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THE

WESTERN FARMER OF AMERICA.

CHAPTER L

INTRODUCTORY,

Tue golden rule for successful trading is “to buy in the
cheapest and sell in the dearest market” Strange to say,
the American farmer * reverses this rule. He sells in the
cheapest and buys in the dearest market. For what he
raises he gets a lower price, and for what he consumes he
pays a higher price, than the land-tillers get and pay in any
other country in the world. This is a very singular state
of things, and is well worth thorough examination,

While the Western farmer himself neither receives nor
secks any legislative “protection,” he is compelled by law
to supply his wants, not from the cheapest sources, but
from certain privileged establishments to which he has to
pay extravagant prices. While he requires no State sub-
vention, because his occupation is of itself a profitable one,
he is heavily taxed to support uriprofitable manufactures in
the Lastern States, and has to make good their losses out
of his profits. That this is hard upon him everybody must
admit, but no one can realise how really hard it is, or
how vast a sem is yeur after year wrung from him in this
way, without resorting to figures and setting it forth in

* The word “ farmer” will be used throughoui these pages as mean-
ing the producer of all articles derived from the cultivation of the soil
whether grain or cotton, meat or tobacco, &,

Cw
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6 THE WESTERN FARMER

dollars and cents. -This we shall proceed to do as
accurately and as briefly as we can.

For this purpose let us inquire—

1. How much 15 actually taken vearly out of the
pockets of the American farmers by compelling them o
buy dear, instead of allowing them to buy cheap, goods.

2. What becomes of the enormous sum that is yearly
drained from them in this way.

3. How this dreadful and wanton waste can Le
avoided.
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CHAPTER IL

HOW MUCH 1S ACTUALLY TAKEN (YEARLY) OUT OF THE.

POCKETS OF THE AERICAN FARMERS BY COMPELLING

THEM TO BUY DEAR, INSTEAD OF ALLOWING THEM TO-

BUY CHEAP, COODS.

'

Dy the census of 1870 the population of the United States
was found to be 38,600,000; and the number over ten
years of age was 28,229,000, Of these, 12,506,000" were
engaged in various kinds of occupations, the rest being
woren, young persons of both sexes, idlers, &c.  What
were the respective employments of these 12,506,000
. workers?  According to the census returns there-were—

5,022,000 persons engaged in agricultuse,

2,685,000 ,, s inprofessional and personal service.

1,191,000, 5+ in trade and transportation,
634,000 ,, ,» o mechanical trades and mining.

2,034,000 , 5 in manufactures. .

12,506,000 -

In round numbers, there were two millions of persons
engaged in manufactures, and these were exclusively privi-
leged to supply nearly all the physical wants {except food
and lodzing) of the other ten and a half millions of workers
and their families. ) .

As in these pages we only profess to represent the case
of the Americen farmer, we must confine our attention to
the six millions of persons and their familics who are en-
gaged in the cultivation of the soil. It is quite true that
the remaining four and a half millions engaged 1n professions,
in trading, in mining, and in personal service, are sufferers to

o
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-quite a.proportionate extent, but they do not come within
sthe scope of theé: present inquiry, - L
5.7 :Now let s see what is.the actual arount ‘which the
> farmers. (that. is, soil-workers generally) spend yearly on the
“.goods produced by the manufacturers,” - © ' -
.. In fhe first place, the six millions of griculturists of
+-1870-'must by -this time have increased to’ at least
17,500,000, a$ will mo'doubt be seen by. this year's census.
“.To- be, within, the mark-we will . call * them 7,000,000,
“-nearly:-all; of -them: having -wives .and children. Now,
“iwhat: is, the -average. anpual expenditure on all articles
i of - eonsumption, except food and drink, ofseach of -these
“families?- On’carefol investigation, and copsultation with
-conscigntious- ingirirers and with persons most competent to
-udge, we feel confident that we are within the mark in
‘computing “sirch :annual- expenditure at 200 dollars per
family,” including within that: average the small minority of .
“unmarried mex amopg the 7,008,000 agriculturists. It must
“be bome in mind that this amount ‘includes 1. Woollen,
“cotton, linen, and silken fabrics, and, therefore, every species
-'of clothing -for ‘male and female, as also sheets, curtamns,
“blankéts, carpets; fcc.- 2. Tron and steel manufactures, and
therefore all ‘ironavork, wire, cutlery, tools,-farming imple-
-ments, farriety, agricultural machinery, as well as railway
conveyance on iron, which cost very rauch more than it would
Mave tost had it been imported from abroad. 3. Leathern
fabrics, ‘and-therefore boots and shoes, saddlery, gloves, &s.
4. Earthenware and cfockery, tinware and glass, and num-
berless other household necessaries, all of which come under
the price-inflating influence of the Customs.tariff. . It is on
these objects-that the greater portion of the agriculurist’s
outgoings 15 expended, for he is but at little expense for
his. food;-~ Morcover, this yearly average of 200 dollars per
family ‘comprises a large number of rich and well-to-do
_persons, and it may safely be assumed as rather under than -
“over the reality. -~ ©. :
- Having'now cleared the way thus far, it 1s easy to caley-
~late the total sum annually-spent on manufactured goods by
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the farmers and agriculturists generally of the great Central

and Western States, The amount being 200 dollars to.

7,000,000 families, 1s, therefore, 1,400,000,000 dollars in the
aggregate.

The next step is to ascertain what portion of that amount
the Western farmers would save if, by the abolition of
import duties, they were left free to supply their wants from
the cheapest market, wherever that might be, whether in

America or in Europe, whether in New England orin Old

England. This question is easily solved, as, fortunately,
we have the guidance of positive facts supplied by the

official returns of the United States Government. From’

these we learn that prices are so high in America. and so

low in-Europe, that, in spite of the enormous duties levied.

on them, considerable quantities of European goods are
imported into the United States, where they must, of course,
leave a profit to the senders, or they would not be sent.
Let us enumerate some of the leading atticles imported in
the year 1878, stating their amounts and the rate per cent.
of d\mes which they had to pay :—

. " Amountin | Ad valerem Import Duucs paid on
Articles Imported. Dollars, them, according to sorts.
I

Cotton " 15,458,000 | 35, 45, §7, and 63 per cent.
Linen ” * 14,384,000 | 30, 35, and 40 per cent,

Sitk - " ' 20,103,000 | 50 and 60 per cent.

Tronand Steel,, - 6,554,000 | 30, 35, 48, 48, and 50 per cent,
Leather ” 6,500,000 | 20, 25, 35, and 50 per cent,

Earthenware and
Crockery ... vt 3,978,000 { 40 and 45 per cent,

Tin Plates awl Ware . 9,874,000 | 27 per cent,

Hemp and Tute Fabrics | 1,005,600 | 40 per cent,

Wingdoy folass vt 675,000 ] 63 and 72 per cent.
’._ —————— .
e §103,541,000

.

What do these figures mean? They mean that the prices

Waollen Manufactures $24,604,000 | 54,57, 66,70, and 7 per cent. |-

Co
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10 THE WESTERN FARMER

which the Western farmers (and the American people gene-
rally) now pay for their woollen cloths and stufis are so ex-
cessive that the Dritish woollen manufacturers can afford to
pay from 54 to 77 per cent. import duties for the admission
of their goods into the States, and still get a profit. That is
to say, that (taking the averagze duty at 66 ‘per cent) the
Western farmer could, if he were aliowed to buy where he
could buy cheapest, get the same quantity and quality of
woollen and worstéd stuffs for 12 dollars for which he now
has to pay 20.  Eight dollars out of twenty thrown away!

They mean that the prices which the Western farmers now
pay for their cotton and linen goods are so excessive that
the British makers of the same goods can afford to pay from
30 to 63 per cent. import duties for the admission of their
manufactares into the States, and still get a profit.  That is
to say, that (taking the average duty at 5o per cent) the
farmer’s wife could, if she were allowed to buy where slie
could buy cheapest, get the same articles for 6 dollars for
“which she now has to pay 9. Three dollus out of nine
thrown away ! :

They mean that the American railways e constructed
of iron which costs so dear that the DBritish makas can
afford to pay 30 to o per tent. import duties for the admis-
sion of their goods into the States, and stll get a profit; su
that the railway companics are cowpulled to charge the
Western farmer a proportionatcly excessive rate for the con-
veyance of his produce to a market.  The burden of the
difference, of coursz, [lls on the patient back of the
Western farmer !

Those figures mean, in short, that the same cnormous
artificial inflation of matural prices runs through every
article (except food) with which the farmer has to provule
his fanily,

. The American has extraordinary advantazes over (he
British farmer.  He has, first, 2 soil so furtilé as to praduce
freely with cheap tillage and no marnre ; second, a clins 1
highly favourable to agricultural operations; thind, abnsiae
of land so cheap that the fee-simple costs less than i annu-
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ally paid for rent in England, Dut, on the _()ther‘ hand, the
British farmer enjoys for the present one decided advantage:

he sells his produce in the dearest, and buys his clothing, .

implements, &c. &c., in the cheapest market in the world. -

Let us, however, continue our inquiry as to the total
annual amount taken out of the pockets of the Western
farmers Dby exorbitant protective duties. These  duties

have a very wide range. They are as low as 1o per cent..

on diamonds which the Western' farmer does not use, and
as high as 93 per cent. on cleaned rice which he dees use.
They are levied on no less than 1,600 different articles, some
of theny yielding less revenue than it costs to collect it, and
the whole producing a complexity which gives comfortable
employment to swarms of clerks, &c.,-at every seaport.
The heaviest per-centage rates are those imposed on articles

of general and necessary consumption by the people, which .
accordingly contribute very nearly three-fourths of the total

amount collected, But let us strike an average. By a care-
ful comparison of the {otal value of the chief dutiable
foreign articles imported in the year 1878, with the total
amount of duties levied in that year on the same articles,
it has been clearly ascertained that the average rate of

duties paid on their value was 42§ per cent. Were the -

average confined to the articles named in the table at p. g,
it would no doubt much exceed 42 per cent., but, to be within
the mark, we will adopt the general average. This average
then (423 per cent), is the measure of the difference be-
tween the prices which the Western farmers now pay for
vihat they consume, aud those which they would pay were
foreign articles admitted duty free. The prices which the
manufacturers in the Liastérn States make the American
people pay for their goods are not, and cannot be, less, but
are, and must be, something more than 423 per cent. in
additiou to Dritish prices, or else how could the Dritisher
pay an average of 42§ per cent. duties, and still make a
profit on what he sunds to America?  If the prices paid by
the Western farmer to the manufacturers of the Eastern
States only exceeded Dritish prices by, say 25 per cent., no
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British goods, having to pay 42§ ‘per cent. import duties,
could possibly be sent to the United States. The wvery
fact of large imports being poured in, yw after year (as
shown in table at p. g, for 1878), in spite of the 42} per
cent. duty for admission, makes it clear that the prices
in America rust be at least 50 per cent. in excess of those
current in England, or else those sendmgs would leave a
loss, and would be discontinued. Those importations, be it
noted are not fitful or intermittent, but are, though fluctu-
ating 'in amount, constant in their recurrence. The con-
tinuous overflow, however slight, of a tank is clear evidence
of its being full; and, in the same way, the continuous im-
portation of goods burdened with a 42§ per cent. duty is
clear evidence that the ordinary prices of such goods in the
importing country must keep sufficiently high to make such
importations profitable.

However, to err on the side of caution, we will, instead
of 50 per cent. or 42} —per- cent., take 4o per cent. as the
overcharge which the Western farmers have to pay for
the goods which they require to supply their wants. Now,
we have shown at p. g that their annual expenditure on
the supply of those wants amounts in the aggregate to
1,400,000,000 dollars. Let us see what’ proportion of
that sum is unnecessarily squandered. If the American
farmers were allowed to buy, as they could buy, for 100
dollars what they are now compelled to pay 140 dollars
for, it is clcar that thev could buy for 1,000 million dollars
what they now pay 1,400 million dollars for, and con-
sequently they would save 400,000,000 dollars every year.
In other words, by being left free to buy where they could
buy cheapest, they would benefit to the extent of 400
million of dollars, which they now lose by the operation of
the protective duties.

Truly a startling sum! A stupendous sum! That such
a pile of wealth should year after year be unnece:sanly
and wantonly flung away and wasted seems utterly in-
credible, and yet it is literally true. “*What!” we can
imagine a Western farmer exclaiming, “ do you mean 1o say
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that we farmers, our class alone, are every year, out of our
hard earnings, needlessly and heedlessly throwing away 400
millions of dollars, and that we could, if we would, save in
our yearly expenses a sum large enough to defray the
whole of the national expenditure nearly twice over?”
“Yes, sir,” wereply, “it 1s afact.  We have clearly shown
that the same articles of consumption that you could get
from the Britisher for reo dollars, you have now to pay

140 for. Naw, if you, one with the other, rich and poor,

spend 200 dollars a year on such articles, the common rule
of three shows that but for your heavy Customs duties you
need only spend 143 dollars for the same things instead of
200, and that, while living just as comfortably, you would
on an average save fifty-seven dollars a year, Now, as there
are 7,000,000 of you agricultunists, multiply that number by
the fifty-seven dollars which each would save,and you will find
it comesto 400,000,000 dollars, The fuct is, that you never
realised the amount of your Joss—~never put it into figures.
It is so mingled up in small doses with your daily spend-
ings that, though enormous in the gross, it does not strike
you in the detall.  You go on paying thirty cents for a knife
instead of twenty; or filty cents for a piece of canvas instead
of thirty; or ten dollars for woollen clothing instead of six ;
or your wife buys a printed calico gown for three dollars
instead of two, and so on throughout the whole range of
your requirements; but you do not stay to inquire how
much you are overcharged at cach step. Now, this has
been calculated for you.  Forevery seven dollars which you
row spend you ought only to spend five; the other two
dollars are simply thrown away in consequence of your
topert dutics,”

It has been said the American farmers actually prefer
paying seven dollars to the Eastern States manufacturers to
paying five dollars for the same thing to the Britisher, espe-
cially as the extra two dollars do not go out of the country,
Well, if the two dullars do not go into another country, they
at all events go into another pocket, and surely the
farmers can hardly e persuaded that it is the same thing

it}
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14 THE WEBSTERN FARMER
to them whether they pay seven dollars to aman in Massa-
chusetts, or five dollars for the same article to a man in
Lancashire. We believe, on the contrary, that the hard-
working Western farmer prefers getting as much as he can
for his money. But if we are wrong, and if it be really true
that the farmers are content, knowingly anc voluntanly, to
pay out of their pockets a yearly contribution of 400,000,000
dollars as a free gift to the Eastern States manufacturers, to
enable them to carry on a losing business, which, without
that assistance, would have to be given up, we can only
admire and wonder. And we wonder all the more as this
immense sacrifice is made in vain, and is of very little or no
benefit to any one. This we shall show in the next chapter,
when we examine what becomes of the 400,000,000 dollars
which the farmers lose.

At all events the farmers ought surely to have a voice in
the question, whether they really do (as it is stated they do)
prefer losing, or whether they prefer saving, the $400,000,000.

Again, it is said that the American farmers have
flourished and prospered; that they have profitably ex-
tended, and are still extending, their operations, and that
therefore they cannot have suffered the yearly loss alleged.
That does not at all follow. No one contends that an
average loss of $57 per annum sustained by each agri-
culturist could turn the scale and make farming a losing
business. It does not destroy the farmer, but it sweeps
away so much of his profits. By the census of 1870,
the total valuc o1 (co..al) farm productions amounted
to $2,448,000,000. Out of this farmers could afford to
throw away a certain portion, and still thrive and make
money. But that is no reason why they should persist in
throwing that portion away. A man with an income of
$2,500 may live on $1,000, muddle away $500 on rotten
speculations, and still lay by $1,000 a year, but he would
certainly be richer if he did not muddle away the $s500.
A waste of $57 a vear multiplied 7,000,000 times does none
the less amount to §400,000,000 in the aggregate.

Again, it is said that the prices of some of the Eastern
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States' manufactutes-are not-so- much higher than those of,
the foreigner as we make-out.:. Buty if so, why keep. up.such»
heavy import. duties ? ~ And -again,if 5o, how is it that, .
spite of thdse heavy duties, foreign: goods. can- still -afford -
(see p. 9) tocome~in? - The Westerd farmer, might. say, .

“Come, I do-not mind.paying Yo ‘per cent.dearerto your,.
than to the foreigner. -Reduce-the import duties therefore-

- from an average of 42§ per cent, to"1o' per cent...If-.your
prices are, as-you say, moderate, surely, with: a bonus of 0.,

 per-cent., -besides: freight -and- ¢harges, you. can withstand.,.
foreign. competition !~ But. if-not, and- if the; condition:of:
your .existence as- manufacturers isan iniport-duty of: 42§ '

_per cent.; which means: that we farinexs, as-a'class, are- to;.

_subscribe: out of our earnings $400;,000,600 a yearto keep-:

 you gentlemen of the” East pegging away at ‘a losing busiss"

- ness; we protest against it~ It iy paying far tooidear ¢ for a:

“whistle.' - We will withdraw from a game in.which:we areto:
find the. stakes {and heavy ones too) for-othiers to.win,.and -,
we will go. in for. buying where we. can buy cheapestd -~ "~

~ . It should further be observed that themmore freight the -
Western farimer has to pay to get his produce delivered intg’.
the European markets,- the smaller the net residue: that:

“comes-to him; for the European buyers' prices .include’

. freight. Cheap freights from America to Burope; therefore; :
mean large profits to- the: farmer;“and dear freights: small
profits. -But-as the enormous Atiferican’ import;: dukics.

" prevent ‘heavy -aiid- bulky  goods, such: as' iron;.coal,- ey
from being frecly sent from Europe o the United. States,
and as ships must make a certain amount: of freight on-.the -
round or cease running, what happens?- . They make up.for
getting little or no freight from Europe -to- America,, by
charging neatly double freight on the cotton, grain, and:
other farmer’s produce which- they convey from America- to
Europe: - This surcharge of freight from, to.compensate for-
the absence of freight to, American ports, amounts in the.

- aggregate to.a very large sum, which. comes out of the packet

of the Western farmers, and constitutes another heavy burden

. inflicted on them y the present oppressive tariff;
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Bui; the lscluef doné to the Amencan farmers by heavy
mpart- duties is not confined to the immense direct losses
nflicted:on” them, - Their interests are also vitally injured
another ,way.. The very essence of their prosperity
epends -upop - them having large and. increasing outlets.
broad Yor the large.and increasing amount of their produce.
They grow far more grain, meat, cotton, &c, than their own
ieountry. can -consame, and st look to- thexr forelgn cus-
_=tomers to take off the surplus.. But the protective duties
<tép.in; to thwart, cripple, and réstrict the facmers’ dealings
" vwith “their foreign ¢ustorners.. . How are the farmers to ex- -
ort if the manufacturers will not allow of jmports? *What
¢ foreigner to payyou in,” we would say to the farmers,
you;tefuse 1o take his goods? Will it be in gold and
ilver? : No such thing. ;- It is now well established and
‘nmversally admitted " that debts between nation and mation
“atg not paid 1o specie (beyond the merest fraction), but 4n
. reommodities, and. that all commerce is substantially barter.
“If you will- only take from the foreigner such of his goods
l«,as he “can’ make a profit on after paying 42§ per cent
“raport: duty; you. limit his power of buying from you, and
. consequently.. your ‘own_power of selling to “him... It
_' ‘becomes -4 Tiecessary ‘condition of your dealing with: bim
* that 'you' should get 50 low a price for your produce and
¥ give him'so high g price for his goods, that the masgin shall
<. make up forthe 423 per cent. import duties. - These, there-
fore, cut ‘dgainst.you both ways ~ Not only you pay more
for what ‘yau-consuine, but you-get less for what you pro-
~duce. "You may not fe€l the pinch s0 much just now, but
avemge harvests in Europe would make it absolutely neces-
“sary for the United States to secure free sales by making free’
purchases. If you aspire to Feed the world you roust take
m payment what the world can give you.”
Let us now Jook at another branch of the subject
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! CHAPTER IL

WHAT BECOMES OF THE $400,000,000 YEARLY TAKEN OUT
OF THE POCKETS OF THE AMERICAN FARMERS?

Tz amount of Customs revenue which the United States

Government derived in 1878 from duties on foreign goods -

imported was $130,000,0c0.. To this amount, the agricul-
turist, being rather less than half of the total population of
the country, contributed about $60,000,000. This was,
therefore, the proportion of the §400,c00,000 overcharged
to the American farmers on their annual expenditure, that
went to the legitimate purpose of national revenue ; and,
so far, $6o,000,000 of the total is satisfactorily accounted
for. But what of the remaining §340,000,000? Who are

co

the lucky men whom this mighty sum, drained year after .

year out of the farmer’s earnings, goes to earich? Strange
and incredible as it may appear, careful examination and
analysis will show that all this money has been, and is

being, absolutely wasted, squandered, and spent as uselessly

as it would be 1 hiring an army of men to dig holes and
fill them up again, - It has neither enriched nor even
benefited anybody. While it has to that extent impover-
ished the farmers, it has only served to fill up the gap and
make good the losses occasioned by the misapplication of
capital and labour in the Eastern States to the wrong kinds
of production.

Let us irace where these 83.40,000,000 go.  They form
the extra sum paid annually 1o the manufacturers of the
Eastern States over and above what the farmers would
Lave had to pay for the same articles were they allowed to
make their purcinses from abroad. If the Eastern manu-
facturers were able to produce their goods as cheaply as

DS
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the foreigner, all that money would be saved to the farniers;
“hut as they cannot, the farmers are made to pay the
_ difference.  Nothing whatever is got by anybody in return
“for" those $340,000,000; and that sum is simply thrown
-away.and sacrificed to make up for the want of skill, or of
capital, or of whatever else it may be, by reasen of which
the Eastern manufacturer makes no more profit by selling
“an article at $140 than the Britisher does by selling the
‘same article at §1o00. If, indeed, the Eastern manufacturer
could produce the article for §100, and if he did get $140
for it, he would be benefited and enriched ; and it might
be some. consolation to the farmers for their loss of
$340,000,000 4 year that it went to form large accumula-
tions of wealth in the pockets of their fellow-citizens in the
-Eastern States. But this consolation does not exist, and
we shall presently show that, in spite of the enormous sum
‘overcharged -to the farmers, the profits of the Eastern
manufacturer are precarious, fluctuating, and by no means
abave. the average of other cccupations. His charge of
$140 for what the Britisher can afford to sell for $100, only
leaves him a bare living profit, because it costs him $40
more to produce the article than it costs the Britisher, Why
- this should be the case we cannot here stay to inquire, but
such is the fact. Indeed, how else could DBritish goods be
largely imported into the States in spite of the 42} per cent,
“import duties which they have to pay?

It is these $40'uselessly spent out of 140, which,
added up, form the §340,000,000 which ‘the farmers of
America are called upon to throw away every year without
any benefit to themselves or to anybody else. 1t is sheer
waste ; just as itis s?ter waste to pay one man exorbitantly
for doing the same Work (no more and no better) which
another man, more expert, will do cheaply ;—just as it
would be sheer waste to\go on thrashing with a flail instead
of using a machine, merely because the man with the flail
was a neighbour, and the machine-maker was a stranger.
We can fancy a shrewd Western farmer saying, “ A man
down East makes an article which he can't aflord to sell me
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under §140, while a man over the water offers me the

same article for §100. 1 want to deal with the latter,
Lut to prevent that, they clap §40 duty on to the 100,
and then tell me that, as now, in either case, I shall have to
pay S140 for the article, I may as well buy of the man
down East, sbecause he’s a kind of brother, whereas, the
man over the water is only a cousin.  All I see in it is, that.
1 am done out of §40.” ,
That the Eastern manufacturers only make the average
profit, and their men the average wages, of other occupa-
tions, is the neccssary result of internal competition. -No
trade can for any length of time maintain higher rates of
profit or of wages than the average, because people soon
flock from other trades into that, and thus they all settle down
to about the same level. There does, indeed, at intervals
occur a sudden spurt of demand, causing for a brief period

high prices, high profits, and high wages, but these bright, -

short flashes of prosperity cost the manufactwrers and their
men very dear,  Fresh capital and fresh labour are thereby
freely enticed into the trade, and when the spurt is over,
there is not sufiicient vent for the increased supply. The
result is, ruin to wany, loss to all.  Such a spurt occurred
in 1872-3. In 1874 the reaction came, and there followed
five years of commercial depression and suffering. -An
immense body of American workmen were thrown out of
employ, and in the course of those five years (mostly in
1877 and 1878) upwards of 6oo,000 persons left the East
to seck a livinz in the West  During those five years a
large number of industrial establishments closed their doors,
and in the fren trade alone 250 blast furnaces were blown
out, and 6o to 70 rolling mills ceased work. In the six years
1873 to 1878, the average number of commercial failures in
the United States per year was 7,866, 2 zainst an average of
2,389 the previous seven years. In short, those five years
were the worsl that American commerce had ever expe-
rienced. Yet during all that time the farmers were yearly
dishursing §340,c00,000 10 support the manufacturers.
So far, however, frow enriching them, this large sum was

Co
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- engulfed in their 1osses, and was squandered in vain, Itis
abundantly clear that, as we said at p. 19, “the profits of
the Eastern mmufacturers are precarious, fluctuating, and
by no means above the average of other occupations.”

Just now (1880), the iron manufacturers are enjoying

- another temporary spust, owing to the wealth éreated by the
farmers and thé consequent necessity for more railways;
and this leads to another question of vast importance to the
farmers. - At what cost are those new railways to be con-
structed? Is the farmer’s produce to be conveyed to the
sea-board on cheap rails at a fair rate, or on dear rails at an

* exorbitant rate? Are the railway-makers to pay Pennsyl-
vanian prices or British prices for their rails? If the former,
the cost of the required iron and steel will be nearly twice as
much as if the latter.* Now, as the rates of freight must be in .
proportion, every one who may use the railways about to be
constructed will have to pay high fares and freights lor ever,

. because the legislature interdicts cheap iron and artificially
makes it dear!” Surely this would be an enormous evil, and
all the less excusable as it could so easily be avoided !

At first glance it appears almost impossible that so
vast a sum as $340,000,coo should be lost in the mere

. diversity of value between what twa different sets of men

. in two different countries can produce by the application of
the same amount of capital and labour. And yet the
explanation, when sought for, is soon found.  To tike a
man away from what he can do'well, and set him o do
what he can only do badly makes an immense difference in
the result of his labour. ~ A baker would earn poor wages
indeed as a tailyr; and a clever carpenter would starve on
“his perfonmnces as a watchmaker. A Westarn farmer
produces excellent and cheap craps, but if he were to set
up as a woollen mnufacturer he would scon come to griel
(unless indeed his (\rewhbours subscribed hands nmd_v )
make good his losses and Lolster him up)  The difference
between what men produce who are exput and what men

* The import duly on steel a* this time amounts ta 120 per cent,
N 1
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produce who are inexpert, constitutes a very large percentage
on their production, and a large percentage on the total pro-
duction of the world means 2 sum to which §340,000,000
is a trifle.  As things are, to take the world at large, the
human race do not produce perhaps the hundredth part of
what they might produce if their labour were properly and
intelligently applied. The greatest creator of wealth at the
smallest costis division of labour, and whatever interferes
with it is an obstruction to human productiveness. - Every
man ought to be allowed to do the work which early edu-
cation, long experience, natural aptitude, peculiarity of posi-
tion, or other circumstances enable him to do best; and
that legislature is sadly mischievous which shunts him off

from the nght on to the wrong line, and compels him to lay .

aside the work which he can do well and take to that which
others can do better.

It may perhaps be asked, “ How are the Eastern manu-
facturers, and the workmen they employ, to live if the
farmers withdraw the yearly subsidy which is their only
support " The answer is easy. The increased imports which
the abolition of Customs duties would bring about would

necessitate increased exports to the same amount to pay for

them; for there can be no additional import without a
corresponding additional export.  There would arise & brisk
demand for fresh capital and labour to produce those
increased exports, and that demand would absorb whatever

capital and labour might be set free by the diminished.

consumption of the Lastern States manufactures. It is
quite an exploded notion that if you import what you made
before, workmen are thrown out of work. It is not, so;

they arc merely thrown on to other work to supply the -

articles that will be exported to pay for the new fmports.
The same amount of American capital and labouy'would be
employed as before, with this difference, that,/then, their
operations would he remunerative, whereas,before, they
were not. No doubt this transference of capiital and labour
from one kind of bLusiness to another i gtended with
temporary inconvenience and delay to the;| parties interfered
Ja .

/
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with, but not more than was the introduction of steamnboats,
railways, electric telegraphs, and other improvements, which
largely benefited the many, while they were, for a time, dis-
pleasing to a few. Indeed, it would not be long before the
owners both of the displaced capital and of the displaced
labour would feel and recognise the advaritage of being
engaged in industries which were self-supporting, instead of
industries which were dependent for their very existence on
a national subvention revocable at any moment at the will
of the people.

The manufacturers of the Eastern States ¢ object to their
trades being called losing trades, because they and their work-
men live out of them.” #But they do not live out of them !
They mostly live out of the $340,000,000 which the farmers.
yearly pay to those trades over and ahove what they need
pay if they dealt with others. Theglive out of that, and
of as much more paid to them; e same way by the
rest of the American people. ‘Washelieve that many trades
would thrive better unassisted, but by clinging to Protection
they proclaim their dependence on it. Were it otherwise,
why keep up such heavy import duties, and how is it that,
in spite of those heavy duties, foreign goods can still afford
to come in? Surely those must be “losing trades” in which
$140 worth of capital and labour are spent to produce §100
worth of goods. Such trades depend for their maintenance,
not on their own merit, but on other people’s help. They
are private c:tal!” hnents supported by public involuntary
contributions. )

'\ We feel sure, however, that the manufacturers of the
Eastern States underrate their own strength, and that they
wouldl soon walk alone, if they were deprived of the go-cart
of Protection.  Under the wholesome stimulus of open
competiti®n, the energy, activity, and shrewdness of their
race would r@apidlyenable them to recover the ground theyhad
lost under the® enervating influence of the coddling system.
We would vengiure to say to them, “ Why, gentlemen, should
you not, with r.\W cotton at your doors, compete with the
Britisher, to whopt™ it goes across the ocean? = Yet whereas
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1n 1860 your export of cotton manufactures was §11,000,000, -
it was only $11,500,000 in 1878, a paltry increase of $500,000
in eighteen years! In England the increase within the
same period was §60,000,000. There is no doubt that had
you been left unencumbered by the fatal boon of Protection
you would hewe made infinitely greater progress, and you
might by this time have proved formidable rivals to the
Jutisher in neutral markets.  Again, in the three years 1866
to 18683, agricultural exports formed 7.4 per cent., and manu-
facturing and other exports 26 per cent. of the total exports.
In the three years 1876 to 1878 the agricultural exports
formed 8o per cent,, and the manutacturing and other exports
only 20 per cent. of the totality. No doubt that, but for -
the fatal boon of Protection, you would not have lagged
- behind in the race, and that your relative praportion of
exports would have shown an increase instead of a diminu-
tion.  Again, i spite of the vast expansion of the world's
commerce, the tonnage of the United States mercantile navy
is actually less now than it was twenty years ago, From
1855 to 1863 it was upwards of 5,000,000 tons ; from 1874
to 1878 1t was little morc than 4,000,000, English tonnage
in 1861 was 4,350,000 tons; in 187y it was 6,115,000,
Within the Tast twenty years English tonnage has increased -
by 2,000,000 tons, while yours has diminished by 1,000,000. .
Formerly your mercantile navy shared the carrying trade of
the world with England ; now, not only that is lost, but.your
own produce is carried away from your own ports in foreign
bottoms. s it that the American of to-day has degenerated
in energy, skill, or enterprise?  Not a bit of it But here
also Protection has shed its baneful influence. Iron has .
supersected wood in the construction of large ships, and your
tarilf makes iron nearly twice as costly to the American
shipbuilder as it is t his Dritish rival.  Abolish your import
duties, and you will speedily sce your mercantile marine
restored to its fornier splendour.”
To sum up, the vast amount yearly wiested out of the
carnings of the American farmers is simply a useless and
wanton waste, It makes them by so much the poorer,

0
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without making others one whit the richer, Moreover, it
must be borne in mind that we have in these pages only
calculated that share of the general loss which accrues to
the agriculturists, These barely form half of the total
population of the United States, and the other half suffers
a fully proportionate loss on their yearly expenditure, from
the same canses and with the same results, What steps
should be taken to put a stop to thesé extravagant and
‘unjustifiable losses shall be éxamined in the next chapter.



OF AMERICA. o 25

[

CHAPTER 1V.

HUW TO PUT A STOP TO THE INTOLERAEBLE LOSSES WHICH
ARE YEAR AFTER YEAR INFLICTED ON THE FARMERS
OF AMERICA, !

FORTUNATELY, great as is the grievance, its removal is easy.
The remedy 15 in the farmer's own hands- It lies in the

exercise of his voting power. It is simply this: let the
American farmers give their support to no candidate for a
seat in the House of Representatives who does not pledge
himself, if elected, to propose, or at least to vote for, “a 7&

duction of § per cent. every successive yeayr on. the import”

duties, till the whele are abolished.”  Never mind what party

he may belong to. The relief of the farmers from an in-

tolerable burden is not, cannot be, and must not be, a
party question. It is a paramount and inevitable measure
which comes before, overrides, and casts into the shade all
party distinctions, To refuse the abolition of the tariff is
to refuse justice to the agriculturists. ~Tt amounts to a per-
sistence in the iniquity of confiscating the farmer's property.
Up with the tariff means down with the farmer !

If it he said that abrogation of the tariff would suppress
one of the sources of 3tate revenue, the Western farmer’s
ready reply would be, “Out of the g400,000,000 yearly
tuken from us, only $60,000,600 go to the revenue. There
are plenty of ways of mising g6o,000,000 of revenue
without resorting to the clumsy, wasteful, roundabout pro-
cess of flicting on us a loss of 100,000,000 to enable
the Statz to get 460,000,000, You might as well say
that there is no other way of roasting a pig than by burning
down the house.  We shall be all the better able to pay the
taxes necessary to replace the import duties if our earnings
are Ieft with us intact.” ’
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The farmers, by insisting on justice being done to them-
selves, are at the same time fighting the battle of the
Amexican commumty at large.  All are sulterers from the
same fiscal absurdity, and all onght 10 join the farmers,
heart and hand, in enforcing thﬂ redress of a common
grievance.

Every farmer should hold this hnm‘m to the candi
dates : “T will only vote for you if you will vote for me;

“and voting for me means voting in the House for A re.
duction of five per cent. every successive yaar en tie inport
duties il the whole are abolished” 1f this were done
pretty generally, the tariff, in its present shape, would not
survive the first sitting of Congress,  The voting power
of the farmers is overwhehuing, and will further increase
after the next census, They hardly know their own
strength, They are the backbone of the great American
Republic. They own most of its soil, they have created
most of its wealth, and they form the most numerons and
influential body among its population, The excrcise of
their voting power \\ould forcibly influcnce the commercial
policy of the government, and if they clivose (o exercise it
an end will be put for ever to the yearly exactions frow
which they are now sufiering.  In other words, they have
but to signify unmistakably by their votes that they wish
to be freed from the unjust burdens laid upon them by
heavy import duties, and those duties will speedily cease to
exist. Is it possible to imagine that they should feel the
evil, know the remedy, and hesitate to ajs ] yit?

1t is doubtless trae that many, perhaps most, of the
American farmers are unaware of, or have given litle atten-
tion to, the facts set forth in these pazes, and henee their
silent endurance, But if every farmer who reads this, and
concurs in our views, weuld order from the nctlrut toan tun
or twenty copies of this litle paper, and would distribute
them by hand among his neizhbours, or Ly pest among his
friends at a distance, a spint of inquiry would m]mlly L
roused, and a dcfinite expression of public epinion would
5000 be elicited. DBy such means cach ma would con
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tribute to the good work, and, with little trouble and little
expense, the exact state of the case might be laid before
every farmer in the Union. It would be for him, after
obtaining a knowledge of facts so interesting to his class,

to decide whether he would continue to endure the grlevance 7

or insist on its removal.

Meanwhile, all honour, Western farmers of America, to
the brave and blessed work which your indomitable energy
and brawny arms are accomplishing! While in Europe
millions of able-bodied men are dragged from the plough
and the loom to be trained to bloodshed and destruction,
you are pursuing your beneficent conquests over nature,

and converting barren wastes into orchards and cornfields.

Surely the least that you can demand in return is that your
earnings should not be wrung from you by unjust laws, and

that you should be allowed to enjoy undividedly the fruits-

of your unremitting toil.

IT 15 FOR YOU TO DECIDE, AND TO ENFORCE YOUR
DECISION,

(O]

i
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APPENDIX.

— e

IN order to ensure all possible accuracy in the estimate of
the yearly expenditure of the American farmers and their
families, the writer printed and distributed among those
persons whom he deemed most competent to judge, fitty
copies of the following memorandum :—

o ESTIMATE OF EXPENDITURE IN AMERICA.

“Tt would greatly assist the undersigned in the comple-
tion of a little work on which he is engaged, if you would
kindly give him the best estimate in your power in relation
to the following subject.

.#By the census of 1870 there were in the United
States of America, out of a population of 3$,600,0c0, @
total of 12,506,000 persons engaged in various occupa-
tions. Of these 5,022,000 were engaged in agriculture,
which number has by this time (1880) increased to at least
7,000,000

“An estimate is wanted of the average annual expendi-
ture of each of these 7,000,000 persons (most of whom have
families) on all articles of consumption, except catables and
drinkables. Those articles would comprise every description
1af clothing, household ware, tools, agricultural implements,

“lway conveyance, &c. &c.
culati’ Of course, strict accuracy is unattainable, and all e.-
« Jpns must necessarily be conjectural and approximative.

', 12y be noted—

', That by ‘agriculturists’ are meant, not only the
cereal farmers, but the producers of all avticles
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derived from the soil, whether grain or cotton,
meat or tobacco, &c &e.

“2. That there are in the United -States 2, 6oo 000
farmers, who, most of them, own the 5011 whlch
they till, and whose annual expendlture must be
con51derable

Co
-

3 That the wages of farm labourers in the North

and West, range (see an article in the Times of

26th August, 1879) from $19 69c. monthly (3236
per annum) to §38 22¢. monthly (§458 per
annum). In the South, under the competition
of negro labour, wages are only $15 monthly
(5180 per annum),

“4, That, as focd and lodging cost the farmers and

labourers but little, most of their expendlture‘

falls on the articles of consumptiori comprised

in this inquiry. = The question therefore i, -

“What is the average yearly expenditure, on
such articles, of each of those 7,000,000 persons
in the United States of America, who are en-
gaged in agricultural pursuits, some of whom

are single, but most of whom. have families?’ -
1t will be esteemed a favour if youwill address a .

communication at your earhest convenience to

‘A MONGREDIEN,
“Authoy of ' Free Trade and English Cormerce)

" Foxvst Hii, near Lonoosw,
“8th Marck, 1880."

The answers received (and they were not many) ranged
from $150 per annum up to 85 per week (8260 per annum),
In the work we have taken £200 as a fair mean. But,
even upon the lowest estimate, the sum is so vast, that
it veally matters very little which valuation is adopted
If any reader thinks that $200 per annum is too high
an estimate, let him boldly strike off 25 per cent, and

&O
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the balance will still be found amply larze enough to jusiify
all our conclusions,

For our American statistics we are chiefly indebted
to that valuable compilation, “ The American Almanack
for 1879, by Mr A. R. Spofford, to which we Leg to
refer those who may doubt the accuracy of our figurcs,

Cassell, Feiter, Galnn & Caoy Lume Savvare Worm, Lo dog, Tl
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b 1353
Naixt Tag,

October 8th, 1888.
My Desr HUME, '

I promised to you in my letter of September '25th that
as soon as the tour I wasthen making was over I would
reply to yours of the 19th idem.. Ilose no time in fulfilling
that promise. ‘

2. I have to thank/ you very much for the kindly
gpirit in which your letter js written, and for the information
which you give me with regard to the statements in respect
of my attitude towards thé Congress party, which have reached
your ears. You write—"“To put the matter as succinctly,
a3 possible, the essential points of these misrepresentationd
“ are—that you are personally hostile to the Congress—thaf:
“you desire t%ﬁho take a prominent part in it—that;
“you will favour attd-sexgard all who oppose it, and that nd
“man has a chance of promation or recommendation for
“honours from you whois not willingto spend moncy in
“ opposing it and who doesnot publicly and privately denounce
#“ it"‘

3. “Now, monstrous as this may seeh, not only is it
“believed, but I can hardly fipd itin my heart to ridicule
“and scold (as I do) those who accept such absurd falsehoods—
“because, I am sorry to say, that these have been promulgated
“not only by men like Sir Syed Ahmed—who told all his
“friends that one of his ridiculously violent speeches had been
“made at your suggestion—but also by responsible European
“officials, who really cannot, it seems to me, have believed all
" “they told people.” S

4. After indicating what you consider my views on the
subject possibly to be, you add—“Now if this be really, as
“I believe, your position, will you say so? Will you say so in
“gome speech ? Will you say so in a letter tome, which I may
“pulblish, or of which, if I may not publish it, I may use the
“purport, and which I may show privately to all inﬁdels&\

“ ({r will you take some other means of making these points
“clear?”

5 Before entering further upon the subject, T must,
in justice to an old friend, say that it is not I only who have
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been misrepresented. I have known Si Syed Ahmed for the
Jast thirty years; and have found him, as T believe all who
know him have always found him, a man of the most serupu-
lous truthfulness. Ihave not a shadow of hesitation in say-
ing that it is as absolutely mpossible that Sir Syed Aled
should have made any such statement as has been” attributed
to him by your informants, as that I should have faken up
the irreconcileable xdle which in the same quarter has Leen
assigned to me. - What I have to say in this letter is identical
in substance with what I have said in eonversation with all
those to whom I may have spoken on the subject. It will
enable you to judge how far the responsible European officials
of whom you speak, have my authorify for the views which
you tell me they ascribe o me.

6. If I am eompelled in some considerable measure, in
the course of what I have 6o say, to differ from you, or to
Yeriticise from a point of view which may seem to you dis-
appointing, the action of the Congress party, I hope to do’
0 in the spirit of moderation and reasonablemess n whicl
Jyou have written to me. It is inevitable that this movement,

hich invites the attention both of those who are concerned:
with the Government and of the public at large, should bLe
seriously weighed and “examined by all who are resident in
India, and especially by those who are responsible for the
administration of its several Provinces. Itisto be expected
by critics of the Government that they should in turn Le
criticised. It is equally inevitable that the conclusions arrived
at by those who approach the subject from different points of
view should in many respects differ; and all that I need ask,
yon will, I am sure, gladly concede : viz. that credit should be
given me, when I differ from you, for the same measwre of
good faith and good will which you would claiw, and receive,-
at my hands. ‘ :

7. “If then there le anything ohjectionalle in the
“movement it must be either in its methods or its measures,”
You will remember these words in your speech at Alluhalud,
on the 30th April last, and anything that I now have to say
may convenicntly follow upon those lines.

8. Imay at once concede that, until very recently, in
fact until the issne of the Report of the Third *Indian
National Congress ” held at Madras, I saw little to olject to,
whether in method or in measure. It was possilly question-
able whether in the present emhryo state of political life in
India, agitation suclh as was encouraged by the operatious of -
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the Congress, was not likely to cause some miscarriage of the
ends desired. The experiment is quite new in India, and the
circumstances which swround it are not wholly favourable to
its development. Events have shewn too, that those who)
anticipated that agitation would produce agitation, and that |
we should shortly see the country divided into twe or more !
strongly hostile camps, were correct in their surmise. It
remains yet to be seen whether, in a country of which the.
Government is carried on in the conditions imposed upon us
in Indig, it is possible to permit contending parties the same
freedom of political action and uncontrolled liberty of organi-
sation which in England has, after long centuries and in very
different conditions, been but. comparatively of late years
acquired. But, however this may be, I, at least, saw nothing
worthy of grave objection in the method adopted during the
first two Congresses; much, on the contrary, that was interest-
ing and new tome. The measures aimed at seemed to me.
indeed, not such as would commend themselves much to the
people of that part of India with which I am best acquainted
but any objections I personally may have felt toward their
were objections of degree rather than of kind. I thought
that the people of these Provinces cared little about the aboli-
tion of the Council of the Secretary of State, and absolutely
nothing about Volunteering. But if, on the other hand, it
seemed to me that the claim for any considerable system of
representation would not bs understood or supported by any
considerable section here, or suitable to their present state of
political development, I was entirely at one with tbe Congress
party in desiring extension on some broader basis than ab
present obtains, of the Legislative Councils ; & measure, for the
rest, which had been before the minds of high authorities in
this country before the Congress party had been heard of, and
is independent of their initiative. , .

9. With the issue of the Report of the Madras Meeting,
I must admit, with the greatest regret, that the sympathy:
with which 1 had hitherto looked upon the party, received a
severe check. Inthe speech to which I have above referred
you say—* But what have been its methods? Firstly, quict
“teachings and preachings throughout the greater part of the /
“country of simple elementary political truths. The people’
“are taught to recognise the many benefits that they owo to
“British rule, as also the fact that on the peaceful continuance
“of thab rule depend all hopes for the peace and prosperity
“of the country. They are taught that the many Lardships
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“and disabilities of which they complain are, after all, though
“real enough, small in comparison with the blessings they
“enjoy * * * Theseteachings have gone on so quietly and
“unostentatiously that they have never once attracted even
“serious sttention, much less unfavourable comment. Second,
“amongst our methods is the distribution of elementary tracts
“setting forth similar doctrines and embodying teachings con-
“ceived in a like spirit in regard to the rights and duties of
“subjects. Of two of these,viz. Mr, Veraraghava Chariar's
“Congress Catechism and a Conversation between Moulvi
“Furiduddeen and one Rambuksh of Kambakhtpur, some
“50,000 copies were circulated during the past year, and
“perhaps half a million will be so circulated during the present
“year; and so-far as I know these are the only tracts yet sent
“out. Although they are to be met with in every one of the
“twelve Janguages of India, they ave also published in English,
“and every one of you may judge them for himself I sub-
“mit that when read as they stand, there is not one of you
“who will not agree that they are loyal and kindly alike in
“ spirit and in word.” :

10. I-wish I could agree with you that in the teachings
and preachings and elementary tracts, or in those, at least, with
which I have become acquainted, the people are taught to re-
cognize the many benefits they owe to British rule, or the fact

_thatonthe peaceful continuance of that rule depend all hopes
for the peace and prosperity of the country ; or that the pam-
phlets to which you refer are kindly and loyal alike in spirit
and in word. Thave read corefully and repeatedly through
both of them ; and while I find frequent passages such as
those which I will presently quote, holding up the Dritish
Government and the English officials in India, to the indigna-
tion of the people as unjust, inconsiderate, ill-informed, and
reckless of the consequences of their actions, I have failed to
find in them a single passage in which the advantages confer-
red upon India by that rule have been so much as referred to.
Here and there some of the officers of the Government in
India are given credit, if not for good service rendered, at
least for good intentions, But anything that may be said
upon this score is far more than obscured by the thickness
and depth of the darker shades of the picture, Of the India
of today, as we know it; of India under education; of India
compelled, in the intercsts of the weaker masses, to submit to
impartial justice; of India brought together by road and rail;
of India entering into the fivst class commercial markets of the
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world; of India of religious toleration; of India assured, for
terms of years unknown in less fortunate Europe, of profound
and unbroken peace; of India of the free Press; of Indis,
finally, taught for the first time that the end and aim of rule
is the welfare of the people and not the personal agerandise-
went of the Sovereign, I fail to find a syllable of recognition.
These aro the pamphlets which, as we are told in the ‘Preface
to the last Congress Report, are circulated in thousands about

o

the country, and for the substance of these pamphlets the -

critics of the Congress necessarily hold the leaders of that
party responsible. I will quote some of the passages which
illustrate the strictures which I have been compelled to make;
and which I regard as at one and the same time grievously
mistepresenting the British administration in India, and
teaching the people to aseribe to it sufferings and wrongs
which are no where defined, or even indicated ; but which are
over and over again insisted on, without precautions taken,
such as candour and prudence dictate, lest ignorant and
illiterate men—in other words, lest the great wmajority of
those to whom they purport to be addressed—should be
tempted to impute to that administration all that, however
hard and disagreeable, is necessary and inevitable in the cir-
cumstances which burden their lives. I will quote first from
the Tawil Catechism. “The disabilities under which we
“(the people of India) labour are never fully realized by them
“(the English Parliament). If our many grievances could
“only be made clear to their view in their true colours, you
“may rest assured that they would be gradually redressed.
“The English Nation, as a body, has no conception of all the
“hardships and disadvantages under which we labour under

“the existing administration here, Nor do the English

“officials in India ever report to the Members of Parliament
“what we know to be the true state of thiscountry, * * #
“They necessarily believe that all they do is vight, and that it

“ig done in the best possible manner, and lastly, they not un- .

“naturally do not desire either a reduction of their salaries
“or their powers, -and this would certainly follow if the
“English public came really to understand how matters at
“this present time really stand.” Again, “It is only by per-
“sisting in the agitation that we can make our grievance heard
“in England. If the English nation Legin to evince interest in
“the uffairs of this country, the opposition of the Anglo-Indian

. “officials, who wish to keep matters es they are, will soon.

“cease to be effective * * * * The Government offer
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=some native gentlemen seats in the Council, merely, it would
“seem, to lead the people of England into the belief that in
“the Government of this country Native opinion receives due
“weight.” Again, “Then, too, Government mostly chooses,
“not people who will fight for our rights, but more or less fool-
“ish big men, who will do just what they are told by Govern-
“ment:  So it follows that very few of the Natives, who have
“ hitherto sat in Council have tried to do good for us * * * #
“So you see, even if our people tried, which only a few ever
“have done, to fight our battles, they could do nothing, for
“these Councils are & mere sham.” Again, “Progress and
“reform are equally impossible * * * *  The Members who
“owe their seats in Council to the good-will of the Government
“will naturally, as a rule, vote in their favour. And they
“dare not fight for the people’s cause on pain of never being
“reappointed.” ,

11. To me who witnessed in 1885 the debates over the
Bengal Rent Act, in the Viceroy’s Legislative Council, and
assisted in 1886 in the passing of the Oudh Rent Act, by
which the rights of the caltivators in Oudh were affirmed and
meintained by the Government; who witnessed the strenous
opposition of the Bengal Zamindars, and the Oudh Talukdars,
ably led and strictly conducted by their representatives in
the Legislative Council ; and who had cecasion, I may add, at
the same time to admire the capacity and thorough sifting of
the subject which characterized their proceedings in Select
Committee, the assertion in these paras, that the Legislative
Council is & sham ; that progress and reform are equally im-

hossible ; that the Government will not choose members who
fight for what they believe to be their rights ; that the native
Members of the Council never oppose the Government;
that the measures of the Government are opposed to the
rights of - the people, is amazing. It was on behalf of
the rights of the very elass, the ryots, to whom these
pamphlets are addressed, that the Government, in strong
opposition to the Native members of its Legislative Council,
was in both instanees contending. It would have secued
ineredible to me that within a few months of the opposition
and public excitement which these measures aroused, any one
could have penned the passages to which I call attention,
They may pass muster in England, becanse, as is said, truly
enough, in the same pamphlet.—" The English nation do not
“ gt all understand the real state of affuirs here * * *#
« Every thing in short, is so different, that to understand matters
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“here, an Englishman who has never lived ir India, must
“make a regular study of the subject” To us, however,
whose business in life 1t is to make a regular study of the
subject, it must be matter of the deepest regret that those who
are equally well informed with ourselves should, in the course
of their endeavours to remodel the scheme of administration in
India, put, forward illustrations such as these. My own ex-
perience of the native wembers of the Legislative Council is
that, while they are apathetic so long as questions are under
discussion in which they feel no immediate concernm, so soon
as they think their interests are at stake, they stand to their
guns like men. What their attitude would be if, in some
great political question, they found themselves in opposition
to the Government, neither you nor I ean say. But it is only
just to them to assume that if they attached importance to
such & question they would act in conformity with our past
experience of them,

12. T pass now to the second pamphlet. Distinction is
there drawn between the happy state of the villagers of
Shamshpur and those of Rajah Harbansrai. “He (Rajah
“ Harbansral) lives away in the Sudder, and he never comes
“near us, and he never reads any of our petitions, and never .
“consults any of us; indeed he wo'nt see us, but sends out an
“order for us to speak to the Nuib, (his Deputy, or head
“Manager, or Agent), or the Gomashtah (Factor), who lives
“in the Rajah’s house here, and as for the Gomashtah he
“never knows anything about us or the village, for one comes
“for six months and then gocs, and the other comes for a couple
“of years and then he goes, and then another comes and so
“on. And except dear old Rai Sacharam, there has neverbeen a
“Naib or Gomashtah here who did not think be knew more
“ about everything than any of us, or all of us put together.
“They are all alike, these Gomashtahs. Jau, Chuprako; (go
“away! Hold your tongue;) dont do this; don’t do that;
“pay this; pay thatl”

“ Mowlvi Fariduddin—Well, when & Government be-
“haves as Rajah Harbansrai docs, we call ita ¢Despotic”
“Government. But how does your village thrive?”

“ Rambaksh—How does it thrive 2 Why Moulvi Saheb,
“you know that there is never a day but what there is some
“case from Kambakhtpur in Court; that we are growing
“ poorer and poorer, that land is going out of cultivation, that
“we have scarcely oxen enough to plough what we still till,
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“Took down the street, why the houses are, half of them,
“ nearly in ruins, and the two ablari (liquor) shops, that the
* Sirkur has set up here, are always full. Even this chopal,
“built by our forcfathers and so much needed for our
“meetings and our guests, is now in ruins. Look at
*“Shamshpur, It is twice as populous as this village, and
“yet there is no abkari shop there, and the Lumberdar
“ (senior proprietor) says there never shall be, and sosay
“they all. Thrive indeed! Of all the miserable places in
“this whole District Kambakhtpur is nearly one of the
“ worst.”

“ Moulvi Fariduddin. Tam afraid that is too true. But
“why is this? Rajah Harbansrai is nof a bad man. I live
“inthe Sudder and see much of hiw. He is rather a kind,
“ good man, though so occupied with bis great big house
“there, and his troops of servants, that he has no time to
“look after his affairs in the Mofussil.”

“ Ram Baksh. That's just it. I don't say he is a
“bad man, but we never see him. We send him peti-
“tions, but he takes mo notice of them. So far as any
“good to us is concerned he might be dead; but, for all
“that, he must have his money, and almost every year,
“more money and more money, till we poor people are al-
“most skin and bone. Ah! If we were only cattle, as the
“ Saheb said, we might perhaps make a rupee or two out of
“our skins; it is about all we have left” The Rajah
Harbansrai is obviously the Government of India, and the
Provincial Governors are, I suppose, his Nuibs; while under
and because of their rule ignorant people are invited by this

amphlet to believe that they are growing poorer and poorer,

that land is going out of cultivation, that they have searcely
oxen enough to plough what- they still till, that the houses
are half of them nearly in ruins, that the liquor shops are
always full, that of all the miserable places in the world
Indiais nearly one of the worst, and that the skins of its
inhabitants is about all that they have left. The pamphlet
proceeds.

“« Mowlei Furiduddin.  Ah! Ramhaksh, the Cholu
“ Saheb may think you cattle, but you are wiser than he was.
“For this evil dustur, which 1s ruining you and your
“ peighbours and village is the ‘Desvoric’ (Khud Multiar)
“dustur. And when rulers govern their suljects in this
“same way, we call theirs a ‘ DEspotic’ Government, and
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««Despotic’ Covernments always ruin the countres in
“which they are carried on for long. They may be necessary
“in the infancy of a nation; they become crimes when ib
‘growsup. Now you bavea practical knowledge of both
“gystems; you see how Shamshpur is prospering under &
«« CoNSTITUTIONAL ' system, and you know only too thorough-
“ly what Kambakhtpur is coming to under the ‘Desporic’
“system, und pray have you sny doubts as to which of these
“two is best? * * * * ¥ :

“ Rambaksh, (after some consideration) Well, there
“is our good Queen-Empress, she never comes here,
“certainly; and we never see her, and I hear the
“people in Hakikatabad sent her a petition last year,
“and they do say nearly a lakh of people signed it, but
“she never took any notice of it. But they say she is so
“busy there over in Vallayat (England) and has so many
“ countries elsewhere belonging to her that she has no time
“to attend to us Indians, When I come to think of it, may
“God long preserve her, but T don’t know that it does signify
“much to us who sits upon the Gaddi (throne) over there in
“Vallayat. I must say that thisis all rather like Rajah
“ Harbansrai's dustur, Certainly, I never heard that she con-
“sulted any of us Indians on any point, and as to gaonkhurch,
“(village expenses) well, I have heard in Hakikatabad what
“krors and krors of money are every year spent by the
“Suheb log (Europeans) and without consulting any one!
“No! This is not at all like the Shamshpur dustus.”

“ Moulvi Fariduddin, And then look at all the Naibsand
“ Gomashtahs she sends. Are they notlike Rajah Harbansrai’s ?
“ Very respectable men, no doubt; they don’t take bribes ; they
“don’t certuinly try to injure us, but what do they know of
“us and ourreal wants?  Don'’t they pooh pooh our old customs,
“and, har ke amad (each who cowes) insist on introducing
“some new fangled device for improving the condition of
“the country which not unfrequently ends in doing it harm ?
“Do they consult us? Do they ever really talk over any thing
“withus? Do they take care to sce that we approve, and
“agree to every thing, nay to anything they see fib to do?
“lsit not with them as with your Kambakhtpur Naibs?
“*What do you know you cattle follk? ITold you tongues,
“Do this, don’t do this, Is this like the *CoNSTITUTIONAL’

“ wanagement of Shamshpur or like the ‘Despotic’ of
“ Wamhal hinum 2
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“ Ramboksh, Ah Moulvi [Sakib, you are & learned
“man, but I see now what you mean, and I suppose our
“Government is what you call a ‘DESPOTIC” one, and that
“perhaps, is why the whole country now is discontented
“(it never wasso when I was a boy), and why eviry thing
“seems, from all I hear, to be going wrong, and why the
“Government jumma is always beng raised, and with it our
“rents, and new taxzes are imposed and * *

“ Moulvi Furiduddin. Yes, certainly, our Government is
“a ‘DEspoTic” one, and a “DEsporic’ Government is always,
“when long continued, bad for every country, and we in
“our country are suffering in a hundred ways on this very
“account. Bub don't think I am speaking evil of our Gover-
“mnors, for I know many of them personally, and know thaf
“as g rule, they are good and well-meaning men, men in
“many matters, far more highly educated than the best of
“us, It is not the officers, it is not the members of Govern-
“ment, or the Lieutenant-Governors or Vieeroys, that I find
“fault with. I hate the foolish fault-findingspirit,in which some
“of our mewspapers abuse, and wrongly attribute lad
“motives to many of those whom I know tobe good men.
“What I eondemn and protest against is the systen; it is
“against the system (dustur) of the Government, not against
“the Gentlemen who carry on the Government, (and who
“are as much tied down by that system as ourselves) that
“I complain.”

13, The Government of India is here deseribed as a
despotic Government;fwhich except Eby a misuse of the
term as usually employed, it is not. ~ It,is contended that after
a certain period of their existence all despotic Governments
are pernicious. Itis assumed that this period has arrived
in India; and the present Government of India is thereupon
charged with the existence of misrule and of publie suffering
which can only be remedied by the gradual and progressive
introduction of represeututive Government. On the above
four assumptions rests the final conclusion, With regard to
all four the onus of proof rests with the Congress party; and
until some serious effort has been made to dispose of it, I
think you must expect to find a consideralle section of the
community, both here and elsewhere, will hesitate to accepb
the conclusion,

14, I find, for the rest, in the above paras. plenty of
teaching as to the hardships and disubilities of \\'hich_ the
peoplo are to complain. 1 fail, however, to find any definite,
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or even indefinite statement of the nature of those hardships
or disabilities, beyond the assertion, (of which they can appre-
ciate the value,) that nothing is left to them, but their skins.
I entirely fail to recognise in the picture of the material ruin
of Kawmbakhtpur (the Luckless Village) anything in any way
approaching to the Buitish India of today, such as I know it,
I fail equally te find a single paragraph that is kindly, whe-
ther in spirit or in word, in this terrible and unrelieved picture
of & starving, oppressed, and brutalised India, groaning under
an unsympathetic and oppressive rule, and robbed by men
who, in the words of the pamphlet, if not “quite so bad as
“Mr. Zubburdust, nevertheless exist in great numbers abusing
“their official powers, and guilty of most unjustifiable acts of
“high-handedness.” Abuse of official powers, and acts of
high-handedness have not been unknown to India in past times,
and under former dynasties, and many many years must pass,
probably, before they will wholly cease to exist. But I ven-
ture to remind you that, such as they are, they are the excep-
tion and not the rule among our English officials; and that to
Dbase upon exceptional cases an accusation against the order
at present existing, with a view to its subversion by general
accluwation, is not consistent with a quiet teaching and preach-
ing of simple elementary political truths ; as, on the other hand,
to force upon the people these hideous caricatures of British
rule in India, is in violent contradiction to the statement that
“the people are taught that the many hardships and disabili-
“ties of which they complain, are, after all, though real enougt,
“small in compurison with the Llessings they enjoy.” How
can they be so taught, consistently with the theme to be proved,
viz, the calamity of despotic Government? You will have
seen in the newspapers t{mt these pamphlets have incurred
the severest censures from a variety of native pens. It is
easy to say, asthe “ National Congrass” newspapers habitually
contend, that these pens are hired or are self sceking, I, for
my part, feeling so strongly as I do, the extreme unwisdom
and unfairuess of writing and circulating among ignorant and
excitable people, foreign to us in blood, and ditfering in religion,
such acensations as these, against the present Government in
India, am unable to agree that native gentlemen who profess
to share the same view are necessarily actuated by feclings
other than my own. I can quite understand a man saying to
bimself, “This is minching Mallecho; this means mischief.” I
think it was in an evil hour for the interests of the Congress
party that those pamphlets were penned or published, . Space
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forbids me to deal with them at greater length, but I should
like to indicate them to you in a spirit of the most friendly
remonstrance, as bearing, in my eyes, a character which 13
absolutely inconsistent with what, judging from the remarks
in your speech of April, they seem to carry, to you. In that
“good will toall ” which you desire to adopt as your watchward
they even appear to me to be conspicuously wanting,

15, Another of the methods of the Congress which seems
to me open fo serious objection is that of identifying itself
with the majority of the people of India and of habitually
assuming that it has the right to speak in the name of that
majority. In your introduction to the Madras Report you
have been careful to point out that the Congress is a3 yet far
from representing the people, or “by any means so broad-
“ based upon the people’s will, as has been supposed and assert-
“ed.” Indeed the only possible ground on which any claim
for general representation could be put forward consistently
with what you have said in your preface, is, that “if the mat-
“ter was carefully explained to them, 90 per cent. of the adult
“male members of the entire community would ratify and
“ express concurrence in the conclusions of the Congress.” That
is as it may be. There is mueh virtue in your “If” But Iam
unable to reconcile this statement with the appeal put forward
by Dadabhai Naoroji, who is, I believe, the accredited “repre-
“ gentative in Great Britain of the National Indian Congress,”
purporting to come from *200,000,000 British suljects in
“India, to the British people.” You admit in your preface
that “ we cannot, making all allowances, see grounds for sup-
“ posing that more than 10 per cent, of these (a population of
“ nearly 200,000,000) at the utmost, even indivectly and pas-
“sively supported the Congress” I do mob kmow what is
meant by indirect and passive support. But I would ask you
to consider whether, in the face of an admission such as this,
your representative in London should have been allowed to

ublish urli ef orbi, an appeal in the character of the represen-
tative of the whole population of India. As a minor illustra-
tion of this same ohjection I may perbaps be allowed, in passing,
to refer to the passage in your preface in which you speak of the
“pretended defection of the Mussalman community from this
* national movement,” It does not scen to me, even in view
of the facts that were known to the public at that tine, that
the use of the word “pretended ” is justifiable, :

16. Of the unmeasured and often seurrilous language
of some of the Congress newspapers I will say nothing, for I
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see that you yourself in your speech at Allahabad deprecate it.
Ican only regret thal they may be tempted to appeal for
countenance to passages such as those which I have extracted
from the pamphlets authorised by the Congress. Style is, of
course, matter of opinion; and if you had not in your speech
of April expressed disapproval of railing aceusations, and asked
the supperters of the Congress to “deal in all charity with
their opponents,” I should not have ventured to call your
attention to the paragraph in your own preface, in which you
write—“ we can only conclude of any who persist in denouncing
“our political Congress, because it is not also a Social Con-.
“ference, that Divine Providence, in its inscrutable wisdom,
“has seen fit to withhold from them either integrity, or intel-
*lect, or both.” (The italics are not mine.) To say of a man
who differs from you that he must either, in plain English, be
a koave or a fool, or both, is not, I may perhaps venture, in
your own words, to remind you, to “deal with him in all
“charity,” or to afford yourself ground for hoping that you
will “sooner or later enjoy the permissible, nay blessed,
“revenge of returning good for evil.” That those whom you
have so vigorously eriticised, have some not insufficient
ground for the error into which you pursue them, is evident
to me from a perusal of the three fundamental objects of the
movement as stated in pages 2 and 3 of your speech—viz.
“First: the fusion into one National whole of all the different
“and, till recently, discordant elements that constitute the
“population of India. Second: the gradual regeneration along
“all lines, mental, moral, social and political, of the nation
“thus evolved; and, third: the consolidation of the union
“between England and India, by securing the modification of
“such of its conditions as may be unjust or injurious to the
“latter country.” The gradual regeneration along the social
line is there stated to be one of the objects of what is called the
national movement. A few lines afterwards I read that,
“people are found fatuous enough to urge it as a reproach that
“ the Congress does not directly meddle with social questions.
“Why the man who should insist on using—let ussay a
* plough—as a vehicle in which to drive along & puckha road,
“instead of confining it to its proper use of ploughing the fields,
“would not be a greater fool than the man who should en-
“deavour to work ont the delicate and intricate questions of
“social reform by the aid of the rough-and-ready engine of
“the National Political Congress.” What, I think, people have
objected to, is mot so much that the Congress does not deal
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with social questions, as that, with social questions so urgently
requiring to be dealt with, a body having for its wain object
political changes, should have thrust itself across the path
of reform. What, if I understand them rightly, your critics
say, is, not that they expect the Congress team to draw the
ponderous car of social reform, but that they find you putting
our political char-a-banc before their social reform horse,
with the result that neither will you progress, nor can they
make a single stride. They fear that the people of India will
find it infinitely more agreeable to clamour for place and
power, to ery aloud to all that pass by, that they are, in spite
of much testimony to the contrary, aggrieved and neglected,
{0 scramble for the loaves and to dive for the fishes, than to
impose upon themselves the rigorous discipline of social re-
form, and to abandon time honoured but harmful practices.
They ask of them only that they should listen to those who
appeal to the physician to commence by bealing himself.

17. You have compared in your remarks at Allahabad,
the Congress party with the infant Hercules. Let us be con-
sistent in our comparisons: and remember, in this connection,
that the prodigies of the infant were confined to the limits of
bis domestic circle, and directed to the extirpation of the
poisonous and life-crushing reptiles which infested it, and
which threatened to strangle him; the cleansing of the Augean
stables, (and, I may add, the pursuit of the golden fruit) Leing
reserved for maturer years.

18. Somuch for the methods of which you spoke in
Aprillast. T hope that I have dealt fairly with them, and
explained, in all moderation and good-will, the reasons for
which they have caused me, to my deep regret, to disapprove
of the action of your party. If I may be allowed to refer to
my own opinions, I may venture to say that Talso am in the
Liberal Officia} Camp. But this does not oblige me to agree
with all the methods of attack or to approve of all the imple-
ments of warfare employed by volunteer auxiliaries.

19. With regard to mecasures, as I have alrcady suid,
I believe that the desire to extend the Indian element in the
Councils was antecedent to and  entirely independent of any
action of the Congress party. Judging from your Resolutions
and from what I read n your last report, it seems to me
probable that you would propose to go further than I, were
1 at present a memler of the Government of India, should be

~~ed to follgghyou. But I find it difficult precisely to
of some of the (he scheme which the Congress party would
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wish to sce adopted. [n the Tamil Catechism, for instance,
1 read, “our countrymen should do their hest to establish im
“India a representative Council similar to the Parliament of
“Great Britain to consider the questions that relate to our

“well-being. We should get the permission of the British -

“ Parliament to elect the members of that Council. Her
“ Majesty the Queen-Empress should make the resolutions of
“that Council binding upon the Governors General and
“Governors.” A Representative Council the resolutions of
which are binding on the Governor-General and Governors is,
in effect, a ruling Lody. Elsewhere, however, when address-
ing, not the villager but a more informed audience, 1 find
the proposals less architious. *“The absurd nonsense that has
“been written and talled about this matter is almost in-
“credible. We have been gravely assured that the Congress
“people want to get the Government into their hands” I
quote from your Allahabad speech, and must be per-
mitted to add that, if absurd nonsense has been talked, it has
at least Catechism and text to appeal to. A really represen-
tative Council, in the present state of India, would include,
you will have foreseen, very few of the class who erowd the
Congress Lenches. In so far as men of that kind might suceeed by
energy or by manipulation of the necessary methods, in en-
tering the Council as representative of the majority, they
would occupy a false position. All' that they could claim
usefully to represent (and the Government in settling this
question must look as, pace the pamphlets, it always does
look, to what will contribute most to the good government
of India) is the small section of men educated under our
system ; the pleaders, the lawyers, the newspaper editors,
the classes who, in their own shewing, furnished more than
two-fifths of the Madras meeting, and who form the
fragment of the Indian people which owes its existence
to British workmanship. They can, at the most, claim to
represent their own views; and if representation be adjusted
to numbers, numerically they will be nowhere. Their busi-
ness at present seems to me to be to seek to communicate
to their countrymen the enlightenment which they them-
selves have received, more than to attempt to represent in
the Councils of the State either themselves or those to whom
enlightenment has not hitherto been vouchsafed. I think,
in a word, they would, if I might dare to advise them, be
more usefully employed in educating the people than in
educating the authorities. I would cordially extend to them
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that measure of recognition which, (when deprived of the
magnifying medium in which, as I think, they have un-
wisely enveloped themselves) their education, their loyalty,
and whatever is valuable in their views may require; but
cerfainly I would not wupset the whole economy of
Indian administration with its hitherto peaceful progress,
and its many mansions, in orcer to accommodate them under
its roof. It seems to me unreasonable fo ask that a large
system of representation should be introduced at the demand
of an extremely small and {)eculiar section of the people;
or that the existence of a class which has been created by
the Government, should be cited as sufficient reason for
modifying, to & very serious degree, methods of administration
familiar, and on the whole agreeable, to those vast masses of
the people who live in the traditions of the Government of
their forefathers, whose ideas of polity find their roots far
back in centuries long gone by, and who are as much ouf
of harmony with the political atmosphere breathed by us
of English birth, or desired by their own countrymen of
English edueation, as an elephant would be out of his element
in Scotch mists, or a banyan tree in Parliament Street,
The Government of the English in India is the Government
of a people far more advanced than those among whom it
exists, and it approaches public matters from points of view
which in great mensure Indians are at present, and for long
years must be, incapable of adopting. It is for the Congress
to show how such a Government can, without sacrificing
nearly all that makes its presence useful, consent to subor-
dinate its policy to the popular verdict. These people’are
in statw pupillari; can they profitably be invited to govern
their guardian?

20, Judging from the Resolutions of the last and pre-
vious Congresses, the grievances and wrongs of the people are
far other than those which the language of the pamphlets, and
indeed of your speech of April last, would have led me to
suppose. The aims of the Congress are frequently spoken of
in Congress literature as “TaE CAUSE” Putting aside the
extension of Iregislative Councils, which is by no means peeu-
liarly the child of the Congress, I find in the record of the
Madras meeting the Resolutions which embody the latest
exposition of the “THE Cause” It iy to these Resolutions
naturally, that one turns to find some setting forth of the
grievances and wrongs which are the jewels in the Congress
Crown, If a representative Council is to be cstablished to
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abolish the Arims Act, replacing, by Legislation, in the hands of*
the people weapons of which the unvestricted use under former
dynastics has greviously mutilated the roll of Indian annals,
and in our own time traced the bitterest and most bloody chapter
in our Anglo-Indian History, I cannot but think that it would
be far less usefully employed, so far as the people are concern-
¢d, than those unreformed Legislatures which have passed the
Revenue and Rent Acts, for example, for all the provinces of
Upper India, which have worked out the Indian Penal and
Procedure Codes, which have passed a variety of measures for
the convenience of the mercantile community, which, have
created Municipalties, crushed Infanticide, and which in a
thousand measures, have turned the attention of the people to
arts of peace, with a view to lead them to abandon their old
predatory habits. The separation of the Executive and Judi-
cial is & question of administration, which is by no means easy
of initiation, or sure to succeed ; foreign as it is to the notions
and contrary to the customs of all Eastern countries, who
alitab centralizing, not at dispersing authority. It is, more-
over, largely a question of ways and means. The claim to be
enrolled as volunteers, put forward as a “national” claim, is
just a little strained, is it not? If the Resolutions on these
four points are the head and substance of “THE CAUSE” in its
latest phases, I must honestly be permitted to say that I see
nothing in “ TuE Cause” whatever, for which a Rajput or a
Brahman of Upper India would sacrifice a hair of his whiskers,

21. To sum up this matter of Measures: you will
gather from what I have said, that the claim of the Congress
party to huve introduced & new order of ideas into India,
seems to me not to rest upon facts. They have seized upon
an idea already familiar to the Government, as witness Lord
Dufferin’s Jubilee speech; and they have pushed it, as it
seems to me, to extremnes which cannot be defended, more
especially in view of the circumstance that the party purports
to speak on behalf of millions whom it had no opportunity of
consulting, and who have given it no warrant whatsoever.
The catalogue of claims which constitute its “ CAUSE” appear
to me to be very far from embodying any considerable po-
pular feeling, They represent the wishes of a class, and that
a minute and exceptional class. Shorn of fictitious and ex-
agoerated pretensions, I think the movement offers little to
unfavourable criticism, I seems to me, however, probable
that the attucks which it has invited by overspreading its
natural borders, will diseredit much which otherwise might
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have been useful ; and that the aggressive tone which its organs
adopt may rather hinder than assist the Government, when
the hour for aclion may seem to it to have come.

22. Ihave expressed myself in this letter as I think
you would wish me to do, with the perfect freedom which
your letter invited, and also, I trust, with the perfect fairness
which the tone of your letter requires of me. I Jook to your
indulgence not to class we with those who have fallen vietims
to the “inserutable wisdom of Providence.” My opinions, such
a3 they are, bave been formed after patient examination and
experience of the subjects with which I have dealt in this
letter, and it is with a sense of deep disappointment only thab
I have come to the conclusion that the answer to the question
put by you, as to whether there is anjthing objectionable in
the methods or the measures of the movement, is that, in my
judgment, there is much. I have endeavoured to shew what
seems to me o be objectionable, whether in the one or the
other regard. I think it objectionable in the highest degree
that, in order to introduce changes in the adwinistration of
the Government in India, the Indian Government and its
officials should be held up to the hatred of the people as stand-
ing between them and the benevolence of the.Government
of Her Majesty; as endeavouring, in their own interests, to
obstruct measures having for their object the welfare of the
people ; and as embodying traditions and practices of oppres-
sion, and of disregard to popular claims, which, but for their
existence and influence in India would have long since been
put an end to. T object to this partly because, if without
offence I may say so, it is not true. I object to it mainly
because, while being untrue, it is eminently calculated to
further the designs and promote the aims of those natives
who are no less opposed to the Congress than disatfected to
English rule inIndia; but who will gladly avail themsclves
of so useful & wechanisin for stirring up discontent, and so
safe a propaganda for the spread of the doctrine that British
rule in Indiais a calamity. We may, as it seems to me, in-
troduce changes, proved necessary by time, in the administra-
tion of India without, on that account, labouring to mnke the
masses deeply discontented with the Government hitherto
accepted by them. Still more may we doso without mis-
representing the character of our countrymen in India, ov
the motives by which they are actuated. Iolject, finally,
because I think that the measures themselves, so far as I have
been enalled to judge of them, travel beyond anything for
which tho country is at present prepared; or involve, if curried
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out in the direction which their promoters desire, a negation of
true representation. If we areto have true representation
we must be prepared to recur to an archailc order of ideas
from which it is the great aim of the Government gradually
to wean the people. If, on the other hand, we invite, as
representatives of the vast majority, a class who are little less
separated from that majority than we ourselves are, we add
a fifth wheel to the coach. If, finally, we admit representation
of “New India” we must give it no more weight than its
numbers justify., Nobody is more willing than I am, to
recognise, and encourage, and find room under the Government
of India umbrells, for the younger men who, within the last
25 years, have, a3 you somewhere say, sprung into existence
as & new factor in the country. But I cannot, on that account,
affect to recognise in these forward spirits of the present
gencration, the political maturity of all India ; or regard even
this, the most advanced element, otherwise than as still in the
stage of political babyhood. For I cannot shut my eyes to
the fact that no nation, least of all a nation of the Fast, can
be trusted, within less than the lifetime of a living man, to
adopt and to put into practice, conceptions of political life
confined ab present wainly to the Anglo Saxon race; and only
by them elaborated after long and painful centuries,

23. You are at liberty to publish this letter, if you pub-
lishitinitsentivety. I should wish to exercise a similar discre-
tion with regard toit. I am afraid that it does not present my
views to you exactly in the guise which, when you wrote to
me, you cnticipated. But you will not, on that account, to
recur to your own letter for & moment, think me capable of
persecuting any man who differs from me in opinion, On the
other hand, you will doubtless understand that I should
not allow myself to be moved from conclusions which
Ihave deliberately adopted, by the fact that they excite
the opposition or even the ill-will of some of those
who are subject to the Government of these Provinces,
I should be only too glad to see those who direct
the counsels of the Congress, return to the attitude which in
its earlier days characterised it, and abandon the aggressive
and hostile tone of their later publications, I believe that
these inevitably must provoke opposition, alienate from them
many who, like myself, had hopeg from them better things.
Meanwhile, I shall personally watch their proccedings with
the interest they deserve; and follow the effects of their
workings in these Provinces with the vigilanee with which, as
their head, I endeavour to inform myself of all public move-
ments which show themselves within our limits.

Yours very sincerely,
A, Corvix,



(20)
RoTHNEY CASTLE,

Simlu, October 13th, 1888,

My DEAR SIR AUCKLAND,

Yesterday I received your very kind and impressive Jetter
and at once gratefully acknowledged its receipt. Today I sit
down to reply to it, and to facilitate this, [ have taken the
Liberty of numbering your paragraphs and by their numbers
I shall refer to them,

2. Before, however, discussing any details, I desire at the
outset to express my convietion that this letter of yours is one of
the most valuable contributions to a right eomprehension of this
really important subject that have as yet appeared. Thus far,
everything, worthy of consideration, that has been written, has
been wholly in favour of the Congress. Anti-Congress utter-
ances have, it is irue, abounded, but they have, been, without
exception, more or less childish or violeut in tone, illogical in
method, and vitiated by either grave ignorance or serious mis-
representation of the real facts. Your calm and courteous
exposition of your views, albeit these are based upon an
imperfect knowledge of the facts, inaugurates a new era in the
discussion, aud though I may be, as you have anticipated, a
Little disappointed at your conclusions, I have no Lesitation in
saying that your letter deserves the most careful consideration
of all interested in the Congress movement and embodies
lessons that all may profit by.

3. I will not now waste your time by discussing the part
taken by Sir Syed Ahmed in this Congress question. By me,
as by you, be was long esteemed and respected as a friend ; it is
now close upon 30 years since [ first learnt to value and believe
io him. But Iregret to say that facts, in connection with his
recent action, have come to my notice which preclude my retain-
ing any faith in his veracity except on the hypothesis, which I
gladly accept, that uge has dimned his once clear faculties and
that he is no longer altogether responsible for much that Lie says
and does where the Congress is concerned,

_ 4 Turning now to your 8th paragraph, I am glad to find
(as, indeed, I knew was the fact from the tevor of your letter
to me at Madeas, in which you promised that the Congress
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should receive the same kindly welcome at your hands in
Allahabad, that it had received at Calcutta and Madras, from
those of Lords Dufferin and Connemara), I am glad, I say, to
find that until very recently you saw little to object to, whether
in the methods or the measures of the Congress. Iam glad of
this, because it affords grounds for hoping that. partly by the
submission of fuller explanations on points in regard to which
the whole of the facts scarcely seem to have been before you,
and partly by a stricter adherence to those principles on which
you insist, and in which we all agree (though mortal like, we
may not always fully act up to them), our movement may yet
Tegain your entire sympathy..

5. I concede the absolute truth of your remarks
that, when the work was commenced, it” was questionable
“whether, in the present embryo state of political life in
“India, agitation, such as was encouraged by the operalions
“of the Congress, was not likely to cause some mis-
“carriage of the ends desired,” and that “the experiment was
“quite new in India and the cireumstances which surrounded it
“not wholly favourable to its development;” and had it been
possible, I, for one, should have been glad to see the inaugura-
tion of the movement postponed for some years. But, as has
been repeatedly explained, no choice was left to those who gave
the primary impetus to this movement. The ferment, the pro-\
duct of western ideas, education, inventions and appliances, was
at work with a rapidly increasing intensity, and 1t became of
paramount importance to find for its products an overt and
constitutional chaunel for discharge, instead of leaving them to
fester, as they had already commenced to do, beneath the
surface. I bave ulways admitted that in certain provinces and
from certain points of view the movement was premature, but
from the most vital point of view, the future maintenance of the
integrity of the British Ewmpire, the real question when the
Congress started was, mot, is it premature, but is it too late—
will the country now accept it? That question, by God’s bless-
ing the conntry has since answered in the affirmative, and a
distinet danger, that a few years ago loomed, to ali who could
see below the surface, tremendous in the immediate future, bas
now passed away, almost, if not entirely, out of sicht. For the
Congress itself and its basal principles, no justification is needed
to any one; and indeed it is only tosome of its metliods and mea-
sures, that you yourself take objection, but if, as you imply, some
Justification is required for its inauguration in the then existing
“embryo state of political life in India,” it is to be found in the
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fact that,even then, a safety-valve for the escape of great and
growing forces, generated by our own action, was ureently
reeded, and that no more efficacious safety-valve than our
Congress movement could possibly be devised, I will add that,
whatever was the case then,Political Life in India at the present
moment, taking the Empire as a whole, though still in its
infacy, is for removed from the embryonic stage,

6. But when-yon go on to say that those petrsons who
anticipated that we should shortly see the country divided into
two or more strongly hostile camps were correet in their sur-
mise, I must join issue with you and submit that you have
been misinformed on this point. There are no two hostile
camps at this moment, The whole culture and intelligence of
the country, excluding an inappreciable fraction, are favourable
to the Congress; as a native gentleman of high position and
education said to me the other day—“How can any Indian
“avoid being in heart favourable to the Cougress ? Is there one
“who does not know that it is for the good of the country " But
no doubt there is a tiny knot of Anglo-Indians, mostly officials,
whose organs, the Kuglishiman, the Pioneer and Civil and
Military Gozette, are; a few Indian fossils, honest, but wanting
in understanding; a few men who in their heaits hate British
rule or are secretly in the employ of England enemies, and a
considerable number (the’ utterly insignificant when compared
with the total population) of time-servers, men not really in their
hearts opposed to the Congress, but who have taken up the
work of opposition to it because it has seemed to them that this
will “pay.” They are very noisy and very active, and they send
wonderful telegrams of their exploits, to their patron
the Pioneer, but they are really insignificant in number and
devoid of influence with their countrymen. You will say this is
uncharitable, that it is an unwarrantable assamption on my
part, but it is the truth, aud how can I help saying it ? A truth
that before long we will prove by statistics. Agan we know
all these men, their antecedents, the repute in which they were
held before any one ever heard of the Congress; we do uot say
that they are time-scrvers because they go against the Congress,
but only that they alwags have belonged to that.type and
that being time-servers and believing that they ecan thus
win the favour of the officials (a great libel by the way on sowe,
at any rate, of these) they now, uaturally, act in opposition
alike to the Congress und their own couvictions,

7. Just look a little around you. Take the poor old

Maharajah of Benares, who has been lately put forward to op-
pose the Congress, You kuow the dear old man as well as I do;
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neither you nor any honest English gentleman who does know
him, will pretend that he has the mental capacity to think out
the simplest question for himself—intellectually he is an abso-
lute eypher—kind and courteous, but absolutely unable to form
any opinion for himself on any earthly subject. Of course the
speech attributed to him was put into his mouth by his facto-
tum and geveral Manager, Rajah Siva Prasad. And whois this
geutleman 7 A wember of the old amla class, formerly a subordi-
nate in Government employ, for many years, having got the
measure of the poor old Maharajah’s fout, . the real “ malik” of
the vast Benares domains—as such, gifted with most agreeable
mannersand a keen eye to his ownadvancement, aud as the virtual
dispenser of the Maharajah’s princely hospitality to European
officials and globe trotters, he has become a titular Rajah and
has acquired a certain status amongst Europeans. But what
native gentleman, from Calentta to Peshawar, has one jota of
respect for him 7 I do not deny a bit that personally and private-
ly he is a most agreeablo companion. I myself, despite all I
kuuw of him, cannot help liking him in a way ; nay more, when
he was the execration of the whole country and they burnt him
in effigy, I thought he was being unjustly treated, and I actually
weut out of my way to go to Benares and spend a conple of days
there in the hopes of being able to set him right with his coun-
trymen. It secmed to me that it was hard that he was to be
denied a right to his own opinion on the Ilbert Bill, and I
thought that it was merely the attitude that he took up in re-
gard to this Bill that had brought him into such disrepute.
But I found that his speech onthis subject merely furnished an
opportunity for the expression of sentiments, engendered,
long previously, by a more thorough kuowledge of his
character than I possessed,

8. Take theso-called Raja of Bhinga; does not the whols
countryknow him? A gentleman who hassuceeeded in getting the
personal title of Rajah ; who is vo more Rajab of Bhinga than I
aw®; a gentleman vastly aoxious to become a person of note,
who got some one to write an ostentatious “ history of his fami-
ly and house,” gorgeously got up, which he presented to all high
officials, and who, unable to write a single page of really good
English, gets some one to write for him letters to the Times which
he signs (but which, unless well coached up in beforehand, I would
challenge him to translate accurately into his own vernacular),
and who has been pestering editors of papers, it is understood,

* Of course he is only a recently created titular Rajah Udehy
Portab Sing, who chances to have become possessed of a portion of the
_eatates of the real old Rajahs of Bhinga, -
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to wiite him up for a seat ina Council. Now is a there a single
independent Indian who attaches the smallest weicht to any-
thing this gentleman says, or gets other people to say for him {

9, Take Munshi Naval Kishore; I would not be hard
on him, for there are, as he explained to me, excuses for him, and
his position is peculiar. But what was his character in native
society before the Congress? Did any natives believe in him,
trust him, respect him ?  How did even the Pioneer then cha-
racterize him? S ‘

10. I might go on and deal one by one with the so-called
leaders of the opposition, and T know that, with the exception,
possibly, of Sir Syed Ahmed {of whom I will say nothiug be-
cause [ believe he is a little insanc on the subject of the Con-
gress) there is not one single oue of them who in any way pos-
sessed either the respect or the confidence of his fellow country-
men even before the Congress question arose. But as a matter
of fact, you must know this as wellasI do, and besides this,
I feel that you will be only teo likely to set me down as uncha-
rituble, or to remind me that this plain-speaking is not calen-
lated to promote that concord and brotherly feeling that 1 aim at,
Yet, afterall, have I set down ought in malice ? Have I said one
word about these gentlemen, that you could deny on oath in a
Court of Justice ? And I am not playing at this matter, Iam
in deadly earuest; for it I have abandoned all the scienufic per-
suits that made the pleasurc of my life—toit [ am devoting my
whole time and fortune—to it 1 am almost giving my life, be-
cause I believe that on the successful evolution of the mave-
ment depends, alike the happiness of millious on millions, and,
in no small measure, the future progress and prosperity, not only of
India, but also of the British Kmpire; and am I,to escape the pain
of some little plain-speaking,to allow a mere handful (for they are
no more really) of men, who neither pussess, nor deserve, the
coufidence or the respect nf the bulk of their fellow conutry-
men, toimpose upon you and other good men like you, with the
pretence of their being au opposition party, a strong opposing
camp? Were I to do this I should be shirking my duty; and
this, moreover, is to me a vital point; for if; really, the Congress
had divided or could divide the countryinto two strong opposing
factions, I would bave nothing more to do with it. But the
fact is that despite the frantic and unprincipled efforts (here
again because you do not know the facts, you will say I am un-
charitable, but it is the truth) of sume, specially the Wahabi
followers of Sir Syed Ahmed, to get up rows and fights over the
matter, and so, if possible, give our movement the bad name due
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to their own misdeeds, Isay despite all this, the Congress, instead
of dividing, is uniting, is binding up old wounds, and bringing
together in harmonious co-operation men who previously scarcely
met except to quarrel and even at times fight. Itis only
the other day that an enlightened Mahomedan gentleman,enlight-
ened though he has had no English education, wrote to me from
Salem, till,recently a very lotbed of Hindu and Mahomedan
religious antagonism, blessing the Congress, and saying that if
it had donme nothing else, it had now brought together into
kindly relations all the people of Salem, Mahomedans and Hin-
dus, and . that if it had not already rendered quite impossible
any recurrence of those terrible scenes that Salem witnessed a
few yearsago, it soon would, as the people were beginning to
understand something of their rights and duties as citizens, some
thing of their real interests, and to realize that they must not
fight amongst themselves, but rather join hands in a common
effort to persuade Goverament to redress their common griev-
ances, The whole so-called opposition is hollow, making a
great show but based upon misrepresentations and possessing
no appreciable substance. It is only the Europeauns, for the
most part, who are deceived by these empty shows. Take the
absurd story put forward by the Anglo-Indian papers that Sir
Syed Abmed is the Mahomedan leader of the Mahomedans,
Why no orthodox Mahomedan will allow that he isa Mahomedan
at all. They may and will join in seeular matters, with
Christians, Hindus, Parsees, and any other set of infidels wha
are not disrespectful to their religion, but they neither can nor
will follow vor join him in any matter, because he is in their
eyes, a pervert. The fact 13 that his religious views as set
forth in his commentary on the Bible, &c, in their eyes involve
Atheism, and hence the Fatwahs denouncing him and his opin-
ions, Pray do not think that I am imputing any blame to him
for this, on the contrary I have always admired him for having
the courage of his convictions, and I, myself, occupy a precisely
similar position. For while I call and cousider myself a Christian,
believing Christ’s cardinal doctrine that on the love of God
and love of man “hang all the Law and the Prophets,” and re-
cognizing his as the most perfect type of the divine-human life,
humbly endeavour, however unsuccessfully, to imitate afar off
that life, the great bulk of orthodoz Christians will not allow that
T'am a Christian at _all, becanse I am unable to accept many of
the fundawental dogmas of the majority of the churches,
as they are mow wunderstood and preached in these. Thus
I am the last person to blame Sir Syed Abmed in this
respect; but then I do not go amongst the Hindus and
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claim to be a Christian leader of orthodox Christians. The
idea that Sir Syed Ahmed can be, in any matter, the leader
of any appreciable fraction of the orthodox Mabhomedans is a
pure delusion, and a delusion confined almost exclusively to
Europeans, though of course the Anti-Congress knot of natives,
seeing how it goes down with the officials, put it forward as
strongly as they can.

L

11. I have dwelt at some length on this peint (al-
though I have not said balf that might be said on the subject),
because it is really of vital importance that you should, if possi-
ble, realize how extremely unsubstantial and unreal is the so-.
called Anti-Congress Party. It owes its existence almost wholly
to the promptings and support of a small but influential sec-
tion of the Auglo-Indian Party. It has not the sincere heart-
telt support of five men per million of the population of the
empire, and despite its show and swagger, and the persistent
falsehoods promulgated by the Pioneer and its clientéle, et id
genus omne, and the magnificent donations of Native Princes
who, because Sir Syed Ahmed dates from and remains at
Nyneetal, believe him to be your mouthpigce and you to be
acting in concurrence with the Viceroy (a pure slander on both
of you, but none the less widely believed), will, within
the next three years, become universully known as what it really
is and virtually collapse.

12.  Tu most of the rest of vour remarks in para. 8 I quite
concur. It is undeniable that when the first Congress was held
the people of the United Provinces,knew and cared nothing about
representative institutions, the abolition of the Council of the
Secretary of State,voluntecring,and the like. But along with this,
if we are to understand the matter richtly, we must cousider
three other facts. Iirst, that these United Provinces were, with
Sindb, the most backward Provinees, politically speaking, in the
empire, and that when there was an urgent pressure for moving
elsewhere, the whole country could not be kept back on account
of the backwarduess of oue or two portions. Secound, that
though there was absolutely no knowledge of the particular
measures you refer to, or indeed of any general ~or abstract
proposition, there was a wide spread feeling that things were not
going right, that times were becoming hard, a feeling that
would have grown into dissaffection, had it not been made clear
to the people that legitimate and constitutional methods existed
by which they could get such changes bronght about in the admi-
mistration as would euable them to get their grievances and dis-
comforts and disappointed expectatious, ventilated and thorongh-
ly considered. Third, that though four years ago the case was as
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vou state, now you can hardly find a village of even 500 inbabi-
tants in this whole territory in which there are not some few, at
any rafe, (in some you will find scores) who understaud a great
deal about the Congress and realize that the introduction of
some representative element into the administration would be
a boon to them and to the country.

13. | Again, nothing can be more true than that the idea
{in which, as you say, you fully sympathize, as with your liberal
views you necessarily must) of placing the Legislative Councils
on a more popular and broader basis had been before the minds
of high authorities here before the Congress party had ever
been heard of and quite independently of their initative, But
for this fact and the knowledge that mauy of the broadest
minded Anglo-Tndian statesmen favoured this view,theCongress
would never have been able to bring it forward with the confidence
which they did.  But here too it must be borne in mind, that
if there are broad-minded, there are also narrow-minded states-
men, that if a few of the best men favoured this view, a great
pumber of the second best disapproved it; that noble views may,
under such circumstances, remain a very, very long period, stil
in a viewy stage, without attaining any practical embodiment,and
that the great scrvice rendered by the Congress party has been
to strengthen the hands of these pioncers of thought, by teaching
large sections of the community the value of these views and
then bringing home to large numbers of influential ‘men here
and in England, that an appreciable portion of the community
here, really desired and would recetve with gratitude, those
reforms which these high authorities, to wlhom you refer, had
long since conceived to be richt or expedient. From the very
nature of the case, vo political measure that has actually come
like tliis one, within the sphere of practical politics, can ever
possibly retain iu it any flavoor of origiuality ; but, does it not
seemn to you, on reconsideration, a little illogical to taunt us, ag
you do, however geutly and kindly, with a Jack of orizinality,
when any such originality in our proposals weuld be our gravest
eonlemuation? No, the Congress Party elaim no originality
and the measures that they put forward are ouly such as have
been for years and years not only in the minds of, but frankly
discussed between, the best and wisest men; only such, in a

word, as after a long embryotic stage have emcrged fully orga-
nized for practical existence,

1+ To return, after explaining that until quite receatly
you viewed the Congress movement with vo disfuvour and
even sympathized with one of its main proposals, you tell me
that since the issue of the Report of the Madras Session of the
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Congress the sympathy, with which you bad hitherto regarded
the movement, has received a severe check. You quote my
speech at Allahabad and say that in the pamphlets reprinted
as appendices to the 3rd Congress report, you find no trace of
what [ state, viz, that “the people are taught to recognize the
many benefits that they owe to British rule, as also the fact
that in the peaceful continuance of that rule depend all hopes
for the peace and prosperity of the country. They ave taught
that the many hardships and disabilivies of which they
complain are, after all, though real enough, small in comparison
with the blessings they enjoy.” Of all this you say, you find
nothing in the pamphlets,

Now, surely, this is the most unfair argument, if
you only reconsider it, that could possibly be advanced.
I speak of the verbal lectures, of which I had heard several,
and which - are all modelled on Mr. Dadabhai’s Caleutta
speech; you quote what I say of these, you elide a long
passage necessary to the right appreciation of what follows, and
then youapply to the pamphlets what I said of the lectures,
and reprove me, (yes, reprove me, however delicately) because
you do not find in the pamphlets what I said formed one main
staple of the lectures, and this though even in my speech
I had carefully drawn a distinction between the two and had
sa d that the pamphlets only referred to the rights and duties
of 1subjects. Here are my very words,

“Second, amongst our mebhods, is the distribution of ¢le-
“mentary tracts setting forth siwmilar doetrines and embodying
“ teachings conceived in a like spirit in regard to the rights
“ and duties of subjects.”

And what, pray, are the similar doctrines and teachings
conceived in a like spirit in regard to the vights and dutics of
subjects? To show this I must quote the passage which you
have elided, “They are taught,” I there say, “that all these
“grievances may be and will be redressed if they all join to
“ press their views and wishes unanimously, but temperately, on
“the Government here and on the Government and people of
“England.  The sin of illegal or anarchical proccedings
“is brought home to them, and the conviction is en-
“gendered that by united, patient, constitutional agitation,
“they are certain ultimately to obtain all they can reasonably
“or justly ask for, while by any recourse to hasty or
“violent action they must inevitably ruin their cause and
“entail endless misery on themselves,” :
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Anda 'y pressed in the Pamphlets {

Let me quot_\re not these pointsy’ '

«And 1{¢ a few Passag with these Congresses, and get
“ more aud morif we vpeople everywhere to understand them,
“and take interesa.n them, and support them, we shall, and
“that before many years are over, have so strong a voice that
“even the people of England will hear us, and once they do
“thisas b body (not merely two or three thousands here and
“there, whom alone, as yet, we have reached), all our reasonable
“ demands will soon be granted.” {Congress Catechism.)

* * * * * *

“But if we could once make the English Nation at home
“(who have none of the prejndices on these matters that Europeans
“who have lived long out here so often ‘insensibly contract), un-
“ derstand that we are no longer all of us children ; that, thanks to
# their education, numbers of us now are quite fitted by our
“superior local knowledge, not only to fill a great majority of
“the posts now held by Europeans, and discharge the duties
“thereof far more satisfactorily than these, by reason of being
“foreigners, possibly can, but even to instruct and advise in
“most matters of domestic administration, they would at once,
“ through their “REPRESENTATIVES,” insist upon our associa-
“tion in the work of governing the country on a much larger
“geale than at present, and on the concession tous of some
“form of “ REPRESENTATIVE INsTITUTIONS.” To many of the
“best and highest of them the fact that the Government of
“India is still, what they so greatly dislike, vz, “Dgesroric,”
“is a source of real regret, and they would gladly accept any
“reasonable evidence that ihe coatinuance of such a system
“was no longer necessary. Besides this, even these who are
“less liberal and less high minded are sensible, Practical com-
“mon sense is the leading characteristic of the British natinn;
“they know perfectly well that it is better to rule 2 contented,
“than a discontented people, and one of their own holy texts
“says that a dinner of herbs where peace is, is better than the
“grandest banquet where there is strife; and if once they saw
“us all, high and low, banded together and determined to
“obtain these “REPRESENTATIVE INSTITUTIONS,” then they
“have too much common sense not to allow us tohave them,”
(Conversation.) '

* * * * * »

“RAMBAKSH.—But surely yon don't want us to join toge-
ther and fight wit the Sirkar? ~If we killed all the Europeans
how should we get along? All would be anarchy (ghader), ag
I remember when I was young. You cannot mean this, ‘
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“MoLvI FARIDUDDIN.—v. , 3241 This EWould be a
sin. Why should we kill the poor Eu__ /<2 32 Tavy of them
are really good wmen, most of them mean a‘“y mc"te to do right,
They are ignorant no doubt of the rights of L oSt matters con-
cerning us; they blunder, they cause us misery, but they'do it
from ignorance—from an ignorance unavoiduble under the
system which they work on, and which, even did they wish it,
they could not change without our help. Besides, though we
of the new generation are growing up able to assist them and
do much for the country, the whole of us put together liave not
yet sufficient experience and self-refiance to manage the ad-
ministration entirely without their help. Kill the Europeans?
No Rambaksh, let us say, rather, God bless all of them (and
there are many such) ‘who feel kindly towards us in their
hearts, and according to their lights mean well towards us, and
God forgive those amongst them (and let us hope they are st
many) who dislike and despise us, and care nothing what be-
comey of us.”"—(Conversation).

And yet you want to make out that the pampllets
do not contain what I have stated of them, Now I
know you too well not to kuow that you had ne in-
teution of being thus unjust to me, but none the less see what
a grievous injustice you have mentally done me, by applying to
one thing what I said of another and dropping out the passage
which made the whole clear.

15, And, of course, the audiences addressed by lecturers’
and by the pamphlets are wholly difierent. The former may
comprise largely, ignorant aud illiterate persons on whom it s
ecessary to impress the advantages of British Rule; whercas
the latter can only reach persons who know all about Edncation,
Railroads, Post Offices, Telegraphs, Cavals, and the Pax
Britanica, and to whow it would be a waste of time to re-
explain all theso, things which they already thoronghly
realize. '

16. A great deal, therefore, of what you say in reaard to
the pamphlets, is written under a mistake, but in para, 10, you
state the general conclusion that they are not “ kindly awd Joval
alike in spirit and word”\* Here T am compulled to differ
from you, but our difference of opinion in this exse will be found
to be based, not on the pampllets themselves, but on tho
different views we take of the merits and demerits of the exist-
ing form of administration. You,I can clearly see from tho
eloquent exordium that follows your remarks just referred to,
still Jook upon our governmeut of the country through those
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rose tinted official spectacles that se long obscured my sight.
But leave the service, become # nobody, mix freely with the
0L A

people, hear what they have to 8, when not afraid to speak
their minds, study the reverse of the shield, and knowing you
as [ do, T know.well that you would wholly change your views,
As a fact, putting astde the most excellent intentions, what we
have chiefly to be proud of are, the Education, the liberty of the
Press, the Railways, Telegraphs, Post Offices and Canals, and the
general peace that we have given to the country. Are these small
things? No! very great and grand things, but notwithstandingall
these, India, insome respects, is still, anextremelybadly governed.
country. In practice, despite those grand codes, revenue, civil
and criminal, on which you dwell later with pride, there is yery
little real justice to be obtained and that little has to be paid
for dearly. Despite all courts and eodes, the poor can hardly |
ever get redress against the rich, the nou-official agaiust the
official,  We have courts of law by the hundred and the grand-
est system ever devised for extracting money from all, foolish
or unfortunate enough to enter them, but courts of justice out-
side the five or six High Courts are few and far between.

Our Police system is a disgrace to us, and I truly believe
that the steady, daily, all-pervading oppression that the Police
exercise everywhere, is even harder for the people to bear
than were the raids in olden times, once or twice perhaps in the
life time of any vitlazer, of tlie Pindarees or Mabrattas, For the
rich money lender no doubt the change has been a glorious
one, but as to the masses, they are, I believe, worse off in this
matter than their great grandfathers.

A large number, an appreciable proportion, of our
Buaropean officials are utterly uoht for the responsible positions
they hold, are not only wholly unsympathetic with the people,
altogether careless of their comfort and happiness, entirely
engrossed in theiv own sellish schemes, but in virtue of the
existing unconstitutional and illogical union of the executive
and judicial functions, ure not unfrequently guilty of acts of
oppression and injustice, which oughtto ensure, though they do
not, their ‘expulsion from the seyvice of Government,

The way in which, in many provinces, the Arms Act,
and Forest Act have been worked, have been productive of the
most wide-spread and undeserved suffering,

The Revenue laws, despite the efforts to do justice to the
peasants that have characterized the passing of some of the
more recent of them, have by their hard and fast character
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entailed misery on millions,and in not a few provinces, theit
unsuitability to the characters alike of the soil, the climate and
the people, have reduced the great mass of the agriculturalists
from comparative prospetity to almost absolute poverty.

The Militant policy of the Government, and its extrava-
gant employment of a non-indigenous agency have entailed
upon the country a weight of debt and taxation almost exceed-
ing its capacity to sustain, and as a result of these and the
heavy and constant drain of Home charges and a general want
of adaptation of the administration to the actual needs of the
couatry, this latter is growing poorer and poorer year by year,
and year by year are the millions of our half fed prolitariat
encreasing.

To me it seems a disgrace to England, that in her grand-
est dependency, the despotism she so persistently execrates
where other nations are concerned, should #till survive, and that
tens of thousands of educated and experienced men, Europeans,
Eurasians and natives of the country, should still remain
debarred from political rights which are the birthright of
every free born British subject, and should still, like dumb driven
cattle, be taxed and subjected to all kinds of laws, without being
permitted the smallest voice in either matter.

17. We have done great things for India, uo doubt, but
almost equally great things, enl these beyond our unaided
power, still remain to be doue, The fact is, our administration
looks better on paper than it is in practice; it always reminds
me of Porthos’ belt, grandly gold embroidered in front but very
plain, somewhat ragged, leather behind. It is in some respects
more ornamental exteriorly than the poverty of the interior mate-
rial warrants. No one has a greater admiration than myself for the
kindly and sympathetic impulse that prompted Lady Dufferin
to inaugurate the Association for providiug medical aid to the
women of India, but this loveable effort always sadly recalls
to me, when I think of our half starving proletariat of forty or
fifty millions, that sweet and innocent vietim of previous burcau-
cratic misgoversment (not wholly unlike our own) who
desired to give cake to a population howling for bread. These
are but the tithes of mint and cummin, ivis to the weightier
matters of the law that we have first to look. We want justice,
cheap, sure, speedy and close to each man’s door; we want s
police that the people may look up to and rely on as friends and
protectors, as much as they now hate and fear our present police as
foes and robbers; we wunt a reform in the quality of our
European agency, a careful weeding out of the unsuitables aud
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the separation of the judicial and executive functions; we want
a far more iiberal and intelligent administration of the Arwms -
and Forest Acis, so that, without compromising the public peace
or the welfare of posterity, tne men of the present day may be
exempted from harsh restrictions on the exercise of pecessary
rights long antedating our rule, and from'the destruction of tbgir
crops, their families and themselves by wild beasts, We require *
an altodether more elastic and symparheric land-revenue
system, based far more on systematic arbitration amongst the
people themselves than on Coues aud Courts and their rigid me-
chanical procedure; we want a pou-aggressive foreign policy
and an absolute absteution from Burmese annexations, Tibetan,
and such like wars, froutier trive expeditions and the like; we
want relief from many inequitable home charges some of which
ought to cease, and for the rest of which the British nation, as
all the really honestest men amongst them admit, ought itself
to pay ; we want a vast reduction in the foreign agency employ-
ed, and the substitution of a national force, partly militia, partly
volunteers, for at least half of the 70,000 Europeau troops we are
now condemned to pay for; and, not to weary you with a full
list of our grizvances, we desire that every non-official, without
distinetion of race, creed or caste, intelligent enough to under-
stand sach matters, should, through bis representatives, have a
voice in regard to all matters affecting his vwn, his country’s or
his fellow countrymen’s welfave,

18, Arid here I feel that you will ask, almost indignant-
ly whether iu many of these matters we liave not persistently
done our best to secure for the country what I have set forth as
its wants, 1 reply unhesitatingly in the affirmative. We have,
many of us, I believe, done our very best, and if we have failed
lamentably, as we have failed, in these matters, it has been due
“0 10 lack of good intention on the part of the best and noblest
of our officials, but solely to the fact that aliens aod foreiguers,
differing in manners, habits, methods of thought, traditions and
all that makes up vationality, from the people over whom we
rule, we are absolutely incompeteunt, without their full co-opera-
tion and guidance, to mould our administration and frame our
institutions here in accordanee with the real requirements of

the country, This is one of the raisons d'ére of the Congress
movement, '

19. Now if two men sit down to a dinner one of whom
is the cook, it may be natural that the latter should look upon
it as first rate, whereas the other, who has had no finger in the
pie, may think it in some respects execrable, and then, equally
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vaturally, the eriticisms of this latter, tho’ really kindly and in-
dulgent and by no means making the worst of thie watter, must
appear to the artist, who is thoroughly satisfied with his own
performance, not only unkind and unjust but altogether abomi-
nable. That a considerable portion of the European officials
shculd deny the Joyalty and kindliness of these two pamphlets
is-only natural, but that you should be amongst the number, iy
» matter of equal regret and surprise to me, for it shows; as does
your enthusiastic description of what the British Government
bas done for India, that you do not by any means yet realize
how very defective, despite all this; eur administration still is.
This you will say is a matter of opinion, but the ouly opinion
worth a strawin sach'a case is the opivion of the people,and the
entire intelligence of the country will endorse every word that
1 have said in regard to each of the erying defects in our rule
that I have pointed out. The proof of the pudding isin

- the eating, and it is the people who have to eat our pudding,
and they know ten times better thit you or 1, or Lord
Dufferin, or any other European, how grcab and serious the
defects in our admiuistration really are.

20. Having thus indicated the Indian view (and as I
belteve, the absolutely correct and true one) of the state of
affairs, which the pamphlets have to deal with, I desite to
reply more divectly to your eriticisms. Virtually you say they
are not loyal because every thing that is said in favour of the
Government is obscured by the thickness and depth of the darker
shades of the picture, because they grievonsly misrepresent
the British administration jn India, aud becanse they ascribe
'to this, wrongs or rather sufferings, without precautions taken
to prevent ighorant and illiterate mcn from being tempted to
impute to that administration all that is hard and disagrecable
in their lives. I marvel that yon can make sucl a statement
in face of passages like the fullawing,

“But don't you run away with the idea that wlen we get
** REPRESERTATION " all injustice and oppression, all poverty
“and distress, ave to cease, This it can never do, nnless amd
“until all men are good and kind and wise, and that won't be
“in our time, Mukkadamfi, All we can promise is that the
“amount of the afllictions will be greatly disinished, and a
» very great check imposed on the evil omissions or decds of
“men like Rajal Subib and the Sheikh.

Or agaiu, “ And may I say this more— REPRESENTATIVE
“ IngtrruTions” we shall get, but if we are to get all the good
“ that is possible out of these, we must not ouly induce others
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“to do justice to us, but we waust do justice to ourselves. b3
“is not merely by political enfranchisement that a people tises;
“they must grow in goodness as they grow in power, or evil
“ will come of it ; and while we band together to struggle against
«DespoTic INSTITUTIONS, we must each and all, iu our inmost
“hearts, tesolve, and keep that resolve, to live henceforth
“better lives, to love our fellow-men more, and gradually sink
“the all*ahsorbing intcrest in our own selfish cares, in a wider
“and nobler interest in the welfare and the progress of our
“country and our fellow-countrymen.” o

In the face of distinct and emphatic warnings like these,
T do vot see Low, even illiterate and ignorant men, could
possibly attribute «ll their ills to the blunders of the British
administration, DBut, as T have already explained, these
pamphlets are not addressed and cannot reach the illiterate and
ignorant, but only that massive lower middle class most of whom
wcan read and write and who are highly intelligent, altho they
lack wholly western culture. You, it seems, in common with se
many officials, nndervalue the mental capacity of our better
class common people, because they dare not-open their mouths
"and become utterly stupified before you; but there are at this
moment at least ten millions of these, any one of whom (might
he meet you face to face as an cqual, without any fear of con-
sequences) could, tho’he knowsno language but his mother tongue,
and is, possibly, by no means clear as to the Viceroy’s name, silence
yon, great and able as you are, in half an hour, from his own ex-
periences, as to the practical difficulty of getting justice
as to the cruel oppression of the Police, as to the hardness and
incquity in practice of our Revenue codes, as to the pressure of
taxation, the hardships entailed by our Armsand Forest laws,
&e. IF you think that the people do ot know and feel bitterly
about all these things, if you think that they do not speak in
far harsher and less measured terms about all these matters,
amongst themselves, than we speak of them, in the pamphlets,
then you arestill living, I fear, in a dreamland outside the
gealities of this work-a-day world of ours, accepting what wo
should alf wish to be, for what really 4s,and searccly sufficiently

realize what is going on, every where, below the delusive surface
of our official veneer.

21 You make itin the same passage, though T have not,
I see, quoted the words, a charge against us, that we no whera
define the sufferings to which we refer,—now is this rensone
able, considering that we are nddressing the people who are
suffering? I you meet a man whose face shows suffering, whe'



(36}

tells you that his shoe is hurting him, and who asks you how
he can obtain relief, do you sit down first to define the exact
points where that shoe pinches. He knows that already too
well! On the contrary, you, seeing that the fault lies in the
bardoess of the leather and its failure to adapt itself to the
patural contour of the foot, tell him at once that all he has to
dois tosoften it by thoroughly impreguating it with some
emollient, when the undue and galling pressure at many points
will cease, and the softened leather will autumatically adapt
itself to the foot. Moreover, unless you are very unwise, you
do not begin by telling bim that the shoe is nol hurting him—
on the contrary you say “poor fellow, you are suffering sadly,
I see, but you have only got todo this, and you will be ever
so much easier, but mind this wont cure that whitlow on your
finger”  And such is onr course in the pamphlets; we do not
weary him by defining his grievances which he already knows
too well; we do not pretend he is not suffering when he and
we both know he 4 suffering, but we tell hin the truth that
a great deal of his pain is due to the rigid, inelastic, unconform-
able charscter of our adwinistration, and that this can be
remedied by impregnating it withan ewmollicot Indian and na-
tional element, aud we tell him how toset to work to bring this
about. Thus we not only put him iv the way of securing relief
but we leave him with hope in bLis heart, the only true
antidote to that bitterness (which the most trivial cirenm-
stance may convert into a still more dangerous feeling) which
springs from sutfering for which no remedy but self destruction
seems possible,

92, This, I'submit, is true wisdom; we do not blink or
pretend to ivnore the grave evils that exist; to do this, to our
1deas, would be, not Loyalty, but something of a very different
character, tho' both words begin with an “L” We don't paint
our pictare coulewr-de-rose, because it would not be true und
becanse he knows the case so well that Le woull mercly
langh at us, but we put the case in fur milder language than
he uses amongst his fellows, and the thickuess and dopth of
the durker shades of our picture are the very smallest that he,
or any one who understands what the people realiy suffer, cun
be persnaded to accept as trne to pature. Is it pussible that
you fail to realize that, despite our beueficent intentious,
despite our glorivus achievements and all the material blessings
of oue class that these have paved the way fur, the interual
administrativn of the country, where Justice, police, tuxation
and poverty are concerned (and these are the main thivgs to
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the middle and lower classes) is an almost hopeless muddle,
a “mere eidolon and sham ¥

93, We are face to face with misery and misgovernment,
in every direction, a misery and misgovernment that is the
talk amongst themselves of the leading men in every hamlet,
They acknowledge aud ave grateful for the many unquestion.
ably fine things we have done for them, but they are not
altogether the ignorant and illiterate mass you fancy them,
and in every hamlet there are men, the natural leaders of the
rest, who equally recognize and grumble over the many bad
thinas they have to put up with by reason of our well-inten-
tioned ignorance of how to fit our burthen properly to their
backs, In our pamphlets we approach these intelligeutmen
with sympathy, we admit their grievances, but we put them
in a milder shape than they themselves do; we tell them
that “The English Government is superior to all other
Governments in the world, for its fundameutal principle is to
shupe its policy according to the wishes of the people,”
We tell them emphatically (in a passage which you your-
self quote at the close of your 12th para,) that it is not the
individual governors or officials who are to blame for the short-
comings of the administration, but the system, the form of
that administration; and we further show them how, by loyal
and constitutional efforts, they can secure the amelioration of
of that system, and a remedy for many of the evils they have
to contend against. Now Isubmit, and I believe that in
England, at any rate, the vast majority of thinking men will
agree with me, that this is the only wise and loyal course,
But if you areveally still able to persuade yourself that the
internal administration of the country is, on the whole, very
satisfactory, while I know that in many respects it is Iittle
Detter than 2 cliaos, and that, in just those matters which touch
the bulk ot the population most closely, justice, police and
taxation, its defects and their consequences ave grievous {o g
degree, how can we ever agree as to what is the loyal manner
of dealing with the case ?

24 And the tone of the pamphlets iy not kindly 7 I
think the tone of the lst quotation in my 14th para,, cminently
kindly. T think the fullowing, which illustrates what good
district Officersand their wives are and may be (mind such people
are merely & blessed minority), equally kindly iu tone,

“ RavpaRsH—That is very true na doubt, Molvi Sahib,
“and our Collector Sahib is good a man, and in the.bad fover



» here, a vear aga, hie cawe out Limself and with his own hands
»gave quinine to wmany, and his lady herself helpe) to nurse
“my little girl {the ove [ manied this year to Ramrutton’s
“son, vou know), and he stapped a whole weck bere, though it
“was the raivs, and he spoke kiudly to all.  Yes!leisa good
“rean.”

But, unfortunatety, at this moment, there are 1t in vour
whale great Government of the Guited Provinees more than six
Luropean oiicials of whom the people, amongst themselves, speak
as Lizhly as Rambaksh does of lis Collector.  There are a few
cthers that are liked, but there are widely known blemishes in
their lives that militute ayainst that Tiking, and there are a
aveat-t uumber that the peopls dislike or despise even more

- than ey fear them, while as to the major portion of the
cofficials, they are nothing to the people and the people are
nothing to them.  And in this we fiod a clue, not only to much
of the aladuinistration from which the peenle suffer, but ro
the entire failure to realisa this suffering which pervades the
official mind, aud which, I eaunot but surmise from your tune,
must be, to some exteut, shared by you. The silver chord of
svtapathy which once, to some extent, bound together rulers and
ruled bas snappel ; our distriet officers as a body no longer love
or lean upon their people, and the people no langer luve
or reix upan them, and the consequence is that despite their
enerey, industry and ablity, their pail Jokbirs, (informers)
and the luevitable elique of visung toadies, who have ever the
rapee teady for the Huzvor's erdeddy’s itching pabin, our diserict
officers {aud necessanily our maore exalted ofticials who can only
Tearn anything through these), are as igvorant of what the
pevple reaily tiiok, feel and snffer, as if they had chambers in
the Ajvany and lived and workied there. Lam not sure that
the admivisteation would suffer it ene balf of vur district offivers
realy did this. They wonid Le living in a bealthier moral at-
tavephre and wouldlno lun ser be, as they so often now are, the
utcowscions tools of small and ovil eliques,

23, Tread with plencare the vaszages that in this same
para. 10 v quate from the eatechisu in reference bothito the
actitnde ol wany of the Avelo-Tuiiina ofticials and the gencral
character of the existing Leaishtive Conneils, re-read these pas-
sages with ik greatest care, and cannut discover in themone word,
it should be even moiifiad. - Thev appear to me (aud, let e
nets, Lhad nothing ety ta do with them, ag they were written
by Mr. Viraragava Chariar in Madras and approved by the
Committee, when T was iu Simla, and publizhed and circulated
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without my ever sceing thewm) they appear tome, 1 say, to em-
body the trath, the whole truth aud nothivg but the truth, as
completely a3 it 1s possible for any bumau writing to do se.

26.  But when in your 11th pira, you come to state your
objections to these passages, vou must forgive we if I say, to
use an expressive colloqualisin, that you svemed to me to ges
a little miged.  When pray did we ever say that the biy uscless
1men so often put in former timesinto Council (since the Hon'ble
S. Subramania’s speech at the first Cougress, much greater cars
has been excercised 1n this matter everywhere) wound net show
fizat if you tried to meddle with their own persounl rights and
privileges?  Even the worm when trodden on will wrn, and
even Rajab Ranpal Singhi’s good uncle of pions memory, would
not have held up his band alony with the Viceroy, bad it been
made clear to lim that what the Viceroy was advocating in-
volved seiious loss to him, the Rijal, persovally.  Acending to
your own showing the Bengal Zemindars and Ou.lh Tulnqnms
were not trying to do aliy mmd to the country (which is what
we said such men rarely ﬁ~-ht fur), but ouly strupgling streny-
ously for their own pelsonal mterests; and did we ever accuse
them of any want of readiness to do this? And when asain
did we say that the measures of Guvernment are oppsed to
the rights of the people, as a gencral assertion. That they
hiave been so in many cuses, [ would not deny, bat the gencral
tenor of the pamphlets goes to show that this arises. as a
zule, from failure to realize the whole of tiie facts of the case,

27. You refer to these two acts as a triumphant vindi-
eation of these Couucils as a reality—why, they are a stauding
proof of our assertion that these are a sham.  Over the details
of these measures there was Coubtiess a goud deal of wrang-
ling, and here and there illngical additions were made in the
Beugal Tenancy bill which wade it about as clumsy and eon-
tradictory an enactuient, as we have ou the statute Look.  As
passed, it coutained sections absolutely irreconcileable and if
they-have not yet passed an amcuding act (Ido not follow the
proceedings iu such minor matters of the Counu]) they will soon
have to doso.  If you do not believe me, ask Mr. Macdonncll,
or any other of the Bengal men, who really know the aulguct
in practice. But, I say, deqpx(e the so-called strenuous efforts
and strong opposition (which did not affect the main result in
the least), the prmuples of the bills, the real points at issue, had
all been determined iu the Executive Council. So faras essentials
were concerned, the submission of the bills to the Legislative
Council, and all the Committees and the debates, were a sham.
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All the strenuous exertions, all the strong oppnsition of the
Zemindars and Talugdars, did not result in modifying, in any
essential poing, the views of the Executive,

28. You are very jubilant about these two bills, but I
am by no means sure that the people share your good opinion
of them. So far asthe Beugal Tenancy Act is coucerned, Tam
informed, that & large majority of the agriculturalists of all
classes, more or less, disapprove and disiike it.  As to the Oudh
bill, I know as yet nothing about what the zemindars aud ryots
think of it ; probably it has hardly yet come howe to these latter.
But one of the greatest Talugdars, told me here the other day
that it was pure confiscation and that it ercated, what browily
speaking never had existed in Oudh, ocenpancy rights. I
know that an infinite amount of honest labour was bestowed
ou both bills, but I know that so long as an English exccutive,
not largely tempered Dby a native element, determines the
principles of bills of this class, and an English majority prac-
tically determiues their form, such labours will never either
elicit or deserve the gratitude of the people.

29, The coneluding passages of your eleventh para,, so far
from refuting, entirely confirm all that is alleged about many
of the nominated Native Members of the Council. No one, for
one moment, questioned their readiness to oppuse Government
in cases where their own pockets are to be ronghly touched;
these are very exceptional cases that occur once 1n a life time;
what is contended, and that you admit, is that in all masters
which do not touch their own personal interests, they are
apathetic, as you call it, snbservient to Government and utterly
careless of the welfare of their conntrymen, as we consider it,
and what we say is, that in the case of elected members, these
would have to drop alike that strennous energy where their own
pockets were concerned and that apathy where the weltare of
every one else 1s at stake, or we, their constituents, would
koow the reason why.

~ 30. Turning now to your 12th para, T feel greater difii-
culty -in disenssing the Cunversation, because of this I am the
the author—and cannot feel sure, therefore, that T am impartial
in thinking it very good, and in being prepared to defend
and maintain every word it contaius.

But let me set yonright on ene point. Rajah Harbans i
is not the. Government of India, but the Government of
Eugland, a personification, if you like, of the House of Conmons,
Having quoted a passare, Ireguant as it seems to me with
trath, you remark that uuder the “rule” (of the officials here,
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who hold their office in virtue of suthority delegated to them
directly or indirectly by the Government of England,) “igno-
rant people " (not so very ignorant, please, but intelligent men,
who in their practical experience in the matters in question
would put most of us to shame) “are invited by this pamphlet,
to believe that they are growing poorer and poorer.” Aud are
they not{ Andis not this all due to our ignorance as foreigners
of how best to adjust the details of internal administration ?
That we more earnestly and sincerely desire the good of the
people (thongh the good we desire is our idea of good, ot
theirs) than perhaps any previous rulers, may be conceded ; that
by our education we are raising them and that by our practical
applications of the science of the west, we have been able to afford
them facilities of communication, and the like, undreamt, of in
the past, can be denied by no one. Why then are the people,
as a whole, less well off # Why is real justice more difficult to
obtain ? Why is the Police more persistently oppressive and ex-
tortive 2 Why does the land yield & smaller produce, than in the
time of Akhbar? Simply becausé” the whole scheme of our
‘administration has become, especially during the last thirty
years, too centralized, too Eyropeanized, too foreign to the
genius of the people ; because in'all our efforts, even in the noblest
of these, even in education, we have blundered and worked too
persistently on our own lines, too little on theirs aud through
them. And now it is too late to retrace our steps, we bave
practically obliterated the old system, we hava hastily set forces
in action whose growth will be irresistable, and all we can do
both towards guiding these to the good of India and the glory
of England, and towards remedying that internal maladmiuis-
tration which has resulted from our well intentioned but ua-
suitable systems, is to associate with ourselves, as rapidly and
a3 largely as possible, the best and ablest of the natives them-
selves, alike in our legislation and administration,

3L, Au reste, no reasonable man ever claims to push an
illustration to its utmost verbal limits—Kambakhtpur, Shamash-
pur, Satyanas Kheyra, and the leading characters are drawn
from life and introduced as conerete illustrations of abstract
propositions. Nay, the conversation itself is not wholly imagi-
nary ; indeed tho' rearranged, and shorn of remarks by Rambuksh
to which objection might reasonably be taken, it rather closely
follows a conversation that actually occurred some 3 years ago
in one of the villages of your own Province, But becguse in their
main features these villages aptly illustrated the difference be-
tween the despotic and constitutional systems, and were thus
prominently bronght forward, and because Rambaksh said in the
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quaint, half joking, half sad and serious way that our villagers
bave, that if he and the rest of his co-villagers were cattle they
might make a rupee or two out of their skius, which was about
all they bad left, it is really too much of & good thing to pretend
that the pamphlet teaches that all the people of India have
little left but their skius, though, unfortunately, this is the case
with some forty odd millions of them,

B t

32. You proceed to quote further fror the pamphlet
and then say (para, 13) “the Government of India is here des-
cribed as a despotic Government, which, except by a misuse
of the term, as usually applied, it is not.” Well, if I err in this
matter, at least I err 10 good company. I can remember at
least three Viceroys, on different ocessions, reminding nic that
“ours is a despotic (fovernment,” and by a really extraordinary
coincidence, as I was writing the foregoing paragraph, the
Lieutenant-Governor of the Panjab, came in, quite uuexpec
tedly (he is going down on Monday) to have a little talk
with me about the Congress movement, in regard to the ullimate
results of which, he also has some doubts, although on wholly
ditferent grounds, to those taken by you, In the course of con-
servation he said “of course our Government is & despotism”—
I said, “ certainly "~ but ” said he “like all others, tempered by
fear” [said, “I don’t think that is quite true of our Govern-
ment, I should say, tempered by good intentions.” He said
“as to the good intentions, there can be o doubt, but T wtill
“think that if you carefully review the past, you will agree that
“my definition is the more correct.” Nuw, whether he or I, ate
nearer the truth as regards this lutter point, at any rate he no
more doubted that our Government was a despotism, than 1
did, nor than any other thinking man, with whom [ have ever dis-
cusssd the matter, has done. In finding fault with me for des-
cribing the Goverument of India as a despotism, you will, I
believe, find yourself almost alone, amongst closely reasoning and
accurately thioking men (amongst whom I fully admit that
you must be numbered) and I can only conclude that in this
particular instance you bave allowed your mind to import into
your couception of a despotism, the cruelty, and wilful oppres-
sion that in some countries have accompanied this form of rule.
Ours is neither a wicked nor a cruel despotism, it is a well-
intentioned - and benign despotism, but, & despotism none
the less,

33. Then you go on to say that our final conclusions are
based upon four propositions, which you (is it possible?)
apparently consider doubtful, and you go on to explain that
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the onus of proof of all these rests with us, and that until some
serious effort is made to establish these we must expect a con-
siderable section of the community here aud elsewhere o hesi-
tate to accept these conclusions. Let me first say that I do
expect that the unenlightened conservative section of mankind,
the good folks whose cty is super antiquas vias stare, will
hesitate, nay will refuse, to accept our conclusions. What reform
bas ever yet heen mooted that they did not oppose ? ~ Alike in
art and literature, -in science and in politics, from the days
when Calileo (to go no further back) was persecuted for setting
forth the diurnal motion of the earth, what new or quasi-novel
departuve has ever been attempted, that these progress-fearers
have not dissented from and denounced ?

34. But I confess that I should no more have expected
you, & true friend of progress, and a thorough liberal, to require
any demonstration of the first proposition (viz, that after a
certain period of their existence all Despotic Governments
become injurious) than to require this in regard to the rising
and setting of the sun, In both cases we have the whole life-
long ezperience of all thinking men, and the entire history of the
globe to attest the fict, aud putting aside an infinitesmal
fraction of perversely minded men like Froude, you will not find
T'think, any man of any intellectual capacity in Europe or
America who will contest this very harmless proposition. As
to when that, certain period did or will arrive in each conerete
instance, wide differences of opinion will exist, but that sooner
or later it must occur, will, T believe, be almost ag uviversally
admitted, as that sooner or later death must overtake every
tiving being.

35. The second proposition, wiz, that the time has now
arrived when the despotic form of our administration has become
in many respects injurious to this country, is of course quite
open to argument, though I can hardly understand any trug
Liberal like yourself questioning the fact,

Starting from first principles we may lay down as broad
general rules, (subject to certain exceptions, which, however, do

not affect aur present case, and requiring many minor riders to
make them universally true.)

lst. That the educated natives of any country, whose
whole lives are passed in that country, whose whole interests are
centered and whose entire property is situated there, will know
mors of the wants of that country and its people, will under
atand bettor how to provide for those wants, and will be
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“more interested, earnest and persevering in making that
provision, than educated foreigners who only come to that
country as visitors for a term of years, whose most vital interests
are centered in a distant realm, where also the bulk of their
property is situated, and a fortiori, than such foreiguners if their
knowledge of the language, customs, habits of thought and
generally of the genius of the people of that country
happens to be extremely imperfect, and most of them ‘devoid of
any real or close ympathy with that people.

2nd. That there is wisdom in a multitude of Councillors
and that, in the long run, for the general purposes of every day
admioistration, the decisions arrived at as the results of full and
free discussion, by large bodies of men fully conversant with all
the circumstances, will be sounder than those arrived at, after
mere consultations in camera, by a few men, imperfectly
acquainted with those circumstances,

3rd, That the broader the basis of any Government, 7.,
the larger the proportion of the educated or intelligent men
amougst the governed that directly or indirectly take part in
it, the more stable it will be,

36. Now our despotism in India has arrived at a period
when despite there being tens of thousauds of thoroughly in-
formed natives of the country available to assist in this work,
it practically confines the diserimivation of and provision for
the wants of the country and people, to (as regards the matters
in qnestion) imperfectly ioformed foreigners ; when despite thera
being huge numbers of non-officials of all races, thoroughly
conversant with the practical working amongst the people of the
internal administration, it practically leaves all decisions in re-
gard to this entirely in the hands of tiny groups of officials, who
are most imperfectly acquainted with these practical results, and
when, despite the existence of the great bodies of thinking und
educated men referred to, it imperils the stability of the Govern-
ment by practically excluding them, almost absolutely, therefrom.
I could write fifty pages showing in detail, branch by branch,
and department by department, how the present despotic
bureaucratic system is retarding progress, aud entailing hurd-
ships on the people, but I submit that even in the brief abstract
form in which T have put it, I have sufficiently showr®that our
despotism has now arrived at a time when it has become inju-
tious to the best interests of India. I distinetly refuse to consi-
der whether the continuance of this injury to India, and her
people, may or may not, bring any counterbalancing advantages
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to Great Britain and her people ; I hold it impossible that, - in
the long run, it should doso; but Isimply decline even to
consider the question, because I hold it and I know you do
also, as an axiom, (in regard to which I will no more listen to
an argument, than I would as to the preferability of wice to
virtue) that the sole justification of our presence in India, is the
good of India and her people, :
3

37. The 3rd proposition is that, in consequence of the
already too prolonged continuance of a despotic form of Gov-
ernment, misrule, to a serious extent, and much suffering prevail,
and, after what I have already said in the immediately preceding
and previous paragraphs, this calls for no further exposition,
Ttis open to you, or to any one, to deny what T havestatedin re-
gard to the lamentably frequent miscarriage of justice, especially
in eriminal matters, the oppression of the police, the irksomness to
the people of our revenue systems, the extreme poverty of enor-
mous numbers of them, &c., but it is the simple truth, and all who
know the ways of the people of thisland, will admit that, altho’
you are a far greater man, and much cleverer and wiser than I
arn, L am ina far better position to learn the trath and far more
likely to be right, in this matter, than yourself. And I claim
not ouly not to exaggerate, but to say a great deal less than
I might. If I chose to write an Indian Uncle Tom’s cabin, I could
awaken a storm of indignation in England, not far inferior to
that which Mrs. Stowe’s work elicited in America. Mr. Zab-
berdust was & man whowm your father would have gladly turned
out of the service, and his doings in this case were exactly as
stated. I could produce a score of cases involving equal in.
justice and oppression, though of a different nature, with High
Court comments on them, and that, despite the incredible diffi-
culty that exists of bringing home misdeeds to district officials,
A single case like this (or like that of the officer who recently
cruelly flogged 40 men and boys before breakfast for what the
High Court declared was absolutely no offence) successfully
worked up to the High Court and thus secured the reprobation
it merits, indicates at least twenty similar ones, of which
neither the general public nor the Government ever hear any.
thing, Baut I have never dwelt on such cases, becanse I know
that even though many of our modern officers are out of touct
with their people, are unsympathetic. and only intelligently
mechanical, in their dealings with these, it is only & com.
paratively very small minority who are wilfully oppressive and
wicked, and to give any great prominence to their doings
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would be to convey as unfair a general piciure of our officers
as Uncle Tom's Cabin did of the slaveholders as a body.

33. The last proposition is that the maladministration
dnd suffering that results from the want of adjustment to their
environment, of our judicial, police and fiscal systems, can ouly
be remedied and relieved by the gradual and progressive intro-
duction, not, as you phrase it, of represeatative Government,
but of 2 Representative element into the Government. Truly
after what I have said, this last proposition seems to me not
only to require no separate demonstration but to follow as a
necessary corollary. We have for fifty years been doing our
best. You and I are both agreed on this poiot—but none the
less, in many matters of internal administration, facts all over
the country stare us in the face, defying us to deny that we
bave made a terrible mess of the business, We are the clever-
est people on the face of the earth—at least we think so—
and even our bitterest detractors will not deny us a large wodi-
cum of brains and capacity for and willinguess to work—and
yet we have failed and falled lamentably, and, to me at least,
1t appears simply and palpebly, because, with all other qualifi-
catious, we yet lack that supreme one of being ourselves one in
mind and heart with the people whose affairs we have sought
to regulate; because we are ignorant to a great extent of those
affairs and wholly so of the manners in which it would best
suit and please them to have these transacted; because, in a
word, we are foreigners and despite our most ardent aspirations
to do right, are unable to achieve this in these, as it were, do-
mestic matters, without the guidance aud the fullest co-opera-
tion of the people of the country themselves, and this we can
only secure by the method indicated in this last propositivn.

39. The greater portion of your 14th para. has already
been replied to, but when you say that T must have seen in
the newpapers that these pamphlets have incurred the severest
censures from a variety of native pens, I must remind you that
if in three or four newspapers, (whose character is so well known
that no one out of a certain small ring fence,heeds in the smallest
degree what they say) I have seen possibly a score of such attacks,
professedly by native pens; I have, in ten times as many news-
papers, seen endorsements, of all the pamphlets contain, by
many hundred times as many unguestionably native pens. I
do mnot; myself, attach much importance to either set of facts,
but if any argument is to be deduced from them, that argu-
ment would unquestionably be favourable and not adverse to
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the Pamphlets. Again when you say that “feeling as strongly
as [ do the extreme unwisdom of writing and circulating among
iguorant and exciteable people, foreign to us in blood aud differ-
ing in religion, such accusations as these against the present
Government in India, T am unable to agree that native gentle-
men who profess to share the same view are necessarily actuated
by feelings other than my own,” I must remind you—that the
classes to whom these pamphlets are addressed, the classes
which they can alone reach, iz, first the English educated
classes, secondly, the various classes of tradesmen und shop-
keepers, thirdly, the well to do ryois, and in, possibly, fize places
in Iudia, artizans, are not ignorant in any true sense of the
word and so far from being exciteable are probably the most unex-
citeable and law-abiding people on the face of the earth-—that
differences in blood and religion have really nothing to do with
the quiestion since it is the system" and not the individual, as is
distinetly declared, to which objection is taken, and systems,
like corporations, have neither physicality nor spirituality—that
our accusations, as you call them—guarded admissions of such
facts as it was impossible to bliok, as [ call them—are at any
rale nob one half so bitter as those which, for many years now,
all these people have beeu, amongst themselves, every
where and at all times, bringing agaivst our Government,
and that coupled with these admissions, is information as to
how by loyal and constitutional means the evils complained
of may be mitigated. It is all the difference of your stand
point. You think, that all these people who have not had an
English education, are a ull, ignorant lot, quite satisfied with
the Government, and, thinking this, of course you say, it is a
shaweful thing to go and awaken discontent aud preach to people
about grievances- which they have not recognized, and these
pamnphlets are abominable, But the fucts are ithat these
~ people are very shiarp and intelligent, in their own oriental way,
and that, while quite admitting liow good are many of our
arraugemeunts, they are intensely dissutisfied with Gavernment
in regard to all those matters on which we toueh, and so fac
from adding fuel to fire, we so put things as to make them look
on the whole, hopeful, and give the people a legitimate aim and
a channel for the discharge of their dissatisfaction. It all comes
to this. You still believe that the shoe is a very decent fit—but
the whole county knows that it is not—and when yon say that
you cannot see why native gentlemen may not share your views,
our reply is, because every really intellizent native gentleman
kuows too well how the case stands, and because it is impossible
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for any really enlightened and honest, native gentleman, who
mixes personally with the lower-middle and upper-lower classes,
and knows what they have to put up with, especially in the
way of criminal (in?) justice and police and what they have
been saying amongst themselves for the last ten yeats, to deny
that the Congress is doing a good work both for the country
and for British rule, I reiterate, though you bring this np
against me sarcastically, all I bave ever said about our desire
to promote harmony and good-will amongst all classes, but I
must ask you to consider whether if we have spikes in our shoes
which grievously prick those beneath us, that good will is more
likely to be promoted by blinking these unpleasant facts, or
by trutbfully drawing attention to them and indicating an
orderly method of securing their removal? Nay Iwould ask
you to consider whether any real good can ever come out of
any thing short of the simple truth dispassionately told, This
I claim for the pamphlets; and certainly they set down naught
in malice, though I cannot assert that they in naught extenuate.
But by this time, with your roseate views, you will have set me
down-as a hopeless pessimist, I regreu this and it is a mistake,
for, if I see tvhe evil, Isee much that is good and have large
hopes of better things to come ; but bear in mind at least—and
it 1s & truth of which time will convince you—that in those
matters in which my views now seem to you pessimistic, these
latter are shared by ninety-nine out of every huudred Indians
capable of reasoning correctly on what they see and hear, the'
fully balf of them may lack the moral courage to confess their
convictions and a smuil percentage may be found unconscientious
enough to deny them point blank.

40. Tn para. 15 you tell me that another seriously objec-
tionable method of the Congress is that of identifying itself
with the majority of the people of India and assuming that it has
a right to speak in the name of that majority, But my dear
friend how can we do otherwise consistently with trath ? It was
quite true that at the time of the last elections not above ten
per cent, of the adult males of the pupulation knew anything
about the Congress, but the perfect touch in which we were,
through this fraction, with the rest of the population, enabled
us to be certain that the general views expressed by the Con-
gress, were those of nine tenths st least of the intelligent mem-
bers of the eutire community, We have- never denied that
there are some 12 millions of adult males, representing a popu-
lation of about fifty millions, who are utterly incapable of
thinking about or comprehending such things, who mentally
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and morally, are very little above the level of our cattle ; but
no reasonable man would dream of including such in the people
of India that hasto be represented. The members for York-
shire, though they represent the county, are not supposed to
represent its horses, and neither do we, who represent this coun-
try, profess to represent its cattle, be they human or bovine,

41, Your reference to the appeal to the British Nation
signed by the Presidents of the three congresses, Messts, W. C.
Bonnerjee, Dadabhai Naraoji aod Budrudin Tyabjee (tho’
published in London by our accredited Representative there) i
incorrect. 1t no where purports to come from 200,000,000 of
people ; it merely states that such and such are the griévances
of that vast population, and that all classes of the people of
this country have met in Representative Congresses, year by
year, for the last three years, aud have formulated ‘their needs;
every word of which is strictly true. The appeal lies before m2
vow and you have only to reperuse it to see that you were
mistaken. Avd in cntire accordance with this was MMr,
Eradlaugh's explanation to the people of Northampton, that
when lie called Bessts, Dadabliai, Norton, Bonnerjee, &e., ro-
presentatives of Iudia, he did not mean that all the people had
elected them, Lven in England where a regular electoral
system existed and had existed for centuries out of a population
of some G0 thousand, only some 4 thousand bad actually voted
for him, and yet no one would question that Le represented
Northampton.  So far as I have secn, no word Lias been said or
written in Lnglaud or ¢lsewhere, by either Mr. Dadabliai or
any other of our representatives, at variance with the fact that,
50 Iar as could be ascertaived at the time of the Jast elections,
not above ten per cent, of the population, then, knew avy thing
about the Congress, though this does not mean that these others
knew nothing of the grievances which the Congress is seeking to
redress,  Of course it caunot be said now, that not more than ten
percent, of the papulation know any thing about the Congress.
At the lowest estimate, at this piesent moment, fully ons
fifth of the 33 or 40 million intelligent adult males, comprised
in the population of India, know a good deal about the Congress
and, save an iwappreciable fraction, are favouralle toit.

42, You say you do not understand what is meant b
indircet and passive support. IF the elders of a village talking
over the matter oy the chopal, decide that ove of their number
shall go iu and attend a mecting at which delegates are to be
elected, then we say that those elders and the people who follow
their guidance in the village, indirectly support the yiovemeut,
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If at any meeting of a’beradert, or; guild or caste, one or two of
those present, say——* Brothers we are going In next week tb the
Sudder aud we shall attend the Congress meeting there to elect
delegates,” and the others say “well, the Congress is a good
thing, we have no objection,” then we reckon such beraders
or guild, &c., as passive suppertess,

43. You object to the expression “the pretended defec-
tion of the Musselman commuuity from this national move-
ment.” I should use this expression at this present moment
with even greater confidence. Wait and see!large measures
take time, ju this country, to mature, but I have every reason to
believe that in a not remote future we shall be able to furnish
unimpeachable statistics proving, what we know now to be the
fact, viz, that out of about 8 millions of intelligent adult wale
Mahoriedans, fuily ove eighth are already in favour of tle
Congress and not even one per cent. are in any way, really,
opposed to it.

4+ In your 16th para, you say—“Of the unmeasured
and cften scurnlous Janguage of some of the Congress News-
papers, I will say nothing, for T see that you yourself, iu your
speech at Allahabad, deprecate it.” Uf course I do dejrecate
and condemn it in the strongest terws, and o does every
man of any sort of mark or influence conmected with the
movement. But what may I ask do you mean by “ the Congress
newspapers.”  Omitting Government Gazettes, aud the Madras
district papers, which are edited by the Collectors, out of 3571
newspapers,and periodicals of sorts, of which we have a knowledye,
309, iucluding papers like the Mudras Mail and the Boniliy
Gazette, are uistinetly Pro-Congress.  If unt of this vast yumber
there are sume that degrade our noble cause by foolish or im-
proper utteranecs, is it any matter for astonishment? I sce a
good deal of uumeasured and scurrilous language in soue of
the Londou papers, even in those Socicty papers that constitute
the literary pubulum of the very eream of Euglish Society, and
if you 1euliy expect our I'iess hieve to be exetpt from Dlemishes
conspicuous in a cousiderable and iwportant scetion of the
Loudun Press, you nust surely think that our people are
altogether superior to the London peaple, which is baudly re-
coucileable with yeur conteution as to their ignurance and aiiite-
fateness, Put, woreuver, if some wernbers of that lurge nijority of
the Press thus supports the Coneress, are senrrilous and ill-con-
ditioned, we mnst remeniber it the esatpie was tirst set them
by the Auti-Coneress Papers, [ oli luais The Eaglishman,
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The Pioneer and The Civil and Militury Gazetle are the most
senrlons aud ill-conditioned, thowgh the Lucknow Express
(uominally the organ of the Taloogilars, really that of certain
Anti-Congress officials), and one or two others run them pretty
close. And while I join with you heart and soul in condemne
ing the scurrilous writings of certain native Pro-Congress papers,
and tlese are few in number and mostly conducted by semi
educated,meu of no social position, 1 should have liked to see
you cven more ready to condemn the scurrilous writings of those
English Newspapers conducted by men who by position and
education are, and in the conduct of their papers ought to be,
gentlemen, and who by their evil example bave led astray some
of the weaker members of our flock, Could not you now preach a
little abstinence from scumility to the Pioncer, for instance,
with which you have great intluence,-and which a short time
ago dubbed Munshi Newal Kishore, a glib oleagenous Baboo,
because he bappened to be a native, though it now
sings his praises because he poses as an Anti-Congressist,
Could not you advise the Lucknow Express, nominally
the organ of those native gentlemen whom you believe to share
your viewsas to the state of the country, not to circulate
infamous slanders as they do, eg, when the other day they
said that Mr. Bhimjee was paid Rs. 10 a day by the Hindus to
go about the country and lecture on the Congress, when every
mortal man knows that the Hindus do not pay Bhimjee a far-
thing and that he gave up a good appointment, and took up the
cause solely for the love of the thing and because, as he said,
having worked all his life only for himself and his family, he
wished before be died to do something for his country also, It
is all right extracting the motes from our eyes—it will do us
good ; but do not you think you might sometimes take a turn at
operating for the beams in those of our opponents ?

45. 1 entirely agree with you that the passage which
you quote from the preface, might just as well have been
omitted. But in almost all you say about it you are upder a
mistake. In the first place, it is quite incorrect to say—“your
own preface.” Tam the General Secretary, it is my duty to
draft all important papers, but my relation to the Committee is
precisely that of a Secretary to the Government of India, to the
Viceroy and Council. If I write a pamphlet, like the Conversa-
tion, I'am personally responsible for every word, and as T write,
50 the text issues; but it I draft any letter, preface or manifesto
for the Committee, my responsibility there ccases and the draft
by no means always issues in the shape in which it was drawn,
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I dwell upon this because Europeans, who do not know how
many much abler men than myself belp to guide the Congress
movement, fancy that I amits Alpha and Omega, instead of
being merely, as I am, an humble though zealous member of a
ﬂarge party.

L 46. Having set you right on this general point, and hav-
ing, notwithstanding, in the case of this particular sentence,
accepted the primary responsibility, let me repeat thatI entire-
Ty agree with you that it sins against our first principles; in-
deed some English friends bave taken the same objection to it.
At the same time, we being mortals, do not pretend that we can
in every small particolar always act strictly up to our principles.
Can you? And wemust plead that if not very charitable it was
at least true. For to borrow your rather kakophuistic language,’
the man who affer Messts. Dadabhai and Tyabjee’s explavations
could persist in saying that our Political Congress ought to be
also a Social Congress, nust of vecessity be either a fool ora
knave. Itisan abuse of terms to talk of difference of opinion
in this case, just as much as it would be in the case of a man
-who declared black was white. It isnot a question of opinion,
it is a naked fact. For you will observe that the people we are
speaking of are not those alluded to at the end of your 16th
para,, of whom more anon, who put forward, acccrding to you,
views which may be treated as matters of opinion, but only of
those persons, who after the utterly irreconcileable npature of
the two works had been clearly demonstrated to them, could
yet persist in finding fault because both were not combined in
one undertaking. Of course you are quite right, and we will all
try and profit by your just rebuke ; the charitable way of dealing
with knaves and fools, is not to force them, poor things, to
blush, by callivg them by their right names, but rather to smile
pityingly and pass on. But then, you know, persistent knaves,
at times, and persistent fools, very often, become so irntating
that the wisest of us at last get cross and fall away somewhat
from our philosophic ideal. - Humanum est crrare, nemo mor-
talium semper, de—Dbut I entirely agree with you—the pas-
sage you refer to was not up to our standard of charity—and
it had better have been omitted,

47, But you arein error in quoting the three fundamental
objects of the national party, as indicating what the Congress
ought to aim at. For the Congress is only one of many vation-
al movements, set on foot by that party and, as the Jage you
quote from explicitly sets forth, the Covgress was designed only
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to carry out one branch of the second of their objects, viz., re-
generation along the political line. The text is.quite clear .on
this point, and I cannot understand how you fell into this mis-
take. Nor are the other branches neglected ; besides those that
have arisen independently, more than two hundred schools and
associations, of oue kind and another, for promoting mental,
moral and social progress, owe their origin to the sama impulse
that gave,birth to the Covgress movement, and in all of these
you will find the prime movers, if not taking also an active
part in the Congress movement, ab any rate strongly in its
fuvour. And this brings me to what you say at the close of
your 16th para,, that certain social reformers urge as objections
to the Congress movement. But who are these critics? Euro-
peans who are only reformers of other people, and on paper.
There is not a singl¢ real native reformer of any light or learning,
whether a labourer on the mental, moral or soclal line, who has
ever put forward any such preposterous argument; because, in
the first place, all know that since the Congress started, the
activity along all these lines has been infinitely multiplied, and
becanse, although the Congress does not directly deal with
social and moral questions, it indirectly assists the solution of all
the most difficult problems involved, with an ever increasing
force, by breaking down the barriers of local and provincial
prejudices, by widening the scope of men’s vision, and by
gathering together and facilitating the freest consultution
amongst a larce majority of those most interested in these
questious, For, the educated men of India are uot blind, and
they know well that to conquer for their country the position
at which they aim, they must advance (taking the iutelligent
portion of their countrymen with them,) pretty well pari passu
along the whole ling, aud the men who ave the most interested
in the political regeneration of India are, with few exceptions,
those who -are most earnestly labouring for its regeneration
along the other lines also, Here, as elsewhere, it is simply that
the real facts have been withheld from you or you would be
with us entirely.

48 In your 17th para. you again make a mistake; you
say that I compared the Congress to the Infaut Hercules.
Pardon me, T compared it to the handful of leaven Lid in many
bushels of meal; all Isaid about the infant Hercules was that
you could no more expect from our Congress at the present
day the great work at which it ultimately aims, than you could
have looked for, from Hercules in his infancy, those mighty deeds
which glorified his manhood. But your intuition has not failed
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you—our Congress, though in its infaney, 48 destined to bea
Hercules, and true to its proturype, it now, in its infancy, aims
only at reforming the internal adwinistration, the nation’s do-
mestic affairs, though doubtless, as the yearsroll on and the re-
formed and expanded Legislatures it contends for, broaden into
Parliaments, it will, in its maturity, cleanse and theronglly purge
the Augean stable of our Foreign Policy. But why need youn
or I trouble ourselves about things that ean no more possibly
concern us, than the next transit of Venus?

49, I need not follow you in your 18th para.; nothing can
be more moderate or kindly than yonr discussion of our methods.
Considering how little of the real state of the conutry and its
veople, in these particular matters, seems to be kuewn to you,
I wonder that you do not speak far more strongly than you do,
and I fully appreciate your reticence. I have no possible doubt,
however, that as you grow to know more of the truth you will
find yourself more and more in agrecment, not only with our
methods but our measures, and that some day, if you live, you
will say, “after all they were very nearly right. I did not under-
stand how far things had gone.”

50. In your 19th para. you say that you are in donbts
as to what the Congress scheme, for the reform and expausien
of the Councils, really is, because the resolutions say one thing
and a passage in dr. Viraraghava’s catechism seems to say
something else! Surely, you are joking? The Cobden Club
prints and circulates a vast nuwber of books and pampllets
bearing on free trade; do you suppose that either the Club, or
the free trade party is responsible for or in any way endorses
every passage in each of these publications ? Of course not ; the

ublishing committee merely goes through the work and satis-
fies itself that in its main lines the book is in accordance with
free trade principles and publishes it, Each author is responsi-
ble for his own work., So it is with our Committees; they
satisfy themselves that pamphlets and leaflets submitted to
them, accord generally with the prineiples of the Congress move-
ment, and that is all.  For all details the individual author is
responsible. VWhen the last report was compiled this Catecliam
and the Conversation were the only pampllets in circulation,
and that is why they were reproduced, as specimens, not
because the Congress party endorsed every word in them. Now,
they may be reckoned by the score; almost every circle, has
its own pamphlets, leatlets and speeches, many of them never
submitted to committees but published on their own account by
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volunteers, but for all opinions expressed and facts stated in
each and all of these, the individual authors and oraters are
responsible; and if you ever find any thing in any of them at
variance with the resolutions of the Congress, you may
rest perfectly satisfied that it is these latter, and not the
opinions put forth by individual authows, that express the ma-
ture views of the Congress party, in other words—if you will
not be fodtindignant—of the nation, To me,until I found that
you too had doubts on the subject, it did seem “absurd non-
sense” for any oue to suppose that any opinion expressed by
any individual writer.could possibly have any weight or value
iv determining the aims and objects of a party, in face of the
formal and explicit declarations of what these are by that en-
tire party’s accredited representatives in Congress assembled.
You might as well, it seemed to me, get hold of Hansard and
selecting the speech of some individual member, deelare that
you were uncertain what the House of Commons really meant,
because, though the House had passed a formal resolution on a
certain subject, you found a passage in a speech of a member,
reported in the House’s own proceedings, that certainly said
something quite different. However, if you could share this
supposition, the expression “absurd nonsense” was inappro-
priate and I withdraw it, and will only say that this supposi-
tion involves the most remarkable misapprehension that I have
ever met with,

51. Nor is this the only misapprehension that comes
upon me in this portion of your letter as a surprise. In this
same 19th para. you go on tosay—* A really representative
Couucil, in the present state of India, would include, you will
have forscen, very few of the class who crowd the Congress
benclies” My, possibly, limited foresight, [am bound to say,
does not permit me to arrive at any such conclusion. We have
had artizans, cultivators, intermediate tenure holders, small and
great landholders, noblemen, shopkeepers, traders, money lenders,
baukers, merchants, manufacturers, lawyers (in every branch of the
profession), engineers, doctors, missionaries, educationalists of all
gradles, literary men, newspaper edilors, men earning their d aily
bread by the sweat of their brows, millionaires, men belon ging
to every province and every important district, to every ereed
and every nationality (except the Jewish) in India, at our Con-
gresses, and these men, the most intelligent and enlightened of
the classes aud creeds which they represented ; and truly your
contention that very few of these men would find places in a
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really representative Council appears incomprehensible. But
let us understand each other—do you consider the English
House of Commons a really representative council ? I do not say,
mind, a theoretically perfect representative assembly, but, io your
own words, a really representative council? If you do not,
cadet questio, for we do not pretend to go beyond our teachers,
and perfect or imperfect, real or unteal, we shall be perfectly
satished if we ever get as near an approximation to “ o really re-
presentative council ” as Great Britain now possesses. Dut if
you admit that the House of Commons is a really representa-
tive council, then I must puint out that all your argunents
against the Madras Congress having been also a really represen-
tative council are untenable, Analysing Debrett’s House of Com-
mons for 1888, by the help of the brief biography of each mem-
ber therein given, I find that not 2-5th, as at Madras, but ful-
ly 2-8xds of the members belong to that “small section of men,”
that  fragment of the English people,” that “ owes its existence”
to Ligh education and culture, and though these gentlemen
have succeeded “by energy and by manipulation of the neces-
sary methods in entering” the House, I doubt whether there
are 50 intelligent Englishmen who would agree with you in
thivking that they thus “occupy a false position.” To say of
these gentlemen, or of our Madras men, that “they can, at the
most, claim to represent their own views,” is, to say the least,
to occupy & position, never yet, to the best of my belief, occu-
pied by auy other iutelligent Englishman. “Represcnt their
own views” ? Very likely, but unless these views are those of the
wajority of their constituents they will very soon ccase to re-
present any thing.  Of course, as in England, the people here,
as o rule, elect and will elect, to represent them, the men that
they thivk, on the whole, most likely to do them credit, or the
men that they most like or look up to, and here, as in England,
a large proportion of those elected will always be highly
educated men. True our electoral system is only in its infaucy,
aud yet it is not even now so very despicable. This year fully
two and a half millions of adult males will have taken an actual
part in the elections,  From some divisions and provinces from
which thie reports have come in, the figures would indicate a far
greater number, but other Provinces, like your own, in particular,
are so backward, that though the number may exceed
two and a half millions, I will only take it as this. Letusturn to
the English list and see how the case stands, and it will be suffi-
cieut to take the first two boroughs and counties on the list, for
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Aberdeen, with its ancient University, is politically and educa-
tionally quite on a par with the best boroughs .and counties in
Great Britain,
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So in this most favoured locality only 63 per cent. of
the Registered Electors and less than ten per cent. of the popu-
lation took a direct part in the elections. But if you turn to
the published analysis for the whole of Great Britain, which, how-
ever, [ cannot verify, less than half* of the Registered Electors
and less than 8 per cent. of the total population voted at the
last General Elections, Now looking to the relative condition
of the two countries, it is quite certain that even if the English
system obtained here, mututis mutundis, the franchise being
lowered with reference to the generally lower standard of means,
we should not, at the outside, have above 20 millions of register.
ed voters, and of these, I believe, that nearly if not quite
one eighth, will this year directly join in the election of Repre-
sentatives—that is, about one fourth the proportion in Great

¢ 1t seems difficult to believe this, but thess are the figures that I
cut out of an English paper just after the close of the last general elections.
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Britain. Itistrue that our voters will be only about 1} per cent,
of the population against, at any rate, Iess than 10 per cent, in
the British Islands, but the far smaller proportion of highly edu-
cated wen, in India, most of whom become everywhere centres
of political activity, fully explains this. But while in these res-
pects Great Britain will advance little, our figures will improve
rapidly year by year, and, as it is, I confess I am unable to see
on what possible grounds you can allege that the Sladpas Con-
gress was not just as 7eally (though not as perfectly) repre-
sentative of the people of India, as the House of Commons is
of the people of Great Britain.

52, Again, when you say that if representation be adjust-
ed to numbers, “ numerically they (the highly educated classes)
will be nowhere,” I think you fall into a double error. In the
first place, the Congress has always advocated the Engilsh
system, which adjusts representation quite as much by intelli-
gence and property as by numbers, and has always repudiated
the idea of mere manhood sufftage. In the sccond place, even
if manhood suffrage obtained, the Ryots every where, (broadly
speaking, of course there would be exceptions) and they consti-
tute an Immense majority of the population, would elect their
favourite pleaders; and so would a considerable proportion of
the zemindars and traders. The fact is that the greatest num-
“ber of well educated, ready, self-possessed, and independent
men, are to be found amongst our lawyers, and in any Indian
House of Commons, this class would be found to bold a consi-
derable proportion of the seats, just as they did last year~
at Madras and just as they do now in the House of Commons,
But it occurs to me that you may possibly mean, that if the
Government had the selection of the Representatives, members
belonging to the highly educated classes, our best men in fuct,
would be numerically newhere; and if so, L am in no position
to contest the faet ; you yousself, a Governor, ought to know best
about this. Bat, Isnbmit, that it is only by an abuse of
langnage that a people can be said to be represented by a set
of men arbitrarily selected by a close bureaucracy, and that when-
ever any real system of representation is introduced into India,
the bulk of the Representatives here, as in England, will always
be drawn from the more highly educated classes, be these
classes themselves, numerically, (in proportion to the total

. population,) weak or strong.  The empire of mind is indestruc-
tible and thougii clonds may at times, here or there, obscure their
rays, sooner shall the sun ceasc to give light by day and the
moon by night, than the more highly educated cease to be
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chosen as leaders and representatives by their less enlightened
brethren.

53. Yougo onto say that the business of the more
highly educated classes * at present seems to” you *to be to seek
to communicate to their countrymen, the enlightenment
which they themselves have received, more than to attempt to
zepresen} in the councils either themselves or those to whom
enlightenment has not hitherto been vouchsafed.” .You, “think,
in a word, they would if” you “might dare to advise them, be
more usefully employed in educating the people than in edu-
cating the authorities” This is kindly put, but yet I must
reply, that your alternatives are not, as you seem to faucy,
mautually exclusive, and that on the contrary it is their duty
BOTH to seek to communicate their enlightenment to their less
advauced countrymen and to represent these in councils,
where at present, practically, nothing is understood of their
real position, BOTH to educate the people aund to try (the
hardest task of all it would seem) to educate the authorities,
And at all this, with their whole minds and hearts, they are
working,

54, There is enlightenment of many kinds; mental,
wmoral, political (in the broadest sense of the word). Every
where throughout the country, sehools and colleges are springing
up or being resuscitated, founded or revived, by our Indian
friends: I can truly say that mot a week passes withont some
oue writing to me about some new educational institution, of
one kind or anothet, that he or heand his friends, have just
started or are about to start. Day by day the party labouring
specially for the moral and religions regeneration of the country
grows in size and in earnestness, though here, as in England, this
party will always be in a minority, since to be a real member
of this party involves, not merely the sacrifice of time and money,
but the reduction of preachings to praztice, a purity of person-
al life, a conquest over human passions, prejudices and frivoli-
ties to which comparatively few—few in any country, in any
age—are, or have been equal.  Allthis isthe work of those more
enlightened classes to which you refer. But what then? Al
men cannot be schoolmasters, still less moral or religious in-
structors, There remains, what to every citizen of a freo state
(and you won't conlend that we are quite slaves, will you ?)
there remains, I say, what to every free citizen is as important
a branch of enlightenment as any (not a few would contend
that it is the most important branch), viz, enlightenment, as
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to his duties and rights as a citizen. At this branch too our
educated classes are labouring earnestly. At this moment,
there are not less than 500 men, belonging to these classes, who
are doing their utmost to communicate directly by word of
miouth their enlightenment on these points to their less
advanced brethien. Huundreds of thousands (I believe I ought
to say millions*) of pamphlets, speeches, tracts, leaflets are in
circulation, to say nothing of what fully 100 Newspapers (all
edited by this same highly educated class, I omit the others)
are weekly, tri-weekly, or daily setting forth, and not ome day
passes but what in one part or other of the country, meetings,
often several on the same day, with andiences of from 100 to
5,000 meo are held, at which these matters are explained
and discussed.

I doubt if it be possible, in praclice, for any set of men to
do more along all these three lines, than our educated classes are
doing at this moment, and independeut of this incredible multi-
tude of isolated efforts, they have organized as a Synthesis of
the entire national energy, THE CONGRESS MOVEMENT, which,
while only designed directly for the diffusian of enlightenment
on the one line, by the interest itevokes, by the disenssions it gives
rise to, by the teachings it conveys, by the lessons it inculcates
of self control and self sacrifice, of subordination of self to others,
of personal interests to those of the nation, and in a huudred
other ways, really operates with almost equal effect along the
lines of mental and moral developement, and consitutes, as a
whole, I believe, an instrument for the national regeneration
aloug ull lines, unparalled in the history of the world.

55. But when we come to the education of the autlori-
ties it must, I fear, be confessed that our people have not done
as much as seems to be required. The fact is that, while we
recognized thata certuin section of the European Qfficials
were, (owing to class and race bias, limitation of grasp, and
general want of adjustroent to their Indian environment,) in-
capable of realizing the real position of affairs, the great bulk
of onr foremost men assumed, almost as an axiom, that all the
Europeans of light and leading (tho’ they might pot think
it politic or becoming their official position to speak plainly
about it) in their hearts understood and regretted the short-
comings of our administration aud the feelings these were
engendering, as thoroughly as they did themselves, and hence,

. ¥ Oimy own Allshabad speech alone in several languages, the print-
ing of over 1,50,000 copiea has been reported to me.
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unhesitatingly, looked to all such as our necessary and certain,
tho’, in consequence of their position, passive allies and sympa-
thizers. Yet here are you, one,  foremost in the ranks of time,”
one, whose decision on any serious pulitical question, if only you
had all the facts fully before you, nive out of ten men, would
prefer to their own ; a judicial minded man, fol] too, I believe,
of liberal instincts, writing me a letter absolutely irrecon-
cileable with these characteristics, except on the assumptions
—that you really do not know that our i_nterng,l administration
is grievously defective, that justic_e, especially in criminal cases,
is hardly procurable, that the police are a cuse to the country,
that taxation is impingivg on the necessaries of life, that one
fifth at least of the whole population, are never more than half
fed and are often quite half starving, and that in many other ways
our people are suffering—that you do not know the feelings
that, despite all we have done for them in other matters,
these shortcomings have engendered in every intelligent mind
throughout the population, nor the manner in which, for the
last ten years, this latter has been giving expression to these
feelings 1n every hamlet even—that finally you do not know how
marvellously wide the grasp is that the Congress movement,
hasalready obtained on the minds of the People of India. Ifyou
do not know these things and if you did know them, you could not
have written this letter, asit would then be disingenuous—if you
do not know these things, as your letter, it being yours, seems to
prove that you do not—then there is not a village in the empire—
many of whose ryots could not teach youa great deal upon
these subjects. I can understand second rate officials, such
as I myself was, remaining blinded to the realstate of the case,
by thal fatal official glamour, that, in the East, so envelopes
all in authority, but that a man like yourself, with your vast
experience here and in Egypt, should still be lapped in such
utopian and roseate delusions, is past my comprehension,

56. One only explanation presents itself, You may say
“T do know these things tho' I consider that you somewhat
overstate them, but I think it inexpedient to speak about them,
and I deny entirely that our administration is responsible for
them,
“ How few the ills that men endure,

That kings or laws can cause or cure !

“They exist, not as a consequence, but in spite of our
administration—they are of the nature of dispensations of Pro
vidence and no changes in the form of the adwinistration,
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such as you oontend for, will dimiuish these evils. Are there no
poor in London ? No miscarriages of justice in England 2”

If this be your position and this isrecoucileable, to a certain
extent, with your letter, I wish you had said so plainly, as it
would greatly have simplified my task, but my reply would be,
I think, none the less conclusive. There are miscarriages of
justice in England, but even allowing for the difference iu the
size of the two populations, not oue to one bundred that occur
here. Thereis an euormous body of paupers in Londen, but
taking the British isles us a whole, and even ignoring the fact of
the increased difficulties entailed by a cold climate, our
paupers are proportioually four times as numerous, and even
in England a great deal of this lesser proportion of poverty
is due to errors in admioistration, and bad laws, which the
people are beginning to find out and will graduaily amend.
Itis true that our worst sufferings, the result of sin and
sorrow, sickness and death, and our own moral shortcomings are
to a great extent beyoud the power of kings or laws to cure;
but those sufferings which result from unsuitable aud ia-
sufficiently controlled Judicial tribunals, from an nuder-paid,
unprincipled, oppressive and practicaily almost irresponsible
police, from excessive tasation and unsound fiscal systems,
ave just those ills which kings and laws can and do toa great
extent cause and cure. I wholly deny that all that the people
now suffer, is “not in cousequence, but in spite of our adminis-
tration,” aud I and the whole Congress party affirm that as
soon as a really strong and truiy represenrative native element
is associated in every bLrauch and grade of the adwini-tration,
from the executive council of the Governor-General downwards,
half at least of these sufferings will gradually disappear.
But even adwitting thut we are wroug, none the less
do the people upiversally attribute these classes of their
sufferings to our malsdministration and not to the decrees of
Providence, and none the less does the future peaceful couti-
puance of Dritish rule depend upon our, at least, shifting
the appareut responsibility for these evils from our own
shoulders on to those of the people themselves. Whether there-
fore the results will or will not be as beneficial as we main-
tain, the only wise and safe thing for the British Government
to do, is to accept what the ablest, most educated and most
enlightened amongst the natives themselves, believe to be the
right thinz 1o do in these matters —in other words to aceept
the more liberal and less burcaucratic policy indicated by our
Congresses.
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57. The rest of your 19th para, seems, after what I have
already said, to demand no lengthened ov further discussion
by me. It is founded, it appears to me, on a series of nﬁs-
apprehensions, We deny that the demand for represevtation,
whatever it did originally, before the practical bearings of this
reform were understood, now comes from any small or peculiar
section of the people, and as to that class “ereated by Govern-
ment,” to yhich you refer, for every one of this special class that
urges this demand, many hundreds belonging to other classes now
equally press it So far from representative iustitutions being
alien to the genius of the nation, they had, as far as we can
see, their origin in India, they underlie ‘the whole social
structure of indigenous society and are universally understood.
The Foreign Policy of the Government of India may be
beyond the compreliension of our most advavced men—I am
sure that it is altogether beyoud mine—bust there is uo single
question of internal administration that our best men are not
as well qualified to deal with, as any English officlals’; nay,
in my opinion, in consequence of their necessary want of what
we may, stretchiug the term, sun up as ocal knowledge, the
latter for such work are inferior to the former. Lastly, tho’
it may flatter our national self couceit to swagyer about being
afar more advanced people, thisis only partially true. Our
saperiority lies chiefly in the advances we have made in
physical science—but this is uot quite every thing. In this
respect the Indians are by mo means as backward as the
ancient Greeks, and these latter, despite their erass iynorance of
our modern deity, Physical Science, still stand out, after the lapse
of 2000 years, us a wiser and nobler people, iw many respects, than
ourselves, A larger proportion of our Kiglish population has no
doubt received a high education, and goreing ourselves on
fleh as we do, we have more of the bull dog in us, and that
isabout all we can say to justify our grand assumptions of
superiority. As for the average ryot all over the country
he i3 certainly as good and intelligent 2 man as the average
farm labourer in England or Ireland and knows quite as much,
tho’ in ditterent lines; and the same may be said of the
average Indian petty shopkeepers and traders, who represent
our English hawkers and stall-keepers, Despite our old
wicked Abkari system (in your Government, now, doubtless
purged of mavy of its former iniquities, but such is not the
case every where) the Indian people are far more sober, chaste,
industrious and forbearing than are the people of England, and
the Indian proportion of law breakers is much smaller ; and this
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convenient British plea for all our high-handed and despoti
procedure that “this people are im statu pupillari” to me
seems, as ludicrous as 1t 1s impertinent. It 1strue that we
having, partly by force and partly by fraud, shattered theii
administrations, disorganized their institutions, trampled out
some of their best customs (¢. g, the friendly settlement
by arbitration in every village and caste of all differences inter
s¢,) and generally shuoted them, without their consent, on to
a2 wholly new and to them strange line, they still need and. will
need for long our aid, advice and support in completing the
grand transformation scene that we have inaugurated, but
this is nd earthly justification for persisting, as our bureaucracy
does, in continuing to treat tens of thousands of men, not un-
frequently far better men, on the whole, than themselves, as if
they were still children “in statu pupillari” Indeed, there
are very few of us who, in many matters, might not profitably
go to school under our Indian brethren,

53, Your 20th para. again, is also based to a certain
extent on a misapprehension,  You say that you turn to the
Resolutions in order to get a clearer view of the wrongs and
grievances of the people, and this is the right thing to do, but
you fail to realize what these Resolutions really involve. You
talk of the extension of the legislative councils, perhaps
overlooking that the mere extension is a small matter and that
the essential point in this Resolution is the infusion into the
administration of a strong representative element which shall
possess & potential voice 1n the divection of internal affairs. It
is a grievous wrong no doubt to those people of this country
who are thoroughly qualified to participate in the management
of their own affairs, that they are still “like dumb driven cattle,”
taxed without representation, and the bard gained earniogs
extorted from them, expended without their having any voice
in the matter. But this is not the only wrong or grievance
at which this Resolution aims; the improvement of the judicial
system, especially where criminal cases are concerned, the reform
of the Police, the modification of our revenue systems, the
larger employment of statutory natives of India in every branch
of the executive; all these and much more are mecessarily
involved in this resolution, Tt is hopeless recording resolutions
on these matters of internal maladministration, (though now
and then, in plain concrete cases, such as the separation of
judicial and excutive functions, it is done) because it is felt
that, as a rule, the British Guvernment has done its best, that
unaided by native counsels and co-operation it cannot do much
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better and that - the only chance is to get the peopls them-:
selves to work at the reform of the internal. admistration ; and.
for all this, this first Resolution provides.

59, Moreover your comments on some points touched
on in this same para. are, 1 regret to say, as foreign to the
general tone of your letter as was the passage you justly took
objection to in our preface to that general rule of charity to-
wards opf)unents which we eadeavour to observe. You say—
«If 4 Representative council is to be established to. abolish the
“ arnus act, replacing, by legislation, in the hands of the -people
“weapons of which the unrestricted use under former dynasties
“has gricvously mutilated the roll of Indian- annals and in
“our own times traced the bitterest and -most bloody chapter
“in our Auglo Indian history, &e.” ‘

This is only worthy of the Pibneer;it is unworthy
of 7ou, because, though you may . not fully realize the state
of the country, you can read the Resolutions and the debates
that led up to these, and have done so, you .say, carefully,
and therefore ought to have known when you wrote this
eloquent, but nterly fallacious passage, that the Resolution:
only proposed the modification and nof the abolition of the.
“arms act, that speaker after speaker explained that- the
unrestricted use of arms was not desired, was greatly- to be-
deprecated, and that the Resolution itself proposed that the
Government should retain the power of debarnng -all persons,
classes, or communities that it considered unfit to be trusted
with arms, from their use. Mdreover, and this seems to me even
loss defensible, you talk of the general use of ‘arms, as having
traced the bitterest and "most “bloody chapter in our Anglo-
Tudian history; in other words as having caused the Mutiny,
when you know well, not only that it had nothing to do with
the mutiny, not only that this was purely a mercenary military
outbreak, not only that the great mass of the people whe tlen
bore arms, were with us, aided us, befriended and saved our
~isolated fugitives, but that it was solely the then universal
habit of wearing arms, (keeping alive as it did the martial
spirit of the people) that (in those dark’hours of danger and
distress, when despite Dritish genius and British pluck all
scemed lost) saved our empire and enabled us.to reconquer
Upper India. It was not our 50,000, later 70,000, British troops
that, despite their - heroism, wrought this- miracle, as, at the.
time, it scemed ; it was the aid- and support that the country-
(outside our military mutineers and their immediate friends and
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a section of the Mahomedans) gave us;it was the 230,000
Indians still full of martial instinets, because “still permitted
to bear arms, who flocked to our standards, that enabled us to
regain our position and restore our” rule. Had the people not
been with us and had the Punjab, Oudh and the Novth-Western
Provinees then been, as now, debarred for thirly years from the
use of arms,” Upper India, at any rate, would have been lost
tous for good. And yet, in face of the facts that the mutiny
was a military outbreak, that the bulk of the population was
with us, and that our triumpl was due mainly to the fact that
that population was still armed and hence martial, you have not
hesitated in true Anglo Indian and “ Pioncer” style to attri-
bute “the bitterest and most bloody chapter in our history”
to the very circumstance that proved our salvalion,

60. I need not follow you in your congratulations of the
Government on its legal exploits; I have already explained
that all these codes are by no means so highly estimated
by the country as by those who created them, and while
admitting that some ot them, like the Penal Code, are in many
respeets worthy of high commendation, I must remind
you that paper work is met every thing, and that the
people might well be far more happy and contented, under
far mferior codes, better administered In practice, Nor need
T answer further your remarks about the separation of the
execntive and judicial functious, or native voluutcering, for if
you do not realize the frequent miscarriage of justice that now
results trom the union of these two functions, or the intense
dissatisfaction that these miscarriages are generating, or again
the grievous danger alike to the country and our empire that
this crushing out of the martial spiric of the people (which by
a system of volunteering we scek to avert) is creating—if
History teaches you no lessons, and ju what for instance befel
the disarmed Dritons when the Romauns withdrew. from their
country, as we shall some day withdraw from this, you can
discern no warning against our present policy in these matters—
it seems useless to continue a discussiou when our standpoints
are so absolutely different.

61 But in reference to the opening passage of your
21st para. allow me to remind you, first, that the Congress party
puts forward no claim of the nature you refor to, and, secondly,
that if it did make any claim it would simply e to have
popularized and methodically formulated, more or less vague
pre-existing ideas, aud to huve brought these within the sphere
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of practical politics. Let me point out to you farther, that
that party dves uot speak “on behalf of millions it has had no
opportuuity of cunsulting and who have given it no warrant what-
soever,” but on behalf of those millions that it has consulted
and whose foremost nen every where have elected its members.
Yon seem to izuore the fact that the people elect the Sub-Com-
mittees, the Sub-Cowmittees aod the people of the head
quarters, the Comumittees, all these Committees and the local
representatives aud the people of the head quarters,the Delegates,
and that all these Delegates belong ex-ufficior to the Provincial
Standing Congress Committees. In your own Provinces, thanks
to the strenuons, and unconstitutional opposition of certain of
tue officials, who have been the prime movers anl main
sunporters of the so calied Anti-Congress Purty, without whose
effurts this would never have been heard of, the organization is
defierive ta a degree, but you must please not judge JTudia by
these backward and unhappily circumstanced Proviness. So
it fullows that the resolutious of the Congress do net, as you
supyosc, Tepresent the views « of a class and that a minute and
exceptional ” one, but embody those of, broadly speaking, the
eutire intelligence and culture of Irdia,  How far the Congress
party has “ overspread its natural borders ” time will show, but
"thouzh T kunow that, recently, you expressed doubts as to the
propriety of reforming the conucils at the present time on the
ground that this would be to invest the Congress movement
with an imnportance it did not deserve, [ am hLopefal that the
British Guvernment, as a whole, will not share thic antocratic
sentiment which leads men to refuse to do justice rather than
appenr to have yiellen this to the prayers of the oppressed,
and will not find in the claims of the people to wlhat have
becowme, as free Dritish Citizens, their rights, any bar to the
concession of these,
62, And now, to close this lengthly epistle, let me say
with you that “1 lave expressed myself in this letter, as I
think you would wish me to do, with the perfect freedowm which
sour letter invited,and also, T trnst, with the perfect fuliness, which
the tone of your letter” (baring that one passaze ahout the
arms question) “requires of me,” and “I Jook to your indul-
gence not to class me with those” whose * aggressive tone may
rather hinder than assis theGovernntent when the Lour for action
may see to it to have come.” If T have been compelled to
difter from you, and even traverse your statements, it has been
solcly because the wrue fucts of the case have not hitherto been
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laid ‘before you, though I am rejoiced to see that you do receg-
nize that there'is a class, “who are no less opposed to the
Congress -than disaffected to English rule,” for 1t is this class
that constitute the sole reality in that great sham, the Auti-
Congress Party, and it is this class into whose hands, believing
them to be their own instruments, our official antagonists (really
the tools of these traitors) are so unwisely playing  Believe me
that so far from promoting the aims of those rebwls, the' Wuliabi
supporters of the Hindustani fanatics, the favonrers of Duleep
Singh and of Russia, (whom we are watching even more clusely
than the Punjab authorities, though they are ever on the alert),
it is just. because these all recognize that the Cungress move-
ment means their checkmate, that they are exertmg them-
selves 3o frantically to obstruct that movement at any cost.

63. Auw veste. though I have been compelled to set forth
what I believe to be the truth as to the present yosition of
affairs in India; and have thus necessarily traversed some of
your leading statements, I should be indeed ungrateful if I did
not realize and acknowleldge the courtesy and the fairness (your
knowledge of the facts being what it is) which eharactenize your
letter; if 1 did not prominently avow that I bLelieve you, and
always have believed you, from the bottoin of my heart, utterly
“Incapable of persecuting any man who differs from  you
in opivion”; nay from first to last I have pressed upen all
friends, and specially in Lucknow, that the officials who unier
colour of giving etfect to your wishes, have been practically per-
secuting the Congress party, were mistaken in your character—
and if T did not acknowledge that all you say about the necessi-
ty of moderation and non-aggressiveness {so fur as truth admits)
in our statements,is wise, kindiy and deserving all our atten-
tion, with tbese sole provises, that Luttles cannot be all rose-
water and kisses, and that if your adversaries, Lowever inferior
they may be in numbers and  character, vot cnly persist
in litting hard, but also if hitting Lelow the Lelt, you must, just
sometimes, in self defence, let them too have it straight trom
the shoulder.

Yours very sincerely,

A 0. Huve



