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TOPICd OF THE WEEK. 

THE first report of the Joint Select Committee 
on 4raft rules is to hand by the last mail. The 
Committee have made a ohange for the better in 
the rules for the oonduot of business in the provin­
oial and Indian legislatures. The report says:"'"'-

The Committee think i* cluirable that a G-oY'8l'UM~. ill. 
tervention in the proceedings -of bia legiaiativ6 council 
.hould. be GODbed.-io GUH in whloh control by the execu­
tiTe ( whiob for theae purpoaes u's Governor mUD repre­
•• nt ) iJ eaaentla~ hanns regard to the faot that the 
Government wHi not eommaDd a majority in any council 
Of to caseS iD. whioh the PresideD1i will not be in a position 
to g,yO the requisite ruUng. - In aU other casu they 
thlnk thllt .the last word should lie with the President of 
the couDcil. Foliowing tbia principle they have substitut­
ed the word n President II for I. Go"ernDf·· in rules S. '1 
und U. 

That is to say. the President of the oouncil. 
instead of the Governor, will nominate a panel of 
not more than four temporary ohairmen to preside 
over the oounoil in the absence of the President or 
the Depu ty President. Again, the power of dis­
allowiog questions i. now to be vested in the Pre­
aident and not in the Governor. This change 
makes the rule entirely satisfaotory. It will be 
raoa\led that the only ground on which, aooording 
to the draft rules. a question or part of a question 
could be disallowed W88 that "it relates to a matter 
which is not primarily the oonoern of the looal 
Government." It oould not be disallowed on the 
ground that it oould not be asked "without detri­
ment to the publio interest." The only. objeotion­
able feature in this rule was that the Governor, 
inBtead of the President, W88 to decide whether the 
question related to a matter within the provinoe 
of the looal Government. This feature is, how­
ever. removed by the change in the rule made by 
the Joint Committee. whioh is now rendered pel" 
feotly unexoeptionable. . 

RULS ii r~l~"; £0 ~C;tion. for ~djourn;neiit. 'r'- -. 
whioh may now be made with the conoent 'of the 
President of the oounoil. There is, however, a 
eerious reservation... The Oommittee add':-

Bui with rogard to Ibe Iaot-m.ntioned rule (no. 11). they 
think: it necesl&17 to re(ain for the Governor the power 
'p",_ed by Ibe Gov._t of India to disallow "emotion 
(or &djOU1'l1DU!lll ._. though -it .111&1' bave ....... v.o ~. 
c ..... nt .,l,tho Prnili8J!.~ .. nd. of ~e council. {him. p.rD!i~ 
of nfe1'eD.oe to lihe Governor before the adjournment:· takes 
place and if the Governor is of opinion that the proposed 
discussion GaO"ot ta.ke »lace' without detriment to 'lhe 
public interest. They haveaoO-otdiDlly added a second. pa.ra­
graph t. rule 21 (relatiJlc to the disallowance of resolu-
tions) to iG01lfe this power ~ . 

The origin~l restriotion ilJ.~~ Ee~ai';'s, though in a 
softened form. The Committee are alive to tlie 
drawbaok ~8ultiog from suoh a restriotion, and 
have acoordingly warned the Goverenment to use 
the power with disoretion. They observe: 

The power to cllrta-a publio disouaaion iu these newly 
oo-nsiituled legislative bodies will obviously call for great 
dilJOrimiuation in Its use if it is not to pejudice their 
succeBs,and to Nault, not ill closing dtaoussion, but in trana­
ferrinc it to leu appropriate clumnela. But the Oommiuee 
agree with the Government of India tha.t the power is ODe 

which the Government must hays at ita oomma.nd. and they 
feel no doubt tha~ the Governor-General and tbe provincial 
Governors wiU use their discretion in the ma&ter wisely .. 

Similar ohanges have also been made in the Indian 
legislature. 

* • • 
No ohange is, however, made in Rule 22 whioh 

vests in the Governor and the Governor-General 
power to disallow any resolution or part of a re­
solution, on the ground, among others, that it oan­
not be moved without detriment to the publio 
interest. The Committee evidently think that be­
oause the exeoutive Government will not neoes­
.adly have a majority at their baok as is the case 
in self-governing oountries, unofficial members 
oannot be given the same latitude in regard to the 
moving of resolutions as is possible elsewhere. 
Allowing full force for this argument, we :ret hold 
that the Government must trust to the good BeMe 
of the members to exeroise this power with self­
restraint. If the plea of detriment to the publio 
interest is at all to be allowed. the Oommittee 
think, with reason, that the oompetent authority 
to decide the matter is the Governor, instead of 
the Presidsnt. In regard to this matter, the Com­
mittee have paid no heed to the repreB8l1tatione 
made by Indians. We wonder if the opinion of 
the Advisory Committee and the individual mem­
bers thereof was made available'" the Joint Oom-
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mittee. ,They nowhere refer to the Advisory Com-
mittee. 

* * * 
THE next mO$t importa.nt thing to note in the 

Joint Committee's report is the removal of certain 
restrictions on candidature. The change made in 
this behalf in provincial councils is that persons 
registerd as electors in special constituencies will 
be eligible as candidates for general constituen­
cies, i. e. an elector, say, in a la.ndholders' or com· 
merce and industry constituency can stand for 
election by any non-Muhammadan or Muham. 
madan or European constituency, subject'to the 
qualification that a candidate representing a par­
ticular community must himself belong to tbe 
community and also subject'to the residential test. 
A sImilar change is made in the case of the Indian 
legislature. Another change of some consequence 
is that it renders "eligible foreleotion by a general 
constituency in any province any person who is 
registered as an elector in any oonstituency in 
that province (whether general or special) pre­
scribed for the provincial legislature." Tkis is in 
aooordance with the recemmendation of the South­
borough Franchise Committee that .. candidature 
for the seats to whioh election is made by the 
members of the provincial legislative councils. (the 
Committee had recommended indireot eleotion to 
the central legislature) ... should be extended to 
all persons who are qualified for election to the 
.(louncil of the province which they desire to 
represent." .The draft rules would have 'closed 
candidature to some persons who were 'eligible 
for election to the local legislative oouncil. 
The Committee think it unnecessary to maintain 
for either chamber of the central legislature any 
residential restriction other than residence within 
the province. .. * 

IN the case of Madras and Assam oounoils, 
the Joint Commi,tee have adopted a welcome 
ohange. The draft rules provided for the nomina­
tion of five persons to reprssent the Panchamas 
aud one to represent the inhabitants of backward 
tracts in Madras, and one to represent the labour­
ing classes and ancther to represent the inhabi­
tants of backward tracts in Assam. The change 
made by the Committee empowers the Governor 
to require the communities concemed to select 
their representatives from whioh he may make 
a choice. As the Committee remark, suoh a 
,provlsion "may pave the way for eleotion 
proper by educating baokward oommunities in' 
the advantages and responsibilities it involves." 
We cannot understand why it should be made 
applicable only to two provinoes when, as a 
mattsr of faot, every other provinoe, exoept the 
Punjab, haa to provide by nomination for the 
representation of the depressed classes. The 
.change made by the Joint Select Uommittee in 
the rule regulating the number of exeoutive ooun­
.oillora is iu tue wrong direction. The draft 
rulee fixed the number at two for all provinoes 

other than 'the three presidenoies, in the oase of 
which latter the number was not speoified. The 
complaint of the Indian publio was that in the 
oase of the three presidenoies a loophole was left 
by means of which a oounoil would be oomposed 
either of four members (two Indian and two Euro­
pean) or of three members (one of whom would be 
an Indian with service qualifieations)-neither of 
which arrangement would be justifiable in view of 
the addition of two or three ministers to the pro­
vincial executive. Instead of limiting the mem­
bership of the axeou tive oouncils in the three 
presidenoies also to.two, the Joint Committee itave 
left the strength in the other proYinces unspeci-
tied! 

• • • 
IT has pecome ous~omary latterly to issue ia 

the name of the president-elect of the Congress or 
the chairman of the Reoeption Committee an ap­
peal to ilie Congress leaders who, since the emer­
gence of a sharp division of opinion on the Reform 
Scheme,have persuaded themselves that the best 
interests of the oQuntryrequire their abstention 
from the Congress sittings rather than their parti­
cipation in its deliberations. J. he Tribune, whose 
solicitude fora united Congress is well-known, now 
urges Lala Lajpat Rai to follow the well establish­
ed custom and Adjllre all abstaining Congress-

, men to return to the Congress fold. The Lala, the 
paper adds, is peculiarly fitted to address such 
an appeal. He himsetf has ever stood for unity 
among puhlio workers when separation seemed to 
many to be at once the easiest way out of the sur­
rounding diffioulties and a stage in tile natural 
prooess of development 'of Indian politics; and he 
comes from a province which has eve? set its face 
against the impending division of tho national 
party into rival groupe. No.one will for a moment 
dispute the oamestnesswith which the suggestion 
is made, or the eminent qualifioations of the presi­
dent for the office of the mediator. He is among 
the few men who may well be regarded as the 
symbol of unity amidst a diversity of opinions, and 
this fact ought ordinr.ril~ to lend great weight to 
any appeal for unity that may come from him. 

*' * * 
READILY as we acknowledge the very great 

advantages pointed out by The Tribune, which LaIa 
Lajpat Rai posseSses over his immediats predeces­
sor in the Congress presidentship in this respect, 
he suffers from one serious handioap which did not 
operate in tbe case of Pandit Motilal Nehru. At 
the time the Amritsar Congress met, the prevalent ~ 
feeling was thattheCongress was a n~tional orga­
nisation, that it represented not any partioular 
class of opinion or a sohool of politics, bu t the 
nation as a whole. It was then the duty as well as 
the right of all who believed in the national charac­
ter of the Congress to attend its sessions and claim 
a hearing for their vews, however unpopular 
they may at the time happen to be. But the p08f­
tion has since undergone a radioal change. Con­
ferenoe after ~onferenoe has met under the Congrea. 
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auspices and has passed resolutions which can 
only be understood as an emphatic repudiation of 
the national character of the Congress. At least 
three previncial conferences and a lar;;er number 
of district conferences have ~ecommended the 
election to the various legislative bodies in the 
country of. only such persons as are in complete 
agreement with one particular resolution of tbe 
Amritsar Congress. This perversion of the use of 
the moral prestige and resources of a national 
organisation to seotional ends has been welcomed 
with enthusiasm by the mass of delegates and has 
nut been rebuked by those who. like~ LaLa Lajpat 
Rai, Pandit Malaviya and Mr. Gandhi, are no 
doubt anxious to preserve intaot the national 
character of the Congress. It was manifestly the 
duty of every leader. to whom any influence is 
given in Congress affairs, to have condemned the 
resolutions which had the effect of stamping upon 
the Congress ... sectional character and of virtual­
ly expelling from the Congress all but those who 
belonged to tbe dominant party. We cannot help 
saying that .these leaders failed in the timely dis­
charge of this duty. 

• * .. 
THE Liberals were entitled to look specially 

to Lala Lajpat Rai for a word of warning. When 
the Nationalists a8 a body were exoluded from the 
Advisory Committee on Reform Rules in Delhi, 
the Lala promptly seized an opportunity to oon­
demn the Government of India's partiality, and, 
wbat is more, he did not hesitats to warn tbe Libe­
ral members of the Committee that any drawbacks 
in tbe rules would be ascribed to them, Tbe justice 
of laying the blame for any objectionable rules at 
the door of those who used their best efforts to 
make them satisfaotory may be questioned. The 
Liberals did not favour the IlXciusion of the N a' 
tionalists; they exerted all the influence at their 
oommand to make the Advisory Committee truly 
representative; they openly disapproved of its one­
sided obaraoter; and they used their limited op­
portunities to Ihe full for the improvement of 
the rulea. And yet Lala Lajpat Rai saw fit to 
oensure the Liberals as if the non-inclusion of the 
Nationalists was of their seeking. As, however. 
the censure was prompted more by his impatienos 
at the eJ:Olusion of the Nationalists than by any 
• upposed remissne!s on the part ofthe Liberals who 
were admitted into oonsullation, it really showed 
how anxious Lala Lajpat Rai was for united ao­
lion. Cuntrast, however, tbe promptitude with 
which he reproved the Liberals for an exolusive­
ness for whioh they were certainly not responsible 
with the reluctanoe whioh he evidently feels in 
censuring the Nationalists who of set purpose de­
crade the national Congress and reduce it, to all 
intents and purposes, to a party maohine. The AlI­
India Congress Committee had ocoasion to meet 
ainoe Buob a degradation in the status of the Con­
gress took plaoe. and no attempt was made to 
redeem the charaoter of the national organisation. 

* * • 

IN default of suob an attempt, either on the 
part of the nation's leaders individually or on the 
part of the Oongress exeoutive, to restore the Con­
gress to its national character, what moral strength 
can an appeal for unity issued by the Congress 
president possess? Why is it that some of the lead­
ers, whose loyalty to the prinoiples of the Congress 
cannot be questioned and whose patriotism is unim­
peachable. abstain from the Congress sessions? It 
is b"cause they think that the Congress has already 
oeased to possess a national oharacter. that it has 
become a party organization. The Nationalists 
could oontend till last year that the Congress was 
a national body, whatever their individual senti­
ments might have been. But now, by their own 
act, they have in form made it sectional; the re­
solution. passed by them have lent complete justi­
fication to the reasons whioh deterred some of the 
Liberals from attending lhe Congress sittings. Why 
is tbe Congress president now to issue a piteoua 
appeal to the abstaining Liberals? Is it to help the 
Nationalists register a decree of expUlsion against 
themselves? Suoh an appeal. we must frankly 
eonfe8ll, will be empty of &11 moral force. It would. 
of course, be the duty of those Liberals who are 
unwilling to surrender so easily the national 
character of the Congrass to attend the Congre8& 
and aasert their vieW" in it, but it ~ is idle in· those 
who have made the Congress a party organiza.tion 
to appeal to the Liberals to rejoin the Congress in 
the name of natiunal unity. . ~ 

* * • 
THE opposition which Bome pemons setup 

between the scquisitionofpowe', arid thes·afeguard_ 
Ing of oivil liberty is, in the conditions of this 
oountry, nothing but forced and unreal. Thti ,Iitan­
<lard of Madras has a telling paragraph on this 
subjeot. It runs: "There is an academic contro_ 
versy going on among prominent Indi&n politicians 
on the debating society preposition: Which is 
more needed for the country, freedom or po.wer?· 
As in the oase of most of such questions, the best 
answer would be-botb. By freedom is meant a 
declaration of the rights of Indians which would 
not be liable to infringement by any persem or body 
of persons, But that is impossible. rhe body 
whioh makes the deolaration of rights would have 
the right of abrogating them. If Parliament made 
the deolaration of rights and if circumstance • 
required, it would be quite ready to abrogate 
any or all of them. The Amerioan and Frenoh. 
declarations of rights have not prevented the 
Amerioan and Frenoh Governments from making 
mishmash of Chem whenever necessary. A declara­
tion of rights is of no value without proper institu­
tions to guard them, A powerful looal legislature, 
still more independent cour"', would he neoessary. 
Freedom and power go together, and the;r grow 
pari plUm." 

Notice to C2ontribntors. 
The Editor cannot vndertakB to ret",.,. nUecte4 

MSII. 0/' anI! otlutr contrib"tiORll sent to Aim. 
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BAL GANGADHAR TlLAE:. 
I. 

THE death of Mr. Bal Gangadhar Tilak removes a 
great figure from Indian politios. For a quarter 
of a century and more, he had been the ideal of 
his followers and the dread of his opponents. Of 
Government he had been an unrelenting and oon­
sistent foe except during his stay in England, du­
ring which he soandalised young Indians by his 
studied moderation of tone. It is no wonder, 
seeing how he had to undergo State prosecutions 
more tban once whioh left his fortune more than 
once in utter ruin. The wonder is, he rebuilt 
his fortunes with celerity and was ready to sacri­
fioe them again. Clear-sighted and tenaoious, he 
kept all eye on India's freedom and would not rest 
or let Government rest till it should be won. 
Conoessions an'd raforms he would take, for 
they only added to the strength of the people, 
but he' would not have them be too thankful'or 
contented while the end was still far-off. Auda­
cious in the beginning alike in aim and plan, he 
showed tlae true caution of the Mabratta in late 
life when he discountenanced the suicidal polioy 
of rejecting the reforms or abandoning the oonstitu­
tional position gained. By training, if not also by 
nature, he seemed more fitted to be in opposition 
than to hold the reins ot' Government. But the 
politioal manifesto which he drew up a few 
weeks ago proves that many measures for 
alI'elioration of the condition of the people lay 
near his heart, and there is no need to doubt 
what he would have' advised his followers to 
do if they should come into power. Bold he 
was and willing to take risks, but he" was wary 
withal and liked to test the ground of battle 
before he, ventured on it. Left to himself, he 
would never break the law openly and invite its 
rigours like Mr. Gandhi. Neither is it possible to 
conceive that he would, like Mr. Gandhi, throw 
down the gage to Government and. aU unarmed, 
take the vow of victory or death. His foremost 
intellectural quality was an alertness which 
bordered on restlessness. He must be wrestling 
with some diffioulty or other. Even in confine­
ment. his mind was oocupied with problems of 
philosophic or antiquarian interest. Whether his 
speculations will stand the test of the scho­
lar's scrutiny remains to be seen, but no one 
questions their quality of daring. There are 
those who lament his choice in life as a grie­
vous error, for politics in the present conditions 
of India could not gain all that researoh lost. 
One has heard of English politicians of mark 
who, after an interview or two with Mr. Tilak, 
have given him a plaoe amcng the greatest 
minds they have known. Disputants have testified 
that he was master of all the arts of controversy. 
Towards these he seldom showed tenderness, lOa he 
aertainly expeo'teq none from them. He was trained 
in a hardy sohool. If hs was not the founder, he 
~a8 the in08~ po'werful exponent of virile journa-

", , .. \ , , . 

!ism in the vernacular. As he made Marathi an 
apt vehiole of his shrewdness and subtlety. so 
he gav~ polemics in the Deccan its strength as 
well as ita weakness, ita bold sweep, its un­
dying aspiration, its elusiveness, its unrefined 
directness. Affable and kindly in private life 
and trusted in an amazing degree by his follcw­
ers, he could move with perfect ease only in 
an orbit of his own and could not enter in\o any 
but temporary alliances with other leaders of 
political thought. He seemed to thrive on dispu­
tation. The hostilities he had with Ranade, Agar­
kar, Mehta and Gokhale ended only with their 
death. Each of these had the stuff in him of 
which greatness is 'made and proved his mettle 
against Mr. THak's relentless ·polemic. There is 
good reason to believe that Mr. Tilak knew the 
good points of his rivals and could appreciate 
them fully when he cared. Some one some day 
will draw oomparison and contrast between Mr. 
Gokhale and Mr. Tllak. IT it 'is done properly, 
it will be a valuable key to the poli tics of 
the Deccan during the last twenty or twenty-five 
years. Mr. Gokhale, who had a rare gift of seeing 
the true quality. of his rivals, used to say 
that Mr. TUak was born out of his time 
and that his genius would have found congenial 
soope a century or so ago. Like most generalisa­
tions, this would require qualifications before it 
could be made to fit in exactly with the facts. But 
,there is no doubt that Mr. THak's forceful and 
combative personality had but small rcom for 
those qualities of sagacicus counsel, cosmopolitan 
sympathyand persuasive eloquence that are the 
indispensable marks of a leader of men. suited to 
the eve of a democratic regime. It was the 
example of Mr. Tilak that first drew Mr. Go­
khale to the servioe of the Deccan Education 
Sooiety. But the spell did not last long. Differ­
ences of character and temperament first made, 
and then widened, a gulf between them· To­
wards the end of Mr. Ranade's life and more 
markedly after that jivent, they stood in the 
Deccan at the head of opposite schools of thought 
whom events often threw into active rivalry. 
Not in politics alone, but in the ethics of public 
life in social reform, in eduoational ideals, in 
attitude towards Government and the British race 
generally, they were as wide apart. as the .po!es. 
Each recognised, however, the burnlDg patrIotism 
of the other. Both loved the people and made 
saorifioes in their servioe. But how diverse their 
paths! The one passed through suspicion from 
Governmen~ and from people to the pinnaole of 
fame when he died. honoured and lamented by 
both. The other ended as he began, the enemy 
of Government and the victim of its wrath, but 
the idol of his countrymen. This is noi 
the oocasion to examine Mr. TUak's prin­
ciples. review his partioular deeds or .. ap­
pralsa his services as a whole. A crItical 
study of these must disolose errors as well as 
merita, failure as well as aohievement, 000110-
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'si0l1 for censure as wen as for praise. But none ean 
deny that he had great qualities or tbat he played 
·a great part. To found vernacular journalism, to 
lose and recover hi. fortune more than once, to 
dare the wrath of a Ga"ernment and go to jail witb 
the crown of the martyr, to write original books, to 
"dominate political activity for a generation in a 
large pall of the country and leave a numerous and 
well-knit party behind-these constitute an inde­
feasible title to the honour and loving recollection 
of his countrymen. 

II. 
DURING the whole period of British rule in 
India there has been no man who occupied in the 
public mind exactly tbe eame position that the 
late Mr. Tilak did during the last twenty-five years 
of his life. We say tbis even though we recall the 
namee of Rammohan Roy, Dadabhai Naoroji, W. 
C. Bannerii, Sir Syed Ahmed, Ranade, Mehta, or 
Gokhale. not to men tion purely religious or social 
reformers like Dayanand, Keshub Chandra Sen, 
Vidyasagar or Agarkar. Some of these were great­
er, far greater men; others had a truer statesman­
ship and a surer conception of the problems before 
1he oountry; some were more masterful in personal 
intercourse; others were far m~re eloquent; the 
intellectual calibre of some of them was certainly 
not inferior to that of Mr. Tilak. But in spite of 
all tbis, nobody-not even Dadabhai-touched the 
hearte of his followers and a very large section of 
the people in quite the same way as Mr. Tilak did. 
Such a phenomenon needs explanation. 
" Mr. TUak's bold upon his country was to a 
very considerable extent promoted by the fact that 
he stood for the obvious line of policy in our COun­
try'a politics. The common people are not able 
to oonsider deeply the pros and cons of any subject 
and are sure to like one who puts into a consistent 
form the ideas which are vaguely trying to find 
expression. A consistent and trenchant critioism" 
of a foreign- Government ... as just the way to 
rouse the people. The path of a reformer who seeks 
to criticise as well as to construct is very hard. 
The country is so situated that the work before 
the critic is lying ready to hand in vast quanti-· 
ties, while the opportunities for constructive work 
are comparatively few and in any case difficult. 
Mr. TUak came at the psychological moment 
when the obvious advantages of British rule as 
compared with the old Indian rule had cams to be 
regarded as habitual and a part of the very nature 
of things, and the disadvantages had begun to be 
acutely felt. He took full advantage of it, and 
the love of his admiring countrymen was his re­
ward. 

But a mere propaganda of oriticism would not 
have led to the fervent idolatry tbat he command­
ed, bad it not been accompanied by some fine 
pe .... onal qualities. Others have tried it, who did 
not possesa these qualities and have not suceseded 
88 Mr. Tilak did. Among these qualities a pure 
pereonai life is one of the most prominent. He 

had none of the looseness of character often found 
among other patriote, his living was simple, he 
was always acoessible, and he had a very engaging 
bonhcmie of' manners. Some of tbese personal 
traits were occasionally a handioap as he was 
sometimes too prone to follow the advice and sug­
gestions of his entourage against his own better judg­
ment. Then another very fine point in bis charac­
ter was his capacity for sacrifice. He started life 
in a spirit of sacrifice by founding. in collaboration 
with Agarkar and Chiplunkar, the New English 
School and the Fergusson College. The example 
of such a sacrifice of wordly prospeote in a purely 
secular cause was at thai time very rare. High 
English education was in his younger daye the 
sure key to a fine official or professional career, and 
if he had 80 wished it, he could easily have ended 
as a Higb Court Jndge or a Collector in the statu­
tory service. The history of tbe severance of hia 
connection with the Deccan Education Society is 
now well-known and need noi be detailed in this 
place. but this first step was the starting point in the 
progress of an agitator'_e use the word in "no 
bad sense-oareel- Then his undaunted courage 
in facing the various prosecutions which were 
believed by popular opinion to be specially direct­
ed against him personally, won him the admi-· 
tration even of his enemies and opponents. His 
followers of course were rendered still more devot­
ed by these evente, and he attained a position almost 
unexampled in the recent history of our country. 

In addition to these qualitiea of a high per­
sonal character and oapacity for saorifice. he had a 
very keen intellect wbicb would have shone in any 
field. As it wa9, he was no mean Sanskrit scholar 
and has written some books on rndian antiquities 
which may live a long time. Scholars will discuss 
the oorrectnesR of bis conolusions about the age 
of the Veda.s, the horns of the Aryan race or the 
true significanoe of the teaching of tbe Bhagwad­
Gita; but it is remarkable that -a man who lived 
so entirely in the rough aDd tumble of polities could 
find time for tbis work. This astonisbing popu­
larity in the political sphere was rather unfavour­
able to the formulation of a dispassionate judg­
ment on his soholarship, and perhaps he bimself 
developed in bis later years an impatience of 
critioism, a pontifioal attitude even on indifferen6 
questions like the reform of the Indian Calendar. 

Finally, he had a wonderful instinct for gaug­
ing the feeling of the publio. He accurately mir­
rored public opinion, but bis soul was hardly like· 
that of the prophet who would castigate equally" 
tbe authorities or the mob on their shortcomings. 
He often deliberately cbose the less beroic path of 
following the mob even when in his beart of hearte 
he felt tbat it was not going rigM ; be did not lay 
suffioient stress on any opinions of his own which, 
he thougbt, would be unpopular and would detract 
from hiB hold upon tbe publio mind. Perbaps he 
lost sight of the fBtlt that this hold is often made 
firmer when you are prspared to risk Ii for what 
you feel is right. But he made his ohoiae deH; 
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berately. and one cannot now quarrel with it. 
Suffice it to say that he produced a good deal of 
animation in a body which was almost lifeless, he 
made the people think when they wele content to 
acoept things as they are, and he gave the country 
an example of sacrifice, pure life and devotion to 
the motherland. The pity is that the situation 
of our country is such that a man like Mr. Tilak 
had to spend his whole life in mere critioism and 
in doing what ;"as very often mere destructive 
work; that his exceptional abilities could not be 
harnessed for doing the work of oonstruction, in 
leading his country into the quieter paths of hap­
piness and contentment; that a man of high per­
sonal private character and acute brains had to 
advocate. and often act upon, the truly Machia­
vellian doctrine that all was fair in polif.ics and 
had to neglect other kinds of activities which are 
equally vital to 'national progress. History will 
form its own judgment about the place of Bal Ganga­
dhar Tilak in the annals of India; but at a mo­
ment when his ashes are hardly cold. we can but 
say that in him there lived a GREAT MAN. 

a P. ,PARANJPYE. 

THE KHILAFAT AND THE TURKISH 
PEACE.-ill. 

IN my second article, I tried to face the ultimate 
question, whether there ·is any possibility 'hat the 
weaker nations oUhe world may receive justice at 
the hands of the strong. Is the East, from hence­
forth, always to be exploited for the profit of the 
West? Is Might and Might alone the arbiter? Is 
there no hope of justice? . Is this the end? 

No, this is not the end; there is still hope, even 
in this darkest hour of the world's history. The 
moral deoline and fall of Europe have been so tre­
mendous, the hypocrisy of Europe has been so 
deep, there is still hope of recovery and renewal.. 

Let me give, in this last artiole. some of the 
signs which appear to me, when I try honestly to 
face the faots. to offer enoouragement and to keep 
my own mind from despair. I will draw two pio­
tures only-one. from the older Universities of 
England. as they have been described to me reoent­
ly by letter; the other. from the Labour movement 
in South Africa, as I have witnessed it with my 
own eyes. 

With regard to Oxford. Bome time ago I had 
the very welcome news sent to me ooncerning the 
change whioh had taken plaoe. The men. who 
were undergraduates in \914. had come baok.after 
passing through the long-drawn agony of the War. 
~nd they were determined that the world should 
not sink baok again into ohaos. There was rebel­
lion in the air.-rehellion against the oonventions 
and caste traditions of the past. 

As an illustration of the new Oxford, myoor­
respondent related to me at some length the story 
of a debate in the Oxford Union on "The Govern­
ment of Ireland." The house was paoked to the 
dool'll. At first some formal, ordinary, oolourless, 

speeches were delivered. Then after a while. an 
Irishman got up and uttered downright. open re­
bellion without a single qualifying word. He 
accused the Englishmen, who were present, of 
cowardice and cruelty. dishonesty and breach of 
faith. He declared, in unequivocal terms. for an 
independent Republic. If Ireland were not set 
free. he threatened an undying warfare. He 
appealed to the ultimate rights of man for liberty 
and justice; he denounced imperialism of 
every kind. 

The scene was electrical. Instead of being 
shouted down, or ridiculed, or received with cold 
disdainful silence, he was oheered again and 
again. It was not merely his oourage, whioh 
brought him this applause. It was the revolt of 
the generous hearts of young men, who had 
themselves been through the peril of m,odern baUle. 
against all forms of tyranny and oppression. 

A correspondent has written to me from 
Cambridge. that there also idealism is slowly 

. recovering its lost ground. The spirit of question 
and revolt is abroad. It is true, he writes, that 
immediately after the war, human life went slack 
for a while; the popular cries of revenge and selfish 
greed were blatantly loud. But since then. 
loathing and disgust at the crimes of the Blookade 
and the slow starvation of central Europe have 
filled men's minds. An altogether healthier tone 
has come. The heart of the young is still sound. 

No, the end is not yet! The light is breaking 
through. The young men, wha fought in the War. 
have not ceased to see visions; and the old men 
are again dreaming their d1eams of world set free. 

I turn to my second picture. This time, the 
scene is in South Africa. There, the general 
election is at its height, with all that this means' 
of excitement and absorption in fierce political 
strife. Racial passion is running high. and the 
temptation is almos~ irresistible to appeal to the 
lower instincts of men in order to oatch the 
popular vote. 

I was seated in a central committee room in 
Durban, a.long with some of the hardest-worked 
among the leaders of the South African Labour 
party. These men were thWd to death with all 
the drudgery of the election. They had known 
very little sleep or rest for many days and nights. 
Yet they gave me a most patient hearing when 
I came to them and asked for their· sympathy and 
support in the Indian cause. They had kept. 
in the very centre of their programme, the prinoi­
pIe of 'equal pay for equal work' without any 
reservation in favour of their own race. One of 
them said to me the following words:-

Tell tbem. over there in IDdia~ Mr~ Andrews. when 
you gel pack home,-teU them, that we shan do aU we­
can not to ael unfair},. towards any race or oreed. We 
want India to get Home Rute, just 88 much as we wanl 
INland and Egypt to get Home Rule; and when Labour 
comes into power, we shall be with you t~ a maD. We 
are a young party out here in South Africa. and~ as 
you know well, we haTe our oolour pnjudiees vel'J strong. 
I'm not going to say any more about what we~re going to 
do. when we get 10.'0 offioe; beoause ito. no use al all '0 
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make promises and theD to break them. But I can tell 
you this. that we"re workIng forward steadily for the 
principle of • equal pa¥ for equal 'WorlE: ' and that mea.ns an 

, ead to the oolour bar. . 
And you may be quite sure of 0Il8 thing. Mr. Andrew~ 

. "that w~ working men. wbo had to fight againat the oapi­
talistl every day of our lives,. will never have all' truck 
with UEmpire"poJitiCII, Ifwec&nhelpit~ We are oon· 

'vinced that imperialism and capitaliBM are the same 
, thina. They alway. work hand in hand qsthel', ana it's 
no use fighting Ag-t.inst tbe one without fighting agaiut 
the othor. So we are really 0" your Side, though, frOID 
80me of the things our member. may haye said, you may 
have beeD led to think the opposit.e. We are all dead 
against. this Ii Empire ell:psDaion." 

I bad Imagined, all the wbile. tbat the Labour 
-party in South Afrioa was standing merely for 
'race privilege and race ascendanoy. But I found 
. that. even out in South Africa, a great change bad 
taken place. And if this could be said of labour in 

-South Africa. how much more could it be stated 
'Of Labour in England I 

No, the end is !lot yet! Idealism has not perish. 
-ed in the West I In spite ofall the terrible degrada­
"tion which has come over Europe. the heart of 
-the young. the heart of tbe poor, the beart of the 
1ahourer, is still sound. 

Here. then. are tW() rising forces of revolt. 
'Hera are two on-rushin1l' streams of new life. On 
"the one side is tbe intellectual revolt of the young 
in the universities; on the other side is tbe practi. 

-cal revolt of the working men in the great work-
· .. hops of the world. 

When those young Oxford undergraduates,­
aristooratioally English by birth and tradition,­
cbeered tbe Irisb speaker. wbo preaohed stark 
l'8publicanism and naked rebellion. a blo'", was 
struok for tbe intelleotual freedom of the new age 
of mankind. 

When th.,. dook labourers at Tilbery refused 
to bandle tbe ammunition whioh was being .ent 
out secretly by the British Governmsnt to Poland 
in order to create fresb carnage in central Europe, 
a second blow was struck for the praotioal freedom 
of tbe new age of mankind. 

These foroe. of rebellion and revolt are all 
young. They are of tbe future, and for the future. 
They are not of the dead past. They are united 
In deadly hostility against all secret diplomaoies. 

. aU "protectorataB" and" mandate.... aU outworn 
creeds of it Empire. ,.. 

These are tbe facts of the new world. whicb 
must be taken into account by the leaders of the 
.Khilafat movement. It is to this tribunal. of the 
. future that our faoee In India must be turned, and 
our efforts directed, "Let the dead past bur, its 
.dead." The old world is passing away. In spite of all 
.the preaent signs to the oontrary. the tide of huma­
nity ia rising. We. who are now living. may se. 
.that tide come to the full before we die. The im. 
.mortal lines of Arthur Clough are onoe mora being 
.fulfilled :-

Say not the s1.ruagle D.auaht. availeth. 
The labour and the wounds are vain. 

The enem, faint.a no\, nor faUe\h, 
And aa Itinga hove been tho,. remain. 

If hopes were dupes, fear!! lDay be liaNf. 
It may be, in yon smoke cone"le~ 

Your oomrades ohase even DOW the diers. 
And. but for YOD, possess the field. 

For while the tired wavea. vainly breaking. 
Seem here DO painful inoh to gain. 

Far baek. through creeks and inlets making~ 
Comes ailent, fiooding in. the main. 

If the Kbilafat movement is to win tbe res­
pect of tbis new Europe; if it is to gain the enthu­
siastic support of these younger men of the future 
who have not been bard ened by the lust of power; 
if it is to make good its claim fOT justice. tben its 
programme must in no way conflict with the most 
exacting demande of intellectual truth and politi. 
cal freedom. There must be nothing wbich has 
even tbe semblance of imperialism, wbether reli· 
gious or racial. 

Wben I turn to the actual documents publish· 
ed by the Khilafat Committee and Delegation. I 
find this reliance on intelleotual truth alone obs· 
cured by tbe insistence on religious dogmas. and 
tbis asserUon of political freedom weakened by 
the insistence on Turkish imperialism. The sub­
jeotion of non-Musli m and non-Turkish races to 
Turkisb sovereignty is put forward as an irreduci. 
ble minimum. which must not be departed from by 
a hair's breadth. A religious imperialism i. advo­
cated. which might become no less tyrannical than· 
the predatory imperialisms of Europe. 

Wbat the Khilafat claim wnuld mean. in prac­
tice. may be easily realised as follows. It would 
mean. if oarried out, the foroible suppression of the 
independence in Armenia, in Lebanon, in Syria, 
in Arabia. It would mean that. whether these 
countries desire it or not. they are to be forced 
back under Turkish sovereignty. 

To my mind, such a demand is unthinkable. 
It is also intolerable. 

If the explanation is given. that "autonomou& 
government within the Turkish Empire" is very 
nearly the same as independence, my answer 
could be that this is meTe verhal quibbling. It is 
the· old diplomatio juggling with. words. The 
oamouflage is too obvious. it will deoeive nobody. 
Independence is independenoe; "autonomous gov. 
ernment within the Ottoman Empire oonsistent 
with the dignity of Turkish sovereignty" (to quota 
from one of the Khilafat doouments) is not inde. 
pendenoe. but something quite different. 

There is one further consideration of serious 
importanoe. To insist on this subjection of Arabs • 
Syrians, Armenians to Turkey Oft the ground of tluJ 
fuljillMflt of religiouB taxts and dogmas, is to leave 
cold the modern mind. Experience bas shown 
that humanity itself bas frequently been injured 
In tbe name of religion. The freedom of the future 
age Is not to be bound in this manner by tbe ahaok • 
les of religious dogma&. Mankind will seek more 
and more the freedom of unfettered intelleotual 
ad'9ance. the freedom of fearless enlightenment 
and emanoipation, the freedom of a boundlesa 
search for truth. 

• 
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In this atmosphere of freedom, all tlie irra­
tional aooretions of religion, all authoritative 
soriptures and obscurantist dogmas" will have to 

• be brought to the test of the intelleot, thll sCience, 
and the oonscience of mankind. Already, in the 
west, the dogmas of Christianity have been oom­
pelled to pass through this fiery ordeal, and many 
of these so-oalled Christian doctrines. have been 
ultimately destroyed. The dogmas of Islam will 
have to be tested in the same furnace. That 
which is temporal in Islam wiU have to be aban­
doned: that whioh is eternal will alone remain. 
It has yet to be seen, how far the dogmas of the 
"Khilafat" and the "Jazirat-ul-Arab" can withstand 
that fiery trial, and how far they must be modified 
to meet the spirit of the tim.es. 

C. F. ANDREWS. 

THE AMRITSAR DEBATE. 
ONE hundred and twenty-nine members of the 
House of Commons have endorsed tlie action, at 
Amritsar, of General Dyer. And in so doing they 
have placed themselves on the side of those who 
would rule India by terror. This is disturbing, 
and it fills with amazement those who would 
approach the settlement of Indian affaIrs by an 
appeal to the good-will of the Indian people. Yet, 
when studied quietly it is not so ominous as it at 
first would seem. Undoubtedly, these one hundred 
and twenty-nine Commoners do represent a school 
of thought-a cult of the swashbuckler which: 
makes not only Indian questions difficult, but aU 
questions which arise in politics. That cult ruined 
Germany, it has caused untold woe to Ireland 
and, had it had its way, it would have lost South 
Africa to the British Empire. Fortunately, it does 
not always have its way, and this time it was 
defeated~defeated by the almost universal feeling, 
in England, that Prussianism should form. no part 
of British rule. English feeling has been shocked 
by the Punjab atrocities, and the debate in tbe 
House was a refleotion of that emotion. It Is true 
that the cry, "Dyer stopped another mutiny," 
and the stories of numerous outrages by the mob 
influenoed opinion, but, at length, it was seen 
that the shooting into an unarmed crowd, the 
whipping of men, and the infamous crawling order 
were things that no decent man oould condone. 
Even Sir Edward Carson, a fit spokesman of a 
Dyer cult. did not defend these; he relied on 
the platitude. .. Trust ,the man on the spot". 
Mr. Moutagu's speech was provooative, and pro­
perly so. He knew- none better- what was in the 
minds of his opponents. They were waiting, 
and have been waiting, to destroy him ,beca~e 
he had given the reforms to India. Many had 
insulted him by offensively calling attention 
to the fact that he is a Jew. Most of them 
bitterly resented that a Radioal should ad­
minister India. All these influenoes were 
operating, and Mr. Montagu was alive to the 
mental condition of his foes- they were more than 
political opponents. Hence he spoke frankly, and 

his frankness excited to incoherence a group in 
the House. These worshippers of a Jewish states­
man, 'Benjamin Disraeli, have aoonvenient memoryl 
It is to be prssumed that these men would resent 
that they should be likened to the Continental 
jew-baiter, but their mentality is little, if anything, 
above that level. It is I!o duty to point out to those 
who applaud the vote of Mr. Montagu's enemies 
that the period of unrestrained oppression in the 
British Empire has passed. All, but a few, are 
ashamed of what is happening in Ireland,and 
those, who oount, ale striving to solve that dreadful 
problem in a peaoeful manner, although the 
murderous activities of ill-oonditioned men thwart 
their every effort. But a few years ago, coercion 
would have automatically come into play; to-day 
wild men alone think.of coeroion as the remedy. 
What is true of the at~itude towards Ireland is 
equally true as regards India. An absenoe from 
England shows to the returned exile, in a vivid 
manner, the great changa in European opinion;. 
the European is weary of violence. He shudders 
at the disasters wb,ioh the use of force has brought, 
and he wants· DO more. This faot must ever be 
kepi in evidence, and although there always will 
be those who see no solution but brutality, their 
capability for great misohief is crippled. The vote j 

of the one hundred and twenty-nine may therefore i 
be dismissed as a wicked attack on a maD hated i 
beoause he had dared to in~cribe on a pedestal a 
maxim of government, whioh in future will guide" 
the British administrator. This was venomously .' 
resented by those who would have it different, but 
the measure of their venom was the measure of' 
iheir defeat. Mr- Bonar Law, as was to be expected 
of a humane gentleman, spoke of the Indignation' 
he felt when heJiut heard of. the massacre," and. 
how he had waited for GeneralDye,r'~ explanation. 
The explanation was, before him, ~nd he con-' 
demned in no unoertain manner the action of that 
soldier. Mr. Asquith spoke of the incident ,as 
unprecedented in British annals; he evidently had 
forgotten the Peterloo massaore of 1819, when at 
Manchester, a crowd of citizens had been 
ridden down by cavalry because they had 
asked for Parliamentary reform in such a way as 
to frighten a timid magistrate. Peterloo and 
Amritsar pass into the history of Democracy. The 
Labour party endeavoured to carry the discussion 
further than the Government wished, but it was 
felt that the civil authorities had put upon General 
Dyer a task beyond his power. It was also felt iliat 
they had forsaken him. The House of Commons 
apparently was aotuated by that thought, and the 
resolution adopted by its members closes the mat­
ter. Of this India may be certain-there will be no 
more Punjab atrooities. However, it must not be 
taken that rebellion and murder are to be supinely . 
treated. The rebel and the murderer, in whatever 
part of the British Commonwealth they appear, ! 

will be sternly punished. but the unarmed an!! in- I 
nocent oitizen may go on his way unafraid; none ;' 
daring to prevent him making his grievance-
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known. The punishment of General Dyer is savere: 
not 80 Hvere as tierhsps his conduot deserves, but 
he is a broken man. He has been oondemned by 
the Army Oouncil, a oondemnation he did not p!!: 
·eumably expeot; by a Oabinet of statesmen drawn 
from all parties; by the House of Oommons, and 
by almost every newspaper in England. It would 
be human if Indians showed a disinolination to 
allow the matter to drop, for they havs been hurt 
.grlevou.ly in soul and body; bnt would it be wise 
to oontinue the oontroversy fIndlans have now 
.a power greater than militerism, and if that power 
Is uled rationally, they are maste,... in their own 
home. 

W. A. CHA.MBERS. 
London, July 10. 

===~ 

.I LETTER FRO~ LONDON, 
( I'Bo-lII oua ow. OORllESPOllDBN'T. ) 

. LOllDO!f, JDLY 15. 
DYER'S CASE IN THE COMMONS. 

'THE great Dyer debate has come and gone. It has 
bsen something in the natura of self-revelation. 
For the first time, the Secretary of State's salary 
came upon the British Estimates to be voted On. 
.one would have thought that tlie ocoasion would 
have been sought for a full dress debate upon In­
dian polioy in general, in view of the brief period 
allowed for suoh discussion. But it wss not to be. 
For th. first time, in Indian affairs, the Govern­
ment of the day had sent round a three-line whip 
to their supporters, instructing them to be at their 
posts for a criticsl division that might come at 
any time. One would have thought that the seri: 
ousness of the oooasion would have impressed it-
8elf upon the supporters of a Government respon­
sible last year for the passage of the Reform Act. 
But in spite of the sharp reminder of Mr. Whiteley, 
the Chainnan of Committees, this, too, WaS not to 
be. For the first time in the history of events in 
India-it is an old complaint that even when the 
Secretary of State made an important speeoh on 
the anoient motion that the House do now go into 
.()ommittee on the Indian Esti:nates, Members 
rapidly disappeared into the purlieus of the House 
leaving the Minister to address a begarly array of 
empty benches-there was a full House, except 
-during the dinner-hour, right up to within an hour 
of midnight. What for? To discuss Indian policy? 
To heal the open wounds of India! To allay 
pas. ions and giv. ground for hope and reoonstruo­
tion? Not a bit of it. Rarely-it is genel'ally 
agreed-hss the House been 8een to worse advan­
tage. Parliament was certainly not itself: It 
became the arena of 80rdid squabbles, strong and 
angry paBsions, vehement denunoiation, publio 
and peraonal insult, evil insinuations and racial 
hostility. ThouSh there have during the present 
Parliament heen many discontents with the Minie­
by and with individual Ministers, for the first 
time, on Thursday last, a great wave of passion 
.and hatred agaiDllt one Minister drove a very con­
siderable portion of the Government's supporters 
Jnto the dlvieioa lobby again.' them. Had any 

stranger, unacquainted with Britain's responsibi­
lities towards Inaia, been incited to eipress an 
opinion on the situation, the very lsst thing that 
would have ocourred to him, following npon Ihis 
foolish display of tempsr by the Hous,;, would ha"e 
been that it was aware of any such responsibilities. 
He would certainly never have supposed tbat bars­
ly six months ago Parliament' had, by deliberate 
enaotment, set India on the first ·steps of the· roa~ 
towards full self. government within the Em­
pire. What he ";"ould have remarked was an eI­
traordinary veneration, oil.' the one hand, for "a 
military mumbo-jumbo oalled· Dyer; and, on the 
other, a vicious and virulent attack upon the 
Seoretary of State for India, because he refused M> 
worship at the idol's shrine--and for other reasonS. 
.. What many of us are asking, or wrote· Mr. T. d . 
Bennett, M. P .. to The Times next day, "is whether 
an atmosphere oharged witb personal antipathy­
not free, 88 I am well warranted in saying, from 
the racial prejudioe whioh worked mischief in 
Franoe during the anti-Dreyfus controversy-w&8 
·favourable to the consideration of the weight; 
matters that were in the Committee's charge last 
night." The Times speoial observer of the prooeed~ 
iugs of Parliament, a remarkably acute critic, ad­
v&Dced as a ohief reason for the provocative effect 
of Mr. Montagu's opening speech upon thli minds 
of a very large section of the House. that he, being 
an Oriental in psychology, had committed th~ 
error of misunderstanding the psychology of the 
H~use by appealing to it upon the basis of rea­
soning from the general to the particular, instead 
of from the particular to the general. It is ditli­
cult to believe that this was an argument intended 
to be taken seriously, for Mr. Montagu esrtainly 
had a majority of the House (all endowed with ·a 
western psyohology) with him in the I'8sul to And 
we may remember that Disraeli was at least as 
Oriental as Mr. Montagu. 

PREJUDICE AGAINST 14K. MONTAGU. 
But Mr. Bennett and the critic both laid theil' 

finger upon the vital spot nevertheless. Mr. Mon­
tagu is an Oriental. He is a Jew. And these 
crimes cannot be forgiven him by a small band in 
this country whos. organ is the Mornir.g Post and 
whose mouth·piece seems to be Mr. Rupert Gwynne. 
I emphasise the smallness of tbe group, for I sm· 
certain that the majority of those who voted 
against the Govemment the other night were ani­
mated by very different motives. But anti-Semi­
tism is clearly abroad in Bome circles, " Germa11ll 
and J ewa" is a phrase of len to be found in the 
mouths of certain ultra-Britishers of the bue blu .... 
blooded type. Religious prejudioe and raois! anti­
pathy is more widely spread b this country than 
the superficial on-looker would suppose. The 
recent attaoks upon the Chief Justice, Sir Alfred 
Mond, Sir Herbert Samuel, Sir Stuart M. Samua_, 
and Mr. Montsgu, to mention but a few ell ~be 
most prominent British Jewe, indicate olearly 
what lies aUhe back of the' minds of those who 
speak and wrIte gliblT of international finance. 

; "" -- -
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ANIMOSITY TOWARDS MR. MONTAGU EXPLAINED. 
But if there is such a thing as a specifioally 

Oriental psychology, then it would certainly seem 
that an Oriental is more likely to possess a sym­
pathetic understanding of Oriental peoples and 
their hopes and aspirations than a non-Oriental. 
Meanwhile, it may be of interest to Mr. Montagu's 
opponents and critics in India that by their extra­
vagant attacks upon him they merely play into 
the hands of the most reactionary. the most preju­
diced, the most anti-Indian, and the most anti­
British section of the British people. What is the 
true explanation of the remarkably widespread 
animosity in the House towards Mr. MontagU dur­
in~ and after his speech? There was nothing in 
It to which-any person animated hy ordinary lihe­
ral conceptions could reasonably have taken ex­
ception. Its Uheral sentiments were pronounced 
and emphasised. I think it is very likely that it 
was not so much Mr. Montagu's matter as his 
~anner that aroused a great deal of the opposi. 
tion. He is not, in the true sense of the term, a 
House of Commons man. He was certainly not 
ever-tactful in his antitheses last Tuesday, but 
judging from the deep feeling with which every 
sentence wAs charged, he evidently did not think 
that this was an occasion for the tactful handling 
of a delicate ist:lation. But in addition one must 
remember that Parliament does not regard Dyer 
in the same light as Indians are bound to do. The 
curious legend has obtained widespread currency 
that he is an officer, deprived of the guidance of 
the civil authority, who was faced with a murder­
GUS mob which might have overwhelmed his small 
force that was responsible for the protection of 
European children and women; that the country 
around was in a state of turbulence and the city 
of Amritsar charged with violent emotion that 
might again spend itself at any moment; that he 
had to make up his mind what to do in a grave 
emergency; and that even if he made· a mistake , 
it was one that might, in view of the circum­
stances and of his military record, be condoned. 
There were quite a number of members who could 
Dot bring themselves to believe that a British 
officer of standing could do what Dyer admittedly 
did, without good cause. There are, in the present 
Parliament, a large number of ex-service members . ' who, hesides a natural loyalty towards a brothel'-
in-arms, emphasise that, in moments of military 
emergency, the only proper ju.dge of what the 
situation needs is the man on the spot and his 
discretion ought not to bs influenced by the 
thought of what others might think, who were not 
preBent and could not visualise the position in 
which he found himself. 

JUSTIFICATION FOR MR. MONTAOtrS EMOTION. 

Mr. Montagu's emotion was understandable. 
He has been under considerable mental strain for 
a Vel'Y long time. After the stress of gettins­
through his Bili last year and having to fight for 
;u.ter treatment of Turkey at a time when he 
.honld have been resting under medical advice, 

he was eventually compelled to cease work for aL 

unexpectedly prolonged period. Since his return ta­
office, he has laboured under the difficulty of 
having to push forward and secure support for the 
Reforms in detail in the face of the great feeling 
thllot has been engendered by all the revelations in 
connection with the Punjab disorders and of the 
Khilafat agitation, which is now developing into 
a political campaign of non-co-operation. During 
the last few weeks, India and the Maming Post. 
have joined in a hymn of hate against him, the 
former in the true spirit of politioal peevishness 
and ineptitude, the l .. tter because it has never 
been ahle to forgive Mr. Montagu for being him­
self. There are undoubtedly classes in this oountry 
which will fight to the last ditch in tb.e cause of 
imperialism, militarism and general political and 
sooial reaction. Their numbers are relatively few. 
but they are influential and they have everything 
to lose. They talk of honour, but jeopardise their' 
own becauee they disregard everyone else's. They 
~re lost to all sense of wider responsibility. D,er. 
the militarist and the imperialist, means more to 
them than the Emphe'that he has served so badly. 
Imperi .. l prestige weighed more with them than 
the constitutional traditions upon which the. 
Empire has hitherto been based. They hate reform 
and they therefore hate the principal spokesman 
of the reforms, whom they persisted in regarding 
as their author and their sole sponsor, though, a8. 
Mr. Bonar Law, who wound up ths Dehate. remind-· 
ad them, the policy upon which thcse reforms wers 
basad was a Cabinet policy and the Cabinet bears 
full responsihility for them at every stage. But. 
then these people are not followers of Mr. Bonar 
Law. Their special divinity is Sir Edward Car­
son an irresponsible firebrand. whose mission 
app~ars to be to destroy the very Emphe, pride in 
which he easily professes, and that was why, when 
the Ulster Unionist Leader got up to reply to Mr. 
Montagu, his followers cheered him to' the e?ho,. 
though the substanoe of his remarks had very bttl&­
in it. It was simply a forensic effort and nothing. 
more. 
SPEECHES OF MESSRS. CHURCHILL AND ASQUIrH. 

Perhaps the best speech of the day was that o£ 
Mr. Churchill. He was not very emot-ional, he 
was succinct and business-like. 'and he was able­
very largely to overcome \he atmosphere of hos­
tility and passion that had been generated by the­
speeches of his predecessors. He had no difficulty 
in showing that the treatment that had been meted. 
out to General Dyer was no more severe than that. 
accorded to large numbers of general officers dur­
ing the War and since, and who had no ground foz' 
grievance on account thereof, having regard to the 
King's regulations, and he also showed that, taking, 
into consideration the long period that had elapsed 
since the original occurrences and the approval 'ha', 
had baen given to Ganl. Dyer by high officers, oivi~ 
and military, up to the time of his' evidence befor. 
the Hunter Committee the Army Council had erred. 
Oil 'he side of leniency in imposing upon him tha, 
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leastpenalty'whioh was within its power to do. For 
himself, he would h&ve been prepared to subjeot 
General Dyel' to even more serious punishment. He 
ft&tly refused to believe that General Dyer saved 
India. Unarmed as India is and armed as the Gov­
ernment of India is with all m~dern weapons of 
preoision, India should not have been lost to the 
Empire, even on the basis of foroe alone. But the 
basis of the British relations with India had never 
lltood on physical foroe alone, and it would be' 
fatal to the British Empire if the British 
people were to try to bese themselves only upon it. 
Mr. Churohill quoted with approval Mr, Montagu's 
-claim that the British way of doing things had 
always meant altd implied olose and effeotual 00-

o~ration with the people of a oountry to whom the 
Empire owed so much. We could not afford in 
India to have the same ioss of co-opsration and 
good-will, a disastrous breakdown in whioh in Egypt 
h!ld so recently taken plaoe. Mr. Asquith's oon­
trlbution to the disoussion was brief but pointed. 
He condemned. with great severity, the oivil 
authorities for gross negleot of their duty in 
abdicating their function and giving a carte blanche 
to the milHary. 

THE TWO AMENDMENTS. 
'.; Whereas Sir Edward Carson's motion to 

reduce the Seoretary of State's salary by £100 w&s 
,made with a view to disoredit the Government for 
having done too much in the way of censure and 
,punishment. Mr. Spoor, in movIng, on behalf of the 
Labour party, a similar amendment, did 80 in 
,order to e:rpress the party's view that the Govern­
ment had liot gone nearly far enough. He not 
-only demanded the trial of General Dyer, but the 
impeaohment, of Sir Miohael O'Dwyer, the recall of 
the Vioeroy, the trial of all those officera ~ainst 
whom allegations had been made, and the im­
mediate repeal of all that repressive and . ooeraive 
legislation whioh. more than anything els8, had 
oontributed to the present unhappy state of affairs 
in India. And it was along these lines that even­
,toaUy the divisions took plaoe. General Sir 
Aylmer Hunter-Weston pleadell for moderation in 
the disoussion. The military Members, of oourse, 
spoke and voted mostly as Military men. Sir 
WilUam Joynson,Hiaks made a most dangerous 
speeoh in support of General Dyer. Indeed, it is 
diffioult to know whose speeoh was the worstef the 
three, his, that of Mr. Palmer, Mr. Bottomley's 

,right-hand man, or Mr. Rupert Gwynne's. On the 
whole, I give the palm to the latter for sheer pro­
vocativeness, just as Mr. BenneU and Colonel 
Wedgwood, on opposite sides of the House, deserve 
the utmost praise for their fine spseche8 on behalf 
of the people and the liberties of India. Ml'. 
Gwynne spoke as a British reactionary and an 
anti-Asiatio of the woret type. Mr. Bennett spoke 
as one who knew his India and loved it, and 
Oolonel Wedgwood as an English gentleman who 

,did not wish to feel &>!hamed of his oountry. Mr . 
. Gwynne seemed to take a malioious joy in invent­
.ing the legend that Mr. Montagu was in league 

, ' 

with the worst e:rtremists in India in 'an attempt. 
to wreck the Britieh Empire and that one of ,these 
was Mr. Gandhi, who was personally and immedi­
ately responsible for the vile and inflammatory 
placards that had been set up in different parts ot 
the Punjab at the time of the disturbanoes. He, 
summed up the matter in a very few words. If' 
Mr. Montagu were Mr. Gandhi's friend, he had no 
right to be Secretary of State for India. Mr." 
Olynes made it clear that if the amendments were:' 
pressed to a division, the Labour party would votst 
against the Government on Mr. Spoor's motion,' 
but with it against that for whioh Sir Edward~ 
Carson and Sir William Joynson-Hicks were res-·. 
ponsible. The air was so oharged with eleotrioity_ 
at this moment that Mr. Bonar Law had great, 
difficulty in controlling the House. He made ,.;: 
firm. but temperate speeoh, which required very' 
careful e:ramination, but he made, it perfectly· 
olear th,t the Government fully supported Mr.' 
Montagu and were not to be moved in regard to" 
General Dyer. As a result, the Labour amend­
ment was overwhelmiBgly defeated and the re­
aotionary one was defeated by a majority of 101, 
amiGst oonfused ories from partisane of either side.. 
Even if the Independent Liberals and the Labol1r 
Membe1'8 kad not voted with the Government, this 
amendment would have still been been defeated., 
but by a narrow majority. As it was, one felt that 
the Government had been faced with the most 
serious divisiDn in its Parliamentary e:rletence. 
and that its position, was oonsiderably shaken by 
the revolt of the Tory Members of the Ooalition,: 
whilst the position of Mr. Montagu, in partioular, 
was undoubtedly weakened. 

DEBATE IN THE LORDS, 
To-day there was to be a Dyer Debate in the 

House of Lords; but, owing to the absence at Spa 
of Lord Curzon. who wants to take part i11-,it, it 
has been postponed until Monday and Tuesday of 
ne1t week, It is quite Ukely that the Government 
will suffer defeat. Lord Finlay will move the 
attack, 

INDIANS IN EAST AFRICA. 
I find that I have no spaoe left to discuss the 

the debate raised on Lord Islington's question in 
regard to the position of Indians in East Africa, 
whioh was taken yesterday. I hope to do so· in 
my ned letter. 

The Madras co-operative Leather Goods 
Factory, Ud •• 

STARTED & MANAGED 
BY 

THE SERvaNTS 6F INDm. seelBTY 
Will make all kinds of Boots, Shoes, Sanjals. 

Belts. Bedstraps, Handbags; Hold·alls, eto.. to 
your oomplete satlefaotion. 
It is a workmen's Sodiety. Workmanship 

Excellent. Rates Moderate. 
THE SERVANTS OF INDIA SOCIETY, 

ROYAPETTAH-MADRAB. 



THE BJ:RV~ OF INDIA. (AUGUST 5,1920. 
! 

•• ~ •• ~ ••••••• ~ •••••••• ~ •••••• g •••••• g ••• t INeRB1\SB Yt10R, C2RE1PS 
t 
t 
1 
, 
f .. 
t. • 

ily Manuring WiUi • 

AND 
FISH G.uANo 

,,; 

tli~ cheapestaiid best fornls of organic manures. 
~ .,. , 

Fuller particUlars ahd quotations can be obtained 
• 9f tlO- i 

J(rom-, iNDiAN FERTi:LiSERS Lt'd., . . 

TRICHUR 
f... ! • -j l' ) 

•••••••••••••••• ----.-.--~ ••• $ ........ .. 

( Malbar (!oast. ) 

AWARDED A FIRST CLASS CERTIFICATE BY. THE; SOUTH INDIA AYURVEDIC CONFERENCE AND EXHIBITION, 

SIDDHA KALPA lVIAKAJtA1)BWAJA 
THE WONDERFUL DISCOVERY IN THE MEDIOA~ ~ORLD. 

, FOR ALL" ACUTE" AND" CHRONIC" DlsEA~E~' 
Prepared &Ieutillwly by Ayurveda Rata Paudit N. V • .srtrama·OIIarIu,Ph. D. &. aud Ayurveda 

. V"llIy. N. NaI'uImh_i ... ·Retire4 5u~RegI.~.· • 
•. This unparalleled and Ancient medicine is prepared in exact "acoordanoe with Aurvedie and 

Western Modern Principles, eare,fully ,tested and StIIoI,ldardised by expert analysis. and found to be all 
. unrivalled Elixir for the general prolongation of life, and particularly a guaranteed remedy for N er­
vous Debility, Skin Eruptions, Eczema, Vertigo, Loss of Nerve 'Power, Vigour, Memory and Appetite. 
1)epression of Spirits, constant Mental Misgivings, want of spirit and energy. .Melancholia. Rheuma-;. 
tlsm. Gout, Paralysis, Insanity, Hysteria, Dropsy, Diabetes, Piles. Asthma" qonsumption. Dyspepsial, "I Uterine complaints, and all sorts of Urethral Discharges, Acute.ar, Chronic. of aU kinds and all 
men and women's ailments, etc. This is the only safe and reliable remedy for aU' diseases resulting' 
from youthful indiscretions and los9 of Vitality. It imparts New life and Energy, by increasing and! 
purifYing the blood. It contains suoh valuable ingredients as Sidha, Makradhwaja, Mukta Suvarna.' 
Loha and vegetable drugs. This can ,be taken also 1108 a tonic by everyone of either sex, without any' 
l'8atriction of Viet Season or Climate. 

Oomplete Directions are sent with the Phial of 60 pills (for a oomplete oure) Price Rs.I13 (Ten) 
only. V. P. Extra. 

llpply to :-THB .M1lDR1lS llVORVEDIe-VHRRMRev. 
POST BOX No. 151 MADRAS. • "Telegraphic llddress"-"KllLVllM", MADRAS. 

HEALTH IS WEALTH I 
If you have lost your health 0' , 

,. SW ARNA RATHNAKARAM " 
Is the only sovereign remedy of tbe day. ' 

It is a Wonderful Blood Tonic loud the only Genuine Ours for Leprosy Diabetes Oonsumption. 
AMthma, Paralysis, Piles, all women's ailments all Karma Ragas and other incurable diseases. Gold and 
Iron, Peraland Coralare the main ingredients. Pepared by the Veteran Pandit C: T. Arumugam Piliai 
Ayurvedio Doctor,and son Ayllrveda Baskara C. T. Subramania Paridithar Author of Jeevaraksha_ 
mirtham and other Ayurvedio Sastras. 

Don't rely on Advertisements. Try once and thank God, 213 doses Rs. I~. 
We further notify to the publio that under Theria Sidhar's methods. we treat the worst O&S8S of 

eye diseases suoh as cataract, Gonorrhoeal Opthoma and the like without any operation and pain to 
the patient. Cure guaranteed. Exoel\e1)t unsolicited testimonials received are open to inspection hy 
the publio. Wonderful oures have been effected of late. 

" BllSKllRll & SeNs, 

Telegrapeio Addr .... :- .. Bhaskara" MADRAS. .' • ' 

16 Vllthianatha Mudhli Street, 
G. T. MADRAS. 

PrlnIDd .t lb. Ary.·BhulhaD Pre. and publilh.d at • The lien"'" of Ind.a • Viii.., 
641, Budhwar Petit, Pocma 01~. by An .. ". Vlll&Yu I'&lvardh&1l 


