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ELLHIN SCONG AND MURDLK QOF GANGADHAR SHAUT I

Section 1 - Feshwa - Gailkwgd Digpute and Elphinatone

Anarochy waa?dangarous pastime, and eviry year saw ite
orimpon atain spread a little further across the fabrio of
the maratha wmpire. In the beginning of the nineteenth
century, when there was hardly any Indlien State freo from
chaos, the dispute among the Maeratha states presented a
socene of the worst confuaion, which graduaslly set the path
clear for the epeedy diememberment of the Maratha tmpire.
it has boen gtated in the 14th Article of the Treaty of
Basgein, that the Peshwa gave his assent that the Hritish
dovernment should ‘'examimne into, =nd finelly adjust his -
demands on the Gaikwad.1 Baji Rao was extrumely keun toc get
his claims investigated and adjusted against the Geikwad,
und could bsar no delasy. He pregsed the Resident at foona
‘ever singe 1807 for effeoting a svttlemcnt.'?

The Peshwa's alaim on the Galkwad were of long

standing. But a correct eveluation of warlous clnims and

t. Altohiaon, Treasties, rngatements & Sanada, Vol. VI, pp.56=57.

2. bLlphinptone to Secretary Adaa, 21.9.1813, Poona Residency
Correppondence, Vol. XII, p. 276} Sardesai, New History
of the iarathas, Vole ILI, p. 455.
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gounter clgims as advanced by the parties in dispute,

can be ascertained only after tracing the origin of those
claims. Often historians differ from one another in
eatimating the exact calue of the Peshwa's demands. Grant
Duff believes that the debts of the Galkwad to the Peshwa
amounted tc nearly a orore of rupees.3 Aocording to
Pringep, the Peshwa's total oclaims amounted to a2 sum
conslderably exceeding three orores of rupees.4 un the
contrary the anonymous author of 'The Rulers of Baroda,’
correctly estimatces the Peshwa's claims at more than four
crores gnd a half inclusive of the various miscellaneous
demands and are ocorroborated by the bombay recorda.5 In
1751, Damaji Galkwad was tsken a prisoner by Balaji Baji
Rao and was compelled to cede half of his territories in
Gujarat to the Peshwa and hold the other hglf as the
Peghwa's vaseal. Damajl Galkwad iurther promised to help
the Peshwa to oconquer Ahmadabad from the Mughals.s In 1762,
Raghoba summoned Damaji to assist him against Peshwa

Madhav Rao 1. He, however, could not .o personally as he

3. Urant Duff, History of the Marathas, Vel. II. p. 507.

4., Prinsep, History of Political and Military Transactions
in India, Vol. I, p. 703 P-C.Gupta, Bajl Rao II and
the bast India Company, p. 113.

5. FPeCsGupta, Baji Hao II and the East India Company,
ppe 118-119,

6. Ibid-. P+ 119.
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was indlsposed, but sent his son Govind Rao with his
contingent. Madav Rao infilcted a defeat on Rabhoba and
punished the Galkwad for his adherence to his tvnemy by
‘impoging on him an annual tribute of 5,25,000 rupees
and an annual service with 3,000 horse during peace and
45,000 during war.'7
Damaji Gaikwad died in 1762 A.D., leaving his entire
possession dlsputed between Syajee Rao his eldest son, but
by his seocnd wife, and Govind Rao his second son by the
firat marrvied of his wivea.e The Peshwa was determined
to make full harvest of this dispute, and derlined
oonferring investiture on either of the pcompetitors till
their rights should be fully investigated.® Ultimately,
Fateh Singh, Damaji's youngest son, emerged as the
succesgiul claimant, who bought recognition of the Pesghwa
to aot as Regent on behalf of Syajee, who was 'unfitted

tor governing from natural 1mheoility',10

by 'agreeing to
pay him annuglly the sum of 17,79,900 rupees and also by
promiging to pay a oompensation of 6,75,000 rupecs for the

future discontinuance of the oontingent.'11 In fact, the

7. clphinstone to Warden, dated 24.3.1816, Poona Residenoy
Correspondence, Vol. XIII, pp. 30=31.

8. Ibvid., p. 31.
9. Ibid., p. 31.
10. Ibid., p. 31.
11. YeCotiupta, 8aj1l Rno II and the bast India Company, p. 113.
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amount promised in all these tranasaciions were pretty
heavy. Owing to poor finenclal oondition of the Baroda
Government often the dues could not be mede regularly.
Thus, the Pepghwa's first claim was to the balance of

'an old account amounting to 39,82,783% rupees.'12

The
Poshwa wulso demsnded a e of rupees 50,119,887 for several
engagemcnts.13 The next claim was for 2,03%,56,000 rupees
on account of tribvte and commutation for military service
for 14 years st 14,54,000 per annum of which 7,79,000 rupecs
i1s for tribtute -nd 6,75,000 rupecs for military serv1c0.14
The Peshwa's third elaim was to s share ot any revenue that
migzht be collected 'from the Baubee kMahiouls conguered by
Dgma}i snd called Puttun sunch Mahaul,'15 according to an
ggreement with the Gaikwad in 17¢5. But the Guikwad argued
that the Peshwa haed renounced all claims to o shure in the °
saubee Mahuyuls. Although he did afterwards extort a lakh in
one year and 25,000 rupec¢s in another on this account,
yet he afterwards desisted. In five or mlx settlements
which took place after thgt period no further demand was
made on that accounti. Moreovir, the Baubee Mahzules produce
16

no gurplus revenue for the Peshwa to share. The silence

of the Yeghwa at s0 many scuttlements affords a strong

12. blphinstone to Warden; 24.3.1816, Poona Resmidency
Correspondence, VYol. XII, pe. 37,

13. P.C.Gupta, Baji Rao II and the kLast India Company, p. 120.

14, Llphinstone to Warden; 24.3.1816, Poona Residenoy
Correapondencs, Vol. XIII, p. 37

15. Ibido, Pe 38.
16. Ibido. EPs 38"’39'
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prepunption in the Galkwad's favour. Bajl Rao II's fourth
claim was for 56,338,000 rupecs on account of tribute for
investiture, but the Galkwad urged that in consideration

of his financial stringency 'the invesgtiture ought to be
granted without pay Nazrana.'! The fifth olaim relates to
the praotice in Ahmedabad which was not conneoted with the
general arrangement. 8 In the gixth eclaim, the Peshwa called
upon the Galkwad to restore him three clephants and five
horses in accordance with his promise in 1792.19 The seventh
claim deals with the repayment of a debt of one lagih cof
rupees with full intereast, borrowed from a banker by the
Galkwad in 1792 for which the Poona Government had stood

20

surety.” Malhar Rao's olaims mentioned in the Peshwa's

eighth demend were forfeited by his rebellion.?.

The next
claim perteining to the fecs of the Fadnavis were sdmitted
by the Gaikwad.22 The last demand relating to the sum of
26,000 rupeep for the enjoyment of the revenue of the
village of Ramia by the Galkwad for thirteen years, without
any authority, was admitted by the Galkwad.°~

In 1806, the Peshwa's Government prepared a atatement

of 1ts olaime on the Galkwad which showa the account as

17+ klphinptone tc Warden. 24.3.1816, FPoona Residency
Correspondence, Vol. XIII, p. 37.

18. Ibid.
19. Ibid.
20, Ibid.
21. Ibid.
22. [lbid.
23. Ibid.
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follows 1~24
Balance of sn account settled Bs 39,82,789
in 1798.
For the tribute & commutation ks 1,45,40,000

for ten ycars at the rate of
Bs 14,54,000 per year.

The Peghwa's claimsover the is 37,00,000
Bebis Mahals according to an

agreement with the Giakwad in

1765, at the rate of one lakh

of rupees per year, for thirty

peven years.

On account of the beatowal of BB 56,38,001
the dignity of Sena-Khas Khel

on Anand Rao Gaikwgd, in

accordance with ancient

tradition.

Total s 2,78,6060,790

In 1811, the Peshwa's claims were again estimated.
By lapse of time, they had then risen to 3,40,76,790 rupees,

apart from the demands under the head 'miscellaneous claims’

25

which remained prsctioelly the same as in 1806, A list of

the FPeshwa's claim prepared in 1816 appeared in the 'Bombay

Gage Lleer', in which the account was stated as followssi~20

The bglsnce in 1795 & 39,82,789
Tributes and commutations from

1798 to 1816 at the rate of

14,54,000 rupees per annume. 2,6%,72,000

By the Peshwa's partition-treaty

the Peghwa demanded one lakh per
annum from the Gailkwad (1760-1816) 56,00,000

Nagurs due from the Gaikwad for the
Peshwa's recognition of him as
Sena-Khas Khel 56,738,001

Total b  4,13,92, 790

24. PeCoGupta, Baji Rao II and the Last India Company, p- 120.
25. PeCeGupta, B8aji Rao Ii and the tast India Company,pp.120-121.

26. Bombay Gmzetteer, Vol. VII, p. 385.
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“here were other various misgellaneous demande whioh
included the Gaikwad's promise to pay threw of his best
clephants and five of his beat horses to the Peahwa;zT hie
debt of one lakh of rupecvs borrowcd from a banker on the
Feghwa's sequrity; snother debt to a banker namcd Bulaji Saik
Vira; a promige to glve the Peshwa jewells to the value of
one lakh of rupe<s; a demand for the sum of 50, 19,687 rupe:-s
tor warious engagementsy :nd lastly, another demsnd from
the Galkwnd et the rate of 2,000 rupecs for holding the
village of Hamia without authority for sévente.n yeaxa.28

On the otner hand, the Galkwad brought ‘orward his
counter ciulms on the Foona Government in 1806 snd those
were repeated again in 1813. In 18135, his counter olalms
were calculated at 3,36,50,000 rupsea.29 The first claim
relates to the tranasfer of the city of Hroach to the inglish
by the roona uovermment in 1777. It was congidercd illegal °
by the Government of HBaroda as 1t belonged to the Gaikwad.
Consequently the Gaikwad clalmed that he should be prild
an indemnity of 2,16,00,000 rupeen.50 The Galkwad's second

31

counter elaim wae for 80,00,000 rupecs on account of the

27. -lphinagtone to Seqretery Adam, 21.9.1813, loona
iiesidency Correspondence, Vol. XIl; ps ¢B1.

2. l'bido, Ppe 281=2824
23+ Bombay Politlesl FProcecdings, 13.10.1513, p. 393%.

30 .lphinstone to Warden, 24.3.1316; loona Residcnoy
vorresponaence, Vole X1il, p. 403 Grant uaif, llestory
of the sahrattns, Vols. IL, pp. 507-508.

31, -Apyhinstonce to Secretory Adam, 21.9.1813, loona
heasldency Correespondence, Vol. XII, p. 2i4.
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expenses incurred by him at the instanoc¢ of Poona
Government for subduing the rebellious Governor, Aba
Shalukar of,Ahmedabad.32 Thirdly, the Gaikwad's
Government claimed a deduction of 40,50,000 rupess in
consequence of the politicsl unrest of the atate.33 It
wae for the amount of the expense he incurred in
procuring a British force to secure the existence of
hts state which had fallen into great peril from the
Peshwa's inabllity to afford the assistance he was

bound by the treaty to furnisn:34 Therefore, his contingent
should be considered as serving with him on the Peghwa's
part, and that no compensation should be required for

the years during which those intermel troubles existed.

32. tlphinstone to Warden, 24.3.1816, Poona Residency
Correspondence, Vol. XIII, p. 41,

In the year 1200 A.D. Abaji Krishna Shelukar in an
unwarrantable prosecution of hootilities against the
Galkwad, raised troops and excited insurrections. The
Gaikwad, having comnunicated this event to the Peshwa,
restored order. csight months were consumed in these
arrangements, in the execution of which some of the
principal Sirdarg of the 'Kingdom' lost their lives.
The establishment of suitable provision for their
families, together with the expenses of the military
preparations amounted to about 80,00,000 rupeeg.

Tranelation of the Gaikwad's report, written on the
17th of Rujub, in the Arabic year 1212; FYoona Residency
Correspondence, Yol. XII, p. 284.

33. Translation of the Galkwad's report, written on the
17th Kujub, in the Arabic year 1212; Poona Residenoy
correspondence, Yol. XII, p. 2u4.

54. PeCoeGupta, Bajl Rao II and the Last India Company,
p. 121.
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dphinstone, after a thorough study of varicue claime

and counter claimo as advanced by the Peshwa ~nd the

tGalkwad respectively, gave the following statement of

acocounts in his long letter to the Secretary, Warden, dated

24th sarcin, 1516« 'All olaims', he states, 'which were

congldered' ure herv put down in favour of the ualkwad'.

e ! s

Uld Balance Is 39,42,789

Trivutes & com-
pensation ior

17 years. 12,61,72,000
Nazar ks 5,00,000
Total Bs 3,06,54,789
lLess k3 1|60|25|000

Balance is 1,40,29,789

Ggikwad's counter oleims

Deduotion for

the years

(Arabic) 1200,

1202,1203. ks 20,295,000

Indem- ity for

sroach. B1,20,00,000
nxpenges of

reducing

Sailookur B 20,00,000
Total ks 1,60,2%,000

"¥rom thie it appears", xlphinstone concludes, "that the

Gysaweur owes the ralshwa after all decuctions upwards of

a orore and forty six lacs of rupecs on the most favourgble

view of hio affalrse snd aven if th: Yashwa could be

poersuaded to give up the odd 46 lacs , as a remisasion,

the bulance egainst the Gykwaur would &till be a crore of

ru'per:a."36

45 -dphinstone to Warden, 24.3.12816, roona Residency
Corre aspondence, Vol. XIII, p. 43,

560 lbido’ P 44.
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section 2 - Gangadhar Shastri's liission

In 1812, Fateh Singh Galkwad proposed that Gangadhar
Shostri be sent to Jt'caona""‘7 to adjust the acoount between
the two states, and he offered to bear the entire expenses
of the mission. On the 5th October, 1812, the Bombay

Governuent expressed its conaent.38

Begides the adjustment
of the Peshwa's claims on the Galkwad, enother important
object of Gangadhar Shastri's mission was the intense
anxiety of the Galkwad for the renewal of the lease of
Amedabad farm in his favour, which was to terminate in
1614.77 The Peshwa had firet leased out his half share

in the management of Ahmedabad to Govindrao Galwad's

son Bhagvant Rao in 1800, and the same was again renewed
on Uctober 2, 1604, lor a period of ten years, at the
aniual rate of 4,500,000 rupees.4o The hegsident at Baroda
and the court of Directors conasldered it desirable that the
management of the farm of Ahmedabad should continue in the
hande of the Gailkwad. But the Peshwa was not prepared to

41

renew the lease. On 23rd October, 1814, he appointed

Tri.bakji Dangl to take the charge of the Farm. Irimbakji,

37+ GeS.Sardesai, New History of the iMarathas, Vol. III,
pe 459; J.Talboys Wheeler, Summary of Affairs of the

3. Bombay folitical Proceeding, 7.10.1812, p. 2803.
39. Grant buff, history of the Wahrattas, Vol. II, p. 506.
4—0- Go Sl Sardeﬂai, 'HEW His'tol'y Df the Marathas. v01n III’ pl 4560

41, bklphinstone to Warden, 5.1.1814, foona Residuncy
vorrespondence, Vol. XII, p. %09,
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however, did not go there personaslly, but asent his nominee

Vithal Narasingh to menage the affairs on his behalf.42
Gangadhar Shastrl Patwardhan 'was born about the year

1775..43 44

tie left Poona as a result of his differences with Nana

lle was a clever clerk in the Peshwa's office.

kudngvis and Dada Gadre. He went away to Baroda when the
#ritish Resldency was established there in 1202. He was
appolnted by Walker, the Regident at Barods, as the Native

45 Soon

Asslistant on a pay of a hundred rupece per month.
he became the nain informant of th: Resident at Baroda by
kceping him well supplied with details of anti-uritish
intrigues in the court of Baroda. Thereby, he beocame
thoroughly obnecxicus to large sections 1n Beroda and

outside.4°

But his services to the Company were found to
be ol the greatest values. In Novemoer 1503, for his geal,
diligence «nd fidelity to the Company he was granted as an

logu the village of Uindoli in the Chaurasi Pargana.47

42+ Uue3«3ardesai, New History ot the .sarathas,Vol.ILI,p.456.
4%. Riyasat, p. 466.

44+ Ge3.Sardecal, New iistory oi the Marathas,Vol.III,p.454.
According to Grant Duff, Shastri was originally in the
" service of Fasdke family at Loona Grant Duff, History
of the Mahrattas,Vol. II, p. 505.
45. kiyasat, p. 467.
4. GeSeSardesal, New History ofi the ifarathus, Vol.III,p.455.

47. ¥+ C. Gupta, Bajl Rao II and the Last India Company,
Pe 114.
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in 1807, the Hombay Government honoured him by the grant
of a 'FPalankeen with a monthly allowance of one hundred
rupecs for its upkeep'.‘a lle ulao recelved from the
Gaikwad a suitable commission ior vifecting a considerable
eaving in the military expensca cf the state.49 In biny
1613, the Shastri entered the Galkwad's service with the
title of mutpliq und a4 salary of alx thousand rupees a
year.so in 1814, the lombay Uovermuent found it necgessary
to expiain to slphinstone that 'u.ngadhar Shastri had

been nominated to a conildential situation under Fateh
uingh Gaikwad and not to the Oiflicc of Diwan to the Baroda

State's” ]

trant Duff has rightly observed thet the Shastri
wus the 'iPrime .inisier ip all but the nmne'.52
clphinstone hapg glven 4 clear and interesting
portrayel of the Shastri's chaructery 'this man is a
person of great shrewdnees and talents who keepe the
whole ptate of Saroda in the highest order nnd nere lavishea
bi o money and marshals his Swarl in such a etyle as to draw
the attention of the whole plancc. Though a very learned
Shastri, he aoffects to buv guite an knglish man, walka

funt, talke fnst, interrupts and contradicts and oalla

48, t.C.Gupte, 8231 Hao II :nd the kast India Company,p.114.
49. fbid.

50. loide, p. 115.

1e idombay lrollticml Proce.dingsy, 20.1.1814, p. 317.

52« trant .uff, Hi.tory of the Mahrattas, Vol. IL, p. 506.
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Ao

the rephwa and his ministers old focle und damned rascals
or rather dam rascale. lie mixes inglish words with every
thing he pays and will say of some one (Holkar for instance)
‘Bghot triokwala tha, lekin bada mkalmand kukhye (oookeye)

tha '¢ - A very tricky person but very intelligent and of

obliguc slghts''>2

Gangadhar Shastri bad an interview with the Governor

of dombay snd Colonel Carnac on his way to Poona.‘gBA)

The Shastrl arrived at Poona in January 1814 under a

54

iirf tish safe-conduct. He was presented to the Peashwa on

February 9, 1814, but the 'reooption was very cold.'55

The Yeophwa referred the Shaptrl to his favourite minister
irimbakjl Dunglia who enjoyed his master's full oonfidenoe.56

Yrimbukjl was a man of a violent character and very hostile

53, Colebrooke, Life of il.slphinstone, Vol. I, p. 276. ’
(52A). Qtﬁ":i\gl Sy WA =t o 4di or anona el bl poes
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G4e Go 3¢ Sardesal, New il story of thu liarathas, Vol. III,
ppe 455-456,

55. ilbld., Folitical Proce.dings (Foreign)}, Cons. 25.
56« Parliamentary capéra, Vol. 11, pe. Te
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to the inglish.'”’ Soon after the Shastri's arrival at
Poona, the anti-British faction headed by Lx-Diwan Sitaram
at the court of Baroda became vigorously active. They
locked upon the 3hastri as a 'hated interloper and his

asceéndency a deplorable incident.'58

The Shastri's entire
annihilation was indispensable to Sitaram's faction.”>

In June 1814, Lk)lphinstone informed the Bombay Government
that Govind Rao Bandmji had held secret msetinge with
the Peshwa's Chief Minister Sadashiv Mankesghwar and had
pregented a letter from Fateh Singh Gaikwad who had
complained against the Shastri'as ascendency in the state
and also disavowed the mission-60 Larly in 1815, a person
named Bhagwant Raoc Gaikwad, an 1illegitimate brother of
Anand Kaeo, appeared at Foona and started intrigues against
the Baroda Government. He was cordially received by Baji
Rao in full Darbar on the Vasant Panchami day61 (Feb. 14,

1815).

57. Charles Macfarlane, History of Britieh India from the
Larliest inglish Intercourse, p. 3688} H.Bevan, Thirty
years in India, Vol. I, p. 225.

584 FeC.Gupta, Baji Rao II and the East India Company,
P 117.

59. Wallace, the Guicowar and his Helations with the
British Govermment, p. 199. It has been sald that
one of the objects of Kanho)i' s conspiracy of 1812
was the destruction of the British Power by the
murder of the inglish Resident and Gangadhar
Shastri (Bombay Gagetteer, Vol. VII, p. 217).

60. clphinstone to the Chiei Secerctary to the Government,
25.6.1814; Poons Residency Correspondence, Vol. XII,
Pe 332.

61. =lphinetone to Warden, 19.2.181.; Foona Resldency
Correspondence, Vol. XII, p. 350.
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In the meantime, Baj)i Rac was informed by his spies
in Barcda that Anand Kao and Pateh Singh were virtually
prisoners under the british guards, end were extremely
anxicus that th- Feshwa should obtain for them freedom
of action.62 da}l Heo claimed the puzerginty over the
Galkwad eand ineisted on sending his own agunt to Barodes
for the Purpose of aposrtalning the truth of the Galkwad's
herdaship. But 1t wag strongly repudisted by slphinstone
vwho stated that the Galkwad waes no longer the Peshwa's

63

vyassal. sJlphinstone was souvn aware that the outstanding

demands on the dalkwad afforded a wonderful opportunity
to the rYesghwa for correspondence anc¢ interchange of

migslons with all the principal stetes of Indiu.64

But

]l phinstone deliberately mainteined e soft tone towarde
Bajli Hao ar the Lngliph were then engeged in a deadly war
with Nepal and thelr repeated reverpes had crepted a strong
country wide popular discontent againet the Britieh

65

vovernmente In February 1815, .lphinstone asked the
reshwa to give up bis oleinm of excroising control over
the Barode State and to surrender Govind Rao Bandhuji aend
Bhayvantrao to him as they were aotively oonducting

intrigues againet the ungliah.se .lphinstone also

62. G.o.Sardesal,New History of the karathas,Vol«.IlIIl,p.457.
63. Ibide, p» 45,

t4s Colebrooke, Life o1 k..lphinstone, Yol. I, p. 294.

65. Ibid.

66+ G Se5erdepai,dew History of the Manrathas,Vol.III,p.458.
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adviged the Shastri to qult Yoona as his miesion had
proved a fallure. The Shastri did not accept Elphinetone's
suggestion because he felt that 1f he returned without
achieving any useful repult, hie competitor Sitaram and
the rest of the Baroda officiel circle would get the
ascendency and strengthen their opposition. On the other
hand, the Peshwa and Trimbakji thought that if %he Shaostri,
whose mission had been sponsored by the British Government
went beck in discomfiture, the Dritish would take 1t as
a personal affront and avenge themselves upon the Pesghwa
by making him lose both his overlordship and his debt.
Therefore, Baji Eso and Trimbakji introduced a sudden
change in their behaviour towards the Shastri and tried
to oreate an atmosphere of complete cordiality. They
persuaded the Shastri to etay on for sometime morc and
explore all possible means for gettling their dispute.
Gangudhar Shasgtri prepared a draft agreement to
which the PYeshwa gave his assent. By 1t the Gaikwad
was to ocede @ territory yielding a revenue of seven lakhs
of rupecs and acknowledge the sovereignty of the Peahwa
by receiving an investiture from him, provided it were

alwoys conferred on the nearest helr and without a
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Nazrana.67

But Pateh Singh Galkwad was averse to any
scttlenent on the basle of territorial cegsion =nd
expresged his disup.roval of the scheme. The Shastri etill
hoped that Fateh Singh might be brought to open his eyes
to bhis own interept. clphinstone considered that a
postponemunt of the negotiation migcht be helpful to secure
& fovournblv answer from Beroda. S0 he encouraged the
Pishwa' s intentlon of golng on a pllgrimage to wat.se
After his return from ¥Wai, the Peshwa projected his annual
pilyrimage to kWamik. 1, hinstone decided to mocompany
the reshwa and Gangadhar Shastri.69

All this time, Bajli Rao and Trimbak}l maintained a
show of profuse affabllity and swoetnees towards the
Shestrl and completely won him over by skilfully playing
on his vanity. Lome alluring offers were made out to
Gangadhar Shagtri. Trimbek])i went so far as to propose

resigning his own place to the Shestri sc that 'the Peshwa

67. Hegolution of the Bombay Governmnent, 10.5.1515, foona
kegildency Correspondenoe, Vol. XII, p. 363. The
bhustri felt that theee terme would prove beneficlal
to the Gaikwade He pointed cut that by paylng seven
luikhs of rupecs & year, the Gailkwad would sacupe the
whole of the Peghwa's demanda, which, even 1f all
the salkwad's claims were admitted would amount to a
larger annual sum.

68. vombay Political FProcecdings, 10.%.181%, p. 2019.

6:e PeCoGupte, Baji Reo II nnd the Last India Company,
Pe 126.
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might evell himself of the servioces of so able a minister.'70
A matrimonial alliance was projeoted between BaJi Rao's
sister~in-law and the Shastri's laon.?1 The Shastri's mind
was 80 thoroughly oeptivated that he began to respond to
theae professions with equal cordiality, and soon beoame
an intimate friend of Trimbakji. The threagd ceremony of
the Shastri's son was performed in Poona with lavish
pomp znd grandeur, in the presence of the Peahwa.72
In the meantimse, news was regeived from Baroda that
Fateh uingh did not ucccpt the proposal of ceding in
perpctuity territory worth seven lukhs anuually to the
Peshwa in diecharge of his debt. Qililg decision shattered
the Shastri's plans and now he aericusly began to think
of an honoursble esgape from hias bonds with the Peshwa.
He suddenly declined to celebrate the marriage of his eon
with the Peshwa's sister-in-law, for he feared that in
galning the favours of the Peshwa, he might forfeit that

73

of his own master, Furthermore, he gave s more deadly

70. Hedevan, Thirty years in India, Yol. I, p. 227,
According Dr.P.C.Gupta, he was proposed to accept
the office of '"Prime bMinieter' of Poona Government
(P.C.Ggfta, Baji Rao IL and thc Last India Company,

P 12 .

71. Grant Duff, History of the Maharattas, Vol. II, p. 510.
Cotton holds that 'the Peshwa attempted to win over
the envoy's alleghkanoe, by promising one of his own
daughters in mariiasge to his son'«(J.S5.Cotton,
hountstuart Llphinstone, p. 90); J.Talboys Wheeler,
Summary of Affairs of the Mahratta ttates, p. 207.

T2. GeS«.Sardesal,New [iistory of the Marathass,Vol.III,p.459.
73. Colebrooke, Life of M.klphinstone, Vol. I, p. 295.
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cause of offence in forbidding his wife from visiting the
Peshwa's palaoe.74 Indevd, no one who respeocted the honour
of a female relative could allow her to witness the scenes
of gross debauohery and licentious profligaoy which formed
part of every day life at the court of Poona. Revenge was
now the dominant passion in Baji Rao's mind and Trimbakji
was at hand ready to second the impulse. But they assumed
a perfect calm exterior and gave out no inkling of their
sinigter degign.

In faect, the Shaptri's negotiations with the Peshwa
had caused much alarm to the Bombay Government. On the
Bth liay 1815, the Bombay Government passed a resolution
disapproving the Shaetri's oconduct. The Bombay Government
considered that by entering into a discussion on the
quegtion ol the rights of sovereignty the Shestri had
acted beyord hts jurisdiction. Gangudhar's proposed
arrengement with the Peshwa's (overnment embraced a direct
acknowledgeuent ox the right of the Peshwa to interfere
in the domestic conoerns of the Gaikwad.'® The Sombay
Govermment, therefore, thought it desirable that the
Shastri's mission should be terminated imumedlately as it
failed to effect an adjustment upon any satisfsctory

principle. Sut the Shasiri sccompenied by the Peshwa and

T4. i oevan, 9Yhirty yecars in India, Vol. I, p. 228.

75. Pe.CstGupta, Beji Rao II end the lipost India Company,
Pe 1274
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s) phingtone had already left for Naslk before the
regolution of the Government had reached Pooma..76

The month of June wore away at Nasik in the usual
routine. On the ausplicious ocoaslon of the ikgdsshi in
the month of July, a vislt to Pandharpur was considered
necessary, and to economise the expenses only a short
hurried journey with a small party was proposed. In order
to put the Shastri off his guard, Bajl Reo invited him to
accompany to Pandharpur. Accordingly, Bapu Mgiral, the
Shastri's assistant and the major portion of the party
returned to roona snd tlphinstone was dissuaded from

accompenying the FPeshwg on hia pilgrimage.77

Section 3 -~ lurder of Gangadhar Shastri

On his way to Pandharpur, Baji Hao incregsed his
personal guarde and warned them to be vigllant in their )
watoh.78 Shortly after their arrival at Pandharpur, the
Shastrli oame across a letter written by Govindrao Bandhuji,

in which he was warned that he would not see Baroda again.79

76. The Peshwa and his perty reached Nasik on the 26th May,
1815.~-( Foot Note) Poona Residency Correspondence,
Yol. XII, p. 374.

77. Grant Duff, History of the Mahrattas, Vol. II, p. 5123
Forrest, Llphinstone's Writings, p. 138.

Tvs Sardesal, New History of the Marathas, Vol. III, p.460.

79. Govindrao Bandhujl came to Pandharpur with great secreocy,
but his arrival was discovered by the Shastri immediately
before his death. Elphinstone to the Governor General,
16.8.1815, Poona Hesidency Correspondence, Vol. XII,
pe 394.
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ihe warning kept the Shestri mostly in his home with a fow
personal servants attending on him. The Lkadgsh] was over,
and the return Jjourncy was to commenoe on the 21st July

1615. On the 20th July.ao

the Shastri returned from an
entertainment given by Ram Chandra Gossain and complained
of indieposition. In the evening of thc same day, Irimbakji
arrived at the temple and sent hie olerk Lakehman rant to
invite the Shastri there for offering the last prayer. The
Shastri, politely rejeoted the invitation. But Irimbakji
repegted the request thrice and preassed the Shastri to
m:uma.wl At last, the Shaatri tfound 1t disocourteous to
decline such pressing friendly oalls. Accompanied by seven
unuzrmed followers he went to the temple where he was

reoeived by Trimbaxji.bz

Later on an old priest of the
temple spoke to the Shuetri and gauve him Krapsl.;d to eat.
Thereafter, the Shastri etarted on his return preoceded by

Irimbakji's guides through the same path by whioh he had ocome.

80. Sardesal, New lHistory of the Marathas, Vol. III, p. 460.
Aooording to Pottinger's report, Gangandhar 3hastri was
uurdered on the night of the 19th July 1815.« Pottinger
to Warden, 23.7.1815, Poona Regidenoy Correspondence,
Vol. XII, pe 375. Forrest siates that the Shaatri
received a message from Trimbakj)i on the night of the
14th July entreating him to oome to the temple and
perform his devotions - Forrest, ilphinstone's writings,
pe 122. The pzme date (14 July) has also been mentioned
in bkarlisnentary Papers, Vol. 11, paper No. 369, p.8.

81. «lphinstone, to the Governor General, 16.8.1815, FPoona
Hesidenoy Correspondence, Vol. XII, pp. 394~395,
Sardesal, New History of the ilarathas, Vol. I{Il, p.460.

82. Ibid.
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Ae the party prooeeded a few paces, a band of armed men

came rushing after them calling out 'meke way, make way'.

They hacked the Shastri to pleces. His four followers ran

away after receiving some wounds. A ory arose, as the old
priest and the Shastri's three servante came with lighted
toroches and were teken aback by the sight of this ghastly
orime.83 Praotioally, the same story has been given by

the Shastri's help-mate Bapu ialrel who received s letter

from loro Irimbak, written Jjust two houre after the Shastri's
assaseination. Moro Trimbek was with the Shastri at Pandharpur
when the c¢rime was perpetrated-84

| The next day the Bhastri's men requested Irimbakji to
make an eénquiry. But Irimbakjli told them that it was not
possible to trage the culprite us he had no 1dea on whom to

85

fix the guilt. Baji Rao and Trimbakjl did not reach the

Caplital for several days. They led a life of geclusion with

83. Sardesal, New History of the Marathas, Vol. III, p.461;
HeBevan Thirty years in India, Vol. I, p. 229. B.S.Jdones
remarks that when prayers were ended, some assessins
rushed out of the temple and murdered the Shastri.
(Jones, British Power in India snd the subsidiary system
of Alliance, p. 15); Wheeler, Summary of the Affairs of

the Mahratta States, pp. 207-208} U\~ g pvast | Yiod ofor
cang o Vel 4l pp- SL - 86 : 2 =

84, See appendix. Bapu Hairal's statement may be oonsidered
as first hand information of the Shastri's murder.

85. P«C.Gupta, Bajl Rao II and the East India Company, p.129.
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strict guards watohing over their persons. They took no
steps to inveatigate the oircumatanoes.86 On the ocontrary,
the Yeshwa commanded to oirculate a #tern warning that no
one® should talk of the sublect and spies were pomted in

87

the city lor preventing such talk. The news of the

murder of Gangadhar Shastrli caused great constermation
all over the lund. The news was turriedly communicated to

~lphinstone, who was then at ullora,88

by idonry Fottinger,
the Cffioir-in-charge¢ of Poona. On the 2%th July, 1815,
~lphinstone addresgec g luetter to the Peehwe from zllora,
oalling upon him to discever and puniah *'ths author and

fnetigators of tiis atrocity.'®?

856e Je3.Cotton, fountstuart tlphinstone, p. 90.
87. Sardesal, Nuw history of the Marathas, Vol. ILI, pe. 461,
Bd. Forrest, ‘lphinetone’e writings, p. 43,

&9. rlphinstonce to the Pechwa, 25.7.1815, Foona Liesidenocy
Corresspondcnoe, VYol. XII, pe 377. According to Vheeler,
on the 7th of ilay, 1815, Llphinstone sent his ul timatum
that th: reshwa was to surrender Trinbak]i within a
month from that day and to glve up three forts as
pledges for the fulfilment of hie éngegement (Summary
of Affalre of the Mahratta States, p. 215).
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AFPPirNDIX

The following acocount of ccourrences on the day of the
Shastri's apssissination 18 extracted from a narrative drawn
up by Bapu #. iral and trenslated into snglish by Captain
rottinger -

"Cn the 14ih (of gshad sudh) the Shastry went to en
entertainuent given by Ram Chunder Goossayne Patunker to
the Palshwa snd on his reéturn home complained of fever and
desired that 1f any person game to request him to go to the
temple, they might dbe told that was indlsposcd. In the gourse
of half an hour one Luxman Punt cume on Trimbukjee uvingliah's
behulf to invite him to Joln in the devotions, ::nd he pald 3
"{ am unwell and will not go to-day". Shortly after
irimbuock je¢ Bent a aeocond messenger to acquaint the Shastry
that the Pulshwa was to go to the temple next morning, that
the orowd wes thercfore oleared away and that he (the Shastry)
ought to take advantage of this clrcumstance and attend
prayers, but not to bring many attendants. ile returned the
iormer answers Baupoo Chiplunker a friend of the Shastry
and kKowjec Mahratta, a relation then left the Shastry and
walked to the great temple where they mcet Trinbuckjee
iinglia who obeerveds 'l have aunt twice to the Shastry to
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comé to prayers. He deolines doing eo, but wish you would
try him agasin.” Rowlee¢ Mahratta came baok to the house
oocupied by the Shastry and told him what Dinglis had said.
He at first observed, "I am unwell”; but on refleotion he
became¢ apprehenslive of offending uinglia by not complying
with his three different mesesages and therefore he agreod

to gzo. He accordingly set ofi with two husgalghecg, two
personal servante, three liyrreprrghs and a gargoen of
Trimbuekje¢'s. As he pamsed along with shups, one of his
attendants overhesrd a man in the crowd ask s "which ia the
shastry"? He did not think of observing these people, ihe
Shastry entered the temple, performed his devotions, chatted
ior a few minutes with Trimbuckjee¢ Dinglis and then proceeded
towards his house. tHe desired tiree of his petoplée to eatay
bebhind with one Chytondoss Baba, a kind of pregeptor of the
Shastry and a vexy old man, and he advenced himself
accompaunied by Irimbuckjee Dinglieh'a sepoys who were in
iront of him ten or tweélve paces. Next ocrme two oi the
Shastry's own Hurrecarrahs, then two iupsalchees with lighted
flanbeaus und ubout four paces behind them was the Jhastry.
Une kemchunder burwaey an inhabitant of runderpore and a
priest of the temple had hold of the Shastry's left hand,
snd Hapoo Chiplunkar the Shastry's friend was on the

opposite slde but a etep or two in the rear. these three
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were followed by the Shastry's two personal servents and
when the party had walked some little distance from the
temple three men came running up behind them me if they
were clearing the road for some person by oalling out
‘Pioce', 'Pice' (make way, meke way) thelr hands were folded
up in & ocloth probably &s a shield and in eaoh of their
right hande there seemed to be a twiated ocloth which is
usual for striking people in a crowd to make them stand
aslide. One of the aseegssins struck the Shastry a violent
blow apparcntly with hie oloth, when it was discovered
that he had » sword also in bis hend. Another seiged him
by the lock of hair of thc orown of his head to throw him
down und when he was felling the third zssassin cut him
over the head, Iwo more men at this junoture rushed from
the iront of the party and three of the gttendants who
attemgted to stey by the Shastry were wounded, on whieh
hia friends, lussalcheea and followers ran away «nd left
him irn the hands o{ the murdercre who mangled hir in the
most shocking manner und one of them exolaimed: "we have
now finished hime" This was over heerd by one of the
woundeds The aspassins then threw down two sword ecabbards
and made their escapey :nd the Shasiry's people who were
following with the 0ld man alresdy alluded to, saw five

wen with swords run away towards the tewples They also
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ouserved the flambesus lying extinguished and smoking on
the ground and became much alarmed, but not knocwing what
had taken place two or three ol them ren home to the
Shastry's house and learning he was not there they
returned to search for him and found his corpse in the
road almost cut to bits. They took the piecea up ond
carried them home. Thia was about half past eight-Q'
Clock at night."

clphinstone to the Governor-General, 16.&.181%5, Poona
Repidency Correspondence, Vol. XII, pp. 394-396.





