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On June 23rd, 1757 the British Empire acquired a territory in the Battle of Plassey that would augment their influence immensely in the upcoming 19th and 20th centuries. The crown jewel of the British Empire, India, was ruled by the British East India Company from 1757 to 1858. In 1858, the Company passed the administration of India to the British government at which point British Rule in India, known eternally as the British Raj, began. From the 19th century to the mid 20th century, the British plundered India in an aggrandizing lust that would cripple India for years to come. Sir Thomas Munro, a British colonial administrator, best describes the British ideology, “Englishmen are as great fanatics in politics as Mahomedans in religion. They suppose no country can be saved without English institutions” (Brantlinger 73). Indeed, the British thought that their Raj would create order in the chaos of the Indian world, that their culture and customs would supplant the traditional values of the benighted Indian people, and that their advanced, Western resources would help India become a modern colony. Furthermore, the British audaciously stated that their glorious campaign would provide a long lasting benefit to “millions of the human race” (Dalrymple).  Lord Curzon, a viceroy of India, characterized the British Raj, without any apparent irony, as "the most unselfish page in history.... We found strife and we have created order. Providence had sent Britain to India for the lasting benefit of millions of the human race" (Dalrymple). Clearly, the British deceived the Indian people under the pretense of an altruistic campaign. A closer inspection of the outlook of the Raj and When Queen Victoria Became Empress of India, 1877 by Field Marshal Lord Roberts, “The Rebel” by Kazi Nazrul Islam, Rule Britannia by Thomas Arne, and South East View of the New Government House in Calcutta by James Moffat demonstrates the negative economical, political, and cultural effects of the British Raj.  

During the British Raj, the Indian subcontinent was dominated by British ideology and was forced to live under British standards. The British avariciously desired to make their empire the greatest power among other world powers at the time. Benjamin Disraeli, who secured for Queen Victoria the title Empress of India, made clear that one of his primary purposes in promoting his vision of Britain as an imperial state was to enhance its position among the great powers (Schwarz). Indeed, men like Cecil Rhodes, an ardent supporter of the British conquest, embraced the British Imperialism campaign and wished to acquire as much territory as they could (Heubeck). 
The Indians, however, were not as excited as the British. They were not accustomed to European traditions and were unsettled by the European presence. Zachary Nunn, an associate of Drake University and a critical analyst of the British Raj, best describes the mindset of the Indians: “Puzzlement, alarm and dismay were common reactions of many Indians to the many less obvious changes to their lives being introduced by a determined and energetic government.” While the British were in India, they took advantage of the multitude of resources on the subcontinent and imposed their culture and structure of government upon the Indians. The Indians despised the fact that they, a nation of over 150,000,000 men, were being ruled by a foreign power so far away (Nunn). 
The quintessence of the British Raj is best described by Edmund Burke, who served as a member of the British House of Commons: 
Their prey is lodged in England; and the cries of India are given to seas and winds, to be blown about, in every breaking up of the monsoon, over a remote and unhearing ocean. In India all the vices operate by which sudden fortune is acquired; in England are often displayed by the same persons, the virtues which dispense hereditary wealth. Arrived in England, the destroyers of the nobility and gentry of a whole kingdom will find the best company in this nation, at a board of elegance and hospitality. Here the manufacturer and husbandman will bless the just and punctual hand that in India has torn the cloth from the loom, or wrested the scanty portion of rice and salt from the peasant of Bengal, or wrung from him the very opium in which he forgot his oppressions and his oppressor.… Our Indian government is in its best state a grievance. (Burke)
Here Burke criticizes the British presence in India and rebukes his fellow countrymen for being “just and punctual” in Britain, but vicious and greedy in India. The British have torn rice and salt from the Indian peasants and have imposed their will upon the people in such a way that the Indian populace will never forget their oppressors (Burke). Burke states that the British Raj is in its best state a grievance. Burke was correct in his assessment as the British rule was an extreme injustice to the Indian people. With a comprehensive vista of the British Raj, the negative effects of the Raj can now be examined.

The British left the Indian economy in a precarious condition while leaving many Indians jobless in the late months of 1947, when India gained its independence from Britain (Lal). William Dalrymple, the author of The White Mughals: Love and Betrayal in Eighteenth-Century India, clearly describes the effects of the British Raj on the Indian economy:
For all the irrigation projects, new railways, and imperviousness to bribes, the Raj presided over the destruction of Indian political institutions and cultural and artistic self-confidence, while the economic figures speak for themselves. In 1600, when the East India Company was founded, Britain was generating 1.8 percent of the world's GDP while India was producing 22.5 percent. By 1870, at the peak of the Raj, Britain was generating 9.1 percent, while India had been reduced [to] a poor third-world nation, a symbol across the globe of famine and deprivation. (Dalrymple)
 As the above quote illustrates, India’s economy truly suffered during the British Raj. British industrial capitalism and governmental policies wholly broke up the Indian economy during the Raj ("The British Conquest of India"). The industrial capitalists of Britain had a distinct goal for India during the Raj, to reduce it to an agricultural colony that would supply raw materials to Britain and absorb manufactured goods from Britain ("The British Conquest of India"). In addition, Britain developed the Indian agricultural market into an industrial market under the pretense that the English machine industry would revitalize the flagging Indian economy ("The British Conquest of India"). This capitalistic mindset inevitably led to the destruction and collapse of many home-based Indian manufacturers in their struggle against the modernized British market ("The British Conquest of India"). Thus, the British Raj was characterized by a drastic reduction in the number of Indian artisans.
 In essence, the British subordinated the Indian economy by robbing the Indians of jobs while providing them with a more industrialized market. In When Queen Victoria Became Empress of India, Field Marshal Lord Roberts describes the gun salute given after the Queen is declared Empress of India, “When the chief herald had ceased reading, the royal standard was hoisted, and a salute of one hundred and one salvos of artillery was fired, with a feu-de-joie from the long line of troops.” This is a vivid example of the subordination of the Indian economy to the British economy. The British prefer to use industrial guns to ceremoniously mark the inception of Queen Victoria’s title as Empress of India, rather than instruments native to the Indian subcontinent. Accordingly, they pompously assert that their instruments are better than those of the Indians and that their economy, which produces these instruments, is better than India’s economy (“The British Conquest of India”). 
The officious economy of the British is also illustrated in James Moffat’s South East View of the New Government House in Calcutta. In the background, the immense Government House is depicted with a classical façade. The British Library best describes the Government House, “Captain Charles Wyatt designed it, using Robert Adam's Kedleston Hall in Derbyshire as his main inspiration. It had a similar classical facade, but modifications were made to accommodate the Calcutta climate” (Moffat). Thus, the British were willing to utilize funds from the Indian treasury to fund modern buildings with British designs. The British had no intention of allowing the Indians to allocate their own funds for public projects. Furthermore, the building in the background affirms the British industrialization that deprived many Indians of jobs. Buildings like the Government House required architects, builders, masons, and designers. These were uncommon occupations in India and thus artisans, craftsmen and farmers, a large percentage of the total population, were left jobless because they did not have the necessary education or skills to work on the new British building projects (“The British Conquest of India”).
Another detriment to the Indian economy was the heavy taxation levied by the British (Naoroji). Dadabhai Naoroji, a member of the British Parliament, comments about the British taxation in India, “All attention is engrossed in devising new modes of taxation, without any adequate effort to increase the means of the people to pay.” Thus, the British drained the Indian economy by taxing the people heavily without giving them enough jobs.
 In addition, the British were proud of their conquest of India and were encouraged by their own music to preserve their dominion. They had no regard for the economy of India and only wished to augment their own wealth. This mentality is seen in the lyrics of Thomas Arne’s Rule Britannia, “While thou shall flourish, Shall flourish great and free, The dread and envy of them all” ("British Imperialistic Anthems"). An analysis of the song made by Mike Cole, a prominent Senior Lecturer of the University of Brighton, states the song engendered a “strong arm and brave spirit” in the British. As a result, the British were exhorted by their music during the Raj to keep ruling over their foreign territories, in this case India. However, while ruling over these lands, they had no regard for the lives of their subjects. 
The similarities between the art, music, and historical documents of this era are profound. Lord Roberts’ account, Moffat’s painting, and Arne’s song all accentuate the British superiority over the Indians and depict their utter disregard for their Indian subjects. The British did not grant the Indians authority in their motherland, deprived the Indians of jobs while taxing them, and did all of this in a smug, self-aggrandizing manner. 
While the British Raj damaged India’s economy, it also had adverse effects on India’s government. During the Raj, the Indians were denied governmental positions and had no authority in the higher administration of their own country (Naoroji). The Indians were not treated as British subjects because British subjects received representation by birthright, whereas the Indians received none (Naoroji). Naoroji enumerates the political detriments of the British rule:
Political aspirations and the legitimate claim to have a reasonable voice in the legislation and the imposition and disbursement of taxes, met to a very slight degree, thus treating the natives of India not as British subjects, in whom representation is a birthright. Consequent on the above, an utter disregard of the feelings and views of the natives. The great moral evil of the drain of wisdom and practical administration, leaving none to guide the rising generation. (Naoroji)
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Thus, the British denied the Indians higher positions in the Indian legislation without the slightest remorse for their actions. Naorji also claims that by denying the Indians governmental positions, they would be drained of political wisdom, thus leaving a void in the political administration of the crown jewel for the rising generation. Moreover, the British carried out their administration while degrading the Indians in a condescending manner (Yager). The aforementioned act of denying the Indians governmental positions while humiliating them is clearly illustrated in Lord Roberts’ When Queen Victoria Became Empress of India. Roberts writes 
To this assemblage Lord Lytton further announced that he proposed "to invite the governors, lieutenant-governors, and heads of administration from all parts of the Queen's Indian dominions, as well as the princes, chiefs, and nobles in whose persons the antiquity of the past is associated with the prosperity of the present, and who so worthily contribute to the splendor and stability of this great empire.
(Roberts)

In the above excerpt, Lord Roberts describes the arrangements that were made to prepare for the Imperial Assemblage’s arrival “on the first day of January, 1877, for the purpose of proclaiming to the Queen’s subjects throughout India the assumption by Her Majesty of the title of ‘Empress of India.’” Thus, Lord Lytton invites British governors, lieutenant governors, and head administrators to the ceremony, but only Indian princes, chiefs, and nobles. With the description of Lord Lytton’s proposal, Lord Roberts affirms the notion that only the British held high ranking positions, such as governor and lieutenant governor, in the government. Another quotation from Lord Roberts’ account vividly depicts the humiliation of the Indians, “Each prince…was then presented by the Foreign Secretary to the Viceroy, who placed him on a chair on his right, immediately below a full-length portrait of Her Majesty.” As the Indian princes amassed for the ceremony of Victoria’s assumption of the title Empress of India, they were seated below the portrait of Queen Victoria in a humiliating manner. Essentially, the British imposed their overbearing dominance upon the Indians by having the Indians sit beneath the portrait of Victoria. 
The haughty dominance of the British was also displayed via their ruler. Queen Victoria was of course not at the ceremony herself, but was pronounced Empress nevertheless (Roberts). She thought that she could assume the title Empress of India without actually visiting India. Additionally, Queen Victoria’s behavior while receiving the title Empress of India was rather atrocious (Strachey 358). She declared regarding the title, “She would be glad if it were more generally known that it was her wish, as people will have it, that it has been forced upon her” (Strachey 358)! Therefore, Queen Victoria deceptively wanted the British public to know that the title Empress of India had been forced upon her and that she had no desire for the title (Strachey 358). However, her statement was completely fallacious as she in reality eagerly desired the title. In a biography of Victoria, Lytton Strachey writes, “Disraeli… had thrown out the suggestion that the Queen of England ought to become the Empress of India. Victoria seized upon the idea with avidity, and, in season and out of season, pressed upon her Prime Minister the desirability of putting his proposal into practice” (358). As a result, Victoria tried to conceal her avid lust for the title, Empress of India. Like their Queen, the British tried to deceptively conceal their domination of the Indians by offering the Indians miniscule baubles and titles that only served as pretexts to why the British held more governmental positions than the Indians. Although the British imposed their will on the Indians, the Indians still resisted the tyranny of the British.

The Indians resisted the British domination through non-violent means such as the peaceful campaigns led by Gandhi and the various works of literature that emphasized Indian unity and encouraged resistance against the British (Kamat). “The Rebel” by Kazi Nazrul Islam is one such literary work. Islam writes in his poem, “Say, courageous one—My head remains ever high! I am ever irrepressible, impudent and merciless: I am the dancing Shiva of the Great Cataclysm, I am cyclone, I am destruction, I am mortal terror, I am the curse of the earth, I am irresistible, I destroy everything to bits” (Islam 1)! Poetry such as this motivated Indians to resist the oppression of British Imperialism. Amalendu De, a social scientist and a scholar of British Imperialism states:

The liberal-rational spirit generated by the above mentioned writers spread like a swelling-current when Kazi Nazrul Islam appeared on the scene. He became a symbol of Hindu-Muslim unity in the midst of communal tensions and conflicts. Composing poems, novels and articles, Nazrul Islam strengthened the anti-imperialist struggle… He conceived of the ‘Bengali nation’… in the background of Indian nationalism. (De) 
Through his literature, Islam exhorted his Indian countrymen to resist their British oppressors and struggle against the debilitating effects of the Raj. The British could usurp the administration of India, disgrace the Indians, and offer them token titles instead of political power, but the one thing they could not do is pacify the fiery, pertinacious spirit of the Indians. Now with the negative political effects of the British Raj in mind, the destructive effects of the Raj on Indian culture can now be inspected. 

The British Raj had an immensely destructive effect upon Indian culture, an effect that can still be observed today. The presumptuous British truly thought that their culture was far superior to that of the Indians (Sundaram). They wanted to impose their Western culture upon India so that the Indian people would one day love Western society and work towards incorporating themselves into the Western world (Sundaram). The British wanted to brainwash the Indians so that notions of revolt would never cross their minds (Sundaram). During the Raj, the British wholly changed Indian culture including Indian religion, education, social systems, apparel, food, and religious festivals. V. Sundaram, Associate Editor of News Today and a critic of British Imperialism, elucidates the British impact upon Indian culture:
Along with Christian religion came the rest of British or Western culture, thought and customs and the gradual end of traditional ways of life. Thus our traditional religions and cultures were gradually subverted or eliminated. The new Indian converts to Christianity were encouraged not only to give up their religion but their culture, which often had religious or spiritual implications as well. A good Indian Christian convert would dress like an Englishman and emulate English manners in all things. Thus in India the Hindus converted by the British to Christianity were encouraged to think, behave and live like Englishmen. (Sundaram)
Sundaram highlights the fact that traditional Indian religion and culture were eliminated by the British in order to institute Christianity and the Western culture. However, none of this could be accomplished until India’s population was first subdued under Christianity and then brought to its knees in an obsequious state, where the Indians would humbly bow to their British masters. Sundaram vividly describes the British’s imposition of Christianity upon Indian society:
Religion provided the needed rationale for this cruel plunder. All native Hindus were dismissed as heathens or pagans – despicable creatures who don't have to be treated like human beings till they take their fateful decision to embrace Christianity. According to the missionaries who came to India to play second fiddle to the British Imperial rulers, Christianity was the only true religion. (Sundaram)
As Sundaram states, the Indians were dismissed as “heathens,” until they embraced the teachings of Christianity. The Indians were forced to fawningly please their British masters to the point of satisfaction. 
The British brainwashed the Indians to believe that they were an inferior race, only born to serve the British and augment their wealth. This notion is clearly illustrated in Moffat’s South East View of the New Government House in Calcutta. The Indian servants displayed in the foreground are shown holding umbrellas over their British masters, as to shield them from the scorching rays of the sun. In addition, some other Indians are arduously lifting the dapper British man over their shoulders. The British, however, are depicted as daintily sauntering through the courtyard of the Government house. There is a sharp contrast between the British and the Indians in this painting. While the Indians are subjugated to menial work, the British reap the benefits of the laborious Indians. The brainwashed Indians obsequiously serve their British masters notwithstanding their plight and the loss of their culture and heritage. 
The Indians turned to serving their British masters and from these masters the Indians began to learn and follow the British culture (Sundaram). This apparent loss of Indian culture has carried into today’s modern society as Sundaram explains:
Every educated Indian seems to believe that nothing in Hindu India, past or present, is to be approved unless recognized and recommended by an appropriate authority in the West. There is an all-pervading presence of a positive, if not worshipful, attitude towards everything in western society and culture, past as well as present in the name of progress, reason and science. Nothing from the West is to be rejected unless it has first been weighed and found wanting by a Western evaluation. (Sundaram)
As Sundaram states, the British ingrained their culture into the psyches of the Indian people so much so that the effects of the British Raj are still evident in today’s society. 
The British were also proud about their culture and their quest to spread it in the Eastern world. They wanted to spread all aspects of their culture including their education. Sundaram writes, “The British rulers attempted to colonize our minds by eliminating all our traditional schools and education systems through a progressive system of Western education. This they did in a country like India where Christianity failed to gain many converts. This gave British Colonialism in India the aura of a civilizing influence.” Thus, the British thought that by eliminating India’s traditional education systems and replacing them with Western British school systems, they could civilize the Indian people and modernize India’s education. They took great pride in their culture and their education and expressed their emotions in their literature and their art. Songs like Rule Britannia exclaimed the pride the British took in their culture. The famous chorus of Rule Britannia, “Rule Britannia! Britannia rule the waves. Britons never, never, never shall be slaves,” glorifies the British culture ("British Imperialistic Anthems"). It is with this glorious pride, that the British imposed their customs and traditions upon the Indian people. 
The British’s culture can also be found in When Queen Victoria Became Empress of India. Lord Roberts describes the ceremonial process of presenting medals as tokens from Queen Victoria to the Indian Princes:

His Excellency then placed round the chief's neck a crimson ribbon, to which was attached a very handsome gold medal with the Queen's head engraved on it, adding: I further decorate you, by command of Her Majesty. May this medal be long worn by yourself and long kept as an heirloom in your family in remembrance of the auspicious date it bears. (Roberts)
In the above excerpt, Lord Roberts describes how the British forced their culture upon the Indians, having them accept trinkets as tokens of appreciation for their loyalty to the British. 
The Indians, however, were able to counter British culture through their poetry. The provocative language found in “The Rebel” is an example of the poetry that kept the hearts and minds of the Indian people alive with fortitude. Islam beautifully writes, “I’m the Rebel Eternal, I’ll stamp my footprint on the bosom of Almighty! I’ll tear apart the ribcage of the whimsical Providence” (Blunden). Andy Blunden, an Australian scholar in Marxism, comments on Islam’s lyrics, “That’s precisely how Kazi Nazrul Islam elected to describe himself in his arguably the best-known poem “The Rebel” – Bidrohi in original Bengali. While he is best known for his romantic lyrics, his fiery and militant anti-colonial patriotic poems and songs also inspired millions of Bengalis in their fight for Indian independence.” In this way, Islam was able to give his Indian countrymen hope in their struggle against the British. No matter how fervidly the British tried to expunge the Indian culture, they would never be able to crush the pertinacious spirit of the Indian people.

The effects of the British Raj were disastrously prevalent and can still be observed today. All four works, When Queen Victoria Became Empress of India, 1877 by Field Marshal Lord Roberts, “The Rebel” by Kazi Nazrul Islam, Rule Britannia by Thomas Arne, and South East View of the New Government House in Calcutta by James Moffat, show how the British voraciously took advantage of India for its own benefit. From 1858, the year the British Raj began, to 1947, the year the Raj ended, the British have had wide ranging detrimental effects in the political, economical, and cultural aspects of India. Although the British imposed their religion, culture, and traditions upon India, the Indian people stood their ground and retained India’s inveterate religion, culture, and customs. While the British instilled their culture into the minds of the Indian people, the Indians obstinately held on to their ancient literature and art, so as not to forget their traditional roots. The British ruthlessly looted India of its riches, weakened the Indian economy, denied the Indian people representation in their government, and slowly supplanted the Indian culture with their own. The British truly enervated India during the British Raj, thus leaving an indelible scar on the face of the prodigious crown jewel. 
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