from some local considerations
part only of the cloths was made under the immediate inspection of
the Darogas. The rest was manufactured at the weavers' homses. In
the State Karkhanas, “the artisans repair every morning to their
respective workshops where they remain employed the whole day and
then in the evening return to their hme".ag The funotion of the
artisans in the State Karkhanas was to work up rew materials supplied
by the State into fully mamfactured goods fit for use, They were
the salaried servants of the State and peid directly from the State

Treaaury.3°

However, this traditional organisation of produotion
gradually changed with the growth of Buropean Commercc in Bengsl.
The different European Companies had considerable trade in Bengal
Cotton piecegoods, In the 17%h Century, the English, the Prench and
the Dutch oasrried on extensive. oommoercial transactions in Bengal., In
Bengal, the Dutch had prosperious centrez of trede at Chinsura,
Cossimbasar and Patnas The Duteh trade in Bengal was larger than
that of the Bnglish during the first half of the 18th Century, The
efforte of the Prenoh $o0 establish oontacts with Bengal started from

29 Bernier $ O te Po 259,
30 J.R.Sarkar al A stration, P. 162,



1674 when Shaista Khan, the Viceroy, permitted them to have sottlements
in eome ocommercial centres éf the provinea, In 1693 they succeeded in
obtaining a farman from Auranggeb with permission to trade in Bengal,
Bihar and Orissa on the same terms as the Dutchs Though the English
trede in Bengal began as early as 1633 through Balasore, it was only
after the foundation of the Boéghly factory in 1651, that the English
started trading there on & large acale. By the 1760s they had eatablished
factories at Cossimbozar, Patna, Dacce besides those at Balasore and
Hooghly and in 1672 they founded the Malds factory. The foundation of
Caloutta by Job Charnmock im 1690 completed the process of factory
sgttleoment, The farman of 1717 placed them in & supericyr commercial
position in relation to other'merchants. Indian or foreign, It remained
the sheet anchor of the Company's rights in Bemgal till the battle of

Plassey,

In the first half of the 18th Cenmtury, merkets were competitive.
Ig‘the daya'of Alivardi Khan thers was readinese of seles, full competition
among the English, the Dutch and the French, the Armenians and Indian
.traders.3’ Before Plagsey, thore wao no monopoly and until the days of
8iraj~-ud=-dullah there was the Nawab's administration, however, corrupt,
to appeal to.32
same level and if anybody had done an act of injustice to the other, the

Alivardi treated all the Guropean Companies on the

Rawab punished the wromgedoer. Ian 1748, for instance, the Nawab became
highly dlapleased with the Bnglish Company as Commodore Griffin had
captured some trading vessels of the Armenians and Mughal merchanta.

31  K,K, Sinha (Edited) vaﬂmmx_z&m P 113,
32 N.Ks Sinha "Mo VUIQI. P 81.




Tho Armenians and the Mughels complained to the Nawab for redrese.
The Nawab at once sent a Peorwannsh to Barwell, the governor of
' Calcutta, saying : ' '

“These merchants are the Kingdom's bensfactors
their imports and exports are an advaniage to all
menr and their complaintse are so grievous that

I cannot forbear any longer giving ear to them,

Ag you are not permitted to commit piracies,’
therefore, I now write you that om receipt of

this, you deliver up all the Merchants' goods

and offeots to them as also what appertains unto
ne 3 otherwise you may be assursd a due 33
chastisement in such manner as you least expect",

The reply of the English Company thet these goods were seized by

the King's ships and that they had no control over them failed to
satisfy the Nawadb, He adopted stern measurce against the English
tradere at Cossimbasar and elseqghere and ultimately the English had
to make good the losmes suffered by the Amenianspf}lt was only then
that the Nawab passed orders removing the restraints he had imposed
on the trade of the English®

The competition amongst the purchasers was much to the
advantage of tho weavers because it resulted in an inorease of the
price; that were offered them, In Alivardi's time, the English
Company hed to face the competition from the French,‘ the Dutoh, the
Portuguese, the Pruasians.' the Danes as well as tho Asiatic traders
like the Armentians, the Mughals, the Pathans who were actively engaged
in the trade in diffevent perts of Bongal, They sent their gomastas to

33 Quoted in K.K.Datta's book "Alivardi and His Times™, P, 118,
34 Letter 4o Court, January 1749-50, Fort Wil ndia
Correspondence Vol.I, Para 110%. P. B4#x 377,
' 10
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the aurungs, who offered inoreased prices for oloths and other

articlea to the great inconvenience of the Eanglish tra&era.35

In 1744, the English fsnmnz;:; at Dacoa experienced great troubles
in procuring tanjcebs and mulmuls as the Pathans, the Mughals and
the Armenians had raised the prices to a high degree.36 In 1751,
the country merchents in Calcutta domanded of the English Company
advance money to purchese some varieties of cloths "as the French
and the Dutck, by having mede larger contracts for thenm enhanced
their prices".37 Horeover, 23 a result of the competition, the
Company wag compelled from time to time to purchase cloths of
inferior quality, Kr. Nicholas Cleriumbault, Chief of Dacea
factory since 114972rote to the Council on the 14th Sept, 1752
that on account of the "emulation of the French lately settled
therez?he wag coampelled to purchase more oloths of inferior gquality
than should have been doneufo prevont the Company from being

dissppointed in quantity orﬂezﬁd".se

)

3% Letter to Court 11th Dec, 1741, Quoted in K.K.Datta's book
"Alivardi and His Pimes, P. 168,
%6 Letter to Court, 3rd Aug, 1744, Quoted Ibid, P, 168,

37 lLetter to Court,20th Aug, 1751, Fort Williaem India House
Correspondence, Vol,I, Para 46, PP, 505-506,

38 (Quoted in K.K.Datta's book “"Alivardi and His Pimes", P. 168.



ROWTH OF E H E IN COTTON GOODS @
FERERT METHODS OF 0 ME BT ! STHMENT® ¢

The trade of English East India Company waa gradually
growing ianite of the competition of other European Companies and
Asiatic trLdesa Their factories and surungs were scattered throughout
the provinge., The Council in Caloutta exeralsed direct control over
the chiefe and subordinate officers of these factories and compelled
them to furnish apourities for their good conduct. The goods sent by
these faotories were subjected to a close ecmt;lny and if goods of
inferior quality were sent, the Council returned these with
instructiona to improve the qQuality im future.

To procure commodities, the Company advanced monsy to the
*3adn1*?? merchants. Usually et the commencement of each year, the
Council in Calcutta deespatched to the reepective factories lists of
‘inveatnents' to be collected, musters ( mamples ) of cotton pilecegoods
and also bullion or momey for payment. The Company always tried to
naintain a atrict control over its merchants who hgd to give securities
and were aleo often warned against sending cloths of inferior quality.40
The Company often exacted penalties from the merchants on the balance'of
their deliveries and in cases when the merchants themeelves could not or
did not pey penaltiea, their securities were held respomsible for their

debts.4' Sometimes, on failures of contracts, the merchants wers put

39 The word ‘dadni' derives from 'Dadan' meaning advances.

40 Letter to Court, 1ith Dec, 1741, Quoted in K.K.Datts's book. -
"Studieg in the History of the Bongal Subah® - PP. 123-124,

41 Tetter to Court, 11th Dec, 1741, Quoted in Ibid, P. 124.
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42

in confinement.”“ In the settlement of sccounts, the Company did

not like the arbitration of others and wanted the mattisr settled at

their oén'factory.43

The exact relations botween the dadni merchants
and the weavers are not well known, but the control of such merchants

was probably increasing.

As the merchants could not alvays meke good their contracts
by procuring goods to the full amount of the 'dadan’, the Court of
Directors sbout the year 1746 sent instruetioﬁs to the members of the
Council in Calcutta that they should meke as litéle advances as possible
to tho merchants &nd should encouiage then to pracure‘gooda at ready
mohey. On the 29th October 1746, the Council in Calcutta directed the
gentlemen at the i factory "to keep seoretly ... the orders of
the Home in not advancing for goods but to pay for them as were brought

into the House”.44

But the Seths and merchants replied that without
tdadan' they were unable to provide goods. They received 'dadan' only
on eomé éelected articles énd they had {o provide most of the commodities
for ready monoy. They further pointed out that inm caée tdadan' was not
given, it would not be posaible for the Company to get cloths for

L1nvestmont: for there were many articles vhich brought no gein but
somotimes ceused losses oven when the full ‘*dadan' had been advanced upon
them, particularly the coarse clotha. They replied : “the moset thoy
could think of undertaking for ready money was oms fourth part of the

9
(investment and unless they received ‘dadan® for the other three fourths,

42 Letter to Court, 19th Rov, 1748, Quoted in K.K. Datta's book.
'Studies in the History of the Bengal Subsh® - P, 124,

43 Letter to Court, 10th January, 1748, Fort William India House
Gogmggoggnge, Vol.l, Para 2950, P. 247,
44 Letter to Court, Z0th Nov, 1746, Quoted in K.K. Datta's book

'Studies in the History of the Bengal Subsh®, P. 116.
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they could not promiee to complete the in&eatment".45 7311 1753, the

Fronch Company's iuvgsﬁment was provided in most places by the same
{dadn;' nerchants who provided the investment of the English East India
Company, But the Prench like the Dutch offered more favoursble toerma,
were less scrupulous about priging the assortments and thus had less
difficulty in procuring their investmont., The ‘'dadni' merchants after
17408 were not oager to do busineas for the English Company. The terms
of the French and the Dutch vere more lucrative to them end in many
cases they refused to accept the terms of the English Compaany. Many of
them 444 not supply the full quentity of goods to the Company and '
preferred to work for the French and the Dutch. |

Ap the merchants often failed to supply the full quantity of
goods according to the terms of contract, the Company abandoned in 1753
e 9
the method of procuring investment through dadni merchants and introduced

the practice of getting them direct from the gurungs through their gomastas

or agente.46 The Directors thus instructed the Caloutta Council as to

the courae of action for the future @

"Great care must be taoken not %o risque too

much of our estate at a time in the gomastas'

hands and that they give at all times sufficient
and undoubted security to be answerable for what
they are entrusted with and that notwithatanding
your method of sending & Cash Eeeper with the
gomasta, who by way of a check keeps one key of

the Cash Chest yet the gomasta is to_be accountable
for all the money you advance him."4

45 Lotter to Court, 16th Jamuary, 254,/ Pert Willian India House
Correspondence, Vol.I, Para 34, P. 192,

46 Letter to Court, 18th Jamary, 1754, Ibid, P. 762.

?Xfﬂ“'4? Letter from Court, January 1755 ¢ Fort Williem India House

Correspondence, Vol, I, Pars 49, P. 83,
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-In oxder to keep a c¢areful watoch over the conduct of the servants, &
supervising committ&e' was set up in 1755 with Roger Dreke, the President,

Charles Menninghem, Richard Becher, Willism Frankland as ito members.*®

This new method, though successful for some time, did not
projuce satisfactory resulis. It vested the gomastasg and the agents
of the Company with powers "which wore frequently abuced”, as Verslst
Justly pointed out, “to their own emolument anﬁ an authority given to
enforse & just performance of ongagements, became notwithstanding the
utmost vigilance of the higher servants a source of new oppresaiou‘,49
80 much so ﬂ:he;.t the Council in Calcutia had to restore the old method
of entering into contracts solely with the merchents in different parts
of the country. |

A naw fqm of production organisation emerged in the induatry
after Plassey, which constituted a great turnins point not only in the
politi&al but alao in the economic history of Bengal. The cotton-weaving
being otill the premior industry folt its impact severely. The

organipation of production underwent several changes.

The *'dadni' merchants disappeared from ‘investment' business in
1753 and the Englich East India Company adopted the new mcthod of engaging
the waavere to work on a system of advances undor which the weavers wore

bound %o glve their entire produce to the Company. Thia necesasitated the

48 Letter from Court, ﬂé Jamary 1755 s Fort William a Hou
Correspondence, Vole I, Para §%, P. 85, 80 '

49 Verelst ¢ A Vi f the Rise a3 sont State of
English Government in BRengal, P. 85.

.
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employment of a large mumber of gomastes, paikers and dalals at every
factory or asurung in order $o compel strict observance of the contracts
by the weavers. The moral effect of the victofy of Plassey on thease
people was very great. The eim of the Company's servants in Bengal was
to make as much wealth as poesible by iaking part in the inland trade
and asserting thelr political authority in the state. The Company's
Somastas after 1757 agsumed in overy district & jurisdiction which
"even the authority of the Rajahs and Zemindars in the country dared not
vithatand®.” In this state of things, as the trade of the English
Company increased, the evils which before 1757 were scarcely felt,

. were greatly intensified throughout Bengal. Abcording to Bolts ¢

*the Company's inveatment for Europe in a
peculiar degree has been the one continned
gscene of oppression, the baneful effects of
which are severely felt by every weaver and
mamufacturer in the country, avery article
produced being made & monopoly, in which the
English with their Banyans and black gomastag
erbitrarily decide vhat quantities of goods -
each mamfacturer shall del%¥er and the prices
he shall receive for them®,

By the year 1757 the indigenocua groups for wvhom the weavers
had woven had nearly diseppeared. Before 1757 the mamufactures of Bengal
had found their way into different parts of Hindustan through indigencus
_ merchants, During 1757 to 1772 the servantas of the English Bast India
Company with the retimue of agents and gopestas were responsible for such
progceedings as doterred ell theee merchants from different parts of India
from coming to Bongel., "The entire econony of Bengal was dominated by the

50 ©Bolte ¢ Ope.cit. P. 191,
51 Ibid,



65

needs of the European markets in the 17603, 17708 and 17809“.52 In the
rest of India, the Mughal tradition was gradually replaced by that of the
Marathaa, The Board of Trade wrote 3 "The Mughsls magnificient and
ostentatious required every article of luxury. Towns and Cities grow
out of this spirit. The Harethas wore averse from those costly modes

of expense. Towns and cities were mounldering fest into ruin., In this
cause may be itraced the drooping commerecial state of the provinces of

Hinﬂostan."53

| THE_ENGLISH COMPARY, TEE PRINCIPAL PURCEASER t
VARIOUS OPPREQSIONS UPON THE WEAVERS 3

. The Bnglish East India Company thue became the main purchaser
of the Bengal cotton goodg woven by her weavers and afier 1757 it becanme
the constant endeavour of every succeeding governor of Bengal to increase
the amount of the‘Company'etinweatmentvof goods for Europe. To obtain this
inorgase, they took all possible measures and the result was that the

mamfacturers suffered great hardship.

For & better understanding of the nature of ths hardship
suffered by the mamufacturers, it would be proper to explain the Company's
mothods of providing investment / as conducted either by the Export

Warehouse Keeper and the Compeny's servanta at the subordinate factories

- 52 N.E.Sinhas op.cit. Vol: I, P,110.
53 ~ Progs Board of Trade, 3rd May, 1791, Prog no. 32, Vol. 92.
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on the Compeany's account or by tho English gentlemen in the service

of the Company &as thelr own private vontureq;7. In either case, factors
or agente called gomastas were engaged at monthly wages., The surung
aatahliahment was composed of one head‘ggggggg one H{ohuree or clerk, one
cash keeper and some peonc. Upon the arrival of the gomasta at the
aurung or manufacturing station,; he fixed upon a habitation which he
‘called his cutcherry, to whioh with his peons, he summoned the bro#ara

. called the 'Dalaia' and *Paikars' together with tﬁe weavers whom after

" receipt of the monoy despatched by his master, as Bolts eays,

“he naltes them sign a bond for tho delivery of
a8 certain quantity of goods &t & certain time

. and prico and pays them a part of the money in
advance, The azsent of the poor weaver is in
general not deemed necessary for the gomastas
when employed on the Company's investment 54
frequently mekeas thom sign what they please”,

The cloths when mede were colleoted in a Warehouse where
it was kept maﬁked with the voavers' mame till it was convenient for
the gomaste to assort and £ix tho price of each piece. The person

[ S
entrusted with this work was known &s Jassendsr or assorter or appraiser.

Bolts seid,

“The rougery practiesed in thios dcpartment is beyond
iuagination. but all torminates in the defrauding the
poor weaver ; for the prices which the Company's
gomastas anﬁ in oconfederacy with them,the jassendars
fix upon the goods are im all places: at least fifteen
percent and in some forty porcent less. than the goods
so manufactured would sell ia the public bagar or
merket upon a free sale®,

54 Bolts s gpecite. P. 193. The evidence of Bolts is not always
trustworthy. Howover, such evidence as is quoted here is
5e confirmed by official documenta,
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The weaver, thoreforo, desirous of‘obtaining & just price for his
labour frequently attempted to sell his cloth privately to athers,
particularly to the Dutch and French gomastas, who were always ready to
recolve it. This "occasions the English Company's gomasta to set his
peons over the weavers to watch him an? not unfrequently to cut the

[
plece out of the loom when nearly f{g;ahed".56

1 kpite of his grudge against the Eeat India Company, Bolts
does not scem to have exaggerated the oppressions on the weavers, for
his siatements are corroborated by contemporary records. In their letter
of Nov 11, 1768, the Court of Directors wrote : "We can ascribe your
difficulties to nothing but the oppreased etate the weavers have been in
for some years, which has occasioned many of them to fling up their 10015'.57
They admitted that force was applied to make the weavers undertacke the
Company's business, The weavers were unwilling to work for the Company,
aince they ware not paid a fair price for their labour, A% Dacca, for
ozample,ﬁthe weavers got 20 :and 30 percent more by working for the agents
of other Conpanies like fheAFrenﬁh. Roreo&er. ithe fact that comes the
atrongest to the point", wrotc the Court of Directors, ”ia'the sale of
the Perrit and Damaged Goods which so0ld at the Public Aucticon from
' 10 to 100 percent advance, a clear proof of injustice done to the weavera",>°
The description of Bolts is confirmed by the local reports which the Board
of Trade received from time to time. The letter from the Court of

Directors to Bengal ( §2%th April 1773 ) refers to aome of these 3

56 Bolts 1 op.cit. P. 193,
57 Letter from Court, 11th Nov, 1768, Fort William Indie Hcuse
Correspondence, Vol.V, Para 3@, PP. 138-39.

°8 1L Paqe 139 fova 3%
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"The two annexed papers which the President
formed from an examination into the compiaints
made to him by the weavers of Santipore and
which he has every rcason to believe to be
authentic, will show the present miesrable
situation of the weavers, since it appesars

that the prices given to them for the cloths
provided on account of the Company's investuent,
smount to no more and in some instances less
than the cost of the materials and their labour
is extracted from them without repayment®”.9?

Verelst corroborates this desoription and states that "the gomastiss oz
egents of the Coﬁpany wore necessarily entrusted with powers which they
frequéntly abused to their own emolument ; and an authority given to
enforce & just performance of angagementi/gggaﬁé'ﬁotwithatanding the

utmost vigilance of the higher servants, a source of new oppreesionﬁ.so

These oppressions went to such an extent that many weavers
gave up their profeaaioﬁ. Verelst, in a letter to the Court of
Directors ( March 17, 1767 ) referred to the ﬁncommon ‘asearcity’ of
weavers, a great number of whom had "deserted their profession to seek
subsistonce from & less precaricus calling and hence follow those
unavoidable disputea which so frequently happen with the Prench and the
Dutch, who leave no mesns untried to seduce the weavers, from our
service“.61 In hia letter of ﬁareh 284 1768 to the Court of Directors,
Vereist again observed that "plenty has succeeded to famine and security
has induced the natives to apply themselves again to labour and to commerce,

but the mamufacturers are scarcely increased, the aurungs are not so well-

o

59 Proceedings of April 12, 1773, Quoted in J.C.Sinha's book =
Economic Annalg of Bengal,PP. 83-84.

60 Verelst : opycit. Pe 85,

61 Letter to Court, 17th March, 1767. Fort Williem India House
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pecopled as they were twenty yearse before and yet your demand and those

of other nations are boyond what the’oountry is able to supply, ﬁaa every
Speoié of c;oth to be purchased =--- the amount of your order is sbove

a cr&?; and twonty lekhe eww the'Dutch wish to have forty, the Freach

and endeavouring to procure twenty-two and the Danes and Portuguese
fifteanP.62 In their letter fo Bengal dated 30th Jume, 1769, the Court
of Directors wrote that "it is with concorn we see in every page of your
consultations, restrictions, limitatione, prohibitions affecting various
articles of trade".5> ey admitted that in a country sbounding with
memfacturers this vas the worst polioys A liberty of buying and selling
would encourage the manufacturers and would increase their mimber. They
wrote 1 "When the hand of authority is held over them and they are told
that they have only ome market opon fdr their goods, they will not long
bestow their labours upon that traﬁe and tho gquantity will decrease from

year to year".64

/

e
- . )

EFFECTS OF THE FAMINE OF § 3

We notico a cortain change in the organisation of production
as a fesult of the 'scercity’ of the cotton weavers ceused by the femine

of 1770, It gave a terrible blow to the total economy of Bongal. By it

62 Letter %o Court, 28th Harch 1768, Fort Willism India House
Correspondencg, Vol.V, Para 29, P, 407.

63 Lettcr from Court, 30th Jume, 1769, Fort Willism India Housge
Corresapondence, Vol.V, Para 40, P. 217,
64 Ibid,
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at least ono~third of the inkabitente of Bengal poriched.®? The district
of Purnea suffered worst, Ducarel, Supervisor of Purnes, roported that
twé lakhe of people perished in that distriot.66 Nadia aiao suffered
much from the famine. The extensive rural depopulation led to a
congiderable decrease in cultivation. In Bishmupur, immense tracts of
fine open country remained waste end uncultivated as & result of

67 In 1773 a ptatement was.

mortality and desertion smong the E@Eﬁfﬂ
submi tted of the mumber of families iﬁ elev?n villages of Pargana Muncer
and fifteen villages of Pargans Arrsh in the distriet of Patma. In 1769,
the mumber of familiecs in those twenty-six villages was 556 but in 1773

( one yeer after tho famine ) the mumber was 282, This indicates the
extont of depopulation in these aruas.sa ¥r. Groose, the Supervisor

of Rungpore informed the Controlling Council of Rovemme 8% Murshidabsd as
early-as Sept 1770 that he was concerned to find that notwithetanding a
considorsble quantity of rain the groatest part of the country remainsd
uncultivated in econsequence of the deaith of inhabitants. He was of the
opinion that had there been a sufficiont number of ryots to cultivate the

lanis, there would have been plentiful hervest this eoasonu69

The cotton industry of Bongal was particularly affected by the
famine of 1770. A large number of ekilled weavers, spinmnere and cotton
growers died., The total ocutput of cotton goocds &t Dacca in 1776 was one

70

third less than that ten years before, and a similar docline ocoourred in

most other cétton weaving centres in Bongal. The price of one seer of fine

65 Lettor to Court, 3rd Nov, 1772, Fort Willianm Indis Houge Oorrespondence
Yol, VI, Pera 63 P. 418, .
66 H.K.Sinha : The Eco. History of Bongel, Vol.l1I, P. 50.
67 Proceedings of tho Controlling Council of Revenmue, Hurshidabad IV,
28th Feb, 1771, Lettor from Higginsom, 22nd Fedb, 177!, P. 40.
68 NeKosSinha 3 My Vol.II, PP. 51=52, -
69 Proc of the Controlling Council of Revemue, Murshidadad I,

70 ETJOBEM 0!0102;0 ~._ L one Hevuws Indie and Englend, P. 198,
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cotton thread at Malda wae ls, 4 =~ 6 = 0 and that of coarse thresd was
B, 2 -:4 « O before the famine, but after it, the prices rose to B 6 = 4~ 0

71, The famine swept away many of the

and B3¢ 3 =« 2« 9 per seeor respectively.
inhabitants of Halda. An enumeration made of the looms employed im the
Company's investment at Malde} after the femine revealed that their

numbsr had decreased during the caiamity to about one half.72

At Maldas,
the weavers were also tho cultivators of lamd. "If such & body of people",
Ducarecl wrote, "as the weavers who had double resources of earnings had
perished or dispersed to the mumber of one half, it may be Judged what
muat have been the situation of the poorer ryots of Purnca who solely

depended on %illing lands for their daily braad“.73

Grueder, Hosident

at Dacca wrote that ;the Dacos fabrics for these six or seven years past
have been upon the decline, great part whereof may be attributed to the
ravages of the famine of 1770 carrying away great numbers of the best
‘spinners. voavers and ryots who cultivéted the eétton plants. The loss

is not yet recovered nor will it for many years to come".74 A petition
of the Saﬁtipore veavers stated thata%ha price of yarn has been gradually
rising for many years past and the Jumber of spinners being greatly reduced
by the famine it was now 25 percent dearer than foraerly. Yet the prices

75 ¥hile. the decline of the cotton

" paid to the weavers remained the aaugz
namufacture of Bengal bsocame thus inevitable, the demand for Bengel cotion
piecegoods was steadily rising. The Court of Direotors decided to : adopt
remedial measurca when thoy found "the once flourishing atate of the

connerce 6f'Bengalﬂ'on the path of "a general aeelino".75 They vrota't

71 Progs Board of Trede, 2nd Jamary, 1776.

72 Procoedings of the Controlling Council of Revenue, Murshidadad VIII,
30th Dec 1771, P. 109,

73 1bid.

74 Progse Board of Trade, 10th May 1776, Prog no, 38, Vols: 7.

75 Quoted in H.K.3inha, ops.cit. Vol.I, P. 161, .

76 Lotter from Court 10th April, 1771, Fort William Indis House
Correspondence, Vol. VI, Para 17, P. 80.
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"On comparing the once flourishing atate of the Commerce of Bengal

"with the gauazzidhedline it has undergons for ssversl years past, it
gives us the greatest concern that so unhappy a change should have
happened under our Government and at a time when our influence over the
whole country was sufficiently established to enable our servants to
remove every visible sourge of this unnatural decay”.77 The romedy

they suggested was “freedonm in trade®,

/s
/

/

DECLARATION OF FREEDOM IN TRADE AND ITS EFFECTS :

Oh the 12th April, 1773, the Company's trade was thrown open,
It was provided "that the weavers of the provinces of Bengal and Bihar
should enjoy s perfect and entire liderty to deal with any persons whoa
they plaaseg and that no person should use force of any kind to oblige
the weavers or other mamufacturers to receiye sdvances of money or to

infringe in coniracte for the provision of claths'.78

Hastings hoped that the declaration of "freedom in trade®
would save the weavers from the oppressions of the Company's gomastas,
The declaration of "freedom in trade” did no doubt save the weavers from
the oppression of the Company's servants to some extent. However, with the
introduction of the system of Ready Money Purchases, the prices of the
articles of exports rose very high., Privileged inland trade in salt,

77T Letter from Court t10th April, 1771, B William India ‘
Correapondence,; Vol, VI, Para 1Y, P. 80. .
78 Progs Boarg o% Trade, 9th May 1775, Vol. III, Part II.
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betelmt and tobacco camo to an end in 1768 and the Company's servants
honceforth began to trade in cotton piecegoods and raw silk, They were
not veyy particular about the quality of tho fabrics. The quality thus
detarioreted and the Company's trade could not be carried on in this
ohanged situation. The Comnercial Residents repeatedly wrote of the
\/deom effects of the 'froo trade' on the public trade of the Company.
‘nﬁe woavers agsumed & spirit of independence to the noglect of the
Company's buoinens., The waavers around Dacca refused to be engaged for
the Coapany's service, since they got cmployment from othor Companies and
private 'Eadora. Even those who received the Company's advances, refused
to dsliver goods and would not obey tho summons of the gggaatas.vg

Mr. Dacros of Patna found that the. weavers of Patna had formed the

idea that they were not under any obligation to work for tho Company
and varned that unlens a timely check wea imposed on them, the Company's
‘investment® would not be completed and consideradble balances woul'd

accnmlate.ao

Nicholas Grucber, Residont of the Dacca factory, intimated
that as the Company's advances to the weavers were made early in the
eorgon and as they had for many yearsz given their labour to the Company,
they should be considored their servants and a “preference of influonce
be maintained over thea™ and thus the weavers should be brought under

81 Nr, Goodwin from Luckipore informed that most

their absolute control.
of the weavers refused to teke advances on account of the Company, as they
found it more to thoir advantege to make cloths with the 1ittle money they

had of their own and to bring it to the market where they sold it to the

79 Progs Board of Trade, 23rd Juae, 1775 Vol. 3, Part II.
80 Progse Board of Trade, 30th May, 1775 Vol, 3, Part II.
81 Progs Board of Trade, 2nd Hey, 1775 Vol, 3, Part I1I,
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Paikars employed both by the Company and the imdividuals but chiefly
to the latter as they got a higher price for their cloths. He had
recsived repeated representations from the Dalals of Luckipore to the

offeot that weavers had refused to take adVances.82

Hence we find that the old syatem of coercion largely
failed to work under the conditions created by the femine, at least

tenporarily.

!;

;
-

LCOERCIVE REGULATIONS OF 1 3

1

In order to stop this desertion of the cotton veavers on

85 vere asked to

a large scale the Provinecial Councils of Revenuo
co-oporate with tho Agents of the Board of Trade. But this was soon
found insufficient., Therefore, for the first time, Coercive Regulations

84 It waa'atipulated that the veavers having

u///wére provided in 1775.
agreed to vork for the Company and having received advances from them
would have to deliver cloths accordingly. Secondly, the weavers frox
whiom balances were due woulﬁ be compelled to fulfil those belances.

Thirdly, if any weaver failed to deliver cloths to the Company according

82 Progs Board of Trade, 18t April, 1777.

83 The Provincial Councils were oroated in Nov, 1773, when the English
Collectors were recalled from disiricts. The Councils were placed
in charge of colleciion of land revenue, There were five Provinciel
Counciis 4in Bengal --- Calcutta, Murshidabad, Burdwan, Dinajpore and
Dacoca., A Provincial Council was nommally composed of one Chief,
four Senior Servants of the Company and a native Diwan. These Councils
were abolished in 1781,

84 Proge Board of Trade, 5th Sept 1775, Vol. 1IV.
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to the stated periods agreed upon, the Company's agents would place
peons upon them and compel thém to work, Lastly, if it was found that
‘a weaver employed in the service of the Company was selling cloths
secretly to agents of othor Companies whilst he was doficient in his
supplies to the English Company, he would be punished in a regular

process in the Judioial Court.

CHARGES IN THE METHODS OF PROCURING THE

“INVESTMENT’AND IN THE METHODS OF MAKING
DVANCES WEAVERS AND T EFFECTS §

The Court of Directors in their letter April 19. 1771
ordered rpveraion "to your former practice of providing investment by
contract with dadni merchanta®™ and by opening "your warehouses for ready
monoy purohaseu".a5 in case of the inadequacy of supplies by the ‘'dadni'
node, The Board of Trade accordingly reintroduced the contract systea
for investment in 1775. However, the Court's instructions were only
partially cerried out, In fact the provision of investment by contracta
with'Indian merchants was adopted only in a few ceses. The Agency System
continued to be the gensral mode for the greater part of the cloth
investment till the year 1782. The oppression on the weavers did not,
therofore, come to &n end. Moreover, during this periocd, other changes

vwere introduced which affocted the weavers in various wayas.

85 - Letter from Court, 10th April 1771 s Fort William India House
Correspondence, Vol. VI, Paras 21-22, PP. 80=-81,
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The reintroduction of Contract System for providing the
Company'eciuvestmenf,wna sspociated with & cﬁange in the system of making '
advances to the weavers., Previously half of the total amount was advanced
io the first kist ( instalment ) and the vest was advanced in two equal
instalments according to the supply of cloths, In the first kist, half
of the total amount was advanced with the object of enabling the weavers

_to purchage raw materizls. But a3 the weavers were very slow in the
delivery of goods ani in most ceses the goods were not upto the Company's
standard, large baslances began to accumulate against the weavers. To

, brevent theee ovils it wes now decided that "monthly advances for the

i investment was the only effectusal method, provided it was strictly attended
to by the Chioefs and Residents to'prevent the abuses of Company's noney'.es

This nethod adversely affected both the weavers and the

‘l'boupany and the Commercial Reeidentn fram different factorioea7 poiﬁted

out its avils, All of them complaiuned of the utter insdequacy of the

first advance under the new eystem and etressed the necessity of a big

first advence ( at least 50% of the total advance ). The Residents argued
thet the smallness of the first advance would affect the wveavers adversely.
The weavers generally purchaséﬂ the necessary raw materisls for mamufacturing
clothe throughout the year cut of this first advance. They would thms be
deprived of the privilege of purchasing the raw natorials in large quantities
when their prices were low and their quality was good. Mr. Cottrell informed
that at Dacca the season for the purchase of threads of superior quality

86 Progs Board of Trade, 3rd June, 1776 Prog no. 45, Vols 7.
87 MNr., Hurst and Cottrell from Dacca, Mr., Law from Luckipore
and Mr. Honchman from Malda,
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generally expired abou? the end of the month of July and as new threads
cane in the markets, the thrcads Af the previous year became doarver.

But this throead waes generally preferred in fabricating the cloths of
the finer assoriments. But under the nev sysiem of making the advances
in twolve monthly instalments they would bo provented from availing
themselves of the cheapness of the market to purchase the necessary
materials for the year. Secondly, the smalineas of the monthly advances
would not enasble the Residonts to enter into engagements with a large
number of weavers, because if the Regsidents distributed the saall smount
amongst the whole class of weavers, the sum would dba so trivial as to
afford them little or no assistance towards the execution of thelr
engagements end the business would be involved in a state of coanfusion,
Thirdly, &s one of the Chiefs C fearzed, if advances weve given ti1l the
last month of a year, their cloths would come late and the Company would
be disappointed in not receiving the goods in due time for the ahipé of

83 Pourthly, the system of monthly advance, the Residents

the scason,
argued, would result in an unnecessary loss of time on the part of

cotton weavers, For example, if a ﬁaaver had entered into an agreemont to
deliver cloths to the amocunt of Rupees 120 in the course of a year, he
wouid accordingly be entitled to receive Rupees 10 monthly, instcad of

the wholc sum during three or four monthe as formerly. The weaver

would have to underteke twelve Journoys out and heme instead of two

or three journmeys to the prinmcipal surung for his advances at the most
favourable time of the year., 8 or 12 days would be insignificant but

the loss of a month would be considersble and he would try to make up for

88 The Chief of Luckipore, Mr. Law,
89 Progs Board of Trade, 18th Juns, 1779, Prog nmo, 35 Vol: 19,
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' the loss by an increase .in the price of the cloths, The bad effect of
this would be severely felt particularly in the case of the finest
variety of clioths which formed the most valusble part of the ‘'investment',
A3 the monthly advance to a weaver would hardly be equel to the cost of ‘
thread, part of it would necessarily be spent in maintaining himself

and family and thus the opportunity for'pﬁrohaaing threadswould be

lost agd cloths, if ﬁanufaoturad at all, would be manufectured with the
nized threads and be unsuitable for the Company'é '"{nvestment'. Balances
would accurmilate end it w;uld be increasingly difficult to recover then.go
The Resident of Luckipore apprehended not only the accumulation of large

valences but also & fall in the standard of quality of the fabricse !

One of the Restdents’- stated categorically that it would be
imposeible for him to procure an imvestment with advantage if cash was
supplied to‘him in equal monthly instalments throughout the year. He
assé%ted'that large advances ( even more than 50¥ of the %otal advance )
ware absolutely necessary at the commencement of the sesson to enable the

menufacturers’ to secure the begt materials for their loomas, If the

weaver waes advanced only a emall sum monthly, he would purohaae'materiale
only for his mopthly work and the quantity would befanall; Honce, he would
be compelled to purchese whatever was brought to market irrespective of
ite quality and at a comparatively high rate. The condition of the
weavers at Malda was altogether differont. The weavers could not support
themselves and their families merely by their loom, and combined weaving
with agriculture. "They handled tho shuttle and plough alternatively,

90 Progs Board of Trade, 27th July, 1779, Prog no., 42, Vol t 20.
91 Progs Board of Trads, 3rd Angust, 1779, Prog no. 43, Vol: 20,
92 Thomas Honchnman from Malda,.
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It they were kept engaged in one work throughcout the yoar, the other

would be neglected, If they were interfered with the season when they

gowed ér at the season of harvest, the griovance did not affect them

only, it cxtended to the Zamindars and injured the revenue of tho Company”.

Horeover, after the middle of February, the level of water of the tanks

foll lov and its colour beoame_bad and hence bleaching on which the
quality of the cloth ossentially depended could not be performed.93
Hence the Commercial Residents gonerally agreed that large advances should

| be made in course of: tho first "two ° lustalments so that cloths might

E be returnediénd vwhitened by the month of March, while to protract the

advances to the end of April would be self=~defeating,

Having faged such difficulties, the Board of Trade felt
helpless in regard to the completion of the projeoted 'investment!'
and sarnsstly entreated the Governor-Genoral in Council that “you will
consent to furnish us with supplies as we may have occasion for them".94
But the Governor CGeneoral and Council dieagreed and replied that thoy'
would not ‘depart from the rules laid down for issuing supplies. "The
inconvenience, if there be any, may be ayoided by accommodating your
own arrénsements to the periods of payment and the amount of supplies
vhich we have promised you".95 The Board of Trade, thereupon,
expressed regret that their arguments were not given due weight and

urote,

93 Progs Board of Trade, 29th February, 1780 Prog no. 13, Vols 22,
94 Progs Board of Trade, 18th June, 1779 Prog no. 35, Vol: 19,
95 Progs Board of Trade, 25th June, 1779 Prog no. 30, Vol: 19,



“you furnish us with our stipulated supplies
by quarterly instead of monthly payments,
For, notwithstanding, wo have taken every
precaution, we £ind it impossidle to portion
a sum allowed monthly so as to prevent an
excess in the demands which unavoidably come
upon us in g0 short & pericd. By this mode
of quarterly payments, we shell in some
measure be relieved from the real and
unexaggerated difficultiecs we lebour undor
at present®,® :

The Governor Ceneral and Council asgreed to consider this propoaal‘or
quartsrly payments of aavances.97' Considering the convenience in
procuring the investment through quarterly instead of monthly advances,
the Governor General and Couneil intimated the Board of Trade that

"we reacdily scquiesce in this modo &n? shall direot that your
aﬁplioationa at the Treasury for advancos on each quarterly supply

% # # ghall be complied with # & *.“98 The system of monthly advances
thﬁa contimed from 1776 fo the middle of 1779, But even the quarterly
division of the_angual supply created difficulties in proocuring the
'investmont'., The Board of Trade emphasiged that *at certain seasons |
of the year larger advances are required than at others®™ and they did
net expect any other assistance froam the Governor General and Council
except thet "we mipght recoive the annunl supply at such perdods within
the year e&s we might requirs 1t", They esserted that &%t the heginning

of the geason, larger sdvances were required.gg

The Governor Genoral
in Council argued : "To comply with your request would be directly
opposite 10 our Resolutions and would very naturally affect the

managoment".‘oo

96 Progs Board of Trade, 29th June, 1779, Prog no. 37 Vol: 19.
97 ©Proge Board of Trade, 6th July, 1780, Prog no. 38 Vol: '20.
98 Progs Board of Trade, 27th July, 1779, Prog no. 42 Vol: 20,

99 Progs Board of Trade, 23rd May, 1780, Prog no. 30, Vol: 23,
100 Progs Board of Trade, 6th Jume, 1780, Prog no. 33, Vol: 23,
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The Board of Trade's Mimute on this reply is noteworthy i
"It has been made unansﬁerably clear to the Governor Generel and Council
that equal portioms of édvances are not wanted throughout the year, or
in different words, that there are periods at which larger advances are
‘wanted than et others". But the Govermor Gemersal and Council did not
pey any heed to their suggestions. The Board, therefore, declared
themselves free from responsibilities for the consequences that "may
follow from the want of sufficient supply of advances st those times at
which they are required either om account of the secasons of ths year or

of positive engagements which have been made".w1

Moreover, during times of war, the Compaay had to reduce the
amount set aside for 'invesiment' and at times 'investment' was suapended

altogether.m2

In such circumstances,as in 1781,the advances %o the
contractors were made not in cash but in certificates for the Company's
bonds bearing 8% interest, Durga Charan Mitra, Ramneedy Surmah, Sreemanto
Ghosh, Greedur Mitre, Ramkissen Haldar and Radhabenode Haldar, cloth
contractors in different aﬁrungg in a peﬁition informed the Board

of Trade that as no cloths could be had without ready money advances

to the weavérs, they were under the necessity of borrowing money from
the bazar at the rate of 12% to 15§ interest, ' 07 The result was that
after paying interest and meeting the discounts on Company's bonds,
they had very little profit. This made them unwilling to work

for the Company. Mr. Grant, Besident at Malda, regretted

that after meking allowance for the discount on the Company'e bonda,

101 Progs Board of Trade, 6th June, 1780, Prog no. 33, Vol: 23.
102 POJQ Marshall -4 QEQCi « Po B4,
103 Progs Board of Trade, 10th April, 1781, Prog no. 17, Vol: 27.
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there remained to him only 3 percent on the price of the last year.
The exorbitent discount.on the Company's bonds was one of the main
reasons why the profit remained low. The rate of discount; only 3%
at the time of malking the contract, graduslly rose to 19% and the
resident wanted the discount to be debited to the Company's .
accoﬁnt.104. Gréedur Mitra, a oontfactor at Serampore‘( Daces )
wrote to the Committee of Aﬂrnngs that he had suffered losses
ﬁeoause of the Company's bonde. HMr. Kingley from Baulesh stated
that he experienced many difficulties and suffered losses in
realiising cash upon the Company's bonds and he had .paid heavy
discount and his loss was h;avy. He prayed that he might be granted

indulgence @ 4% upon his invoioes.1°5

The Company's economic
_position detorioreted so much in 1781-82 that the Board of Trade
directed to Mr. Stephenson, Chief at Patna, that there would be
no provision of Sinvestment for the year 1782-83 in Silk, Silk

piecegoods and cotton cloths.m6

The effect of all this was that
the weavérs were often ﬁithout advénces §nd on many occegions they
argued that if adequate advances were not made to them, they might
be released from the engagements to the Company and permitted to

namfacture Bagar assortments. w

104 Progs Board of Trade, 10th August, 1781, Prog no. 42 Vol: 28,
105 Progs Board of Trade, 1st May, 1782, Prog no. 24 Vol: 31.
106 Progs Board of Trade, 18t May, 1782, Prog nmo. 24 Vol: 31,
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WEAVERS UNREWARDED FOR THEIR LABOUR 1

The weavers who received the Company's advances did not get a

. fair price for their lasbour. They were obliged to work against their will
at whatever prices were arbitrarily imposed on them. The English Compény's
ovn men admitted that their Buropean rivals were prepared to pay 20% to 30%
more and naturally the weavers were umwilling to work for the Company.
The prices offered by the Company remained unchanged for a fairly long time.
In the Teetabaddy aurung in Dacca the prices remained unchanged, despite
the rising cost of production and living resulting from the rise in the
prices of 6otton and of dasily necessaries of life on the one hand and
from the increasss of rent on the other.107 It was only as late‘as 1788
that the first substantial increase in the prices of cloths was made ¢
when John Bebb, the Commercial Resident, increased the rate by one rupee
per piece on each of the superfime, fine and broad Tanjibs.108 There
vere other instances of an increase in the prices but these increases were
the results not of a sober analysis of the cost of production but of the
intense discontent amongst the producers and the resultant decline in the
'investment's However, the producers did not in most cases receive this
ephanced price. Onme important cause was that the Commercial Residents
cheated the weavers by prizing their cloths into inferior lotters. One
example will illustrate this. 1In Dacca there was no trouble till the
coming of Mr, Barwell. Mr, Barwell took over as the Chief from

Mr. Day in 1775. Barwell made & change in the method of pr:l.zing.mBA

107 A detsiled study of the cost strmoture throughout the period and the
veavers' profit and loss in working for the Company is made in the °
noxt Chaepter, :

108 Progs Board of Trade, 12th Deo 1788, Prog no. 117 Vol: T74.

108A A detalled reference tothe different aspects of 'prizing' has been
made in a later section,



The weavers of Dacca and Sonargaon109 represented that Barwell ordered

them to produce cloths of better quality and promised tﬂax they would be
allowed 20% more than the price of the previous year ( 1774 ). They
woeaved clothe of a éood quality and Mr, Barwell examined the cloths és
being of the qualities A,B & C. He next returned to Dacca with cloths
and rated the quality at D, E and F respectively and insisted that the
prices should be paid in proportion. When the weavers pointed out that
they would suffer enormous losses, the Sepoys were ordered to beat thenm.
The weavers were strictly fdrbidden to work for private merchants or
other Companies and the cloths of other Companies were forcibly taken
awvay from them.HO Mr. Guinand informed that béfore the coming of

Mr. Barwell to Dacea, in 1775, the prizing of goods was made by first
selecting a muster or sample., When cloths were brought to the factory,
these were comparsd with the musters and if fdund to be of the same
quality as the musters, were marked A, The cloths which proved inferior
to A were rated B and those that proved inferior to B were rated C and
in this way cloths were marked upto the letter Es Mx. Barwell reversed
thie method and began to prize from the lowest letter E. The cloths
which proved better than E were marked D and thus oloths which proved
better were carried a letter highers This method was certainly
advantageous to the Company and was a highly effective one towards
retrieving the Company's declining *‘investment!, but it was easy to see
vhat difference this method made to the wea§ers as by all comparison and

caloulations thore was full one 1etter's variation between these methods.111

109 A petition bearing no date received by the Board of Trade
on 10th Feby, 1775.

110 Progs Board of Trade, 10th February, 1775, Vol.I.

111 Progs Board of Trade, Hth July, 1775, Vol.IV.
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¥r. Guinand further argued that when Mr, Barwell adopted this method he
put it upon a larger scale and went aa'lqw ag F and fixing a muster of
tﬁat Letter prized upwards; that is, all goods superior to letter P wes
made E and so on. It was plain that the assortments being divided into
gix letters, feq pleces could reach the first two A and B.though the
English Company presumably gained by it, the weavers suffered, since a
piece little inferior to A was prized to letter C and was paid as such.
By all comparison the letter F or at most E was equal to the former
letter D an@ from this arose all complaints from the weavers. Had the
other method been followed what would have been invoiced B would ﬁave
been equal or very nearly so to A.112 This was not an isolated case
and the Proceedings of the Board of Trade contain numerous evidence of
the veavers"olotha being prized into inferior letters. The weavers of
Santipore complained against the gomsstas for the low price paid for the
Company'stinvestmentqwhich vas below the market rate., A large number of
spinners died as & result of the‘ femine of 1770 and yarns becam® 25%
dearer than formerly. But the price paid by the Company remeined the
same;'for although the rates Herg higher.than before, when the gomastas
came to appraise the cloths, they threw them inito the lower 01385.113
The enhanced price was thus intercepted by the middlemen, the larger

share going to those who were in charge of the Company's aurungs.

The priging of cloths into inferior letters resulted in en

ever-increasing balances against the weavers. Again, extortions from

the weavers on one pretext or other, were not infrequent. Mr. Cottrell

112 Progs Board of Trade, 21at July, 1775, Vol: IV,
113 Progs Board of Trade, 12th April,1775, Vol:s II.
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extorted a huge amount of money from tho weavers of Dacca during the
period of his Chiefship from May 1779 o Jamuary 1782. Mr. Bebb from
Ducece gé#e a detailed account of the abuses that prevailed durinog the
Chiefship of Mr. Cottrell. |
(a) In the ﬁame oleén Dustoree ( Commission

.or plece Custom, he exforted 1 Be & P.

C Bs. 50,687 - 8 - 0

(b) an arbitrary tax of-% anna in the
rupee or Re.1 = 9 = O percent on the

advances, and amoﬁﬁted to C e 18,57T4¢~15 « 9

.(¢) another arbitrary tax for Dewan
Diachand @'% annas in the rupee
or Re 1 = 9 = 0 percent amounted

to C Bse 12,651 = 9 = 6

(d) TUnder valuation of the cloths, not
for the Company's bemsfit, a higher
price being charged to them : C Bse 14,700 = O -0

TOTAL:  C e 96,614 = 4 = 3 114

The extortions by different groups of people comnected with
tﬁeeinvestmentqlike the Tagadgeers ( Collectors of cloth from the aurungs )

gomestas and Jagssendars ( appraisers ) greatly reduced the actual receipts

114 Progs Board of Trade, 29th April, 1788, Prog no. 48, Vol: 66 and
Progs Board of Trade, 6th Fov, 1788, Prog no. 108,Vol: 73.



of the weavers. The Gurrah weavers of Sonamooky aurungs submitted a
petition in 1789 in which they stated their grievances. They stated that
"the gomastas and tagadgeers at the different stations havs collected much
money both from those who mamufacture for the Company and also from those
who provide private individuals® cloth. Let it be ordered that we receive
back this money and they may be prohibited from taking momey in future".115
John Bebb from Dacca stated he privately employed persons in the aurunga
and from thelm he received intelligence that =a 5§; of peculation was
regularly going on, that it was effected by means of strong and artful
combination of the gomastas, the inferior aurung servants and the
principél veavers of every district «-e all united by a common interest in
levying contributions from the inferior weavers and that the receipts were

divided among themselves and some of the servante at the Sudder.t16

CARELESSNESS OF THE WEAVERS IN THE
PERFORMARNCE OF THEIR ENGAGEMENTS WITH THE COMPARY :

The natural reaction of the weavers to these waa that they
were careless in fulfilling contracts with the Company. The ‘interlopers’
( rival mercantile groups ) offered much higher prices and induced the
weavers to weave for them. They kept the Company's interest-free advances
as long as they could and with the Company's advances used to purchage

~dr

threads of an inferior quality and weave cloths, for sales in the baszars and

115 Progn Board of Trade, 15th Dec, 1789, Prog no. 106, Vol: 83 Part I,
116 Progs Board of Trade, 3rd Sept,1790, Prog no. 66, Vol: 88.
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private merchants., Secondly, the weavers artfully concealed their
transactions by weaving their cloths in other houses and gave them
to be sold bj peieons who had not received the Company's advances.
Furthermore, after serious delay, they delivered cloths of the lowest

W e
letters a considerable portion of which beimg unsuitable for the

Lo L
Company's investmen .‘”7

FURTHER COERCIVE REGULATIONS @

The Company thought that without further coercive measures

———

the company'ssinveetment’would further decline and the quality of the
cloths would also detericrate.\~&éey took a series of measures between

1786 and 1787 and the weavers came under greater restraints. The
regulations for weavers of April 1782 were aimed against interlopers.

It was provided that "the.purohasera of the said cloths apparently knowing
them to be the property of the Company by the secret and clandestine
manner which they take to procure them or by the notoriety of the weavers
being in the Company's smploy who offers to dispose of them, on proof

of the fact, shall be liable to punishment by the Adawlut according to the
nature of their offence and cloths so purchased shall be confiacated".118
On July 1786, 21 regulations were passed. Another set of regulations

were issued on the 23rd July, 1787.119

117 Progs Board of Trade, 15th July, 1783, Prog no. 38, Vols 37.
118 Progs Board of Trade, 3rd June, 1783, Prog no. 30, Vols 37.
119 The details of the Regulations are given in Appendix.
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To analyse the actual significance of the Regulationms,
we can broadly clagsify these under two heads s (i) regulations relating
to the obligations of the weavers to the Company and (ii) penalties for

non-fulfilment of the contraets.

Regulations relating to obligations of the weavers insisted
on strict adherence to the work for the Company. All the weavera were
provided.with tickets which apecified their names, place of residence
and general coaditions undsr which they worked. The weavers :ﬁére to
deliver cloths according to the periods specified in their respective
ticketa; The cloths delivered by them must be of the standard fixed by
the Company. They had to serve a fortnigﬁt's notice if they did not
like to take the Company's advences. Again, they were not allowed to be
engaged for newer engagements 4f their previous engagements were not

fulfilled. They were also not allowed to sell in the open market,

The penalty regulations were also severe. In case the
veavers failed to deliver cloths according to the period specified in
the ticket, the Company's men were empowered to place peone upon the
defaulting weavers. These peons were to be paid and fed by the weaver.
Again, the freedom of the weaver to sell clothe simaltaneously to the
English Company and to the agents of other Companies and native merchants
vas nov restricted. If the weavers were found t0 be selling clotﬁs to the
agents of other Companies and native merchants, they were to be punished |
in a judieial Court according to a : regular process. The engagements with
the English Company were to be fulfilled firet. By this regulation the
English Company asseited thelr prior right to the labour of the cotton
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weavers., Again, if the weavers pogsessing more than ons loom failed to
deliver cloths according to the contract, a penalty of 35 percent of
the price of the cloth not delivered was imposed besides the repayment

of money advanced for the same.

An analysis of the regulations reveals that the Company

| was very particular about the receipt of the goods at the fixed periods
and took all steps to ensure that. They asserted the prior right of the
Company to the labour of ‘the cotton weavers. The moral Justification for
this can be doubted but the Company cared little for it and their.
poltical authority in the country greatly helped the Company in this.
Again, there wes hardly eny point in not allowing the weaver to work
simaltanecusly for the English Company and the private agents. This
step was taken solely with the object of elimiﬁating the rival mercantile
groups, The regulations did not take into account meny unforeseen
contingencies, such'as sickness of the weavers and their inability to
procure threads of proper quality, vhich might hinder the punctuel
delivery of cloths +to the Company. In view of this, the placing of
peons indiscoriminately upon the defaulting weavers, to be paid and fed
by them, was really oppressive. Morsover, the Regulations did not have
any provision for rewerding the weavers whe promptly and punctually
delivered cloiths to the Company. On the contrery, the defaulting
weavers had to pay penalties in case they failed to deliver within the

stipulated periods,

One of the Regulations provided exemption from the Company‘'s
work on serving a fortnight's notice. But in most cases, this was not

practicable since there was a good deal of discrepancy, between the theory
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and the practice. The serving of a fortnight's notice was easy but

to get éxemption from the Company's work was not easy. The last g;gg

( instalment ) delivered by the weaver might not come upto the Company's .
stenderd and the weaver would be in § balances to the Company. To
complete these balancea further advances would be given to the weavers
and ‘hence the serving of notice became in most cases useless and

release from the Company's work practically became unachievable.

Hence the regulations were one~sided and failed to generate
& healthy climate for the cotton weavers but stifled their initiative to

*work and ultimately made them disinclined to work for the Company at all.

The ongagement clauses provided that threads meant for the
Company's cloths would be properly twisted and gorted and the "cloths

shall be of the established dimensions in length and breadth®. 20

They
had to engage that their delivery would consist only of three letters

A, B and O and if any piece of cloth was adjudged inferior in comparison
vith the sample, it would be deposited in the factory and they would

replace that piece of cloth by another suitable piecelin the next instalment
and take back the earlier piece. If they failed.to do so, the Company's
men would sell the rejected piece at public auction and'after deducting

15% percent of the total sale proceeds, return the remainder to the

weavers. The big weavers possessing more than one loom had to agree

to the payment of a penalty of 35 percent in case they failed to deliver
cloths ir time.

120 Progs Board of Trade, 10th May, 1791, Prog no. 34, Vol: 92.

AY
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The weavers who were subject to all these constraints
became what was desoribed in the language of the law Courta, as
'Ehatabandi' i.e, bound by indenture., If tho weavers had once
accepted the Company's advances, it meant a preemption by the Company
vhatever the circumstances. In most oases, peons were employed to

' see that the Company's orders were carried out.121 In cnse of

T ey

delay or any other 1nfringament of the agreement, the mannfacturég

were lisble to penaliies and even proseoution.'z2

THE CHARTER ACT OF 1793 ANWD ITS EFFECTS 3

After 1793, the same syatem of production organisation
continued. One important thing to note was that previous to the Charter
Act of 1793, the trade in cotton piecegoods had remained entirely in the
hands of the Bast India Company. But the Charter Act of that year
provided that "the Company should allow three thousané tons of

shipping annually to the private merchants for their trade in the East“.‘z3
y As & result of this enactment, a considerable proportion.of the trade in
.f Bengal cotton piecegoods passed into the hands of the private traders.

Naturally, the Company had to face a serious competition arising from the
interference of the private traders and their trade in the staple article

121 Progs Board of Trade, 1st Auguat, 1794 Prog no. 48 Vol: III, Part 1I.

122 Progs Board of Trade, 27th May, 1793 Prog no. 38 Vols 104, Part 1.

123 Quoted in H.R.Ghosal's 'Cotton Industry in Ben Bihar and Origsat,
Aw®Journal of Indian History%, Aug, 1939, P. 206,
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of piecegoode suffered a great deal., The following table of the
quantities of piecegoods exported from tﬂe Bengal Presidency and
sold on account of ithe Company and also on account of the private
. traders in privilege-trade would show thia.

TABLE NO ¢ 1
The quantities of piecegoods exported from the
Be Presidency and sold on account of the
English Company and Private Traders in
privilege-trade between 1797 and 1806.
COMPANTY''S IHFEDIVIDUALS
i 2 3 4 5
YEAR Quantity Sale Value Quantity Sale Value
pleces £ pieces £
1797 3,50.329 6,48,756 1,36,761 1,511,942
1798 7,23,129 12,19,818 1,217,810 1,82,594
1799 7,84,615 10,556,840 2,42,597 2,78,839
1800 11,29, 501 14,06,879 3,04, 530 3,17,828 ;
\
1801 8,38,712 11,79,447 %,96,444 3,T9,569 T
’802 4’37’862 6'60’019 12.52’503 9'60,864 ;
1803 6,26, 641 6,72, 031 10,85,739 8, 65,209 J
1804 9,60,9T1 9,177,562 9,79,199 5,26,968
1805 1,74,321 1,42,157 3+20,727 1,93%,665
Harch
Salae, 1806 6,009,696 4,82,919 2,009,497 1,29,055

Source: Williaem Milburn op.cit. Vol.II, P.

222,
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From the above teble it would also appéar that during the
period between 1797 and 1806 there was a marked decline in the sale value
of the Company's cottén éiecegooés except in the years between 1798 and. -
1801, The maximum sale of £ 14,06,879 was due to the passing of the
. Yarehousing Act of 1799. Underlthis Act, duties on imports were not
to be collected at the time.of their landing as heretofore ; but only a
small warehousé‘duty was to be then paid while mein duty was to dbe

124

collected from the purchasers at the time of their sale. It is to

be noted, however, that the augmented quantity of goods exported into
England during these years were chiefly meént for re-oxportation and

not for the Bnglish market.

The increase of private purchases during the period following
1797 resulted in & great depreciation of the quality of articles exported
and a considerable variation in the price level, The fabries wore so much

debased that one of the Company's agents had Justly observed : "“the

125

original standards are no longer to be seen®. Loud ¢tomplaints were

heard from various quarters against the conduct of the private traders

and their'agents. The Board of Trade 1n.nadras126 made the following

observation which would equally apply to Bengal

we.
"The two prominent evils of which, have had
cause to complain are the great difficulties
occasioned by the interference of the private
agents in the provision of the Company's
investments and the ruinous debasement of the
fabrics, both proceeding from a competition

124 H.R.Ghosal : Economic Transition in the Bengal Presidency, P.23,

125 Perliamentary Papers: 1808-13, Supplement to the Foot note.
Fourth Report : Appendix No. 47.

126 1In a letter to Governor General and Council dated 9th April, 1803.
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at a particular juncture that admits of

no delsy and consequently obliges them

to purchase whatever they can procure, ®
however inferior in quality of which .
urgent necessity the manufacturer is

perfectly aware and scruples not to gvail

himself to the utmost by vending & debagsed

mamfacture made up of the advances he has 27

received from the Treasury of the factory".

But these evils had to be borme with under the circumstances
becansge the private traders,'aa Wellesley argued played a very vital role
in the Commercial activities of the country. They rendered very useful
services when the Company's investments were'substantially reduced and
the mamafacturers rgceived vory little or no edvance at all, Apart from
rendering a much-needed relief to the mamfacturers, the advancesz "furnish
~ultimatély a resource for the payment of the land revemue®. And naturally,
the withholding or substantial reduction of the advances ﬁeant various
difficulties on the part of the manufacturers to pay their land revemue
in timg.’ae The Board of Control in reply intimated that they were fully
awvere "of the evii consequences that are likely to ensure when the
Company's investment is much curtailed, if the public were not allowed to
£i11 up the ehaam“.‘zg They held the view that the weavers were
entitled to constant protection and encouragement of the State ;
otherwise, such a useful and valuable body of men would experience
distress, the fabriocs mamfzctured by them would be much debased in
quality and_the most valuable bfanch of export trade would be wholly
abandoned or materia;ly injured. The Board of Control expressed great

satisfaction at the measures taken to encourage the trade of the private

127 Parliamentary Papera, 1808-13, Supplement to the Fourth Report,
Appendix No: 47.

128 Hilburn : op.cit. Vol,II, P. 227.

129 Quoted in Milburn, op,cit., Vol.II, P. 227,
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nerchants in order that they‘gight be able "to supply the place of

the Company in the market and to furnish that support to the’

manufacturer which could not proceed from the Company'slfunds".iso

EFFECTS OF PRADE-DEPRESSIONS ON
THE FORTUNES OF THE COTTON WEAVERS :

. The smallness of the Company's investment after 1797 caused

3

i

\%by Rapoleonic Wars caused immense distress to the mamfacturers.
A Parliamentary Paper, thus stated the conditions of the weavers of the
Dacca divieion in 1802 :

" esessees but above all, we apprehend that the
decrease of the Hon'ble Company's investment,

' a decrease seversly felt by the mamfacturers,
and rise in the price of cotton { from three
rupees %o eight Tupees per maund ) from the
failure of the crops for the last two years,
have most materially contributed to injure this
branch of commeérce ; and on the whole, we are
of opinion; that in the want of vent, for this
as well as other articles of export z its prime
source of riches ) this division has essentially
suffered by the long continuwance of the wgr and
that the complete revival of its trade and
nanufectures can only be looked for in th?
lapse of years of uninterrupted peace".13

130 Quoted in Milburn : op.cit. Vol.II, P, 227,
131  Parliamentary Papers : Vol: 9, 1812=13 ( House of Commons ) PP 78-79.

o
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Strachey, Magistrate and Judge of Midnapore, in his letter of 30th
Jameary, 1802 wrote that "the Company's inveatment has during the war
dwindled away to almost nothing ; and that numbers of weavers who
depended for subsistence on the advances of the commercial agents and
who are less able than other descriptions of artisans to change their

132 ¥Mr. Brooke from

ocoupations, are reduced to very great disiress®,
Hooghly stated that "the great stagnation in trade, for the last few
years has reduced the large body of weavers and mamfacturers to some

distress“o133

M, C, 0ldfield, Judge and Magistrate of Nadla, in a
letter dated 16th January, 1802, stated that "st present from.the
stagnation of trade, from mearly a total stop being put to the provision
of the Company's usual investments, the conditions of the weavers 1s

rather distreaeful."134

The Commercial Reeidents from different factories also
pointed out the evil consequencos arising from the stagnation of the
Company's trade. J.,¥. Paxton, Reaident of Santipore factory, informed ‘
the Board of Trade that from the enquiries which he had mede into the
circumstances of the weavers and other masmufaciurers both at Sentipore
and Burron aurungs he wes conrinced that great distress existed amongst
them. He came to learn that some had absconded from their place of ~
residence and others "had scarcely a habitation to dwell in owing to the
snall investment which had been furnished at that factory for these

four or five years past.'135 Henry Williams, Resident of the Golagore

132 Parliamentary Papers : Vols 9, 1812-13, House of Commons, PP ?8@79;

133 Ibid. -
134 1bid.

135 Progs Board of Trade, 4th July, 1806, Prog no. 35, Vol: 199,
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factory, stated that the cause of the inferiority of most of the fabrics
despatched from his factory was that the Company‘'s sdvances were not

made regularly for the last four years and the investment was composed

principelly J6f cloths realiged from the old outstanding balancea.136

John Cheap, Resident of Sonamooky, wrote that from the observations of
the Board, it appeared that cloths of superior letters were only approved
and those of inferior letters rejected. Most 6f the cloths despatched
wore adjudged inferior in the laat season., He intimated that as a

result of the reduction of investment for the last three years the
weavers had been’thoroughly disorganised and that it was & very difficult

task to bring them back to the factory end induce them to weave only
137

better assortments. On the bad consequences of the want of employment,

the evidence of = parlismentary paper is as follows :

"the inconveniences arising from the want of
employment for this useful class of our native
subjects may be hereafter most severely felt
and prove highly detrimental to our commerce,
for should :the blessing of Peace be once
restored or any other circumstance ogccur to
occasion an increased demand for piecegoods:-
in Bengal, it may be found impracticable to
meet it ; for when a weaver once quits his
loom and resorte to any other mode of employment
whiekshall yield him wherewithal to live upon, it
may be apprechended that he will feel no
inducement to return to his loom",138

In the indent for 1807, the Court of Directors intimated :
"our demand is only for superior sorts and we desire .the Board of Trade

may consider whether it may not be practicable to adopt & proportionate

136 Progs Board of Trade, 25th July, 1806, Prog no. 39, Vol: 199,
137 Progs Board of Trade, 1st Aug, 1806, Prog mo. 41, Vol: 200.
138 Parliementary Papers, 1812-13, Vol: 8, House of Commons, P.23.
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scale beyond which no finer goods to the lower_letters shall be in

the future recéived on our aceounzs“.139 They expected that in the
adoption of this new method of receipt of cloths, the Board of Trade
would specislly look into the condition of the weavers. The competition
\of'the private traders tended to depreciate the quality of the

fabrics. The Court of Directors hoped that the cessation of the
competition, with the virtual elimination of the private traders in
1807, would be the most suitable opportunity for trying to improve °

the quality of the fabrice.14°

However, in'thatabsence of constant employment, the
improvement of the fabriocs as required by the Court of Directors was not
easy to achieve, This was explained in the letter of Mr. C.R. Crommelin,
the Commercial Resident at Benmeras, He pointed out that the provision of
the aaaortment_of musling formerly ordered from this Rgeidency had been
discontimmed for the last three br four years in consequence of the
progressive improvement of the coarser assortment of muslins in England,
and he emphasized the consequences of such discontinuation of orders from
time to time. Competition on the part of privafe merchants undoubtedly -
tended more immediate;y to the debasement of the fabrics. At Beneras
about three years 8go, competition ceased altogether and had the
Company's investment been sufficiently extensive to provide full wnd
constant employment for the memfacturers, the opportunity would have

proved extremely favourable for the improvement in the qualities of

139 Progs Board of Trade, 3rd April, 1807, Prog mo. 24, Vols 207.
140 1bid.
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the assortments. However, ceassation of the Company's advances at times
and -the .provision of ipadequate and small sums resulted in increasing
the evil. Thie had forced the areater part of the beet nanufacturers

to have recourse to the country-fabries as a means of employment.

The Commercial Resident argued that under such circumstances
an improvement in the quality of the fabrics was -diffiéult to achieve.
The Court of Directors in their letter had suggested the adoption of a
acale to which they would strictly adhere., If the plecegoods did not
reach the standard scale, these would not be taken on ascount of the
Company and would be rejected. Mr. Crommelin intimated thet the weavers
in the employ of the Company wore poor'anﬁ.the réjection of their cloths
would ultimately aub;ect the Company to endless ﬁalancea without having
roaiized the end proposed and would induce the weavers to quit the

. serviece altqgether,*einoe they were not sure of conptant employment by

the Company. Hence, the Commercial Resident proposed that the measure
suggested by the Court of Directors could be adopted only when their
resources would be auffioiept to provide full employment to all the

weavers throughout the year.141

In a petition, the Head Weavers ( in all 84 in mumber ) of
Kheerpoy, Chanderconnah and Radhanagar stated that for the last thrve
or four years, the amount of investment was very small. Last year
( 4n 1807 ), the Head Weavers pointed ou%, the investiment having been

stopped after one advance, they were in utter distress and suffered

141 Progs Board of Trade, 16th June, 1807, Prog no. 44, Vol: 209.
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greét lbsa. Théir 1055 was oecaéioned by the declaration of the
Resident that on their receiving a first advance, a second would soon
follow, Under that promise, they had borrowed money from the merchants
and bought threadsand made more cloths than they had received advances
for. .But the second advance was not given to them and the cloths were
8till in their houses. There were no private merchaﬁts to purchase the
" cloths but they were paying interest to the merchants from whom they
had borrowed monsy and thus they suffored great loss. For want of
Company's advances, ma;y weavers have left their houses, begging from

place to place and many were etarving.142

In Harch'1868, the Court of Directors.wrote : "This branch
of our Commerce contimmes to be very materially depressed by the
suspension of Export Trade which affects each of its three branches in
a greater or less degree and compels us to frame the present indent on

143

a still narrower scale than that adopted last year", The consequence

wag that only small sums could be allotted to the factories.

141 Hoad Weavers of Hurrisul factory in an arsee ( pefition y
t0 Henry Williams, Resident of tho factory, similarly described their
distress. From the commencement of the Company's business at the station,
they and their forefathers had received the full advances for several
required assortments and made their deliveries accordipgly and had
maintained themselves thereby, but in the year 1808 they had been informed

at the factory that a-very low amount had been availsble for Investment.

142 Progs Board of Trade, 4th March, 1808, Prog mo. 12, Vol: 218,
143 Progs Board of Trade, 11th March, 1808, Prog no. 14, Vol: 218,
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. A%t that aurung ( Hurrieul ) there were 5200 looms belonging to the

' registered weavers and their subsistence mainly depended on making

cloths only for the Company. Formerly the amount of the investment
for this factp:y had seldom been less than 30 to 40 thousand pieces
and they had to weave on each loom about 8 or 10 pieces of cloths.
However, in 1808, the order of investment was for 3400 pieces only
by which they would not get ons piece of cloth to weave on each loom,
and as & consequence they would not be in a position to meintain

fhemselves.144

Hr. J, Spfot, Assistant of Chittagong factory, in a letter to
Robert B:Aoke, Resident of Luckipore informed that the cause of the
debaeemeht of the fabrics of his aurungs was the‘atagnation of the trade
in piecegoods‘which ha§ induced many of the maﬁnfacturers to turn their
handé to labour and thgt once they hadlceased heving constant employ in
their ling of business, they beéame indifferent and careless. Weaving

no longer afforded them means of subsistence. ¥ith

"the shuttle in one hand and plough in the other,
they rightly understood the dbusiness of neither
but mar and disappoint the duties of both., Except
the small quantity lately despatched on account of
the Company, no mercantile cloth had been made in
that district for the last eighteen months, little
that the natives and others have contimued buying
being of such low assortments as not to average
more than 32 rupees per corge ( twenty ) and this
had also tended much to debase the manufacture,
together the general want of cmployment which had
reduced the weavers to the greatest distress." 145

144 Progs Board of Trade, 19th August, 1808, Prog mo. 37, Vol: 223,
145 Progs Board of Trade, 10th March, 1809, Prog no. 9, Vols 230.
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' In 1803 and 1810 the prospects for investment in piscegoode
vere far worse and hence allotments to each factory had to be further
ourtailéd. The result was the intensification of the misery of the
manufacturers. The Assistant in.charga of the Chittagong factory in
a letter to the Commercial Resident wrote that &s a result of the
reduced investment many of the weavers had been forced to abandon their

loona altogether.146

Charles Bayley, Resident of the Santipore factory, informed
thet he was convinced that constant employment of the best weavers
was the only way to obtaining good investment. If 5 good weaver
remained four of'five montha without employment from the Company, he
was obliged to woave cheap, coarse and badly manufactured goods for
sale in the bagars, thereby quickly losing the habit of attention
necessary for the fabrication of those fimer assortments which were

in demand in England -

"but a small proportion of these people,
however, can sarn a subsistence in this
manner the generality of the weavers

wore obllged to live on the profits of

their few months' previous lebour, thet .
expended, they borrowed at a ruinous interest,
were distressed ecver after and became unable
t0 do Justice to the advances when made to
them —— to these causes may be traced the
great falling off in the fabrics of these
aurunga eo strongly compleined of by the
Hon'ble Court of Directors®.147

146 Progs Board of Trade, 2nd March, 1810, Prog no. 9, Vol:242, Part I.
147 Progs Board of Trade, 13th October 1810, Prog no.41, Vol:249.
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The Company's factories at Dacca and Santipore were wound up

| in 18f8. The factory at Patna was,closed down in 1819 and by 1825 the
cloth establishments in almost 811 the factories were wound up. The
condition of the weavers was pitiable. They felt the need of the Company's
employment badly and héd no altémﬁve but to turn to pursuite mechanicsal,

148

agricultural. and commercial. The female population who were engaged

in spizmihg were thrown completely out of employment.

Thus we find that the different meﬁods of procuring the
Company's investment did adversely affoct the cotton weavers., They were
not adequately rewarded for their labours. Moreover, the English Company's
men oppressed them on various pretexts. However, the market position after
1793 had also much 4o do with the changing fortunes of the cotton weavers,

and the English Company could not coatrol this situation.‘

- ZHE MECHANISMS OF BNFORCING THE HEW
SYSTEM OF PRODUCTION ORGANISATION :

After 1757 a new gystem of produoction organisation gradually
emerged. The basis of this organisation was the system of advances or
‘dadan'. The acceptance of 'dadan' involved the obligations on the part

of weavers of providing the Company with goods worth the value of advances

148 Progs Board of Trade, 29th Junsz; 1327, Prog no. 48, Vols: 453, Part II.
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. before the weavqré could sell their commodities in market. This system
though in existence before was very limited in extent. After 1757 it

becﬁme universal.

I‘now intend to study the mechanism of the enforcement of
the new system. The different regulations passed by the Government for
the weavers aimed mainly at two things 1 (i) %o compel the weavers to
fulfil contracts and (i) ‘\t'o eliminate rivel mercantile groupe from

interfeiing with their buainess.maA

FORCED ADVARCES AND RETAINING OF THE WEAVERS'
SERVICE BY ALWAYS HAVING A BALANCE AGAINST THEM

The device adOptea by @he Commercial Residents wes to make
advanceq to the weavers before they received advances from rival mercantile
groups and to lkceep them in the cbnetaﬁt employ of the Company. The

'Commeroial Residents sireased in this_conneotion the necessity of
advances’ at proper and épeoifio times. Mr. Law in 1783 informed from
Dacca -that the nnmbér of Free Merchants there was very considerable,
particularly'aﬁter the end of the American War of Indép?ndqnog,\and that
they were always ready to make asdvances to the weavers ;:;§;§:in&$eiy and
the only means of preventing their making advances to the Company's

149

woavers was by keeping them coneténtly employed. The presence of

148A A briéf roference %o thse has been made in an earlier section.
149 Progs Board of Trade, 16th Sept, 1783, Prog no, 22, Vol: 109,Part II.
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the large number of Free Merchants was due to the Peace established
after the American War of Independence. The War had its impact in
Bengal. The two main contendéra, the English and the French, were
ongaged in it and it naturally led to a complete suspension of the
trading activities of the French East India Company and the French
private traders. The trade of all other merchants ’both indigenous

end foreign,waa also affected by the war, The war was concluded by

the Peace Treaties of 1783. One of the terms of the Tréaty of
Versailles concluded between England and France provided "a safe, free
and independent® ( sur libre et indepondent ) trade to be carried on

by the Fremch in India on pre-war level. All other merchants were also
allowed to carry on trade without let or hipﬁrance. From Kheerpoy,

Mr. Chandler informed that advancee should be provided by the Company
till the last month of the year. Wifh the olose of the year, when

all the advances had been made, one of the two pieces of cloth was to
be collected from the weaver and one piece would still remain due from
him. As soon as he delivered the piecce dus from him at the beginning of
the next year, a double Kist would again be given to him. By this,

Mr. Chandler argusd, the weaver would be in & position to maintain
himself and his family more comfortably since he would never be without
advances and the Company would be assured of the services of the weavers
by always having & demand upon him. But if the weavera were ever without
advances of the English Company at the end of a year, there was every
possibility that they would receive the advances of the French or the

150

Dutch, These were not the isolated oases in Dacce or Kheerpoy.

150 Progs Board of Trade, 2nd May, 1775, Vol. I1I, Part II.
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The same method wae followed.in th;’other places,. Mr. Heary Scott from
Luckipore in 1790 stated that he made an advance for two pleces of

cloth to each weaver, and on the delivery of one plece gasve him aﬁother
advance, so that the wgavers were constantly employed having always one

151 yr. Scott in another letter im 1792 wrote that

plece in balance.
it was nocessary for the purpose of keeping the weavers in the Company's
employ that there should be outstanding balances in the aurungs, which
would always prevent the full order belng completed within the year but
generally in time for the ships of the season, provided thé advances for
the ensuing investment ensbled the Resident to collect the balance of the
past at the same time engaging the weavers by fresh advances., The principal
and indeed the only secarity of obtaining the investment was by early
advances so as to enable the Resident to commence his operations with the
beginning of the year and thereby secure the greater part of the clothg

152

before the private merchants had commenced their purchases. The most

important cause of this was that the terms of the rival mercantile groups

153

wore more favourable. for the weavers,

Once having accepted the Company's sdvances, the weavers
were forbidden by Regulation II of July 1787, to work for newer
engagements or bazar:aales ti111 their engagemeﬁts to the Company were
fulfilled. But the weavers, once employed for the Company, had little
chances of being relieved. The Company's men retained the services of
the weavers by prizing their cloths into inferior letters and always

having a balance against them.

151 Progs Board of Trade, 31 August, 1790, Prog no. 65, Vol: 87.
152 Progs Board of Trade, 13th Dec, 1792, Prog no. 90, Vol:10%1,Part II.
153 The details of the causee are dlscussed in Chapter IV.

- aml e
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In 1775 the weavers of Sonargaon complained that they
prepared piecegoods of the best quelity and whea Mr, Day from Dacca
came to Sonargaon he took these as being of the first three qualities
of A, B and C. He next returned to Dacca with those clothe but there
he rated the quality at D, E and F respectively and insisted that prices
should be paid in proportion.'54 Tho weavers of Teetabaddy in a
petition to the Board of Trade informed that by means of ;riaing their
cloths into inferior letters the Company had made a ocnsiderable balance

155 The weavers of Luckipore auring in a petition

accrue against them.
to the Governor General and Council pointed out that the cloths delivered
by them were foreibly prized by the Commerciel Resident, Mr. Scott, without
their consent at a much lower rate than that allowed by the former
Residents and thus a heavy balance appeared against them. The weavers

of Kheerpoy in a petition to the English Company's Trade Council complained
that their oloths were prized at their ebsénce in violation of the
preveiling custom. Very few cloths had been teken as fine, a great

many fine were taken as middling and the middling as coarse. As a

156

result there had been a great balance against thenm, The weavers of

Dacce in a petition157

pointed out that the Commercial Resideat in
collusion with the Jassendars ( appraisers ) and gomagtas hed ruined them.
Ha lowered the price of every assortment. "Cloths of 2100 threads were
taken as 2000 threads letter C & D and oven as 1900 threads end the
handka;chiefe middling were taken as or@inary in letters C & D. In

thaet manner, the Resident took every other assortments at an undervalue

and unfair prizing. In that manner large balances had been made against

then®, 1 58

154 Progs Board of Trade, 10th Jamary, 1775, Vol: I.

155 Progs Board of Trade, 29th August, 1775, VolilV.

156 Progs Board of Trade, 27th March, 1794, Vol; 109, Part I.

1%% Addressed to the Board of Trade dated 3rd Choit, 1200 Bengali Year.

1 Progs Board of Trade, 31st March, 1794, Prog no. 22,Vol: 109,Part II.



109

199 complained that they prepared

21 wveavers from Santipore
the thread(for the different sorts of cloths for which they received
advancess Sorters of thread came to their houses and sorted the thread
after which they began to weave cloths with the sald thread. The
Company's men came daily to inspect the progress and affixed the
Company's seal to the cloths. On the completion of the piece they
delivered it to the factory where the threads of both the length and
breadth were counted and the cloth wae‘weighed and examined with the
| musters bj the sorter, the gomasta and Naibdb gpmasta and received if
ednal to them and returned if proved inferior, The cloths which were
thus received were aftérwarde priged by the sorter, the gomasta and
Raidb gomasta and the Commercial Resident threw these into inferior
sorts, This did not happen in their presence and they were told
soméeays afterwards when the cloths were entered on their chite

( receipts ) that the cloths had been thrown imto inferior lotters.' &

Several weavers numbering about 25 of the aurungs of
Knattorsh'®! under the Hurripaul factory complained that Mr. Robert
Richardson, the Resident of the Hurripaul factory, forcibly ﬁnd
unjustly rejected cloths of various descriptions belonging to them
and required them to deliver new omes in lieu thereof and placed
peons over them and thereby subjected them to great expenses. The
former Rosidents used to send for them at the time of priszing their

cloths and examined them with the musters by which method more clothe

159 1In & petition dated 25th Assar 1205, Bengali Year corresponding
with 6th July 1788 Christian Year.

160 Progs Board of Trade, 10th July, 1798, Prog mo, 53, Vol: 137.

161 1In a petition to the Board of Trade in 1813,
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vere prized of the first, second and the third letters. MNr. Richardson
. 44d not send for them and prizZed the fine fabrics as middling according
to his own wish. A8 a result large balances had accumulated against

t:henn.“62

In all such cases, the previous bslances were taken as a
part of the advances due for the next year. The weavers always complained
that balances were not Justly due and had accumulated as a result of the
Commercial Residents' prizing their cloths into inferior letters. The
Company made use of balances outstanding ageinst the weavers as a
means of perpetuating their continned association with the COmpany.163
Hence the weavers, oven if they did not like to work for the Company,
had no escape and the Company's men always having & demand upon them

under the pretence of balances compelled them to work,

The servants of the English Company, in order to counteract
the private traders' :dealings with the weavers and to bring the unwilling
weavers to submission, offered in 1788 a very small premium on every
‘piece of cloth ordered by them and promised to redress their grievances.
Theoretically, the weavers were perfectly free. The Board of Trade
thus wrote to the Commercial Resident of Hurripsul : "They nced not
enter_;nto if'tﬁey do not choose to do. And after having entering
into it, they need not contime in 1% longer then they like. And there

is no obligation upon them to aseign any reason for wishing to quit ygn, V64

162 Progs Board of Trade, 30th April, 1813, Prog no. 16 & Vol: 280.
163 Progs Board of Trade, 26th July, 1776, Vol: 8.
164 Progs Board of Trade, Tth Jamuery,1799, Prog mo. 2 : Vol 140,Part I.
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But there was a gregt deal of discrepancy between theory and
practice end in the main the Company's men relied upon coercive
measures and the most effective way of meking the unwilling
weavers to work was to force advances on them. "There is every
reason to believe that in meny cases, advances were forced on

the weavers”.165

At Luckipore, about the year 1794-95, the Resident found
it more and more difficult to procure the Company's investment in
time. In assigning the reasons, the Commercial Resident, Mr. C.R.
Crommelin, wrote that from a veriety of ciroupetancea he was dinduced
to believe that the mejor part of the weavers were numbered166 in the
first instance contrary to their inclinations. That, according to
his study, proved a fundamental evil ; the weavers had little real
likings for the Company's work ; they took advances out of necessity
and they esteemed their mumbers as badges of restraint and were eager

to get rid of the name of a numbered weaver,'Gz

. Sonetimes, the
Company*s men made advances beyond the cap3§§ty of the weavers to

weave, Bijoyram Dutt, Nerain Nundy, Johurryxehui, Bhabanl Churan

Ghui, weavers of Sonamooky in a petition stated that in 1787 Ganga
Harain Sircar got the contract and sent his brother Hurry Narsin
Siroar.to menage the business in his gtoad. He forcibly made his

first advance for 70,000 pieces. This was ﬁuoh more than their capacity

to weave. When they wanted to know the cause for such a large advance,

1’65 HchSinha, 02.011‘». VOIQI' P, 1620
166 To distingnish the Company's weavers from those in the employ
of the other companies and to determine the size of the people
employed by the Company, each veaver in the Company's employ
wag given a number, Yo -
167 Progs Board of Trade, 17th April, 1795, Prog no. 22,Vol:115,Part IIX.
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they were told that they would have to accept more than that in future,'GB

Sometimes, the weavers were compelled to take advances for assortments
which they had never weaved 'in their lives. In a petition(to the Board
of Trade) Manick Bhur Tanty, Tilluck Sain Tanty, Coobir Coondoo Tanty
end Gora Chand Dey Tanty of Khursurroy under thé Company's factory at
Cuttorah complained that the gomaété of the above facotory mischievously
entered their names in the Company's papers and advanced them a sum of
. money for making cloths of the said factory. They stated that they had
never-waaved such cloths, They maintained themselves by weaving‘ggggg
and other coarse gloths for sales in the bazars and maintained thei?
families in‘a frugal manner‘169

under the Hurripsul factory' 'O

Several weavers of Persaudpore aurung
wvrote that Sambhonaut Chuckerbutty, a
gomasta of the Persaudpore aurung, forced advansced upon them. They were
unable to weave assortments as desired by the Company. Hence they were
compelled to purchase cloths from such weavers ﬁho weaved such assortments,

m Even

They thus suffered a great loss and "were raeduced to beggary”.
conslderation on compassionate grounds was not to be expeoted from the
Compeny's gomastas. Seven weavers belonging to the Durhatta factory in
1798 petitioned to the Board of Trade that they had ﬁoen for long
waving cloths for the Company but';:nghat they,&fere grown o0ld and

their eye sight was failing_they were unsble to work any longer. But the

)
172

gomasta oppressed them greatly and they did not know how to escape.
The Board of Trade expressed great concern at the petition of the seven
weavers and in a lstter to the Commercial Resident, Mr. Philpot, wrote
that on examination of the evidenoe "1t appears that advances were forced

by the gomastas upon the seven weavers and that under the plea of

168 Progs Board of Trade, 26th June, 1787, Prog no: 62, Volt 57.

169 Progs Board of Trade, 24th May, 1794, Prog no: 32, Vol: 110.

170 In a petition in June, 1798.

17 Progs Board of Tradé, 14th August, 1798, Prog no: 63, Vol: 137.

172 Progs Board of Trade, Zni FNovembér, 1798, Prog no: 86, Vol: 139,part I,
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balences arising from these advinces, they have been constrained to
work for the Company. We particularly, enjoin you to be careful that

173 - Advances from time to

advances be not forced upon the weavers",
time vere made to the weavers who had secured thsir release from the
Company's servicse. For example, Dattaram Paul, Ramlochun Paul, Goocul
Dosa, Gobindaram Doss, Ramsorun Doss, Lochun Doss, Mathoor Dey, Kirparam
Laha, weavers of Hurripaul in 1808 stated that on their request the
Board of Trade was graciously plesed to release them from the Company's

service by issuing & Perwannah to Thomas Philpot, late Resident of

Hurripaul factory. That occurred in 1797 and since then they were
TOW ) onf
free, However, agefnza, Ramcont Hukherji, the gomasta of the sald

Hurripaul factory.'¢ompelled them to remsw their engagements foroibly.'74

In enforcing the.system, the Commercial Residents ruthlessly
exercised their anthority. The case of Bhugobutty-widow of Agurparsah
would 1llustrate this, The husband of Bhugobutty died with a large
debt due to the Company. He was the securlity of the Company's cloth
factory at Augurparsh. The widow had ome infant son of eight, four
daughters and three small dwelling houses. The reant of ﬁhe houses was the
only source of income to the family. Mr. B, Ha;jorib;nks, Resident of
Sentipore and Golagore, issued orders to the gomasta of the'factory.
Hanick‘cChandra Bandopadhyaya to sell the houeés for the recovery of
the debt, The widow in a petition in Sept 1823 prayed that she was
willing to enter into a settlement with the Company énd wanted to pay

off the debt by instalments. If her houses were sold, she would be

173 Progs Board of Trade, Tth Jamary, 1799, Prog no: 2, Vols140, Part I.
174 Progs Board of Trade, 8th March, 1808, Prog nos: 13,Vol: 218.
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deprived of her only place of residence, and by losing the rent of
the houses, she would have no alternctive but to etarve with her
ehildren.’vﬁ The Board directed ihc Rosident to meke an enguiry
into the petition of the widow and furnish an early report. The
Reaident in his letter recommended the dimposal of the deceassed
wveaver's property, otherwise, he apprehended, there would be great
d1£fioulty in recovering amy part of the balance.''C But the Board
sympathised wiéh the vwidow and in spite of the Resident's recommeondation
ordered that if Bhugobutty could by being permitted to retain the

use of her house meke any gettlement gusranteed by & respectadle person
for the progressive liquidation of hexr husband's debt to the Coupany,
such an errangement would be preferable to ejecting her from her house

and selling it for the benefit of the company.‘77

The same Commercial Resident at timos exceeded his authority
and even flouted the orders of the Board of Trade. A petition was
submitted by the wearers of Avgurparak, Panhatty, Mshes, Duckineswar,
Baranagar complaining ageinsf the Resident cnd his subordlnates. They
stated thot Mr, Marjoribanks appointed- a certain person as his banian
to whom he owed one lekh ami fifty thousand rupees and invested him with
an absolute power of dischargihg and appointing individuals to work for.
the Company. Instead of advancing those weavers whose gggtohitggg
( handwritten receipts ) appeared %o be olear, the banian advanced to

naw wecvers and at the timo of issuing new hautchittas, ho received

175 Progs Boaxrd of Trade, 16th Sept 1823, Prog no: 66, Vols 408,
176 Progs Board of Trade, 15th Janmuary 1824, Prog nos 4, Vols 412,

177 Ibid.
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two, three, four and even five rupeeé. Moreover, he received in the
name of Dewanji at the rate of two annas upon every piece of cloth,
On each of such hautchittas, the gomasta received one fnpee, the |
Mohrer received ome rupee gnﬂ so on. In case, any of the weavers
refused to pay the money, they did not allow him to go out of the
factory and "the gomasta said that he was their Resident™ which

178 pye Board of Trade

compelled the weavers to make such payments.
expressed great dissatisfaction at the manner in which tﬁe affairs of

Augurparah and the neighbouring places had been conducted and ordered’
the Resident to proceed immediately to the factory personally and make

a thorough investigation into the matter,' 19

But in spite of such

~ peremptory orders, the Resident did not proceed and the Board of Trade
again directed the Resident to proceed to Baranagar to make an
investigation and ¢o submit a report of the same to the Board.‘ao
Still the Resident remeined silent. The Board of Trade thereupon
appealed to Lord Amherst, the Governor General in Council., The Board.
wrote that they repeated request to the Commercial Resident of Santipore
and Golagore fér an enquiry Eighsﬁ&ﬁg“iﬁto the complaints made by the
woavers of Baranagar and Augurperah had all been 1nefféctual. They
requested the Governor General and Council to depute a public officer

to the Baranagar factory for the purpose of this enquiry.w1

178 Progs Board of Trade, 9th August, 1825, Prog mo. 60, Vol: 431,
179 1Ibigd. : .

- 180 Progs Board of Trade, 6th Jamary,1826, Prog no. 2, Vol: 436.
181 Progs Board of Trade, 21 Merch, 1826, Prog no. 23, Vol: 438,
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IRECT INTERPERENCE WITH THE PURCHASES
OF THE RIVALS ON VARIOUS PRETEXTS :

Affer the conclusion of Peace in 1783, the English
Company faced serious competition from the French and Dutch traders
in the pu;ohase of cloths, The prices paid by the Duteh and Ffeneh
wére more than those of the Bnglish Company and hence the English
Company's men were unable to eliminate their rivals from the
markets.’ag They, therefore, tried to interfere directly with

\ the purchases of their rivals on various grounds.

The Chief of the Dutch factory at Chinsura in a letter to

the Governor Gemesral in Council in 1785183

wrote that the English
Company's gomastas at Mehanandpur ( under the Malda factory ) and
places adjoining it, had forbidden by the sound of drums that no
weaver should undertake to manufacture ahy cloths for the Dutch. From
other places also the gomastas by the sound of drums declared that
wveavers should not memufacture nor deliver & single piece of cloth to

any foreign merchants or that they would be seriously punished.m4

At Santipore, the Company's men gave notice to all the
Company's weavers that none of them would be permitted in future to
work for sny another group under any pretence whatsoever, until the

Company'atinéestmeng'was completed. Mr. Fergusson from Santipore

182 Infrs : Chapter IV PP,
183 The letter was dated 9th July
184 Progs Board of Trade, 16th Augst 1785, Prog no. 37, Vol: 48,



17

intimated the Board of Trade in 1786 that "the Board should think in
the light of compelling the u?avers to returﬁt?@eir dut; and protecting
the contractor in the exclusive right'of employing for the investmenf
those weavers who have been long considered as Company's and who have

actually received adyanoqs on thia.qccount".185

o The gomastas and Delals of the Dutch Company in Santiéora
'auruné in an_afzee to the Court of Directors for the Dutch Company in
June 1786 complained that their business had come to & stop since
Mr., Beauland on the part of the English Company at Santipore had
ordereaithe weavers not to make eny cloths but for the English

Gompany.’s6

The French from Chandernagar in a letier to Lorﬁ Cornwallis
in June 1787 pointed out that Mr, Udny, the Chief of the English
faotory at Malda, caused their peons to be atopped who fere oarrying
twentyone gieces bf'oloths to the French Hauserf Commerce. These
cloths were seized. The Prench gomagta intended to visit the English

Ao G4
factory to ask for an explanation but has refused access.
‘ : , A .

185 Progs Board of Trade, 18th July 1786, Prog no. 5, Vol: 51, Psrt II.
186 IwWd.
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At Chenderconsh, Hurripeul, Canicola, Santipore and other
adjacent places, Mr. Wall, one of the English Offioera9had issued a
proclamation by the sound of tom tom to 21l weavers prohibiting them
for working for any persons except the contractors of the English
Company. Mr, Wall slso enjoined them not to receive any stranger
amongst them and when the gomastas of the French had showan themselves
in any of these-places he had forbidden them to make any advances and
had opposed with all his power by means of his sircars and peons their
gtay in the distriots, with the result that most of the French agents
had returned without having it in their power to do anything. ¥r, Wall
also stationed peons at the doors of every weaver to prevent their having
any communication with the people without. The French complained that

"he was exercieing this new tyranny with indecent stubbcrnness“.187

The trade of the Armenians at Malda also came to a stop. In
July, 1787, one Sarkis Munassakar submitted a petition to the Board of
Trade. He stated that he had been in Calcutta from 1755 previous to
its capture by Siraj. He made & trip to Malda in 1762 and afterwards
went on several voyages to Sea. On his return in 1771 he became the
agent of some of the Armemian merchants for the purchase of cloths of
different assortments to the amount of 30 to 40,000 rupees a year upon
a commision of 5 percent, At first he did not face any difficulty o¥
*molestation' in the transaction of his business: But after some time,
¥r. Udny, Company's Resident st Malda, without any just cause, had put a
total stoP to his bueiness'py ‘molesting' and "injuring* his dalel.

187 Progs Board of Trade, 15th June, 1787 Prog no. 59, Vol: S7.
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He hed sustained a loss of about 35,000 rupees. MNr., Udny stetioned
gepoys at the houses of the weavers, ordered the Company's seal to
be affixed upon the cloths, seized every‘pieoe and ocarried the
cloths to the factory. 3By this, he had collected 52 bales of cloths

containing 5200 pileces for his personzl trade¢188

Prom Chittagong, ﬂgttheﬁ Louis, a Free Merchant_complained

. 7
that his.trade therse was much obstructed. In a letter, to S. Bird,
Chief of Chittagong, in August 1788, Mr. Hatthew Louis wrote that onm
the 15th of August,-1788, thirty-two pieces of cloths were stopped on
the public road by the English COmpany's.men. They forcibly seiged
the cloths from his people and affixed the Compeny's seal upon the
cloths. The next day seven pleces more were seized, though the
Company®s seal was not affixed, and he informed Mr. Harris, the
Commercial Resident of Chittagong of this. He had no doubt that

Mr. Harris would not only restore the clotha but would take steps;

so that such things might not reour in the future and would punish

the persons responsible for these activitiea. HMr, Harris only ordered
the restoration of twenty pieces of the first seizure but previous

to the restoration of these pieces, eighteen more pieces were seiged
by the Company's men. Hr. Louis pointed out that these cloths were
mannfactured with his advances, his name was written on each piece by
the weavers who received his advances. Had these been mamfactured
with the Company's advances, their seal would have been affixed upon
the pieces. But in the eighteen pieces seized, not one had the

Cqmpany'e mark on 1t.189

188 Progs Boerd of Trade, 24th July 1787 Prog mo. 70, Vol: 58.
189 Progs Board of Trade, 14th October, 1788, Prog no. 103, Vol: T2.
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The Free Merchants of Dacca in a letter to Cormwallis
pointed out that freedom of trade so essential for the public trade
did not exist in the district. The Sixth Article of the Regulations
for weavers of 23rd July 1787, grovided that a list of the Company's

weavers should be stuck up at public places by the Commercial agent.:

Mr. Bebb, the Commercial Resident, did not do s0 and the
Pree Morchants were not sure as to wh® really the Company's weavers were.
They advanced.to the weavers called the Company's weavers, Notwithstanding
this omiseion, their webs hed been seized in the loom by the nmative
agehfa acting under Mr, Bebb, Weavers had been punished when found
emplojed on their account and their goods were stopped in the aurung at
their pleasure. Moreover, the Dalals and the Pykars who received their

advances were encouraged and protected as Compeny's Dalals and Pykars.

Their applications to Mr. Bebb proved to be of no avail.
He did not wanp to afford relief but on the pretext of enquiry he
desired to keep himgelf informed mimtely of the quantity, quality
and prices of the cloths adwanced for by the merchants and he was also
interested in knoving the nemes of the weavers who had received the
advances'of the private merchants so that he could put a stop to their

business,

The 2nd Article of the Regulations of 1787 provided that
5the weavers who have not fulfilled their engagemenits to the Company

shall not work for newsr engagements or bazar sales until those engagements
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are completed"., The Resident taking these words literally

applied the article rigidly. The case could be thus illustrated.

| A manufscturer having eight looms took advences from the

" Commercial Resident on account of the Company for the purpose of

one loom some days previous td the receipt of advances for the

other looms. The cloth to be memafactured in the loom engaged

to the Company being of a superior quality, the m;nnfacturar

ﬁigﬁt not furnish agreeably to this engagements from want of

proper threads or any other prﬁbable cause. However, by a

rigid construction of the aforenentioned a:ticle,.Bebb's people
gseized the cloths of the other looms not engaged to the Company

| on the ground that the Company's engagemqnts vere not

fulfilled.

‘ The 12th Al'rticle of the Reguj.ations of the same year
provided that "Héafers are to be bound to the rule of giving
cloths according to the priority of engagements®, . The Resident,
Mr. Bebb, argued that this clause was'applicable not only to a
nemfacturer having oﬁe loom but to those héving & variety of
looms and Journsymen of different capacities. Each of the
looms might be |
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"occupied dy a web of every different valugo —-
one plece may take six months in mamfacturing
and be wofﬂfgf forty or fifty rupees, others two,
three or four months and be worij of ten, twenty
and thirty rupees. The Company's men put 2 stop
to the work of the other loome not engaged to the
Compeny on the ground that the piece requiring
most time happensed to be ?g%y a few days
previously advanced for".

In thess ways, the English Company's men interfered with the
business of the rival mercantile groups and tried to eliminate
them from competition. 1In it, they became succesaful to some

extent but not wholly.

From the foregoing study, it follows that the nature
of the production organisation in the industry before Plassey,
vas on the whole conducive to the growth of the industry and the
well being of the artisans alike., Some constraints did exist.
However, despite these constraints the induatry continued to
flourish, For capital, the artisans had no doubt to depend on
the advances of the Mahajans but that did not mean either coercion
or curtailment of their freedom of buying and selling. Bengal
attracted merchante of differsant provinces of India. The
different European Companies also traded in Bengal cotton
piecegoods. Trade was competitive, market was expanding and
the artisans vere well paid. After Plassey, & new type of
production organisation gradually emerged with the acquisition of
political power by the English East India Company. The basis of

190 Progs Board of Trade, 30th Dec 1788, Prog mo. 121 Vol: T4.
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thia'néwAprodugéioﬁ orgenisation was the system of advances or
dadan, the acceptance of which involved the obligations of
providing the English Company with googe worth the value of

the advances before the weavers could sell their commodities

in the market or tho apents of any other European Companies,
RBefore Plassey, the weavers had no doubt to depend on the
Mahajans for part of their . capital., This also involved the
ob;igat;ons of timely delivery of goods to them but after
Plassey a crucial change occurred. The Compeny had now to
administer a territory as well as to carry on trade. By
exorcising & their‘newiy acquired pelitical authority, they
succeeded in elimineting, at leagt partly, the other rival
nercantile groups from competing with them. Agein, compulaive
rogulations were pasased from time to time during the 80s of the
18th contury. Thenceforward, the weavers had to work undex
various constraints, They had to provide cloths to the English
Company's agonts within the specified date. They could not work
for the agents of other Companies before they completed their
engagenents to the English Company. - And release from the Company's
engagements was unthinkeble under the circumstances in which the
veavers worked. Advances were forced upon thea. The remuneration
paid to them was not at all attractive. Thelr work was
auperintended by peons paid and fed by the weavers themselves.
To quickeﬁ the deliveriss of clothe, the Commercial Residents
often held out threaté of prosecution. In ocase, the weavers

falled to deliver cloths within the specified period for reasons
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beyond their control such as sickness, fines were exactqd from
them, Horeover, the exaqtiong from the weavers on one'pretext

~or another, by different intermedisries like the gomasiaes and
dalals, were considerable. Hence the position of the artisans
changed a great deal. Again, the object of the English Company

was to chome the sole purchaser of the cloths woven by the
a:tieana, ‘Henoe.,thsyAdeviaed an elaborate machinery to enforce
_compu1aive regulations. They directly interfered with the purchases
of the‘!;nterIOpers' ( ;ivai merocantile groups ) on various grounds.
Moreove?; the Company made use of balances outatanding against the
¥eavers &s the means of pérpetuating their continued association
with the Company, Balances always remeined outstanding egainst

. the weavers.. But;in spite of ell fhese. the Engligh Company did
not succeed in establishing a full coﬁtrol in the buyers' market

for various reasons which I have studied in the next Chapter.
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FACTORS IR THE ABSENCE OF A COMPLETE
HON STIC CONTRO

To compel weavers to fulfil their engagements and to
prevent the rival mercantile groups from 1nterféring with their
business, the.Englieh Company passed series of Regulations in the
last quarter of the 18th Century. However, they did ﬁot succeed
in éstablishing an exclusive control in the buyers' market. _
Several foreign nations and many indigenous and British Private
Traders did manage to contimue to trade in Bengal cotton piece-
goods through the perigd. The trade of the other European
Companies tended to decline over the years. However, the Eng;ish

-had to reckon with their commercial rivalry which assumed serious

‘proportions during some particular periods.

ANGLO-FRENCH RIVALRY :

In the Bengal Presidency, the main rivals of the English
Company were French Company and the Dutch Company. Till, 1753, the
Fren¢h Qompanw's investment was provided by the said ‘dadni' merchants
who provided the English East India Company's ‘investment!. In 1756,
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war broke out between England and France and it naturally led to a
complete suspension of the trading activities between ths two
Companies. éfter the return of Peage in 1763, the French trade was
~slov to gggg;::’in Bengal. In 1769, the King's Council of State in
France passed the decree suspending the exclusive privilege of the
French Company and allowing the French subjects to trade freely in
different parts of India.1 With the enforcement of thie decree,
the trade of the French Company practically came to an end and only
the private traders traded in Bengel till 1778 when War again broke

out between the French and the English.

The Anglo~Prench War which broke out in 1778 extended over
a period of five years and also involved Holland and Spain. With the
close of the main conflict with France in 1783, Peace was established
with other belligorents. Tho definitive treaty of Versailles was
concluded with France in Septomber, 1783. With respect to Indis, the
Treaty of Versailles had laid down two main principles for the
reatoration of Peace : firstly, a reciprfical restitution ofAterritories
and secondly, a safe, free and independent ( Sur 1ibre et independent )
trade to be carried on by the French in India on the pre-war level. The
first principle was put into operation without much trouble or controversy.
The determination of trade relations prosented a task of much greater
magnitude, " * #* ¥ no difficulties have yst occured", the Govermment

of Bengal remarked in a2 letter of 25th October, 1785,

.‘r";a
1 N.K. Sinha 3 The Economic éﬁ. History of Bengal, Vol.I, P. 36.
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"nor do we think that any can be approhended
"in regerd to the Restoration of Places. The .
usage of visiting French ships as they pass
the Fort of Budge Budge ; the Privileges of
Trade, and the Mode of ascertaining and
realizing the Duties of the Country Government
on that yrade, have been the principal points
of discussion between us and the French Agent
and HMatters of Conatant Dispute * * ¥ In gome
respects they were alac ceuses of Difference 2
with the other PForeign Settlements in Bengal®.

Th; English were unwilling to share trade with the French on equal
terns in territories conquered by them and under their sovereignty,
such as Bengal and Bihar, They raised all kinds of difficulties

for Freneh trading operations. Disputes and minor incidents of
violence were of daily oceurrence. The most serious of these
incidents in Bengal was the firing of a French Corvettee, the
'Eaperance'! from the English fort at Budge Budge in December, 1785.

In violation of the time-~honoured freedom of nevigation on the
Hooghly, respected by all the Buropean nations from the beginning of
thelr settlements in Bengal, the English had established a oustom-post
at Budge Budge and claimed the right of inspectiné all foreign ships
going up the river. The Captain of the 'Esperance' refused to submit
to such a demand whereupon the English opened fire from their fort.3
Dangereux, who was in charge of the Chandernagar settlement, protested
to the Govermment in Calcutta against this without getting any redress.

2  Poreign letter to Court, 25th October, 1785 3
Fort William India House Correspondence, Vol.XV, Paras 5-6, P. 502,

3 SOPQSGn ¢t The ‘FI‘GnOh ig ;mia. P. 419‘
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Disputes still went on and in order to settle them the
Governor Gensral‘anducouncil in Calcutta decided in 1786 to send Colomel
Cathcert to the Isle of Frence to negotiate a Commercial convention with
Souillac, the French Governor Gemeral. In April, 1785 Colonel Catheart
successfully concluded an Anglo-French trade Convention in Mauritiue
which solved most problems by amicable compromise., (i) By the first
Article of this Gonyention)the Bnglish gave an agsurance of freedom of
trade to ?rench.subjects in the Carnatic, Madura, Tanjore, Northen
Serkars, Bengal, Biher and Orissa. (ii)  The Prench agreed to an
" exemination of ships proviously reported as smugglers of salt or
military stores. (iii) The British abandoned their claim to a complete
monopoly of salt in Bengsl by allowing the French to bring in 2,00,000
maunds of eait for purchase by the Bengal Government at a fixed pricé.
(iv) The British likewise receded from their plam to prohibit French
from issuing dagtaks exempting their goods from local duties.

The pr&viaions of the Anglo-French Convention demonstrated
beyond doubt the superiority of Br;tish political power and diplomacy in
India. And when Lord Cornwallis came to India, the French settloments were
gubjJected to furthefieantrol. A controversy soon arose on the French claim
to hoist their flag within the limits of their settlements. Disputes on
this question came to a head in Malda. HMr. Udny from Malda intimated the
Prench gomasta that if he had any design of hoisting the flag he would
be well-advised to wait until the clarifications could be obtained £rom

Caloutta, He wrote : "A flag imposes upon the natives and may convey the

4  Secret letter to Court, 28th August 1786 : Fort WilliamsIndia House
Correspondence, Vol. XV, Paras 140-54, PP. T04-70.
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idea of some privilege, authority or respect. Used by the French
vhere they wvere not allowed before, 1t might naturally be used ag a

concession'of greater influence and de capable of misapplication".5

Undexr one of the articles of the provisional convention
it was provided that "all the inhabitants, whoether European or Natives
of the Prench Establishments, Factories and Houses of Commerce as well
es the Territory annexed to them shall be under the protection of the
Prench flag and subjeot to the French 3urisdictions“.6 Hence the
provigion of the convention permitted the French to hoist their {flags
in all pa¥ts of the country where they had establishments, But the
Governor Genmeral in Council put their own meaning on the article and
resolved ®"that the Flag of his most Christian Majesty, should be
hoisted only et five original factories belonging to the French, at
Chandernagar, Dacca, Patna, Cossimbazar and Balasore and at that
Factory which they have been permitted to establish in lieu of Jugdia".7
These resolutions were generally not put into operation and the French
agoents continued to hoist their flag in the menner they did before.
But the manner in which the Governor-Gemersal in Council reacted indicated
the determination of the Bnglish Government to suppress every semblance
of political euthority on the part of the French Settlements in India,

The flag controversy was in fact the prelude to prolonged
wranglings. The regulations of {782 and 1786 forbade clandestine purchase
of cloths from the English Company's weavers. It was complained that the

5 Progs Board of Trade, 22nd Aug, 1786, Prog no., 8, Vol: 51, Part II.
6 Seoret letter to Court, 11th FNov 1786 ! ‘
r 1liams~ 8 orrespondence, Vol: XV, Para 32, P.T63.

7 Ibid. fove 33 f Y64
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French gomasstas carried on & trade of this kind. The agents of the
French used to visit the houses of weavers and purchased clothe which
they had woven with the English Goﬁpany'e advances.a As the prices
offered by the French agents were higher than the prices of the
Engliey Company, the weavers were naturally unwilling to work for the
English Company. The English on their part retaliated.‘ In May 1787,
Udny seiged twenty pleces of cloth which the peons of the French gomasta

were carrying to the French agent at Halda.g

Mr. Wall, the Ghiefyieeued
& proclamation by sound of horan not only at Halda, but at Chanderconnsh,
Hurripaul, Cannicola, Santipore and adjacent places, prohibiting the |
veavers from working for any person except for the contractors of the
English Company.9A He placed peons &t the door 6f every weaver to

prohibit them from having eny commanication with the people.'l

The argument of the French was that they offered higher
prices £o the weavers., The weavers either worked for more hours or
procured the services of other weavers to supply the goods to the French
agents. The French claimed that at Malda it were they who had first
organised :and promoted the weaving of clotha." Since the outbreek of
the American War of Independence, the servants of the Company employed
the mamfacturers exclusively for their trade. Now as the French wanted
to regain their previous position, the Company's éervants were trying to
put 81l sorts of ocbstructions, The French argued that after the

completion of the Company's 'investment'!, the Commercial Residents in the

8 Progs Board of Trade, 17th October 1786, Prog no. 11 Vol: 52,
9 HN.K. Sinha : op,elt. Vol.I, P.45.
9A Supra 3 The detsils of this are disoussed in Chapter III.

10 Progas Board of Trade, 15th June, 1787, Prog no. 59. Vol: 57.

11 Holden Furber : John Compasny at Work, P. 53.
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. intorests of their Private Trade purchased cloths from thé weavers and
they engaged veavers for their trade. The French competition really
wag with the English Private Traders. The Frenoch sald 3 "In all these’
matters, your Company is a mere cypher. Your Residents only use its
name to impose upon yc:m".’2 ®Thus the obstruction of which the French
compleined was very real and the Board of Trade could nof deny that

the French competition with the Private Trade of the Company's servants

was the hinge of the whole,controversy".13

The ocutbreak of the French Reyolution put an end to all

French activity in'India. ﬁoreaver, & few months later, the French
Company lost its single privilege of monopoly of the eastern trade
and this bgought abuuf a sudden reduction in the volume of the Prench
| Trade. The successor of the momopoly Company suppressed some of the
agencies such as those at NMocha and Tanam to reduce the cost of
: establishment. The Company in ihis way carried on its treding
opergtions, although on & diminished scale down to the‘seige and
capture of Ponﬂichgtry in August 1793. The terms of capitulation had
.assured pgoperty‘;iéhts and lidberty of trade and the Company could
have contimied its commercial operations even after 1793 but the
total 'aup'pression of the Company and the ooﬁfigcation of its goods

in France made it imposaible to contimme its trade in India.14

12 Progs Board of Trade, 22nd Sept, 1787, Prog mno. 90, Vols 60.
13 K. K. Sinha 3 Qﬂg_c_i . VOIOI' Pe 500
14 S, P. Sen @ angito P. 425.
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ANGLO~DUTCH COMMERC RI :

Like the English and the French, the Dutch had considerable
commercial transections in India. They established factories within the
Jurisdiction of the Bengal Subah, not only at important centres of
oommerce,jauch as Pipli, Balasore, Patna, Dacca, Malda, Kalikapur
( near Cossimbagzar j, Chinsurs, Baranaggr and Luckipore but also at
some villages in the interior with the object of collecting different
commodities for their trade.'”

The French trade in Bengal beéan to decline considerably
since the 1740s owing to lack of funds and incompetence of the successors
of Dupleix.16 However, the Dutch contimued to carry on considerable
¢rade in the province. The Dutch were in fact the primcipal commércial
rival of the English in this province during the decades from 1740 on.
Baturally, there was a keen competition between them in the matter of
procuring suitable articles of exports from the different mamufacturing
centres, Before Plassey, the Duich were interested mainly in two articles,
opium and saltpetre. Their trade in cotton piecsegoods and silk was not
significant. In the language of & British Private trader, "opium and
saltpetre were their leading articles, cloth and silk a bagatella".17
But after Plassey, the Dutch lost their preeminence in the saltpetre
trade. Mir Jafar issued & Perwanna giving the British the sole right to
the mamufacture of saltpetre. The Dutch trade in cotton piecegoods and

15 K,K. Dutta 1 The Dutch in the Bengal and Bihar, P. 1.

16 ;bid: P. 5. '
17 Quoted in N,K, Sinha s op,cit. Vol.I, P. 56.
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raw 9ilk increased after Plassey. The Dutch were in a véry convenient
position in one respect. Their bills of exchange were in great demand

by the Company's servants who wanted to remit their fortu o8 home without
the knowledge of their masters. Hence, the Dutch had not to import

bullion to finance their purchases in Bengal.

But still the Dutch trade in 'Bengal was doubtless adversely
affected by the steady enlargement of the English Company's ‘investment'
and there was a great resentment at Chinsura. It may be pointed out in
feirness to the English Directors that they did not like to see the
trade of the other Companies obatructed by their trade. They even advised
their servents to prevent all possible encroachments on the Commercial

rights and privileges hitherto enjoyed by them.

The principal ceuse of the frequent dispute between the

English and the Dutch authorities during the administration of Verelst

( 176769 ) was the 'uncommon soarcity'18 of weavers'®

“throughout Bengal
which in fact adversely affected the foreign trade of all the European
Companies. The Dutch complained that the weavers engaged by them were
enticed away by the agents of the English Company and that the weavers

0

supplied cloths to none except the Engliah.2 Towards a solution of the

problem the Dutch proposed a ”dietrihﬁtion of - the Tanteee"21 (weavers) and

18 The various oppressions by the Indian gomastas after 1757 resulted in
the substantial reduction in the number of the cotton weavers. Many
of them gave up weaving to avoid oppressions. Hence, by 1767-68, there
was ‘uncommon scarcity! of the weavers. The English Company's men
found it difficult to prooure the full quota of 'investment' in cotton
piecegoods for want of weavers.

19 Letter from Verelst to Court, 17th Merch, 1767, Fort William Indias
House Correspondence, Vol.V. P. 303,

20 N.L.Chatterjee's article 'Anglo-Dutch Disputes in Bengal' in the
"Procoedi of India History Congress", 1933, PP. 1438-39.

21 Calendar of Persian Eorresgoﬁaence, Vol.II, P.122,
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Verelst agreed to it, on ‘condition, however, that the complaints of the
Dutech shounld first be inveatigated by the Commissioners appointed for this
purpose.22 After Clive's departure, the Dutch suddenly changed their
former attitude regarding the proposed enquiry and insisted on the

enumeration of the weavers as & preliminary measura.23

To bring about the desired 'partition' of the weavers, the
Dutch began to prefer serious charges against the English gomastas and
dalals who, a8 the authorities of Chimsurs pointed out, "engaged themselves
to work for nobody than for the English, beating and tormenting sll of
them that made bold to deliver any goods to ues, cutting down from the

weavers! looms the cloths that were to be made for us“.24

Although Verelst had originally favoured the idea of a
'partition' of the weavers as desired by the Dutch and French, he
changed his mini., He was of opinion that the 'partition' of the weavers
would not only "be a difficult and lengthy business but would also bring

the Rigamat into coxrl;ersn;;'l:".z5

He was convinced that a 'partition' of the
weavers, even if it were at all practicabie. would lead to disastrous
consequences, In the firsf place, it would cause great distress to the
weavers themselves. They would be forced to acoept the prives offered

by the Company and would not be able to dispose of their goods in the

open market to the highest bidder. Secondly, the merchants of the country,

too, would bde unjustly deprived of their legitimate rights and privileges

22 Calendar of Persian Correspondence, Vol.II, P.122.
23 N.L.Chatterjee's articles ‘Anglo~Dutch Disputes in Bengalt! in the

"pProceedings of Indian History Congress®, 1939. P.1439.
24 Quoted in N.L.Chatterjee's article ‘'Anglo-Duich Disputes in Bengal®,

"Proceedings of Indien History Congress", 1939, P. 1439.
25 Calendar of Persian Correspondence, Vol.II, P. 122,
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and would be unable to secure supplies of cloths sufficient for the
requirements of the people. Thirdly, the output of goods would be

small and the quality of mamfactures would tend to deteriorate ih

the absence of competition among the purchasers. Lastly, the revenues
of the Govermment would ultimately suffer as a result of such diminution

in the output of mamufactured goods.26

" Verelst's ggg:g:étg;/to the proposed f'partition' of the
weavers was not due to economic or commercial reasons alone. The
Governor appears to have considered the scheme politically
inexpedient too. "A participation [/ pertition / of the weavers",

he wrote :

"would be to throw off the mask and
acknowledge ourselves the sovereigns

of the country. 1t would counteract

in the most expressive manner the
professions, we mske, the appearance

we necessarily assume and the endeavours
we use of seeming to act from the Nabob's
authority only. In a word, the
disproportion of hands necessary to form
‘their investment and yours would appear
so great that we could not accept the
proposals of participation without
confessing all that pg%icy requires
should be concealed".<!

In view of jsuch considerationfathe Government and Council
refused to acquiesce in the proposal regarding the tpartition' of the
of the weavers. The Dutch suthorities at Chinsura vehemently protesated

26 N.L.Chatterjee's article "Anglo-Dutch Disputes in Bengal® in
Proceedings of the Indian History Comngress, 1939, P. 1439.

27 Letter to Court, 14th Sept, 1767 : Fort William India House
Correspondence, Vol.V, PP. 60-62,
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against the refusal of the English $o listen to their just representations,
but the English paid no heed to their protest. The Dutch suthorities

were eventually obliged to relinquish their claime to a 'partition' of

the weavers and the prolonged altercations between the Counolls ot
Caloutta and Chinsura were eventually settled.

The outbreak of the American War of Independence resulted
in a complete suspension of the Dutch trading getivities. Afler the
return of Peace, they found that the English Company and the British
Private'%?éders were more strongly entrenched in their positions then
ever. When Titsigghaa arr;ved in Bengsl in September, 1785, he found
Gregorius Herklot, Ross's second in command, had been hard at work
negotiating vitﬁ the British for the past six monthe, He hoisted the
Dutch flag in the fort at Chinsura on Karch 9, 1785 and claimed for
the Dutch Company all the rights and privileges end immunitiee to
which it was entitled under the firmans and sanads granted by the
Mughala.zg But xacpherson30 was determined that the Dutch would not be
gllowad to regain the position they had held before the war and a
prolonged struggle ensued. All the Dutch appeals to their Mughal
firmeng were ignored. In & word, the fiction that four European nations
traded on equal terms in Bengal under Mughal firmans was virtually

abandonad.31

28 In 1784, Issac Titsingh, Chief of the Dutch East India Company's
factory in Japan left Nagaseki for Bengal. He succeeded Johannes
Matthias Ross as the Chief of the Dutch Settlement of Chimsura in 1785.

29 Holden Furber : ope.cit. PP. 85«86,

30 Mr, Macpherson succeeded Warren Hastings to the Office of the
Governor General,

31 Holden Furber : op.cit. P.86.
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In the business of collecting an investment of pilecegoods
the Dutch met with considerable opposition from the English. Titsingh
arrived in Lower Hooghly and was ﬁet by the Dutch Commissioner at
Calcutta when the dispute about piecegoods was at its height. The
gomastas of the foreign Companies were not any longer active after
the war., Macpherson did not want that they should return on anything
like terms of equality with the gomastaa of the English Company. Under
such circumstances, the gomastas of the English Company sensed their
power and locked upon the gomastas newly appointed by the Dutch Chief
with the utmost scorn.32 In Malda where Charles Grant was the Resident,
three gomastas sent out by the Dutoh reported that the English Company's
gomagtas threatened to burn down their places of business within eight
days. They also alleged that on Grant's orders, six sepoys under a
havildar marched into the village to deprive them of facilities for
washing the Dutch Company's cloths and to set spies upon the weavere.33
Charlss Grant denmled that he had done anything more than publishing the
English Company's weaving Regulations of 1775 and 1782 which forbade the
weaviné of cloths for foreign Companies by the English Company's weavers.
But the truth was “thet the English Company's gomastas possessed powers
of intimidation which other gomastas could not use“.34

Towards the close of the 18th Century, the volume of Danish
trade and British private trade increased by leaps and bounds. During
the six months from November to April, 1798, the Danes imported from

Calcutta and other places intoc Serampors piecegoods worth about

32  Holder Furbor : op.cit. P.88.
33 Ibid,
32  Inid.
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970,000

S Bs. 14375075000 and the total value of piecegoods exported from
Caloutta from 18t June 1797 to 31 May 1798 on account of the foreign
and British private trade was more than S Rs, 81,71,000.35 * The trade
of the Britieh Private Traders was also considerable during thias period.
In 1802, they exported more than 12,50,000 pieces of c¢cloth to England
vhereas the pieces shipped on account of the Company in that yoar

numbered less than 4,738,000 pieces.36

From the foregoing it aﬁpeara that several foreign nations
gid have considerable trade in Bengal cbtton piecegoods throughout the
period. The inevitable result of this commerciel rivalry and competition
amongst the different companies was that it became difficult for the
English Company's Commercial Residents to procure the full quota of
‘investment', This was particularly the case after the American War
of Independence and the re-establishment of Peace in India., During
the post-peace period, the English Company's trade in cotton plecegoods
vas very considerable and in 1787 the Company’s ‘'investment! in Dacce
cloths reached its Penith but the most striking thing was that even
during the flourishing period of their trade, the English Company
could not fully eliminate their rivals from the market.

35 Quoted in H.R. Ghosal 3 op,cit.PP. 22+23
36 Milburn : op.cit. Vol.II, P. 232.
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EVIDERCE OF THE FAILURE OF THE ENGLISH COMPANY'S
AGENTS TO PROCURE THE FULL QUOTA OF 'INVESTMENT'® :

John Prinsep, Superintendent of the Santipore auruﬁg in a
letter ( 20th October 1783 ) regretted that only an inconsiderable
part of the total weavers had received advances from the immediate
agents. The position was aggravated by the interference not only
of the agents of Private Merchants and of Foreigners but by that of
the servants of other Contractors with the Board of Trade. He felt
the effect of that competition the very first éay the weavers oame'to
receive advances and were requested to get their names registered in
the factory bocks. Out of 100 weavers comprising in the first class
of the old Santipore workmen, only nine chose to take the négggg. sonme
declared that they had full advances in hand, all of them plainly
spoke that they were better paizﬁﬁlsewhere and therefore asked for an
upward revision of the Company's rates along with many other conditions

"in their own favcur.37

Mr. Tomlinson and Gosling from Burron’> intimated that they
were .very much inconvenienced in procuring ‘investment' as several Cooties
had been established by the agents of the Danes, the Dutch and Private ‘
Individuals who readily gave them an advance in increased rates and
continually obtained cloths made with money issued by the Company's

contractor. He was further alarmed by the prospect of an increase of

36A Infra: The details about the lowness of the Company's price are given
in a separate section in this Chapter.

37 Progs Board of Trade, 31 October, 1783, Prog no. 56, Vols 39.

38 Rear Santipore.
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this evil from the addition of the Dutch and the.Erehgh Dalals or
perhaps of European Reepidents when Chandernagar and Chinsura would

be restored in consequence of the Peace.39

John Taylor, Superintenient of Hurriaul in 1783,informéd
that he believed the resources of Hurraul were adequate to mamfacturing
Company's cloths to the amount of Current Bupees, 5,00,000 anmally,
agssuming that alI'the weavers belonging to the surungs were employed.
H;wever, in the present circumstances of the aurungs he expressed his
inability to provide thistinveatment? The cloths maﬁufactured at
Hurriaul were known to be so profitable an article of exportation
that at least fifty percent of the total weavers were either openly
or secretly engaged in the service of private traders whose rates were
much higher than those of the English Company. The English Company
could hardly pay haelf the rates of the Private Traders.

For example, he stated that an Armenian at Dacce, in course
of the year 1782-83, was believed to have procured cloths from the
Hurriaul aurungs worth of nearly two lakhs of rupees. He had & list
of 13 other adventurers wvho were employed that year in different parte
of the aurung for théhggasgzé of purchasing cloths, He had no doubt
that by far the greatest part, if not the whole of the cloths, ultimately
belonged td the foieign companies. The consequence of this competition
vas at first a very serious delay in the deliveries of goods by the

weavers who had received advances for the Gompany'slinvestment’and at

39 Progs Board of Trade, 4th November, 1783, Prog no. 57, Vol: 40.
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last a positive refusal to complete their engagements. It is notable
that the cloths purchased by the agents appointed by the other nationms,
were generally of the most inferior kinds, altogether unacceptable to
the English Company. These agents of the other nations in order to
invest their money purchased without diserimination whatever cloths
were brought to them by the,weavere andggéavera taking advantage of

the situation were very prompt andi eager to deliver them. The Coarser
.the cloths, the more expeditiously they were manufactured. Consequently
as the demand‘for the coarse threadSrose, the supply of fine threads in
the markets fell short, and the difficulty of procuring fine threads as
well as the enhanced prices of it inevitably brought about the debasement

of the Company's aesortments.4o

Oy

C.R. Crommelin, Contractor for the Mundelgaut auring stated .in
May 1784 that the fe-eetablishment of Peace both in Europe and India
by stimulating trade had given rise to competition from the foreign agents
and the local indigenous merchants who chose in time of war not to riek
their money. This has cénsiderably raised the prices of goods and has
enabled the weavers to choose from numerous purchasers ( who before
were happy to obtain the employment of the Company ). The agents of the
foreign Companies in order to procure a sufficient quantity of cloths
did not therefore hesitate to give higher prices than those allowed by
the English Company. Moreover, these agents accepted whatever quality

wag brought to them by the weavers, not rejecting even a single plece of

40 Progs Board of Trade, 20th November, 1783, Prog no. 60, Vols 40.
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cloth, The position of the Company's contractor, Mr. Crommelin pointed
out, in this regard was altogether different. They had to select cloths
very mimntely and compare each piece with the sample kept in the factory
and this selection resulted in the rejection of many of the pieces
delivered by the weavers. Hence, it was natural that the weavers who
dorived all these advantages would be more inclined to work for the

agents of the foreign companies than for the English COmpany.41

Mr., Grueber, the Chief of Luckipore factory, in a letter to
the Board of Trade ( January, 1785 ) described the innumerable obstructions
- he had to face in procuring the company'seinveetmentz He complained that
freedon given to the private merchants of every denomination to purchase
without any control or restraint in the Luckipore district had been
particularly harmful, Wwhen his predecessors had previously pointed out
these inconveneinces to the Supreme Council, the Counocil ordered the
abolition of the factories which had been established by these merchants
and the Council had expected that everything would be normal very soon.
However, the mumber of private native agents had increased and they
offered mmch higher prices to the weavers than before. The Europeans
had their factories in different places. The Dutch and the French were
eager to re-establish their factories as a result of the Peace. The
extraordinary demand in the meantime had tended toenhance the prioes,
to depreciate the fabrics and to tempt the weavers to make thelr clotha

shorter and narrower”.42

41 Progs Board of Trade, 24th September, 1784 Prog no. 43, Vol: 44.
42 Progs Board of Trade, 18th Jamary, 1785 Prog no. 4, Vol: 46.
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John Bebb, Resident of the Dacca factory, wrote in 1784 thﬁt
the weavers were unwilling to renew their engagements with the Company.
The result was that 'investment' had declined despite his best efforts.
The first instalment of cloths was delivered by the weavers as late as
in the month of November. In normal conditions, they delivered the
first instalment in the month of June. The cause for this delay was
that the weavers during this time had worked for the Private'*faders
and tried to make good their engagements for the Company's investment
after the month of October. Mr. Bebd concluded that it had become an

established practice.

Mr, Udny, Resident of the Company's factory at Malda,
informed in 1787 that the Company's Commercial rights at Malda had been
alarmingly invaded by the French, Armenians and others, Their dalals
established their network throughout the district where the weavers
lived. Some Armenians went so far as to carry on an illicit trade in
cloths in collusion with the gomegtas of the Company's factory at
Juggernauthpore in violation of all public faith on their part. However,

Mr. Udny, came to know of this brisk trade after it had contimued for

1ong.43

At the clospe of the 18th Century, the trade of the Private
traders 8o much increased that the East India Company found it very
difficult to procure its(inveatment? The Commercial Resident of
Iumckipore in 1800 reported that the demand for cloths was so great that

it was extremely difficult for him to procure low-priced fabr103.44

43 Proge Boerd of Trade, 24th July, 1787 Prog no. 70, Vol: 58,
44 Progs Board of Trade, 11th November, 1800, Prog no. 89, Vol: 150.
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From Chittagong, Mr. Henry Williams, the Resident, informed
in 1802 that the business in cloth had considerably declined., The mumber
of weavers who in the previous years worked for the Private Merchants was
considerable and nearly all of them declared that it would not be possible
for them to receive advances from the BEnglish Company's agents and work
for them, their main argument being, that they would incur a heavy loss

by working for the English Company.45

At Sonamooky, about the year 1815-16, the number of American
purchasers was considerable and their presence and purchases greatly
affeoted the English Company's purchases and in some cases reduced the
Company's purchases to insignificance. The Board of Trade wrote that
their agents had failed to mske any purchases at all., This failure
originated, the Board pointed out, in the unprecedented demand on the
part of the Americans for coarser goods of that surung, The Resident
vas hence induced in the early part of the year ( 1816 ) to postpone
his advances in the expectations of a stagnation of that demand, whioch,
however, did not take place. The Americans continued to offer higher
prices to the weavers for the coarser cloths and the weavers were more
inclined to mamfacture coarse cloths. The result was that the weavers
refused to buy threadsof a superior quality from the spinﬁers and the

manufacture of high quality cloths came nearly to a stop.46

45 Progs Board of Trade, 30th Harch. 1804, Prog no. 25, Vol: 1T%t.
46 Proge Board of Trade, 27th December, 1816, Prog no. 43, Vol: 325.
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' It thus appears that the English Bast India Company in
very many cases failed to eliminate the private traders and the
agents of other foreign Companies throughout the period and thus
failed to establish a complets monopeonistic control in the market.
In fact in most cases they could effectively control only 33% of the

weaving population, The following tables will show this

Ce R. Crommelin, Resident at Mow and Aziméhur in 1809
stated that of the total number of working weavers in his district
about one third was employed by the Company and the rest had remained
unconnected with the Company for quite a long time. Probably, they

worked for indigenous merchants and that foreign trades,

TABLE NOs 1

The number of weavers employed by tﬁg English Company
and the number employed by others from 1803 to 1807 at
Mow and Azimghur (near Beneras)

YEAR g Employed by Not employed by TOTAL
the Company the Company
1 2 : 3 4
1803 3,600 9,200 12,800
1804 3, 500 - 9,300 12,800
1805 2,500 10,200 12,700
1806 3,100 9,700 12,800
1807 - 2,900 9,900 - 12,800

Source: Progs Board of Trade, 18th August 1807 Prog no.62,Vol:21}Part II



146

At Luckipore, aleo, the mumber of weavers employed by the
‘ COmpahy vas hardly more than one third of the total number. The total
number of workmen in all the aurungs under Luckipore factory was 12,045.47

The total number of the weavers employed by the English Company was as

follows 3
TABLE NO: 2
) © £ a a 1
by the English Company
AURUNGS 1796 1799 1800
1, 2 3 4
Luckipore 487 467 43
Bullueh 464 444 492
Rajganj 259 ’ 394 469
Kanmpta 109 447 424
Dharamgany . 166 237 223
Dukinsavagpore 803 775 731
Amrabad 865 . 595 582
Bidrabad T4 323 . 412
Dunderah 392 - 322 303
Buxygunge | 184 164 183
TOTAL : - 4 ,503 4,165 4,213

Source; Progs Board of Trade, 21at August, 1801, Prog. no. 59, Yol¥ 154,

47 Proge Board of Prade, 3rd Pebruary, 1824, Prog no. 8, Voli413,Part I.
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THE CAUSES OF FAILURE OF THE ENGLISH COMPANY
T0 ESTABLISH A COMPLETE MONOPSONISTIC CONTROL ¢

(e) LOWNESS OF THE COMPANY'S PRICE :

The most important W&imm was the lowness

of the price which the Company offered to the woavers. That the
Company's price was low could be proved by a comparison of the
Company's price with that of the Private "ti'a.ders and Foreign
Conpanies, It is not easy to make this comparison, bécemse the goods
of the English Company were not exactly similar in quality to those
of the Private traders. But many goode of the Private "Eaderh were
nearly similar in point of quality to many of the Company's
assortments. Mr. Bebb, Resident of the Company's factory at Daceca,
had made this comparison in 1720, It revealed that the difference
between the Qompany's prices and those of Private :‘Era.ders vas

considerable. The following table will show this -



TABLE NOz 3

T

Nearly coriresponding : % . Percentage
Private muater "Price’ to Company's ‘Price " of
’ . as, P, muster B. &, P. differencs
1 ! 2 3 4 5
1) Allaballies 12 = 4= 0 . Serbetties Fine A 10 = 8- 0 16.66
Fine 40 ' 2 yds -
C 20 x2yds
'2)  Allaballies 19 - 0- 0 Allaballies Fine A 18 - 0- 0 5+ 55
Superfine 40 x 2 yds o '
"B 20 x 2 yis u 1700 threads . ‘
3) Allaballies 32 45 6 Allaballies 18=0-0 8315
-Superfine - A 40 x 2 yda
1700 threads 1700 threeds !
C 40 x 2 yds . '
4) Allaballies 60 = 0= O Allsballies Fat ¥ 51 = 0= O 17.64
Fine 1700 threads
Superfine 440 x 2 yds
1700 threads
3 40 x 2 yds
'5) Terrindass 13 - 0= 0 Terrindams '8-6-0 55,22
Ordinary Ordinary '
A 20 x 3 yds ' B 40 x azayds
6) Terrindams 24 - 0~ 0 Terrindans 19 - 4~ 0 24.67
: Superfi Superfine, : -
A40x 2§'yda C 40 r Zz yds
7) Terrindams ' 27-3-0 - Terrindems - 21 - 6= 0 27.19
Superfine, ‘ Superfine,
B 40 x Ez,ydp B 40 x zz:yda,
8) Terrindans 37 -« 8- 0 Terrirdane 36 = 0-0 4.16
Superfine, Superfine,
B 40 x Ezﬂyds B 40 x Zz.yda
9) Xyansooks 19 - 8- 0 Nyansooks 12 -0-0 ~ 62,5
Chaundpur ~ Chaundpur N
Superfine, Fine 1
i 40 x gz yds ‘A 40 x 22 yds
10) Mulmuls 9-12 = 0 Moneed heatty 4 -8 0 . $16.66
Serbettien = B 40 x 2 yds
Pine
B 40 x 2 yds
11) *ulmulls - 17 - 8= 0 Serbetties 9 -14- 0 TTT.21
Fine - Fine B
12300 threads 40 x 2 yds
A 40 x 2 yds
12) Subleems 32 = 0= 0 Subleems 29 - 4- 0 9+40
Fine ' 340 x 2 yds C
Superfine
readymade
A 40 x 2 yds

Source: Progs. Board of Trade, 26th January, 1790, Prog. mo. 7, Vol: 84,

'
i

1332
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Mr, E, B. Pote, Resident at Patna, stated in 1791 that
the weavers did not like to enter into engagements with the Company
on the Companyt!s rates. He in fact examined the prices of the raw
material and labour to ascertain if the rates given to the weavers
were really low. He examined one Saulgachee of 27 x 2 cubits. The
weight of the assortment was Seers - 2 - 83 Chittacke.

Bse 8¢ P

The price of the thread was estimated at 1 B. 3=13-0

The charges of labour was estimated at $ KBe 1=0-0

Other cherges eve . : R8¢ O= 6« O
Total cost of one piece : B¢ 530
f— = e

The price in 1791 of the Saulgachee was fixed by the
English Company at S fs. 88 = 1 = 0 per corge ( twenty ) but at the
above calculation, the Saulgachoe of the required quality would cost
S k. 103 =« 12= 0 per corge ( twenty ).48

In reality, the weavers in most cases did not dorive any
profit from the Company's work and hence lost all incentive to work,
Mr. Taylor, Resident at the Dacca factory, tried to make an estimate
of profit and loss of the weavers of Narrainpore on the different articles
composing the Company's 'investment! in 1794. Thie estimate clearly

revealed that the weavers derived no profit. The estimate was as follows :

48 Progs Board of Trade, S5th July, 1791 Prog no. 45, Vol: 93.
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Mulmulls Mamoee 40 x 2 ( Yds ):

Estimated average value of the:  cloth:

Average price received by the Weavers for
Mamnees or Mamnees ferrit delivered in

course of the year 1794 cee i

Thread
Wrap'r; 33
_ Woof - 36 . a. P.
69 tolas @ 22 per rupee 2-14 -0
Labour
A Veaver: - 7% dayg
A Journeyman: - 7% days ' _
15 days @b, 2 permonthy 1 1= 0-0
Profit of mamfacturer at the
rate of one anna in the
" rupee égré - 4 -« 0 percent
on 3 =14~ 0, the cost of
materials and labour eee 0- 4=-0
4~ 2-0

Estimated loss to the mamfacturer

on vaiue of cloths ' ene 8 B

1-66=-7
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Mulmulls Mamudhiatties 40 x 2 ( Yds 2:

Thread
Wrap - 38
. Bse a, P.
Voof ~ 42 :
80 tolas @ 22 tolas per rupees: 3 = 10 -0
Labour .
A Veaver - 10 days
A Journeymen - 10 days
' 20 days @ 2 rupees per month% 1 1= 5-6
Profit of menufacturer
at tﬁé rate of one anna in the
o .
rupee ¢f 6 -.4 - O percent
034"‘5-6 Y O - 5-0
» Botimated average value of the
01oth 'R X &. 5 o 4 - 6
Average price received by the Weavers for
Mamidhistties, Mahmudhiatiies ordinary and
Mamudhiatties ferrit in course of the yeer 1794 3« 8=-0
Estimated loss to the manufacturer
on the value of Cloths S .
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Seerbetties ordimary 40 x 2 ( Yds ):

Thread - 35
Woof = = 35
70 tolas @ 14 tolas per rupee S Rs.

Labour
A Yeaver - 13 days

A journeyman -~ 13 dé.ys
Egidaye @ 2 Rupees per month

Profit of mamufacturer

at the :ate of one gnna in

the rupee or 6 - 4 - 0 percent

k. a., P.

5-0-0

1 -12J- 0

On%6-11—0 'Io-vo 0-6-@
Estimated average #alue
of the cloth .. ) Sk, T=2«6
Average price received by the weavers
for Serbetties ordinary and Serbetties
ordinary ferrit in the course of the
year 1794 _ cee 6 -8a2

Estimated loss to the mammfacturer ‘

on the value of the cloth cos
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Mulmills 1200 threads 40 = 2 ( Yd&s ):

Thread
Wrap - 35 Bs¢ 8. P.
Woof = 35
70 tolas @ 11 per: rupee 6 -8=0
Labour
A Weaver 15 &ays
A journeyman 15 days _
30 days @ 2 Rupees per month . 2«=0=- 0
8-8a«0
Profit of the mamufacturer at the
rate of one anna om < Tha et O
mpee.S 8"'8-0 cson 0- 8"0
Estimated average value of the oloth 9~ 0=-0
Average price received by the Weavers
for Mulmulls 1200 threade in the course
8« 9-0

of the year 1794 - | see

Estimated loss to the mamufacturer

on the value of cloths e
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The Resident estimated the loss of the weavers in
all other varieties of cloths woven at Narrainpore and that
explained the weavers' unwillingness to supply cloths at Company's

ratea.49

‘Henry Williams, Resident of the Company's factory at
Chittagong, in 1802 ascerteined the lose of the weavers working
in the aurungs under his residency. The loss here actually meant
the difference between the actusl price of the cloth and the
actual receipts of the weavers from the Company's agents. In most
cages, the weavers did not recelve anything for his labour and had

to remain content with the price of the raw materials used.

49 Progs Board of Trade, 20th May, 1795 Prog no. 30, Vol: 116,
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The Company's. prices were not only low but they remained
unchanged for a fairly long time even though the cost of production and
living tonded to rise because of the rising prioces of daily necessaries
of life and of cotton. This was particularly the case after the femine
of 1788 which resulted in the death of large mmber of cotton weavers and
the rise in the prices of raw cotton., The whole of the Eastern Bengal
was affected by this terrible famine which was particularly severe during
the first six months of the year 1788. About the severity of the famine,
Mr; Shore in a letter to Mrs. Shore wroteso 31 "This year we have been
affected with a great scarcity so much so that many mothers heve been
compelled to sell their children ; knowing this I ordered my servants to
buy all that were brought and promised the parents that if they would take
back their children after the removal of the scarcity, they should all
have them again. Without this, many must have died or have been disposed

of to persons who would not have taken as much care of them as I have

don@".51

In a letter of May, 1788 the Collector of Rungpore stated
that "out of a large family who at the beginning of the year possessed
mmbers of cattle, many ploughs and abundance of grain, only one miserable
and emaciated wretch had remeined to tell the fate of his friends'.52
It was estimated that Rungpore during the single year lost ome sixth
part of its inhahitante ; in the Pargans Panga alons, half of the population
disappeared. A petition of the Zgmindars points the following picture :

50 Letter of Mr. Shore to Mrs. Shore dated 22nd April, 1788,

51 Memoir of the Life and Correspondence of John Lord Teignmouth,
i VO]-.I, PP, 156=5T7.

52 Rungpore District Records, Vol.I, P. 22,
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“Many ryots either died or deserted and nmumbers of those who remained in
the district, being unable to procure livelihood betoock themselves to the
Commission of thefts and robberies * * * many frequently putting to
death such ryots as had reserved a8 quantity of grain for seed ; others
wore reduced to .tho nacessity of bartering their wives and children for

a few seers of rice“.53

An enquiry by Dacca Collector, Mr. Day, revealed that in the
Dacca district, 60,000 persons periched during the inmundetion and the
subsequent famine. "No Pergunnas suffered in so dreadful a degree®, he
observes "as Rajanaghur and Cartickpore®., The famine raged with such
violence that some thousands miserably perished while whole fanilies
forsook their habitations * * * but s0 reduced and emaciated were many
through sickness and hunger that they ended their days in search of
sustenance ; others repaired to the town of Dacca in the hopes of finding
some alleviation of thelr distress and to such misery and wretchedness were
mothers reduced by the griping hand of hunger that forgetting all parental

affection they offered their children for a handful of rice". "

~ The famine had disastrous effects upon the cotton industry.
Mr., Cheap, Resident at Sonamooky, found that owing to the high prices of
grain, necessaries of life ami cotton, it would be very difficult for him
to make the weavers work at the Company's rates. Grain sold et Birbhum at
only 28 speers for a rupee while formerly it used to be from two to three

maunds and often moresq

53 Rungpore District Recofds - Vol.I, P. 22.
54 Taylor : Topography and Statistics of Daccs, P. 304.

55 Progs Board of Trade, 11th July, 1788, Prog no. 74, Vol: 69.
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Mr. Bebb, Resident af Daocca factorgﬂ in 1783, stated that the
cause of the falling off in the quality of Chandpore Nyansooks was the
high price of threadi To counteract their loss, the weavers made use
of thicker or coarser thread? The price of raw cotton was at least

double of what it had been some years agoe.

In Rungpore, rice which sold at three to four maunds a rupee,
sold at only one maund per rupee in June 1789 and in July it sold at
30 seers a rupee and in spite of the best efforts of the Collestor to
stop & further rise, in September it was selling in Rungpore at 23 to 25
geers & rupee and in some parts of the district at only 18 seers a

Irupec. 56

Mr. Taylore, Superintendent at Hurriaul, wrote in 1788 that
owing to the uncommon scaroity of thread caused by the famine of 1788
it was not possible for him to attempt any improvement of the fabrics.
The price of cotton rose from 9 to 10 rupees at which it was sold a
year ago to Rupees 13 to 13-8«0 per meund of 60 sicca weight., The
percentage of the rise in prices was thus 36.84. Rice had usually been
so plontiful that it seldom sold dearer than 3 to 5 Cutcha maunds a
rupee but in 1783 it was never cheaper than 38 seers a rupee and in the

dry months, it stood for a long time at 24 seera.57

-

56 Rungpore District Records, Vol.I, P, 22. -
57 Progs Board of Trade, 30th Dec, 1788, Prog no. 121, Vol: 74.
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¥r., William, Resident of Kheerpoy, wrote in 1792 that the
dearness of grain was an important obstacle in procuring goods of the
right quality. He wrote .that while in common years rice was purchased

at the rate of 60 to 70 seers per rupee, in September and October last

( 1789 ) the price was 38 to 30 seers per rupee ( the percentage of the
rise in prices was 89.41% ) and from that time til1 1792, it had kept
pretty much at about 25 to 26 meers and once as low as 22 to 23 seers
per rupse., This meant that the weavers had ¢o 1noqr double the
expenditure for thoif maintenance and this prevented'i them from:

purchasing threeds of finer quality.58

The trend of the prices of cotton and other nscessaries of
life %o riae'continned also later. The weavers of Gourepur gurung
" under the.0qmpany's factory at Hurripaul in a petition to the Commercial
Resident steted that they did the work of the Eng;ish Company since 1789
ard did it without much difficulties till 1818. But in 1820, it was
not possible for them to work at the old rates becsuse threads had
become dearer. They stated that the price of cotton per maund was
between Rupees 12 and 13 at an average before 1820 but in 1820 it was
between Rupees 20 and 22, ( the percentage of increase being 68 ) and

59 Robert

rice, gralin, oilseeds had all simultaneously increased.
Richardson, Baaidcnt of the Hnrripéul factory corroborated this and
stated that the poveriy of the weavers was extreme and the high price of

cotton prevented them from working at the rates of the Company.

58 Progs Board of Trade, 13th April, 1792, Prog mno. 27, Vol: 97,
53 Progs Board of Trade, 29th May, 1818, Prog no. 17, Vol:343,
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He stated that the average price of cotton at the Etawah factory

was sicoa Rupees 14~13-4 per factory maund but thé price he peid

in 1820 for cotton for packing the bale was more than 24 Sicea rupees
( o the increase being 63.2% ) per factory maunds and he understood
that prices had further since inoreaeed.60 The gomasta of the
Hazareehant;gg;ggg‘under the factory of Chittagong and Luckipore
informed.Charles Hackensie, Assibtant to the Commercial Resident,
that the weavers were mot at all inclined to receive advances for

the cloths of the Company. The cause was the rise in prioaﬁ of
cotton. In 1819 thé market price for cotton was only Rupees 4«5-

and B, 5-8 per maund but in 1820 it rose to Rupees 12 and 13.61

The prices of rice and raw cotton contimued to rise from

1792-93 in almost all places. The statistical tables will show this

riss in prices.

60 Progs Board of Trade, 15th Dec, 1820, Prog mo. 47, Vol: 375.
61 Progs Board of Trade, 30th Sept., 1820, Prog no. 36, Vols 372,



THE PE;CE OF RICE AT THE SEVERAL HESITENCIES
ey mound )

TABLE RO: 5

FRONM 1 70 _1822-2 L I
4 E ' |
YEAR ’mmﬂﬁmmmmmrmmnu%mﬁnm MALDA %mmmmg RUNGPOEE § SANTIPORE § SONAMOOKY
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

B. 6.F B, 8.7 B a.F. B. a.b. B. 8. P. B a.P. B. 8.5, B. 8., . a.P.

179293  0-13-6  0-15-8 1= 128  1-12-4 0-10-6 1-8-0  N.A 1 —1-6  2- 6-6
179594 0=13=11 0-14-0 1= 5-4 1= T-2 0= 96  0=13=0 " 1-1-6  0-140
1794-95 0-14-10 - 0-12-8 0-15-0 1= 0-9 0-10-0  0~13-0 " 0-10- 0 0= 9-6
1795-96 1= 0= 3 0-14=0  0=14=0 1= 0=9 0-10-0  0=13=0 . 6 ~15-3 0= 90
1796-07 1~ 0= 5 O=14=8  015-4 1= 0= 0-11=0 1= 00 " 0 -13-0  0-11-0
1797-98 1= 0= 8 0=1258  0-15-4 0-14=8 0= 9-0  0=15-0 " 1- 7-6  0-14-0
1798-99 1= 2= 3  0-10-8  0-14=0  0-14-8 0- 9=5  0=12~0 " 0- 12-0-  0=12-0
1799-1800 1~ 4= 0 O=11=4  0-14=0 1= 0-3 G=10-0  O=11=0 n 0= 15-0  0-11=0
1800-01 1= 4=3 0=130  0=14=0 1= 1=56 0= 9=8  0=14~0 n 0=12= 0 0= 90
180102 1= 5= 0 0=19-4 1= 1=4 1= 4T O- 80 1= 1=0 " 1200  0-10-6
180203 1- 6=10 O=14=4 1= 2-8 1= 3=4 0= 9=0 1= 1=0 " 0- 14=9  0=12=0
1803-04 1= 6-10 0=15-4 1= 2-8 1= 3=4 0= 8-6  0-14=0 " 1 =10  0=14=0
1804-05 1= 6= 4 O=14=4 1= 0=0 1= 2-8 0= 9=0  0=14=0 " 1 -2-0  0-14-0
1805-06 1~ 4= 9 0=12-8x 1=~ 0-0 1= 2-8 0-10-0 1=1=0 1 =0-9 0= 15-6  0-13-0
1806-07 1= 2= 9 0~12=4 1= 3=d 1= 34 O0=10=6 1=1=0 1 =1=6 1 = 30  1-14=0
1 _3N07NA 1 B 1 Netdan T XA 1. R.A Nn_t1_o A_ a_n 4 ”? N 4 AN a A A
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. An analysis of the above table reveals that the
prices of rice rose nearly everywhere by 1822-23 though thias
increase was not uniform in all places, Prices fluctuated from
time to time ; however, an upward trend of the price was noticesable,
At Beneras, the prices in 1821-22 :ggJ;;re than three times the
" prices of 1792-93 though in the following year, i,e,, 1822-23
the prices fell and 3E§Jt;1y a little more than double the price
of 1792-93, At Commercolly, the prices rose steadily from 1813=14
and reached the maximum in 1818-19 when rice sold at Re, 1«80 per
maund though in the next year, i,e., 1819-20, they came down to
Re, 1=4-8 per maund, The prices in Hurripaul also rose and reached
their peak in 1810-11 when rice sold at Bs. 2-8«0 per maund. This
rise was rather abrupt. In the following year, i.e. 1811-12, the
prices became as low as Re, 1-3~4 per maund and it was about half
the pricesof the previous year though in the years following 181112,
the pricesrose again. The Kheerpoy prices fluctuated very much. The
pricesbegan to came down from 1793-94 but rose from 1800-01, dut again
fell for two years, i.e. 1814-15 and 1815-16., The steady rise in the
prices took place from 1817-18 though in 1822-23 they came down again.
The Malda prices also fluctuated but the steady rise was marked from
1817-18 though in 181920 and 1820-21 the prices came down.
At Radhanagar, a marked spurt in the prices took place from 18039-~10
and though in 1811-.12 and 1812-13 the prices came down, the upward

trend regsserted itself from 1813-14. The Rungpore prices also
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rose steadily from 1815-16. At Santipore also the rise in prices
wae almost coptinﬁ;us from 1806-07, except in the years 1813-14
and 1814-15 when prices fell. At Sonamooky, the prices of rice
vere the highest in 1792-93 and was sold at Bs. 2-6-6 per maund ;
in 1822-23 it came %0 as low as at ﬁe. 1-1-6 per maund. The
pricesa of rice between 1793-94 and 1805-06 varied between

9 annas and 14-annas per maund. The upward trend vgs noticeable
from 1806-07 and' the highest price was recorded in 1816~17 when
rice was éold at Bs. 2-3-6 per maund; This sudden rise was
precgded ﬁy a fall in the two-previoué years, vig., 1814«15 and
1815-16; Between 1817~18 and 1822«23, the price varied between
Re, 1-8«0 and Re. 1-1-6 per maund.



TABLE NO: 6

THE PRICE OF RAW COTTON AT THE SEVERAL RESIDENCIES FROK® .
1792-93 T0 1822-23 WAS AS FOLLOWS

4 - o~

A A - ~

-1

YEAR VI PN J—— KHEERPOY % MALDA | RADEANAGAR{RONGPORE SANTIPORE §SONAMOOKY
1 P2 3 4§ 5 L6 7 8 9 10
E.8.P TS5e &oF 5. a.P. HeBe Do | B.8.P.) Re 2.D. B.a.P, | Bs.a. P. Rse B.P.
1792-93 6-10-8  N.A. 16-13-T ' 14= 315 12-12-0 18- 0-0 H.A.  5-0-0 13- 80,
1793-94 6=10-8 . 16-13-7  12-14= 5 13- 0-0 15- 0-0  * 42 8-0 11126
1794-95 6-10-8 " 17-11=9  14-3- 1% 12-10-0 16-0-0 = 4-00 11-8-0
1795-96 ° 6=14=0 " 18- 2-11  15-12=11 13- 2-0 16- 0-0  ° 700 12- 820
1796-97 6=15-8 n 18- 2-11 13- 8-9 12- 80 13- o-0 6 =80 13- 8-0
1797-98 6=15~8 . 18- 2411 13- 4= 5 13= 00 13- 820 " T =00 11= 80
179899 T- 1-4 " 18- 2=11 13- 8-9 12- 80 20-0-0 ° 6 = 4-0  10-12-0
1799-1800 T- 1=4 v 14— 8-11 15=14- 4 11-14-0 19- 0-0 . 9 -0-0 21- 8-0
1800-01 T= 80 . 13=12= 5  13= 3-11 12- 0-0 20= 0~0 17= 8~0 13- 0-0 20 -0-0
1801-02 T~ 8-0 " 14= 811  17-11= 3 12- B=0 19 0=0 17-8-0 7T = 8-0 23 0-0
1802-03 7-14-8 " 15-44= 3 20 2= T 12= 6=0 20~ 0=0 2= 0=0 6= 12-0 21- 8-0
180304 7-14-8 " 18- 1= 1 19~ 5= 8 12-12-0 16- 0-0 20~ 8-0 6= 0-0 14 8-0
1804-05 7-14-8 " 18- 1= 1 19= 4=10 13- 0=0 17- 0=0 14= 0-0 3- 12-0 12+ 8 =0
1805-06 9- 2-8 f . 18- 1= 1 14= 6=113 12-14:0  16- 00 14= 8-0 2-12- 0 14- 80
1806~07 9- 2-8 n 18-10= 8  14= 7-% i3= 20  17= 0=0 14= 80 4= 8-0 15 0=0
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From the prﬁ%éeding table it becomes clear that the prices
rose almost everywhe;e. At Beneras, the price§per maund in 1792_93 ;237&“
~only SRs. 6-10-8 per maund but in 1822-23 ég?bricasbecame almost double
and waé as higb as SR3, 12-8«0 per maund. The prices at Commercolly
increased very considerably from 1815-16 and reached its peak in
1818-19. At Hurripaul, the prices were the highest and in some ocases,
the prices were even more than double the prices in the other residencies,
‘The pricés at Hurripaul rose steadily since 1794-395 and reached the
¢limax in 1820-21 and beoame nearly‘double the prices of 1792-93. The
prices in 1792-93 were SRS, 16-13-~7 per maund but in 1820-21 it became
SRe. 30«14«37 per maund., At Kheerpoy aleo, the prices reached the
maximum in 1820-~21 when cotton gold at SRs. 20-13-4 per maund though
it was much less the price of Hurripaul in the same year. The prices
at Kheerpoy came down from 1821-22, The prices at Malda and Radhanagur
roge daring the period but the rate of rise was not very high. The
Rungpore prices very much fluctuated and steady rise in price boegan
from 1818-19, At Santipore, the prices reached the maximum in 1800-01.
Cotton sold then at SRs. 13-0-0 per maund whereas in 1792-93 it vas sold
only &t SRs, 5-0«0 ﬁer maund, The prices fell frbm the very next year,
1801-02 and did not sppreciably increase during our period. The price
at Sonamooky rose to the highest point in 1801-02 in which year it sold
at SRe, 23-~0-~0 per maund. The prices came down from 1802-03 dut the

upward trend rozsserted itself from 1818-19 sgain.

. ‘ .
Deaspite a substantial rise in the prices of Cotton and ri&e
that thus occurbd between 1792-93 and 1822-23, the rate of wages of the

labpurere engaged in cotton manufacture remained largely unchanged.

' The following table illustrated the point :
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1805-06
1806-07
180708
1808-08
180910
1810-11
181112
~1812=13
181314
181415
1815-16
1816-17
1817-18
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Source: Progs. Board of Trade, 29th June, 1827, Prog. Ko. 48, Yol: 453 Part Ils |
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The lot of the poor labourers thus scarcely improved during
the period.. 0f the smeven residencics, in the five, Kheeorpoy, Malda,
Radhanagar, Rangpoi'e and Santipore -~ the rates of wages remained static
throughout. the period. In all these places, their wages in 1822-23
remained exactly the same as im 1792-93. At Hurripaul, there was a
slight rise in the wages of the epimners from 1799-1800 %o 1802-03
but wages fell from 1818-1G. At Commerc'zolly, the wages rﬁnged between
Rupeeg S and 6.

The cotton weavers also suffered as much as the wage
labourers like the aﬁinners. The increase in the wages made by Company
was inadequate and did not satisfy the weavers. Th;s Commercial Residents
were in favour of an increese in prices but the Board of Trade was |
generally not in its favour. In:a letter to the Resident at Hurripaul
in 1788A they argued that rates once increased cannot be reduced without
much difficulty end any increase of prices in any surung might sexrve as a
precedent for @& similar increase in other aurungs.62 The only
substantial increase in the prices was made in 1788. The Teétabaddy
~Weavers were allowed an increase in prices by John Bebdb when he increased
the rates by one rupee on eacﬁ plece of superfine, fine and broad Tanjids
énd by eight annas per piece on ordinary Tanjebs. There were other
instances of an increase in the prices which occurred not due to & sober
analysis of the cost of production but due to an intense discontent among

the producers and to the declining investment resulting from this discontent.

62 Progs Board of Trade, 22nd February, 1788, Prog no. 23, Vol: 65.
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But in most cases, tﬁis enhanced pricg¢did not reach the weave¥s. One
| important cause was that the Commercial Residents often cheated the
producers by prizing their cloths into inferior letters, Horeover, the
extortions by different groups of people connected with thet’inveetment9

Teduced the actual redeipts of the weavers.63

Thus the lowneses of the Company's price was the most
important caugse of the weavers' unwillingness to work for the Company
and for this unwillingness the Company failed to be the sole purchaser

of the goods woven by them.

(v) STRICT SELECTION OF THE COMPANY'S FABRICS

Another omuse of the failure of the English Company to
eatablish a full control over the buyeres® market was that the Company
was very particular about the selection of their fabrics. The Court
of Directors slways demanded that its goods should be of a high quelity,
standerd measure and.length. They were unwilling to sgcrifice quality for
the sake of quéntity. ‘On the other hand, the agents of the other compﬁnies
and the ?rivate traders cared very little for quality, made no distinction
befw;en superior and inferior stuf:s and purchassed eny whatever thelr

quality. The weavers were more eager to work for the foreigners and the

Fordakeih
63 Supra, wi®e Chapter III. ¥P.

~ T
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private traders. The English COmpaﬁy's men placed peons upon the weavers
vho accepted the Company's advances ia order to compel‘tham to weave olothe
of a standard quaiity. This irited the weavers, Mr. E.E. Pote, Resident
at Patna, in 1788 wrote ﬁhat_a weaver mamfacturing the Company's
agssortments was closely supervised and had to work with greater care and
attention, Moreover, he had to supply clothe within the stipulated
pericds. During the time taken to mamafacture three pieces of cloth for
the Company, a weaver could meke five pieces of common cloths of the same
dimensions for private merchants, for which he had an instant sale.
Horeover, there was no superintendence over his work and hence he could
hope to get relief from time to time from his faemily membera.64 On
many occasions, sven an increase in the price allowed to the weavers

did not induce them Yo accept the Company's advances. The Resident

of Patna informed in 1788 that though the prices were incresased, the
weoavers still refused to be employed for the Company. They contimed

to object, the Resident intimated, to entering into any engagements
whatsoever because there mnst be a superintending power compelling them
to complete those engagements from which superintendence and compulsion
they had then been released.65 The Gurrah Weavers of Sonamooky put the
grievance very forcibly : "We labour amd mamufacture cloths for
Government and over us Tagadgeers are established to hasten our deliveries
who 2ccordingly do press us'for the clothe but beaidée. the Mohussil
peons are placed over us, who are an expemse %o us and beat us so that

we poor people cannot remain at our houaea".66

64 Progs Board of Trade, 22nd Jamuery 1788, Prog no. 8, Vol: 64.
65 Progs Board of Trade, 30th October 1788, Prog no.107,Vol: 72.
66 Progs Board of Trade, 15th Dec, 1789 Prog no.106,Vol: 83, Part.l.
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(¢) HEAVERS' BRVICES TO AVOID HANDING OVER THEIR
ENTIRE PRODUCTION TO THE '

RESISTANCE 0 THE COMPANY'S SYSTEM OF
RODUGCTIO CONTROL 3

Another important cause of the failure of the English
ompany to estsblish a complete monoposonistic control was the
resistance of the weavers to the establishment of such a control.
This resistance was present throughout the period of our study,
though its pattern differed from time to time.

In Bengal, the English East India Company's ‘investment'
was mainly provided by the *'dadni' merchants. These morchanis acted -
.as8 brokers to the Company in their *'dadni® business in the 17th and
in the first half of the 18th Century. These 'dadni' merchants were
replaced by gomastas in the year 1753. But the gomastas, like the
mexrchants, proved equally oppressive upon the weavers. Their exactions

reduced the weavers to misary.57

Boltas writes "The Company's gomastas
meke the weavers sign a dbond for the delivery of certain guantity of
goods at & certain time and price and pays them & part in advance.

The assent of the poor weaver is in general not deemed necessary, for

the gomastas when employed on the Company's investment * * * frequently
make them sign what they pleese. A number of these weavers are generslly

also registered in the books of the Company's gomagtas and nG[bermitted to

67 Por details, See Supra, Chapter III,
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work for any others. The prioes which the Company's gomastas fix upon
the goods are in all places at least 15% and in some even 40% less than
the goods so mamufactured would sell‘upon a free sale"‘68 To counteract
these and to obtain a just price for his labour, the weavers frequently
attempted to sell his cloths privatély to others.

. The gomastag of the English Company ihen placed peons over
the weavers to watch them and prevent clandestine salea. But still the
situation did not improve and clandestine sales of cloths to others
could not be prevented. In their letter of KHov, 11, 1768, the Court of
Directors wrote : “They'[-the weaVerq;7 are unwilling to engage ig

[-Company's buainesq;7 because we do not pay them a higher price, The

gentlemen &t Dacoa say the foreigners give 20% to 30% more than we do".69

The weavers of Santipore’sent petiticons to the Calcutta Coﬁncil pointing
out their grievances. The following authoritative account is to be found
in the Proceedings of April 2, 1773 t=

"The two annexed papers which the President formed
from an examination into the complaints made to him
by the weavers of Santipore and which he has every
reason to believe to be authentic, will show the
present miserable situation of the weavers, since it
appears that the prices given to them for the cloths
provided on account of the Company's investment,
amounted to no more and in some ingtances less than
the cost of the materials and their labour was
extracted from them without any repayment. They are
at the same time forbidden under pain of corporal
chastisement and forefeitures to work for private
merchants or to meke any other assortments bga

those ordered for the Company's investment".

68 Bolts 3 op.cit. P. 193.

69 Letter from Court, 11th Nov, 1768, Fort William India House Correspondence
Vol: V, Para 38, P. 139.

70 Quoted in J.@. Sinha : op.cit. PP. 83-84.
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In such circumstances, the English East India Company's
men failed to proocure the full quota of theCinvestment’ and their balances
began to accumulate. The oppressiom by the gomastas began from 1753
but it was after 1767 that they became unrestrained. The decline of
manufacture was inevitable because the weavers were obliged to work
against their will. The Company's exports of plecegoods in.i772 wvag worth
£ 6,97,778 ; in 1773 it dwindled to £ 5,08,622 and in 1774 it came down to

£ 4;55.944.71 Things came to such 2 p§55 that the Chief and Council at

Dacos submitted a representation to the effect that they found 1t

difficult to procure the Company'seinvestment.?

Astinvestment was declining steadily, the Court of Directors
declared their intention to do away with all the restraints on trade and
create a free trade. The result was that very many weavers sought to
relinquish the Company's employment, though they had'rece1Ved the COmpany's.

advanoea.72 To stop large-acsle degertion, coercive regulations were

passed., It was provided that weavers receiving advances should not be

allowgd to default and the Company's agents wouid be at liberty to place
peons upon them and keep them under restraint. Thus the state of things

remained practically the same as before.

The next step taken by the Board of Trade in 1715 was the
dﬁandonment of the Agency System and the reintroduction of the Contract ‘
System., But even then things did not mﬁch chenge. The East'India Company ‘s
name was freely uéed in the investment business and the Contractors behaved
as if they were Company's reprecentatives and -coerced the weavers in the

Company's name.

71 Quoted in J.C, Sinha 3 op,cit. P. 171,
72 Supra s Chapter III.
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Under the Conéraét System ( of pro§1ding 'Investment' ),
clandestine sales of cloths to others contimed és before., Blaquiere,
Contractor at Santipore, gave a vivid descoription of the state of the
Santipore aurung : The weavers took the Company‘é advances with which
they purchased thread of an inferior quelity and weaved cloths for
bazar sales and for private merchants, who purchased them for,féady
money, being unwilling to trust fhe woavers with advances, 1%t was
imposgible to detect the clandestine purchasers. The weavers artfully
concealed their transacfions by weaving cloths in other's houses and
geve them to be s0ld by persons who did not receive the Company's
advances., They were induced to carry on this practice by the enormous
rate of interest which they paid on borrowed amount ( 6 pie per month
per rupee or 37% per cent per annum ), whersas they paid none on the

Company's advances to them.!>

This seems to have largely counteracted
the 'loss' of the weavers from the 'lpw price! paid to them by the
Company. The weavers kept the 'interest:free' advances as long as they
could ; sometimes they kept the sdvances for 3, 4 and even 5 months
after which they delivered pieces of cloth. In normal times, they
could deliver one piece after one month. Sometimes, it happened that
even after such inordinate delay they delivered cloths of the lowest
lotters anﬁ many inadmissible in the Company's 'investment'. At Patna,

the weavers were most unwilling to accept the Company's advances, Their

unwillingness was due to the little profit they got from the Company's work,

75 Progs Board of Trade, 15th July, 1783, Prog no. 38, Vols 37.
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By weaving coarser cloths for the private traders, for which there

was a general demand, they secured higher profit., MNoreover, they were

T4

not subjected to the irksome superintendence by peons, The Company

thought tﬁat without further coercive measures, the Company's investment
would decline and its quality would deteriorate, To prevent these, they

took a series of measures in 1786, 1787, and 1789 and the weavers came

under greater restrainte.74A

The manufacturers of almost all the places immediately
reacted to these coercive measures. From Patna, Mr. E.E. Pote, the
Regident, informed that the weavers told him openly they would not

receive the Company's advances., Thelr reply was i

"markets are open and they will sell their
cloths where they please. Let the Company
go to the markets or establish Cooties and
if they choose they will bring their cloths
to Coote for sale and if they do not, they
will carry them elseghere but they will not
enter into engagements whatever with the
Company. [ I begged them that I will settle
the price before them so that they might
Judge how fairly the Company meant to deal
with theq;7 They declared no",75

The reason of their disinclination, besides low prices, was,
according to Law's analysis, their supposition that they could not give

up their employment once they had aocept9d~it. The weavers were also

74 Progs Board of Trade, 22nd January, 1788, Prog no. 8,'Volz 64,
T4A Supra t The details of these measures are disoussed in Chapter III.
75 Progs Board of Trade, 4th September, 1787, Prog no. 84, Vol: 60,
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'averee to mamufacturing cloths .of unusual lengths because in case tpeae vere
rejected by thé'English Company's agents, these would not Se purchased by
the agents of private merchants. Again, & weaver manufacturing cloths

for the Company's assortments’ was under superintendence., Morsover, during
the time required to make three pieces of the Company's cloths, a weaver
could make five pieces of common cloth for private merchants for which

he had an instant aale.75A

The Commercial Residents announced an increase of rates but
this was not enough to induce the weavers to work the Company's assortments.
They retained their objection to eontering into any engagements whatever
because "there must be & superintending power compelling them to complete
those engageménta from which superintendence and compulsion they were now

released“.76

At Luckipore, at the close of the 1780s the demand for cloths
sharply increased ss a result of the resort of many merchants from other
parts following the return of Peace after the American War of Independence.
As a consequence, the prices considerably increased and the quality of the
cloths also suffered s-

"hurried off the loom and deficient in thread,
they were thin and badly made =~ everyway
defective for the Company's investment®,

Moreover, as soon as the cloths of the Company were ready, if the aunming

servant was not present, they immediately carried it to the bazar for asale.

754 Progs Board of Trade, 22nd Jemmary, 1788, Prog no. 8, Vol: 64.
76 Progs Boerd of Trade, 30th October, 1788, Prog no.107, Vols T2.
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Mr. Scott, Resident a% Luckipore in 1792, informed the
Board of Trade that some of the weavers of Luckipore refused to admit
peons or deliver cloths for their balance but tendered cash towards
the repeyment of the advances they had received. To revert to
adawlut in every instence of failure, the Resident argued, was no
solution ; the length of time required in carrying on a suit was
sufficient to prevent from going to courts and the problem of expenses
was also there, MNoreover, thig made the weavers more disinclined to the
Company's service.77 Mr. C.R, Crommelin, Resident at Luckipore, in

1795 narrated the state of the aurung in the following words :

tthe weavers of his aurung esteemed their numbers
as badges of restraint and they were eager to get
rid of the name of & mumbered weaver, The language
of the manufacturer ( I speak of one who may have
entered willingly into a regular Kistbundee
agresment ) if now ( in 1795 ) summoned is 3

"I will not go either to the Hoffussil or Sudder
factory, nor will I work more for the Company «—--
if you want the cloths I will not give them dut
if you will send your people here and settle my
account, the balance shall be paid to you",'78

The Resident further stated that if any man was sent with
summons to seige the defaulting weaver, he would be immediately rescued
by his neighbours and the person deputed would surely be severely
beaten by them. To complain to the Adawlut on every occasion would
cause endless trouble and vaxation without.any good effect. To try to
argue with 2 weaver was out of question. They would not try to understand

anything but would attribute it father to fear on our part.

77 Progs Board of Trade, 5th November, 1792, Prog no. 99, Vol:101, Part I.
78 Progs Board of Trade, Tth April, 1795, Prog no, 22, Vol:115, Part II.
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The Resident even apprehended that a large number of the
weavers would give up the Company's employment by the end of 1795.
In the month of August, about one third of them had left the Company's

work and only 5970 weavers remainsd in the Company's employ. But he

" feared that.about 1349 weavers would leave very soon and at the end

of the year, there would remain only 4621 weavers .for the Company's

work.79

At Dacce, the weavers sccepted the regulations without
much Opposition; The result was the decline of the Teetsbaddy aurung
vhich manufactured one very important assortment for the Company's

'investment®. There were 900 houses of weavers in Teetabaddy in 1774

80 The main reason for this was

but the number fell to 500 in 1788,
that the weavers were ndt paid & ressonable price. There was no opposition
and the veavers accepted their lot. Bebb wrote : "I am astonished at

their pasaiveness", But at times they also put up.éombined rosistance

as 1;?§zg§? The cause was perhaps that the grievance was not éonfinsd

to the weavers of ‘Tectabaddy alone but affected all the weavers of Dacca
factory. When tho Commercial Resident of Dacca made an attempt to redumce
the prices of aome of the fabrics, the weavers made an obstinate resistance

to his efforta.a1 Mr. Taylor, the Resident of the Dacca factory, informed

-

79 Proge Board of Trade, 8th March, 1796, Prog mo. 19, Vol: 121,
o The Tabla was as follows 3
Looms originally numbered

Refused to work - 229t - 9947
Deserted - 1048 3329
3339 Leaving =« 6108

Deaths - _ 138
Remaining 31 August, 1795 - 5970

80 Progs Board of Trade, 8th March, 1796, Prog mo. 19, Vol: 121,
81 Progs Board of Trade, 31at December, 1789, Prog mo. 111, Vol:83,Part II.
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the Boerd of Trade in 1793 .that at the aurungs of Jungleborry and
Bazitpur, the weaver could not be persuaded to accept advences. He
stated that the principal weavers refused to receive advances unless

he would agree tc restore the pricés of 1791 ~— the same which had
been settleq by Mr, Barwel; in 1774 bgt which ( in consequence of
Board;s instructions in 1791 ) were reduced by about from 10% to 14%
below,thg rates of‘the preceding year.a2 Hr. Taylor wrbte that not
only the prinecipal weavers but the gemneral body of weavers who .were to

a great extent controlled by the head weavers expressed a similar
determination. There muet have been some collusion between the gomastas
and the weavers in this endeavour to restore the old prices. He called
the gomastas and deputed an asumeen to the aurungs fully explaining to
them the gr&unds on which the prices proposed to the weavers were made
and of his inability to depart from them. However, the weavers persisted
in their refusal to receive advances except on the condition proposed by

them, the restoration of Mr, Barwell's prices.a3

When the proposed
reduction was eventually effected and advances iere forced upon thenm,
the weavers began to deliver cloths of an inferior quality hoping

"by this means to counterbalance the reduction of price by a saving in

the quality or the quantity of thread used,".a4

At Melda, the weavers showed a determined resolution not %o
take Company's advances, beocause of the penalty olause. Since they feared

that circumstances such ag sickneas, inability to get proper threadsin

82 The reduction applied to some assoftments likxe Nyansooks' and
Seerhandconnah}s.
83 Progs Board of Trade, 28th March, 1793, Prog mo.23, Vol:103, Part.l.

84  Ibid,
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proper time, interruption due to disputes with the deéndara might
prevent them from fulfilling their contracts. The weavers of the
City of Dacca unitedly protested againsf the imposition of a penalty
of 35%. It became so serious in nature thaet in order to break the
combination, ¥Mr. Taylor, the Commercial. Resident, had to send six
ring leaders of the combination %o ﬁhe Magiptrate of the Fauljdari

Adawlut for trial and punishment.85

-Thomas Brown, Reasident at Cossimbazar in 1789, also
concluded that the late Regulations subjecting the weavers to a penalty
of 35% on a failure in the performance of their engagements at the
stipulated pericds would tend to remder them increasingly averse %o
reéeiving the Company's advances. Such an aversion,was in fact quite
common, &nd this tended to increase with the growing competition from
different groups. Most of the weavers were poor and accepted the advences
of the Compeny because of the immediate pecuniary gains froa them.
Weavers possessing property did not easily enter intc engagements with
the English Company becaunse the manufacture of the Company's cloths
required a grester degrqe of care and a ttention on their part. In a
wvord, the weavers prefer:ed the work of the other purchasers.86

The New RegulationsasA for the woavers provided that the
weavers failing to deliver cloths to the Company in time would be prosecuted

in the Dewanee Court. Mr, Fletcher, Resident at Santipore in 1789, argued

85 Progs Boerd of Trade, 24th March, 1794, Prog no. 20, Vol:109, Part I.
86 Progs Board of Trade, 24th December, 1789, Prog mo. 110, Vol:83,Part 1I.
86A Infra: The deteils of these regulations are given in the Appendices.
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that in such circumstances, 1t would be necessary on his part to take
written agreements from each weaver vorking for’tha COQpany, because
ﬁothing less than a writéen agreement from the weavers, wvould be
entertained as proof of a failurs of engagements in an Adawlut.

Mr, Fletcher announced his decision to obtain written engagements

from the Compeny's weavers.

The response was far from enthusiastic. The demand of
written agreements was an innovation. Hence, the weavers did not like to
enter into written agreements at all., They argued that formerly if they
‘had failed to supply cloths within the stipulated periods and right upto
the Company's standard, the mode laid down in the Regulations of July 1787
had been pursued. The weavers Qere required'not to enter into newer
engagegents. They were also forbidden to work for sales in the open
bazars., But as the weavers.were now éuhjected to a heavy penalty in
‘caae of fgilure of their stipulated deliveries to the COApany, Mr. Brown
concluded, it ias probable that the weavers would be cautious in entering
into engagements with the Compeny. He feared that as the prices paid by
the Company ﬁere nof very attractive, it would be difficult for him to

induce them to sign written engagementa.87

The Santipore weavers demonéérated a remarkable solidarity
and power of combination. The competition at Santipore was greater than
elsewhere beoénse its goods were in aeﬁand in the European markets and
because of its vicinity to Calcutta and other foreign settlements. As the
weavers could earn more by working fdr Privatéf%?hders, they mamifactured

cloths for them and dgliberately fell into arrears in their deliveries fy‘the

\
.
» 'y,

87 Progse Board of Trade, 24th Dec, 1789, Prog no, 110, Vol: 83, Part I. \\
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Company. The Company's men were placed im a very peculier situation and
at times had to accept cloths which we?e not upto the Company's standard
in order to prevent accumulation of balances. MNr. Fletcher, Resident at
Santipore in 1788, wrote'that the prices peid by private merchanis anmd
Foreign Agents for Santipore goods hed for a long time s0 considerably
exceeded the Company's prices that it becaﬁe neceasary to keep a8ll cloths
produced from the advances, those that were equal to the established
musters as well as thoge that were inferior because there was a ready
sale for cvery kind, however, indifferent, The returning of the inferior
fabriecs to the weavers would only serve to encourage the weavers further
to debase the fabrics. It would afford them an opportunity of

selling the cloths voven with the Company's advances at an enhanced rate

to the individuals.aa The weavers of Santipore assembled daily by fhe

89 The

sound of horn end discussed their grievances amongst themselves.
discoantent spread even to the distant gurungs where the weavers stopped
working for the Compasny though they had taken the Company's advances.
The contractors found it difficult to manage the aurung and nine ring
leaders of the combination were arrested. Six of them were later
releoaged on providing securities for thelr good behaviour in future dut
the other three were prosecuted and imprisoned. The Santipors weavers
thus showed some capaclty for combined resistance which under more
favourable circumstances would perhaps have beentmore succsssful,. But
it was true that circumstances were less favouraﬁle and the success of

such resistance was very limited and henceforward they had mainly to

depend upon mere petitions for the redress of their grievances.

88 Progs Board of Trade, 15th April, 1788, Prog no. 43, Vol: 66.
89 Progs Board of Trade, 25th July, 1786, Prog no. 6, Vol: 51, Part 1I.
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Mr. John Cheap, the Commercial Resident at Sonamcoky,
narrated in 1794 the difficulties he had to face_at his aurung. He
stated that in the fifth year of his agency in 1793, several people
who had never before worked for the Company took advances from him and
his psople in the early part of the year. But very soon, there was a
sudden influx of private merchants at Sonamooky. The result was that
it became impossible for him to obtain the services of now weavers for
the dompany's work: It became difficult for him to retain even the
services of the old weavers who were slready working for the Company.
He had therefore, to enter into a fresh settlement with them on much
favourable terms, But even then, he found, to his utter surprise, that
the weavers were not delivering goods according to the terms of settlement.
The reason was the demand of written engagements from them. At Sonamooky,
the weavers were required to enter into written engagements with the
Compeny and the weavers of Patteraayergo were most~unwillingAto sign
written engagements. It was then that he tried :Sbexperimeht of
dismissing the weavers from the Companyt's employ. Hovever,‘far from
being consldered a punishment, it was welcomed by the head wesvers who
persuaded other weavers to be dismissed from the Company's work.
"Dismission was rather considered as a favour than a disgrace®. Mr. Cheap
tried much to bresk such an influence of the head weavers and though he
became sudecessful in thie at Sorool, ¥he failed miserably in all fhe
out-factories, where the head weavers constantly sought to have the
weavers collected together, often pretending that it was merely because

91

the weavers wished to see sach other. In another letter to the

90 In the Bankura Dietrict.
91 Progs Board of Trade, 22nd July, 1794, Prog no. 45, Vol.III, Part I.
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Board of Trade, Hr. Cheap intimated, that at Somarundi,’’

the weavers
were practically controlled by the lease holders and maundals ( village
headman ) and "it becomes their interest to create misunderstanding
botween the factory and them, Habits of intimaoy, the same oast ( sic )
and living in the villége:gave them an influence which I am convinced
ro exertion of Resident will be able to overthrow * * * and indeed the

former»mode93

‘of conducting the business in this gurung was so oppressive
thgt there are but few youngman in that division who weave, their parents.
having giving up teaching them, preferring their being employed, in the

Fields %o the risk of their suffering what they themselves had felt".~ %

The cotton mamfacturers of Hurriaul demanded increased prices
for cloths owing to dearness of grain and thread and for a long time

95 But when the

declined to weave the finer goods for the Company.
increased prices were not allowed 2 largo mmber of them left the
Company's employ. Hr. Beachcroft, Resident at Hurriaul in Eugust{‘1796,
stated that in the year 1795 .the Company losi a considerable numgér of
good weavers. In one villags about one hundred personsvdeclinsd to
receive any further advances of the English Company. They alleged that
the profits they got from the Company's work were not worth their trouble.

In two or three other villages, similar desertid;glhappened and he had

92 A village in the Katwa sub~division of Burdwan district.
9%  The mode of procuring the Company's investment (under the
Agency System) in which the Indian gomastes made advances
to the weavers out of the Company's funds. The various
oppressions of the Indian gomastas reduced the weavers to misery.
94 Progs Board of Trade, 5th Aug, 1794, Prog mo. 49, Vol: 111 Part II.
9% Progs Board of Trade, 12th Aug,1794, Prog no. 51, Vol: 111 Part II.
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little réason to expect that they would ever be won over as long as

the present rate continued unalteﬁed. The Resident stated that the

weavers were Justified in their demand for increased rates. The prices

of coarse thread in 1794 was five gundahs per $olsh cheaper on an average
than that prevailing in either last or the present year. Consequently,

on a piece of Addaties middling 21 x 2% yds, the woavers suffered a loss

of about eix annas ; on Cossaes niddling 40 x 3 yds one rupee and one anmna ;
on Coasmes Gogﬁqria middling 40 x 2% yds twelve annas ; on Humnmamg

ordinary 24 x 3, ten annas and on Hummams Middling 24 x 3, eight annas

and so on.96

From the foregoing it becomes clear that the weavers, if
their intgreata 80 demended, did not hesitate to defy the Company's
authority. There were in almost every important Qentre of déttbn
memufacture certain mandals or head-weavers who were probably at the
vhead of the weavers' guild andi they often instigated the mass of
manufacturerg under them to refuse to work for the COmpany.97
Combinations, among the weavers were wideepread and to break these
combinations, the Commercial Residents had to use all possible means

in their power. However, in almost all cases of such resistance the

weavers had eventually to yield.

The absenoce of any general resistance on the part of the
weavers, is, however, explicable, Imn the first place, the weavers

looked upon the Commercial Residents with wonder and awe ard could not

96 Progs Board of Trade, 10th May, 1796, Prog mo. 36, Vol: 122.
97 Progs Board of Trade, 27th June,1794, Prog no. 37, Vol: 110.
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eagily defy their authorify. These Commercial Residents exercised
unlimited euthority, For Qxample, Hr. Cheap, es W.W. Hunter writes,
"exercised magisterial powers and the villagers to whom an appearance
before the Collector, whether as 2 Hlaintiff or a defeqdant, was equally
an object of terror, referred their diaputes to the erbitration of the
Commercial Resident".ge Secondly, tho weavers foared that the Commercial -
Residents backed by the 'State' machinery would easily breek their
repistance. Thoy knew that the effect of unsuccessful resistance would

be fetal since they wquld be ezposed to the full fnry of their revengeful
masters in the futurg.' Agsin, the persuasions and open threats of the
Commercial Residents, in many cases, held back the weavers from resistance,
Thirdly, the general ignorance of the weavers prevented them fronm
organising effective resistance. The forme and procedure in British
Courté were more complex than those prevailing during the Mughel days and
the weavers, ignorant of the laws, did not know whom to apply to for

the re@rese of their grievances and unless their major interests wore

in great Jeopardy, they remained gererally svbmissive. Lastly, the
Company's employment was considered honourable and had sone atiractions.
The weavers of the Pargana Jehansbad under the Patna faétory stated that
they derived no profit from the Company®s work and in most cases got

only the velue of the thread but lost the value of labour. "Yet in
oénsideration that uhilst engaged in the service of the Company, we

would be protected from all violence and Oppreséion we furnished cloths

to the Company".g? This protection in cases of violence amd oppression

from the de;ndgrs or his agents attaracted very many weavers to the

98 Hunter W.W, The Annals of Rural Bengal, P. 182.
99 Proge Board of Trade, 6th Hay, 1814, Prog no. 16, Vol: 293,
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Compeny's work. Secondly, there was no doubt that the weavers did not
derive any profit on the value of cloths, The standard rate of profit
according to Mr. Taylor's celculation, wvas one anna in the Tupee or 6%%

on the coat of materials and 1abour.'00

In most cases, the weavers
saorificed this profit., They were satisfied with only the value of
threadsand something for their labour. Moreover, on many occasions,
thg.weavera did not sppoint 'journeymen' woavers and got the work dome
by the other mqmbers of his family. This eoﬁehow enabled them to work
for the Company. In cases, where the weaver sappointed journeymen,
they wented the wage of the journeymen besides the value of thread,
without which it was not péaeible to contime in the Company's service.
Hence, what the weavers demanded was the value of thread and something
for’their labour. Lastly, though theorétioally. the weavers were free,
in/reality they were not. They were compelled in most cases, egainst
their will, to be engaged for the Epgiish Company and not infrequently

were whipped or beaten with rettans. 't

They had no alternative but to
work for the Company. The trade of the other European Companies and
Private Merchants gradually declined and the Company's employment was

the only avemue to the weavers,

The instances of remsistance offered by the weavers would in
fact have been more muthercus but for certain other circumetances, The

advances offered to the weavers were interest~free vhile in the open markets,

100 Supras The Caloulations by Taylor ere discussed in this Chapter
in an earlier section.
101 Progs Board of Trade, 8th May, 1818, Prog no. 15, Vol: 343,



187

the rate of interest was not less than 12% to 15% in urban areas and

7% to 8% im rural areas.'oz Secondly, the Commercial Residents at
times, protected the weavers, who were also mostly the cultivators of

£he soil, from the enhancement of rent by tﬁ; Zgmindars, The Zq5§ndara
were in the habit of raising the rent and demanding various taxes frbm
time to time on various grounds. The cese of Dinagepore would illustrate
it 3 A great proportion of the weavers employed by the English Company‘a
factory at Malda resided in pinagepore district. Mr. George Udny, ‘the

Comneroial Resident at Malda, in & letter °2

to the Collector of Rungpore,
intimated that on his arrival at one of the aurungs, Surrupsunge, he had
to meet & deputation of the weavers mumbering at least one thousand.

They complained that they had not "seen their houses®™ for ten days past.
Their only guilt was that they refused to pay a tax, Deury Khurdha‘o4
which they hed paid last year on the occasion of the death of the
late Rajah of Dinagépore. On their refusal to pay the tax, Bishen Hury,
the Naib of Mahyrmuggur, was oppressing them in various ways. The weavers
stated that if justice was not speedily done to them, they would suffer

great dietress.’os

Charles Grant, the succeeding Commercial Resident, took up
the cause of the oppressed weavers and in a letter to the Collactor of
Dimagepore ( 4tk Jamuary, 1782 ) wrote that he had no intention to
interfere in the business of the Revenue, yet "the protection of the
Affairs entrusted to their menagement and of the people who work under

06

them is essentially their duty".1 He believed that the demand of the

102 Progs Board of Trade, 10th April, 1781, Prog no. 17, Vol: 27.

103 21 Dec, 1781. or W oha

104 Deury, & Hindu Temple, Kharaj means expenditure.

105 Rungpore District Records, Vol.II, PP. 178-79 t Letter Ro. 224 of
George Udny to Richard Goodland, Collector of Rungpore, 21 Dec, 1781.

106 Rungpore Digtrict Records : Vol: II, P. 179.
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Deury Tax was unjustified and unaﬁthorised. The argument of the Collector
that since it was "paid last year", it should be considered "a perpetual
tax" was not justifiable., The Collector aasserted that he was ordered

"o collect agreeably to the last year". The Commercial Resident

answered that the order "to collect agreeably to the last year® could
only mean "what was known to Government", for otherwise if one thousand
acts of oppression had been committed last year, such an order would

107 The demand of

gve & sanction to the contimuance of the same.
the tax was unauthorised because the Commercial Resident had reasons
to think that such a tax could not have the sanction of the Governor-
General and Council, When in 1781 he requested the present Rajah mnot
to insist on levying more than the gtated Malguszari, the Rajah

relinquished his claim.108

The Collector of Dinagepore then raised the plea of
"customs of Dinajepore” ﬁy wvhich a tax once admitted becomes a part
of the Jumma on whatever plea i} was exactsd. Mr. Grant replied that
"oustoms™ in the Collector's sense "only mean what the strong imposes
on the weak". He argued that there might be innn$erable narrisges,
births and deaths and other occasions of extraordinary expemse in the
family of the Dinajepore Rajah dut the Collections made on these

cccasions could not form a part of the Jumma of the Province.109

107 Rungpore Distrioct Records, Vol.,II, PP. 181-82.
108 Ibid.
109 Ibid., PP. 191-192,
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The Commercial Resident personally vieited the gurungs
to assess the magnituég of ‘the difficulties borne by the weavers.
He established contacts with Devy Singh, the farmer of Dinagepore.
Ultimately he succeeded in getting orders from the Rajeh to withdraw
Deury Tax from the weavers and Devy Singh agreed to refund what had

been exacted from them on this acconnt."o

In order to prevent future troubles in the collection of
rent, the Commercizl Resident agreed to stand as a guerantor and
became "bound for the due payment of the just renta of all the

Company's weavers in the Dinagepore 1):9:::1)‘:5.:1:3&".111

. But troubles begsan again at the close of the 1780s.
In 1789, Mr. Udny, Resident of Malda, was informe& by the Collector
of Dinagepore that it was his intention to méasufe all lands held
by the weavers and fix the rent at the rates which were paid by other
ryots who were not weavers., Mr. Udny eagerly defended the cause of
the Company's weavers. He strongly protested against such innovations
and the result was that though the measurement of lands was carried on,
the assessment of rent was suspended. But after some time, the |
Commercial Reaident was informed by the weavers of the different
aurungs that they were.being compelled to take new Pottahs and to
' pay rent according to such rules as applied to other ryots. The
weavers very much resented this novel measure and were unwilling

to pay rent,

110 Rllgsgcre DiBt;ic! E&GOI‘&B, VOl._II’ PP, 211"“2.
111 Ibid., PP. 275=276.
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The Commercial Resi%nt informed theJBoaid of Trade that
ever since the Company had provided investment in Malda, the mamufacturers
hed enjoyed greater favours than other people, their neighbourers, The
weavers had been protected from the imposition of the numerous abwabs
or taxes which had been levied upon other ryots. The Regulations
issned by the Governor-CGemeral in Council on 23rd July 1787 provided
that the weevers should pay "no more rent than the amount specified in
their Pottahsf and they "prohibit every arbitrary oocasional demand of
the Zgg;ndars, Farmers or Collectors on any account whatsoever".112
The residence of the weavers, the Resident argued, was fixed, They
could not move about from one place to another because they were
pernanently appointed by the Company to their work. Had the weavers
been migratory, the business of the Compény would have bheen interrupted.
But this was not the case with the other ryots who often moved to
different and distant places and sometimes fled to evade the payment
of rent, The fixed residence of the weavers, the Resident pointed out,
ensured the de}pdars the payment of their rént without troudble and
hence entitled them to soms indulgence. Moreover, the improvement
of the manufactures would not be possible if the rents of the
weavers woare increased. The weavers would, in that case, be impoverished,
discontented and rendered uneble ard unwilling to do Company's

work.113

112 Progs Board of Trade, 3rd April, 1789, Prog no. 30, Vol: 78.
113 Ibid,
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Mr. Udny, Resident at Malda, complained to Mr. Hatch, the
Collector of Dinmagepore, in 1788, that he had redeived several reports
from the aurungs under his factory of various oppressions upon the
. weavers by the persons cmployed in the collection of rent. The weavers
had been totally confused. These collectors, contrary to all rights and
in total disregard of the Regulations of Government, were plundering the
property of the weavers énd confining them., He stated that the Compeny's
business was utterly disorganized as a consequence. For example, he stated
that at the surung of Saumgunge, "all is uproar. Weavers are éarried
avay by the peoms, confined, cloths ocut off from their backs ; they are
beaten and fofced to give the excessive rent demanded of them,
notwithstending they have regulariy'paid or are ready to pey the just

114 The

amount of their Pottahs, They have deserted their houses".
Resident drew the atiention of the Collector to the 8th and 9th Articles
of the Regulations of the Government, 787, respecting tie wveavers. The
8th Article, he wrote s "restriots to professiomal tax to be paid by the
weaver to vhat were ostablished previous to the Bengal year 1179, frges
fhém from any arbitrary ocoasional demend of the Zemindars, farmers or
collectors on any account whatsoever and limits the remt to be paid by
them to what is specified in their Pottahs". The 9th Article positively
declares :~ "that no weaver, gomasteh or other servant agployed by the
Company in their investment shall be confined by any Zgg;ndar or other
officer engaged in the collection of the revenue or be put under peon

by them or summoned to the Cuicherry on any pretence vhatsoever".115

4 Dinajpore District Records Vol.I, P.94.
5

11
11 Dinajpore District Records Vol.I, P.94.
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The Resident argued that from the treatment §f weavers had received it
asppoared that the Regulations had been infringed in every point.

116 that he had received more

In anéther 1ette£ hé fﬁrﬁher stated
representations from the weavers of the different parts of Dinajpore
district, complaining that the officers collecting the revemues had

proceeded to seize thelr lands and refused to let them cultivate them

any longer unless they paid rent according to the rate of the ;ther

ryots. The Resident expressed surprise that the meoasure of sequestering

the lands of the weavers on their refusal to pay an'increased rent

should be adopted at this time when the propriety of that rent was

under diascussion and after the Governor—Generai in Council ( in &

letter to the Board of Revenmue Qf 13th Haj communicated to him by the

Board of Trade, the 22nd of that month ) had directed that until further
orders the rent from the weavers of Dinajpur attached to that faotory be
levied according to the rates peid by them previous to the 23rd July, 1783}17
It was as late as July 1789 that Mr, Hatch, in s letter tQ Mr. Udny,

wrote that he had lssued Perwamnsh to the Zgmindars to prohibit his

. officers in the mofuseil froﬁ demanding of the weavers any more rent

than what they had ghresdy hitherto paid.''C

It was ultimately agreed
that the Collectors of rent should noilonger demand more than what was
specified in the Pottahs of the weavers. In this way, the most
enmbarrasaing question was solved 4t the interference of the Commerciel
Resident, This was how the Commercial Residents granted protection to the

Company's weavers who weaved the Company's assortments.

116 In June, 1789 addressed to the Board of Trade.
117 Progs Board of Trade, Tth July, 1789, Prog no. %9, Vol: 80, Part II.

118 Dinsjpur District Recordg - Vol: I, P. 248,
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Anpther*consideration whichlprevented the weavers from
organising stiffer resistance against the Company's system of control
was the problem of an alternative employment. The weavers had to
stick tg their originel occupation because of lack of other possible
occupations., A change of oaccupation was not an easy pfoceea

particularly in view of their hereditary skill in weaving.

Thus we find that severel foreign nationzs and indigenous
merchantas did have considerable trade in Bengal cotton piecegoods
throughout the period despite efforts om the part of the English
Company's men to eliminate them. This was particularly the case
gfter the American War of Independence. After it, the English
Company's trade in cotton plecegoods reached its gonith but still
they could not establish a complete monopsonistic control over the
market., The agents of the English Company, on many occasions,
complained that the full quota of the Company's ‘investment' could
not be procured because of the presence of the Private Merchants and
Foreign'ﬁgghers. The important cause of this failure was the lowness
of the Company's price. The private traders and the agents of the
foreign companies offered 15% and in some case even 40% more than the
cpmpany's prices, The Englieh Company's mon could not afford to pay
more prices. Their purchases were made to order. They offered
substantial advances to the weavers much before the Actual delivery of
goods. These advances were interest-free. The other purchasers, on
the other hand, offered no such advances and hence were in & position to

_pay more prices. They, in moat cases, purchased goods which were

nanufactured with the advances of the English Company and‘sold to them
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clandestinely by the weavers. Secdhdl&, the égehts of the private
‘traders were not as meticulous as the agents of the English Company
regarding the quality of the fabrics. The former used to purchase
irrespective of the quality but the latter used to ;eject'the fabrios
of inferior quality. Lastly, the weavers themselves very much resented
‘the various coergive measures of the English Compeny. They strongly
resented coercion and compulsion and proferred to work for the private
traders though the intereat»f:ee advances of the English Compeny were
very tempting to them. Hence, as long as the private traders continued
their trade in cotton piecegoods, the weavers clandestinely sold goods
to them. The disappearance of the private traders wes a great
Qiaappointment'to the weavers because they had then to depend wholly

on the Exnglish Company's work.
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CHAPTER - ¥V
- SIGNIFICANCE OF THE COTTON INDUSTRY
N THE GE ECON OF BEN

o Cotton weaving was the staple industry of Bengal till 1833.
What s;lk vag to China, linen to Egypt, wool to England, cotton was to
Bengal. To deteraine the actual significance of the industry in the
total econony of Bengal, _:‘.t becones iecessary, at the outset, to .s‘budy‘
th;epiie of the industry, Next in importance, is the sige of the
population engaged in it; since this would- indicate the size of the
gainful employment that the industry provided. Thirdly,’ the study of
cotton weaving as a whole~time or a part-time employment would reveal
‘the importance of cotton weaving as an occupation. Lastly, the role
of “the decline of the indu.stry in the process of ‘'de~industrialisation®

in the Bengal Presidency needs to be assessed.
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REGIO DISTRIBUTION OF THE CENTRES OF PRODUCTION 3

"On the coast of Coromandel end in the province of Bengal",
pays Orme,; "“when at some distance from the hig*road or a principal town,
it 4s difficult to find a village in which everyman, woman and child is
not oemployed in meking a piece of cloth".1 In the Bengel Presidency,
the weaving manufactories were dispersed throughout the country and each
dietrict was noted for the mamufacture of a distinot type of oloth,’
Spinning and weaving had become 2 national occupetion. The importent
towns like Malds, Hurrisul ( in the Rajshahi district ) Seerpore ( a
small town in the Rajchahi distriot, 74 miles north east from Murshidabad
and lying within the Zguéndsri of Reni Bhabani of Natore ), Balikushi
( iying with the Zguéndari of Rani Bhavani of Natore ) and Cogmari ( &
small town in the Mymensingh distriot and lying within the Zgméndari
of Rani Bhabani of Natore ); vere famous for mamufacturing the following
species of piecegoods for the European-markets : Cossases ( Khas ) |
elatches ( & kind of cloth woven of silk and thread so as to present
the appearance of cardamans 3 11§ehi, according to Hobson Jobson ),
humhumg ( according to Hobson Jobson, cloth of thick stout texture and
generally worn as & wrepper in the cold season ), Chowiahs ( which
perhaps made with four threads or wires ), tootally, soosiess ( a kind of
fine coloured cloth ) Seersuckers ( perheps Sir, head sukh pleasure )
for the markets of Bussorah, Mocha, Jidda, Pegu, Acheen and Malsaccsa,
the different sorts of Co 8, baftaes ( coarse goods of excellent
fabfios ) 3 Ssunoose ( samms, flaxzen or linen cloth ), mulmulls or
malmals, ‘tenjibs ( ornament of the body ). From the surungs at Rungpore,

1 Robert Orme : Historical Fragments of the Mughal Empire, P.409.
2 K.K.Datta 3 Al;var%; and His Eémes, PP« 180-81,
3 Holwell : Interesting Historic vents: P. 193,
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Ghorshat ( a town in the district of Dinajpore, 90 miles North East of
Murshidabad and lying with the Zggégdari of Raja of Sartose ), Santose
Buddaul ( in the Dinajpur distriet ), the Eapt India Company was supplied
with Saunoosé, mulmuls and tag;iba.4 The towneg like Burdwan, Kheerpoy,
Radhenagar { both in the Ghatal sub-division of Midnapore distriet and
lying within the Ze(‘q__ndari of Raja Tilakehand of Burdwan ) Devangan]

and Balligisagur ( lying within the Z&m}gdari of Raja Tilek Chand of
Burdwan ) supplied the East India Company with dooreas ( striped cloths )
terrendams ( clinging to the body ), gutianies. osies, gsootromals,

gurrshs ( garsh ), sestersoys, santon coupees, chorrideries chil

custas, dooaootg_a_5 ( coarse cotton cloth ). The East India Company

was supplied with a large quantity of gurrahs from Elambagar, the
principal town in the Birbhum distriot.6 From the towns of Santiporse,
Burron { in the Nedia district ) the Company was supplied with Mulmuls,
and coasaes.7 Bosides muslins, the production of coloured goods was the
specialised art of Hidnapoia. These coloured goods were in great demand
in thé markets of Germany, Africa and West Indies.8 However, the
prenier position in the mamufacture of fine muslins and Cotton cloths of
different species, was ocoupied by Dacca. "Plain muelins distinguished
by various nomes according to fineness and to the closeness of their
texture, as well as flowered, striped and chequered muslins, denominated
from their patterms, are fabricated cheifly in the province of Dacca.

The mamufacture of the finest sorts of thin muslins is almost confined to
that province“.9 The following varieties of muslins are mentioned by
Taylore, Commercial Resident at Dacca & -

Holwell : Interesting Historicael Events : P. 194.

Ibid:s PP. 195-96. ibid., PP. 201-02.

Ibid: PP, 202, 8 1Ibid., P. 200.

William Werd: A History, lLeberaturs, Philosophy of the Hindoos, P. 28.

O -~Iw
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(a) Abrawns (b) Allaballies of five different sorts,
(¢) Buddun coss ( bedankhas ), (d) Doorias of various
kinds suoch as fine, superfine, middling, Dutch fine, Dutech
superfine and Dutch middling (e) Jamdanies ( figured or
flowered muslins ), (f) malmals of various descriptions
(g) THysnsooks ( nainsukh "pleasure of the eye" ),

(h) handkerchiefs, (i) BSarbatis ( semitransparent like
sherbat ), (j) Seerbund ( Sirbundh ~ Purban ), (k) Sublims,
(1) Tanjibs of many varieties, (m) Terrindam ( turundems ),
(n) Sarkaralis (0) Hum muns of two different sorts,

(p) Sqerhandconnas, of several kinds and

(a) Cossaas ( khases ) of different description.s.10

. The reasons why different places came to specialize in the
producﬁon of different varieties of fabrics are not hard to seek. In
the first place, there was the force of tradition. A weaverefamongst the
Gontoos was far from\'\én unrespectable caste ®and proficiency wae

transmitted for centuries from father to son".”

Many EurOpean' travellers
have noted the slender and somewhat delicate physical frame of lthe natives
of Dacca, the remarkably fine sense of touch and the nice perception of
welght which characterize their fingers. James Miil's keen anslysis of

the Bengal weaver is worth quoting s "It is & sedantery occupation and

thus in harmony with his predomimant inclinations. It requires patience

12

of which he has an inexhaustible fund®, Clinate was another decisive

10 Progs Board of Prade, 9th June, 1797, Prog no. 48, Vol: 129,
11 Robert Orme : op.cit. P. 410,

12 Mill: History of British India, Vol.II, P. 8.
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factor. The climate of Dacca was well suited to the mamfacture of
fine muslins while that of Birbhum to the mamufacture of coarse calico.
The heat and climete of Dacca is lower by some degrees than that of the

western districts of the province.

"The mean maximum temperaturé of May and Sept.
(the two hottest months in the season) was as
deduced from ten years observations 87.37
degreen in the former and 88.34 degrees in the
latter month, Humidity is the characteristic
of the climate, The average annual quantity
of rainfell during eight years was 70.3 inches,
The greatest fall 'in any year during that 13
period was 79.9 and the least 46,8 inches",

The moist damp climate of Dacea was well suited to the mamufacture of
masling whilé the dry arid atmosphere of Birbhum was a hindrance to it.
This explains why cotton fabries were manufacturgd in Bengal proper.

The climate of other Presidencies was much drier.

The English East India Company, during the period under
review, héd Commercial Residencies in these places - Chittagong,
Luckipore ( in the Noskhali district ), Dacca, Commercolly ( near Kusthia
in the Nadia district about 120 miles north east of Calcutta ), Harial,

( Rajshahi district ), Rungpore, nalda," Santipore, Hurripaul, Golaghore

( in the Hooghly district ), Radhanagar ( Midnapore district ), Midmapore,
Kheerpoy ( Midnapore district, Surul ( in the neighbourhood of
Santiniketan in the Birbhum district ), Patna, Ghagipure, Beneras, Mau
.and Etawah, each of which had a mmmber of subordinate surungs or

outstations under it.

13 Taylore: A Descriptive and Historical etec, PP. 2-3.
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The important aurungs under the Chittagong factory were

besides Chittagong proper, Meercaussary, Banscolly, Hazareehaut,

14

Sundeep, Hattiah, Bommeenee and Duchimeck. The aurungs under

Luckipore were Luckipore including Churpatteh, Bullush, Rajegunge,

Kampta, Durrumgunge, Dukkensavazpore, Omrabad, Bidrabad, Danderah

15

and Buxygunge. The aurungs under Dacoca were Dacca, Sonargaon,

Dumroy, Teetabaddy, Narrainpore, Sonarpur, Chaundpore, Jungleberry-

16

Bazitpore. The surungs of Hurriaul were Belcochee, Nowgong,

17

Tetoolean, Birtara, Akua, Alingy, Shagadpur. The surungs under

Malda were 00ningtxnge. Singhia, Jaggernautpore, Surroopgunge,

Maelduar, Nirchindpur, Buddeul and Ta.zmore.18

The surungs under
Santipore and Burron were Santipore, Sonabarya, Bagara, Collygunge,
Doolpur, Khulsy, Monohurgunge, Nirnia, Satbarya, Seebathy and
S:l.d«i:l.pev,euata..’9 The gurungs under Hurripaul were Hurripasul, Durhatta,
Dhaniekhali, Mayapore, Chaundoolea, Khuraurroy.ao ” The gurungs under
Goiagore were Golagore, Gaulpore, Khawnpore, ' Gurap, Hazénan, Hooghly
and Besu:r&v.ma.ga.:t'.21 The gurungs under Kheerpoy were Chandercona,
Eheerpoy, Radhanagar, Ghatal, Ramjibenpore, Bally, Shumant and

Nara:jole.22

14 Progs Board of Trade, 14th June, 1807, Prog no.3 Vol: 204, Part I.
15 Progs Board of Trade, 28th Sept, 1804, Prog no.75, Vol: 177.
16 Progs Board of Trade, 28th April, 1804, Prog no. 32, Vol: 172.
17 Progs Boardi of Trade, 6th April, 1807, Prog no. 32, Vol: 208.
n n " ]

18 " 20th April, 1804, " 55, " 175
19 " m m W q2tn Feby, 1819, " " 6, " 352,
20 " " " " 8th March, 1808, " n 13, ¥ 218,
21 n " " " 29th May, 1808, * " 3, " 208,
22 " mm W 2igg spril, 1815, " " 14, " 304,
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" (a) AVAILABILITY OF RAW MATERIALS :

The concentration of the weavers in these places, was

-

y/&ue to several reasons, such as availebility of suitable raw materisls,
facilities of cerriage both by land and water, and‘royal patronage.
According to Colebrook, nearly the whole of the raw cotton required
for yarn-making in the provinee of Bengzl was at ome time produced
100&1137.23 Later, with the increased demand for cotton piecegoods,
it had to be imported from Surat and afterwards from the Doab. The

" reeson why the best weavers had settled in Dacca was that the finest
kind of cotton was cultivated in the neighbourhood of Dacca. ™The

soil of Sonargaon, Kapasiaz and Junglebarry possessed all the components

necessary for the best cotton ground".24

"A tract of land extending from Ferringybazar

/[ this enall town stanis on the west side of
Dullasery river_/ 12 miles east of Dacoe elong
the banits of Megna to Idelpore, 20 milea north
of the sea, ocoupying a space of about 40 miles
in length &nd in some places as far as 3 milea
in breadth, situated in the Pergunnsh Kedderpore,
Bickrampore, Rajensgar [ this sgall town stands
on the weast side of the Puddah / Carticpore,
Serampore and Idelpore, to produce the finest
coppaas which is grown within the Dacca province.
The superiority of the coppags was etftributed

to the vicinity of these places to the sea, the
vaters of which mixing as the tide rolls them in
vith the other waters of Megna which overflowed
that part of the ocountry during three menths of
the year deposited as they subsided send and
saline particles which veig considerably improved
and fertilised the soil," '

23 Colebrook : Remarks on the Husbandry and Internal Commerce of Bengsl,P.84.
24 Baines 3 0Opy o Po .
25 Progs Board of Trade, 6th Sept., 1791, Prog no. 62, Vol: 94.
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3

The most eonsideraéie inlquantity and valusble in quality wes Photee
cotton, which was ﬁroéuoed in this province. 'All‘the thin cloths such
as'gulmnlls, allaballies, Dooreas, Terrindams, ZTan}ibs, Serbetties and
Kyansooks were made fﬁom Photes cotton except the atripes of the Dooreas
which were made of the Seronji or Hindustan cotton, Baggah Cotton was
the produce in the eastern hil;e and brought doﬁn for gale. It was used

in making coarse cloths such as low priced Baftaes, and Guzziea.26

Five sorts of cotton were produced at Patna and the Company's
assortmentngere made from these. Malda produced three sorts of cotton ——
barrabunga, biretta and nurma. The guality of barrabunga cotton was
excellent but the quantity produced was small and not more than 2500 maunds
anmeally. The produce of the other two sorts amounted to 40,000 maunds of

27 In the district of

which 10,000 maunds were anmally exported.
Burdwgn,.three sorte of‘cotton were produced viz., ggrmé, Muhree and

Bogga. Of the three sorts, mrme was of the finest qﬁality and was used in

the manufacture of Hyansoocks, mulmuls, seerbati and Dooreas. The Muhree
was of an inferior quality and served in weaving the finer Dhooties,

Guggees, and Gurrshs. The boges cotton was coarser still and was used

in the Company's assortments of Gurrahe and otheor cloths of similar

qualities.28 The cotton produced in Radhanagar was of three sorts, the

XKaur, the Muhree and the bhogee. The first sort vas the best and fine
clothe were made of this cotton and the coarser cloths were made of the
two other sorts, The total quantity of produce was about 15,000 to

29

17,000 maunds a year, Two sorts of cotton vis:, bogah and gorree were

26 Proge Board of Trade, 10th August, 1790, Prog no. 60, Vol: 87.
28 Ibid.
29 Ibid,
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produced in Hurripanl., The Company's assortments H§IQ made from the

- latter sort., The fo;msr was of an inferiox kind anﬁ was used in-
Guggzies and the coarsest cloths worn by fhe poor. In nidnapora also,
the local cotton production was enough for the local requirements.
inﬂaed, there was even a small surplus., The productlon of Santipore
could not fully meet the demands of the waavérs. The cotton principslly
produced in the aurungs was on a shrub of about 4 feet high and was
called Kapas, It was of superior quality. The quantity grown annually
was about 3500 maunds. The gurung had to import from Burdwan about

30

400 maunde & year. The production of Chittagong was considerable

énd it fully met the requirementes of the weavers.

-

From the foregoing, it appears that all the §1acee vhere
memfactories were established produced considerable cotton and this
vas one of the important reasons why the weavers had concentrated in

these regions.

(v) FACILITY OF TRANSPORT -3

The next important factor in the concentration of the weavers -
was the facility of tramsport of their products both by land and water

routes. W.H. Moreland, rostaeting Pyrard'a‘aocount, romarked 3=

30 Progs Board of Trade, 10th August, 1790 Prog no. 60, Vol: 87.
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"Indian looms had & practical monopoly of the
home market for cloths end in addition had
three principal export markets, Arabia and
beyond, Burma and the Eastern Islaends, besides
ninor outlets in various other paris of Asia and
on the east coast of Africa; The production.
carried on to meet this demand was diffused
throughout the country but the distribution was
not uniform ; oortain localities had acquired a
reputation for special classas of goods while
facilities for carriage had led to considerable
concentrations of the industry in partioular
aroas eithsr on the coast or along the inland
water ways", 3!

All the places where the weavers had settled had excellent means of
communication with other parts of the country both by land and water.
The important towns like Calecutta, Dacca, Murshidgbad and Patna were
connected with Nepal, Bhutan and Sylhet; Even relatively unimportant
town like Burdwan had important roads running from and to different
parts of the ccuhﬁ;y. For example, from Burdwan, there were roads
running to Chandernagar and thence to Caleoutta, ons to Ghyretty
Cantonment by Dhaniaskhali, one to Tamluk, one to Bugz Buz, ons to
Nedia, ome to Jalangi, one to Rajmehel, one to Radhasnagar, ome to

Chanderkona.32

Similarly, Cossimbazar was connected by several roads
with different partg of the couniry. There was "one from Coseimbaszar
to Patna, one to Burdwgn. one to Jalangi end thence $o Dacoa, omne to
Rampur Boalia, one to Meenkhot and Dimejpur, one to Burdwen, ome %o |

Halda, one to Bnngpore".33

31 W.H. Moreland : Indis at the death of Akbar, P, 181.
The statement of Pyrard was that “everyone from the Cape of Good
Hope to China, man and woman is clothed from head to foot" in the
products of Indian looms.

32 K.K.Datta ¢ Studies in the HietO!z El.!', ng Suhaho P. 388.

33 Quoted in K.K.Datta : Studies in the History of the Bengal §g »P.388-89..
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Thus we find that théo important trading centres were
connected by roads with the places where district-towns were located.
Horeover, each diatrict was interesected by many roads within it.
Even the remotest part of the province had good roads within them as
woell as connecting links with the district capital cifies.

But esstern Bengal and more particularly the tract lying
east of Dacoa had no good land routes fﬁing chiefly to the presence of
mmerous  creeks and rivors. As Rennel has observed : MAfter leacing
Barraset [rbarasct;7'we scldom found the roads good. they bveing
exceseive narrow, rough and crooked and very frequently running
across paddy fields so that when the ground is ploughed there are no
traces of road to te found“.34 The important places, however, wers
connected by roads with cities of importance. As for example, there
waere two rcads from Calcutta to Dacca ; two roads from Celoutta to
Bakharganj, the first road running through Jessore Khulna and the
second by Hobibgunge ; two roads from Caloutta to Islamabad ( Chittagong ),
the seocond passing through Daccs, one road from Calcutta to Sylhet

vie Dacca, 35

Besides land routes, Bengal had good water routes as well.
During the time of Akbar and Jahangir ; "Up the river Ganges the Bengal
traders -~~~ the Portuguese in particular - carried to Patna cotton goods,

silk, saltpetre and jJewelleries from this prcvinca“.36

34 Rennel's -~ Journals PP 87-88.

35 Quoted in K.K.Datta: Studies in the History of the Bengal Subsh,PP. 391~92.
36 T.K.Raychaudhuri : Bengal Under Akbar and Jahangir P, 180.
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"The Ganges and Burramooter rivers together

with their mumerous branches and adjunote,
intersect the country of Bengal ( which
independent of Behar and Orissa is somewhat
longer than Great Britain ) in such a variety

of directions, as to form the most complete and
easy inland navigation that can be conceived ...
It is supposed that this inland navigation givea
constant employment to 30,000 boatmen. FNor will
it be wondered at, when it is known, that all the
salt, and a large proportion of food consumed by
ten millions of people are conveyed by water
within the Kingdom of Bengal and its dependencies.
To these must be added, the transport of the
commercial exports and imports probably to the
amount of two millions sterling per anmum", 31

Dacca maintained throughout the year a free contact by water with most of
the surrounding parte of the country and the big cities of Patna, Celcutta
and Chittagong. The route to Calocutta changed with the season of the year.
In the dry season, the boats proceeded down the Burriganga, Dhaleswari,
Sital-lakhya, Meghna, Padma and the Sunderbans via Khulna. The passage
usually took ten days. During the rainy season, the shorter route through
Faridpore creek was preferred. The communication with Sylhet was maintained

by the Heghna and with the western districte by the Padma or Ganges.38

Beaides the main river routes through the Ganges and the
Bharmaputra, mmerous tributary rivers and cereeks running almost through
every part of ecastern Bengal, served as excellent means of communication
and trade, There was no want of means of communication throughout the
country. Dow has remarked : "The easy communidation by water from place to
place facilitated a mercantile intercourse among the inhabitants. Every
village has its canal, every Pergunnsh its river, and the whole kingdom the
Ganges which falling by various mouths into the Bay of Bengal lay open the

ocean for the export of commodities and mannfactures".39

Quoted in K.K...Datta, Studies in the History of the Bengal Subah,PP.30697

37
;8 S.Bhattach a: The East India C and the Economy of Bengal,P.193.
9 Dow s Hindustan, VoI.T, P.vii. _
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(e¢) ROY ATRONAGE 3

The concentration took place, of course, in the context of a
considerable internal demand. Royal patroﬁé;é wag one of the important
reasons for the encouragement of the cotton industry_ in Bengal. First,
the Hindu Kings and then the Mughal Emperors extended their unstinted
patronage to the industry. With the establishment of Mughal rule in
Bengal, commerce greatly flourished. The Mughals were great patrons
of Bengal menufactures. In the Ain-in-Akbari, Abul Fagzl mentioned the
existence of Karkhanas or workshops, meintained under the patronage of

40 These factories

Akbar, where good; of great artistic ekill were produced.
or "mulboos khas kootees" were superintended by Darogas. The Empress Rur

Jahan was said to have entirely changed the fashion of the ladies' dresses
and to have invented & mumber of nsw ornaments to decorate their persons

and %o have g;ven encouragement to the artisans and manufacturers. Stewart
writes : "The delicate muslins of Dacca and silks of Malda constituted the
chief part of the dress of the Imperial Court, whether male or female, and

the fineness of its texture was such as cannot now de 1m:|.tated".41

Again,
under thg able government of Ibrahim Khan, the provinces of Bengal,

Bihar and Orissa, enjoyed a state of tranquility and security which

tended muoh to the happiness of the inhabitants. There was considsrable
improvement in the condition of agriculture, trade and industry. As a

result of uninterrupted peace, traders from the different places of Indis

40 The Ain-in-Akberi, Vol.I, translated by Blochman Ain 31.32. PP 87-92,
41 Stewart : History of Bengal, P. 222.



came to Bengal and carried with them the costly febrics of the Bengal

. looms t0 the different parts of India, particulasrly in the Courts of
Agra and Dacca. P"As the political centre of gravity shifted to the
marshy and riverine tracts of the south east, the arteries of trade |
wore r?vitalised upto their farthest point. Dacca developed as a great
emporium of commerce and by 1628 was in a state flourishing enough to
draw homage from the pen of the much travelled‘ﬂanrique. Evidently, a
new era waé dawning in the history of Bengal".42 The reputation that
the muslins of Dacca subsequently enjoyed &as due to the patronage of‘the
Court of Shah Jehen, Aurangseb wes also a great lover of the Bengal
mslins. The fabries which the governors of Bengal anmually presented

to the Emperor Aurangseb were in the'languagé of Mr. Bolts "incomparably
finer than anything of the kind produced in his lifetime,"43 and "they
cost ten times the price of any linens permitited to be made for Europesns
or anyone else in the kingdem”.44 The mulboos khas which Murshid Quli
Khan qent Yyearly from Dacca to Aurangeeb consisted of about 500 pieces of
maslin and a few other artioles, the total cost of whioh was 1,27,871-12-0

Arcot Rupees or &£ ?5,984.45

The Bengal cotton industry was also kept alive and developed
by the patronage of the nobility. "The nobles had to present the rarest
products, both natural and mamfactured, of their provinces, to the BEmperor,

42 TeKe R&yohaudhuri, OE'GitQ’ P. 38. -
43 Bolts s op.cit., P. 206.

44 Orme : op.cit., Vol.IV. P. 412,

45 Taylor: op.cit., P. 84,
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the princes and the ministers. It was not only a tactiocal blunder but
also a breach of the accepted rgles of eoc#dl etiquette to approach the
great empty~handed. The nobleaiﬁhereforq,'émpldyed‘thq best local
artisans to mamfacture for them articles worthy of presentation in

time for their next vieit to the Caurt".46

Though the nobles did not
maintain Karkbanag, they caused these fabrics to be mamufactured by
advagcing money to the artisans and the nobles competed with one another
to employ the best artisans for them., In this way, they encouraged the

artisans,

SIZE OF THE POPULATION ENGAGED IN THE INDUSTRY 1

The size of the population engaged in cotton industry and the
other branches allied to it during the period under review is difficult
to estimate. The statistical data are scanty. There was then no regular
consus, Eyen the Board of Trade had to admit that it was very difficult
to form an eetimate.of the mumber of people engaged by the English East
Indis Company. Besides, a very considerable section of the weaving
population also worked for private traders and other foreign Companies.
To agsoertain their sigze is still more difficult. The reply of the
Collectors of different distriots to the queries of the Board of Revemue

formed the basis of Walter Hamilton's book A Geographical Statistical and

46 J.K.Sarkér H ’Inﬁﬁsﬁriea of Mughsl India : Seventeenth Century' in
"Modern Review", June, 1922, P. 676.
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Higtoriesl Descriptions of Hindostan, (Vol.I, 1820). WEmidbonts—aucourte,
Hamilton's accounts, though otherwise useful, do not provide much
information about the mumber of individuals engaged in different occupations.
Dr. Buchanan Hamilton's accounts do provide much detailed information, but
his survey was confined to certain districts only. The Proceedings of the
Board of Trade ( Commercial ) contain very useful materials for the
reconstruction of the history of Eurdpean commerce in Bengal during the
period under review but as regards populetion-figures, the materials are
égadequate. This'inadequacy of source-materials has compélled me to
concentrate on certain plaoea.only and hence no estimate of the total

weaving population could be made over the years,

In Dacca, there were considerable private traders besides the
English East India Company. In 1787, the Armenian, Greek and Muhammedan
merchants, while protesting against the Company's method of issuing
tickets to weavers, whereby they were forbidden to work for them, stated
that the total population engaged in the cloth trade of the place was

about 4&83,000.""7

The average number of the weavers anmelly employed in
the Company's service between 1791 and 1799 is available. According to a
report by Teylor ( Hov, 1799 ) "the average mmber of weavers anmally
employed during the periocd from 1791 to 1799 inclusive is 5542, the
greateat number or 6219 was employed in 1791, the smallest or 4951 in the
present year, i.e,, in 1799 and the mumber of weavers who have had
engagements in the preceding period but who are now principally from
insolvency out of employ is 2909. Every year addq to the list of weavers

of this last desoription“.48

47 Progs Board of Trade, 14th March 1787, Prog mo. 14, Vol: 54.
48 Progs Board of Trade, 17th July 1818, Prog no. 23, Vol: 345.
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In the Dacca aurung in 1796 the total number of the weavers

was estimated at 1600.49

Sundry weavers of Sonargaon in a compleint
lodged against the gomasta of the auring, Pritam Roy, and other amlahs

( 15th Falgun 1211, Bengali year, corresponding with the Christian -

Yoar 1804 A.D, ) stated "that there is in the aurung about 1000 or 1200
houses of weavers but during the time of the present gomaste many of the
weavers have deserted by suffering loss. There are still at the aurung
sbout 550 houses of weavers who will also fly on account of the grievances
experienced from the gomasta and others".so The population of Sonargaon,
according to Taylor's calculation in 1833, was at 5000. Sonargaon was
mentioned by Abul Fazl and Ralph Fitch sbout the end of the 16th Century
as a place where the finest cottoﬁ cloths were made. It was celebrated
for muslins of thin texture, also for flowered fabrics which were
mamfactured chiefly by the Muhammedan weavers in the towns and in the
country around it. "The East India Company", wrote Taylor, "during the
time they were engaééd in trade had a warchouse for cloths at this place
and had generally from 1300 to 1400 weavers' names registered in their
books. The number of the weavers' houses is now [T3832;7 estimated

at 300".51

Dumroy stood on the river Bumsi, a branch of Brahmaputra and
about twenty miles west of Dacca., Taylor writes : "The inhabitants are
principally Hindoos and are estimated at 6000 in mimber. The town
furnishes the greater part of the fine thread used in the Dacca looms.

The mumber of weavers' houses is estimated at 400“.52

49 Progs Board of Trade, 5th April, 1796, Prog no. 26, Vols 121.
50 Progs Board of Trade, Tth Juns, 1805, Prog no. 37, Vol: 186,
51 Taylor s op.cit. P. 8.

52 Ibid.
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Teetabaddy was a village situated on the eastern side of
the river Luckia and within a few miles of the tract of country called
'Kapaéia'; It was.celebrated for the fine guality of the cotton grown
in its vicinity 2nd the manufacture of the;r muslins., Taylor estimated

the gumber of weavers' houses in 1833 at 200.53

Junglebaree lay on the eastern side of the Brahmaputra river
and was at one time a proapef%bua manufacturing station. However, in 1833,
according‘to Taylof, the number of weavers' houses was reduced only to
about 100.7%  According to Bolts, at the time of Siraj-ud-dulleh
about 700 families deserted in consequence of the‘Oppression of the

‘officers of that Newsb end settled in other parts of the country. >

The population of the district of Dacca in 1801 was estimated

at 9,338,712, one half Hindus and the other Huhamm.edan.s6

The population
of the city of Dacca fell ofr'very rapidly since the opening of the

India trade in 1813. In 1814, when the Chokidar Tax was first introduced
the number of houses actually assessed amounted to 21,361 and the amount
collected at an average of two annas per house maintained nearly eight
hundred Police Chokidars, whereas in 1830, the mumber of houses actually
asgessed amonnted to 10,708 and the mumber of. Chokidars maintained to
236.57 According to Taylor, the §Opu1ation pf the City of Dacca
consisting of Hindoos, Muhammedens, Bnglish, Armenians, Greeks and

descendants of Portuguese was computed in the year 1833 at 68,000,

53 Taylor : A Descriptive and Historical etc. PP. 8-9,

54 Ibids cho

55 . Boltss op.cit. P. 194,

56 VWalter Hamilton 3 gop.cit. Vol.I, P.182.

57 Sambad Patre Sekaler Katha, Vol.II, Edited by B.N.Banerjee, P.336.

Article by Henry Walters 31 "Asiatio Researches", Vols 17 (1832),
Census o s ( of Dacca'.
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The nnmﬁer-of weavérs{ houses was estimated at 750.58 The population
of the City of Dacce in-1801 we.s.Z,OO,QOO.59 Hence there was a great
fall in the population in Dacca and this was due fo the decline of the

cotton industry.

Robert Brooke, Resident of Hurriaul factory stated in 1807

that the fatal.nnmber of the weavers in his'faotory was as follows :

TABLE_KNO3 1

. The number of villages, the number of Hindu and
Musealman weavers in the different aurungs undex
Hurriaul factory in 1807.

ngs | Vittages | b | Moo [l

I i 3 ¢ 5
Beioobchy'nowlea | 284 | | 1,595‘ Vl 642 2,237
Nowgong . R K1 902 12 o 914
Titelea Mokam < - 42 459 5.4, 450
Birtara | 52 464 55 499
Akua, | 63 " ‘ k509‘” 26 | 535
Alingy. 5 264 139 . 408
Shahzadpur 14 - 81 76 | 157

TOTAL 661 4,274 930 5,204

" Source: Progs Board of Tradé, 31 July, 1807, Prog no.-57. Vol: 210,

58, Taylor : op.cit. PP 5-T. .
59 W, Hemilton : op.c¢it. Vol.I, P. 48.
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This mumber was employed by the English Company, The nnmber‘
of weavers employed by private traders and foreign Companies oan not,

however, be ascertained,

C. R, Crommelin, Resident at Mau and Asimghur, in 1809 stated
that of the whole number of working weavers in his distriocts about one
third only was employed by the Company and the rest had remained unconnscted
with the Compeny and at liberty to work for themselves and to dispose of the
produce of their looms to others. He has thus stated the mumber of weavers

smployed by the Company and those who remained outside their employment.

PABLE NO: 2

The mumber of weavers employed by the Company

and the number remaining cutside the Company's
1 t at Mau Agimghur from 1803 to 180

. YEARS Employed by the 1 Rot employed by TO0OTAL
Company the Company

1 2 3 % 4
1803 3,600 ‘ 9,200 12,800
1804 3+ 500 9,300 12,800
1805 2,500 ' 10,200 12,700
1806 3,100 9,700 12,800
1807 2,900 9,900 12,800

a

Source: Progs Board of Trade, 18th August, 1807, Prog no. 62,
Vols 211, Part II.
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At Luckipore alécy; the total number of weavers employed by
_the Cémgany was hardly one third of the total nmumber. The number of

' weavers employed by the Company was as follows t—

\:

IITABLE@:Q

. The total mumber of the weavers employed by .

the Company at Iuckipore
in 1796, 1799 and 1800

AURUNGS b 4706 R ¥ 1800
(upto 9th (upto 31 Dee) } (upto 31 Dec)
April)

- 1 2 5 §
LUCKIPORE | 48T 467 .. 403
BULLUARH. - 464 - 441 492
RAJGANJ 259 394 460
KAMPTA 109 | 447 424
DHARAMGAKJ 166 237 - 223
DUKHINSAVAZPORE 805 -5 R 1
AMRABAD - 865 - 595 582
BIDRABAD ' 774 323 _ 412
DUNDERAH 392 . Tae2 . 303
BUXYGUNGE 183 164 183

0T A 4,503 4,165 4,213

Source: Progs Board of Trade, 21st August, 1801, Prog no. 59, Vols 154.
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The total number of workmen in 2ll the aurungs under

60

Luckipore factory was 12,045 and hence the Company employed only

one third,

Mr. Robert Brooke, Resident of the Hurripaul factory,
intimated in 1824 that since the discontimuation of the English Company's
trade in cotton piecegoods there, only 600 weavers received advances from
the native merchants for a kind of cloth oalle; Seersuckies and somshow
maintained themselves. Their economic condition was altogether different
when they received advences from the English Company. MHoreover, they then
received advances from the other European trades like the Danes, French,
Dutoh and the Portuguese. The trade of these Compamies was discontimmed
long before. Hence the weavers could not expect advances from Jaﬁy souroe.
He vas informed that amother 900 weavers had borrowed money from the:
native merchants and mamufactured Cossaes which coat them Bs, 12 and B, 13
per plece. They were selling these cloths upon a very small profit at the
different hauts and bagars and were consequently in a very depressed state.

Hence, the total mmber of the weavers in Hurripaul in 1824 was 1500.51

In the gurungs of Khattorah and Chaundoolia four or five
hundred families of individuals were engaged in the production of coloured
cloths., After the cessat;on of the Company's advances on account of coloured
cloths, they were very much distressed and had to support their families

vith difficulty by weaving Banee cloths and lsbouring in varions ways.°2

60 Progs Board of Trade, 3rd Februmry, 1824, Prog mo. 8, Vol: 413,Part I.
61 Progs Board of Trade, 29th June, 1827, Prog no. 48, Vols 453,Part II.
62 Progs Board of Trade, 27th March, 1827, Prog no. 24, Vol: 450,
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In Sonamooky, the Resident atated that about the year 1789,
the mumber of weavers' houses under all the surungs were about 3000 and

the mumber of weavers about 4000.%>

The total population of Santipore in 1822 was 50,000 and the

64

mnber of buildings 20,000. The government purchases of Santipore

muslind averaged during ﬁhe first twenty years of the 19th Century from

£ 1,20,000 to £ 1.50,000.65

John Forayth, Resident at Golagore factory, in 1810 stated
that at Chandernagar there were about 1400 weavers of whom two to three
hundred tock advances from the Hooghly aurung. The remaining weavers
numbering from 1000 to 1200 never received the Company's advances. They,

"he understood from a mimite enquiry, manufactured the best olothe.66

In 1814 an emumeration of the houses and inhabitents at Chandernegar
showed that the total mumber of houses was 8484 and that of the
inhabitants was 41,377 of which 20,829 males end 20,548 females.®! e
totel nmumber of the weavers in other gurungs under Golagore factory could
not be accurately ascertained. A petition addressed to the Board of Trade
in July 1804 was signed by 1052 weavers of Gouripur, 700 weavers of
Khanpoor, 470 weavers of Gurap, 1400 weavers of Golagore and 380 woavers
of Majenan., The total mumber of the signatories was 4002, éinoe the
petition waé not presumably signed by all the weavers of those places, we
can assume, however, that the total mumber was certainly more the number

of weavers that signed.68

63 Proge Board of Tradd, 15th Dec 1789, Prog no. 106, Vol: 83, Part I.
64 N.K.Sinhas 22:01 « V01,111, Footnote, P.9.

65 W.W.Hinter s A Statistical Account of Bengsl, Vol.II, P.95.

66 Progs Board of Tradd, 16th February, 1810, Prog no. 7, Vol: 241,
67 W. Hamilton 3 ngoit- VOIQI' P. 62.

68 Progs Board of Trade, 17th August, 1804, Prog mo. 63, Vols 176.
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In the district of Dinajpur, the weavers of cotton cloths
z;tzmbered 6212 housés and 7279 1ooms569 At Malde and its vicinity,
there were about oﬁe hundred and twenty houses of weavers who made thin
muslin ( malmal ) and turbans and were the only persons in the district
who wove these kinds of cloths. We are informed that they had from one
to seven HEEIre® looms in each house and the total mumber of looms was

ebout 360.70

Buchanan writes : "in the district of Shahabad there are 7025
houses of weavers who work in cotiton alone and they bad 7950 loome. It is
adnitted that in these houses thore were more .than 7950 men able 4o work

but the surplus is said to be employed in agrimzlture".71

In the district of Purnea sbout 3500 looms weore engaged

at the time of Buchanant's vislt in meking finer goods.72

In the Chittagong factory ( as the Commercial Resident )
informed w8 ) the Company had in 1788 about 2000 effective . weavers who
ought to deliver Gurrahs and Baftass (the fommer being in small
prOportipn) about 3500 pieces per month or about 40,000 pleces in
twelve months which would meke an investment of upwarde of a lakh of
Duss Massa rupees exclusive of charges. But instead of that; a little
above one half had only been realized since, because they could then
obtain higher price by carrying them to others, which he was convinced

the weavers did daily to the detriment of public investment.'~

69 Martin : Eastern India, Vols II, PP. 975-76.

70 M? P. 973.

T1 Buchanan : Shahebad Report, PP. 410-11.

72 Buchanan : Purnea Report, P. 542,

73 Progs Board of Trade, 19th Sept, 1788, Prog no. 94, Vol: Ti.
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The above findings may be presented in the form of e Table:

PABLE NO3 ~ : , \
SIZE OF THE VEAVING POPULATION IN THE BENGAL 'PRESIDENCY
Names of ! The The Potal} The period Qweavers ‘Héavers The
Factories i Total mmber of; when the employed gemployed ; Total
or " populs= § the . . - "eatimatevwasiby the by the veaving
regions tion weavers' y made. '~ gCompany jPrivate popula=
i L _houseg I ' __¢Traders tion
1 2 3 4 2 6 T
' Dacea - - 1787 - - 40,000
" - - 1799 - 6219 - -
e et - $799 . 4351 - -
" - - Average , -
~ of 1791-1799 2242 -
DaBos - - 1796 - - 1,600
aurang only ' o ‘
Sonargaon :
aurung 5000 300 1833 - - -
" - 1000 to 1200 1804 - - -
" - .During the 1300 - 1400 -~ -
Company's trade
Dunroy 6000 400 1833 - - -
Tee tabaddy - 200 1833 - - -
Junglebarse - 100 1833 . - - -
Dacea 938,712 - 1801 - - -
district 4 .
Dacca 200,000 - 1801 - - -
city L '
" 68,000 - 1833 - - -
Burriauvl
factory - - 1807 5204 9200 -
Mow &
Azimghur - - 1803 3600 9300 -
" - - 1804 %500 10200 -
" - - 1805 2500 9700 -
" - 1807 - 2900 - -

COMD.‘. L)
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A 2 3 4 5 6 7
Luckipore - .- 1796 . 4503 7542 -
" - - _ 1799 T 4165 7880 -
n - - 1800 4213 7852 -
- Huripsaul - ‘- 1827 R - 1500
Sonamooky - 3000 - 1789 .- - 4000
Santipore - A - 1822 - . = 50,000
" - - 1872 - - 13,680
Chandernagore - - 1810 C - . 1,400
" 41,371 . - 1814 - - -
Golagore
Factory
except
Chandernagore - R 1804 - - 4,002
Dinajpore At the tinme .
district - 6212 of Buchanan's - - -
: - visit,. ‘
Malda - 120 - - - -
weaved
Mulmuls
only
Shehabad - o
district - T025 - - - -
Chittagong = - 1788 2000 - -

Sources: ( As indicated before ).
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By 1825 the cloth establishments in almost all the factories
\/:;re wound up, only those residencies were retained which supplied the
Company's rew silk investment. The factories affected were Dacca, Malda,
Buddaul, Hurripsul, Khattorah, Kheerpoy, Midnapore, Santipore, Patna,
Sonamooky, Commercolly, Rungpore, Beneras, Mow and'Azimghur, Luckipore
and Chittagong. The people affected by the discontinmation of the
Company's investment in piecegoods were weavers, growers of cotton,
spinners, dressers, Ruffoghurs and embroiders. As regards the size of
the people the Board of Trade wrote : "To form an estimate of the
number of individuals thus thrown out of employment may not be an easy
matter but we should suppose it mey fairly be caloulated at 5,00,000 souls,
The distress experienced by them at the time when the Company first
suspended their dealing at several factories must have been severe indeed
and even now the condition of the greater mmmber of workmen is deplorable".
This was the number of individuals, according to the Board of Trade's
calculation, affected as & result of the discontinuation of the Company's
investment in cotton plecegoods. Besides, there were the private traders
and other European Companies who employed a large number of persons for
their wprk. Dr. H.K. Sinha ealculated "that private traders, British
and "Forelgn European" employed the same number of workers as did the
East India Company. Perhaps they had a much larger mumber in their
employ. We mey not be far wrong in concluding that 10,00,000 people

75 If we

were thrown out of employment. The industry was annihilated®,
essumo that each family consisted of at least six members, the total

nunber of people affected would be at least 60,00,000. It is difficult

74 Progs Board of Trade, 29th June, 1827 Prog no. 48, Vol: 453, Part II.
75 N, K, Sinha : op.cit. Vol: III, P. 7.

74
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to form an accurate estimate of the total population of Bengal owing to
lack of data, An estimate of population of Bengel, Bihar, Orissa end
Beneras compiled by the Collectors in 1789, puts the total at
2,39,48,653.76 Colebrooke's estimate of the total population in 1804
was 2,70,00.000.77 Another estimate of 1824 puts it at 3.99.57.561.78
If we acoept‘the last figure as ﬁccurate, the people affected by the

decline of the industry would be about -;-th ( about 16% ) of the total

population,
COTTON WEAVING AS A PART-TIME

OR WHOLE-TIME EMPLOYMERT 3

Cotton weaving thus formed the occupation of a considerable
section of the total population of Bengal. A mumber of weavérs engaged
in weaving as a part-time occupation could thereby supplement their normal '
income from agriculture. However, to many veaversbweaving wag an exclusive
occupation and they did not combine it vith agrioulture, It is interesting

to study to what extent cotton weaving was a whole-time or a part-time
employment,

76 Quoted in A, Tripathi H ngut, P, 265:

77 Ibid., P. 266,

78 1Ibid. For a discussion of the Statistical basis of the Pre-Census
Population estimates of Bengal, see a Cyclostyled Paper 'A Guide to
the Population Estimates of Bestern India' 1811-18%0 by Durgaprasad
Bhattacharyya, Indian Statistical Institute, Dec, 1972,
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ﬁhough agriculture was undoubtedly ‘the most important
occﬁpation of éhe bﬁik of the peOple, "Vacation from agriculture", as
Orme has remarked, left "a much greater number of the-inhabitants than
can be spared in others, at:leisure to apply theméel%es to the loom so
that more cotton and silk are mamufactured in Bsngal than in thrice the
same extent ofAthe country throughout the empire and ,.-consequently at much
cheape;Arates".?g Thus in Bengel, agriculture and manufactures went hand
in hand., In many placea, the cotton weavers were husbandmen. They tilled
their own soil and if the various processes of weaving and those of
agriculture coincided, the work of weaving was obastructed and at times
came to a standstill. This, however, does not apply to those regions

where the fineat muslins were mamfactured.

The manufacture of fine muslins of Eastern India, such as
"Pextile Breeza".<53vening Dew", or "Running Water", required a high
degree of specialisation and it was the exclusive occupation of the
weayers, As Taylbr said s "A ryot quitting his plough to work at the
loom or leaving the latt9: in order to reeuﬁe the former is a common
occurrence, especlally aq;ng those who make coarser cloths in many
parts of India but in Dacoa this is seldom the oase, weaving being there
8 diafinct trade, to . which those practising it devote their whole~time

80

attention". In Dacca the business of weaving was carried on in almost

every village of the district but the principal mamufacturing towns
{ aurungs ) where musling were msmfactured were the City of Dacea,

P
Sonargaon, Dumroy, Teetabaeddy, Junglebarry and Bq&}tpore.

79 Orme: History of the Military Transactions of the British Nation
in Hindostan,Vol: II, P.4.

80 Taylor & op.cit., P. 73,
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The machinery required by the wéaver to mamufacture finer
assortments was small. A loom costing about "two rupees and a half,
gticks for warping and a vheel for winding worth tvo_annas. a shop
costing four rupees and yarn for two ready monsy pieces about five

51 The process of mamufacture was crude. Even the

rupess in value®
experts wondered how the Bengali artisans could produce fabrics of
éxquisite delicaéy with machinery of the cxrudest kind. The explanation
lies in the - fact that the Bengall weaver was endowed with a fine
sensibility of touch, a nice perception of weight end he haﬁ also a
singular‘commapd over muscular action, As Orme said : "As much as an
Indian is born deficient in mechanical strength so much in the whole
frame endowed with an eiceeding degree of sensibility and pliauntness.
The hand of an Indian Cook wench shall be more delicate than that of an
European beanty, the skin and features of a porter shall be softer than
thoge of a professed. Tﬁe rigid clumsy fingers of a European would
scarcely be able to make a ploece of canvas with the instruments which

are s8ll that an Indien employs in making & plece of camhric".82

In Dacca, the manufacture of muslins was conditioned by
these factors s (1) the atmosphere (ii) the period when cotton was gathered
and (1ii) the time required to weave ome piece. As weaving depended on
thess factors, it required the whole=time attention of the weavers. The
condition of the atmosphere'moat‘favourable to the mamufacture of fine
musling was thet of a temperature of about 82 degree (F) combined with

moisture, The heat and dazzling glare of the sun's rays at mid-day were

81 Martin : Eestern Indis : Vol: II, PP. 973-74.
82 Omme : Historical Pragments, PP. 412-413,
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generally too powerful to admit of the process being carried om at that
time and hence it was the practice amongst the weavers to work only in

83

the morning and afternoon, The best season for weaving fine muslins

was during the months of Ageor, Sewsn and Bhadun ( from 13th of May to
14th August ); In very hot weather, it was sometimes necessary during
the operation of weaving to place beneath the extepded yarns of the wrap
in the loom a few shallow vessels of water, the evaporation from which

84

kept the threads moist and prevented them from breasking. The coarser

fabrics could of course be produced throughout the year. But the outturn

was generally much grester in summer than in winter,5?

In Dacca the poriocd of mamfacture was very mncﬁ conditioned
by the period when cotton was gathered. All the fine clothes made at Dacca
and the other aurungs under the faotory were made from cotton grown in
Bengal. Nr. Cottrell intimated that freeh or newly gathered cotton
retained considerable mo;sture and thread made from such cotton ‘became
soft. But after the lapse of two or three months, it became harder and
fit for weaving fing cloths., Hence, threads spun with fresh cotton always
became coarse an@ unfit for weaving cloths of the finer qualities. The
thread made from fresh cotton genaraliy reached markets in the month¢of
September and October. The thread spua afterwards was of an excellent
quality, since the moisture in cotton dried up after two or three months
and threads spun fromlsuoh cotton became highly elastic. The apinners
could draw out delicate threoads from such cotton. Such threads reached

83 Progs Board of Trade, 13th June, 1780, Prog no. 34, Vol: 23.

84 Taylor s op.cit. P. 37. .
8% Progs Board of Trade, {1th Nov., 1806, Prog mo, 60, Vol: 203.
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the markets in the months of \December, Jamuary, February and March and
in the first two weeks of April. Hence, the advances made in December
ard Jamuary, Mr. Gottrell sdded, should be considered the principal
advances, The weavers had to purchase threads of a superior quality
and threads of such quality wonld be available in the markets during
thie period. But in the months of July and August, the markets would
be full of threads of inferior quality because "these were made of two
kinds of threads <= the refuse of the one yeai and the very new of the

mt“oaa

The time required for the manufacture of a piece of muslins
also explaeins why it required the.whole-time attention of the weavers,
The time required for the mamfacture of a plece of muslin of the usual
dimensions ( 20 yards x 1 yard ) depended on the quality of the fabric
gnd the.Skill of the weaver employed in making it. In the latter
respect, thore existed great diversity -— nstural aptitude, hereditary
instruqtion and constant practice, As to time required in weaving
different fabrics, 1t was found thatggg-preparations of the tana or
wrap thread of a full piece of plair striped cloth of the Dacca station
occupled two men, according to the quality of the thread, from ten to

'thirty days.87

The weaving of such cloth occupied two persons, one to
weave, the other to prepare the threads and attend to the loon, w=-

if of the ordinary or middling plain assortments, from ten to fifteen

days 3 if of the fine, twenty ; the superfine thirty ; the fine superfine

from forty to fortyfive ; andfif the cloth be of the fine superfine

86 Progs Board of Trade, 13th June, 1780, Prog no. 34, Vols 23,
87 Taylor 3 Ochisl’ P. 390

—
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dooreas or oﬁarkona agsortments, sixty days.88 At other stations,
vhere cloths of higher or less value were made, the time required for
mamfacturing them is proportionsbly increased or deorecased. A half
piece of mulmul khas or circar Ali of the finest thread costing from
seventy to eighty rupees, cannot be mamfactured in less than five or
Bix‘honths.sg Many of the finer assortmente required eight and ten

90 Much lesa time was tsken in the mamfacture

months a piece to weave,
of coarser fabrics and a piece of inferior hnslina costing about two
rupees could be m;de in about a week'’s time, A whole piece of
Rarralnpore Jehazy'muslin cosfing two rupees could be made in the course

of eight fdays.g1

At Santipore, the mamufacture of Mulmuls was an exclusive
occupation of the wéavers. Even the weavers who ggg:gjkulmnls could
not weave mulmuls of superfine quality which required a highly specialised
skil}. Mr. Flegtcheé. Commercial Resident at Santipore in 1788, stated
that "Mulmuls superfine 40 x 2% yards is an assortments which only a
foew weaver can mamfacture well and from the scarcity of proper thread
( owing to the famine of 1788 ) for the cloth, I do not think that the
quantity wanted can be procured. The ordinary mulmuls 40 x 2 and

40 x 2% yards can be manmfactured by a2ll the weavers who make the
niddling mulmlle".%?

88 Taylor : op.cit. P. 39.

89 Ibid.
90 Progs Board of Trade, 13th Juns, 1780, Prog no. 34, Vols 23.

91 Taylor : op.cit. P. 39,
92 Mertin—rEustorn=ludis,—VolsIT;=R-=973. : ‘
¥ Bogk Rowed of Tvads, 222 Dee (788 kogmo 15, V! T4
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’4To sone weavers of Malda, weaving was an exclusive
occupation. Mertin writes that at Malda and 1ts;vioinity there wexe
ebout one hundred anﬂ‘twenty houses of veavers who made thin muslins
( malmils ) nd turbans and were the only persons in the district vho

weave these kinds of cloths. Only tp these persons was weaving an

exclusive dccupation.93

The weavers of the Kheerpoy factory did not possess landas
of their own and hence héd to depend enti:ely on weaving. The
Commercial Resident of the factory, Mr. C. Sweedland in Sept 1804,
found that

"the weavers at these aurungs are the poorest
clags of natives in India who together with their
.families follow no other occupation nor attempt
any other means of acquiring & maintenance than

~ that of weaving cloths for vhich they chiefly
depend on the Company's advances. This had been
more particularly the oase, ™ of late, as few private
traders have either advanced or purchased oloths
( owing to the alarm created by Milan and Berlin
Decrees that goods would be confisoated ) mt any
of the aurungs under my charge ; they are

reduced to great distress and should the present
enhanced price of grain contimme, they shall
shortly become objects of public charity and
congideration”.94

The weavers of the nine asurungs appeitaining to the
Luckipore. factory wers also landless and entirely depended on
weaving cloths. In a petition to the Board of Trade in 1816,

9% Martin : Eastern India : Vols II, P. 973. ’
94 Progs Board of Trade, 28th Sept 1804 Prog no. 75, Vols 177,



229

)

12,055 workmen ( under 7679 numbers ) belonging to the nine surungs
under the Luckipore factory thus stated their reactions when they were

informed that the Company's factory would be abolished soon 3

"We who are Jogees and weavers are not able to
perform any other profession besides that of
weaving cloths. By this, we have supported
ourselves and lived within the Company's
texritories paylng reveme from year to year
and if owing to our misfortune the factory -
should be abolished and the making of advances
ceases, we shall have no means whatever for
discharging the Company's bazlances. We are
poasessed of no property and are reduced to
great distress".95 :

The condition of the weavers of Dacca became pitiable as
a result of the gbolition of the Dacea factory, esince to them weaving
was an exclusive occupation. In a2 petition, to the Board of Trade,
Jogul Krishna Paul, Gopey Krishna Paul, Thakur Doss Paul and other
veavers of Serampore gurung appertaining to the Dacca factory stated
that

"our ancestors and we used to receive advances
from the Company and maintain ourselves and our
respective families by weaving Company's
superior assortmenta, Owing to our misfortune,
the aurung has been abolished, ever since which
we and our families are distressed for want of the
.means of livelihood. We sre weavers and do not
knov any other business. We, a thousand persons
mst starve for food, if the Board of Trade do
not cast a look of kindgess towards us and glve
us ordere for clotha",®

9% Progs Board of Trade, *rd Pebruary, 1824, Prog. no., 81, Vol:413,Part I, '
96 Progs Boaid of Trade, 14th June, 1816, Prog. no. 21, Vol: 319, Part I.
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The weavers of Dacca aurung in a similar petition ( to the Board of
Trade ) stated : "Bur ancestors and we a9 well as four or five hundred
workmen under us %ogether with our families maintained ourselves by

weaving the Company's commissioned Jamdanee cloths but no orders

having been received last year, we are suffering much distress. Ve
have no other means to maintaln ourselves for we have not been brought
up in any othgr line. We do not knoi the duties of a servant that

we might engage ourselves in that capacity“.97

At Malda, weaving was not an exclusive occupation, except
to those already montioned. The mamfacturers combined weaving with
agriculture. The Commercial Resident, Mr. Henchman found that the
veavers could not support himself and family merely by his loom.
A weaver was not only = weaver but commonly also a husbandman and he
handled the ahuttlé and the plough alternatively. The Resident aruged
with the Board of Trade that "if you interfere with the season in which
he sows or the season of harvqst, the grievance doces not affect hinm
only ==« it extends to the Zamindars ﬁnﬂ injures the revemue of the
Company === one branch is the indisputable support of the other ===

the Inveetment and Revenus must go hand in hand”.98

At Chittagong, also the weavers combined weaving with
agriculture. The process of weaving coincided from time to time with
the various phases of agriculture and the former had to be stopped at
that time. In 1802 Henry Williams, Resident at the Company's factory at

Chittagong, wrote that almost all the Company's weavers being ryots, they

97 Progs Board of Trade, 14th June, 1816, Prog no.2i, Vol: 319, Part I.
98 Progs Board of Trade, 29th February,1780, Prog.no. 13, Vols: 22,
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eultivated lands ; consequently during the moanths of Juns, July and
August their time was wholly taken up in preparing their lands for
sowing and afterwards for roaping the first orop of Paddy. The returns,
therefors, from any advances made to them at that périod were but slow
and the producé of their lebours indifferent as the looms were then

left to the management of women and children. During the months of

" Harch, April and May, the cloths were much finer and better woven then
at any other period of the year, since, remaining unemployed at the time,
they gave their whole attention to the loom. Hence advances made to the
woavers during these months were recovered more easily and in larger

99 In July 1790, the

proportions than in any other part of the year.
collection of ountstanding balances due from the gurunge under Malda
factory was very much obstructed, as.lir, Udny, the Resident, wrote,
“from the weavers being very much engaged in gathering in their crops
of grain".'oo The Commercial Residents repeatedly pointed out to the
Board of Trade that advances were to be made at specific periods whon
the weavers were not_eﬁgaged in their fields, Hr. Udny, the Commercial
Regident at Golagore, intimated that he endeavoured his best to realize
‘the old outstaniing balances but could not?\pany’ching. He wanted the
principal advances made in the months of April and May. Instead, it was
made in November and December. In these two months the weavers were
engaged in the fields inharvesting.m1 In a second letter in

July 1800, the Resident wrote that if advances were irregularly issued,
it would not be possidle for him to specify the period at which goods

would reach warehcuses. He wrote that "in an ayrung wheré the greater

99 Progs Board oi Trade, 9th March, 1802, Prog no. 18, Vol:158.
100 Prpgs Board of Trads, 18th February,1791,Prog no. 13, Vols 90.
101 Progs Board of Trade, 26th June, 1793, Prog no. 49, Vol:136.
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number of weavers are likewise husbandmen, it is difficult. o

regain the time lost whilst they are engaged in the fields”.’oz

From the foregoing 1t appeafs that to a greater sectipn
of the total weaving population, weaving was an exclusive occupation.
The mamufacture of fine muslins required 2 high degiee of qpeoi&lisa-
tion as well as suff;cienﬁ fime and naturally its mamufeoture was an
excluaivp‘ocbupation. The weavérs could not afford.to spend much
time oﬁ any other occupation suoﬁ an agrioultuie. The weavers of
Dacca and’Santipore come under this categcry. Next come the weavers
who were landless and had to depend enti£e1y on weaving. They did
not weave g;perior assortments like the weavers of Santipore and
Dacca. The weavers of Kheerpoy and Luckipore come under this category.
To the veavers of Ha;da, Chittagong and Golagore, wéaving vag not an
exclusive occupation, The weavers of these places possessed lends of
tgeir own and cémbined agric&lture with weéving. Weaving was their
part-time occupation. The weavers of these blaces were better off
and did not suffer as much as the other weavers after the
discontinuation of the Company's-cinveeiznent’ in cotton piecegoods.
But the number of'such weavers was omall and the majority suffered

severely for want of alternative employments. :

102 Progs Board of Trade, 11th Aug 1800 Prog no. 64, Vol: 148, Part II.
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EFFECTS OF THE UAL D
OF COTTON IKDUSTRY 3

The effects of the decline of the cotton industry in
Bengal in‘the first quarter of the 19th were fan&eachins. For
centuries, the proaperity of Bengal was due to agriculture as well as
domestic handicrafts, Agrioulture and mamfactures went hand in hand.
The balance between the two was maintained forf a lorg time. "But
British p&licy, British skill and British enterprise brought about a
commercial revol&tion. establighed & nev economy and bound India's

103

economy to the heels of the British economy". The beginning of

thé process dates from about 1793.mSA

Many were the factors im the gradually declining
tinthment’by the English East India Company in cotton piecegoods.
By 1787 the Spinniqé and weaving industry in Great Britain was
considerably stabiliged and Indian goods had increasingly to face the

compstition of British goods.m4

Secondly, from 1793, England was

constantly in 8 etate of warfare, there was a fall in the exports of
muslins to France after the outbreask of the French Revolution. These
fine stuffs had a large sale in the Court of Versasilles. ™"The French

Revolution", observes J.C.Sinha, "practically ruined this trade".‘os

103 N.K. Sinha : The Economic Hist. of Bengal, Vol: III, P, 1.
1034 Some aspects of the process have been indicated earlier
( Supra Chapter III ).
104 Supra : Chapter III,
105 Je Co Sinha : Oﬂzcito ?o 250.
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The Revolutionary wa:s'in,paqticular:largely,affected the export

trade to Hamburg, Lisbon, Portugal and hence the sudden fall in the
Gompany*é sales of pieoegoodé¢ The total amount of piecegooda

exported on account of the Company in 1792-93 was Sicca Rupees 61,69,686 ;

106 The maximum export of

this fell to S Rs, 23.74 950 in 1796-97.
piecegoods in 1797-98 was due to the passing of the Harehousing Act
of 1798. The value of Bengal piecegoods sold in London was nearly

" the double the amount of tho preceding year: "% private trade

also increased after 1793. The Charter Act of 1793 by allowing three
thousand toﬁs of shipping anmually to private merchants for their
trade in the East greatly stimmlated the growth of private trade’
which in the years 1802 and 1803 excoeded the trade of the English
Company. Hence, even in 1805, Bengal had a fairly extensive commerce
in cotton piecegoods. The figures of Bengal's world-trade in cotton

plecegoods are as follows ¢

106 Progs Board of Trade, 29th June, 1827, Prog no. 48, Vol: 453, Part II.
106A Milburn 3 op,cit. Vol,II, P. 235.
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PABLE NO3 5
Yolume of Cotion piecegoods and the
total merchandise o qrted from Bengal
in 1805 to different countries
Exports of Total Merchan- Percentage share
cou S plecegoods dise exported of the former
from Bengal in 1805 S BRs. to the latter
in 1805
1 A 2 3 4
_DENMARK . SBs. 3,37,632 SRs, 6,51,308 Approx. 51.83%
LISBON SRs. 12,13,355  SRe. 13,96,343 " 86.90%
UNITED STATES S ' '
OF AMERICA 9Rs. 47,63,132 SRs. 62,78,055 n 75.86%
COZST (F MALABAR SRs. 13,65,093 SRs. 53,60,781 n 25,46%
COAST OF |
' COROMAUNDEL SRe. 4,07,942 SRs. 24,10,253 " 16,90%
ISLAND OF CEYLON SRs. 1,03,994  SBs. 4,00,073 " 22,58%
COAST OF SUMATRA  SRs. 85,089  SRs. 4,94,371 " 17.24%
GULPS OF PERSIA ' ‘
AND ARABIA SRs, 8,45,788  SRs, 21,85,287 " on 38.71%
PULO PINANG AND ‘
E ASTWARD SRs. 8,16,612  SRs. 34,80,416 " 23,46%
MANILLA SRs. 9,15,796  SRs. 9,84,956 " 92.96%
CHIRA SBRs. 3,79,469 SRs. 70,79,641 " 5.35%
Commeroe with all
parts of the world SRs.t,18,49,670 SRs.3,73,95,877 » 31.67%
TOTAL:: SRs.2,30,83,570  SRe.6,81,17,361 Approx. 33.88%

Sources Columns 1 to 3,§ilburh Oriental Commerce, Vol II.

P. 129, 130, 134, 136, 139, 140, 141, 143, 144, 146, 147 and
150 and Column 4 my own caloulation.
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From the table it appears that cotton piecegoods formed a
very considerable part in the total merchandise exported in 1805.
Bengal during the period from 1802-1806 had also a very considerable
‘favoqrable balance qf trade against the raat.of the world and cotton
riecegoods ha& & large share in it. The picture of Bengal's favourable
balance of trade will be clear from the following figures of imports

and exports.
‘Merohandise Merchandise Bxports
YEARS "~ exported from imported into exceeded
‘Bengal %o Bengal from the
different parts different parts § imports
of the world of the world by
Between l
1802-06

Sks. 18,57,94,144 SRs. 5,37,19,211 SRs.13,20,74,933

Treasure importdd Treasure exported § Imports
YEARS in Bengal from Bengal exceeded

the exports by

Between
1802"‘06 N SRB’ 6'44.50,566 SRS. 19'47.563 SR506.25'03’003
r g

The Balance in favour of Bengal in five years
SRe. 13,20,74,933 + SBe. 6,25,03,003 = SRs. 19,45,77,936.
Aversage per year s Shs. 3.89.15.587.107

107 HMilburn 3 Oriental Commerce, Volt 1I, P. 150.
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In the year 1832-33 though Bengal had a’'favourable balance
of trade against the world, the balance was much reduced. This would

be clear from the following table :

In 1832-33, the total amount of Merchandise and Treasure
imported was SRs, 2,50,93,018

]

In 1832-33, the total amount of Merchandise and Treasure

exported was SRe. 5,66,94,772.108

Thus the baiance of Bengal eagalnst the world was
( SRs. 5,66,94,772 - SBs. 2,50,93,018 )
= vSRﬂo 3’16’01;7540

* This balance in comparison with the aversjigs anmial balasnce
of the period from 1802 to 1806 was leas by ( SRs. 3,89,15,587 - 3,16,01,754 )
= SRas. 73,13,833.

The main cause of the reduction in'Bengal's favourable balance of
trade during the period was the decline of the export-trade in cotton
piecegoods. Cotton piecegoods formed & very conmsiderable amount in the

" total expoxrt trade of‘Bengal; The Company's invesiment in cotton
piecegodds_amountqd to about 67 lakhs on an aeverage in the 17808 ard 1790s.

Besides, there was considerable private trade in 1t.

108 A Tripathi : op.cit. Table P. 238.
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From 1806 on, the Ber;in and Milan Deorees of Napoleon
largely restricted the continental markets of Bemngal cotton piecegoode.
But the sale of Indian piecegoods did not immediately decresse.

A smuggling business continued in the sale of Indian plecegoods of finer
assortments in Paris and the rest of France, ®“Napoleon" says N.K.

Sipha, "could no# meke commerce manoeuvre like a regiment".109 There
vere "about 1,00,000 smugelers along an immense frontier. From Heligoland
Jersey, Sicily, Selonica, Dalmatla, trade was carried on with mmch
friotion”, 10  but it did not cease altogether. But the demand was
confined only to superior assortiments. The Court of Directors wrote @
"our demand is onmly for the superior febrics and we desire the Board of
Trade may comsider whether it may not be practicable to adopt 2
proportionate scale beyond which no fine goods of the lower letters shall

be in future received on our aocounts".111

The -demand of Indiahcalicoes
for British consumption was extremely limited as the market was amply

supplied from British looms with lower assortments.

In March 1808, the :Court of Directors wrote again of the
depressionary trend : "this branch ( cotton piecegoods ) of our commerce
contimes to bé very materially depresged by the suspension of Export trade
which affects each of its three branches, ( Muslins, Calicoes and prohibited
goods ) in greater or lesser degree end compels us to frame the Present
Indent on a still narrower soale than that adopted last 3,*94%::"'.”2 In the
allotment of the total investment of 64 lakhg of Sioca rupees to different

articles, a great change was marked: In order of importance and of

109 N.K.Sinha : op.cit. Vol.III, P.2.

110 Quoted Ibid: P.2.

111 Proge Board of Trade, 3rd April, 1807 Prog no. 24, Vol: 207.
112 Progs Board of Trade, 11th March,1808 Prog no. 14, Vol: 218.
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the total amount allotted, cotton piecegoods came to be relegated
to the second position :

Raw Silk s Shs 24,00,000
Piecegoods H SRks 19,00,000

Sugar H SRa 10,06,000

Saltpetre % SRs 4,93,418 = 3 - 3
Sunn : SRe 1,30,000

Hemp and Hempseal s SRs 41,000

Worsted oarpet t ‘SBa 2,500

Agent Commission : SRs 3, 38,345

Export Warehouse Charge 3 Shs 94,736 -12 = 9
?TOTAL 1 SRs  64,00,000 -~ 0 = 07

The process of this decline quiokened after 1813. The Company's
trade for the first time felt the full impact of the Industrial Revolution
in England. The British factories produced good quality muslins at a very
low cost apd very soon Bengal cotton piecegoods were supplanted by British
mamfactures. The value of cotton piecegoods exported to Londom on account
of the Company in 1792-93 was SRs. 61,67,851 3 it dwindled to SRg.34,41,141
in 1813=14 and came to as low as to SRs. 5,43,376 in 1921-22 and to

SRa. 3,42,843 in 1823-24.114

England was the most important market of
Bengal cotton piecegoods. England now became an active rival of Bengal
manufactures in the markets of "Foreign Europe®™. In his 'Report upon the
Inland customs and Town Duties of the Bengel Presidemoy (1835), Trﬁvelyan
provides data, which shows the displacement of cotton piecegoods, first in '

the foreign markets and then in the home market.

113 Progs Board of Trade, 10th June 1808 Prog no. 27, Vol: 221.
114 " ® n " 29th Juns, 1827fy~Jyq k1453, Part II.
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" TABLE NO3 6

Figures showing the displacement of

Bengal Cotton Piecegoods first in the

Foreign markets and then in the Home

narkets

Cotton goods Cotton goods Twist

YEARS Exported Imported imported
1 2 3 4

1813314 SEs © 52,91,458 Sks 9,070
1814-15 " 84.90,760 " 45000
1815-16 " 1,31,51,427 " 263,800
181617 " 1,65,94,380 " 317,602
1817-18 o 4,32,72,854 " 11,22,372
1818-19 " 1,15,27,385 " 26,58,940
181920 " 90,30,796 " 15,82,353
1820-21 " 85,40,763 " 25,59,642
182122 " 76,64,820 " 46,78,630
1822-23 " 80,09, 732 " 65,82, 351
1825-24 " 58,70,533 " 37:20,340
182425 " 60,17,559 " 54,96,816 SRs  1,23,145
1825-26 " ii58,34,638 " 41,24,159 " 75,276
1826~27 mo 39,48,422 " 43,46,054 " 8,82,743
1827-28 "o 28,76,313 " 52,52,793 " 19,11,205
1828-29 v 22,203,163 " 79,96,383 n o 35,22,640
1829-30 n 13,26, 423 " 52,16,226 " 15,115,324
183051 "= 8,57,280 " 60,12,729 " 31,12,138
183132 n 8,49,887 " 45,64,047 " 42,85,517
183233 " 8,22,891 " 42,64,707 " 23,87,807

Sources S.C. Trevelyan s Report upon

and oustoms

the Bengal Presidency.

Town Dutieg of
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An analysis of the figures in the teble reveals some
interesting things. We note that exports of cotton goods were declining
and the imports of British goods were increasing. The fall in exports
was contimious from 1817-18, though in the year 1822-23 ﬁhere was a
slight rise, But from 1826-27 on it waa remarkable, and in 1832-33 the
total expofts wers even less than-%th of the totsl exports in 182526,
The steady fall in the exports of Bengal cotton plecegoods was not solely
the effect of the competition with the manufactures of Great Britain and

other countries. It also resulted from an increased exports to Great
Britain of raw cotton. Cotton became so scarce that it wae either not
at all proouréblé by thé manufacturer or if procurable, the rates were

115

80 high, that it left them with 1ittle or no profit in the

mamafacture,

The toial exzports in 1816-17 amounted to SRs. 1,65,94,380 ;
in the following year, i.e. 1817-18 it amounted to SRs. 1,32,72,854 ;
one of the causes of the decrease in exports in 1817-18 was the
non-availability of cotton by the manufacturers. In 1817-18 the increase
in the exporits of raw cotton amounted to 3,47,757 maunds and this
increased exports resulted in a rise in the-price of raw cotton of
Bse 2-8-0 annas on each maund.116 In 1816=17 the wholesale market
value of cotton was Rupges 12-6 & maund while in 1817-18 it rose to
B 14=~8 the maund. In 1816-17, the total exports by individuals were

117

6,420,263 maunds while in 1817-18 it was 9,68,020 maunds. ‘The exports

of raw cotton contimed.

115 Board of Customs, Salt and opium, 6th Jamuary 1826,Prog no.105,Vol:114,
116 Boerd of Customs, Salt 2md opium, 6th Jamary 1826,Prog no.105,Vol:i14.

117  Ibid.
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YEAR Cotton exported to U.K.g Cotton exported to World

1823-24 SRe. 4,51,021 SRs. 23,47,586
1824-25 " 5,010,779 " 32,28,335
1825-26 " 4,76,169 " 30,57,130

118

119
The percentage share of the raw cotton exports. was -as followss

1814-15 - 5 8.0
1828429 s 15.0°
1834-35 : 21,0

Though the fall in the export-oriented production did not

" mean a totel extinotion of cotton weaving as & profession, the loss of
sexport markets euraly adversely affeoted the urban‘weavers who - weaved
finer class of goods, These goods had no markets whatéoevor in India
after the disappearance of the Indigenous Courts and princes. Taylor
writes that at Dacca in 1839 the produce of the looms chiefly comsisted
of 'flowered muslins' and 'Khasseidas’, besidés the common cloths of

the country but the quantity was small compared to what it was in former

years.120 The decline in cotton manufacture, indeed, occasioned a great

{800
dimumtion of the population of the city of Dacca., In 18802 the inhabitants
' : 121
of Daoca was 2,00,000 but the total mumber s>was not more than 68,038 in 1839,

118 A, Tripathi : op.cit. P.202.

119 K.N.Chaudhuri s The Eco.Development of Indis under
" the East India Company, P.26.

120 Taylor: Topography and Statistics of Dacca, P. 191,

121  Ibid.
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It may be argued that there gradually emerged & home market
in cotton goods and the import of cheap yarn and twist greatly facilitated
this. Apparently it seemed that imports of cheap yarns from 1824-25
greatly strongthened the dompetitive position of the Bengal cotton
veavers vis-a-vis British Weavers. 'But in reality this was not so,
The imports of British cotton goods into Bengal began from 1813-14 but
thet of British yarn from 1824-25. During these tgn yoars, the cheap
machine~made g;gﬁqgts:gfzgggﬁff\fi?oded the markeis of India and by

this time most of the important weaving mamufaotiries had to be ¢losed

down for loss of export markets.‘az

The importation of cheap yaras
did 1ittle to ameliorate the sufferings of the weavers of Bengal becsuse
they had to weavd cloths by mamal labour., The hand-made products could
not stand long in competition with the machine-made producta. The
productivity of the British weavers with th§ same yarn was increasing
rapidly vhile that of the Indian wesvers was etationary. Again, as
Gadgll writes, in the matter of quality, the Indian weavers could easily
hold his own against the British weavers but in the matter of price, he
was hopelessly beaten by the machine-made gpods,123 Hence the demands
for English products for domestic consumption increased and the hbme
market in cotton piecegoods only marginally incressed. This was evident
\ from the fast increase in the mmber of imported cotton piecegoods.124

Bengal was required to produce raw materials only.

122 Infra.
123 G&dgil 4 OEoOi'bo P. 43.
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The actual percentage share of the important items of

export trade in the total value after 1813 for a selected mumber of

years is illustrated by the following table ¢

TABLE NOg: 7
a's exports, commodity composition rcents
shares of selected items in %o value
Piecow Raw
YEAR Indigo g goods Silk Cotton g Opiunm Sugar
1 2 3 4 5 | 6 7
Rot
1814-15 20.0 14.3 13-3 8,0 available 3.0
1828«29 27.0 11.0 10,0 15.0 17.0 4.0
1834"'35 15.0 7.0 800 21 .O 25.0 2.0
1839-40 26,0 5.0 7.0 20,0 10.0 T.0
185051 10,0 4.0 4.0 12.7 34.0 10.0
. 1857-58 6.1 2.9 2.9 15.6 32.7 4.3

Source: Computed by K.N.Chaudhuri, op.cit. P.26.

"This broad structure of the commodity composition of Indiats

export trade", says K.N.Chaudhuri, "confirme the widely held opinion that

the most striking change in the character of her international trade in the

first half of the 19th Century'mia\ n the almost entire transformation of

her exports into the category of primar& comnodities with a corresponding

concentration on mamfactured goods in her exports.

The mamufacturing and

commercial interests in England were beginning to be aware of India's

position as a potential supplier of raw material and the advantages which

acoured from it to the home industries”.

125

125 K.N.Chaudhuri, op.cit. P. 24,
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The displacement of Bengal mamufactures by British mamufactures
was very much facilitatéd by the imposition of duties on Bengal goods in
the British market. In 1813, plain musalins as well es muslins flowered or
stitched were subjected to an ad valorem duty of more than forty percent
and upon calicoes and dimities the duty was raised to slightly above
eighty five percent.126 On the other hand, the Bengal Govermment by
Regulation IV of 1815 reduced the import duty on British goods to 2%
percent which proved still more févourabie to the importation of British
cotton fabrics into Bengal., Sir Charles truly observed : "Bengal pieoegoods
have been displaced in the foreign market to the extent of about a crore
of rupees & year and in the home market ( Cotton twist included ) to the
extent of about 80 lakhs. Even the trifling quantity of piecegoods which
isstill exported is for the mqst part made from English tvists".127
"Yhat is to become of all the people who were employed in working up
this great annnal'amounfﬁ( R 1,80,00,000 ) § Sir 5.C. Trevelyan wondered,§
unless we favour their transefer to other employments by giving freedom to

128 But the

those branches of industry in which Indis really ;xcels“.
Government of India did not move its 1little finger to eaﬁe the starving
millions whose occupation was nearly gone. The English East India Company
was not in a position to protect the national industry of Bengal from the
competition of its mow rivel. It was not even possible to reserve for the
Bengal industry i1ts foreign market. The East Indie Company enjoying
special privileges\from British Pariiaﬁent was afraid of antagonising the
namfacturing interest in England by restricting the imports of British

cotton goods to India, They looked at the question of Lancashire

126 H.R.Ghos&l QE.Citi PO 270

127 Quoted in B,D.Basu: The ruin of Indian Trade and Industries, P.35.
128  Ibid. ,



246

competition not from the point of view of the ruling power in Bengal
but solely from the standpoint of its pecuniary interest as a irading
bOdyo

" Dacca was the most important,centre of cotton-weaving,
"The contimed prosperity of Dacca throughout the 18th Cemtury and its
cqtgst;oPQic decline in the opening years of thb 19th Century" says
F.K.Sinhs, "serve ss a measure and symbol of Bengal's long dominance
in world-trade in cotton p1809306d8 aﬁa her speedy downfall“.129
In the year 1753, the total exports from Dacca amounted to Arcot

. 130
Rupees 28,50,000, The details were as follows 3

The Emperor at Delhi (2) 1,00,000
( for the use of Emperor )

The Nawab &t Murshidabad (») 3,00,000 -

( for the use of the Hawab end
his Court )
Jaggat Seth ( the great banker ) (e¢) 1,50,000

of Murshidabad

For Home Consumption

Turanies for the consumption
of upper provinoces (a) 1,00,000

Patians : L (e) 1,50,000

Armenians for Bussorah, Mocha
and Judda markets () 5,00,000

129 N.K.3inhas op.cit. Vol: III. P.4. ‘
130 Progs Boazd of Trade, 1st Dec 1801, Prog no. 85, Vols 156.



247

Mugzhals t Partly for home

consumption partly for foreign (g) 4,00,000
Hindus for home consumption (n) 2,00,000

English Company for Europe (1) 3,50,000

English individusls supposed for
foreign market - (k) 2,00,000

French Company for Europe (1) 2,50,000

French individuals supposed for
foreign market ' (m) 50,000

Dutch Company for Europe | (n) 1,00,000

. Bstimated Prime cost of Dacca goodsghrcot Rupees 28,50,000.

The Dacca muslins were introduced into England between
1666 and 1670; The English, the Dutch and subsequently the French
carried on an extensive trade in Dacca till 1787 in which year it
reached the highest water mark. Taylor estimated that in 1787 the
whole commerce of Dacga amounted to one crore of rupees or 1.25 million

sterling.131

The volume of goods memufactured at the Dacoca surungs for

exportation between 1790 and 1797 was ss follows 3

131 Taylor : Topography and Statistics of Daccs, P. 363.
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TABLE HO: 8 ' |
| The volume of cotton piecegoods
anufsctured at Dacea from 1790 to 1797
Private trade as per Company's trade
YEAR statement anmally received from TOTAL
‘ : ¥ - transmitted by the ' the aurungs .
Regident '
1. 20 Co -3 4
1790 SRs. 14,91,109-14-6 SBs. 7,45,546- 8-7 SRs 22,36,658-7- 1
1791 " 10,80,893- 6-2 - " 4,01,121- 2211 " 14,862,014~ 9~ 1
1192 T " 10,11,103- 2-0 " 6,37,096-12-10 " 16,48,199-14- O
1793 ‘" 6,89,926=10-0 ¥ 5,78,286- 0- 2 " 12,68,212-10= 2
U798 % 4,13,665- 20 ' % 4,60,706=15-9 " 8,74,363 1- 9
1795 W 6,62,069- 3-0 " 5,16,093- 3= 1 " 11,78,162~ 6= 1
1796 © " 6,48,781=13-0 " ' 5,52,T1- 9~ 1 * 12,00,953- 6~ 1
1797 " 8,94,157- 0-0 . "  5,07,388- 6=11 " 14,0%,545- 6~11
1798° " 6,39,948- 0-0 *  4,39,799-13-11 " 10,79,743-13-11
1799 " 7,52,450-.0-0 "  5,03,710-15= T " 12,56,160-15= 7
T O0TAL SRe.. 82,84,095- 2-8  SRs. 53,41,923- 8-10 SBs1,36,26,018-116

_ Source: Progs Board of Trade, 18t Dec, 1801, Prog mo, 85, Vol: 156.
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But in the Court's indent for 1813, Dacca obtained only
SRs 1,20,188 out of SRs 19,76,856 allotted to cotton pieoegoods.132
In 1818 the Dacca factory was closed down. It was not the freight‘

nor the protective duty which prompted the Court to abandon it in

1818 but the sharp reduction in the prices of British cotton goods of a
similar desc:;iption, and the fine plecegoods of Bengal inoreasingly lost
their market., The following table will show the comparative prices of

British and Indian piecegoods.

, PABLE HOs 9
coM IVE PRICES OF BRITISH AND INDI IBCEGOODS

Description of Articles Price (Made in Englani)} Price (Made in Indis)
1 | 2 3
‘Doreas (20 yds piece) ' 55 shillings Dacca = 155 shillings

b : ' Kheerpoy - 45 "

Hurripaul- 89 "
Cossaes . 60 shillings Malda and
Dacca - 95 "

- Hulmuls 22 to 35 " Santipore ~ 47-76 "

Kheerpoy - 39 "

Nainsooks 33 n EKheerpoy - 61 .
Seerhandconnees 50 to 64 " Dacosa and

Santipore 80-89 "
Source: A Tripathi: Trade and Finance in the Bengal Presidency P. 165.

A more deteiled study of the difference could be made from the
following table s

132 Progs Board of Trade, 26th Jammary 181.3 Prog no. 8 Vol:278, Part.II.
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TABLE HO: 10

Difference of cost between

the Englisch and country thread
} Cost of g Coat of { Diffdrence Difference in

English country, in favour favour of
ASSORTMENTS thread thread for ?,of English g English thread

warp and warp and thread percentage

weft veft

1 ‘

T et s 2
Mulmuls Cossejurah 4» 0=~ 0O 6=13= 4 2=13= 4 70,833%
ordinary 40 x 2 ‘
Terrindams Chander- 4= 0= 0O 10~ 8= 9-;- 6 =8~ 9% 163.737%
konnah Fine 40 x 2
Hysnsooks Chander- Gl 5= 4 8-14~ 8 4w 1= 4 84.481%
konnah Fine 40 x 2
Seerhend connahs 7-12-102 10~ 5-10 2- 8113 32.T17%
Santipore 40 = 2 ~ '
Fyansooka Chander 7~ 2-103 13- 3-10% 5e 7= O 69.658%
connsh, Superfine .

1
40 x 22
Mulmils Sentipore 6= 1- 95 9=13- 4 3-11- 62 60.920%
fine 40 x 2
Mulmuls Santipore 9= 4= 0 12- 1= 1 2«13~ 1 30.46%
Superfine 40 x 2
Seerbetties 10- 5- 4 12 1= 1 1=11= 9 16.784% -
Santipore 40 x 2
Seerhand connshs T= 1= 4 13- 8- 6% 6= T- 2% 91.066%
Jungle fine 40 x 2
Seerhand connahs- T=15= 1-}1- 13- 0= 0 5-10-10% 63.645%
Jungle fine 40 x 2
Seerhand connshs 9= 0= 0  15-10-103  6-10-102 74.485%
Jungle fine
superfins 40 x 2
Dooreas Cossejurah Te 1= 9-} 12=12- 0 ooy [020 242 97.307%
Moote choors charcona
fine 40 x 2
Dooreas Jootimaulas  2-13- 1 Sel4~ O 3~ 0~11 108,503%
20 x 2
1

Dooreas Batta Cogzie 9-12-10§  18-10- 3 81343 90.119%

H&zrriggul i gi§°2
ources 8
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The Company's factory at Santipore was also wound up. The
cloth establishments at Patna and its aubord;nate stations were wound
up in 1819, though some of their factories including that of Patne were
maintained till 1835 for the supply of salipetre. With the rapid
decrease of trade in coarse calicoes, India lost her only industry which
hed an international market. By 1825, the cloth establishments in almost
all the factories were wound up. Only those oommeréial residencies were
retained which supplied the Company's raw silk investments. In 1833,
there were ten residencies in the Bengal Presidency.134 By the
Charter Act of 1833, the Company ceased to be a trading body and within
the next two years the remaining residencies too were abolished. Private

traders disappeared long before.

All these happened betwsen 1793-1833, A silent economic

revolution thus took place. "That this was a revolutionary development

' in India's foreign trade there is no doubt., For the firat tinme :

‘ pérhaps. in the history of her trading rolations with the West, India
stood in the position of a buyer whose traditionally low cost products
were being pushed out of both the domestic and foreign markets by European
products".135 A serious disloocation wes éauaed in the socio~economic
structure of the country by this change. In the language of the Board

of Trade 3

134 Progs Board of Trade, Sth Dec, 1833, Prog no. 87, Vol: 530.
135 K,K.Cheudhuri : op,cit. P. 35.
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"The weavers whom the Company retained in their
constant employ for the purpose of mamufacturing
their own anmual investment of Cotion plecegoods

to supply the Europe market have not only been
deprived of that vital aid by the extinction of

all the factories heretofore maintained by the
Company for the production of goods of that
description, but these weavers as well as others,
their breathren, throughout the country have from
a pimilar cause, namely, the successful application
of machinery to the. production at a very reduced
coat of cotton thread been simaltaneously cut off
from another very profitable source of employment,
which had existed during & long course of years,
namely supplying the demand for cotton piecegoods
to foreign Burope and a later period to the

United States of North America, France, Holland,
Denmark, Sweeden, Portugal and North Amerioa,

each of these countries were in the habit of
importing anmially into thence direot from Bengal
large quantities of the cotton manmufactures of

this country, whoreas now we believe that not a
single plece finds its way into any of thom ===

"a revolution so mighty and complete we conceive 136
is hardly to be paralled in the history of commexrce®,

%It was not the policy of the Bast India Company to foster

Indian inﬂustriea'.13?

The Directors could not afford to ignore the
orgaﬁised pressure groups in England. Even as early as 1769 the Court
of Diraectors wished that the mamufacture of raw silk should dbe
encouraged and that of silk fabrics discouraged. At the time ofitho
renowal of the Company's Charter in 1813, it was clear that Parliement
vanted to promote the interest of the mamufactures of England. British
mamfactures were forced into India while Indian mamfactures were shut
out from England by prohibitive tariffs. By this poliocy, wrote Raning,
a merchant, "India is thus reduced from the state of a mamufacturing to

138

that of an agricultural country". The Board of Trade wrote :

136 Progs Board of Trade, 29th June, 1827 Prog no. 48, Vol:453,Part II.

137 R.C.Dutt : The Eco Hist of Indis under Early Britieh Rule, P. 256.
138 Quoted in R.C.Dutt 02:01‘&.. P. 262,
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"woere Bengal an independent principality such

a state of things would not be suffered to endure
for a moment. Bengal to ensure its own artisens
a preference of sale in their own market would
instantly lay on & protecting duty on the foreign
cotton goods of Europe amply adequate in amount
to secure that object and we cannot but think

that even situated as Bengal now is, a dependency
of Great Britain and paying a large revemie to the
governing power, it would seem to behove that
power by the removal of unnecessary burthen under
which any class of their subjects may be lasbouring
to render the payment of their tribute as early as
posgible.”139

But this was not to be,

‘ The loss of foreign markets of the Bengal cotton piecegoods
| was deplorable but still more deplorable was the loss of the Indian
\market. The machine-made products of Englani were definitely inferior
to the Bengal hand-made plecegoods in point of durability, fineness
and texture bgt’the customers cared more for cheapneas than for
anything else. Another reason for it has been assigned by Dr. Gadgil.
*One of the most harmful effects of a foreign rule, is the imposition

LE

on the conquered peoples of the ideals of the conqueror®, _
people 6f Bengal were more and more attracted towards "Made in England”
products and a feeling that "anything that is English must be good and
fine™ began to grow, and this among many other factors contributed to the

downfall of Bengal's Cottage industry.

By the year 1833, the procees of 'de~-industrialization' of
Bengal, which begun from 1793 went quite far., India lost a great art
and the artisans los thelr employment. The housewife's spindle seldom

139 Progs Board of Trade, 29th June, 1827, Prog no. 48,Vol: 453,Part 11I.
140 D.R.Gadgil: The Industrial Evolution of India in Recent Times,P.41.
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now tﬁirléd on the cotton-floor. The affected persoons were wveavers,
spinngrs, dgers, the bleachers, the cotton beaters and the neddle workers.

The effect of the .decline qf‘the indqstry "has been a continuous tendency
141 ‘

to :uralization'. There are no accurate figures relating to the
proportion of people that derived their subsistence from.agricultures in
the beginning of the 19th Century but towards the end of the period this
tendéncy has been persistent. There is no doubt that the weavers who
were badly hitAhy’&)the loss of occupation largely swelled the rank of

‘agriculturists,

SEARCH FOR ALTERNATIVE EMPLOYMERT s

' The pertinent question is, whether or not, these displaced persons
cquld'find alternative employments. The factories that suffered most were
Dacca, Malda, Buddeul, Hurripeul, Cuttorah, Kheerpoy, Midnapore, Santipore,
Patna, Sonamooky, Commercolly, Rungpore, Beneras, Mow and Azimghur,

Luckipore and Chittagong.

b

141 Rohini Choudburi : The Bvolution of Indian Industries, P. 32.
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Robert Brooke, Resident of the Hurripaul factory, found
that in the aurungs of Cuttorah and chaundoolea, the weavers from whom
balances were outstanding, were engaged in the mamfecturs of coloured
cloths for the Company and were very much distressed as advances were
stopped and meny ﬁad gone to different places to support themselves,
The weavers who remained in the gurungs had no alternative but io
work as 0001199.142

Mr. Charles Bayley, the Resident of the Company's factory
at Beneras, stated that the weavers of his residency had'sufferad a
great deal immedistely after the abolition of the Company's cloth
astablishﬁents. but gradually the situation improved. The weavers
gainfully eﬁployed themmelves in "agricultural, mechanical or commercial
pursuits®., However, the condition of the spinners bocame really
deplorable. The female population was mostly engaged in spinning and
they depended wholly on it for their meintenance. They were severely
hit by the discontimaation of the Company's business and the exports
of thread from England. It was not possible for them to turm to any
other pursuits, mechanical or agriculturel.

Hr., Bayley further informed that piecegoods mamfactured in
England were h;ghly appreciated at Beneras and in the adjacent gurungs
on their first introduction for its cheapness and apparent superiority.
The weavers were seriously Affected because the sale of their products
appreciably declined, But this did not continué for long. The 'country

products' were very soon preferred to the "Made in BEngland™ products.

142 Progs Board of Trade, 22nd February, 1825, Prog no. 14, Vols: 425,
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The couﬁtry manufacfures were more durable and hence the country
consumers purchased the tcountry-products' though the British products
looked more glossy and were chegper in price. But these ‘country-
products' were meant for country consumption oﬁ;y. fhe Buropean,
Agiatic and the other foreign markets wore closed to the 'country
'prpduots'. The decline ofnthe export-trade in cotton piecegoods
adversely affected the weavers to & considerable extent, though their
condition in Beneras and in fhe adjoining aurungs was not 23 bad as

in the other factoriea.143

Robert’&iehardson, Resident at Commercolly factory, wrote
in 1826 that the weavers of the gg;gggg under his residency were in
a very impbverished‘condition and the proportion employed in weaving

" and other work might be as follows 3 :

Approximately 37% were employed in weaving cloths
for native users ;’Qhooties, Chaddara,
Baftags eto.
31% agtioultural pursudts
13% Navigation
19% all kinds of work and with difficulty earned
& subsiptence fdr daily food.144 »

143 Progs Board of Trade, 29th Jume, 1827, Prog no. 48, Vol: 453,Part II
144 Ibid.
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Mr, Robert Brocke further reported that in the district of
Hooghly, the condition of the weavers had become really pitiable after
the discontimuation of the English Company's trade in cotton pleocegoods,
0f all the weavers, he came to0 learn, only 600 received advances from
the native merchants for a kind of cloth called Seersuckies, ( which
were still in demend ), by which they somehow meintained themselves
and their families, Their economic condition was altogether different
whén they reoeived advancee from the English Company. Moreover, they
then received advances from the other European‘%igdars like the Danes,
French, Dutch and the Portuguese. The trade of these Companies was
discontinued long before and after the discontimation of the English
Company®s trade in the recent past, the weavers could not expect advances
from any source. He was informed that another 900 weavers had borrowed
money from the native merchants and mammfactured Cossaes, which cost
them B, 12 and K. 13 per plece. They were selling these cloths upon
a very small profit at the different hauts and bazars and were consequently
in a very depressed state. The weavers had not become agricultursl
labourers because it was against their custom to hold the plough,
Hence, the rest of the weavers had also borrowed money from the native
merchants and were trying to mamfacture qlotha. The English manufgctured

cotton goods were not preferred by the conntry consumers and were not to

be found in the hauts and bazars.145

Thdcondition of the weavers of Kheerpoy became equally
deplorable after the discontimuation of the English Company's trade

there. Mr., Watts intimated that it would be clear from the wretched

145 Progs Board of Trade, 29%th June, 1827, Prog mno. 48, Vol: 453, Part 1I.
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condition of the villages vhere the weaversz used to reside. Foremely
pOpulous and proeperous these villages now bore the £§§§Zﬁ§°of poverty
and were 1argely deserted, Only & handful of the weavers were still
engaged in the mamfacture of cotton cloths. These wore meant
exclusively for the country markets. The majorit& of the éeavers were
working ak ¢oolies. However, they also admitted that the English
mamufactured cotton goods were not much in demand in the markets of
Kheerﬁéy and its neighbourhood and a few people who had used cloths
did not like them because "they complained that they lasted no length’

of time", 146

bdghe conditiond of the weavers of NMelda seems to have been
muchrfrom the condition of the weavers of the other factories. Mr, Grant
| wrote that the weavers were not at all adversely affected after the
diaoontinnation of the English Company’s trade there. The problem of an
alternativa employment waes not a problem at all to the weavers of Malda.
The cause for it was the custom which was prevaient there, Mr, Grant
stated that no ébjeotion on the score of caste was raised there to rearing
of silk-worms by the weavers. They also easily resorted to the other
mechanical or agrioultural pufsuits in large numbers. Moreover, & section
of the weavers kept themselves engaged in weaving cotton and gilk-goods

which were still in demand in the mazkets of India.147

Unlike 1n the other factories, the Britiéh goods had a ready
aale at Santipore. But gradually the oonsumers folt the "English cloth

neither wears nor waghes so well as the country made". But still the

146 Progs Board of Trade, 29th June, 1827, Prog no. 43, Vol: 453, Part II.
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- richer class of people used the "Made in England® goods, ( though they
admitted "the Bnglish cloths do not stand the length of time" ). They
used them because "it wes English and anything ihat was English must be
good and fine". The volums of British goods brought into Santipore was
very considerable. The result was that & large number of weavers wers
thrown ouf of employment. MNr. E. Marjoribanks, the Resident of the
cbmpany's factory at Santipore, reported that very many of them actually
starved. The situetion improved a little only after the importation of
cotton yarn ( mule twist ) from 1823-24 on. The weavers mamufactured
cloths with the imported coiton twist and sold cloths at a much lower
rates than before, But still they earned some profit because they could
purchase the imported yarn at much cheaper rates. Thus, the weavers of
Santipore, using the impofted twvists somehow maintained themeelveé.’48
The Board of Trade admifted t "Were the Indian veavers able readily to
procure threads of suitable quality &t the European rates or even at the
Indian maerket rates, he would maintain a successful competition with

imported cotton goods from Europe.”149

At Sonamooky, after the discontinmation of the English
Company's trade, the weavers manufactured cloths on the advances of the
country-merchants. These cloths were sent to the Calcutta markets for
sale. But most of the cloths remained unsold or did not sell even at the
prime cost. The weavers did not therefore any longer get advances from the
country-merchants and were left abaolutely without any employment,
Mr. Cheap, the Resident, found that most of them were "Thrown at large

on the world, some hecoming sa is, some byragis, otyér cooliesn,

148 Progs Board of Trade, 29th June, 1827, Prog no. 48,Vol: 453, Part Il.
149 Progs Board of Trade, April 1828, Vol: 454: Quoted in N.K.Sioha
‘ . Ogoaito VOl.III. Pe9e
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very few agriculturisis and some mechanics®. Some women and children
found employment at the silk filature ——« "a vast mimber had died", the
Resident reported, "principally from taking to drinking®. About fifty
percent of the total weavers-died; The conditions of the silk-weavers
was a littler better than that of the cotton weavers, The opening of the
road from Burdwan to Bankura through Sonamooky greatly facilitated the
novenent of the "west country travellers®™ to Sonamooky and these
travéllera carried the goods to the different parts of weatern India.
But very soon, the demands of Sonamooky goods in western Indila ceaged.
The weavers then migrated to Cossimbazar. However, the chégge of place
150

proved very fatal to the weavers',was very few were aftervards hesrd of".

With the decline of the cotton industry, & comsiderable
mmber of people in the distriot of Purnea, Tirhuf, Bhagalpur, Patna,
Gaya, Shahabed and also in some other parts of Bihar wers thrown out

of employment., In Purmea, 13,500 looms were employed in finer and

151

coarse goods, Most of them were entirely deserted. With the

desertion of looms the weavers® net carning of is. 4,73,000 vwas

152

anmally lost, Women employed in spinning were deprived of a net

profit of B. 10,00,000 annually.’sS

154

In Bhagalpur, 1,60,000 women were
employed in spinning. Altogether 7279 looms wers on work.'ss After 1833,

most of the looms were deserted and weavers were thrown out of employment.

150 Progs Board of Trads, 29th June,1827 Prog no.48,Vol:453, Part.Il.
151 Buchanan : Purnea Revort, P. 543.
152 Calculated on the besis of figure available in Buchanan's
Purnea Report, P. 543.
153 Buchanan ¢ Purnea Heport, P. 539.
154 Martin : op.cit, Vol: II, P. 267.
155 Buchanan s An Account of the District of Bhagalpur, P,616.
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In Shahabad, the number of women employed in Spinning was 1,59,‘500.156

Their earning was, however, very small, No woman could earn more than
a net profit of k. 1-8 ans anmally, vhile the women at Patna and Behar
had a profit :‘% Rv.tpeee:.w7 Ro doubt, it was a very small income, "but
this little was added as Dr, Buchanan tells us, "to the income of families

to which the women belongtsu.l.158

159

In all, 7025 houses were engaged in

weaving, The number of looms employed in cloth mamufacturing was

?950.160 But when the spinning and weaving was rendered an unprofitable
business during the third decade of the '191;11 Century most of the looms
vere deserted. In Patna and Gaya districts, the mumber of looms employed
in the mamufacture of chadars or Table cloths was 750 each having a
profit of Bs. 108 annnally.w‘ " But with the décline of the industry,
these persons, particularly women employed in spinniné had to suffer a

lot. Dr. Buchanan thus described the development.

"By far the greater part of these spin only a few hours in
the afternoon, and upon the average estimate the whole value of the thread
that each spins in a year is worth nearly 7 rupees 2 annas 8 pies, giving
for the total anmmal value of B, 23,67,277 and by & similar calculation
the raw material at the retail price will amount to Rupees 12,86,272
leaving & profit of B, 10,81,005 for the spinners or Rs. 3;11- ( 6s. 6d the
year ) for each ... As the demand, therefore, for .fime goods has for.

some years been constantly diminishing, the women have suffered very much“.162

156 Buchanan 3 An Account of the District of Shahabad, P.408.
157 1bid., P. 408,

158 Martin ’.29.!-%1:.‘ VOIOI. P.9.

159 Buchanan : Ap Adcount of the District of Shahbad, P.410.
160 Ibid. P.410.

161 Martin ‘%_c_g__o Vol.l, P.350.

162 Ibid. P.350.
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Such reports of the Cogmercial Residente from different
factoriesy show that the condition of the weavers oconsiderably worsened
after the discontimation of the English coqpany‘stinvestment’in cotton
plecegoods. Private traders also disappeared and the other European
Companies also discontinued their trade in cotton pilecegoods. The result
uaé that mpst of the weavers logt their only employment. They were not
trained in other woxrks and hence moat of them had to work as coolies to
maintein themselves and their family. Some of them turned to agricultural,
mechanical or oommercial pursuits. Only a small section of them could
somehow maintain themselves by weaving ordinary cloths meant for
consumption in the country and selling these in the hauts and bagars. The
importation of cheap British yarns did very little to ameliorate the
sufferings of the weavers. It was only.in Santipore that a handful of
them could employ themselves in weaving with the help of British W )
In other places, the imported textiles were much preferred and country
mamfactures mostly remained unsold. The condition of the spinners was
still more deplorable. The female population was mostly engaged in it
and they were thrown completely out of employmemt. They could not turn
to agricultural or other pursuits, and, indeed died in large numbers.

The vital role of the Manchester-made textiles and yarms in
bringing about the collapse of the cotton industry of Bengal in the first
quarter of the 19th Century has been altogether ignored by Professor

163 The remarks of Professor Morris have evoked

Morris D. Morrias.
ceriticisme from. different scholars in Indian econonic history and hence

this controversy becomes relevant to the theme of my dissertation.

163 Morris D, Morris's Article 'Towards a Re-interpretation of the
Ninoteenth Contury Indien Economic History' in "Journsl of
Economic History", Vol: XXIII, No. 4 December, 1963, PP, 606-18.
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Professor Morris did not belleve that cotton weaviag was a
highly developed oraft before 1800 and he disagrees with the notion that
Manchester machine-made textiles wiped out the Indian handiorafts by the

mid-19th Gentury.164

His logic vas that Manchester exported both yarn
and cloth, Whils British cloth was competitive with Indien handloom
production, machine-made yarn "geems to «eo have strengthemed the
competitive position of the indigenous handloom sector despite the

165 The demand for cloth in India seems to have been

fall in prices®,
"fairly elastio®™, and "the fall in price led to a movement down the demand
curve", Again, there seems to have been a8 shift to the right of~the
demand curve for cotton clotﬁa. Hot only wes there population growth,
there were also "chenges in custom® which increased the amount of cloth
congumed per capifa. (Por example, he says that theie was an increasing

. tendency for women to wear bodices in addition to the traditionsl sarie ).
Finally, Morris points out that there seems to have been a shift away
from inferior to cofton fabrics. Horris'concludes~z "Hence there is
evidence of a rising demand for cotton cloths during the 19th Century.

The vast expansion of British cloth exports to India skimmed off the

expanding demand., The handloom weavers were at least no fewer in number

and no worge off economically at the end of the period than at the
beginning, 66

fhis view has been questioned in various quarters. While
Norris finds evidence of a steady rise in the per capita income in the
aﬁrvival of some of the handloom toxtiles and a possible expansion of
Indian handicrafts in the 20th Century, Professor Tapan Raychaudhury

164 Article of D, Morris D 1 in "The Journsl of Eco Hist",Vol.XXIII, 1963,
165 Ibid. P.611.
166 orriss op,cit. P.613.
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argues that Morris "misses the other and far more important implication
of this survival, viz. tho stagnation of skills and hence of productivity

167 yorris spoke of the

in the secondary sector of production".
19th Contury and the first half of the 20th Century as a period of slow
gestation. Professor Raychaudhuri argues ¢ "It is an odd form of
gestation which after hundred and fifty years leaves the structure of the

economy and the level of skill more or less what they were before®, | 08

Granting that the machine-made yarns strengthened the
competitive position of the indigenoue handloom weavers vis-awvis
British weavers, Toru Matsui questioned if from these premises, one
can safely draw the oconclusion that the handloom weavers were no fewer
in number and no worse off economically at the end of the period than
at the beginning or that the net effect for the economy was a positive
one in terms of per capita real income. Toru Matsui further pointed
out that even if we accept that a sharp fell in the price of yarn
helped the handloom industry, it gave a bitter blow to the indigenous
spinning industry. "This negative effeet®, writes Toru Matsui, "on
the traditional sector should not be omitted for it offset at least

partly, the benefit gained by the weavera".169

Moreover, Matsui

‘argued that the demand for cloth increcased because the price fell, not

that the priée rose because the demand increased. What happened was that
there was a sharp fall in prices. We haré then reasons to infer that

the Indian handloom weavers tended to be worse off. The £all in the prices

of yarn was caused by the innovation in the spinning process in Britain,

167 T.K.Raychaudhuri's article 'Towards a Re-interpretation of the
: Nineteexnth Century Indian Economic History' in "Indian Fconomie
& Sociel History Review”, Vol.V, No.I, March, 1968, P. 94.
168 Rqy-Chaudhuri : op.cit. P.94.

169 Toru Metoui 3 "The Indian Economic & Social History Reggew",%aggh,1968,
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while the decline in the prices of cloth was caused by the innovation
in the wéaving as well as spinning process. -Matsul concluded that

“it follows that from the long Tange point of mew the fall in price

of cloth per plece was greater than the fall in price of the yarn
required for ome piece of cloth. It is clear then that the remuneration

170 This affected the weavers adversely.

for weaving per piece was less™,
The way to cover the decrease in remuneration was to work harder and for
more and more hours but there was a phyeical limit to hard work. "We
have grounds for supposing that the Indian handloom weavers ‘became

"worse off eéonomically or fewer in number during this period.“17’

Prof. Bipan Chandre sought to refute the argument that the
import of yern strengthened the competitive position of the Indian handloom
weavers, vis-a-vis British weavers. With the help statiafical tables,
he attempis to find the ratio of yarn imports and imports of woven
toxtiles aﬁd came to this conclusion that even in the long range viey,
the ratio of the former fo the latter was very low. He quotes the

following table :172

IMPORT OF COTTOR PRODUCTS

JBARS Cotton twist and Yarn Cotton Goods.
£ £

1849 9,09,016 22,22,089

1859 . 17,114,216 . 80,88,929

1869 27,79,934 1,60,72,551

1887 37,46,979 2,77,64,508

‘170 Toru Matsui 3 op,cit. P.21
‘?1 Zbid' PQZ‘. "Jf
172 Bipan Chandra's article entitled 'Towards & Re-interpretation of the

Nineteonth Century Indian Economic History!, "Indian Economics &
Social History Review", Vol.V, No.I, March 1968, P.55.
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Bipan Chendra writes"How the weavers strengthened their
competitive position ? The productivity of the British weavers with
the same yarn wes increasing rapidly while the productivity of Indian

weavers was stationary.®

Even in the earlier period, the import of cotton goods was
greater than that cotton twist.' !> Agsin, one important point mist
"be stressed here. The import of British cotton goodg into Bengal began
from 1813=-14 but that of British Yarn from 1824-25. During these ten
years, the cheap machine-made products of England flooded the markets
of India, Indian cotton goods lost their merkets and most of the
important weaving mamufactories had to be closed down. The importation

of the cheap yarns did in faoct very little to ameliorate the sufferings

of the weavers.

Again, the export price of woven goode ( cotton ) was

falling much more rapidly than that of yarn

Yarn in Cloth in
Period pence pence
181921 29,0 T70.3 ,
1829-31 15.3 40,6
1844-46 12,0 22,5
185961 1.7 20,5
1880-582 . 12,8 19.4

174

173 Supras P. 2%7.
174 Bipan Chandra : op,oit. P.56.
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This meant that the competitive position of the Irndian weavers
vis-8-vis British weavers wss weaskened throughout the 19th ertury. That
was vhy the import of cloth went up batwee; 1849 and 1839 by 25.5 million
storling ( 12.5 times ) while that of yarn weat up by only 1.8 million
sterling ( 4 times only ).

As regards increase in cloth consumption arising from
“changes in fashion®, Irfan Hsbib argues that while it was true that
low prices of imported memfactures inoreased the total quantity of the
cloth consumed, "the further implied assertion that the total wvalue
of cloth consumed in India also increased substantially, at any rate
by a higher percentage than that of the value of imported cloth to

previcus total consumption, is quite haseless’.‘75

Thia study of the cotton weaﬁers of Bengal between 1757 and
1833 clearly revealed that at the end of the first quarter of the 19th
Contury, 2 large number of people were thrown out of employment. We
have sseen tﬁat very few could earn their living by weaving and most of
the people had to turn to agricultural pursuits. Many of them became
sannyessieg and gxigggigg and many died. Thus the total number of the
weaving population was considerably reduced and hence there is hardly
any justification for the view that in the late 19th Ceantury they were
"no fewer"., Again, in the palmy days of the industry very many weavers

lived in eesy circumstances. Some of them built Pucca houées and lived

175 Irfan Habib's article entitled 'Colonialigation of Indian Econonmy'
in "Social Scientigt" (32) March, 1975, P. 38.
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D :
in ease comfort. "Large dilapidated pucca bui%ﬁ: » temples and tanks

N
in Hooghly and Midnapore districts still remainrggce prosperous condition
of the weavers" ——- ur&ﬁe Surgeon Lientenanﬁ Colonsl Dutt, Civil Surgeon
of Hooghly.176 Reports‘from other districts also testify to the once
prosperious condition 6f a number of weavers. But after 18335, "the great
majority of the weavers have given up their hereditary occupation and
have now taken to gultivatioq and other remunerative purauits”.177
Even Mr. J.C. Jack, a member of tge I.C.S. who intendéd to prove the
benefits of the British raj and concluded that Paridpur peasants were
betier off than Italian peasants, admitted s "weaving which used to be a
vigorous industry has been killed partly by the importation of foreign or

factory-made cotton goods and partly by the ravages of.malaria“.178

It
is thus wrong to argue that the weavers were oconomically well qff
towvarde the end of the first quarter of the 19th Century. The industry
vas annihilated and the 0ld urban centres of production became progressively
ruralized.
//// . The cotton industry thus played a very vital role in the

,/eoonomio life of Bengal., The woaving mamufactories were dispersed

// throughout the country and woaving and spinning had become the nat;onal'
occupation: Secondly, the sizZe of the population engaged in the industry
was considereble. Though 1t is not possible to precisely estimate the

total population it may be said with some certainty that weaving formed

176 Quoted in N.N.Banerjee: Monop
.77 DN.N.Banerji s op.cit. P. 24.

178 J.C.Jack : The Economic Life of a Bengal Distriet, P.92.
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the occupetion of the bulk of the total pcpulatién éngaged in
different industrisl pursuits. Thirdly, weaving was not only a
§arf—time occupation in eddition to :.the primgiy one. .To a
conéiderable section of the weavefs, it waé é while=-time occupation.
They.depended wholly on it. To some weavers, it was a part-time
oocupatiqn; A3 a pgrt—timg gmplqymant wéaving wgsvaleo rémunerative
gnd enabled the weavers to éupplgmegt their income, "Lastly, the
deciine o£4égch a significant,industry of Bengal had fer reaching
consequences, Among other thing, its collapse resulted in the
p;og;gasiye ;uralization of the old urban centres of productlion of

cotton goods,
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The decline of the cotton industry in Bengal in the first
quarter of the 19th Century is a significant development from the
standpoint of the socio~economic history of Bengal. Weaving and
Spinning had been the occupation of the majority of the people engaged
in different industrial pursuits. Next to agriculture, weaving
qonetituted the most important employment to the people. We have
‘seen1 that as a result of the collapse of the industry about
10,00,000 people, ( the exact number was perhaps more ) lost their
means- of livelihood, ' If we agoume that each family, consiated of at
least six members, the total mmber of people affected by it would be
at least 60,00,000. It is difficult to form an idea of the total
population in Beﬁgal at the time of the cbllapee of the industry, but
it could safely be concluded that the size of the population engaged
in weaving, spinning and the other branches allied to it, was

conpiderable.

The Nationalist writers like Dr. R.C. Dutt, Major B.D.
Basu and Dr. Radhakamal Mukherjee, have &ll argued that the downfall
of Bengal's cotton industry during the early deoade of the 19th Century

1 Supra: Chapter V.
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resulted in s serious imbalance in the total economy of Bengsal.

Dr. H. R. Ghosal conoluded that "the downfall of Bengal's cotton
industry during the early decades of the 19th Century amounted to an
eoonomié revqlution”.2 It was true that the collapse of the industry
resulted in great sufferings of the weavers, and more particularly, of
the spinners who were totall& thrown out of employment. They were not
trained in any other branches of employment. The importation of the
-British yarns beginning from 1824-25 nearly annihilated the business
of spinning since hand-spun thread could aearcely oompete with its
maehiﬁe-made substitutes. Th;s affected not mersly a handful of

women, Their number was.about two millions and a half.3

Their
condition really became deplorable, Noreover, since the cotton
piecegoods had formed the most important item of exports from the
Bengal Presidency during the period under review, the entire economy

of Bengal was adversely affected by the decline of the industry.

It would, however, be worthwhile to examine whether the
decline of the cotton industry resulted in an imbalance in the economy
as a vhole. There was, no doubt, that the decline of the cotton industry
‘in Bengal affected the weavers and spimners but to say that & serious
imbalance resulted from this would perhaps be going too far. To a

34 4t was a whole-time

considerable section of the people, &8s we have seen,
occupation. With the decline of the industry, these people lost their
'gainful ocoupation. The industry declined mainly becaunse of thé

cespation of the valuable export markets. But a notable thing is that

2 H.R, Ghosal : op.cit. PP. 44-45,
3 Quoted in H.R. Ghosal : op.cit. P.44.
3A Suprat Chapter V.
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the cessation of the export markets did not mean extinetion of the cotton
weaving am a profession. The profession of:thoae weavers who were engaged
in the\manufactﬁre of the finesb.qnality of §1oth3 wvas no doubt gone for
good. But there were certain other fabrics which were beat and cheaply
mamfactured by hand. Dr. Watson's remerk is very signif;caﬁt in this
connection.: "The native looms will continﬁe to yield the Embroideries,

the Shawle, the Carpets for which théy are already so famone".4 Moreover,
a seofion,of the weaving population kept themsselves engaged in weaving
Dhooties Chadders, Baftaes for the nstive people.” Thus we find that at

least in the cases of two classes of goods, the embroidered and the other
finer goods in which the hanﬁloom had & peculiar advantage, and the coarser .
kinds, which supplied the demands of the common people, the cotton weavers
of Bengal could essily hold their own. As a result of these local

employment opportunities, & section of the weavers could still maintain

1
\

However, it can scarcely be denied that affer the deocline
of the cotton in&ustry, the economy of Bengal did not remain quite the
same aéain. The weavers engaged in the production of finer goods lost
their occupation for good and’their ﬁnmber was considerable. They
ﬁrifted to the land avd the dependence of & considerable mumber of
people on agriculture who before only marginally depended on agriculture
tended to inoreasé. The inevitable decline in the urban population
( pertieulsrly in cities such as Dacca, Murshidabad and Santipore ) also
fold on the rural economy in the neighbourhood, since the de-urbanisafion

process considerably reduced the effective demand for agricultural produces.

4 Watson : Textile Mamfactures of India, F.7.

.5 Supra 1 Chapter - V.
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The effects of this process were however, partially vedressed
becauge the decline of the Cotton'industfy was followed by a phencmenal
expansion in the cultivation of wvaluable crops such as raw silk, sugarcane
and indigo, 88 a result of which the foreign trade of the'Presidency
increaaed very considerably after 1813. The increased production of
':aw materials and semi-manufactured goods considerably repaired the loss
the country had susteined because of the decay of the cotton industry.
"Indian ecomomic historiens are too often 6bg;;::%'with the decay of
Indian cotton memfactures to appreciate the remarkable growth of
trade in raw materidls."6 The groﬁth of foreign trade in different
rav naterials and semi-mamufactured goods nay briefiy.be noted. It is
notable that the regions specializing in the produotion of the new
export commoditiaa suoh a3 raw silk, sugar and indigo were not

necegsarily the ones where cotton pieoegoods wore previously mamufactured.

From the early 19th Century, the trade in cotton piecegoods fell
off and their place in the foreign markets was to a certain extent taken
by silk manmufactures but as the demand in England of raw silk increased,

empﬁaeis was given on cultivation of raw silk,

The Company took interest in Silk business efter the
acquisition of the Diwani of Bengal in 1765. The ryots were encouraged
to cultivate the mulberry plants on rent-free lands and soon experts from
Italy and Prance weia seﬁt to Bengal for teaching tﬁe indigenous workers
improved methods, particularly those in regard to reeling. But soon after
came the terrible famine of 1770-T71 which swept away one third of the entire

6 A. Tripathi : op.cit: P. 253.
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population of Bengal engaged in silk ocultivation all over Bengal.7

In spite of 1t, the Company gave all possible encouragement to the
producera of raw silk and as & reau1t9a satisfactory progress was
made by 1775 and the averags exports of raw silk to Englard during
the following decades rose to more than 5,60,000 "amall pounds® a

yearce

But after 1775, the Company sustained heavy losses in
silk trade owing to rise in the cost of production of raw silk and
hence trade was thrown open to privatelindividuals.g The Company
omitted raw silk from its investment. In 1785 again the Company
re?dked this privilege and reserved for'itself the exclusive right

of sending silk to Bngland, But the aille trade was slow to revive.

By the year 1792, owing largely to the adoption of the
Agency Syatem in 1787, the Company's prospects of silk trade became

brighter. The total volume of raw-silk obtained from several factories

in 1792 excesded twenty nine lacs of rupeas.‘o The Compeny's silk

trade received & set-back as a result of the French Revolutionary

Wars in Europe, when the Company's sales in London went down.11

Bengal Past and Present 3 XXIX. P, 37.

J.H,T. Walsh 13 gst of Murshidabad s P. 103.
J.Ce Sinha 1 op.cit. P. 176,

-—b
“ow -3

Progs Board of Trade, 23rd Dec, 1793, Prog no.192,Vol: 107.

Progas Board of Trade, 30th May, 1793, Prog no.39, Vol:104,Part I.
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The deprsssion in the Company's silk trade came to an end
in 1807. The rigorous enforcement of the Contenental System by
Napoleon "occasioned an entire cessation of the customary importation

of Italian raw silk into Great Britainﬁ.12

as a result of which the
demand for Bengal raw silk in British market increased tremendously!k
The number of filatures was increased and the total output of raw silk

nearly doubled in a few years.13

There was a remarkable increase in trade in silk after 1813
for the following ressons ¢ (i) the rapid decline in the exzport of Bengal
cotton piecegoods encouraged the Company to invest the'greatest part of
their capital in the ailk trade and Bemgal raw silk became the major item
of the Company's exports ; (ii) the Charter Act of 1813 gave a tremendous
impetus to trading activities and lastly, after the conclusion of the
Napoleonic Wars, intercourse with the countries that hed discontimed
their trede with India becesme possible. The average anmal export of
. raw 8ilk during the eight yoars ending 1820-21 amonﬁted to nearly
seventy five lacs of 'mpees.14 In the year 1819-20, the total export
of raw ailk reached the highest level and amounted to Rupees 94.10,74315
and the export to Great Britain alone in that year was more than sixty
geven lacs of rupees.16 In order to meet this increased demand, the

Company's opened a mew silk station at Santipore.17 .

The Sugar industry at first ocoupied the third and after 1813
the second place among the indigenous industries in the Bengal Presidency.

It had for long been an article of export. The native merchants

12 Progs Board of Trade, 2nd Sept, 1808, Vols 224.
13 Proge Board of Trade,22nd April,1814, Prog no. 14, Vol: 292,

1 GsA; Prinsep: Remarks of the External Commerce ani Exchanges of Benggl
1_ ) 3. 1 ?g H.H.Wilson: OESQ;EQ Po%?- ang Pe ! .
- 17 ogs Board of Trade, 15th Sept, 1820,.Prog no. 34, Vol: 372.
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controlled 1ts ezport and the anmael exportation of sugar in 1756 was
50,000 maunds which ‘yielded a profit of about 50 percent.'® During
tho next 30 yeers or so after Plassey, the industry suffered a
setback largely due to a rise in the prices of the article anﬁ the

increase in the charge of transportation..

The European merchants became attracted to the trade by
1787-88 and the export market of sugar brightened. However after
1805 there was a remarkable declime of trade, so much 8o that the

Company decided to wind up its sugar establishmenta.,

But fortunately after 1815 the prospects of the export of

sugar brightened and its export to Great Britain in 1814-15 was valued

19

at-gbout nine lacs of Tupess. The duty on sugar exported from

Calcutta was doubled but in spite of 4%, its export to the Mmided Ll

-Kingdom 1ncreasedland in 1826-~27, it was valued at more than 18 lacs

of rupees.zo

The production of indigo as an article of export roughly
dates from the 1780s. In 1788 the'total British import of indigo was

20,96,911 lbs of which "Aeia" ( including exports from Bengal ) supplied

21

6,22,691 lbe, In 1795, the totsl quantity imported was 43,68,027 1lba

of which Bengal supplied 29,55,862 1bs.22

In 1800, forty thousandij maunds
‘of indigo was exported from Calcutta to England. In 1810 the Court

observed "the article ( indigo ) appears to be established as a

18 Quoted in Milburn t: op.cit. Vol.II, P. 270.
19 H.phWilson ¢ op.cit. P,71.
20 Ivid.

21 Quoted in Benoy Chaudbhuri : Growth of Commercial égg;eultura in Bengal,
22 Ibid, P.80.



271

great staple of Bengal. 1t supplies much of the consumption of Europe
and no rival to it seems to arise ; it will therefore, probably contime

to be largely in demand®.>’

Indigo ﬁas produced in the delta regions of lower Bengal
and Bihar. Cultivation was extended even beyond Bihar. From the
statements of Ingigo factqries received from all the districts of
Bengal Presidency in 1830, we find that there were nine hundred and
eighty three factories in the whole of the Presidency, the number of

planters was 124 and the erea under cultivation was 17,22,405 b;ggas.24

The expansion in the production of raw silk, sugar and
indigo after 1813 resulted in a considerable increase of foreign trade.
Increased trade led to an increase of wealth. The Charter Act of 1813
also greatly stimulated trading activities, The economic activities
after 1813 afforded that much needed relief many people ua;ted and to a
great extent reduced the adverse effects of the decline of the cotton
industry on the economy of Bengal. Hence, the view that the balance in
the economy of Bengal was shaken after the decline of the cotton industry

is of doubtful validity.

The absolute dependence on the production of raw materisls,
particularly, raw silk, indigo and sugar had its wesknesses. Price

fluctuations greatly hit the production of these articles and the

23 Quoted in Benoy Chaudhury & op.cit. P. 80,

24 Statements prepared by H.Shakespeare in General Appendix and
report from the Select Committee on the Affeirs of the E.I.Company
(1832), PP. 295-305 and 333.
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market fpr these commodities was throughout charactarized by extremé
‘instdbility?s and it showedrthq dangers to the eoconomy a£ Bengal,
Tﬁe remed} iay in a quick indﬁetrialization,@u which aiona could
proevent her from being relegated to a position vhere she played onLaN
a subordinata and complimenta;y role of a raw matsrial producer.

This, however, did not happen.

: _The potential effects of the decline in the cotton
industry were thus partly counteracted by the development of other
" economic activities and by the exports of other commodities9there
is mo doubt that the declinme ia the cotton industry did to e
considerable extent adversely affect the ecomomy, However, the old
view that this resulted in a serious imbalance in the eoonomy and
in the so called 'ruralization' of Bengal seems to be only partially
valid.

The nature of the adveree effects of the partiocular
organisation of the cotton industry on the weavers during British rule’
has also sometimes been interpreted in a way which is difficult to
agree with, How the imposition of the new system affected the weavers
has been indicated eariier.as' However, some studies seem to have
migjudged the character of the pre-British prpduction organisation.
The effects of the nsw system 1ook more severs than what they actunlly
were, partly because of the faet that the pre-British system has been

25 K.N.Chaudhurli: Economic Development of India ete. PP, 27=29.
26 Supra: Chapter III.
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presented in these studies as an idyllic one. That the changes in
the production organisation during British rule were for the worse
. cannot be denied. However,'it would be wrong to argue that the

previous system was without its faults,

In this connection, two things need to be stressed :-
(1) the so-called 'independence', 'freedom' of the weaver has
sometimes been misjudged ; (ii) the impression about the prosperity
of the weaver community in general before British rule also does not

seem to be an entirely well-founded one.

Even under the pre-British system, very many weavers were
under the circumstances largely deperdent on merchants or mahajan for
.the nocessary advances or for the marketing of their products or for
both.,??  Some weavers did weave traditional varieties of cloths for
the open market, but "more often they appeared to work for partiocular
merqhants who provided working capital for a guaranteed supply of cloths
which were frequently of a special type, suitable only for certain export
marketa".28 The cases where the weavers could sell directly to the
consumer were undoubtedly very few. This probably happensd where the
cotton manufactiures did not "provide more than pertial means of
subsistence and where the dhvision of labour has not procecded beyond the

rudimentary level". One of the important reasons of this inevitabdls

27 The point has recently bcen emphasiged in a highly perceptive Paper
by KeN.Chaudhuri *The Structure of Indian Textile Industry in the
Seventeenth and Eighteenth Centuries' in “"The Indigh Economic and
Social History Review" Vol: Eleven Numbers two & Three, June-Sept,1974+
See the Section, 'The - orgaenisation and structure of Textile
Production in India', - What follows is based on this paper.
28 bid, P. 147.
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dependence on the merchants was the differentiated characker of the
Inﬂian‘ﬁ?xtilei industry and under such circumstances it was not difficult
"for traders to assume control over the artisans through thelr greater

experience of the market”.zg

About the general economic conditions of the weavers under
the Pre-British system, we still know very little. There are, however,
indications that the weaver community in general was far from prosperous.

A recent book on Trade and Commercial Organisation in Bengal, 1650-1720,

tﬁus concludes : 'From various reference in the records of the Company,
it appears that "the lot of the poor weavers"™ remained the same despite
the increase in production and competition among the buyers.' The plight
of the weavers is Qmply illustrated by the factors’ correspondence which
often described it in such phrases 88 —.. "weavers cannot subsist or lie
long idle" or "weavers live from hand to mouth", or "such needy a
generation as the weavers are": 30 The author argues that the
middle-man system was responsible for'their "exfreme poverty"., Dr. K.N.
Chaudhuri also refers to "the Universal poverty of the weavers repeated
with such persistence throughout the 17th and 18th Centuries", though he
finds it difficult to explain it "in view of their equally well~-recorded

spatial and occupational mobility".31

A firm conclusion cannot be reached without more detailed
regearches in the subject. However, the weavers seem to have faced eerﬁoue
privations from time to time. It is notable that the causes which caused
such privations were largely different from the ones ai® caused the weavers!'

poverty during the British rule.

29 K.N.Chaudhuri's Paper, op.cit. P.148.

30 Sushil Chaudhuri: Trade and Commercial Organisation in Bengal,16%50-1720,

31  R.N.Chaughuri's Paper, op.cit. P.171. ‘331.1975. PP. 237-38.



SELECT GLOSSARY

Abwabs H Cesaes

Amil 3 Officer appointed for the purpose of
collecting revenue either on behalf of
the govermment or of the revenue farmer,.

4

Amla t  Subordinate Native Officer.

Arzee : Petition.

Arcot Rupee : Originally coined by the Nawab of Arct,

9 afterwards by the English, Dutch and

French Companies, gross weight varying
from 171 to 170 grains,

Assar . H A Bengali month corresponding to the
seoond half of June and first half of
July. '

Assin . : A months which corresponds to the
second half of September and first
half of October.

Assal H Principal, original.

Aurung : Place of manufacture.

Aumeen H Native Surveyor.

Banian ‘ 3 A Native merchant or trades_man. = -



Banee
Barkandazes

Batta

Beoparies

Bhaudon

Bighe

Bootias
Chadar

Chakla
Chattacks
Chouky ( chokey)
Choukidar
Chuprassy

Cora

-

-
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Wage,

Accompanying guarda.

Amount added or deducted from any
paymenf accordiﬁg to the currency
in which it is made as compared with
a fixed sfandard coin.

‘Petty Merchant,

A~monfh corresponding to the second
helf of August and firet helf of

'September.

A measﬁre of land equal to one

third of an acre.

A Mongolian caste of Tibetan oriéin.

Wrapper or bed sheet.

C A large division comprehending

a number of Parganas,

T%th part of one seer,

A custom house = also &
Police Station.

Watchman,
Native Orderly.

Unhleached'state.
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Corge - s »Twen’cy.

Coas ' ' ¢ ' A measure of about two miles.
Cooly : Labourer.

Current BRupee : Rupee in which the Company's

accounts were kept.

Cuttance T A fémale spinner,

Dak _I ' E nau;

D‘alal ' ‘ . Broker; '

Darkhast :  Potition.

'Dax.'oga : | H Hative Inspeotoi; or

Superintendent or Overseer.,

Dastai: o A Pern;it;

Dee { Dih ) : A village.

Dhooties \ ¢ Coarse wvhite cloths worﬁ

o ' by the male,

Dislvan | | i Receiver-General of a Province :

Revenue Minister.

Diwani t The Office or juriazdioction
' of a Diwan.

Dewanee Adawlut : A Court for trying reveme
’ 1 and other Civil causes.



Dﬁetoree
Dus Mussa Rupee
Farman

Faujdari Adawlut

Gandas

Comasta
-Golah
gungss

Guzgees

Hat ( Haut )

Hatchittas
Hookumnamah

Huzur ( Hazur )

e

e

>b
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Customary reward or payment,
Pefquisi‘be.

It means ten mashas or abouﬁ
150 grains in weight.

An Imperial Decree.

A Court having charge of the
Police and with jurisdiction
in all criminal matters.

Small change subsidiary
to rupee,

20 gundas = 1 anna

16 annas = 1 Rupee

An Indian Agent.
Godown.
Village marts,

. Hovin
Coarse undergarmentsﬁPy the

male in the upper part of
the body .

Village market held only
on certain days in a week.

Handwritten Beceipts,
An order,

Ruleé, Master,



Jagir

Jeyte
Japgendar.

Junma

Kachari(Cutcherry)

Karkhana
Kharch

Kist
Kistibundee
Kutcha (Eacha)
Mahajan T
Halguzafi
Mandal

Mauza

Maund

[ 2]

e

*.

-

: manufacturés.'
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An assigmment,

A mouth corresponding to the

gecond half of May and the

firat half of June,

An officer attached to a factory
for appreising the value of the

The total of land revenue
assessment,

The public office where the
revenue transaction is
conducted,

Workshop.

Expenditure.

Inséalment.

Paymont by instalments.

. Raw, ocrude.

Hérchant, Money lender.
Paying revenue or rent,
Headman, .

Village.

40 3eers or 37.250 kilogran,



-Hoch&g&ﬁ@iﬂgchelka)
‘Mofussil

Mohrier (Mohurir)
Nedibd

an&b;'

‘Nizaéat Ad;wlﬁt
Paddy -

Pargana
Perwannah(Perwansa)

Patta (Pottah)

Pykar
Poon

Ple

Raffugars

Raja

Romai&,
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4 dsclaration in writiﬁg.
.Interior of the conntry;
Hative AocouﬁtélCIerﬁ.
Deputy.

The governor of a province under
the Mughal Government.

)

The Court of Criminal Justice.
Rice in the husk,
Sub~-division of a district.

. Notioe for obedience.
A document granted io the
cultivators specifying the
conditions on which the lands
are- held,

An Intermediary desler.

An inferior officer.

'_T%E" part of Indian Rupee.
People who were employed to
repair the muslins that were-

spoiled during bleaching.

King.

, Handkerchief, towel.
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Ryot : Peaaa.né, cultivator, tenant.
Rowdnah s A certificate from a Collector
of Customs authorising goods to

pase withdut payment of further duty.

Sadar

"

The chief seat of Government,

Sadar - Dewanee — Adawlut : Chief Civil Court.

Saunyasis _ : Wandering fakirs. .
Sanad 't A vritten authority.
Seer H A measure of weight slightly

less then a kilogran,

Sicea Rupee t - These are worth 16 percent better
than Curreat Rupee,

Taggudgars s Collectors of cloth.
Thana : Police Station.
Tom Tom ‘ s - Horse conveyance.

Zapindar - ¢  Lend holder - Proprietor.

Zillsh <8 Distriot.



APPENDICES

REGULATIONS FOR THE WEAVERS

APPENDIX I

NO. IA

The Regulation for weavers of April 1782 were aimed
against intercopers. It vas reco:ded in the Proocaedings of Board

of Trade ( Commercial ), 3rd June, 1783 Prog mo. 30, Vol: 37.

It provided "that the purchasers of the said cloths
apparently knowing them to be the property of the Company by the
secret and olandestine manner which they take to procure them or
by the notoriety of the weavers being in the Company's employ who
6ff§ra to dispose of them..on proof of the fact, shall be liable
to punishment by the adawlut, according to the nature of their
offence and cloths so purchesed shall be confiscated™.
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APPENDIX NO: IB

On 18th Juiy, 1786} 21 regulations were passed. Some

of the regulations were as follows

‘ Regulation No IX provided "And for the better asceriaining
the mumber of weavers in gach d;striot in the Company'e gmploy as well
as the nﬁturé and extent of their respective ongagements, it is hereby
dﬁreqted that overy woaver be fufnished with a ticket epgdifying the
.name. the pla&e of abode and cooty ﬁnﬂer which he works and containing
an account of the dates and periods of advances made; the value of the

cloths of goods he ghall from time to time deliver in return®.

A ‘ Regu;ation Ro., X’ provided “Tﬁat at the emd of each year or
expiration of each ganagsment, the Commercial Resident of his iepfeaen-
tative ahéll éign to the adéustment of guch weévers' accounts and receive
the weavers' signature to the oounterpart‘thereof. which latter shall

remain at the Factory or Cootey to pe produced whenever called for".

Regulation No. XI 3 "upon any weaver falling to deliver
cloths according to the statea periods agreed upon, the Company's agent
ghall be at liberty to place peons upon them and keep them under
restraint®.
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Regulation No. XII : "If any weaver in the Company's
service should be convicted of selling cloth either by himself, any
of his family, Journeymen or by any agent to any other merchants or
dealers whatever whilst he is defioiaﬁt in his deliveries according
to the stated periods of his agreement with the Company, such offender
ghall be punished in & regular process and conviction in the Judicisl

Courts®,

Regulation No. XIII ¢ "And whereas a practice has prevailed
of selling cloths provideq by the Company's advances olandentinely to
the individuals apparently because it suits private‘dealers best to buy
without risking balances, ready-made goods and those of the finer
agsortments which the Company's weavera long supported by them and

enabled by their advances, produce.”

"It 18 hereby resolved and orﬁered that the purchashers of
the said cloths apparently knowing them to be property of the Company
by the secret and clandestine manner which they teke to procure them or
by the notoriety of the weavers being in the Company's employ who offer -
to dispose of them, on proof of the fact, shall be liable fo puniéhments
by the Adauluts according to the nature of his offence and the clotha so
purchased shall be coafiscated®,

Regulation No., XIV 3 "And whereas it has been alleged by those
whose interest it was to make such purchases that the Company's weavers
cannot be distinguished from others, it is hereby ordered that a list or
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register of the weavers employed by the Company in every Pergunnah be
atuck up by the Commercial Agent thﬁse in the Cutcherry of that
Pergunnsh and the same to be corrected at the beginning of every week
or nmonth according to the alteration that shall have happened in the

woek or month preceding®.

Regulation No. XV1I :‘ﬂﬁbavers with whom compulsion is used
to enter into agrecments or who are not paid for their oloths according
to the agreémepts voluntarily made between them and the Company's servants
or contractors, may complain in the fifst plaée, if injury is offered by
native agents, to the Commereial Resident, or contractor under whom they
aot. ; A1f the injury is offered by the Resident or COnfraetor himself, or
if he gives no redresa againstxhis agents, oomplaints may be made to the
Collector of the district im which such weavers reside and the said
Collector is hereby required to enter into an intelligent anﬂ impartial
examination of such complaint and if he judges it expedient to represent
the same to ?he Commercial Resident or Contractor, to receive his answer
and determine thereupon eithar to dismliss the Complaint or to refer it to
the Presidency and the weavers if dissatisfied with the conduct of the
Collector may themselves represent thelr case at the Presidency. But in
order that the encouragement may not hence be taken for false or frivolous
complaints, in the view of sluding the performance of fair arguaent or of
proouring improper advantages, all manufacturers are hereby informed that
Complainfa which are found to be really groundless will be duly punished,

and of this, Collectors are also desired to take proper notice®.
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. Another set of Regulations was issued on the 23rd July, 1787.

Regulation I "The weavers shall give at least 2 fortnight's
notice when they intend not. to take further advances".

Regulation II : "If they have not fulfilled their engagements
by the periqd agreed -on, they shall not work for newer engagements nor for

bazar sales, until those engégements are completed.”

Regulation III : "When any weaver fails to deliver cloths at
the stipulated periods he has engaged for, the Compeny's agent or
;ep;egentgtive shall be at liberty to place peons upon him, in order to
quicken his deliveries". '

Regulation IV s “;f not-withstanding, any weaver shall by
‘himself‘or any other persons, sell cloths to private merchants, European or
natives. dealers or agents of whatever kind, whilst he is deficient in his
stipulated deliveries to the Company, such offender may be prosecuted in
the Dewanee Adaulut snd upon comviciion ehell be adjudged to forfeit

¢loths so 80ld with coats of sults besides and moreover be still obliged

to complete his engagements®,
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Regulation V 3 "Persons procuring from weevers in the
Company's servibé, by the offer of ready money or on pretence of
previous engagements which are not avowed, cloths really wrought
for th§ Company and with advances, knowing such cloths to be the
right of the Company, either by the mark upon them or the
traﬁéactiona betweon the weavers from whom they procure them and
the Compény or having reasons for such knowledge from the ﬁotoriety
of those weavers being in the Company's employ, shall on the proof
of the fact in the Adauluts, be subjects to such pun;ehments az the

nature of the offence may appear to deaerve”.'

Regulation VI s "A list of register of the weavers
employed by the Company in every Pergunnah with their places of
sbode, shall be stuck up by the Commercial Agenmts 'there, in the
cutqhorry of that Pergunnah®, .
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APPENDIX NO3

Additional supplement to the Regulations for
veavers 30th Sept 1789,

Regulation XV : "Weavers possessed of more than
one loom &nd entertaining one or more workmen, shall be subject
to the following ponalties on failing to deliver cloth at the
otipulated period expressed in writpen agreement, To the Company
for every piece of cloth not delivered acoording to the agreement,
35 percent on the stipulated price of such cloth, besides the

repayment of money advanced for the seme®.
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The form of engagemonts entered into by the weavers employed
under the Dacca factory for the provision of the investment of 1791‘wa§ as
follows : (Recordeéd in the Proceedings of the Board of Trade (Commercial)
10th May, 1791, Prog no. 34, Vol:s 92).

"Wo ... woavers of the surung ... fully understanding the
contents of the Regulations of the 23rd July 1787 and 30th October 1789
engage to manufacture on account of the Company the several qualities of
cloths ~w=w= the thread of the warp and woof shall be properly twisted and
sorted, the 32 folds shall be made well and even throughout and the cloths
shall be all of the established dimensions in length and breadth.™

"Our deliveries shall consist of three letters, A, B and C.
Should any of them being compared with the musteré bejudged inferior to C,
they shall be ferretted and held in the deposit in the Cotee and we will
in the course of the next Kist replace them with cloths equal to the musters.
The oloths will then be returned. Should we f£ail to replace them with proper
cloths within the appointed period théy shall be sold at public suction and
oredit be given to us for the sales after deducting 15 percent as compensa-
tion for the interest, risk and éharges. In cases, where any of us possessing
more than one loom with journeymen fail in our stipulated deliveries, we will
pay according to the Regulation of 30th Sept., 1789, 2 pemnalty of 35 peroenf

on the amount together with repayment of the advance received."
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ENDI
34 | )

PETITIONS OF THE WEAVERS

l;etit:lon from the Dacca Weavers - no date received by
the Board of Trede Tth Februsiy 1775 recorded in the Proceedings
_of Boerd of Trade ( Commercial ) 10th Feb., 1775, Vols I.

"Pime out of romembrance, the goods of this place have
been furnished to the Company by means of Dellolls and Pycars and
a fine trade allowed. In 1181 ( Bengalee year ) when Mr. Barwell
vas Chief, Mr, Day and Bikkrum Takoor having dismissed the Dellolls
am_i Pycars receivad themselves the Company's advences after which
Mr, Day end Bikkrum ’fakoor haﬁng called us before theﬁ oxrdered us
to bring them cloths equal to the musters of Mr. Cartépr~and they
would give us 20 pe;cent more. than we received from Hr.’ Cartéer.
Ve ansﬁered that Mr. Grﬁaber and Bikkrum Tekoor wanted to give us
25 percent the :year before but we gave for answer that by the Famine
a groat mmber of lpeop,les died and materials were bScome soarce and
dear and we would not consent to this proposal of Nr. Grueber's.
Bikkrum Tskoor told us fhat he woﬁld have ‘the cloths from us;, that
they should be equal to Cartier's musters and that we should have no
‘more thgm’ 20 percent advances. When we heard this, ve vere afraid
aﬁd ran avgy. But wo were seiged by force by peons and brought back
vhen Mr. Day and Bikkrum Takoor t'old us to make our clothas better than
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last and they would take from ﬁs; the letters A, B & C at an advanced ‘
. price of 20 percept. Having sald this they gave us money after vhiéh
we did our businesss for the-Oompanyhin security but the cloths we had .
of our own or belonging to Merchants, Mr. Da} and Bikkrum Takoor
foroibly took from us and for every Rupee worth wanted to give us

8, 9 or 10'agpgs‘£or vhich reason, we would not take the mone&.
‘Afterlfhis, peons were placed over us and we were forced to take
advances and g;vezaacéipts for them and oﬁligations vere demanded

from us‘thgt ue'uquld furnish no other Mquhants with goods, To this,
we pa@e great objections_but wore forced to comply. After this, we
made our cloths of the fi:st quality or letter A when our goods were \\\\

assorted into six lettors.” \

o "We complained of this, but were driven out of this
Fgctory. Hr., Day and Bikkrum Tekoor t&ok a large quantity of the
Company®s cloths for themselves and fixed the price at 10 or 12 annas
in proportion to a Rupee which Qrice they wanted us to taks, Never

any gentlemen behaved in so oppressive a manuer before.®
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APPENDIX NO: 3B

. Petition from the weavers of Sonargong uander Dacca
factory no date received by the Board of Trade 10th Feb, 1775
and recorded in the Proceedings of Board of Trade (Commercial)
10th Fed 17#5. Vol.I, |

"Fron fime immemorial our families heve worked for

the Company under Dellolls and Pycars. We received advances and
ﬁu;hiﬁhed.éoods to their account, In the year 1181 (Bengalee year),
Mr. Barwell toock from Hr.‘Day and the Dellolls, the charge of thie
: factory and himself gave orders to the Dellolls. Afber this ‘
Mr. Barwell and his Dewan, Narain Das, came to Sonariong and ordered
that we should make cloths gQﬁal to the muster of those made in

Mf. Cartier's time and he would give us 20 percent more then we hed
from ¥r. Gartier?u We answered that the last year Mr. Gruecber offered
'tn'give us 25 Rupgeé advances in each hundred rupees but that a great
mmber of weavers, Cuttenies having died in the famine, the price of
materials had been raised and we could not consent to Hr, Grueber's
proposition, This year, Mr. Day ordered us to produce cloths of &
better quality than the last year of the 1st, 2nd and 3rd quality
and he would take them and he would.give us 20 psrcent more'than

the price of last year and héving made this often, he advanced us



299

money after which Mr. Day confined us and took an obligation
from ns that we could not be1employad for any other Merchants.
After this we had made our ocloths of a good quality and

Mr. Day came to Sonargong and examined then as being of the first
three qualifies'A, B & C-after 'which he returned to Dacca with
ﬁge'clqthsnuhen.he rated tge gna;ity of the g;oths at D, E & F'
and insisted that the prices should be in proportion. We
complained heavily of this grievance when Sepoys'were ordered
to beat us and drive us awey. In the same forcible manner,

' we have been obliged to furnish our c;othﬁ_fc: the whole year
and have névgr haq the advance of 20 percent paid to us as

o agréed by Mr, Day."
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Petition of the sundry weavers of Santipore, Mddia and
other places ( under Santipore ) delivered to Mr. Bebb at Santipore,
the 12th July, 1786 recorded in the Procecdings of Board of Trade
( Commercial ) 25th July, 1786 Prog no.6, Vol: 51, Part II.

"For many years, we have been employed to make oloths
for the Company but since the business of the aurung has been
carried on by contract, we have suffered great hardships. During
the management of Mr. Beauland, Kissore Sandel his gomastah, his
delloll and the servants who carry on the present contract for the
Investment of 1784-85, we have not been able to supply ourselves
with food ér cloths because superfine cloths are prized as oniy
fine, fine as middling and middling oloths are ferretted anmd then
retained as the Dutch ( or ordinmary ) sort, at an underprice.
Advances are made to us for Nainsooks and whon we deliver them,
they a re@ also ferretted, termed Dutch and retained at an underprice.
From such dealingé. ve are great sufferers and thread being extremely
dear we are under the necessity of selling our households utensils
for our subsistence :and c¢an no longer remain here. We agre at s
loas how to represent all we suffer from Mr, Beauland and the

present gomastzh and servants., We request of you, Sir, to put
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persons in the surung who arc experienced in the manufacture of
oloth and let us deliver cloths agreeable to the Sudder ( Exﬁort
Warchouse ) musters and we will cheerfully go on with our work.
The cloths that ma&ibe ferrotted upon the mmusters, we desire may
be returned to us. If_the‘gomastg.ana,all the present servants
at thig auruang are’ removed apd others sent instead of them, we
will remain and earry on theibnsinesalbut if not, we oanndt,‘

. 8tey here and live. We are poor people. We await your

- orders™,
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APPENDIX HO: 3D

Translete of a petition presented by the weavers ofi
Cooties Mohunpore, Duguapore, Ramchunderpore and ‘Maurker M‘okauma
aubordiﬁate to Sonomooky. No date Recorded in the Proceedings
of Board of Trade ( Commsrcial ).8th Julj, 1791, Prog.no. 46, Vol: 93,

Firstly; "we have from time immemorial been employed by
the Company and furnish cloths according to our advances and have
never been beaten off otherwise maltreated but in this present yeer,
the CGentleman at the Sorool Cooty beats and ill-treats us. We are
poor artificers and cennot remain and work under such treafment ag

" we now receive®,

Secondly, "at the different factories, ?aggudgars are
employed but notwithstanding this, peons are put upon us who occasion
a very great expense to us., We are poor artificers and the unjust
charge for.peons occasions great loss to us ; and therefore ocannot

at this rate fulfill our engagement but wait your commanda®.

Thirdly, "we now contimme to deliver to the Company cloths
of the same quality as we have always been accugstomed to deliver but
now these cloths are refused to be received and are ferretted and
aftervards are purchased from us for ready money which not only occasions
‘& great loss to us in the price but disables us from completing our

deliveries. We are poor people and are ruined by this practice.
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Fourthly, "advances are forcibly made to those weavers among
us who are umable to make cloths of the Company's assbrtmenta and
thereforé these weavers aro obliged to purchase their cloths and deliver
them to the COmpaﬁy at the ioss of one rupee per plece, Ws are poor
men and are not sble to support this loss and therefore beg that these

weavers may be oxempted from taking advances,"

Fifthly, "the Company's clothé have always been washed at
Dignagur Cooty but now the washing place is changed to the Sorool Cooty
and the cloths are transported from Dignagur to Sorocol Cooty upon
bullocks and are during the trip obliged to cross 3 or 4 rivers which
during the rainy season occasiéns the cloths to be stained in many places
and are also dirtied by mud getting to them, This occasions the cloths
to be ferfetted and we are obliged to pay e&s a fine upon every piece of
cloth that is rejected fifteen gundas. This fine was never formerly
impoged and we afterwards experience & great loss in selling these cloths
which are rejected on account of stains, We are poor people and beg that
the washing of the cloths may again be performed at Dignagur and then we

shall be able to remain and fulfil our engagementa”,

Sixthly, "we last year went to Caloutte and brought from
thence a Hookumnamah from the Board of Trade which we gave to the
Gentieman.ét Sorool which Hookumnamah is now in his possession and

contained an order that weavers should only work for the Company
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voluntarily and without compulsion. Notwithetanding this, weavers
‘'who are not inclined to take advances from the Company are beaten
and otherwise forced to receive them and further those weavers who
are not inclined to enter into engagements any further than what
they could fulfiljare forced to receive more advances than they can
memfacture for. We are poor artificiers and are lebouring under
this injustice. You are the mester of the country and wérhumbly

beg for redrqss that we may be able to remein in security. This

is our request”.

Signed Godadhur Dutta, Nayan Doss
Neetaee Kaar, Manick Raik

Khanoo Sook, Rogonaut Doss
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PENDIX KO3

The petition of weavers and working men of aurung Hurripaul
end six dependent aurunge there No date Recorded in the Procecedings

of the Board of Trade ( Commercial ) 29th Kov, 1791, Prog.no.80, Vol:95.

"That formerly our piecegoods had been measured in our presence
and if any piece thereof had been a little less in measurement, then price
of that less had been de@ucted according to custom and the.piece never had
been refused to be taken. but in this year on the contrary of the same ==
Debnath Bundapaudie, cloth measurer, out of his covetousness of receiving
bribe artfully in our absence, made our Gold Hoad Pieces less in his
second measurement, after they were washed in their first wash and were
sorted by Thomas Philpot Esqr. ---~ tho’ be the said cloth measurer hes
~made them perfect pleces in his first measurement when they . .were pnwashed.
Thomas Philpot Esqr. not only :efueed to take these pieces in customeble
less price but also ocut ‘their four corners in order to render them
unvendable for proper rate ( which will be 600 to 700 pieces in number and
therefore some piecés ve brought with us to show you ) and also some of us
whose piece were so dons, he bringing to Factory put their leggs into the
atépks till two whole days, without éating and drinking and next day he
coming himself then gave each of them twelve strokes with rattan in
binding his hands to & pillar and insisting peons upon him took back from
his rupees instead of teking from him in a few days according to custonm,
other perfect pieces for his so done less pieces. Tho' at present we have
been weaving pieces more broad than sample pieces and yet Thomas Philpot
Esqr. by instruction of the said cloth measurer refuses to take -then,

saying they are iess in breadth®,
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The following is transiate of a petition which has been
preasnted to the Board of Trade by some weavers of Dacca factory :
Recorded in the Proceedings of the Board of Trade, 318t March, 1794
Prog. no. 22, Vol: 109, Part II.

"Ye have for a long time taken advances for several sorts
of cloths and have delivered cloths of the letters A, B & C. agreeable
to musters. Whenever any small quantity has been ferretted they have
been taken into the letter D. HMr, Taylor for the firat two years of
his Resb:dency acted accordingly. But eince the last year that Gentleman
colluding with this Jeseendar and Gomastah has ruined us aund we are left
without the means of support.' He lowers the price of every assortment.
Cloth of 2100 are teken as 2000 threads, in the letters C & D and eoven as
1900 threads and the handkerchiefs middling are taken as ordinery inm the
letters ¢ & D. In this manner the aforesaid gentleman takes every other
assortment at an undervalue and unfair prizing. Besides this, having
made advances on his own aoocount, he received a few pieces as A, B & C
and ferretting the remainder, he required us to give a writing for the
delivery of them as Ds Ve dempired that they might be compared with the
musters and teken accordingly, but to this he paid no regard and we
being remediless gave the writing. Thus, year after year, according to
‘hié pleasure, he takes the cloths in 7 and 8 letters. He also takes
clothe of 10 Rupees price at Rupee five in the 2nd, 3rd and 4th letiers

and thus he takes every assortment. Moreover, last year and also this
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yoar, he has taken cloths in 10 and 12 lotters. In this manner, large
balances have been made to be owing to him on his own account, which
afterwards have been deducted from the Company's advances in consequence
of which the Company's business had fallen in a;rears. Further, the said
gentleman complaining in the Dewanee Adawlut has caused 10 or 15 weavers
to be confined in the Jail. Never before did any gentlemen practise
suqh‘Oppreesions, On pretence of our ?ai;ure in the_Kistbundse, he
demands 35% profit aqd 1%‘inte:est. On hearing this, we remonstrated
personslly with the gentléman bgt were told by him that the monsy must
be peid., Seeing this injustice, we were about ﬁo come to Caloutta when
- the gentlemen hearing our intention sent for us and without making any
investigation told us that he acted by the Board's orders and that we must
pay the money, Afterwards, the gentleman having beaten us said we might
apply to the Board but that it would not avail us. ;n the»time of
former gentleman, Kistbundees wers settled but we who labour for our
daily support never then paid any profit or interest. These geatleman
conducted the business so as tp conciliate the weavers but Mr. Taylor
en@eabours to effect our ruin, We request that these matters may be

enquired into".

Dated 3rd Choit; 1200 B.S.
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APPENDIX NO: 3G

Translate of petition of Kallee Churn and others, weavers
of dhittagong aurungs dated 12th Jyta, 1200. Recorded in the Proceedings
of the Board of Trade (Commercizl) 28th May, 1795, Prog. No.32, Vol: 110.

The underaignedipersons deputed for Kashoob Komna, Roton Rohunaut,
Dyéree'sona, Boﬁanee Kata, ShantaABubugan Bona, Gopee Kora and others to the
number of three hundred and sixty weavers in the village of Chore Baﬁamonee
in the Pergunnsh of Sundeep under the Zillah of Ielagabad, humbly represent
that from the Bngliah year 1789 to 1793 ( altogether S years ) in the time
of Mr. Harria and Mr. Coales, Hya Govindee. gomastah, when he made advancee
for the cloths, grievously 09pressed us the particulars of which this
petition is going tp gset forth.

1. | At the aurung of Buckipore. no batta upon Sicca rupee is
taken but the aforesaid gumastah unjustly takes yearly 17 gundas out

of every rupee that he paya use.

24 | He gets rupees of full weight from the collector's treasury

and g:lves ue those that are defioient.

3 Ffom fhe'year 1789 %o 1793 ( five yearé ) he deducted from
our advances one thousand six hundred and twenty rupaes which he said

was for the Collector 8 uas.
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4, . At the end of the year, the salid gomastah ﬁnder the pretence

that there is a deficiency in the measurement, deduqts four annas, eight
annas or a. rupee from the price of each plece but was he to actvfairly we
should get the full value of them. By this means, we never raceive above

half the wages that are judtly our due.

Se We understand thet upon the balance due from to the Company
from the weavers, no inte;est is ever charged but the said gomastéh

takes it from us by force.

64 When a weaver commite a fault, he is fined if he is not able

to pay ready money, the saild gomastsh makqs him give a Bond for the amount.
Te He charges fine or six amnas to each man for Dewan's fee.

8. - Kinnor Ram, the writer, Helup Zemmidar and the Zilladar, the
seryaﬁfs‘of the_aaid gomastah meke thelr 6wn private advances of two
rupees for a plece of cloth but take those of four rupees value without

the permission of the Company.

9. ¥hen we teke our cloths to him, he does not put a fair
valuation upon them, but priges them at one rupee or one rupee and four

aﬁnas less than they are worth.

We, the 360 weavers abovementioned do not like this said Hya
Govindee'gomastah. We humbly reéueat that another may be appointed and that

yoﬁ will sumnon him to Calecutta and enquire into the affair or else that you

will be pleased to write to the jJudge to examine into it.
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APPENDIX RO: 3H

v

Translation of a petition from the weavers of Sonabarreah
aurung, & dependency of the Santipore faotofy tq the Board of Trade,
dated 26th Jamary, reogived 30th January, 1801. Recorded in the -
Prooqedit_zgs'oflthe Board of Trade ( Commercial ) 3rd February, 1801,

Prog. no. 9; Vols 151,

~ "We have been in the Hon'ble Compauw'q employ a long time
and delivered cloths agreeable to the edvances made us which were
apprgised on musters and rece;ved. For the last six or seven years.
Jogomohun Chowdhary, the gomastah and Ramanund Bhadoory, the
Cash Keeper of the upﬂer factory a; Monohurgunge have taken a
. perquisite of oné rupee upon every eight or nine rupees of the
advances made us, before they will pay the money. When we have
wove cloths of the sort for which we have received advances we
deliver them to the gomastah of the Under Factory who examines
and receives them after which Seebram Sandyal and Pawchoo Jawcho;E;r
in concqit together change ail\thq descriptions of the cloths in
our absence at Sonabarea prize them as third, fourth and fifth letter
and after éispatching the same to Calcutta put down the prizings in
our tickets. In this manner, they cause us & loss of three or four

rupees per piece”.
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"Ho deducts half an anna out of every iupee as
brokerage,' We do not know wha£ species of money they receive
from Government but when there is b@tt& on Gold Mohurs, they pay
us in that coin end when there is a premium,pfvcﬂld Mohurs, they
-'gi#g us fupees of all deseriptions,Adefiqient. one anng or one
anna and a half each, whereby we snffer:heavy_losees.. Lebouring
-undar all theae'oppressions,;we<gaing~t0~rgin.v Ve, thereﬁore.
pray, that the Board will be pleased to summon the Head goﬁastah
Seebram Sandyal, Pawchoo Jswchondar, Jogomohon Chowdhury, the
gdﬁasﬁah’and the Cash Keeper Ramamund. Bhaudoory and grant us

redreoss®,
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APPERDIX NO3 31

Trapslatiqn of & ﬁetition from sundry_weavers of
Dooarhatta aurung in Hurrj.paul fa_ctory to the ﬁoard of Trade
_d.ated the 12th Feby, 1801, recorded in the Proceedings of the
Board of ‘Prede ( Commercial ) 3rd March, 1801, Prog. No. 17,
Vol: 152, Part I.

. ~ "We are unwilling to weave cloths for tl;e Hon’ble
Company. The gomaetah has g:h}en us advances and put us to
great expe nge for peon_charges and will not pay us the balances
due to us. He places peons over those who are in balance to the
Factory ami" collects the outstanding balances in this manner,
We, therefore pay that the Board will order Mr, Philpot, the
Resident at Dooarhatta to receive whatever balances stand againet
us after gz‘.ving‘us qredit for what ia due and exoﬁse us from

roceiving advances”.



313

Translation of a petition from Tonoo Daasg, xothoor Gooyen
and othar weavers ot blue cloth belonging %o the under factories of
Gouripoor, Khanpoor, Goorap, Golagore and Majenan appertaining to
Golagore to the Board of Trade in the COmmercial Deptt., dated the
8th and received the 11th July, 1804 : Recorded in the Proceedings
of the Board of Trade ( Commercial ) 17th August, 1804, Proé. no, 63,
Vol: 176.

"We have béen receiving advances from the Hon'ble Company
throﬁgh the Résident of Golegore faoctory fér 8 long time gnd furnishing
"different sorts of cloths in doing which we were never donme injustice
%o fhe  time of any Resident."

"Mr. Hilliams being appointed to the above facfpry in thé
#aar 1802‘began practising various acts of inéuatice through the collusion
of the servants of the factory Qn which we preferred several complaints to
him, to which he pald no attention but beat us unjustly and sent us away®.

"We are poor, our families,are,ruinsd:thruugh,the injustice
of the Resident and the servante of the factory and we are suffering

groat hardship for want of the means of subsistence®.
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"We beg leave to reﬁreaent to the Board that we are
suffering seversely from acts of injustice and hereafter state the
several heads under which the Résident and the servants have unjustly
Ataken ninety thousand rupees from us and pray that they will be pleased
to persus them and send for the servants and render us Justice or that
they will have the kindness to depute an ameen to investigate the several
hegds anq rgndqr us_iha§ is Juetly gue to us that we may be enabled po
_rqmain in our villages and rgoeive advances and furnish the Factory with
cloths or that‘thgy will be p;eaaed to grant us leave to quite our native

villages and settle in ofhers.“

. First, "Nr. Williams received two pieces of cloth of the
first letter from each weaver belonging to the five factories and prized
them at 8ix rupces and & half per piece but pald us at the rate of four

only and ¢told us that he would do us good®.

He received eight thousand pieces of cloth which at
' . 6-8 per piece is ese 52,000
He paid to us at is. 4 per piece vee 32,000
Balance due by him PN 20,000

' Seoond, "the factory gomastah on receiving the cloths examines
them and seep if they are damaged or torm, the same cloths.are then forwarded
to the Factory at ‘'Pundwa'’ wheore they are not sorted in our presence and

clothes of the first and second letters are prizéd under the fourth and fifth
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and 1f they have taken at the rate of one anna per piece on account of

wvashing charges for which we are entitled to cee k. 10,000,

They do not sort oloths at the factories of the Aurunge
at uhich they are manufactured but forward them to Pundwa vwhere they are
sorted in our absence and cloths of the first and second letters made
‘ferrett ( %.e. ;ejected and we are only ellowed 3 3 14 per plece for

the same for which we are entitled to oo . 20,000.

We shall profe_this point minutely Fourth. They sort

the cloths in our absénoe:at Pundwa and though cloths of the first

. end the second letters into fourth and fifth as suits their ends and

| pasé 'the said cloths to the Company under the first and second letters
and inform us of their proéeeding afte; four or five months, on which

account we are to received ‘ ‘ oo B. 20,000.

_ ~ We are entitled to receive seventy thousand rupees from
Hr, Williaems and will prove the same mimutely when an investigation

takes place.

Pifth, the servants at the Head Factory Sri Nund Coomer,
'Dgwan RamjeboninookhOpadhya»and Radhoo Sarcar and Govind Dalal have
receiqu'every year six or seven rupees from each of the weavers
beiongihg.tq the above five Lfacporiee'on vwhich aQoount‘we are.

entitled to received ves  B. 20,000,
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Begides the monsy taken by the servanis at the Head Factory,
there are sums taken by the servants at the subordinate factories
con Bs. 90,000

~ ( by.the addition of 20,000 + 10,000 + 20,000 + 20,000 + 20,000 = 90,000 ).

~ The sum of ninety thousand rupees is justly due to us and

if an investigation is made we will prove every item mimately.

o Sixth, on an application from us, Mr. Money with the
knowledge of the .Board fixed a letter 'A muster gn@~allowed us at the
rate oflsi;_rupges.gndlten-annge per piece for the same and we have been
' sinqqlfu?nish;ng c}oths agd gr, Hil;ia@a has ;ikéuiée gsorted and reoeivéd
then accordingly but 1§stead of allowing us for them at the same rate has
, madeiqqf & false balanoce of a_large amount against us and subjected us to

harxiship and beat us severely.

. . .We pray t:hat thp .Board”w:_.'.ll_be pleqs‘ed_to exanine the
Accounts as vell as the msters of Mr. Monoy's time and direct Mr. Williams
to pay us for the cloth which we have delivered during his time at the

saeme rate as was allowed by Mr. Money.

‘ o :Sevent_h.‘ the cloths of our ‘aumnga used to be delivered
_at the Moofussil Factory and sorted in our presence for a long time ; in the
time of Messers Coock .and Money, cloths of all the factories used to be b

\
delivered in at Pund:‘a vhere they are sorted in our presence and received \

\
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under the respective letters end we 'auflfered no injustice but were
perfectly well satisfied. At present, Mr. Williams sorts 'the cloths
1h our absence agroeably to his own ende whereby we suffer great loss
~end therefore pray that the Board will be pleased to direct that the
cloths be sorted by. a trusty person agreeably to the Huster at the
factory, ugd,e;f which they were mamfactured that we may be present

at the prizing and have no cause for future complaints

Tonoo Daas

Hothoor Gooyen etc

1052 weavérs of the factory of Gourlpore
700 weavers inhabitants of Khanpoor and

~ 470 weavers of Goorap

1400 weavers of Golagore and other

380 weavers of Majenan.
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PENDIX NO: 3K

Translation of the petition of Tilluck Chunder Chund.
and Rammohun Biswas inhabitants of Degong and Roghoonath Dutta
and Bhyrub Chunder Sen inhabditants of Sreemuggur in Zilla Nuddea
and other weavers of the Srunuggur Chuckla to the Board of Trade :
Recorded in the Proceedings of the Board of Trade ( Commercial )
13th August, 1813 Prog. no. 31, Vol: 284.

"Deby Persand Chowdhury, the new gomastah of the
Seebattee Fac%ory under Santipore and Hur Chunder Chowdhury have
brqugh¥ advances and cause us.to be seized 1n.the high roed by
ﬁaoﬁs'and confine us in the Godown at the factory and beat and

compel us to take advances®,

"We have never wove pleces of oloth but have maintained
ourselves by weaving Dhoties and éelling them at tﬁe markets: This
factpry has existed for sixteen or seventeen years but we have neQer
been harassed in this menner and ocannot weéve pleces but are

oppressed notwithstanding®,

' ®ye therefore pray that the Board will be pleased to
'grant us a perwannsh to the gomastah directing him not to give

us advanoces,"
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