. ifn. sl A2 A o

o

S, G. VAZE.

ervaiif of

Office:

Tm:l

KIBE WADA, BUDHWAR PETH, POCONA CIiT.

POOEA—THURSD&Y JUNE 24 1920

[ A¥wuarL 8oBsN. : R 6

Powc o

Editor:
sz 71 - 51
VoL, I11., No. 21. ]
.ODONTENTS, .
Pace
Torios oF THE WERE ... - - 241
ARTIOLE — _ .
Non-Ce-opsration.—IL - . 243
BPECIAL ARTICLES =~
Some Objeotiopuble Rules. By V. 8. Srinivasa.
Sastri we 244
Subjects of Indian Bs.szaa By G R. Abhyankar,
B A.LL B, - - v 246
A LETTER ¥ROM 'LONDOR 248
CORRESFONDENCE: ~—
Sir Michaesl O'Dwyser’s Ailegatsons. By. Sardar
Sahibzadea Sultan Ahmed Khan . £4%
The Jallianwalia Bagh Memorial. %y Professor C.
B. Young, ¥. 4., 88d Mra. Ruth Young, M. B,
Ch. B., Late Professor of Sargery, Lady Har-
dinge Medical Coliege - - 250
BELECTION t—
The National Liberal Federation’s Council
Meeting | . 4. g, g . 250

TOPICS OF THE WEEKR.

GOVERNMENT have at last made a move and
have removed the restriotion upon the imports of
gold bullion and foreign coit.” They took montha
to realise that the effective and permanent solu-
tion of the exchange question “cannot be dissoci-
ated from the policy to be adopted in regard to
gold,” though this aspeot of the currency problem
had been pointedly brought to their notice by the
somments appearing in the press. The Currency
Committes itself had likewise chalked outthe lines
Government were expeotsd to follow, but some-
how or other, they were absorbed in their polioy
of the sale of reverse councils and eould not ap-
parently atlend tc anything else. It has now
been declared that sovereigns will no longer be
tegal tender at the rate of Ra. 15, though during a
period of thres weeks they will be accepted at
currency offices at that old rate. On the expiry
of the moratorium, the fres import of sovereigns
will be allowed and the ratio betwaen thesovereign
and rupees will be 1=10, a3 recommended by the
Currency Committee. For this purpose, the cur-
rency law will be amended af the naxt mession of
the Indian Legislative Council, and in the mean-
time, Government have taken ths necessary

power by an ordinanee in that behalf
. ™ " .

: THE smuggling of sovereigns acrosa the land
- frontier of British Indis compelled Government
' to take this aotion; otherwise it is possible that

1 bills.

they might have waited longer for more propitious
circumstances. With regard fo the sales of re-
veree councils which.have been carried out week
after week at & seridus loss to the couatry, Gov-
ernment have not given them up; but they have
only reduced the rates at whioch the sales will be
effected in the future. Owing to the small supply
of export bills, the market rates of exchange have
failen below even the parity of two shillings
which will hold when the identity between gold
and sterling is restored. Govermment’'s sterling
rates for reverse couucils will be 2333d. per rupes
for immediate iransfers and 23}id. for deforred
Thest rates are not in conformity either
with the markst rates or with the nominal rates
governed by the American cross rate. Govern-
ment’s poliey with reference to the reverse coun-
cils has so far failed to give stability to exdhange
which is shifting with the currents of trade, and
the announcement of the new rates is a clear con-
fession of this failure to maintain the exchange.
On Government's own showing, the future is not
freo from uncertainty, and reliof ean eome only
from a favourable turn in the course of the coun-
try's foreign trade.
- - » )

SPECULATING on the Liberal sttitude #o the
Hunter Report, the June number of the Round
Table observes: " Despite all the oare which the
Indian minority have taken to exculpate the Gov-
srnment of India, it is difficult to see how their
view could be adopted { by the Modorates } without
imputing incompetence and lack of wision to the
present administration, and ‘such an imputation
might prove a source of grave embarrassment to
the Moderates in their stand for the principle of
co-operation. It might even play direstly into the
hands of the extremists at the approaching else-
tions.” The writer of the article seems to have &
most curious notion of the Modoerates' position,
In the first place, it is not true to say that the
Minority Commissionersexculpate the Government
of India. They do not. They refrain, it is true,

from holding Lord Chelmsford's Goverament to

blame in express terms for the mishandling of
the situation, but they certainly do not hold that
their conduct is free from blame,

» » »

IN the meeond place, the Modsrates feel no
difficulty whatever inimputing “incompetence and
Iack of vision ™ to the Government of India, for
they have no wish to purchase publieo support for
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the prineciple of co-operation by exonerating the
highest authority in India whoas & maékter of fact
deserve stern censura, As to the effect which the
expression of such an opinion may have on the
elections, fortunately electioneering has not deve-
loped to such an extent in India as to make one
think of the election time whenever any public act
is to be done. The Moderate party has never been
guided in its poliecy by such extraneocus considera-
tions and, we hope, will never bs. In faot, the only
important point on which the Moderate leaders
differ from the Minority Commissioners is as fo
the failure of the latter to condemn the Govern-
ment of India in emphatic terms. The Moderate
party would grievously fail in its duty if it let its
judgment be influenced by considerations as to its
chances of success at the ensuing elections. Again,
a8 regards co-operation, it belisves that the co.
operation of Indian and British communities on
terms of equality is essential to the progress of the
oountry, and it is for that very purpose that the

Moderates plead for a just reparation for the

atrocities committed in the Punjab, for they feel
sure that it is only by dealing sternly with the
offending officials that co-operation between self.

respecting Indians and Europeans will become
possible,

e * .

“A WAYFARER " writes in the Nation: “ How-
ever, Mr. Montagu's despatch retrieves the situa-
tion. Government by coalition iz an hypoerisy,
and the price India has to pay Lord Curzon and
the Toriesin the Cabinet for arepudiation of Dyer-
ism and O'Dwyerism is a formal compliment to
the honesty of one man and the “energy * and
“ courage " of the other. No one imagines that
these words, or at least these thoughts, are Mr.
Montagu’s, and India, at least, will not suppose
that they are. For the real question is the future
of the reforms. It is impossible to think that
they can stand unless Ordinance IV is wiped out of
the records of the Indian Government. Mr. Montagu
has practically thrown it over. But as long as
politicial Indians see that their new liberties can
at any moment bs superseded by administrative
order, they will look aekance at the reforms, and
quite possibly refuse to work themn. How is con-
fidence to be restored 7 There seems only one way
and that is for Mr. Montagu to $ake Lurd Chelms-
ford’s place. The Viceroy will now, I suppose,
serve out his ferm, though he richly deserves re-
call, and the feeblaness of his rule is evident in
his Government's report now excusing and now
throwing ovir what are virtually his own aots.
But the fature of India hangs on the appointment
of his sncoessor ; end those who know her will, I
think, conclude that only a persistent act of liber-
al administration can save it. 1 believe that Morley
was freely consulted in the critical stages of the
Indian orisis.

* » [ ] .

THE Minister of Health recently introduced

in the House of Comnons a bill for the provision

of blind persons. It is framed on lines similar to
those of a private bill, on which we commented in
our issue of April 22. It enables local authorities
to provide and maintain workshops, hostels
or other instifutions for the reception of the
blind, the State’s contribution being 50 per cent. of
the expenditure, and extends the benefit of the old
age pensions to blind persons when they reach the
age of 50. Naturally, the bill was welcomed in all
parts of the House, but it was Ioudly compilained
that it did not go far enough. With regard to the
1ast named provision as fo pensioms, it was con-
tended that the reduotion of the qualifying age
from 70 to 50 would not at all meet the necessities
of the oase, what was required being that all blind
persons uneble to earn a sufficiency should be sup-
ported by the State, whatever their age might be.
As one member put it, “Why eannot if be an actual
fact that the blind shall not suffer at any age, but
shall be allowed to have a decent and comfortable
existence ? It is not their fault, and it is & na-
tional duty that the blind should not be allowed
to suffer, but should be kept in a state of ease and
comfort.”™ The demand was therefore made, not
by the members of any particular party, that svery
blind man who is unable, because of his affliction,
to earn a living should be a State charge, and that
thors ought not to to be any taint of charity about
the affair. -
% * *

WHAT is of far greater consequence, however,
than the maintenance by the State of the indigent
blind is the provision of opportunities for them to
learn some trads or other whersby they cculd sup-
port themselves in & self-respecting manner. As
the Right Hon. G, Barnes said: " The blind men
do not want to bas kept in idlensss. They do not
want even to be treated as outside the ordinary
citizenship. . . . Nothing hurt blind men so much
as to be treated as if they were outside the scope
of ordinary citizenship, and therefore I attach
infinitely more jmportance to the provisions of
this Bill which deals with training than with pen-
sions.” Bui the great vice of the provision in this
regard is that it is permissive and not mandatory.
The clause in question says, ' it shall be lawful for
the council of any county to provide and main-
tain ... workshops,” &c. This is not enough. It
ought to be made obligatory on local authorities
to provide for the maintenance of institutions which
will make the blind self-supporting citizens. It
was maintained that the support of the blind cught
to bs a national and not & local liability, and at
any rate the contributicn from the national ex-
chequer must be largely increased to the relief of

.the local ratepayers, bul even if it should turn out

that the State could not bear a larger share of the
burden, it was earnestly pleaded, that local beodies
be compelled to devise sohemes for the provision
of the blind, it being fearsd that only the more
progressive municipalities would discharge their
duties in this connexion if the measure was a
purely permissive one.
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NON-CO-OPERATON.—IL

EVER since the time when Turkey drew the sword
against the Allies, the Indian Mohammedsna have
had an uneasy suspicion in their minds that an
Allied victory would not leave her as she was be-
fore she ontered the war. They deplored her
astion, but their hearts continued to feel for her.
When a loved une goes wrong, however intensely
we may regret his conduct, we do not sever all
sonnection with him and leave him to suffer the
consequences of his actions. On the contrary, we
are impelled by our feelings not to forsake him
in his difficulties and fo save him from the ruin
that might otherwise overtake him. The Moham-
medans realised Turkey's mi-tuke, but thie ocould
not extinguish the intense aflection they felt for
her as the symbol of the greatness of their faith
and civilisation. It is not surprising, therefore,
that when they perceived that their. fears regard-
ing her inte were likely to come trus, the protests of
aven the more emancipated amongst them against
hor dismemberment should have been religious in
- form. The feeling that a crusade was Lleing
earried on against her made fthem envisage the
situation as a confliet hetween the coross and the
crescent and roused their religions fervour.

The hold of Islam on theminds of its adherents
cannot be doubted. It has held its own againss
time and science in a way in -which formel Hin-
duism and Christianity have failed to do. But, as
we ventured to pointout in our provious issue
even at the risk of being misunderstosd, in spite
of the reality of the religious sentiment in the lives
of Mohammedans, it will be highly unwise to lay
$00 much siress on it. Uncompromising insistence
on it ::ay injure their ease and alienate from them
the support or those who sympathise with the Turk
&8 B fellow-Asiatic and regard the terms offered
to Turkey as a violation of the principle of nationa-
lity.

This polioy has salready placed the Moham-
modans in an awkward position. If has made
them appear as opp>nents of Arab independence.
It does not seem that there is much love lost bet.
ween the Arab and the Turk. Their relations in
the past have not been very friendly. Vot it
appears that Indian Mohammoedans desirs that the
Arabs should be subjedted to Turkish rule again.
It may be thought that Sherif Husain is a tool in
the hands of Great Britain o exeoute her nefarious
designs against Turkey. His subjeocts may be ex-
peoted then to ba in revolt—open or concealed—
against him. But this does not appear to be the
cass. RHven if the testimony of his son Abdullah
be dismissed as false, thers ars other cironmstangss
which strengthen the belief that he and his peopls
are of one mind. The disturbances that have oo-
ourred in Syria and Mesopotamia afford proof of
the hostility of the Arabs to the English and the
French, but they do not give the slightsst indica-
tion of a desire on the part of the Arabs to return
to their old allegiance. The pan-Syrian Congress

which seems f{c have been the mouthpiece of &
large majority of the population of Syria, did not
vote in favour of its reinclusion in the Turkish
Empire. It offered the crown to an Arab and a
son of the King of Hedjaz. The same story was
repeated in Maesopotamis when Emir Abdullsh
was proclaimed King. The injustice and humilia-
tion to which Turkey has been subjected by the
Allies may have provoked bitber resentment ameong
the Arabs, but there isno evidenee {hal they are
willing to return to their cold sallegiance. They
prefer independence to alien, even thorgh it be
Mohammedan, rule. And they do not stand alone
in this respeet. Egypt was till latsly a part of
the Turkish Empire. It is practically in. dépen
revolt against the authority of the British. The
conversion of Turkey into a Europsan protectorate
appears to have inflamed Egypfian feeling® and
added fuel to the fire, but who will say that the
Egyptians are willing to recognize the soversignty
of the Caliph ?

It may be remarked in passing that on the
showing of the Mohammedans themselves, the in-
dependence of Arabia does not appear fo violake
any of the tenets of Islam. We understand that
the Moslem claim on behsalf of the Khilafat is
based on the command of the Prophet that ail non-
Moslems should be turncd out of the Jazirat-ul-
Arsb. Anpd Arabis is under a Moslem ruler, over
whom no Christian power iz to exercise supervi-
gsory authority. It has been argued some times
that in accordance with the commandments of
Islam, the strongest Moslem power iz entitled to
the posssssion of the Jazirat-ul-Arab, for it alone
can guarantee protection fo the pilgrime to the
holy shrinesin Palestine, Arabia and Mesopotamia.
But we are not aware that this argumen$, which
makes religion indistinguishable from politics,
has ever been advanced by any of ths leading
figures in the Khilafat agitation. Noz is the re-
cognition of Arabia as an independent State an in.
fringement of the Prime Minister's famous pledge.
He stuted distinctly in the very speesch in which
he appealed to the Indian Moslems for support,
and which had the approval of the Labour leaders
that, in theopinion of all the leading statesmen of
the Empire whom he had oconsulted, Ameries,
Mesopotamia and Arabia were * eniitled to the
recognition of their separate national conditions.”

It is still open to the Mochammedans to retrace
their steps, and we earnestly hope that they will.
1t has been their desirs for a long tims to promote
the solidarity of Islam and to knit closer the bonds
that®unite the Moslems. They seem to think that
unity of faith may well be accompanied by unity
of oontrol in secular affairs. However little they
may be'conscious of it, this is not the principle of
freedom. It is imperialism under another name.
It prejudicss them in the eyes of non-Moslems.
They will strengthen their position considerably if
they ally themselves frankly with the forces of na-
tionalism and agitate for the freedom of the Arabie-
speaking peoples. They are justified in denouncing
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the mandate as a pretext for aane:ation and in

.demandipng that Mesopotamia and Syria shall not
be made appendages fo the British and French

.Ewmpires. Batit is not possibla.to, take the same
view of their opposition to the recognition of Aradb
nationhood. Probably both bistory and geography
require that. Syria, Arabia ,and Mesopotamia
should form one kingdom, but whether thpy are
united or kept separate, enlightened reason should
not oppose their desire for self-rule. The Arabs
have a distinguished past. They are the makers.of
Moslem history. They have produced a c¢ivilisation
of which any nation may be proud. Their ¢claim to
govern themsslves should not, therofore, be denied,
and under their rule Syria, Arabia and Mesopota-
mia may well be a source of much greater strength
to Islam than they have been hitherto.

SOME OBJECTIONABLE RULES.
By V. S. SRINIVASA SASTRI

IN this article I propose to examine some of tha
draft rules recently published which seem most
open to objection. There are others which are less
open to objection, but as they are not of any con-
stitutionsal imporiance they would be passed over,
CORPORATE ENTITY QOF HENISTE,RS.

The Joint Select Committee of Parliament, in
their session last year, recommended that the
ininisters in a Provincial Government should ba
recognised as a corporate entity. This is what
they said: * In these circumstances they think
that it should be recognised from the commence-
ment that ministers may be expected to act in
ooncert together. They probably would do so; and,
in the opinion of the Committes, it is better that
they should, and therefore, that the fact should be
racognised on the face of the Bill. ¥ Acoordingly,
the Committes speak in their Report of the Gover-
nor acting with ministers as a counterpart of the

Governor in Council, and they discard the phrase |

“‘ the Governor acting with the minister in charge
of the subject” which was the language of the
Bill as it originally stood. It is worth while
quoting one of the passages in which they use the
amended phraseology as it has a significance
which will appear presently. Dealing with olause
36 under Part IV, the Committee write: “ In the
provinges officers serving in a reserved department
will be controlled by the Governor in Counetl, and
in a transferred depariment by the Governor acting
with ministers, but in both cases alike the person-
al concurrenes of the Governor should be regarded
as essential in the oase of all orders of sny im-
portance prejudicially affecting the position or
prospoects of officers appointed by the Secretary of
State.” In pursuance of this recommendafion,
the Act as it finally took shape speaks of the
Governer acting with mtmstsrs, ¢. g. see sections
{1) (d} and 3 (1), Some of the rules made under :
the Act, however, revert to the disoarded phrassq :
Jogy.of the Bill and speak. of “ the ngm;ater in
chargg Q{ the dep&rtmen#

LI PSS PO B ST o e

Y 9 pm:sﬁer cen-“ Rf’

cerned ' thus suggesting that the Governor mig!
sometimes deal with each minister in isolatio
Now, it is clear that if the ministere representin
the popular side are .to have full.weight in it
Government and impress their: character on i
it is necessary that the Governor should not hax
it in his power to deal separatsly with and ove
ride each of them. The faot that:the Governc
belongs to the executive council and votes ther
gives that body a certain weight as compared wit
the ministers deliberating together, but withot
the Governor. The backing of the legislatur
gives ministers their peculiar strength. Neverth:
less if each minister were left to deal with th
Governor or the gxecutive council by himself h
would find himself unequally matched. Henc
the ne-essity of recognising ministers as a corpc
rate entity. The Joint Committee have ruled tha
the Governor should not set aside the advice ¢
his ministers except in cases analogous to thos
in which he would set aside the decision of hi
executive counecillors. The full benefit of thi
siatesmanlike provision will not acerue unless th
rules in their defailed working frankly recognise-
the collective character of the popular side o
Government. The published draft rules eannc
be said to deo this fo an adeguate degree. I
practice perhaps the Governor will deal with eac
minister separately in minor matters, but th
the rules appear to contemplate the Governor act
ing with & single minister even in matters of con
sequence. The first example shall relate to th
same topic as was dealt with in the passage alread:
gquoted from the report of the Joint Select Commit
tee. It is rule 10 under section 45 (@) : * The au
thority vested in the local Government ove
officers of the public services empicyed in a pro
vince shall be exercised in the case of officen
serving in a department dealing with reserved sub
jects by the Governor in Council and in ths cas«
of officers gerving in a department dealing witt
transferred subjects by the Qovernor acting witt
the minister in charge of the depariment.” Wha:
is the Justlﬁcatioqfor this complets reversal # Noi
is this an isclated instance. Rule 9 {1) rups; “Wher
a matter appears to the ( G-ove:ne: to affee% substan-
i:ial!{y ghe admmxstrahos bath of & reserved and s
transferred subject, and therp is dlssgreemeni; bet-
ween the execuagﬂe eouncgl and the minister con-
cerned as to the action to be takan, it shall be the
duty of the Governor, after due consideration of
the advice tendered fo hzm, to direct in which
department the éeczsmn as to such action shall ba
given : prcvlded that, in so far ascircumstances
admit, zmportaat mati;ars on which there is such a
difference of opinion shall before the giving of
such direction be considered by the Governor with
hss executive couneil and ministers gogether
Agam sub-rule {2} of the same rule has: “In giving
sach a &uectxon B8 iy );efsrreq to _in, sub-rule {1)
ﬁae Governeg may, if he_ #hxnks fit, indicatp the
nstura ) of the a?tmn whmh‘ghonld in hig judgmeant
taken, !;ut hg qecigion , tkgresftg‘r shall  be
at -3 .

Ly e \4 A T
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arrived at by the Governor in Couneil or by the
Governor and migister, according as the depart-
ment to which it has been committed is a depari-

ment dealing with reserved or a department deal-

ing with transferred subjects.”” It is obvious that
if the Joint Select Committee had had the drafiing
of these rules, they would not have used this sin-
gular number * minister ’ in a context in which
the expression “the Governor in Council™ occurred,
and it ie hoped that their attention will be drawn
to the matter 50 that they may alter the rule so as
to oarry out the intention of the Act. Rule 26 has
the correct phraseclogy, but there is a slight lapse
in rule 28,
DISBALLOWANCE OF RESCLUTIONS.

The next rule to whish the Indian pulic would
object is the one dealing with resclutions, whe-
ther in either house of the Indian legislaturs
or a local legisiative eounecil. The Governor-
General or the Governor, as the case may be, has
power to disallow s resclution or any partof a
resolution on the ground that it cannot be moved
without detriment fo the public interest. Those
familiar with the subjeot will observe that the
expression “without detriment to the public inte-
rest” appears in the place of “consistently with the
public interest” end is probsbly an improvement.
But the general position with regard to reductions
remains the same as herstofore, notwithstanding
that this power of disallowance has been grossly
- abused in certain provinoces, notably in Madras in
Lord Pentland's administration, and the abolition
of this power was one of the points on whigh all
Indian politicians laid emphasis, The case for
the Government is that if there were no restric-
tion a certain class of members would bring for-
ward resolutions which it would be undesirable
to discuss for various reasons. In the analogous
oase of & question on an undesirable subject, a
member of the Government may deoline to answaer.
A resolution, once it is allowed, would be spekon
to by the mover and mischief may be done bafore
Government could do any thing. There is such a
risk no doubt. On the other hand, the exaoutive
could use the power of disallowancs so as to avoid
the exposure of their mistakes or a sondemnation
of vagaries. The true principle doubtless is to
ramove all restrictions on the power of members
to move resolusions. We should press strongly
for this. Failing ir, however, a proviso or explana-
tion should be added so that the phrase “detriment
ta the public intsrest” may not bs so interpreted
as {o include inconveniencs or embarrassment to
the Government or their officials.

Under the new rules, & member may move the
adjourament of the business before the Houss for
the purpore of disoussing a definite maiter of
urgent public importance, but every such motion
is made subject to the consent of the Governor-
General or the Governor as the gase may be. Such
aonsent, however, shall not be refused except for
reasons which would justify the disallowance of
a resolution. This rule has been attacked with 8

special viruience as giving a right with one hand
and taking it awsy with the other, for it is feared
that the very urgency of the matter may preclude
the possibility of obtaining the previous consent
of the head of the Government, snd it has been
further argued that the Governor, not being s
member of his legislature, might conceivably be
far awsy from the plasce of meeting and difficult
of access, This objection may be obviated by the
Governor delegating this power to a member of
his Government during his absence. As to the
urgency, it would rarely be s0 great as notto ailow
of & day’s interval for the request being made fo
the Governor for his consent to the motion. The
privilege is intended for cases im which ihe
ususal nofice of & week or ten days may be impos~
sible. If might also be possible if the conssnt of
the Governor were nof required for a member to
take advantage of the new rule for bringing for-
ward resolutions under a doubtful plea of urgency
which either had been disallowed under the ordi-
nary rule as to resolutions or might ba expectsd
to be so disallowed. If the consent of the Govern-
or should be required in ordinary cases ik
should be required in these cases of urgency, but
our objection is to this power of disallowance alta-
gether.

It may be explained here why the Governor is
brought in to setfle the precedence beiween Gov-
ernment business and private business, to fix the
time for regulating budget discussion, and se on.
In the Houss of Commons QGovernment is in
possession of the whole time of the House, and it
is the Premier and the Leader of the House whe
between them apportion time to private motions,
ete. With the growth of our business this appor-
tionment will become boih necessary and string-
ent. In our half-developed Indian constitution
there is no Premier or Leader. On the conirary,
tke division beiween ministers and  executive
councillors makes it difficult to vest the discre-
tion in any of them., The Governor, being actusal
head of the executive and a sort of mediator.gene-
ral beiween the two halves of Government, may
be regarded as the most suitable authority to per-
form this and similar functions, till we evolve a
Premier or a Leader of the House,

THE FINANCE DEPARTMENT.

The third important rule whick requires
amendment is rule 34 under Part ITI, Finance
Department. This provides for the oreation of a
Finance Department in each province to be con-
trolled by a member of the executive couneil. It
is difficult to ses why the Finance Department
should not be controlled by a minister if he is
competent. We know by experience that it is
only a few even amongst the members of the
Indian Civil Service who acquire any special
knowledge of finance, ard it is rot alwsys these
that rise to be executive councillors, Besides, it
is probable that most taxation measurss will be
for the benefit of transferred departments and it is
always an advantage to have these proposed by
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the head of the Finance Department. We should,
therefore, suggest that the Governor should have
the discretion of appointing any member of his
‘Government to this office, whether a member of
the executive council or a minister,

The provision againat treating in the rules as
to corrupt practices is no doubt in scoord with the
practice of Great Britain. But it may be difficult
to work it in a country in which great distances
may have to be travslled by voters before they can
reach the polling stations. Where communica-
tions are in a primitive condition and may oceca-
sionally become impracticable, where people are
divided into mutusally exclusive castes, and hotels
are almost unknown, for some time at least réla-
xation in respeot of this provision may be neces-
sary.

The last rule to be mentioned here is that rela-
ting to the gqualifications of candidates for the
Legislative Assembly. By requiring that a can-
didate should be an elector in the constituency for
which he seeks election or in some provincesin a
constituency of the same communal deseription
and by prescribing for electors to the Legislative
Asgsembly a higher and more restricted franchise
than for local legislatures, candidature is closed
to some persons who may otherwise be competent
40 sit in the Legislative Assembly. I am barred
out in this way. The Southborough Committee
recommended that candidature for the Assembly
should be open to anyone who could be & candidate
for the local Legislative Council. It would be
desireble to adopt that recommendation subject,
of eourse, to the necessary exceptions.

Critics of the rules have blamed the Moderate
members of the Advisory Committees for their
share in their making. It is.not right to disclose
the proceedings of the Advisory Committees. Peo-
ple forget that the Committees were only advisory,
and that the Government of Indis who were
charged with the duty of framing the rules under
the Act were not bound to aoccept their recom-
mendations, even when they were unanimous. It
is to be hoped that the Government of India will
forward to the Secretary of State and the Joint
Committee a full report of the proceedings of the
various Advisory Committees so that these sutho-
rities may be placed in possession of the sugges-
tione and criticisms made by non-officials in this
country.

SUBJECTS OF INDIAN STATES.

1T is & matter of intense regret that the subjects of
Indian States are proposed to be excluded from
the franchise, equally with lunatios, idiots, con-
victs and women, by the draft rules framed under
ths Reforms Act. Wae fail to see the reason of
euch exclusion. If we Iook to the past history of
Indian legislation there is no justification to ac-
cord such differential treatment to the subjects of
Indian States. The Government of India (Amend-
ment) Act of 1916 has made an addition to section
81 of the Act, by which any person who is & ruler

or a subject of any State in India is made eligible
to be nominated ass a member of the Legislative
Couneil. The Act of Iast year in no way affects
this provision. We, therefore, fail to see how any
objection could bs taken to a ruler or a subject of
an Indian State, sither to become a voter or & can-
didate if he otherwise fulfils the nsecessary con-
ditions laid down by the rules,
Act of 1916 has further made subjeots of Indian
States eligible for civil and military appointments.
Lord Islington, the thon Under-Seorstary of Siate
for India, stated before the Joint Committes that
the then Government of India were very strongly

of opinion that both eivil and military appoint- °

ments should be thrown open to subiects of Indian
States and that it was inadvisable to attempt dis-
crimination. After this broad and statesmanlike
policy was enunciated by Government and sane-
tioned by Parlisment, it does nef behove any

statesman now fo sttempt such a narrow distine-

fion as is proposed in the rules, The circum-
stances sinoce 1916 have been every day strengthen-
ing the conviction that it is highly desirable to
find a place for the Indian States in the constitu-
tional development of British India.

Lord Southborough’s Committee made no dis-
tinotion between British Indian subjscts and
Indian States subjects, either as regards registra-
tion as voters or eligibility to stand as candidates
for the new councils. They very wisely said in
their report: “While mentioning disqualifieation
of persons who-are not British subjscts, we have
recommended that this bar should not spply to
the subjects of Native States in India. There are
many persons who, though technically subjects of
Native States, reside in British territory with
which their interests are identifiead” The Gov-
ernment of Indis, however, in their dispateh of
5th March took a very narrow view of the matter
and recommended that the subjects of Indian
States should be treated as sliens in respect of
domestic &ffairs of British India. The Selborne
Committee did not endorse thisview of the Govern-
ment of India. They left the question of conferring
the franchise on the subjeots of Indian States if
otherwise qualified to the discretion of local Gov-
ernments. We now find that the Government of
India have come round fo this position and have
in the rules published in the Gazette of India
on Sth May 1920, stated “ that the local Gov-
ernments may direct that, subject to such com-
ditions as may be preseribed, arulerof any State in
India, or rulers of any such States or a subject of
any such State or any class of such subjects shall
neither be ineligible for election nor disqualified
for registration by reason only of not being a
British subject or British subjects.” The question,
therefore, at this stage is left entirely in the
hands of local Governments. We further find
that the Government of Lord Ronaldshay have
availed themselves of the disoretion contained in
this rule to make subjects of Indian States eligible
for election or regisiration if otherwise gqualified

i
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just as British Indian subjects. In these circum-
stances, & very strong camse is made out for the
Bombay Government to follow in the footfsteps
of the Benzal Government. In Pengal there are
only two Indian States of Koochbihar and Hill
"Tipparah, while in the Bombay Presidency there
are not less than 350 Indian States. QOuf of 611
"States in the whole of India, Bombay Presidency
alone possesses more ‘than half the number. The
question, therefore, of the admission of ths sub-
.Jects of Indian States has & peculiar importance
8o far 8s the Bombay Presidency is concerned,

In one constituency such a distinction is sure
to prejudicially affect a large number of people.
In the elaction of fellows of the Bombay Univer-
#8ity, graduates who are subjects of Native States
or who are residing in Native States are allowed
to vote and take part in the election. But under

“the present rules, graduates of seven years’ stand-

ing, who are British subjeots and who reside in the
Bombay presidenoy are alone entitled to vote. We
do not think that territorial residence or mere
gooident of birth makes any difference in the in-
terest which a graduate is expected totake in the
wolfare of his alma mafer or the problems concern-
ing the University. The Madras Government has
-extended its franchise to graduates of the Madras
University, in whichever part of Indla they mmay
be residing. It would thus be sheer ‘Injastice to
fmany graduatea of the Bombay University who
are subjects of Indian States if they are denied the
franchise, when as a matter of fact the University
itself doesnotoconsider any such distinotion neces-
sary in the administration of its affairs We,
‘therefore, very carnestly appeal to the Bombay
Government to modify the rules, at least in the
~case of this constituensy.

On general principles, thereis hardly anything
to distinguish between & British subject and an
Indian State subject. The States are so intermixed
with British territory in this Presidenoy, tuat by
reason of contiguity, past history, common lan-
guege, common religion, common race and oreed
and by reason of blood relationship, there is per-
feot identity of interests. To regard an Indian State
subject as an alien, as compared with the British
Indian subjects would be the height of absirdity. If
we take into consideration the commersial centres
of the Presidoncy, such as Kearachi, Ahmedabad
and Bombay, hundreds of Indian States subjeats are
found to be engaged in trades and industries and
have veated rights. If the test of British citizenship
ds rigidly applied to them, many influential and
monied men In Bombay and Ahmedabad would be
excluded for no fault of theirs and- by the mere
.aooident of birth, from participating in the advan.
‘tages of the coming reforms. I is not irrelevant to
wote in thia connection that by reason of a long-
standing custom amongst the Hindus aed Moham-
wmedans, women are sent for delivery to their par-
ents’ homes. Maany people are thus born in Indian
States though they are brought up and educated in
British India and carry on theirbusiness and earn

their livelihood in British territory. Why should
such peopls be excludad from privileges of British
Indian subjests merely for the acoident of birth,
though virtually domiciled in British India? We,
therefore, appesl to H. E. Sir George Lloyd to re-
move this inigquitous distinction and to liberalise
the rules, s0 83 fo include subjects of Indian
States.

The rulers and subjects of Indian States have
been rendering immense service to the cause of
India in the matter of protection and defence. The
Britisk Indian army is considerably recruited from
the Indian States. Outside India and in the eola-
nies they ars treatad as British subjects. They
enjoy the protection of their suzerain just as their
fellow British Indian subjects do. In the African
Order in Counoil of 1889 the term Britisk subject is
defined as including notonly British subjects in the
proper sense of the word but also any person en-
joying Her Majesty’s protection and in” particular
subjects of the several princes and States in India
in alliance with Her Msjesty residing and being
not the paris of Africa mentioned in the order.

In the fature pclitical fabrio, Indian States
have obvious common inferests in Customs and
Railways, Posts, Telezraph, Currency and Tariff.
It is, therefore, unwise to =accentiunats differ-
ences between Indian States and British India.
A distinguished writer has very pertinently asked:
** What is the true line of policy to be pursued not
only now but in the future? Surely not to exag-
gerate and pervert the points of differonce between
British India and the Native States, but to conserve
and strengthen the points of agreement in the
development of common interests. We cannot get
rid of the Native States if we wish to; no in-
telligent man wishes to. Our obviouscourse is,
therefore to weld them mors cleossly into the
constitution and to inoreasse their part and re-
sponsibilities in the governance of India.”

Some people ask: If men born in Indian
States but residing in British India are desircus
of enjoying the privileges of British scitizenship,
why should they not acquire domicile? In {he
first place, the acquisition of domicile now will be
of no avail. s0 far as the elections of November
next areconcerned. And, in the second place, they
fear, and not withou} reason, that to style them-
seives formally as British oitizens and thus cut off,
so to say, their allegiance from the Indian Chisfs,
might expose them to aoctive displeasure of the
princes and entail praotioal hardships; for it must
be remembered that even if they ceased to have
any official relations with the Indian States &8
their subjects, they cannot but have dealings with
their reiastions and friends in the States It i=
therefore unjust to require of the men born in
Indian States that they should sever their rela~
tionship with the States if they wished ¢o be re-
garded as British citizens.

G. R. ABEYANKAR.
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A LETTER FRONM LONDON,
( FEOM OUR OWN CORRESPONDENT. }
LoNpoy, JUNE 3.

THE SITUATION IN IRELAND.
THE situalion in Ireland is to-day so extraordi-
narily bad that it hardly seems as though it
can bscome woree, save by an open outbreak of
rebellion. The greater part of Ireland (including
wide districts of Ulster) has definitely declared
for Sinn Fein which is in authority practically
everywhere exgept in the extreme XNorth-East,
Sinu Fein volunteers keep order outside slection
booths, and Sinn Fein is the real master of the
situation. S50 bad is it from s constitutional
point of view that Sir Horace Plunkett has been
moved ouce again to write to the Times urging
an immediate setilement, if we are not to face an
utterly intransigent Ireland that will be eatisfed
with nothing less than complete independences,
and that will proclaim a Republic which will be put
down by foree of arms. Hoe points out that when
{and if) the Irish question is at last settled, it will
be found to have included those outstanding
grisvances—the religicus, the economic and the
political. The first was met chiefly by Catholic
emancipation and the abolition of tithes; the
second by the removal of the commercial rastric-
tions and by agrarian legislation, so that to-day
Ireland enjoys an unprecedented prosperity; the
third grievance”involves the acceptance of the not
very abstruse proposition that & country must
aither govern itself or be governed.” He thinks
that those whoe have proved themseives incom-
petent to govern Ireland should hesitate about
laying down hard and fast conditions vpon which

she should bs allowed {o govern herself.

SIE H. PLUNEKETT'S VIEWS.

He next comes to what he conceives to be the
outstanding fact of the situation. At all cosis
the Empire must be preserved. Any attempt fo
strike at its beart would be resisted by Ulster and
to the very death by Britain. Indeed, this last fact
was emphasised with no undue solemnily some
monthe ago by Lord Haldane st the National
Liberal Club. Yet the majority of Irishmen, as
we have seen, have gone over to Sinn Fein, which
strikes at the Empire’s heart by demanding {and,
in fact, establishing) an independent Republie.
Sir Horace dces not regard this demsnd at the
present time as Sinn Fein's last word, though he
thinks it may be if the present rulers of England
adhere to their Irish policy. Sc¢ far, he says,
- Nationulist Ireland has been asked to accept what
evervbody knows she will not take. So far as the
Cozliticn is conocerned, it does not appesar o have
any altsrnative policy. Sir Horsce Plunkett
accordingly proposes one. He holds that the im-
mediate and direct concession of complete national
solf-government, restricted always and only by
the nacessity of maintaining the strategie unity of
the United Kingdom, is the quickest, the sasiest,
tha surest road of Irish peace. ;He urges that the
Ulster Unionists should be oalled upon to join in

‘ary consideration.

the offer to Sinn Fein of a united Ircland, ranking
with the free nations of the British Common-
wealth when he is confident that the army of
occupation can be safely withdrawn and the Irish

question will have been settled. So far, whilst
taking note of the Ulster faot, he says, the British

Government have ignored what he calla the Irish

fact. But Sinn Fein is effectively taking over the

exscutive and judicial functions of government
It has become the de facfo Government in three
quarters of Ireland, and virtually possesses treaty
powers. Timeiswith it—and tide. “Six months
hence,” declares Sir Horace, “it might refuse an
offer that, I firmly believe, though I cannot speak
for it, it would now accept. Of this much Iam
certain. If Britain and Ulster jointly offered; and
Sinn Fein acoepted, the status of a self-gov-
erning Dominion,Ireland would nclongerbe cursed
with the Ulster difficulty or England with the
Irish question.” But can Ulster be conciliated or
morally coerced? Is not Lord Birkenhead Lord
Chancellor, and is . not Sir Edward Carson the
master of the Government in Irish affairs?

THE HUNTER REPORT.

The Hunter Report with the accompanying
documents, which are now being widely discussed,
is to be debated in Parliament a week hence. Al-
ready one notes a clearly-defined cleavage of
opinicn, which is put info pictorial form by the
publication in the Duaily Skelck, under the head-
ing “Which is to Blame,” of the portraits of
General Dyer and Mr. Gandhi. The reactionary
papers, especially in the provinces, regard Dyer as
the unfortunate victim of unscrupulous politicians.
attempting to placate revolutionary agitators, and
to this view great strength has been added by s
highly provocative letter to the press by the Arch-
bishop of Simla on the eve of the publication of the
Report. At the same fime one has to note with
regrat the usual weakness of organisation dis--
played by Indians in using the Congress Sub--
Commitiee’'s Report too late to be effective for
propaganda purposes. For weeks we have besn
awaiting itsarrival in this country for cirgula-
tion, with a well constructed analysis and a.
comparison of its merits with those of the official
Committes’s effort, and an explanation of its
defects that wounld carry understanding, if not
gonviction. Nothing, however, was done till too
late. Mr. Horniman's book was too ex parfe and un—
official to do any real good in the way of helping
o formulate public opinion, and the field has thus.
been left open to the official documents, with
the very natural consequence that, apart from the-
Minority Report, the Indian side feceives second-
The Daily News makes the
gingular error of partially discrediting even this
by a suggestion (since oorrected by a oorrespond-
ent) that all the Indian members of the Hunter
Committee were officials. There will undoubtedly
be & powerful attempt on the part of A.nglo-
Indians, militarists, and other reactionaries, to
rehabilitate General Dyer or defend Sir Michae)
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O'Dwyer, which to-night’s Amritsar maehng, to be -
.addressed by Messrs, Patel, Lansbury, Neil Maec--

lean, M. P.,-Barnes; M. P. { Major, not George
Barnes ), Lees-Smith and. Horniman, and Miss
‘Normanton, will_ dg little to prevent. ,I do. hot
. think thig reactionary attempt will succeed, But
I do not think that it will fail, not so much baoause
many people will think that, in the difficult cir-
-eumstances in which he found himself, Dyer's
‘action will be regarded as inexcusable, but rather
that it is desired not to recpen a sora which wonld
prevent a raconciliation of the two pacplea.

TRADE RELATIONS WITH SOVIET RUSAIA.

It is very diffieult io know in what respect
it will be possible to enter into trade relations
with Soviet Government, for which purpose
M. Krassin is now here. Though reports are con-
flicting, they seem to indicate moras or less that
Russia has practically nothing to export, except
stolen gold, which France claima as seourity
for the immense sums invested in Russian
Bonds by her economic peasantiry. The French
peasant’s thrift, and also his greed, are proverbial,
and it is doubiful whether any Government in
France could survive a betrayal of hia finanoial
interests. Our Government has received strong
warnings of the frend of French opinicn in this
matter, nof the least important of which was the
protest lodged in Sweden by France against the
introduction into that country of s partof the
gold reserve, either for payment of Russian pur-
chases in Sweden, or for propaganda purposss. It
ie even suggesied that if goods were broughi to
this ccuntry from Russia for barter between the
Soviet authorities and the British Government,
they would be liable to be seized by British and
cther oreditors of Russia, s possibility that M.
Krassin issaid to regard with not. unnatural
anxiety. To-day’s T¥mes oontains a long and
remarkable report on the present eccnomie situa-
tion of Russia, by & Membser of the Council of the
People’s Economy, dated last March. It certainly
is one of the most »siriking indictments of the
Soviet Régime that has appeared anywherse. The
ohief renson for the esonomio eatastrophe lies, in
the opinion of this expert, in $he general loss of
capacity for work in all olasses of the population
owing to the deprivation of the individual of al}
incentive to work; the remtneration of work so
inadequataly that the payment does nof cover
living expenses ; hunger, privation and ijlness;
the absence of personal secarity; the appointment
to responseible posts of pesople without adequats
qualifications, simply because they happen to
belong to thse Communist Party; the deliberate
sabotage of the Soviet QGovernment by the whole
populstion, oarried out inevery branch of national
life, in so far as it manages to -escape deteotion
and punishment; military operations, whioh provent
‘31§ millions of the population from engaging in pro-
duotive work; constant changes in the pgrsonnel
of the Government, 88 well as in the existing laws
whioh often, cantragiot ,each other, pmavoking

FLEE Y L, -t
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oonsﬁa.nt inter-departmentsal friction -and §oss~ of
¢ime: The author gquotes M. Krassinas to the
opinion that, ynder the most favourable circam-
stances, the restoration of railway t;omfnunioations
in. Russia may possibly begin, by 1928, if
taken in conjunction with the partial revival of
iron producing and metallurgical industries in
1927, which is hoped for, provided that the maxi-
mum amount of help from Germany is obfained.
Other experts are said to be even more pessimistic,
Tt is no wonder that Mr. Lloyd George and
others, who. have made - special studies of the
subject, declare repeatedly that unless the League
of Nations, by its appeal to the imagination of
the peoples of Europe and America, becomes &
living reality, far worse wars.than any .we have
yet known will speedily come -to destroy what
remains of Western civilisation. The astonishing
thing is that naval and military experts in large
npumbers are predieting the coming of the warfare
which, as the Nation very rightly remarks, will
prove that the war of 1914-18 was not afterall a
“War tc end all war,” but the “War that
ended all civilised war.” Thus Major-Genezal
Swinton, one of the inventors of the tank, i
taking part in a public dizoussion quite recently,

spoke asz follows:

« I imagine from the progress that has bsen mads in the
pass that in the future we will not have recourse to ges
alone, but we will employ evory force of nature. that we
cen; and thers is s tendency at present for progress’ in
the develocpment of ths diferent forms of rays which can
be turned to lethal purposes. Wehsve X-rays, we have
light rays, we have heat rays. Mr. H.G.Wells, in his “War
of the Worlds,” alludes to the heat rays of the Martians,
and we may not be so very far from the development of
some kind of lethal rey which will shrivel up or paralyze
or poison human beings if thsy are unprotected. .
The final form of human warfare, as I regard it, iz germ-
warfare. I think it will come to that and, go far as I ses,
there is no reason why it should not, if we mean to fight.
In that case, perhaps the tanks would not be ausha great
panaocsa, beoause short of previcus inconlation, it would not
be possible to stop the progress of diseases simmply by put
ting men into stesl or any other type of anclosed vesgsls.

CORRESPONDENCE,

SIR MICHAEL O'DWYER'S ALLEGATIONS.
To THE EDITOR OF THE SERVANT OF INDIA.

SIR,—I have wired to the Times.London, as follows: * The
tslegraphic summary of Sir Miokael O'Dwyeor's lotter to you,
containing & gross libel on the Indfan members of the Hunter
Committee, has caused surprise and disgust. He knows me
and alse oy family with its unbroken record of steadfast snd
sotive loyalty. In avother conneckion ke spoke highly of my
loyal obility, straightforwardness sad great trustworthiness.
Hs must kpow thay my olass aould not have had the ramotest
oonpection with the disturbances, ™

Bir Michael is reported to disapprovs the composition of
the Committee as none of the European members had ever ex-
ercised administrative or executive anthority in sn Indian pre-
vinos, and the Indian memhers warse of the wery.claas which was
targsly responsible for oreating the situation that led to the
disorders and whish in several cases’ actively particlpated in
the rebellion, ‘This is what the Governmmnt of India have
said ok the point: “The question of the énmpqsmen of the
Comumniites recejved the most carsful coaa&ernzcn. as Govern-

mnat wors determined thaf. it ahonld be o hodg nf uommwd-
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ing weight and kigh judicial experience, in which perfect coxn-
fidence could be reposed by the public, both at home snd in
India.” (Vide para. 22 of the Goveroment of India's dispatch. )

The summary contains misleading allegations. Te select
only one. For sxample, it iz said that in Lahore there are
several witnesses of high positiop and reputstion who were
ready to depose that the outbreaks were the result of an orga-
pised oomspiracy, but they were not given an opportunity,
The Government case was presentad to the Committes by the
Govarnment Advocate, the Assistant Govercment Advocate
and the Chief Becretary to the Punfab Goverament, Obvious-
iy they would not be intereated in denying this opportunity,
and the Committee never refused to hear evidence on any im-
portant point. The question whether the outhreaks were the
result of an organisod conspiracy was the crucisl point for in-
vostigation before the Commitise.

It neesd hardly be pointed out that 8 mere eXpression of
opinicon thet thelcharacter of: the disturbances, in the 8epo-
ments’ opinion, was suchiss to lead to the inference that they
must have beon the result of an organised conspiracy stands on
a different footing from a statement of faots, independently of
the disturbanoces, proving the existenoe of an organised cons-
piraoy. Alsc it may be safely presumed that officers of the
Government, specially those of the Criminal Investigation
Depariment, and the Lieutenant-Governor would have know-
ledge of those facts, ’

The evidence heard by the Committes is befors the public
and this is what 8ir Michael O'Dwyer himself deposed before
the Committee 1 —

Q.~—In your statemsnt at page 10 you indicate the view
that thers was an organisation, a wide-apread organisation.
On the 15th April, your suggesdion is that the whole countey
was involved. Lio you still adhere to that or not ?

A —There were similar and simultaneous outbreaks iz :

various parts of India as far apart s Bombay, Ahmedabad and
Caloutia.

Q.—The suggestion is that these disturbances at Ahme-
dabad and Calcutia and Bombay were part of one organisation
Do you adhsre to that suggestion or do you wish to modify it 7

A. —1 still think there were certain people conneoted with
those parts who were behind this organisation. I will not say
it for & certainty, but I think there were certain phases which
showed that unleass thers had been some organisation, all this
oould not have ocourred simultaneously, but I have no posi-
tive proof of this.

J.--Where was this central organisation?

A.—1 have no proofs of it, but I am strongly inclined to
believe that it did exist. There was some organisation { vide
para. 16, Chapioer 2 of the Minority Report). The Governments
of Bombay and Delhi soon after the disturbances sppointeq
two British officers of experience to investigate the point and
their reporia negatived the theory of an organised conspiracy.
It would hardly be playing the game to make wild and un-
founded statemonts touching the honour of men of unsullied
shatsoter and reputation to Influence in one’s own favour the
oourse of 2 Parliamentary debate when those attacked sare
not in 8 position to rebut them in time, Inthe case of & inan
of the position of Sir Michael O'Dwyer, the offence would be
sericusly aggravated. Though it was my painful duty to im-
pugn certain meesures of his Government, for him personally
I entertained sentimenta of high regard and though prima
facie I am afraid there is little resson to doubt the material
aoouraoy of the ielegraphio summary to the Pioncer, I prefer
40 withhold my fimsl judgment till I have read the full text of

Bir Michasl's letter to the Timss.

SULTAN AHMED,
Srinagsr, June 19,

THE JALLIANWALA BAGH MEMORIAL.
To TEE EDITOR OF THE SERVANT OF INDIA,
8in,—We rejoice in and admire ocur friend Kingsley
Willlams' boldly sxpressed condempation of the Jallianwala
Bagh atrocity. In one point, however, we cannot agres with
bim, and that is in his suggestion that the numerous English-
men who view that apisode as a bict on the name of their

gé_u_mry ‘will do well %o signalise their sbhorrencs by sub-
seribinglto's scheme to perpetusts;its memory. However in-
nocent of such an intention the promotcrs of the scheme may
be, the inevitable result of aoquiring the site am a permanent
national memorial will be to kesp alive the bitterness and re-
sentment which the massacre has aronsed. We, therefors, de-
procats the scheme, just as much as we deplore and oconsider
barmful the use made of the Cawnpors Memarial Gardens and
other similar practices in which we English have unhappily
sat an example and given a precedent for the present schame,
Is there not & worthier and more] baneficial way in whioch
Indians and Europeans alike may express thsir detestation
of the policy of frightfulness exemplified at Amritsar, namely
by subsoribiag to a fund for the widows and orphans and de-
pendants of tha victims of that polioy ¥—Yours, &o.,

: ) C. B. YOUNG,

RUTH ¥YOUNG.
Baptist Misaion,
Delbi, June 17.

SELECTION.
NATIONAL LIBERAL FEDERATION.
MEETING 0F THE CQUNOIL AT CALCUTTA.

A MELTING of the Council of the National Liberal Federa-
tion of India was held on Saturday, June 12, in the kall of the
Indian Asgociation at Calcutta, In the absence of the Chair-
man, the hon. Mr. Sorendranath Baneries, Viee-Chairman,
presided over the meating.

The proceedings lasted for four bours and the following
resolutions were passed :—

I-HUNTER COMMITTEE REPORT.
TEE MaJOBITY REPORT.

(e} The Council of the Natiomal Liberal Federation of
India have read with deep disappointment the Msajority Re-
port of the Hunter Commaittee whose sonclusions sre in the
main nnsupported by the weight of the publishsd evidence.
The Council regret that the msjority have supported the

-deslaration and continuation of martial Iaw in the Punjab

without justification, and that thay have condoned in most
cases the atrocities that wers perpetrated in deoliberate disre-
gard of the canons of civilized government. The Council feel
oonstrained to say that the Majority Report lacks the autho-
rity that should have attached to a State paper treating of
such grave and far-reaching issues as were raised by the
recent deplorable avents in the Punjab.
TEE MiNORITY REFPORT.

(b} Ihe Council endorse the conclusions of the Minority
that there was no rebellion in the Punjab, and their condemna-
tion of the declaration of mariial law, and ite prolongation
without sven a colourable excuse, as well asof the rathless-
ness with which it was administered entailing orue! bardships
upon large numbers of innocent persons and -wantonly caus-
ing humiliation to the people by bringing home to them their
utter helplessness,

BEORETARY OF STATE'S DESPATOH.

{¢} 'While appreciating the Secretary of State’s dispatch
for its condemnation of some of the worst horrors of last year
and its repudiation of the doctrine of military necessity ihat
made them possible, the Counc’! must express their sense of
strong disapproval of the awarding of a wholly inadeguate
punishment to General Dyer and of none as yet to the sgveral
other officers who were guilly of unpardonable eXcesses. The
Council would earnestly urge that the Government should
take immediate stepa for the suitable punishment of all officers,
military or oivil, of whatever status, who weres guilty of, or
sondonsd, gross abuse of power and indisputably failed to
maintsin ‘the standards of conduot’ which, as the Secretary of
State’s dispatch says, © no sivilized Government can with im-
punity neglect, aud which his Majesty’s Goverament are de-
termined to npbold.” The Couneil believe that without such
punishment neither will the enormity of theic condurct be
brought home to the offending officers nor will the national
asif-respect of India be vindicated.
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Bir MicHAEL O'DwYER. ce exlad

{d) The Counoil record their smphatic prosest:againstjthe
high sacomium bestowed upon Sir Michael O'Dwyer both by
the Government of India and his Mzjosty's Governmsnt:in the
face of the admission that ‘hig Majesty's Government:do not
regard Sir Michas! O'Dwyer as immune’f romZoriticism’, thelr
critiolsm of the ‘application of martizl Iaw precsdare] to cer-
$ain trials’ which, it ir admitted, ‘must be taken as applying
to Bir Michas! O'Dwyer inso far as he was personally reaponsi-
ble for the action in qusstion and theiavowal! that Bwith the
general qusation of Sir Michael O'Dwyer's administration of
the Punjab, his Majeaty’s Governmoent are not now immedia-
tely concerned”. Sir Michael O'Dwyer's opinlons of the edu-
asted olnsses of India and of even ‘legitimate -and oconstifu-
tionel political agitation’ have bsen publicly expressed and
are_ oo official record, while his responsibility for the deciara-
tion and continuation of martis]l law and the mannerin
whioh it was sdministered ocananot bs galn-aid. He even
soccordsd ‘unqualifed approval’ to General Dyer's accion at
Jallisnwala Bagh, which has been disapproved by the Majo-
rity Report and the Government of India and condemned by
his Msjesty's Qovernment, The praise of suoch an officer by
his Majesty's Qoverament has made & painful impression on
the Indian mind. In the cpinion of the Couneil the least thas
bis Majssty's Government should do, failing any mors dras-
tie aotion, is to take steps to mark in an effective manner
iheir unguatified disapproval of the policy and oconduyst of Sir
Michael U Dwyer, and then they skould in n¢ siroumstances
silow him tc be asecciated with Indian affairs in any caps-
oity.

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA'S REEPONSIBILITY,

{#) ‘The Council regret that his Majesty’s Qovernmens.
while testifying to the manner in which his Excellenoy the
Vicercy has fulfilled his high trust and oontinuing to reposs
the fullest oonfidenoe in his discretion, have ignored alto-
gother the responsibility of the Government of India, whe,
inatead of exercising mush needsd oontrol over the Punjab
Government, gave it a virinally free hand.

OOMPENBATION TO VIOTIMS.

{f} The Oounoil urge upon the Government that adequate
sompensation shouild be allowed to those who have sufferad
in the Punjab owing to the high-handed action of civil or
military officers, and further that steps chould be taken to
rovige the fines imposed upou or levied from certain areas in
she, Punjab, .
BAFEGUARDE FOR TEE FUTURE.

{g} The Council strongly urge that his Majesty’s Gov-
ernment should provide for effective safeguards against &
Fsourrence of such thinge as bappsned last year, and to this
and urge among other measures:

{i} that the introduction, exercise and durstion of mar-
tisl law should be aubject to the same sunstitutional
lirsitations as in Bngland ;

{ii} that martial Iaw shouid oot be introduced nniess it
is imrpossible for the civil courts to sit and exercise
their fupctions;

{iri) that the power of creating new offences for breach
of regulutions axd providing penalties therefor should
not be delegated to military officers;

{i¥} that if courts martial are allowed te sit when civil
courtd are sitring, any persecn not subjest to the Naval
Dizcipline Actor to Military Law, who is charged with
the coniravontion of any Regulation, shouid be allowsd
the optica of irial by a civil aourt;

{v) that fres and unrestrioted legal assistance should ba
available as 4 matter of right to acoused psersons placed
bafore martial law tribunals, and thia should not be left
to the disoretion of, or soy interfsrence by, civil or
martial law authorities; and

(vri}) that the remedy ia the nature of Habess Corpus
should bs made available in all pasts of British India.

APPRECIATION OF THR MINCRITY.
{d) The Council place on reccrd their warm Appreciation
_«of the ahility, esurage, and sonse of justise which the Hon.
Pandit Jagat Narain, Sir Chimanisl Betalvad and Bahshzada

8ulian Abhmad Khan brought to bear nron the discharge of
their arduous duty as msmbers of the Committos. )
ResoLomioN I1.—ReFoRM RULESR.
The Conssil of the National Libera]l Federation of Iadia
are opinion shat the Draft Rules wnder ths Sovernment of
India Aot are defective and should be amended as specified

below—

ta) The prokibition of the provision of focd to voters on
the electios day will operate as real hardship in the conditionn
in which slestion will be held in this country and will deter
large numbers of voters from going to the poiling stations.
The definsition of ' treating’ should therefore be amended so sa
to withdraw she prohibition agairst 1the provision of fvod.

() The provision of hired conveyances in rursl aress
shonld not he deemed a corrupt practice. :

(¢} The disorstion of Local Goveraments should not be
restrioted as regards the purposes for which they may borrow,
nor should they be required to obtain the pravicus samotion of
the Government of India,

DEVOLUTION RULES.

(d) The Devolution Rules should be amended whersver
ne0essary 8o a8 to bring cut clearly the ocrporate responsi-
bility of Ministers.

{¢} Provisicu should be made not only for the possible re-
vocation or ths suspension of the sransfer of any subjest {vide
Rule § of the Devolution Rules) but also for possible additicns
to she iist of transferred subjectn.

The Government of [ndia should meet their estimated
defiois In 1921-22 and following yesrs by reducing military ex-
pendiiure to a roasonable figure and by crediting a substantial
part of the gain in exchange to their revesue scoount, and not
by levying contributious from the provinces.

(¢) In cases of emergency, the Government of india
should bave power only to borrow from local Governments and
not to levy additional contributions.

(A} Rule 28, eto. of the Devolntion Rules soncerniug tuxa-
tion and borrewing should be ameanded so a8 to be mors in con-
formity with the system of a joint purse for the vfhoio
Governmont as distinguiched from a separate parse for either
bhaif of the Government.

{7 Rule 34 should be ameondsd sc as to leave it to the
discretion of the Governor to ssiect any raembsr of the Gov-
ernment and not of the Exeoutive Council orly, as finance
membser and to provide that the financial seorctary shall not
be controlied by any one menaber of the Government.

(i} There should bea Counsil Beoretary for Finance
aslacted from am.ng tho elected members. ,

(%) The affect of the provisions of Bule 34 will be to con-
vert finanoe virtually into 8 reserved su! ject, which is olearly
gontrary 1o the recommendstion of the Joint Committee of
Parliament, and it ie of the utmost importance for tis success
of the new regime that it should be anended a3 proposed.

{I) There should be & Finance Committee of the Legis
iative Counocil in every province.

(m) As Industries will be & proviocial and transferred
subjeos, Stores and Stationery should also be provimeisl, and
not oentral as provided in Schedule 1,

{n} In view of the separation of proviacial finance from
finance of the central govarnment and of the popularisation of
the constitution of provineial governments, the provision of
Schedule I1I cequiring the previous sancsion of the Sesretary
of State or of the Governor-Generai in Council for exgenditure
proposed to be inourred by looal Governments should be re-
considered, and amended 3o as to incrssss the powers of the
latter. :

{0} The governor of & province should not be required ta
reserve for the consideration of the Governer-General a bill
regulating the constisution or functions of a university {sse
Rule 2 (), Hessrvation of Bills Rules), exoept inso far as
Education is & reserved subjest under Devoiution Rules,
Schedule I, Part IL 5.

LEGISLATIVE COUXCIL RULES.

{p} Temporary Chairman of the Legisiative Assembly
or of & Lagislative Council shou'd be elected by the Assembly
or the Cuuncil itself, as deputy presidenis are to be and should
not be nominated by the Governor-General or the Governor.

{g} The Joint Committee having recommended that the

‘Governor-(General sball not bo president of the 1 egislative

Assembly nor the Governor, of 2 Provinociel Legislative Coun-
eil, the power that the rules give them of indirectly controi-
ling or regulating the business of the Legislaturs is opposed
o ¢he spirit of that recommendation and shourld be abro-
gased.
{r) In partisular the Governor-General or the Governor,
as the oase roay be, shopld not have the right of disallowing
questions or regulations. and non-official members should nor
be required to obtain their previous conssat $o mot:ond fot
adjournment for the discussion of definite mat- ors of urgent

public importance,
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INDIA’S WAR FINANCE.

POST-WAR PROBLEMS.
By Prof. V. G. Kale, ¥.A. )

The book lucidly reviews the administration
of Indian finance during war. time and clearly
brings out the great services rendered and sacri-
fices made by this country for the succe_ssful pro-
secution of the war to a victorious issue. It
describes the sfetcs of the war upen Indian
finance, ourrency, exchanre, trade and banking
and points out in what directions urgent reforms
aro oalied for in view of the requirements of the
country’s progress in the era of reconstruction and -
rapid development. Every student of public ques-
tions and of Indian Economiocs ought te buy a ¢
copy. Cloth beiind Rs. 2. . H

@opies may be had of leading booksellers y
and the Aryabhoshan Press, Poona, and
Bombay Vaibhav Press, Bombay.
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