THE RUSSIANS
AT MERV AND HERAT,

AND THEIR

POWER OF INVADING INDIA,

BY

CHARLES MARVIN,

AUTHOR OF *THE DISASTROUS RUSSIAN CAMPAIGN AGAINST THE TURCOMANS,”
“ GRODEKOFF'S8 RIDE TO HERAT,” * MERV, THE QUEEN OF THE WORLD,”
* THE RUSSIAN ADVANCE TOWARDS INDIA,” % OUR PUBLIC OFFICES,”
“ THE RUSSIAN RAILWAY TO HERAT AND INDIA,” EIC.

** A body of European troops established at Herat, and standing with its front
to the south-east, would draw upon it the attention of the whole population of
India. In that lies the moral significance of a military occupation of Herat; and
it is not without reason that a number of English experts, knowing India well,
have expressed their belief that were an enemy to occupy Herat with a powerful
force, the Eunglish army, without having fired a shot, would consider itself half
beaten.””—GENERAL SOBOLEFF, 1882,

LONDON:
W. H. ALLEN & CO., 13 WATERLOO PLACE,
PALL MALL. S8.W.

PUBLISHERS TO THE INDIA OFFICE.

1883.
\._/?
(AN righta reserved.)



PLowr 3628730

RD CCI ™
N ((,
({\
DEC Y1203
, \":7\{

Sk
3

<

(o]

it TR AR l\.k.»v\(i\
™
J

LONDON :
PRINTED RY W. H, ALLEN & 0., 13 WATERLOO PLACE. 8.W,



TO

Sie 3lgernon Borthloick,

WHOSE EARNEST AND PERSISTENT ADVOCACY
OF A MASTERLY FOREIGN POLICY
HAS EARNED HIM THE ESTEEM AND ADMIBATION OF
ALL PATRIOTICALLY INTERESTED IN THE
SECURITY AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF ENGLAND'S
EMPIRE IN THE EAST,
THIS WORK
18 RESPECTFULLY DEDICATED
BY
THE AUTHOR.



PR

I R

e e e =



|

/J

| 23

PREFACE.

—— S C—

WaEN one of the principal feudatory princes of India
instructs a London publishing house to purchase for
him all the books that have been issued by English and
European authors on the Central Asian Question, and
to make a special point of acquiring such works as
embody the Russian view of the problem, an excuse
certainly seems to exist for an Englishman to call the
attention of his countrymen to the remarkable changes
that have taken place in that question since the annexa-
tion of Askabad and the evacuation of Candahar,
Among those changes may be mentioned the introduc-
tion of the Caucasian factor into the Central Asian
Question, the formation of a new base of operations
beyond the Caspian infinitely stronger than the Turk-
estan one, the completion of railway communication
between that base and Russia proper, the extraordinary
development of the Caspian Marine, the opening up of
commercial relations with Merv, the discovery by
Lessar of an easy road to Herat, and the surveys of
Russia for a railway, needing only a few millions to
connect her Empire with India.
In 1878, when Kaufmann assembled his troops on
the Bokharan frontier to march upon Cabul and India,
_he was distant six months from the terminal point of
" the Russian railway system—Orenburg. Were an advance
ordered from Askabad to-morrow, the Russian com-
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mander would be only six days distant from the present
terminal point of the railway system—XKizil Arvat. The
expedition to the frontier of India in 1878 had before
it a march of more than 700 miles to Cabul, a broad
and rapid river, ill provided with boats, and the
stupendous mountain range of the Hindoo Koosh, with
passes 15,000 feet high ; to say nothing of the difficult
highlands and deserts of Bokhara. Between Askabad and
Herat to-day the distance is only 388 miles ; the highest
point to traverse is a hill-crossing 900 feet above the
surrounding locality, no river bars the road, no deserts
intervene, and no point exists capable of arresting the
" Russian advance up to the very walls of the ¢ Key of
India.” Further, by our evacuation of Candahar, we
have placed it in Russia’'s power to occupy Herat
whenever she likes, a clear fortnight in advance of
ourselves. ,

The question of the retention of Candahar in 1881, |
was discussed mainly with reference to the position of
Russia in Turkestan ; the new movement beyond the
Caspian had not sufficiently developed itself, and not
enough about it was known to cause English politicians'
to give adequate attention to what has since become the;
principal base of operations against India. As shown in
this volume, the Turkestan epoch of the Central Asian
Question is as much a thing of the past as the ‘
Orenburg epoch. The Caspian epoch must be viewed 1
by the light of fresh data, and all opinions expressed |:
during the Turkestan epoch must either be considerably
modified, or relegated to the lumber of the past. |

In issuing this work my aim has been to furnish the

|
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public with Russian data dealing with the new epoch.
Bound by allegiance to no party, I cannot be accused of
having any political object in view, and my sympathy
for the Russian people is too strong and too well known
for the charge to be formulated against me that I desire
to agitate and excite England against Russia. In truth,
I have done my utmost to be impartial, and to let the
Russian facts tell their own story. If that story is what
the Quietists term an ‘¢ alarmist ”’ one, the fault rests
with the facts, not with the arranger of them.

A word or two as to how the book came to be written
may check the many kind inquiries that have been
addressed to me with reference to the completion of
‘ Skobeleff's Siege of Geok Tepé,” a work which was
to have been issued long ago. Early in 1882 I was
engaged translating the materials for the work, when
Mr. Joseph Cowen, M.P., broke in upon my labours by
asking me to proceed to Russia to discuss the Central
Asian Question with the hero of it. I returned with
additional materials for the book, and had commenced
putting these in order, when the financial newspaper
“ Money” commissioned me to journey afresh to St.
Petersburg to investigate Russian finance. A few days
after my arrival, whilst I was one morning at General
Grodekoff’s, the shocking news was telegraphed from
Moscow of the sudden and untimely death of Skobeleff,
Proceeding at once to Moscow, I took part in the
funeral there, and followed the remains of the dead
hero to their final resting-place in the little village
church of Spasskoe Selo, in the province of Riazan.
The grief I witnessed during this period, on the part of
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those who had fought with Skobeleff at Plevna and
Geok Tepé—many of the latter well known to me by
name in preparing my account of the siege—rendered it
impossible, on my return to England, to resume for the
moment the task of completing the work. I, therefore,
utilized the interval in arranging some of the data that
had accumulated on my hands, dealing with the new
operations beyond the Caspian, and the result is the
volume now before the reader.

Some of the matter appeared during the winter of
1882 in the columns of the ¢ Morning Post,” and
provoked criticism in the Russian press which I have
carefully considered in revising it. For permission to
make use of the two small maps illustrating the recent
Russian surveys of Lessar and Alikhanoff, I am in-
debted to the courtesy of the Royal Geographical Society.
Respecting the spelling of the geographical names, I
have done my best to follow the praetice of the Press,
except in the case of the region surveyed by Lessar and
Alikhanoff, in which that of the Royal Geographical
Society has been followed. The illustrations are from
the pencil of the explorer Alikhanoff, the talented and
- prolific Russian artist Karazin, who took part in the
grand exploring expedition of 1878, and from the
illustrated newspapers ‘¢ Vsemirnaya Illustratsia' and
““Neva.” They are, I believe, the first illustrations of
Merv and the Turcoman region that have yet appeared
in this country.

Plumstead, Kent,
" April 1883.
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RUSSIANS AT MERV AND HERAT.

BOOK 1.

GENERAL ANNENKOFF ON RUSSIA IN CENTRAL ASIA
AND ENGLAND IN INDIA.

Introduction.—Few Russian books dealing with India.—Diffi-
culty of obtaining Russian opinion on the subject.—
Annenkoff’s claims as an authority.—Translation of "his
pamphlet, “ The Oasis of Akhal Tekke and Roads to India.”—
Russia’s relations with the Turcomans.—The defeat at
Dengeel Tepé.—Why the Russians were beaten.—The causes
of Russia’s success in Central Asia.—Instances of her easy
victories.—Akhal described.—Corruption of Russian officials
in Turkestan.—The advance of England and Russia towards
each other in the East.—A Russian description of India.—
Russia moral, Russia mild '—English tyranny in the East.—
Our weak points in India.—Strategical position of the two
powers compared.—Advantages enjoyed by Russia.—Com-
mercial routes to India.—Russian pioneers on the way to
India.—Russia’s trade in Central India.—Annenkoff’s project
for a railway to Herat and India.—London to India in
nine days.

“As to Rnssia} getting to India, that is a very remote contingency.”"—Jorx
BrigHT, Peace Conference at Edinburgh, October 12, 1853.

* The probability of our having to struggle for Herat, or to defend India from
Candahar, is 8o remote that its possibility is hardly worth considering.”"—Sir
Hexry NorMAN, Memorandum against the retention of Candahar, September
20, 1880.

1



2 THE RUSSIANS AT MERV AND HERAT.

“Russia has not as yet succeeded in combining with Persia to make a convenient
way from the southern shore of the Caspian to Herat.”—MaJor E. Barixe,
Memorandum against the retention of Candahar, October 7, 1880.

¢« have no fear myself of the territorial extensions of Russia in Asia; no fear
of them whatever. I think such fears are only old women’s fears.”—GLADSTONE,
November 27, 1879.

AxyBopy who is at all acquainted with Russia must be
aware that it is no easy matter to get at the Russian
view of our position in the East. In their conversations
with English tourists and travellers, Russians are too
courteous to express opinions which they imagine would
offend them; while their contributions to political
literature are so slight as to be altogether insignificant,
compared with the unceasing roll of volumes from the
English press. To one book issued by Russian publishers
on the Eastern Question, a hundred appear in England ;
and to every Russian newspaper article, probably a
thousand are poured forth in English print. We have
- no wish to speak discourteously of Russian political
literature, but it cannot, or, at any rate, does not
produce any works on the Hastern Question that will
bear comparison, in the marshalling of fresh facts and
the enunciation of matured opinion, with those issued in
England. The difficulty a Russian seeker of the
English view of the Eastern Question has to combat
with, is to read all that is published by the many
experts in this country on the subject. The difficulty,
on the other hand, an English seeker of the Russian
view has to confront is, to find anything in Russian to
read.

On this account an English writer, in referring to
Russian literature for enlightenment on political
matters, has to be thankful for any small mercies
vouchsafed him. On the principle that half a loaf is
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better than none, he grasps eagerly at a pamphlet where
in England he would demand a book; and if the
pamphlet differs at all from the common run of Russian
productions of that character, which are usually gassy,
theoretical, and devoid of data, the circumstance comes
upon him as an agreeable surprise. Since the death of
Grigorieff, whose extensive knowledge of Central Asia
earned him the well-merited appellation of the ¢ Sir
Henry Rawlinson of Russia,” nothing has appeared in
Russia on the Central Asian Question to equal General
Annenkoff’s ¢“ Akhal Tekke Oasis and Roads to India.”
Much of the data in this dealing with India is obviously
out-of-date or erroneous; the opinions are often, on
the face of them, crude and unsound ; but the brochure,
on the whole, fairly represents the prevailing Russian
impressions of the relative positions of England and
Russia in the East. That the impressions appear in
many instances false to the English reader in no wise
detracts from the importance of them. If Russia ever
attempts to invade India, she will be led into doing so
by her own impressions of the feasibility of the
enterprise. Any contrary views we ourselves may
entertain on the subject will be of no avail.
. With these preliminary remarks, we will say a few
words about General Annenkoff’s career, and then pass
on to a translation of his pamphlet on the Central
Asian Question. _
General Annenkoff was born of wealthy and aristo-
cratic parents five and forty years ago, and after a
varied military and administrative career, was entrusted
in 1877 with the transport arrangements for invading
Turkey. At the close of the war, he was appointed
vice-president of the special commission instituted to
1 -



4 THE RUSSIANS AT MERV AND HERAT.

report upon the reorganization of Russian railways, and
was still actively engaged on this duty when the
Government ordered him to the Caspian, to supervise
the transport of Skobeleff’s expedition, and the con-
_ struction of the railway from Michailovsk to Kizil
- Arvat. This railway was entirely his own project; and
from what he saw of the Turcoman region during the
war, he arrived at the conclusion—and in this he was
supported by the engineers employed on the undertaking
—that it would be a feasible matter to continue the
line to India. He was well aware that, in a very short
time, the completion of a link in the Caucasus would
give St. Petersburg direct railway communication, vid
Odessa, Poti, Baku, and Michailovsk, with Kizil Arvat,
in Central Asia, and, in order to enable Russia to tap
the overland trade of India, he advocated the extension
of his Transcaspian line through Sarakhs, Herat, and
Candahar, to the commencement of the Indian railway
system at the mouth of the Bolan Pass. Notwithstanding
a painful wound he received during a reconnaissance of
Geok Tepé, and which necessitated his return home, he
persisted in his scheme, and set on foot those surveys
of Sarakhs and Herat by Lessar, an engineer of his
department, which subsequently provoked such a flutter
in England. Annenkoff’s views of the feasibility of
constructing a railway through Turkmenia and Afghan-
istan to India were fully borne out by Lessar’s pains-
taking researches, and a careful perusal of the report
of the latter compels the belief that the railway can
hardly fail to some day become an accomplished fact.

In his ‘““Akhal Tekke Oasis and Roads to India,”
Annenkoff gives an account of his scheme, side by side
with his opinion of our power in India. Early in
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1882 the writer saw him several times at St. Petersburg,
and found that besides having a knowledge of England
and the English language, derived from several visits
to this country, he possessed a more extensive acquaint-
ance with the English literature dealing with India and
Central Asia than is probably the case with any other -
Russian general.

In the accompanying translation of Annenkoff’s
brochure (‘¢ Akhal-Tekinski Oazis i pooti v Indiyou "),
condensations have only been made where it was
believed the matter would prove uninteresting to the
English reader.

* * * »
The recent advances of the Russians in Central Asia *

* The materials for this sketch were derived from the following
works :—

1. “ Toorkestanski Kri” (The Country of Turkestan). 3 vols.
By Colonel L. F. Kostenko. St. Petersburg. 1880.

2. “ Srednyaya Aziya i vodvorenie v néi rooskoi grajdanstven-
nosti’” (Central Asia, and the Installation in it of Russian
Civilisation). By Colonel L. F. Kostenko. St. Petersburg.
1871.

3. “Rossiya i Anglia v borbai za reenka” (Russia and England
in the Struggle for Markets). By Captain M. A. Terentyeff.
St. Petersburg. 1876.

4. “Indoostan i Anglitchane” (Hindostan and the English).
By 8. 8. Shashkoff. St. Petersburg. 1875.

5. “O pootyakh dlia torgovli Rossie s Azie” (Routes for
Russian Commerce with Asia). By Shavroff. St. Petersburg.
1873.

6. *“ Materiali dlia torgovoi statistiki Toorkestanskago kraya
(Materials for Commercial Statistics of Turkestan). By N. F.
Petrovski. St. Petersburg. 1874.

7. “Report of the Committee appointed by the Society for
Promoting Russian Industry and Trade, on Routes for Russian
Commerce with Asia.”

8. “The Turcomans.” By General Petroosevitch. Transactions
of the Caucusian Branch of the Imperial Russian Geographical
Society, No. XI. Tiflis. 1880.

9. * Materiali dlia statistiki Toorkestanskago kraya " (Materials
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have attracted the attention of the whole of Europe, and
above all of England, in which country of late years
have appeared numerous works consecrated to the
investigation of Russia’s Central Asian possessions in
general, and of her movements in the Tekke Oasis in
particular.

The unsuccessful Russian expedition of 1879 had
hardly come to a close, when in England appeared the
very voluminous work by Charles Marvin, entitled ‘‘ The
Disastrous Russian Campaign against the Akhal Tekke
Turcomans.”

* The travels of Vdmbéry in Khiva had already, it
appears, passed through seven editions.

for Statistics of Turkestan). By Colonel Maeff. No. I., 1872.
No. II., 1878.

10. « Pootishestvie v Kabool i Bookharoo” (Russian Transla-
tion of Burnmes’ Travels into Bokhara). By Lieutenant A.
Burnes. 1834.

11. “Russia and England in Central Asia.” By Professor
Martens. London and St. Petersburg 1880.

12. “Neues aus der Geographie, Kartographe, und Statistik
Europa’s und seiner Kolonien.”” Bearbeitet vom Grossen
Generalstabe. Berlin. 1879.

13. “Merv and the Man-Stealing Turcomans.” By Charles
Marvin. London. 1881.

14. “ Empire in Asia.” By Torrens. London. 1872.

15. “England and Russia in Central Asia.” By Boulger.
London. 1879.

;6. “The'Indian Musalmans.” By. W. W. Hunter. London.
1872

17. “I’Inde des Rajahs; Voya.ge dans I'Inde Centrale.” By
Louis Rousselet. Paris. 1877,

18. ¢ Turkistan.” By Phil Schuyler London. 1876.

19. “Un débat sur I'Inde au Parlement Anglais.”” By
Montalembert. Brussels. 1858.

20. “ Les Routes de I’Inde.” By Legrand. Paris. 1880.

21. “Les Anglais et I'Inde.” By Valbezen. Paris. 1875.

22. “Indiya pod Angliskim vladitchestvom” (India under
English Dominion). By Barton de Pansen. Moscow, 1848.—
Annenkoff,
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The work by Boulger, ‘“ Russia and England in
Central Asia,” had an undoubted success; all the more
important organs of the English press printed extracts
from it, and this not a little conduced to its reputation.

Finally, in February 1880, directly after the capture
of Geok Tepé, appeared another work by Charles
Marvin, ¢ Merv, the Queen of the World " (*‘ Merv—
Koroleva vselennoi ), with the aim of acquainting the
English public with what is called the Merv Question—
a question, in the opinion of the author, of extreme
importance to English interests.

In preparing this work, the author availed himself of
the latest sources of information, including such Russian
ones as Kostenko’s ¢ Turkestan,” and in particular the
articles by General Petroosevitch, who was killed at
Geok Tepé. In consequence of this, he describes with
sufficient circumstantiality the country of Turkestan
(Turkmenia ?), the origin of the Turcomans, their tribal
divisions, their military and domestic life, &c. He then
refers to the colonization of the Transcaspian steppes,
the "actual condition and strategical significance of
Merv, and in particular dwells upon an exposition of
that influence which Russia will acquire in Khorassan
after the capture of Merv. According to his opinion,
Khorassan, after the seizure of Merv, will inevitably
become a Russian province ; and Persia, losing all
evidences of independence, will leave in the hands of
Russia an open highway direct from Astrabad, vid
Meshed and Herat, to India.

Although Marvin tries to make his readers believe in
his impartiality, his hostility to a Russian occupation of
Merv is none the less apparent, and he plainly asks the
question what England should do in the matter.

-~
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The only mode, in the opinion of Marvin, of
extricating England from her dangerous position, is
not to allow Russia to occupy Merv. KEngland, ruling
Herat and Candahar, and leaving Constantinople to
itself, should enter into negotiations with Russia
respecting a delimitation of the Central Asian boundary ;
this latter he considers specially feasible, on the alleged
grounds that Russia has bound herself not to extend the
Russian frontier in Central Asia.*

In the meanwhile, scarcely anything has been written
by ourselves on Central Asia, although the question
concerns us quite as much as the English. The
Russian public is very little acquainted with the Central
Asian Question in general, and the Question of the
Tekke Oasis in particular.

Lomakin’s failure in 1879, it is true, provoked a
certain amount of interest in the Central Asian Question
on the part of Russian society, and to a large extent
this was shared by the press, which declared that the
defeat could not be allowed to pass unavenged ; but no
one, in reality, recognised the whole of the importance
and necessity for the subjugation of an audacious tribe,
long the terror of Khorassan, and of the friendly
Turcomans and Adaeff Kirghiz wandering between

* This is hardly an accurate summary of my views, as when the
book was written Russia had not made any such promise, nor has
she done so since. Holding at that period Candahar, and Russia
having only just stormed Geok Tepé, it was in our power to choose
our own frontier in Central Asia and dictate to Russia, in a
friendly way, the limits beyond which we should not allow her to
pass. This might have been very advantageously done at that
moment. The opportunity was flung away. By retiring from
Candahar and allowing Russia to establish herself at Askabad, we
deliberately placed it in her power to dictate to us what should be
the future frontier in Central Asia. We can never now occupy
Herat without Russia’s consent.—M.
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the Aral and the Caspian. Together with this, few
were aware of the historical facts associated with this
distant region; few knew that Noor Verdi Khan, the
dual khan of Akhal and Merv, who died in the spring of
1880, was one of the happiest warriors of the nineteenth
century, completely thrashing the Khivans in 1855, the
Persians in 1861, and, finally, the Russians in 1879.

Their successes over the Khivans and Persians made
the Tekkes the terror of Central Asia. Up to 1880,
the Russians had no opportunity of teaching them a
lesson; for although, during a series of expeditions
conducted by General Lomakin from 1871 to 1879 the
Tekkes were repeatedly defeated, they always looked
upon the retirement of the Russian forces as a sign of
weakness, and, in the end, became so encouraged that
in 1879 they beat off an attack on Geok Tepé, with
significant losses to the Russian troops, accustomed
hitherto to easy victories in Central Asia.

Of course, this defeat could not occur without
exercising an influence upon the general position of
the Russians in Central Asia, and dispelling a deal of
the prestige arising from those easy victories. It is
needless and ungracious to seek the person responsible
for the Geok Tepé disaster, which was altogether casual.
To the assault proceeded the best of our Caucasian
regiments, under the command of the bravest of officers,
many of whom never returned alive; but, in spite of
this, the attack failed. The same troops who had so
successfully stormed Kars were checked by the ‘“ clay
pots ”’ of Geok Tepé. To compare the one attack with
the other is almost as absurd as contrasting Napoleon’s
immortal Italian campaign with Michelson’s pursuit of
the rebel Pugatcheff.
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The splendid troops of the Caucasus failed to over-
come Geok Tepé, chiefly for the following reasons. The
whole of the preceding Turkish campaign had accus-
tomed our troops to a mode of operations requiring a
large force and heavy sacrifices, in order to pass through
a murderous fire of breechloaders and artillery. The
moment this fire was traversed, and the enemy’s
entrenchments were attained, the game might be
considered as won; since, at least with the Turks,
the enemy rarely offered any serious resistance after-
wards, or sought to confront the bayonet with the
bayonet.

The battle of Geok Tepé of 1879 was of the following
character. The Turcomans possessed very few fire-arms,
so that their dropping fire was altogether different from
the Turks’, and it was therefore easy to slip through it.
The attack was delivered in dispersed order, that having
been the mode of attack necessary during the Turkish
war. But tactics which had been successfully applied
to the fortified positions in the environs of Kars and
Erzeroum failed signally under different circumstances ;
and the troops, after traversing the fire and arriving in
an extended chain before the breastworks of Geok
Tepé, were suddenly confronted by the Tekkes, who,
instead of retiring, fell upon them in masses, and drove
them back. In this manner it may be said that one of
the causes of the defeat of the Russian troops at Geok
Tepé, was the adoption of tactics rightly applicable to
the final period of the Turkish campaign, but wholly
out of place in Central Asia; where, on the contrary, it
was needful to act in close order, since that mode of
fighting alone, by its very appearance, was calculated to
_strike terror and inspire respect.
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The Russians, in their Central Asian possessions,
have, to a population of 3,500,000 natives, 45,000
troops, who maintain themselves in the country not by
material force, but in the main by that enchantment
and that moral force which are contained in discipline
and order, allied with manliness. It is only owing to
these conditions that the Russians have such an
immense pre-eminence in the eyes of the undisciplined
hordes of Asiatics.

¢ It is not terrible,” once said a Russian officer who
had conquered many Asiatics,* ¢‘that we fire from
breechloaders and cannon; but it is terrible that a
handful of troops should march in companies in close
order, daringly and unswervingly, without firing a shot,
straight against crowds of warriors consisting of
thousands of men.”

It is to this enchantment that we may ascribe the
brilliant victories of Tchernayeff, Romanovsky, and
Kaufmann, who with a few companies overcame ten
times that number of the enemy. Instances proving
this to be a fact are easily forthcoming.

In 1860, a Russian detachment, consisting of 800
men, completely dispersed a body of Kokandese 20,000
strong.

In 1865, a detachment of the same strength took by
storm Tashkent, containing 76,000 people.

In 1866, a detachment comprising fourteen companies,
five sotnyas, twenty guns, and eight rocket-stands, or
in all 8,000 men, beat at Irdjar a Bokharan force
40,000 strong, attacking the Russians for the first time
and confident of victory.

* Probably Skobeleff.—M.
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In 1868, a detachment 3,500 strong, captured at
Samarcand what Europeans would bhave considered an
impregnable position, defended by 60,000 Bokharans.

Other instances might be quoted, but the above are
sufficient for purposes of illustration. From what I
have given, it will be seen that our troops in Asia do
not think much of their enemies—the more the merrier,

they say, since the greater will be the victory.

- ¢TI congratulate you,” once said a Russian leader to
his men, on their confronting an immensely superior
force of the enemy, ¢ I congratulate you that you should
be so few and they so many!” Formation, discipline,
and the prestige of constant victory—such constitute
the strength of Russian troops.

But, once the enchantment of prestige is broken, once
a people accustomed to give way before disciplined
troops lose this habitude, it becomes indispensable to
employ efforts of a very much more powerful character,
and to make use of larger military and pecuniary
resources, to restore respect.

On this account the defeat of the Russians at Geok
Tepé, in 1879, was undoubtedly calculated to weaken
the universal belief in Asia in the invincibility of the
Russians ; the more so, since the heroes of the defeat
were those very raiders (alamanstchiki) who for years
had kept in terror Khorassan, and the whole Trans-
caspian expanse between the Aral and the Caspian.
Moreover, it must not be lost to view that the Tekkes
had always exercised great influence over the Turcomans
of other tribes, some of whom had partly maintained
their indepehdence. The Yomoods, subject to Russia,
living on the island of Tcheleken, and wandering near
Krasnovodsk and on the outskirts of the Khivan Oasis ;
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the Salor and Sarik Turcomans, the Djafarbai, Atabai,
and Goklan tribes, wandering during the winter between
the Atrek and Goorgan, and in summer on Russian
territory—all these watched with interest the issue of
the struggle between the Tekkes and the Russians, and
were ready to take side with the conqueror. If the
Tekkes had not been beaten in 1880, if Geok Tepé had
not fallen in 1881, no Russian garrison could have
remained at Krasnovodsk or Tchikishlar.

Repeatedly during 1879-1880, the Tekkes threatened
to take Tchikishlar, and establish there a toig, or
festival. Early in 1880, Tekme Sardar, with some
Tekke horsemen, plundered the Yomoods under the
very nose of Krasnovodsk.* The Adaeff Kirghiz, of
Mangishlak, were in considerable fear of their safety,
and not a caravan could proceed from the Oxus and
Aral to the Caspian.

But the Tekkes could not enjoy unlimited success.
Our political evil-wishers did not dare, or did not
succeed in furnishing the Tekkes with the required
number of arms and guns, nor did they either give the
tribe military discipline or fortify their kalas (forts) for
them, in spite of the gasconade on this score of
Captain Butler. But with all this, it is beyond doubt
that if the Tekke horsemen had been allowed to
maintain a state of siege at Krasnovodsk and Tchi-
kishlar, they would soon have shown themselves not
only on the Orenburg steppes, but also at Tashkent and
Samarcand.

* A Russian officer told me that Lomakin and the officers of
the garrison (he among them) were regaling themselves with
champagne, when a Cossack burst in upon the festive party with
the news of the raid.—M.
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No doubt can exist that in those countries, so newly
conquered, they would have found elements of their
own sort, and, mounted on their swift and indefatigable
chargers, it would have been impossible to have easily
dealt with them.*

We had one of two courses open to us to pursue:
either to totally evacuate the east coast of the Caspian,
and constantly experience fear for the solidarity of the
Russian possessions in Central Asia; or to undertake
immediately an expedition, however costly, that would
beat down the opposition of the Tekkes once for all, and
lead to their final subjugation.

The opponents to any expedition against the Tekkes
held to the opinion that the Transcaspian region was a
barren waste, unfit equally for colonization or pastoral
pursuits. This opinion was particularly widespread
among those who had taken part in General Lomakin’s
expedition, and who, as is well known, had only barely
advanced to the Oasis, and had mainly operated in the
expanse from Michailovsk to Kizil Arvat, and from
Techikishlar to Bami.

This expanse has the appearance of a wilderness, and
either has no water at all, or water of very bad quality;
but the Tekke Oasis is quite of a different character.
The first part of the Oasis, running from Kizil Arvat to
Bami, is fruitful and well provided with water, while the
gsecond, from Bami to Askabad, and even to the
Tejend, surpasses it altogether in richness. This
latter portion is covered with fruitful gardens, and

* A Russian officer who had good means of knowing what took
place at the councils during the Turcoman War, told me that in
November 1880 Kaufmann wrote to Skobeleff to hasten the fall
of Geok Tepé, otherwise he could not answer for the maintenance
of order in Turkestan.—M.
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contains a soil of such fertility that the Turcomans
have a saying that ‘‘ Adam, driven from Eden, never
found a finer place for settlement than Akhal.”

Undoubtedly, the fertility of the oasis largely depends
upon irrigation works, which, it may be said, are en-
countered at every step, and which cost no little trouble
to keep in proper order. As regards water, it exists in
abundance in Akhal, as well along the Kuren Dagh as
along the Kopet Dagh, and flows in innumerable streams
through the settlements of the Tekkes. Moreover, the
valleys of the Tchandeer and Sumbar are equally
remarkable for their fertility. In this manner, although
the strip of land, about 200 versts long (132} miles), from
the Caspian sea to the oasis, may be only a steppe fit
for the pasturage of cattle such as belong to the Turco-
mans, the Tekke oasis beyond, with the valleys of the
Tchandeer and Sumbar, is really one of the richest
countries in the world, and could easily sustain a million
people.

Skobeleff’s expedition having accomplished its aim in
pacifying Central Asia, it is both timely and indispens-
able to clear up another point, namely, the question
of the relations of England and Russia in Central
Asia. In dealing with this, it is impossible not to dwell
upon the unanimity characterizing English writers in
their references to Russia. They would seem to have
only one idea, and to run in one groove ; to show, on the
one hand, at any cost, to what extent the English have
blessed the East with all the fruits of modern civilisation,
railways, schools, higher education, and administrative
institutions, and administrators taken from the flower of
the people ; and, on the other hand, to demonstrate with
equal energy that the Russians have done nothing for
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the people they have subjugated, affirming that they
take no steps to enlighten them, that the ways of com-
munication remain in their original frightful condition,
that the administration is confided to officials ignorant
and incapable—and, in a word, that the condition of
the subjugated country is almost unbearable.* In
characterizing the relations of the English and Russian
administrators with their Asiatic neighbours, they con-
stantly draw parallels between the frankness of English

* These charges are mainly based upon the writings of Schuyler
and Burnaby, and candour compels me to state that theirallegations
have been over and over again supported by statements published
in the Russian newspapers themselves. Take the matter of roads,
for instance. Annenkoff was away in the Transcaspian region in
the latter half of 1880 and the beginning of 1881, or he would no
doubt have seen a series of letters on the * Orenburg-Kazala
Track ” in the “ Novoe Vremya,” from the pen of a traveller bound
for Tashkent, describing the frightful condition of highways in
Turkestan. Those highways were so bad in 1880, that the
Government had to stop sending the Tashkent mails by the
Orenburg road and adopt a long circuitous route through Siberia.
Files of the ¢ Golos” and “Novoe Vremya for 1879-82 will be
found to contain abundant evidence from different sources of the
decay of Turkestan roads and the rascality of the postmasters.
M. D'Ujfalvy, in the winter of 1881, had to travel for forty days
on camels between Orenburg and Tashkent, although there shou{d
be a horse service the entire distance. In 1881 the “ St. Peters-
burg Vedomosti” bitterly complained of the post taking fifty or
sixty days to run between St. Petersburg and Tashkent, instead of
eighteen. The “ Moscow Gazette ” in 1882 spoke of goods being
125 days on the road between Orenburg and Tashkent. A book I
myself ordered at Tashkent early in 1881, was six months coming
to England. As to the corrupiion of Turkestan officials, all of
Schuyler’s minor charges have been supported by fresh disclosures
in the Russian press on the subject, while his worst allegations
have been altogether surpassed {)y the disclosure of the cruelty
and peculation of the Orenburg officials, which led, in 1881, to the
expulsion of Governor-General Kryjanovsky from the Russian
service under every species of ignominy. Schuyler’s most notorious
charge—the Yomood massacre, which Mr. Gladstone strove to
palliate in 1876—has been eclipsed by the Lomakin massacre at
Geok Tepé in 1879, and the massacre of the Eight Thousand at the
same spot by Skobeleff in 1881.—M.
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policy and the cunning deceit of Russia, adding thereto
that Russia’s neighbours have lost all confidence in her
and do not believe her at all.

It seems to me that it will not be out of place to
explain how, on the one hand, the position of the
English in Asia is, in reality, so very firm, their opera-
tions so judicious, and their administration so clever;
and, on the other, how it is that Russia is so feeble,
her operations so unskilful, and her administration so
bad. To do this it will, I think, be best to make use
of English sources of information, and, above all, to
avail myself of the works which have appeared of late
in England, dealing not only with the Central Asian
Question, but also with the internal administration of
the Indian Government.

The English, as well as the Russians, are governed in
the East by an uncontrollable tendency to advance, in
spite of the most unaffected and positive efforts of both
Governments not to move forward ; and even in spite
of their attempts to suppress the caumses leading to
the forward movement. Thus, during the whole of the
aggressive movements of the East India Company the
greater part of the best men in England considered
the conquest of India extremely injurious and dangerous
to the State. The question was constantly brought up
in Parliament, and Fox and Pitt, those great parlia-
mentary rivals, each of them introduced a bill with
respect to the policy necessary to be pursued in regard
to India.

Time after time assurances were made in the most
sanguine manner that no further advance would be made.
To what these led is well known. The suzerainty of
England was accepted by Nipal and Cashmere, and then

Uy .2
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England was led by all-powerful fate into Afghanistan.
After the unsuccessful campaign of 1841 the English, it
is true, evacuated the greater part of Afghan territory,
but none the less Afghanistan is all the same subject to
English influence ; the English Government constantly
interferes in the affairs of the country, and, indeed,
cannot do otherwise, since in the Punjab England
controls a large Afghan population, and all the passes,
and all the hills to the north and north-west of India
are peopled by Afghans; besides which, it is beyond
dispute that the best and cheapest mode of defence
often consists in an advance, and that did not English
influence prevail at Cabul, Candahar, and Herat, the
Afghan hordes, subject to eternal restlessness, might
threaten English authority not only at Shikapore and
Peshawur, but also at Lahore, and possibly even at
Delhi.

The same tendency to advance is also observable on
the part of Russia, the Government of which has also
constantly opposed every forward movement in Central
Asia, but has also, from some inexplicable cause, had its
wishes frustrated. The forward movement commenced
so long ago as 1730, when the Kirghiz of the Little
Horde, finding nowhere any succour from the raids of
the Djungars, the Bashkirs, and the Kazaks, applied to
- Russia to be accepted as subjects. The frontier line
that was then drawn, from the sides of the Ural river and
Siberia, was of such a character that bands of nomads
freely passed through to the Irtish and the Urals.
Measures had to be taken against this by the Govern-
ment, and from that circumstance arose a series of wars
with Khokand and Bokhara, the result of which was
the occupation of the extensive territory formed by the
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basins of the Syr-Daria, the Tchu, the Ili, and the
Zaravshan.

These conquests were so little in accordance with the
views of the Russian Government, that on the 31st October
(November 12) 1864 an Imperial manifesto was issued
with reference to the cessation of any further movement
forward. But circumstances demonstrated that Tchem-
kent and Turkestan, which it had been originally
decided not to take, could not be left unoccupied ; since,
situated as they were on the principal route running
from the Central Asian khanates to Russia, they had too
obvious a significance as points of defence for the
Siberian and Orenburg border-lands. Afterwards it
happened that we had to firmly occupy Tashkent, which,
in accordance with the communication from the Minister
for Foreign Affairs to the Governor of Orenburg,
February 23 (March 7) 1869, was to have been
surrendered, but which was demonstrated to be im-
possible, since the line from Tchemkent to Aoulie-Ata
had no supporting point. Russia’'s advance forward
was a necessity. She was compelled to move onwards,
since she had to be very careful in consolidating her
frontier line, on account of the moral importance and
material resources of the Central Asian khanates.

In this manner in Russia, as well as in England, has
been observable one and the same tendency, as well on
the part of the people as on that of the Government,
not to move forward and not to make conquests ; and, in
spite of this, both States, by some inscrutable fate,
which could never have been anticipated, have constantly
moved ahead.*

* There is, however, one fact which Annenkoff ignores.
Throughout the Russian advance in Asia the Russian press has,

DR
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This phenomenon is undoubtedly due to some sort of
historical necessity, to some sort of law, which is not
yet known, but which none the less exists, and occasions
the two movements from east to west and from west to
east which have been observable among certain races
from the earliest times. Thanks to it, England and
Russia are yearly, nay, monthly almost, approaching
closer to one another in the East, and the question is,
What will be the character, or rather the results, of the

eeting ?

I am inclined to think that this approximation of
empires ought not to lead to any struggle between the
two Powers, and that it might take place on the peaceful
ground of commerce and industry, and of international
intercourse in general. Such a rapprochement is not
only a possibility, but would even be advantageous to
the two Powers. Many consider that a conflict between
England and Russia in Central Asia is not only un-
necessary, but would inflict positive injury on the two
peoples. ‘

So far as Russia is concerned, the assertion may be
positively made that she desires a pacific solution of the
difficulty in the East. None the less, in order to define
the ground on which an agreement between England
and Russia is possible, it will not be superfluous to see
whether in the first instance everything in India is of
the rose-coloured hue painted by English writers, and

with but few exceptions, always favoured conquests and annexa-
tions. In England, on the other hand, as any dispassionate
observer of the London and provincial press must acknowledge,
the majority of newspaper writers have been against any
increase of territory. So, also, while many English authors have
deprecated any extension of the English empire, I cannot call to
mind a single Russian author who has protested against terri-
torial additions to the Russian empire.—M.
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whether, in the second, everything is so black in
Russia’s Central Asian possessions as many declare it
to be. Are there no spots in India, and can we
not find a few rays amidst the gloom enwrapping
Turkestan ?

The sanguinary mutiny in India, and the energetic
measures taken to crush it; the hostility which every
traveller admits the natives have towards the English;
the constant appearance of famines, ravaging whole
tracts of country—all these facts are carefully avoided
by English writers in their descriptions of the existing
relations of England and Russia with their respective
possessions.*

And, at the same time, there is no fact less open to
doubt, and better supported, than the fact that the
blessings of civilisation which the English have carried
to the banks of the Indus and Ganges, and which their
writers extol so loudly, are exceedingly doubtful ones,
and that the development of trade, industries, and ways
of communication, and even schools, have not only not
assisted the natives in supporting their difficult position,
but have even conduced to a desire to emancipate them-
selves from it.

India is pre-eminently an agricultural country. The
tenure of the land and the condition of the agricultural
classes thus claim special attention. As regards the
former, it is a matter of fact that the old proverb is
realised that ¢¢ The land is ours, but the produce of it is
the King’s ”’; and that, with respect to the latter, the
attempts of the English to bring about a settlement have

* This is hardly correct, as any Russian will find on referring
to the English works on India and Central Asia in the Public
Library or the library of the General Staff at St. Petersburg.—M.
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been marked with injustice and failure. The land laws
press most heavily on the Indian ryot,* while nearly
the whole of his substance is swallowed up in taxation.
In Turkestan, on the other hand, the taxation
amounts to only 3} roubles (7s.) a kibitka, or 70 copecks
(1s. 5d.) each person, counting five persons to each
tent, in the case of nomads, and only a rouble, or two
shillings a head, on the part of the peasantry; which
cannot be regarded as excessive. However great may
be the blessings of railroads, higher schools, telegraphs,
&c., the natives of India are not likely to be very thank-
ful to the foreigners for them, if at the same time they
load them with heavy taxes. The ryot is worse off
under English rule than he was under previous rulers.
Shaw, an English writer, has frankly declared that
the Mussulman conquerors concerned themselves more
about the well-being of the people than the English have

* As just pointed out, Annenkoff is hardly correct in assyming
that English writers cloak these matters. Take, for instance,
“ British India and its Rulers,” published in 1881, from the pen of
H.S. Cunningham, one of the judges of the High Court of Calcutta
and late member of the Famine Commission. Writing on land
tenure he says (page 185) : “ The grave political and social dangers
to which an impoverished, degraded, and rack-rented peasantry

"give rise, are assuming every year a more menacing aspect, and
the controversy has a tendency, as the pressure of the population
on the soil increases, to become continually more embittered ;
official evidence of the weightiest character, and tendered from the
most various quarters, makes it impossible lo doubt that the con-
dition of the tenaniry in several parts of India is a peril to society
and a disgrace to any civilised country. The lawlessness with
which the Behar landlords have been allowed in past times to set
at defiance with impunity every legislative safeguard of the
tenants’ interest, the cruelty with which their illegal exactions
have been carried out, the deep and hopeless poverty of the
unfortunate classes thus kept at a level only just above starva-
tion point, are facts, which the reports of experienced officials and
the admissions of the Bengal Government oblige us, however
reluctantly, to accept as proved.”—M.
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done. The magnificent public works they constructed
have been allowed by the English to fall into ruin, while
the English themselves, although constructing many
new public works, have done but little to recompense
India for the ruin of the older ones. The fact of the
matter is, the English concern themselves mainly
about roads, navigable canals, and other objects of a
commercial character ; whereas it is such structures as
dams, irrigation canals, and reservoirs which are wanted
in India, subject as she is to droughts and famines. In
1865-66, in the single province of Orissa alone, a mil-
lion people died of hunger out of a population of
2,600,000, while in Bengal, in 1870, nearly ten millions
died.*

Until the English conquered India the country was
famous for its manufactures. These have been almost

* The assertion about the ten millions dying is evidently taken
from Terentyeff’s ““ Russia and England in Central Asia.”” It may
be said of Russian officials generally that they read little and
believe much. In a very clever article in the “ Quarterly Review,”
April 1876 (No. 282, page 442), there is a remark very apropos
of Annenkoff’s assertion: “In Colonel Terentyeff’s recent work
on Central Asia he speaks of England in terms which recall the
ravings of the French Jacobins against ¢ Pitt and Coburg.’ Eng-
land is a ‘ foul excrescence omn the fair form of India,’ requiring
excision by the knife. The operation was attempted in 1857, but
unhappily failed. But it is hoped that, with Russian assistance,
it will be more successful next time. The accuracy of this
truculent personage may be gauged by the mention of the present
Indian Government as the ¢ East India Company’; and by such
statements as that Lord Lawrence was recalled because not
sufficiently hostile to Russia ; that ten millions of people died of
Jamine in Bengal in 1870 ; and that Captain Napier, in his late
journey to Persia, distributed 6,000 English rifles among the
Turcomans. All this is, perhaps, beneath notice or criticism,
still we are sorry, as well as surprised, to find so much male-
volence and ignorance in a colonel on the staff in Turkestan.”
Yet, as a matter of fact, Terenlyeff was better informed about
India than the generality of Russians, and Annenkoff shares
equally his misconceptions.—M.
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smothered by the cheaper manufactures of Manchester
and Birmingham. Even the production of shawls, for
which India was once celebrated, is yearly growing less.
This has been due, be it remarked, not to honest com-
petition, but to the protective measures of the Indian
Government. All machinery and appliances introduced
into India used to be heavily taxed, while, on the other
hand, the English manufacturer received every encourage-
ment from the State to flood the country with his pro-
ductions. This systematic annihilation of manufactures
and industries in India has given over the country to
the unconditional control of English capitalists. In
buying Indian raw products cheaply, and selling them
again in a manufactured form dearly, the English have
wrought as much ruin as by their mode of dealing with
the land.

In Turkestan, on the other hand, taxation, as has
been shown, is extremely light, while, to encourage the
nomads to fix themselves to the soil, grants have been
made of money, seed, and agricultural implements. As
regards commerce and trade, Russian imports have
certainly increased since the occupation of Tash-
kent; but this affords no argument that they have
crushed the native industries, being rather, indeed, an
evidence of the greater prosperity of the country, since
it has been accompanied by an increase of exports and a
larger amount of native production. Thus, in 1857, the
exports from Central Asia were valued at 5} million
roubles; ten years later, in 1867, they had attained
the sum of 10 millions.* But the development of trade

* « V.P,” criticising this in the ¢ Istoretchiski Vestnik,”
says: “ Annenkoff does not point out in these comforting figures
that the principal part of the trade belongs to China, and not to
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and commerce has not been the primary role of Russia—
to it must he added the well-being of the country, arising
from the order and security to property which she has
conferred upon it, and without which industrial improve-
ment is impossible. It is on such points as these that
English writers remain silent.

Quite the reverse is the case in regard to their allega-
tions of the corruption of Russian officials and their
oppression of the natives in Central Asia. Most of the
attacks on this score may be traced to the work pub-
blished by Mr. Schuyler, formerly American Consul at

Russia.” It will be noted that Annenkoff quotes figures of the
period immediately succeeding the fall of Tashkent. But it is
a matter of fact that Russian trade in Turkestan has somewhat
languished of late years, mainly on account of bad roads and the
want of enterprise on the part of Russian merchants, who refuse
to go to Tashkent and Samarcand to develop trade, and compel
the natives to come to them at Troitsk, Orenburg, and Nijni
Novgorod. To revive Russian trade in Central Asia, the subjoined
order was issued in 1881. (*“Turkestanski Vedomosti,” Nov. 24
(0.8.),1881.) *“To maintain a watch to prevent the entry into
Turkestan of prohibited goods of English manufacture, and to
impose the regulation duties on Indian teas, muslins, and indigo,
the following posts have been established. 1. In the Zaravshan
district, in the Kishlaks of Tosmatchi and Kara Tepé of the
Katta Koorgan district, and Djam in the Samarcand district. 2.
In the Amu-Daria district, at the boundary of Ak-Kamish, twenty-
five versts from Fort Petro-Alexandrovsk, up the Amu-Daria; and
at the boundary of Sari-Kamish, lying on the caravan route from
Bokhara, vid Shoorakhan, to Tchimbai. 3. In the Syr-Daria
territory : at the Kara-Tiube ferry in the district of Kazala; at
the ferries of Karakeez, Baktulen, Ak-Djar, Balakta, Batpaks,
Katta-Kool, Perovsky, Koobas, Fort No. 2, Toorsoorlik, Kemisalt-
chan, and Abla, in the district of Perovsky ; at the ferry of Ootch-
Kayook in the Turkestan district; at the ferries of Tchinaz,
Sharkiya, Tchardar, and Oozoon-Ata, and at the mouth of the
river Tcheertcheek, in the Kuramin district. In excess of this,
a question has arisen as to the desirability of establishing posts of
observation in the Khodjent district also.”” 1t should be noted
that this measure specially applies to English manufactures, not
to European ones.—M.
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- St. Petersburg, a work not devoid of literary merit, but
in many respects extremely one-sided.

It is impossible, in referring to this, not to point out
several peculiarities of Russian life. Russians have the
habit of relating, to the first foreigner they come in con-
tact with, all manner of nonsense and tittle-tattle. In-
significant facts are exaggerated, and personages
depreciatingly described, until the story told bears no
resemblance to the original. Of course, it is impossible
to maintain that there has been no administrative cor-
ruption in Turkestan ; on the contrary, it certainly did
exist, and probably exists there still ; but, all the same,
it appearsin Schuyler’s book in a very exaggerated form,
and has been served up with those liberal reproaches
of Russian administration in Central Asia in which
foreigners—and, above all, Englishmen—delight.

Goethe has said that the whole human mind consists
in an ability to select and classify facts. This quality is
not possessed by Schuyler. Many of his facts are un-
doubtedly true, but he does not give the proper ring to
them. As the Germans say, ¢ the trees prevent him
seeing the forest.” Schuyler sees everything through a
distorted medium, and drops from view all the benefits
which Russia has introduced into Central Asia. The
only thing that seems to have struck him was the order
which the Russians had introduced into the towns. But
all that Schuyler says ought not to be accepted as gospel
truth, and, therefore, in practice, such blind censure of
the entire Russian administration should be treated with
a certain amount of reserve.*

* With reference to Annenkoff’s attack on Schuyler, I cannot
help confessing that I have always regarded ¢ Turkistan” as the
most able and impartial book ever written on the Russian opera-
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At any rate, it is impossible to maintain that the
English administration in India is distinguished by its
immaculate excellence and perfect disinterestedness. At
the least, even if we rely only upon English sources, it
transpires that English administrators have many, very
many, shortcomings.

To assure one’s-self of this, one has only to read Tor-
rens’s “ Empire in Asia,” and the matter will become still
more obvious if we expose the motives guiding the English
Government in its selection of administrators for India.
Since the time of Lord Cornwallis, service in India has
been used as a means for enriching the younger sons of
the English nobility.. As a matter of fact, whole crowds
of ¢ lacklands ”’ have been sent to India, to receive there
life-incomes commensurate with their birth. During the
period alone, extending from 1834 to 1852, upwards of
5,284 of these needy scious of noble houses were sent to
India, to say nothing of 1,440 others, of less aristocratic

tions in Central Asia. There are many things in it that must be
unpleasant for a Russian to read, but they are attended with a
very large and generous admixture of praise, while at the same
time Schuyler is equally unsparing in his remarks about English
rule and Euglish policy in Asia. It is not to be expected that any
Englishman or Russian can be infallibly impartial in discussing
each other’s operations in the East; but who could be better fitted
to be a discriminate judge than an American, not only thoroughly
acquainted with Russian and the Turkestan languages, but also a
traveller in the region in dispute? It seems to me misplaced
patriotism to attempt to smother facts which are paraded on every
possible nccasion by Russian reformers themselves. There is not
a statement in regard to the corruption or oppression exercised by
Russian officials 1n Central Asia, mentioned by Schuyler, which
could not be capped by instances, as bad or worse, taken from
files of the ‘“Golos,” *“ Novoe Vremya,” and other newspapers °
published since his book appeared. Annenkoff charges Schuyler
with an inability to select and classify facts, yet he himself is
guilty incessantly throughout his brochure, of the inconsistency of
comparing facts appertaining to the Turkestan of to-day, with
facts relative to India previous to the Mutiny.—M.
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birth. Need we describe the inevitable character of such
administrators, arriving in India under such circum-
stances ? *

Besides which, the general voice of English writers
and travellers has been raised against the distant and
haughty pride of the English gentlemen arriving to
govern India. The lowest functionary in the civil
administration, as well as the most insignificant officer
in the army, regards the native as a being belonging to
a lower order of life, even though the native may be a
rajah, tracing back his pedigree to a period when the
English aristocracy did not exist.

The English carry to the far East, wherever they may
be placed, all their habits and customs, and all those
conditions of life to which they have been accustomed.
They surround themselves with crowds of servants, and
all manner of comforts ; and then survey the population
they have been called upon to govern, and to whom they
are entirely alien, with the utmost disdain.

The peculiar and closely-defined organization into
which the natives of India have been compressed from
time immemorial, is not only foreign to the Englishman,

* Annenkoff, when he penned this, was obviously unaware that
appointments in the Indian Civil Service are filled by open com-
petition. He would be the first to ridicule the notion of trotting
out musty facts of the time of the autocrat Nicholas to describe
the Russia of Alexander the Third, yet he is apparently unaware
of the incongruity of using the gata of a dead generation to
describe the India of to-day. He is, however, not the only
Russian who believes the Civil Service of India to be the El
dorado of aristocratic proletariats. The same charge was made in
1880 by the Russian traveller Pashino, who had visited India
several times; and during a conversation I had with General
Grodekoff in July 1882, the latter spoke of it to me as a defect
of our administration of India, and was surprised when he found
his impression to be a wrong one.—M.
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but is also inimical to him. Caste, in spite of all manner
of changes and conquests, is as powerful to-day as ever
it was. The members of the higher castes not only
regard the English as unclean, but nothing in the world
will induce them to eat at their table. It is only the
lowest of the low, the DPariahs, or outcasts, who will
share the bread of their conqueror.

The Russians, in this respect, are very much better
off. Of course, the Mussulman population of Central
Asia regards us, in most cases, as infidels. It is equally
true that in Turkestan are many malcontents, many per-
sonages whose position has changed for the worse since
the Russian conquest—such as, for instance, ex-admini-
strators, who have lost place and fortune; further,
there are many natives who do not approve of the new
order of things, and find the relations of conqueror with
the conquered galling. But, all the same, there can be
no possible doubt that these circumstances are con-
siderably softened by the character of the Russians, their
mildness,* their good-nature, and their ability to adapt
themselves to the habits and customs of the country in
which they dwell.

Besides, the Russians early after their conquest became
good friends with the Sarts,t who now maintain excellent
relations with them. Further, there is not even the
slightest suspicion of disdain on the part of the Russians
in their dealings with the conquered. All this, of
course, has led to good-feeling, and has prevented many

* O’Donovan wrote from Astrabad, April 7, 1880: “I myself
witnessed last year the not infrequent brutal treatment of
natives at the hands of Russian non-commissioned officers and
soldiers, who, on the slightest hitch, kicked the Turcomans most
unmercifully.”—M.

+ The settled population of Turkestan.—M.
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collisions inevitable between a conquered people and
their conquerors.

In India, side by side with a preponderance of Hindoos
(four-fifths of the population) the English have to deal
with the Mussulmans.

English policy in the East is pre-eminently founded
on a special protection of Islam. From the followers
of Mahomet are taken most of the sepoys and most of
the minor civil functionaries. This is done partly
because the English are the successors of the Mussul-
man conquerors of India, and consider they ought to
allow the Mussulmans to share a certain amount of
authority with them, and partly because they distrust
the Hindoos. It is impossible, however, to maintain
that the Mussulmans have always and everywhere faith-
fully served the interests of Great Britain.

In the mutiny of 1857 most of the participators were
Mussulmans. The Wahaabite agitation in North India,
and the incessant bloody wars with the Afghan tribes,
of which the most memorable was the Sittana IExpedi-
tion of 1863,* further afford strong reasons for doubting
whether the Mussulmans are so faithful and so sub-
servient to the interests of the English as the latter
imagine.

From antiquity India has served as an extensive field
for the energies of Christian missionaries. At first
they enjoyed a certain amount of success, but in time
their converts diminished in number, and it is now
admitted that Christian proselytism is but little more

* The Sittana Expedition tock plice in 1858. Annenkoff
evidently means the Umbeyla campaign of 1863, the bloodiest of
our frontier wars, during which we lost 238 men killed, and 908
wounded.—M.
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than a failure. In excess of being unsuccessful, the
Christian propagandism has also had this bad feature, that
it has provoked in the native mind a settled belief that
the English have an inflexible intention of forcing them -
- away from the faith of their forefathers. In particular,
also, must the people be discontented at the fact that,
in addition to appointing Christian prelates to India,
the English Government makes the Mussulmans and
Brahmins contribute to their support. How great this
item of expenditure used to be, and how incommen-
surate it was with other objects, may be gathered from
the fact that in 1851 the people of India paid towards
the support of the English ecclesiastics £112,425, while
the grant towards general education was only £66,993.

The Russians, on the other hand, have acted in a very
different manner, and although, it is necessary to say, its
rationality cannot in all cases be approved of, still the
reasons are altogether different. In their religious
relations with the Turkestanis the Russians have com-
ported themselves in a most equable manner, and, so far
as is known, not a single missionary has been allowed
to appear among them. In the case of the Kirghiz,
they have actually done their best to assist the Mussul-
mans in converting them to the tenets of Mahomet, and
at one period constructed a number of metchets in the
steppe for the nomads to worship at. Of course, this
indifferentism cannot be altogether defended on logical
grounds, but it has had this effect—it has prevented the
natives fearing their conquerors to have any designs on
their faith.

History shows that the Mussulmans are liable to
frequent outbursts of fanaticism. The appearance of a
single holy personage among them, capable of drawing
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them after him, is sufficient to ignite the fire of Islam—
that religion founded by the sword and violence. Of
course, & Mussulman revolt is just as possible in Turke-
stan as in India, but with this immense difference. In
India there are 250 million natives, of whom 40 millions
are Mussulmans, controlled by 65,000 English soldiers.
In Turkestan there are only 43 million natives, but to
repress them there are 45,000 Russian troops.

In this manner, a Mussulman outbreak would be far
less dangerous to Russia than to England* ; and, literally
speaking, it needs only a leader of the Toussaint
L’Ouverture type to rise up among the natives of India
for them to engulph their conquerors. The number of
English in India is altogether insignificant, since none
go there except on administrative or military service.

The English have never made any attempts to
colonize India with people of their own race. Even
during the remarkable migration of the Irish to America
in 1830-40, the idea never occurred to anyone to divert
the stream to India. It is difficult to define precisely

* Yet Lord Lytton said, in his famous minute on Central Asia,
of January 7, 1880 (“ Afghanistan,” 1881, No. 1):—*The con-
templation of war with Russia in Central Asia has been forced
on me very much. But the more closely I contemplate such a
catastrophe the greater is the repugnance with which I regard it
—a repugnance amounting almost to horror. In such a war we
should probably be successful, for we can meet Russia with far
superior forces on the Oxus. But it is the consequences of success
we should consider. We should probably stir up a Mahommedan
rising among the khanates, and we can realise the horrors of such
a rising if we picture to ourselves another Indian mutiny in which
the mutineers would be supported by a victorious army.” It is
difficult not to agree with Annenkoff in thinking the chances of a
successful Mussulman rising against Russia in Central Asia very
remote. Such a game as Lytton hinted at is one that two can play
at, and Russia with better chances of success than ourselves.
Had Lytton attentively read Schuyler’s “ Turkistan,” he would
hardly have expressed such a view, I believe, in his minute.—M.
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the reasons which have operated against any such colo-
nization taking place; but, as in most cases of the
kind, they are many and of a varied character. Among
them may be included the want of political reliance on
the Irish, who have never migrated so extensively in
famine years as during periods when they have been set
fermenting by hostile political parties in England. Un-
doubtedly, also, the deadly character of the climate has
had some effect, particularly on account of the difficulty
of rearing children in India, it being the regular custom
for the English to send their children home to be brought
up.* At any rate, no serious effort has ever been made
to colonize the country, and the English who go to India
think only of acquiring the largest amount of money in
the shortest possible time, and returning home to enjoy
it in their beloved fatherland.

As regards the Russians, it is impossible not to see
that in spite of the difficulties attending a State-aided
system of colonization after the emancipation of the serfs,
Russian colonization has progressed in Central Asia,
particularly in the direction of Semipalatinsk, Sergiopol,
Kopal, and Vierny. It often happens that colonization
in Turkestan is effected in such a manner that the local

* There are, however, plenty of spots in India fitted for Euro-
pean colonization, as may be seen on a reference to Major-General
Newall’s excellent work on the subject, “ The Highlands of India
strategically considered with special reference to their Colonization
as Reserve Circles, Military, Industrial, and Sanitary "’ (Harrison &
Sons, London, 1882). Clive, Warren Hastings, Wellington, Munro,
Bentinck, Metcalfe, Ellenborough, Dalhousie, Malcolm, Canning,
and the Lawrences, not to speak of many others, all favoured the
colonization of the Indian highlands with English settlers. Sir
George Campbell in his “India as it may be,” says: “I would
have Government to encourage hill colonization to the utmost, and
especially to hold out inducements to its servants to settle in the
country.”—M.

3
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authorities know nothing about it until some day they

discover a settlement where none had before existed.*

Besides this, small settlements are found at every fort,

and in most towns time-expired soldiers who prefer to

settle down to industrial occupations to returning home,

are encouraged to do so by the authorities. (A Russian’
colony of this character has been formed at Tash-

kent.—M.)

The opinion is sometimes expressed that Russia needs
no more territory, that she has more land than souls to
people it with. But the fact is overlooked that the more
territory a country has at its disposal the richer it
is. This fact has been brought out by Gospodin
Orbinsky, who demonstrates, in his investigations into
the corn trade of America, that in excess of the excellent
means of communication, the large expansion of credit,
and the employment of the best agricultural appliances,
one of the reasons why the Americans are commencing
to beat Russia in the European grain market consists

* Cases of this kind are very numerous. Bodies of peasants
every year leave the crowded villages of Central Russia for the
East, and wander across the Urals till they come to some place or
other in Siberia or Turkestan that pleases their fancy. In 1881,a
band of such emigrants actually penetrated to Kashgaria, and
established a little colony on Chinese soil without exactly knowing
where they were, and without their movements being known to
the Russian authorities. In a Siberian newspaper, in 1880, an
interesting account was given by a frontier official in Kuldja, of
the surprise he had experienced in the autumn, in making a
journey, by suddenly alighting upon a thatched village, inhabited
by a couple of hundred Russians, and surrounded by corn-fields
and meadows, where, the previous year, there had been nothing
but the silent wilderness. The gradual spreading out of the
Russians in the direction of Central Asia is a circumstance to
which insufficient attention has been given by English writers.
During the spring of 1882, over 10,000 Russian emigrants were
conveyed by railway to Orenburg, bound for Central Asia. The
movement was purely a spontaneous one, and was neither stimu-
lated nor taken any notice of by the Russian authorities.—M.
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in the extensive expanse of virgin soil yearly added to
the area under cultivation.* Against this may be urged
the fact that America is yearly inundated by fresh
arrivals from Europe, while Russia remains without any
influx from without; but it must not be overlooked that
land is yearly growing dearer in Middle Russia, and that
the country bordering on the Black Sea, which a century
or so ago was traversed by the herds of the Tartars ruling
the Crimea, is to-day covered with populous towns and
cultivated fields, and this, too, in spite of the utter lack
of ways of communication, since it is only within the
last few years that the railroad has penetrated to that
region.t

"As regards the judicial arrangements in India, nearly
all English writers have condemned England for abolish-
ing the native mode of exercising justice, and introducing
a legal system which, however suited to the English
themselves, is altogether unfit for the East. In Turk-
estan we have done otherwise. The nomad Kirghiz

* Professor Orbinsky was sent by the Russian Government to
the United States a few years ago to report upon the prospects of
American competition in the corn trade, and on his return pub-
lished a very interesting book on the subject.—M.

+ Annenkoff’s argument in favour of territorial annexations is so
diffusely expressed, that I have had to be somewhat severe in
compressing it. Briefly, his view of the subject may be said to be
this. To compete with America, Russia must have cheap land,
since it is one of the chief elements in cheap production. Land is
yearly becoming dearer in Middle Russia, and is causing the
population to radiate in the direction of Central Asia. To provide
for this growth, Russia is acting judiciously in making large
terﬁtoriagrannexations. The same idea will be found expressed by
General Petroosevitch in “ Merv, the Queen of the World.,”” He
considers that the zone of agriculture in Russia, having encroached
on the pasture lands of the south to such a degree as to threaten
cattle-rearing with extinction, the Government ought to utilize the
ste{>pes of Central Asia for pastoral colonization on a large
scale.—M.

g *
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elect their own beys, or magistrates, and the Sarts still
continue to be judged by their kazis ; the only difference
being that the latter are elected nowadays. The Russian
judicial system is only used in cases where Russians are
concerned, or to decide law-suits which the native tri-
bunals are not competent to deal with, and which both
parties concerned may be desirous of submitting to
Russian judges. In this manner, the Russian judges do
not constitute among themselves a court of appeal, but
simply act as higher arbitrators.

Respecting the strategical position of the Russians
in Turkestan and the English in India, an English
author has frankly admitted that the Russians enjoy
this great advantage, that although their army in
Central Asia is not large, yet it is composed wholly of
Russian elements, the natives not being taught, so to
say, to fight against themselves. He rightly points
out that it would take two months for Orenburg rein-
orcements to reach the Turkestan district, but he does
ot accurately gauge the position of the little handful
f English troops in India; in particular, on the
ppearance of a European enemy with a force com-
osed entirely of regular troops.

The sepoys are trained to regard Europeans as a
higher race than themselves, and to consider them in
military matters invincible. How would they act against
a European enemy? Further, the native army used
to be of a more personal character, and many regiments
still bear the names of the leaders who founded them
and carried them through a career of victory. But with
the growth of the army, the relations of the English
with it have changed, and so far from the natives being
encouraged to force their way to the front, they are
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repressed by a system which prevents any native officer,
however capable, from rising above the rank of captain.
Besides this, the native army has no artillery, and is
furnished with an inferior rifle. In a word, the native
troops are placed in such a position that it is impossible
for them not to see that they are not trusted by the
Government. An army, as is well known, holds to
a series of moral principles—faith in the sovereign and
fatherland, the flag that represents the honour and glory
of his detachment, love of his detachment and the army
—these are the foundations of the moral force of the
soldier. The soldier sacredly fulfils what he holds to
be his duty; he knows, moreover, his rights; he con-
siders himself the defender of certain principles ; and, on
the strength of this, regards himself as a person worthy
of confidence and respect. But what would be thought of
an army in Europe, in which a soldier should be given a
gun, and afterwards followed about the streets by two
other soldiers to prevent him firing upon peaceful
citizens! Yet, such is the position of the native troops
in India, who have no artillery confided to them, and
who are armed with inferior rifles ; in order, obviously,
that they may be the more easily crushed, should they
break out into revolt. Curious, indeed, must be that army
when the very means necessary for conducting warfare
are considered endangered when placed in the hands of
those who have to use them.

The Russians in Central Asia have organized no
native troops. The native horse raised, known as Djigits,
serve mainly as guides and couriers, and in very rare
cases as patrols. There can be no doubt, on general
grounds of equity, that this course is irregular, since the
natives evade thereby the principal obligation to a state,
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the obligation of blood and life—military conscription.
But, all the same, it is impossible not to recognise that,
in view of the recent conquest of the country, it is
better to let military conscription lapse for a while, than
to raise up a danger by resorting to it at once. When*
Turkestan has earned the right to be treated as a
member of the Russian family, which it will do some
day, military conscription can be introduced, and in
this manner the people of Central Asia will be poured
into that great grinding machine—the Russian army—
in which the seventy-five per cent. of Great and Little
Russians have thus far successfully ground up the
diverse elements of our border lands. )

All the foregoing is sufficient to demonstrate that
English writers, in their pictures of the position of
England and Russia in -Central Asia, have painted the
former in colours too light, and the latter in colours
too dark. Russia, as has been said, does not desire a
conflict ; but since the majority of English writers have
been mainly guided by the aim to make Russia appear
weak and England strong in Central Asia,* it will not
be out of place to institute one or two comparisons.

1. The great difficulty Russia has to contend with in
Central Asia consists in immense distances, intersected
by waterless wastes, which impede the progress of armies.
In overcoming this, the camel, however useful for peace-
ful caravan purposes, has been tried and found utterly
wanting.t The experience of Englishmen and Russians

* As a matter of fact the contrary is the case. Were it true, .
there would have been no alarm about the Russian advance
towards India.—M.

+ Annenkoff goes into all the old arguments against the use
of camels in warfare, which are too well known and too generally
admitted by experts to need reproduction here. Our own expe-
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in Asiatic warfare has been identical on this point; the
camels have perished in their hands. During the Akhal
Tekke Expedition of 1879, as many as 9,600 camels
perished out of 10,000; at the close of Skobeleff’s Expe-
dition of 1881, only 1,000 remained alive out of 18,000.
Undoubtedly, the construction of the railway from
Michailovsk to Kizil Arvat has changed this aspect
of affairs by overcoming the two great difficulties in
regard to the transport of an army and its stores. The
desert already traversed, the rapid construction of the
line along the fertile oasis of Akhal will furnish a new
and stronger implement of war for Russia in the East.
2. The Russians, as has been already stated, have
not trained their Central Asian subjects to fight. This
robs them of a certain number of auxiliaries who, under
certain circumstances, might be useful ; but, on the
other hand, it guarantees them against an enemy well
armed and drilled in the European fashion, in the event
of a general rising. It should be observed, however,
that exceptions may be made in favour of those tribes
whom there may be reason to trust, and who may be
employed with considerable benefit in the rear of the
army. Thus, during the Akhal Tekke Expedition of
1881, the Adaeff Kirghiz, who only a short time previous
had been in revolt,* served with remarkable fidelity.

rience in the operations against Candahar proved that, where the
country admits of it, it is cheaper in the long run to construct a
light railway than to resort to a camel transport, which latter is
sure to break down.—M.

* They mway be said to have been finally pacified in 1873.
Lomakin subsequently formed a battalion or two of them, and
trained them as regular soldiers. Skobeleff, however, immediately
disbanded them on his arrival at Krasnovodsk in 1880, and con-
verted them into djigits, on the ground that it was ‘‘ impolitic
to place the natives on a level with European troops.”—M.
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The duty of patrolling, and carrying the mails and all
manner of official correspondence, was entirelycast upon
- them. They never flinched from this heavy duty,
although they knew the Tekkes gave no quarter; and,
in effect, not a few of them perished in the Russian
gervice.

In India there are 200,000 sepoys, excellently drilled,
and composed of brave and disciplined men, but who
may, in spite of all this, turn their strength and skill,
under certain circumstances, against those whom they
are called upon to defend. This has been demonstrated
already, but it may be added here that the most insig-
nificant circumstance may give rise to a revolt, as in the
case of the greased cartridges which brought about
the Mutiny in 1857 ; while the danger of an explosion
is all the more intensified by the fact of the people being
so densely packed together in India. We are better off
in this respect in Turkestan, where the immense distances
separating the inhabitants from one another admit only
of an insignificant local revolt, having nothing in
common with a prepared rising of 250 million souls
against the English.

3. Allies might play a very important part in any
conflict. It is beyond question that the transition from
the position of independent sovereign to that of a feuda-
tory cannot-be agreeable either to the Khans of Turk-
estan or to the formerly powerful princes of India. In
this matter it is necessary that Russia should also be
on her guard against the possible ingratitude of her
allies. But the English are no better off as regards
this than ourselves. At any rate, recent events have
shown that the Ameer of Cabul ceded a certain small
portion of his dominions to the Maharajah of Cashmere,
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who gave him in return money to be employed in fighting
the English. Yet the Maharajah is considered one of
the most faithful allies of England.

4. The excellent network of English railroads in
India, constructed extremely rationally from a strategical
point of view for the defence of the north-west frontier,
would afford the English great assistance in concentrat-
ing troops at this or the other threatened point ; always
providing, however, that a general rising in India did
not deprive them of this support. In excess of this,
England is mistress of a powerful fleet, and has the
mightiest mercantile marine in the world ; but here again
it is necessary to observe that, even with the use of the
Suez Canal, a month and a half is needed to assemble
anything like reasonably large reinforcements on the
Indian coast.

On the side of Russia nothing similar exists. Her
railway system is far from complete,* and the number
of steamers and sailing craft in the Caspian is insignifi-
cant. None the less, Russia is the better off of the two
Powers. The construction of the Transcaspian railway
has altogether changed the aspect of affairs existing
before it was built. A waterless expanse no longer
serves as a barrier to the rapid appearance of reserves
in Central Asia—to the oasis of Akhal they can be con-
veyed by the locomotive, and beyond the terminal point
of the railway an army of 100,000 men can march
ahead at any time with wheeled transport, requiring no

* On the 1st of January 1882, there were 15,778 miles of com-
pleted railways in the entire Russian Empire. In India there
are nearly 10,000 miles. Owing, however, to better construction
and more skilful management, the transport power of the Indian
lines is greater than that of the collective railways of Russia.—M.
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longer the costly and wholly unreliable services of the
camel.

As regards transport in the Caspian, it may be pointed
out that the rapid development of naphtha at Baku *
is causing a yearly increase to the number of steamers
and sailing vessels in the Caspian. But, beyond this,
in case of necessity, many of the large passenger
steamers plying on the lower Volga can, in a very
short space of time, be added to the transport resources
of the Caspian Sea. In the event of extreme necessity
steamers could also be conveyed thither through the
canals from the Baltic.

In this manner the aspect of affairs resolves itself
into this :— :

Russia may be encountered at Herat or beyond Herat,
having an army 100,000 strong, composed entirely of
Russians, resting upon a railway, and having at its
rear the Caucasus and the Volga.

England can place in the field 80,000 or 40,000
excellent English soldiers and 100,000 sepoys. The
remainder would be needed to garrison India.

The whole question, consequently, resolves itself
into this—to what extent can the English rely upon
their Indian troops and Indian allies ?

# « Baku, which I remembered as quite a small place, has now
more than 30,000 inhabitants, and it has, I believe, a great future
before it. The unlimited supply of petroleum, which is here
found, is a mine of wealth. As soon as railways are made, I
believe that Baku will supply the world with petroleum. The
price is now only a half-penny per pood of 36 lbs. on the spot,
and the supply is practically unlimjted. All the steamers on the
Caspian already use it as fuel instead of coal, and I believe the
use of petroleum as fuel will soon be extended to the railways
also. Some locomotive engines already burn petroleum.”’—Colonel
Stewart. Lecture before the Royal Geographical Society on “The
Country of the Tekke Turcomans,” 1881.—M.
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From what has been already said on the matter, it is
evidently beyond dispute that the allies are doubtful and
the sepoys untrustworthy. The best demonstration of
the accuracy of this is afforded by those measures which
the English are undertaking, and which their writers
recommend so strongly. These measures have the
object in view of disarming the remaining feudatory
princes of India who still maintain some sort of army,
and of increasing the English element among the sepoys
—in other words, a further advance in that want of
confidence in the Indian native army, which is already
observable in all the measures taken concerning it.

There can, however, be no doubt that a conflict in
Central Asia would not be a light one for either of
the contending parties. It would bring no advantage
either to them or to humanity at large. Those victims,
those resources, which would be engulphed in the struggle,
might be better applied to other purposes. Russia does
not desire a conflict, She was compelled to undertake
the last Akhal Tekke expedition, which provoked so much
talk in England, in order to finally pacify her Central
Asian possessions. The Tekkes are subjugated, and
there are no longer now on the borders of Russia any
tribes able to disturb in any way the security of our
Asiatic possessions.* Russia to-day may, therefore,
direct the whole of her strength to the opening up of
new routes, and to the development of trade and
industry in the now completely pacified country beyond
the Caspian.

* If such be the case, no excuse exists for any further exten-
sion of Russian power in Central Asia; but Annenkoff apEa,rently
does not sufficiently take into account the turbulence of the Merv
Tekkes and the tribes of Afghanistan.—M.
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The mercantile relations between Europe and the
people of Central Asia may be traced back to the earliest
times ; the highways of commerce between East and
West being guarded by various peoples for themselves at
every epoch. This phenomenon is easy to understand
when one finds it demonstrated by history that, once the
road to India maintained a particular direction for a
certain time, a remarkable development of wealth took
place in the country through which it passed.

We first hear in history of the road to India in
investigating the extraordinary development of civilisa-
tion on the banks of the Tigris and Euphrates, where
the magnificent cities of Babylon and Nineveh received
Indian wares by caravans, which, traversing Beloochistan
and the land of the Chaldeans, penetrated afterwards to
Pheenicia. From here the Pheenicians, those hardy navi-
gators, distributed the wares of India throughout the
whole of the Mediterranean, as far as the distant shores
of Africa and Europe. This road from India to Europe
may be regarded as the first. : -

The second road, along which commerce proceeded
from India to Europe, was, so to say, opened up by the
shipowners on the Tigris and Euphrates, who not only
navigated those two rivers, but, traversing the Persian
Gulf, penetrated to the Arabian Sea. And, without
doubt, the wonderful wealth of Egypt and its ancient
civilisation are explainable by the fact of the high road
to India lying along the Arabian Sea, and through
the canal which Sesostris cut in order to enable Indian
merchandise to pass into the Mediterranean.

The celebrated Indian march of Alexander of Macedon,
effected along the Atrek and vid Herat, Cabul, and the
Khyber Pass, to the banks of the Indus and beyond,



OLD TRADE ROUTES TO INDIA. 45

can be explained by no other political idea than the
desire of crushing Persiu—that barbarous state, stand-
ing with its hordes on the road between Europe and the
ancient East. The three years’ campaign of Alexander
against the nomad tribes dwelling between the Syr
Daria and Amu Daria has an altogether different light
cast upon it when it is explained, not by the conven-
tional belief in that monarch’s love of military glory,
but as arising mainly from the indispensability of
defending from the raids of the restless horsemen of the
desert the great Indian highway—that highway, for
the sake of which, at the same time, Alexander caused
ships to be constructed and a flotilla built in the Caspian
Sea.

The same necessity for protecting the trade route
with India explains the colonization of the banks of the
Amu Daria and Murghab, and the foundation of the
famous DBactriana, which maintained itself in such a
flourishing condition so many years.

“ In the time of the Romans, Indian merchandise
passed through the Arabian Sea, and was thence carried
vid Alexandria to Rome, which city valued it so much
that it yearly fitted out 120 vessels for its conveyance.

Afterwards commences the remarkably flourishing
Arab period, during which, at the close of a long
struggle, emerges Bagdad, the wealth of which is again
explainable by its being situated on the transit road
from India, in the same manner that the prosperity of
Babylon and Nineveh is explainable.

But the raids of the Turks and Mongols destroyed the
flourishing Arab state, and the Indian highway again
reverted to KEgypt and the Arabian Sea, there to
continue as the trade route between India and Europe
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until the time of Vasco de Gama. Recently a few
historians have attempted to diminish the importance
of the services rendered to the world by the Portuguese,
affirming that the Arabs penetrated to the Cape of Good
Hope before the time of Vasco de Gama. But, at any
rate, to the Portuguese belongs the honour of not only
opening up the route, but also of establishing the new
direction for the flow of Indian wares, thanks to the victories
of the celebrated Albuquerque. As a matter of fact, it
was necessary to not only open up the route, but also
to tear from Semitic hands the transport of Indian wares,
and to prevent them and navigators in general from
conveying the goods of the East by the route through
Egypt. To accomplish this aim it was essential to
carry out a series of splendid naval wars, as well in the
Persian Gulf as in the Arabian Sea; and to establish
there a number of naval stations. This was done by
Albuquerque, and it is in this that his merit lies in
having established for the Portuguese people a route
so fitted to develop wealth amongst them.

Such a form of activity on the part of the Portuguese
led them to establish a series of fortified points for the
protection of their route. To them belonged the Strait
of Bab-el-Mandeb, with a fort on the island of Socotra.
In the Persian Gulf they owned the town of Muscat, the
island and Strait of Ormuz, and finally Basra, on the
Shat-el-Arab, where the Tigris and Euphrates merge
into one river.

The English, in reality, only continued what the
great Portuguese had begun, in establishing a series of
fortified points along the route to India. Seizing hold
of the commerce of India, they made themselves the
medium of the commerce between the East and West,
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and in this manner gave rise to the wonderful wealth of
England. The whole of Europe, which needs cotton,
indigo, spices, and other Indian wares, must apply for
them at the English docks, which constitute the glory
and wealth of England. This has been attained as
much by the large development of the fleet and mer-
cantile marine, as by the establishment of a series of
naval stations designed for the protection of the
merchant shipping. The stations in the Mediterranean
—Gibraltar, Malta, and Cyprus—protect the route to
Suez. The island of St. Helena, the Cape of Good
Hope, and the island of Mauritius protect the Cape route
to India. Finally, Perim and Aden render secure
navigation in the Arabian Sea.

Aided by these fortified points, at which coaling
stations have also been established for the numberless
steamers of England plying between the home country
and India, England has firmly established her mercan-
tile might. Sometimes murmurs are raised at the cost
of all these forts, and stations, and garrisons, but the
amazing wealth of England itself is a testimony to the
value of them ; and, besides, the proverb of the ancients
is not to be forgotten, that, ‘“ In order to be happy ’tis
essential to be strong.”

In this manner, the Portuguese, and after them the
. English, were the originators of the circuitous route vid
the Cape, and Indian wares began to reach Egypt
mainly by that highway. None the less, however, there
was no cessation of the attempts to return to the older
route again. Thus, during the reign of Louis XIV.,
with its attendant supremacy of the French in the
Mediterranean, the celebrated Leibnitz invited that
monarch to conquer Egypt, with the object of controlling
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the Indian trade. From the number of similar attempts
must not be_omitted Napoleon’s conquest of Egypt ; but
the project failed, in consequence of the victory by Lord
Nelson over the French fleet in Aboukir Bay. This, all
the same, did not prevent Napoleon from thinking any
further of an Indian campaign, and he entertained a
notion of carrying it out, either in alliance with Russia
or with Persia. In the former case he intended to have
traversed the Danube, the Black Sea and Sea of Azoff,
the river Volga, and the Caspian Sea to Astrabad, and
thence to have proceeded in the direction of India. In
the case of an alliance with Persia (to secure which
General Gardanne was sent with a special mission), he
meant, in conjunction with Turkey, to have marched
through Turkey and Persia to Herat. It is interesting
to note that the route beyond this point lay through
Candahar to_India.

In the foregoing hasty sketch, only the southern high-
ways to India have been described. But, in excess of
these, there exist a number of northern routes, by means
of which at one time commercial relations were main-
tained between Russia and India. These are of in-
terest to Russia, on account of a possibility of their
resuscitation.

Pliny states that Indian wares from the Upper Indus
reached in seven days Bactriana, on a river falling into
the Oxus, or Amu Daria; that, vii the Oxus, they
proceeded to the Caspian, and thence by the river Kura
attained, after five days’ journey across dry land, the
emporium of Sarapon, finally penetrating the Black
Sea. In the beginning of the eighth century, in con-
sequence of the conquest of the Byzantine dominions by
the Arabs, this highway was deflected more to the
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north. The wares of the KEast were transported to
Constantinople vid the Caspian, up the Volga, down
the Don, and then across the Black Sea to the
Bosphorus. '

About the same time commenced Russia’s intercourse
with the far East. A Persian writer, living in the ninth
century, says: ‘‘As for the Russian merchants, they
proceed in ships along the Slav river (the Volga) to the
gulf of the Khazar capital (the town of Itil at the
entrance of the Volga into the Caspian Sea), where the
ruler takes a tithe from them. Afterwards they proceed
to the Sea of Ojourjal (Aral Sea), to Balkh and
Maverannah, and then to Sina (China).” In this manner
the Russians in the ninth century had already penetrated
to Balkh and Bagdad, and even to China, vid the Volga,
the Caspian, and the steppes. It is very probable that
along this route proceeded to Russia, Arabian, Indian,
Bokharan, Khivan, and Persian merchants, and there is
good reason to believe that they conveyed their wares
as far up the Volga as Kazan, where the Novgorod
merchants took them in charge, and transported them
to Novgorod the Great and to Old Ladoga, whence they
were distributed among the neighbouring states. Evi-
dence in support of this is forthcoming in the boxes of
treasure, containing Arab, Indian, and Bactrian coins,
which are constantly being found beneath the ground
along the banks of the Volga, having been buried by
their owners to escape seizure by robbers, or for other
reasons.

Before long the Asiatic merchants got to know that
the great Slavonic river would carry them not only to
the Slavs, but to the Germans; and that they availed
themselves of the route is proved by the fact that similar

4
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boxes, with coins of the same kind, have been found all
along the road traversed by the Russians on their way to
Germany. The Tartar yoke in course of time broke off
this intercourse, together with other mercantile relations
also. Only Novgorod and Smolensk could sustain trade
with the West, or, more truly speaking, with the Hanse
towns. The far East was entirely cut off. People began
to forget it, and legends alone remained of the wonderful
wealth of Eastern countries. This lasted as long as
Russia remained subject to the Mongol yoke. India
then again began to allure everybody.

So far as can be ascertained, the first to attempt to
reach India was a Tver trader, named Afanasi Nikitin,
at the end of the fifteenth century, but he only reached
Khorassan.

Somewhat later, a Genoese, Paolo Centurione, invited
the Grand Prince Vasili Ivanovitch to conduct com-
mercial relations with India vié the Caspian Sea, urging
the advantage Russia would derive from Indian goods
being brought to Astrakhan, and thence vid the Volga
and Oka to Moscow, after which they could be conveyed
overland to the Dwina, beyond the Dwina to Riga, and
by Riga distributed by sea throughout the rest of
Europe.

The English also took part in the projects for attain-
ing India vid Russia. Entering into relations with Ivan
Vasilivitch, they commenced to convey large quantities
of their goods to Russia, having, however, in view not
Russia itself, but the convenience of penetrating across
her territory to the Eastern states lying near the Caspian
Sea. In England a special company was formed, with
the aim of opening up the shortest and most convenient
road to India and China. Among the many agents it
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despatched through Astrakhan to accomplish this aim,
the most famous was Anthony Jenkinson. In 1555*
he proceeded through Russia to Astrakhan, reached
Manguslave (Mangishlak) in the Caspian, and thence
made his way to Bokhara, His difficult and dangerous
journey proved, however, to be almost useless, since
Bokhara was supplied with such a large quantity of
goods from Aleppo and Smyrna, that Jenkinson was
compelled to sell his wares at. a price which brought him
in scarcely any profit at all.

The English trading company then decided on
entering into direct commercial relations with Persia.
With this end in view, it despatched Jenkinson through
Russia in 1561. At Moscow the pioneer of commerce
joined the Persian ambassador, who was returning home
by land. Taking ship at Astrakhan, Jenkinson proceeded
to Shabran, and so to Kasvin, then the capital of the
Persian sovereign. There he remained a winter, and
afterwards returned to Russia.

But England did not stand alone in her attempts to
open up relations with the East, vid the Caspian. In
1602 the Roman Emperor Rudolph sent Stephen
Kakash on a mission to Persia. He, however, died on
the way. In 1635, Prince Frederic of Holstein sent an
envoy to Russia and Persia to establish friendly relations
with both, and arrange for the passage of Persian silk
through Russia. About the same time, the ambassador
of King Christian of Sweden presented a project for
opening up a more convenient route from the White Sea

* Or, rather, 1558 ; see “ The Voyage of Master Anthony Jen-
kinson, made from the citie of Mosco in Russia to the citie of
Boghar in Bactria, in the year 1558 ; written by himselfe to the
Merchants of London of the Moscouie Companie ** (Hakluyt).—M.

4 *
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to Astrakhan and the East. Finally, the Dutch, already
at that period drawing no little profit from the East
India trade, directed their attention to Russia, in the
hope of being able to establish easier communication
with Eastern countries.

Russia, on her part, made special efforts to establish
intercourse with India, independently of the foreigner.
Tsar Alexai Michailovitch twice -sent envoys to the
Great Mogul, but in both instances Abbas II. of Persia
turned them back. The thought then struck him to
despatch envoys by way of Bokhara, and, in order to in-
vestigate the route, Pazookhin was sent in 1669. His
journey proved the possibility of attaining India by that
route, and in 1675 the Astrakhan Tartar, Usoof Kasimoff,
was despatched to the Great Mogul. In 1676 he reached
Cabul, where he was stopped and sent back, because
he had only a letter and no merchandise. The Great
Mogul, on being informed of the arrival of the Russian
envoy, expressed the opinion that intercourse with
Russia was of no advantage to him, since it was evident
that ‘“ the Russian Tsar had sent his envoys to the Shah
of India for wealth, and for no other reason.”

It was only in 1695 that the merchant, Simon
Malenki, with Government goods and money, succeeded
in reaching Delhi, where he sold his wares, furnished
himself with Indian ones, fitted out two ships, and,
receiving from the Mogul an elephant as a present to
the Russian Tsar, set out home by way of Bender-
Abbas, a seaport in the Persian Gulf, opposite the
island of Ormuz. Dying on the road, however, at
Shemakha, in Transcaucasia, no detailed account of his
travels was left behind.

After this, Peter the Great, under the influence of
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the marvellous stories of the wealth of India, fitted out
two expeditions: one from the side of Siberia, under
the leadership of Buckholtz; and the other from
Astrakhan, commanded by Prince Bekovitch-Tcher-
kasski. The first was to proceed to the town of Erketa
(Yarkund), famous for its auriferous sands; and the
second was to furnish the Khan of Khiva, who had
already become a Russian subject, with a Russian
guard, and invite the Emir of Bokhara to send to India
a caravan with thirty-five merchants; of whom thirteen
were to be Russians, with Lieutenant Kojin ‘“in the
guise of a trader”’; the plan being that they should join
the Siberian expedition at Yarkund. But the junction
never took place, and the end of the expedition was
most disastrous, Bekovitch-Tcherkasski, with nearly the
whole of his column, being treacherously slaughtered in
Khiva. '

In 1750 another attempt was made to send a caravan
to India, thanks to the persistency of Nepluieff, at that
time Governor of Orenburg. With this end in view, there
was even established a Russo-India Company, which fitted
out two large caravans for India. But both experiments
failed, and the company did not attempt to repeat them
any more.

In this manner, in spite of the persistent efforts of
Russia, she failed in establishing relations with India. It
is true that during the Continental System of Napoleon,
according to the celebrated traveller Alexander Burnes,
not only Indian, but also English wares found their way
through Cabul and Bokhara to Orenburg; but with the
alteration of the system everything relapsed into the old
groove, and the dearness of transport prevented Indian
goods from attaining Orenburg.
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It has thus been shown that direct intercourse
between Russia and India is possible, although attended
with many difficulties. All that has been feasible up to
now, has been done to establish commercial relations
with the Central Asian khanates. The first caravan
was despatched to them in 1758 by the Samara mer-
chant Rukavishnikoff. Afterwards commercial relations
were established, thanks to the privileges accorded to
the Central Asian merchants, and although interrupted
at times, were never long suspended. Here is Burnes’s
list of the Russian goods reaching Cabul vid Bokhara :
pistols, muskets, gunlocks, knives, razors, iron and
copper wire, needles, whalebone, spectacles, mirrors,
chinaware, writing paper, cloth, velvet, satin, chintz,
tea, &c. &e.

The development of our Asiatic commerce is shown
by the following table :—

Imports. Exports.

Roubles. Roubles.
1773—1777 214,794 206,136
1798—1797 1,647,069 1,579,445
1804—1807 2,071,564 987,974
1812—1815 4,071,664 3,582,881
1820—1823 5,381,155 3,768,611
1824—1827 5,769,252 4,389,705
1828—1831 6,267,414 5,889,646

In this manner the average imports during the first
quinquennial period was 43,000 paper roubles a year,
and the exports 41,000. In the course of twenty years
the imports had grown to 309,413, and the exports to
315,888 roubles. Afterwards, the trade still further
increased, until 1839, i.e. up to the unsuccessful
Russian expedition, under Perovsky, against Khiva, when
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the trade returns, at that time exceeding 15 million
roubles, fell at a stroke to 5 millions. Afterwards, a
rise again took place, and in 1867 the trade returns
amounted to 53,074,000 roubles. It should be remem-
bered, in connection with these facts, that all efforts to
establish commercial intercourse with the Central Asian
khanates, vid the Caspian and Krasnovodsk, have
failed, owing to the depredations of the Tekke Turco-
mans. These used to be so widespread that they led to
a general determination on the part of caravans not
to proceed from the Oxus to the Caspian.

From this flying survey of the highways to India, it
will have been seen that there are only two existing
routes by which Indian goods proceed to KEurope, or,
rather, to the docks of England—those immense reser-
voirs of the products of the far East—namely, the Cape
route, mainly for sailing-vessels, and the route used by
steamers, 14 Suez.

1. The Cape route, from Falmouth to Bombay, vid
St. Helena, is 10,400 miles long, and occupies a vessel
forty-two days.

2. The Suez Canal route, from Falmouth, vid Malta
and Alexandria, to Bombay, is 6,000 miles long, and
occupies twenty-four days.

The progress which the latter has made since opened
for traffic is shown by the following figures :—

Year. Number of Ships. Dues levied.
1869 10 49,600 francs
1870 486 5,048,394 ,,
1871 735 8,993,733 ,,

1872 1,082 16,407,691 ,,
1873 1,173 22,775,882 ,,
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Year. Number of Ships. Dues levied.

1874 1,264 25,218,5%0 francs.
1875 1,494 28,776,027
1876 1,457 29,896,025 ,,
1877 1,663 82,554,548 *

However short a road may be, people are always pos-.
sessed with a desire to find a shorter one. Hence, a
number of projects have originated for establishing a
still shorter and quicker route to India than that vid
Suez. These are as under : —

1. Paris to Calcutta, vid Brindisi, Alexandria, Suez,
Aden, and Bombay. Distance, 6,164 miles.

2. Scutari to Bombay, by two rival directions to Alex-
andretta, then vid Aleppo, the Euphrates valley and
Bagdad to Basra, and afterwards by water to Bombay.
Distance, 3,380 miles.

8. Paris to Calcutta, vié Orenburg, Tashkent, Balkh,
and Peshawur, projected by Lesseps, and overland the
whole of the way, instead of being, like the others,
partly by land and partly by water. Distance, 5,788
miles. '

4, Paris to Sukhur, on the Indus, vii Warsaw,
Moscow, Baku, Michailovsk, Kizil Arvat, Sarakhs,
Herat, Candahar, and Quetta. Distance, 4,326 miles.

This latter is the shortest and most convenient
of the roads running from Europe to India.t With

LR

#* The traffic since 1877 has been as follows :—

Year. Ships. Tons. Francs.

1878 1,593 3,291,535 30,098,229
1879 1,477 3,236,942 29,686,060
1880 2,027 4,344,519 39,840,487
1881 2,727 5,794,401 51,274,352—M.

+ To Annenkoff himself must be ascribed the honour of pro-
jecting this route.—M.
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the conquest of the Akhal Tekkes it has acquired
special significance, since by that conquest caravan trade
between the Oxus and the Caspian has been rendered
secure. It is, further, the shortest route for a railway
from the Caspian to the western frontier of India.

Any objection to the route could only be made while
the railway was yet unconstructed from Michailovsk to
Kizil Arvat. Now that the desert section has been
traversed, and the fertile and well-watered oasis of
Akhal reached, there cannot be the faintest doubt that a
railroad all the way along that route is perfectly feasible.

The route has this signal advantage, that it only
traverses eighty-two miles of steppe unfit for human life,
whereas the railway projected by Lesseps traversed 477
miles of desert, and the projected Euphrates railway
490 miles of desert. In this manner, it is not only the
shortest route, but the most suitable as regards the
nature of the country traversed.

When, and in what manner, this important trade-
route will be opened up is as yet a matter of uncertainty ;
but, at any rate, it will prove to be the shortest and
most convenient route between Central Europe and
India. The moment the railway reaches Kizil Arvat it
will be employed in transporting merchandise,* arrange-
ments having already been made for the despatch of
caravans to it from the following directions :—

1. Khiva and Bokhara—Goods, mainly cotton, at
present proceeding along the Oxus to its mouth, and

* The line was opened for trafic from Krasnovodsk to Kizil
Arvat, September 27th, 1881. Immediately afterwards the goods
belonging to a caravan freighted by Konshin, a Moscow merchant,
were sent along it to Akhal, whence the greater part was subse-
quently despatched to Merv.—M.
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then, vid the Ust-Urt and Kazala, to Orenburg; but
which will take a new route from the Oxus, vid Ortakuya
and Igdy, to the railway terminus at Kizil Arvat. The
recent march of the Turkestan column with 700 camels,
commanded by Colonel Kouropatkin, proved the route
to be not only fit for small caravans, such as had pre-
viously used it, but for very large ones also.* If there
has not been any extensive trade along this route in
recent times, the fact has been mainly due to the depre-
dations of the Turcomans. The distance between Khiva
and Orenburg is 863 miles, occupying forty-three days
to traverse with camels. The monthly hire of a camel
carrying 15 poods (about 1 ton) amounts to 25 roubles
(£2 10s.) For forty-three days the cost would be more
than 85 roubles, or 2} roubles the pood (5s. per 86 1bs.)
On the other hand, the distance from Khiva to Kizil
Arvat is 316 miles, and may be traversed in fifteen or
sixteen days. Hence the cost of transporting a pood of
cotton would not exceed a rouble, or two shillings.

2. The Persian trade-route from. Nishapoor to Astrabad
can be conveniently diverted from Budjnurd to Kelat, and
thence, vid Bami, to Kizil Arvat, in order to replace the
200 miles of camel-road by the use of the railway.

8. The Afghan trade-route, commencing at Candahar,
and running through Herat, Sarakhs, Askabad, Bami,
to Kizil Arvat, which no doubt existed at one time, but

* General Annenkoff was at Bami when Kouropatkin arrived
from Khiva, and went out into the desert to meet him. In talking
over this matter with Annenkoff in February 1882, he expressed
himself in enthusiastic terms of the splendid condition in which
the Turkestan column arrived. Such feats as Kouropatkin’s
afford the best practical argument against the writers of the
Quietist school, who think the steppes of Central Asia afford a
sufficient barrier against any Russian operations against India.—
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has been blocked, in modern times, by the raids of the
Turcomans.

The problem taken in hand by Peter the Great, and
for the sake of which he despatched two expeditions to
Central Asia, was solved at the close of the reign of
Alexander II. The railroad to India has been begun,
and if the English, on their side, extend the railway
from Candahar to Herat, there to meet the Russian line
running through Sarakhs, from Kizil Arvat to Herat,
it will be possible in nine days, with a short sea-trip,
to proceed from Paris to Sukhur on the Indus. In
connection with this, it is impossible not to foresee that
the passenger traffic, at present running through the
Suez Canal, will be largely diverted to the rival route.
The journey to India will then no longer be the exclusive
privilege of the few individuals at present using the
Suez Canal ; and 250 million Hindoos, now restricted
by their religion from traversing the sea, will have
opened out to them a world of travel, of investigation,
and of study. Russia will then be able to receive first-
hand Indian products, and, on her part, dispose of her
corn to the constantly-starving millions of India.

There can be but very little doubt that the section of
the railway to Herat could be constructed by an English
~ company, without any English occupation of Afghan-
istan, All that is necessary is that order and strong
authority should be established in Afghanistan, which
might be accomplished by the English by those means
which, with the same end in view, have been employed
by Russia in regard to Khiva and Bokhara. '

In this manner Afghanistan would remain a neutral
zone between Russia and England, although un-
doubtedly, English influence would be predominant, on
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account of England already controlling a portion of the
Afghan population living in the Punjab and the passes.

There should be hardly any difficulty in making a
choice between a conflict, in which torrents of blood
and treasure would be expended, and a rapprochement,"
sustained by commerce. ‘¢ A bad peace is better than
a just quarrel.” Russia desires a peaceful solution of
the Central Asian difficulty : England should be inspired
by the same sentiment.
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BOOK II.

THE RUSSIAN GENERAL STAFF ON THE AFGHAN WAR
AND ENGLISH WEAKNESS IN INDIA,

Writing the History of the Afghan War at the Office of the
Russian General Staff.—Soboleff’s position and career.—
Lowness of English prestige in Russia.—Soboleff often con-
fused with Skobeleff. —The difference between the two
Generals.—England conquered by Afghanistan.—How Russia
helped us out of the Afghan muddle.—Impotence of the
army of India.—Counsels us not to take Herat.—Battle of
Charasia.—Cruelty of the English cavalry.—Afghans better
strategists than the English.—The Russians more humane
than the English in Asia.—We are cruel because we feel
ourselves weak.—The kindly conquest of the Caucasus com-
pared with the war-terror at Cabul.—Ways of communication
with India.—The Caspian route the road of invasion.—
Conquerors of India.—* Flight of the English in panic-stricken
terror to the cover of the Sherpoor cantonments.” —A spark
only necessary to set India in flames.—Inability of England
to occupy Herat.—The greatest strategical error of the
Afghan campaign.—England stands to lose more than Russia
by a defeat in Central Asia.—Russia and Shere Ali.—
Soboleff on Abdurrahman Khan.—English political residents
charged with being poisoners.—The astute and tricky English.
—The great Russian exploring expedition.—The Herat Ques-
tion.—Skobeleff on his July reconnaissance of Geok Tepé.—
The real cause of our disasters in Afghanistan.—Advantages
enjoyed by Skobeleff over Roberts.—The Tsar and the battle
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of Maiwand.—A march from Herat to Candahar easier than
a march from Candahar to Herat.—Soboleff on the 66th
Regiment. —Russia’s great superiority over England in
Central Asia.—Causes of the disaster at Maiwand summed
up.—The people of India ripe for revolution.—Timidity of
Primrose and Phayre.—A conflict between England and
Russia inevitable in Central Asia.

“The campaigns of 1878 and 1879 have demonstrated to the Eastern world
what Sir Henry Durand foretold in 1867, that the Afghans are not able to offer
the least effective resistance to a British force whenever it thinks fit to enter
their country. They also show that the Russian interference, so much bruited
about as the real danger to India when an Indian difficulty occurs, is an entire
delusion. These facts having been so clearly proved, the English army will
return to India with a greatly increased sense of their power diffused through
Asia."—Sir ERsINE PERRY, “ Memorandum against the retention of Canda-
har,” January 10, 1880.

“In 1868 I wrote of the ‘miserable military administration’ of Russia, and
pointed out that British India alone was stronger, in a military sense, for offen-
sive war, than was the Russian empire at the moment.”"—Se CHARLES DILKE.
Speech on the Eastern Question, January 16, 1878.

+:Is it possible for anyone to say that we now really dread a Russian invasion
of India? Has not our experience during recent operations in Afghanistan,
comparatively close to the magnificent resources of India, and the accounts we
read of Russian difficulties when operating against undisciplined tribes in Central
Asia, dissipated the apprehensions of the most inveterate of Russophobists? Or
is it possible to apprehend that Russia is likely to subjugate, or to influence
Afghanistan so as to make it a base for operations against India ? "—Sir HENRY
NoRrMAN, Memorandum against the retention of Candahar, June 26, 1880.

¢+ Nothing is more difficult to define than a shifting policy, of which the whole
system consists in having none, and shaping its course according to events.
Far from dominating and directing events, the English Cabinet suffered them.
It was in tow.. This is, unhappily, now the characteristic of that Government'’s
foreign policy whenever it is in the hands of the Conservatives.”—¢ DipLoMATIC
StupY OoX THE CRIMEAN WAR” (Russian Official Publication). London, 1882.
Vol i, pp. 266-266.

AMoNG the persons interviewed by the writer in March
1882, to ascertain their opinion of the Central Asian
'Question, was Major-General Soboleff, head of the
Asiatic Department of the General Staff.* He and

* See “The Russian Advance towards India,” chap. iv.,
pp. 61-89, and chap. ii., pp. 188-200.
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his subordinates were found busily engaged preparing
an account of the Afghan war, and the writer was
allowed to carry away the impression that it would
prove to be one of those elaborate narratives which
Continental Powers, and in particular Germany, are
accustomed to issue from their military departments.
However, these expectations have not been realized.
The work now issued proves to be meagre and
incomplete, badly printed on the commonest paper,
and furnished with wretched maps. It bears the title
of “ A Page from the History of the Eastern Question:
The Anglo-Afghan Conflict. (A Sketch of the War of
1879-80.) By Major-General L. N. Soboleff, of the
General Staff.” * The work consists of three volumes
of 819 pages, two bound in one, and the third apart;
and is divided into five parts, the first three bearing
date 1880, the fourth 1881, the fifth 1882, and the
title pages of both books 1882. A deal of the matter
was originally contributed to the organ of the General
Staff, ¢“ Rooski Invalide,” and a portion of it appeared
early in 1880 under the title of ¢ The Anglo-Afghan
Conflict.” When Soboleff began writing his articles
for the ¢ Rooski Invalide,” he was only a colonel, and
held a subordinate position at the General Staff Office.
In 1880 he was made head of the Asiatic Department,
and his contributions to the ¢ Invalide ” almost directly
afterwards ceased. His work shows, however, that his
new duties did not divert his attention from Afghan
affairs, even if they did not compel him to take greater
interest in them. In May 1882 Prince Alexander

* Stranitsa eez istoriee vostotchnago voprosa: Anglo-Afghan-
skaya rasprya. (Otcherk voinee 1879-80.) L. N. Soboleva. St.
Petersburg, 1882.

. 5
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decided to introduce fresh blood into the higher
administration of Bulgaria, and cast his choice upon
two young officers of the General Staff, both well known
for their activity and zeal in the Slavonic cause, to fill
the posts of Minister of War and Minister of the
Interior. General Kaulbars was chosen for the former,
General Soboleff for the latter. In excess of both
sharing the same anti-English views, both also were
equipped with a knowledge of Central Asia, both held
the same opinions of our power in India, and both were
earnest advocates of the settlement of the KEastern
Question by the seizure of Constantinople.* The
appointment of Soboleff to his new post in Bulgaria
naturally brought his ‘¢ investigation ” of the Afghan
war to a sudden close, and it is due to this circumstance
that the narrative ends with the defeat of General
Burrows at Maiwand, and the siege of Candahar.

From several points of view the work is a very
important one. It is the only existing Russian history
of the Afghan war, and its statements are accepted by
the Russian public without suspicion of their unreliability
in a large number of instances. If ever Russia attempts
to attack us in India, it will be owing to her impressions
; of our weakness there. She will never be restrained by our
own impressions of our strength. In this respect great
consequence attaches to Soboleff’s work, since throughout
he inculcates the opinion that we could not oppose the
attack of a European enemy, or count upon the natives
to assist us against a foe advancing from the north.

* Soboleff has succeeded in a few short months in becoming
the directing spirit in Bulgaria, and is now vigorously engaged
in Russifying the country, a task for which he qualified himself
while serving at Sofia in 1878 as assistant to the notorious Prince
Tcherkasski.—M.
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Although issued from a private printing office, the
work can hardly be regarded as a non-official production.
It was written at the General Staff Office by a General
Staff officer, assisted by officials; much of it was
published in the organ of the General Staff; and finally,
on the appearance of the work, the General Staff issued
a circular recommending it to all military libraries as
an excellent and reliable history of the war, and inviting
officers to subscribe at the General Staff Office for copies
of it. It is, consequently, from this work that the
Russian army and the Russian bureaucracy are drawing
their impressions of our military and political strength
in Asia.

The circumstance of Soboleff being an official of high
influence and standing, gives the criticisms expressed a
weight which would be altogether lacking in the case of
an ordinary Russian writer. As head of the Asiatic
Department of the General Staff, his very position
implied a better acquaintance with Afghan and Indian
affairs than that possessed by any other official in the
Russian home service. If his work is an indifferent
one judged by our standard of military and political
criticism, it must not be forgotten that Russians judge
of it by their own standard, not by ours. How low that
standard is may be seen from the circumstance of the
Russian Government publicly promulgating its approval
of such a crude production as Soboleff’s version of the
Afghan war.

The ‘¢ Anglo-Afghan Conflict” will be said by many
to officially inculcate a belief in our military weakness
in India. This may be cavilled at by such casuists as
Sir Henry Norman ; but whether the view be correct or
not, it is certainly an indisputable fact that Soboleff

_ 5*
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expresses opinions which have been shared all along by
the Russian press, independent as well as official. Our
naval and military prestige stands low in Russia. The
impotence displayed by the Ottoman and the Russian
ironclad fleets during the Turkish war, has excited a
contempt of naval armaments in general; while the
geries of disasters provoked by bad generalship and a
jelly-fish policy in Afghanistan, Zululand, and the
Transvaal, have over and over again provoked the
question on the part of Russian writers—If England
fails so regularly in her little wars, what hope is there
of any success on her side in a contest with a great
military power like Russia ? Even our brilliant cam-
paign in Egypt has not restored the prestige impaired by
‘previous disasters. In a series of articles that appeared
on the campaign in 1882 in the autumn numbers of
the ¢ Voenni Sbornik,” the organ of the Ministry of
War, our successes were explained away and the defects
of our army mainly dwelt upon; and in the end the
conclusion was arrived at that, ““in spite of all recent
reforms, the English army is only powerful enough to
protect the possessions of England in time of peace.”

In the following pages we have set forth the whole of
the important opinions expressed by General Soboleff
in his work, suppressing the purely narrative portions
as unnecessary, and for sake of space indulging in com-
ments of our own as sparingly as possible. The reader will
often ask himself, * Is this history ? Is this really the
genuine opinion of a high Russian officipl, having in.
his hands one of the most important threads of Russia’s
policy in the East?” But, as a matter of fact, Soboleff’s
¢« Anglo-Afghan Conflict ”’ is not a history. He himself
calls it an “ investigation.” It is really an accusation.
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It is a natural outgrowth of that accusatory policy which
the Liberal Opposition vehemently pursued in England
against our army throughout the Afghan war.*

* * * * * *

In an introduction dated St. Petersburg, May 11-23,
1882, General Soboleff says: ¢ The great Slavonic
question is fatally bound up with the position of
England in Southern Asia in general and India in
particular. It is no secret to anyone that the gradual
extension of Russia’s power, directed towards the Black
Sea coast and the Bosphorus, is accepted by the English
as a menace to their supremacyin Asia. Otherwise there
would have been no Crimean war.

“ When the stirring events of 1877-78 occurred in
the Balkan Peninsula and Asia Minor, the Conservative
ministry of Great Britain resolved to take an active part

* The names of Soboleff and Skobeleff are constantly mixed up .
in English journalism and literature. I myself have repeatedly
had Soboleff replaced by Skobeleff by editors and printers in my
press contributions, in spite of every precaution to prevent the
error occurring. It is not remarkable, therefore, that persons
unacquainted with the existence of Soboleff should be guilty of
the mistake of quoting his opinions as those of Skobeleff. Thanks
to this confusion of names, Skobeleff has been saddled with many
silly and spiteful opinions against England, which he would have
been ashamed of expressing. Skobeleff did not like England.
I hate England,” said he, energetically, to me on one occasion.
But this did not prevent him from invariably criticising her in a
broad and gentlemanly spirit. He condemned Roberts’s execu-
tions at Cabul as bad policy, but he did not refrain in consequence
from extolling, with glowing face, the march from Cabul to
Candahar. He declared Burrows to be “no general,” but he
added words which showed how keen could be his sympathy with
a brave man who had been beaten in the field. Skobeleff had all
the elements of a great statesman, a great soldier, and a great
critic. It is hard, therefore, that his reputation should suffer by
having ascribed to him the crudities and the harsh and ungenerous
opinions of an individual, who, however powerful his position,
has, after all, but the soul of a clerk.—M.
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in the expected European war. But the period of the
Crimean war had vanished, never to return. The
English Government wavered, and confined them-
selves to forwarding a small fleet to Constantinople,
and establishing a weak Anglo-Indian brigade on the
island of Malta.

““ One of the causes of the wavering of England, as
has been demonstrated in recent times, was the attitude
taken up towards India by the Ameer of Afghanistan,
Shere Ali Khan. Openly displaying his preference for
Russia, the Ameer compelled the English thereby to
keep up the Anglo-Indian army at its full strength.
This action of the Ameer led the English to seek in
Central Asia the re-establishment of their faded prestige.
The war they undertook lasted more than two years.
It served as a gauge of the strength of the English in
India, and in our investigations the reader will find
incontrovertible proofs of England’s weakness there.
In this struggle success fell to the Afghans, and the
English were saved by the Sardar Abdurrahman Khan,
the Russian candidate for the Afghan throne. In this
was delineated the might of Russia in Central Asia, and
the assistance she rendered the English.

‘“ Russia does not seek to subvert English authority
in India. That is apparent to everyone who has
attentively studied our policy in Asia. In that policy
there is no secrecy. Its tendency is clear and recog-
nisable. Russia and England have common interests
with regard to the peoples dwelling in that part of the
world, and our Government, of course, would prefer to
have as a neighbour a State established in the European
manner, to a barbarous and warlike monarchy. We

i permit ourselves to express an opinion that the English
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will be compelled, by the force of circumstances, to cast
away the suspicions nourished by them with regard to
the intentions of Russia in Asia, and recognise th

necessity for entering into a solid agreement, advan

tageous to both parties.” :

Part I. of the work consists of 147 pages, divided into
twelve chapters, beginning with a summary of the Afghan
campaign of 1878-79, and closing with ¢ The War
Terror”’ at Cabul; and having as appendices the treaty of
Gundamuk and the march-route from Peshawur to Cabul.
In a preface General Soboleff says, among other things:
““The Russo-Turkish war of 1877-78 lowered the
prestige of England in the East. The Russian suc-
cesses in the Caucasus and Balkan peninsula gave the
peoples of Asia to understand that a power existed not
only not inferior to Great Britain, but even very con-
siderably stronger than the latter. It is no secret that
England took no active part in the Turkish war, because
she could not rely on any hopes of success. . . . The
East, in the sense undersiood by the English, is divided
into three parts: the right flank—China and Japan;
the centre—India and Afghanistan ; and the left lank—
Persia and Turkey. In all these countries England
enjoys immense influence ; India she rules, and Afghan-
istan, Persia, and Turkey she seeks to subject to her
authority. India is her largest and best market, and to
maintain her control over it she keeps up an army of
200,000 men.”

Describing the loss occasioned to our prestige by the
Treaty of Berlin, General Soboleff observes that ¢ Turkey
was ready to cast off our support ; Persia preferred the
Russian alliance ; Afghanistan turned her eyes towards
the north ; and in India a muttering was heard to the



72 THE RUSSIANS AT MERV AND HERAT.

effect that it was time to think of casting off the English
into the sea. The panic this produced in Calcutta and
London provoked the Afghan war.”

He then gives an account of the Treaty of Gun-
damuk, the aim of which he declares to have been
to bring the whole of Afghanistan, including Herat
and Afghan-Turkestan, under the authority of England.
The treaty was scattered to the winds by the murder
of Cavagnari, for which we ourselves were to blame;
our cruelty towards the Afghan tribes during the war
with Shere Ali having provoked the bitterest animosity
against us. Commenting on the despatch of reinforce-
ments to India to strengthen the army of revenge, he
points out (p. 28) that this circumstance demonstrated
“the weakness of our military power in India. ¢ For
two years the English press had been loudly and with
one voice declaring that England’s power in India was
so solid that her army there could sustain a great war
with a European foe, and could place 30,000 troops on
the Indian frontier. The English public, unaccustomed
to military matters, may have believed this ; but experts
could never understand why the English newspapers
exaggerated the military strength of India. In this
instance we see that even in a war with Afghanistan,
already weakened by a struggle with England and by
internecine strife, such a strain was produced that re-
inforcements had to be sent from home.”

Discussing, in the fourth chapter, the plan of the
war, on which subject he is able to throw very little
light, since, beyond the order to raid upon Cabul and
exact revenge, no plan really existed, he observes with
reference to a rumour that General Stewart intended
advancing from Candahar to Herat (p. 29): ¢ In our
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opinion it would be political folly for the English to bury
themselves in the direction of Herat, and more so in
the direction of the Oxus. Their attention ought to
be given to the maintenance of order in their rich
Indian possessions, and in the solidifying of their
dominion there. Any danger to their power is not to
be feared from the north-west, but from India itself.”

The fifth chapter deals with the formation of Roberts’s
column, and contains no remarks of any interest.
Describing in the sixth the position of Afghanistan, he
points out (p. 44) that the first revolt against Yakoob
Khan came from Badakshan, ‘‘as might have been
expected,” and goes on to say: ‘At the other ex-
tremity of Afghan Turkestan, namely in Maimene,
which Shere Ali had only conquered in 1875, the people
declared for Bokhara We may here remark that the
begdom of Maimene belonged some time to the Emir
of Bokhara, and that the Uzbek population very natu-
rally gravitated to their principal political centre.” On
p- 46 he says: ¢ There can be hardly a doubt that
Afghan Turkestan will detach itself from Cabul, and
render itself a self-governing state, or more probably
a group of distinct khanates, of which, may be, Maimene
will fall to Bokhara. There can be hardly a doubt,
also, that the whole of Northern Afghanistan, from the
Oxus right up to the Hindoo Koosh, will become included
by the force of circumstances within the sphere of the
immediate influence of Russia. England herself gave
rise to this state of affairs, by force of which Russia will
receive in Central Asia a regular ¢ scientific frontier.”

Of the battle of Charasia he says, at the end of the
seventh chapter (p. 64): * The victory was the natural
result of the state of things that day. On the one
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hand we see a detachment of troops, 6,000 strong,
splendidly armed, excellently disciplined, and led by a
talented general and skilled officers ; and on the other a
mob of half-disciplined troops, not more than 7,000 in
number, without leaders, badly armed, and hardly
knowing what discipline meant. The victory of Charasia
was attended by important strategical and political
results. It gave the English the city of Cabul and the
surrounding fruitful valley. The acquisition of this
valley enabled the commissariat to complete the scanty
supplies the column had brought with it. At the same
time, with this victory was attained the principal poli-
‘tical aim of the Kurram column—it was now possible to
exact revenge for the destruction of Major Cavagnari’s
mission. The executions which the English exacted for
the sake of revenge were, in truth, as we shall see
further on, distinguished by their barbarity. They cast
a stain upon General Roberts and his companions, and
exposed the brutal instincts of the Anglo-Indian troops.
They are not to be justified even on the score of military
necessity, since they aroused the national passions of
the Afghans and, in consequence, placed the force in a
dangerous position.”

Speaking of the pursuit of the Afghans by General
Massey on the 9th of October, the day before the entry
of Roberts into Cabul, Soboleff observes (p. 78): « In
chasing the fugitive Afghans the English cavalry showed
what the Afghans might expect from their conquerors.
Quarter was given to no one ; those taken with arms in
their hands were shot. ‘Give no quarter '—such was
the watchword pronounced by General Roberts. English
interests demanded cruelty, and those interests, as under-
stood by the English, were higher than all other interests,
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even those of humanity. Justice, humanity, mercy to
the enemy—all these pitiful words sound savagely in .
the ears of the English when the question concerns
what is and what is not to their advantage.” .

Of the fighting in the Shutargardan Pass, the third
week in October, he says (p. 83): In the affair in the
pass the tactical success was on the side of the Anglo-
Indian troops, clearly displaying their superiority in
discipline and armament above the Afghans; but the
strategical success was on the Afghan side. The English
were compelled to abandon the sole means of communi-
cation with Peshawur, by which alone Roberts might
receive reinforcements and stores. This was the first
serious defeat experienced by Roberts’s column. The
Afghans clearly showed that the Charasia fight and the
occupation of their capital had not broken their spirit.
It is worthy of surprise that the Afghans should have
proved themselves better strategists than the English.
We have already pointed out that Roberts was guilty of
a great error in changing the front of his attack upon
Cabul ; the Afghans availed themselves of this blunder,
and on their side changed their attacking front—they
threw themselves upon the south of Cabul, attacked the
communications of the English, and compelled them to
evacuate the pass.”

Closing a description of the junction of the Peshawur
force with Roberts’s column, occupying the whole of Chap-
ter X., he affirms (p. 99) that the column was ¢ not in
a condition to inspire the weak and disorganized people
of Afghanistan with either fear or respect.” In the
following chapter many extracts are given from the
malignant articles which the ¢ Daily News,” out of
pure, or rather impure, spirit of faction, penned against
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General Roberts at that period with reference to his
treatment of the people of Cabul. On p. 105 he says,
respecting Yakoob Khan's treachery: ¢ We do not
doubt in the slightest that he was in his heart the enemy
of the English.” Making him pose as a patriot, he
observes further on (p. 108): ¢ The unfortunate Yakoob
Khan fell a victim to the insatiable and dangerous
policy of the English in Asia. This policy will probably
lead to a catastrophe, in which the English will suffer.
In the present instance the English Government decided
to destroy the powerful Afghan monarchy which it had
established . . . because the Afghans had of recent
years turned their eyes towards the north.” Translating
in full Roberts’s letter of November 22, 1880, on the
influence of Russia at Cabul, he says that he thinks it
““ worthy of attention.” (p. 112) <. .. We should
like to believe that what Roberts said of the influence
of Russia at Cabul was true, but we very much doubt
it, and think that it was put forward to justify the risky
policy of the Beaconsfield Cabinet in Afghanistan.” He
further thinks that ‘‘the re-establishment of Yakoob
Khan'’s authority at Cabul, and the proclamation of an
amnesty,” would have been a wise policy for us to have
pursued ; ¢ at any rate, Yakoob would have served as an
intermediary between the English and the people ; which
people the English did not understand. But they pre-
ferred anarchy, and probably lost their influence for ever
in Afghan-Turkestan, and, may be, in Herat also.”

The approach of winter, according to Soboleff, found
the army ¢ master only of the ground on which it
stood ; anarchy seethed around it (p. 118). ¢ The
personal character of General Roberts would not allow
him to pursue any other course of action than that of
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provoking fear in the minds of the natives, and here
we cannot but point out the very great difference between
our mode of operations in Central Asia and that of the
English in Afghanistan. There is not a single case in
which we did not free the natives of their taxes, or
mitigate them. This, and our respect for their religion,
and our humanity to the fallen enemy, with many other
things not to be seen on the part of the English, led to
the rapid pacification of the region of Central Asia
conquered by us. In such cases where we occupied
territories which we did not intend to permanently hold,
such as the Karshi district in 1868, and the Sharisiabs
district in 1870, we refrained altogether from meddling
with the internal administration of the country. A
brilliant illustration of this is the occupation of Khiva
in 1873 by General Kaufmann. It is beyond doubt
that previous to that conquest the Khan, Seid Mahomed,
was one of the bitterest of our enemies. Khiva was
occupied, and the Khan fled to the Turcomans. Re-
covering after awhile from his fear, and seeing how
humanely the Russians were comporting themselves
towards the enemy, the Khan appeared before General’
Kaufmann, and was reinstated in his authority. The
result is obvious. The Khan respects and listens to the
counsels of the Russian authorities ”” (which, considering
that Russia maintains a garrison of 8,000 troops in close
proximity to the Khivan capital, is not remarkable—M.),
¢ while the Russian Government, on its part, respects
the anthority of the Khan, and refrains from any inter-
ference in the internal affairs of the Khanate. Did the
English act in the same way towards Yakoob Khan ?
It is clear they did just the reverse, and this because
they felt themselves weak "’ (p. 118).
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The thirteenth chapter is devoted wholly to ‘¢ The
War Terror ”’ at Cabul, largely based upon an article by
Frederick Harrison in the ¢ Fortnightly Review,” which
appeared when all manner of calumnies were in circu-
lation respecting Roberts’s operations, and which the
“Daily News” and other Opposition newspapers did
their utmost to exaggerate. The part which the Liberal
press played during this period must ever be regarded
with regret by all who are proud of England’s good
name. Let party politicians and party newspapers
indulge in venomous attacks on each other as much as
they please, but the army should always be respected.
The charges they brought forward day after day have
been proved to have been false, but those who formulated
those accusations have never had the decency to
openly retract them. Having no interest to get at the -
truth of the matter, it is not surprising that Russian
- writers should ignore the controversies which the
calumnies provoked, and which ultimately exposed the
baselessness of them. Thanks to such newspapers as
the ¢“ Daily News,”” and to such writers as Mr. Harrison,
Russia firmly believes that the English army was guilty
of every species of barbarity in Afghanistan, and lays
hold of the circumstance as an excuse for her own real
and well-attested military excesses.

Adverting to the ‘“ harsh general’s " acts in ¢ executing
the natives, making requisitions by force, destroying and
burning villages, mercilessly shooting prisoners, &ec.”
(p- 127), Soboleff devotes several pages to a collaboration
of all the lies that were published with reference to the
burning alive of Afghan prisoners on the battle-field of
Charasia, carefully omitting the refutation afterwards
satisfactorily furnished by General Roberts and the
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“Daily News ' special correspondent with the force.*
A long translation follows of Harrison’s article, and his
opinion that ¢‘ the English army more frequently occu-
pies itself than any other army in the world with hang-
ing, shooting, or punishing prisoners of war,” is printed
by Soboleff in italics, and provoked the following remarks
(pp. 135-36): ¢ In a war with Asiatics, who only under-
stand the right of Force, it often happens that crushing
blows have to be inflicted, not only on troops, but on
towns and settlements also. But when a struggle is over,
the troops of Russia, observing the sacred duty of military
discipline, never allow themselves to ill-treat the fallen
enemy. Never, even in the Caucasus, where a long,
sanguinary war was waged, did the Russians ever instal
cold-blooded, calculating Terror. The Russian officer
and soldier are merciful to the enemy; therein lies the
secret of our prestige ; it is our strength ; and with that
weapon we shall conquer the English in Asia. Every
proper-minded person must revolt against the injustice
and the egotism of the Anglo-Indian commanders, but
what must have been the thoughts of those against
whom those injustices were directed ? What must have
been the feelings of the Afghans? Unhappily, the
Afghans do not enjoy the blessings possessed by civilised
peoples.  Their voice cannot be heard! Their ener-
getic protests can only take the form of action, and we
shall directly see the desperate efforts they made to expel
the English from Cabul.”

* See “ The Afghan War of 1879-80,” by Howard Hensman,
special correspondent of the “Daily News,” pp. 146-47; also
p- 169 for a refutation of the charge that villages had been burnt
and the people turned out into the snow. Mr. Hensman expresses
great indignation at these calumnies, which, it may be noted,
were chiefly given prominence to in the leader columns of the
very paper he represented.—M.
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To retort upon this with citations of the many mas-
sacres and brutalities committed by Russian generals in
their conquests and ‘¢ pacifications ” is a task too un-
gracious to bend to here. If indignation be expressed
against those who lie in the face of facts, it should be
directed in the first place rather against Mr. Frederick
Harrison than against General Soboleff.

A translation of the Treaty of Gundamuk, and an
account of the road between Cabul and Peshawur, com-
piled from V. V. Grigorieff’s ¢ Kabulistan and Kafir-
istan,” close the first part of Soboleff’s work. The
second contains seventeen chapters, extending from
“ The Afghan Victories at Cabul ”’ to ¢¢ The Junction of
General Stewart’s Detachment with the Cabul Force;”
preceded by a ¢ Sketch of the History of Afghanistan,
and the Geography and Statistics of the Country.” The
latter is a bare narrative of 46 pages, from which we
take the following opinions :—

“In the campaign of 1838-42 (p. 165) the English
lost more than 30,000 people and 50,000 camels; ex-
pending upwards of 100,000,000 roubles. Their rule
in India became shaken, the independence of Afghan-
istan became established, and the Sikh monarchy grew
in might. As to the erection of any serious barrier to
the forward movement of the Russians in Asia, of
which Lord Auckland had dreamed, there could not be
any question on that point. That side of the affair
had entered the path of history, and the English were
compelled to seek fresh measures to strengthen their
position in India. From that time the great Eastern
Question entered upon a fresh phase.* The English com-

“#* The italics throughout are Soboleff’s.—M.
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menced to seriously think of drawing away the attention
of Russia from Central Asia. . . . The Crimean war
was brought about by the English to increase their
prestige and strengthen their power in India (p. 167).
. . . In 1857, England, tugging France behind her,
decided upon a war with China. The Eastern Question,
in its broad sense, acquired immense significance, and the
English decided to avail themselves of everything, in order
once for all to solve that grandiose problem in favour of
their interests. Into the rayon of their feverish activity
entered Turkey, Persia, Afghanistan, and China. Great
Britain, as it were, aimed at rendering itself the lord of
all those countries. It is difficult to define what the
fulfilment of this extensive programme of the leading
naval power might have led to, but the unexpected and
terrible mutiny of the sepoys in India in 1857 un-
doubtedly largely disarranged the plans of the English.
The Indian Mutiny was an echo of the Crimean war;
it shook the position of the English in India; but
military fortune favoured them, and the insurrection
was cruelly crushed. The head of the revolt, Nana
Sahib, disappeared, and the people of India believe
that he lives in Russia; that is, in the state from
which the people expect their emancipation ” (p. 168).
Speaking of the frontiers of Afghanistan, he says (page
174) :—¢¢ The frontier adjacent to Chinese Turkestan
and Russian Pamir is undetermined and but little
known. From the point of the Pamir summit, as far as
which Russian topographical surveys have been effected,
and whither a Russian detachment has penetrated,*

* Probably General Abramoff’s in 1878. This was one of the
three that were to have marched with the Afghans upon India.
Its movement southward continued for some time after the Treaty

6
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to the extreme inhabited point belonging to Afghanistan
is 80 versts (53 miles). " This intervening expanse is in-
habited by no one, and may be considered as part of the
Russian province of Turkestan.” His account of the
¢ ways of communication in Afghanistan’ (p. 190), con-
tain several remarks of interest. ¢ Afghanistan occupies
an extremely important geographical position in the
old world. Through it pass land routes joining Europe
and India together, i.e. binding the common interests
of more than 550 million people. Asia Minor, the
Caucasus, and Persia are united to India by Afghanistan.
The roads passing outside Afghanistan, to the south of
it, through Southern Beloochistan, possess, on account
of their desert character, no significance whatever.
Afghanistan serves to bind Central Asia and Russian
Turkestan to India. The road passing between Herat
and Candahar is the principal road joining South-west
Asia, and throngh it Europe also, with India. Along
its entire length the transport of wheeled vehicles
and artillery is possible. The road traverses the most
populous part of Afghanistan and Persia, and has
abundance of water, transport, and provisions, together
with a sufficiency of forage and fuel. From Astrabad,
situated at the south-east corner of the Caspian, to the
river Indus, the road traverses the following places :—

Meshed . . . 867 miles.
Herat . . . 229
Sebzawar . . . 84 ,,
Farrah . . . 79% ,,

”

of Berlin was signed, and provoked sufficient stir on the Indian
border to give rise to the report that Abramoff had reached Cabul.
For a while, Stolietoff was mistaken in India for Abramoff.—M,
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Vashir . . . 791 miles
Girishk . . . 60
Candahar . . .75,
Quetta . . . 146 ,,
Shikapoor . . . 207

Total .- 1,827,

In this manner from the Caspian Sea to the Indus is a
distance of 1,327 miles. Were this route organized,
Russian goods, making use of the highway of the Volga
and Caspian, might penetrate to Afghanistan and India.
By means of this route there might be an interchange of
European and Indian wares. At the beginning of the
Middle Ages this interchange was effected by means of
a route running through the town of Itil, the ruins of
which exist near the mouth of the Volga. This route,
in consequence of the tumults in Central Asia and the
forays of the Turcomans, was long ago closed to
commerce. Peter the Great strove to reopen it.

‘“ Another important road, uniting Eastern Europe
with India, traverses the Kirghiz steppes to Bokhara,
and thence crosses Northern Afghanistan, vid the Hindoo
" Koosh, to Cabul and Peshawur. The length of it,
reckoning from Orenburg, the extremity of the European
railway system, to Peshawur is 2,082 miles.

River Syr Daria (Mallebash ferry) 668 miles.

Bokhara . . . . 4856 ,,
Karshi . . . . 94
Mazar-i- Shenf . . . 215%
Tashkoorgan . i . . 41
Rooi . . . . . 99,
Bamian . . . . . 105% ,,
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Cabul . . . . . 1304 miles
Peshawur . . . . . 198 ,,
Total . . .2032 ,,

This route is not to be compared with the other one,
as much on account of its length as by reason of its
drawbacks. Between Orenburg and Bokhara, for a
distance of 1,153 miles, it traverses the Kirghiz steppes,
barren and unpopulated wastes. To the south of the
Ozxus it proceeds to the foot of the Hindoo Koosh, and
traverses that colossal range by a pack-road, up which a
conveyance can only crawl by the greatest exertion.

‘‘Between these two roads passes another intermediate
one, running from Krasnovodsk to Kizil Arvat, Geok
Tepé, Askabad, and Herat to India. Its length,
reckoning from Michael’s Bay, on the Caspian, to the
Indus, is as follows :(—

Kizil Arvat . . . 147 miles.
Geok Tepé . . . 89%% ,,
Sarakhs . . . 205% ,,
Herat . . . 179,
Shikapoor . . . 782 ,,

Total . . 1,368 ,,

With the repression of the predatory instincts of the Tekke

people, occupying a considerable extent of this route, it
~ has acquired immense importance, since, on the one hand,
the English have already constructed a railway from
the Indus to Sibi, in the direction of Candahar, for a
distance of 139 miles, and, on the other, the Russians
have carried a railroad from Michailovsk to Kizil Arvat,
147 miles. With the extension of the former from
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Sibi to Candahar, 476 miles will further have been
laid, consequently there will then remain in the
immediate future only 877 miles of ordinary road
between Europe and India, the rest being covered with
rails. When the rivalry of England with Russia in
Asia comes to a close, the rails may be laid down along
this section, and it will be possible then to journey from
London to Calcutta in nine days.

“ Through Afghanistan have passed all the great
conquerors proceeding to India from the shores of the
Mediterranean, the Black Sea and Caspian, and from
the Central Asian khanates. The historical events of
ancient times and of the Middle Ages, occurring in
Southern Asia, have given rise to a saying among the
people that ¢ No one can be Sovereign of India who is not
ruler of Cabul.” Another saying has it that ¢ The key of
the Asiatic Empire lies in Southern Afghanistan, near
Candahar.’ The English regard Herat as the key of
India. However difficult it may be to traverse Afghan-
istan, however high may be the Hindoo Koosh and
other ranges of the country, conquerors have always
accomplished their aim and penetrated to India. The
first conqueror of India, as is well known, was Alexander
the Great. After him may be cited Mahmood of Ghuzni,
seven times penetrating to India; Tamerlane, issuing
. from Bokhara, traversing the Hindoo Koosh and Cabul,
and entering India by the Khyber Pass; Sultan Baber,
of Khokand, by the same route; the son of Sultan
Baber, and finally, Nadir Shah of Persia, who reached
it via Herat.” Describing the Afghan army, he says
(p. 196) :—*“In the campaign of 1879-80 the Afghan
artillery general, the celebrated Mahomet Jan, was able
to organize a powerful militia from a few Afghan tribes,
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and beat in the open field an extensive body of Anglo-
Indian troops, under the command of the brave and
talented General Roberts, and compelled him to shut
himself up in the entrenchments of Sherpoor.”

Having described Afghanistan, Soboleff continues his
narrative. ‘“ December, 1879, found the English army,”
he states, ‘“in a most critical position . . . . The
name of Roberts had lost all prestige, he had earned the
hatred of the people, and the fear he had provoked had
disappeared ’ (p. 197). . . . ‘ We will not describe
all the horrors which took place at Cabul and in its
vicinity, and which exceeded, according to the London
jurist Harrison, the savagery of Bashi Bazooks, and refer
the reader to the English newspapers, which contain a
mass of the most interesting facts; we will only remark
that the patience of the Afghans was exhausted, and
that all were inspired with a desire for a bloody
revenge.”

The actions from December 10th to December 13th
he claims as victories for the Afghans, and he reads
Roberts a long lecture on his contempt for the enemy
(p- 205), which, he maintains, was the cause of our
defeats. The battle of the Asmai Heights, December 14,
he sets down as ‘ another Afghan victory—the English
troops were completely put to flight” (p. 209); ¢ the
triumph of the Afghans was complete ” (p. 211). The
despatch of reinforcements from England to India
provokes the remark that ‘‘the English had to use
every effort to gain even a relative success over feeble
Afghanistan. We again direct the reader’s attention to
this circumstance, since it displays in the fullest the
outward military strength of the English in Southern
Asia. The English believe that their Indian army can
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easily place on the borders of India 30,000, and even
50,000 troops, which, in their opinion, is sufficient not
only for a struggle with an Asiatic Power, but with any
European one thinking of marching upon India. The
Afghan war is interesting in this respect, as allowing
the possibility of gauging the military position in India.
We see that the first defeat in Afghanistan compelled
the English to leave India almost without troops”
(p. 215-16). Again, ‘“In reviewing General Gough’s
movement we see facts confirming our doubts of
Roberts having more than 5,000 men fit for duty, and
we may here remark that a careful study of the two
Afghan campaigns has led us to believe that the military
organization of the Indian army, and in particular the
Intendance Branch, is far from being distinguished by
those high qualities which might guarantee the English
durable military success.”

In Chapter XVI., devoted to an account of ‘“ The
march of the troops to extricate General Roberts’s de-
tachment,” he lays great stress on the slowness of the
movement, and comments on the little care our columns
took to render themselves secure from the sudden
onslaughts of the enemy. This, he imagines, proceeded
from ‘“too much self-reliance.” The Government of
India was equally to blame in this respect, and he says
(p- 228) that “it ought to have known that there
was limit to the military power of the English in India.
Beyond its borders, even in a struggle with weakly
Afghanistan, it showed itself to be almost impotent.
We consider that the English did not accomplish those
aims in Central Asia they sought to attain by a suc-
cessful Afghan war, and we cannot but wonder at those
gigantic plans with regard to Herat, Afghan-Turkestan,
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and Merv, disclosed by the Conservative Ministry—plans
which to carry out would render necessary an increase of
upwards of 50,000 troops to the Indian army.”

The account of the ¢ Siege of Sherpoor by the
Afghans” in Chapter XVII. opens thus: ¢ The series
of victories gained by the Afghans around Cabul had
compelled, as we have seen, a powerful English force to
fly in panic-stricken terror to the cover of the Sherpoor
cantonments.” ¢ The English,” he continues, ¢ affirm
that they were surrounded by masses of Afghans, 40,000
in number ; but this seems to us to be an exaggeration.
We believe, and not without foundation, that the army
of Mahomet Jan, together with the Kohistanis, did not
exceed 15,000 men.” Further on (p. 233) he insists
that the ¢ English were overcome by a panic,”’ and that
““the English don’t like to acknowledge themselves
defeated . . . . Thus, on the 14th of December, Roberts
was thoroughly defeated by Mahomet Jan, and yet,
thanks to a success gained in the morning by a portion
of the troops under General Baker, the English were
ready to believe in the success of the whole day. Not
only is a refusal to acknowledge their defeats a distinc-
tive quality of the English, but they are also given to
extreme, and often gross, exaggerations of their suc-
cesses. ¢ The affair was brilliant, obstinate, and a bloody
one,’ they often say, and then go on to add that their
losses consisted in only ¢one wounded,” and that
‘lightly.’ ¢ The advance was desperate, and the position
frightful,” they telegraphed regarding the affair on the
Shutargardan of October 19, 1879, ¢ for three days we
were surrounded by the Afghans; the enemy poured a
fire on the spot where we got our water from.” The
Shutargardan affair was elevated almost to the rank of
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the defence of Sevastopol or Shipka ; the Queen-
Empress despatched a special message thanking in warm
language the heroes of that brilliant affair.” Yet the
total loss of the English during those three days of
desperate fighting consisted only of seven men."”

People who live in glass houses should not throw
stones. To omit all reference to the proverbial * one
Cossack killed,”” we have only to fall back on an official
list of losses in the various great Russian battles in
Central Asia to see how easy it is to retort upon General
Soboleff.

Losses in Central Asian battles in the open :—*

Killed.
1860. Oozoon-Agatch 2
1866. Irdjar . 0
1868. Samarcand 2
1868. Zeraboolak 0
1868. Karshi . . . .2
1870. Koolekalan Heights 7
1871. Ketman . 2
1871. Alimtoo . . . 0
1871. Tchin-tcha Khodzi . 1
1873. Tchandeer 4
1875. Makhram - 5

Total in eleven battles . 25

In one battle alone, Makhram, the Russians killed
20,000 of the enemy, with a loss of only five killed and
nine wounded on their side.

There is nothing worthy of mnotice in Soboleff’s

* Taken from Colonel Kostenko’s ¢Turkestanski Kri,” St.
Petersburg, 1880, vol. iii. p. 289. For other lists see “Merv,
the Queen of the World,” p. 401.—M.
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account of the ¢ siege of Sherpoor,” except his opinion
(p. 245), that the English cavalry was ¢ afraid of the
Afghans; always appeared late on the scene, did not
know how to manceuvre, and did not fulfil outpost
duties as it ought to have done.” On the approach of
the relieving force, ‘‘ the Afghans quietly withdrew "
(p. 245) . . . ¢ The English did not follow them, but
continued to fire . . . . At last, the Afghans having
retired a respectable distance, the English decided to
occupy a village lying on the route of march of General
Charles Gough. The affair of December 23 came to a
close. The English loudly proclaimed it as a brilliant
success over the Afghans. We do not regard it as a
victory for the English. The fact of the matter was,
Mahomet Jan clearly recognised that without artillery
he could not take the strong position of Sherpoor. He
hoped that a prolonged blockade would compel the
English sometime or other to retreat to Jellalabad, or
to submit to him. He strongly relied on the Gilzais
checking the advance of the Peshawur column, and when
this was not realized he recognised that he ought not
to waste his men in a fruitless assault, and occupied
himself with a quiet withdrawal of his principal force from
Cabul. He knew of the approach of the head of the
Peshawur column better than Roberts, and hence hastened
the quicker to fulfil his cleverly projected plan of retreat.
To accomplish this, a false attack on the English position
was undertaken ; and since the Kohistani route lies to
the north, ¢.e. in an opposite direction to the Ghuzni,
Maidan, and Logar tribes, he made it the duty of the
first to attract the attention of the English to the
contrary side of the retreat of the principal part of his
army. The English once more let slip a good oppor-
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tunity for inflicting a defeat even on a part of the
army of Mahomet Jan, and rendered it possible for that
clever Afghan general to fulfil one of the most difficult
manceuvres in war : to retreat quietly and without loss.
We may remark that these conclusions are borne out by
the statements of the English themselves. The English
only quitted their entrenchments when the Afghans had
completely evacuated the environs. In what, then, con-
sisted their victory ? They were delighted at having at
last escaped from their humiliating position. We can
understand their joy, but we cannot praise their action.
On the other hand, the operations of Mahomet Jan are
worthy of every praise.”

Again, further on (p. 248): ‘“The English loudly
extolled their brilliant defence of Sherpoor, but we are
unable to detect a single trait in that defence which
merits that designation. The English army shut itself
up in a fortress, and did not dare to issue from it.
We cannot refrain from contrasting the Sherpoor
defence with the defence of Samarcand by our glorious
Turkestan troops in the summer of 1868. The external
circumstances of both affairs were alike. Sherpoor was
invested by the army of Mahomet Jan ; Samarcand was
surrounded by the armed militia of Sharisiabs and the
populace of the city. Against the English, reckoning
the people of Cabul, were 30,000 men (this refers to
December 14) ; the same number opposed the garrison
of the citadel of Samarcand. Sherpoor was invested
for nine days, Samarcand for seven. But the differences
between the two consist in this: the Anglo-Indian
army at Sherpoor comprised 5,000 sabres and bayonets
and 30 guns ; the Russian garrison of Samarcand, 752
sabres and bayonets and 28 guns, of which latter 24
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were Bokharan cannon, and only four of them fit for use.
The Afghans did not assault Sherpoor; the citadel of
Samarcand was subjected to incessant onslaughts. The
" English made no sorties; the Russian garrison availed
itself of every opportunity to slip out, in consequence
of which we lost, during the siege, 48 killed and 171
wounded—in all 219 men; the English losing on their
part 89 men, of whom 9 were killed. In a word, the
powerful garrison of Sherpoor took up a strictly passive
defensive position.”

Describing in the nineteenth chapter the condition of
the Cabul force after the removal of the investment of
Sherpoor, General Soboleffrepeats (p. 253) his previous
opinion that the Afghan war showed India to be
incapable of throwing an efficient and powerful army
beyond her border, and comes to the conclusion, in
italics, that the ¢ attacking element of the Anglo-Indian
army is weak.” The ¢ Sherpoor catastrophe,” he adds,
¢ considerably circumscribed these broad strategical plans
which the English, flushed by their October successes,
had indulged their fancy with.” Further, ¢“in India a
crisis arose. The power of the English had been placed in
a very unfavourable light”’ (p. 264). . . . “ The English
know very well that a spark is only necessary to setin a
blaze the inflammable materials which erist in abundance
throughout the Peninsula.”

Quoting a number of extracts from the ¢ Daily News,"
to prove that the Afghan war had plunged India into
deeper poverty, he observes (p. 258) : ¢ For more than
four years the London and Anglo-Indian press has been
inculcating the necessity, day after day, of taking
measures on the north-west frontier of India to counter-
act the Russian forward movement in Central Asia.
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Such an alarm, without doubt, has no real basis. The
conviction that Russia seeks to swallow up, without limit,
territory in Central Asia is founded on a false impres-
sion of our operations in that part of Asia. This im-
pression excites the English public to alarm and agita-
tion, and provokes the Ministry to aimless, difficult, and
even dangerous conquests. Our prestige in Central
Asia is, indeed, powerful, but it derives its force not
so much from our material as from our moral superiority.
We treat the natives as beings having the same right
to exist as ourselves; to the native states, however weak
they may be, we comport ourselves without gasconade,
and respect their rights. We have no special 4siatic
policy in Asia; our policy there is founded on the same
principles of “international law as in Europe. In that lies
our strength and our superiority over the English. The
latter, by force of their innate character, act in a precisely
diametrically opposite manner. They love to triumph
over the weak, and to make the latter feel their inferiority.
The English ought to recognise that the durability of
their dominion in India is not threatened by Russian
bayonets, but by the ever-spreading moral prestige of
the Russian name. So long as the Russians were
unknown in Central Asia, the English rested quietly in
India, and did what they liked. But, lo! a hundred-
tongued rumour began to spread about tidings of the
approach of a new European power, humane, merciful,
and just, and, therefore, also strong. This rumour
flew over the Hindoo Koosh, traversed Afghanistan, and
penetrated to India. The English themselves helped to
spread the rumour, and, in declaring war against the
hapless Shere Ali, showed the people of India that they
were in terror of this new power.”
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General Soboleff describes Herat in the next chapter,
preparatory to proving that we had the intention, in
1879, of occupying that place. Comparing the Oxus-
Cabul line of advance upon India with the Herat-
Candahar line, he dwells on the marked inferiority of
the former, and affirms that ¢ whether an army descended
to the Oxus from Cabul, or ascended from the Oxus to
it, the operation would be of the most difficult and
dangerous character” (p. 262). Of Herat, he says:
““ And, indeed, in all Central Asia, and even, we may
say, in all Southern Asia, there is no place more im-
portant, from a military point of view, than Herat.
Asia Minor, the Caucasus, Persia, Turkestan, and
Afghanistan, with Beloochistan and India, are all con-
nected one with the other by this city. Its territory is
remarkable for its wealth of corn, the surplus of which
is sufficient to support an army 100,000 strong, together
with its transport. The transport of such an army, neces-
sarily immense, could be furnished by the local resources.
Through Herat runs the sole road traversable by a large
army. Between it and lower India no natural obstacles
whatever exist. Attaining Candahar, an army marching
upon India may advance further by several routes, and
force the Gomal, Dera-Gazi-Khan, and Bolan passes,
or even the roads lying further to the north, running
through the valleys of Khost, Kurram, and Cabul. The
southern passes, we may observe, are more convenient
than the northern ones for reaching India. The national
interests of the people of India long ago appraised the
value of Herat. A body of European troops established
in that city, and standing with its front to the south-
east, would draw upon it the attention of the whole
population. In that lies the moral significance of a
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military occupation of Herat, and it is not without
reason that a number of English experts, knowing
India well, have expressed their belief that, were an
enemy to occupy Herat with a powerful force, the
English army, without having fired a shot, would con-
sider itself half beaten. This belief may appear some-
what exaggerated from an exclusively military point of
view, but the English, in discussing the possibility of
military operations in Southern Asia in the future, justly
refrain from separating the political question from them.
And this can be understood : the Indian Peninsula is
populated with races for the most part hostile to the
English dominion.”

Mentioning various circumstances to demonstrate that
England intended occupying Herat, he says (p. 267):
““We have seen that the Afghans beat General Roberts’s
detachment in several engagements in December 1879,
and compelled him to shut himself up in Sherpoor.
We called those engagements brilliant victories for the
Afghans. And, indeed, those victories had something
more than a mere local significance. They fatally
influenced the whole course of the Afghan war, and
compelled the English to give up the idea of occupying
Herat.”

Soboleff then describes the operations of the southern
column, after the news reached General Sir Donald
Stewart of the murder of Cavagnari. For Stewart he
expresses a very high opinion, as a ‘“ careful and talented
general ”’ (p. 281). ¢ The idea of a march to Herat,”
he asserts, ‘“ arose with the English after the battle of
Charasia and the occupation of Cabul. The staff of the
army had reason to believe that a complete success
gained by the Kurram force before the capital of
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Afghanistan, would serve to pacify the Afghans and
cause them to submit to the English demands; but this
calculation was not borne out by events’ (p. 285).
Quoting from the ¢ Central News” telegrams, London
correspondence of the ‘‘Neue Freie Presse,” and the
“Civil and Military Gazette of India,” to prove that
the notion of a march to Herat was entertained by the
Government, he clenches his chain of proof with, ¢* The
newspaper ‘ Globe,” the very one that, thanks to the
kindly offices of Mr. Marvin, published a secret docu-
ment during the Berlin Congress, announced that at the
end of December 1879 a Cabinet Council deliberated
upon the necessity of immediately occupying Herat, in
view of the impending military operations in Central Asia.
Viceroy Lytton, in one of his speeches, plainly declared
that he intended despatching an expedition in the spring
against Herat”’ (pp. 286-7).

General Soboleff gives the following as the causes of
the collapse of the project for occupying Herat (p. 289):
¢ 1. The December events of 1879, which showed how
difficult it was to conquer the Afghan militia, and the
subsequent fruitless negotiations with the chiefs, extend-
ing to March, which showed that satisfactory results
could only be gained by the aid of the sword. 2. The
failure of the negotiations with Persia for marching
simultaneously upon Herat with English and Persian
troops, which encountered serious extranecus diplomatic
difficulties, and did not lead to the desired result.
3. The appearance of Abdurrahman Khan on the scene,
and the possibility of an alliance between him and
Ayoub Khan of Herat. 4. Theinability of the Candahar
force, in its existing condition, to occupy Herat.”

To have marched upon Herat without the aid of
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Persia would have required 10,000 infantry, 3,000
cavalry, and 800 artillery, or, in all, 13,800 men. of
this number 7,000 would have been needed to protect
the line of advance, twenty-eight days’ march long,
leaving only 6,800 available for active service at Herat.
Upwards of 60,000 camels would have been required for
the transport. Granted that these could have been
obtained, the force would not have reached Herat in less
than fifty or sixty days (sic.); it would have had no
forage or food; it would have been enfeebled; its experi-
ence with the natives would have been the same as at
Cabul ; and in the end, after a general rising, it would
have had to have taken up a defensive position, as in the
case of Roberts at Sherpoor. The matter would have
been different could the English have sent 20,000 troops
to Herat, leaving 15,000 to guard Candahar and the
road between it and ‘India. But, in the absence of
transport, the despatch of 20,000 men to Herat was an
almost impossible task ”’ (p. 291).

Having been compelled to resign the idea of occupy-
ing Herat, General Soboleff states that England decided
to march the Candahar force to Cabul, vid Ghuzni, and
devotes the 24th and 25th chapters to a narrative
of the operations connected with that movement.
There is very little of this that need be quoted, except
the opinion that the gathering of the Afghans at various
points indicated that they were altogether unconquered.

Of the battle of Ahmed Kheyl, he says (p. 305) :—
¢¢ The battle of April 19th before Ghuzni may be placed
on a level with the Charasia affair, won by General
Roberts in 1879 before Cabul. The result of the latter
was the occupation of Cabul ; of the former, the occupa-
tion of Ghuzni, the principal centre of the coalition of

7
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the Afghan tribes hostile to the English. In both
affairs the Anglo-Indian troops displayed steadiness and
bravery, and their commanders calculation and calm-
ness. Both affairs displayed also one defect of the
English troops—their inability to pursue the enemy.
Let us add, that neither battle broke down the opposition
of the Afghans.”

Soboleff does not approve of the retirement of
Stewart from Ghuzni. ‘It was accepted,” he says
(p. 808), ‘by the natives as a defeat. Although
Stewart marched on to Cabul, still he left Ghuzni behind
him without finally dispersing the Afghans and pacify-
ing the country. In Asia the evacuation of a town once
occupied is almost always regarded as a sign of defeat.
The spirited Afghans very well understood that Stewart’s
detachment, surrounded by the numerous Afghan levies,
could not long remain at Ghuzni. He was compelled to
retreat, and we allow ourselves to express the conviction
that the march of Stewart upon Ghuzni and Cabul was one
of the greatest strategical errors of the English General Staff.”

His description of the Cabul force during the first
three months of 1880 contains nothing of interest,
except a note on page 314 with reference to the state-
ment of one of the English officers, that the army was
tired of the campaign, ‘not having the longing for
conquest peculiar to Russian officers in Turkestan.”
“ This remark,” says Soboleff, ‘“we cannot allow to
pass unchallenged. The English have relatively always
conducted more wars in Asia than we have. Their
wars, indeed, are incessant. They can hardly avoid
them. If they did, they would risk losing their prestige.
It is always useful for the weak to display their skill from
time to time,”
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The arrival of Stewart at Cabul was attended with no
results; the country traversed between Candahar and
Cabul continued as hostile as ever, and the people of
Cabul threatened again to rise against the combined
forces and shut them up once more in Sherpoor.
General Soboleff cannot tell how the English would
have got out of the mess in which they had involved
themselves, had not Abdurrahman Khan ¢¢suddenly
appeared on the scene and saved their honour ” (page
357). This opinion closes the second part, and con-
cludes the first volume, to which is attached an appendix,
headed ‘The War Terror,” and containing a full
translation of the protest raised by the Peace Society
against General Roberts in December 1879, when the
Opposition newspapers were full of mendacious and un-
patriotic charges against our brave army in Afghanistan.
General Soboleff follows this with a bitter onslaught,
not only against Roberts, but against England in general
and the Conservative party in particular. ¢ Wherever
the English have interests, the people groan beneath the
English yoke” (p. 363). A translation succeeds this
outburst of the charges made by Dr. William Russell,
the famous Crimean correspondent of the Times, against
the English army in the Transvaal. General Roberts’s
reply to the accusations of cruelty brought against his
army, Soboleff describes as ‘‘ naive,” and he notes with
satisfaction that it was ¢‘received with a general laugh
of ridicule by the House of Commons. . . . . To the
Liberal Party, i.e. the section of the British nation
having the largest amount of common sense, it appeared
humiliating that the troops should have behaved in such
a brigand-like manner in a country where they ought to
have placed European civilisation in strong contrast

7 e
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with Asiatic barbarism ” (p. 369). In conclusion,
Soboleff charges England with ¢ treating Asiatics as a
people of a lower race, while Russia treats them as
men,” and observes, in italics, that it is not without
cause the conviction has grown up among them that
‘¢ Russia is timmeasurably stronger than England.”

The third part of ¢ The Anglo-Afghan Conflict "
comprises chapters 31-39, and deals mainly with the
events in Afghan-Turkestan which led up to the
installation of Abdurrahman Khan as Ameer. The first
three chapters describe the English position in Afghan-
istan and the minor events that followed the opening of
the negotiations with Abdurrahman. General Soboleff
holds that our army was in a most critical condition ; it
only controlled the area on which it was encamped ; its
communications were constantly being broken; its
supplies were rapidly disappearing; and the whole
country was, more or less, in arms against it. The
34th chapter contains a description of Afghan-Turkestan,
for the most part based on * Grodekoff’s Ride to
Herat.”* -

Soboleff’s account of Shere Ali’s flight to Mazar-i-
Sherif is interesting. ‘¢ We have already seen’’ (p. 413)
‘“ that Shere Ali, quitting Cabul in the antumn of 1878,
and directing his eldest son, Yakoob Khan, to continue
the struggle with the English, crossed the Hindoo Koosh,
and appeared in Afghan-Turkestan. He intended pro-
ceeding to Tashkent, and placing before the Russians the
desperate position in which he had been involved by the

# «(Colonel Grodekoff’'s Ride from Samarcand to Herat,
through Balkh and the Uzbek States of Afghan-Turkestan; with
his own map of the march route from the Oxus to Herat,” by
Charles Marvin, W. H. Allen & Co., London, 1880,
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English.* He did not wish to struggle with them.
He only desired to be left in peace. . . . . He knew
very well that an open conflict with them would ruin all
his efforts for the development of his country. . . . .
He wished to show the world that the war had not been
caused by the Afghans, but by the selfishness of the
English Government. His belief in the justice of the
Afghan cause was so deep, that he openly declared that
he intended placing, with the mediation of the Russian
Government, the Anglo-Afghan conflict before a con-
ference of the great European Powers. The wretched
Afghan did not conceive that the Western Euro-
pean Powers are only willing to resort to conferences,
when it seems necessary to them to curb the political
growth of the strongest European Power, Russia. He
was not aware of that fear of the Russian Government
which prevails in the West ; he did not know that every
step Russia takes to increase her outer might or improve
her internal condition excites the bitterest vexation in
the West. Shere Ali well knew that the Russian Tsar,
the Ak-Padishah, was the mightiest sovereign in the
world ; that Turkey had been ruined by Russia; that
England, together with Turkey, had experienced defeat.
It seemed to him, therefore, sufficient to apply to the
Russian Government, in order to compel the English to
refrain from meddling with the independence of Afghan-
istan. The journey of Shere Ali to Tashkent did not
take place. He wintered in Afghan-Turkestan. His

* Or rather, by the Russians themselves. Dr. Yavorsky, in his
account of the Stolietoff Mission at Cabul, declares frankly that
the Russian ambassador induced Shere Ali to fight England, by
holding out promises of military assistance on the part of Russia.
But for Sto]iietoﬁ’s unscrupulosity there would probably have
been no Afghan war.—M.
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appearance north of the Hindoo Koosh, and his pro-
longed stay there, prevented the Uzbeks rising against
the Afghans, which they otherwise would have assuredly
done.”

Shere Ali died in March 1879, and Yakoob Beg
succeeded him. Major Cavagnari was appointed coun-
cillor to the Ameer, but ¢ the people of Cabul were
aroused to anger by his insolence, and on the 8rd
of September the Ameer was delivered from him ”
(p- 416). After the occupation of Cabul ¢ Afghanistan
remained without a Sovereign. The brave General
Roberts thought he might play the part of Ameer, but
he was deeply deceived—the country became a prey to
anarchy.” Dealing then with the accusation that
Russian intrigue showed itself in the flight of Abdur-
rahman Khan, Soboleff asserts that Russia maintained
an honourable neutrality. ¢ Had England followed the
advice of those who counselled her to retort upon Rus-
sian intrigue by occupying Herat, she would have had to
have added permanently 50,000 troops to the Anglo-
Indian army, and four millions sterling to the budget.
The foreposts of the English troops would have touched
the foreposts of the Russian army. On the one hand,
on the Oxus, the English would have had as their
neighbours the 50,000 troops of the Russian army of
Turkestan ; and on the west, the advanced guard of the
250,000 troops of the army of the Caucasus. Such an
approximation, in view of the sympathy of the natives of
India with Russian power in Asia, would have been, to
say the least, inconvenient for the English ” (p. 417).

““ The appearance of Abdurrahman Khan on Afghan
territory completely changed the character of the Anglo-
Afghan conflict. He showed himself the saviour of the
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independence of Afghanistan, and he extricated the
English nation from the difficulty in which it had been
involved by the misplaced allurements of Lord Beacons-
field. Russia, through the person of Abdurrahman Khan,
rendered a great service to Great Britain ™ (p. 419).

General Soboleff praises the policy pursued by Abdur-
rahman Khan, in treating the English in a lofty manner
and refusing to make any concessions to them. In the
85th chapter he gives a long account of Abdurrahman,
whom he personally knew at Samarcand in 1871.
Abdurrahman’s history of his life is too long to be
repeated here, and does not fall within the scope of this
work. In the following chapter he describes Abdur-
rahman’s conquest of Afghan-Turkestan, and the
development of his plans for driving the English out of
Afghanistan. 'While pursuing his career of conquest, he
refused to hold any communication with the English.
‘“ By the end of April, 1880, the positions of the English
and Abdurrahman Khan had become altogether reversed ;
the advantages were wholly on the side of the latter.
Feeling their impotence to solve the problem of restoring
order in Afghan affairs, the English began to arrive at
the conviction that it was indispensable to make
concessions, however humiliating they might be to their
pride ”’ (p. 460).

He then goes on to point out that it was the English
who sought first to come to terms with Abdurrahman,
not Abdurrahman with the English. In the lengthy
negotiations that followed, he holds that Abdurrahman
won every point along the line and displayed great
diplomatic skill, while the English floundered from one
concession to another. Describing his ¢ triumphal entry”
into Cabul, he closes the second part with the remark
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(p. 486), “ that the English Government is indebted
to Abdurrahman’s intermediation that it retired with
honour from Cabul.”

Several appendices follow. The first, consecrated to
a biographical account of Yakoob Khan, closes with the
subjoined words (p. 498) :—** Ought we to be surprised
at the fate that overtook Yakoob Khan? Not in the
slightest. The English Government, in its relations
with Asia, from which it is indispensable that the
English should derive as many material advantages as
. possible, acts with unswerving consistency. What was
the case with the early conquests is equally the case
to-day—the same injustice, the same selfishness.
During the last twenty-five years the English have
been possessed by an unaccountable fear. The presence
of the Russians in the valley of the Oxus has not given
a moment’s peace to the Anglo-Indian administration.
Officers and officials in India free themselves of this
fear only when they become oblivious, in that hot climate,
under the influence of their accustomed wine and strong
liquor. The new feeling, mastering Anglo-Indians,
does not allow them to realize thoroughly the whole of
the frightful character of their position in Asia. At
any rate, it does not serve to change that policy in India,
which has been hitherto followed, and which is still
being continued by the English Government.

“ Everybody knows that only a fraction of the
territory of India was gained by the English by open
fighting. The greater part of their annexations came
to them by means of various ugly political acts. The
confiscation of Oude is an instance of this. The Rajah
of Oude entrusted the English with the defence of his
possessions against neighbouring enemies. He gave
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them his troops and all his wealth. Having received
all this, the English decided to destroy his dominion.
The Rajah trembled before them, and thanked them on
his knees for every wheedling word. The Government
of India decided to avail themselves to the fullest of
this silly reliance, and, fearing the influence of his
capable son, who understood the English, despatched
the Rajah and his family to Calcutta, and announced
his deposition. Oude was annexed to the Indian
dominion, the Rajah’s treasure was seized, and the
deposed monarch was placed in confinement and granted
an insignificant pension. In order to clear its con-
science outwardly, the English Government replaced
Lord Dalhousie by a new Viceroy, but it did not restore
the sovereignty of Oude.

¢ As is well known, Shere Ali was accused of refus-
ing to have an English envoy at Cabul, but the late
Ameer knew very well what the residence of such a
personage meant. He was well aware that the arrival
of envoys, residents, or other political agents, leads to
the destruction of native Governments, and in turn to
the annexation of their countries to the English domi-
nions. He was aware of the many instances of the most
frightful crimes perpetrated by these agents in seeking
advantages for their Government. He was well aware that
the residents, insolently comporting themselves towards
the rajahs, knew how to manipulate matters in such a
manner, that the rajahs, at the end of six months or so,
died of ¢“ indigestion "’ ; and that the English doctor, draw-
ing up a certificate of death, usually affirmed that this or
that rajah was a great glutton. After the death of such a
glutton the state became either annexed to the English
dominions or fell temporarily under the administration of

X
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the resident, who rendered himself the absolute guardian
of the minor son of the dead sovereign. Not long ago,
thanks to correspondence from London, a disclosure
was made of the fate of the semi-independent state,
Mysore. The Rajah of Mysore is a minor, and hence
the administration is in the hands of the English.
Under their beneficent administration the state has be-
come considerably poorer. During the last three years
a million human beings have died of hunger. Of the property
of the late sovereign, of which an inventory was made
in 1868 by Lieutenant-Colonel Elliot, nearly half of the
diamonds and other valuable articles have disappeared.

¢ The political wiles of the English, which they syste-
matically practise in India, are little known to Europe.
Europe does not concern herself about India; she is
occupied with more important affairs. But India and
the neighbouring Asiatic states well know how the
renowned might of the English is maintained. Not
without cause do they hate them in Southern India, and
long for the growth on the Asiatic continent of another
strong Power, more moral and more honest.”

The second appendix is entitled, ‘¢ Afghanistan as a
Neighbour of India,”” and contains an account of Sir
Henry Rawlinson’s article in the ‘‘ Nineteenth Century,”
on * The Results of the Afghan War,” and the various
declarations made by the Beaconsfield Ministry with
regard to English policy in Afghanistan. Rawlinson he
describes as ‘‘ one of the leaders of a small circle of
individuals, living in London, who consider it their duty
on every possible occasion to frighten the public with
bogeys, such as the prevalence everywhere of Russian
intrigue, and the possibility of a Russian invasion of
India " (p. 501).
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Referring to the disclosures in the ‘ Civil and Military
Gazette of India,” of the alleged intention of the
English Government in 1878 to have occupied Asia
Minor with a powerful force from India, in the event of
the Congress of Berlin having failed to secure peace,
he comes to the conclusion that England would have
made a bolder stand against Russia but for a circum-
stance that rendered impossible Lytton’s plan of a
universal Asiatic campaign against Russia—the hostility
of Afghanistan. While Shere Ali favoured Russia,
England could not move any troops from India. Hence
Shere Ali’s hostility was the cause of the concessions
England made to Russia at Berlin, and it was this
circumstance that brought down upon the Ameer the
wrath of England afterwards.

The next appendix contains, without comment, a
translation of Lord Lytton’s despatch of November 18,
1878. This is followed by two excellently compiled
march routes, one from Mazar-i-Sherif to Cabul (pp. 580-
45), evidently derived from the topographical report of
the Stolietoff Embassy, and the other from Mazar-i-
Sherif to Herat, compiled from ¢ Grodekoff’s Ride to
Herat.” Finally, there is a translation of Mr. Lepel
Griffin’s speech to the Sirdars, Khans, and Maliks of
Cabul, April 14, 1880.* General Soboleff prints in
italics the clause : ¢ Those people deceive you who preach
a jehad, and say the English are the enemies of Islam. In
India fifty million Mahomedans enjoy, under the Government
of the Queen, greater liberty, happiness, and security than in
any country of the world.” He here interpolates, ¢ The

* The English version will be found in Howard Heneman’s
“ Afghan War,” pp. 369-71.
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Afghans well know, better than anyone, better even
than the most expert English official, what the real
position in India is of the Mussulmans, who only strive
for their emancipation from an oppressive yoke.” He
then continues the clause in italics: ¢ It is the British
Government which has many times, by a great expenditure of
men and treasure, guarded and prescrved the empire of the
Sultan of Turkey against his enemies ; Government is the
Jriend and protector of Islam, and not its destroyer.” To this
he appends the remark : ‘“ The Afghans were altogether
ignorant of the pecuniary assistance which the English
rendered the Sultan in his war with Russia in 1877-78,
and for which they demanded the cession of the island
of Cyprus; but they were well aware that the English
did not help the Sultan with troops, and knew that the
Russians had ruined the empire of the same Sultan, of
which the British Government had loudly proclaimed
itself the defender. For the dignity of the British race,
it would have been better not to have reminded the
Afghans of what was untrue, and what was even
dangerous, since in this case the preponderance was on
the side of Russia, and not on that of the Sultan and
English combined " (p. 560).

The fourth part deals with Herat and Candahar, and
contains eight chapters and 126 pages. The first is
headed, ‘“ Russian Intrigues at Herat,” and is devoted
to the agitation which took place in 1879-80, in conse-
quence of the reports of the presence of Russian officers
and Russian spies at Herat. General Soboleff indulges
in a bitter onslaught against the newspapers of Vienna
and Berlin, whom he accuses of conspiracy to poison
the mind of Europe in general, and of England in par-
ticular, against Russia. Whole pages are given to a
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denunciation of the rumours that circulated at the end
of 1879, with reference to Russia’s intrigues in Central
Asia. He omits, however, to point out that it was
Russia herself who was instrumental in giving birth to
those reports, by her activity east and west of Herat.
On the one hand, she was waging a desperate war with
the Turcomans, and marching an army in a direction
the destination of which seemed to be Merv; on the
other, the valley of the Oxus was literally being over-
run by Russian explorers. In the autumn of 1879 a
grand exploring expedition, consisting of General Count
Rostovtseff and several majors of the General Staff,
a number of topographers, naturalists, geologists,
and painters, escorted by a strong body of Cossacks,
proceeded to the Oxus from Samarcand, and after
visiting in parties the sources of the river, made their
way down it to Khiva, and thence, vid Samara, home.
In the course of their journey to Khiva they were
attacked by Tekke Turcomans, but, after a sharp en-
counter, succeeded in defeating their assailants. The
movements of this exploring party, together with the
despatch of reliefs to Fort Petro-Alexandrovsk, in Khiva,
by an experimental route vid Bokhara and the Oxus,
instead of vid Kazala and the Aral, to say nothing of
the subsequent journeys of Colonel Maeff from Samar-
cand to the Oxus and the naturalist Mushketoff to the
Pamir, all conspired to create the impression that Russia
was pursuing a very ambiguous policy in Central Asia.
General Soboleff would have done better to have explained
these operations, instead of attacking journalists in
Vienna and Berlin, whose alleged trade in the fabrication
of rumours would not be possible a day, if greater
publicity prevailed in press-gagged Russia,
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Quoting the opinion of an English paper, that the
presence of the grand exploring expedition in the valley
of the Oxus ‘‘ would have deep effect on the Afghans of
Balkh, Badakshan, and Kunduz,” he says (p. 564):
““ We are far from being inclined to diminish the effect
of the Russian name in Central Asia; we are glad that
the Russian name should stand so high, and our prestige
be so immense in the East. That constitutes the
national pride. But we cannot refrain from remarking,
that up to now we have not taken a single step—with
the exception of the despatch of General Stolietoff to
Cabul in 1878, which was compelled by the English
themselves—that would show a decision on our part to
commence a serious struggle with the English in Central
Asia. We clearly recognise that if a struggle is fated
to take place, it will be a frightful one, and one more
frightful for the English than for ourselves; since we
have, as a matter of fact, little to lose in Central Asia,
while the English, in the event of a defeat, risk the loss
of their rich Indian empire.”

The next chapter, headed ‘‘ The Herat Question,”
contains a series of translated paragraphs and articles
from the English and European press, with reference to
the alleged project of the Beaconsfield Government, at
the end of 1879, to place Herat under the control of
Persia. All manner of sources are laid under con-
tribution to prove that such an intention existed,
General Soboleff quoting even from the Paris ¢ Globe ”
and the gossip columns of the ¢ Whitehall Review.”
Whether the scheme really existed or not, and how far
the negotiations with Persia extended, need not be
here discussed. Soboleff’s contention is undoubtedly
sound, that a Power that was unable to rule its own
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home provinces properly, was not fit to be entrusted
with the control of Herat. He quotes largely from
‘“ Grodekoff’s Ride” and Petroosevitch’s explorations
to support this opinion, but he could have sustained it
equally well by references to MacGregor’s ¢‘ Khorassan”
or O'Donovan’s ‘“ Merv Oasis.” His closing remarks
on this point deserve to be remembered: ¢¢ Russia
would interpose no obstacle to a Persian occupation of
Herat, if it accorded with Russia’s internal position and
her attitude towards the Eastern Question. But Russia
would never agree to this, if the aim in view were the
subjection of Persia and Herat to the exclusive influence
of England. Russia can only allow England to occupy
Herat, when the latter finally casts aside her policy of
rivalry with Russia in Central Asia, and makes corre-
sponding concessions in the Eastern Question; not in
words, however, but in deeds.”

The following chapter, on ‘“ The Armed Strength of
Herat,” contains nothing new on the subject, the matter
being mainly derived from English sources. The next,
on “ The South Afghan State,”” describes the formation
of the feudatory province of Candahar, and closes with
the opinion that the question of its retention was solved
by the battle of Maiwand. ‘¢ The indecision of the new
government was set at rest by Ayoub Khan. That giddy
Afghan aristocrat showed the English, as plainly as two
and two make four, that to maintain even a relatively-
powerful Anglo-Indian detachment at Candahar is far
from being without danger.”

General Soboleff narrates in the succeeding chapter
the events that took place at Herat between September
1879 and April 1880, and endeavours to prove that
Ayoub Khan's position gradually consolidated itself after
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Roberts’s occupation of Cabul. Describing afterwards
the events at Candahar, he charges the military
authorities with ¢ deeply deceiving” themselves in
believing a march by Ayoub Khan upon Candahar
impossible, and prints in italies his opinion that *¢the
British Government heedlessly despised the Herati enemy
(p. 639). ‘

. Further on, in his summary of the events leading up to
the disaster of Maiwand, he says (p. 641) that on the
eve of the battle ¢ the ruler of Herat was seeking the
English, who were retiring before the superior numbers
of the Afghans.”

His account of the battle itself is very meagre, being
mainly a compilation of English telegrams. There is no
comment of a military character, and he does not
suspend his narrative at all to indulge in any reflections
on the fate of the unhappy troops who fell victims to
the lack of English generalship.

In this respect he differs greatly from Skobeleft.
¢ Poor Burrows !’ said he, in one of the conversations -
the writer had with him at St. Petersburg, ¢ Poor
Burrows ! ”—lingering in a pitying tone on the word
““poor "—*“I could never understand how he came to
lose that battle. Do you know, there is a very interest-
ing circumstance in connection with that affair. You
remember, in July 1880 I made a reconnaissance of
Geok Tepé with a few hundred men, and had some
tough fighting on my way back. It was a rash thing to
do in the presence of such a powerful force of the enemy
as was concentrated at Geok Tepé, and provoked some
criticism at home. The late Emperor, however, had full
confidence in me, and took no notice of the critics; but
when the battle of Maiwand occurred, he significantly
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telegraphed to me Burrows’s report of the disaster,
without a word of comment.’ *

Soboleff thus indicates what he considers to be the
lesson taught by this disaster (p. 646) :—‘ Once more
the English might have assured themselves that their
military power in Southern Asia is not remarkable for
any particular solidity, and that the defeat of even a
single small brigade would involve not only increased
efforts on the part of the entire Indian army, but render
necessary, also, the despatch of extra troops from Eng-
land. We direct the serious attention of politicians and
military men to the position of the English in Afghan-
istan in the middle of 1880. The English were waging
war with only a part of the Afghan people, having
neither a solidly-established administration nor a regular
army, and yet, none the less, experienced defeat after
defeat, rendering ni/ all their demands, proudly pro-
claimed to the people. We see a struggle between the
powerful Indian empire and the broken, numerically
weak, but brave Afghan people, and in the end success
gradually declaring itself on the side of the latter. The
numerous forces of the Anglo-Indian army, led by skilled
officers, among whom were many very talented generals,
could not conquer a part of a weak neighbouring state,
which, in excess, was in a condition of anarchy. There
must have been some deep cause underlying this con-
dition of things, and it could not have been in the
power of the English to do all they wished to do.”

* This was one of the many interesting anecdotes Skobeleff
told me about bis operations, which I did not feel justified in
repeating at the time in my *‘ Russian Advance towards India.”
Skobeleff heing dead, there can be no indiscretion in mentioning it
now.—M,

8
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The “ deep cause ' lies, as a matter of fact, on the
gurface. All the troubles and disasters that attended
'the Afghan war, from the capture of Ali Musjid to the
' evacuation of Candahar, grew out of the single and
simple circumstance that the English Government
entered upon the struggle without a policy, and never
at any stage arrived at a clear perception of what it
meant to do. Had Lord Salisbury and the Conservative
statesmen and politicians manifested as much vigour in
annexing Candahar, when it was in their power to do
80, as they afterwards displayed in protesting against its
evacuation, there would have been no Maiwand, and no
miserable scuttling out of Afghanistan. Given a clear
policy, and the Afghan war might have been waged with
one-third the troops, and settled in a few short months.*
Of the eighteen millions sterling wasted upon the suc-
cessive campaigns, eight at the very outside would
have sufficed to break down the military power of Shere
Ali, and the remaining ten might have been spent
upon the construction and defence of a solid railway
running direct to Herat. But no sensible politician
wastes his time over ‘‘ might have beens.” Suffice it
to point out the very great difference that existed
between the position of Skobeleff in Transcaspia, and of
Roberts and the other English generals in Afghanistan.
The latter never had a policy to guide them in their
operations, and after each success had to wait until the
Government at home made up its mind as to the next
move. By the time that the Cabinet discussions in

* One of the most eminent of the English generals who took
part in the Afghan war, expressed to me personally, while pre-

paring this part of the book, a very decided opinion confirmatory
of this view,—M,
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Downing Street had come to a close, circumstances
had altogether changed again in Afghanistan, and there
was a fresh campaign to begin anew.*

With Skobeleff the case was altogether different.
After his appointment to the command of the Turcoman
expedition, he was asked to furnish an estimate as to
how much it would cost to conquer Akhal and retire
from it, and how much to conquer and annex the
country. The difference was so slight, that a decision
was at once arrived at by the Russian Government to
permanently occupy the Akhal Tekke region, and the
limits of the territory to be overrun and annexed were
settled before Skobeleff left St. Petersburg. The
Government gave him clearly to understand what it
wished him to do, and wisely left it to him to select his
own means for carrying out its wishes. A clear policy
and carte blanche —such were the two advantages
Skobeleff possessed over Roberts, but in these two
advantages really rested everything. It was the absence
of these two essentials that rendered the Afghan war
such a miserable business from beginning to end.

Soboleff continues: “‘In the ability of the English to
rule an empire of 200,000,000 people, in the talents
and military qualities of their generals, and in the
bravery of their army, we entertain no doubts whatever ;
we consider that the English control extensive defensive
resources in India, but we allow ourselves to express a

* The disastrous effect of the English generals having to wait
over and over again for the arrival of a policy, is clearly shown in
the letters which Howard Hensman contributed to the “Daily
News ” during 1879-80. In his “ Afghan War,” page 364, he
says, in regard to the evacuation of Candahar: “ Our policy was
misunderstood generally in Afghanistan, where, to this day, it is
believed we were too weak to carry out our original plans.”—M.

8
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doubt in the fitness of those resources for active
operations.  Neither the internal position of the
territory of India, nor the organization of the Anglo-
Indian army, is adapted for an active policy. We are
deeply convinced of the truth of this reflection. Our
survey of the Afghan war only strengthens it.”

Whole pages are then devoted to the opinions of the
English, Russian, European, and Indian press on the
defeat at Maiwand. At the end he remarks (p. 665)
that after that disaster ¢ there could be no further
question of the English holding any portion of Afghan-
istan. All that remained to be done was to quit the
country with a semblance of honour as quickly as
possible, and concentrate again in India.”

The final chapter is devoted to ¢ The Army of the
Wali at Candshar,” in which Soboleff comes to the
conclusion that the Wali played into the hands of
Abdurrahman Khan, while the English army clamoured
to get back to India, ‘“ because no fortunes were to be
made in Afghanistan.” ¢ In general,” he says (p. 686),
‘“the English consider themselves a- quiet, judicious,
and even a cold sort of people. Yet it is wonderful
that quite the opposite qualities characterize those who
dwell in India. Unfounded fear, extreme fantasy,
remarkable incoherence—such are the characteristics
of the English in Southern Asia. Their alarm is
explainable by the insecurity of their power in India,
and the conviction that the ultimate aim of the move-
~ ment of the Russians in Central Asia is to march upon
India. This is sustained by national rumour. The
development of fantasy is traceable to a desire to
distinguish themselves, and to a feeling of irre-
sponsibility.  Arriving only for & relatively short
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period, the English seek to get as much gain as
they can out of their service in beneficent India.
The reader will not be surprised if we point out that
after the fall of the Wali, the English began to frame
all manner of blind and impossible plans in regard to
the future of Candahar. Serious voices were raised in
favour of giving over Candahar to Ayoub Khan, and
leaving him ruler of the city and Herat. And this
was suggested at a time when Ayoub Khan was pro-
claiming himself the bitter and irreconcileable foe of
the English Government ! ”

The third volume, containing the fifth part, was
issued separately in December 1882. It comprises six
chapters and 124 pages, consecrated to a description of
Ayoub Khan’s march from Herat, the battle of Maiwand,
the siege of Candahar, and the march of General Phayre
to relieve the place. At the end a march-route is given
of the country between Candahar and Herat, taken from
Malleson’s ¢ Herat.” The volume is te a certain extent
an amplification of the previous information dealing with
Maiwand, but contains opinions scattered through it of
considerable interest.

Describing the country between Herat and Candahar,
he says (p. 692) that, ‘ English policy and English
generals had always considered a march from the one
place to the other an undertaking of considerable
difficulty, demanding extreme care and substantial
preparations. Ayoub Khan was considered unfit to
accomplish such an undertaking, and hence his advance
was heedlessly treated.”

The long account he gives of the preparations made
by Ayoub Khan, is apparently motived by the desire to
prove that an army advancing from Herat to Candahar
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would enjoy considerable advantages over an army
marching from Candahar to Herat, owing to the larger
resources at Herat than at Candahar. In other words,
Soboleff tries to prove that what Ayoub Khan easily and
successfully accomplished, Russia could do better; while
the difficulty England experienced in sending relief to
Candahar from India forbids a hope of her being able
to occupy Herat without immense exertion. Russia at
Herat could descend upon Candahar more easily than
England at Candahar could attack Russia at Herat.

The second chapter (XLIX. of the work) describes
Maiwand. This is mainly a compilation of the telegrams
and official despatches published in the English papers.
The narrative is fairly well written, and the tone is less
bitter than in the descriptions of previous fights. He does
full justice to the 66th Regiment, characterizing its stand
at Maiwand as ¢ heroic,” and repeatedly referring to the
*¢ brave officers,” ¢¢ the hero-officers,” and the ‘¢ plucky
_ soldiers”’ belonging to it. ¢ The 66th behaved splen-
didly, and although it could not change the fate of
the battle, it showed that a disciplined body of troops
dearly sells its life and honour, even when immensely
outnumbered ”’ (p. 781). He points out in a previous
page (711), that when the rest of the troops retreated,
¢ the higher officers fled in front of them.” Later on
(p. 7566), he charges Burrows with not doing justice to
the 66th and the ¢ gallant Colonel Galbraith’’ in his
report.

Chapter L. deals with the causes of the Maiwand
disaster. A statement telegraphed from India, that
Ayoub Khan’s troops were armed with Russian rifles,
provokes from him the remark that the ¢ English saw
Russia at the bottom of all their Afghan defeats. . . .
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Had not a Russian mission been sent to Cabul, there
would have been no Afghan war, the English say. They
would appear to forget that their hostility towards us up
to the Berlin Congress, and during the latter, gave our
Government cause, even if it did not impose upon it the
obligation, to look for means to occasion England the
greatest amount of injury in the event of war. We
sought it in Southern Asia, where English authority is
not particularly strong, while interests of a colossal
magnitude are there concentrated. This was very
sensible, and we can only regret that the Russian
Embassy was sent to Cabul too late”” (p. 787).

Respecting the political conflict of England and Russia
in Central Asia, he asserts (p. 738) that in a game of )
this sort Russia has a better chance of winning than
England. ¢ This is our deep conviction, since we are
very poor in Southern Asia, while the English are very
rich. If we lose the game, we lose little ; if the English
lose it, they lose all. In that lies our strength, and
hence the future of the English in Southern Asia
depends upon their behaviour.”

¢ Neither General Burrows nor General Primrose rose
to the occasion at Maiwand,” he says (p. 743), ‘‘but
in this they did not stand alone. None of the Bombay
generals, in our opinion, were any better than either of
them. . . . It is a question, however, whether even
more capable generals could have done much with such
undisciplined and poor-spirited troops as the Bombay
sepoys proved themselves to be. . . . Only the 66th
and the artillery were fit to be called regular troops; the
former heroically defended its colours, the latter covered
the retreat. Hence we cannot cast unlimited blame on
Burrows . . . but he certainly displayed no tactical or
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strategical skill, and manifested less capacity for fighting
a battle than his Afghan adversary. . . . When the
conflict went against him he lost his head ; instead of
looking after the retreat, he occupied himself with
affairs of benevolence (carrying off the wounded), which in
well-organized armies is a matter left to the hospital
corps.” ' :

The principal causes of the defeat at Maiwand
Soboleff sums up as under (p. 760) :—“1. The heed-
lessness with which Ayoub Khan's expedition was
treated. 2. The thoughtless reliance that the troops of
the Wali would fight Ayoub Khan for the sake of British
interests. 3. The peremptory orders of the commander-
in-chief to seek Ayoub Khan, and attack and disperse
his forces. 4. The placing of the commanding generals
under the instructions of the political agents. 5. The
absence of proper information, which might have been
obtained from Meshed, of Ayoub’s preparations, strength,
and movements. 6. The unpardonable waste of General
" Phayre’s transport resources. 7. The withdrawal of the
Bengal troops from Candahar, and the despatch hither
of bad Bombay troops. 8. The erroneousreliance on the
sympathies of the Durani population of the Candahar
district.

¢ The defeat at Maiwand was a good lesson for the
English Government, and showed clearly enough what
might be the result of thrusting Anglo-Indian troops
against an organized body, even of Afghans. We say
nothing of what might have happened had the enemy’s
forces at Maiwand been European troops.”

The next chapter is devoted to the siege of Candahar.
Pointing out that we had 60,000 troops in Afghanistan,
and yet were compelled after Maiwand to mobolize a
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new division of 5,000 more, he calls attention to the
inefficiency of the Indian army. ‘It may be in a
condition,” he says (p. 764), ‘‘to defend with success
the Indian frontier, but it is altogether unfit, as at
present constituted, to wage an offensive war. The
Maiwand catastrophe showed that even for defensive
purposes the army is not particularly reliable. We have
seen that the defeat of an Anglo-Indian brigade upset
all the calculations of the Anglo-Indian Government,
and led to the demand for immediate reinforcements
from England. We have seen, also, that this defeat dis-
advantageously affected the tranquillity of the rear. If
on this occasion no serious agitation took place in India,
the simple reason was because the conqueror of the
English was a weak Herati prince, from whom the
people of India had nothing to expect. We decidedly
favour the hypothesis that if there had been a Russian
general at Maiwand instead of Ayoub Khan, and the Eng-
lish had been beaten by Russians instead of by Afghans,
the defensive power of the Anglo-Indian army would
have collapsed ; since no doubt whatever can be enter-
tained that in India, where the people nourish a secret
hope in their inevitable emancipation by the Russians
from the English yoke, a frightful rising would have
taken place, which would have required the whole
attention of the army to suppress.’”’

General Soboleff expresses a very poor opinion of the
defence of Candahar. The troops were demoralized,
the commanding officers without capacity. ¢ General
Primrose,” he says (p. 785), ‘laboured under the
effects of the Maiwand disaster, and did not consider
himself fit to undertake anything decisive. Primrose
had 6,000 regular troops. At Geok Tepé, in January
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1881, a force was gathered of the same strength of
Russians. Against this force was matched a powerful
fortress and the concentrated strength of the Tekkes.
The result is well known. The English troops awaited
the Afghan attack in fear, and anxiously looked for
help ; the Russian troops themselves attacked the Tekkes,
and gained one of the most brilliant victories in Central
Asia.”

General Phayre is severely handled by Soboleff in the
last chapter for his slowness in taking steps to relieve
Candahar. He adversely criticises him for the wretched
condition into which he had allowed his division to fall,
and blames him for paying too much attention to the
petty tribal attacks along his line of communication.
He holds that his timidity and slowness left the English
Government no other course than to resort to the
desperate expedient of a march from Cabul to Candahar,
a march which he admits to have been ¢ brilliantly
accomplished by General Roberts” (p. 799). . ..
‘¢ Roberts achieved what Phayre was expected to have
done, and what he might have done had he been a man
of greater decision. There can be no comparison
between the two generals. Phayre was timid and slow.
Roberts decided upon a heroic exploit, and, in spite of
difficulties without limit, achieved it >’ (p. 811). N

Commenting on the probability that the rumours of
Mussulman disturbances at Kurratchee at this time
exercised a deterrent effect on Phayre’s movements, he
expresses an opinion that our power in India was at a
very low ebb then, and closes the volume with the words :
¢ The English have not sufficient troops in India to embark
in campaigns outside the border. They were not strong
enough to fight even the Afghans. We direct the atten-
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tion of our politicians and military men to this, since
we are convinced that in a very short space of time, in
ten or fifteen years, a collision will inevitably take place
in Asia between Russia and Great Britain.”

The circumstances likely to lead up to the collision
Soboleff promises to describe in a concluding volume,
to be devoted to an account of the march of Roberts from
Cabul to Candahar, and the evacuation of Afghanistan
by the English. Whether this volume will ever appear
or not, in consequence of Soboleff’s removal to Bulgaria,
is & matter on which no information is forthcoming.
Even if it does appear, the Russian General Staff can
hardly express more clearly than it has already done its
conviction of the feasibility of a Russian invasion of
India, and the readiness of the people of India to rise on
a Russian approach.
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BOOK III.

CHAPTER 1.

LESSAR'S JOURNEY FROM ASEABAD TO SARAKHS.

Impossibility of keeping Russian Pioneers out of the region between
Russia and India.—Natural curiosity of Russian Explorers.—
Career of Lessar.—His connection with the Transcaspian Rail-
way.—Difference between him and Lieutenant Alikhanoff.—
His Letters to the “ Moscow Gazette.” —Career of Alikhanoff.
—The *“ Arsky ”’ of the * Disastrous Russian Campaign against
the Turcomans.”—Konshin’s Caravan to Merv.—An Account
of this Enterprise.—Russian Trade with Akhal and Merv.—
Lessar sets out from Askabad.—Impression produced by the
Capture of Geok Tepé.—Growth of Askabad.—The Atak.—
Its Population, and their Political Views.—Danger of be-
coming Russian Subjects.—Tekke Migrations.—Quarrels
between Persians and Turcomans over the Water-supply.—
Country between Askabad and Sarakhs.—Giaurs.—The
Russo-Persian Frontier at Baba Durmaz.—Characteristics
of Lutfabad.—Kahka.—Turcoman barrows.—Dushak and
Chardeh.—Chacha.—The Alieli Turcomans.—The People
of the Atak.—Description of Sarakhs.—Return Home of the
Expedition vid Meshed.

“ With regard to the strategical importance of Sarakhs, I think a glance at the
map will show that, in the complications which must arise ere the Russo-Indian
Question can be deemed settled, its future is likely to be a stirring one. Placed
at the junction of roads from Herat and Meshed, by the Hari Rud and Ab-y-
Meshed valleys respectively, and at the best entrance to the province of
Khorassan from the north, it cannot fail to exerzise a very serious influence on
the momentous issue of the ebove question. This must happen, whether it
falls into the hands of the friends of England or into those of her foes. Whether
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Russia uses Sarakks as a base for offensive measures against Herat, or England
as a defensive outpost to defeat any such operations, that position will be heard
of again; and if my feeble voice can effect a warning ere it is too late, let it here
be raised in these words : If England does not use Sarakhs for defence, Russia
will use it for offence.”—General S1k CHARLES MacGreGoR, K.C.B., ¢ Narrative
of a Journey through Khorassan in 1875,” vol. ii. p. 82.

Far-sgEING politicians have long since resigned the
hope of establishing moral Chinese walls on both sides
of the unabsorbed Central Asian region, to prevent the
pioneers of England and of Russia crossing the borders
of the two empires and roaming over the country inter-
vening between them. Sooner or later the two empires
will touch each other in Asia, and until this is accom-
plished there will be a succession of such enterprises, as
carried Mr. O'Donovan to Merv and Gospodin Lessar
to the Afghan outposts of Herat. England’s official
policy in India is, to prevent Englishmen from wandering
about Afghanistan ; and if this has been successful
hitherto, the circumstance is due less to the wishes and
the instructions of the Government than to the fact that
Afghanistan is so well known, that no incentive exists to
provoke the traveller to cross the Indian border. The
cage is different with the new Russian province beyond
the Caspian. Outside it lies a region more or less un-
explored, and which, consequently, cannot but provoke
the curiosity of enterprising Russians. To expect
Russians to suppress this feeling out of respect for a
policy of apathy on the Indian border for which they
entertain no esteem, betrays an ignorance of human
nature inexcusable in any political writer or statesman.
No matter how much England may be offended, Russian
pioneering operations may be expected to continue until
the Cossack confronts the Sikh. It is useless to protest
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and complain. Far better to shape our policy in accord-
ance with the circumstances that cannot but inevitably
spring from the position of the two empires in Central
Asia and their rival policies in the East.

Since the occupation of Askabad by General Skobeleff
in 1881, the name of Gospodin Lessar has been fre-
quently before the public in connection with his explora-
tions in the direction of India. He has been made the
subject of many terrifying telegrams from Berlin and
Vienna, and of repeated questions in the House of
Commons. All manner of ambiguous missions have
been assigned to him, and Sir Richard Temple has
denounced him at a meeting of the Royal Geographical
Society * as a ‘“ secret agent of Russia.”

As a matter of fact, his operations have hitherto
been capable of easy explanation. Gospodin Lessar is
a young railway engineer belonging to the department
of which General Annenkoff, the Director of Military
Transport, is chief. General Annenkoff aspires to rival
Lesseps and other great creators of new international
highways, by establishing railway communication between
Europe and India. In an earlier chapter he has
described his project, and although the scheme has been
frequently ridiculed by his own countrymen, he has stuck
to it with a persistency likely in time to receive its
reward.

The section of this railway from the Caspian to Kizil
Arvat was opened for traffic in 1881. Immediately
afterwards Gospodin Lessar was employed in preparing

* I do not know why the Society should call him ¢ M. Lessar.”
He is not a Frenchman, but a thorough Russian, and the ren-
dering of Mr. in Russian is Gospodin,not Monsieur. Better call
him Mr. Lessar than M. Lessar.—M.

9
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plans for the extension of the line to Askabad. His
surveys having demonstrated the feasibility of the
railway to this point, General Annenkoff instructed him
to proceed beyond, and report whether the nature of the
ground was favourable to its extension to Sarakhs; pre- -
vious English and Russian explorations having shown
the difficulty of running the line across the Kopet
Dagh mountains to Meshed. Lessar successfully
accomplished his task, and reported that the ground
was level nearly all the way from Askabad to Sarakhs.

There then remained unsurveyed but one short section
along the projected route to India. So far as the
construction of a railway from Sibi to Herat was con-
cerned, Annenkoff had English investigations to refer to,
and these demonstrated the feasibility of the undertaking.
But of the short section between Herat and Sarakhs no
satisfactory engineering information was forthcoming.
To obtain this information Lessar was instructed to
proceed again to Sarakhs, and approach as close as
possible to Herat. This mission he accomplished in
a manner which left England little to complain at.

That is, so far as Lessar himself was concerned.
‘Whether the Russian Government acted in accordance
with its assurances to respect the region intervening
between its borders and India, in despatching him to
Afghan territory, is a very different matter. I consider
it unnecessary to argue this point, because Russia
will never be restrained in her pioneering operations
by any regard for the susceptibilities of England. It
is useless, therefore, to try and bring public opinion
and diplomatic admonition to bear upon her.

Lessar is frank enough in his statements, and I
should be the last to designate him a ‘ secret’’ agent.



A STORY OF RUSSIAN FRONTIER INTRIGUE. 181

The importance of his journey to the outposts of
Herat does not lie so much in his violation of Afghan
territory, as in the demonstration it has afforded of the
facility with which a Russian army can advance upon
the ‘““key of India,” and the ease with which Russia
can extend her railway system to that point. His
explorations have given quite a fresh aspect to the
Central Asian Question. They have shown that Herat
can be so easily occupied by a Russian force, that it
is a question whether we may not already regard the
““key of India ” as lost to us. Russians can penetrate
to within a few miles of Herat, without meeting any
living obstacle or any natural one to check them.
On the other hand, to say nothing of hostile tribes
and mountain passes, a fortified Afghan city—Candahar
—bars the road between India and Herat.

The secret journey of Lieutenant Alikhanoff and
Subaltern Sokoloff to Merv is altogether different from
the open and undisguised survey effected by Lessar. It
comes under the category of those ambiguous under-
takings which were a feature of the late Emperor’s
reign, and which, judging from Alikhanoff’s narrative,
would appear to be likelyto be continued in his successor’s.
In his letters, addressed to the Chief of the Staff of the
Transcaspian region, Colonel Baron Aminoff, Alikhanoff
unfolds a story of Russian frontier intrigue, full of
interesting details, and throwing a vivid light upon those
manceuvres which have hitherto ever been followed by
conquest and annexation. The despatch of a tamed
Khivan to Merv to gain over some of the Tekkes to
the Russian side; the treachery of the Merv chiefs
to one another, and the ease with which they were
bought over by the explorers; the clever adoption of

9‘
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the réle of traders’ clerks by the two officers; the strong
persuasive measures adopted to induce the Merv Tekkes
to agree to commercial relations with Russia—all are
features common to the opening scenes of previous Rus-
sian annexations in Central Asia, but which have never
been so vividly and so unblushingly described as in: the
present instance. 'What Russia is doing at Merv to-day,
she will some day do at Herat.

How these official letters came to appear in the
¢« Moscow Gazette " is explainable only on the grounds of
the intimacy existing between their author and Katkoff,
the editor, and the immense personal influence which the
latter enjoys under the present régime. Alikhanoff
formerly held the rank of major in one of the Cossack
regiments in the Caucasus, but was cashiered for some
offence and sent to serve as a private soldier in the
Lazareff-Lomakin expedition against the Akhal Tekke
Turcomans in 1879. In this capacity he acted as cor-
respondent of the ‘Moscow Gazette,” and furnished,
under the nom de plume of ‘¢ Arsky,” a series of letters
which were decidedly the best published of the war.
He also supplied some excellent sketches to the
¢ Vsemirnaya Illustratsia "—the Russian ‘¢ Graphic ""—
signed ¢ A. M. Alikhanoff.” *

As to the réle he played during Skobeleff’s campaign
of 1880-81, no information is forthcoming. He cer-
tainly contributed neither letters nor sketches to the
Russian press. In the autumn of 1882 a series of
letters on Merv suddenly appeared in the ‘‘ Moscow

#* The letters are largely quoted in “ The Disastrous Russian
Ca.mpaign against the Turcomans.” Some of the sketches will
appear in the second edition of the work, which will be shortly
published by W. H. Allen & Co.
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Gazette,” and it was then revealed that the Konshin
Caravan, which had penetrated to Merv earlier in -the
year, had had something more than a purely commercial
alm, and that, as a matter of fact, Alikhanoff, or as he
signed himself, ¢ Alikhanoff-Avarsky,” now a lieutenant
in the dragoons, had accompanied it thither in disguise,
for the purpose of obtaining for the Government a
military” survey of the direct road running to the oasis
from Askabad.

But for that revelation, the public might never have
known that two Russian officers had been to Merv. A
rumour of their presence at Merv had reached India vid
Afghanistan, but the intelligence had been discredited,
and had been treated as a canard even in Russia itself,
where the belief had been general that the caravan was
only a commercial one.

Whether the departure of the caravan suggested the
surveying, or whether the caravan was purposely fitted
out to mask the exploration, is a question difficult to
decide. A letter from one Nikoli Kooroff, published in
the ¢ Moscow Gazette,”” would seem to favour the
former supposition. Says he, ¢ Gospodin Alikhanoff
has made the readers of the ‘¢ Moscovskiya Vedomosti’
sufficiently familiar with the caravan expedition of
N. N. Konshin; but having had nothing to do with
the commercial affairs of it, he has been unable to give
any particulars of this feature in his letters. As one
well acquainted with the matter, I will endeavour to do
go. The aim of the caravan was to occupy the markets
of Akhal Tekke, Merv, and Khorassan, so as to prevent
their falling into the hands of the English. Its mer-
cantile operations commenced shortly after the arrival
of the caravan at Askabad (September 18, 1881), trade
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being opened on the 27th of the month. The first
purchasers were soldiers and Cossacks, who had hitherto
been fleeced by the local merchants—Armenians and
Jews. Early in November a deputation arrived from
Merv with Baba Khan at its head. Gospodin Kosikh,
who had charge of the caravan, made his acquaintance,
and obtained from him information about Merv. Baba
Khan said the bazaar at Merv was a large one, but
he could not give him many particulars about the trade
of the place, not being a merchant. He approved of
Kosikh’s idea of visiting Merv with a caravan, and, on
leaving, offered to send him an escort to meet and
protect him on the way, if he would let him know of his
approach beforehand. After this, Merv Tekkes began to
visit Askabad more frequently, and Kosikh obtained
from them a deal of information about the trade of the
“oasis. They bought more largely of the caravan than
the Akhal Tekkes did, the latter not having recovered
from the devastation they had undergone during the
conquest of their country. They also seemed to be
better acquainted with Russian articles of commerce,
having been accustomed to repair to the markets in
Bokhara.”

It is not at all improbable that Kosikh was prompted
to penetrate to Merv with a caravan by the dulness of
trade at Askabad. Whether this was the case or not,
his undertaking was certainly altogether in accordance
with the views of the Russian authorities, who hastened
to avail themselves of it to despatch two officers of the
garrison in disguise to Merv. The survey was effected
not without considerable danger, but the results justified
the risk incurred. Russia obtained a military survey of
the Merv oasis, and showed how she could reciprocate
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the action of those successive English statesmen and
administrators, who had gone out of their way to prevent
English officers penetrating to Merv, in order to avoid
giving umbrage to Russia.

According to the ‘“Moscow Gazette,” Konshin is
again despatching a caravan to Merv. This time it is
freighted with goods to the value of £30,000.

With these preliminary remarks, we will let Lessar
describe his first survey.* _

* * . » .

In the middle of September 1881 the Transcaspian
military railroad was completed from Michailoff Bay to
Kizil Arvat, and although no immediate extension of the
line was contemplated, it was nevertheless decided to make
preliminary surveys to Askabad and then to Sarakhs, if
circumstances would permit. A particular interest
attached to that part of the line south-east of Askabad,
as the levellings for a railroad would here be associated
with the exploration of an almost unknown tract border-
ing on the new possessions of Russia ; on the other hand,
both the season of the year and the peaceful state of
the steppe were favourable for the work. In pushing
reconnaissances beyond the confines of Russian territory
it is necessary to travel as lightly as possible, and it
becomes very difficult to fit out an expedition with every-
thing necessary to contend with all the privations of the
steppe, with its extremes of heat and cold. The best
season for work is September and October ; the days
are then cloudy, the heat is not excessive, and the men

* Communicated by Lessar himself to the “ Golos.” An account
of the geographical portion appeared in the “ Proceedings of the
Royal Geographical Society,” New Series, vol. iv., No. 3, pp. 486-98,
1882, and vol. v., No. 1, pp. 1-24, 1883.—M.
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do not suffer. In those months rains are of rare occur-
rence, the streams and wells are short of water, and the
pits dug to collect rain-water are nearly dry. Karly
spring is the rainy season, when the steppe may be
crossed in all directions.

It was also most important to take advantage of the
tranquil state of the country, so as to avoid the necessity
for a large escort with its incidental expenses. The
capture of Geok Tepé produced so powerful an impres-
sion throughout Central ‘Asia, that even at the present
time one may travel very considerable distances from
the extreme points of the Russian dominions with a
most insignificant force ; but it is impossible to say how
long this peaceful spirit may prevail, for in the steppe
changes are sudden, and it frequently happens that
some trifling occurrence rudely dispels the fancied
security. For the survey to Sarakhs a covering party
of twenty-one men with an officer was assigned ; nine
Russian labourers and two overseers were hired for the
levelling and topographical work. The guide, Ana
Geldi Sardar, was a Tekke of Merv, enrolled in the
militia at Askabad. He formerly lived at Merv, but
having slain his man for some cause or other, he fled,
and entered the Russian service. He had the reputation
of being a brave man, a celebrated batyr or warrior, and
a noted leader of alamans, or forays; besides being well
acquainted with the road.

There were two interpreters: one a Kurd, who had
been a prisoner at Merv and spoke the Tekke language
fluently ; the other a soldier, Tartar by race, and a
native of Kazan, the dialect of which closely resembles
that spoken by the Tekkes.

No difficulty was experienced in changing Russian
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money into Persian krans (worth about 40 copecks).
The Persian merchants prize highly Russian bank-notes,
and 100-rouble notes are current at Askabad at a pre-
mium of two and three per cent. The transport con-
sisted of five camels, one wagon, and a small cart; one
camel bore the instruments, two others the tents and
effects of the labourers, and the remaining two my tent
and baggage. The wagon was intended to carry the
men to their work and back to camp in the evening, and
for the sick if necessary. The cart followed the survey-
ing party the whole time, bearing the box of instru-
ments and the day’s supply of water and food. The
Cossacks had, moreover, four baggage horses.

The Cossacks and labourers were provided with French
shelter tents (tentes abris), while for my own accommo-
dation I took a field-tent, though its weight (7 poods =
252 lbs. English) and elaborate construction were great
defects ; but having regard to the necessity for plotting
and reducing to scale at night the work done during the
day, it was indispensable to have a good tent; and
nothing better could be obtained on the spot.

I found it most difficult to procure an outfit at
Askabad ; for necessary articles, such as ropes, casks,
water-skins, &c., were not to be purchased there, and had
to be obtained at the commissariat stores; whilst such
things as could not be obtained at the latter, had to be
sought for in the aouls or villages, which are generally
badly supplied with them. Askabad has been very
rapid in its growth ; nearly all the soldiers are lodged
in barracks, built of clay and unburnt bricks, and
roofed with reeds and clay; there are also many old
houses. The bazaar occupies a long street, but the
shops contain only manufactured articles, Persian and
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Tekke wearing apparel and provisions. The trade in
brandy and wine is particularly brisk. Everything else
comes from Baku and Astrakhan.

The distance from Askabad to Sarakhs is 280 versts
(185% miles). The road runs parallel with the hills the
entire distance, at a short distance from them, and is
perfectly level. It is only near Annau and Giaurs that
a few low sand-hills have to be crossed. The district
between Askabad and Sarakhs is known as the Atak,
or ‘ The foot of the mountain.”*

Formerly the term was applied to the whole line
between Kazantchik and Sarakhs, although it was very
rarely used. The portion of the oasis from Kazantchik
to Giaurs (now occupied by Russia), and peopled
by the Tekkes, is called Akhal. The word Atak is
altogether unknown to the people of Afghanistan and
Persia; the necessity, however, for distinguishing the
country occupied by Russia, and that still remaining
independent, justifies the adoption of the term, and it is
now regularly applied to the oasis between the Russian
frontier and Sarakhs.

Giaurs (Gyaoors, or Gawars) is the final populated point
of the Akhal Tekke Oasis. Baba-durmaz, lying on the
frontier, seventy-one versts (forty-seven miles) from
Askabad, is entirely deserted. In the Atak there are only

# Literally, “Skirt of the mountain’; the same word as
Attock on the Indus. It is also written Attek and Atteck. An
excellent account of the Atak will be found in General Valentine
Baker’s *“Clouds in the East,” which further contains a good
illustration of the oasis adjacent to Kalet. There is also a
brilliant description in Mr. O’Donovan’s more recent work, “ The
Merv Oasis.” Lessar, however, is the only explorer who has
effected a survey of the entire Atak, from the Russian fromtier

to Sarakhs.
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two points, Lutfabad and Shilghan, which are occupied
by Persian Shiites, subjects of the Shah ; the rest are
peopled by Turcomans—Kahka and a part of the
Kuren Dagh by the Alieli tribe, and the remaining
district by Tekkes from Merv. The whole of the
population is quite recent. In the middle of the last
century, part of Akhal, as far as Durun, was occupied
by the Emrali and Kara-dashli tribes ; and to the south-
east, near Yangi Kala, Geok Tepé, and Askabad, wandered
the Alieli Turcomans. At that period the Tekkes
transferred their settlements from Mangishlak to Kizil
Arvat, a fifty years’ struggle ensued between them and
the other Turcomans, and in the end, at the commence-
ment of the present century, the Tekkes got the upper
hand ; the Kara-dashli retiring to Khiva, the Emrali to
Mehna and Chacha, the Alieli to Persia— partly to Chi-
narat and partly to Kyazir (near Nookhoor)—and the
remainder to the Kuren and Abiverd.

Fifty-four years ago, Allah-Kuli, Khan of Khiva, beat
the Turcomans and carried away the Goklans, Alielis,
and Emralis to Khiva. The Tekkes gave him hostages
and tribute. After the death of Tedaili Khan, who was
killed at Sarakhs in 1855, the Goklans and Alielis
returned to their former homes from Khiva. The
pressure of the Persians, however, compelled the Alielis
to go back again to Khiva ; and it was only in 1873, after
the capture of Khiva by General Kaufmann, that they
removed to the Atak and constructed a new fortress at
Kahka.

The immigration of the Tekkes is of quite recent date,
the restricted area of cultivable soil and the insufficiency
of water compelling the Merv Tekkes to quit their oasis,
and settle on the banks of the streams flowing from the
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Daman-i-Kuh. In the Atak there is abundance of virgin
soil, and plenty of water. The evil is the proximity of
the Persian frontier chiefs, the Eelkhanis of Deregez
and Kelat, who have plucked up courage since the
conquest of the Akhal Tekke tribe, and leave no stone
unturned to pay off old grudges against the Atak
Tekkes. '

The people of the Atak dwell partly in clay structures
and partly in kibitkas, or tents. On the whole there are
comparatively few kibitkas. In the settlements stretching
from Lutfabad to Kahka there are none whatever, while
at Dushak, Mehna, and Chacha their number diminishes
every year. Only the more suspicious Merv Tekkes,
visiting the Atak at the seed-time and harvest, leave
their families at Merv; the majority have settled down
in the Atak altogether. Formerly every settlement
consisted of a fort or kala, inside which were clay
dwellings, and outeide, tents that could be removed
into the fort at any moment. At present all the new
structures being erected outside the fort at Chacha are
of clay.

The question of water-supply is one that is of primary
interest in every country in Central Asia. The Atak is
subjected to the same conditions in this respect as
Akhal—the water-supply is limited, and the streams are
disposed at a great distance from one another. In the
Atak there is also this additional disadvantage, that the
sources and a considerable portion of the streams lie in
the mountains belonging to Persia. The Persians thus
have it in their power to injure the Turcomans by cut-
ting off the water from their fields. This is of common
occurrence, and it requires many petitions to the Eel-
khani to get the water back again. The question is a
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very important one, because an insufficiency of water at
the proper moment means a loss of the entire harvest.
If this difficulty be not satisfactorily solved in a short
time, it is not at all unlikely that the people will have
to migrate, and the Atak will become a desert.®

My survey was commenced in the beginning of
October. From Askabad to Annau, a distance of eight
miles and a half, the road is everywhere level, except
for 600 yards at the tenth verst, where it passes over
low sand-hills. Annau is an old half-ruined fortress on
a hill, with an aoul or village of 200 felt tents two
miles from the fort, which is surrounded by extensive
ruins, and stands on the banks of a stream nearer the
mountains. The settlement is watered by the Kelte-
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