
CHAPTER- NINE 

CONCLUSION 

A peasant is one who tills and works on land for agriculture and lives in village. 

Want, deprivation, exploitation began to give him problem as the time rolled on. As a 

result, there broke out revolution in his mind. The peasant revolt and the agrarian revolt 

both go hand to hand and each seeks to redress particular grievances without necessarily 

aiming at overthrowing the system. The present problem of the peasants of rural India is 

mainly the outcome of the Colonial Policy adopted by the British in Pre-Independent 

India. The peasant revolt is mainly a revolt born out of agrarian problem and in course of 

time, it becomes a part of social movement. 

Tapping of new sources of revenue to meet the increasing expenditure of the 

Colonial government after 1857 prepared the background of the revolt of Nowgong of 

1861. Frequent enhancement of land revenue after 1861, apathy to develop the traditional 

agriculture system and also to fight the natural calamities, discriminating wasteland and 

plantation policy etc. gave birth to the background of the series of peasant protests in 

Kamrup and Darrang in 1893-94. 

II 

Large scale land grants in ancient periods brought problem in the South 

between the 6th and the 9th centuries. The Kalahari revolted against the landed Brahmans 

of Thailand in the 6th century. Same problem arose in Narwhal in the 9th century. In the 

11th and 12th century, we also find the same revolt in Andhra and Kamataka against the 

landlord Brahmins. Some time, heavy and excessive tax burden also invited resentment. 

For example, we can mention the name of the Calvarias. The Calvarias of North Bengal 

revolted against heavy taxation in the 11th century. 

In ancient time, we also find some different types of Peasant protest in India. 

Taking advantage of royal visit and self-immolation against the exploitation of landlords 
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are the some of the nature of Peasant protest in 7th century. For example, the Peasants 

lodged their complaint to Harsh, when he along with his army was passing through the 

countryside in the th century. In South India, we find an example of a girl who registered 

her protest against the landlord by throwing herself from the temple tower. 

In medieval period, we find the improvement in agricultural tools and methods 

due to the intrusion of Islam into India. Surprisingly, the land tax was no longer seen in 

the form of tribute. But its imposition remolded Peasants' relation with their superiors. 

Failure to pay the taxes subjected to raids and enslavement. A triangular relationship 

came to exist between the peasantry, the seminars and the ruling class in medieval period. 

The ruling class and the seminars both exploited the peasants at that time. 

We also find the peasant protest against the oppression of the landlords in Chula 

oeriod in the first half of the 13th centurv. The revolt in the Doab in 1330 was the result of 
& ~ 

excessive revenue demand by Muhammad Bin Tughluq. The Sultan quenched 

by killing and blinding the Khots and the Muqaddams. But what noticeable on his part is 

the opening up of an agriculture department known as 'Diwan-i-Kohi'. Sometime, the 

increasing fiscal demands on the Peasantry and the imposition of Jiziya from the 

parganas of Mughal North India in medieval period also aggravated the condition of 

Indian Peasantry. 

In 17th century, we also find two peculiar Peasant protest in the Khuntaghat, 

situated on the South Bank of the Brahmaputra and within the erstwhile district of 

Goalpara. One occurred in 1614-1616 under the leadership of Sanatan Sardar against the 

abduction of daughters and sons of the Peasants and forcible collection of revenue from 

them. Another occurred in 1621 against the capturing of elephants by the Mughal 

government and thereafter sentenced to death and whipped to some elephant drivers by 

the government. Unlike the ancient period, the peasants of medieval India sometime 

revolted for the possession of ponds and tanks also as they were the great sources of 

irrigation at that time. The Chief of Hanche died fighting the people of Kerehalli for a 

pond in 1212. 

From 1763 to 1900, there broke out a series of Peasant protests in India. Most of 

them were tribal revolt by nature. The rebellions of Sanyasi, Chuar and Ho, Pagal 
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Panthis, Bhil, Ahoms, Khasis, Kol, Santhals, Mundas, Gond, Khonda Dora- almost all of 

them were tribal revolts by nature. 

We also find some major peasant revolts in India in the 19th and the 201h centuries. 

While some of them were directed against the British planters, some others were directed 

against the Zamindars, Talukdars, Jagirdars and Deshmukh. Some revolted against the 

Marwari and Gujarati moneylenders whereas some revolted against the excessive land 

revenue demand by the government. Sometime rural indebtedness and large scale 

alienation of agricultural land to non-cultivating class led to the peasant protest. Again 

sometime, peasants' primitive fury burst out when the government declined to remit land 

revenue due to failure of crops. By annihilating the big farmers, landlords and the 

Jagirdars, some peasants also wanted to alter the picture of their entire society. Sometime, 

the revolution assumed co:rnnmnal colour. For example, we can mention the name of 

Moplah revolt of 1921. But such example is rare. Some major peasant revolts of India of 

19th and 20111 centuries are: Indigo revolt of Bengal, Pabna and Bogra revolt of East 

Bengal, Maratha revolt, Peasant unrest of Punjab, Champaran struggle of Bihar, Kheda 

Satyagraha of Gujarat, Rae-bareilly and Faizabad revolt of Uttar Pradesh, Mewat revolt 

of North Central India, Moplah revolt, Bordoli Satyagraha of Gujarat, Telengana revolt 

of Andhra Pradesh, Naxalbari revolt of Darjeeling. All these revolts broke out in between 

1858-1967. 

Like the peasant revolts of India, we also find some Peasant revolts outside India. 

Most of them were against the excessive and heavy land revenue demands of the 

manorial lords. The Peasant insurrection in Merovingian time (579 A.D.) was directed 

against the excessive tax burden of Chilperich. The insurrection in Carolingian time (841-

843 A. D.) was against the Frankish type of feudal rule. The Peasants of Stellinga in 

Saxony took the initiative of this Carolingian insurrection. Some of the major peasant 

revolts of the worlds which may be mentioned are :the revolts of Flanders (1323-1328), 

France (1358), Germany (later Middle Age), South West Germany (1370-1383}, England 

(1381), Germany (1525), China (1851-1864), Swing riots of England (1830-1831), Japan 

(during Tokugawa period- 1603-1867). 

In our study, some peculiar aspects come to our notice. In ancient time, our 

Peasants revolted against our native rulers. But in medieval and modem period, we find 
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most of the rulers were either the Muslim or the Europeans against whom the peasants 

fought for due. 

In ancient time, the numbers of Peasant protests were few. But they began to increase in 

medieval time. They again multiplied in modem time. Want, exploitation and deprivation 

might be the causes behind them. In ancient and medieval time, People paid their revenue 

in kind and cowrie. But with the advent of the British in India, the people had to pay their 

revenue in cash. 

In ancient time the taxes and revenues realized from the people were invested 

either in the land or spent in wars. But in medieval and modem period, most of 

Muslim and the European rulers were found to have invested the collected revenue for 

the welfare of their native lands - Middle East in some cases and Europe. There was 

drain of huge wealth from India in medieval and modem period. The nature of peasant 

protest in ancient and medieval India was somewhat difierent from that 

time. Possession of tanks and ponds, self-immolation, royal visit- these are rare 

modem time what people of ancient and medieval India adopted for the means 

irrigation, against the oppression of landlords and Bhogpatis. 

III 

The British agrarian Policy was mainly responsible for the revolts of 1861 and 

1893-94. Initially, in the wake of turmoil and disturbances, the people of Assam received 

the British rule with much enthusiasm. But all belied as the Colonial rulers introduced 

substantial changes in agrarian class relations. The introduction of new agrarian system 

did not generate any structural development, rather accelerated the process of 

Pauperization and rapid stagnation. Some even strongly criticized the agrarian Policy of 

the Colonial government by depicting the deplorable condition of the farmers. From the 

chapter, we also come to know that the conduct of the Cadastral survey were so 

erroneous that these were always confronted with numerous objections. The 

measurements of the fields of each mauza were not carefully and systematically tested. 

Peasants' complaints were hardly discussed and examined. Introduction of money 
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economy and commercialization of agriculture also gave them trouble as they were not 

acquainted with that. 

Revenue Policy of the government dissatisfied the people. In addition to arbitrary 

and unjust settlement, classification of land was neither scientific nor based on actual 

productivity of the soil. Moreover, formerly the ryots were the owners of their land. But 

now they could be ejected from their land on the breach of conditions of lease. Formerly, 

they could transfer their land, now required permission from the Deputy Commissioner. 

Former single patta had been multiplied for which the ryots had to bear extra stamp duty. 

The government classified and increased the rate of revenue on land at a time when 

productivity of the soil was considerably declining. Even the rate of revenue was not 

reduced during the time of natural calamities. With every assessment, the alien rulers 

used to augment the rate without caring for low productivity and yielding. The nature of 

British exactions pauperized the people of Assam. For imposition of new taxes like stamp 

duty, license collecting forest products, grazing for grazing cattle 

widespread resentment against the alien government. The waste land, migration and 

plantation policy of the government, apathy of the government towards the development 

of agriculture and fighting the natural calamities, decline of cottage industries due to the 

industrial policy of the government - all these invited dissatisfaction among the people of 

Assam. 

Exploitation and extirpation continued unabated. Anyway, due to the agrarian 

policy of the British, the economic condition of almost all sections of peasantry started 

deteriorating during the second half of the 191
h century which finally culminated in 

Assam in 1861 and 1893-94. 

IV 

The middle class of Assam, though an outcome of the Colonial regime, had their 

inspiration from their neighbouring Bengal. Under the Colonial shade, a new Calcutta

oriented Assamese middle class developed in the late 19th century. Like the Indian middle 

class of the 19th century, this newly emerged middle class of Assam also expressed their 

deep loyalty to the Colonial government and wanted change in their societies under 

Colonial tutelage. 
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Regarding their role and participation in the peasant uprisings of 1861 and 1893-

94, we can say that the middle class of Assam had no role in the uprising of 1861 as they 

till then did not emerge as a class in the province. They emerged and developed as a class 

in Assam towards the eighties of the 19th century. They took a vital role in the uprisings 

of 1893-94. The middle class of Assam were divided into several sections regarding their 

role and participation in the peasant uprisings of Assam. Some section supported the 

British government and wanted change under them. This section never supported the 

peasants and their problems. They even ridiculed them and remained silent on the 

questions of migration, plantation, revenue and wasteland policy of the government only 

because of their own interest. 

There were some sections who wanted to bring change in their society. This 

radical section raised their voice against exploitation and extirpation and opposed 

government on the questions of plantation, wasteland, migration and revenue policy. This 

section gave their wholehearted support to the peasants in their movement against 

government. Some sections had their loyalty towards the government but did not go 

openly due to the scare of fine and excommunication from their orthodox leaders. 

Still then, there were others who had their sympathy to their rebel peasants, but 

did not stretch out their helping hand to them due to the scare of the government 

machinery. They were scared that if they supported them, government would give them 

additional revenue pressure and terminate them from the jobs. Some sections observed 

neutrality during the time of the peasant uprisings of Assam. Some even instigated both 

the government and the Peasants against each other and wanted to have gain from the 

both. 

Anyway, middle class of Assam though divided into several sections and factions 

gave their physical and moral supports to the rebels as they were also hard pressed by the 

imposition of income tax by the government They even assumed leadership in 1893-94. 

But it was the lower class peasantry who gave the peasant uprisings a militant character. 
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v 

During the early 3 5 years of British rule (1826-1860), the Raijmels were the 

recognized features in the administration of Assam and the authority also viewed them 

with favour. But enmity cropped up between the administration and the Raijmels when 

the latter began to motivate the Peasants of Nowgong, Kamrup and Darrang right from 

the Phulaguri ( 1861) till the revolts of Patharughat, Rangia and Lachima (1893-94 ). The 

main strength and guiding force ofthe Peasant-uprisings of Assam from 1861 to 1893-94 

was the Raijmels. They played a significant role in mobilizing Peasants exclusively 

against the agrarian Policy of the British. They helped the masses for the growth of 

consciousness among them in the 191
h century. 

The Raijmels gave the Peasants courage and strength and spearheaded them 

against the repressive Colonial class. The Peasants also took active part in the mels 

hoping that the mels would lead them towards the right direction. The mels also tried their 

level best to fulfill their aspirations. 

Finally, we can say that though the Raijmels played a significant role in the 

peasant movements of Assam in 1861 and 1893-94 and tried to bring out the masses into 

the path of socio-economic and political agitation and compelled the government to 

concede to the partial reduction of the rates of assessment, despite that they failed 

ultimately. 

Application of old strategy and maneuver as against the modem strategy of the 

British, traditionally organized system as against the well organized system of the British, 

illiterate and half-literate traditional leaders as against the highly qualified leaders- all 

these brought failure to the Raijmels. Traditional and out-dated weapons expedited their 

fiasco at the hands of the sophisticated weapons of the Colonial government. 

Here we notice one thing- that is the relation between the Raijmels and the 

Peasant movements of Assam. The Peasant movements became strong and powerful 

there where there was strong influence of Raijmels. Due to the strong existence of 

Raijmels in Kamrup and Darrang, the vibration of Peasant movements was powerful 

there. 
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The place where there was no existence of strong Raijmels, there we find no 

peasant movements. Rayat Sabhas or Sarbajanik Sabha were there in lieu of Raijmels. 

These Sabhas tried to solve the problem of the Peasants through 'Prayer and Petition' to 

the government. They also believed in compromise formula what the leaders of the 

Raijmels could not think of. In addition to that, these Sabhas were run by the educated 

middle class. Probably, because of this quality, the peasants of that place did not accept 

militant path there as they solved their problems through negotiation. 

In the Raijmels of 1826-1870, the influence of literate and educated person was 

weak. May be because of less number of educated in the province or their ego problem or 

scare of taking the leadership from the dominant orthodox class. Their existence probably 

began to increase in between 1870 and 1880. The relation between the government and 

the Raijmels was good till 1860. After that, enmity cropped up between them which 

finally estranged their relation. 

VI 

Now we have attempted to study the peasant uprising of 1861. From our study, 

what we get is that opium prohibition in 1860-61 and imposition of various taxes on betel 

nut, betel leaf, income, forest products and on water at the same time was mainly 

responsible for the outbreak of 1861 in Nowgong. Had there been no prohibition of 

opium in 1860-61, probably there would have no outbreak at Phulaguri in 1861. Opium 

prohibition acted as nucleus and others which moved round this acted as electron and 

proton. Other causes which expedited the outbreak were-land revenue policy of the 

Colonial government, government's apathy towards agriculture development and fighting 

the natural calamities, wasteland rules and planters' exactions, migration, atrocities of the 

marwaris and the moneylenders, rural indebtedness, ruin of cottage industries, problems 

of adjustment with the new money economy. In addition, comparative scarcity, injustice, 

lack of minimum education, success of the Jayantias against the British, interference of 

the British into the internal affairs of the tribal kings, role of the Christian missionaries, 

etc. also contributed lot for the outbreak of 1861. 

The peasants of Phulaguri fought against the British exploitation but ultimately 

met failure. The root causes of their failure are - use of traditional weapons, lack of 
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charismatic leaders, economic hardship, betrayal of some sections, greed for coins, false 

propaganda from the side of government, sharp British intelligence, prompt and quick 

decision of the Deputy Commissioner and Superintendent of Police of Nowgong, 

sporadic outbursts, poor peasants' doubt on rich peasants regarding their sincere 

participation, aloofness of some sections, ever- readiness and ever-preparedness of the 

British government in curbing the revolt, lack of far-sightedness and obstinate nature of 

the tribal leaders, firm conviction and strong determination of the British, obsolete mode 

of protest, reinforcement system of the government, lack of compromise formula - all 

these accelerated their process of failure. 

In the outbreak of 1861 though some non-tribal people also took part, mainly 

tribal people took the vital role. The role of the middle class in it was extremely weak as 

they still then did not emerge as a class due to the siow progress of education. 

Raijmels led by traditional rural leaders took leading role in it. 

By studying the nature ofthe out-break of 1861, we come to the point that it was a 

mass movement as all sections - rich and poor, high and low - took part in it. All classes 

- nobles and aristocrats, Brahmins, mahantas, gosains, dolois, lalungs, Kacharis, 

Kaivartas - were hard pressed by the policy of the colonial government. Due to the 

participation of all classes, it assumed finally the mass character. 

It was not a freedom movement. It was a movement against exploitation of the 

colonial government and therefore, emancipation from that. The revolt of 1861 was 

localized and sporadic in character. In addition, it was a direct confrontation between the 

State and the people. 

It was neither a tribal revolt nor an opium eaters' revolt by nature. Non tribal and non

opium eaters also took part in it. Ultimately, it became a popular movement. 

The revolt of 1861 germinated the future seed of unrest and influenced the people 

of Darrang and Kamrup to take up the cudgels on behalf of the oppressed ryots. As a 

result of this revolt, there emerged stagnation in agriculture. The gap between the ruler 

and the ruled widened and the number of colonial force was increased. The revolt of 1861 

also induced the opium eaters to work as labourers in the tea gardens of the British. In 

addition, the authority neither decreased the rate of revenue nor the supply of government 

opium. Lalung community was worse affected by the revolt of 1861. 
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Many became martyrs, many injured and many lost their properties. The outbreak 

of 1861 reflected the colonial oppression on the peasantry on one hand and determination 

of the peasantry to fight against the colonial government on the other. The outbreak also 

proves that any attempt at socio-economic reconstruction without corresponding 

improvement of the people was bound to be abortive. Significance of the outbreak of 

1861 was that the illiterate tribal peasants gave leadership in it without elite leadership. 

The colonial government could realize the united strength and courage of the 

peasants. It gave moral courage and strength to the peasants of Darrang and Karnrup and 

influenced the future course of action. 

Phulaguri revolt was not a mere revolt of local nature fought in between the ruler 
.. 

~ and the ruled. It was the first mass-revolt fought against the Colonial government. 

Though they failed, they by the out break of 1861 wanted to compel the government to 

yield to the will of the people by the withdrawal of unpopular measures of taxation and 

Colonial exploitation. 

One noticeable aspect of this outbreak is that Lakhimpur, Sibsagar, Kamrup, 

Darang - all the districts accepted government's verdict of prohibition of opium except 

Nowgong. So, Nowgong witnessed outbreak in 1861. But the entire area of Nowgong 

was not engulfed by its flame. Plulaguri, Raha and its neighbouring areas were engulfed 

by it. 

VII 

Peasants' unrest and their irritation for three decades (1862-1892) have been 

studied here. During this period of three decades, there was no outburst of the peasant 

movement except some mild bubbles in 1868-69. Roughly speaking, there prevailed 

silence for three decades. But that does not mean that they reconciled themselves to the 

British rule. They probably maintained artificial silence during this period. Economic 

hardship, leadership crisis, lack of well-organized association, dreadful memory of 1861, 

lack of unity of action, lack of better substitute, increasing number of colonial force after 

1861 - all these compelled them to observe silence for three decades. 

Though they maintained silence, still wave of ignition and irritation blew in their 

mind. Frequent enhancement of land revenue, imposition of tax on income and license 
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tax on forest products, tax on agricultural goods, apathy towards agricultural 

development, indifferent towards natural calamities, encouragement of foreign enterprise, 

foreign capital and foreign skill, more interest on plantation than on cultivation, 

government's allotment of wasteland to the European and allergy to the local people, 

control over rubber cultivators depriving the local rubber cultivations, immigration 

problem- all these ignited people openly. These issues made them wild and provocative. 

In addition, there were some other issues which made them worried and frustrated. 

Decline of Cottage industries, exactions of the marwari and mahajans, rural 

indebtedness, red-tappism of the colonial bureaucrats, no hope of justice against Colonial 

exploitation, double standard equality, less interest of the government in spreading 

education among the masses, neglected attitude of the government towards the Satras, 

role of the Christian missionary in conversion to the local people - these issues made 

people alerted and awakened. As a result, gap between the ruler and the ruled began 

unabated as the time rolled on. Suspicion, enmity, hatred developed in both side. People 

again began to organize their Raijmels in different districts of Assam and thus created 

awareness against the Colonial British. Ultimately, their patience lost in 1893-94. 

From our foregoing study, we come to know that there was no movement of 

serious nature in between the 1862-1892. The causes why movement of serious nature 

did not occur for three decades in Assam may be because of scare of the British might 

and power, scare of losing lives, economic hardship and seize of properties by the 

government. Finally, we come to know that the atrocious nature of Radhanath Barua, the 

tahsildar of Rangia, revenue augmentation in 1892, settlement of infertile lands in the 

name of local people, survey of 1893 and abolition of surrender of land, rude behavior of 

M.C. Bordoloi, the Extra Assistant Commissioner of Barpeta sub-division and his denial 

of peasants' request for remission of revenue, assault on the mandai and maujadar on 21st 

Jan, 1894 at Lachima, rapacious and avaricious nature of mandai and maujadar, banning 

of Raijmels by R.B. McCabe, the Deputy Commissioner of Kamrup - these are mainly 

responsible for the outbreaks of 1893-94. In addition to that, revenue, tea plantation and 

planters' exploitation, government's indifference towards agriculture and natural 

calamities, migration problem, money economy and problem of adjustment, decline of 

Cottage industries, rural indebtedness, red-tappism of the Colonial bureaucrats, slow 
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progress of education, declaration of grant of lease system, role of Christian missionary, 

injustice in the land, exactions of the marwaris and the local traders - these also made 

people discontented. In spite of their decisive battle against the Colonial ruler, the people 

failed in their revolts in 1893-94. Use of traditional weapons as against the modem 

weapons of the government, underestimation of the power and number of the British, 

seize of license guns by the government, lack of unity among the local leaders, creation 

of division among the peasantry by the government, weak control of the leaders upon the 

people, economic hardship, strong espionage system of the government, false propaganda 

from the side of the government, strong British decision, sporadic outburst, failure to 

embrace all sections of the society, retreat of some of the leaders at the peak time of 

outbreaks, ever readiness of the government against the rebels, cool and meticulous 

decision of the administration, obsolete and outdated strategy of the local leaders -these 

factors contributed immensely to the failure of revolts in 1893~94. 

From our study, we also come to know that there were two sets leaders 

1893-94 - one traditional and the other new elite. As the Assamese middle class emerged 

as a powerful class during this time, so they took dominant role in the revolts. But, they 

were the common peasants who gave the revolts a militant character. 

The insurrection of 1893-94 was basically secular in character. In the revolt of 

Moplah of 1921, many Hindus had been killed, many temples have been sacked, and 

many Hindus had been converted to Muslims. But in Assam, we find a completely 

opposite picture. Here, both the Hindus and Muslims fought together untidily against the 

British. By nature, it was not a freedom movement. In addition, the revolts of 1893-94 

were mass revolts as all sections took part in these revolts. Moreover, the outbreaks of 

1893-94 were the peasants vs. State direct confrontation. 

Though the outbreaks met failure, they had great result and impact. They paved 

the way of greater dimension in future. They generated and germinated the future seed of 

freedom movement. Due to the involvement of the peasants in the outbreaks, stagnation 

started in agriculture. The outbreaks also widened the cleft between the ruler and the 

ruled. As a result, the number of Colonial force was increased and the government of 

India had to concede to the partial reduction of the rates of assessment. The outbreaks 

also gave the death blow to the bell metal industry of Sarukhetri mauza. Many became 
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martyrs, many injured and many lost their properties due to the outbreaks of 1893-94. 

The outbreaks of 1893-94 inspired the people of other places to revolt against 

exploitation in future. The price of goods began to increase after the outbreaks of 1893-

94. Many haats (markets) collapsed as a result of the outbreaks of 1893-94. 

The significance and importance of the outbreaks of 1983-94 is that in spite of 

having disparity among the peasantry, they fought together against the Colonial 

government. The government could realize the united strength of the peasants in their 

revolts. The revolts heralded the beginning of a new era of peasant awakening in Assam 

by effectively upholding the value and utility of organized resistance to governmental 

injustice. One very important thing is that though both the cultivating and non-cultivating 

classes took part in the revolts of 1893-94, the rural and poor cultivating classes only 

gave them militant shape. The revolts proved the patience of the peasants when the 

abatement order of revenue did not reach Assam soon. In spite of having all probability, 

they remained silent at that time. The peasants, what we find, 

exploitation and extirpation, not for their rights, privileges and social status. Their 

demands were real, not sentimental and emotional. Significance of these revolts is also 

that when the well-to-do and educated sections of the society remained silent and 

tolerated the exploitative nature of the government because of their vested interest, the 

poor peasantry took up the cudgels against the government. The religious and community 

bar could never prevent the peasants from uniting together against the government. Both 

Hindus and Muslim united under one roof and fought against their common enemy in 

1893-94 which is rare in history. 

Rural people's response to White rule was good at the initial stage of their rule as 

the former expected more from the latter. That's why they did not want freedom from 

them. They only wanted freedom from exploitation not from their rule. Till then from 

1826 to 1885, they did not want freedom. When their hope and expectation belied, cry for 

freedom started to conceive in their mind. But that was only in embryonic stage. 

From our study, some peculiar aspects come to our notice: After 1874, the people of 

England divorced their relation with nature. People showed their apathy towards 

agriculture due to the floods of American goods in England. Goods of free trade engulfed 

the English market. Probably, because of this, English government did not pay attention 

343 



towards agriculture. Another aspect of our study is that after 1870, England met severe 

financial crisis. Probably, because of this also they wanted to strengthen their economy 

by increasing the rate of revenue in India and in their Colonies of the world. Therefore, 

adamancy and stickiness on revenue by the Colonial government is also an important 

aspect. Had they compromised in the case of revenue, probably further outbreaks after 

1861 would have been stopped or restricted to some extent. The government cared little 

for production and distribution system. They cared only for collection. There was no 

uniformity in between the production, distribution and collection system. As a result, 

their economy sounded and local economy impoverished. The Colonial government, no 

doubt, did a yeoman work by introducing money economy and commercialization of 

agriculture in Assam. But before introducing that, they ignored the aftermath in tune with 

colonial interest. 

The planters were the biggest landlords but they paid the lowest. While people were 

uttering for help during the time of natural calamities, the Christian missionary were busy 

in converting the local people instead of helping the distressed. In spite of abatement 

order of revenue, the order did not reach Assam soon due to the red-tappism of the 

Colonial bureaucrats. 

The series of protests beginning with December 1893 in Kamrup and Darrang had 

been termed as the Assam Riots by the official circle. But it cannot be termed so as entire 

districts of the Brahmaputra valley were not engulfed by its flame. It was confined at 

Kamrup and Darrang only in 1893-94. One significant aspect of the outbreaks of 1893-94 

was that the Muslim of Assam took a leading role in it. Hindu and Muslim both fought 

together against the British at Patharughat and Lachima. Another fact that goes against 

the Riot Theory is that the higher caste interacted with the lower caste in Assam. 

Y ogeswar Goswami of Byaskuchi maintained good relation with the lower class people. 

Many high caste rebel leaders sat together with the lower caste people in the Raijmels. 

One more encouraging fact is that socio-economic condition of the peasantry in areas 

having assured timely rainfall was better than that of the peasantry in dry areas and this 

created social and economic disparities. Despite that, they fought together against the 

British. 
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The new elites at their initial stage, probably, had to face opposition from the 

leaders of orthodox opinion as they had the power to fine and excommunicate them. 

Possibly, because of this fear and scare, they were ambivalence towards their own 

society. Maintenance of silence on some important issues like migration in the beginning 

of the 19th century is also a significant aspect. Had the people of Assam raised their voice 

against in the beginning of the 19th century, then its bad impact would not have attacked 

them. The character and nature of the marwaris, what we find, was the same with those 

of the British in some cases. Aims of both of them were trade, exploitation and export. 

Like the British, marwaris also exploited the people through their trade and commerce 

and invested money and wealth at their own home land Rajputana. The British not only 

exploited and sucked the blood of the peasants, the native also exploited the native. 

Surprisingly, there was no record of movement against them. Revenue hike was more in 

Kamrup and next in Darrang. So, people of these two districts revolted against 

government. 

From our study, some new areas and directions have come to our notice which gives 

us curiosity and there is possibility of huge scope for further research in these areas. 

There was no revolt in other districts of Assam in 1861 after the prohibition order of 

opium. Why only in Nowgong? There was no revolt in other districts of Assam in 1893-

94 after the revenue hike in 1892. Why only in Kamrup and Darrang? The British 

exploited the people of Assam. That's why, they revolted against the British. But why did 

the native not revolt against their own men when they were exploited by them? There 

were economic and social disparities among the peasantry of Assam. In spite of that, 

what was the force that united them against the government? The Marwaris exploited the 

people of Assam and earned a lot. But, why did they invest their profit in their homeland 

Rajputana, not in Assam? What were the internal causes that forced the Colonial 

government to increase revenue year after year in spite of knowing its bad reaction? Is 

there any relevance of the Raijmels in present day context? Two peasant uprisings of the 

Khuntaghat Pargana of the Brahmaputra Valley of 17th century, viz. Revolt of Sanatan 

Sardar and Hathikheda uprisings deserve and wait to be explored further in a critical, 

historical perspective. 
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