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1. Examine the structure of the Indian economy during the British colonial period. How were economic
policies formulated primarily to serve British colonial interests?

The structure of the Indian economy under British colonialism was deeply asymmetrical, engineered to serve
the commercial and industrial needs of the British Empire. The transformation of India from a self-sustaining
agrarian society into a colonial appendage of British capitalism was achieved through a deliberate set of
policies aimed at extraction, exploitation, and suppression of indigenous enterprise.

1. Deindustrialization and Artisan Decline
India, before colonialism, was a major global manufacturing hub—contributing ~25% to global industrial
output in 1750. British policies systematically dismantled this industrial base:
o High tariffs (up to 70%) were imposed on Indian textiles entering Britain, while British goods
enjoyed free access in Indian markets post-1813 (Charter Act).
¢ The ruin of handloom industries and the flooding of Indian markets with Lancashire textiles led to
widespread unemployment among artisans and weavers.
¢ Notable centers like Murshidabad, Dhaka, and Surat declined as trade and production hubs.

2. Land Revenue Systems and Agrarian Squeeze
Colonial land settlements were designed to maximize state revenue, often without regard for agricultural
productivity or rural welfare:
¢ Permanent Settlement (1793, Bengal): Fixed revenue with zamindars who prioritized rent
collection over cultivation. Failure to pay led to dispossession.
o Ryotwari System (Madras & Bombay): Direct collection from cultivators (ryots), leading to land
alienation during crop failures.
e Mahalwari System (UP, Punjab): Community-based collection through village headmen; further
institutionalized intermediary exploitation.
These systems created a rent-seeking elite, undermined traditional land rights, and accelerated
indebtedness and landlessness among peasants.

3. Commercialization of Agriculture
Agriculture, historically subsistence-oriented, was forcibly converted into an export-oriented enterprise:
e Crops like cotton, indigo, opium, jute, and tea were prioritized, often under coercive contracts with
planters and moneylenders.
e The area under food grains shrank; by 1947, nearly 15% of arable land was diverted to cash crops.
e The consequences were dire—recurrent famines, including the Bengal Famine of 1943 which led to
~3 million deaths.
4. Infrastructure for Resource Extraction
While the British invested in infrastructure, its intent was commercial and strategic, not developmental:
o Railways (first line in 1853): By 1900, India had over 25,000 km of railways, primarily to facilitate
the movement of raw materials from interior regions to ports.




e Road networks and telegraphs similarly prioritized administrative efficiency and commodity
transport over regional connectivity.

o Ports like Bombay, Calcutta, and Madras were developed to handle exports rather than promote
inter-regional trade.

5. Drain of Wealth
The theory of the ‘Economic Drain’, popularized by Dadabhai Naoroji, highlighted how wealth generated
in India was systematically siphoned off to Britain:
o Payments for British officials’ salaries, pensions, interest on public debt, and remittances led to an
annual outflow estimated at X40 crore by the late 19th century.
¢ This outflow contributed to capital scarcity, hampering indigenous enterprise and infrastructure
development.

6. Stunted Industrialization and Labor Exploitation
Despite having raw materials and labor, India saw negligible industrial growth:
e Few industries (e.g., jute in Bengal, cotton in Bombay) grew, but were dominated by British capital
and export-focused.
¢ Indigenous entrepreneurship was stifled by discriminatory tariffs, limited credit, and lack of policy
support.
¢ Theindentured labor system exported millions of Indian workers to colonies like Fiji, Mauritius,
and the Caribbean under semi-bonded contracts.

7. Fiscal Imbalance and Taxation
¢ Revenue collection formed over 50% of GDP in some years, but public investment in health,
education, and irrigation remained minimal.
¢ The taxation burden disproportionately affected peasants and artisans, while British companies
enjoyed multiple exemptions.

Conclusion

British economic policies in India were not arbitrary but structurally designed to integrate India into a
subordinate position within the global imperial economy. From the dismantling of local industries to the
commodification of agriculture, every facet of colonial economic governance prioritized British profit over
Indian prosperity. The resulting economy was backward, externally oriented, and unequal—a legacy that
independent India had to urgently address through planned development, land reforms, and
industrialization.

2. The Revolt of 1857 was not an isolated incident but the outcome of numerous regional uprisings during
British rule. Evaluate the role of prior revolts in shaping the 1857 uprising.

The Revolt of 1857, often termed the First War of Indian Independence, did not erupt in a vacuum. Rather,
it was the culmination of nearly a century of localized rebellions that reflected the growing discontent
among various strata of Indian society under colonial rule. These regional uprisings —tribal, peasant, princely,
and sepoy—played a formative role in shaping the character, scope, and momentum of the 1857 revolt.




I. Early Resistance Movements: Expressions of Localized Grievance
These uprisings laid the ideological and tactical foundation for a broader anti-colonial consciousness:

1. Sannyasi and Fakir Rebellion (1763-1800, Bengal):
e Religious ascetics—both Hindu Sannyasis and Muslim Fakirs—rose against the economic hardships
and land confiscation post the Bengal famine (1770).
e Marked one of the earliest instances of religious unity in rebellion and symbolic defiance against
British economic policies.

2. Poligar Rebellions (1799-1805, Tamil Nadu):
e Local chieftains (Poligars) opposed British revenue demands and interference in traditional rights.
o Utilized guerrilla warfare, which would influence future resistance strategies.

3. Paika Rebellion (1817, Odisha):
e Warriors (Paikas) protested against land dispossession, increased taxation, and disrespect for
traditional institutions.
¢ It gained wide tribal and peasant support and was marked by mass mobilization.

4. Vellore Mutiny (1806, Tamil Nadu):
¢ Initiated by Indian sepoys protesting against the imposition of European dress codes and disregard
for religious customs.
¢ Though short-lived, it was a significant precursor to sepoy discontent seen in 1857.
5. Santhal Rebellion (1855-56, Jharkhand region):
o Triggered by exploitation at the hands of moneylenders, zamindars, and colonial officials.
¢ Over 60,000 Santhals participated; their collective rage against socio-economic injustice created a
precedent for organized tribal resistance.

Il. Influence on the 1857 Revolt
These earlier movements did not coalesce into a unified national uprising but created a culture of
resistance, elements of which were absorbed into the 1857 revolt.

1. Cultivation of Rebel Templates:
e Leadership models: Local leaders like Tilka Majhi, Rani Shiromani, and others became archetypes
for later figures such as Rani Lakshmibai and Tantia Tope.
o Tactical insights: Guerrilla warfare, sabotage of colonial outposts, and mass mobilization used
earlier were refined in 1857.

2. Military and Sepoy Precedents:
o Vellore Mutiny taught the British about sepoy volatility, but also inspired the later mutineers with
lessons in coordination and timing.
e The sepoys of 1857 were not a homogenous force; many came from regions that had witnessed
earlier discontent.

3. Psychological and Symbolic Impact:
e Stories of resistance were transmitted orally, forming a part of collective memory, especially in
rural and tribal regions.




e The idea that British authority could be challenged and even reversed gained ground.

4. Widening Societal Base:
e Earlier revolts were limited in scope—either tribal, military, or regional. But they gradually
expanded the idea of resistance beyond a single group, paving the way for the multi-class, multi-
regional participation in 1857.

lll. Common Threads in Pre-1857 and 1857 Revolts
Aspect Pre-1857 Rebellions Revolt of 1857

Nature Localized, spontaneous Coordinated, multi-regional

Grievances | Economic, religious, administrative | A combination of political, military, and social

grievances
Participants | Tribals, chieftains, sepoys, Sepoys, princes, zamindars, artisans, peasants
peasants
Methods Guerrilla tactics, direct Seizure of cantonments, mass mobilization

confrontation

Conclusion

The Revolt of 1857 must be understood as a historical continuity rather than an abrupt rupture. The uprisings
that preceded it—although regionally fragmented—established a pattern of resistance, collective memory,
and tactical experimentation that deeply informed the structure and spirit of the 1857 rebellion. These
localized revolts acted as the ‘laboratories of rebellion’, and their cumulative frustrations ultimately
coalesced into the first major, if unsuccessful, effort to overthrow British rule. The 1857 revolt was,
therefore, not an isolated event but the logical crescendo of a century-long struggle against colonial
subjugation.




