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Introduction 

 

 Two hundred years ago, several people from Marlow and District  were connected with 

the East India Company and the conduct of its business in India, and some of them even worked 

together in close association.  It is with them individually and collectively that these notes are 

essentially concerned, not with a view to painting a historical analysis, rather to identify what 

roles and influences they had in the turbulent period of that country’s change towards becoming  

part of the British Empire.  

 

Background 

  

 The Company was formed in the Elizabethan age, its charter allowing the monopoly of 

trade and conveying authority for local political activity.  It had a court of 24 Directors who 

worked through committees and were elected annually by the Court of Proprietors, the 

shareholders.  The Company established trading stations around the coast of India where its 

agents sold broad cloth, copper, iron and lead, and purchased spices, silks, salt and other desired 

products for shipment home to England; but their operations were threatened by the French who 

sought similar opportunities, and by the Indian princes who were struggling to achieve power 

following the collapse of the Mogul empire that had spread through Persia to cover most of 

India.  

 It was to meet these threats that the Company commissioned Robert Clive to protect its 

interests by negotiation, or by force if necessary using company militia, and he used both most 

successfully.  By negotiation he was able to establish treaties with the powers controlling 

specific regions, offering them British protection in return for their subventions; and where 

negotiation failed he succeeded by brilliant military operations, such as at Plassey in 1757 where 

some 3000 British routed 50,000 ill-disciplined followers of  the Nawab Suraj-ud-daula and  

resulted in the Company becoming landlord of some 880 square miles of territory.  By 1760, 

when Clive returned to England, the British had overpowered most of the French settlements 

and had established centres or Presidencies at Fort William in Bengal, Fort St George in Madras, 

and in Bombay.  The traders exploited the new situation, acting as middlemen between the 

native Indians, whom they squeezed into selling at the lowest price, and the Company, to which 

they sold at inflated prices.  In consequence, many became extraordinarily rich and even the 

Company’s civil servants sought opportunities to engage in trade. 
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The shareholders in England became concerned that Company profits were not 

improving  at the same rate, and persuaded Lord Clive, as he had become, to return in 1765 as 

President of Bengal and bring order to the management of its interests.  Despite his best 

endeavours and those of his immediate successors, many problems still remained when Warren 

Hastings, who had been number two at Madras, was appointed President of Bengal in 1772 with 

instructions to bring in reforms.   

As each Presidency in India ran its own affairs, with varying success in handling 

relations with neighbouring provinces, the British Government came to the view in 1773 that 

there should be a unifying influence over policy in India and passed the Regulating Act by 

which two new authorities were created in India.  One was the Supreme Council to control the 

three Presidencies, consisting of a Governor-General (Warren Hastings, ex-Governor of Bengal ) 

and four councillors (Richard Barwell of the previous Bengal Council, who was sympathetic to 

the Hastings style of government; together with General Sir John Clavering, Colonel Monson, 

and Philip Francis who arrived from England, and who were not). The other body was the 

Supreme Court of Judicature consisting of a Chief Justice (Sir Elijah Impey) and three Judges.  

In practice the former was ineffective for some years because of dissention among its members, 

and the latter was disparaged locally because it attempted to apply English law to a populace 

which had other traditions and no understanding of the language in which the law was written or 

administered.    

A further step towards controlling political policy was taken by the Government in 1784 

with the passage of the India Act which set up a Board of Control directly responsible to 

Parliament and having authority to dictate Company policy : from this moment the power of the 

Company progressively declined towards its eventual extinction. 

In 1813 the Company lost its monopoly of trade in India, and by 1834 it had become 

merely a managing agency for the British Government.  Finally, on the appointment of a 

Secretary of State for India in 1858, the surviving functions of the Company were fully absorbed 

by the newly created India Office :  as a consequence, the Company then ceased to exist and its 

offices in Leadenhall Street were demolished three years later.   
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Periods in India 

 

GovernorWarren      

Hastings 
        

   1750  -   59     1760  -  69   1770  -  79   1780  -  89   1790  -  99   1800  -  09   1810  -  19 EIC London 

Henry  

Vansittart 
        

George 

Vansittart 
        

Alexander 

Higginson 
        

Borlase-Warren    

/Clavering 
        

Josias                   

Du Prés 
        

William                

Bruere 
        

Frederick             

Pigou 
        

Nathaniel 

Kindersley 
        

George                 

Nugent 
        

Thomas Love       

Peacock 
       1819-1858 
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The Vansittarts 

 Three members of the Vansittart family, Dutch by origin, had associations with India.  

The earliest was Peter, a Director of the East India Company in the 17th century, but in the time 

constraint of  this paper we are more concerned with the two sons of Arthur who lived at 

Shottesbrook near Maidenhead, both of whom attained senior positions in the administration of 

the Company’s business in India and made substantial fortunes in the process : the elder was 

Henry (1732-1769), and the other was George (1745-1825) who bought Bisham Abbey in 

1780.  The part each played in these affairs led them into highly charged situations which 

bridged the period when the Company was primarily concerned with trade, and that in which 

its activities assumed political proportions and contributed to the foundation of the British 

Empire. 

 

Henry Vansittart 

 Henry had been the Company’s senior administrator in Madras when he was appointed 

in 1760 to succeed Robert Clive as President of the Bengal Council. Shortly following, Henry 

became embroiled in difficulties with the Indian Nawab, Meer Jaffier, whose slack observance 

of a treaty was further undermined by his negotiations with the Dutch and with the Maharattas.  

Henry determined that he should be replaced, and negotiated the Nawab’s abdication in favour 

of Meer Cossim who professed greater loyalty to British interests.   

 A feature of Cossim’s accession was his offer of some £200,000 to Henry Vansittart and 

members of his Council personally in appreciation of his elevation, but this was refused, yet a 

year later Warren Hastings was deputed by other members of the Council who formed a 

majority to ask Cossim to make a payment on account of the treaty.  In his biography of Lord 

Clive, Sir George Forrest quotes the Board of Directors in London (Vol.2, p.215) as saying: 

 

“We cannot comprehend on what grounds the majority of the Council, contrary to the 

remonstrations made by the President against it, could venture to authorise Mr. Hastings to 

demand of the Nawab in our name twenty lakhs of rupees, upon the bare pretence that he had 

made an offer of that sum to Mr. Vansittart and the Select Committee at the time of making the 

treaty for his accession, and which had then been so properly and so honorably refused.  We 

rejoice at the just and spirited refusal he gave to that unwarrantable demand.” 
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Forrest added his own view: 

“The £200,000, as far as we can gather from the records, was paid to the members of the 

Secret (sic) Committee who were present when Meer Cossim made the offer, at different 

periods after a long interval.  Vansittart received £58,333 .........and other members of the 

Secret (sic) Committee sums of similar substantial amounts.  It does not appear that Vansittart 

and the members of the Select Committee were influenced by the promise of this reward in 

deposing Meer Jaffier.  The receivers contended that these payments were tokens of friendship 

and gratitude, and accepted according to Oriental custom.  But the large sums of money 

acquired by them upon this occasion for no active service rendered cannot be justified on the 

plea that they were free and gratuitous presents.  When Meer Cossim did not renew his offer, 

they reminded him of it, and demanded payment of the money”.  

 

 Towards stabilising other internal stresses, Henry negotiated a further treaty with 

Cossim whereby the Company agreed to keep a standing force for the maintenance of civil 

order and defence, in return for which Cossim ceded the districts of Burdwan, Midnapore and 

Chittagong to the Company, the revenues from which would be used to maintain that force.  

The arrangement resulted in George Vansittart  becoming the tax collector for those districts. 

 In the course of time Meer Cossim grew in power and independence,  and when Henry 

sent emissaries to remind Cossim of his obligations he complained that they showed him 

disrespect, forcing Henry to recall the emissaries.  At a later stage, Henry Vansittart and Warren 

Hastings visited Meer Cossim and negotiated a treaty governing the taxation of inland trade 

which had been in dispute, and aiming to reduce abuses of past agreements, but Henry suffered 

the further humiliation of  his Council failing to ratify the treaty.   

Meanwhile, the Directors in London were becoming increasingly alarmed at the state of  

trade and at the level of disorder and misconduct that existed in India, noting that their servants 

abroad seemed more inclined to activities that improved their own financial lot rather than the 

profits of the Company.  Despite the fact that Clive himself was in dispute with the Directors in 

London over the financial benefits he had enjoyed, they persuaded him in to return to India as 

President in Bengal and as Commander-in-Chief, thus superseding Henry Vansittart who 

returned to England in 1765.  In 1769, however, Henry used his wealth and influence with the 

Directors to be nominated as one of three in a Special Commission to review and supervise the 

conduct of the three Presidencies of Bengal, Madras and Bombay.  The Commission sailed for 
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India, but having left the Cape the ship and all on board  were lost at sea and never heard of 

again. 

 Although well intentioned, Henry was regarded as relatively weak in comparison with 

Clive’s autocratic and forceful personality.  Malcolm went so far as to say in his biography of 

Clive ( Vol.2, p.269)  “There is no page in our Indian history so revolting as the four years of 

the weak and inefficient rule of Mr. Vansittart.  He was, as an individual, virtuous and 

respectable, and his intentions were pure ; but these personal qualities were altogether 

insufficient to carry him through such a scene as that in which he became involved”.   

Similarly, Dodwell described Henry Vansittart as an imbecile ; whereas Forrest contented 

himself with recording (Vol. 2. p.223) that “Vansittart was an incapable Governor”.  If these 

views are remotely true it is strange that Warren Hastings, in his turn, remained loyal to the 

objectives and style of government that Henry Vansittart had adopted. 

 

George Vansittart 

 Arriving in Bengal in 1762, George became a junior merchant before being appointed 

the Resident or the company’s representative at the Midnapore Factory in 1767 at the age of 

22.    It appears that George was dutiful to Company interests - a feature that was commonly 

lacking among its agents who were paid very little and sought to support themselves by private 

enterprise – for when his detailed accounts were received in London in the following year and 

had been translated from the Persian at which he was proficient, the Court of Directors was so 

impressed that they wrote on 11 November 1768 to Bengal saying that they had formed a very 

favourable opinion of George Vansittart’s abilities and diligence in ‘investigating and 

increasing’ the revenues of the Midnapore Province.  

 Opportunities for private trade existed outside his official responsibilities, and these are 

evidenced by records of shipments showing that he was credited with the value of goods, 

including chests of coral beads, received in London. 

 When Clive returned exhausted from India for the second time in 1767 much more 

needed to be done to root out corruption and install a stable administration, and little 

improvement was achieved by his successors, Verelst and Cartier  The Company itself was 

moving towards bankruptcy as the proprietors sought higher dividends at the same time as the 

government imposed a severe burden of corporate taxation. It was therefore decided in 1771 

that Warren Hastings should move from Madras to become Governor of Bengal with 

instructions to bring in reforms, and by the time of his arrival George had become Chief of the 

Revenue Department in Patna. 



 8 

 It seems that a close friendship developed between the two men although George was 

the junior by 13 years, and by 1773 George had become a member of the Bengal Council. 

When the members of the Supreme Council arrived in 1774 and began to hound Hastings for 

his past policies, Hastings began to think of resignation and of getting George, now a member 

of the Bengal Board of Trade, appointed as an additional member of the Supreme Council.  A 

mutual friend was dispatched to London with memoranda on the situation for the Directors and 

the Prime Minister, and in January 1776 George followed, laden with documents and a final 

letter from Hastings, saying (Feiling p.154): “Farewell once more, my dear George, remember 

me, for no one loves you more than I do”. 

 Unfortunately, the friends whom Hastings thought were pleading his case at home went 

further than he intended and indicated that he was prepared to resign, whereas having blown 

hot and cold on the possibility he later decided to continue.  The result was an estrangement 

from these friends, writing coldly to George to end their correspondence and accusing him of 

giving testimony against him.  It was not until 1783 that he sought to make amends to George 

on the grounds of a misunderstanding, and declared (Feiling p.178): “I desire your forgiveness 

both for the injustice of my suspicion, and for the pain which you must have suffered from it”. 

 By 1786 Hastings had retired, returned to England and had bought a house in Old 

Windsor from which he would journey to dine with George Vansittart in Bisham, who by then 

had become an MP for Berkshire.  George was called upon to give evidence in the subsequent 

Parliamentary proceedings of impeachment against Hastings, and we can be confident he was 

pleased  when Hastings was cleared of any wrong-doing after a trial lasting seven years, but 

equally saddened at his death in 1818.  On the death of George Vansittart and burial at Bisham 

in 1825, the Abbey passed to his grandson, George Henry Vansittart, a minor, whose estate in 

later years is reviewed elsewhere. 
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Vansittart Family Tree   

 

Arthur Vansittart   =   Martha Stonhouse 

     of Shottesbrook 

        1691-1760 

 

 

   Henry Van     George Van.   =   Sarah Stonhouse 

                   1732-1769                        1745-1825 1767-1819 

                                          Governor of Bengal           Purchased Bisham Abbey, 1780 

            Buried Bisham 

 

 

 Gen. George Henry Van.   Edward Van. (Neale)   Vice Adm. Henry Van. 

       1768-1824      1769-1850     1777- 1843 

 Buried Bisham            Allesley Park, Coventry 

 

 

 

 

 George Henry Van.               Edward Van.-Neale   =   Frances Sarah Farrer 

 1823-1885                  1810-1885  1813-1894 

 2nd owner of BA              Sec. of CWS 

          3rd owner of BA 

          Sold Allesley Park 

 

 

 

 

      Sir Henry James Van.-Neale KCB   Henry Dickinson   =   Henrietta Van.-Neale 

            1842-1923 

       4th owner of BA from 1894 

 

 

 

         Eric John Farrer Dickinson 

               1870-1901 

 

 

 

 Phyllis Mary Van.-N  Elizabeth Frances Van.-N     Mrs Pamela Thoresby Miss Margaret Dickinson 

 5th owner of BA (CCPR)      = Leo Paget         1899-   Lord of the Manor 1965 

    Died 1958  6th owner of Bisham estate    7th owner of Bisham estate 

          1910- 
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Higginson 

 

 In Marlow terms, it is General Sir George Higginson who most readily comes to mind 

when the surname is mentioned: the owner of Gyldernscroft ; centenarian; friend of royalty; 

and associated with what we know as Higginson Park, though it was his great-grandfather John 

Higginson (1704-1770) who first established a connection with the town, and his grandfather 

Alexander Higginson (1745-1793) who served the East India Company in Bengal.  It is with 

these ancestors in the attached family tree that this note is mainly concerned. 

 

John Higginson 

 It appears from the General’s autobiography that John was a citizen of London who 

owned a large timber wharf on the Thames, and amassed considerable property in Essex and 

Marlow, these places possibly being the source of the timber which was taken to London by 

river. We also know that he married Elizabeth Coke and that their four children were all 

baptised at St Benet’s Church close by St Paul’s Cathedral.  The church was rebuilt after the 

Great Fire of 1666, survived the Blitz and exists today as shown below, this now being the 

Metropolitan Welsh Church. 
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 In the early 19th century painting by Thomas Miles Richardson in the Museum of 

London, the church is shown silhouetted against the Cathedral, and the wharf was in all 

probability St Benet’s Woodwharf, near Timber Street, shown to the right of the painting.  

 

 The waterfront today is of course much changed, and the view below shows what has 

become of the wharf near Timber Street, although the tall warehouse on the right may be the 

same as that in Richardson’s painting. 
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John Higginson also rented a home in Marlow at the bottom of the High Street – almost 

certainly Brampton House – owned by Thomas Langley of Gyldernscroft who went on to 

marry John’s daughter, Mary, in 1768.  In the meantime, being a prominent businessman and 

aware that many young men of his day were making their fortunes in India, John most 

probably used his influence to get his second son employed by the East India Company, for 

Alexander is to be found in Bengal as a writer aged 17 in 1762. (1) 

 

Alexander Higginson 

 Although Sir George says in his book (2) that Alexander became a Judge in the Supreme 

Court at Calcutta, all the evidence suggests that, at least in the early stages of his career, he was 

more concerned with revenue matters, and not altogether happily at that as a letter dated 9 June 

1766 from the Governor of Bengal to the Court of Directors in London makes clear (3): 

 

 “As proof that the civilians espoused the cause of the military in their last attempt to 

overule our authority, we need only refer to two anonymous letters intercepted which are 

entered on the face of our Consultations; the one written by (anonymous ?) Mr Grindall to 

Lieut. Farmer, the other by Mr Higginson to Ensign Robertson, and who upon the discovery 

were immediately suspended from the service.  Such a conduct was the more flagrant and 

unpardonable on the part of Mr Higginson acting in the public station of Sub Secretary which 

ought to have ensured his attachment to the Company instead of suffering him to be concerned 

in promoting dissensions of so evil a tendency and he was one of the last persons we should 

have suspected as he had distinguished himself as a diligent attention to business and ever 

bore a favourable character. We are induced from the circumstances to impute his late 

misconduct rather to indiscretion and the levity of youth during the late inflamed state of the 

settlement, than a worse motive, and as he seems much affected by so public a mark of 

disgrace we are yet solicitous for his welfare, and beg leave to submit his case to your 

consideration, at the same time to intercede with you for having his suspension removed in the 

conviction of his being now fully sensible of his error, and will approve himself deserving of 

such favour.  Mr Grindall the author of the other anonymous letter is since dead.” 

 

 The root cause of the military problem was the removal of a privilege allowed to 

officers in Bengal to share in the profits from the sale of salt, and this led to large numbers of 

them threatening to resign.  Their concerted action was regarded as mutiny, but as the army 

was generally ill-paid by the Company and dependent on extraneous sources of supplementary 

income, the officers may have earned the sympathy of civil servants who were similarly placed 

; it was Higginson’s error to reveal that sympathy in some way.  It was not until 16 March 1768 

that the Directors in London replied to the letter as follows (4): 
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“Although nothing could offend us more highly than that our Civil Servants should in any way 

countenance or spirit up the refractory and mutinous behaviour of the military, yet in 

consideration of your recommendation of Mr. Higginson together with the alleviating 

Circumstances which attended the Crime for which he was suspended and the Contrition he 

has expressed we permit you to restore him to the Service”. 

 

  There is no indication of what Higginson did with his time over the 18 or 24 months of 

his suspension, but on 2 February 1769 the Bengal Council replied as follows ( 5): 

 

“Mr. Alexander Higginson whom you have been pleased to restore to your Service was 

accordingly admitted to his former Rank and hath requested we would acquaint you with the 

grateful sense he entertains of this Indulgence and that he shall endeavour to merit it by his 

future Conduct, and Give us leave Gentlemen at the same time to express the satisfaction we 

feel at the regard you have shewn to our recommendation of this Gentleman”. 

 

 It is known (6) that when Alexander was paymaster of troops sent to Madras in 1769 he 

raised the question of a contract for the supply of provisions etc to the detachment – a common 

device of officials from which a personal profit could be made. After Alexander was appointed 

Supervisor of Revenues of Birbhum and Panchet in the following year he  seems to have acted 

with discrimination as he was accused by the French  - not then at war with the British - of 

obstructing trade in Birbhum, which resulted in him being instructed to avoid altercation with 

agents of other European nations.  By November 1772 Alexander had risen to become 

Secretary of the Revenue Department of the Bengal Presidency (7), and in March 1775 he 

succeeded George Vansittart, by then at the Board of Trade, as Chief of the Burdwan Council.  

It was at about this time that Warren Hastings was demanding the payment of a debt from the 

Begum of Oudh in the Burdwan district in circumstances that exposed him to criticism, and it 

is interesting to note that George Vansittart, who was familiar with the facts, wrote to advise 

Alexander Higginson on 16 August 1775, saying(8) 

 

 “I have received your letter of the 19th.  I have had fresh assurances today through 

another channel from the Amboa  (Hanney) and am not without hopes that she will both settle 

in a satisfactory manner for the payment of her debt and remove Bindabun from his office of 

Duvan, but do not take any notice of these matters for the present.  The account which he has 

given of presents received from the Dowry since the time Graham was appointed Resident at 

Burdwan is totally foreign from the business in hand.  I suppose the General Council will order 

you to call upon the persons from whom the several sums of money were said to have been paid 

to declare it on oath, but I think you should not do it of your own accord.  Defer it as long as 

you can.” 

 

 Alexander was himself later appointed to the Bengal Board of Trade and on 22 August 

1780 he was one of the signatories (another was William Harwood, about whom more later) to 
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a letter from the Board to Warren Hastings and the Supreme Council on the need of money for 

investment.(9) 

 By now Alexander had reached a position in which he could influence policy, and not 

only financial as he had become involved in the controversial issue of the manner in which the 

Supreme Court of Justice exercised its powers.  The case in question concerned an English 

resident who had two carpenters flogged for stealing tools while employed by him, and who 

then faced a charge of assault.  The trial was held before Sir Elijah Impey, the Chief Justice, 

acting under powers granted to judges of the Supreme Court to hear cases without a jury, and 

he found for the plaintiffs in a manner that indicated prejudice against the defendant 

personally.  A number of people, including Alexander Higginson, considered that the 

procedures were unfair and prepared a petition seeking trial by jury for the English in all civil 

and criminal cases.  For this they raised money to send a young attorney, William Hickey (who 

years later wrote his memoirs(10)  while living at Little Hall Barn in Beaconsfield), to present 

the petition to Parliament, and a hearing was subsequently held by a Commons Select 

Committee in January 1781.  As all issues concerning India at the time were subject to intense 

political debate, great play was made of the opportunity to aggravate Government, the 

Committee concluding that there was a need for statutory changes.  Indeed, the occasion 

provided the basis for the East India Bill of 1783 which brought down the Fox – North 

government and William Pitt to power. 

 Hickey said (Quennell p.439) that on his return to India in 1783 he had difficulty in 

recovering his expenses from his backers, added to which, among them “Two of my warmest 

friends also were lost to me, Mr. Cottrell being dead and Mr. Higginson embarked for Europe”.    

Hickey also recorded (Spencer Vol.2, p.157) that he sat for a young Jewess named  Isaacs who 

painted miniatures in Calcutta and who went on to marry Alexander Higginson, “a gentleman 

high in the company’s civil service and of large fortune”. 

 By June 1784 Alexander and Martha Higginson were living in Bedford Square, 

London, where Alexander began negotiations for the purchase of the Brookmans Park estate 

near Hatfield, which he completed in 1785.(11)   However, he may have encountered financial 

difficulties - Sir George said that Alexander lost a fortune - as the property was sold a year later 

and the Higginsons were back in London at Welbeck Street, moving to Upper Harley Street in 

1786.  It was in that year that proceedings were opened against Warren Hastings for 

maladministration and cruelty while Governor General in India, and to these Higginson was 

called to give evidence before a Committee of the whole House of Commons on 23 March  

1787.(12)   
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 From the answers he gave to questions, it seems clear that Higginson did not wholly 

agree with certain decisions taken by the Governor General. For instance, he considered that 

the Burdwan Council was perfectly able to undertake the collection of revenue in Burdwan 

without the appointment of a Hastings nominee for the purpose.  Similarly, he and others had a 

very poor opinion of an Indian named Sing who continued to be patronised by Hastings.  That 

alone may not be sufficient to classify Higginson as an opponent of Hastings, though it may 

reflect an unease at some of the policies advanced in the name of the Supreme Council.  To a 

greater extent, the same can be said of William Harwood who was also called to give evidence 

that day.  He was a confidant of Philip Francis (13) who subsequently led the impeachment 

proceedings against Hastings, and he confirmed what Higginson said in defence of the efficacy 

of the Provincial Councils and the status quo.  Given their similar attitudes, it is now postulated 

that Higginson and Harwood were friends and that this led Higginson to adopt Harwood as a 

name for his second son.  How Harwood Road in Marlow came to be named is another 

question. 

 Alexander Higginson of St Mary’s Marylebone died in 1793 and was buried at All 

Saints, Marlow.  Why in Marlow is strange because his father’s home in the town had been 

sold in 1790, but he may have been staying with his sister at Gyldernscroft at the time.  It is 

also possible that Martha Higginson lived at Gyldernscroft in later years after the Langley line 

had died out in 1802 as a tablet in her memory was placed in the church after her own death in 

1840, and the Higginson family remained the householders. 

 

Rev. Henry Halsey Higginson, MA 

 Little has been learned about Henry, Alexander’s youngest son, except that he became 

Chaplain to the East India Company and Minister of Poplar Chapel.  His memorial can also be 

seen in All Saints, Marlow. 

(1) Fort William – India House Correspondence, Vol. III, 1760-63, p.167. (Brit.Lib.) 

(2) Seventy-one Years of a Guardsman’s Life, By G.W.A.Higginson (J.Murray. 1916) 

(3) Fort William – India House Correspondence, Vol. IV, 1764-66, p.458 (Brit.Lib.) 

(4) Fort William – India House Correspondence, Vol. V,  1767-68, p.64 (Brit.Lib) 

(5) Fort William – India House Correspondence, Vol. VI, 1769-70, p.90 (Brit.Lib) 

(6) Index to the For. and Pol. Dept. Records, 1756-80, Nat.Arch.India, 1955 (NA Lib.) 

(7) State Papers of the Govs.Gen. of India, by G.W.Forrest, Vol.2, p.289 (Blackwell, 

1910) 

(8)       Letters of George Vansittart  (Brit Lib: MSS Eur F331/22) 

(9)       India Office Records – Home Miscellaneous, 215/10, p.145 (NA Lib.) 

(10)     Memoirs of William Hickey, ed. by Peter Quennell (Hutchinson, 1960) 

(11)     Dega Catalogue, Brookmans Estate (Herts. Arch.) 

(12)     Minutes of Evidence by J. Debrett, London 1787. (Brit Lib: HMNTS 100.n.67) 

(13)     Letters to William Harwood (Brit Lib: Mss Eur D566/1-45) 
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Higginson Family Tree 
 
 

John Higginson     =    Elizabeth Coke 

     1704-1770 

 A citizen of London who owned a large timber  

wharf on the Thames, and amassed considerable 

 property in Essex and Marlow. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

     Mary              John            Alexander                                    Ann 

 1741-1802                            1743-1780                       1745-1793       1747- 

   = Thos. Langley (Marlow 1768)             Served in East India Co. 

           1733 – Sept 1801     at Calcutta. Returned to England 

by 1783. Lost a fortune. 

                 =       Martha Isaacs 

                 1754-1840 

                       Painter of miniatures 

  in Calcutta 

 

      

 

 

 

 

Rev. T. Langley   Alexander     Charles Harwood       George Powell          Martha        Louisa      Henry Halsey 

 1769-July 1801   1783-1855         1787-1866              1791-1848 

Historian  Ch.Ch Oxon.               General Gren. Guards             Chaplain to East India 

Co.  

         Col. Gren. Guards             Inherited Gyldernscroft 1855               Minister of Poplar 

Chapel 

Retired to Gyldernscroft, Marlow, 1840           =  Lady Frances Needham          

      Memor. Trinity Ch., Marlow     1792-1890 

. 

 

 

 

 

    Sir George Wentworth Alexander Higginson 

          1826-1927 

     Inherited Gyldernscroft, 1866 
         General, Gren. Guards. 

       =  Hon. Florence Virginia FitzPatrick 
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Vice-Admiral Sir John Borlase Warren (1753-1823) 

 First, a disclaimer : Sir John Borlase Warren never touched foot in India so far as is 

known, nor was he employed by the East India Company at any time. The reason for his 

inclusion with these biographies is entirely due to the fact that he owned the manor of Little 

Marlow in 1780 when he married Caroline Clavering, daughter of the late Lieut-General Sir 

John Clavering who had been a member of the Supreme Council of India and an associate of 

George Vansittart by then at Bisham Abbey. 

 Clavering was 51 when he arrived in Bengal in 1774 to become a member of the new 

Supreme Council and the Commander-in-Chief . He had seen some action in Guadaloupe, held 

a diplomatic post, and been given the impression by King George III that he would be second 

to the Governor General and likely to succeed him. In temperament he was pugnacious and a 

stickler for protocol, qualities which quickly became evident when he complained that Warren 

Hastings, the Governor General, was improperly dressed when they first met. Furthermore, he 

and his fellow Councillors very shortly demonstrated that they were out of sympathy with the 

policies and objectives that Hastings had been pursuing, leading to much acrimony between 

them.   

 Within a year Clavering had fought a duel with Richard Barwell whom he had accused 

of corruption and who, up to that point, had been considering marriage to one of his daughters.  

Similarly, Clavering took the side of Nuncumar who was one of Hastings’ bitterest enemies 

and subsequently executed. In June 1776, when Hastings was contemplating resignation, 

Clavering moved to have himself declared successor, but was frustrated in that ambition by the 

Supreme Court. Though knighted in November his health was failing and he died in August 

1777. 

 With regard to Clavering’s family, Hickey recorded (Memoirs) that he left “a widow 

and three daughters of a former marriage. They were all remarkably fine young women, 

especially Caroline, the youngest, who was most bewitchingly attractive.  She was volatile to 

the greatest degree and full of monkey tricks, nevertheless has since proved a most exemplary 

wife and mother.  Shortly after her return to England she married Sir John Borlase Warren, a 

British Admiral of high reputation, to whom she has borne a number of children.” 

 There is some reason to believe that it was to make economies in 1781 that Borlase 

Warren sold Little Marlow Manor, which he had inherited and was not his normal home.  On 

the other hand, his wife may have persuaded him to sell the property, it being too close to 

George Vansittart who had just bought Bisham Abbey and who, she might have thought by his 
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support for Warren Hastings, had contributed to her family’s misfortune in India.    Lady 

Caroline Borlase Warren died in 1839 in Stapleford, Notts., the traditional family home. 
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Josias Du Pré 

 

 By stretching parish boundaries a little in a study of Marlow’s connection with India, it 

is possible to take account of Josias Du Pré who was Governor of the Madras Presidency and 

later builder of  the Palladian-style mansion at Wilton Park in Beaconsfield in the 1770s. 

 He was Governor of Madras when Warren Hastings became number two on the 

Council, and they got on well together as both were of the Vansittart school of thought.  By his 

actions he was credited with being much respected, though he had been one of Clive’s chief 

opponents.  However, personal profit and Company policy became confused, and not for the 

first time, when the local Nabob sought financial support from the British in his endeavours to 

resist French and Dutch intrusions into his previously secure power base.  This resulted in the 

Madras councillors, including Du Pré but excepting Hastings, personally lending large sums of 

money to the Nabob at 20 or 30 % rates of interest.  Thus, according to Feiling (p.71): “So 

grew up, and not by stealth, what history knows as the ‘Arcot interest’.  A band of Britons 

preyed on by the Nabob and preying on him ; encouraging his aggression on Mysore or 

Tanjore as bringing them more profits ; setting up, within the Company, a body in conflict with 

the Company’s honour and interest.”  When Hastings left Madras in 1771 to become Governor 

of Bengal he thanked Du Pré for his sincerity, later quoting his judgments as those of a wise 

man.  For his part Du Pré said it was “a great  comfort in my distress to have such a man as Mr 

Hastings” (Feiling p.66). 

 In political terms the name of Du Pré continued to be highly regarded nationally and he 

was among candidates being considered in 1774 when Government had to choose the first 

Governor General of India, though it did not take long before the Hastings name headed the 

list. 

 By 1784 Josias Du Pré had died, and his widow had bought Wooburn Manor, though 

not for her occupation as henceforth it was tenanted.  The family still held the property a 

century later and had to be consulted when land was required to build the railway at Bourne 

End.  The houses at Wilton Park and Wooburn Manor were eventually demolished in the 1960s 

to make way for property development. 
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William Bruere 

William Bruere was a son of George James Bruere (1) who was born in Marlow and 

went on to become Governor of Bermuda, 1764-1780.  William is of interest in the present 

context as he spent some 25 years in the service of the East India Company in Bengal.  

William’s childhood was spent partly in England where he was educated – possibly at 

Harrow, like his uncle – and partly with the 12 other children of his parents in Bermuda.  

Whereas three of his brothers subsequently went into the army or navy, William obtained 

employment as a writer in the Company’s service and was shipped off to India in 1770.  

Although the work initially would be dull in the extreme, most of it arising from the need to 

make two or three copies of all correspondence, reports, journals etc., for the information of 

the Directors in London, securing an appointment required some influence because of 

competition between applicants, it being generally recognised that opportunities would quickly 

present themselves for making substantial financial gains by private enterprise – a fact well 

recognised by the Company which paid low salaries accordingly.  It is not known how William 

obtained such preferment, but as he was about the same age as Alexander Higginson of 

Marlow (q.v.) a family connection may have helped.  Once established in his work, however, 

he seems to have done well as he became attached to the Secretary’s Office of the Bengal 

Presidency in Calcutta and was given more important responsibilities. 

The affairs of the Bengal Presidency were managed by a Council of 10 or more 

members, including George Vansittart about whom more is said elsewhere, and by Warren 

Hastings as President or Governor; the various special subjects such as revenue, political, or 

military being handled by Select Committees of Council.  After the creation in 1774 of the 

Indian Supreme Council government matters of a political nature affecting the whole of India 

were handled by a Secret Department of the Supreme Council, and other aspects by a Public 

Department, though still serviced by a common secretariat in which William Bruere was 

promoted to be Assistant Secretary in August 1775.  Fortunately, it was also then decided that 

officials should in future be remunerated according to their responsibilities, and in Bruere’s 

case this should have resulted in a substantial improvement in his income so that by 1782 it 

was as follows (2)  : 

 Salary as senior Merchant   30 – 14 – 11 

 Diet money      63 – 09 -  03     

 Family Allowances    15 – 08 – 00 

 Allowance as Secretary to General Dept.   1392 – 00 -  00  

 Fees etc              702 – 08 –  05    

              2204 – 00 -  07 
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 The duties of government increased considerably owing to the control of all three 

Presidencies and the supervision of military operations against the Marathas and Mysore.  On 

the resignation of the Secretary in 1783, therefore,  the Council decided on a complete 

bifurcation of the two Departments, making William Bruere Secretary to Government in the 

Public Department, and another individual Secretary of the Secret Department.  At the  

same time their respective duties were specified ; those of the Public Department being to 

“take cognisance of all letters from the other Presidencies not of a political nature, and from 

China of all matters which regard commerce and shipping, of all private and personal 

applications and all transactions with the subordinate offices of Government in their public 

capacities and of a public nature”; in other words, most matters relating to the trading interests 

of the Company (3). The Secret Department was to be primarily concerned with all political and 

military matters, and relations with foreign nations ; that is to say, the more sensitive supra-

commercial affairs of the Company. 

 Bruere would have been witness to the appalling enmity that existed between the 

members of the Supreme Council.  He would have been aware that Warren Hastings, as 

Governor General, had difficulty in exercising his authority without the power of a casting vote 

when faced with opposition from his Council members, principally from Philip Francis who 

was more sympathetic to the Clive style of government, and from General Sir John Clavering 

who believed that he would make a better Governor General.  Nevertheless, as an official, 

Bruere was required merely to execute rather than determine policy, and the length of his 

service suggests that in doing so he succeeded in steering a precarious path through the 

minefield of personal relations between his superiors. 

 It was shortly after the arrival of Lord Cornwallis to succeed Warren Hastings as 

Governor General in 1786 that things started to go wrong for William Bruere.  This arose 

partly from anti-corruption measures introduced by Cornwallis prohibiting civil servants from 

engaging in private trade (many affected merely transferred their trading interests to family or 

friends) and partly from a readjustment of the scale of allowances which left him financially 

worse off.  Appeals to Cornwallis and to the Company chairman on the impact of these 

measures on his personal circumstances followed, but worse was to come as he fought a duel 

and became nearly bankrupt. 

 The duel came about in strange circumstances.  It appears (4) that Mrs Bruere had 

become unwell and was travelling back to England with her three young children when she 

wrote a letter from St Helena complaining that the ship’s captain had been unkind to the 
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children, and about his conduct generally ; this fell unintentionally into the hands of the captain 

who commented verbally that Bruere had deceived him about the number of cases that he was 

expected to carry with the passengers.  That comment reached Bruere in Calcutta who felt his 

honour had been impugned and he demanded an apology, which was not forthcoming.  A duel 

was arranged but neither party was injured despite each duellist using a brace of pistols before 

the seconds intervened to call it a day.  Though seemingly satisfied at the time, Bruere 

subsequently objected to a report of the event which suggested that the captain had offered to 

step closer for yet another round of shots. 

 William Bruere’s financial affairs reached crisis point when he became indebted to the 

Company for a breach of contract.  It appears that Bruere took advantage in 1785 of a facility 

then available from the Company by which only one quarter of the value of goods supplied 

(opium in this case) was required from merchants who then took the goods to China, the 

remaining amount being paid to the treasury in Canton out of the proceeds of sale.  For some 

reason Bruere failed to fulfil his obligations before the end of 1786 and the Company began 

proceedings to recover the loss from his named securities in England.  The securities proved 

inadequate to meet the extent of liability which remained outstanding, at least until March 

1789 when Bruere assigned to the Company the benefit of an insurance claim for the loss of a 

ship. It would seem that in the interim Bruere may have been suspended from office as in 

writing to the Chairman of the Company in August 1789 he said : “I fear I trespass upon your 

time ; the letters from a man in disgrace, one too labouring under a load of misfortune, do not 

carry that weight........ I hope the Court will interpose their authority to place me in office.” (5)    

It is not clear how the matter was resolved except that he resigned and left India for England in 

1795 while expressing the hope of being able to return and resume his former rank. 

While William Bruere was in India he would have been aware of his father’s predicament 

in Bermuda when trying to maintain authority over a population more sympathetic to American 

than British interests in the War of Independence (1775-1783), and would have learned of his 

death in 1780.   It is understood that William Bruere then took responsibility for his widowed 

mother who returned to England before her death. 

 

 

1. The Two Brueres, by H. Grice (2001) 

2. IOR / H / 795 p.26 (British Library) 

3. Central Administration of the East India Company, 1773-1834, by B.B.Misra 

        (MUP, 1959) 

4. IOR / H / 795 pp. 155-60 (British Library) 

5. Fort William – India House Corres. Vol.12, p.410 (British Library) 
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Frederick Pigou 

 

 The name of Pigou is of interest in a Marlow context because in the late 1700s a Mrs 

Catherine Pigou lived at Redpits Lodge, subsequently renamed Beech Lodge, at the foot of 

Happy Valley.  She was a lady of some standing in society and is mentioned in the diaries of 

Mrs Lybbe Powis of Hardwick Hall, Oxfordshire, who paid calls on her when visiting others at 

Fawley Court, Henley Park, Thames Bank, and Court Garden.   It seems that her husband or 

son was Frederick Pigou, a Director of the East India Company on and off between 1758 and 

1777, and a member of the Select Committee of Inspection in Calcutta, 1772-4. 

 The Select Committee was kept very busy as it was chaired by Warren Hastings, 

recently arrived in Bengal as Governor and charged with making reforms in the Presidency.  

For several months it met every evening at six to review the work of the Departments and to 

enforce economies, and from the autumn of 1772 it also acted as the Board of Revenue with 

Alexander Higginson as its Secretary . 
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Nathaniel Edward Kindersley 

 In the far NW corner of the churchyard of St John the Baptist, Little Marlow, there are 

memorials to members of the Kindersley family.  These lie behind iron railings thoughtfully 

provided to protect the deceased from grave robbers – still operating in Little Marlow in 1821 

as reflected in the report below - though seemingly insufficient now to deter badgers, rabbits, 

or other burrowing animals. 

 The family had strong connections with India in the second half of the 18th century.   

Nathaniel Kindersley (1763-1831) became a senior merchant of the East India Company, and a 

member of the Presidential Council in Madras.  It is evident that he was appointed to a 

committee enquiring into the finances of the Madras Presidency (IOR/H/456 p.1), which were 

in a deplorable state; and that on behalf of Kindersley, Watts and Co., Madras merchants, he 

subsequently wrote a lengthy critique of troublesome regulations that had been introduced to 

curb trade practices (IOR/H/404 pp.395-401).  Dyson tells us that his father was Lieut.-Col. 

Nathaniel Kindersley of the Bengal Artillery, and his mother was Jemima née Wicksted, known 

as ‘Pulcherrima’, whose journal on Letters from the Island of Teneriffe, Brazil, Cape of Good 

Hope, and the East Indies (1777) recorded her impressions of India in 1765-9. 

 The memorials in Little Marlow relate to Nathaniel Kindersley, his wife Hannah and 

their four daughters, one of whom married the Archdeacon of Calcutta. 

 

“Resurrection Men at Little Marlow 

(Bucks, Beds & Herts Chronicle; p.3, 17 November 1821) 

On Wednesday evening last a servant of Gen. Piggott's saw three fellows of suspicious 

appearance enter the Church-yard at Little Marlow, and suspecting that they intended to 

commit some depredation upon his master's property crept behind the garden pales to watch 

their motions.  Two of the fellows speedily applied themselves to work upon the grave of a 

woman who had been interred but a few days previously, whilst the third ascended a tree 

surrounded by ivy, as if for the purpose of looking about him.  The servant then ran into his 

master's house and immediately returned with two other men, but was discovered by the man in 

the tree, who demanded what business they had there; this produced a retort from the servant, 

when the three fellows made a precipitate retreat, after having dug to within ten inches of the 

coffin, and effected there (sic) escape although closely pursued by the servants to a 

considerable distance.  The fellows had been seen about the neighbourhood the day previous to 

this transaction, had a horse and cart with them, and are suspected of stealing a quantity of 

bacon from the Three Horse Shoes public-house, at Burrard's Grove, whither they went for 

refreshment.  Mr. Phillips, constable of Little Marlow, used every exertion without success. 

 On Wednesday a human skeleton was dug up by some men employed in forming a road 

in the parish of Little Marlow, near a gate called "Gallows Gate"; but from the length of time 

they had probably lain there, it is impossible to ascertain whether they are the relics of some 

one who had been murdered, or whether they might not have been those of a suicide who had 

been deposited, and from whose rash act the gate might have obtained its appellation.” 
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General Sir George Nugent 

 

 It was only three years after Sir George and Lady Nugent had bought Westhorpe House 

in Little Marlow that he was appointed in 1811 to be the Commander-in-Chief of armed forces 

in India.(1)  Since returning from Jamaica in 1805, where he had been Lieutenant Governor and 

Commander-in-Chief, he had functioned routinely as Commander of the Western Military 

District, become Colonel of the 6th Regiment, and MP for Aylesbury, though the distinction of 

this latest appointment most probably resulted from representations made on his behalf by the 

1st Marquis of Buckingham and Lord Lieutenant of Buckinghamshire, to whom he had acted as 

an ADC in Ireland.  That he would have welcomed the honour and the emoluments of office is 

beyond doubt, but the inevitable domestic upheaval must have caused concern to Lady Nugent 

who had just been delivered of her fourth child.  Nevertheless, she prepared to accompany her 

husband and to leave the children at school or in the care of a governess. 

 Thus, having lunched with the Directors of the East India Company, and received his 

Commission from the Duke of York, Commander of the British Army, Nugent left England for 

Bengal where he was to serve under the Governor General, Lord Minto, writing home to the 

children from the Cape on the way in December 1811 (BCRO: D/ FR/233/1). 

 In June the following year Nugent wrote to the Chairman of the EIC giving his views 

on  how the Military establishment in Bengal could be improved (NAM 6807/181/161), while 

adding: 

“I continue to like Lord Minto and my colleagues in office and we are on the best of terms for 

the benefit of the public service.  Lord M proposes to remain in the government till January 

1814 if permitted to be here as long.  We shall be most anxious to learn who is intended to 

replace him and had looked to Lord Melville to fill the office as a very proper man.” 

 

Unfortunately, in this last respect Nugent was to be disappointed and with important  

consequences for him.  Firstly, he was apparently unaware that Melville had died and been 

succeeded as President of the Board of Control by Robert Hobart, Earl of Buckinghamshire; 

and secondly, he was caught up in the political manoeuvring that followed the recognition in 

1811 of  the Prince of Wales as Regent on the madness of George III.   The nation was fighting 

the Napoleonic War sensitive to the risk of losing India as it had lost America, and the 

Government of the day was composed of “All the Talents”, including several who had been 

opposed to William Pitt and were more favoured by the Prince Regent. 

  One such was Lord Moira who had fought in America and had become a close 

friend and key adviser of the Prince Regent. He had harboured an ambition to head the 

Government, but on Moira failing to obtain the premiership the Prince Regent offered him the 
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consolation of becoming the Governor General and Commander-in-Chief of India, i.e. a 

combination of the posts currently held by Lord Minto and Nugent respectively, which he 

accepted, arriving in Bengal in 1813 with a letter from the Duke of York advising Nugent that 

in consequence he was to become merely Commander of Forces in Bengal.  The news must 

have been disagreeable to Nugent and he decided to resign, making his intentions known to the 

Earl of Buckinghamshire in a letter dated 1 November (NAM 6807 / 181 / 180): 

“My dear Lord, 

 I have determined on mature consideration to resign my situation in India as 

Commander of the Forces in Bengal, not having been aware of the precise footing on which I 

was to stand until Lord Moira’s arrival.  A letter which His Lordship delivered to me from the 

Duke of York, and a conversation I had with him on the subject of the powers I was to exercise, 

have opened my eyes completely, and I trust that His Royal Highness the Prince Regent will 

consider his Commands fulfilled by my remaining here until December 1814 which will give 

ample time for a Lieut. General to repair to Calcutta to act under the orders of Lord Moira. 

 I don’t expect that a General Officer will be appointed to replace me as Commander of 

the Forces or with a seat in Council.  Lieutenant General Champagne has had such bad health 

during the last two hot seasons that he has been obliged to resign his Staff Appointment and is 

now here on his way to England, having taken his passage in the 1st Fleet which is to sail very 

early next month.  Under such circumstances I cannot think of asking permission to return to 

Europe this season, although had Lt. General Champagne’s health permitted him to remain in 

India until he could be relieved I should have had no scruple in handing my resignation 

immediately, under the conviction that my services were not required, as long as another Lt. 

General was effective on the Establishment.  In fact, I find myself reduced to Lieut. General on 

the Staff of Bengal without any Power or Patronage whatever, and my feelings will not allow 

me to retain the new appointment under the suspicion, which will naturally attach itself to me, 

that I do so for the sake of the emoluments arising from it.  Your Lordship will not expect me to 

say more on such an occasion, but I earnestly hope that as the Government and Command in 

Chief of the Cape of Good Hope has become vacant by the resignation of Sir John Cradock, I 

may be appointed to succeed him in these situations, having been superseded in the Command 

in Chief in India for political considerations. 

 In all events, I shall beg leave to embark from hence in the first Fleet of the season next 

year, Viz., in December 1814, that being the most favourable period for a passage to England, 

and Lady Nugent being a great sufferer in general at sea.  The distinction which the Prince 

Regent has been pleased to honour me with would certainly have induced me to have made a 

great sacrifice, but nothing would prevail upon me to remain in a country where I had held the 

Command of all His Majesty’s and the Company’s Forces, to be made a perfect cypher of in a 

very subordinate situation. 

 I am at the same time highly sensible of your Lordship’s kind exertions in my favour on 

Lord Moira’s appointment and I shall ever remember them with gratitude. 

 I have no doubt that Lord Moira has fixed his eye upon some General Officer who he 

wishes to assist him in the Command of the Bengal Army, and to whom he will give his 

confidence. 

 There is no prospect whatever of Hostilities in this part of the world, upon any scale, so 

as to call me into the Field.  Our operations are confined to petty warfare on the frontiers of 

the British Territories, which rarely last more than one campaign and always end successfully. 

 The Military Tour I made has enabled me to make my Report to the Government under 

3 Heads ; which I trust will prove useful to Lord Moira from the information it contains.  The 

1st Head treats of the state of the Bengal Army and its Establishment.  The 2nd proposes such an 
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augmentation of the Army, as not only in my opinion, but that of every European under the 

Presidency, is essentially necessary for the defence of the Territory.  The 3rd details the state of 

the fortifications and the importance of keeping them in constant repair. 

 I should have been extremely sorry to have left this country without recording my 

opinion on these Military subjects (illegible) having had the opportunities of seeing so much of 

it as I have done in so short a period. 

 Lord Minto sails the latter end of this month in the Hopson Frigate ; and the Harling 

Castle about a fortnight earlier Sir Thomas Popham touches at Trincomalee, and at Madras 

where it is proposed that he shall take on board the sum of £300,000 in Pagodas to convey to 

England. 

 It is intended that the first Fleet of the seas in shall sail direct from hence on the 1st of 

December under the convoy of a Frigate.  I shall take the liberty of addressing myself to His 

Royal Highness the Duke of York on the subject of my resignation, requesting permission to 

leave this country in December 1814,  H.R.H. having written to me respecting my new 

appointment as Commander of the Forces under the Presidency ; and I hope that your 

Lordship will have the goodness to urge a Compliance with my request. 

   I have the honour to be, etc. “ 

 

 Without knowing more about Nugent’s capabilities generally, and his suitability for the 

role of Commander-in Chief of the army at a time when at least the preservation of British 

influence in India was assuming a crucial importance, a certain sympathy is aroused for him in 

the situation he was placed.  His remark that “there is no prospect whatever of hostilities in this 

part of the world” may have been a misjudgement - and was certainly proved incorrect by the 

subsequent actions in Nepal and against the Pindaris in which Lord Moira achieved 

considerable success -  but he had been given no indication of why he had been demoted, nor 

what his future duties were to be.  By 15 January 1814 those duties had been defined and 

Nugent wrote again to the Earl (NAM 6807 / 181 / 190): 

“My dear Lord,    

 I think it proper to acquaint your Lordship that Lord Moira has at length, after an 

interval of 2 months from the Period of his opening the Government as Commander in Chief in 

India, issued a General Order defining the duties of my new appointment as Commander of the 

Forces under the Presidency of Fort William.  I should add for your Lordship’s full information 

on the subject, that I had continually pressed Lord Moira, through the Adjutant General of the 

Company’s Army, to relieve me from the very unpleasant situation and state of suspense in 

which I was placed by the delay in his determination.  In fact, I owed this to myself although 

anxious to avoid any appearance of disagreement between members of the same Government 

and merely wishing to pass the remainder of my stay in this country until December (illegible)  

and acting zealously under Lord Moira’s commands which I considered my bounden duty.  

Your Lordship will receive herewith a copy of the Arrangement, together with the Governor’s 

(illegible) to other Members of Government, their Minister on the occasion. 

 I must say that, in my opinion, the situation of Commander of the Forces here is 

incompatible with that of Commander in Chief in India exercising the immediate command of 

the Bengal Army.  At least I feel it so, having previously held the Supreme Military Authority in 

the Country.  Under these circumstances I trust that His Royal Highness, the Prince Regent, 

may be graciously pleased to appoint me Governor and Commander in Chief at the Cape, 

should it not have been previously disposed of.  In all events, I cannot consistently with my 



 28 

feelings continue here as Commander of the Forces beyond the period I have already 

mentioned.  I beg leave to repeat my sincere thanks to your Lordship for the very kind interest 

you have been so good as to take in my affairs ever since I obtained the Command of the Army 

in India, and have to apologise for giving you so much trouble on this occasion.  

   I have the honour etc. “ 

 

 Lord Minto was similarly displeased by his supersession earlier than expected, but was 

mollified on two counts: first, the Earl of Buckinghamshire had recommended, the Prime 

Minister had agreed, and the Prince Regent had granted that he should become Viscount 

Melgund and Earl of Minto; and secondly, the Court of Directors of the East India Company 

had made plain that they were forced to yield to pressures from the Board of Control on behalf 

of the Government.  However, there was to be no softening touch for Nugent whose wish to be 

made Governor and Commander-in-Chief at the Cape was not granted, and he continued to 

serve in India for another year.  After an absence of nearly four years Sir George and Lady 

Nugent returned in 1815 to resume their private lives at Westhorpe and rejoin the children they 

had left behind in England, who by then were still only 14, 12, 6, and 4 years old respectively.  

No doubt the reunion was joyful, and one could hope that the couple remained happily content 

with the circumstances and the local environment in which they were to end their days. 

 

(1) Notes on Westhorpe and Little Marlow (2006) 
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Thomas Love Peacock 

 The plaque on the house facing Quoiting Square in West Street, Marlow, 

commemorates the fact that Peacock lived there from 1815 to 1819.  He is now best 

remembered for his seven novels, including Headlong Hall (1816), and Nightmare Abbey 

(1818), the style of which are thought to have been heavily influenced by his friendship and 

conversations with Percy Bysshe Shelley who lived nearby.  What is less well known is that he 

worked for the East India Company for 39 years. 

 

 Born in 1785, Peacock was first employed in 1819 at the offices of the Company in 

Leadenhall Street as an assistant to Peter Auber, the Company Secretary, and this at a salary of 

£600 a year.  By 1826 he had become Assistant Examiner which entailed supervision of the 

vast amount of correspondence between East India House, the Government’s Board of Control, 

and the Company’s establishments in India, for which he became entirely responsible on 

becoming Examiner in 1836. The role of the office included advising his employers on all 

questions – political, revenue, judicial, or military – that were brought to their notice, at least 

until 1858 when the Company was abolished and Peacock retired at the age of 73.  

 As to Peacock’s personality, it has been said that he was a kindly, genial, laughter-

loving man, rather fond of good eating and drinking, or at least of talking as if he were so; an 

ardent champion of old institutions and old customs; deeply versed in classical literature and 

always ready to exalt it at the expense of modern writers; fond of tilting at political economy 

and at schemes for the improvement of the masses. 

 In view of the difficulty of communicating with India – many months having to be 

allowed before a reply to a letter could be expected – Peacock took a keen interest in routes to 

India other than by sailing via the Cape.  He gave evidence to a parliamentary committee in 

1832, recommending an overland route through Aleppo and with steamers on the Euphrates in 

preference to one by way of Egypt and the Red Sea 
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