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INDIA IN ENGLAND

I
RETROSPECT AND PROSPECT

ALL journalism is of its very nature so ephemeral
and evanescent that it is with considerable dif-
fidence that this reprint of some of the leading

articles from “ India”

is offered to the indulgence
of the Indian public. The only justification for
such a course is the fact that these articles do form
a rough record-—very impressionistic, it is true—of
a vitally important period in India’s history. It
was the writer’s lot to be editor of the organ of
the Indian National Congress during the period of
tense human drama that fell between the arrival of
the greatest Indian delegation ever sent to England
(1919} and those significant days that saw the
passing of Mr. Tilak and the bhirth of Non-Co-
operation at the Nagpur Congress of 1920. The
looms of Fate were weaving the tragic tissue of



2 INDIA IN ENGLAND

the Punjab Tragedy and all its sequences in India ;
in Britain there was brought to the birth, after
much travail, the Government of India Act of
1919. History was being made very rapidly in
those days.

We are still too near it all to appraise it in pro-
per perspective ; nevertheless one thing is certain.
Between the promise of a Constitution to India in
August 1917 and the decisions taken at Nagpur,
was forged one of the most momentous chains of
episodes a country could possibly endure. To use
with all reve;'ence the symbolism of the Christian
religion, if the August pronouncement was as the
Nativity of Liberty and the Punjab Tragedy the
Crucifixion, the deeply purifying movement of Non-
Co-operation was as the Resurrection into a new
life for India. The pity of it all is that everything
“could have been so different! A more generous
constitution, no Rowlattism, and no O’'Dwyerism
and Dyerism, and the world’s history might have
. run differently. Other grievances, such as the ini-
quitous treatment of Indians in British Colonies, or
the disastrous manoeuvrings of the Currency Com-
mission are grievous enough, but could be suscepti-
ble to wise and tactful remedies. But when one
thinks of such awful happenings as the Crawling
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Order, the mind only re-echoes Shakespeare's
despairing plaint: - ‘

“Canst thou minister to a mind diseased

Or pluck from the memory a rooted sorrow ?”

At the moment of writing these lines a new
Viceroy, who is hoth an able and a good man, is
entering upon the arduous duties of one of the
greatest positions in the world. The republication
of these articles at such a moment may be taken by
some as a needless exacerbation and revival of old
sorrows. So perhaps it may be stated that I have
consented to the idea from very different motives.
If any words of mine hére-in-after show to Indians
that sympathy and comradeship triumph over
differences of race and distance and that one
woman at least suffered when India suffered, that
would, I think, not farther embitter race feeling, but
tend to bridge it over. One sympathiser however
would be a very minute offering. But thousands
of Britions felt just the same about Amritsar and
even if they were not able to register their political
protest at an election that was because circum-
stances withheld it from their power. There has
not been much real liberty regained in post-war
England so far, or we should not be daily hearing

" of such awful events in Ireland. I do not say these
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thi . . e . .
ngs by way of making India patient, but as an
explanation, or if the word be preferred, an apology.

Many difficulties beset the path of England due to

the complications of our imperial inheritances and
our post-war world problems. England moves
always with lumbering delay, particularly the
England of high idealism and spirituai effocts.
ITIer soul lies apparently dormant for decades at 8
tume, and then a Hampden, a Burke, or a Shaftes-
bury arouses that soul from slumber. Let but the
ce'iuse' be just, and in the end it must be 2
victorious one !

If ever there was a political cause which claimed
;m?a(.;ause of by its intrinsic merits the whole-
and honest ma:e:rr:fid ('le\'uti(m of every (.jecent

: woman, that cause is the
.lecration of India. Its magm’iude is the secret of
n.s: ;{reatness of appeal. Three huadred and fifty
mxlh-on people are deprived of the choice of their
destiny. The inherent justice of India’s claim is
the rock foundation of its spiritual appeal.

Doubtless many reasons of expediency are to he
found to prop up the present system.
India has no armed force wherewith
to defend herself. India is divided by race, caste
and creed. The imperial trade system might suffer

India’s claim
is right.
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if British domination ceased. The Indian Civil

Service might no longer offer lucrative careers to

our young Scots...and soon. But to any mind with

a sense of proportion, all these specious pleas are
so much dust on the balance. It is India’s busi-

ness to unify her races, modify her caste system

and reconcile her creeds. No unifications, modifi-

cations or reconciliations imposed from without
can ever have spiritual force or sanction, and
hence will be always inherently valucless. Nor
does the amount achieved in these directions in a
century and a half by Great Britain inspire any
particular belief that much more success would be
attained in an aeon and a half —especially when
the very divisions are quoted as a reason for alien
imperialism; such imperialism cannot be expected
to destroy its own ovstensible raison d'étre. The
argument that India cannot defend herself in armed
conflict comes oddly from the lips of the race that
summoned 1,457,000 Indians to her aid in the last
War! If Indians are good enough to defend West
Europe, they will be good enough to defend India.
As to Trade, Civil Service and other arguments
based upon ‘materialism, they answer themselves.
They are brigand’s reasons for brigandage, and
.nothing more, when applied to the system, even
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though the vast majority’of the LC.S. indisputably
have much to their personal credit as individual
administrators. If the issue is to be defined
(however unfairly) as Freedom versus Efficiency,
there will always be those who will say that Free-
dom is in an infinitely higher category than Effici-
ency. “Let my People go Free!” is the Divine
Command all down the ages. Some years ago an
English Archbishop was much misunderstood for
having the courage to say in reference to temper-
ance legislation of too compulsory a character:
“Rather England free, than England sober!”
Maligned at first, he was eventually understood and
supported. Freedom is higher than any amount
of sobriety, expediency, comfort, worldly respect
or efficiency. These things in themselves are all
laudable, but all are as nothing if they are to be a
substitute for freedom. No woman can be grate-
ful at the expense of her honour and no nation at
the expense of her liberty, said Edmund Burke.
The long-continued servitude of India to Britain
Some British = is due to three causes. Wrong
Misconceptions. . j4eas dominate English conceptions
of India’s position. Wrong motives of gainful rule
dominate the actions of the ruling few “who deter-
mine what ideas shall pervade the mentality of
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the British-ruled many. And finally, India’s own
supineness for so long has been her undz)ing.

To begin at the beginning, it has never suited
the conquering class of Great Britain that the many
should know the real truth about India. They have
always controlled popular education, and in this,
as in other historical connections, the School, the
Press, the Pulpit and the Historian have diligently
fed the popular mind with masses of lies, distortions,
and suppressed truth. India is governed by Britain
in a noble effort to save India from herself—and
soon!

If I might interject a personal word here, dis-
rasteful as it is to me in writing upon a topic so
infinitely greater than one’s own relatively minute
personality and experience, I would say that I do
not speak from idle rhetoric but from hard experi-
ence. My own conception of India’s case came to
me entirely from laborious historical delving when
studying for an Honours History degree of London
University ; and from the study of India’s connection
with Great Britain, I emerged permanently sad-
denned by the amount of duplicity from intellectuals

which Governments can apparently almost invari-
ably command. The acquisition of India is written
‘about by nearly all historians as something
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glorious, wonderful and beautiful on the part of
England and as something beneficent and helpful
to India.  Many historians rise into almost lyrical
and religious rapture on the subject and seem
to have humbugged themselves into a genuine
belief that it was all a part of the Divine Purpose

controlling the Universe. This point of view

entircly permeates our popular text-books and
school courses. I suppose that a teacher who
taught to the contrary in a British State School
would soon be dismissed. The tragic thing is that
very few would ever want, simply because the
Indian side of the case is not available for them, to
realise what they are doing. Pcfsonally I am not
an anti-imperialist in the sense of hating the
British Empire as such. [ see no harm whatever
in the colonisation of all but empty areas like
Canada and Australia and much goodin a volun-
tary federation on just terms of the free parts of
the Empire. But the imperialism based on force
and fraud is not distinguished from legitimate
expansion in the imperialism disseminated through
and by the School, the Press, the Pulpit and the
Historian. That is the Quadruple Alliance of
India's enemies.

Some years ago when I was in the dual position
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of being the Senior History Mistress of a school
where nearly a thousand girls were taught antl was
also lecturer in methods of teaching History to the
post graduate honours students of the local univer-
sity, I foundI was in the grip of this Quadruple
Alliance of cobweb softness but of the strength
of steel.

Nominally in control I realised that I was
expected in every way by lectures, by choice of
text-books and of subjects, to foster the prevailing
overshadowing Upas tree. The position offered
wonderful opportunities as a life work, but I
resigned it and have never been regretful. Up to
the time of my departure 1 never came across a
solitary text-book which one could honestly putinto
a child’s innocent hands telling the real truth about
our acquisition of India, Burma, and the Crown
Colonies. The best one can procure——yet only as
far as stressing our paternal responsibilities mere
amiable Pharoahs !—never to the point of teaching
the sacred truths of liberty at all costs. Sometimes
I have wished that the teaching of “ history ” could
be stopped altogether in our schools, until more
respect for the Truth be shown. It is not only
India which suffers at the hands of our “ historians.”
Our relations with Ireland, France and Scotland
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are far from being told in terms of world-truth.
Thusp the child’s mind, having been distorted in
school, the Pulpit, and Press, becomes an easy
target in the adult, and Mr. Rudyard Kipling's.
sales reach figures no doubt very gratifying to

himself |

Is it possible for these misconceptions to be -

Can We Defeat ) the
this Quadruple uprooted and replaced by
Alliance ? truth ?

Bad as the case is, I say unhesitatingly:* Yes,
itis.” It always' has been possible, it always is
possible, and it always wiil be possible for Truth
to prevail, if her advocates are sufficiently energ-
etic, determined and resourceful.

True, India has not yet adequately placed her
case before the World, nor even before the British
peoples in the Empire. Perhaps in conjunction
with that statement one should briefly recapitulate
the means India has so far used, and place upon
record their measure of success or failure. " It is no
mere idle research into futilities. An adequate
scrutiny of all India’s resources and weapons was
never more necessary than now ; for a determination
to be free at all costs implies at least a consideration
of all methods. The present mind of India turns
with abhorrence from methods of hatred, violence
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and anarchy. Moreover, however sacred the cause,
an armed revolution is the most hideous of all
methods of achieving freedom. It leaves in its
train a legacy of mutual hate whichis a very bad
entity for the whole world. To mankind as a
whole we owe respect and duty; so it is a moral
obligation to explore every possible avenue of peace,
of persuasion, and of reason and logic, lightly
rejecting nothing. Even if a peaceful method has
yielded no apparent result, we must try it many
times and each time with increasing efficiency be-
fore we rashly proclaim it a failure. * The fault,
dear Brutus, lies not in our stars but in ourselves
that we are underlings” only too often. Twenty-
nine abortive attempts preceded the English Reform
Bill of 1832. Long years of intensest agitation
preceded the Abolition of Slavery, the Repeal of
the Corn Laws and the Enfranchisement of Woman.
Energy and tenacity are the twin secrets of success

in polmcal movements. .
The people of India have made consnderable

India’s Re- efforts to place their cause before
presentation . . R
in England. the British public. The core of this

effort has always been a body known as the British
Committee of the Indian National Congress, which
developed out of an agency ably conducted by the
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late Mr. Digby into a Committee at first Bfitish,
latterly Indian and British, and finally (in effective
attendance) mainly Indian. It was always subsi-
dised by the Congress but in its earlier and more
genuinely British days it was of independent
standing and advisory to the Congress in India.
As a result of the late Mr. Tiiak’s visit, criticisms,
comments and policy, its status was changed irom
independence to an ancillary and executive charac-
change which, beneficial in some ways,
occasioned the resignation of much of what was
highly valuable in its British membership, though
not of all. The five years’ suspension of inter-
change of visits caused by the War had caused a
certain inevitable disjointedness in action between
India and England. The onrush of Nationalism
like a mighty flood in India had barely been
realised in the exhausting immediate post-Armistice

ter, a

days in London; whilst India had no means of '

‘knowing how difficult it had been even to sustain
in a rather suspended condition any * Home
Rule” organisation in London in the teeth of
the hotly Jingo feeling which reaches its climax
in time of any war, What London had found to
require in extraordinary circumstances - real devo-
tion, real strength of character and enormous tact—
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seemed to India an apathetic slackness and mere
waste of money., I have always understood both
sides in the matter, and at the risk of seeming
thoroughly Irish, can say I am on both sides in the
matter—simply because one saw the difficulties of
either. But had the Indian delegation which
landed in the Spring of 1919 been able to come just
a short three months earlier, and had there been a
series of detailed mutual explanations as to work
done and undone on both sides, had the mutual
difficulties been gone into far more fully and
patiently, the delegates would have seen much to
thank, praise and understand, whilst the British
Comuittee on its part would have apprehended us ¢
whole the rapider motion essential in post-war days,
and would, one believes, have retained its full and
effective personnel. The change of status involving
the resignations of such valuable members as Mr.
Swinney and Lord Clwydd turned out eventually
to be more a matter of language than of substance,
and effected nothing very memorable really, save”
a much greater predominance upon the Committee
of some of the Indians long resident in London.
The sphere of action of London Indians would
perhaps have been more appropriate and helpful
to” their country in such bodies as the Indian
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Associatjon, than upon a body whose purpose was
denoted by its name to be the British Committee of
the Congress, and which certainly derived its weight!
in its earlier days from the fact that Parliament’
and political bodies understood its pronouncements,
to mean the opinion of representative British public
men of advanced opinions in regard to India. In
proportion as the public became aware that the
British element was numerically less and less, so did
that public opinion inevitably regard the work of
the Committee as something emanating from Indian
mentality. There was obviously a certain gain in
this, but there was also a definite loss. Of course,
the position with regard to Indian delegates just
arriving from India was entirely different. They
came in full touch with the latest Indian develop-
ments and were necessarily and properly a most
important asset to the Committee’s deliberations.
What really happenned was that although the
funeral was delayed for a year the new Constitution
“of the Committee in effect killed the old British
Committee—a body which, after all, had had
a long and honourable record of devoted and
altruistic service to India from the highest and
most disinterested motives. Indefatigable stalwarts
of proved devotion such as Dr. Clark and Dr
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Rutherford continued to stand by the Committee
until the change in the balance of power resujted
in theirnon-election to office and shortly afterwards,
the Congress adoption of Non Co-operation
logically involved the extinction of the Committee
by Congress itself. Its dissolution was the sequence
of a very natural feeling that appeals to the
British were vain, undignified, and inconsistent
with Non-Co-operation, a feeling shared by myself,
subject to the reservations later stated herein.
Taken on the whole it is probably true to say

Did the British  that the British Committee failed to
Committee R .
Fail ? arouse enthusiasm for Indian Home

Rule—even allowing for the enormous difficulties
occasioned by the War. Many reasons leap to the

mind.
In the first place, it never had anything like

enough money to conduct a sustained propaganda.
It was always understaffed, and to all but the
last was staffed entirely by non-Indians—not from
policy, but because, the Congress never sent over
suitable Indians to fill positions. The least that
a successful propaganda needs for a given cause in
Great Britain is £10,000 a year, and even that means
stinting and great economy. The great party
organisations here, of course, spend enormously
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more. Of course the War had an almost paraly-

sing effect upon all democratic agencies for the
and from this the Britist

four years of its duration,
Committee could not possibly be immune.

In the second place, there was always a certair
lack of dash, push, and go about the British Com-
mittee. Its members were venerable gentlemen ol
much the same type—enthusiasts, altruists and
thinkers. A few more doers (such as Dr. Clark
always was) would have wonderfully affected
matters. There was no youthfulness of outlook
upon the Committee save for Commander Ken-
worthy. Worst of all, there were no women,
although the merest tyro in British politics knows
that when it comes to spade work to be done,
every organisation in Britain relies upon the
keenness and conscientious detail works of its
women members. There was also a lack of
modern business methods and application of up-to-
date methods of propaganda. I never remember a
hall being full at any meeting organised by the
British Committee alone, no matter what they spent
on advertisement. Uscless to plead that the Indian
cause does not attract audiences, for, at a meeting
organised by the Women's Freedom League to.
ventilate women’s anger at the Punjab occurrencess j
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one of the largest halls in London was _absolutely
packed, and to my knowledge the W.F.L. spent
just half of what the Committee had spent a few
weeks before to organise its Punjab Protest
Meeting. It is not a case of cause but of method.
The British Committee never engaged someone
definitely who had a wide knowledge of all parties
and movements and how to expend on propaganda
to best advantage to be solely an organiser. This
is a field quite apart from Secretarial duties and
never comfortably combines with them.

Moreover, in its latest phase, there was a distinct
drift over towards the Labour Party. To nearly
all the Indians I know, this scems an obvious
advantage. Postponing for the moment discussion
on this point, one may urge that it involved a
certain disjunction from other parties and the
genera! public, and undoubtedly brought the de-
fects of its qualities with it. To me the cause of
Indian Self-Government has always seemed far too
important to be entrusted to any one Party. It
needs the help of all, no matter what their views
on party British questions.

Nevertheless, whatever the failings of the British
Comnmittee, its good work, of a quiet, steady, even
‘constant flow, was very valuable; and it would be

B
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-

;boﬂ-cighted to overlook -or undervalue it.
Many of its results, although not obvious nor

. showy, are stxll here waiting for India to garner and

to use. )
. The mam “feature of the British Commmees

: mNcwmvﬂ' work was the publication of the
“India " newspaper ' India "', a threepenny
political weekly. It was successively edited by
a.series of most able men, such as Sir Gordon
Hewart, (the present Attorney-General), Mr. H. E.
A. Gotton, Mr. S. K. Ratcliffe apd my friend and
predecessor Mr. H. S. L. Polak. It fell to my lot
to edit the paper during the most stormy period
ever witnessed by modern Indian politics, and
-perhaps a few observations may have some slight
interest, especially as the Congress organ seemed

very properly a source of perpetual comment in K

the Indian Press. .

In the first place, I should like to place upon
record once and for all, that | was always of the
opinion prior to, during, and since my tenure of the
editorship that it was of paramount advisability
that the chief editorship of the paper should be in
suitable Iadian hands (with possibly EngllSh
assistance, the editorship being too heavy. for one"
editor,) Please mark the word “ suitable”. There .
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were many self-appointed candidates for this bed
of thorns whose suitability was apparent chiefly
to themselves! An Indian organ edited by a” non-
Indian was obviously not completely satisfactory.
An English mind alternates between moderating
and out-running the current Indian political flow
of opinion. If my 'predecessors were criticised for
moderation, I was often in hot water for being too
advanced.

But 1919-1920 was a time to subordinate mere
private opinions to a clear call of duty. The latter
half of this book—reprints of some of the articles
from " India "—is the only type of answer possible
to commentators and critics. Of the shortcomings
of my tenure I was always very conscious, the only
asset I could comfort myself upon being a certain
conviction that, as far as in me lay, I would. never
let the people of India down in the Congress organ
in any way no matter at what risk. The position
was always very difficult and after the departure
of my valued colleague, Mr. N. C. Kelkar, in
November 1919, I was entirely alone until August
1920 doing about three people’s work with no
assistance. Hence many defects.

As to she policy of the paper, its chief feature

"was unremitting attack upon the Secretary of State
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for India. Not upon Mr. Montagu, as critics urged.
Mr. Montagu is a highly estimable gentieman énd,
I believe, as great a lover of India as I am. But
the Secretary of State for India is the person
to whom all political enquiry, comment, praise and
blame for Indian affairs is properly directed in
this country, except in so far as one places it upon
the Prime Minister or upon the collective respon-
sibility of the Cabinet. Itis a mere scattering of
force to waste ten words upon any private member
in Lords or Commons House. Lord Sydenham,
Col. Yate, Mr. Welby and all their colleagues had
long rest and mere oblivion in my day, so far
as “lndia” was concerned. Why ?  Because nodt
one of them was Secretary of State for  India.
There is nothing at all original in such a policy,
and i the long run, it never faiis. Napoleon
believed in concentrating his forces and ramming
in at the enemy’s strongest point. The Wonien's
Movement-—after ail the only successful British
political agitation of any magnitude of the last
twenty years followed exactly the same strategy.
Nothing can possibly please a Cabinet Minister
more than to see anybody and everybody getting
the blame for the errors of his Department save
himself, and acting as a convenient screen ;
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moveorer, any wise politician provides diffused
subjects for attack, as Macchiavelli pointed out
five hundred years ago. Disraeli made his career
by attacking the strongest on the other side, and
one could multiply instances ad lib. If I have one
bone to pick with the Indian Press, much as one
can admire it in other respects, it is the way in
which fire is scattered--the iniquities of the Viceroy
and of some Deputy local tin god being all~ descri-
bed in parallel emphasis and language. Fight
hard, but concentrate upon the highest. The personal
goodwill of any Viceroy or Secretary of Stateis
all very well, but to count it or consider it over-
much is not politics but the art of wooing. Woo
public opinion if one likes, but not Cabinet Minis-
ters. You can move their weight only by the
power you apply at your end of the lever, n(.)t.by
standing in the middle distance and admiring
their noble qualities amid the surrounding scenery.
They like that, naturally ; but let Ministers’ mirrors
furnish their admirers.

So much for policy. Ol)vious_ly the line taken
was the orie which was the most distasteful to
those in high places, and this confirmed one’s
belief in its rightness. At any rate “India”
achieved the distinction of attack in the House of



22 INDIA IN ENGLAND

el oL S

Lords by an ex-Viceroy for its unyieldingness,

duing the historic debate on the Government of
India Bill. )

As to the influence of *“ India ", its circulation
although never large was always influential, and
many a question in Parliament or line of attack of
India’s friends was suggested by it. .

Nevertheless, " India ' was far from being a
complete journalistic success, and never reached
far enough nor wide enough. The directorate
never managed to achieve upon the business side
more than very moderate suecess. In particular the
advertisement department was never so run as to
help the financial aspect of matters. All the
characteristics which militated against the British
Committee itself came into full play upon the news-
paper directorate.  Nevertheless some most valu-
able political suygestions were made by individual
directors. But a forward business policy would
ha\e saved the Congress much of the cost of the
paper and would have vastly extended its influence
by incressing the circulation, especially lf the
price had been reduced. ’

Any revival of any Congress organ at any sub-
sequent time should he accompanied by a most
searching consideration into this most vital aspect

“an
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of the success of any paper, viz. the bL{Siness side:
Neglect of it would be fatal and inexcusable when
there has been previous experience. Ne.edless t.o
say the paper “ India '’ was starved of paid co.n.trl-
butions through lack of money, for ‘the provxs'xon
of good copy on a voluntary basis 1s 'a“lmOST 1m.’
possible ingthese days of high pressure Infiza s

production was a sort of hebdomadal fmracle!
[ shall always be grateful to all those kind con-

tributors whose entire voluntary help was as

never-failing as devoted. ' .
If the Congress should ever revive a Press organ, it

should be upon very different lines~bri'ghter and
more expensive journalism might be '1mmen.sely
helpful to the cause of India. It WZ'IS qxfxte obvious
that the adoption of Non-Co-operation involved at
least a temporary cessation of the Congress organ
and of anything else which might be constru.ed as
“appeal " to Britain. But need such policy of
abandonment of education of great Britain be

permanent ? There are other courses besides

-appeals. . . .

Non-Co-operation, as [ understand it, is a magni-
The Nature of ficent gesture. If, in the teeth of
ﬁgacwmm- all the niggardliness with which
éovernmental Britain met India’s demand for
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justice, India had tamely taken the inadequate
Reforms and the insolently inept outcome of the
Hunter Committec’s Report, then, one would have
felt that servitude was her due, for her servility
would have been its very mattress. But India, having
surveyed the conditions, stood haughtily aloof
from the gifts. This method is so different from
all those that England has adopted to attain her
liberty that it is well nigh impossible for Western
minds to grasp the Indian attitude. It is compar-
able to the case of a woman who, not proffered the
full marital dignity of being a wife, prefers
cloistered virginity, howsoever sterile, to becoming
a mere mistress.  All or nothing is the spirit
of it,

Enormous powers of self-abnegation are demand-
ed from the Complete Non-Co-operationist. Hence
it is the method, in its full perfection, for the few.
That need arouse no despondency, for it is the few
who will lecad on the many, as they always have
done and always will do. It is enough in a nation-
al cause that the many understand and learn the
lessons which the nobility of the few will teach
them for the goal to be reached. Non-Cn-operation
as a winning policy has no need to base itself upon
numbers. Bulk is not its basis. Nor is time of its
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essence. My Indian friends, if I may say.so, seem
to me too fond of assigning periods for political

endeavour and results. The old cry of Dominion

Home Rule “in fifteen years” was a thoroughly
misleading slogan for use in England, making
British friends think they had nothing urgent to
do for India for fifteen years! Similarly “Swaraj
in one year” does not appeal to me as a battlecry.
The thing is to determine to get it and to put out
the - greatest, finest, and most constant efforts,
leaving the exact moments for events to the
Great Disposer of all things. Prophecy is very

dangerous in politics! N
If Non-Co-operation will have advanced India’s

freedom by even one day. that will be sufficient

justification for it. Disappointment as to exact
predictions of dates are too likely to lead to the
despair which is the mother of violence to be at all
to my liking. And at the moment that Non Co-

cperators resort to violence, should anything so

“horrible ever occur, they will have killed not only

Non-Co-operation, but one of the most heautiful
and spiritual manifestations of political genius the
world has ever seen. That would be both a crime

and a blunder.
What may happen to Non-Co-operation ?
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The Future of It may decline into violence as it
Non-Co-opera-

tion ? enemies openly prophesy and hope.
It may fade away into insignificance. That is its
peril, because it offers a hard road.

It may prevail, until India stands almost entirely
aloof from her governmental system.

Assuming the latter event, one must consider the
outcome. The ultimate result must be the obtain-
ing of a free. constitution ~for the moment | assume
this to be within the British Empire and not the
other alternative. At that juncture arises the need,
not for appeals to the British, but for education and
explanation so that they may comprehend what
is being asked of them. Practical steps must be
taken so that they visualise India’s demands clearly.
If Mahdtma Gandhi is Utopian in hxs methods,
perhaps I too in refatively humble degree, may be
forgiven for my dream which is of an enlight-
ened Britain willingly and consciously giving full
freedom to India as to her sister common wealth.

This mutual understanding will involve the--

The Revival of  rayival of means of communications
Communi-

cations. between the Indian and British
peoples. The ideal methods would be in my view :

(a) The issue of a weekly paper produced from
Indiu, at least fifty thousand copies being circulated

S S

* pendent.

»
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here each week. India must educate Britai.n, a-nd I
believe a paper sent over from India—assuming it to
be good—would be of enormous value. A Lor:d:n
organ has its value, but one produced from the
heart of things would be enormously more fresh,
i i ting.
Vn(:ti)l)mg.i ;tr‘:s“sﬂ;erfice should be organised fro.m
India, especially to all progressive organs in
' The Congress organisation in India should

ritain.
> horitative news to Fleet Street.

cable over its aut
(c) Prominent British public men and women .

should be organised into a2 body capable of leading

and moulding British opinion so as to advance

India’s just claims. But it is essential that such a

body should authoritatively voice, not a xmxeci
opinion, but the most forward British opinion. 1
should be self-supporting financially if it is to earn
the highest respect and stand above all suspicion

f manipulation. A mixed Indian and British’
o

Committee has certain advantages, but it would
always be regarded as being too ma.lleabl.e to
Indian pressure, especially if not financially mdej'
A true British Committee could be advi-
sory of and assistant to but not dominar.lt towards
Indian Congress delegates. Another mixed Com-

‘mittee would, I fear, merely revive the old muddle
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of speakipg clearly neither for England nor for
India. '

(1) There should be a Congress Embassy in
Britain, entirely Indian in personnel. Men of the
highest type should come and be prepared to form
themselves (at any rate, temporarily) in the moald
of English public life for their country’s sake,
Effectiveness and not effect should be the watch-
word. Each member should use his gifts in the
most suitable way. In the past we have seen the
disastrous effects of trying to use mere industrious
legal draftsmen as orators, negotiators, and so
Itis folly. Some can impress public bodies,
others can write articles for the general press, some

can negotiate, some can address meetings, others
can organise, etc.

on.

But no one man ever combines
all these gifts.

All these things are necessary, and each has its
value. It is understood that the only link for the
present is to be an information bureau. It is
earnestly to be hoped that this will be of some use,
but if it is intended merely to reach the Labour
movement, it is unlikely 1o make much difference.
Labour’s essential principles commit it to support
India; the only difficulty with the Lahour Party i§
not to convert it, but to keep it up to the mark in
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practice. The experience of the Woman's Suffrage
Movement was that the Labour Party were always
most generous in their promises, but that in their
organisations and in Parliament they were too
absorbed in their own concerns to be of much
i value.

pr?:il;c:}:e unconvinced and apathetic (whether of
any party of of none) who ought' to be awakened.
The political Nonconformist, for instance, has to be
shown, not only a new point of view about Turkey
and the Khilafat, but the essential oneness of the
historic origin of his dissent with the attitude of the
non-co-operating Indian of to-day, and hence of his
spiritual kinship. Both have abandoned and l'eft
an Establishment ! The educational profession
has to be reached so that the teaching in the schools
can be rectified. The Woman’s Mover‘nent, the
most likely converts of all, has to be informed.,
The majority of 8% miUion women’s vot.es are to be
had for India at the price of a little enlightenment.
Many religious bodies could also be reached on the
ethical side.

All this will be very costly. But how much more
costly are the alternatives! And
what are they? Recourse to force—

barred both by the principles of Non-Co-operation

The Cost.
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and by expediency. A permanent half servitude
and a half-staryed and emasculated India! The
snapped links must be reforged in a better way,
for the other alternatives would cost too dear in
blood, in treasure and in the moral degradation of
War. Itis a case of : -

“ Awake, arise, or be for ever fallen!”

In conclusion, planning these words as I do upon
the second anniversary of Jallianwalla, may I say
that its memory abides with one in permanence
and that I bow my head in sorrowful sympathy with
afflicted India? But its full meaning was never
brought home to the people of England in general
as it ought to have been. If the Government of
India Bill—in embryo—was enough to bring over
fifty of India’s ablest public workers, how many
more should the vindication of her honour have sent
to Britain? | realise all the difficulties, but I yet
feel that had the ambassadors whose coming was
announced in 1920 actually come, there might have
been a very different outcomé of it all. There was
a wave of democratic, generous sympathy for India
such as .never flowed hefore and yet there were
no Indians here to focus and guide that warm
enthusiasm into permanent channels. A most
glorious opportunity was missed. The greater the
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Non-Co-operation between democratic India and
the Government of India, the greater should be the
Co-operation between India and the British peoples.
They, thank God, have no quarrel—ngthing but
an immense need to know and serve each other more
and more as the years go by. That Non-Co-
operation should lead on to the noblest international
relation of Co-operation is the hope which will
sustain every lover of Britain and of quia.



2. THE MONTAGU REFORMS



I
THE SPIRIT OF INDIA

W}L;\T is the true measure of greatness of soul?
Is it the cautious prégramme of doing unto others
as you would they should do "unto you, or is it to
" do for others far more than they would do to you?
In the philosophy of the Founder of Christianity, as
the tragedy of life deepened and death drew nearer
and nearer, the Code of Life and Law broadened
and strengthened into ablolute selflessness; for-
giveness unto seventy times seven was taught, and
not only taught but, at the supreme moment of
crucifixion, practised.

It is rare that either persons or nations attain to
such spiritual heights. Plucking the beam out of:
one’s own eyes before extracting the mote from
others’ is almost unprecedented in history. Once
again, however, has the East revealed to the West
that she is the deathless home of spirituality, and,
in a resolution of the Indian National Congress,
India has laid bare to the world her nobility of
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soul. Resolution V. of the last Congress will ring
down the ages when our bickering and fussily
nervous statesmen will, with their words and
points, have long been forgotten.

This Congress, while fully recognising the grave
provocation that led to a sudden outburst of mob
frenzy, deeply regrets and condemns the excesses
committed in certain parts of the Punjah and Gujerat
resulting in the loss of lives and injury to person
and property during the month of April last.

Is there another nation in the world that, after
Amritsar, could have arisen to such loftily serene
heights? Is there a nation on the globe’s surface
that will not be forced by this uplifting example
into a spiritual examination of its inner self and
a re-valuation of its own morality? Only a people
at the same time extraordinarily humble (in the
finest sense of the word) and extraordinarily proud
could have so trampled on baseness and extracted
from it the fragrant purification and balm for
her own wounds that India has done. She has
made an infinitely noble gesture of sacrificial and
generous penitence before the bar of the world.
And the world has to respond to it.

.The first response is due from the people of
Great Britain. The words quoted are a spiritual
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challenge to every good man and woman here.
The deepiy-injured Indians, who have suffered a
thousand times more than did the Anglo-Indians,
have yet sense enough of justice to regret and to
condemn whatever of wrong-doing in them led to
the brutal retaliations for which we, as a govern-
ing nation, arg ultimately responsible, How can
we meet this beautiful soul of the true India?

Loes it not shame us into confessing how, from
th;e very bottom of our hearts, we too regret and
condemn all that happenned from our side? Will
not the sunshine of a mutual forgiveness recon-
cile all that has parted two nations that seem to
have been made for mutual love, and melt all
mistrust? The sacred memories of bloodshed in
grim and gloomy Flanders ought for ever to have
welded our hearts and minds in one harmonious
whole. These things can still be if England
resolves that her sun of chivalry has not yet set
and that, come what may, she will do justice to
India—that rather than let the cries of her foster-
daughter remain unavailing echoes she will disown
the wjcked offspring of her own blood. Deep calls
unto deep in this transcendent disavowal of India.
It is for us now to set our house in order and to
ihow that our repentance is piercing, truthful, and
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self-slaying of the evil withinus. The responsible
culprits who have betrayed our honour must be

tried and justly sentenced. The concealers of the °
truth, from' the highest to the lowest, must be .

dragged into the day and punished.

Finally, India must be made as free as human’

wit and will can make her. No delays, no com-
promises, no half-loaves. IFlanders, Mesopotamia,
and  Amritsar have bought her citizenship in no
mean Empire at no mean price.

Every resolution:passed at the Congress will re- h
pay deep: and?threiul study: . That tbuone has

been singled: out’for especial eﬂnp‘hasis*u o-mark
of any lesser- 1mportance in the rest. But it is this
which puts us upon cur honour. If by justice and
firm dealing with our niinions we do not vindicate
that honour, the old England which - we knew and
loved; wherein our pride was centred, will have died.
Lhe England-of Sir Philip Sydney, of Howard, of
‘Elizabeth: Fuy, of Wilberforce, will have passed
‘away. - Letus'hopethat the contrary wiil be shortly
pioven, and the tarnish scoured from the shield.
““There lives a soul of goodness in things evil
‘Would nten observingly #istil it out.”
sz The glory-is- to India in this- resafuuon. The
" "~'_'task is toGreat Bntam Muafy 78, 1981

L §

"of State for India,

E . : g
' o - .
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‘THE PRICE INDLA PAYS* o
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|

WHATEVER criticisms may have to.-be brought
against the India Office ant| the present Secretary

credit is their due. Mr. Montagu has issued- B,lug‘
Books and White Papers in such unparallelled pro-
fusion that:it is much to be hoped that the pedestal
of thestatue to be erected by his admirers.in Indxa
will'be modelled in the similitude of a pile of such
refreshing productions, just as Venus rises from
the waves or Clytie from the sunflower. -
Cmi.. ‘Paper 595 otherwise an Explanatory Memo-
rafdum by the Secretary of *State for India, alias
East India: Accounts and Estimates 1919-1920, is.a
further effort in this line. Itis not hght reading in
any sense of the word.’ In penetmtmg its jungles
mhght .of optimgism and hope nearly vanishes.
e Inﬂxm :Budget ‘for 1919 to 1920 is presented
' pm! pageuz the burden of taxation upon page 7,

:expendlture upon; . Military Services upon page 20,

andwupon Civil Departments upon page 21. There
are 32 pages of statistics and more or. less lucid

'TM!@W Kas sapplied -its own icommentary upon
mmﬂwﬁwmm"“ﬁd“

§

for one achievement notable.

v
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explanations in this Command Paper, all of great
value and importance, but for the moment comment
is more particularly directed to the pages cited
above. The Net Revenue of the 1919-20 Budget is
estimated at £87, 968, 200 and the Total Net Expen-
diture at £87,299,600. So far so good, especially if
the ‘surplus’ be realised and not developed by the
cruelty of the to-be-accomplished fact into a large
net deficit some six million pounds lower, than the
Budget Extimate, as was the sad case in 1018-1919.
The next statement to be noticed is the size of the
Army Estimates. The world has been made safe for
militarism, and the Indian Budget acknowledges
this dismal fact by Military Service Estimates
amounting to £41,195,000, .a decrease of only some
2.7 millions upon last year's costs, and well on the
way to nearly double the amount shown in the
1917-18 accounts! In short, the expenditure upon
militarism is 1q absorb five-elevenths of the revenue
Presumably the suggestion will meet with not too

cordial a welcome, but the meaning of the tables
on page 4 would absolutely jump to the eye and
mind if the items under expenditure could have
plainly indicated by each one of them what fraction
they represent first of the total revenue, and second'
of the total expenditure. The average publicist is a

-
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y i i i ‘ [ tO (o) k

out all these little sums which etch so mordantly
awn.
the ol ;at::(:iuett;;: of the Army Estimates are
gi‘(::‘.pggnee could say much upon them if spac§‘pf31;
i It costs India £911,700 to pfiy the Bn.txs.
mmed.fﬁ e for British Forces in India, but India is
:’:a;coeivz for the services of her troops in the
« Colonies "—which term, W.e prefume, really means
Palestine, Mesopotamia, Asxa' Minor, a.nd Constan-
tindple—only £238,500. If this low estimate means
that Indian soldiers serving overseas are soon to b'e
returned, so much the better. One hopes that 1t‘
do;'sl;e Civil Departments Estimates set out upon
page 21 are 2 glaring commentary upc?n that.cfn;
hundred and fifty years of beneficient l.3n‘txs
administration so much extolled. by Imperialists.
Education, the one hope of India as of iu ot}::r
countries, gathers up the crumbs that fall from the

1f one
Nrear the tune of £4,564,100. .
militanst table ' n Law Courts and Jails to

\ upo
s the expenditure . ; o
- f Police and then performs a .eat little suh |
e aring it with the education grant, the
by comp

001 3 i ood
1 is to 45"'?/.8., to brmg up g
jon 1s as I

proportl

. ig less than half as important as to provide
citizens 18
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the punitive machinéry of society against the bad
ones, 'and not an eighth as important as to protnde
an Iadian army 10—,

«:Yes, to do what? That is the whole point. Ac-
cording to Mr. Winston Churchill, speaking on

February 23, ““if anything happens in the Middle -

Edst,......reinforcements will have to be sent from
Home or from India. . . the discussion of these
matters is proceeding. between the War Office
and the India Office.” We wish it were proceeding
between the British and the Indian peoples, with
Mr. Winston Chutchill and his like forced to listen.

At another point :in’ Ais illuminating address the
" Minister for War stated that before the war 9,000

Indian soldiers were serving out of India, “ and we
have now and we propose to keep during the
greater part of the financial year 109,000 Indian

-soldiers.” Mark well that contrast.. Other trea-
-suses. frofn this tnine were the sentences : “ We have
e heep tﬁmudt thig military needs of the sitnation,

mn«hue mwﬁw&mm and ;around
C itiopler; vtz ;.- Weshilve o, keep 60
whtieamd 320,00 bﬂianw in’ Egyptw SZWEN

“on account:of ‘the. -uitest -in :the  countrys wscer 4
8 We have:w. -keep. P vdertain foren,

oot af”nzgmt m«mwa bﬁm < 80~—in
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[. W. Persia, arising out of the situation cgeated
y the war.and the policy of the State towards that
ountry.” Lo ’
All this really amounts to. the God-forsaken
Forward ” policy which has been the joint curse
f Britain and of India ever since the* hunt for a
scientific. frontier ¥ began in the days« of
Nsraeli and Lytton. ‘What Mr. Romesh C. Dutt
ote in 1897 is- truer to-day even than when
e* penned it, hence it will not be amiss to
udte - it here. “The civil administration of
ye country has been starved to find ways and
\eans for the military expenditure. It should be
aderstood-that this great increase in the military
kpenditure is mot due to wars'in India, for there
ave been no real wars in India during forty years,
at to expeditions and. defence works outside  the
mits of India. » Conquests in the East as far as the
ontiers of China .and the dominjons of . France,
»aquests. in: the north in the wild and mountainous
gions.of Chitral, and the extension of the frontier
nein the west into Afghanistan and Beluchistan
ave been made and are . nmaintained from the
sources of India.c.. .. The old and peaceful
rovinces of ’Indi'a.hrc.‘made to pay for these costly
nsassionsmts;ide the limit of India. A hope was
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held out to the people of India, and a pledge was
given in the Queen’s gracious Proclamation of 1858,
that. the cost of military expeditions outside the
limits of India would not be charged to Indian
revenues. Trans-frontier expeditions and conquests

could not be undertaken out of Indian revenues *

under this pledge. The difficulty is got over by
comprehending Burma and Chitral, Afghanistan
and Beluchistan, under the name of ‘ India’. Is not
this paltering with the péople of India in a double
sense, keeping the words of promise to our ear and
breaking it to our hope ?”

The writer would be even more shocked to realise
that * India ' now extends to the Taurus mountains,
to the Nile, and to Constantinople. The “scientific
frontier ” of India appears now to be the Mediter-
ranean Sea, except that in the case of Egypt we
might set our minds at rest once and for all by
extending it to the West as far as the Atlantic
Ocean, for obviously the Moors might some time
come East to attack the sacred Suez Canal.

If this seem the language of crazy exaggeration,
one need simply refer the doubter to the pre-war
state of affairs, or even to the days of the early
war-declarations. We are not fighting for a foot
of new territory. Nevertheless, we wake up from a
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dream and find ourselves with the bulk of the
German colonies, islands in the Pacific, and a vast
proportion of the Middle East. The Middle East
has been the winding-sheet of more than one
It is the cradle of religions and the tomb
of conquerors. Well may we shudder, even our
most imperialist organs of opinion having their
tremors, at the ominous burden we are undertaking.
As a barrier against invagions of India it is a case
of execution as a cure for headache. The best
defence a country can have is a sane foreign policy
and a strong Army well within its own borders.
Where did Old Russia beat Napoleon? At
Moscow, not "at Riga. Where did Scotland win
her independance? At Bannockburn, not in the
Isle of Wight. If insolent frontier tribesmen
penetrate the North-West, let them come in often
enough and far enough to be completely extermi-

Empire.

nated.
Such a policy is particularly to be recommended

to the present Government of India, for its handling
of the rece'nt frontier wars has been as futile as
ambitious, as costly as inept. Whatever Simla can
do, it does not seem able to achieve military glory
except on such fields as Jallianwala Bagh and

"Lahore. As to Bolshevism, that is merely the old
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Russian Bear bogey with a shaggier coat. If
Moslem Indxa is set at rest thh a reasonable Turklsh
into somethmg Mke a measure of f-lome Rule, and
if the Army Estimates are reduced so that they no
‘ Ionger stand in the proportion of seventynine tlmes
the expendnture upon Scientific (and Miscellaneous)
Departments, the peace, prosperity, and loyalty of

dngia could safely look .after themselves.—March’
105 IMv s

T L

»

III . coe .;' e ,"' "
NOT WASHINGTON I

ISt R

“ &Im 4s trutlr?” said ‘jesting Pllate, and would

. not stay for an ansper.. So Bacon assuresus at the

opening of oneof his essays. . If Pilate had tarried
sufficiently long upon: this earth to have attended
the sessions of the Joint Selegt.Committee upon the |
Government of India . Bill, he might have found one.
answer to his guestton in words something like the
following :—-Truth is that which sometimes appears
all the more deadly for being casually and accident~

ally revealed.

An’ almost fortuitous demonstration of this fell
from the lips; of Lord Southborough in an obiter
dictum which may in time gather to itself nearly as
much fame as certain other pohtxcal catchwords,
such*as, “No bishop, no king”; thorough ” .
“Wait and see”; _and our latest phrase, Dilly-
Dally.” Lord Southborough’s illuminating com-
ment upoh all the high-sounding professions' of
Mr.. Montagu. was the artless explanation, “ You
gee we are not putung into operation the Washing-.
ton or Sotith Afncan Constltunon in India.” This

ingenuious adxmsslon ‘puts the whole thing in a

"~ putehell. Tbe :Washington, or, more correctly, the

*
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A r g R e 4o A e o S

United States Coqstilution, and the South African
Constitution are each in their not dissimilar ways
a noble monument to the constructive genius
of mankind applied to political science. The
circumstances of their birth were also strangely
parallel. The United States, after long and ardu-
ous travail, herself hammered out her scheme of
self-government at the close of a successful
rebellion against Great Britain. South Africa’s
Constitution was a gift to her from Great Britain
at the close of a rebellious war in which the
Transvaal had shown herself no mean adversary.
It was a gift of generosity tempered largely by
prudence. Those disposed may well speculate
what might have happened from 1914 to 1918 had
South Africa been held down by a military
occupation as a merely conquered dependency.
Such thoughts have the tendency to arouse in the
mind_ the old, old question as to the morality of
rebellion and the wisdom of revolt. Is it justifiable
to gain liberty by the sword, to take Heaven by
violence? Why do rebellions in some cases, such
as the Scottish War of Independence, or as in the
ones Lord Southborough has by implication cited,
lead straight to freedom, and in others, such as
Ireland’s 1798 and 1916, simply make the situation

v Z&*”'ﬁsﬂ&e"

NOT w;gsnmbm R

- worse and datkeh counsel? Prpbﬁbfy 1{ ‘ Kt&zeh
different historians and philésophers ‘weré askbé

'y

‘this’ que'stitm ‘there would' be d* dozeén. dxffefent :
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them reply that they do not admit her fitness for it.
Those who do not care to advance this plea are
logically driven back upon the unfortunate position
that loyalty and service are less useful in securing
a genuine constitution than is open rebelilion.

The first argument is barely worth rebuttal. The
whole world is asking in these democratic days
whether any individual or nation has the right to
judge of another’s fitness for self-government,
America at any rate does not think herself qualified
to withhold autonomy from the Philippines on any
such plea, and has recently granted them all free ins-
titutions. Can it seriously be contended that Indians,
civilised down the centuries as they understand
civilisation, are to be considered as fower in the
scale of ability than the Philipinos, of whom the
Americans gave the world such scarifying descrip-
tions a bare score of years ago? The second
argument would be as damaging as ungrateful. [t
is not the serious and considered state policy of
this Imperial Commonwealth to place success in re-
bellion as a better claim to self-determination than
are the claims of reason, tradition, and co-opera-
tion. No one is base enough to suppose that India
made her gallant and magnificent effort in the war
with her gaze fixed upon what benefits to herself
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might come of it. Her devotion was not the price
of her liberty—but it should be both a cause and
the measure of it.

A little tentative reform in the direction of Indian
Home Rule is not a bad thing. E}ut a free consti-
tution planned on a trustful. and a noble scale
“.rould be a'far better policy. ©One might seek in
vain for any mandate from the constituencies
of Great Britain for a niggardly, grudging, diarchi-
cal,’ and artificial Indian constitution. A timid

‘Parliament underrates its own powers to do justice

whilst its Ministers all but ignore the demands of

the Indian National Congress. It would be difficult

to conceive of any political task more solemn than
devising a new scheme of government for over three
hl'mdr.ed million people. Itis just in. the spirit of
Washington that such a task could be fulfilled.
However, we have Lord Southborough’s melancholy
assurance for it, that whatever the constitution will -
be, it is at all events “Not Washington.”—Adugust

1, 1920.
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emembered by thé ordinary person for two. thmgs .
its honey and its sting. .
The reply contained -both." Tﬁe honey; ﬂeedlessf

‘ to remark, lay in the kind and encouraging wordsy;

uttered by Mr. Montagu about Weman-Suffrage for -
India. It was of vital 1mpox:tance, it had a bearing
on' the issue -of influencing old Social customs; at
present prevailing among some classes of women
in India; throughoyt +his. political. career he ‘had
been. an advocate. . of . ‘Woman Suffrage in Great
Britain; and so on. . The: sting. was. pungent and
painful, He regarded the question as one of vital
importance, becanse, if not. ¥ the - present time,
cortainly ofter ihe first siatutbry Commission  of
Enquiry.: atfwuld e a .question -wohich Iudmn men
wouldbetwafpoaﬂ'mmdmdeforthgmsglm AT
., If these words do not. clearlyandmate a. purpose
of the Jolst-Select Committee to récommend delay it
is- mwu to.imagine what they do mean. At any

Mm,gbq,gﬁ.fggunrd ‘the : whole posmon far more
M‘ the pleasant words. ,make . any deﬁmte

g!'mes. .The. sqng is nmch more’ in ev1dence

‘!\-

than ‘&é hdne prart; E »
1t Es %&*y éCEs’éat‘?f at” this slage sﬁarply' {o,

) femmd ﬂ)e fomt Sélect Commnﬁee that ﬁus kind

of,{iﬁng will not do. As far as tie present House
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of Commons is concerned, it holds office as much
upon the votes of the women of this country as
upon those of the men, for it is a notorious fact
that last December the women voted very heavily.
.They put the present Government into power upon
the “ blank cheque” programme of reconstruction
of Mr. Lloyd George. If Mr. Lloyd George's
nominee to the Secretaryship of State for India
does not write “Woman Suffrage” upon the
particular cheque known as the Government of
India Bill the meh and women of Great Britain
will be fully entitled to mark it *“Return to
drawer” when it domes to be presented for pay-
ment. In plain language, if Mr. Montagu does not
carry out in the Government of India Bill some part
of that principle to which he owes his own place in
Parliament he may count upon the determined,
vigorous, and straight political opposition of or-
ganised British women and their societies when
next he courts the suffrages of the eclectors. The
shades of night already begin to fall upon the
present Government, and its exit is probably not
far distant. But were it destined to endure its full
legal term of five years its end would have to come
some day, and at that time the record of the
Government as a whole and of each Ministers will
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be carefully, dispassionately, but relentlessly scru-
tinised in its relation to the interests of women.
What has become of the former anti-suffrage stal-
warts now ? The decent seclusion of the House of
Lords entombs some such as the former I'VIr. Har-
court ; others, like Mr. Asquith, are the disconsolate
Peris viewing Paradise only from the gate. But
for some very wonderful conversions of a deathbed
nature, the slaughter of these unholy innocents last
December would have been even more Herodian
than it was. Apart from all prudential reflections
which Mr. Montagu may entertain upon his per-
sonal career, there is the serious consideration that
since the Representation of the People Act of 1918
he has no shadow of a right nor has his Govern-
ment any authorisation whatsoever to embark upon
political ventures which inflict sex disabilities upon
women within this Empire; and this general
consideration quite transcends in importance the
personal one.

The opposition foreshadowed by women may
already be visualised in the espousal of the Indian
women’s cause by one great women’s organisation,
the Women’s Freedom League, which formally de-
mands the inclusion of votes for Indian women in

‘the Bill. British women take the deepest interest in
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their Indian sisters, and know quite enough about
men politicians of their own country to realise how
gladly they would seize upon such points as the
Purdah difficulty to evade the real issue. If it
comes to Purdah, there are womén within this
country ~ quite comparable to Purdah women.
.We refer to the numerous large. communities of
Roman Catholic and Anglican nuns. The fact
that they have no individual property and therefore
pay no ihdividual taxes probably debars them even
from being on the register, whilstitis an infer-
ential certainty that even if they had votes, those
nuns, who are strictly cloistered, would not: be
allowed to go out. andusethem. But no' British
‘politician has ever yet had the temerity to suggest
that the seclusion of such. women was any argument
against the enfranchisement of the rest. Insincere,
trivial, and bhumbugging as the average anti-
- sufftage drguments’ were, they never descended to
that lowest depth, :Hence no polltician, either on
the: Joint!: Selact cmm or.out:of  it, need
ima‘m thq.t thﬂslrwbmaa will- for ‘one moment:
admit agy validity; in rthe Purdah .argoments #ﬁo"
cat licking-itself n&tm@c of -feathers. couldBe .
ore -serenely ‘demtrrd: than Lonl Southborough’s

- mmmw:mm ‘sparing. thePﬁrdah woman '

‘ Y S
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from a vote, just because it suits their ow‘:: fatnci;s. .
ly, they are just as easily to be
itit‘;:;“lati }‘,[ou know,” aid Mr. Pecksniff with a.
tear in his eye and an upward glance, “ how I have
always put my own interests before those of my
children ”—* I mean,” he hastlly corrected himself, .

“ before 'my own.” . .
l;:y:h:md:te‘:mster that this purdah dxﬁicultyuﬁ
Il wed o comeinto play when it is a question of
o ilege to 'be conferred. The Southborough
;r::;he Committee openly admits that machinery
and expediency dre the only obstacles th'at stand
between Indian women: and the vote. Indian men
oppose.none. - Lord Southborough, who quoted- his
quondam stewardship at 4 Woman Suffrage Ball a&
evidence of ~his proclivities, allowed. the récom:
mendation of Woman Suffrage in India: euﬁlmly: ’
break down on thé pfnnt of practical difficulties m»
hinery..!We would femind him that the Indian
mcchisé Bail will be a ‘poor festivity if all thé
::I::en f India are to be wallflowers until'a Statu-
tory Commission looks into their’ clmms‘ 1o have a

turn, this year,mext year, some txmc, neverli- ‘u&;
Grave problems te in front of India. Manyj: :

" as ‘housing, ‘tenigerance, and: the hideous: pov;rbty
problem at & wiible,caanot concewably be solved by

!
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Indian men alone, however zealous and willing they
may be. Meantime there are also special and darker
problems awaiting their women’s solution. What,
for instance, of the unhappy Indian women helots

of the Fiji Islands, sent out to “serve” the Indian )

labourers there in the proportion of one woman to
. seven men? The women of Australia have been
nobly bestirring themselves on their behalf, and
will no doubt soon end this hideousness. But is
the Indian women to be content that only other
women are to have political power to act and she
herself sit by helpless whilst her Indian sisters are
wronged? And is India herself the only country
to be free from those social problems which are
" receiving the world-wide attention of women each
in their own land?

It is clear that the time to enfranchise Indian
women is here and now. Whether the machinery
be simple as a ballad or as complicated as a
symphony, human intelligence can devise it. The
thing must be done.-—August 15, 1919.

A%
THE BASIS OF CONSTITUTIONALISM

IN the celebrated speech upon “Conciliation with
America” which Burke delivered in 1775, he
said, “ England is a nation which still, I hope,
respects, and formerly adored, her freedom.” If he
were to-day speaking upon conciliation with India,
he might apply the statement with renewed inten-
sity and applcability. The degradation of British
liberty has usually been contemporaneous with the
nadir of Great Britain’s regard for the liberties of
those nations associated with her in the Imperial
Commonwealth, That solemn idiot, George III, did
his despicable bust to undermine British liberties
before embarking upon the inglorious struggle with
the American colonists. To-day this country is
still throttled with her Defence of the Realm Act,
whilst simultaneously India is promised deliverance
from her own similar legislation only to fall into
the grip of Rowlattism.

It is, then, no mere academic passion for logical
neatness which has made the Indian National
Congress place in the forefront of its demands a
Declaration of Rights. It is bitter need, not a
mere historical exercise or a slavish imitation of
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Continental models. The charter India den:tnds
might. be roughly summarised as: equality of all
before the law ; no punishment without open trial;
licence to bear arms; a free Press; and equalisa-
tion between Briton and Indian as far.as corporal
punishment is concerned.

It seems remarkable that such mild constltuuonal
guarantees need to be asked for at all, and if we
had any criticism to offer upon them it would be
astonishment at that mildness., If India be disposed
to take warning from England, we would earnestly
direct her attention.to-the fagt that it is one thing
to embody such demands in charters and constitu-
tions, but that the wit of legalists has barely yet
devised means whereby such provisions may be
enforced and permanently maintained.

+ The whole history of the liberties of the
individual in this country has been a story of a
strﬁggle to place upon record rights. which were
alway&undemtoodwbe inherited under Common
.Law... . The greatﬁnxlhhmnstitutwm enactments,
fromi- the Chamx of;» Henry -1 ‘onwards,: always
rmgmse&thqpu—eﬂqtenco«o&righ& they confirm-
ed.. ‘The major ‘struggle,: varying ' in form. from
" finencial bargaining toGivil War, has always been

_ tosgetirthe rights. Mad, dm in.fact.:. Abstract ’

;ul
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declarations are pleasant enough things, but it
has beed the experience of the English people;
bitterly purchased by centuries of strife, that the
statutes most worth having have been those which
imposed definite limitations upon’the Executive’s
power to infringe them. Declarations of Rights
lie scattered upon Continental Constitutions ' as
thick as leaveés in Vallambrosa; but few people
are- ignorant enough to suppose that has made
any very extraordinary - difference to Executives.
desiring to Jhave their own way in “ preserving
order” in troubled times. ‘And it is precisely
in such times that the guarantees, if valid, would
be wanted. . When prosperity and peace lull the
land, there ig " little likelihdbd - of political restless-
ness, and the guarantees seem-.as; glacially im-
movable as the icefields of the Antarctic. When:

trouble' - comes, they are;: found to be about  as
permatient as ige in ah oven.:

;. There'are: ‘a:few .sound methods of preserving
libeftws onée recoghised -arid obtained. By far the

_pest s the education of all and sundry in the ele-

ments off: their” liberty. Our ancestors clearly
recognised this #id tried to make provision
foriit by dispersing charters to every cathedral
scliool in the land- and by formally -enacting that

LR .



62 INDIA IN ENGLAND

such great statutes as the Confirmation of the
Charters and De Tallagio non Concedendo should
be read before the people two times by the year,
and that “all archbishops and bishops shall pro-
nounce the sentence of great excommunication
against all those that by word, deed, or counsel do
contrary to the foresaid charters, or that in any
point break or undo them......... and that the said
curses be twice a year denounced and published by
the prelates aforesaid........ .and if the same prelates
or any of them be remiss in the denunciation of the
said sentences, the Archbishops of Canterbury and
York for the time being, asis fitting, shall compel
and distrain them to make that denunciation in form
aforesaid.” (Confirmation of the Charters, 1297.)
This wholesome law was widely disobeyed even
by John Hampden’s time. But if Section 65 of the
Government of India Act, forbidding the Indian
Legislature to contravene any part of the unwritten
laws or constitution of the United Kingdom, has
any legal validity whatsoever, we would suggest
that it would be a charming revival of constitution-
al right and practice to see the Archbishops of
Canterbury and York solemnly cursing Sir Michal
O'Dwyer and the Governor of Bombay (to say
nothing of a few recent British Cabinets and Homle
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Secretaries) for their infringements of the principles
.of Magna Carta. The film rights of such a scene
alone ought to be worth something.

But bishops having proved to be such hardened

and reckless law-breakers, it is to general education

one must turn. [t is comforting to reflect that two
countries at least do perform their plain duty in
teaching the elements of their respective constitu-
tions to scholars in primary schools—France and
the United States. In the British Isles an
elementary scholar who could recite by heart even
the four fundamental clauses of Magna Carta
would be worth going miles to hear. Perhaps a
dozen members of an average House of Commons
(apart from lawyers) might be possible starters in
such a contest, but we doubt it. The Defence of
the Realm Act was evidently passed by a set of
men contemptuously and invincibly ignorant of
their country’s dear-bought liberties.

An inverse process seems to be taking place in
India. There being presumably no liberties to be
taught, the Rowlatt Legislation appears to the
official mind to be a suitable mental food, according
to the letter of Mr. C. F. Andrews, which was
published in  India ' of August 22, 1919. May we
say politely that the Rowlatt Legislation is not
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quite a model course in civics? Nevertheless, even
' this gallant adventure in constitutionalism (or its
negation) is more than is attempted in some schools
here, where the writer has found flourishing in full
vigour such ideas as that Adam Bede and the
Venerable Bede were one and the same 'person,
and that Columbus was a relative of Columba.
Indians do well to insist upon the transfer of the
whole of the subject of education to their direction,
and 'we would urge with all emphasis that, what-
ever be not taught, the elements of personal freedom
should from a part 8f the curriculum of eyety school,
however elementary, and be an ifreducible minimum
in thoée aduft rillaige schools whose establishment

Sir Michael Sadler so well urged-as a’ concomnam

of the franchise and the refo:msi.I . .

We have already mentxoned the other ppecnﬁc for
the preservation 6f liberty : deﬁmte laws imposing
definite penalttes on Judg&s or otber officials in-
fringing upon civil liberties. The Habeas Corpus
Acts, although not yet perfectimre good types of
what is meant. A remedy for the wronged person
and a punishment for the wrongdoer (official,
judicial, or otherwise) are alike necessary; Sfficial
human nature being the sorry thing it is beneath
GVWY SEy', . : » )
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The 1ast and most glorious necessity is a succes-
sion of men or women who will realise freedom in
the soul and be prepared to suffer to gain and
retain it. There is, fortunately, every reason to -
conclude from India’s past and present roll of
heroes that this bdon will continue to be hers. ,But -
a widespread diffusion of constitutional informamm
and definite remedial laws may prevent much
suffering and breaking-up of their noble lives, so it
is well to strive to achieve these things. For India,
as for every other country, one of the prices of
Hberty will be eternal vigilance. It is urgently

necessary to obtain the inclusion of a° Declaration
of Rights in the Government of India Bill.* Recent
events have proved it beyond all question, It 1sva
thousand times mdre necessary that, when obtained,

it must be ‘guarded-as the heart’s blood of the new
Indian Consututxon ~August 29, 1919



VI
TRUSTEES AND TRIMMERS

WHILE the world lasts there will always be two
types of workers in the political field. The one
type has fixed principles and steers his course by
them. The other is the Trimmer. The most that
can be said for the latter was put at its best in the
book bearing that name as title by Viscount
alifax, whose own life furnished so complete an

example of the political ruin in which the Trimmer’s
career ultimately dissolves. The worst lives for
ever in Dryden’s immortal lines upon the veering
Shaftesbury, who

Restless, unfixed in principles or place,

Unpleased in power, impatient in disgrace,

Stiff in opinion, always in the wrong,

Was everything by starts and nothing loy q.
No doubt the man who is guided by fixed principles
may have the defects of his qualities anpd the
disadvantages of his relative immovability, But
friend and foe must admit that stability, endurance
and loyal trusteeship are gains so great that one
can afford to pay this price to secure them.

One is moved to these reflections by a perusal of

various comments furnished as news to the Indiap
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Press which have been passed upon the official
delegates of the Indian National Corgress, and
which centre chiefly upon its two spokesmen before
the Joint Select Committee.

To cite these comments in detail and to, trace
their authorship would be a task as wearying to
the reader as distaseful to the writer, but it is no
unfair summary of them to say that they are ill-
natured emanations from the Moderate camp, and
their obvious intention is to discount in advance of
their return the work done by the Congress Dele-
gates in this country. That conclusion is all the
more inevitable in that the Moderates describe each
others’ work and performances in the most glowing
way, and in almost the same bhreath as that in
w:hich they disparage the Congress Delegation.
No witnesses made such good impressions upon the
Joint Select Committee as the Moderates. They
themselves say so! For mutual admiration exuber-
antly expressed oné necd only turn to the pages of
the various Moderate organs, wherein each takes
up the wondrous tales of the others’ statesmanship,
and iniracujously delicate powers of negotiation.
We much regret that independent testimony in
the principal organs of the English Press to this
effect has hitherto escaped our notice. It is indeed
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strange that all this wonderful work for India has
caused so little sehsation in quarters outside the
charmed circle. )

If there is a palm longer and greener than all other
palme bestowed upon the witnesses heard by Lord
Selborne’s Commiittee it is one proffered by the Hon.
Srinivasa Satri to the Hon. Surendranath Banerjea.
By some method of divinatioh not divulged to the
mere reader, Mr. Sastri knows how excellent was
the effect produced in the minds of the Committee
members by his leader's evidence. Let us turn
then to some of the passages in that evidence. We

. make the ackndwledgment that we have hefore us
only the unrcvised copy, but as we were present,
and our memory tallies with the copy we are using,
we trust our readers will acquaint us of any inten-
tional distortion or misrepresentation. In his replies
to Mr. Ben Spoor, M. P., (numbers 1108 to 1117),

Mr..Banerjea stated that the Moderate Party had.

4

‘several " associations; was Jnly of yesterday's
growth as against the thirty-three years’ growth of
the Congress ; if the Government would find reason-
able measures the saner section , of the community
would be with them, ie., the Moderates. * But
at present,” resumed Mt, Spoor, “ihe Moderates

could not claim to represent a very conkiderable’

‘tional Congress ha
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b.ody of opinion.” “ Considerable ! If you use that

" word 1 would say yes. It may not be a considera-

ble body of political manhood. Take, for gx?m;.)le,
: I think the great body of ihg thigking
population of Bengal is Moderate.” 'Quesuone:d on
the chief points of difference between thfe Natlof)aci
Congress and his own party Mr. Banerjea reph.eh
that it was difficult for him to say; perhfxps wit

' details there was not much difference
regarc ©0 he outlook was different. They
d from the outset supported
e stage and as marking

Bengal.

of opinion, but t
(the Moderates) ha

finit
scheme as a de .
xhed cnite and substantial stage of a responsible
a e ,

t. Some would-be leaders of the Na-
GovernTe® . d regarded the scheme as dis-
intin dnacceptable,'and unworthy of the
ap-pf)mﬂ g’l‘c etc., unless and until certain funda-
British po> 1nées \’)vere introduced which, in t_he
‘vloderates’a opinion,” would have transforn'{ed the
;cheme out of shape. ABu-t now they .(z..e., t'he
would-be Jeaders) were coming round to their (1:.e.,
the Moderate} views. The Congress was COmMing

mental ch

" ound 0 approxiniation to his views. He .did
r (

t support a time limit in their (the Congress)
e Their time limit, as he understood it, was
:::1{ aftcf five years this must be done. They

-
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did not put it that way. They said there must be
progressive stages, and after five years there should
be an enquiry and then, as a result of that enquiry,
there should be a further advance. But they did
not say a fixed five years, and within those five
years, they must be given so and so. They based
it upon qualification. That, he thought, was an
essential point of view.” ‘“Was it correct that in
December, 1913, when the Congress was held, he
(Mr. Banerjea) had moved a Resolution asking for
a statutory time limit?” asked Mr. Spoor. Let us
kive the answer in Mr. Banerjea’s own immortal
words : -

“1 do not know that I did. My impression is that
I did not, and even if I did, I think it is open to me
to change my opinion. I do not think I ever
supported a time limit.”

The evidence cited above contains some remark-
able admissions, and one cannot but congratulate
Mr. Banerjea upon the honesty with which he
avowed the relatively numerical unimportance of
the Moderate Party. But when it comes to
desctibing its adherents—prospective, at that!-
as the “saner section” of the community he does
not err on the side of restraint,

If Mr. Banerjea réally considers the Bill “a

A would greatly help to
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definite and substantial stage of responsible govern-
ment,” then, one can only breathe a sigh and pass
on and trust that his dream will not, like the base-

jess fabric, of this vision,
The cloud-capp’d towers, and gorgeous

palaces,
The solemn temples, the great globe itself, .
Yea, all which it inherit. . . . dissolve,.

And, like the unsubstantial pageant, faded,

Leave not a rack behind.
But nearly three months have passed since Mr.

Banerjea tendered his evidence, and he has

presumably had by now time enough to recall
whether he did or did not move in the Congress m
December, 1917, a resolution asking for statutory

limit. A plain yes or no to this questlon
time strengthen or otherwise
whatever reputatton for consrstency Mr. Banerjea
prizes. He apparently does not attach any
é 1mportance to thxs quahty ‘We will pass
on to is ev1dence relatt\'e to Woman Suffrage.
Questlons Iljl to 1134 ellcrted that Mr. Bdnerjea s
personai view was that “ the questlon of women 's
suffrage should flot be pressed because it mrght
,eopardlse the present Bill, because the opxmon .
which ought to support the present measure—the

undu
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Conservative opinion, which was very large. in
India, and the unorthodox opinion —would bhe
affected. That was his only objection. It was
only a practical objection. He agreed with the
principle, but every principle had to be judged by the
circumstances of its application. (Italics ours.) Hée
had never enquired into the percentage of women
(in Bombay) who had exercised their right - he had
not studied the question or taken the trouble to get
the information.” According to his adherents, Mr.
Banerjea’s evidence dazzled his hearers with its
" clarity, eloquence and wisdom. We can imagine
that a. Lord Curzon or a Sir Michael O’'Dwyer,
declared epemies of Woman Suffrage. might be
enormously titillated by this; but bearing in
mind that several of the Committee members,

including the noble Chairman, have logically and °

consistently supported the enfranchisement of

Englishwomen, we are _dec'idedly of opinion that
~ this betrayal of the cause of Indian ‘womanhood, a
crime committed in avowed ignorance and justified
only by expediency, was likely to create the most
unfavourable impression not only in the Committee-
room, ‘but to cause a revulsion of feeling among

the eight million women voters of Great Britain
" when such evidence percolates to them, as it must

-
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in course of time. Such statements arg capable,
in all sincerity, of having a very adverse
e of Indian democracy. We
ntemptuous phrasing of this
curt dismissal of the claims of half India. As
isons have heen made the order of the day -
we ask our readers to compare
swerable plea of the Congress
t of Indian women, and
ese two witnesses

we say
effect upon the caus
regret the almost €O

compar
by the Moderates,
the strong and unan
for the enfranchisemen

then maketheir choice between these

is point as on others.
0"';:;51?:1‘;:“ National Congress is the chief organ
on of India at present. As such, the
evidence tendered by the Del.cg?tion is of a repre-
sentative character, and carries a deg.ree of weight
which no evidence—however chartmng, however
fattering, however subtly prepared in the hope of
pleasing the British political palate—can carry from
those représenting small groups or thc.emselves. alone.
If any one imagines that the Imperial Parleiment
isa stranger to ** demands ” and lends ? readier ear
to softly murmured cooings and s.ugges‘tlons: we beg
10 differ. Itis the poo{est compliment xmagmal.)leto
suppose that the English are so enervated and
hysterical a race that they cannot bear. t‘o hear the
plain truth. The' apparent acceptability of t}.'e

of expressi

*



74 INDIA IN ENGILAND

evidence to the Committee is the worst criteriun by
which to test it. The true test is, was the truth
told and told plainly ? Did the Congress delegates
honestly conform to their mandate? If not, they
will doubtless be prepared to answer forit. If they
have, they have fulfilled their duty. .

In the midst of all the cant about unity one fact
emerges. Those who have it most on their lips
have it least in their hearts, unless the unity takes
the graceful form of subservience to personalities
and not fanhful loyalty to principles. The Con-
gress Deputatxon has chosen the latter path. True,
it does not lead to awe—mspmng revelations as to
what this great man has told them in confidence,
or how the other personage bit his lips and turned
pale or glowed with gratitude for an inspiration
received. All that kind of thing pleases a certain
type of mind and no doubt marks the Heaven-born
negotiaidf. The Indian National Congress is to be
congratulated upon having seleeted witnessess of a
manlier, sturdier breed to carry the 1 message whlch
Great Bntam will not heed the less because it is a
plain tale plamly and openly spoken by trustees,
not by trimmers. --October 24, 1919,

vil
THE BETRAYAL*

THE saddest memory of the world is of a betrayal.
The British Parliament is within measurable dis-
tance of re-enacting such a drama. One sorry
scene of it has been played this summer by the
Jomt Select.Committee on the Govemment of India
Blll Wxtnesseq have been invited to appear before
it to represent all views upon that measure. Scores
of patriotic Indians, men and women, have faced
the long and costly journey at what sacrifices to
themselves or their supporters outsiders can only
conjecture And the' net result is almost nothmg
It would fiave been kinder and more decent to have
warned them not to come. .

It séems almost incredible that the long sittings
of the Commxttee could have taught it so little, but
the bare fact remains that the Bill emeérges from this
long and expensnve exammatxon practically as it
went in. One or two shght concessions there are,

such as the destruction of the Grand Committee plan,
* The article was quoted and attacked by Lord Ampthill in
the House of Lords in the Debate upon the Government of

India Bill.
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and the Separate Purse System ; but in vital essen-
tials the Bill stands where it stood last spring—a
rigidly sovereign Central Government will dominate
India, whilst divided Governments will essay the
impossible in the provinces. Unless I"arliament
takes heed, and that speedily, it will commit the
British people to a horrible betrayal of the only
things that make the British race worth preservation
-its one-time traditions of liberty and justice.
From the Press of this country, enslaved as it is by
vast commercial interests, nothing need be hoped.
One prominent Free Liberal organ, in commenting
upon the Report, stated that the plan as it stands
* carries out the promise of liberalising the Govern-
ment institutions of India.” As a culmination of
thissextraordinary handling of the truth it illus-
" trates the praciicabiiity of diarchy hy the alleged
harmonious workings of the ifnumerable public
.badies which govern London! At any other time
this very paper would probably stigmatise this
multiplicity of authorities in London as an evil to
be deplored and remedied, but for lack of a better
argument it applies an admittedly bad system in
an area of under two hundred square miles as not

undesirable in an area of a million and a half
square miles. -

THE BETRAYAL 77

The viciousness of the argument illuinates the
indefensibility of the proposal. The resignation of
Majéy.General Seely from the Air Ministry throws

more light on divided control. In his statement

upon his resignation made to the House of Commons

November 12 he gavé as the reason for his action
0: { the position “ involved obviously the dangers
tha

' dual control. Dual control is a dangerous:thing
oo peculiarly dangerous in the

where. - -
a'ny the arrangement was bound to be
air . . ‘ :
inefficient and wasteful. - .not in .themterests
¥ e State .. inimical to the interests of
" m:' Service . there was no personal
the 4 lf . hd i ]

ould no longer

question involved . Ic no loner
ent to a plan which I tirought wou av
cons \ ¥ ‘

”

results. .
If the dual.control
. i ciry over the -Alr
.\Imnst’t);, of the admittedly non-personal nature‘of
the te';ﬁcunies what hope can there be of harmoni-
e ’ en of different race and tradi-

' lism when m ere
o.us durae required tQ work a similar system ? Dual
tion a :

1 will be no more & dangerous thing in the
contto ihe' Indian provinces, and it is
raculous to suppose that there
breakdowns due not only to

of the War Oﬁiée and the Air
Service has broken down in

Air Service than in.
to hope for the mi
will not be many
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personal causes, but inherent in the very system
of diarchy.

But we all know that the Bill, being a Govern-
ment measure, has a practically fixed destiny, and
that by Christinas it will be an accomplished fact,
the incalculable chances of Fate being set aside.
What, then, should be the policy of all Indians
and lovers of India? It is in no sense the preroga-
tive of this paper to dictate or even suggest what
the Indian National Congress may or ought to
decide. But there are plain facts and alternative
courses open to the consideration of every thought-
ful and interested mind. It may be that the
Bill may be amended by the Houses of Parlia-
ment so that it is imunensely better than we now
foresee. If so, well and good; if wishes were
horses, beguzars wouid be riders. The more likely
thing is that the Bill will go through much as it is,
and in that case it is indisputable that the 1919
Indian National Congress will be the most
important one that has ever met, and that its
decisions will determine the course of Indian policy
for a generation. That the political genius and
prestige of Mr. Tilak, Pandit Motilal Nehru, Mr.
M. K. Gandhi, Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya,
and of all the other great Indian leaders may work
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together fruitfully to one grand end will be the
heartfelt desire of every wellwisher and édmirer of
India. Faced with an unsatisfactory Act, Indian
political leaders may think of the parable in
Shakespeare’s “ Merchant of Venice.” The wooers
of Portia had to make a choice between a gold, a
silver, and a leaden casket. The golden one bore
the inscription, “ Who chooseth me shall gain what
many men desire.” The Prince of Morocco, who
opened it, found inside a Death’s head and the
scroll, whose message began, “ All that glistens is
not‘gold.” So will it be with those who take the
Act at the face value which the Coalition Parlia-
nﬂent inscribes upon it. They will be the dupes,
but the Congress will certainly not be of this school
of thought and accept the golden promises enshrin-
ing the Death’s head. The silver casket bore the
motto, “ Who chooseth me shall gain what many

- men desire.” The Prince of Arragon, whose choice

it was, found inside the portrait of an idiot. This
might well symbolise those politicians in India
whose consistent inconsistency is to run with the
hare and hunt with the hounds, at one moment in
with the Government and proclaiming their modera-
tion, at another loudly asserting that they are as
extreme as the extremist, and that, in spite of their
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statesmanlike qualities of negotiation, diplomacy,
and what not, no one can better them in a crisis.
“Some there be that shadows kiss, Such have but
a shadow’s bliss,” were the words inside the silver
casket, and they aptly describe the Yea-and-Nay
Party, despised by none more than by the Govern-
ment itself. It was Bassanio who proved the
successful wooer by opening the leaden casket.
“ Who_chooseth me must give and hazard all he
hath,” said the label on this casket, The leaden
casket of democracy does indeed make the
demand ' of coénstant hazard and utter self-
surrender ; and this will ceﬂamly be the choice
of the Indian National Congress. The gold of

Governmental gifts, the specious silveriness of .

calculated zig-zag courses, will Le unattractive
in its eyes, compared with the dull, unattractive

‘leaden casket containing the fulfilment of its

democrauc and far-reaching policy. The dupes
and the self-seekers may fall away. The-true-
hearted workers will- remain and ever seccde until
the goal of real self-government be reached. Even
many of the better disposed of the waverers will
return, we believe, to the old Congress flag.

The placing of the “little thing” upon the
Statute Books of Great Britain is no particularly
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proud achievement for the Mother of Parliaments to
boast of. Its hurried passage before the Report of
either the Currency or the Punjab Commissioners
is rather clever. Its anticipation of the second may
make it precede an outburst of national wrath. Its

- priofity to the first may dodge awkward financial

questionings. It is obvious that the Bill in its pre-
sent measure of coneession goes just about as far as
the commercial and financial interests will sanction.
The minimum of self-determination means the
maximum of capitalistic exploitation.

‘ May the Indian National Congress prosper in all
its decisions! And when they are taken, may it
remember that the next step is to send over
enlightenment as to India’s wishes to the great
British people, who, not unmindful of India’s
glorious record, would be glad to do justice if only
the truth were not withheld from their eyes. The
Rubicon again has to be crossed by an Indian
Casar ; the Imperial City must know of its purport.

* - November 28, 1919.
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THE CONGRESS DEPUTATION

ON December 26, 1919 the last remaining members
of the Delegation of the Indian National Congress
left London for India. The occasion is therefore
not an unfitting one upon which to review the
general results of the Delegation’s activities,

In personnel it comprised twelve members, viz.,
Mr. B. G. Tilak, Dewan Madhava Rao, the Hon.
Mr. G. S. Khaparde, the Hon. Mr. V. J. Patel, Mr.
Hasan Imam, Mr. N. C. Kelkar, Mr. B. G. Horni-
man, Mr. A. R. Iyengar, Dr. Mehta, Mr. B. C. Pal,
Dr. Sathaye, and Mr. Chenchiah.

During the stay of the Deputation a fourfold
work was accomplished. The British Conimittee
of the Congress wus reorganised upon the defined
and constitutional basis ; the Congress Policy with
regard to the Government of India Bill was pressed
by every legitimate political means upon Parlia-
ment and the Joint Setect Committee ; the case for
Indian Home Rule and the truth (as far as was then
known) upon the Punjab reprisals was widely dis-
seminated by a national campaign ; and efforts were
made to reconcile the various Indian Deputations
and politicians who had come over contemporane-

THE CONGRESS DEPUTATION 83

ously with the Congress Deputation. Varying
measures of success attended all these efforts.

That the Congress Policy should have been
adopted in toto by Parliament would perhaps be too
miraculous to hope for in view of the nature of the
present Cabinet, with its Curzons and Milners.
That more might have been accomplished in that
direction, had it not been for the clashing self-
styled * Deputations ” of all kinds from India is
probably also true. The “ Amrita Bazar Patrika”
some time ago published a letter from their London
correspondent which expressed the naive pride of
the Moderate Deputation in subordinating the Pun-
jab question to the far more important matter of’
the reforms. They need not have troubled. Noone
in the universe had so clear a conception of the
relative triviality of massacres as compared with
measures as had the Secretary of State for India.
They merely threw another perfume on the violet,
painted the lily, and committed the other forms of
wasteful and ridiculous excess. Their awe-struck
attitude towards the Bill greatly strengthened the
forces of reaction, although, had those forces been
too strong for the Bill, their support would have done
but little to ensure its safety. Had the Moderates
all remained in India, the Bill would have passc,
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and possibly—we do not go further than possibly—
it would have inéluded some form.of that sorely
needed Declaration of Rights. ‘Public opinion is
enormously influenced by sentiment and emotion,
and the story of the Punjab told unlinchfngly by all
alike might have- procured at least this in response
to the impulses of humanity and generosity evoked
in the constituencies. Compared with a human
tale of woe, constitutional points like full provmcn-
ai autonomy seem sornewhat academnc
"We must remind our readers, Indians more
‘particularly, that the vast bulk of the present
British eléctorate left school &t fourteen or earlier,
so that what appears abstract obtains comprehen-
sion or sympathy with difficulty. The one great
opportunity for combined action was the - Punjab
question, and that opportunity the Moderates lost.
Misled alike by their apprehensions as to the safe
passage of the Bill and by their over-estimate of the
value of their stipport they dropped the substance
for the shadow. -The very fact that they had
; divet'ge& in “policy- from the Indian National
Congress™ i tts ‘political evolution should hdve
made them mvstxgate their own acts with great
‘strictness of conscience. It may be that all the vari-
-z-.ous Deputations did their best according -to their

. Moderates.

- Bill for hostile ¢

‘reach she €ar 0
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may be pardoned for thinking that _
h led some of them along a path con-
to the National Congress, Moslem and Indian
hiid Rule League ones were rather doubtful lan-
tome ll}ndoub;edly the sporadic multiplication of
tems! judiced the Congress Deputation
ber of witnesses heard by the Joint Select
in the 247 which seemed never to tire of hearing
Comm!ttGe: but heard only Messrs. Patel, Madhava
Rao, and Tilak for the Congress and Home Rule
o . At the same time the change in public
Leangll; effected by the straight course taken by the
opi

L N. C. Deputation: was very marked. By the end

t comphment of all political com-
:h h&d:::oe :;:;“s p i .was - singled out by the
me

the passage of the
eakers during -
reactionary; 5P omment. The four stages through

1 movement usually goes are:
ostxllty .and ‘success. It is- a
apath«; ;ffd} e b '

oad wg,m 4b¢ at; the penultlmate stage ! The
‘I;dlan National Gongress is now beginning to
n

lights, but we
the lights whic

« deputation?, preJ

which: 3.«  politial

f the ordidary voter and of the
liticians: of -all &yPES: and the moment is ripe
?:r continued- effort in the poljfical field. The

I dxan National. Congress is at last a force to be
o

reckoned with in-Great Britain.
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We believe we do not err in saying that the
Deputation assimilated knowledge and developed
political capacity of the kind suited to this country
as rapidly as they opened British minds with regard
to Indian questions. We believe they have taken
back to India a great fund of goodwill, and that they
realise how much may be accomplished by the
kindly means of co-operation and frank dealings
between the tworaces. They have learnt that many
Britishers themselves suffer beneath grandiose Im-
perialism, have troubled consciences about India,
and would gladly do whatever they could. Person-
al contact has cleared up much misunderstand-
ing; and more visits from Indians will accomplish
proportionately more. Kindly feelings and warm
welcomes await other comers from Indiz, and the
one wish here is that visits may be frequent. One
might sum up by saying that the Congress Depu-
tation accomplished far more by persc;nal touch
than their record of successes in their Report might
show. The fruit of their labours is not yet all ripe,
and the good result of their labours will accrue for
a long time yet. India may truly say to her Dele-
gates, “ Well done, good and faithful servants.”—
January 2, 1920. .

IX ‘ :
THE VOICE OF INDIA *

THE important’ cable from India given U'D(?n t-he
first page of this issue enunciates in zfuthorltatlve
form the verdict of the people of India upon the
present situation in that country. The whole “.rorl.d
is in the travail and throes of rebirtlf, and India is
by no means exempt froma share in the gen.eral
tragedy of the universe. Nevertheless, there is a

' bright and hopeful aspect holding out cheer to us

all, as well as a very gloomy part in her picture. In
India condemns, thanks, demands, and .
reconstructs. ~There is little to despair about.in
a nation which can do these things simultaneo.usly
and with such unerring judgment as her thirty-
fourth Congress has just demonstrated. .

The condemxiations include persons, actions, and

four words

legislation

- Th; rows .°f dots indicate a sentence which the Printers
refused to take the legal risks of printing. Perhaps this litfle
incident may signify to Indian readers that there is not quite
so much liberty in Britain as they may sometimes. suppose‘!
The statement, it may be remarked, was a very mild one of

moral condemnation and did not go beyond the Congress

resolutions in spirit.
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appointment of a strong Propaganda Committee
.we note that it means to go even over the head
of Parliament to the real source of power—to the
British people themselves.

This is the most momentous decision Congress
has ever taken and is grand news for all pro-Indians
in England. When this propaganda is strongly
going, the emissaries will find that, although the
Labour Party will give such support that gratitude
is rightly their portion, there will be other sections
of public opinion also to be reached, wherein edu-
cational effort will bear rich fruit. To mention
only three spheres of work, there are manifold
ramifications of the women’s prganisations, the
great teaching profession (which recently refused
to affiliate with the Labour Party), and the religious
bodies, Anglican, Non-conformist, Roman Catholic,
and Jewish. All these have important influence
upon public opinion. However, for the moment,
the Labour Party has justly reaped the praises that
were its due for its efforts during the passage
of the Act. The thanks of the Congress to its
own Committee in London show the new spirit
of warm and kindly co-operation in which the

two bodies, one in mind and yet so far apart
physically, will work.

THE VOICE OF INDIA o1

One thing that Congress asks for might be got
on with at once—namely, the Statutory Declaration
of Rights. Had the news of the Amritsar massacre
been published last April, as it ought to have been
but for the sippressio veri of the Government (‘)f
India and the culpable supineness of thﬁe India
Office and Parliament, it is difficult to conceive that
two things would not have occurred. The Central
Government’s power would not have been left
intact and spme sort of civil rights must have.been
conferred. We would strongly advise I.ndla to
judge of the tenacity and power of her friends on
this side by the amount of effort made to get a
Supplementary Indian Civil Rights Act upon the
Statute Book. One of the reasons :ddvanced l.)y ﬂ.le
Speaker against its incorporation' in the In'dla {3111
was that it might conflict with exxstmg' legls]atlo.n
on the subject. This is exactly the pom‘t. May it
conflict to the extent of repeal, and that right soon. !

That Congress should thank Mr. Montagu foxt his
tabours is kind and generous. That it has ref.ramed
from expressly condemning him for actlve. or
passive suppression of the truth of the Arx.mtsar
massacre shows restraint and scrupulous fairmess.

But as there is to be another Congress when the

Congress Enquiry Committee reports, perhaps his
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management of affairs will’ again come up for
consideration at an early date. ~: . . ey
It is of .good omen that’ well-known Moderates
hkeMr‘Sastn should have been present and also
that the numbers .attending ‘should®isve been so
magnificent; “The buriakof religious feuds; alluded
to by Mr.Kélkar at the -end-of his ‘cable, is of the
firs€ importance. Thé Hindas support the Mosletns
on. the! Khilafat question aad the Moslems have
made atimely and noble concession on their side
with rega;d 1w cow-killing at the Bakrid festxval
It is-such tmxmphs of w1sdom and ptacucal com-
mon sense as these which show how ready India
is for self-government. She is not an Ireland,
paralysed by indissoluble hatreds, but a congeries
of widely varying but reasonable people, able to_
adjust -differences, arrange compromises, to suffer
with imperturbable . dignity, to demand redress
with fervefnt but just ardour and to place her case
" before theBtmsh ﬁeople and the entlre world in

: : mat'm wlnch she artxcﬁw
late&her Sm ‘of- the: h)deous terrorism by which
it was pumshed. 1 am- is klfeaﬂy free in mmd
,and,soui Tbat spdmna: ::eahty tnust be translnted
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into mate.ﬂal- fan!f .with ‘no postponemeng: *: Nulti
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}M sight or. ;ﬂstwe "——Jammry 28, 1920.
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3. THE PUNJAB TRAGEDY



X
THE REIGN OF TERROR *

EVERY mail from India deepens the impression
already engraved upon the British mind, abruptly
shocked into an apprehension of the hideous
reality by the revelations first made public on
December 13 last,

Diverging for the moment from the gravity of the
subject, a word may be said_upon the propriety of
comment upon the evidence given before the
Hunter Commission. In the first place, that Com-
mission is not a judicial body and has no power to
inflict sentences. There is no'jury in the case
whose minds might be prejudiced or sense of
justice warped by an unfair use of the Press.
Comment is by no means precluded upon the facts
which are notin question, such as the admissions
made by military officers about their own conduct.
Nor, for that matter, is the official "and Anglo-’
Indian Press refraining from criticism, exhorta-
tion, praise, rebuke, and admonition, as scems good

to-it, samples of each of these being distributed at

* This article was the leader of a special “ Punjab Atrocity ”
number. The general idea of issuing such a number was an
inspiration from Dr. Rutherford, all details being worked out by
- the editor.

G
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.

. discretion among -witnesses, other journals, and
even to members of the examining Commission.
Pandit Jagat Narayan, for instance, incurs their
august displeasure by what they- entitle his
“ prolixity.” Our readers will remember that whilst
the Douglas-Pennant Commission was still sitting
and before its final report was published, not bnly

did the general Press comment fairly freely, but -

that, for the sake of exonerating such gravely
aspersed personages as Major Janson, the Commis-
sion even anticipates certain of its own findings.
The Indian National Congress has from the first
intimated its dissatisfaction with the formation,
terms of reference, and personnel of the Hunter
Committee. Subsequent to its first decisions, dis-
satisfaction with procedure has been added, for the
Committee refused to allow the political leaders
to be present throughout its sessions—not even in
. custody.. The Congress has therefore regretfully
boycattedthe Hunter Committee. - It cannot there-
fore be expected .that the..organ of the Indian
National Gongress in this country or the Nationalist
Press in India should show either reticence or much
respect for the conduct of that highly artificial
and unsatisfactory body, the HunterCommittee
In passing we may, ohserve .that Pandit Jagat

impor

+
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Narayan appears to be doing yeoman senfic"e fo‘--ﬂ‘s -
people, and if he should ultimately dissent fromfh*
gengral findings of the Committee, his statements®
would probably carry India—ice., Indian India—
along with him. . - ‘ i
We may, then, without indecency, consider the
t of the’ undisputed facts placed upon record.
What things have England’s Army been doing in
India? Thetale is long and hideous. It may take
the form, if oné will, of an inhuman equation. " Let
us not skirk the truth, but unflinchingly place upon
record what misdeeds the desperate and miserable
populace committed. Eight European men were
murdered; and one English lady mi;sionary was
beaten ‘uncopscious in a street in Amritsar. A
considerable amount of ‘property was_destroyed
whose total value has not yet been stated—let us

" for the purpose of argument call it worth a quarter

of a million pounds—'-rpt_xghl'y, the equiyalegt of what .
was. desttoyed in last summer’s riots at Liverpool.
This mob violence followed upon rough oﬁicial
retort to the earlier constitdtional methods adopfed
by the people. But let us ﬁrrply‘state the one Slde’
of the equation—eight murders, one attempted
murder, an'd.damage to property such as the burn®
ing of banks and destruction of telegraph wires;
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" and one or two small pictures of the Emperor were
destroyed. '

Now for the other side of the equation. It would
nced the majestic diction of a Gibbon combined
with the gruesome delineation of an Edgar Allan
Poe to render in language the sorrows of the marty-
riscd Punjab. Martial law, “in all its might” (to

use Colonel Johnson’s phrase) and in all its bruta- °

lity, revenged the few mad acts of a few wicked or
desperate men. Attila, Ivan the Terrible, Catherine
de Medici, Henry VIII, and Von Bissing have all
left names at which the world shudders and
sickens. But their murders and massacres were
either deeds of warfare, or what they looked upon
as punishments of those who, being of their own
race and nation, bad tacitly allowed their assump-
tion of power. It has remained for the. world’s
history to write a new chapter one would have
thought impossible - that a people governing an
alien conquered race professedly in a spirit of
benevolent paternalism, should use their power for
wholesale revenge by m'urder, humiliation, torture,
and oppression. O’Dwyer, Dyer, Johnson, and
O’Brien, not to mention the egregiously asinine
Captain Doveton, have for ever sullied the honour
of Great Britain and proved for ever her utter

]
THE REIGH OF/;RROR
- z oy

ing class. The bloo®
at Gujranwala, blasted & TR
they were dispersing, crie¥ ot
human race for justice. The dead™8 sar and
the maimed, shot “ well and strong” by Dyer’s
minions, might form a hecatomb to England’s
shame. The caged citizens of Kasur have a clause
to add to the Litany of Horror; one had supposed
that caging was obsplete since the days of Louis
X[ The flogged schoolboys and wedding parties
fill up the cup of horror.

A few years ago our saintly minds were filled
with loathing by the Congo atsecities. A pamphlet
was widely distributed bearing a picture of a Congo
boy with his feet cut off at the ankles, and well do
we remember hearing the Archbishop of Canter-
bury, the Bishop of London, and Dr. Clifford filling
¢the Albert Hall with their eloquent reprobations
of Belgian atrocities. What have these custodians
of England’s conscience to say about Amritsar?
How does their indignation express itself with
regard to the alleged shooting of a mid-wife
who had to disobey the Curfew Order in order
to attend a woman in child birth? What have
those members of Parliament who some years
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back denounced the “ On the knee” order to
British soldiers as unworthy of the human race,
to say about Dyer's crawling order- at Amritsar?
What of the 108 sentences of death commuted

to 18 executions and long sentences? What of

the imprisonments of such well-known and revered
leaders of Indian thought as Mr. Kalinath Roy,
Dr. Satyapal, Dr. Kitchlew, and Mr. Harkishen
Lal? How can we describe the innumerable sen-
“ténces amounting in the aggregate to thousands,
inﬂicting hundreds of years’ imprisonment upon
guilty and innocent by Martial Law Courts and
Special Tribunals without fair trial? Are there
words in any langlage to describe the infamy of
Coveton’s whippings of male prisoners in the
presence of prostitutes? (We have read his expla-
nation. It is trivial.)

‘Deepest and loathsome of all cruelties was the
diabolical one of chaining together Hindus and
Mushms and driving them thus with taunts through
the stfeets. ' This was pérhaps the highest point of
smrxtual}y credtitfe \hckedness that hlstory has
ever witnessed, 17

What reparatron cdlr we ‘possibly- make to the
outraged people: o’f Indub for these deeds? Is
there any ? N pe

-
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In one ser‘lse, there is none. We cannot uando the
past. It is only a dead Christ one can unnai,l
from His Cross.

But we can fake stern measures with all those
vesponsible.. The flail can descend upon the
vaemm'ent of India—that lying camarilia of dess
pots whose deeds and concealments darken the
fair face of the earth.. Despicable as we ‘may feel
them to be, they are not the only ones upon whom
the wrath of the justly incensed British people
ought to fall. It is the Cabinet of this country
which is responsible to the voters, collectively

responsible. Mr. Lioyd George was never tired

of promising us rare and refreshing fruit, new

heavens upon néw earths. He gives us a Secre.
tary of State for India who, busily engaged in
enfranchising 1.5 per cent. of her malepopulauon,
learns , from the columns “of the “Daily Express”

eight months after its occurrence how Indians have

" been butchered at Amritsar—and this in, spite of

the fact that he has been recently in touch with
such authorities upon facts as Lord Meston and Sir
Michael O'Dwyer. Did Lord Meston know or not?
Did O’Dwyer reveal the facts or.not? Far heavens
ypon earth we have been- given hells upon earth in
tortured India, exasperated Egypt, and indignant
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Ireland- -to say nothing of starving Central Europe-
Let us look beyond our weakling Chelmsfords and
pitifully deluded Montagus to the chief author of
the mischief. We have a Prime Minister and
Government which have lowered us to a greater
depth of degradation than ever before Let us
turn out this Government and get in one that will
recall something of the old decent days of Palmer-
ston, Cobden, Bright, and Gladstone, and set our
house in order. Lord Rosebery’s Government fell
because of an insufficient supply of cordite. Let
this one go because of its superabundance of

coercion, brutality, concealiment, and dishonour.—

January 9, 1920,

X1
THE MONTH OF OPENING *

. APRIL in England has always been the sweetest

month of the year, the month when the celandine,
the anemone, the tender larch and the yellow
daffodil begem her lanes. The poets, from
Chaucer, who began his “Canterbury Pilgrims”
with the spring-like fluting : s

“ Whan that Aprille with his shoures swote

The drought of March hath perced to the rote.”
to Wordsworth, who immortalised the celandine,

and Browning who sang of the rapture of the

English April, have all garlanded the month with
tender memories.’

And now, from being the joyous month of mirth,
the Month of Opening, it has darkened to be the
month of England’s shame.

It is the month of Amritsar.

As long as Britain lasts, so long will tAhe recur-
rence of the Thirteenth of April be memorable for
every man and woman in these islands of the
blackest deed that ever dyed our escutcheon

crimson with blood and black with dishonour.
* This leader commemorated the anniversary of that great

calamity to British Arms, the Amritsar Massacre.
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Other names may ring.with mournful cadence in
our ears. Egypt is a word of broken pledges;
Ireland is an emblem of age-long sorrow and
misunderstanding ; the Opium War with China-
was, in its 'way, an unsurpassable crime ; Glencoe,
Limerick, Peterloo are grim monuments upon our
Appian Way. But Amritsar is the name of names,
the eternal symbol of cruel perfidy, of coarse in-
humanity, and of hypocrisy as callous as it was
revolting. A score of national disasters, a hundred
defeats in battle would not have made so grim a
story for the proud records of the British race.

Writing these words fresh from the reperusal of
the chronicle of last year as told by the Indian and
Anglo-Indian Press, one is forced to state that some
hideous Fate seemed to be driving events alike in
India and in England on to-their gloomy conclusion.
From the moment of the inception of the Rowlatt
Legislation, every subsequent catastrophe lay in
. émbryo, and from- that hideous conception was

engendefed all-the ‘diéasters which followed iri an
Eschyk&ﬁ ‘succegsion. - From October 23, 1918,
when in the House of Commons Mr. Montagu under-
stood that “the recommendations of the Rowlatt
Commission were engaging the attention of- the

Government of India,” until his stubborn defence

. said (we are q
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of the Rowlatt Act on May 22, 1919, in.the course
of the Indian Budget Debate, step after step was
doggedly taken along the wrong path. Laeftly, he
uoting: from this journal’s Parliamen-
tary Report) there was the Rowlatt Act, whl.c_h hafl

he woyld-almost say universai,

caused widespread, \ ver
0 ition throughout India ; although the disturb-.
PP bed were s0, local, and al-

d just descri
::;::::hti): sliéwed that they wer'e not c%irect.ly du,;:
to the Rowlatt Act (an extraordinary mferencz n,
let the House make no mistake, the Row]at_t bc[t
was throughout India a very unpopular A_Ct', z
had read from end o0 end all the Debates which ;o;
place; ,upm‘t' the Rowlagt Act.. and he' was. no;A't the
to apologise for it. He was sﬁll conmpcefi that in €
circumstances as puassed, as it was then on the Stqt_ute
Book, for # had been left without being put into
(merc;tiOn. the Rowlatt Act was necessary, (.)ughyt' to
Iu;ve lieen passed, and could not ka've.been avozded.A t
A lengthy and impassioned defence of ;he. ct
follkfwed this statement, so it is perfectlyt.{axr. fo
identify Mr. Montagu with the Rowlatt P-pllcy,di in
his official capacity as Secretary of S‘t.ate: for Ivn h'a,;
jt is important to recall these .f,a.cts, in* o_rdg;f ;t :e
responsibility may rest - where it shoul.d;v. .
Congress cable: urging the recall of the Viceroy,
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Lord Chelmsford, be considered in all its logical
implications, responsibility is laid at the door of
the highest quarters. No personal vengeance upon
mere minions like Dyer will satisfy either the
mind or the dignity of the Congress. Speaking
for India, they censure Britain's highest agent in
India. The complement to that is the correlative
and tacit censure not only upon the Secretary of
State who supported the Viceroy, but. higher still,
upon the Cabinet, whose collective responsibility

is grave, and ultimately upon the Prime Minister
himself.

The psychology of Lord’ Chelmsford affords a
parallel to that of Mr. Montagu. Repression before
reform, order before elementary human liberty, was
his watchword. From the moment the loathsome
Bills were presented in draft, the wrong course was
persistently steered in the Imperial Legislative
Council, all protests and pleas for delay and
investigation being ignored.

The Satyagraha movement, essentially the most
spiritua!, mildest and gentlest form of political
resistance ever invented, was submerged in a flood
of governmental violence. Delhi, Lahore, Gujran-
wala, Amrtisar, Kasur and other places unfolded
the melancholy consequences, and the peaceful
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meeting at Jallianwala Bagh became a F)!oo'd-stm:;
ed shambles. Humiliation after hum:;&atl:)nFlZn-
being tamely suffered upon the North-h esmilitary
tier, but at Jalliaqwala at .lea.st (tie miliiary
gathered their laurels and inflicte sotin
thousand casualties upon an l-marmed $.ee i . .
And for all this kind of th.mg the Viceroy .
:in 2 blank cheque. Again, as h.umanmemones
Sy nd forgetfulness is a fruitful mother of
are shors » sort of ‘charity, we quote from 'the
r‘he' w;::gMail » of April 17, 1919, the fol.lowmg
e ique from the Viceroy: “It remains for
o oven General in Council to assert in .the
the e er the intention of Government to
M 'ma::(ms however drastic, uny recurrence
e by'jwm ’He will not hesitate to employ
e enl(“"ii’tary resources at his'disposal to
the amp'e " éedoutrage, rioting, or concerted op-

255 organi
e the maintenance of law and order, and
o

has already sanctioned the applicalio? of t};e S:a:z

s Regulation 1804 in a modified orln.
‘Oﬂe?ce districts of the Punjab.” The 'reso uuc?‘n
o .tates that the Governor-General in Council
late'r T b‘}‘: : use all preventive measures provided
e ertes to check disorder at its source, a-nd
Py lt{hecgiltjttil;n LI of 1818, and the corresponding
in

position t
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Regulations applicable to Bombay and Madras,
and in the Rules under the Defence of India Act,
he has powers which will enable him to deal
effectively with those who promote disorder. He
has s?nctionéd the "extensions of the provisions
of the Seditious Meetings Act-to the districts “of
Lahore and Amritsar in the Punjab, and will
authorise a similar extension to other areas in which
Loca} Goveraments see reason to require it. The
Police Aot of 1863 etlables a4 Local Government to
quarter 3dditional ptice’on ey Jocality which is
guilty of ‘organised - offéncesagainst the ‘publie’
peage at the charge of e inhabitants, Land to levy
from the Iatter: compensation for those who have
suffered from injury to their property. The Gover-
nor-General in Council will advise Local Govern.
ments to make a free use of these provisions when
necessary.” '

+Let those yzho consider Lord Chelmsford to be
an amiable weakling predisposed by nature towards
constitutionalism andreforms, ponder well the above
drastic ‘communiqué. Let them consider the line
taken asto the appointment, personnel, and terms of
reference of the Hunter Committee itself, to say
. nothing: of its subsequent unfairness of procedul;e.
so grave as to lead to its boycott by Nationalists.
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Nor can the disgraceful Indemnity Act be forgotten.

- Let th, be mindful of the long intrigye that

concea"led“the truth about Amritsar for eight months
from the British Parliatnent and people until the
Liliputian Act was passed and the Maderafes of
India gulled into joyful acceptance of what is.
really next door to nothing.

The year has come full circle, and the anni-
versary. of Amritsar has passed. 'I.:he Hunter
Report fastens the blame upon the mere tools.
The Congress Report affixes it to the true per-
petrator, that Governor-General in Council who
ijssued the Prussian [instructions we have cited.
Itis for the British people to. act against Chelmss-
fdrd and all his abettors, how high soever.. :

If Englishmen have not lost all sense of liberty,
Amritsar will be the word that will open the British
peoples’ hearts And minds to the true needs of
India, and will be the name to inspire devoted work
for . her freedom, unresting until it be utterly
obtaingd; 50 -that April may be to India as to the
Ancients, the Month of Opening and 'Awakening
1o her true destiny.—April 16, 1926..



XII
THE FINDINGS OF THE HUNTER REPORT
(MAJORITY)

IT is to the credit of whatever is decent in the
public life of great Britain that publication of the
Hunter Report has been awaited with such intense
anxiety. After prolonged delay for, by now it has
been before.the India Council and the Cabinet for
many weeks —it has at last appeared. The delay
makes the disappointment caused by the terms of
its Majori(y: Report all the bharder to bear. The
Report is-so much white-wash ; and its feeble cen-
sures, wher_e it does censure, are in tiheir futility
almost as irritant in effect as the whoicsale condona-
tions of slaughter which make it one of the
shameful Governmental
modern civilised Power.

most
productions issued by any

The Majority Report is the unanimous production
of the five Europcan members of the Committee

Lord Hunter, Mr. G. C. Rankin, )r, ‘W. F. Rice,

General Barrow and Mr. T. Smith. In arrangement
it is an apparently intentional jumb;

effects, anulysi;’of“ Statements, caus
If the object was to confuse the mi

¢ of parrative,
¢, and findings.
nd of the reader
the authors may be congratulated upon success.

L]
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1 in ' ahdi style with F.,rench\ ’§taw
Compmi ;:xmdish;quucﬁm of ;which:tie
?::;:?;s meagre, jej;uge:gnd,‘ devoid of grace ant:
larity. Hence for. purposes of _ cle.argess we.
clarty. to open our analysis by stating Its agsgver-s
D (:) :uesﬁm'which'an impartidl’ orA‘aqt:-
;Z;;Z tc‘rv‘xtic"misht&sihﬁﬁa#kin'gj vizo o
s - the . dva‘ksr“the mlblg lsxgni??

L Wuem relietion- orof revolution? - "¢ -
riot‘inz o the oi‘:ﬂ’éiks conrécted in any treason-
:bzl.e z:;rwthe Afghan War qf May flﬁsf ?‘h- L
.a he first, the. Majority Report nrakes the

hs t.O & bservations, the first occurrihg at the
fou(’)wf“::e; criticisms upon General Dyer: “The
eud’ ° takeri by General Dyer has also been de.s-n
ac.tléﬂ tb others' as hafing ‘saved ‘the’ situation. fo
cribed )',ab and having averted a rebelli@ on a
the P,“.m-[a, 1o the Mutiny. . It does not, howew.rer,
scalglélf'ﬂ’ ug possiblg to draw this conclu:xo?;
‘a’ppe.at ‘t‘: im'view of the fact that it is ndt proded
ﬂmldél““y irécy to overthrow British power hdd
thet 2 ’m:dsp rior to the outbreaks. Earlier on, the
beer f?m-' ‘?“ On the evidence before us there is
R§p<.)rt s”ss;mvz that the outbreak in the Punjab
not}uﬂs “;f ‘a pre-arranged conspiracy to overthrow
e P?Yt h Government in India by force. On the
the Br:tis ; .

*
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other hand, the Punjab iGoverpmem had been
advised by their legal advisers that the Satyagraha
movement amounted to am illegal conspiracy
against the Government..........Apart from the
existence of any deeply-laid scheme to overthrow
the British, a movement which had started in
rioting and become a rebellion, might be developed
rapidly into a revolution,” +The Report cites with
a cestain amount of effect that Mrs. Besant
had written to the “ Times of India” on April 18,
1919; that the acts of violence were not the 4ctions
“of Satyagrahis, nor even. of casual rioters, but
of revolufionaries.’”’. It ‘must, however, be remem-
bered that Mrs. Besant was viriting far from the
scene of the outbreak, so that the utterance was
not of the ex cathedra vari®ty, but a mere casual
apinion.
. With regard to the Afghan War, the Report
states :—-,.

“On May 8 war with Afghamslan was declared.
The Punjab Government were in possession of
information which at the time seemed to point to a
connexion betweén the outbreak of hostilities in
Afghanistan and the risings in' the Punjab. .In
explaining this, Mr. Thompson said : -Of course
the matter has not been cleared up yet, but the
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. positign we tnke up is, that we put you mpogse“mn

of the evidence we have, but we do not cluig ﬂmz
it proves anything more than that the Amir t’(:od
advantage of the troubles in: India and that he ha
aries in India.”

w’:;'(:: e‘;:?x::nts, then, of treason at homeand trea-
sonable connexion abroad, were lacl.(ing. But tge
vengeance ‘taken blended the ferocity o.f x»h‘: ,ht.
Bartholomew with the more reﬁnfed cr,ueltles 0 .t e'
Spanish Inquisition. The Committee’s an.al.ysm of
the causes of the outbreak travels over familiar and
to-a large extent undisputed ground, anfi need n.ot
therefore be dwelt upon at length. It totally fails
to visualise the impassioned: ’resentment'c.aused by
the Rowlatt Legislation. It sweeps aside all: the
bitterness caused by theintensive ‘War Loan a‘?d
Recruiting Campa:gns in the following wofds: “It
bas been suggested that the methOfls of recruiting
for the Army sanctiened by the Punjab queltnment
were largely responsible for the unrest m. fhe
provinces previous to the outbreaks. In our opinion
this proposition is not established or \fvell founde.d.
There is even less ground for attributing unrest in
the Province to any action taken by the Govern-
ment in connexion with the War Loan.” -

Of the Satyagraha movement, the Committee
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says: “ We believe that Mr. Gandhi is honestly
opised o the unploynent of force or violence in
the prosecution o: his aims. But the gencral
teaching of the doctrine of civil disobedience to
laws to masses of uneducated men must inevitably
tend to breach of the peace and disorder. Apart
from the use of force, civil disobedience 1o laws if
cextensively preached and practised would mean
the paralysis of government.” To this the Satya-
grahist might aptly rejoin that if the Rowlunt
Legislation was ever practised extensively it would
mean the complete paralysis of ordinary civil life.
To the one possibility Satyagraha opposed the
other  but it was a possibility, not an accompiished
fact.

Mutiny and treason being eliminated what case
remained for Dyerism and O’Dw.yerism as venge-
ance? Fecbly, haltingly, halt difident as 1o it
own conclusions the Report ambles from place 1o
place, fuliowing the Commitiec’s tinerary, and
condonation follows condonation in sancunenions
seqaence. At Delhi 28 Indians were killed and
123 wounded : but it was © an error to enroi lcading
At Ahmedabad :

*The measures tlaken by the authorities 10 dual

»

citizens as Speciai Constables.”

with the disturbances were appropriate. The use
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of military force was unavoidable and-the rioters
alone wcre responsible for the casualities which
ensued. The behaviour of the military was ex-
emplary.” At Viramgaum, where six Indians were
killed and 18 were wounded and 27 rioters were
convicted, the “ force used against the rioters ” is
described as ** Certainly not excessive.” At Amrit-
sar, the Deputy-Commissioner “ acted rightly . . . .
in carrying out the deportation orders quickly and
quietly.”” Supra: “We consider that the Deputy
Commissioner was right and had done no more
than his duty when he resolved to prevent entrance
into the Civil Lines by any such crowd (/.¢., the one
protesting against the deportations).” Of the firing
which ensued at 11-30 a.m. at Hall Bridge they
state: “ This resort to firing was completely justi-
fied as absolutely necessary in the circumstances
and in no way exceeding the occasion.” Of the
second firing there at 2 p.m. they say: * The
order to fire was rightly given.” . . ... “The.
mob-violence was anti-Government at every
stage.” The Deputy Superintendent of Police who
was in charge of 75 reserve men is censured for the
ineffective handling of this force in language
whose vigour may be compared profitably with
that employed in criticising Dyer.
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Passing on to the immortal tragedy of Jallian-
walla, the Committee are tossed hither and thither
upon its troubled waters and steer no clear course.
*“ We think it distinctly improbable,” they comment,
“. . . notwithstanding what General Dyer said
in his evidence [It is kind of them to save Dyer
- from himself!] that the crowd gathered on the
Jallianwalla Bagh would have dispersed upon notice
being made that they should do so, and much
more likely that recourse to firing would have been

necessary to securé obedience to his proclamation

' . . notice to disperse would have afforded those
assembled - in ignorance of the proclamation and
other people also an opportunity to leave the Bagh
and should have been given. If the notice had
been disregarded, General Dyer would have been
justified in firing on the crowd to compel it to
disperse. In continuing to fire for so long as he did
it appears to us that General Dyer ‘committed a
-Lraveerror . . . . We believe that he honestly
- considered that he was called upon in the dis-
charge of his duty to take the extreme step which

hedid . . . .

“In continuing firing as-long as he did it is

" evident that General Dyer had in view not merely
the dispersal of the crowd that had assembled
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contrary to his orders but the desire to_produce a
moral effect on the Punjab. . . . In our.view
this was unfortunately-a mistaken conception of

"his duty. If necessary a crowd that has assembled

contrary to a proclamation issued to prevent or
terminate disorderrmay have to be fired upon; but
continued firing upon that crowd carnnot be justi-
fied because of the effect such firing may have upon
people in other places. As to attention (or lack
of it).for the wounded, the Report calmly says:
“ It has not been proved to us that any wounded
penple were in fact exposed to unnecessary
suffering from want of medical attention.” The
Report flatly traverses the statement that Dyer's
action saved ‘the situation in the Punjab and
averted a rebellion on a scale similar to the Mutiny :
this, we may own, is to its credit.

For absolute ineptitude, compassion in the wrong
place, for lack of proportion proving a callous
indifference to the rights of humanity, an equal
disregard of civilisation and the judgment of
history the Committee’s judgment upon Dyer will
stand for all time in an isolation of moral obloquy
long after the obscure names of its fabricators
shall have passed into oblivion. :

Picking up the threads of massacre one passes to
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Lz'lhore, where of the firing on the Mall the Com-
mittee say, ‘f Nothing short of firing would have been
of any use. We approve . . . . " Atthe Lohari
Gatfa. 18 Indians were wounded, Mr. Broadway
having previously been stoned with bricks an;l
mud. “The justification for this firing is obvious.”
At Hira Mandi, after mob stone-throwing “the
greatest care [i.c., in firing] was taken and the least
possible degree of force used.” At Kasur, where
Government buildings had been attacked. 57 shots
were fired in all . . . four men died . . . others were
wc.lunded. “We uphold the decision to fire upon
this mob and think that it should have heen fired
:fr(i)‘r:el(;c.e,t;ore the Deputy Superintendent of Police

.At Gujranwala, following an attack upon the
railway line and stone-throwing at Mr. Heron, the
latter ordered his men to fire and himself fired his
revolver: “ We entirely approve his action.” When
the Post Office was burnt . . . “the acting Deputy
(?ommissioner who was present refused to give
hbert{r to fire . . .. (he) appears to us to have
committed an error.”

"‘It‘ appears to us that, in the circumstances, the
dec'xslon to use bomb-carrying aeroplanes " at
Gujranwalla on April 14 was justified ...... the
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urgency and the extremity of the need for prompt
dispersal of the rioters is incontestible.  The bombs
were not only justified bt in our clew were invali -
able . . . .. the swiftness with which an aeroplane
arrive at the scene of disorder, the large
measure of immunity of attack from the ground and
its independence of all external aid in getting

there, are advantages which must always count
e so than in India . . .

can

heavily, and in no country nor
Major Carberry’s action in firing with his machine-
gun upon the crowds in the streets of Gujranwalla

49

does not appear to us excessive......
In face of all this it appears a little hard to jump

so heavily upon poor Lieutenant Dodkins for the
use of one single bomb, which he failed to justify,
on April 15!

It seems almost needless after all this to state
that the firing from the armoured train in the
Sangala neighbourhood elicits a warm-hearted
approval. “ This officer (ce., Rai Sahib Lala Sri
Ram Sud) appears to us to have acted in a different
situation with promptitude and decision.”

As to Martial Law, the Report justifies its
declaration, but pronounces that its duration is
more open to criticism. Nevertheless: “ It appears
to us that those responsible for the maintenance of
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Martial Law gave a careful and considerate
judgment to the questions of its continuance (more
especially, we presume, those who failed to circulate a
_ff'lv which caused it to last upon the railway for a
Jfortnight longer than was really necessary,-according
to Sir Havelock Hudson), and that they did not
prolong it beyond the time during which to the
hes-t of their judgment it was necessary for the
mam'tenance and restoration of order in the
provinces. Looking to the problem with which
%he){ were faced we do not think that we should be
justified in adversely criticising their decision.”
.Th_e Administration of Martial Law is very lightly
dismissed. “ At Kasur,, the police gathered large
numbers of the population, in one case gradually
the whole male_residems of the town, and had them
paraded before certain of the witnesses. The treat-
ment was no. doubt galling to people of position
and education and there may have been cases
where individual police officers subjected the arres-
ted t? unnecessary severity, but we find no reason for
holding, or even thinking, that undue harshness was
adop'ted as a matter of deliberate policy . . .. ..
I;Iavmg regard to the eppgmous mass of cases . .. .l .
we feel that while .the. nutnber of persons arrested
but not brought to trial is regrettably large and the
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periods of detention in some cases seem unduly
long, this very difficult work was not done badly or
oppressively on the whole. We think it would
have been better had this proclamation (i.e., the
order against the employment of outside counsel)

e of the (Martial Law) orders

not been issued. Som

were injudicious . - - - served no good purpose . . .

not drawn with sufficient care.”

were
The Committee do not agree that it was merely a

slight inconvenience for the inhabitants of the
ctreet disgraced by the Sherwood assault to go on
the roofs of their houses. The “order caused
unnecessary inconvenience......... in subjecting the
Indian population to an act of humiliation it has
tinued to be a source of bitterness and racial -
fter it was recalled.” By the
“no good object was served.”
tment of the students was

con
ill-feeling long 2
Salaaming Order
Colonel Johnson’s trea

« unnecessarily severe.”
Public -floggings are condemned, and

tion on the number of floggings should be
imposed on the discretion of area officers in giving
sentences of “whipping. There should always be
a reéord of the’ punishMt and some limitations
ke punishment. And, finally,

on the naturé of t
where martial jaw has been imposed . ... the

1

‘ some

restric
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power of the military commanders need not neces-
sanly be so supreme as was ihe case in the
Punjab.”

From the personnel and terms of referenec of
the Committee this ts much the Report to be ex-
pected. If Mr. Montagu stands by this, he will go
down to some minor page in history's record to-
gether with the condoners of Limerick, Glencoe,
and Peterloo. If he is courageous enough to throw
it overboard and ask for a Royal Commission in
England to investigate the whole circumstances
he may yet clear himself of some measure of the
hideous responsibility which, like Black Care, must
ride behind him in all its horrors.—- May 25, 1700,

XIII
MR. MONTAGU'S VIA MEDIA

THE Majority Hunter Report, which was summa-
rised in India of May 28, has been given an
unobtrusive funeral by the covering correspon-
dence issued with the whole Report. Command
Paper 705 --Correspondence between the Gover_n-
ment of India and the Secretary of State for India
on the Report of Lord Hunter's Committee is
officially christened as “In continuation of Cmd.
681" (The Hunter Report). It is much nearer to
being in condemnation of Cmd. 681.

Although agreement is indicated with many of
its conclusion, those who recognise the formal
and informal limitations of official phraseology
will note that the opening sentences of Section
4 of the Secretary of State’s letter are practically
1 censure of the whole spirit animating the
Majority Report. “ There is one question with
regard to which it is impossible to avoid the
conclusion that the Majority of Lord Hunter’s
Committee have failed to express themselves in the
terms which unfortunately the facts not only justify
but necessitate. In paras. 16 to 25 of Chapter XII
of their Report, the Majority have dealt with the
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undue severity and of improper punishments or
orders.” To put this as bluntly as the man in the
street would express it, the Hunter Committee are
thrown overboard ; and thaton a subject of major
importance, the administration of martial law. In
fact, even the despatch of the Government of India,
su}prising as it may seem, uses stronger language
than does Lord Hunter's Majority, taking its stand
with the Minority in this case: “ the administration
of martial law in the Punjab was marred in parti-
cular instances by a misuse of power, by irregu-
larities, and by injudicious and irresponsible acts.”

The cause céléhre of General Dyer is another
glaring instance of the failure of Lord Hunter and
his official clique. In a nutshell, their judgment of
the Dyer massacre was that a warning would not
have dispersed the crowd, but that Dyer should have
given it. Having: given it, his firing would have
been justified if there had been less of.it, what
extent of diminution would have been not excessive
being a\t{nSDeCiﬁed.—;Tbey«mte that his inattention
to the - wounded was 'a subject of criticism” and
then callously- advance the same pitiful excuses
which Dyerhad already worn threadbare, winding

L]

™ intensive’ form generally which martia) law as-’
sumed, and with certain specified instances of’
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up with a sentence which probably displays the
most effrontery of any they have framed. “It has
not been proved to us that any wounded people
were in fact exposed to unnecessary suffering from
-want of ;nedical treatment.” This, although Indian
unofficial evidence was driven by the Committee’s
unfairness into boycotting its sessions ! The Govern-
ment of India’s despatch, after intimating that Dyer
“ was thtown temporarily off the balance of his
judgment,” states that after carefully weighing all
the factors they can “ arrive at no other conclusion
than that at Jallianwalla Bagh, General Dyer acted
beyond the necessity of the case, beyond what any
reasonable man could have thought to be necessary
and ‘that he did not act with as much humﬂmty
as the case permitted.” s f.

The Secretary of State’s despatch is ofi:about
equivalent strength to this, with the addition that
it censures the doctrine on which General Dyer
hased his action and his avowed conception of his

*duty in the circumstances confronting him. Mr.
Montagu states that he approves the decision of the
Commander-in-Chief which required Brigadier-
General Dyer to resign his appointment as Brigade
Commander and informed him that he would
receéive no furthef employment in India. The
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palhations of Lord Hunter have heen too much for
even the Government of India and the Coalition
Cabinet to accept. The Majority Report is slain
at birth, but although Mr. Montagu is the slayer, he
cannot escape the position of the slain, the Hunter
Committee being an integral part of his own
policy. '

In the Notes of " /udia ™ of April g, it was inti-
mated that Mr. Montagu would probably express
dissatisfaction with the leniency of the Majority
Report. That prophecy has come trug in the form
just indicated. As our contemporary, the Nution,
writes :--“ Mr. Montagu, with 2 decided and impres-
sive gesture, has taken his stand by 1the Minority
and has induced the Cabinet to join him in a stern
disavowal of the method and spirit of the Punjab
Government.”

All this one can freely admit, and for whatever
Mr. Montagu has accomplished one¢ can grant him
due mecd of credit. But at this stage there arise
some further questions. History, after all, and the’
judgment of the civilised world will not prosccute
researches into the question as to how far Mr.
Montagu adjusted himsel!f by this group or to whai
extent he placated another. The grear question
will be: Was justice done 1o outraged India?

It is here that we regretful?y part compa(r;y ‘(;’ith
the Secretary of State and hxs.d?spatch. foO.l up
to a point, peyond that point it ,‘S an utter.. ai urIe,
Towards two main points we c%xrect efttentlon. ) n
the first case ail the culprits higher 1n rankIt :;n
Dyer go scot free, or are even c:ommende'd.1 ‘n e
second, there is no promise of. such .1ejg&s‘at:n as
will protect the people of India agal:std?ub :{,;_l.
periences in the future, except for the 1§avo

i IV of 1919.

Of;f\):(:;ntizc:ulprits. It is not in ‘disputc .from any
quarter that the Rowlatt Legislation, coming whe;\
it did, has been the head and front o'f the .offe‘n ;
ing, the fons et origo of all the manifestations ?,
dee'per troubles. Who defended tﬂhe Rowla.tt ACtL-(,j.
On May 22, 1919, in the course of the Indian l:.lu -

Debate, the present Secretary of State, and no
gettl r said that he was not in the House to apolog-
other,

for the Rowlatt Act. He was still convinced
- ise for

i ircumstances as

at, in the circums )
lh'lthe Statute Book (for it had been left without

on . -
being put iato operation) the Rowlatt Act was ne

y, ought to have been passed and could not

passed, as it was then

cessar
ve been avoided. | ) .
haWhen one remembers that Mr. Montagu might
i he trick played upon
; ve complained of t ]
justly ha 1
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him by the introduction of this legisiation into the
Imperial Legislative Council without his sanction,
the only possible conclusion is that his certificate
of approval was a genuine une. And if there is
anything at all in the theory of responsibility
of a Cabinet Minister for his Department, why
should Mr. Montagu be "immune from criticism "
whilst Dyer and men of inferior rank to Dyer
have to bear the whole brunt of the results of
Rowlattism ?

No word even remotely approaching condonation
can be justly applied to the Dyers, Johnsons, and
Bosworth Smiths. But, at any rate, they can lay to
their souls the comforting reflection that it was not
they who passionately defended the Rowlatt
policy and forced it upon a violated India. The
Government of India may originate, and the
Secretary of State may promote, legislation which
will inflame India.  The Governor-General in Coun-
cil may then “asscrt in the clearest manncr the
intention of Government to prevent by all means,
however drastic, any recurrences of these excesses.”

The: unfortunate, ill-balanced Prussians who are
then deputed to put out the flames are the only ones
punishable under this system. The incendiaries
escape and the firemen are solely to hlame for the
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damage caused in putting out the blaze. - Anythin
more fundamentally dishonest and mean it is impoqg
‘sible to conceive, The first persons whose polic"
and conduct should come under review are th)cZ
Secretary of State for India, and the Vicero

Next in order of investigation comes the (,i/-
Lieutenant-Governor of the Punjabh, Sir Michael
O’D‘\‘av'yer. Mr. Montagu does not regard the latter
as “immune from criticism” -and yet rather
thar.l resign, he allows the addition of a warm
testimonial to that Satrap, presumably as
sultant of Curzonian pressure on the C
The fact that he can brook the

a re-
abinet.
issuance of.
such (ix_n eulogium over his signature to a man
so universally detested is the measure of Mr
Montagu’s weakness. For the sake of the h()nom:
and high dignity of his office, Mr. Montagu should
have resigned rather than permit such an out-
rage to all decent feeling and to the nutio’n“.;]
honour of India. N

18 de> p 1t¢ i
H S < ,l les() ats in ltS ONnnssion 10 l)r()“llf;(,

constitutional guarantees of liberty for India. Th
d. e

abolition of Ordinance IV is nothing like sufficient
! ‘1ent,

The voice of the Congress becomes clearer an(

more and more insistent. Not mutyal testimonials

between the Montagus, Chelmsfords and O'Dwye
yers
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will appease her shattered pride, but the appoint-

ment of a .Royal Commission strong_ enough to

deal with Viceroy and Secretary of State and a

full« free Constitution such as is her inalicnable*
birthright.- -June 4, 1920.

.

THE CONGRESS REPORT

. NATIONALIST India lies under_-a deep debt to

the Commissioners appointed by the Punjab Sub-
Comnmittee of the Indian National Congress for their
devoted labours which have fructified in the Report
upon the Disturbances in India last year.

“We have postponed comment upbn this great
work until both volumes of the R‘eport could come
under our readers’ investigations, while in our issue
of May 7 we gave copious extracts from Volume I
and on May 14 further extracts from Volume II, -
Volume I o;;ens with the forwarding letter from the
Commissioners, Messrs. Gandhi, Das, Abbas Tyabji. -
and Jayakar, in the course of which* occurs the
following statement, evidential of the spirit of grave
responsibility in which they undertook their task :—
. We examined the statements of over 1,700
witnesses and we have selected for publication
about 650 statements, which will be found in the
accompanying volumes of our report. The state-
ments excluded were mostly statements proving
(the) same class of facts. )

Every admitted statement was verified by one of
us and was accepted only after we were satisfied
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as to the bona fides of the witness. This does not
apply to a few statements from Manianwala and
neighbourhood, which were mostly brought at our
request by Mr. Labh Singh, M.A., Barrister-at-law.
Every such statements bears his name at the foot
thereof. No statements was accepted without suffi-
cient cross-examination of the witness.

It will be observed that many witnesses are men
of position and leaders in their own districts or
villages. .

It will . be further observed that some of the wit-
nesses have made very serious allegations against
- officials. In ‘each and every case the witnesses
were warned by us of the consequences of making
those allegations, and they were admitted only
when the witnesses adhered to their statements, in
spite of the knowledge of the risk they personally
ran and the damage that may ensue by reason of
exaggeration or untruth. We have, moreover, re-
jected those statements which could not be corro-
borated, although in some cases we were inclined
to believe the witnesses. Such, for instance, were
the statenients }egarding (the) ill-treatment of
women. ) , '

- Needless to say that our enquiry was confined to
the Martial Law area and to the districts in which
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e

it was proclaimed. Tl:’q principal places were
isi us.

Wmalz;s;;:?ui}; lis divided into-six parts, of
w:;:: :ebrief historical and geographical descn;:».
.o of the Punjab is the first. A summary of Sir
"c_'“o '‘Dwyer's Administration is the second.
i w)::hapters on the Rowlatt Bills and
ent. The great bulk of

v sat)lm:(::vheie:l ;:;v:::nprised of descriptions of
Volu.m y ’Law in a score or so of places; fhe
1\2‘3“1{“ f the volume is the general conclusion
et by the Commissioners. Photographs of
"f‘ac_hesd azz plans of the Jallianwalla Bagh and
:::‘C‘;awling Order Lane add to its valu:ence. .
Volume II consists of 946.pages of'e;:x o B

is indicative of the promptitude Whlc. an "
.y ission that.the various seetions of .t is
thekcm\rr'o[:::tsne were printed at no less than eight
zré'eient presses in Bombay. The (.‘.ommles—;cs)nt ;:;
h to be congratulated upon the meas they

- ken to place their Report before the B’rms
::;el::iian peoples before the Hunter Report’s :):.
arance. Unlike the Hunter l?eport, e
e a‘ppeRe rt is unanimous in its findings, there
Co'ngrf:‘)st evepr? any minute of dissent. 'I:he amount
b:l:vgidence furnished is a tremendous tribute to the

o

There follow
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:ir:)enzi);, ;:atlence, anfl hard work of the Commis-
o thé n?ersay notl?mg of the encouraging effect
o }Pun.aebpresence of such men must bave been
o Lo,dsf , stupefied bg-r' the brutalities of her
Of i

o :itghhel ;ont;t of the Report itis difficult to speak
oy spi.m lns not tocf much to say that it is a
bt nol;)a.lr production which rises to great
ot oo s i 1lty There is an absence of venge-
Mow;nc; o :1: vr?u-‘queration ‘throughotit and ap
e dance ofal twperaﬁf)n which is reminiscent of
) e n: 'i,'gV ,‘ elosmg stages of the life of
Ponien mall 'z-wonder that already in the
R, Itistlc:port i christened “ The Saints
O & deeply spiriuatpeople mmn s s bt

] - om i
:;t:ied, not degraded. It makes ::f i::lgt::: ::?
| gm:::;;::;a”s Past will be as nothing to th:
bility 0;; india? : f“‘l}fe. The measure of the no-
the. faims 9’own Report is also the-measure of
re .of the Hunter Majority Report—aye,

the
ere’s the rub! and not only of the Hunter Report, -

_but of the disgraceful ez parte White Paper on th
J

Punjab Disturbances on which - we commented -

strongly some weeks ago. It has been objgcted in

same quarters shat ig was improper for Mr. Gandhi-

2

h s
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to have been a member of thé fCommidi:ion, in as.
much as one of the subjects under review being the-
Satyagraha movement which he led ‘it would have -
been difficult for the Commission to have come to &’
eéndemnatory conclusion regarding that movement,*
had there been a tendency shown in that direction.
We cannot deny that there is something in the
contention. But upon consideration of the alterna-
tive, that Mr.. Gandhi should not have been u!
member, it will at once be seen that the remedy

would.have been much worse than the disease. -
que, and in modern

The manifestations of an uni
recedented, movement conld not very

xamined and -considered’
y and'p_ersonairi‘ty ‘of its”
ence -of his clarifying
bvious at every point.

times unp
profitably have been e
anart from the mentalit
originator; whilst the influ
and restraining’-guidanto‘i's-o
On the whole, theReport _has ‘gaihed enormously
by Mr. Gandhi’s membérship of the Commission,:
and we ape confident - that ‘had he felt at any
moment that*his. presence was conducive to undue
favours to himself, he would instantly. have with-
drawn, or resigned: The Report has gained far
*thore by his presence ‘than it would have done by

his absence. - :
It must be borne in mind that the Report has not

‘8
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yet been formally presented to the Indian National
Congress. With all its many merits, it is naturally
not faultless and is equally paturally incurring some
measure of friendly criticism. Anglo-Indian hostili-
ty apparently finds it difficult to find loopholes in
. it. The two main critical tendencies are directed
from the Moderate camp, which charges the Report
with being insufficiently judicial, and the other
from Lala Harkisanlal, who, when giving a pre-
sidential address at the Punjab Political Conference
at Jullunder, charged the Commissioners with cer-
tain sins of omission.

To deal with the Allahabad “ Leader's” strictures
first, their chief grounds of contention seem
to be that witnesses for the Government were
Tot examined, nor were the witnesses for the
Congress Case cross-examined by Government
Counsel. We have never heard of any request
to allow pro-Government witnesses to appear;
nor, had the Government's pride permitted them
t0 make application for hearing, is it conceivable
that such application would have been refused.
But the Commissjon did have a special representa-
tive to take a verbatim report at all the Hunter

Committee’s sittings which were public ones. In-
deed, they say :—
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We have freely availed ourselves of the evidence

laid before the Disorders Enquiry Committee, in

der to strengtlren or correct our conclfxsions. h‘
may be mentioned that the vast majority of the
::::(ements appended were recei'ved.b.y t;s”before
Lord Hunter’'s Committee be.gan its ?tz:ih. i

We presume that Mr. Chintamani, : 'c‘;li ditor
of the Leader,) would not beso hyp.crcrm. a0
suggest that the Congress Comr.mttee 1s. ‘

ot knowing the evidence given in
blamed h“ as Sir Michael O’Dwyer’'s? Even
cmne;:ti::c?arliamem has been formally denied
" to.this by the ever-secretive Mr. Montagu.
. Harkisanlal’s statements are of graver
imﬁi We quote from the *Mahratta” the

i S :—

f°!!°“’"‘g m‘i::):’;‘ T)sfa.f:e Jallianwala tragedy is

"“l,e ct;rvael:looked. I, amongst others, know that
e:: :reai') theory could be established beyond doubt
:m the evidence of some contemporary dt.)cu.ments
which came to the knowledge of the Comtms:oncelr:
but because those documents were. not hande

by the holders thereof, -to be placed on the.
0;’“ f t)l'le Sub-Committee,.the Commissioners would
; eonter upon the discussion. This is a limit of
g:ttyeagraha doctrine ; while the Government of the
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Punjab.-did not hesitate to have false and fabri-
cdted evidence produced in cases which are now
described by them to have been judicially decided.”
" Another omission he refers to in the following
terms :— ' S _

“ The Commissioners do not seem to haye directed
their attention to what may be called the part play-
ed by-the judiciary in the Martial Law drama. The
judges may be unfit, they may be unjust; the
tribunals may be packed, the courts may disregard
evidence and overlook procedure, the judges may
write imaginary essays and false defences, instead
of judicial and just judgr;:ents, their ﬁndings may
be against evidence, and their interpretation of law
manifestly wrong, but they escape enquiry and
criticism. The innocent victims of such courts and
tribunals have no means to establish their inno-
cence, and have to be satisfied with the King's

mercy. One should have thought that this part of

the drama will receive attention equal to that play-
ed by the Executive. Lala Duni Chand and Pundit
Ram Bhaj Dutt Chowdhari, and_your most humble
sérvant, g’ave'their‘whole time for three long and
moit difficult and anxious days to the task of
bringing thie people to see the folly of continuing
the hartal, and they were punished for waging war.

-

i
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They are let off by His Majesty’s orders as the fit
s-;ubjects to receive his mercy, but they cry for
justice; and yet she does not appear. b.IQW the
committee also has not touched thjs ,sub;e‘ct, nor
do \;ve expect any finding oplthe question of
the innocence or guilt of the pr;Soners_‘from th.e
Hunter Committee, as they have not admitted evi-
aence on the question of trials or the conduct of
the judges. This is a grave omission, a'nd I trust
this Conference will not fail to call attention to this
fact, as the honour of hundreds. of inno’t’:ent ‘and
loyal subjects of His Ma'jt'asty is involved.

Both these omissions demand our careful att.eq-
tion. We had heard of the Tgap, theory at the time
6f the Congress. We also knew that there was
come evidence to support it; and we t!Ierefor:
like Lala Harkisanlal, had expected that it __v'vptnl
{ be referred to in the Report. The omission
but as we could not guess the reason,
Now, as it has been let out

at leas
startled us,

id not refer to it. : cen |
:e (;l,ala' Harkisanlal, we think that it must be
y

de known to the public. Actual documentafy
ma may not be faorthicoming though in
ev!dfﬂce But the testimony of those Commis-
eXlStence\;zho have carefully perused those docu-

sioners, lieved by their countrymen.

ments, will surely be be

»
.
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If they think that the evidence is not sufficient or
convincing, then they may say that. But if they
are satisfied with it, then to suppress that informa-
tion from the. public would be tantamount
stretching the rules of evidence too for.

‘The conclusions of the Report are not of any
degree of papal infallibility and are for India to
accept, reject, or modify, as she wiil. So far the
indications are that they are being strengthened.
When India makes up her mind finally her
demands will be honourahle Bri.tain’s minimum,

not the maximum. These Dyers, Chelmsfords,
O'Dwyers, Bosworth Smiths, and Jo

to

hnsons have
given Britain occasion for taking strong action.

If India forgives them, she will be very lenient.
Great Britain has her own honour to consider and

cannot in justice-to herself be other than just to

these Prussians. At all events, Great Britain and

India alike are heavily in the debt nf the Congress
Commissioners.—-Jy ne 11. 1920,

. XV »
THE JALLIANWALA CYCLE*

| i Ichemist who spent his days
ngdd;ev:fr?;:‘;zltarlan'smute the baser metals .info
e lover of the good name of Great Britain
g?‘d’ e"e."y ;"’ scan the parliamentary reports of
Y a:mxm'msAym\'itsar debate in order to find what
e .hlsmf‘c_ e are residual in the retort, after tﬁe
graims o vm‘ll)iage and passion have evaporated.
f“me_s i zer ermanent value is to be gainet? by
Noch e 0' por unbalanced language in either
e)'(agg'emuo;ome gains there are from the Debate,
d‘rsc?to?s. fair to.compute and place them upon
an
resor® first place, the doctrine of rule by terror in
Ir? o rbec‘f:.ived'a deathblow by the.House of
India o8 * ' The protagonists of military force
Common‘s VOtel.esson, of shooting some people pour
o teacmngli autres, have brought their dogma,
e c‘ked and unashamed, before the
- Ina est’ of the nation, and it has th.ere‘
e m:iu Had Sir Edward Carson’s motion
beer de'feateha.mt ‘then we say gquite plainly that
been .t'rmmpould i'xave been England’s official creed
‘e:‘:)Vr:ii:n \:fter the Dyer Debate in the House of Commons.

.
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and that it would have been decent and proper for
India to have taken any and every usual step by
which one nation seeks its severance from another.
The British Committee of the Indian National
Congress would logically have had to throw up the
sponge, and there would have been no justification
whatsoever for the continuance of the Congress
Committee or the Congress organ. The triumph of
Carson and the Dyerites would have been-the
winding-sheet of the connection. As we wrote
recently, the exoneration of Dyer would have indi-
_cated the limit of India’s forbearance. So far as
and no further than--it goes, the declaration of the
Secretary of State for India, endorsed as it wis
subsequently-by the Commons, may be definitely
reckoned as an asset by India. The rejection of
Dyer’s case by the Cabinet, the Army Council, and
the House is an indication that some sanity still
lingers among our ruling classes.

It is a curious ind, in a measure, a consoling con-
sideration that the higher the authority that has
. dealt with Dyer the stronger has been the judgment
againsthim. The Hunter Committee, as all remem-
ber, was ineptitude and feebleness personified —we
allude to the Ma)onty Report, of course—and its
nxgglmg‘andnamb)hpnmby conclusions are the low-

»
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o

- water mark of cnthsm upon Crawling Order Dyer.

The high-water mark was reached by the Secretary |
of State for War. In fact, the Hunter Comipittee
obviously tempered the requirerftents of ‘justice to
its estimate of probable public’ opinion, and by so
doing has earned for itself xmmeasun:able ?nd ’per.
manent contempt.. The Government-of India tooka |
stronger” view' and  concurred in' the Indian Com-
mahder-m-Chfef’é‘ vemoval of Crawling Order Dyer |
fromt his appointment, in the’ netxﬁcataqn that h?

was pmitted from further  promotion by. the Se'l_ec-
tion Board in Indik, and in fact that he was ‘thus
automatically placed upon half‘-pay. A tel'eg_r‘a’tp
from the Commander-in<Chief of the India Office
recommended that He ‘should be l‘eﬁred from ‘thé"

Army. The head of: thé Ariny Coutieil and ‘Secre-

" tary of State for War; (the Right Hon. W: S:Chue-

cpill) in the course-of ‘the debate indicated in the
House his own decided opinion that the deﬁmte :

’ d:scxplmary act ‘of Dyérs ¢compulsory ‘retirémjent

would-‘have been proper. Then why was it not

done? ~ The explanation of the Minister for War

gives as a reason ! the  virtual 'condonation - of

this .man’ by Nis military superiofs in India. The

Army Council,-and at a later Stage the Cabinet,

took @ similar view. And here critica) opipiqu
: . x

-
. : .
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must sharply part company with the course
adopted by both these bodies as being virtual
abdication of responsibility and function for fear
of reversing the actions of their own military
subordinate. With what sense of logic can Mr.
Asquith so heavily censure the Civil Authorities in
Amritsar for abandoning civil responsibilities
when the supreme Civil Authority of the Empire
allows the performance--even the admittedly
meritorious performance of certain military opera-
tions by Crawling Order Dyer, and a very general
conduct at Amritsar by his immediately official
superiors, to outweigh their own supreme duty of
reviewing and revising the whole situation, not
omitting any measures of condonation or quasi-
condonation of his crimes? As the matter now
stands, Crawling order Dyer is broken. That we
have upon the statement of his defence by his
admirers. But the Cabinet and Army Counci!
have crawled obsequiously down the lane marked
for them by Sir Michael O’'Dwyer. Dyer's dogmas
and murders are repudiated. Sir Michael O’'Dwyer
approved and esteemed sthem correct. The action
which the Army Council and the Cabinet would
have liked to take they therefore say they cannot
take. Sir Michael O'Dwyer is not merely the strong

L ]
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man of the Punjab. He is the ultimate»authoriiy
in the British Empire. ' .
.Thus the British Army List has to be disgraced
by the inclusion of the name of Crawling Order
Dyér, and the Indian taxpayer has to contine to be.
taxed to maintain him. The obloquy is Great
Britain’s. .
All this we owe to a weak Secretary of State for
India. Ever since the appointment of the glaring-
ly inadequate Hunter Committee we have been
forced to prophesy woe, and our prophecies have
proved all too painfully true. It is all very well for
him to repudiate terrorism in particular and con-
centrate opprobrium upon one head in particular.-
To put it bluntly, that saves himself. Herod had
the head of John the Baptist on a charger for
enunciating views as to the sanctity of marriage
which did not commend. themselves to the monarch.
But who really was responsible for a greater
offence, the Massacre of the Innocents? Unhesi-
tatingly we affirm and shall continue to affirm, that
while the present Secretary of State for India holds
office his grovelling flattery of Sir Michael

"O'Dwyer. the ex-Lieutenant-Governor = of the

Punjab, and of the Viceroy, Lord Chelmsford, mark
him as either a hypocrite or a villain. No man, no
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-matter what his lipeservice against terrorism, can
endorse such mlexfs and - be honoured, or even
- tolerated, in the eyes of an awakened India.

Nor can the British public forget the whole Jesui-

~tical treatment of the truth. The Secretary of

State did not know officially what Mr. Montagu
knew unofficially. This Jekyll and Hyde business

is not the kind of thing to be regarded with en-'"

thusiasm by the English. Miss Sherwood’s letter

‘read in the Debate claimed that she had full

kuowmdu aof all . Amgitsar -details, and we have.

_beed ‘vecently: iﬁfm’mqlpnpha had :an rinterview
with Mr. l&mw late. . Ottobef..: Nevertheless, he

was gble to ‘be “.profoundly disturbing” by the
samz story on Decémber 13. It is profoundly
disturbing to6 the British people that they do not
yet know the full truth of all that went on at the
India Office Jast year, nor how much the Secretary
of State concealed from the Cabinet, The safe
pa“age of the preciqus reforms apparently over-
shadowed all else. No Declaration of Rights was
‘given by thetg, but me:ely the unsubstantml
shadow of a Frankenstem monster of a consmu—
tion, ghastly in its artificiality.

The whole matter cannot possibly be allowed to
rest where it is. A feeling is abroad ;hag there has

»
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been trickery of the worst kind, and’ evety expla--

* nation given makes darkness- more ‘obscure and

confusion more palpable. -The Congress Punjab
Report and the Hunter Report conflitt throughout. -

. Grand dogmas are enunciated, and culprits get off

scot free. Fdr thé moment an O’Dwyer may grin
with sardomo’ amusement and a Chelmsford smiie
emly at the'prefty - little gume ‘But' India’s- de--
mands coincide with 'Great Britain’s vital needs.
A RoyatiConimission must reopen the whole affair
and ‘deal primarily: with the ‘Montagus, Chelms- -
fords, and O’Dwyers and telegate the mere tools to
their place in the fedr. Warren Hastings was im-
peached. Did he ever serd ap qﬁicjal approval -of
a Jallianwalla Bagh ?* ' Austen Chamberlain- lost the
Secretaryship of Stdte for India for the Mesopotamia
muddle Did heé:ever stoop io pruse an: O Dwyer
of a Chelmsford ?—~J u!y“ 6, 1980. -

+

* .



XVl
INDIA’S NEXT STEP

EVERY historic eruption in the world’s history
has been preceded not by one but by an accumula-
tion of causes. The overthrowing of the Roman
Republic, the Jacquerie in France, the Peasant’s
‘Revolt of 1381 in England, the French Revolution,
the recent Russian Revolutions—of none of these
could it be said that a singular and simple cause
was the origin. Religious disturbances, economic
crises as the aftermaths of war, and violent subter-
ranean disturbances in political structure are all
the true precursors of the crash which amazes only
the undiscerning by its illusive suddenness.

In this apostolic succession of nations displaying
every omen and symptom of fundamental change
India stands to-day in the front rank as the next
heir of that spirit which, moving on the facc of the
waters of destiny, leaves nothing unchanged where

“it has blown. Be it for good fortune, or heAit for
iHl, she is now being tried as in a furnace. Hers
are the major problems of the world to-day. It is
not too much to say that if India can in the next
decade set her house in order, then there is no trial
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or test too severe to be solved by applied political

science and general good will.
For certain it is that her anguish of travail is

apon her. No blow, no humiliation, no sorrow is
being spared her now. Islam, partly thro.ugh Tur- ‘
.ev’s fault (though that does not help India to bear
Fey S through Turkey’s misfortune, lies shatter-
it ?ar.tly temporal aspects, and if it is to survive—
i 'u;‘ ltse do not doubt for a moment—it has to live
:: lacs a‘spirit without a local habitation. This i.s ,a
state of affairs sorely afflicting one-fifth ?f I‘ndla s
peoples. Hinduism itself, per contra, 1s 1n mno
particular danger from the missionaries of. w?xat
the West is pleased to describe as Christianity.
We should imagine that Miss Sherwood’s endorse-.
ment of Dyer’s wholesale slaughter would have
fo;'ever obliterated the prospects of the missionfary
efforts of the Christian Creed to become India’s
dominant faith. But whether Hiqduism may not
react to this blighting of Christianity by an in-
creased reversion to its own excrescences and ac-
cretions is problematical. The hardening into the
cruelties of its own orthodoxy of one faith has been
frequently accompanied by a similar movement in
parallel religious associations, with results detri-
mental to each. If India sullenly clings to caste,
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child marriage and those other features of her life
which social reformers have been trying to amelio-
rate, no small portion of the hlame will spiritually
rest upon those of the aliea faith of Christjanity
who have used these latter days to show how little

" Christain Christians can be, and how fraught with
Imperialism its higher officers in India, such as the
Archbishop of Simla. have a“owed themselves to
become.

And as a result, of the War India has been taught
several ‘Tessdns.” The first is her own martial
capacity, learnt when on the plains of Flanders her
troops could check the best trained army of the
West. The second is the utter ingratitude of her
suzerain, who could repay her sacrifice with the

* Rowlatt Acts and the Government of India Act.
The third is that she has been shown the “might
of martial law,” in all its unashamed illegality.
Nor has that illegality been dealt with honestly
and Justly by the High Court of Parliament. Dyer
-walks England a free man to-day, despite the
dicta of a long’list of comstitutional authorities.
O’Dwyer and Chelmsford, Johnson and O’Brien,
Sri Ram Sud and Bosworth Smith are ail untouched
by the law. And yet, accordipg ta:Dicey, the state
of siege as undeérstood in France “isin England

¥
-
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utterly unknown to the Consmution. - Soldiers may

_repress a riot as they may resist an: «lsvasiou.uhq

may fight rebels, as they may fight foreign eu.m;q.
but they have no right under the law Mnﬂlct
pumshment for riot or rebellion . .. .. .. any
execution (independently of military law) -inflicted .
by a Court Martial is fllegal and technically
murder » Coke long before had laid it .down that

‘ a rebe] may be slain in the rebellion; but, if he
be taken, be cannot be put to death by the martial
law.” Chief Justice Cockburn in the great]ama:ca
Rebellion case of Reg. V. Eyn:e, 1868, gave a
decision which fits the Jallianwalla incident with
great precision: “Even if an officer’s illegal acft
was the salvation of the country, that, though it
might be a good ground f{or the legislature after- ¢
wards passing an Act of Indemnity, would be no
bar in law to a criminal prosecution .
The mere fact of good intention, or even the benefit
that may have been done, would not be a barto a
criminal indiciment.” It is further noteworthy that
Cockburn, C. ], held in this case that in a settled
colony the settlers carry the law of Englund with
them. He held that the Petition of Right which
prohibited resort to Martial Law in tinie of peace
did not sanction it specifically ¢ven in time of war,



154 : INDIA IN ENGLAND

He held that the Governor who kept up Martial
Law for 30 da-y's after the end of an insurrection
did wrong. And in arresting and sending a
prisoner out of a district where Civil Law was in
force into a district under the rule of soldiers the
Governor “ committed a grave and lawless act of
tyranny and oppression.”

Such were the rulings of the palmy mid-Victorian
day before the orgy of imperialistic lawlessness
generated by the South African War and clinched
by the miserable declension of the Privy Council
Rulings of that era, rulings which flagrantly de-
fied the spirit and the letter of greater decisions.
So now we find the Indian Indemnity Act in full
swing and Bosworth Smith careering merrily on.
The House of Lords and the Morning Post endorse
Dyer. O’Dwyer is censured and praised in a
‘breath, whilst Mr. Secretary Montagu’s labyrinthine
twistings remain unravelled to bewilder India and’
ourseélves. Mr. Ramsay Mac Donald at the Labour
Conference urged his removal; the Tribune of La-
hore deprecates the suggestion. When, oh when,
will some Indian leaders abandon the habit of
scanning the faces of India's betrayers to see if a
fleeting smile or frown passes over their counten-
ances, - just like kindergarten children anxiously
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watching the face of a governess, instead of sternly
interrogating high office holders as to how they
have discharged their responsibilities? It is not
Mr. Montagu as an individual who matters one jot—
nor for that matter Lord Sinha or Lord Chelmsford
either. It is the Secretary of State and Under Sec-
retary of State for India and the Viceroy of India
with whom India and Britain have to hold stern par-
ley. It is as childish to quote Mr. Montagu's vague
declarations in the Commons against terrorism as a
substitute for all thatlegal procedure which he ought
to have set in motion against culprits and delin-
quents as for the Hon. Mr. Srinivasa Sastri to set
against Lord Chelmsford’s decrees of Egyptian
hardness of heart the alleged fact that he later on
sent a subscription to the Punjab sufferers. We
say quite frankly that it would have been better for
Dyer to have been tried at the Old Bailey and have
been acquitted even, rather than have reached the
present utterly unsatisfactory state of affairs all
round. Asto the policy stated in Mr. Secretary
Montagu’s despatch, that of leaving punishment
of those censured to the Government of India—in-
stead of summoning them home for trial—it seems
to have ended pretty much as might have been
expected. '
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~*Small wonder flaunted India is outraged, and the
latter end of the Hunter Inquiry is as utterly unsatis-
factory to Moderate India as to those whose politi-
cal views are of sterner:hue. Nor is the gloomy
picture in any way illumined - by any ray of either
international or pohtlcal solace. India’s repreten-
tation upon the League of Nations, the Seamen’s
Conference, and the International Labour Confe-
rence at Washington has all been of the officially
‘chosen‘type, and what real Indian India has been
thinking none of these bodies have had any
opportumty of learning. The Rules just passed
urrder the Gd%rrtment of India Act fail to satisfy
in a score 'of ways, "and {leave that Act what the
Amritsar Resolutlon declared it to be-——inadequate,

unsatisfactory and drsappomtmg, somethmg dn:

worthy of Eng’land to offer; unworthy for Indta to

-atcept; somethmg perhaps fated to’ go thc way
-of the fourteen p‘a(per cbnétxtuttonh whlch France
tHied ! aﬂd"re)e'cted in’ the centuty between he
‘Revolutioh én‘d the breként Repubhc

"rhat ‘fna.ans aré he]ots, ou‘tlaws, walfs-heads'

within’ th¢ Empﬁ'e is" anothier torment of soul.
From 'British East Africa, from Canada, from

South Africa, from the Fijis, nothing is heard but
ohe long tale of wiong to immigrant” Indians. .

]
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Does anyone suppose that if India were mistress in
her own house she could tolerate all this insult. for
a second? )

The last and perhaps the greatest cloud upon the
horizon is the hideous mllhtansatxon of the Middle

East, where :
"The serene heaven which wraps our Eden wide ‘
With iron light is dyed.,
The Anarchs of the North lead down their
legions.
Like Chaos o'er creation, uncreating.
It is some small comfort that the war to crush Meso-
potamia is 'very unpopular in this country, and that
British soldiers enjoy the prospect of dying for the
oxlmongers no more than do Indtan ones, whxlst ‘the
tax-payers’ mean$ are. clamant to the heavens.
Nevertheless, the fact remams that the fundamental
truth is never told to the Brmsh dupe, indignant
though he be. Why is there alL this necessity for
controlhng the Middle East, from Constantmople
to Egypt, from Persia. down to the estuary of the-
Euphrates? Isitoil? Yes, and much more. The
Near East has to be in tutelage, the Middle East i in
bondage. in order that the Far East should remain

“in thraldom If India were free and had freely

chosen efther of two alternatives, namely, to remain
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happily within the British Empire as an equal, or
to solve her separate destiny isolated from it,
defending herself as best she could from other
possible aggressors, then at any rate the major pro-
blem for Britain would have been solved and a
countless host of minor ones with it. “ To tell us
that the interests of India are paramount, and that
to save out power and. our credit there, all things
are permitted, and that all morality is idle; this is
indeed to demoralise the nation, to turn our Indian
Empire into a curse greater to Englishmen than
her Mexican and Peruvian conquests were to Spain;
it is to teach a free people the creed of a pirate,”
says that veteran Radical, Frederic Harrison.

India, in saving herself, will save far more than
herself for the regeneration of the world., It is
therefore with the utmost searching of sou! that she
should prepare herself for the great choices that lie
before her in September.—Ju 1y 30, 1920.

XViI
LOYALTY'S RECOMPENSE *

ON August 2, 1921, Londoners had the ogportunity
of showing to the gallant troops of the Il’ldlal.l Arm‘y
their enthusiastic gratitude, and turned out 1.n their
thousands to offer such honour to the soldlfrs of
the sister nation as it is the privilege <')f thfe citizens
of the Empire’s capital to render to victorious war-
riors. One may quite safely say that not one
English spectator in ten thousand present ha.d more
than the faintest notion of the dark regime of
oppression and martial law so recently.prevalent
in the native land of these men, and certainly would
not have approved of it if he had. If one could
have slipped oneself inside the mentality of the
beholders, there would probably have been fognd
a mixture of gratitude, simple brotherly feeling,
admiration, and perhaps a little awe inspired b‘y> .
the reserved, dignified, and martial bearing of
these haughty members of the Aryan race, so like
and so unlike to the English.
The gratitude is a very real due.

* On August 2, 1919, a magnificent body of Indian troops
marched through London to celebrate the end of the
They were most enthusiastically reccived.

gaur,
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Turning to a despatch dated Dethi, March 1q,
1919, published as asupplement to the “ London
Gazette,” profoundly interesting information is

obtained on India’s great effort in the war. One

does not primarily think of India as a producer of
war material, but the activities. of her Munitions
Board were admirable. Her exports included,
between 1914 and 1918, 1,855 miles of railway track,
229 locomptives, and 5,980 vehicles, whilst the
outptit of a single month from her clothing factories
was 2,000,000, garmentd. ;

.The world: #t targe has not yet adequately appre-
cidted' India's' magnificent: contributions to the
supply of man’power, greater ‘than that of all the

. other British Dominions combined. The total con-
tribution of Indian persorinel was 1,457,000, of whom
943,000; served overseas. Enlistménts during the
war..period ‘came to 1,218)000. Tliere* have been
106,594 casualties’ of which 36,606 were deaths.

) Comparisons or such points would, of course, be in
the  worst ‘possible taste, but it is not without
interest to recall that the number of lives given by
our most powerful Ally, the United States, was
054 e :

General Sir Charles ‘Monro pays a handsome
tribute to Indians for their “soldierly qualities fully

. w
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in accord with-the highest traditions of the British
Army.”

On the financial side India has, considering
present conditions, acted no less heroically. During
1917-1918 the Indian Government offered to con-
tribute £100,000,000 towards the cost of the war,
and further repaid the Imperial Government
£45,000,000 for the cost of Indian troops in the field,
Three great results should naturally have followed
all this. In the first place a much more liberal
policy should have been followed in the throwing
opei of commissions to Indians in their own army.
A beginning has been made, but on too timid a

scale. A certain number of substantive and

honorary commissions were granted to Indian
officers, whilst temporary but substantive commis-
sions were conferred upon selected military and
-ivilian candidates.  In  future, forty Indian
gentlemen are to be nominated annually to the
Royal Military College, Sandhurst. This policy
needs immediate expansion. One hopes that
furture processions of Indian troops through Lon don
will be headed by Indian generals.

The second result one would postulate would be
that India should sign the Peace Treaty and should

also become an original member of the League of

L
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Nations. These things fortunately have accrued,
and there is no need todwell upon them. They serve
as some sost of a silver lining-to the dark cloud.

The final result should be an early grant. of
Dominion Self-Government to India; in other
words, that the demands of the Indian National

) Congress should be recognised as just.

For the moment, however, the nation that gave a
million and a half men to fight for liberty must be
treated as ——, but what one word can describe it?
Let the following record of one Indian journalist
be considered as an example :-—

He went further than most editors in representing

" to the people the critical nature of the war and
- rendering every editorial help to make the issue
plain, reading a series of articles written by his pen
at the War Conference at Delhi, and immediately
after, explaining again and again that service
rendered to the Government was service to the
country. He associated himself wholeheartedly
with the call to arms made by the Lieut-Governor
Sir Michael O’'Dwyer at the War meeting which
followed that Conference ; he denounced any spirit
of mere bargaining at such a time, calling it
suicidal; “It is,” he wrote, “an absolutely yp.-
patriotic attitude of mind to enter into the sacred,
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the solemn affair in the spirit of bargaining, so
essentially alien to our nature. Our offer of co-
operation with the Government is, and should be,
absolutely unconditional”” He went further stil}
and in an article on May 9, 1918, headed, “ To
Arms,” he endorsed the phrase which had been
recently used by a public speaker, “duty, honour
and liberty point to a single path, and that path
leads to the rt_ecruiting booth, the parade-ground
and the firing range.” And later, whgn the appcal
for the Indian Defence Force was being canvassed,
he urged that it was one of the paramount duties
of the citizen to be enrolled. Al through his
editorial charge of the “Tribune” he published
the War Supplement regularly in his paper, and
also printed the War Loan notices free of charge.
He was an active member both of the Lahore War
Publicity Board, and also of the Punjab War Publi-
city Committee. In all these and other ways he
encouraged to the utmost of his power the effort
that the Government was making to render
substantial help during the War. Indeed, it would
be easy to go further and to show that Mr. Kalinath
Roy incurred unpopularity with his fellow country-
men on at least two different occasions in a single
year by opposing certain popular leaders in Indi,
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and taking the Government’s side against them
over important issues.

The first question which would naturally leap
to the mind would be what decoration, indeed, how
many O.B.E.s would adequately recognise all this.
But the bare fact is that at the present moment Mr.
Kalinath Roy is serving a sentence, shortened it is
trug, for having been convicted of sedition under
the Martial Law Comunission. Having dissemina-
ted what he considered to be the truth about the
War in the baper, he continued to -disseminate
what he considered to be the truth about the events
in India last spring.

If one were disposed to be cynical, instead of
indignant, one might commend to him the Amcrican
poct’s lines: -

1 du believe in Freedom's cause,
Ez fur away as puyris 1s.”

It cver there was a case for amnesty a process
in which the Crown, as often as not, far more for-
gives itself for the excesses of its officials thap it
does the nominal offender -surely that case is the
onc of Mr. Kalinath Roy. An order has bLeen
recetved from the Bombay Government staying
until further orders the sentence of death passed
upon Chand Abdulla, the first accused in the Cilne
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of the murder of Sergeant Fraser. This clemency,
shown, we understand, on the ground of the
extreme youth of the prisoner, will harm no one.
But ranging things in proportion, it makes the
rigour shown to Mr, Roy— it is stated that his
heaith is being seriously impaired in captivity all
the more appalling. A man of such exccllent
record should never have been tried by Martial
Law at all. The freedom of the Press and the
military mind are plants that will not flourish in
the same soil. Politicians, lawyers, and writers
who make their appeal to moral force and to reason
are naturally suspect to those whose criterion in
physical force, and the latter are as unfit by nature
to be allowed to judge the former as they arc in-
competent by training.

The whole Punjab regime is a wretched answer
to India’s loyalty and devotion in the Empire’s hour

. of agony. If India had held back or if she had

actively assisted the enemy it might have been, if
not justifiable, at least comprehensible. Of the
man chiefly responsible one might say, as Dr.
Johnson did of Charles XII-—

“He left a name at which the werld grew palc,

To point a moral or adorn a tale.”

And that name, we fear, will be Gujranwala.
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DEMOCRACY AND THE REMEDYING OF
MISGOVERNMENT *

THE moment of termination of the last three
months’ Punjab campaign in Great Britain affords
a suitable occasion upon which to review its total
of achievement or otherwise,

The favourable results may be summed up as the
awakening of interest among two great sections of
the community—the Labour Party (as witness the
Scarborqugh Co.nference)-and a proportion of the
Yv‘omen voters who are politically conscious of their
imperial responsibilities ; for which we may cite
. among other evidence the very interesting corres-
.pondence now proceeding in our contemporary' the

Woman's Leader, under the heading “ Amritsar.”

T&e .Peace Conference also was favourably in-
*This arti'cle was, of course, written before the working out

of the details of Non-Co-operation in such form as to make

propaganda in great Britain an .illog;
.illo; : .
amomoly. - gical and incompatible

t+It was also noteworthy that the best-attended and most
successful meeting ever held upon an Indian topic was the one
of July I3, 1920 organised by the Women’s Freedom League to

protest against the treatment of Indian
i women a M
in the Punjab. nd children
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fluenced by Indian propaganda and péssed- entirely
satisfactory resolutions at its last sessions., Nor
was - this propaganda without effect upon the
Amritsar Debate in the Commons, as the acidula-
ted references to it within Hansard's pages place
upon record. To hundreds of thousands of British
voters, men and women, India is now a nightmare

 of solemn responsibility. Much jiterature has been

circulated, and many statements have been fur-
nished to the Press, and to Members of Parliament.
No Indian propaganda has fallen upon stony |
ground, nor do we think that any of it will fail to -
bear fruit in due season. Scores of resolutions
have been passed by democratic bodies demanding
full democratic freedom for India, and such
measures of just censure as the recall of the Viceroy,
the impeachment of the late ex-Lieutenant-Gover-
nor of the Punjab, and the dismissal of the minor
tyrants.

Nevertheless, the bald fact remains that the
Government of India Act has been left practically
unaffected, whilst Chelmsford, O’Dwyer et ho
genus omne still flourish like the green bay tree.
The last session of the All-India Committee of the
Indian National Congress solemnly entrusted to the -
British Committee the mission of securing the
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impeachment of Sir Michael O'Dwyer and the
Parliamentary reparations necessary to restore
India’s self-respect. Hence it is evident that the
measure of achievement attained up to the present
falls far, far short of India’s hopes.  Setting aside
what proportion of failure would be due to Mr.
Secretary Montagu’s Machiavellian parliamentary
tactics, which is a large one, the causes of the rest
of the nonachievement should be carefully traced
out and remedied at as early a date as possible, for
‘there is no satisfactory standard in the prosecution
of propaganda of a noble cause short of complete
suecess. At the'same time, impatience must not he
allowed to mar or to discard partial success attain-
ed at any given moment. Time must be allowed
for.. g-germination, florescence, and fruition of all
political ideas, and it is a mere nursery display to
root up the part because the whole has not had
space and room enough for full growth., The
Secretary of the Fabian Society once stated that be-
fwe_en the inception of a reform in that society and
its final adoption upon the statutes of the coumn
an average period of 19 years elapsed. If one c:;
suppose the promoters of all the reforms thus su
. m‘arised, wearying at, say, the seventh year a‘:(;
flinging up the sponge, it is obvious that all ’their
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forms of propaganda would have appeared sterile.
Fortunately, hope and faith form a large part of
the equipment of a political reformer, nor is some
meed of reasonable patience altogether despicable.

At the same time, allowing for all these counsels
of prudence, the question may well be put: Is the
Punjab to wait long years for justice? To this the
answer must be an emphatic negative. It is
unthinkable that justice should never be done. It
is intolerable that there should be much more delay-
The category of wrongs is so far out of the
ordinary. The spilt blood of Jallianwalla pleads
like Abel’s to the skies. The accusations made on
behalf on the Punjab women and children demand
instant inquiry, to say the very least possible.
Short of a Royal Commission plus the trials of
Dyer and O'Dwyer, it is different to see how the
full truth can ever be placed upon record in such
form that the respect of future ages and history
may be commanded. Halting between the two
Reports, the Congress and the Hunter, the civilised
world of the present and future may well he bewil-
dered at the unbridgeable gulf between them.
Justice demands that the whole truth should be
dragged into the light.

As has been remarked, the All-India Congress



170 INDIA IN ENGLAND

Committee indicated to the British Committee a
certain path. The upper reaches of that path,
namely, the impeachment of Sir Michael O’'Dwyer,
have not yet been attained. ~If one may imagine
the speculations of the future historic inquirer upon
this matter, they might centre upon such points as
whether the impeachment was the only method of
dealing with that man or if any other way would

have doné as well ; and whether it was a possible -

course in view of the equipment of the body charged
to undertake it and the circumstances of the time.
It is quite obvious why the people of India fly to
impeachment .as 2 mode of redress. The historic
precedent of Waren Hastings naturally colours
their outlook. In 1786 upon the motion of Burke,
the impeachment of Warren Hastings was decided
upon. "It began upon February 13, 1788 and ended
on April 23, 1792, But how did it end? In an
acquittal. So far as India derived any satisfaction
from this case, it was the dual satisfaction of havy-
ing the truth brought into the open, and the much
greater solace of finding that there was a Burke
able and willing to plead oppressed India’s cayge.
Not the cold fact that Hastings was acquitted but
the moral victory which Burke achi

eved it was
which influenced the long future,
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But much- has happened since 1792.. For one
thing, impeachment in itself has long befm ?n
disuse, the last case being that o.f Lord Melville in
1806. Never formally repealed, it hz.is pr?bally .lost
political savour, and in den?andlng its revival -
the people of India are chargm‘g.themselvte)s ;mtd
their agents with the task of rev1v.mg'the (;so e ‘:
as well as of securing the ends of justice. mo;

licated method of procedure would have .to e
o o A Member of Parliament sufficiently
setbl:zem:il persistent, intellectually powerful and
.nO tial enough to command a majority of fhe.
House of Commons, would have to get the_question
?d(i)u:teed. “Managers” of the case would ha:i/e tto tE:
selected by the Commons who would con uz:l h
case before the Lords and adduce the evide asé
The recent vote of the Lords upo.n the Dyer cd.c{
inates the probability of a satisfactory ver 1ld
upon this. If the present_House of Commons cf)u .
produce a Burke—which it certainly shows ncfls:rsl
of doing, either in India’s cause.or any othverd eﬂow
then, one must remember that In th’e on.war' 9
of democracy and the last century’s widening

immense widening
ise, there has been an 1 .
the franchise, the two Housés.

illum

ion i irit between
and separation in Sp . |
In Burke’s day it was the country squires who
n .
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impeached before the larger landowners, and kith
spoke to kin. To-day it would be the town artisan
and the lower middle class dealing with the immen-
sely more powerful new peerage reinforced by the
plutocracy. It is not perhaps the fault, but it cer-
tainly is the misfortune, of Labour, that hitherto it
has produced no Burke.

In spite of all this, impeachment is not an impossi-

bility. But if it should prove, upon reflection, to
be an impracticable mode of procedure, is pers-
sitence to abate and the matter be allowed to slide ?
One hopes not. There are other means available
“such as were used against Governor Eyre in 1868.
Should such means fail, the possibility of an ap-
peal to the League of Nations might receive close
scrutiny and consideration. In proper concomit-
ance and sequence the question of the Turkish
Peace Treaty and its effect upon thé Khilafat
might receive similar treatment, since the possi-
bility of justice from the Allies S€ems more remote
than ever.

The machinery of such appeals is 3 subject for
the utmost careful thought. Suppose the late My,
Tilak’s first policy of sweeping on to victory by
the elections to the new councils were adopted and
. Parnellite tactics then followed within the new
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bodies, directed towards the refusal to deal with
all public business until India’s internatienal
honour were satisfied? Would this be a mode of
realisation of the policy of Non-co-operation or not ?

From the lists of Congressmen’s candidatures
published in the Indian Press it is a fair inference
that work for elections is to proceed side by side
with consideration of aspects of Non-co-operation,
and although the renunciations of titles and posts
may have some slight moral effects, it is not until
Non-co-operation, if adopted, begins to be really
mbarrassing that it becomes serious politics.

But apart from what may be done before the
League of Nations and the larger world, a great
development of existing methods and machinery
of propaganda within the United Kingdom is as.
inevitable as it is necessary, unless propaganda

" here is to be abandoned as unnecessary and use-

less. Larger and stronger contingents than ever
would have to come over .from India at more and
more frequent intervals; men and womea who
could and would quickly adapt themselves to
British modes of platform procedure and habitu-
ate themselves to brevity and omission of mere
detail. Diplomats of the first water are required,
who could leave upon public men the right
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impression and “inspir i
o oo ana ! pire them with zeal for India’s
With such men at work, the chances of obtainin
amending statutes to the Government of India B'l‘lZ
a Declaration of Rights, justice for Dyer alci
O'Dwyer and legislation before which future D :r
and O’Dwyers would tremble, would be 3 g)r,eai
possibility. Bug not even an executive of the Co
gress in Lpndon can make its bricks withoZ;
sufficient straw. To uote Mr. Mahomed Ali’s
remarks upon another contest, it cannot, a .
more than any other propagandist body, el"nbat:'i
upon a war of unlimited liabilities with limited
assets. For the right type of Indian publici
thete i; ample room and verge enough to ob l'St
magniﬁcent results here for India, if she willlzm
rfsze courage and faith in her powers of pers N
sion and remember that although the wa uai
democracy with misgovernment is more circ y N
an.d lengthy than thosg of a despot o
?lxgarchy of 1786 would be, yet the end' im;’ o
in doubt. The great democracy of Ame:' s
four years of warfare to end negro slaverylcaB::o‘l:
. i

did end it, and therein li
’ rein lies th
18, 1920. € moral-‘”‘Au_quxf

| XIX ’ :
MARTIAL LAW IN THE HOUSE OF
: COMMONS * -

UNALTERED by a single word, unimproved by a
solitary concession in the direction of democracy
thg Government of India Bill has now passec;
through the House of Commons. The manner of
its passing has been the means of showing that
Parliamentary institutions, as our freedom-loving
forefathers understood them, are on their deathbed
in Great Britain. :

The Secretary of State for India came down with
his sacrosanct document, and a servile House has
registered it unchanged, just as the old Parliament
of Paris compulsorily registered a royal decree
whenever the French monarch held a it de justice.
At a time when the doctrine of Direct Action is
waxing, and the respect of Parliament waning,
\Mr. Montagu has shown how utterly foreign he is
to the spirit of constitutionalism in England. It

is therefore small matter for wonder that he has

» A, correspondence indicated that this title was not under-
stood in Iadia, perhaps it might be stated that its intention was
1o indicate that the docile M.P.s. were as much under the crack
of their Whips as Indian’s had had to be under Martial Law.
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proffered to India a mess of pottage instead of that
liberty which is man’s birthright.

We will not quote from the professedly advanced
journals’ opinions as to the extraordinariness of the
course followed, but will cite the views of what
might be termed man-in-the-street newspapers.
The “Daily Mail” says that the Bill passed its
third reading “after a Parliamentary progress
which would have staggered M.P.s. of a generation
ago by it celerity” and “ emerged from the Com-
mittee stage without a single alteration having been
made in it—a unique experience with a Bill of such
magnitude.” The “Daily Express” says that it
*““achieved the miracle of going through Committee
for two days without one of the forest of amend-
ments being carried.”

What has induced the House of Commons to turn
itself into a penny-in-the-slot machine ? Partly
thc mistaken idea that the Bill was giving conces-
sions of freedom to India, partly the fear of revoly.
tion, Bolshevism, or something else unpleasant if
some step were not taken ; and in certain quarter
undoubtedly there was hope of dishing the Extrem.
ists—-or, in plain language,. of frustrating the policy
of the Indian National Congress, and perhaps even
of causing the extinction of that body. However
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mixed Col. Yate may have been in his. dates; he
certainly let the cat out of the bag by his allusions
to the Conference. Skilfully driving these three
horses as one team, Mr. Montagu pushed, mked,
pulled and dragooned his measure through. . He
spoke of the Third Reading as being the proudest
moment of his life. In the sense that he .rode on
the crest of a wave, and that the position is qever
again likey to be recaptured, it may be corm'gde':d
that he was at his apogee. But that he;wxll
decrease and that the Indian National Congress will
increase is as sure as that if he had given Ir}.dia a
real measure of Home Rule the.Congress would have
found itself, like Othello, with occupation gone.
Surrounded as the Secretary of State for In has
been with Byzantine and Besantine self-appginted
spokesmen for India these last months, it r‘lot
surprising that he views his achievementf with
childlike and joyous rapture. But history is fuli
of warning of the tremendous danger of giving
the nicely calculated less when the time calls
for the generous more: or even most. Govern
by force if you will, and as long as that force
overmasters your helots they can do nothing.
There are numerous instances of successful domi-
nation—aye, even of extermination. There are

M
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otl?r instances where generously complete emanci-
paﬂon has been successful, as in the recent cases
of South Africa or the Philippines. But does the
hi}séory of the Girondins convey nothing to the

yhantic or merely foolish admirers of this
mezagure? Have they never heard of Charles I,
whq, reluctant to give Strafford’s head, in the, end
gavg not only Strafford’s, but his own? Did tHey
read how the niggardly concessions of George
Third’s Governments but enraged the Ameri-
o armed rebellion ? Have they by any chance

5 - icknamed Pio <No! No!”? Of Napoleon II?
fie last Czar of Russia, who, had he granted
wer to his Duma, might have to-day been as
v ing as his cousin, George V, but who thought
’,the statesman’s part by giving too little?
le between that of a despot and a liberator is

That is to say, in this particular instance, it is
dangerous for Great Britain in regard to her rela-
tion to India. For the-moment we will leave Mr.
.Mdntagu to rejoice in his personal glory; a figure
not unreminiscent of the immortal Tartarin de
Tarascon, who, after apostrophising himself thus:

e Z'u('ouvre-lm' de qgloire!” remembered the
3

¥
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dangers of lion-hunting and his own ~inﬁrm't;ties
and then adjured himself: “ Tartarin, couvre-toi
de flanelle !""  Sincere as we believe our Tartarin’s
intenions to have been, they have paved the
usual road. His most admirable feature has been
that he has “known when to yield.” Thus the
epitaph—we mean verdict—of the “ Times” upon
him. The yielding has been to the reactionary,
the resistance to the amendments embodying the
policy of the Indian National Congress. Every
one of those amendments has been lost.

The defeat, however, is merely upon the surface.
Some thirty Reform Bills were lost here before the
Act of 1832 was carried. No doubt at each defeat
reaction triumphed. It could not triumph fos; ever.
It is as certain as to-morrow’s sun that India will
have to have a democratic cor .:itution, unles§ some
Napoleon of the East is to arise. Whichever way
things go in the new provincial legislatures,
whether they become official versus popular bear-
gardens, or whether they work in harmonious con-
jugality, the argument will be for change, nor wil
that change be long in coming. The provision as
to ten years' delay before revision cannot possi-
bly bind future Parliaments, nor need it hamper

the Congress in its demands. The armour-clyg
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impregnability of the Central Government cannot
endure because of a mere Statute, if the people of
India will it to be otherwise. They did not send
a million and a half men to the war for self-
determination to have their aspirations throttled
by a knot tied in White-hall and the Service
Clubs of London, and fastened round their throats
at Delhi. People who can fight to free French,
Belgians and Czecho-Slovakians need not allow
others to determine for them the times and sea-
sons of their advances towards liberty. Of all the
insults to India, the restatement of the Preamble
emphasising that the determination of India’s free-
dom is for others i.e., Parliament-to judge and
decide is possibly the most arrogant and wound-
ing to the pride of a great and rightly sensitive
people; just as the omission of any Declaration
of Rights is a most sinister feature.

The passage of this measure will involve a re-
consideration of its practical policy by the Con-
gress. The moment of enactment would appear
to have been neatly determined so as t{o give the
least possible opportunity of consideration in India
before Congress meets. What Congress may
decide to do we cannot, of course, predict. It will
inevitably feel a measure of gratitude proportionate
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to the effort extended by members of the Labour
Party to move pro-Congress amendments in the ‘
House, but we think it very possible that Congress
will also see that the Labour Party is not as yet
powerful enough to emancipate India, and that it
may not pay India to rest her whole hopes upon
the possibility of the Labour Party coming into
power in either the near or distant future. Labour
is not much stronger in Parliament to-day than in
1906, and facts, not fancies, ought to be faced.
Whilst Labour's help is valuable and to be cheri-
shed, other and simultaneous means of political
action should be sought. To place all the eggs in
one basket is poor policy.

In truth, the cause of India is in need in this
country of two things—organisation and stimula-
tion. Interest has to be created and enthusiasm
evoked. Information has to be supplied profusely.
Sympathy has to be created and directed into poli-
tical channels. As many helpers as possible must
be enrolled from all the British political parties.
Above all, itis absolutely essential that the question
of India should be made a test question at general
elections and also at by-elections. There ought
never to be a general election again when every
candidate’s views upon Indian self-government are
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not sought and recorded, and electorates advised

as to the preferable one to support from India’s

point of view. By-elections will  offer an even

Sreater opportunity for publicity and. propaganda.
A strong London organisation, . would offen, enable
Kreat prominence to be given to candidates’ palicies
(or lack of, .such) upon India, .and at such times
an . Indiap. orator’s servipes .would. ,be .absolutely
‘n‘(al‘fmbl&t PR L i e .

T hg,new Parliamentary, Committee upon Indian
affairs will also proyide & ugeful sphere of labour.
if Indja .wants more, than, will .be given by, this
medest, madjgum.of M - Modtagy, she will cease-
lessly, bombard, this . new; Parliamentary group

: g@?}h.‘_};éghde;pai}dg. . Bither they must be made to
beuseful, to India or their lives such a burden of

embax:ra,s‘g.mept,;hqt'\nq one can serve in peace

upon that Committee, , When individual members
of that Committee for Indian affairs come before
their respective constituencies there will be grand
opportunities for _effective

Indian propaganda
and influence.

Those = with unsatisfactory re-
cords should receive the reward of their ‘works,

and those who have tried to forward Congress
policy should receive support quite irrespective
of their views and position in the .British

st L s it

—
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political parties. TFo'attain all thif, sh-ong?u ’
would have'to be forthco‘mﬁ}g i’n:tfni'Ilgdxjat" m-‘ﬁ
material, and most and best of *éfl’ in tﬁe pen‘soﬁé
thode whom the ‘Congress might send as her envo

THat the British Comrhittee of the Indian National

Congress would whole-heartédly ‘and ‘télightedly

lcome more and more Ihdian’ 'éoaopé'rgﬁog m
::rsonnel’ié almiost too bbvious to'be statéd: ybt in'

view of the insihuations made in the contrary

atnisk to emphasise the obvious.

' diréction duting 'the’ past year, it is i)e-'tlff'apfs- not

" Dark as the situation may bHe, all those who-

believe in real self-governmment for India will not:

losé heatt for a mbiient. At aay rate, the'passage

of this measure in onk ‘sefike cle_gﬁ‘l'iffo}i’t; of 'thye‘f.;ﬁ
way, which is @ reliéf I "All'tfose’ who are satisfied
'y ’

I RSP o
with it will be satisfied; and may be Yooked 1o

H

‘t!
¥

%

” el te s Vile Coonn |
shortly among ‘the rarks of théde Whom'the Gov-

ernient ‘delight td" honout. “The i"ej'a.l'tpat'riq’ts a‘nd'.
democrits will get ot with the ‘wotk, for India

miist be frée, not in fifteen years, hot in'ter years,

but rapidly, for et own sake and :hait‘fof‘Ep‘glgnd’;.-

y 1 SN A &
horiour.— December 1. 1990 © 1
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‘THE AMRITSAR MASSACRE *

MWITH dramatic suddenness the interest of this
country has this week been turned aside from the
unrealities of the Government of India Bill to
India’s terrible woes. The general Press, which has
displayed but a languid interest in Mr. Montagu’s
changeling child, has been startled into considera-
tion of the everits of last April in Amritsar,

- The Disorders Committee presided over by Lord
Hunter sat-at Delhi from November 3 to 9, and
then proceeded to Lahore, where its enquiries
opened on November 11. It will be recalled that
last spring, owing to a variety of causes, there
were popular outbreaks in Delhi and the Punjab.
Those causes need not be again described in detail ;

* they were a general blend of Mahomedan alarms

. as to Turky and the Caliphate, the high prices

- and scarcity of necessities, the immense mortality
caused by the influenza scourge, and in particular

the deep resentment aroused by the repressive

j Rowlatt tegislation  then. coming into being. Fol-

lowing upon orderly passive resistance protests, -

* The news of the Amritsar Massacre reachied England on
December 13, 1919, - g T
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various disorderly actions of mob violence ensued,
which were quelled by the ruthless use of
force. Complaints were so bitter and dee.p that
the Secretary of State empanelled a Commltt.ee of
Enquiry to investigate the causes of tlh-e d::tur-
bances and the measures takep to cope witht en:;
Upon the unsatisfactory p.ersonnel, 'sc:pe, Zn_
limitations of that Committee Ind?a as c' mt.
mented, and in particular-has protested' ag?ms
the passage by the Governme_m. _Of India o alr;
Indemnity -Act whose purpose 1s.to.protect- at
agents of the Government from Pumshment for acts
committed in the bona fide belief that they were
necessary. To. those protests for the mOme:.t,
although nothing has transpired .to cause any mo‘ i-
fication of them, we do notrecurin detail, prop?snng
1o concenttate attention upon the 'extraOT'dmafy
evidence of General Dyer as to his actions In
AI}I;::?;M months the truth has been held back
from the British people, but now at lafst ‘they learn
fron; the mouth of the man who did it, namely

General Dyer, what was done to paralyse and terro-

rise Amritsar into submission, and even after the
orgies of cruelty of the last few years England
reels with the shock. The whole affair is strongly
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reminisceat of the Massacré of Peterloo, whose een
tenary we must have been keeping a Jew: weel’:b‘
a‘\fter a practical repetition of it. On April 4 n .
of the disturbances at Delhi reached Amritsa and
as.‘:a hartal (i.e., a cessation of basiness, e.imi"l"aamti
thfa one on Armistice anniversary, but longer in :i t(')
ation) had already been held, the sapient authori ""‘
of the Punjab Government decided that the smles
‘ depg;tation "of Amritsar's political leaders elc;re:
 Kitchléw and Satyapal, would be a wise ste , Th '
newsof this dép:jrtationquickly‘ spread, and 1t)h :
Drocgedt‘d tothe railway line, at ﬁrst"mainl ém'Ob
the motive of catching the last glimpses ofy :“‘b
loved leaders. The goods yard was dama dt' nd
an English guard killed. On itg return t}:ze -
brutally murdered tweo officials. ' At ‘the ; ct‘iEWd
Bank other damage - was done, and the i’ov'v: : Hm‘l
burat bown.:. Near the Zenana ‘Hospital 2 won "
doctor, ‘Miss Sherwood, was. set tupon anfl b:man
until she was ‘utdconsdious. Communicatio .
m'ade to Lahore, and a small body (ii‘ti‘:oo'pst‘l :as
Glenetal Dyeér .came from Julluadur. - “Fo G: e
Dyer the:Deputy Commissioner gate’adminizt mlﬂl
control of the city. Drastic meaism'&zs,:whichmt .
er -may .not-have: been neckssary and. iﬂstiﬁi:‘l‘)::
* Wware tiken to preserve-the peaeg, but publit imagi-

-

' struggle 1,650
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Lation has been stirted to its deptbs by the,deserip-
tion of tbe'glaughtez at Jallianwalla Bagh, a place
near Amritaar.. ‘All meetings ‘had been prohibited
by:.the, General, 4nd. military proclamations. had
been made at eighteen places in the city’ to’ that
effect. Hearing that.a meeting. ,wu;"goix_xg -t0. be
held-at .5, pma, General Dyer determined. to dis~
perse.ity i, i IO S E AR
It. is heve:that theseal- stery. of horior :begins.
Jaltianwala Bagh. lies low, encircled- by: buildings;
and has but- four entrances, three of which are small:
When the gallant General appeared.upod the scéne;
a meeting- was - being addresded by .a politician
aamed, Haas Rai. The, crowd was not.ordered to
diaperse, but within half e minute was being fired upon.
Desperately: the. terrotised people-stove to teach
wbe: ,natrow -exits, but during. theis, sami<minute
_roonds. were fired. - Between - four
and fivefbundred people.were killed, and between
twelve and thirteen hundred were wonnded.. Nei-
ther-the military not the:civil authoritigs  took any.
steps to succour  the iwounded, “ for the hospitals
were-open and.they could have gone there.” .For
twenty-eight - houts ‘the dead lay. beneath: the
pitiless Indian, sua...The fellowing verbatim exs
tract from the evidonce:gives a more vivid picture
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of what was in General Dyer’s mind than any
paraphrase could do:—

Mr. Justice Rankin: Excuse me putting it in
this way, General, but was it not a form of fright-
fulness ?

General Dyer: No, it was not. It was a horrible
duty I had to perform. I think it was a merciful
thing. 1 thought that I should shoot well and
strong, so that I or anybody else should not have
to shoot again. If I had the right to fire one shot,
I had the right to fire a lot of rounds. I arrived
at the logical conclusion that I must disperse the
crowd, who had defied the arm of .the law. There
was no medium course. The one thing was force.

Asked if he did not consider it his duty to consult
the Deputy Commissioner in regard to this extreme
measure,, witness said there was no Deputy Com-
missioner on the scene, and his mind was already
made up. His object was to disperse the crowd,
and he was going to fire until they dispersed.
Asked what reason he had to suppose that the
crowd would not have dispersed without firing, he
said : “I think it is quite possible I.could have dis-
persed the crowd without firing, but they would
have come back again and laughed, and I should
have made what I consider to be a fool of myself,
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The action I took was not so much a
question of Amritsar district. I considered it was.
my duty to fire, and fire well.”

Lord Hunter: Was there any other course?
. General Dyer: No, sir. I looked upon it as a
duty, a very horrible duty. . |
Dwell upon the sentence: “I think it was quite
possible I could have dispersed the crowd without

firing, but . . I should have made . . . a fool

of myself.”

Throughout the Anglo-German War the one plea
our enemies gave whenever they did something
more than usually abominable was “ Necessity.”
Sacred necessity excused every form of Schrech-
licheit. General Dyer has added a new reason to-
the galaxy of reasons for frightfulness-—the desire
not to make a fool of oneself. Or rather two rea-
sons. In describing his measures to avenge the
beating of Miss Sherwood he has added as a
reason the desire for making the street in which
that disgraceful deed occurred “sacred ”--because
women are sacred. Not all women.. White women.
If there were women in the massacred crowd, they
would not matter “They would be Indian women,
and, therefore, presumably not “sacred.” When-

ever men invoke the sanctity of womanhood as a
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yeason for their actions, it nearly alwayd presages
something more thun usually hysterical on their
part, and invariably something excessively dis-
tasteflul to. women themselves.* Ip this case the
avenging of the insalé to Miss Sherwood took the
form of making everyone who had to go down the
':_streét of that'scene, for no less than the next five
days, erawl: upon the ground in snake fashion.
- We feel confident that the last woman in the world
to have approved of this would have been Miss
Sherwood, t whase presence in India as'a woman
doctor testifies ta altogether different ideals of life.
This horrible degradation of guilty and innocent
alike is an insult to our common humanity, some-
thing hideously* degrading to the victim, but
infinitely more degrading to the afflicter. And in
that degradation we must all share. It is our
myrmidons who act thus in our name, and we must
shoulder full responsibility.

_ * The following resolation has been passed umnimously by the
National Executive Council of the Women’s Freedom League :—

This Councxl considers the crawling order at Amritear as a
‘totally unnecessary vindication of the homour of European
women in the East.—* India ” January 20, 1920.

t Subsequemly'JMx'ss Sherwood did dis¥pprove to some extent
af this order, stating that, it Ifidfan hands had hust her, other
Indian hands. helpedlfmd-md tended her.

4
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It is cold comfort :to learn that Sir. Michael
O'Dwyer approvediof the action, and colder stilt to
reflect that that Attila.of the Punjab has bees
allowed by Mr. Montagu to be Chairman in India. of
the Army Commission at the 'present time. But
Haman went high before his. fall.

‘With his gaze glued tovthe draft of the Govem,.
ment of India Bill, the Secretary of State has more
or less acquiesced in the hideous state of India this
last yegr. A trumpery measure of reform which
would not have excited the ancient Assyrians has
engrossed his attention.. Meantime affairs ‘with
Afghanistan are admittedly :muddled; Indians in
<Canada, the Fiji Islands, and South Africa groan
under injustice; the Rowlatt Laws.:remain; the
Indemnity Bill remains; Sir Michael. O’'Dwyer re-
mains ; the Governiment of India remains . . ..
but will Lord Chelmsford -and Mr. Mohtagu remain?

If the Mesopotamia muddle brought down Mr.

_Austen. . Chamberlain,  what effect ought these

murdérous onslaughts on fellow-subjécts to have
upon the carger df the . Secretary of State for
India?

~ Four hundred Milled, twelve hundred wounded,

and General Dyer has not made a fool of himself.

But he has succeeded in dragging down England
.
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to the Nana Sahib level and in creating an impres-
sion, not only in the Punjab, but throughout the
world, which it will take us many a year to recover
from. Has General Dyer courage enough to with-
draw himself from the protection of the Indemnity
Act and take an ordinary chance before a British
tribunal ?- - December 19, 1919.

4. THE KHILAFAT QUESTION



XX1
AUCTION OF MINDS *

THE major residuary problem of the World War
at this moment is undoubtedly the group of out-
standing questions connected with Turkey and the
Khilafat, and upon a just and satisfactory solution
of that problem depends the future peace of the
world. Racial and religious cleavages far deeper
than those between France and Germany compli-
cate it. Failure to find the golden thread leading the
way out of the labynnth may set Europe and Asia
against each other in some future mortal combat
ten thousand times more hideous than the struggle
of 1914 to 1918.

It will therefore be granted by all save the i in-
transigeant Chauvinist that a calm, serene at-
inosphere is essential at the present fateful moments
of reflection and mutual adjustments of the righ.tful
spheres of Cross and Crescent. Each side has
much to forget and forgive ; each has much to read,
mark, learn, and inwardly digest; whilst none of

* When it is realised that over 10,000,000 people “go to the
pictures” every week in the British [sles, the importance of the

subject of this article will be more fully grasped. The¢ film
referred to is still being shown (1921.)
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the victorious belligerents needs to consider her
every step with anything like the care which Great
Britain does, seeing that she is, numerically speak-
ing, the greatest Moslem Power in the world.

It is, therefore, remarkable in the highest degree
that the League of Nations Union in this country is
_ presenting a propaganda than which nothing could
be more calculated to dissipate whatever calmness
might exist and arouse the last remnants of war
hatred left in our weary spirits to operate against
Turkey. Readers of India will recollect that about
February 1, it published a very strong resolution
sent to it by the Islamic Society of Great Britain
against the film then being shown at the Albert
Hall, entitled * Auction of Souls.” Before writing
one word in endorsement of that resolution the
editor of the paper determined to see this pro-
duction in its entirety. Having done so, one can
only refer to the resolution as an exceedingly mil(
and restrained one. Whatever the artistic ang
commercial merits and demerits of the ™ Auction
of Souls " may be, we are incompetent 10 judge. [y
is solely in its political aspect that one attempis

to deal with it, and on that ground alone criticism
could hardly be too severe.

Briefly, the production may be described as ap
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Armenian love-story of a not very dignif:led order,
holding together a number of scer.les of orgia.stic
brutality, commented upon by a se.rles of. sub-titles
whose sole apparent motive is anti-Turkish propa-
ganda, coupled with some violence to the usual
methods of spelling the English langua,f;e'. VYhem
ever the adjective © innocent ”’ appears, it is axioma-
tic that it applies to an Armenian. Similarly,
“prutal” is copyrighted for the Turk‘. If we
rightly understood the plot, 500,000 Armemans: were
massacred by the Turks because (a) a I?artlc;ular
Turkish Bey coveted for his harem Miss Flora
Mardiganian (acted by herself); (b) a Tquish spy
in a loft overheard a remark -later on repudie'ated
in usual gestures—that a small group of Armenians
wanted Russia to fight with them; (c) because, at
the Palace of the Sultan, the massacre was decided

- upon in a Council Scene which seemed about as

near the usual ideas of such events as the Palace
scenes in “The Young Visitors ” to the Court of
her late Majesty Queen Victoria. At the end of the
performance we had not decided whether the he- .
roine’s charms, the spy’s report, or the State policy
of Turkey was the ruling motive of the atrocities
alleged to have been perpetrated. At all events,
no indication at any point was furnished that the
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Armemans had ever given the silghtest occasion
for any resentment by the Turks. The latter state
that many hundreds of thousands of Turks were
massacréd by Armenians before they themselves
moved in anger and revenge against their subjects.
After all, Easter Week Rebellion did oceur in Ire-
land before the English and Scotch battered down
Part of Dublin. How should we like a film exhibited
in the East showing English regiments shattering
Dublin with shot and shell giving no indication of
what preceded? Or to tread upon even more deli-
Cate ground, a film showing General Dyer mowing
'down the Amritsar meeting, but carefully exclud-
Ing that Sherwood incident which led him to
pertorm his fearful deed? Would the Government
qf India allow the public display of such a film ?
At every point possible, Christian feeling—i.e.,
Christian in the Pickwickian sense of the word—is
exploited to the utmost. The Catholicism of the
stage is never too impressive, and the cinema
version of it as conceived in Los Angeles (where, it
is understood, the film was actually taken) is less so.

T
© play the noble music of the Resurrection hymn, -

EO Sons and Daughters, Let Us Sing,” whilst an
a.ster crowd is being put to fire and sword is clever
~In a sense. But as the late Sir Henry Campbell-
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Bannerman used to say, one can be too clever by
half, and the fairer mind of the British always
finds it very repugnant. Again, the incident
of the torn-down Union Jacl'< behind the teacher
in the Mission School is very, very odd. It is
the American teacher, not the English, who uses
the flag as school drapery and a vehicle for emo-
tion ; and if that Union Jack was not in theorigi-
nal film a Stars and Stripes, we are much out
in our reckoning. Such sickly sentimentalism
alternates with scenes of capture, ravishment, hun-
ger, thirst, death, escapes, murders of all kmds and
culminates in a series of crucifixions of nearl) nude
women. Revolting is not a strong enough adjec-
tive to use. There simply is no wotd. The Home
Office, we believe, has perfunctorily bowed to
Mrs. Grundy, and some feet of film have been cut
out as offending the proprieties. Far more fitly
the Foreign Office might take aection, if that be
possible and within its capability. The India

.Office would do well to consider the matter.

The extraordinary thing is that this “ Auction of
Souls ” should be exhibited under the auspices of
the League of Nations Union. Their official expla-
nation is that the film is shown in order to display
the horrors of war and so deepen the feeling for
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peace. But if the Union wants to show war films -
a very doubtful and dangerous practice —~why not
show war films? Presumably there is still extant
the official “ Somme ” film and many others which
were taken on the actual fronts. But *“ Auction of
Souls ” does not show any battlefield or engage-
ments of any kind. It is no more war than was the
Sicilian Vespers or the Battle of Sidney Street, It
does not show the wrongs done by both sides, but
isolates the misdeeds—-as alleged—of one side. It
can leave in the mind only a feeling of hatred to-
wards Turkey and Islam. For us, who called
hundreds of thousands of Indian Moslems to our
side, it is blackest ingratitude and the deepest of
bad taste to exhibit any feeling against the religion
of the Turks, whatever may be the necessary
atonement Turkey may need to make for heing on
the losing side in the war. For the League of
Nations Union to be concerned in anti-Islam propa-
ganda is absolutely incomprehensible. No doubt
they acted in simple good faith, but those responsi-
ble for this departure from impartiality must be
Vvery unsophisticated indeed.

The clumsy unwisdom of certain aspects of this
Albert Hall affair is further demonstrated upon the
programme and even in the matter of the atten-
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dants. If the Union desire the spectator ta believe
that only one in five hundred thousand escaped,
why are the attendants dressed as Armenians? If
they are the genuine thing, the device is impro-
bable. If they are not Armenians, but English,
why do they pretend to be unable to speak Engligh ?
A far more serious point, however, is the fact ihat
the name of His Majesty the King-Emperor occurs
upon the programme, in an endorsement of th.e
League of Nations' advertisement of itself. His
Majesty approves of the League of Nations; The
League of Nations Union approves of the “ Auction
of Souls”; the inference the casual-minded may
draw is equally obvious and deplorable. S?me
years ago Queen Mary thought it* wise to with-
draw (in a very kindly and gracious manner) her
name as patron of the National Council of Women
because of its increasing, although strictly non-
party, action in political matters. It is certain th?t
the N.C.W. never handled any enterprise within
measurable distance of being so doubtful as this
one. Seeing that the King rules more Moslems than
Christians, it is obvious that his name should not
occur in any way upon the programme of this film
—its use, although no doubt strictly truthful, is
too misleading. ’
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That there is a good and constructive side to the
use of the cinematograph for the purposes of demo-
cracy the writer is the first to admit; in fact, a
lecture was delivered by her upon the identical
subject a year ago at the London Opera House.
The net result of the discussion- - carried on mainfy
by experts in cinematography— was that, until pro-
gressive bodies co-operated on the productive side
and ccmbated the spirit of sensationalism from the
outset, the right fype of play would not he made.
From the moment of the conception of the scenario
the idealist must dominate -eventhen for year such
films may not be commercial successes. because the
public will have to acquire a new taste. To such a
task the Union might well address itself. Mean-
time we would express the hope, shared by many of
its truest friends, that its next experiment may be
far more fortunate.

In the October number of the official organ of the
Union there appeared in a speech by Anatole
France the following wise counsel which one may
appropriately recall: —

We shall see in Paris af the next Curnival, in the
Champs- Elysées and on the boulevards, thowsands
and thousands of small boys dressed by the foulish
labour of their mothers as genebals and field - marshals.

-
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. XXH
THE CO-EXISTENCE OF INCOMPATIRLES *

TO the many horrors of the Peace, the last few
days has witnessed a new addition, in the formof a
whirlwind advertisement campaign having as its
object the bringing of pressure to bear upon
members of Parliament to expel the Turk from

Constantinople in order that the League of Nations

may rule there. We are informed that neither the

League of Nations itself nor the League of Nations
Union has financed this campaign; a single indi-
vidual has laid it as a sort of foundling upon their
doorsteps, and its adoption is still a matter for
determination.

A strong case would never have needed such
methods, and we mention the incident but to pass
on to the disease of which it is the symptom. Itis
an attempt to drive the twentieth century backtinto
the arms of the twelfth.” As onc member of the
House remarked during the great Constantinople

debate last week, there is “the shadow of the

Crusades over it all.” If those Labour members

* A frenzied and obviously very costly advertisement cam-

paign against Turkey had appeared in a leading British paper in
‘the preceding week.
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h aily advocated the bag and paggage”’
who so & 1d give some consideration to the effects
policy wou degs upon the consolidation of power in
of the Cr'ual hands and to such delights as the
monal‘.chlc.ah s which adorned them, they might
Saladin —.Dt be fore embarking upon a policy of em-
‘hi,"l{. twice >¢ e against Asia, Christendom against
batthﬂg’::::;ojar evidently has changed.something s
lsmrf]' (let us suppose) Mr. G. K. Cheste_{\ton and
for f Bernard Vaughan--taking these gegptlemen
::tt};::ical of what crusading spirit might theﬁ\bave

' peen extant—bad appeared upon a Trade Union

Congress platform ten years ago to advocate the
dispossession of Constantinople from the Turk,
the vote would hardly have gone in their favour.

" It is evident that the anti-Turk group, whatever

its class or party derivation, draws its spiritual

sustenance either from ignorance of the past or

an all-too-trustful credulity in such visions of the
future as the l.eague of Nations and that with
regard to the present it has ignored one trivial
world-factor, namely, the existence of the British
Empire. The Neo-Crusaders have turned a Nel-
sonian telescope towards the vital truth that more
than a quarter of their fellow-citizens within
the British Commonwealth are Moslems. The
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Crusades must have been inspiring and exciting to
those who took part in them, but the revival to-day
¥ just about four hundred years too late. The
last date for a Crusade in which the people of these
islands could logically have fought would have
‘been before the grant of a charter to the East India
Company. The existence of an Empire is incom-
patible with Crusades against the religions of
portions of itself. .

It may also be pointed out that the Constantinople
situation reveals the attempted co-existence of two
more incompatibles. The House of Commons would
like to control foreign policy, and in days gone by
there were even prophecies as to a time when
diplomacy should no longer be secret. Yet the

announcement is made by a mere Admiral in Con-

stantinople that that city is tobe left to the Turks ; it
‘is repeated in Indiz by the Viceroy; and with this
accomplished fact the House is confronted. The
plain truth again is that true democracy and large

_imperialist States ‘cannot co-exist. Some similitude

of it may flourish for a time ; but every domination
over others is ultimately made at the cost of some
loss of liberty at home. There was only one brief
period in EngHsh history when England was her-
-self, when she had lost everything on the Continent
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and had not founded an Empire, and that was in
the spacious days of the Virgin Queen. Elizabeth
was great, 2nd England was merry England, but it
was not by means of alien holdings. Under Eliza-
beth’s Scotto-Teutonic successors a different course
has been mapped out for this unfortunate country,

and every step she takes must be taken with
conditions as they now are, and for considerations,
very different from those which would have
weighed with an Edward I or even a Henry VIL
The ancestors of the seventy million"Moslems of
India who now look to George V as their Emperor
did not ask to be made British subjects. The
situation is of our own creation, and we must
face it. .

Hence in our peace negotiations with Turkey we
must bear in "mind that, although there is no ques-
tion of “dictation » from our Moslem fellow-sub-
jects, yet they are vitally involved. Speaking with

all due respect of Lord Robert Cecil, it is not his
views as to what they ought or ought not to think of
the Khilafat which matter, but what they actually do
think. An important Indian Moslem deputation is
now in London, able and willing to explain to
British publicists what Mahomedans realy do hold
upon the matter; nor are their views upon the
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political side either unreasonable or aifected by com-
munications with our late enemy ; for there have
been none. They speak as co-religionists who are
,ct loyal to the British Crown and connexion, and
for the sake of Britain's reputation for justice it is
to be hoped that they will get a wide and fair
hearing.

It is with emphasis that they advance the view
that the Sultan of Turkey, as Khalif ot Islam,is
the spiritual head of the Moslem world, and that
an essential condition of that headship is indepen-
dent temporal power, of a kind equivaient to
whatever prevails in other lands at any given
period. Therefore, to dismember Turkey involves
the dismemberment of the Khilafat. The two are
inseparable. A vaticanised Khalif, with British
naval guns trained upon him, is not the sort of
personage to whom the Moslem can look as its
Commander of the faithful, and it is folly to sup-
pose that an appeasement of “ Christian ” religious
sentiment here by such a solution would not in-
stantly be detected as the merest camouflage by
the critical, vigilant, and intelligent Moslem com-
munity throughout the world. Itis perhaps barely
necesssary to restate the fact that, as far as our
national and imperial honour is concerned, we are
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already committed, not only by Mr. Lloyd George’s
pledge, but also by Point XII of the éelebrated
Fourteen Points, upon which the Armistice was
concluded, the terms of which were:

“That the Turkish portions of the present Otto-
man Empire should be assured of their sovereignty,
that the other nationalities which are now under
Turkish rule shall be assured of undoubted security
of life .and absolute unmolested opportunity of
autonomous development, and that the Dardanelles
should be permanently open as a free passage to
the ships and commerce of all nations under inter-
national guarantees.” .

Mr. Lloyd George himself still regards as binding
the pledge he gave with regard to Constantinople
and rich and renowned lands of the Turkish parts
of Thrace, in spite of the attempt now made to

-interpret it as a provisional and contingent peace

offer, so there is no need to regard it as anything
but a fait accompls.

Everything, - of course, turns in treaty-making
upon the interpretation of pledges and the terms
used in them. The vital point is, therefore, that
the pledges shall be interpreted in the spirit in
which they have been understood by our Mos lem
fellow-citizens. It is imaginable that Turkey will

o
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endeavour to stretch them to cover everything
conceivable to her advantage, and to read more
imto them than they will bear. It is just such a
contingency as this which makes the arrival of
this Indian Moslem deputation so opportune, time-
ly, and valuable. They are not contending for
mere forms or for barren terms. Nor do they
ask that any subject people of Turkey should be
left defenceless and unconsidered. Territorially
they take their stand upon the stutus quo ante
bellum, but so long as in an essential sense the
integrity of the Ottoman Empire is preserved they
+would contemplate with no alarm any federafive
settlement which would give ample opportunity
for credal, communal, or cultural autonomy in the

different component parts of that Empire. They.

state that, as a useful parallel and corrective to the
Bryce Report, 2 non-Turkish Moslem enquiry ought
to take place in order to examine into the question
of Turkish alleged misrule; or that, if this be
thought not impartial enough, then a joint Anglo-
Mosfem Commission could be empaneciled and
proceed to take evidence.

The Premier in his speech darkly alluded to some
possibility of the revivification of the American
Mandate Plan. To us, such a plan seems absolute-
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ly incompatible with Point XII already quot.ed'
the very word “ sovereignty ” in the usual con‘nota:
tion of legal and political science excludes such
an idea as tutelary supervision, and it is perhaps
for this reason that the American Mandate idea
has broken down at the outset. Its revival will be
attended with grave diﬂiculties, and the Supreme
Council would do far better to evolve some plan
of helping Turkey out of her present plight by
a well-considered scheme which she could accept
without loss of sovereign dignity or of spiritual
prestige. '
As to the other alternative futures for Constanti-
nople (the days of Ceeur de Lion, St. Bernard, and
the original House of Montagu having vanisfied),
they may be dismissed. Russia does not want
Constantinpple, and, if she did, the dear old ladies
nd rectors who subscribe to the “ Morning Post ”
would be more than horrified at the prospect of
Lenin and Trotsky in possession of St. Sophia.
They might turn it into a communal kitchen or
far wfvorse, a library for the dissemination of Bol:
shevistic literature. Russia and Amercia being
equally out of question, there remains only the
Tangier International Control Plan, a tried and

proved failure; and last of all the proposal that the
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League of Nations should be the final inheritor of
the City of Constantine.

To this we will simply say that if the League of
Nations is going to ask blandly for capitals of
sovereign States in its infancy, its despotic possi-
bilities in maturity baffle the most soaring imagi-
nation. And if Constantinople, why not Rome?
Were there no outrages in Tripoli? And why not
Berlin? Was there no Louvain? And why not
London? Was there no Amritsar?  VWarch 5, 1920,

XXIII
GET ON WITH THE WAR

THE ancient Greeks held a doctrine that a man
was never in so great danger as when uncontrolled
pride and folly were sweeping l?lm on to dlsa§ter.
The military triumph of the Allies has, ever since
the Armistice, shown in the madness of their
inflated designs the same terrible conditions of
mind summed up in the classic word hubris. The
historian of centuries hence will, we unfeignedly
believe, date the downfall of the West European
races to the period when they insanely attempted
the open, blatant, and utter subjugation of Asia
for that is what the hideous Turkish Treaty really
means. Only the island Empire of Japan retains
any semblance of independence, and even that
may be a mere question of time.

Turkey until quite recently was an Empire of
some two million square miles. The treaty makes
her into a mere patch of similar dimensions to the
Low Countries. Great Britain, on the other hand,
adds nearly a million and a half square miles to
her territories as a result of the War, to say nothing
of all the pickings and perquisites the “ mandates ”
(conferred and assumed) will bring her. Turkey’s
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destruction removes the once powerful Euro-Asiatic
buffer at the juncture of Europe and Asia and
leaves all India and Mid-Asia to two alternative
choices. The last leaves in the Sibylline hook now
bear the inscription, Bolshevism : or-secular sub-
jugation to North-West Europe.

The second policy is now in adamantine mould,
and there can be no possible mistake about it.
Asked whether the Greek Premier had a free hand
1o carry on the new war with Turkey, M. Millerand

replied that the former had been told to “ get on
with the War.”

To get on with the Warl

After all the carnage, the butchery, the desola-
tion, the despair, the breaking of the hearts of
women for the last five years, even the evil geniuges
who now drive France and Britain to dire disaster
- might have paused before uttering a phrase of such
immortal levity. We doubt if there is any parallel
in history to such a declaration, unless it be the
simitarly frivolous remark of Ollivier, the Prime
Minister of Second Empire of France, when he
declared in the Chamber of Deputies that France
entered upon the Franco-Prussian War “le cceur
léger.” Those three words stamped for ever as

basest metal the regime which they characterised.
v
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Thousands of scribes and chroniclers, myriads of
historians and historiographers have not bFen
able to efface their indelible stain of irresponsible
foolhardiness ; even thqugh half Europe may h.a\‘re
preferred France’s cause and case to Prussia’s.
What then .will remain to bc? said of a paraliel
ligﬁt-heartedness in imbecility whfan not .two
countries, but two contigents, are in . question
when added to that the vital interests of one of the
world’s great religions are involved ? Th;\t’ tlh::l
ignorant obscurantist mentality for'm?d l?y a ’ e ?d
village chapel conception of Cb‘rl.stlanlty.s oxf .
command the resources of the British Emp'u'e wflt

the insolence of a Sulla and the hypocrisy of a

Pecksniff at a moment when matters of trfemefldOus
world-import are at a stake is a devastating irony.
A Salisbury or a Beaconsfield wou.h‘i have bfzen |
barely adequate to the task of the British Premier-
ship at this moment. And we have a Lloyd
G‘Z’;’f‘;ﬂ with the War, although it humiliate th.e
tortured soul of India. Get on with the War until
it leave no unravaged homes in Asia Minor. Get
on with the War in order that one of .the most
ignoble, most unscrupulous and time-serving of our
Allies may richly profit. Geton with the War that

-

»
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Britain may sink beneath 4 load of bankruptcy.
What will that matter if the international Jews get
the oil ?

It needs no remarkable gifts of prophecy to
say what the course of the War will be. A few
spectacular chocolate soldier Greek successes will
either happen or be reported to have happened.
Per contra Mustafa Kemal's forces will then do well
for a time. Then will come Mr. Churchill’s turn,
and British lads will be sent to die for the glory
of Venizelos, we cannot say of Greece. Greece
died centuries ago, and not all the incantations
of a Byron ever Lrought back that heroic race.
Those who call themselves Greeks will somehow
or other be finally installed in Constantinople.
To think of the present Constantine of Greece,
that Roi Faineant with his Mayor of the Palace,
enthroned in the city made glorious by the firs:
Constantine, enriched with the memories of Byzan-
tine and Islamic culture, is almost more than the
mind can bear. Perhaps the whole world is
doomed to dissolve in a chaos of laughter and the
harlequinade is really the end of the pantomime.

But let us get on with the War—our War; not

against temporalities and powers, but against

spiritual darkness in high places..— July 9, 1920.

5. MISCELLANEOUS



XXIv
INDIA AND GOLD *

IT is not inopportune, now that a Compittee is
sitting to deal with Indian Currency, to refresh the
memory by consideration of a few of the main
features of that system as it now exists.

Three systems are in vogue throughout the world
to-day—the scientific single gold standard, the
limping standard, and the gold exchange standard.
Under the scientific single gold standard system,
the chief metallic currency is—under normal peace
conditions, of course —a gold coinage. Silver
coinage merely expresses fractional values of gold
coins, and is not legal tender .beyond a small
amount. Gold in bullion form may be taken by
any individual to be coined into the standard

Currency, and in this country for an ounce of
étandard gold may receive £3 17s. 1005d. at the
Mint. As a result of Government control being
at a minimum on this system, public demand
and not Government manipulation has the chief
influence in determining the supply of coinage and
the international flow of bullion. Commerce is thus

* This article was written apropos of the Babington Smith
Currency Commission, then recently appointed.
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freed from unnecessary shackles and prosperity
follows. The gold standard is the system of the
most advanced countries of the world.

The second system, known as the *limping”’
standard; is an approximation to the single gold
standard. It prevails in France, Italy, ‘Belgium
and Switzerland.  The principle of bimetallism
prevails to a certain extent, and silver coinage is
less of a token than it is under the gold standard,
and has not been reduced into as thoroughly sub-
ordinate a position, although efforts are being
systematically made to reduce silver and depress
the ratio of silver to gold coinage.

The system of India is, however, the artificial
one known as the gold exchange standard, with a

fixed ratio betweon gold and silver. As far as

India is concerned it originated in the demonetisa-
tion of gold in 1853 by Lord Dalhousie, following

upon the making of the silver rupee the sole legal

tender of India in 1835. India suffers under the

crushing difficulty of a gold standard without an
effective ‘gold currency.

There is a strong fecling in some financial circle.s
that a gold Indian currency would endanger the
finance of the rest of the world. An ancient hogey

about India being the grave of the precious metals
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because of the hoarding habits of her, pef)pll(es is
ited as regularly as Guy Fawkes’ mas s.on
exmbl.te f November. As far as the hoarding
e F o ‘t)rue in a country of such poverty, the
habltb"a.:? and fluctuating rupee is an obvious
un?ertdfn the situation. Any English man or
factor | ho has quietly hoarded an odd half-
- ; oso as a source of mental satisfaction
soverer 'Orstead of the ever-depreciating pound-
© handleht“tlo understand at once the very natural
noe OUZ' accumulate a little of anything which
t.enden%‘) “l?rd value and relatively unfluctuating.
ot 5““1 ldthe consumption of gold in the arts and
‘T\Ior- o (for the purpose of stiffening the bank
" lmp(:,r:)e any worse crime in the case of India
::‘:sz any other country. The proposal thil(ti
4 stiff import duty should be placed upon go
imported into India was a monstrous one, even
(hough it originated in the firm of Samut?l 1'\Iontagu.
India’s ancient currency was gol.d, and Tt l? a poor
argument for the British connexion to 1nsist ?pon
changed standards of life as reasons for a relatively
unsatisfactory and * managed " currency. The
Fowler Committee in 1898 unanimously recom-
mended a gold standard. The Chamberain Com-

mittee of 4943, which reported in 1914, reversed
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this recommendation, stating that the history of
the preceding fifteen years had shown that the
gold standard had ‘been firmly secured without
an effective gold currency, and that the people of
India neither desired nor needed any considerable
amount of gold for circulation as currency. The
Chamberlain Committee also stated with no uncer-
tain voice the opinion that the proper place for the
location of the whole of India's gold standard
reserve was London. There was no foundation,
said the Commission’s Majority Report, for the
opinion that the reserve was regarded in London
as being available to supplement the Bank of
England’s reserve. One presumes that the Com-
missioners were, like Mr, Pecksniff, particularly
careful that night in praying for the souls of those
wicked encugh to think the exact contrary.

Sir James Beghie's Minority Report on this Com«<”

mission is still of great value, in spite of the
chanped situation caused by the intrinsic apprecia-
tion of therupee. The conclusions of the Chamber-
tain Commission were decidedly unsatisfactory
from the Indian point of view, and any similar out-
come from the deliberations of the Committee at
present sitting would merely add emphasis to the
demand of the Indian National Congress for the
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abolition of the Finance Committee of the India
Office, and weight to the protest of Congress that
India’s finances are managed merely as an ancillary
adjunct to London banking operations.

Halting and tentative conclusions and experi-
ments will not do at this juncture. Courageous
measures must be taken to place India's finances
upoﬁ a sound foeting, and the recommendations
of the Commission are being awaited with the
utmost critical interest.- July 25th, 1919.



XXV
GOVERNMENT BY PROPAGANDA*

THE soap manufacturers and whisky distillers
who began the process of turning the sober mid-
Victorian newspaper into mere backing material
for the puffing of their wares could never in their
most ambitious moments have dreamed that they
were blazing a trial along which someday would
tread the Governments of the world. But this
seems likely to be the case.

Fiat experimentum in corpore vile, ran the old tag.
We are not denying that tentative experiments of
the nature described below are being made by
many Governments in many countries, but the
Government Order of which we now make mention
is Number 336 of a series of Qrders promuigated
by the Government of Madras, and to that
Presidency we specifically refer. It is dated July
17, 1919, and is entitled a Speciai HWar Order.
The general purport of the Order being that
henceforth and hereafter the Madras Government

* Since September 1919 Governmental publicity dvpartments
have multiplied all over the world, with no very demonstrable
advantages save the higher taxation necessarily involved in their
upl;ecp.
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is to be aided by Organised Publicity,” may we
respectfully suggest that a useful and novel piece
of information with which the Publicity Board
might make its debut is that hostilities in the War
ceased last November, and that the Peace Treaty
with Germany was signed in June, 19197 We feel
that a policy of studied frankness and the com-
muanication of information at public cost makes the
purveyance of unhadkneyed and surprising infor-
mation immensely desirable—uanless it is felt that
this news is too sensational for a start. - The Order
is much too long to reproduce verbatim, nor, unfor-
tunately, have we the space wherein to describe
the discussion preliminary to its issue, which took
place in the Banqueting-Hall in Madras, a scene to
which only a Pope or‘a Swift could do justice.

The general ided of the Order (Special War) is
to establish a Central Publicity Board in Madras to
issue useful information on such subjects as Agri-
culture, Sanitation, etc., and to distribute this to
local publicity committees. The Central Board is
to be mainly non-official, but . . . but ..
but . . . a Government official, a member of
the I.C.S,, is to be in' charge of it. At first there
had been a proposal to establish a Goverament
newspaper, but opposition was so strong that the

P
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means of dissemination are now to he limited to the
existing Press, pamphlets, leaflets, and lecturers,
It is both grateful and comforting to have the
cheery information that the latter are to be provid-
ed with magic lanterns. Schoolmasters, dispen-
saries, post-offices and local committees are to be
pressed .into the service of this most heneficent
scheme. A central bureau of information in
Madras is to be maintained wherein information as
to local affairs and legislative developments in all
parts of the world will be available.

- It would be in the worst possible taste, nay,
almost profane, to suggest that a Statue of the God
(or Goddess?) of Humbug should be the chief
ornament in the hall of this Temple of Truth and
yet we venture to make it.

Trite as it may seem to harp upon elementary
facts, yet it is the case that all Governments arg’
maintained by the taxes of the governed, and the
governed, the world over, are tiresome endugh to
consider that they have the right to criticise their
Government. . In so doing a free Press and free
speech ensure that all sides of the case get, for and
against the Government, fair presentation. If the
Government is driven to provide for a defence from
the pockets of its natural critics, it looks very much
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as if no free and independent writers will come
forward to say a word for it. Such a position,
seeing that Governments are naturally of the
established order of things, and can usually derive
support from the most stable (not to say stodgy
and interested) elements of the community, leads to
the idea that all classes are alienated from Govern-
ment, and would be practically .a confession of
failure. . . . .

No one, of course, object to the dissemination by
Government of useful scientific information. If
the Board of Agriculture knows how to stop disease
in grain and animals, let it say so and tell the
agriculturist the cure. : .

But surely the economical method is for the
specialised Board to communicate to the special

.. ciass needing the information? Why should there
‘Pntervene a Publicity Board between the two? [t

looks as if this innocuous function is to the
avowedly political in the proportion of Falstaff’s
ha porth of bread of that intolerable deal of sack.
Let us face the straight issue. Should taxpayers
consent to be told, at their own expense, what they
ought to think about their employees, the Govern-
ment? Madras is not the only place where this
question has to be considered. Whenever and
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wherever there is a new electorate to be brought
into existence sowme egregious Eliphaz will always
arisc and wiith the owlish demeanour of one
upon whom special wisdom has been apostolically
poured will iuform all and sundry that the new
electors need education. The eight and a haif
million womecn recently enfranchised in Great
Britain had just the same experience. Having
voluntarily organised themselves into hundreds of
societies and scores of non-Party Women Citizens
Associations in order to study political problems,
various zealous supporters of the Coalition officious-
ly supplied yet another organisation to “ educate ”
women into the support of the Coalition. The
funds supplying this precious and unasked boon
came from private pockets, and the organisation

received, one understands, more apathy than ac- .
tive héslility. Thereupon an attempt was madg

to establish a Government Information Bureau for
men and women ulike, supported by public funds.
This plan, we believe, aroused enough opposition
to procure its own early funeral. But the idea of
“ educating” the masses in its own support must
always be a tempting one to authority. It is easier
to hire skilled pens than to provide justice, more
tempting to justify than to avoid the need for it,
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Besides, it makes yet another job for some, faithful
henchman. L ‘ o ‘

Even if such an organisation were to be placed
in the hands of as lofty a patriot as Mr. Gandhi
himself we should regard it with reserve and caution.
What is the matter with ordinary education, with
free spegph..,‘;t;f;'eq,?tess and the insgittl.tions of
freedom, including,a democratic constitution, that
they should not function unless the machine should
suddenly assume a Frankenstein human form and
proceed to oil itself? No doubt we shall forthwith
be told that Madras (like many other parts of the
world) does not yet enjoy these blessir}gs. True
enough. But because the child is not of full adult
stature one dpes not immure him in hospital or
prison—one lets: him grow. The remedy is that
Madras should have her full human and political
t:ghts. The soothing syrup of a Publicity Board
everlastingly defending, explaining and popula-
rising the Government may prove a noxious drug
stunting the growth of the State in freedom, self
-expression and training in political judgment.
Progress by trial, experiment, and even error, is
Nature’s wise rule.

It is an age of advertisement, and a period of puff
and publicity. No doubt we could all think out

N 1
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some telling headines for the Madras Government
leaflets : Madras Methods Most Modern - Schemes

Sanctioned by. Sydenham- -Readings in Rowlatt

for Rebels ; and so on. But does a Government

gain in dignity by descending into the arena, as
it would probably have to do when its publica-
tions were attacked? And unless the Government
is perfect and always tells the truth about every-
thing, how long will its pronouncements upon its
own policy and action retain any moral force? We
conclude with a problem for the imagination.
Even if the Board begins as an absolute Casar’s
Wife, what is its function in the community likely
to be after five year’s work ? A soporific or a clarion

call to a free commonwealth ?- -September 19, 1919,

. contains t

XXVI
LABOUR DIFFICULTIES IN INDIA

i tile-making in India
AN interesting a;:ite)e:p;nthe o W‘f)rk 2
fn (02 Ja““arz llowing guileless passage: The
}flealf the difficulties our Indifm manu;
greates’ O to contend with to-day is that o
factarers hav:iowever, as a set-off against the r'nany
tabour - - s of native labour must be mentioned
disadvantaﬁ:t the wages demanded are exceed-
the faCtl tost incredibly-—low. Clerks, foremen,
inely "’a'tf:S carpenters, and masons of the best
blaCk'SH‘;)l )’quality can be engaged for the sum of
(Obtam'a' y s weekly, whilst labourers are content
ﬁ‘{e Shllll;naig-crown, and “boys” gladly accept one
W“dh l:lji:re-epence. It is perhaps sweated labour,
an

n when allowance is made for the fact that a
‘eve

Hindu coolies (sic) can live at the cost of 2% d.
per oo it i is why Bombay has
Perhaps itis! Perhaps thatis w .y : :
recently been almost overwhelmed in st.rlkes ag
industrial troubles, whilst the rest of India ha-s y
no means entirely escaped them. In a recent 1s§u:
of India was published the news that t.he Bom fl
millhands were on strike, together with a brief
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kindly aspirations will svon develop into a prac-
tical and working policy. Nothing, perhaps, could
be more to the point as illustrating the nced for
this than the following passage from a memo-
randum submitted by Sir Narayen Chandavarkar
to the Governor of Bombay, Sir George Lloyd :
Those facts are best stated in the language of
one of the representatives of thc operatives who
spoke at my Committee’s meeting on Monday the
the 19th inst. He is an clderly gentleman and |
cite him because his words summarise the case of
the operatives in a manner which, my Committee
venture to think, ought to carry sympathy, even if
not conviction. He said: ‘ The charge is made
against us operatives that we have all gone on
strike at the instigation of a few malcontents,
encouraged by the concessions made at the last
strike and that we, nearly 200,000 of workers in
Bombay, are a foolish unreasonable lot duped by a
handful of wire-pullers. Surely, Sir, why should
this be so? Do we not know what a strike means
to us who have wives and children? Are we such
fools as not to know our own interests? Whep
people point to the last strike as having whetted
our appetite for strikes, have they considered how
the present strike originated as a matter of fact?
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What happened was really this: The operatives
of one mill in Bombay, feeling sorely the pinch of
hard times and dear prices, approached the assistant
mianager of thatmill, as the head manager was
then absent, and requested him to have the bonus
of last ycar paid to them, because they could not
meet their wants from their wages. The assistant
manager not only declined to listen to them, but
was over-bearing in his attitude. That sct up the
backs of the operatives of the particular mill
They at once struck work, came out in a body, and
marched off instantly to other mills and began to
throw stones at those working in them.

“The managers of the latter mills seeting the
trouble brewing from outside stopped thc machi-
nery working and of their own accord and own
responsibility, without any motion on the part of
their operatives, ordered the operatives to leave
work and clear out of the mills. So far as the
operatives of the latter mills are concerned, it was
at that moment not a case of strike, but it was a
case of lock-out for which not they but their
employers were at the start responsible, though it
be that they felt at that moment the lock-out was
necessary in the interests of security and peace.
The operatives so locked-out would not have after
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that joined the operatives of the particular miy
who had started the strike i, kavicg been sent o,
they had not ben left to thomselves and no tinee
given for them to join the <trike Ly brooding over
the hard conditions of the tisaes. The dearness of
the prices and hard condition, of the life increa-
sing {rom day to day were alrecay there o prove
incentives to thein to catch the contagion of the
strike. Workmen do not strike work for fun of
mischief unless the wants of the Lielly drive them
to it. Had the employcrs taken immediate steps
to increase the wages demunded by the ccononie
situation, the original strikers wou!d have found no
addition to their ranks from the other :aills and
would have themselves probably quieted. But as the
millowners looked on after the lock-out and declined
to make any move 10 rclieve the hard conditions of
labour, what began as a lock-out ia the majority of
the mills soon changed into a general strike.  And
by persisting from day to day ia that attitude the
millowners have thrown al! the uperatives into the
strike movement And once such a large nunibcr
is so thrown it becomes unmanageable. Sir, we
may be right or we may be wropg in what we
demand. Itis for you to guide us. But pray d.
not drive us into strikes as we have heen now
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driven from lock-outs to strikes, and after driving
us into these straits, then do not say that we are
the dupes of malcontents and that we must return
to work before our immediate necessities are met,
Before the last strike we were getting an allowance
of 15 per cent, for high prices. - After the strike, it
was increased to 35 per cent. Since then and now
the prices have gone up higher still. For a long
time we did not complain. But the pinch felt
sorely led the operatives of one mill to strike under
irritation ; that led to the lock-out in other _mills
and the millowners by their quiescent attitude have
all along thrown temptations to strike. Now the
operatives ask: Why should we go to work when
we have been so driven? Give us some proof that
the employers are in carnest by means of some
positive concession ; that will at once restore con-
"o we will then return to work and end the

,Strine.

The * Times of India ” has advocated a Labour
Disputes Tribunal. The suggestien is not without
value as a temporary expedient.

But the whole problem is so large and complex
that nothing short of the wholesale applications
of the most modern and scientific conceptions of
Trade Unionism will prove more than a temporary
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palliative, Indian Labour is jcculiarly unable
to afford the expensive luxury of the strike, save
as the last and only effective weapon. British
Labour is not so magnificently wealthy that it can
afford to leave ‘Indian Lalour Jdisorganised and
inert before the astute international exploiter who
would ruthlessly use the cheap labour of Indiato
lower the hard waon standards of life in the West.

A Commission has recently been sent from the
Labour Party to examine the state of Ireland. s it
too much to ask the Labour Party to do its utmost
to send a similar friendly Commission to India as
soon as possible?  February 20, 19:20.

.30

- XXVI e
THE LEADER GONE

So‘Bal Gangadhar Tilak has left us. Faithful to
the end to the cause of the India whom' he served,
he has passed beyond the dust and heat of battle;
“whilst it is for foe, friend and admirer alike to gaze
in mournful contemplation and sad reverie at'the
labours of that mighty personality. '

To those of us who knew him the wonder has
been that he could have endured for solong, that
his frail form could have survived the cruel buffe-
tings of an evil and perverse generation. His will
and his determination to he of service was his
mainstay and the source of his great fortitude. It
carried him through periods of imprisonment, of
harassing litigious persecution, of cruel misre-
presentation and of baffling, but never frustrating,
disappointment. His life story is, in a large
measure, the story of India’s aspiration to become
free and it had much in common with other great
liberators and patriots.

His personality was a pleasing, gentle and graci-
ous one. When he first came to England it was
very difficult to realise that this slight, unassuming,
clderly gentleman was the man who had placed
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Anglo-India in a nightmare of fear and disquietude.
He suggested rather the sedate recluse of academic
groves, not the noisy clamour of the forum. In
committee work he gave the impression at first of
a certain unobservant dreaminess, if one may say
so, of almost a lack of interest in the momentary
momentousncss of the business passing. His de-
tachment was heightened by the physical infirmity
of hearing from which he suffered. But let the
moment arise, and some incisive remark, somc
word pregnant with lucid wisdom, would cut across
the drifting talk like a searchlight above flowing

waters. It was at such moments that one learned

to apprehend and appreciate the mentality of one
of the subtlest intellects to which deep-broweqy
India has ever given birth. Nor were his objectives
merely those of the immediate future. Every
remark would indicate that his vision and prevision
flew far ahead of the existing moment and situation
and that everything was surveyed at a glance by
that powerful mind. There was very litue 1hag
escaped those half<closed eyes and that inwardly.
rapt gaze.

His courtesy and aunvoir faire were very notice.
able, even in an Indian, and his whole manner a
tacit reproach to whatever was rough and uncouh
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among his. environment. He was a mos: patient,
attentive and uninterrupting listener, which was
perhaps one of the secrets of his great talent
for diplomacy. Almost without contention Tilak
could bring his opponents, if not quite to his point
of view, at least obviously and appreciably nearer.
Again and again he won people round in spite of
themselves. On no occasion was this more mark-
ed than when he appeared as the representative
of the Home Rule League before the Joint Select
Committee which sat upon the Government of India
Bill last year. This came not many months after
his rebuff in the Chirol case and when its result

was still having a very prejudical effect upon his

reputation in certain political circles of the type

from which the members of this Committee were
drawn. A breezing atmosphere prevailed when

Tilak took his seat in the chair of the witness.

But as he quietiy proceeded, first an understand-

.ng seemed to begin between himself and Lord

Selborne, and then the circle widened until all the

Committee became obviously more interested and

sympathetic, until by the time his statements had

concluded much ice had been melted, much pre-
judice removed, and barriers partly broken away,

There was certainly a marked diminution in
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unfriendly reference to him after this hearing.

At the last Congress his diplomatic powers again

made themselves felt. Not so saintly as Mr.

Gandhi, not so implacable as some at the other
end of the range, Mr. Tilak exercised his talents
for welding the apparently disparate and separate
into a homogeneous working combination as far
as was humanly possible.

His oratory was simple, homely and covincing,
illustrated constantly by little touches of Indian folk
lore and proverbial wisdom.
masses was irresistible.

lis effects on vast
In England his speeches
produced one most valuable effect. If this modera-
tion be what officialdom in India persecutes, and
this man be an extremist there, then what must be
the real state of affairs? -was undoubtedly the
state of mind 10 which he brought even his most
critical hearers. Perhaps Mr. Tilak did more for
the cause of Indian Seif-Government by coming
here and placing himself under the observation of®
British people than was at the time realised. Here
was the 2xecrated villain, visible in the flesh.
What was a0t visible, nor demonstrable at all in
his presence, was conglomeration of evii qualitics
freely attributed to him before his personal arrival.
But above all, and beyond ail his subsidiary



