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TOPICS OF THE WEEK,

THE first report of the Joint Select Committes
on draft rules is 0 hand by the last mail. The
Committea have made a change for the better in
the rules for the conduct of business in the provin-
cial and Indian legislatures. The report says +—

The Committes think it desirable that & Goveroor's in-
tervention in the procesdings of bis legislative council
should bo confined to oases in which control by the execu-
tive { which for thess purposes the Governor must repre-
sent } is sgaentlal, having regard so the fact that the
Gavernment will not command a majority in any council
or to cases in which the President will not bein & positien
to give the reguisite ruling. In all osher cases they

, think thas the last word ghould lie with the President of
vhe council, Folliowing thie principle they have substitut-

ed the word * President' for ™ Qovernor™ inrules 8, 7
und il
That is to say, the President of the couneil,

instead of the Governor, will nominate a panel of
not more than four temporary chairmen to preside
over the counoil in the abssnce of the President or
the Depuiy President. Again, the power of dis-
allowing questions is now to bo veated in the Pre-
sident and not in the Governor, This change
makes the rule entirely satisfactory. It will be
recallsd that the only ground on which, according
to the draft rules, & question or part of & guestion
could bs disallowsad was that “it relates to a maiter
which is not primarily the concern of the losal
Government” It could not be disallowed on the
ground that it could not be asked * without detri-
ment to the public interest.” The only objection~
able feature in this rule was that the Governor,
instead of the President, was to decide whether the
question related to a matter within the province
of the local Government. This feature is, how-
ever, removed by the change in the rule made by
the Joint Committes, whioch is now rendered per
faotly unexosptieaahle.

RizLE 11 rei;g; o motions for ad]oumzneat

which may pow bs made with tha consent -of the
President of the counsil. There is, however, a

serious reservatzon. The Committee add:—

But with regard to the laet-mentioned rule {uo. 11}, they
think it necessary to retain for the Governor the power
‘proposed by the Govermment of India to disallow & motion
for adjournment epen_ihough it may bayve recsivad the
consent of the President and of the counoll, if time permits
of reference to the Governor before the adjournment takes
place and if the Governor is of opinion that the proposed
discussion cannct take place: without detrimentto the
public interest. They have acoardingly sdded a second para-
graph to rule 22 {relating to the disailowma of rescla-
tions) to gecnre this power,

The original 3 restriction thus gemains, though ina
softened form. The Committes are alive to the
érawbsok zesulting from sueh a resiriotion, and
have acocordingly warned the Goversnment to uss

the power with disoretion. They cbserve:

The powsr to cartail public discussion in thess newly
constitused legislative bodies will obviously call for great
diserimination in its use if it is not %o pejudice their
suecess,and to resuit, not in closing discuseion; but iz trans-
ferring it to les2 appropriate channels. But the Commiktse
agres with the Government of India that the powsr iy one
which the Government must have at its command, and they
feel no doubt that the Goveraor-General and the provincial
Goveranors will use thsir discretlon in the matter wisely.

Similar ochanges have slso beon made in the Indian
lagislature.
- * * » -

NoO change is, however, made in Bule 22 which
vests in the Governor and the Governor-General
power to disallow any resolution or part of a ye-
solution, on the ground, among others, that it can-
not be moved without deiriment to the public
interest. The Commiiiee evidently think that ba-
oauae the exeoutive Government will not neces-
sarily have a majority at their back as is the case
in melfgoverning countries, uwnofficial members
oannot be given the same latitude in regard to the
moving of reaclutions as is possible elzewhere.
Allowing full force for this argument, we yst hold
that the Government must trust to the good sense
of the members to exercise this power with self-
restraint. If the plea of detriment to the public
intereat ia at all to bs allowsd, the Committee
think, with reason, thas the oompetent authority
to decide the matter is the Governor, instead of
the President. In regard to this matter, the Com-
mittee have paid no heed to the representations
made by Indians. We wonder if the opinion of
the Advisory Commitice and the individual mem-
bers thereof was made available to the Jeint Com.
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mittee. They nowhere refer to the Advisory Com-

mittee.
* * *

THE next most important thing to nots 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 cligible as candidates for general constituen-
cies, i, e. an elector, say, in a landholders’ or com-
merce and industry constitnency 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 the
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 for election by & general
sonstituency in any province any person who is
regiatered as an elector in any constituenoy in
that province { whether general or special } pre-
soribed for the provincial legislature,” Thisis in
accordance with the recemmendation of the South-
borough Franchise Committes that * cindidaturs
for the seats to which election is made by the
members of the provincial legislative councils (the
Committee had recommended indireot election to
the ceniral legislature}... should be extended to
all peraons who are qgualified for election to the
council of the province which they desire o
represent. " The draft rules would have "closed
candidature to some persons who were eligible
for election to the local legislative eounecil.
The Committee think it nnnecessary to maintain
for sither chamber of the central legislature any
residential restriction other than residence within

the province. - .

IN the case of Madras and Assam ocounecils,
the Joint Committee have adopted a welcome
change. The drafg rules provided for the nomina-
tion of five persone to represenf the Panchamas
and one to represent the inhabitants of backward
tracts in Madras, and one to represent the labour-
ing olasses and another to represent the inhabi-
tants of backward tracts in Assam. The chanze
made by the Committee empowers the Governor
to reguire the communities concerned to select
their representatives from which he may make
a choice. As the Commitéee remark, such a
provision ‘‘may pave the way for election

proper by educating backward communities in-

the advantages and responsibilities it involves.”
We cannot understand why it should be made
applicable only to two provinces when, as &
matter of fuct, every other provinoe, sxcept the
Punjab, has to provide by nomination for the
representation of the depressed classes.
change made by the Joint Select Committee in
the rule regulating the number of sxeoutive coun-
oillors is in the wrong direction. The draft
rules fixed the number at two for all provinces

The

other than the thres presidencies, in the case of
which latter the number was not specified. The
complaint of the Indian public was that in thse
oase of the three presidencies a loophole was lefd

by means of which a counsil would be composed

either of four members {two Indian and twc Eunro-
pean) or of three members {one of whom would be
an Indian with service qualifications)—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 exeoutive ocouncils in the three
presidencies also to,two, the Joint Committes have
left the strength in the other provinces unspeci-
fied!

] - »

IT has become customary latterly to issue inm
the name of the president-elect of the Congress or
the chairman of the Reception Committee an ap-
peal to the Congress leaders who, sinoe the emer-
gence of a sharp division of opinion on the Reform
8cheme, have persuaded themselves that the best
interests of the eguntry require their abstention
from the Congress sittings rather than their parti-
cipation in its deliberations. i1he Tribune, whose
golicitude fora united Congraeas is well-known, now
urges Lala Lajpat Rai to follow the well eatablish-
ed custom and Adjure all abstaining Congress-

" men to refurn to the Congreas fold. The Lala, the

paper adds, is peculiarly fitted to address such
an appeal. He himself has ever stood for unity
among public workers when separation seemed to
many to be at once the easiest way out of the sur-
rounding diffioulties and a stage in the natural
process of development of Indian politice; and he
oomes from s province which has ever set its face
against the impending division of the national
party into rival groups. No_one will for a moment
dispute the earnestness with which the suggestion
is made, or the eminent qualifieations 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 ordinarily to lend great weight to
any appeal for unity that may come from him.
* * L3

READILY as we acknowledge the very great
advantages pointed out by The Tribune, which Lals
Lajpat Rai posseases over his immediate predeces-
sor in the Congress prasidentship in this respect,
he suffers from one serious handicap which did not
operate in the case of Pandit Motilal Nehru. At
the time the Amritsar Congress met, the provalent
feeling was that the Congress was a national orga-
nisation, that it represented not any partiocunlar
class of opinion or a school of polifics, but the
nation as a whole. It was then the duty as well as
the right of all who believed in the national charao-
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 posi-
tion has since undergene a radical change. Con-
ferenoe after conference has met underthe Congress
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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 provineial conferences and a larzer number

of distriet conferences have recommended the

election to the various legislative bodies in the

couniry of enly such persons as are in complete

sgreement with one psarticular resclution of the

Amritsar Congress. This pervarsion of the use of

the moral prestige and resources of a mational

organisation to sectional enda has been welcomed

“with enthusissm by the msass of delegates and has
not been rebuked by thoss who, like Lala Lajpsat

Rai, Pandit Malaviva and Mr. Gandhi, are no

doubt - anxious to preserve intact the national

character of the Congress. It was manifestly the

duty of every leader, t0 whom any influence is

given in Congress affairs, to have condemned the
resolutions which had the effect of stamping upon

the Congress a sectional character and of virtual-
iy expelling from the Congress all but those who
belonged to the dominant party. We cannot help
eaying that these leaders failed in the timely dis-
charge of this duty.

*

THE Liberals were entitled {o look specially

to Lala Lajpat Rai for a word of warning. When

the Nationalists as 8 body were excluded from the

Advisory Committee on BReform Rules in Delhi,

the Lala promptiy seized an opportunity to con-

demn the Government of India's partiality, and,

what is more, he did not haesitate to warn the Libe-

ral members of the Commitiee that any drawbacks

in the rules wouid be ascribed to them. The justice
of laying the blame for any objectionable rules at
the door of those who used their beat efforts to

make thom satisfactory may be questioned. The

Libersals did not favour the sxclusion of the Na-

tionalists ; they exerted all the influence a: their

command to mske the Advisory Committes truly

representative ; they openly disapproved of its one-

sided character; and they used their limited op-

portunities to the full for the improvement of

the rules. And yet Lala Lajpat Rai saw fit to

censurs the Liberals as if the non-inclusicn of the

Nationalists was of their seeking. As, however,

the censure was prompted more by his impatiencs

at the exclusion of the Nationalists than by any

supposed remissness on the part of the Liberals who
wore admitied into oonsuliation, it reslly showed

how anxious Lala Lajpat Rai was for united ac-

tion. Contrast, however, the promptitude with

which he reproved the Liberals for an exclusive-

ness for which they were caertainly not responsible

with the reluctance which he evidently feels in
censuring the Nationalists who of set purposs de-
grade the national Congress and redues it, to all
intents and purposes, {0 a party machine. The All-

India Congress Committee bad ocoasion to meet
ainoe such a degradation in the status of the Con-
gress took place, and no attempt was made to

redeem the character of the national organisation,
* L ®

» i

e

IN default of such an attempt, sither on the
part of the nation’s leaders individually or on the
part of the Congress executive, to restore the Con-
gress to ite national character, what moral strength
csn an appeal for unity issued by the Congress
president possess? Why is it that some of the lead-
ors, whose loyalty to the principles of the Congress
cannot be questioned and whose patriotism is unim-
peachable, abstain from the Congress sessions? It
is because they think that the Congress hasalready
eeased to possess a national character, that it has
become a party organization. The Nationalists
could contend till last yoar that the Congress wsas
s national body, whatever their individual senti-
ments might have besn. But now, by their own
act, they have in form made it sectional: the ra-
solutions passed by them have lent complste justi-
fication to the reasons which deterred some of the
Libarals from astending the Congress sittings. Why
i8 the Congress president now to issue a piteous
appeal to the abstaining Liberals? Is it to help the
Nationalists register a decres of expulsion against
themselves? Such an appeal, we must frankly
confess, will be empty of all moral foree, It wonid,
of course, be the duty of those Liberals who ars
unwilling to surrender so easily the national
character of the Congress to attend the Congress
and assert their view in it, but it is idle in those
who have made the Congress a party organization
to appeal to the Liberals to rejoin the Congress in
the name of nativnal unity. o

* *

THE opposition which some persons set up
bstween the acquisition of power and the safeguard-
ing of civil liberty is, in the conditions of this
country, nothing but forced and unreal. The Stan-
dard of Madraa has s telling paragraph on this
subject. It rans: “There is an academic contro-
versy going onamong prominent Indian politicians
on the debating society proposition: Which is
more needed for the country, freedom or powerp
As in the oase of most of such questions, the best
answer would be—both, By freedom iz meant a
declaration of the rights of Indians which would
not be liabla to infringement by any person or body
of persons, But that is impossible. The body
which makaes the declaration of rights would have
the right of abrogating them., If Parliament madg
the declaration of rights and if ciroumstances
required, it would be quite ready to abrogate
any or all of them. The American and French
declarations of rights have not prevented the
American and French Governments from making
mishmash of them whenevernecessary. A deolara-
tion of rights is of no value without proper institu«
tions to guard them- A powerful local legislature,
still more independent courts, would be necessary.
Freedom and power go togsther, and they grow

pars passu.”
Notice to Contributors.

The Editor cannot undertaks to refurn rejected
Msa. or any other contributions sent to kim.

*
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BAL GANGADHAR TILAK.
I

THE death of Mr. Bal Gangadhar Tilak removesa
groat figure from Indian politics. For a quarter
of s centary and more, he had been the ideal of
his followers and the dread of his opponents. Of
Government he had been an unrelenting and con-
‘sistent foe except during his stay in England, du-
ring which he scandalised young Indians by his
studiead moderation of tonme. It is no wonder,
seeing how he had to underge State prosecutions
more than once which left his fortune more than
onee in utter ruin. The wonder is, he rebuilt
his fortunes with celerity and was ready to sacri-
fice them again. Clear-sighted and tenacious, he
kept an oye on India’s freedom and would not rest
or let Government rest till it should be won.
* Concessions and rsforms he would take, for
they only added to the strength of the people,
but he would not have them be too thankful or

1

contented while the end was still far-off. Auda-

oious in the beginning alike in aim and plan, he
showed the true caution of the Mahratta in late
life when he discountenanced the suicidal policy
of rejecting the reformsorabandoning the constitu-
tional position gaired. By training, if not also by
nature, he seemed more fitted to be in opposition
than to hold the reins of Govermment. But the
political manifestoc which he drew up s fow
weeks ago proves that many meassures for
amelioration of the condition of the people lay
near his heart, and thers is no mneed to doubt
what be 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.
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, all unarmed,
take the vow of victory or death. His foremost
intsllectural qusality was an alertness which
bordered on restlessness. He must be wrestling
with some difficulty or other. Even in confine-
ment, his mind was occupied with problems of
philosophic or antiquarian interest. Whether his
speculations will stand the test of the scho-
lar's scrutiny remsains to be seen, buf 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 rasearch lost.
Ope has heard of English politicians of mark
who, after an interview or two with Mr Tilak,
have given him & place among the greatest
minds they have known. Disputants havae testified
that he was master of all the arts of controversy.
Towards thess he seldom showed tenderness, as he
certainly expected none from them. He was trained
in 8 hardy achool. If he was not the founder, he
was the most powerful exponent of virile journa-

LN

Left to himself, he

lism in the vernacular. As he made Marathi an
apt vehicle of his shrewdness and subtlety, so
he gave polemies in the Decoan its strength as
well as its weakness, its bold sweep, its un-
dying aspiration, its elueiveness, its unrefined
directness. Affable and kindly in private life
and trusted in an amazing degree by his follow-
ers, he could move with perfect sase only in
an orbit of his cwn and ecould not enter into 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 Gokhals ended only with theiz
death. Each of these had the stuff in him of
which greatness is made and proved his mettle
sgainst Mr Tilak’s relentless -polemie. There is
good reason to believe that Mr. Tilak knew the
good points of hia rivals and could appreciate
them fully when he cared. Some one some day
will draw comparison and contrast between Mr.
Gokhale and Mr, Tilak. If it 'is done properly,
it will be a valuable key to the politica 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. Tilak was born out of his time
and that his genius would have found congenial
scope 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 Tilak's forceful and

combative personality had but small room for
those qualities of sagacious counsel, cosmopelitan
sympathy and persuasive eloguence that are the
indispensable marks of a leader of men, suited to
the eve of a democratic régime. It was the
example of Mr. Tilak that first drew Mz Go-
khale to the service of the Deccan Education
Society. 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 event, they stood in the
Decoan at the head of opposite schools of thought
whom events often threw info active rivalry.
Not in politics alone, but in the ethics of publie
life, in sccial reform, in educational ideals, in
attitude towards Government and the British race
generally, they were as wide apart as the poles.
Each recognised, however, tha burning patriotism
of the other. Both loved the peopls snd mads
gacrifices in their service. But how diverse their
paths! The one passed through suspicion from
Government and from people to the pinnacle of
fame when he died, honoursd 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 iz not
the oocasion to examine Mr Tilak's prin-
ciples, review his particular deeods or _ap-
praise his services as a whole. A critical
study of thess musi disclose eorrors as well as
merits, failure as well as @achievement, occa-



"AUGUST 5, 1820.]

THE SERVANT OF INDIA.

317

'siod for censure as well as for praice. But nonecan
deny that he had great qualities or that he played
a great part. To found vernacular jourmalism, to
lose and recover his fortune more than once, fo
dare the wrath of a Government and go to jail with
the crown of the martyr, to writs original books, to
dominate political activity for a generation in a
large part 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.

IL.

DURING the whole period of British rule in
India there has been no man who occupied in the
public mind exactly the dame position that tha
late Mr. Tilak did during the lasttwenty-five years
of his life. We say this even though we recall the
names of Rammoharn Roy, Dadabhai Naorcji, W.
C. Bonnerji, Sir Syed Abhmed, Ranade, Mehta, or
Gokhale, not to mention purely religious or social
reformers like Dayanand, Keshub Chandra Sen,
Vidyasagar or Agarkar. Some of these were great-
or, far greater men; others had a truer statesman-
ship and a surer conception of the problems before
the country; some were more masterful in personal
intercourse; others were far more eloquent ; the
intellectual ealibre of some of them was ceriainly
not inferior to that of Mr. Tilak. But in spite of
all this, nobady—not even Dadabhai—touched the
hearts of his followers and a very larze section of
the people in quite the same way as Mr. Tilak did.
Such 8 phenomenon needs explanation.

Mr. Tilak’s hold upon his gountry was to a
very considerable extent promoted by the fact that
be stood for the obvious line of policy in our coun-
try's politics. The common people are not able
to consider 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 criticism’
of a foreign- Government was just the way to
rouse the people. The path of a reformer who seeks
fo criticise as well as to construet is very hard.
The country is su situated that the work before

the critio is lying ready to hand in vast quanti-{

ties, while the opportunities for constructive work
are comparatively few and in any case difficult
Mr. Tilak cams at tha psychological moment
when the obvious advantages of British rule as
compared with the old Indian rule kad coms to be
regarded as habitual and a part of the very nature
of things, and the disadvantages had begun to be
scutely 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 that he command-
ed, hadit not been accompanied by some fine
porsonal qualities. Others have tried it, who did
not posaess these qualities and have not succeeded
as Mr. Tilak did. Among these qualities & pure

personal life is one of the most prominent. He

had none of the looseness of character often found
among other patriots, his living was simple, be
was always accessible, and he had a very engaging
bonhomie ofmanners. Some of these personal
fraits were oceasionally a handieap as he was
sometimes too prone to follow the advice and sag-
gestions of his enfourage against his own better judg-
ment., Then another very fine point in his charae-
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 prospests in a purely
gsecular cause was at that time very rare. High
English education was in his younger days the
sure key o a fine official or professional career, and
if he had s0 wished it, he ¢ould easily bave ended
as a High Court Judge or a Collector in the statu-
tory service. The history of the severance of kis
connection with the Deccan Education Soociety is
now well-known and need not be detailed in this
place, but this first step waa the starting point in the
progress of an agitator’s—we use the word in no
bad sense—oaresy. Then his undaunted coursge
in facing the various prosecutions which were
believed by popular opinion to be specially direct-
ed against him perscnally, won him the admi-
tration even of his enemies and opponents. His
followers of course were rendered still more devot-
ed by these events, and he attained a position almost
unexampled in the recent history of our country.

In addition to these qualities of a high per.
sonal character and capacity for sacrifice, he had a
very keen intellect which would have shone in any
field. As it was, he was no mean Sanskrit scholar
and has written some books on Indian antiquities
which may live a long timé, Scholars will discuss
the correctness of his conclusions about the ago
of the Vedas, the homs of the Aryan race or the
true significance of the teaching of the Bhagwad-
Gita; but it is remarkable that a man who lived
80 entirely inthe rough and tumblse of polities could
find time for this work. This astonishing popu-
arity in the political sphere was rather unfavour-
able to the formulation of a dispassionate judg-
ment on his scholarship, and perhaps he himself
developed in his later years an impationce of
criticism, a pontifical attitude even on indifferens
questions like the reform of the Indian Calendar

Finally, he had a wonderful instinct for gaug-
ing the feeling of the public. He accurately mir-
rored public opinion, but his soul was hardly like
that of the prophet who would castigate equally
the authorities or the mobon their shortcomings,
He often deliberatoly chose the less heroie path of
following the mob even when in his heart of hearts
he felt that it was not going right ; he did not lay
sufficient stress on any opinions of his own which,
ke thought, would be unpopular and would detract
from his bold upon the publioc mind. Perhaps he
lost sight of the faot that this hold is often made
firmer when you are prepared to risk it for what
you feel is right But he made his choice delis
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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 wss almost lifeless, he
made the people think when they weje content to
accept things as they are, and he gave the country
an example of sacrifies, pure life and devotion to
the motherland, The pity is that the sifuation
of our country is such that a man like Mr. Tilak
had to spend his whole life in mere criticism and
in doing what was very often mere destructive
work ; that his exceptional abilities counld not be
harnessed for doing the work of consatruction, in
leading his country into the quieter paths of hap-
piness and contentmenst ; that a man of high per-
sonsl private character and acute brains had to
advocate, and often act upon, the fruly Machia-
vellian doctrine that all was fair in politics 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 s GREAT MAN.

R. P, PARANJPYE.

THE KHILAFAT AND THE TURKISH
PEACE. 111,

IN my second article, I tried to face the ultimate
question, whether there -is any possibility that the
weaker nations of the 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 po 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 beenso
deep, there is still hope of recovery and renewsl.

Let me give, in this last article, some of the
signs which appear to me, when I try honestly to
face the faots, to offer encouragement and to keep
my own mind from despair. I will draw two pic-
tures only—one, from the older Universities of
England, as they have been described to me recent-
1y by letter; the other, from the Labour movement
in South Africa, as I have witnessed it with my
OWI eyes,

With regard to Oxford, some time ago I had
the very weloome news sent {0 me concerning the
change which had taken place. The men, who
ware undergradusates in 1914, had come back, after
passing through the long-drawn agony of the War,
and they were determined that the world should
not sink back again into chacs. There was rebel-
lion in the air,—rehellion against the conventions
and caste traditions of the past.

As ap illusiration of the new Oxford, my cor-
respondent related to me at some length the story
of a debate in the Oxford Union on “The Govern-
mené of Ireland.” The house was packed to the
doors. At first some formal, ordinary, colourless,

‘brought him this applause.

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
cowardics 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 ridicuied, or received with cold
disdainful silence, he was cheered again and
again. It was not merely his courage, whiok
It was the revolt of
the generous hearts of young men, who had
themselves been through the peril of modern battle,
against all forme 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 Bleockade
and the slow starvation of central Europe have
filled men’s minds. An altogether healthier tone
has eome. The heart of the young is still sound.

XNo, the end is not yet! The light is breaking
through. The young men, who fought in the War,
have not ceased to ses visions; and the old men
are again dreaming their dreams of world set free.

I turn to my second picture. This fime, the
scene is in South Africa. There, the general
eleciion is at its height, with all that this means
of excitement and absorption in fierce political
strife. Racial passion is runping high, and fhe
temptation is almost irresistible to appeal to the
lower instincta of men iIn order fo catch the
popular vote. .

I waa seated in & central commiftee room in
Durban, along with some of the hardest-worked
among the leaders of the South African Labour
party. These men were tingd to death with all
the drudgery of the election. They had known
vwary little sleep or rest for many days and nights.
Yot they gave me a most patient hearing when
I camse to them and asked for their sympathy and
support in the Indian cause. They had kept,
in the very centre of their programms, the prinoi-
ple 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 them, over there in Indis, Mr. Andrews, when
you geot bask homs,—tell them, that we shall doall we
oar not to act unfairly towards any race or cresd. We
want India to get Home Rule, just as much as we want
Ireland and Egypt to get Home Rule; and when Labour
comes into power, we shall be with you to a man. We
are & young party cut hers in South Africa, and, as
you know wsll, we have our oolour prejudices very sirong.

T'm not going %o say any more about what we're going to
do, when we get into offics; beoause it’s no use at alito
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make promises and then to break them. But I can tell
you this, that we're working forward steadily for the
principle of * equal pay for squal work® and that moans an
-end to the colourbar.
Aund you may be gquite sure of one thing, Mr. Andrews,
-ihat we, working men, who had to fight against the oapi-
talists every day of ouv lives, will pever have amy truck
‘with * Empire” politics, if we can helpit. We are con-
‘winced that imperialism and ospitalisam are the same
.thing. They always work hard in hond $ogether, and it's
no use Sghting ag1inst the one without Sghting against
the other. 8¢ we are really on your side, though, from
some of thes things our members may have said, you may
have besn led to think the opposite. We are all dead
‘against this " Empirs expansion.”

I bad Imagined, all the whils, that the Labour
yarty in Bouth Africa was standing merely for
rrace privilege and race ascendanoy. Butl found
-that, even out in South Africa, & great change had
taken place. And if thie could be said of labour in
“South Africa, how much mors could it be stated
-of Labour in England]

No, the end is not yet! Idealism has not perish-
ed in the West! In spite of all the terrible degrada-
~ion which has come over Europe, the heart of
the young, the heart of the poor, the heart of the
Yabourer, is still sound. :

Hare, then, are two rising forces of revolt
‘Here are fwo on-rushiny streams of new life. On
“he one side is the intellectunl revolt of the young
in the universities; on the other side ia the practi-
-cal revolt of the working men in the great work-
-shops of the world,

When thosa young Oxford undergraduates,—
aristooratically English by birth and tradition,—
cheered the Irish spesker, who preached stark
republicanism and naked rebellion, a blow was
struck for the intellectual freedom of the new age
of mankind.

‘When the dock labourers at Tilbery refused
1o handle the ammunition whioh was bsing sent
out secretly by the British Government to Poland
4n order to create fresh carnage in central Europs,
a second blow was etruck for the practical freedom
of the new age of mankind.

Those foreces of rebellion and revolt are all
young. They are of the future, and for the future.
They are not of the dead past. They are united
in deadly hostility againast all secret diplomacies,

.all ¥ proteciorataz” and “ mandates,” all ontworn
oreeds of ¥ Empire.”

These are the facts of the new world, which
.must be taken into account by the leaders of the
Khilafet movement, Itis to this tribunal of the
future that our faces in India must be turned, and
our efforts directed, *‘Lot the dead past bury its
dead.” The old world is passing saway. In spite of all
.the present signs to the contrary, the tide of huma-
pity is rising. We, who are now living, may see
4hat tids come to the full before we die. The im-
mortal lines of Arthur Clough are onoe more being

Julfilled i .
Bay not the struggle naught availeth,
The labour and the wounds ars vain,
The snsmy fzinta not, nor falleth,
And as kings bave been they remaia.

If hopes were dupes, fears may be liars,
It may be, in yon smokea concealed,

Your comrades chase even now the fiers,
And, but for yon, possess the field.

For whils the tired waves, vaialy breaking, .
Seem here no painful inch to gain,

Far back, through creeks and inlets making,
Comes silent, flooding in. the main. -

If the Khilafat movement is to win the res-
pect of this new Europe; if it is to gain the enthu-
siaatic support of these younger men of the future
who have not beefi hard eusd by the lust of power;
if it is to make good ifts claim for justice, then its
programme must in no way conflict with the most
exacting demands of intellectual truth and politi-
cal freedom. There must be nothing which has
even the semblance of imperialism, whether reli-
gious or racial. -

When I turn to the actual documents publish-
ed by the Khilafat Committee and Delegation, I
find this reliance on intellectual truth slone obs-
eured by the insistence on religious dogmas, and
this assertion of political freedom weakened by
the insistence on Turkish Imperialism. The sub-
jeotion of non-Muslim and non-Turkish races to
Turkish sovereignty is put forward as an irreduci-
bie minimum, which must not be departed from by
a hair’s breadth. A religious imperialism is advo-
eated, which might become noless tyranniesal than
the predatory imperialisma of Europe.

What the Khilafat claim would mean, in prac-
tice, may be easily realised as foliows. It would
mean, if carried ocut, the forcible suppression of the
independence in Armenia, in Lebaron, in Syria,
in Arabia. I' would mean that, whether these
countries desirs it or not, they are to be forced
back under Turkish saversignty.

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

If the explanation is given, that “auntonomous
government within the Turkish Empire” is very
nearly the eame as independence, my answer
could be that this is mere verbal quibbling. It ia
the old diplomsatic juggling with words. The
camouflage is too obvious. It will deceive nobody.
Independence is independsnce ; “autonomous gov-
ernment within the Oftoman Empire consistent
with the dignity of Turkish sovereignty” {to quote
from one of the Xhilafat documents) is nof inde-
pendence, but something quite different.

There is one further consideration of serious
importance. To insist on thissubjection of Arabs,
Syrians, Armenians tc Turkey on the ground of the
Fulfilment of religious lexts and dogmas, is to laave
osold the moedern mind. Experience has shown
that humanity itself has frequently been injured
in the name of religicn. The freedom of the future
age Is oot to be bound in this manner by the shack-
les of religious dogmas. Mankind will sesk more
and more the freedom of unfettered intelleoctual
advanoce, the freedom of fearless enlightenment
and smancipation, the freedom of s boundiess
search for truth.
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In'this atmosphere of freedom, all the irra-
tional acerstions of religion, all authoritative
seriptures and obscurantist dogmas, wiil have to

»be brought to the test of the intelleet, tho sciencs,
and the conscience of mankind. Already, in the
wesf, the dogmas of Christianity have been com-
pelled to pass through this fiery ordeal, and many
of these so-called Christian doctrines have been
ultimately destroyed. The dogmas of Islam will
have to be tested in the same furnace. That
which is tamporal in Islam will have to be aban-
doned: that which is eternal will alone remain.
1t 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 times.

C. F. ANDREWS,

THE AMRITSAR DEBATE.

ORE hundred and twenty-nine members of the
Housé of Commons have endorsed the 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 all
questions which arise in politics, That cult ruined
Germany, it has caused untold woe to Ireland
and, kad it had its way, it would have lost South
Africa to the British Empire. Fortunately, it does
not always have its way, und this time it was
defeated—defeated by the almost universal fesling,
in England, that Prussianism should form no part
of British rule. English feeling has been shooked
by the Puriab atrocities, and the debate in the
House was a reflsction of that smotion. It Is true
that the eory, *‘ Dyer stopped another mutiny,”
and the stories of numerous outrages by the mob
influenced opinion, but, at length, it was seen
that the shooting into an unarmed crowd, the
whipping of men, and the infamous orawling order
were things that no decent man oould ocondone.
Even Sir Edward Carscn, a fit spokesman of a
Dyer cult, did not defend these; he ralisd on
the platitude, " Trust the man on the spot™.
Mr. Moutagu'’s speech was provoostive, 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 beoause
he kad given the reforms to India,
insulted him by offensively ocalling attention
to the fact that he is a Jew. Most of them
. bitterly resented that a Radical should ad-
minister India. All these influences wers
operating, and Mr Montagn was alive to the
mental condition of his foes- they were more than
political opponents. Hence he spoke frankly, and

Many hsd

his frankness excited to incoherence a group in
the House. Thess worshippers of a Jewish states-
man, Benjamin Disraeli, have a convenient memory !
It is to be presumed that these men would resent
that they should be likéned to the Continental
jew-baiter, but their mentality is little, if anything,
above that level. It isa duty to point out to those
who applaud the vote of Mr. Montagu’s snemies
that the period of unresirained oppression in the
British Empire has passed. All, but a few, are
ashaméd of what is happening in Ireland, and
those, who count, are striving to solve that dreadful
problem in & peaceful manner, although the
murderous activities of ill-conditioned men thwart
their every effort. But a fow years age, coercion
would have automatically come into play; to-day
wild men alone think of coercion as the remedy.
What is true of the aififude towsrds Ireland is
equally true as regards India. An sabsence from
England shows to the returned exile, in a vivid
manner, the great ochange in European opinion;.
the European is weary of violence. He shudders
at the disasters which the use of foree has brought,
and he wants no more. This fact must ever be
kept in evidence, and although there always will =
be those who see no solution but brutality, their .
capability for great mischief is orippled. The vote p
of the one hundred and twenfy-nine may therefore
be dismissed as s wicked attack on & msan hated !
because he had dared to inscribe on a pedestal a
maxim of government, which in future will guide-;
the British adminisirator. This was vencmously .
resented by those who would have it different, but
the mesasure of their venom was the measure of
their defeat. Mr. Bonar Law, a8 was tobe expected
of a humane gentleman, spoke of the mdignation
he folt when he first heard of the massacre, and.
how he had waited for General Dyer’s exp§anagmn.
The explanation was before him, and he com-’
demned in no uncertain manner the action of that
goldier. Mr. Asquith spoke of the incident as
unpracedented in British annals; he evidently had
forgotten the Peterloo massacre of 1819, when at
Manchester, a orowd 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. 1t was also felt tiat
they had forsaken him. The House of Commons
apparently was actuated 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, i$ 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 angd in- |

nocent oitizen may go on his way unafraid, none
daring to prevent him making his grievances .

i
€
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%&nown. The punishment of General Dyer is severe:
not 8o severs as perhaps his conduct deserves, but
he is s broken man. He has been condemned by
the Army Couneil, a sondemnation he did not pre-
‘sumably expect; by & Cabiaet of statesmen drawn
from all parties ; by the House of Commons, and
by almost every newspaper in England. It would
be human if Indians showed & disinolination to
allow the matter to drop, for they have been hurt
grievously in soul and body; bot would it be wise
to continue the controversy ? Indians bave now
& power greater than militarism, and if that power
is nged rationally, they are masters in their own
bomoe,

London, July 10.
A LETTER FROMN LONDON.

] { PROM OUR OWX OORRESPORDENT. )
- Loxpoys, JoLy 15,
DYER'S CASE IN THE COMMONS,
THE great Dyer debate has come and gone. It has
been something in the nature of self-revelation.
For the firgt time, the Becretary of State's salary
came upon the Britisk Estimates to be voted on.
‘One would have thought that the occasion would
have been sought for a full dress debate uporn In.
dian polioy in general, in view of the brief periocd
allowed for sach discussion. But it was not to be.
For the first time, in Indian affairs, the Govern-
ment of the day had ssnt round & three-line whip
to their supporters, instructing them to be at their
posty for a oritical division that might come at
any time. One would have thought that the seri-
ousness of the occasion would have impressed it-
self upon the supporters of a Government respon-
sible last year for the passage of the Reform Aot
But in spite of the sharp reminder of Mr. Whiteley,
the Chairman of Committees, this, too, was not to
be. For the first time in the history of evenis in
India—it is an old complaint that even when &he
Seoretary of State made an important speech on
the ancient motion that the House do now go into
Committee on the Indian Estimates, Members
rapidly dissppeared into the purliens of the Housse
leaving the Minister to address a begarly array of
empty benches—there was & full House, except
during the dinner-hour, right up to within an hour
of midnight. What for ? To disouss Indian poliey ?
To heal the open wounds of India? To allay
passions and give ground for hope and reconstruc-
tion? Nota bit of it. Rarely—it is generally
agreed—has the Houae been seen to worse advan-
tage. Parliament was ocertainly not itself It
became the arena of sordid squabbles, strong and
angry passions, vehement denunociation, publio
and personal insult, evil insinuations and racial
hostility. Though there have during the present
Parliament boen many discontents with the Minis.
try and with individual Ministers, for the first
time, on Thursday last, s great wave of passion
-and hatred against one Minister drove & very con-
siderable portion of the Government's supporters
4nto the division lobby againet them. Had any

W, A. CHAMBERS,

stranger, unacquainted with Britain’s responsibi-
lities towards India, been incited to €xpress an
opinion on the situation, the very last thing that
would have occurred to him, following upon this
foolish display of temper by the House, would have
been that it wasaware of any such responaibilities.
He would certainly never have supposed that bare-
ly six months ago Parliament had, by deliberate
enactment, set Indis on the first steps of the road
towards full self-government within the Em-
pire. What he would have remarked was an &x-
traordinary veneration, ch’ the one hazd, fora
military mumbo-jumbo called Dyer, and, on the
other, a vicious and viralent attack upon the
Secretary of State for India, because he refused o
worship at the idol’s shrine—and for other reasons.
** What many of us are asking,’”” wrote Mr. T. I
Bennett, M. P., to The Times next day, "'is whether
an atmosphere oharged with personal antipathy—
not free, aa T am well warranted in saying, from
the racial prejudice which worked mischief in
Franoe during the anti-Dreyfus controversy—was

-favourable to the consideration of the weighty

matters that were in the Committee’s charge last
night.” The Times speocial observer of the procesd-
ings of Parliament, a remarkably acute oritic, ad-
vanced as a chief reason for the provocative effect
of Mr, Montagu’s opening speech upon the minds
of a very large section of the House, that he, being
an Oriental in psychology, had committed thé
error of misunderstanding the psychology of the
House by appesling to it upon the basis of rea-
soning from the general to the particular, instead
of from the particular to the general. If is diffi-
cult to bolieve that this was an argument intended
to be taken seriously, for Mr. Montagu certainly
had & majority of the House (all endowed with a
western psyohology) with him in the result. And
we may remember that Disraeli was at least as
QOriental as Mr, Montagu.
PREJUDICE AGAINSBT MR, MONTAGU.

But Mr. Bonnett and the critic both laid their
finger upon the vital spot nevertheless, Mr. Mon-
tagu is an Oriental. He is a Jew. And these
erimes cannot be forgiven him by a small band in
this country whose organ is the Morning Post and
whose mouth-piece seems to be Mr,. Rupert Gwynna.
I emphaasise the smallness of the group., for I am.
certain that the majority of those who voied
ageinst the Government the other night were ani-
mated by very different motives. Bub anti-Semi-
tism is olearly abroad in some e¢ircles, ' Germans
and Jows" is a phrase often to be found in the
mouths of certain ultza-Britishers of the true blue-
blooded type. Religious prejudice and racial anii-
pathy is more widely spread in this couniry than
the asuperficial on-looker would suppose. The
recent attacks wpon the Chief Jusiice, Sir Alfred
Mond, Bir Herbert Samuel, Sir Stuart M. Samual,
and Mr. Montagu, to mention but a few af the
most prominent British Jews, indicate clearly
what lios at the back of the minds of those whe
speak and Yrits glibly of international finance.
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ANIMOSITY TOWARDS MR. MONTAGU EXPLAINED.
But if there is such a thing as a specifically
Oriental psychology, then it would certainly seem
‘that an Oriontal is more likely to possess a sym-
pathetic understanding of Oriental peoples and
their hopes and aspirations than a& non-Orienfal.
Meanwhile, it may be of interesi to Mr. Montagu's
opponents and crities in India that by their exira-
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 expianation of the remarkably widespread
animosity in the House towards Mr. Montagu dyr-
ing and after his speech ? There was nothing in
it to which.-any person animated by ordinary libe-
ral conceptions could reasonably have taken ex-
ception. Iis liberal sentiments were pronounced
and emphasised. I think it is very likely that it
was not so much Mr. Montagu's matter as his
manner that aroused a great deal of the opposi-
tion. He is nof, in the true sense of the term, a
House of Commons man. He was certainly not
over-tactful in his antitheses last Tuesday, but
judging from the deep feeling with which every
sentence wis charged, he evidently did not think
that this was an occasion for the tastful handling
of a delicate istuation. Bul in addition one must
remember that Parliament does not regard Dyer
in the same light as Indians ars bound to do. The
curious legend has cbtained widespread currency
that he is an officer, deprived of the guidance of
the oivil anthority, who was faced with & murder-
ous mob which might have overwhelmed his small
force that was responsible for the protection of
European children sand women ; that the country
around was in a state of turbulence and the city
of Amritsar charged with violent emotion that
might again spend iteelf at any moment; that he
had to make up his mind what to do in a grave
emergonoy ; and that even if he made a mistake,
it was one that might, in view of the ecircum-
stances and of his military record, be condoned.
There were quite & number of members who could
not 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, & large number of ex-servics members,
who, besides & natural loyalty towards a brothez-
in-arms, emphasise that, in moments of military
emergency, the only proper judge 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
present and could not visualise the position in
which he found himaself.
JUBTIFIOATION FOR MR. MONTAGU'S EMOTION.
Mr. Montagu's emotion was understandable.
He has been under coneiderable mental strain for
a vory long time. After the stress of getting
through his Bili last year and having to fight for
juster treatment of Turkey atsa time when he
should have been resting under medical advioce,

he was eventually compelled to cease work for an:
unexpectedly prolonged pericd. Sinoe his return to
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
that has been engendered by all the revelationsin
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 Morning Post
have joined in ahymn of hate sgainst him, the
former in the true spirit of political peevishness
and ineptitude, the latter because it has never
been able to forgive Mr. Montagu for being him-
self. There are undoubtedly olasses in this couniry
which will fight to the last diteh in the cause of
imperialism, militariem and general political and
social reaction. Thaeir numbers are relatively few,
but they are influential and they have everything
to lose. They talk of honour, but jeopardise their
own becaure they disregard everyone else’s. They
are lost to all sense of wider responsibility. Dyer,
the militarist and the imperialist, means more to
them than the Empire that he has served so badly.
Tmperial prestize weighed more with them than
the constitutional traditions wupon 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, as.
Mr. Bonar Law, who wound up the Debate, remind-~
ed them, the policy upon which those reforms were
based was a Cabinet policy and the Cabinet bears
full responsibility for them at every stage. But
then these people are not followers of Mr. Bopar
Law. Their special divinity is Sir Edward Car-
son, an irresponsible firebrand, whose mission
appears to be to destroy the very Empire, 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 scho,.
though the substance of his remarks had very little:
init. It was simply a forensic effort and nothing.
more.
SPEECHES OF MESSRS. CHURCHILL AKD ASQUITH.
Perhaps the best speeck: of the day was that of °
Mr. Churchill. He was not very emotfional, he
was suocinot and business-like, and he was able
very largely o overcome the atmosphers of hos—
tility and passion that had been generated by the
speeches of his predecessors. He had no difficulty
in showing that the treatment thathad 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 for- -
grievance on account thereof, having regard to the
King's regulations, and he also showed that, taking
into oonsideration the long period that had elapsed
since the original occurrences and the approval that.
hadbeen givan to Genl. Dyer by high officers, eivil
snd military, up to the time of his evidence before-
the Hunter Committee the Army Counoil had srred-
on the side of leniency in imposing upon him the.
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least penalty whish was within its power to do. For
himself, he would have been preparsd to subject
General Dyerio oven more serious punishment. He
fatly refused to believe that General Dyer saved
India., Unarmed as India is and armed as the Gov-
ernment of India is with all modern weapons of
precision, India should not have been lost to the
Empire, even on the basis of foros alcne. But the
basis of the British relations with India had never

stood on physical force alone, and it would be

fatal to the British Empire if the British
people wers to try to base themselves only upon it
Mr. Churchill quoted with approval Mr. Montagu's
olaim that the British way of doing #hings had
slways meant and implied close and effectual oo~
operation with the people of a country to whom the
Empire owed so muoch., We ocould not afford in
India to have the same loss of co-operation and
good-will, a disastrous breakdown in which in Egypt
had so recently taken place. Mr. Asquith's con-
tribution to the disoussion was brief but pointed.
He oondemned, with great severity, the oivil
authorities for gross neglect of their duty in
abdicating their funotion and giving a carte blanche
to the military,

, THE TWO AMENDMEXNTS.

# Whereas Sir Edward Carson’s motion to
reduce the Seoretary of Stats’s salary by £100 was
made with a view to disoredit the Governmant for
having dons too much in the way of censure and
punishment. Mr. Spoor, in moving, on behalf of the
Labour party, & similar amendment, did so in
-order to exprass the party's view thatthe Govern-
ment had not gone nearly far enough. He not
<only demanded the trial of General Dyer, but the
impeachment, of Sir Michael O’Dwyer, the recall of
the Viceroy, the trial of all those officers against
whom allegations had been made, and the im-
mediate repeal of all that repressive and coercive
legislation which, more than anything else, had
confributed to the present unhappy stats of sfairs
in India. And it was along thesa lines that sven-
tually the divisions took place. General Sir
Aylmer Hunter-Weston pleaded for moderation in
the disoussion. The military Members, of course,
‘spoke and voted mostly as Military men. Sir
William Joyneon-Hicks made a most dangerons
speeoh in suppori of General Dyer,
diffioult to know whose speech was ths worst ef the
three, his, that of Mr. Palmer, Mr. Bottomley's
.tight-hand man, or Mr. Rupert Gwynne’s. On the

whole, I give the palm to the latter for sheer pro-
vooativeness, just as Mr. Bannett and Colonel
Wedgwood, on opposite sides of the House, deserve
the utmost praise for their fine speeches on behalf
of the people and the liberties of India. Mr.
Gwynne spoke as a British reaotionary and an
anti-Asiatio of the worst type. Mr, Bennett sapoke
as one who knew his India and loved it, and
Colonsl Wedgwood as an English gentlsman whe
-did not wish to fesl ashamed of his country. Mr.
-Gwynne seemed to take a malicicus joy in invent-
_ing the legend that Mr, Moniagu wasz in league

Indaed, it is |

with the worst extremisis in India in an attempt
to wrack the British Empire and that one of these
was Mr, Gandhi, who was personallyand immedi-
ately responsible for the vile and inflammatory
placards that had besn set up in different parts of
the Punjab at the time of the disturbances. He
summed up the matter in a very few words, If
Myr. Montagu were Mr. Gandhi’s friend, he had no
right to be Secretary of State for India. Mr. "
Clynes made it clear that if the amendments were-
pressed to a divigion, the Labour party would vote«
againat the Government on Mr. Spoor's motion,"
but with it against that for which Sir Edward-
Carson and Sir William Joynson-Hicks were res-.
ponsible. The air was 50 charged with eleciricity.
at thie moment that Mr. Bonar Law had great
difficulty in controlling the House. He made a’
firm, but temperate speoch, which required very-
carsful examination, but he made. it psrfectly-
clear thgt the Government fully supported Mr.-
Montagu and were noé to be moved in regard to
Gieneral Dyer. As a resulf, the Labour amend-
ment was overwhelmingly defeated and the re-
actionary one was defeated by a majority of 101,
amidst confused ories from partisans of either side..
Even if the Independent Liberals and the Labour
Membere had not voted with the Government, this
amendment would have still been been defeatsd,.
but by a narrow majority. Aas it wes, one felf that
the Government had been faced with the most
serious division in its Parliamentary eoxistence,
and that its position was considerably shaken by
the revolt of the Tory Members of ths Coalition,
whilst the position of Mr. Montagu, in particular,

was undoubtedly weakened. .
DEBATE IN THE LORDS.

To-day thera was o be & Dyer Dabate in the
House of Lords, but, owing to the absence at Spa
of Lord Curzon, who wants to take part in it, it
has bean postponed until Monday and Tuesday of
next weok. If is quite likely that the Government
will suffer defeat. Lord Finlay will move the

attack.
INDIANS IN EAST AFRICA.

I find that I kave no space left to discuss the
the debate raised on Lord Islington’s question in
regard to the position of Indians in East Africs,
which was taken yesterday. I hope to do so in
my next letter. -
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