4:

| ﬁtc#c#‘k every underhand memms for thwarting the wishes of |
the British govermnment snd rm&eré&* the sttempt to enlist
o Gurkhes altogether ineffecttol.® Out of the six hundred
) | v.ms:x V-sm:t by.. the Durbar to the Residency for enlistment,

" wenly two Tuggennffins® conld be induced to enter tho renks,
.-ezla ot of si#ﬁy mm»iﬁm'wr@ aﬂié’fé& ‘before not pore than
thirty-two indifferent mmz;gg parched frem Hepel after
~ considersble delay end vexations This cost the British

govermnment g ‘stim a;f 10,500 rupeess Again, during the Second

- Afghan Har, shortly efter the desth of Jeng Bahadur, the

~ Durbsr sent, at the request of the British govemuent, five
ihﬁmﬁmﬁ-mm to Goralkhpur recrulting depot. Uost of then vere
®lame and halt, the meimed snd the blinds® Seventy to eighty
per cent of thel were surmarily rejected as unfit, end the
'rest’ vere f@ﬂnﬂi i‘ai_‘ beloy the prescribed stmdai‘g? |

: (82} CQuoted in o Letter from Resident to Govemnment,

- {60}  [E;PeB, April 1882, 69714 Resident Glrdlestone
strongly urged the Government to raise the recruitment question
as sn importent political issthe with the Durbar, but the
Govemnent wore reluctant. 2bid. _

o After Jang Bsghadur?s death in 1877 the Britich
govermnment made a strong effort to induce Ranoddeep Singh, his
“brother and succassor, a more liberal policy in this regarde.

The attempt ended in fallure. Between 187 znd 1882, the

- military anthorities in Indis suggested “cosrcive measures® to

bring the Durbar to reasonj they rogrotted that the existin%
practice of recruitnment was "neither dignified nor satisfactory™,
~ The Durbar tcok more stringent measuress The aspirants for
British service were threastened with cgpital punlshment, Some
vere executed. =, February 1879, 24356} lMarch 1880, 95~1103
- PeP=B, April 1882, 69-71s At this time the issue of CGurkha

recruitment was thoroughly exemined by the Army Reorganisation
" Commissione : _ '
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' Signifiiamtly enotigh, while the Brlt;_ish gbvemment‘
waxed m»;%m at the nanvcocperative policy of the ﬂepa‘lese
govemment 1:1 regard to r@cmitment of the Gnrkh&s, they

~ themselves were whol%gﬁspposad to % Europeans being
employed by the Durbars But in regard to the Indians being
‘g0 emr;loyed;. ‘the Government did not Seem to have a seﬁﬁie&
. policy till the close of Jang hehedor's rule, ‘Npt that they -
- were utterly indifferent to this, dbut s&née nothing 111 the
_ Tresty of Segoulee (1816) provided agalnst such employment
they acquieéced, but only so long as it vas done on & | |
»negligibie sea‘ie. Thus, when in 1857 the Resident recolved
the r@oresmta*tion of some Sikh soldiers in the Nepnlese
army of their being mfavnumbw treated by the Nepanlese
gwemﬁent Lor& Dalhousie refused to raise the icsue with
meg Bahadur. He held that / '
"If the gervice wore z tempting one, it waulﬁ be
impossible to prevent the Sikhs from seeking 13,
: an& if 1t continues vhat It has sppeared to ‘be
that is, the unfavoursble treatment of th
ere 15 no fear of their doing so." (62)
On the ather hand, in 1872, Jang Bahadur was strongly
urge& by the Britlsh govemment ténéd?si st from mlisting -

i:he Sikhs of the viﬁlent Kacha sect. GCenerally spea&ing,

(61) PaCs, 24 June 185, 104-6.
| 115 ‘!4{62) Gwemarwﬁmeral’s note, Palas 23 Jannaxy 1857,
_ .

o (63) m February 1872, M-49. Jeng Behedur not
only dismissed them but took messures to tum them awsy from

_ Nepal sithongh CGenersl Babar Jeang, his favourite son,
requested him to sllow the Kookas to set up a shrine at

- Kathmandu,.
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the Nepalese govémmeni;, as & matter of nationel policy,
4a1d not encourage altens in their amy, sithough both in
éhim 8&% and Jeng lexé.dnr'a tﬁne, a feow Hi‘ndnsi;v{anis/
:end some Szkhs( 25;‘3 mpmye& as &mn masters and artificers
in the magazines:

hg G ‘I‘kh iﬁ o
it is singnlar to note that the British were ever

carefai to keep the Gurkha.s 1soiated from the rest m* the
Indian tmps. The Gurkhas bore an innate sense of ﬁeparate-
'nass £rom the Iattegfsg.seribable to the insularity of their
’nm emmtry anﬁ the temporamental axclusivawss, uhinh wvas -
a product alike of gengranhy and netional tradition 88 <~
policy of thei.xf hmgz_,'e govemnent. The special tre;atment of
‘the Britich meted ont to these soldiers, the great favour "
they wvers alm:srs sbom, their lodgmmt in caimiea
exclusively rese!’ved for théz(nféimbmea mm the deliberate

{64) Resident tn chemment, 25 Hovember 1871, ibid.

| .. During the Gurkha=Tibetsn Wer {1B55+6) & Sikh
cm'ps cf 104 soldlers was employed in the Hepal army.

Sopmen itsh Kheno, Jengl Phent, MMM}%B
' '- e« be fing in some eglsters in this office

name of one Hajor Hearsey as the Commander of the small
cavalm nit formed during Jeng Bahsdur's mla; ,

(65) Hodgson's ﬁmsr@gg, D173 Yansittm, n. 1, 35,

- {66) The Guricha battalicss hed poermenent contonments - -
. 4n tha hidls; they were not tmsfermd 1ike other regiments
{;%n} sgg,tian to staticn. > Cméler, ZThe Sepoy ilI.ronn:h:tn,~ :

. - | '
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: poliay of never giving thelr command t@ ‘the lndi.ns - all
these acﬁéntuate& their exeluz;ive temperamemt. on the
“other hend, no. efi’artp" nge ‘gpared to bring then cmse te
- the Ez‘itish i'raaps end tha British ci'ﬁpersg E’he be_s‘t .
officers u were sttached to thems Tho weltare of the Gurkhas
jw.eusi the farem i: ana fawurite care of the high mnitary
authorities in Indiss ®Purposely the Indim gctfemmmt |
- have allma& thesm tn bec.ame a cult; a service apa(rgg i’hw
- were regarded alusys o116 as the most depcm&able, the
"vezfy erean, 'Lhe W" of the Indien ;my. ' Tnis
; mstere& ‘%:heir innate sense of auperiority over tha re t
90£‘-the Imiian tmps, and preventeﬁ the g:mzth of- atts:chmer.et
hemem them.c ‘I.’hey were e‘:hf.:rga *eggxied as en efi’octzve “

caunterpaisa to ‘the Indiar: troops, ond es 2 sai‘ety valxre ans

{68}
against a mutirg by the latter, A high anghority testifie&

(67)‘ G-ﬁ ﬂ G...
na&&) : b m

(68) “Ever sinc.e ve heﬁ ﬁrst raised the Nass!.m
battalion snd the Simoor end the Kimson battalion in 1815,
41t had been agreed, perhgps LUnwisely, that Gurkha regimmts
in our service would nover be officered dy Indians, For .
one hondred and thirty odd years that rule hes been carefully -
kept sees Thus the Gurkha connection, though it has been \
through the Indian amy, has been with Briteln, 2nd always
with the Britizsh rather than with India, It may be, that
‘Betause of this, the men regarded thexzselves as belonging
to o force apart from the Indian amVseese In fact they cane
t0. look tpon themselvés as being in India rather ag British
troops were in Indim, a8 mercenaries to see that the Indlans
did not molest each other esee  The British Gurkha regiments
had close affilistions with British regiments snd the year
rotmd telegrans of greeting sped back and forth between :
Surkhas znd the British seee Thus whenever pmgresﬂve stepa .

{ contd. on next ;sage}
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to thie thus ¢

"Thed.r lack of interest in Brehmanical hm-.iness

"and in enti-British intrigue and hatred is the
despalr of those supbtle brains vho fish in
troubled yaters ana vho would ;s0-discord at eny
pﬁem“ (69) D

to Indienise the Indisn amy were token by increasing the
number of Indien officers in units, the Gurkha drigade was
- gpecifically excluded from the scheme and remained intact
vith thelr British officerse HNo written promise was ever

mede to the Gurikhas except perhaps by Lord Linlithgow to the
Heharasje of Nepal, but the rule was well known throughout the
Indisn army that Indisns wonld not be pospd as officers to -
Guritha battalionse® Lt, General Sir F, Tuker {(who was assocla-
ted for mony years with the Gurkha battaliens), ﬁh__i_le Hemory
Serveg (London, 1950) 631ls

" ®spesking generally, 1% may be said that the bulk
of the Gurkha tribes are in no great sympathy with the races

of Indle, o2nd in the amy would far rather associate with the
' Kumpean soldiers than with other Buropesn treopse® Maciunn,

b+ 1 66; 19&& . 70
(69} Ibids, 199. 1t was pouticajy vise to ref:m:lt
the Gurkhas in large numberss

® L.+ the more Gurkhas w have in our sewﬁ.e&.
the safer we shcum bes® Boulgar, ne 32, 65+



