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CEO

Penguin Books Ltd. 

80 Strand Street

London WC2R ORL

England

Dear Sir/Madam,

Subject : Feedback - THE INDIAN MUTINY BY SAUL DAVID ISBN 0-670-91137-2

I wish to give some feedback on your aforesaid publication. I had the opportunity to go through some parts and found them lacking in terms of accuracy, content and analysis and feel that the subject be handled in greater depth before being published. My observations appear below with the relevant reference page number. The list is only indicative and not comprehensive.

1. Page 1 Timur the great. – Timur is known as Timurlane or Timur the lame. Why thrust greatness upon him.

2. Page1. Babur established the Timurid dynasty in Delhi in 1527. –Babur did so in 1526 and not 1527.

3. Page 1. In 1613 Akbar’s successor Jahangir Khan ….. Akbar was Akbar the Great and you have stolen his greatness and given it to Timur and moreover Jahangir was never Khan.

4. Page 21 Term used is ‘ Bhumimar’ should be ‘Bhumihar’.

5. Page not known now (somewhere in the beginning only -first 50 pages maybe) but refers to ‘Chagger’ should be Ghagger. Both 1 & 2 are caste and river/rivulet name respectively and have been wrongly mentioned. They were never in the past nor now referred to in India as mentioned in the book.

6. The reference to Sitaram Pandy (From Sepoy to Subedar) on Page 26 and several places in the text throughout the book shows the complete lack of basic knowledge and understanding of India and of the Mutiny! Pandy or Pandi is derogatory in nature and is based on Mangal Pande, whose caste name became an epithet for all rebel soldiers by British soldiers. Mangal Pandey was the first soldier to rise at Barrackpore. The name should be read as Pandey or Pande as Christopher Hibbert spells it out in his book. (Your own publication). Similarly the Book has also wrongly named Mungal Pande as Mangul Pandy  and even a chapter is so named – Chapter 7. The reference is to Pandy only. 

7. Page 34 mentions Nicholson as the youngest Brigadier General at age 34, though it is mentioned  that the post was ‘acting’ at a later stage in the book. Some more information on his wonderful personality, characteristic traits and leadership qualities and what made Queens Army officers, even Brigadiers and Colonels e.g. Longfield, Jones, Campbell and so on to fight under Nicholson, a Captain of the EIC army would have been most welcome. The Author has quoted Roberts extensively but has missed mentioning directly this important point of Robert’s wonderful book. 

8. Page 78 mentions that the ‘60th Rifles, which had been in India for two years and was the only corps equipped with Enfields’. Which implies that the 60th rifles came to India in 1855. The 60th actually came to India in 1845 and went back in 1860. The 60th Rifles also participated in the second Sikh war and were at the siege of Multan during 1848-49. My information is based on a booklet (only for private circulation) presented to me by two 60th Rifles ex-officers (ROYAL GREENJACKETS) very recently. You can find the details in ISBN 0-95493370-0-7 THE KING’S ROYAL RIFLE CORPS….THE 60TH RIFLES available from Spink and Son Ltd , London. Oil painting by Henry Martens (India Office) also confirms their presence at Multan in 1848-49. The Dover Memorial also commemorates the Regiments outstanding tour of India from 1845 till 1860. 

9. Page 95 does mention church parade of 60th Rifles but fails to mention how the 60th Rifles were saved from sure annihilation at the church at the hands of the 3rd Light Cavalry. This omission is quite ironical since the 60th rifles played a pivotal role in Delhi, winning 8 VC’s and one at Barielly in 1858. The one at  Barielly  was later forfeited on account of misconduct by the soldier. (I am including Ensign Lisle Phillip’s VC as well since he came from 11th Bengal NI but after the 11th NI mutinied at Meerut he had joined the 60th Rifles. He won his VC at the Water Bastion on 14th September during the assault but died on 18th September 1857. Tragic but his VC award came in 1907 posthumous. Role of  60th Rifles at Delhi’s assault and even the church fiasco has been very aptly described by Roberts in his book yet Saul David has not understood the deeper military ramifications nor Robert’s personal sentiments and emotions regarding the 60th Rifles to even merit mentioning their SPECIALIST role. The blowing of the Kashmir Gate by Lt Duncan Home and party was the turning point of the Mutiny and that was possible only because of the covering part of the 60th Rifles. Seems that the battle orders, reports and despatches have not been properly understood or referred to by the Author. I have not checked the Bibliography. It is very ironical for a reader like me who is deeply disappointed. Even Lt Home’s feat has not been aptly described- It is the most marvellous story that I have ever come across. All this would have just added one page but alas it was not to be. The brilliant and bold battle plan and strategy in action are missing specially relating to the blowing up of the Kashmir Gate.

10. Page 299-General Wilson…….St Thomas’s church -BLUNDER–it should be St James’ church.

11. Page 177 reference to Parsis/Parsees. ANOTHER BLUNDER. The term should be Passees, who are engaged as watchmen. Parsis or Parsees are extremely respectable people and will never ever indulge in such activities, which have been attributed to them. If the reference is from state papers you should have mentioned a correction by way of a footnote-* The term refers actually to Passees and not Parsees or Parsis. Shows edit cut copy paste attitude and total lack of knowledge about India. Copy Editor? Parsis have an unblemished record ever since they landed in India. It is all the more ironical since India’s only true Field Marshall is a Parsi –S.H.F.J. Maneckshaw MC of 8GR and still living and since the authors research in India is funded by a Trust run by ex Indian Army Generals.

12. Page 319 mentions as footnote ‘Home was the sole survivor of the gallant band of Engineers and sappers who blew in the Kashmir Gate at Delhi on September 14.’ WRONG. Sergeant John Smith VC, Bengal Sappers and Miners who was part of this team died on June 26th 1864 at Jullundhur in India. Bugler Hawthorne VC, not a Sapper but a member of Lt. Duncan Charles Home’s (Bengal Engineers) team was from the 52nd but he died on February 2nd 1879 at Huntingdon Street, Manchester. The footnote is wrong since Sergeant John Smith (Bengal Sappers and Miners)outlived Duncan Home who died on October 1, 1857. Five Indians who were also part of the eleven who did finally reach the Kashmir Gate on 14 September 1857 and three who outlived Lt. Duncan Home –Subadar Toola Ram, Jemadar Bis Ram and  Havildar Madho – all from Bengal Sappers and Miners. Please ensure that your books are checked for veracity of facts before being published. It would not have been out of place to mention the Indian soldiers or at least the numbers who won the ORDER OF MERIT for this operation. Seventeen of the Bengal Sappers and Miners! 

13. Page XIV shows a map of the siege of Delhi and mentions the batteries as I, II, III, IV and shows them in the same order progressing to the eastern side or riverside. Second footnote on page 294 mentions ‘ No 3 Battery comprised six 18 – pounders and twelve 5.5 inch mortars; No 4 battery sited between 2 and 3, ten heavy mortars. The text is correct and your map is wrong- it should have gone I, II, IV and III in the map. ANOTHER BLUNDER. Moreover, there was a fifth battery as well but I guess it was missed out from being noticed from Roberts map in his book and even from an elementary visit in Delhi to the places related to the mutiny. Such lack of co-ordination between an illustrator and an Author is unpardonable when one is writing on a serious subject as the mutiny. Seems the Mutiny battle sites in Delhi were never visited by the Author else these errors would never have taken place. 

14. Page 295 mentions column strengths at Delhi’s assault. The individual components are mentioned but the Author has not mentioned the individual regiment numbers which are clearly mentioned in Roberts book. WHY? He has no doubt picked the details from Roberts. It seems he wants to hide the fact that the attacking columns comprised of more Indian soldiers than British. Typical 19th century attitude. Roberts did not find it prudent to withhold this information why does Saul David hide it. The British never won a straight victory on their own in India. They hardly comprised 20% of the assaulting force on 14th September 1857

15. The Appendixes are to my mind 19th century Victorian vintage thoughts and lack any new thoughts or analysis. On Page 294, The Author refers to ‘unarmed pioneers’ admired by Roberts. Does the Author know who these ‘Unarmed Pioneers’ were? They played a pivotal role at Delhi and now are a part of the Indian Army –SIKH LI. A sentence more about them would have been most welcome since these very fellows fought in both the WW’s as well.

16. Page 393 Appendix 3 mentions ’When the 11th and 20th NI arrived in Delhi on the morning of 11 May, one European officer……..’. Astonishing, the first 3rd Lt. Cavalry sowars trickled into Delhi from Meerut at 7 A.M in the morning and Infantry units marched nearly as fast as the Cavalry getting to Delhi in the morning on 11th May. Seems the timing is incorrect since getting to Delhi overnight from Meerut by Infantry units must be an AMAZING task! Needs to be checked out again. The Notes -Page 482 mention the source as examination of Captain Forrest, February 5,1857, PP, HC 1859 XVIII 162. Can you please clarify what is the reference to February 5, 1857? This date precedes the happening of the event i.e. 11th May 1857.

17. The western Yamuna canal which entered the walled city of Delhi has been very conveniently turned into a road in the map on the siege of Delhi. General Reed destroyed it during his short tenure as commander and this caused a lot of consternation inside the city. Please refer to 41 years…..by Field Marshall Roberts for details.

18. I repeat there are so many other holes but I am refraining from making a complete list. I only hope that you do not take all readers for being absolutely ignorant. In fact I feel cheated though I have read only parts of the book and shudder to think what the rest holds in reserve. If the quality standards of reputed publishing houses are to concentrate only on a beautiful cover, nice print with Hardback binding but no control on contents or their veracity then I shudder to think what lies ahead of us. The failure of the Mutiny or the First War of Independence was to my mind India’s ‘greatest victory’. Any intelligent, well-informed man will reach this conclusion. I think we still have to wait for the book that will be balanced, researched and analytical. Christopher Hibbert was any day better –this book is a big disappointment. DEFINITELY NOT A MASTERFUL WORK OF NARRATIVE HISTORY as you describe it.

Yours truly,

RAJESH RAMPAL

