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PRETACE.

Tue late lamented Sir Alexander Burnes, in a
letter dated Kabul, 16th September, 1841, wrote to
me, thus: —“ I look out with great anxiety for your
map and book relating to Cashmere and Gilghit, &c.,
by far the most interesting portion of your wander-
~ings, and which will fill up a great blank.” I have
done my best in furtherance of the objects he
alludes to.

I have, of course, embodied my travels in one
gstinued narrative, without unnecessary reference to
wnumbers of times and variety of seasons 1 have
lﬁvisited the same places. I have, for instance, three
“times” crossed the mountains from the Panjab to
Iskardo in Little Tibet, and have necessarily passed
through Kashmir in my way.

The Honourable the Court of Directors of the
East India Company having given orders that -the
Map which accompanies these volumes should be
‘engraved at their own expense, I take this oppor-
tunity of expressing my sense of their kindness and
liberality in so doing.

To the learning and kindness of Professor H. H.
Wilson I, as well as my’ readers, am indebted, not
only for much information, but the prevention of
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Dost Mohamed Khan became master of Kahul in 1824,
although he had at first, I believe, but a feeble hold upen
it.* For his pedigree, and an outline of the events preced-
ing his acquisition, I must refer my readers to my previous
volume on Afghanistan. I do not insert them here, as
they are of no immediate import. From the time of his
first becoming the ruler of Kabul, he has been constantly
seeking for the friendship of the British government., Mr.
Mooreroft, who was in the country at the time, mentions
that he and his party were most carnestly entreated to
become the channel of a negotiation for putting the whole
country under British rule. Mr. M: was at Peshawurs when
the application was made by Dost Mohamed’s brothers, on
behalf of their family ; but his overtures have been, at least
I think so, treated most unadvisedly, and himself, speaking
with reference to past events, with injustice, when he was
dispossessed of his throne,

By the treaty between Runjit Singh and Mr. (now Sir
Charles) Metcalf, in 1809, and again, in that made between
Lord William Bentinck and Runjit, at Rupur, in 1831, the
latter was allowed to do all he pleased on the western side
of the Sutlej; and the chief reason why we could not inter-
ferc in behalf of Dost Mohamed was, that we could not do
so without breaking our faith with Runjit. At the Rupur
meeting a paper had been delivered to the latter, at his
own request, promising perpetual friendship from the British
government. The treaty of 1809+ was of the greatest use;
its effect was to confine Runjit to the westward of the Sutlej;
but when he asked for and obtained the Rupur paper, he
had the conquest of Peshawur in his eye, and he foresaw
that it would be as well to obtain a renewal of the promise
of friendship. An attack upon Sinde, which he afterwards

* Dost Mohamed signifies the friend of Mahomed. Sheh Shuja and
Sheh Zimén are Sirdozyes, descendants of an elder brother, Dost
Mahomed:: and the Barukzyes are descended from a younger brother.

t+ For this and some of the other matters here noticed, vide Prinsep's
¢ Runjit Singh.”
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made preparations for, but which we stopped by telling him
that we could not allow it, was also, no doubt, meditated
by him whilst he was at Rupur; and, in fact, he men-
tioned the subject to two of the confidential officers of the
Governor-general. " It was, I believe, early in 1835 (I am
not quite sure of the date) that he had made preparations
for marching upon Sinde. Ile was told that it would not
be allowed, and that a force would meet him from Bombay.
He was very angry, and, as if afraid of committing himself
in his anger, requested the political agent to withdraw for
the present.

I think that Runjit's request for the Rupur paper
shewed great foresight and cunning on his part, and the
granting of it shewed but little on ours. Had he not in-
tended to presume upon it, he would not have asked for
it: in my humble judgment, it would have been sufficient
to have referred him back to the first article of the treaty
of 1809 ; and although we had told him that there was no
occasion for any such paper as he asked for, and that we
intended to adhere honestly to the former treaty, yet the
refusal of it, with his comprehensive and reflecting mind,
would have had the effect of making him more cautious, and
more anxious to meet what he knew to be our wishes.

This was in the year 1831. On the 17th of February,
1833, Shah Shuja broke up his camp near Lodiana, and
marched upon the expedition that was brought to a crisis
by the action in which he was beaten by Dost Mohamed,
near Kandahar, on the 30th of June, 1834. Mr. Masson
the Numismatologist, and the Company’s correspondent at
Kabul, writing from Kabul,* remarks: “In the recent
efforts of Shah Shuja there is little doubt but that, had a
single British officer accompanied him, not as an ally or
coadjutor, but as a mere reporter of proceedings to his own
government, his simple appearance would have been sufficient
to have procured the Shali’s re-establishment in power.”

By a treaty dated the 12th of March, 1833,+ Runjit

* Vide Correspondence relating to Kabul and Afghanisten, p. 421.
t Correspondence, p. 369,
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obtained from Shuja a grant (amongst many others) of
Peshawur, which had always belonged to the Afghg,ns,
Shuja then being ouly still on his march for the recovery of
his dominions, in which, as we have seen, he failed at
Candahar.  Runjit, however, soon acted upon this grant,
and, in 1834, sent his grandson, No Nehal Singh,* to Pesh-
awur, and took it by a ruse. The Sikhs asked that their
chief might be allowed to see the town; he came attended
by a large escort with fixed bayoucts, who kept possession
of it when once in the streets, Runjit then sent a letter to
the political agent on the frontier, giving him information of
this conquest, in which the following hypocritical passage
occurs :—** Adverting to the everlasting relations of friend-
ship that distinguish the union of the British and Sikh
governments, and which, like the sun, are shining and re-
splendent, and also to the friendly light that sheds its bril-
liant influence on the hearts of the two parties, like the ruby
of Budukshan, so that those who, from their gloomy and
perverse minds, and their want of penetration, could not
view without jealousy the friendship subsisting between the
two high states, have become ashamed of themselves,—I
offer you my congratulations on the victory obtained by
Kour (Prince) No Nehal Singh, whose intrepidity and intel-
ligence of character you predieted.” This latter sentence
was intended as a piece of flattery to the poliical agent,
who, in his answer, properly told him that he was not at
liberty to offer or receive congratulations.

A letter was received by Runjit from Dost Mohamed, on
the 26th of July, 1834, stating that as he had dispossessed his
brothers at Peshawur of their possessions, he hoped that he
would restore them, and that they would continue to pay
him the usual tribute of horses, &ec. Runjit returned an
unsatisfactory answer, and added, that his grandson had
occupied Peshawur of his own accord; so the application
ought to have been made first through him.—Corr. p. 376.

In consequence of this, Dost Mohamed, on the 2d of

* The new tree, or stem of the Sikhe.
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" January, 1835, quitted Kabul to attack the Sikhs at Pesh-
awur, having first taken upon himself the title of Amir
Shah Ghazi,—a Mussulman who fights for the faith.

Runjit prepared to receive him, and wrote to the political
agent that the fun (tamasha) would soon begin. Dost Mo-
hamed was unsuccessful, and the Sikhs kept possession of
their new conquest. The Afghans returned to Kabul in a
state of great excitement, and Mr. Masson writes, *The
failure of Shah Shuja is now most sincerely to be lamented.
I myself rejoiced at it at the time, but the event seems to
prove that his success would have been felicitous to this
couttry. The wishes of all classes turn to his restoration.”
—(Corr. p. 421.) In spite of all this, Dost Mohamed con-
tinued, by his abilities, to maintain himself at Kabul until
we marclied against him. The Russian agent remarked
(Corr. p. 507), that the Russian government had more re-
liance on Dost Mohamed Khan’s intellect and power than
on the chicfs of Kandahar, because he, notwithstanding his
poverty, and being without means, was fighting against the
Sikhs, who were provided with every thing; and the sirdars
of Kandahar were so senseless as to believe that Mohamed
Shah, after conquering Herat, would give it over to them,
which was absurd,

Ou the 3lst of May, 1836, Dost Mohamed addressed a
letter of compliment to Lord Auckland, the newly arrived
Governor-general. The answer to this, for some reason with
which T am unacquainted, unless it was owing to an inter-
regnum which occurred between the retirement of Lord
William Bentinck and the arrival of Lord Auckland, as I
have already remarked in my ““ Visit to Ghizni,” &c., p- 387,
bore date the 22d of August, 1836, and it did not reach
Kabul until a few days after I had quitted that city, on the
3d of October, 1836, when its contents gave great satisfac-
tion, although the Afghans had been previously much an-
noyed on account of what appeared to them to be unreason-
able delay.* '

* Vide the Author's ““ Visit to Afghanistan,” &e., p. 378, et supra.



X OBSERVATIONS ON AFGHANISTAN.

In the Governor-general’s answer, he says that he “in-
tends to depute some gentleman to the court of Kabul, to
discuss with you certain commercial topics, with a view to
our mutual advantage,” &c.  Accordingly, Captain Burnes
reached Kabul with his mission on the 20th of September,
1837, and was received in a very distinguished manner by
the Amir, who soon, however, commenced talking about the
restoration of Peshawur, After observing (Corr. p. 410)
that the Indian government might rely with every confidence
on his cordial co-operation in any mensures which tended
to promote the trade to Kabul and Turkistan, &c., he re-
marked that he was involved in difficulties which were very
prejudicial to commerce. ‘¢ My hostilities,” he said, ¢ with
the Sikhs, narrow my resources, compel me to take up
money from the merchants, and even to increase the duties
to support the expense of the war, While we were engaged
in resisting Shooja-ool-Moolk* at Kandahar, the city of
Peshawur was seized from our family, and I had the morti-
fication to discover among the papers of the ex-king, after
his defeat, a treaty that made Peshawur the reward of the
Sikhs, and to hurl me and mine from authority.”

Dost Mohamed further told Captain Burnes, that if he
advised it, he would send his son to Lahore, to ask Runjit
Singh’s forgiveness for what had passed, and if he (Runjit)
would consent to give up Peshawur to him, he would hold
it tributary to Lahore, &c.; that he (Dost Mohamed) had
brothers at Peshawur, whose condition he must compas-
sionate, &c.

Captain Burnes adds :—

‘I am not aware how far this offer proceeds from a hope
of future aggrandisement, or an intention to injure the
Peshawur branch of his family ; but it is now sufficient to re-
port the sum of his views and wishes. By some, these offers
may be construed nearly into a kind of moderation ; by others
they may be hailed as sincere proofs of the Amir's desire to

* The Lion of the Country.
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terminate his differences with the Sikhs ;—for whether Runjit
Singh’s policy suggests or not a compliance with them, they
certainly shew that Dost Mohamed Khan is not likely to
enter upon aggressive measures, Since my first visit in
1832,” continues Captain Burnes, ¢ he has added Jellalabad
to his country, and the most important change in his ad-
ministration is the investiture of five of his sons in different
governments—a policy which cannot be condemned, as it
will certainly contribute to the stability of his govern-
ment.

« With some, it is added—and perhaps they are the
majority of his subjects—his wars with the Sikhs have gained
him applause; but with one party, and that by far the most
worthy of conciliation — the wealthy and mercantile classes, -
his campaigns have been viewed in a different light, and
given great dissatisfaction.”

Previously to the arrival of Captain Burnes’ mission,
Dost Mahomed and his brothers of Kandahar, being anxious
for assistance from any quarter, had sent for assistance from
Persia. ¢ Kandahar,” he writes to them, “the place of our
nativity, has been threatened by Kamran (the Prince of
Herat, a Sirdozye, son of Mahmoud, the brother of Shuja
and Shah Zimén). These difficulties obliged us all to have
recourse to the English, Persian, and Tartar government.”

.—(Corr. p. 411, No. 8.)

 The Shah of Persia was not slow in responding to
Dost Mohamed’s desire for an alliance. — (Corr. p. 406.)
_The bait held out to him, the Shah, was the possession of
Herat, and the Amir told Captain Burnes that an Elchee (or
-ambassador) was then at Kandahar, bringing him presents,
‘&e., and a promise of a krore of rupees, but assured him
‘also that he did not place much reliance on the promised
aid of Persia.

‘ On the 25th of October, 1837, the Amir, in consequence
‘of Captain Burnes’ presence at Kabul, thinking it better to
‘temporise, writes to his brothers at Kandahar, to request
“them not to send Omar Khan (the son of one of them) on a
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mission to the Shah, in company with the Persian Elchee,
who was going back ; adding, that he understood they were
going to do so in consequence of their hearing that a Persian
army was coming to Herat,

On the 24th of October, 1837, Captain Burnes had also
written to Kandahar, to advise them not to send Omar Khan
to the Shah of Persia.

On the 3lst of October, 1837 (Note to Corr. p. 414),
Captain Burnes writes, ¢ that the Kandahar rulers had finally
resolved to send an Elchee to Persia; that the Amir, Dost
Mohamed, told him that he had bitterly repented his ever
having had anything to do with Persia, and the more so since
he had received the Governor-general's notification of my
deputation to this country.”

It appears that Dost Mohamed was exceedingly un-
willing to quarrel with us until it became absolutely neces-
sary; and throughout the whole of the discussions which
took place at Kabul, his brother, the good Nuwab Juba
Khan, exerted himself to the ufmost to preserve peace
with the Indian government. But the Amir constantly
insisted upon the surrender to him of Peshawur. He re-
fused to allow the Sikhs to keep possession of it, and was
also very unwilling that his own brother, Sultan Mohamed
Khan, should again be restored to his chiefship, as he
feared the result of his intrigues with Runjit there, and
that he would be too much under the power of the latter.
He (Dost Mohamed) had offered to render tribute, horses,
and apology to Runjit, provided he himself were allowed to
hold Peshawur under him. ¢¢ The differences of the Afghans
and Sikhs,” he remarked, (Corr. p.439,) *“ can never be said
to be adjusted so long as the Maharajah heeps his troops and
officers at Peshawur ; and consequently, though I place every
faith in the friendly intervention of the British, and know
that the Maharajah must be left to himself, I am bound to
state, that fresh causes for disturbance must arise if his
Highness (Runjit) does not place my brother or an Afghan
on Peshawur, and leave him to govern it, subject to his
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(the Maharajah’s) orders, but without the presence of Sikh
troops.”

Captain Burnes arrived in Kabul on the 20th of Sep-
tember, 1837. On the 21st of November, 1837, the Persjans
commenced the siege of Herat. Captain Burnes left Kabul
for India, on the 26th of April, 1838, and the siege of Herat
was not broken until the 9th of September, 1838.

On the 8th of December, 1837, the Russian agent, Cap-
tain Vickovich, arrived at Kabul, and was dismissed about
the end of April, or the beginning of May, 1838; a short
time after Captain Burnes had taken his departure. Too
much weight is laid upon the fact of the dissensions between
Dost Mohamed and his brothers, the Barukzyes. There was
scarcely more than existed between the Sirdozyes, at dif-
ferent times, after the death of Timour Shah. Zim4n, Mah-
moud, Shuja, Ayub, and Sultan Ali, were all kings of Kabul
in the life-time of each other. Dost Mohamed was a master-
spirit, with acknowledged talent, but no money, or he
would soon have quieted the dissensions around him. Na-
poleon used to say, that no man could be a great man’
without money.,

Peshawur had, I believe, always belonged to the Af-
ghans up to the time of its being taken by Runjit. In
the ¢ Ayin Akberi,” it is mentioned, with the city of
Kabul, as part of the soobah (division or province) of
Kashmir. There cannot, I think, be a doubt that the
Afghans will never give up the idea of its repossession, and
that Shah Shuja has lost credit in their eyes for having
agreed to give it up to the infidel Sikhs. Is it to be won-
dered at that Dost Mohamed, who is much his superior in
energy, ability, and talent for government, should wish to
regain it? or that, threatened by the Sikhs on one side, and
Kamran of Herat on the other, and taunted by the Afghans
‘with the loss of Peshawur, which was taken from him by a
trick, after having been given up to the Sikhs by an ex-king,
whom he afterwards drove out of the country, he should send
for assistance to the Persians before the arrival of the Go-

|
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vernor-general’s letter of the 22d of August, 1836 ? and was it
not creditable to him that, after Captain Burnes’ arrival, he
wrote (Oct. 25, 1837,) to his brothers at Kandahar, that now
he had some hopes regarding Peshawur, and, in fact, wished
them to discontinue the proposed alliance, or, at all events,
not to send the envoy to Persia?

¢The English want to extend their trade,” — such was the
substance of his remarks—¢¢I will give them every assistance,
but they may trade as much as they please now. I want to
be maintained in my position ; I have twice won my throne
with my sword. I wish to be a friend to the English, but
should lose credit in the eyes of the Musalman world if I
tamely give vp Peshawur; and if the English will not give
me assistance, I must get it whence I can.”

Dost Mohamed may be charged with keeping several
irons in the fire, but I do not think that he could be justly
charged with being discontented and ambitious. When he
first sent for assistance to Persia, Count Simonich, the Rus-
sian ambassador, had seized the opportunity of sending him
a friendly letter, requesting him to write to him; and Dost
Mohamed had also written to the Emperor of Russia, vid
Bokhara, in the beginning of 1836, informing him that the
English government were inclined to support Shah Shuja,
and addressed a letter to Lord Auckland about the same time
(May 1836), probably afterwards.

On the 8th of December, 1837, as already remarked, the
Russian agent arrived at Kabul, with a general promise of
assistance and money. He was also the bearer of a second
letter of introduction from Count Simonich, and was kindly
received by the Amir. In this the Count said to the Amir,
“1 beg you will look upon him (Capt. Vickovich) like
myself, and take his words as if they were from me.”—
(Corr. p.473.) His offers are pitted against those of Captain
Burnes. Dost Mohamed asks the latter what he can pro-
mise him; and Captain Burnes says that he is unable to
make such and such promises, but that he will write to his
government; upon which the Amir asks the Russian agent
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what he can promise. The latter remarks to the Amir that
the Emperor was an autocrat, and that he could then and
there make him such and such promises, on the part of
his master; and pointed out to the Amir the delay that
would be caused by first sending to the council* at Caleutta,
and afterwards to England, for an answer.

In the end Captain Burnes was obliged to quit Kabul.+
The Russian agent was dismissed, as already remarked,
a short time afterwards, and whilst the Persians were still
at Herat. When Dost Mohamed heard that the expe-
dition from India was approaching, he sent — as who would
not? —messenger after messenger to the Russian ambas-
sador and the Shah, urging them to settle affairs at [erat
and come on to Kabul, when the country would be theirs.
—(Corr. p. 496.)

All these disturbing causes might probably have been

* He used the word ‘ punchyt,” which signifies a native jury
of five, and was & degrading term when applied to the Council at
Calcutta.

1 It is said that he had actually concluded a treaty with Dost Mo-
hamed, by which mutual differences were adjusted; and that he was, to
use & common phrase, thrown over by the Governor-general. Whether
this was the case, and what was the naturc of the treaty, if any; and
whether he did not, in making it, exceed his instructions, is a question
that can only be decided by a production of all papers connected with
the proceedings at Kabul. I have heard that an inference to this effect
has been drawn from the following passage in Captain Burnes' letter to
Mr. M‘Naghten, from Kabul, 25th April, 1838 (Corr. p. 448). “On
the 15th I received another visit from Sirdar Mchir Dil Khan (of Kan-
dahar), who was accompanied by the Nuwab Jubbar Khan, Mecza Sami
Khan (Dost Mohamed’s secretary), and the Naibs (generals) of Kanda-
har and Cabool. The deputation was a formal one, from both branches
of the family. The Sirdar now informed me that the Amir had agreed
to write to the Maharajah, through the Governor-general, to dismiss
Captain Vickovich, to hold no farther communication with other powers,
to write to the Shah of Persia that he had done with his Majesty for cver.
The Sirdars of Kandahar, on their part, agreed to address the Shah, recall
Ullahdad, the agent who had accompanied Kumber Ali, and to place
themselves, along with their brother the Amir, entirely under the pro-
tection of the British Government; in return for which they claimed
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prevented, not merely for the existence of the treaty of
perpetual friendship with Runjit Singh, but for a sort of
infatuation which seemed to exist in his favour, and to be
extended even to a dislike to friendly representations of
sufficient earnestness in favour of Dost Mohamed’s claims.
In the report of Lieutenant Vickovich, the Russian
agent, to Count Simonich, referred to in Captain Burnes’
letter of the 8th of July, 1838 (Corr. p. 492), the Russian
agent intimates (I do not know whether his information was
correct or not),  Burnes declares that Runjit had re-
ceived from the Company a proposal to give up Peshawur
and other conquests, and that he would willingly comply
with the wishes of the Company upon receiving intimdtion
to that effect; but that on receiving such a proposition from
Runjit, Lord Auckland replied that, in consequence of the
approach of the Persian Shah to Herat, he decidedly advises
Runjit to retain Peshawur, and oppose himself to the move-
ments of the Shah.” 1 repeat, that I do not know how far

at its hands two things—first, a direct promiise of its good offices to csta-
blish peace at Peshawur, and an amelioration in the condition of Sultan
Mohamed Khan ; and second, a promise, equally direct, to afford them
protection from Persia, in whatever way the British judged it best for
their interests, it being clearly understood that Kandahar was not to be
allowed to suffer injury.”

I much doubt whether any treaty was signed; and I cannot extract
such an inference as the foregoing from the just recited passage, because
Captain Burnes tells them in his reply, that he is sceptical of their sin-
cerity, and moreover, because the audience alluded to was on the 15th of
April, 1838, and Captain Burnes quitted Kabul on the 26th, and it was
not possible he could have reccived an answer from the Governor-general
in the intervening time; and because, moreover, I look upon the words
“g direct promise to establish peace at Peshawur” as very vague, and
believe that if Dost Mohamed had bond fide intended to give up Peshawur,
it would have been more explicitly mentioned.

Runjit was not expected to live from month to month, and if Dost
Mohamed had really resigned his claims upon Peshawur during Runjit's
lifetime, it would only have been deferring the evil day for a very short
period, so that it may be doubted whether such an arrangement would
have been of much value.
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this be correct or not, but if this advice were given at the
time when it was believed that the Persians would certainly
take Herat and come on to India, there can be no doubt that
there are many reasons in favour of its being the best that
could be given under existing circumstances. :

It may be justly urged in favour of our perpetual friend-
ship with Runjit, that our north-western frontier was in a
state of tranquillity for many years; but, in my humble
judgment, it might have been preserved just as well without
it. We slept upon it too much. It was a friendship of
which we made no positive use up to the time of the expe-
dition to .Kabul. Runjit, on the contrary, was perpetually
making some good use of it, and eventually took Peshawur;
and thus threw a firebrand which embroiled us with the
Afghans. We deprived ourselves of sufficient communica-
tion with the Afghanistan people, its passes, and the neigh-
bouring country. I ought not to abuse the bridge I have
traversed, and find fault with a policy that has enabled
me to see much that no European traveller had seen be-
fore; but the fact is, that officers ought to have been sent to
travel and explore all the countries on the north-west
frontier, at least fifteen years ago; in which case the late,
and still pending, unfortunate war would not have been
as it has been, and still is, a war of experiment. Our
north-west frontier was not like any other; it was the
only one on which there was a chance of serious invasion,
and we ought long ago lo have known more of it. In this
particular, Lord Auckland’s predecessors are more to blame
than he is.

After reading all this, there can be no doubt, I should
think, in any person’s mind, that Russia was thus seeking to
extend her influence in the East, and that it had a tendency
to injure our own. M. Vickovich, says Captain Burnes
(Extract No. 6, Corr. p. 475), informed Dost Mohamed
Khan that the Russian government had desired him to state
his sincere sympathy with the difficulties under which he
laboured ; and that it would afford it great pleasure to assist
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him in repelling the attacks of Runjit Singh on his domi-
nions; that it was ready to furnish him with a sum of money
for the purpose, and to continue the supply annually, ex-
pecting in return the Amir's good offices, &c.

All the diplomatists in the East seemed to be but of one
opinion with regard to the designs of Russia ; and there is
no doubt that if the Persians had succeeded at Herat, the
Afghans would have joined them. They would have come
on to Peshawur en masse, with Russian officers in their camp.

In answer to the intimation from Captain Burnes, that a
Russian agent had arrived at Kabul, Mr. M‘Naghten writes
to Captain Burnes (Jan. 20, 1838). ¢ His lordship attaches
little importance to this mission of the Russian agent, al-
though he will bring all the circumstances connected with it
to the notice of the home authorities ; as it undoubtedly
marks a desire which has long been known to exist on the
part of the Russian government, to push at least the influ-
ence of their name to our Indian frontier; and the pro-
ceedings, especially of the Russian envoy at Tehran, in
regard to it, are open to much observation.” This, I venture
to think, is exactly what should have been written under
existing circumstances.

Upon Captain Burnes’ return from Kabul, a council of
all the north-western frontier diplomats, whose previous
differences of opinion had been notorious, was held at Simla;
it was finally determined by the Governor-general to rein-
state Shuja, and a mission* was sent (in May 1838) to
Lahore, to cement our perpetual friendship with Runjit, and
arrange some matters connected with Lord Keane’s expe-
dition.t

Dost Mohamed, it is true (p.425), remarked that he
had little fear of Runjit's power to injure him at Kabul.
But we learn from Captain Wade (p. 424) *“ that, considering

* Vide Osborne’s ¢ Runjit Singh.”
+ Vide the Treaty with Runjit Singh and Shah Shooja-o0ol-moolk,
concluded at Lahore on the 26th of June, 1838.—(Corr. p. 203.)
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the feelings of hostility with which the Maharajah views
Dost Mohamed, and that he is now scarcely restrained (I
do not know whether any interference was used) from pro-
secuting the war against the Amir, his Highness (Runjit)
will not, in Captain Wade’s opinion, be persuaded to abandon
his hostile designs upon Kabul, without desiring to obtain
terms of submission from its chief, to which the British
Government would not wish to become a party.”

Why Runjit should have entertained feelings of hostility
against Dost Mohamed, I do not know, excepting that he
found him to be as clever a fellow as himself; and it must
not be forgotten that he shamefully ill treated Shah Shuja,
Dost Mohamed’s rival and our friend, when he was a pri-
soner at Lahore, and forced him to give up the celebrated
Koh-i-nur diamond.*

More interference might, I think, have been used with
beneficial effect. It is true, as already remarked, that Dost
Mohamed, to use a common phrase, had several irons in the
fire; that he was playing fast-and-loose ; but he was seeking
assistance necessary for the support of his position and bis
honour. He was made partly responsible for the follies of
the Shah of Persia ; and I think it will be inferred from the
foregoing statements, that his dethronement was altogether
an act of injustice to him. We will now inquire how far it
was an act of justice to own interests.

In my narrative of my visit to Afghanistan (p. 387), I
have remarked, that I have never doubted for an instant
the correctness of that line of policy which it eventually
became necessary to pursue, by sending the late expedition
to Afghanistan ; I have never doubted for an instant that it
would succeed, or- that Shah Shuja would be well received
by the Afghans. By using the word eventually, I allude to
the bad policy that preceded and caused what appeared to
me to be the necessity for the dethronement of Dost Mo-
hamed — an act rendered necessary by way of reparation
for previous errors.

* The Mountain of Light.
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It must not be forgotten that the many are now giving
their opinions on the propriety of the Ghuzni expedition,
after the fact of its discomfiture ; and I do not think myself
wrong in saying, that those who have not been in the East
can have but scanty pretensions to any thing more than
speculation and conjecture upon Eastern matters, without
being in possession of something like a continuous chain of
undisputed facts.

But opinions emanating from high, and the highest
sources, have been recorded, in previous condemnation of the
expedition across the Indus. “*Triumph you may ;—confident
you may be, as I am, in the gallantry of your troops; but
when, through your gallantries, the victory has been gained,
and you have succeeded, then will come your embarrass-
ments.”* And the warning, alike prophetic in its whole
tendency, and discriminating in its details of good and evil
result, was unfortunately disregarded. We did triumph,
through the gallantry of our troops; and the triumph was
succeeded by embarrassment, and bllghted by unprece-
dented disaster.

But let it not be supposed that nothing can be said in
defence of the measure. Many of the objections raised
against passing the Indus—at least I should humbly conceive
so—were broadly made because the Indus is the natural
boundary of Hindustan. But, it may be remarked that it was
not the boundary of our possessions, and that that was one of
the reasons why it was thought right to cross it. Had our
territories been extended up to it, we should have remained
in security behind it. Our object was to secure a friendly
power in a country where a friendly power was of importance
to us, and where, had it continued as it latterly was, un-
friendly and opposed to our interests, it was reasonably con-
cluded that much further harm might have been inflicted, by
the increase of Russian influence. We now know practically

* It is unnecessary to add, that these are the words of the Duke of
Wellington, as quoted in Lord Stauley’s speech on the Income Tax,
April 11, 1842,
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the nature of its passes, and the approaches to Hindustan by
way of Kabul; we did not know them, comparatively speak-
ing, before, nor is it likely to be forgotten that they were far
more formidable than was expected.

Let us shortly refer to the opinions of the different diplo-
matists that preceded the expedition.

Mr. Ellis, in a letter dated 15th January, 1836, writes to
Lord Palmerston from Persia,—¢‘I feel quite assured that
the British Government cannot permit the extension of the
Persian monarchy in the direction of Afghanistan, with a
due regard to the internal tranquillity of Central India ; that
extension will at once bring Russian influence to the very
threshold of our empire.”—(Corr. p. 8.) He also writes in
the annexed memorandum, *“ The progress of Persia ought
to receive every opposition from the British Government
that the obligations of public faith will permit.”

Sir John M*Neill (Corr. p. 185), referring to the refusal
of the Persian Government to give reparation and satisfac-
tion for the violence offered to his messenger, remarks, that
“some public act of reparation, which will prove to the
people of Persia and Afghanistan that we are not to be
insulted with impunity, is, in my opinion, indisputably
necessary ; I will not say to restore us to our former
position, but to enable us to retain one of any credit or
respectability.”

He remarks (Corr. p. 198), “ The Persian Government is
prosecuting schemes of almost undisguised hostilities towards
England.”

Again he says (Corr. p. 187), ¢ Count Simonich certainly
threatened Mohamed Ameen, a servant of Yar Mohamed
Khan (minister to Prince Kamran, of Herat), who was sent
with a message from his master to the Persian camp, that if
Herat did not surrender to the Shah, he would march a
Russian army against it.”

Also, ““In a conversation with a Persian gentleman at
Tehran, Count Simonich had stated his having advised the
Shah, after the fall of Herat, to turn his attention to Sinde.”

VOL. I. c



xxii OBSERVATIONS ON AFGHANISTAN.

Also, in the same letter, ¢ Count Simonich, being lame from
a wound, drove his carriage the whole way from Tehran to
Herat, and could drive it to Kandahar; and the Shah’s
army has now, for nearly seven months, subsisted almost
exclusively on the supplies of the country immediately
around Herat and Ghorian, leaving the still more produc-
tive districts of Subzar and Farrah untouched. In short, I
can state, from personal observation, there is absolutely no
impediment to the march of an army to Herat; and that,
from all the information I have received, the country be-
tween that city and Kandahar not only presents no diffi-
culty, but affords remarkable facilities for the passage of
armies,” &e.

Also (Corr. p. 193), ¢ The hope of receiving the submission
of all Afghanistan will be a very strong inducement to the
Shah to persevere in the enterprise in which he is engaged.”

Also (Corr. p. 197), ¢ At this moment the united influ-
ence of Persia and Russia would appear to be established in
all the Afghan dominions.”

Also (p. 194), Sir John M*Neill remarks, ¢ In short, if
Herat should fall, and if the treaty has really been guaran-
teed by Russia, and not by Count Simonich personally,
Russia becomes by it indisputable mistress of the destinies,
political and commercial, of all Central Asia ; Great Britain
having been forced back to the Indus, Khiva and Bokhara
must submit, if they are attacked, while Persia and Afghan-
istan will already be entirely at her disposal.*

* Itis right to add here, with reference to the last foregoing passages,
that Count Nesselrode informed Lord Durham, that if Count Simonich
had acted in the manner stated by Mr, M¢Neill, he had done that which
was in direct opposition to his instructions. The Count had been dis-
tinctly ordered to dissuade the Shah from prosecuting the present war, at
any time and in any circumstances. His Excellency said, that he was
convinced that our minister had been misinformed, and that Count
Simonich had never given any such advice to the Shah as that which
was attributed to him. Count Nesselrode further stated, that he entirely
agreed with the English Government, as to the folly and impolicy of the
course pursued by the Persian monarch, — Vide ¢ Quarterly Review,”
June 1839, p. 153,
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In a translated extract of a letter from Dost Mohamed
to Mohamed Shah of Persia, the Amir thus expresses him-
self (Corr. p. 482): ¢ As the Shah (your majesty) was at a
distance, I kept Captain Burnes in evasive discourse, and
on hearing the sure information of your majesty’s arrival at
Herat, I dismissed him instantly.” This in substance was
true, excepting as to the latter word.

Corr. p. 496.—¢¢ Dost Mohamed having heard that Lord
Auckland had entered into a treaty with Runjit Singh to
restore Shooja-ool-moolk, now sends messenger after mes-
senger to the Russian ambassador and the Shah, urging
them to settle affairs at Herat and come on to Kabul, when
the country will be theirs.”

Corr. p. 423. — Captain Wade says, “ I submit my
opinions, with every reference to the wisdom of his Lord-
ship’s decision ; but it occurs to me that less violence would
be done to the prejudices of the people, and to the safety
and well-being of our relations with foreign powers by
facilitating the restoration of Shah Shuja, than by forcing
the Afghans to submit to the soverciguty of the Amir.”
And he quotes the opinion of Mr. Masson at Kabul. ¢ The
likelihood is, that affairs will become worse instead of better.
The British Government could employ interference without
offending half-a-dozen individuals. Shah Shuja, under their
auspices, would not encounter opposition, and the Amir and
his friends, if he have any, must yield to his terms or
become fugitives.”

Captain Burnes writes from Jellalabad (Corr. p. 458), 1
inquired into the truth of the reports in circulation regarding
the Amir having actually gone over to Persia, and sought
the security of Russia. The reply was, that they were too
true, and that Captain Vickovich had promised to get the
guarantee of Russia to all their arrangements,” &c.

Again: ‘“The chief of Kabul still gives out that he
would not trust Persia alone; but seconded by M. Goutte
and Captain Vickovich he considers the Russian guarantee
will gain for him all his ends, and besides being able suc-

-



Xxiv OBSERVATIONS ON AFGHANISTAN,

cessfully to contend with the Sikhs, as certain of ministering
to his ambition and fixing his supremacy.”

Again (Corr. p. 487), Captain Burnes remarks, I have
only again to repeat my most deliberate conviction, founded
on much reflection, regarding the passing events in Central
Asia, that consequences of the most serious nature must
in the end flow from them, unless the British Govern-
ment applies a prompt, active, and decided counterac-
tion.”

Again (Corr. p. 499), Captain Burnes writes from Shikar-
pore (after the Ghuzni expedition had marched), ¢ The pre-
sence of the Russian agent at Kandahar tallies but ill with
the Shah’s acceding to our requests, as reported by Colonel
Stoddart; or are we now to make a distinction between
Russian and Persian intrigues, and conclude at once that
the former wish to approach India without Persia as a
cloak ?"

Captain Vickovich, it appears, returned to Kandahar
with money for the Sirdars, in order to induce them to
march again towards Herat, and told them that Dost Mo-
hamed would receive 40,000 ducats from the treasury at
Kirman within three months; and Captain Burnes again
writes (Corr. p. 500), ¢ That the Shah pointed out to the
ambassador (Count Simonich) that it was not according to
treaty that Russian forces should march through Persia; but
now his majesty would bring no objection, if that government
would send their army through it to reduce any country they
liked.”

Again he adds, *The Sirdars (of Kandabar) and Cap-
tain Vickovich wrote separate letters to the Amirs of Sinde,
saying, that they should remain quiet for three months, and
the Amirs would soon see them on the Indus with their
army.” These last extracts from Shikarpore could have
had, of course, no influence in the mere planning of the
expedition,

Now, when it is considered that Russian invasion, even
in a state of profound peace, is the grand military topic of
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conversation in India—when it was considered to be an esta-
blished fact that there were no physical obstacles in the
way of the march of a Russian army —when each of the few
travellers who visited the intervening countries had justly
thought that their accounts would be incomplete without
saying all they knew, all they had heard, and all they could
conjecture, on the subject, and all, I believe, agreeing in the
possibility of Russian invasion—when every foreigner who
visited India was considered by the many, whatever his
rank or occupation, to be no more or less of a spy—when the
newspapers, whether right or wrong, never let slip an op-
portunity of referring to the subject of Russian invasion,
some idea may be formed of the excitement caused by the
authentic information of a Persian army, encouraged, as
it was said and believed, by Russia, and with Russian
officers amongst them, having marched to Herat, and that
the city was nearly reduced to extremities.

Every little incident tended to increase the anxiety that
prevailed, not amongst the troops, but to those to whom
India was a home. It is true that Lord Auckland writes to
the Secret Committee (Corr. p. 392), ¢ That there is every
likelihood of remaining on amicable terms with Ava, and
that the state of Nepal has recently and voluntarily dis-
claimed having the slightest intention of hostility towards
our power.”* But at a time when the greatest excitement
prevailed, I forget the date, a Ghooka, or Nepalese chief,
of high rank, arrived at Lodiana, with, it was said, the
avowed intention of proceeding to Herat, and inviting the
Persians forward, How truly I do not know; but he was
detained for a short time by order from Lodiana, and allowed
to cross the Sutlij by mistake of the then locum tenens of
Captain Wade, who was absent. Runjit Singh received the
Ghooka chief with marked distinction. I do not know what
became of him, but the importance of the whole affair was

* In the same letter, alluding to our own possessions, his Lordship
writes: ¢ A more than usual excitement prevails throughout our Indian
territory.” — Vide supra.
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much magnified, though there is little doubt that he would
have done us all the harm he could.

The climax of excitement was arrived at when it was
understood that a Russian agent had arrived at Kabul, and
that Capt. Burnes had been obliged to quit the city in con-
sequence of his arrival. The siege of Herat still continued,
with every prospect of its being taken; and the subsequent
advance of the Persians and Afghans, and perhaps of the Sin-
dians also, in one vast body, to the invasion of the Panjab,
and perhaps of India. The “gentlemen of England, who
sit at home at case,” can form no idea of the excitement that
prevailed. All cyes were directed to the north-west frontier.
The efforts of Russian intrigue and influence were believed
to be in full play at Kabul (we did not, be it remembered,
then know the strength of the mountain-passes between us) ;
and Lord Auckland justly remarked, in the Simla Minute of
May 12, 1838 (Corr. p. 389), that ¢ the extraordinary excite-
ment which has been produced in the public mind, as well
in the Panjab as in Afyhanistan, in -consequence of the ap-
proach of the Persian power, is also a signal to us of the
mischief that might arise were that power to acquire a
settled authority or influence over all the Afghan country.”

The Governor-general finally determined to reinstate
Shah Shuja; and who will venture to affirm positively that
other Govarnor-generals, under similar circumstances, a
similar want of information, and similar excitement, would
not have done the same? None have been placed in a similar
position, none had hitherto been so peremptorily called to
interfere from the other side of the Indus. It was judged
better to go and fight than wait and fight.

It is said that the expedition was concocted in England.
How much the less responsibility is attributable to Lord
Auckland is known to those who are best acquainted with
this fact. It is said that the Indian government would
have allowed and wished for the invasion of Afghanistan
by Runjit. When I returned from Kabul I was asked by
General Ventura whether (I forget the exact words) a Sikh
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army could reach Kabul? and I well remember telling him
that they could not. Allowing, encouraging, or conniving
at a Sikh invasion was a very different thing from invasion by
ourselves. If Runjit succeeded, he was our friend ; we had
a hold upon him in the Panjab. If he weakened himself by
a failure, we might have been obliged to take the Panjab,
and should not have thought it necessary to go to Kabul
ourselves.

¢ The operations which we are about to undertake,” so
Lord Auckland writes to the Secret Committee, dated
Simla, August 13, 1838, ¢ will doubtless be attended with
much expense ; but this consideration must, I feel assured,
be held comparatively light when contrasted with the mag-
nitude of the object to'be gained, which is no less than to
raise up a barrier to all encroachments from the westward.
We shall, at all events, by the means we are adopting, avert
a danger immediately threatening us, at a period when a
more than usual excitement prevails throughout our Indian
territory, and we shall gain time (ample, if judiciously em-
ployed) to strengthen our frontier, and render us independent
of external aid in warding off such designs as those which
have now been clearly developed.

‘I have acted in a crisis which has suddenly arisen, and
at a period when appearances in every quarter were the most
threatening to the tranquillity of the British Indian empire
in the manner which has seemed to me essential to ensure
the safety and assert the power and dignity of our Govern-
ment.”— (Corr. p. 393.)

I believe, I hope, I am not wrong in remarking that
some of the principal authorities in India were not only for
crossing the Indus, but for marching at once to Herat, and
driving back the Persians, and thus bearding the Shah on
the very threshold of his dominions.

It has been suggested that Shah Shuja might have been
sent forward with a supply of money, and some British
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