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^ ^ ^ 4 " ^ JK ,THi^,BRITISH 

The l i n k between the kingdom of Cooch 3ahar and t h e Sas t 

Ind ia Company s t a r t e d with t h e "Tireaty" which was concluded 

i n t h e yea r 1773^. P r i o r t o t h e advent of t h e B r i t i s h , Cooch 

Behar S t a t e had expe r i enced independence s i n c e t ime immemorial. 

An a n a l y s i s of t he then e x i s t i n g p o l i t i c a l m i l i e u which he lped 

t h e B r i t i s h t o i n s t i t u t e t h e i r own hegemony over t h e kingdom 

of Cooch Behar would not be out of p l ace h e r e . 

The o r i g i n of the Kqch dynas ty can be t r a c e d back t o t h e 

s i x t e e n t h c e n t u r y A.D. when Blshwa Singha, t h e son of a t r i b a l 
2 

c h i e f , was sworn i n t o the t h r o n e of Cooch Behar kingdom . 

During t h e r e i g n of Maharaja Naranarayan, son of Bishwa Singha, 

t h e g e o - p o l i t i c a l boundary of Cooch Behar had been profoundly 

ex tended c o v e r i n g t h e whole North fiastem India"^. To 

Gorrc*>orate Hodgson mentions " the boundary of Cooch Behar 

Inc luded t h e wes t e rn ha l f of Assam on t h e one s i d e and e a s t e r n 
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half of Morung on the other, with a l l the intervening country, 

reaching East and West from Dhansri r i v e r t o the Konki, whi ls t 

North and South i s s t re tched from Dalimkot t o Ghoraghat. In 

other words the Kgch Raj_ extended from 88 t o 93*5 eas t 

longitude and 2 5 t o 2 7 North l a t i t u d e " . 

An i n t e r e s t i n g feature of the Kingdom of Cooch Behar i s 

t h a t a t her very embryonic s tage , the ru l e r s sought t o e s t a b 

l i s h a socia l connection through mar i ta l l inkages with the 
5 various Indian kings along with the great Mughals . This 

corrc*5orates the fact t h a t the element of heterogenei ty has 

been an i n - b u i l t fea ture of the Kocrî  dynasty which in fac t , 

along i n t s r - a l l a , had led t o the process of modernization in 

following years . 

In the f i r s t half of the seventeenth century the expan

s ion of g e o - p o l i t i c a l boundary of Cooch Behar kingdom came t o 

a h a l t with the hegemonistic a t t i t u d e of the Mughals . The 

constant encroachment over the boundary of Cooch Behar and the 

aggression of the Mughals, e s p e c i a l l y by Meerjumla during the 

time of Aurangazeb in the e ighteenth century, turned Cooch 

Behar i n t o a pe t t y small s t a t e ^ . 

Despite being a small s t a t e Cooch Behar had been able t o . 

maintain her independence even a f t e r the inception of î̂ ast « 

India Company's adminis t ra t ion in Bengal, The reason is 

obvious. The s t r a t e g i c l oca t ion of Cooch Behar a t the North 

I * 
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Eastern par t of Bengal served t o perform the ro le of a buffer^ 
8 f ^ 

Sta te between Bhutan and the Company-administered Bengal . ' 

The Cooch Behar S ta te lay between 25*^57'40" and 2S^32'3 0" 
^fiast 

North l a t i t u d e and between 38 47*40" and 39 54'35"^longitude . 

The Sta te has a t o t a l area of 1,332.5 square miles according 

t o the Director of Land Hecords and Surveys, West Bengal , 

The country was surrounded by Bhutan in the North, Assam and 

the r i v e r Brahmaputra in the Bast, the r i v e r Teesta in the 

Wast and Rangpur D i s t r i c t in the South . Throughout the 

years both these r ive r s (Teesta and Brahmaputra) used t o be 

navigated. In fac t water ways had been the main source of 

communication and l inkages t o the Sub-Himalayan reg ions . The 

importance of Cooch Behar had been ensured by her s t r a t e g i c 

p o s i t i o n . 

With the passage of time and s p e c i a l l y in the t h i r d 

q u a r t e r of the e ighteenth century, Cooch Behar dynasty had t o 

face se r ious in ternecine s t rugg le a r i s i n g out of the gap 

c rea ted soon a f t e r the death of king Upendra Marayan. The 

nobles and the i n f l u e n t i a l persons of the palace weire involved 

in the dispute regarding the ac tua l i n h e r i t o r t o the "Throne". 

At l a s t the minor son of king Upendra Narayan, Debendra Narayan 

by name, ascended the th rone . The adminis t ra t ion was c a r r i e d 

out by a council of min is te rs on behalf of the minor Haja 

Debendra Narayan , 
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Taking the opportunity of the in te rna l c o n f l i c t s , the 

neighbouring s t a t e , Bhutan, extended her powerful hands t o 
13 exe r t influence over the Cooch Behar adminis t ra t ion . The 

inf luence was so great t h a t a permanent Bhutani representa t ive 

with a band of Bhutani s o l d i e r s s t a r t e d res id ing continuously 

a t the cap i t a l of Cooch Behar. The Bhutani represen ta t ive had 

been so powerful t h a t no po l i cy decisicwi could be undertaken 
14 by the Cooch Behar adminis t ra t ion without h i s affirmation 

The Bhutani represen ta t ive during t h i s time was Pensutoma 

who was in close touch with the Dewan Oeo. ^^ Narayan. The 
15 o f f i ce r s of the Court along with the king hatched a p lo t 

aga ins t the 5?.̂ ^?1 ??.2» ^^° became very powerful with the 

a s s i s t ance of the Bhutanese. The Dewan Deo was murdered 

t reacherous ly a t the instance of the Raja, This murder 

enraged the Debraja of Bhutan. To avenge the murder, the 

Debraja of Bhutan organised a p l o t against Dhairjendra Narayan, 

the then Raja and Nazir Deo who were mainly responsible for the 

murder. They were inv i ted a t a f e a s t , the motive behind t h i s 
17 arrangement was t o se ize both of them . The Maharaja was 

c a r r i e d off, from the feas t a t Chechakhata as a p r i soner in 
13 1770 by the Bhutanese , They r a i s e d the capt ive k ing ' s 

b ro the r Rajendra Narayan t o the throne but a c t u a l l y they became 

the r e a l au thor i ty of the S t a t e , But within a shoxrt per iod of 
19 two years the Raja died , At t h i s junc tu re , on hear ing the 

news of the death of Raja Rajendra Narayan, the Nazj^r Deo 
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Khogendra Harayan, who managed t o escape from the c a p t i v i t y of 

Bhutan, i n s t a l l e d I4iarendra iMarayan, the son of the imprisoned 
20 king Dhalrjendra ^^arayan, over the thrcxie of Cooch iiehar . 

In f ac t the Debraja of Bhutan considered i t an open v i o l a t i o n 

of h i s authori ty and did not l i k e that the c a p t i v e ' s son should 

be on the thrc«e of the State and remonstrated the Nazlr-Qeo 

Khogendra Narayan against the s e l e c t i o n of the Haja, In order 

t o take r e p r i s a l , the Bhutanese came down from the h i l l s under 

the conffnand of Jlmpe (a Bhutanl General) and forced upon the 

c a p i t a l in 1772, meeting with l i t t l e r e s i s t a n c e from the nat ives 

They gained possess ion of the t e r r i t o r y and Nazlr Deo and ftaja 

^ a r e n d r a Narayan f l e d from the country and sought the he lp of 
21 the iiast India Company's Co l l ec tor of xiangpur 

Thus the opportunity of penetration i n t o the a f f a i r s of 

Cooch Behar o t a t e came t o the i^aat India Company as an i n v i t a 

t i o n , The Importance of Cooch Behar was acknowledged by the 

i iast India Company. The control over the admlnlstraticai and < 

the e x e r t i o n s of Influence over the t i n y c»tate had a l s o become j 

one of the most Important alms of the B r i t i s h Imperialism. The, 

long cherished I n t e r v e n t i o n i s t motive of the Company had been f 

s a t i s f i e d by the open I n v i t a t i o n as s t a t e d above. 

^ ® '^azlr Deo iOiogendra t^arayan sought the he lp of the 

Company in order t o get r i d of the Bhutanese and t o res tore the 

S t a t e t o the king of Cooch Behar. The iiaat India Company s o i 

long was watching with concern the growing power of the I 



16 

Bhutanese, very close t o t h e i r boundary. Natura l ly the appeal/ 

for ass i s tance of the Nazir i>eq was co rd i a l l y accepted with / 

some condit ions , Accordingly a t r e a t y was arranged upon 

between the iiast India Company and the i^ja of Cooch Behar 

Dharendra Narayan. / I t i s i n t e r e s t i ng t o note t h a t when the 

negot iat ion^ for the t r e a t y was in progress, the Col lector of 

^ n g p u r , Mr. Purl ing, despatched a Company of s o l d i e r t o 

combat the advancing Bhutanese, The proposal of a t r e a t y was ( 

sent t o the President and His Council by Mr. Purl ing and \ 

f i n a l l y i t was approved by the i^overnor General and his Coun- / 

c i l " . 

The Company's troops expel led the Bhutanese from Cooch 

Behar and recaptured the c a p i t a l from t h e i r hands. The king \ 

and the Nazir Deo acquired t h e i r l o s t t e r r i t o r y but i t was at 

the cost of the sovereign r igh t of the Maharaja of Cooch Behar. 
f 

By the terms of the t r e a t y , Haja i^harendra »>larayan who signed 
I 

on behalf of Cooch Behar agreed t o acknowledge the suzerainty 
- • / 

of the tinglish ^iast India Company and t o pay one half of the ; 
24 annual s tate revenue . The tireaty was f i n a l l y signed by the / 

Honourable President and Council a t Fort William on 5th Apr i l , ( 

1773. The substance of the concluding t r e a t y was tha t the ^ 

Company should expel the ^ j a ' s enemies out of h i s t e r r i t o r y 

and p ro tec t i t from any inroads from outs iders in fu tu re ; the 

Raja would bear the expenses of the B r i t i s h army and agree t o 

the Subjection of the Company and would pay half of the reve -
25 

nues of the Sta te • 
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The Company's army under Cap ta in Jones pushed t h e Bhutanase 

u p t o t h e h i l l s and a t t h i s moment t h e Debraja of Bhutan sought 

t h e good o f f i ce of Teshoo Laraa of T ibe t and through h i s media

t i o n t h e war with Bhutan f i n a l l y came t o an end on t h e 25th 

Apr i l 1 7 7 4 ^ and as a p a r t of t h e c o n d i t i o n of t h e s a i d t j reaty 
27 Maharaja Dhair jendra Narayan and h i s 2§.Vi '̂i were r e l e a s e d 

The Maharaja be ing r e l e a s e d from h i s c a p t i v i t y r e fu sed t o 

ascend the t h rone and a l lowed h i s son Wiarendra Narayan t o 

c o n t i n u e as k ing of Cooch Behar . This was because of t h e f a c t 

t h a t t h e c a p t i v e king had been d i s g u s t e d aObout t h e terms of 

t h e t r e a t y of 1773 concluded by h i s son and Naz i r Peg wi th t h e 

Eng l i sh £as t Ind ia Company. This tzreaty of 1773 had s h a t t e r e d 

t h e sovere ign r i g h t of t h e k ing of Cooch Behar and u l t i m a t e l y 
23 i t became a t r i b u t a r y S t a t e of t h e i iast Ind ia Company . 

The q u e s t i o n as t o why t h e Eas t Ind ia Company i n t e r f e r e d 

i n t o t h e a f f a i r s of Cooch Behar i s not d i f f i c u l t t o answer. 
f 

The motive of t h e Company can be t r a c e d from d i f f e r e n t a n g l e s , 

I t was, in t h e f i r s t i n s t a n c e , gu ided by t h e p o l i t i c a l i n t e r e s t 

of t h e B r i t i s h . I t i s e v i d e n t from t h e subsequent r e p o r t of 

Wal ter Hamilton (1820) t h a t " the peace and s e c u r i t y of t h e ' ^ 

a d j a c e n t B r i t i s h t e r r i t o r i e s were more t o be c o n s i d e r e d than 

any pecun ia ry advantage t o be d e r i v e d from t h e new a c q u i s i t i o n , 

as p r i o r t o t h i s p e r i o d t h e ftungpur D i s t r i c t had been much 

exposed t o i n c u r s i o n s from Boot an" ( s i c ) . Thus t h e m a i n t e 

nance of peace and s e c u r i t y became a m a t t e r of d i r e c t I n t e r e s t 
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and na tu ra l l y the offer of the t r e a t y proposal of 1772 was 

forthwith accepted by the Company. The p o l i t i c a l i n t e r e s t 

i . e . the protect ion of the northern flank of the company's ^ 
" 3 0 

expanding empire in Bengal was t h e i r main concern , The 

p o l i t i c a l motive of Warren Hastings, the then Governor 

General of Bengal i s a l s o t o be mentioned, •*He was glad a t the 

opportunity t o annex the t e r r i t o r y though he firmly disclaimed 

'remote projec ts of conquest and s t r e s sed t h a t h i s only aim 
31 was t o complete the out l ine of the Company's dominions" 

Secondly, the p o l i t i c a l motive was fur ther s trengthened f 

with the commercial i n t e r e s t of the East India Company, The ( 

Company's commerce in the Himalayan region was so long ca r r i ed 

on through Nepal, but during t h i s time the p o l i t i c a l commo- ^ 

t i o n s of Nepal badly hampered the commercial i n t e r e s t s of the 
32 

English East India Company . The Company, as a r e s u l t , was 

eager t o open t rade route t o Tibet through Bhutan, Assam and 

Cooch Behar and Warren Has t ing ' s pol icy in t h i s regard was t o 

by-pass the Gurkhas .y-But the r e l a t i o n between the East 

India Company and/Bhutan was not even firmly e s t ab l i shed and 

c o r d i a l . Natura l ly the annexation of Cooch Behar by Bhutan 

would prevent t h e i r commercial i n t e r e s t in t h i s reg ion . , To 

obtain free access for trad© routes i t was e s s e n t i a l l y \^ 

important on the par t of the East India Company t o c l e a r the 

t r ade routes and obviously the war with Bhutan was necessary . 
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Thirdly, the motives of the £ast India Company are 

explained by Gayatri Devi, the pr incess of Cooch Behar and the 

Maharanee of Ja ipur . She is of the opinion t h a t "the l inks ^ 

between Cooch Behar and the Br i t i sh grew s t ronger and more 

d ive r se . Placed as i t was geographical ly, Cooch Behar was 

cons tan t ly involved in the expansionis t schemes and p o l i t i c a l 

i n t r i gues of Bhutan, Sikkim and Assam, which in t h e i r turn 

were involved with i>Jepal and Tibe t . I t was important for the 

Br i t i sh t o have a foot hold in t h i s t roubled and s t r a t e g i c a l l y 

important area and when l i f e in the Sta te was fur ther compli

cated by constant domestic d i ssens ions , eventua l ly in 1783, a 

B r i t i s h Resident was appointed t o keep order" , (s ic) 

Fourthly, the East India Company was perturbed by the 

a c t i v i t i e s of the 'Sannyasis ' (Mendicants) who were posing as 
I 

a t h r e a t t o the peace and s e c u r i t y in the neighbouring areas 

of Cooch Behar. The prctolero t o t ack le the 'Sannyasis ' became , 

a concern of the B r i t i s h . So when, the t r e a t y with Bhutan was 

concluded in 1774, a condit ion regarding the 'Sannyasis ' was 

included in the t r e a t y . 

Thus, from the above discuss ion i t Is evident t h a t upto 

the f i r s t half of the nineteenth century the East India 

Company did not develop any d e f i n i t e pol icy towards the S ta te 

al though there was a growing t r e n d towards the l i qu ida t ion of 

the na t ive s t a t e s . 
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Thus, when the r e q u e s t f o r a s s i s t a n c e was o f fe red by the 

Nazi r Qeo of Cooch Behar t o t h e C o l l e c t o r of «angpur, i t was 

accep ted wi thout any de l ay and wi thout having any p r i o r a s s e n t 

from t h e East India Company's Au thor i ty of C a l c u t t a , a c o n t i n -
37 gent was sen t t o combat t h e approaching Bhut ias 

The advent of the B r i t i s h in Cooch Behar was p i r e c i p i t a t e d 

by t h e i n t e r n a l d i s s e n s i o n s , f o r e i g n i n c u r s i o n s and i n t e r n a l 

s q u a b b l e s ' . For a l l t h e s e r e a s o n s , t h e p e r i o d on t h e eve of 

t h e advent of t h e Company can be c a l l e d t h e p e r i o d of confus ion 
3 8 and dark age in t h e h i s t o r y of Cooch Behar . Though t h e t h i r d ,̂  

a r t i c l e of t he t r e a t y of 1773 env i saged t h e complete s u b j e c t i o n 

of Cooch Behar t e r r i t o r y with t h e Company's dominion in Ind i a , ^ 

i t was not p r o p e r l y implemented a t t h e beg inn ing of t h e 

Company's i n t e r c o u r s e wi th Cooch Behar f o r two r e a s o n s . 

F i r s t l y , t he £ a s t Ind ia Company had engaged t h e i r e n t i r e 

a t t e n t i o n in ex t end ing t h e i r sphe re of i n f l u e n c e in Cen t ra l 

and Western I n d i a ; and second ly , t h e over, s i m p l i f i c a t i o n of 

t h e f a c t t h a t t o t h e Company t h e l o y a l t y of t h i s t i n y S t a t e , ^ 

Cooch Behar, had been above q u e s t i o n p a r t i c u l a r l y a f t e r t h e 

r e i n s t a l l a t i o n of Raja Ifearendra Narayan. 

The Company was mainly concerned wi th t h e revenue and 

remained s a t i s f i e d with t h e " T r i b u t e " which was ag reed upon 

by t h e s a i d " T r e a t y " . I t was a r r a n g e d t h a t t h e t r i b u t e was t o 

be c o l l e c t e d by t h e C o l l e c t o r of Rangpur"^^, Upto 1780 t h e 
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" T r i b u t e " was r e a l i s e d by coiranitt ing t h e t o t a l c o l l e c t i o n s of 

t h e S t a t e by t h e persons nominated by t h e Company c a l l e d 

Sezwals or T e s h i l d a r s . Out of t h e t o t a l c o l l e c t i o n s t h e 

Sezwals deducted t h e h a l f sha re of Government accord ing t o the 

p r o v i s i o n s of t h e "Trea ty" and p a i d over t h e o the r ha l f t o t h e 

S t a t e . / The amount of " T r i b u t e " was not f i x e d u n t i l l 1780 . / 

F i n a l l y the amount was f i x e d f o r p e r p e t u a l a t Rs. 67,700 p e r ; 

annum in the same year on t h e s t r e n g t h of t h e Hastctound of t h e 

revenue of the Raja, p r e p a r e d by Mr. P u r l i n g , t h e C o l l e c t o r of 

Rangpur. 

I t i s t o be mentioned he re t h a t t h e h a l f of revenue was t o 

be p a i d as a " t r i b u t e " and not as a t a x . A da te which i s 
42 twen ty yea r s p r i o r t o t h e permanent s e t t l e m e n t of Cornwall i s 

was a l s o agreed upon. Thus, i t was not a zamindary as mentioned 
43 by A i t ch i son . As r e g a r d s t h e te rms of t h e t r e a t y i t may be 

ment ioned t h a t t h e op t ion and r a t i f i c a t i o n impl ied in t h e 

c l a u s e 9 (See Appendix A) does not appear t o have been c a r r i e d 

i n t o e f f e c t . In t h e meanwhile Dharendra Narayan d i ed and h i s 

f a t h e r Dha i r j endra Narayan became t h e Raja of Cooch Behar, He 
44 was d i s g u s t e d wi th t h e l o s s of s o v e r e i g n r i g h t s , l » i a i r j endra 

Narayan t r i e d th rough a European gent leman, Tobias Wagnar, t o 

improve t h e terms of the t r e a t y of Warren H a s t i n g s , bu t t he 

Governor Genera l , r e fused t o u n d e r t a k e any a l t e r a t i o n of t h e 

t e rms of t h e t r e a t y of 1773 and responded unceremonious ly c a l l -
45 i n g t h e person as a "European Vagabond" \ 
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Raja Dhairjendra Narayan was aged and unable to rule the ; 

country directly. As a matter of fact the administration of 

the State ultimately fell into the hands of Maharanee 

Cumteswari Devi and her Agent Sarbananda Gossain, The old 

46 
Raja appeared to be an insane and had beccme the dejure iruler 

The active interference into administration of the State by 

the Company came after the death of Raja Dhairjendra Harayan. 

At the time of his death his successor to the throne was 

Harendra Narayan who was just above three years of age. This 

resulted in confusion. Troubles arose out of the rivalry 

between Maharanee Cumteswari who was acting as guardian under 

the cover of a will of the deceased Raja along with the assis-

47 tance of Dewan Deo, and Nazir Deo , The Maharanee was able to 

manage with the assistance of the highly powerful Rajguru (head 

4R 

priest) Sarbananda Gossain , A conflict developed and the 

bone of contention was the share of the revenue between the 

Raja, Dewan Deo and Mazir Deo. The matter became more ccwpli-

cated by the injudicious interference of the Collector of 
49 

Rangpur . For thirteen years the peace and stability of the , 

State and the acbninistration was immensely hampered owing to 

the prolonged troubles. The Nazir Deo, an aspirant for more , 

power and privileges seized the "Royal Seal" and proclaimed his 

son ' JubraJ ' , At the exigency of the situation, the Collec-' ̂r 

tor of Rangpur interfered into the affair and was able to ' 

return the "Royal Seal" to the Maharanee. The troubles did not 
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come to an end and the palace conspiracy continued in an 

unabated manner,r The Maharanee at the insistence of Sarbananda 

Gossain, tried to deprive the Nazir Deo of his share of rent / 

which was fixed earlier through mutual understanding among the 

51 \ ^ 
Raja, Nazir Deo and Dewan Deo , Skirmishes between the two 
contending parties i.e. Maharanee and Sarbananda Gossain on 

behalf of the Raja and the Nazir Deo were frequent* The matter 

became so grave that the Company for their own interest did not 
52 refrain from interfering into the affairs of the State . Thus 

the State of Cooch Behar had become the hunting ground for 

constant interference of the British into the affairs of the 

State. 

The t roubles in the Sta te not only d isrupted the Sta te 

adminis t ra t ion , but a t the same time revenue a l so f e l l t o a low 

ebb. "The harassed and oppressed ryots were obliged t o leave 

t h e i r nat ive country and the revenue f a l l i n g shor t in conse- \ 

quence of t h i s and from the a l i e n a t i o n of lands the remaining 

inhab i t an t s were obliged t o make good the def ic iency" , So ^ 

not only the questicai of p o l i t i c a l d is turbances but a l so the 
' i 

f a l l of the revenue in the subsequent years , was the main con-

cern of the Company, t h a t u l t i m a t e l y l ed them t o take e f fec t ive 

a c t i o n , /Meanwhile the Col lec tor of Rangpur had been changed 

and Pe te r More succeeded Mr, Coodlad as the Col lec tor of 
54 Rangpur , He came with an unprejudiced mind and took in the 

s i t u a t i o n a t once. Active at tempts of in te r fe rence in the 
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i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of Cooch Behar by the tinglish East India 

Company became a r e a l i t y , 

The s i t u a t i o n of the State turned worse, Marichmati, the 

aunt of the Nazir Deo, with the help of Ganesh G i r i , a leader 

of the Sannyasis (mendicants) and Bhagavanta i^arayan, the 

e l d e r brother of Nazir Deo, made desperate attempts and 
55 captured the king and the queen regent . They were taken away 

t o Balarampur as p r i soner . This act of sed i t ion necess i t a ted ^ 

the Company's in ter ference and Captain Ratan freed the king and 

returt ied them t o the cap i t a l , 

Taking acccxint of t h i s d is turbed s t a t e of a f f a i r s in the 

neighbouring d i s t r i c t of Bengal, the Governor General Lord 

Comwal l i s , in a resolu t ion dated 12th ^ r i l 1788, appointed a 
57 Commission with Lawrence Mercer and Jcrfin Lowis Chauvet . The 

Commission was appointed on the one hand t o s e t t l e the disputes 

of the con tes t ing p a r t i e s and oa the other they were ins t ruc ted 

with the duty t o report on the adminis t ra t ive system of Cooch 

Behar . The members of the CoHanission thoroughly inquired i 

i n t o the matter and heard frcjen the conf l i c t ing p a r t i e s about / 

t h e i r views. F ina l ly they submitted a repor t , in which they "̂  

made some pos i t i ve recoKnnendations, r e l a t i n g t o the r igh t s of 

the Raja and the p r iv i l eges of the Mazir and the Dewan Deo. ^ 

The Commission a l s o prescr ibed t h a t in order t o b r i ag the State 

out of the tu rmoi l , i t would be e s s e n t i a l on the pa r t of the 
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£ast India Company t o appoint a Resident Coiwmissioner a t Cooch 
59 Behar . 

I t can be sa id tha t the Br i t i sh adminis t ra t ive o f f i ce r s , 

designated e i t h e r as Resident or P o l i t i c a l Agent, were deputed 

t o the Sta te mainly t o watch over the proceedings of the 

Durbars, These officers were i n s t r u c t e d t o a s s i s t the ru l e r s 

in so lv ing the problems of t h e i r s t a t e s . At the same time they 

were entirusted with the duty t o promote the Company's i n t e r e s t s 

in the pr ince ly s t a t e . They a l so counteracted the h o s t i l e 

forces both within and without the S ta te of Cooch Behar. 

Thus for the f i r s t time attempts were being made by the 

East India Company t o in t e r f e re d i r e c t l y i n to the a f f a i r s of 

the S ta te adminis t ra t ion . I t appears however, t h a t a more 

l imi t ed in t e rp re t a t ion has been given t o the condi t ions of the 

t r e a t y , and tha t the Raja of Cooch Behar had been permit ted 

subsequent t o the date of the T r e a t y " , t o coin money, t o 

adminis ter j u s t i c e and t o exerc i se ' o ther powers, 

The p r iv i l eges enjoyed by the Raja were c u r t a i l e d a f t e r 

1789 and in the near future led t o the confrontat ion with Raja 

Harendra Narayayaa, a f t e r a t t a i n i n g h i s majori ty while he took 

over the adminis t ra t ion in h i s own hands- As regards the 

Company's a t t i t u d e towards the Raja, i t i s explained t h a t " to 

provide for the management of the a f f a i r s of the Rajah, during 

the minori ty t o the present Rajah, i t was express ly declared 
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t ha t i t was not the in ten t ion of the Government in any r e s 

pect , t o injure independent r i gh t of the Rajah" , (s ic) I t \y 

was a l so declared t h a t the terras of the t r e a t y of 1772 would 
61 be adhered t o , 

On the bas i s of the recammendations of the Commission of 

Mercer and Ghauvet the Governor General in Ccxincil thought i t 

necessary t o appoint a Gonanissioner t o r e s to r e peace and 

t r a n q u i l i t y in t h i s t roubled a rea . Accordingly, Henry Douglous 

was appointed as the Resident Commissioner of Gooch Bahar. He 

appl ied himself mainly t o r egu la r i se the Revenue Administration 

of the S ta te^^ . 

The conf l i c t between the King, Nazir and Dewan De^ led t o -

the appointment of ^he f i r s t Commissioner in the S t a t e . This 

marked a change of the t r a d i t i o n a l system of adminis t ra t ion / v 

and c r ipp led the power t h a t Mazir De_o as the m i l i t a r y head of ^ 

the S ta te enjoyed for a long time past,- Thus, the appointment ' 

of the Commissioner, a d i r e c t r ep re sen ta t ive of the East India 

Company, for the Cooch Behar S ta te admin is t ra t ion , opened a 

new v i s t a t o the Company t o i n s t i t u t e the B r i t i s h system of ^ 

adminis t ra t ion in every f i e l d of S ta te l i f e . This s i t u a t i o n / 

a f fec ted the indigenous irulers of Gooch Behar a l s o . Conse-

quent ly , discontent and dichotomy between the Company's 

Commissioner and the nat ive r u l e r s on issues of po l icy 

dec is ion had been a t the f o r e ^ The tens ions - t r a n s i t i o n and 

r e l a x a t i o n would be dea l t in the chapter following. 
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