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The chronic want of food and water, the lack of 
sanitation and medical help, the neglect of 
means of communication, the poverty of educa-
tional provision, the all-pervading spirit of de-
pression that I have myself seen to prevail in our 
villages after over a hundred years of British 
rule make me despair of its beneficence.

—Rabindranath Tagore

If the history of British rule in India were to be con-
densed to a single fact, it is this: there was no increase 
in India’s per-capita income 
from 1757 to 1947.1

Churchill, explaining 
why he defended the stock-
piling of food within Britain, 
while millions died of star-
vation in Bengal, told his 
private secretary that “the 
Hindus were a foul race, 
protected by their mere pul-
lulation from the doom that 
is their due.”2

June 27—During its 190 
years of looting and pillag-
ing, the Indian Subcontini-
nent as a whole underwent 
at least two dozen major 
famines, which collectively 
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killed millions of Indians throughout the length and 
breadth of the land. How many millions succumbed to 
the famines cannot be fully ascertained. However, colo-
nial rulers’ official numbers indicate it could be 60 mil-
lion deaths. In reality, it could be significantly higher.

British colonial analysts cited droughts as the cause of 
fallen agricultural production that led to these famines, 
but that is a lie. British rulers, fighting wars in Europe 
and elsewhere, and colonizing parts of Africa, were ex-
porting grains from India to keep up their colonial con-
quests—while famines were raging. People in the famine-

affected areas, resembling 
skeletons covered by skin 
only, were wandering 
around, huddling in corners 
and dying by the millions. 
The Satanic nature of these 
British rulers cannot be 
overstated.

A Systematic 
Depopulation Policy

Although no accurate 
census figure is available, in 
the year 1750 India’s popu-
lation was close to 155 mil-
lion. At the time British co-
lonial rule ended in 1947, 
undivided India’s popula-
tion reached close to 390 
million. In other words, 
during these 190 years of 
colonial looting and orga-
nized famines, India’s popu-
lation rose by 240 million. 
Since 1947, during the next 
68-year period, Indian Sub-
contininent’s population, in-
cluding those of India, Paki-
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The “Butcher of Bombay,” the British East India 
Company’s Baron Robert Clive, in a painting by Nathaniel 
Dance.
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stan, and Bangladesh, has grown to close to 1.6 billion. 
Thus, despite poverty and economic depravity in the 
post-independent Indian Subcontininent, during those 
68 years population has grown by almost 1.2 billion.

Records show that during the post-independence 
period, the Subcontininent has undergone drought con-
ditions in parts of the land from time to time, but there 
was no famine, although thousands still die in the Sub-
contininent annually due to the lack of adequate amount 
of food, a poor food distribution system, and lack of 
sufficient nourishment. It is also to be noted that before 
the British colonials’ jackboots got firmly planted in 
India, famines had occurred but with much less fre-
quency—maybe once in a century.

There was indeed no reason for these famines to 
occur They occurred only because The Empire engi-
neered them, intending to strengthen the Empire by 
ruthless looting and adoption of an unstated policy to 
depopulate India. This, they believed would bring down 
the Empire’s cost of sustaining India.

Take, for instance, the case of Bengal, which is in 
the eastern part of the Subcontininent where the British 
East India Company (HEIC, Honorable East India 
Company, according to Elizabeth I’s charter) had first 
planted its jackboots in 1757. The rapacious looters, 
under the leadership of Robert Clive—a degenerate and 
opium addict, who blew his brains out in 1774 in the 
London Berkley Square residence he had procured with 
the benefits of his looting—got control of what is now 
West Bengal, Bangladesh, Bihar, and Odisha (earlier, 
Orissa), in 1765. At the time, historical records indicate 
India represented close to 25% of the world’s GDP, 
second only to China, while Britain had a paltry 2%. 
Bengal was the richest of the Indian provinces.

Following his securing control of Bengal by ousting 
the Nawab in a devious battle at Plassey (Palashi), Clive 
placed a puppet on the throne, paid him off, and negoti-
ated an agreement with him for the HEIC to become the 
sole tax collector, while leaving the nominal responsi-
bility for government to his puppet. That arrangement 
lasted for a century, as more and more Indian states 
were bankrupted to facilitate future famines. The tax 
money went into British coffers, while millions were 
starved to death in Bengal and Bihar.

Clive, who was made a Fellow of the Royal Society 
in 1768 and whose statue stands near the British Em-
pire’s evil center, Whitehall, near the Cabinet War 
Room, had this to say in his defense when the British 

Parliament, playing “fair,” accused him of looting and 
other abuses in India:

Consider the situation which the Victory of 
Plassey had placed on me. A great Prince was 
dependent upon my pleasure; an opulent city lay 
at my mercy; its richest bankers bid against each 
other for my smiles; I walked through vaults 
which were thrown open to me alone, piled on 
either hand with gold and jewels! By God, Mr. 
Chairman, at this moment I stand astonished at 
my own moderation.

However, Clive was not the only murderous British 
colonial ruler. The British Empire had sent one butcher 
after another to India, all of whom engineered looting 
and its consequent depopulation.

By 1770, when the first great famine occurred in 
Bengal, the province had been looted to the core. What 
followed was sheer horror. Here is how John Fiske in 
his American Philosopher in the Unseen World de-
picted the Bengal famine:

All through the stifling summer of 1770 the 
people went on dying. The husbandmen sold 
their cattle; they sold their implements of agri-
culture; they devoured their seed-grain; they 
sold their sons and daughters, till at length no 
buyer of children could be found; they ate the 
leaves of trees and the grass of the field. . . . The 
streets were blocked up with promiscuous heaps 
of the dying and dead. Interment could not do its 
work quick enough; even the dogs and jackals, 
the public scavengers of the East, became unable 
to accomplish their revolting work, and the mul-
titude of mangled and festering corpses at length 
threatened the existence of the citizens. . . .3

Was there any reason for the famine to occur? Not if 
the British had not wanted it. Bengal, then, as now, har-
vested three crops a year. It is located in the delta of the 
Gangetic plain where water is more than plentiful. Even 
if drought occurs, it does not destroy all three crops. 
Moreover, as was prevalent during the Moghul days, 
and in earlier time, the surplus grain was stored to tide 
the population over if there were one or two bad crops. 

3. Davis, op. cit.
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But the looting of grains carried out by Clive, and his 
gang of bandits and killers, drained grain from Bengal 
and resulted in 10 million deaths in the great famine, 
eliminating one-third of Bengal’s population.

It should be noted that Britain’s much-touted indus-
trial revolution began in 1770, the very same year 
people were dying all over Bengal. The Boston Tea 
Party that triggered the American Revolution had taken 
place in 1773. The Boston Tea Party made the Empire 
realize that its days in America were numbered, and led 
Britain to concentrate even more on organizing the 
looting of India.

Why Famines Became So Prevalent 
During the British Raj Days

The prime reason why these devastating famines 
took place at a regular intervals, and were allowed to 
continue for years, was the British Empire’s policy of 
depopulating its colonies. If these famines had not oc-

curred, India’s population would have reached 
a billion people long before the Twentieth 
Century arrived. That, the British Empire saw 
as a disaster.

To begin with, a larger Indian population 
would mean larger consumption by the locals, 
and deprive the British Raj to a greater amount 
of loot. The logical way to deal with the prob-
lem was to develop India’s agricultural infra-
structure. But that would not only force Brit-
ain to spend more money to run its colonial 
and bestial empire; it would also develop a 
healthy population which could rise up to get 
rid of the abomination called the British Raj. 
These massive famines also succeeded in 
weakening the social structure and backbone 
of the Indians, making rebellions against the 
colonial forces less likely.

In order to perpetuate famines, and thus 
depopulate the “heathen” and “dark” Indians, 
the British imperialists launched a systematic 
propaganda campaign. They propped up the 
fraudster Parson Thomas Malthus and pro-
moted his non-scientific gobbledygook, “The 
Essay on Population.” There he claimed:

This natural inequality of the two powers 
of population and of production in the 
earth, and that great law of our nature 
which must constantly keep their effects 

equal, form the great difficulty that to me ap-
pears insurmountable in the way to the perfect-
ibility of society. All other arguments are of 
slight and subordinate consideration in compari-
son of this. I see no way by which man can 
escape from the weight of this law which per-
vades all animated nature.

Although Malthus  was ordained in the Anglican 
Church, British Empire made him a paid “economist” 
of the British East India Company, which, with the 
charter from Queen Elizabeth I under its belt, monopo-
lized trade in Asia, colonizing vast tracts of the conti-
nent using its well-armed militia fighting under the 
English flag of St. George.

Malthus was picked up at the Haileybury and Impe-
rial Service College, which was also the recruiting 
ground of some of the worst colonial criminals. This 
college was where the makers of British Empire’s mur-

The Great Famine of 1887-78 was depicted thus in the Illustrated London 
News in 1877, with the caption “The famine in India—natives waiting for 
relief in Bangalore.”
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derous policies in India were trained. Some prominent 
alumni of Haileybury include Sir John Lawrence (Vice-
roy of India from 1864-68) and Sir Richard Temple (Lt. 
Governor of Bengal and later, Governor of Bombay 
presidency).

While Parson Malthus was putting forward his sin-
ister “scientific theory” to justify depopulation as a nat-
ural and necessary process, The British Empire col-
lected a whole bunch of other “economists” who wrote 
about the necessity of free trade. Free trade played a 
major role in pushing through the Empire’s genocidal 
depopulation of India, through the British Raj’s efforts. 
In fact, free trade is the other side of the Malthus’ pop-
ulation-control coin.

By the time the great famine of 1876 arrived, Britain 
had already built some railroads in India. The railroads, 
which were touted as institutional safeguards against 
famines, were instead used by merchants to ship grain 
inventories from outlying drought-stricken districts to 
central depots for hoarding. In addition, free traders’ 
opposition to price control ushered in a frenzy of grain 
speculation. As a result, capital was raised to import 
grains from drought-stricken areas, and further the ca-
lamity. The rise of price of grain was spectacularly 
rapid, and grain was taken from where it was most 
needed, to be stored in warehouses until the prices rose 
even higher.

The British Raj knew or should have known. Even 
if the British rulers did not openly encourage this pro-
cess, they were fully aware of it, and they were per-
fectly comfortable in promoting free trade at the ex-
pense of millions of lives. This is how Mike Davis 
described what happened:

The rise [of prices] was so extraordinary, and the 
available supply, as compared with well-known 
requirements, so scanty that merchants and deal-
ers, hopeful of enormous future gains, appeared 
determined to hold their stocks for some indefi-
nite time and not to part with the article which 
was becoming of such unwonted value. It was 
apparent to the Government that facilities for 
moving grain by the rail were rapidly raising 
prices everywhere, and that the activity of appar-
ent importation and railway transit, did not indi-
cate any addition to the food stocks of the Presi-
dency . . . .retail trade up-country was almost at a 
standstill. Either prices were asked which were 

beyond the means of the multitude to pay, or 
shops remained entirely closed.

At the time, Lord Lytton, a favorite poet of Queen 
Victoria who is known as a “butcher” to many Indians, 
was the Viceroy. He wholeheartedly opposed all efforts 
to stockpile grain to feed the famine-stricken popula-
tion because that would interfere with market forces. In 
the autumn of 1876, while the monsoon crop was with-
ering in the fields of southern India, Lytton was ab-
sorbed in organizing the immense Imperial Assemblage 
in Delhi to proclaim Victoria Empress of India.

How did Lytton justify this? He was an avowed ad-
mirer and follower of Adam Smith. Author Mike Davis 
writes that Smith

a century earlier in The Wealth of Nations had 
asserted (vis-à-vis the terrible Bengal drought-
famine of 1770) that famine has never arisen 
from any other cause but the violence of govern-
ment attempting, by improper means, to remedy 
the inconvenience of dearth, Lytton was imple-
menting what Smith had taught him and other 
believers of free trade. Smith’s injunction against 
state attempts to regulate the price of grain 
during the 1770 famine had been taught for years 
in the East India Company’s famous college at 
Haileybury.4

Lytton issued strict orders that “there is to be no in-
terference of any kind on the part of Government with 
the object of reducing the price of food,” and “in his 
letters home to the India Office and to politicians of 
both parties, he denounced ‘humanitarian hysterics’.” 
By official diktat, India, like Ireland before it, had 
become a Utilitarian laboratory where millions of lives 
were gambled, pursuant to dogmatic faith in omnipo-
tent markets overcoming the “inconvenience of 
dearth.”5

The Great Famines
Depicting the two dozen famines that killed more 

than 60 million Indians would require a lot of space, so 
I limit myself here to those that killed more than one 
million:

The Bengal Famine of 1770: This catastrophic 

4. Ibid.
5. Ibid.
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famine occurred between 1769 and 1773, and affected 
the lower Gangetic plain of India. The territory, then 
ruled by the British East India Company, included 
modern West Bengal, Bangladesh, and parts of Assam, 
Orissa, Bihar, and Jharkhand. The famine is supposed 
to have caused the deaths of an estimated 10 million 
people, approximately one-third of the population at 
the time.

The Chalisa Famine of 1783-84: The Chalisa 
famine affected many parts of North India, especially 
the Delhi territories, present-day Uttar Pradesh, Eastern 
Punjab, Rajputana (now named, Rajasthan), and Kash-
mir, then all ruled by different Indian rulers. The Chal-
isa was preceded by a famine in the previous year, 
1782-83, in South India, including Madras City (now 
named Chennai) and surrounding areas (under British 
East India Company rule), and in the extended King-
dom of Mysore. Together, these two famines had taken 
at least 11 million lives, reports indicate.

The Doji Bara Famine (or Skull Famine) of 1791-
92:  This famine caused widespread mortality in Hy-
derabad, Southern Maratha Kingdom, Deccan, Gujarat, 
and Marwar (also called Jodhpur region in Rajasthan). 
The British policy of diverting food to Europe, of pric-
ing the remaining grain out of reach of native Indians, 
and adopting agriculture policy that destroyed food 
production, was responsible for this one.  The British 

had surplus supplies of grain, 
which was not distributed to the 
very people that had grown it. As a 
result, about 11 million died be-
tween 1789-92 of starvation and 
accompanying epidemics that fol-
lowed.

The Upper Doab Famine of 
1860-61: The 1860-61 famine oc-
curred in the British-controlled 
Ganga-Yamuna Doab (two waters, 
or two rivers) area engulfing large 
parts of Rohilkhand and Ayodhya, 
and the Delhi and Hissar divisions 
of the then-Punjab. Eastern part of 
the princely state of Rajputana. 
According to “official” British re-
ports, about two million people 
were killed by this famine.

The Orissa Famine of 1866: 
Although it affected Orissa the 
most, this famine affected India’s 

east coast along the Bay of Bengal stretching down 
south to Madras, covering a vast area. One million died, 
according to the British “official” version.

The Rajputana famine of 1869: The Rajputana 
famine of 1869 affected an area of close to 300,000 
square miles which belonged mostly to the princely 
states and the British territory of Ajmer. This famine, 
according to “official” British claim, killed 1.5 mil-
lion.

The Great Famine of 1876-78: This famine killed 
untold numbers of Indians in the southern part and 
raged for about four years. It affected Madras, Mysore, 
Hyderabad and Bombay (now called, Mumbai). The 
famine also subsequently visited Central Province 
(now called, Madhya Pradesh) and parts of undivided 
Punjab. The death toll from this famine was in the range 
of 5.5 million people. Some other figures indicate the 
number of deaths could be as high as 11 million.

Indian famine of 1896-97 and 1899-1900: This 
one affected Madras, Bombay, Deccan, Bengal, United 
Provinces (now called, Uttar Pradesh), Central Prov-
inces, Northern and eastern Rajputana, parts of Cen-
tral India, and Hyderabad: six million reportedly died 
in British territory during these two famines. The 
number of deaths occurred in the princely states is not 
known.

The Bengal Famine of 1943-44: This Churchill-

Victims of the “modern” Indian famine induced by the Winston Churchill, the Bengali 
Famine of 1943.



July 3, 2015  EIR Are You a Dupe of Satan?  25

orchestrated famine in Bengal in 1943-1944 killed an 
estimated 3.5 to 5 million people.

Relief Camps, or Concentration camps
There were several policy-arrows which Adolf 

Hitler might have borrowed from the British quiver to 
kill millions, but one that he borrowed for certain in set-
ting up his death camps, was how the British ran the 
camps to provide “relief” to the starving millions. 
Anyone who entered these relief camps, did not exit 
alive.

Take the actions of Viceroy Lytton’s deputy, Rich-
ard Temple, another Haileybury product imbued with 
the doctrine of depopulation as the necessary means to 
keep the Empire strong and vigorous. Temple was 
under orders from Lytton to make sure there was no 
“unnecessary” expenditure on relief works.

According to some analysts, Temple’s camps were 
not very different from Nazi concentration camps. 
People already half-dead from starvation had to walk 
hundreds of miles to reach these relief camps. Addition-
ally, he instituted a food ration for starving people 
working in the camps, which was less than that was 

given to the inmates of Nazi concentration camps.

The British refused to provide adequate relief 
for famine victims on the grounds that this would 
encourage indolence. Sir Richard Temple, who 
was selected to organize famine relief efforts in 
1877, set the food allotment for starving Indians 
at 16 ounces of rice per day—less than the diet 
for inmates at the Buchenwald concentration 
camp for the Jews in Hitler’s Germany. British 
disinclination to respond with urgency and vigor 
to food deficits resulted in a succession of about 
two dozen appalling famines during the British 
occupation of India. These swept away tens of 
millions of people. The frequency of famine 
showed a disconcerting increase in the nine-
teenth century.6

It was deliberate then, and it’s deliberate now.

6. Bhatia, B.M., Famines in India, A Study in Some Aspects of the Eco-
nomic History of India, 1860-1945, Asia Publishing House, Bombay, 
1963.

Distribution of famine relief in the Madras area, from the Illustrated London News, May 26, 1877.


