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MORE “SYMPATHETIC” TREATMENT

addressed by Mr. Polak tn the Acling Secretary
for the Intenior, Pretoria :—

« 1 am instructed 1o request the Minister's interven-
tion in the case 'of Mahomed Mahmood Dahya and
Al ned Mahomed Dahya.  Both are orphans siace io-
fa* ~y, in each caye the parents having died of plague.
T  first-oamed is st the present time aged about n
yeurs, and, upon the death of his parents, he fell into
the chrrge ol bis aun', a sister of his father, who subse-
quently married Mr. Mahomed Suliman Mia cf the
fitm ol A. M. Sulimen Mia, of Johanpesburg. Upon
her marriage with My Mia the latter assumed the
guardianship of this cbild and, upon the death of his
wife, and his subsequert re-marriage, he brought the
child to the Transvaal with him Irom India upon a
temporary permit, Pra;\tically ever since his arrival in

T-HE following letter, dated the 4th instant, was

Johaonesburg, the boy has been a student at the Gov-
ctbment Indian Echool. \lo the case of the second boy,
who is aged about 13 yeyrs, he came to South Africa
under the guardianship bf his elder brother, Suliam
Mshomed Dahya, who is'q registered resident of the.
Transvaal. ‘Lhe latter has recently been called to In-
diz on urgent business and intends to return shortly.
The ¢ nly other near relative of this boy is Mr. Hassan
Sale Mia, Merchant of Johanoesburg, wbo married the
boy's cider sister. This boy, tbo, has been a student
at the Goveroment Indian £cheol since his arrival,

“] am ipstiucted to represem that & grave and cruel
hardship will be imposed upon these children if. at the
present time, they are remcved ftom the Transvaal, as
in lndia there i no pesr relative who can look
after them. T leel assured .thst it wis pewer
the intention of Parliament that. in cases of this kind,
children of tender .years should.'be sent away. from
this country, even though, strictly speaking, they sre
vot legally eptitled to be here, #hilst they are in the
care ol resporsible members of the commupity rearly
related to them and who baye assumed the obligations
ol guardianship ara withcut apy provisico beivg niade
lot their intellectual ard materisl welfare. 1 have been
given to undersiand that these cises have been present-
¢d to the Honourable the Minister for consideration as
to whether or not he should axercise his discretion
under section 25 (1) ¢ f the Imoigranis Regulation Act
o!' 1913, and that the Minpister tos declined to exercise
!ns discretion theieunder. 1 am now, :herefore in-
siructed respectiu!ly to request thal the Mirister will
be pleased to allow these tiys to remaip ip the Trans-
vall under their present guardjanship and. under due
security, until such time ss they reach the age of 16
years, Should the Ministerbd pleased to extend this
act of grace, it wmill be deeply and gratetully appreciat-
ed by the relatives and aiso by tesponsible members of
the Indisn community who a1 acquainted with the
cncumstapces ard who are soxicusly conceined lest a
grave hardship shovid be inflict:d. 1 beg, therelore,
to request that you will be pleased 10 place this corres-

pondence before the Hopourable the Mipister at an
early date. .

With [urther reference to your telegram under reply,
I do oot know whether it is within your knowledge or
under your instructions that this day a probibition
notice was served upon these two boys who were
called upon to make e deposit of £10 each, upon the
instructions ol the Principal Imm gration Officer. 1
venture 1o think that this action was unnecessary in the
circumstances, especially having regard to your assur-
ance that action would be delayed, and I venture,
therelure, to request that the probibition notice be
withdrawn. :

“ Thanking you in anticipation.”

The : Acting Uv der-Secretary replied, on the :17th
instart, as under:— |

“ With refercoce to your letter of the 4th ipstant re-
presenting the cases of the boys Mabomed Mahmood
Dahya and Ahmed Mahomed Dahya, 1 have 10 inform
you that these have been carelully corsidered, and the
Minister regiets that be is unable to afford the desired
reliel.”

B ———

Mr. Polak acknowledged the above letteron the 18th
instant, and on the z2rd insience again wrole. to the
Actir g Secretary for the Interior as follows: — .

“ With {urther reference to your {etter No. 5/A/346
of the 1qth instany, and to my letter in the same matter
of the 4th irstant, I beg to inform you that the boys,
Mzhomed Mahmdod Dahya and Ahmed Mahomed
Dahya, were surrecdered to-day to the representative
in Johannesburg ¢f the Principal Immigration Officer,
T uncerstand that the latter was prepared upon pay-
ment of a fee of £1 in each case, to issue Temporary
Perinits 10 these boys, conditionally vpon their leaving
South Atrica for India by the steamer leaving Durbay
on the 28th instant. Having regard, however, to the
circumstznces set farth in my letier hereip of the 4th
instart, the guardian bas not felt” morally justified .jn
tvkiog any steps by which- he would make bimself res
popsible for sending these homeless children back 1o
India, and he has, therefore, declined the said temi
perary permits, leelirg that the responsibility for such
remavel should fall upon the Government. 1 am now
instructed o request a refund of the deposit of £10
m cach case made by Mr. Mshmood Suliman Mia, g8
security for the due appearance of the boys, and I shall:
be cbliged i1 you will kindly autborise the same,”

[ NoTe: We are advised that a last attempt was
made «n Thursday, the 23rd instant, to induce the
Government to reconsider their decision by m oducing
the boys in person belore & high executive officer in
crder that ocular demonstration might te given of the
extreme hardship that we uld result Irom the deportaiion
ot vhe ckilcren.  This efiort, however, ended in failure,
—Ed. 1.0.}.



Decemeer 3151, 19556

254
™

lmﬁbrtant Transvaal Judgment

iw the Supreme Court of South Afriog ( Transvasl
Provingial Divisien), the application of Narapansamy
(otherwise Jmown ge Kathayen) os. the Minister of the
Igterigr apd the Registrar af Asiatics, waz heard, Mr,
B, A. Tindall being foy the applicant, and M.
Fesris, {pr the respapdeats, befpre Mr. Justice Wessals,
and judgment was given as follows oo the 17th ulto, i~

The petitioner alleges that he is a British Indian
born at Umzinty jn Natal, that in 1893 or-18¢6 he way
brought into the South African Republic by his ather,
who wasg killed in an explosion at the Modderfontein
Dynamite Factory. The petitioner lurther alleges that
after the Beer War, he remained in thg Transvaal, and
applied for a permit under the Peace Preservation
Grdinance, and received {rom the authorities documents
which purported to be those. for which he made appli-
cation. 4n 1008 ie madg’ application for - veluptary
- registratiop, but tecgiVad: 16 reply. He further states
that he was a passive .resister, and was deported to
Indis in 197p, on the groynd that he failed upon de-
mand to produce a certificate of registration made by
an aputherised afficer.  He subsequently returned to
Nata]l and was allowed to land, In vg1a, whilst in
Matal, he made 3 further application for registration
under Ack 36 ql 1908, angi_. again recejved no reply, Jo

1913 he was again a passive resister, and entered the -

Trapsyaal with the passive resisters duriog the Ipdian
strike march tp Volkerust. After that the petitioner al-
leges that he was allowed to remaip unmolested in the
Transvaal, ypsil last Januayy, when he was arrested for
heing without a registration certificate as required by
Act 36 of 1908. The Magistrate ordered him to make
application for registration under the Act. He did so,
but his application was not considered by the Registrar
of Asiatics. In November 1915, the petitioner was
afein arrested on a warrant purposting to be issued
under Section z1{a) of Act 2z of 19r3, and upon this’
“whrratit the Government threatens to deport him.
The petitiopet has gpproached the Court and has
- asked it to declare, (1) That the watrant is ho proper
warraot ip tetms of the Act; and (2) that, it it isa
ptoper wartrant, it should not bé executed, becanuse the
petitioner falls  outside the. Act, inasmuch as he was
born in the Union. :
" Mr, Tiodall has argued that the document upon
which the petitigner was arrested, is po warraat under

the act, ioasmauch as it does not set cut that the peti--

tipner was born outsigde the Union. He contends that
the fgrm ef the regulatiops, published in terms of the
Immigramsg Regulatiop Act, has not been strictly ad-
hesed, to; a3 in law the Government was boupd to de.
Heg relies upon the gase af the Minister of the Intener
o Farmer 1914 T.P.D, p.i3e. This case is mot in
point, first, because the regulation, upon which that
¢ase has been decided, has been altered, and the words
_Fequiring a recital ol the circumstances have been der
leted, gnd secondly, because these is po indication,
efther in Lthe Act or in the regulations, that the warrant
should set out the graunds of the arrest, ot the justifi-
cation for the arxest. The warrant in question sels out
that the peritioner yalawfully returned fo the Union
aftey haviug been departed, and. that he is ta be remoy-
eq fyom the Union, and is signed by an officer authoris-
¢d so #ign. Jn these circumstances it appears to me
that the warrant gamplies with all the necessary require-
wents of the Act, and with the regulations, and cannot
thefefore he called into guestiop by this Court

Mr: Tindall's second contention is a much more’
importaot ene. He claims thatithe Govéroment is -
net entitled to daport his clicns; because he iy prepared

to show that his client was born in the Union.. Section

zi(a) of Ack 22 of rg13 does nut affect persons who

have baen bovn in the Unioo; they are completely
‘outside:the Act. The Mipister of the Fnterior has ne
right to cause them te be deported, whether they fail
ymder the definition of prohibited immigraots or not,

acd this Court has jurisdiction to prevent such deposta- -
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tion. Thig contention raises two difficult questions :—
(1) What is the exact scope and policy of the Ay 7
and (2) Has the Act taken away the jurisdiction of the
Court to enquire whether the petitioner does or does
not fall under the class of persons whom the GOVCT;:]-
ment may deport ?
I may preface my remarks by saying that the Act is
not a model ot clearness or method. Several distinct
classes of persons are deait with by the Aet—
the prohibited immigrant, the undesirable mhabitant
#nd certain other persons. The undesirable inhabitam;
appear under the heading » gencral and miscellaneoys ”
in section 22, It was this section which was interpret.
ed in Farmer's case, and as we are not concerned at
present with the updesirable inhabitant, we may dis-
miss him with this passing notice. Section 4 tells us
who are prohibited immigraots,-and section % who are
not, and if this defivition of prohibited immigrant is
exhaustive, the petitioner cannot be regarded as a pro-
hib‘npd -lmmigrant, and the Cpunt would have full -
jurisdiction to deal with him, for section 3(1) only re-
lates to prohibited immigrants.
1f the Legislature had not expresied & contrary inten.
fion, then every restdent of the Union would have Ve
right to appeal fo the Courts, and the Courts would
protect the liberty of the subject even against the Crown,
Apart from any legistative enaciment, there 35 gn on-
herent right in every subject, and 1n ¢iverv stranger with.
i the Union, la sue out a writ of HABEAS CoRpus,
This right is given not only by English law, but also
by the Roman Dutch law. (De lbers homisne exhitends
-Voet, 43. 29.) Prima focre, therefore, every person
arreated by warrant of the Mipister, or by any othe
person, i§ entitled to ask thie Churt for his release, anti
this Ceurt is bound to grantit ualess there is some
lawlul cause for his detention. .
If an Act of Pafliament gires the Government the
right to arrest or deport a person, but excludes such
persons as are barn in the Urion, then apart (rom any
special legislative provision, the ultimate judge of
whether a_person is or is not born in the Union is the
Supreme Court of South Afnca i its various divisians.
1t is contended by Mr, Fernis that sectiop 3(1) deprives
the Court of this jurisdictiog, whilst Mr. Tindali replics
that section 3(1) i3 no{ sufficiently explicit in thie ges-
[‘ect.' His argument |8 that a person born in the
“nion f{alls wholly outside the Act ; neither Sect, 3(1)
gor any other sect¥on affects him ; and every person in
the Unian 1s eotitled tq ask this Court to say that he
was born in the Upioﬁ and, therefore, is unaffected by
the provisions of the Act, whether the Minister or any
other officer has or hzs not granted a ‘warrant for his
arrest.  {f is not @ congeniton that can be dismissed light-
iy, for the contrary m% strikes al the very root of onr
ciwd -Diterky,  Moreovar f twa readings are posjible,
the court 1s bound fo myntain that view which preggroes

s Furisdiction to protet the liberty of the subject, on the

priniciple, LIBERTAS HAVORIBILIS EST ET DEEENDITUR

A LEGE ET A PRINCIPH :

This brings me to | eonsideration of.the policy of
the Act. The Act sayp there is to be an Immigration
Department €0 carry oft the powers and duties conler-
red or impesed upen # by Act No. 22 of 1913 or by
any other law. It theh prdceeds to create Boards i
the various Provincesy; jor the summary determination
of appeals by persons: ho,'segking (o epter, ar being
tound within the Uniop or' dny Provinre, have been
detained, restricted, or arrested as prohibited immi.
grants, Every person rhay appeal to this Board, and it
19 clear from sectiop 1 sub-section 6, that the primary .
_meaning ol person is Brilish subject, for the section pro-
vides that “ Every pesspn may appeal to the Board
baving jurisdiction unddr this seotion. For the pur-
poses of this sub-sectipn- * person’ shall include an
-alien.” Altheugh called a Board, it is virtually 2 Court
presided over, whenever possible, by a magistrate.
The person who appeils irom the decisiontbf* an ad-
ministrative officer givgs notice of his appeal, 2 day for
hearing is appointed, the appellant may be repredented

1



[JpCEMEER 3147, 191§

INDIAN OPINION : i

by eonntel or aUoroey, 'it"'-“‘e“_ may be summoned,
‘ne path may he adminintered | it is similar to & court
of record, for the evidence i U be taken down in writ-
g, 1t so advised, the Board may reler & question
of law to the Courts. Then lollows section 3(2), ol
which the 1pArssemiy nerda anE — .
“ 1. (r) Nno court of Law in the Union shall, except
upon & question of law reserved by a Board as 10
thin section provided, have any jurnsdiction to
review, quash, reverse. interdict or otherwise in-
tetfers with any proceeding, act, order, or warrant
of the Minister, a board, an immigration officer or
a master, had, done or issued unrler' this Act, and
reiating to the mestriction or detention, or the re-
muval from the Union or any Province, of a per-
son who is being dealt with as & prohibited immi-
grant,” ) _
1t scems to me therefore that the Legislature intend-
cd that the lioard should teke the place of the ordinary
Courts, and that all appeals Irom Acts of administrative
oificers purporting to be dgne under Act No. 22 ot
1913, should be heard by this Board only. The (,purts
of law are only to sesist the Beard, il the Board itsell
thinks there is @ question of law involved, which it is
pot prepared to decide.  The Boards are substituted
for he Courts of law as far as prohibited immigrants
are concerned.  The person who is born under the
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of South Alfrica is
pot interfured with. It is only the person who comes
trom elsewhére for whom this specinl count is establish-
ed
If a warrant i4 issued by the Minister or his lawflul
substitute, or by an immigration officer, and such war-
rant deals in fact with any person who iga prohibited
jmmiprant, the Court has no jurisdiction to interfere
in any way.  I{ however the person is not a prohibited
icomigrant, and is a person born in the Upion, the
Board does not take the place of the erdinary courts,

Now the applicant was arrested under a warrant
which purports to be & warrant for the removal of the
applicant under section 23 of the linmigrants' Regula-
tion Act of 1913, and it siates that the applicant has
rendered himselt linble 1o deportation inasmuch as he
returned to the Union afler huving been deported there-
from. 'This in itsell does not make the applicant a
prohibited immigrant to whom Scction 13{(1) applies.
Under the Transvaal Immigrants” Restr ction Act of
tyoy, Sec. 2, the applicant would have been a prohibit-
+d immigrant, but this law is repealed and therefore we
cun take no notice of it.  As far as 1 am aware, there
15, at present, no Jaw in existence by which the appli-
caot can be regarded as a probibited immigrant. 1
had some doubt upon the subject, and I specifically
asked Mr. Terris if he knew ol any Jaw by which the
pulitioner can be regarded as a prohibited immigrant,
ung he hus not becn able to satisfy me of the existence
of any such law. It appears to me thurelore the appli-
cant 18 entijled tg ask this Court to say that heis a
person by within the Union, and that therelore he
rnundt be deported under the warrant in question
signed by Mr. Shawe,

. This Court cannot decide whether applicant was
horn within the Union upob the affidavits filed, The
“‘ourt will therefore appoint &'d1y op which the appli-

t may appear before this Court, with his witnesses
«- bave any, to show the Court that he is a person
born within the Union, and that he therefore falls out-
side of Act No. 22 of 1913, and cannot be deported

upon the particular warrant signed by Mr. Shawe. The -

parties to intilate to the Court what day will be con-
venieat, and the costs to follow the results. Pending
this enyuiry, I cannot express any opinion on the
question raised by the applicant.

[ N.B.—The italics in the above judgment are ours,
and the panagiaphs so italicised eloquently speak for
themselves.  As an appeal to the Appellate Division of
the Supreme Court has been noted by the Crown, we
are precluded from commenting upon the terms of the
learned Judge's decision.—Ed. LO]

INDENTURED LABOUR

It would appear, from statements made in the Indian
press, that the Government of India have unzpimously
recommended, in a recent dispatch to the Secretary of
State for India on the subject of Indian indentured
eniigration, the complete abolition of this discreditable
system. i the Indian press is well intormed, we are
sure that the whole of India will unite to express un-
bounded gratitude to Lord Hardinge and his Govern-
ment at the action they have taken, and the hope that
the 1mperial Government wili take the earliest possible
steps to give effect to the views of the Indian Govern-
mept. We are sure that, had be been alive to-day, no
one would have rejoiced more at this pews thao the
late Mr. Gokhale, to whom Ipdia owes it, tnore than
to any other single individual, that this decision
has been taken. No one who was présent at the famous
debate in the Imperial Legisiative Council at Calcutta
in 19s2 will bave forgotten the moral fervour with
which Mr. Gokhale denounced, in unsparing terms, an
immoral system, discreditable slike to the Goverament
and to the people of India. We in South Africa join
cordially in congratulating Lord Hardinge for what
will be ooe of the last, but also certainly one of the
most important, eflorts made for the uplift of India
during his period of administration,

ON " SYMPATHY"”

THeRE are apparently two kinds of sympathy, one be-
ing that to which the ordinary significance i3 attached,
whilst the other is written in inverted commas.

The first was the kind that the Indiab cemmunity ima-
gined the Government to mean when, at the time of the
settlement, in 1914, it undertook to extend sympathetic
treatment to the Indian community. The other is the
kind that has, in fact, been meted out in recent months,

To what extent, of course, the influence of the Principal
Immigration Officer has been used, we are unable to
say, though we have reason to beligve that in any appli-
cation to the Minister for special consideration of a,
particular case, a report is called for from that officer.
Nevertheless the final respousibility for the extension of

“ sympathetic” treatmeunt io 2 given case rests directly
with the Minister and the public canpot allow that res-
ponsibility to be shifted. We showed no* long ago,,
in the case of young Kadodia, how *sympathetically’

the Minister bad dealt with his moral claims to resi-
dence in the Transvaal, Other cases of just as bad a
type are within our knowledge, and we shall possibly
have to refer to them at some length on a future occa-
sion. Iu another column ip this issue, howeven will
be found as tragic a case of * sympathetic” treatment
as the most hardened anti-Asiatic vould desire. In the
case of the boys Dahya, the Minister has even refused
to allow them to remain at school in the Transvaal
under the eye of their natural guardians until the age
of 16 years, so that they might, to some exlent,aie
equipped lor the struggle for lile. No reasons are
given for this point blank refusal, and we are bound to
admit that Mr. Mahmood Suliman Mia has acted right.
ly and courageously in refusing to burden his consgience
with the responsibility for deporting from South Africs,
to God alone knows where, these innocent victims of
what we can only describe as * Teutonic ” methods of
administration. Dreadiul indeed the thought that these
children might remain to the eternal injury of the white
population in the Transvaal! Such ¢ sympathetic
treatmeat,” in our opinion, is directly opposed to the
spirit of humanity and tolerance in which Parliament
granted to the Minister wide powers of discretiop té
grant exemption in special cases. It may well be that,
in particular instances, an act of grace is performed by
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the Government, but we have reason to believe that in
maay such cases it has been ill-merited and obtaioed
by fraud or intrigue. In the instances where such an

act of grace has been deserved, the Indian community,

is not made aware of it by the Government. To do
good by stealth is admirable. Why nuilify the good

thus done by cruel and intolerant administration in cages
which are bound to appeal strongly to the humane in-

;ti;_cts? of South Aftican Indians and their brethyen in
ndia .

The Britisu Indian Association

[ From Qur Own Connzsposnrsrir]
Johanoesburg, T'uesday.

At a full committee meeting of the Transvaal British
Indian Association yesterday, attended by represent-
atives from outside districts, an important resolution
‘was passed by virtue of which Mr. A.'M. Cachalia, the
chairman, hereby invites various special committees and
societies of Transvaal Indians to appoint their repre-
septatives to attend a Conference of such representatives
to be held at Goldberg's Bioscope Hall, Jobanpesburg,
on Sunday, gth January, 1916, at 10-30 a.m., to elect
provisionally a new Executive and Committee of the
British Indian Association,

The chazirman was also authorised to coovene in
Johapnesburg a public meeting in the afternoon ok the
gth January, at 3 p.m., at a place to be hereafter an-
nounced, to confirm such eiections and protest against
certain grievances created by Government's interpreta-
tion and administration of the immigration laws..

Indentured Indians’ Contfibution
to the War Fund

‘Mr. Wm. A. Campbell, Managing Director of the
Natal Estates Limited, Mount Edgecombe, writes to us

as follows :— A T e g A ‘
Dear Sir,—It may interest you andg#your readers to
know that last pay day the Indians oh our estates sub-
scribed the sum of £38 10 10 towards the Governor-
General's Fund. The amounts collected by the different
estates were as follows :—
Mount Edgecombe Fields £4 2 6.

47" Corpubia - - - 613 4
" Saccharine - - - 8 1 o
Milkwood Kraal - - 4 © ©
" Blackburn - - - 1311 6
' Pheenix - - 2 2 6

while last month the mill men subscribed L9 9s. 6d.

" Indentured Labour to be
Abolished P -

.

- the Goverument of India’s despatch of Indentured
abour are yet available, it is understood to be a- docu-
oent of a far reaching character. * ILcovgrs ints rais-
#d; ip the report submitted last year by M , McNeill

labour conditions in the Crown and Dutch Colonies.
This was-circulated to all the Local Governments and
their opinions were received in due course after careful
consideration of the whole question. Thie issues are
narrowed down to two points, (a) whether the present
syatem should be continued or (b) abolished. It is un-
derstood that the abolition has begn urged by the Gov-
. ernment of 1ndia, and ’it is now for the Secretary of
State to decide. His Excellency the Viceroy has taken
great interest in this questionind his name will ever be
associated with the abolition” of indentured labour in
this country.—
o . & . [}

r Delhi, Nov. 12.—~Although ‘po further details about:

Bombay, Nov. t2.~-Ineonnection with the a

meny, that an impojtant despatch has beenm:eo:tnuu,

the §ecrgtary ot State by the Government of India or.

the question of indentured labour the Bombay C/cronxé

SaYS t— '

. “I1t would have been a disaster of the first magni

it the Government of India had followed theig:::l;u;j:

of the compilers of the Report in treating the question

as 'th_ey trgated it from an almost exclusively economins!

point of view and ignoyed its political and social aspects

But unde'r the wise guidance of Lord Hardinge that was

bardly likely, and we are gratified to learn that

the Goverpment of India have unanimously expressed
themselves against the system of indeniured labour and
bave recommended its abolition to the Secretary of

State, a recommendation which we trust will not be
ignored b]f Whitebhall. To Lord Hardinge of course
must be given the chief credit for this far-sighted action
aod his pame will for ever be associated with the
abolition of a system akin to slavery which has existed
too Jong under the official recogaition. Its abolition
will go far to re-establish the prestige and status of
Indians in the Crown ani selt-Governing Colonies. '

—

» Under the auspices of the Districts Congress Com-
mittee in Bombay, Mr. M. K. Gandhi recenlly deliver=d
a lecture on Indentured Indian Labour before a large

gathering at the Empire Theatre, when Sir Ibrahim

Rahimtullah pres‘ded. He pointed out that the two

commissioners, Messrs, MacNeil and Chimanial, had

advised tbe fulfilment ol certain conditions which, in

the very nature ol the contract, were imposstble of ful-

filment. They made a mistake in thinking the indent-
ured labourer to be an icdependent man. He was
bound hand and foot to his employer. They should
decline to perpetuate this hatelul system ol indenture

because it robbed them of their national self-respect.

A Prize Essay Competition

A Prize of Rs. 100 has been generously offered
by Mr. -C.-Pr Remaswemi Aiyar, High Court Vakil,
Madras, for the best Mopograph or Essay on the sub-
ject of Indian Emigration or any branch of it. 1tis
the intention ol the donor that a large number of Ind-
ians should make a scientific study of this important
Imperial Problem, and this is intended only as an en-
couragement. The Essay should cover pot less thao
30 and not more than 50 pages of full foolscap size,,
1ypewritten on one side of the paper ooly. - (1) The
competition is open to Indians only, resident in India
or abroad. (2z) The Essay should reach the Office ol
the, /ndian Emigrant, Madras, on or before 15t May,
51916. (3) The subjects selected shouid deal with the
Social, Economic and Political aspects of Emigration
in separate parts, the details of subjects under these
headings being left to the discretion of the wnters.
Obe or not more than two aspects should be attempted
under each beading. Prelerence will be given to orig-
inal and practical suggestions for improving the con-
dition and,status of Indians throughout the world and
the best means of bringiog about better relations be-
tween [odians at. home and abroad. ) o
. It is requested that each candidate while sending F
Essay wiil also add, if possible, a list ot books consu?

aitd lghiman Lal, after enquiriog into the indentured [ in the preparation. The Editor of the Jndian Enugrant

reserves ‘to hiroself .the right of making use of these
articles without reference to the writers after the award
of the Prize.  -*

Apy communicatioug an the subject may be address-
ed to The Editor, The /ndian Emgrani, 33, Broadway,

Madras.

L

We have decided to offer the remaining copies of the
« Golden Number” at one shitling.- We still have some
copies of the *“.Gokhale Souqenir;."' which we have de-
cided to offer at 1s. 6d. The postage on each of these

books is 3d.



