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or the Vienna Union in 1921. These two bodies wer& 
merged in 1&23 into the Labour and Socialist Inter­
national. The total membership of the groups affili­
ated td'the L.S.L in 1928 WBS 6,637,622. the strongest 
ooftBtituent units thereof being the British Labour 
party and the Social Democratio "Party of Germany. 
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Short Notioe ... 

the Trade Union COIIgress to the Second International 
were of the flimsiest and will not bear a moment's 
enmination. But we are chiefly conoerned here .j.o 
note what his reasons were for not advising t\& 
Congress to seek affiliation with the Comintern. Th& 

• 588 Comintern's aims are apparently quite unexception-
===========:!~====::;"";,,,=~ able, but some of ite methods are open to question. 

• m,.opic.5 .of tite ~tt edt •. 
.. _.i e. _.) 

Trade UnIon Congress. . -.. • • 
FOR some years past a struggle hBS been going 

on wit~n the bosom of the All-India Trade Union 
Oongress between the so-oalled "reformist" and com­
munist elements and it ,WBS only a question of time 
as to when a permanent oleavage between them 
would oome about. In spite of the faot that most of 
the prominent leaders of the communist persuBSion 

• were disabled fr.om being present at Nagpur to starn­
pede the Congress into a position of subordination to 
M osoow, it was known for some time before the 

_ Oongress actually convened that a orisis would develop 
and that the final rupture would be oonsummated at this 
year's session. The 'person selected for the president­
ship of the Congress was expected to throw in his in­
fluence unreservedly on the side of the oomml!niste. 
This expeotation itself was due to the flirtation that 
l'andit Jawaharlal Nehru has been very cautiously 
C8l'Tying on with those who are bent upon bringing 
the labour movement in this country under the domi­
Ration of the Comintern; but it was found that the 
Pandit would like to stay a little longer on the fenoe, 
which he would not leave to come down either on 
one side or on the other. In his presidential address 
he vigorously advocated the boycott of the Whitley 
Commis!ion basing his arguments not on anything 
1IPeoliWly connected with labour but on his general 
political bias. But tbe orucial point WBS whether he 
would counsel the affiliation of the Congress with the 
Con'munist International as has beed proposed. 
On this point be was undeoided, as well 
befits the r6le that he has been playig in the 
labLUr Ir.ovement. He WBS nf course quite con­
vinoed that the Second International WBS not the body 
to which the Congre.s should be affiliated. (We 
nlight .ay here parenthetioally that the First Interna-

What these methods are to which· the Pandit feels in­
olined to take objeotion he took care not to mention. 

-He thus ended by saying that the Oongress should b& 
independent of both bodies, establishing- a oontact 
with either BS might be found , ... ""fbl. He might 
have told his audienoe, if he wanted to instruct them, 
that the Third International is ooinmitted to a pro­
gramme of world revolution and then perhaps its 
objective as well as its method would. havs been dis-
owned by them. . 

* .. - .. 
The Split. 

As it WBS, the eVBSive speech of the Presiaent 
made little difference to the resolutions whioh the 

, Congress adopted in the end. The resolutions for the 
affiliation to the League against Imperialism and to 
the Pan-Paoiflo Trade Union Seoretariat, rejeotion of 
the proposal to hold an Asiatio Labonr Congress; 
refusal to send delegetions on behalf of Indian 
workers to the I.L.C., recognition of. the Workers' 
Welfare League, all of which made it clear that the 
majority wanted to leave on the Congress the stamp of 
oommunism. In face of suoh resolutions it WBS im­
possible for the older leaders of the Labour move­
ment like Mr. Joshl,DewanCh8Dlan Lall, Mr. Sanjiva 
Rao, Mr. Girl, Mr. Ernest Kirk and others to conti­
nue in the Congress any longer. They at once 
seoeded, clearly explaining the reasons of their seces­
sion in a statement. Not only have they oome out of 
the Congress but have deoided on forming a separate 
body entirely free from oommunistio influences. The 
breaoh is very regrettable but was in the oircumstan­
ces inevitable. The anxiety of the older leaders to keep 
divers element together is well-known, but they 
could not obviously allow the infant labour move­
ment in this country to be tied to the chariot wheels 
of Moscow. We have DO doubt that t~ practitioners 
of ccmmunism in India will nOt appreciate over­
muoh the position of isolation in whioh they will .. 

• 
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now find themselves. We suspect that what they 
desired was that the moderate leaders should conti­
nue in the Congress, throwing the shield of their re­
putation before them and yet submitting to them all 
the time. This of course was quite impossible. The 
extreme wing must be prepared, if they want to take 
the communist road, to face the consequences of such 
a step. The Labour movement is now split into two 
sections, and when both are at work for some time 
workers will be in a position to decide each one 
where his place is. And so we hope will Pandit 
Jawaharlal Nehru also be able to decide. For time 
will certainly come when he will find it possible to 
come off the fence and take his stsnd either on one 
platform or the other. 

* 
FeDner Brockway. 

WE publish to-day the third a f the fortnightly 
London letters which Mr. A. Fenner Brockway, 
M. P., has very kindiy promised to contribute to our 
columns. He is of course too well-known as editor 
of the New Leader till the other day to need introduo­
tion. Yet a few biographical facts regarding him 
may be here reproduced from the World Tomarraw of 
October last. "In 1917 he was secretary of the No­
Conscription Fellowship and served a term in prison 
at hard labour, having appeared nine times before 
police courts or courts martial for war opposition. 
He is chairman of the No More War Movement and 
W"r Resisters' International. In 1919 he was joint 
secretary of the British Committee of the Indian Na­
tional Congress and in 1920 joint secretary of the 
Prison System Inquiry Commit~ee. He was execu­
tive secretary of the Labour and Socialist Interna­
tional 1926-1928 and in 1929 was fraternal delegate 
to the Indian Trade Unioll Congress and Indian Na­
tional Congress. He is the author of numerous books 
including NUII-Co-'lper'Jiion. The Government of 
India. and A New TVay with C,·ime." We are sure 
his articles will be warmly welcomed by our readers. 
He is one of the most prominent of the left-wingers 
who will push the MacDonald Government the 
farthest. In a brilliant survey of the Labour Party's 
position Prufessor Harold Laski says in Foreign 
Affairs that the danger for Mr. MacDonald, who 
obviously has mapped out a policy of "cautious radi­
calism" for himself, does not consist in the opposi­
tion of Tories or Liberals, but in the revolt of the extre­
mists among his followers. Mr. MacDonald (says 
Mr. Laski) "c:1n count on five or six months of 
ample support from them. but after that timidity on 
the part of the Cabinet might easily have serious con­
sequences in the Lobby of the House." It is of the 
utmost importance to have this left-wing view fully 
represented and we are glad to be able to provide it. 
It will be noticed that even this left-wing justifies the 
indecisive and almost evasive replies given by the 
Secretary of State for India on the intentions of Gov­
ernment in regard to I ndia. which confirms us in our 
belief that the support given by Indian leaders to the 
Viceregal statement is fully justified. 

• 
A Review 01 Indian ShipPing. 

THE woeful plight of Indian shipping and the 
,meven struggle which it has to carryon against 
European shipping have been described by Mr. 
Walchand Hirachand in his address to the general 
meeting of the shareholders of the So india Steam Navi­
gation Company. To begin with there were uneco­
nomic rates forced on the Company by foreign 
interests wishing to hit it hard; along with 
this there w~s superfluous tonnage owing its 
existenoe to the same motive, the foreign companies 
maKing up their losses by largar earnings on· the 

, 
monopolised routes. Mr. Walohand referred to the 
various irregular practices adopted by competing 
companies in order to divert custom from Indivn 
shipowners, Reviewing the history sinoe 1858 Mr. 
Walchand showed how the Government had taken 
active steps to replace Indian shipping by British 
shipping and how just before the Great War the 
British compan,ies were contemplating m38Sures to 
keep the foreigners out of the Indian waters so as to 
effect the reservation of the coastal trade for Briti,h 
ships. The wonder is that these very companies to (, 
which apparently coastal reservation was not 
anathema are now very actively opposing the coastal 
reservation for Indian shipping on various grounds, 
historical, legal as well as economic. There is 
nothing in his opinion to show that during the last 
decade or so lhe attitude of the Government of 
India towards an Indian mercantile marine has 
altered, for he believes tb,at they have not loyally 
carried out the main recommendations of the Mer­
cantile MarineOommitt~~, although these recommen­
dations fall far short of Indian demands. On the 
contrary, judging from the speeches of Sir Charles 
Innes in the debate on Mr. Hajj's Bill he declared 
the attitude of the Government as positively hostile to 
the development of Indian shippi~.g. As for the argu­
ment about the expropriation involved in Mr. 
Hajj's Bill Mr. Walchand said it was surprising 
that this point had escapad the scrutiny of all the 
signatories of the report of the Mercantile 
Marine Committee including Sir A. Froom who 
represented thl! foreign interests, As for the 
contention of the custodians of foreign interests 
that the Australian legislation is only a piece 
of labour legislation perfectly irrelevant as a pre­
cadent for coastal reserlVation in India, Mr. Wal­
chand quoted actual words from the report of the 
Royal Commission on the Australian Navigation 
Act which clearly indicate that the main reason 
w'hich actuated the Parliament in placing the 
Act upon .the statute book was the desire to build up 
the Australian Mercantile Marine. .. .. • 
Foreign CompetitioD with CottOD Mills. 

THE Report of Mr. Hardy who was "ppointed in 
July last to report what changes had taken place in 
the volume, classes of goods and the severity of com­
petition with reg"rd to imports of cotton piece-goods 
has again brought to the fore the seriousness of the 
Japanese competition and the necessity of effective 
protection. The poor progress of Indian mills is 
proved by the fact that 80 per cent. of the total out­
put of goods in these mills is woven from counts 25s. 
and only 3 per cent. from counts over 40s. Japan's 
progress since the Tariff Board reported has been 
rapid and uninterrupted. In colour-woven goods 
the principal competition is from Japanese 'striped 
shirtings, twills, and coarse drills. It should be 
noted by the Bombay mill-owners that Bombay 
competeR with difficulty against Ahmedabad in the 
line of dhoties; it appears also that Bombay is not 
taking care to retain its overseas markets in sheet­
ings which have all been captured by Japan. The 
J apenese oompetition is not due to undercutting 
si nce the report says that there has been no general 
reduction in the prioe of Japanese cloth since the 
Traiff Board reported. ' 

After weighing the advantages and difficulties of 
olassifioation and administration Mr. Hardy decides 
against the substitution of specific duties for the pre­
sent 'ad valorem' duties. O,l the basis of the facts 
supplied by Mr. Hardy, the Governm~nt of In~ia 
have now to deoide whether any higher Import duties 
are desirable. As however every import duty im­
poses a greater or less sacrifice on the oonsumers it 
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must be fou nd out how much of the increase in im­
-ports is due to the supineneB!l of the mill-owners and 
tliMr failure to put their house in order as recom­
mended by the Tariff Board. Again if higher duties 
are decided upon they should be so arranged as to 
give protection not only against Japanese goods but 
against those of Lancashire and Italy as well, other­
wise they would simply change the avenue of com-
petition. • 

• * .. .. 
Tbe Coming Decision on Bast Africa. 

IT is understood that the Cabinet's decision on 
East Africa w ill be taken some time before Christmas. 
Ordinarily we'should have welcomed a prompt deci­
sion on this important question, but considering that 
the decision, if now taken, would be taken . by. Lord 
Passfield who next to Mr. Thomas is about the worst 
imperialist in the Labour Government, it would be 
well if a few months' delay be DOW interposed. It is 
believed that Lord Passfield is but a temporary incum­
bent of his office, and that he will be superseded by 
Mr. Hartshorn as soon as he is free from the Statutory 
Oommission's labours. We do not of course intend to 
convey by this that Mr. Hartshorn would be a muoh 
better choioe ; that remains to be seen. But almost 
any other man in the Labour Party., would be better 
than Lord Passfield atld to this extent we would gain 
if the decision is postponed to February or March 

-next. In the meanwhile it is gratifying to note that 
sane opinion in England is rallying behind the 
Young Commission's Report and against the Wilson 
Mission's Report. For one thing it is now 
being realised that the latter does not merely 
propose some minor changes in the former! but is 
entirely subversive of it. No compromise IS there­
fore possible between the two; but one of them must 
b. entirely sorapped, the only question being whioh 
will be aocorded that honour. Walter H. ·Moberley 
of the Manchester University, e. g., makes it clear in 
the Mallchpsler Gtiardinn of 11th Nove~ber, that 
while the Young Report prot!Oses the appointment of 
a High Oommissioner "oharged primarily with the 
duty of regulating native policy and only seoondly 
and subordinately with the unification of certain eco­
nomio servioes," the WilEon Report proposes that the 
High Commissioner sbould at once take in hand the 
co-ordination of eoonomio servioes while postponing 
the co-ordination of native policy, and Mr. Moberley 
proceeds : 

Whatever the merits of this (Young) proposal. iJ; oannot 
_ b. properly estimated until it i8 understood that it is not 

an Instalment of tbe Bilton YOUDg reoommendations but 
is a direot negation of tbe primary contention of that 
report. Ao-oording to the report aloser union va on17 
deSirable, or eVen tolerable, if the proteotion of native 
interests is first assured, sinoe deolsions 88 to 8uob 
matters as Railways and Customs atreot vitaU., the native 
raoel. The Government., therefore, haa now to ohoose 
between two inoonsistent polioies. 

Will the Labour Government. bave the hardi­
hood to choose a frankly native exploitation polioy 
in favour of a native proteotion polioy? We wonder. 
If they will satisfy the natives' claims, by that very 
aot they will satisfy the Indians' olaims; for both 
are at bottom identicaL 

• • • 
.. Expropriation" of Smaller States. • 

IN an article contributed to the Nation and the 
AtllfnaPtlm, of Nov. 9, Mr. G. T. Garratt, I.C.S. (retd.) 
refers to the question of the smaller Indian States. 
Of the 700 States only about a hundred exoeed 500 sq. 
miles in extont; the others have a smaller area. 
Mr. Garratt writes regarding these :-"One refol'lll 
... hich should be completed before there is any Idea 

of Dominion rule is tlie expropriation upon suitable 
finanoial terms of the many hundreds of very little 
States whion are now oomplete anaohronisms. Some 
of these are only a few square miles, and the ruler is 
really a landlord whose medieeval territorial rights 
have been given permanence by our Government. 
Many of them are shapeless areas lying in some dis­
trict of British India with 'island' villages separated 
from the rest of the State. Shortly before the war it 
was estimated that a third of the Indian Princes 
were drawing incomes of less than Rs. 10,000 from 
their States, but there is no clear line of ciemarcation 
between. Princes who are only country squires and 
those who are at the heael of Governments 
ruling areas tas large as England and Wales. 
. . . These small States are a legaoy of the haphazard 
manner in which the Indian Empire was acquired, 
and we owe it to India that we should not leave the 
problem of the Indian States with all its present com~ 
plioations to be solved by a newly formed Central 
GovernmeM based upon an untried electorate." In a 
sense the problem of the smaller States is even more 
difficUlt than that of the larger, for while some sori; 
of co-ordination is possible. between the latter. and 
British India, nothing less than .the remedy suggested • 
by Mr. Garratt, it would appear, would suffice in the 
oase of the former. 

* 
Protecting tbe Indian CIVil Servant I' 

BEING alarmed by the naw political develop­
ments the .All-India ABsooiation of European Servants 
is making an attempt to interest the British publia 
in the oase of the Civil Servioe in India. The A>lso­
oiation has already submitted a memorandum to the 
Simon Commission in which they admit that the 
position oocupied by the British services in India is 
inconsistent with the realization of the 1919 Reforms. 
They now ever point out that there is a consensus of 
opinion about the necesll'ity of maintaining a large 
body of British officers in India for a long time to 
oome. Now in view of a ch .. nge in the constitution 
of India the memorandum claims adequate oompen­
sation in case the rights and privileges of oivil ser­
vant guaranteed by the Act of 1919 are ourtailed. 
This is certainly an astounding demand since in any 
oountry the Civil Servioe is expected to be loyal to • 
the Government for the time being irrespeotive of 
changes in administrative forms or modifioatioRS of 
the constitution. The memorandum says that under 
the Reforms a situation is created at times which is 
wholly intolerable to a British Civil Servant who 
desires to retain his self-respect. Most probably this 
refers to the possibility of receiving orders from an 
Indian Minister or'"" an Indian superior or 
receiving oold shoulder from looal self-governing 
bodies. We would respectfully ask the oivil servants 
who entertain such strange notions of self-respect to 
quit the servioe and India oan afford to be the poorer 
for their renunoiation. Finally the memorandum 
prognostioates the eventual extinction of all British 
Servioes if Parliament deoides to proceed steadily 
along the path leading to responsible government. 
This is the usual stuff of the die-hard school of poli­
tioians to whioh India has been aooustomed for the 
last few years. As a matter of faot we know that 
very few oivil servants have taken advantage of the 
option offered to them of retiring voluntarily on pro­
portionate pension, on the advent of the present Re­
forms. We do not think either that many more will 
retire 'even if responsible government becomes an 
accomplished raot; the unpopularity of the Civil 
Servioe is a simple myth. By the bye it is a oonum­
drum bow the Trustees are thinking of renouncing 
their duties. 

• * • 
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~didts. 

EXCLUSION OF STATES' PEOPLE. 

I T is apparel)tly a definitive decision which the 
Viceroy has now announced of excluding the 
people of Indian States from the proposed Round 

Table Conference. This need not prevent us how­
ev~r from examining, or rather re-examining, the 
reasons adduced by him for such exclusion (for we 
had anticipated all of them) and registering our 
firm protest against this action which is as unwise 
as unjust. We shall first turn to the injustice, for 
the Viceroy would almost make the Indian public 
believe that, in spite of all his sympathy with them, 
rules of constitutional morality make it impossible 
for him to include the people of Indian States among 
the States' representatives to be invited to the Con­
ference. Is that really so? Are the inhibitions 
imposed by constitutional theory so stern and rigid? 
Let us see. 

What is the Conference to do, in so far as the 
States are concerned? To bring about a readjustment 
of relations between the two parts of India? Empha­
tically not. The Conference is intended to do no 
such thing. It is only to "discuss" in what way 
and to what extent a readjustment is possible. And 
what can be the constitutional bar against a mere 
discussion with leaders of the people in Indian 
States? If there were such a bar it would operate 
against the people in British India as well. 

But the prime object of the Conference is to 
consult with British Indian leaders. We do not 
suppose that they will be kept out of the Conference 
when the possibilities of readjusting the relations 
between British and Indian India will be considered. 
If they are going to be kept out then at least the 
Indian States' people will receive the same measure 
as their brethren across the borders. But if the 
British Indian people are admitted to the Conference 
while the States' people are shut out-when the States 
problem is under discussion-then the latter will 
without reason be discriminated against, which is 
obviously unjust. 

In a preliminary discussion of which the only 
object is to find out the greatest common measure of 
agreement the people of Indian States as well as of 
British India can certainly participate. The final 
decisions will rest, in the case of the Indian States, 
with their rulers alone. The States' people are 
realist enough to understand that they cannot share 
in such decisions at the present time. Nor can 
British Indian leaders do so. The constitution 
under which they live gives them no voice in the 
determination of the question we are now considering. 
In this respect therefore the people in British India 
and Indian States occupy the same position. They 
have no power of deciding on or carrying out any 
readjustment of relations, but there is no constitu· 
tional objeotion to their being oonsulted; in faot 
there is every political reason for admitting them 
to a oonsultation. 

• 
'We would therefore ask a plain question: are 

the British Indian people to be allowed to partici­
pate in the Conference only so long 88 the questton 
of the internal government of British India will be 
discussed but asked to withdraw when the question 
of the Indian States comes on? If the answer to this 
is in the affirmative, we think: Mahatma Gandhi 
and Pandit Nehru. who are now silent on the matter. 
will have something to say to it. If the answer ill 
in the negative, we would further ask on what 
ground of constitutional law or practice is a differen­
tiation to be made between them and the Indian 
States' people to the advantage of the former and 
the disadvantage of the latter? 

In fact, the States' people have a far greater 
claim, legal as well as moral, to participation in the 
discussion of the States' problem at the Conferenoe 
than the British Indian people. The latter Can well 
take up an attitude of isolation and detachment 
from concern with the affairs of Indian States. But 
the former cannot. They have, as the Viceroy him­
self in announcing this very decision has reminded 
us, been guaranteed protection against gross mis­
government on the part of the Princes. This protec­
tion can only be secured by the British Govern­
ment's intervention in the domestic affairs of Indian 
States. Will not the Princes ask at the Conference 
for an enlargement of the internal sovereignty which 
they now enjoy? Will not they ask that that the 
interference of the paramount power should cease? 
The Maharaja of Patiala only the other day suggest­
ed that the States be given vis a vis the Government 
of India not merely the internal, but also the exter­
nal, sovereignty which the Dominions are now 
recognised to have in relation to the British Govern­
ment. Such a demand is sure to be put forward at 
the Conference. The people of British India may 
possibly disinterest themselves in this; how can the 
people of Indian States? 

A readjustment of relations implies a change in 
the existing situation. This change may possibly 
result in weakening or even removing the guarantees 
which the British Government have given to the 
people of the States. The guarantees are embodied 
in specific clauses in the treaties made with the Prin­
ces and are net merely to be deduced as implioit in 
the rights of paramountcy. They constitute obliga­
tions solemnly undertaken by the British Govern­
ment in the States' people '8 behalf. Can the Govern­
ment now renounce these obligations without the 
consent of the people? Can it, speaking purely con­
stitutionally and without importing ethical considera­
tions into the discussion, thus bargain away the in­
terests of its trustees? 

Possibly-unfortunately we cannot put it high­
er-possibly Government has no intention of allow­
ing any changes in its existing relations with the 
Princes which will whittle away its pledges to the 
people. But since the Princes are sure to put for­
ward a demand to this effect at the Conference 
it is but right that the people, in whose interest the 
pledges are given, should be afforded an opportunity 
to say how the proposed ohanges will affect them. 
Thus even if the British Indian people did not show 

( 
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much interest in these matters the Indian States' 
peCll(lle heve & vital concern in them, and for this 
reason they cannot he excluded from the Conferenoe 
even if the British Indian people were to be. 

So much for the justice of the States' peoples' 
claim for separate representation at the Conference. 
The requirements of justice recein little attention, 
'owever, at the the handa of authorities unless they 
happen also to be the requirements of expediency, and 
we wish to record here our conviction that, power-
1_ as the Indian States' people appear at the pre­
sent time, it would be highly inexpedient and politi­
cally unwise to ignore their just olaims. The 
Princes, though theoretically all-powerful, would 
soon find themselves, owing to the strength which 
their subjects are rapidly developing, unable to im­
plement agreements that they may arrive at with the 
British Government behind the hacks of their sub­
jects. If denied normal opportunities of giving vent 
to their opposition, the opposition will show itself 
in action which the British Government as responsi-.. 

ble for the preservation of order will heve cause to 
regret no less than the Princes themselves. 

It may be said, the British rulers are quite 
willing to sit with their subjects at the Round Table 
Conference; but the Princes are not so willing. In 
these oiroumstanoes how can the British Government 
foroe the Princes against their will to take part in & 

discussion with their subjeots ? To such a plea our 
answer is simple. If the subjects of Indian States do 
not find admission into the Conferenoe Chamber. on 
account of the opposition of the Princes, let the Bri­
tish Government throw the responsibility for. exclu­
sion publicly on the Princes. At present it is should­
ering the responsibtlity itself. Let it first extend an 
invitation to the subjeots of the States along with the 
Princes and leave it to the latter to raise objection. 

. Then the worl d will know at whose doors the blame 
really lies; and possibly the States' people will diE­
oover suitable means of dealing with their rulers, 
But it is of tqe utmost importance that the British 
Government (should openly disown responsibility 
which does not really belong to it, 

THE SINO-SOVIET ORISIS. 

EVER Y one interested in the effeotive oarrying 
out of the Kellogg Pact will be relieved to hear 
that saner oounsels have been prevailing and 

that both China and Russia have proposed to arrange 
a Sino-Soviet Conference with a view to restore the 
pre-confliot situation with regard to the Chinese 
Eastern Rail way, The sattlement of the Sino-Soviet 
dispute is just one of those current questions which 
ought to be the aoid test of the peace mentality so 
ostentatiouply proolaimedby Soviet Russia during 
the last few months and an amicable settlement of 
the dispute will assist in laying the firm founda­
tion of the new era of peaOe adumbrated by the 
Paot. It is to be deplored that so far neither of 
the parties to the dispute have thought of referring 
the dispute to the League of Nations and get it 
settled through suoh an impartial and disinterested 
agenoy. 

In order to have a proper perspeotive of the 
present orisis, it is necessary to revfew the history 
of the Russian and Chinese interests in the Chinese 
Eastern Railway, the proper adjudication of whioh 
has proved to be the main source of the latter day 
disagreements and bellioose aotions, During the 
Great War the Allies plaoed the Chinese E. Railway 
under the oontrol of an Inter-Allied teohnioal board 
witk a Tiew to its ultimate return to those in interest 
without the impairing of existing rights, In 1920, 
subsequent to an agreement between China and the 
Russo-Asiatio Bank, Chinese offioials took over 

• provisionally the administration of the line, in view 
of the absenoe of a recogniled government in Russia 
and appointed a board of ten Direotors oonsisting of 
an equal number of Chinese and Russians, presided 
over by a nominee of the Chinese Government; this 
agreement also stipulated that all important posts. 
were to be equally divided between the Chinese and 
the Russians. The Soviet Government denied the 

title of the Russo-Asiatio Bank to represent Russian 
interests and put forward a claim to the Tsarist 
Government's rights in Chinese E. Railway. Ac­
cordingly the Sino-Soviet Agreement signed in May 
1924 affirmed the following prinoiples as governing 
the settlement of the railway question:-judicial and 
administrative matters, outside the range of purely 
business operations to be administered by Chinese 
authorities; the redemption of the Railway and its 
appurtenances by the Republio of Chin~ with 
Chinese capital; the Soviet Government being 
responsible for all claims of oreditors inourred prior 
to 1917 ; pending the final settlement the rights of the 
two Governments arising out of the Agreement of 
September 1896 to be maintained intaot and an 
ar~angement for the proyisional management of the 
Railway to be drawn up oonjointly. Sinoe then the 
polioy of the Board was directed to the transferenoe of 
all control in the banda of the Russian manager and 
the gradual modifioation1>fothe joint control of the two 
partnerS with the objeot of the progressive substitu­
tion of the Russian influence. Most of the happenings 
after the signing of this Agreement have tended to 
widen the gulf between the two nationalities and 
very little has been aohieved in reoonoiling the 
conflioting points of view. -

One important part of the Agreement which has 
a noted signifioanoe in the light of reoent events was 
the provision regarding propaganda; the two Govern­
ments mutually pledged themselves not to permit 
within their respective territories the existsn(19 of any 
organizations whose aim is to struggle against their 
Governments and pledge themselves not to engage in 
any propaganda direoted against the political and 
sooial system of either party, In spite of this the 
Russians in Manchuria have been inoessantly carry­
ing on communist propaganda directed against capita­
lism and imperialism in China and documents found 
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in the Russian embassy in Peking, which wss raided 
by the Chinese Government in 1927, have since been 
published. Another complication is that the Soviet 
Government concluded a separate Agreement in 
Saptemlier 1924 in Mukden with Chang-Tso-lin the 
Governor, who was in open revolt against the Central 
Government. The question therefore has arisen 
whether the status of the Chinese E. Railway i§ gover­
ned by the MUKden Agreement or the previous one 
signed at Peking. 

In July Chinese and Manchurian officials seized 
control of the telegraph systems of the Chinese E. 
Rail way and closed down the offices of the General 
Trades Union and other unions and deported the 
General Manager of the Rail way. Although the 
ostensible object of this and other previous raids on 
the Soviet Consulates in several places in May is the 
suppression of the communist propaganda it is be­
lieved that these actions are prompted by the long­
cherished desire of the Chinese authorities to obtain 
complete control of the Ran way and exclude the 
Russian influence. After this the Soviet Commisar 
for Foreign Affairs addressed a note to Nanking, 
protesting against the violation of the existing 
treaties, proposing the immediate summoning of a 
GJnference to regulate all questions connected with 
the Chinese E. Railway and demanding a release of 
all arrested Russian citizens. Having failed to get 
" satisfactory reply, the Soviet Government ad­
dressed another note threatening the ~rupture of diplo­
matic relations. Mr. Stimson and M. Briand brought 
to the notice of the Chinese and Soviet representa­
tives in New Yorl< and Paris the undesirability 
of going to war in contravention of the Kellogg 
Pact to which both China and the Soviet Republic 
were signatories, and both the representatives 
gave assurances that they intended to take 
no action exceeding legitimate self-defence. In 
August the Chinese Foreign Minister declared 
in an interview to the Press that with ample 
proofs of underground and subversive propaganda 
carried on by Russians, China could not possibly 
agree to return to the status quo ante as a preliminary 
to opening negotiations. In Septeml:er tbe Chinese 
Government pointed out to the Soviet authorities the 
futility of their propaganda concerning the alleged 
ill-treatment of Russian citizens in China and assur­
ed them that the latter were absolutely free and 
enjoyed the protection of the Government. The 
irritation caused by these utterances has shown it­
self in continuous skirmishing and military reprisals 
during the last few months and it cannot be denied 
that both parties have violated existing treaties. Even 
as regards disruptive propagandA impartial observers 
have deolared that the Chinese themselves have not 
observed the terms of the Agreement of 1924 having 
frequently encouraged the 'White' Russians within 
their territory to plot against the Soviet regime. 

It will thus be seen that the problem is by no 
means simple and 0. mere restitution of the status 
quo before the present conflict would not lead to a 
final settlement. The conferenoe which will be 
oalled now will have to reverse the preponderanoe of 
Russians in the management of the Railway and 

carry into effect the equal representation of the two 
nationalities; the question of the jurisdiction O'illr 
the telegraph system will have to be settled equit­
ably as also the question of the land acquired by the 
Chinese E. Ra.ilway for purposes unconnected with 
rail way business. On the question of the reversion 
of the Railway to China it is likely that the Chinese 
Government will demand a shorter period than 60 
years from the date of the opening of the Railway' 
fixed by the 1924 Agreement, since redemption by 
payment of the whole expsnditure incurred up-to-dote 
is absolutely impossible. But most of the Chinese 
demands cannot be satisfied without revising the 
original Agreement of 1896 and the recent Agreement 
of 1924. On the other side Russia cannot be expeot­
ed to hand over complete control to China over the 
line which constitutes the shortest route to the ice­
free port of Vladivostok. In view of the complicated 
nature of the problem a reference to the League of 
Nations will unqu€stionably be a better guarantee of 
a lasting agreement than a conference between the 
parties themselves. Instead of merely appealing to 
the League to stop Russian invasion of Chinese 
territory, the Ckinese Government would do better 
to invite the League to adjudicate in the matter of 
the dispute about the rights and interests of the two 
countries in Manchuria. 

MARRIAGE AND DI\TORCE. 

I AM very well aware that it is somewhat of a 
foolhardy venture for a mere man to rush in 
where the angels are engaged in ~ deadly con­

flict with one another at the Women's Conference in 
Madras. But the question of equal laws for marriage 
and divorce is a matter of some concern to the men 
also. We have, surely, a right to be heard before the 
controversy is finally settled. 

The claim that men and women should have 
equal laws in respect of marriage and divorce is 
not such a startling proposition, although it seems 
to have upset the equanimity of some of the elderly 
dames of Madras. When I read the resolution pass­
ed by the Women's Conference I felt rather relieved. 
'l'he Hindu law does not permit divorce; and number­
less men are forced to go through life in the com­
pany of their ill-matched partners. The more daring 
sometimes marry again only to discover that the 
remedy is worse than the disease. Either the home 
is turned into a forum for the never-ending polemics 
and mutual recriminations of rival wives, or the 
husband is compelled to send away wife No.1 on a 
handsome monthly pension which he could ill afford 
to pay. Now if the wife is given the right of di­
vorce, I take it the husband will have the reciprocal 
right of parting from the wife. I am sure there are 
many long-suffering husbands who will be inclined • 
to thank the Conference for putting forward a claim 
which the men themselves have not had the courage 
to advance. 

The protest of the elderly ladies of Madras really 
amuses me. They seem to thi nk that the proposition 
if carried out into law will be subversive of reli­
gion, tradition and morality. I shrewdly suspect that 
the motive underlying the protest is not a desire to 

( 
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]lreserve anoient ideals and traditions, because I know 
at least two of the ladies conoerned have bro~n all 
traditions and taken advantage of modern legislative 
provisions which are against the acoepted rules of 
orthodox Hindu law. A charming and intimate 
friend of mine sitting by my side as I write this 
suggests that the objectors fear so much because 
they are" elderly" ladies. They say, "Look on this 
f,icture (the matrons) and then on that (mostly 
maids )." The Misses seem to be confident that tbey 
will be IIble to hold the affections of a mere man in 
bondage even with equal divorce laws. For one 
thing their youth is in their favour, and if things do 
not turn out very well, there will be more chances 
opened to them. As for the elderly matrons I do 
not wonder that they do not feel so safe or so confi­
dent. With advancing years they must have felt 
the reins slipping between their fingers, and one 
never knows what the vagabond affections of the 
brute man will do. What is worse, freedom will 
have come too late for them, for they are on their own 
-showing "elderly". The significance of the protest 
is olear. One understands it and duly sympathises 
with it. But how about those husbands of elderly 
wives who will he only too glad to have equal laws 
of marriage and divoroe? Is it not fair to take into 
.account their views as well ? 

All this apart, does the proposal involve any 
serious danger to society or morality? Whioh is 
hetter-for a man and woman to go through life 
mawling each other like two bears tied to a stake , 
-or to part from each other as friends when they 
find that they are not able to hit it off together? 
When husband and wife have established a state of 
war in the domestio arena, what usually happens is 
that the former goes out seeking and finding pleasure 
~lsewhere; and human nature being what it is, the in­
jured lind neglected wife does very much what she 
likes in the limited sphere allowed to her. Suppos­
ing there are children of the union who daily witness 
what goes on under their very eyes,' it will corrupt 
and demoralize them. In the interest of man and 
wife as well as their ohildren it is of the utmost im­
portanoe that when suoh an unfortunate situation 
has arisen there should he freedom of separation for 
the parties concerned. 

Then, is it the idea of the elderly ladies of 
Madras that equality in this matter will lead to 
immorality and frequent divoroe? Let me venture to 

-contradict them. There is a oommunity in Malabar 
_and South Kanara whioh has ,no legally reoognised 
system of marriage. In theory, men and women are 
free to get rid of eaoh other when and as they choose. 
"The result is not frequent divoroe and unbridled im­
morality, but a state of sooiety in whioh domestio 
happiness and conjugal fidelity are at their height. 
-One seldom hears of women turning out their hus­
bands for sheer wantonness and men have seldom been 
found to throw up their wives. The equality whioh 
both SllJ:es enjoy is not abused; it serves as a oheck 

-On the vagaries of the wife as well as the husband. 
The benefioial influence of equal divoroe laws 

11as been handsomely recognised in recent legisla-

tion in Cochin and Travancore. These progressive 
States have passed laws giving legal validity to Nair 
marriages, but they have carefully provided for free 
divorce. I believe I. am right in saying that the_ 
latter provision has seldom been called int~ requisi­
tion. It is not in human nature to ask fex frequent 
changes of husbsnds and wives. Instinct, tradition, 
culture, _ religion, in fact every social influence is 
against it. - But the provision is a safeguard' against 
evils which do exist and demand a cure. It is note­
worthy tbat among those who supported the' resolu­
tion is a number of Malayali ladies .. They know the 
practical advantages of equality in respect of mar­
riage and divorce and it is not surprising !hat they 
desire to have it introduced among their less fortu-­
nste sisters beyond the ghats. However, I do not 
quite like the way the .elderly ones have paraded 
their superiority over those from whom they differ. 

- It argues a woeful want of good taste. The list of 
the latter contains names quite as respectable Bnd 
honoured as those of the former. . 

This is what a mere man thinks. I should have 
been pleased to 'subscribe my name to this article. 
But the intimate friend to whom I have already re­
ferred prohibits it. And her word is law to me ... the 
Cochin Nair Regulation and equal divorce laws nof;. 
withstanding. 

FETTERED YET FREE._ 
:: 

PltOSPECTS OF INDIAN REFOR~. 

THE announcement of British policy towards 
India has been made. What does it mean? 
What will be the response in India? Will it 

succeed inbringing about oo-operation between the 
Indian people and the British administration? These 
are the questions which we ara asking. 

During the very unsatisfactory debate in the 
House of Lords, Lord Parmoor and Lord Passfield 
sought to emphasise that there is no change of 
policy. During the much more satisfsctory debate 
in the House of Oommons, Mr._We~ood Benn 
sought to emphasise that there is at any rate a de­
finite ohange~in the spirit of the policy. In his reply 
to Mr. Baldwin's letter this week, Mr. Ramsay 
MaoDonald reverts to the House of Lords position. 

I can imagine the uncertainty which this in­
definiteness must arouse in India. Nor will the 
efforts of those in India who are seeking to bring 
about oo-operation- be helped by-the refusal ofthe 
Government to do anything at present in regard to 
political prisoners. I made two suggestion; to Mr. 
Wedgwood Benn this week in the House of Com­
mons. The first was that political prosecutions 
should be limited to acts of violence or aotual incite­
mente to violence. The second was that the oases of 
politiCal offenders now in Indian prisons shouid be 
reviewed, with a view to granting an amnesty com­
patihle with the prevention of violence: 
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Mr. Benn was not prepared at the moment to 
meet either request. He acknowledged that many of 
the prosecutions are taking place under the very 
wide provisions of Clause 124 A of the Indian Penal 
Code, out said that the decision regarding prosecu­
tions must be left in the hands of the authorities in 
India. A reply to Commander Kenworthy indicated, 
however, that the Secretary of State for India is 
considering the treatment of politica.l offenders in 
prison. I think it I ikely that some new regulations 
may be issued in this respect. 

Whilst the political persecution continues, it is 
too much to expect a wholehearted response from 
India. Our Indian friends can count upon continu­
ed pressure being exerted on this matter by the I.L.P. 
The Committee of the I.L.P. which deals with the 
struggle against Imperialism has decided at a meet­
ing to-dflY tQl maintain a weekly. bombardment of 
questions regardi ng prosecutions. I believe if the 
agitation is maintained in India, supplemented by 
constant activity here, we shall in time succeed. 
Indeed, it is impossible to expect full co-operation in 
India without a political amnesty, and Mr. Wedg­
wood Benn must be quite aware of tbis. In every 
similar struggle-Ireland is a recent example-an 
am nesty has proved a necessary part of the settle­
ment. 

When we turn to the wider question of the 
Go,-ernment's intentions on Dominion Status, cer­
tain points must be borne in mind. In the first 
place, the Labour Party's participation in the Simon 
Commission makes a more definite declaration im­
possible until that Commission has reported. Even 
the indefinite pronouncement already made has been 
"trongly criticised as an unjustifiable anticipation of 
the Commission's report. But India should realise 
that the Labour Party is absolutely committed to 
Dominion Status. In "Labour and the Nation," the 
programme adopted for the General Election at the 
Labour Party Conference last year, the clearest 
possible declaration was made for Dominion Status. 
At the Dominion Labour Conference held in London 
fifteen months ago, Mr. Ramsay MacDonald express­
ed the hope that India would become a Dominion 
within a period of months rather than years. These 
are indications of Labour's intentions. If the Labour 
Government does not maintain the promise of these 
statements, there will be keen disappointment within 
the Party here as well as in India. 

But one point should be understood in India. 
This Parliament will not pass a Dominion Status 
Bill. So much has been clearly revealed by the 
events of the past ten days. Both the Conservative 
and Liberal Parties will relentlessly oppose any 
Dominion Status measure, and they can defeat any 
attempt by the Labour Government to carry it 
through. Until Labour has a majority there is no 
hope at Westminster. 

This important faot in the situation must be 

, 

kept in mind in India when policy is being deter­
mined. I imagine that events will work out sOWle­
thing like this. The Round Table Conference will 
not meet until next autumn. It will probably sit 
for six months at least. That will bri ng us to the 
summer of 1931. It is my view that we shall have 
an election during the autumn of 1\)31. I do not 
believe for a moment that the Opposition Parties", 
with their majority, will allow the Labour Govern­
ment to continue much beyond then, though I think 
they will hesitate to defeat the Government much 
before then. If the Government plays 'its cards 
rightly, Labour should obtain an absolute majority 
at that election. Then, it ~ seems to me, will be­
India's chance ... But~the determining factor will be 
not political occurrences in England but the strength 
of the organisation and demand in Indi •• 

House of Commons, 
N oremZ"'r 14. 

A. FENNER BROCKWAY. 

A , 

THE MELEE. 

I F the reactions of London opiuion to the Viceroy's 
statement may be said to resemble the effects of 
a blast, the debate on India in the Commons 

may be likened to a melk. The issues were indefi­
nite, Parties were fighting each other on a question of 
which unanimity was supposed to exist officially, 
partisanship had run high within the ranks of th& 
Opposition, and there was" great deal of meaningless 
hand-to-hand encounter. The debate would have 
almost certainly led to "demoralisation" but for onEl' 
of those skilful turns of Parliamentary tactics which 
the Premier has lately so often displayed. Mr. Mac-­
Donald masterfully seized the occasion of Sir John 
Simon's plea not to complicate the complex task of 
the Commission l:y the vitiating atmosphere of Par­
liamentary controversies to put an end to what was 
obv iously useless t .. lk. Our Secretary of State showed 
a fine sense of confidence when he bluntly declared­
that, faced with Conservative and Liberal opposition 
to a course which the Viceroy urged, he acted in the 
only conceivable way in which the Government 
could have acted-"We Governed," and he showed B­

no less sense of tact when he stuck to his guns about­
the Viceroy's statement being taken at its face value 
and refused to expound or interpret it notwithstand­
ing Mr. Lloyd George's rather monotous volleys of 
questioning. India has reason to be gratified at 
the result of the debates in both Houses and to be 
grateful, but it is justifiable to remark that in neither­
one place nor the other was her cause fully represent­
ed. In the House of Lords, as Lord Lytton has ob­
served a letter to the Times, Lord Parmoor was far­
from being a match to such a bully as Lord Birken­
head. In the Commons the passage at arms between, 
Mr. Benn and Mr. George was hardly calculated to 
facilitate the discussion of a bold measure by a. 

• 

• 
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minority Government. Fortunately there was Mr. 
M\cDonald to intervene. _ 

It is now commonly agreed that ·the "India 
-:erisis" was concocted. 

"The more one looks Into the 8o~oalled orisis about In­
dia, tbe more foolish it seems," 8ays the BIMetator. uSup­
pOSe tbat a mistake Of the Government-it is arguable 
that there 'Was a miatake-were preased hom Band the 
Government ohOBe to make the whole question ODe of OOD-

• ddenoe. Nobody would gain and eve..,.body would 10s8 
by tbe sequel. The Government would be unneoessarily 
forced from omee. Tben either tbey would ask for a dis­
solution, whioh, if we :may. judge trom the signs, would 
mean an assured majority for them at a General Eleotion. 
or the Unionists would carry on the present polioy to .. 
wards India, with the lamentable difference tbat 'linani. 
mity 'Would have been shaken and that the polio, would' 
have been robbed of a large part of its prestige. Burell" 
those who lightly brought into play the inoaloutable forcel 
of this "orisis" Gannot have looked beycnd the end of 
their Doses. Everything has been distorted, either for 
tbe sake, We ma, suppose, of injuring the Government, or 
for the sake of injuring :Mr. Baldwin." 
It would serve nO,useful purpose t~ go into the 

o origins of this orisis beyond notioing that Lord 
Reading's conduot as well as Mr. Lloyd George's 
should leave no doubt about the nature of the.whole 
affair. Thafthere should be elements, and vooifer­
ous elements, within the Tory ranks marked by a 

· pronounoed hostility towards India is oomprehen­
.sible; pride as well as self-interest oould be made to 
explain it; and of all the accidents which tended to 
make the present oocasion a happy ooinoidence from 

.lndia's point of view, none was so fortunate as the 
oharacter of our Vioeroy. But who would have ex-

· peoted British Liberals to have taken up such a posi­
tion in this matter? The Manchester Guardian's 
editorial In this oonnection reads strangely unlike 
previous observations of this nature, and not the least 
laughBble aspeot of the situation was the striking 
metamorphosis which had come over the Times and 
the Guardian with regard to the situation in India. 
Mr. George said something about the Liberals of 
yesterday beooming the ememists of to-day in India, 
but even should this be true their achievement 
would fall far short of this. 

Much may be explained by Mr. Lloyd George's 
pique-the Commons debBte made it quite olear that 
he was affected by Mr. Benn's anxiety to consult Mr. 
Baldwin about the India polioy without showing 
equal oonoern for his opinion-but pique alone may 
not explain the Liberal attitude. Liberalism, lIS Prof. 
Spear has pointed out in the first of a series of artioles 

· on Democraoy in these oolumns, is the produot of 
the nineteenth century British politioal idealism, 

· and, as Mr. Delisle Burns says in his new book on 
Demooracy, almost all 01 its programme has been ao­

-complished in Britain. The British Liberals find 
it diffioult to realise that the spirit of Democraoy in 

• different oountries and at different times must 
· create for itself an embodiment in aooordanoe !with 
· the general context of sooial conditions and philosophi­
.-cal outlook from which:it emerged. They ignore that 
. for Liberalism to be true it need always be a true 
· imitation of British Liberalism as they have k.nown 
it. Consequently in their oaloulations of Indian self­

.;8Overnment, ncept of course in time of war, they are 

always hampered by considerations which, as a 
matter of fact, have never yet existed in the Domini­
ons and never shall exist agei n in Great Briiain 
itself. 

Be that as it may, these are defi nite geinA from 
recent happeninge. The breakdown in the unani­
mity of British political Parties concerning Indian 
policy--aJ.most the last principal item in the pro­
gramme before the country to be brought into the 
region of controversy-would, it may be hoped, 
change the charaoter of Parliamentary rule from ad­
ministration through a mechanical bureaucracy to an 
intelligent deliberation and decision about the for­
tunes of a great country and a great connection. Of 
suoh a definite break with the past we have ample 
assurance in Mr. Benn's pointed declaratIon about 
the abandonment of Lord Birkeahead's methods and 

. in the necessity in which the Politioal Correspondent 
of the Time. found himself to refer to the attitude 
which the ex-Secretary of Stete assumed as "irres­
ponsible" and that of a "free lanoe". Not so very 
long ago, after a visit to London and the Hague, I 
had occasion to refer in this correspondence to Il­

change of angle of vision on the part of the British 
people with regard to India and .the Empire", due to 
diverse considerations. Noone could have foreseen 
that that change would be tested and. confirmed so 
soon, and although those of our oountrymen who 
expect a dramatio or metaphysical change in British 
policy are foredoomed to disappointment the salutary 
effects of a vital interest in India on the part of 
British politicians cannct be minimised. 

The Viceroy·s statement which in many ways 
has been a challenge on the part __ of local authority 
against offioious interference, taken together with 
the support given to it; by the European Association, 
may well be considered the beginning of the identi­
fication of Europeans in India with the country's 
interests which we have urged so long. All nationa­
lists who have some nction of political sanity will 
not be slow to realise the value of annexing in their 
struggle the forces of local self-government which 
forms an essential part of Anglo-Saxon politioal 
idealism and will not be deterred by racial prein­
dices. In the next few years at any rate, while we 
must insist on Indians representing our Government 
in such of our foreign affairs as relations ,!!,ith the 
League and so on, we might well let Britishers whose 
interests are indentilied with India's to assert their 
claims against the authority of their countrymen at 
home, taking oare, however, not to give rise to a 
community of settlers as in Afrioa, for practical 
psychology is the most important factor in interna.­
tional relations. It would be far more easy for 
people of the same race and minds to come to an 
understanding. 

Finally, the history of the Jews shonld be a 
warning to us of the danger of oultivating an 
exclusive national temperament based on the dis­
oipline of non-co-operation. Whatever may be said 
of the virtues of this form of strugggle for indapen­
dence, ite one effect is to enoourage the non-politi­
oal habit of mind. No Indian who wishes hie. 
country to take an honourable part in the 1iIeDe 
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nations can but reJOIce in every 
cates the non-co-operation habit. 

Gel/ew, November 12. 

~tl!itlUS. 
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change that eradi- ries of t:12 Indus V3011ay si~"s w,mld be found to COf­

, roborate literary evidences on which he himself jlro­
ceeds. Apart from m90ny interesting topics like the 
meaning and origin of pur, pltra, nagal'll etc., Dr S9or-

I 
kar brings our attention to bear on the different sty­
les of architecture, deltaic, sub-montane and plsin 
( i.e. riparian). One style is associated with Brah-

EARLIEST SOCIAL HISTORY OF INDIA. 
manism and the Manva regions; another with the 
Vratyas and the Magadhas and a third with the Aib§, 
brought into the plains from the Mongoloid mou 1\­

tainous areas they. passed through or came in contact 
with. Stressing on the ethnic and historical signifi­
cance of such indications, he would agree with Mr. 

SOME ASPECTS OF THE EARLIEST SOCIAL 
HISTORY OF INDIA. (PRE-BUDDHISTIC 
AGES.) By S. C. SARKAR. (Oxford Univer­
sity Press.) 1928. 25cm. 225p. 

THIS heok is the dissertation submitted by the au- Pargiter in concluding that the Aila dominant stock 
thor for the degree of Doctor of Philosopby in the in Hindustan supplied the Kshatriya class and spread 
'Lniversity of Oxford; and it is intended to be regnrd- down to Vidarbha with the exception of the ,three 
Ed ns a companion velume to Mr. F. E. Pargiter's Manva kingdoms of Ayodya, Videha and Vaisali • 
.A lIeiel1l Indian Hisleri'al 7 mdllion (Oxford, 1922), U What we call the Aryan race is what Indian tl'adi­
which seeks to determine the political history of tion calls the Aila race, and sO Aila = Aryan." (Par­
India from the earliest times to tbe seventh century giter, A.I.E.T., p. 295 J. The Manva stock would 
B.C., bused on an examination of Pauranic and epic naturally declare itself to be Dra~idian; and tr"di­
tradition as well as of the Rig Veda. and Vedic litera.- tion would indicate that the Ailas entered Indb from 
ture. Dr. Sarkar attempts to picture some aspects of the mid-Himalayan region and there is no support for 
the social history of this period on the basis of an any lJligration from the north-west. The evidence of 
exbaustive examination of Vedic, Brahmanic and inscriptions discovered at Boghazkwei is that the 
Pauranic literature, unaffected by preconceived ideas folk of the Mitanni worshipped Aryan gods about 
which are largely based on the Veda and Vedic lite- 1400 B.C. The Iranians might very well have been 
mture, excluding historical material to a large extent. an offshoot from India; and the lingui:;tic and reli­
Mr. Pal'giter has stressed the distinction between gious differences of Iran may be explained quite as 
K<hatriya and Brahmanic tradition which must have well in this way as in any other. 
existed from the earliest times and cautioned that The second part of the book is even more start­
Vedic liter:lture not only lacks the historical sense, ling in some of its conclusions, particularly tho,e 
but is not always to be trusted in matters that con- which bear on sex-relations and the status of women' 
cerned Brahmanic"l claims and pretensions. He has The practice of sister-marriage seems to be supported 
been'however careful to point out that historical trs- by strong evidence. The·use of the metronymics can 
dition in the Vedic literature has one great merit over be regarded as a survival of earlier conditions. The 
that in the epics and the Puranas, inasmuch as it practice of niyoga might be "a later special case of 
has been most carefully preserved, which is certainly i an earlier general practice ". But side by side with 
not the case with the latter; but he insists that the polygamy and laxity, monogamy is approved in the 
Kshatriya tales found in the Puranas, belonged to Rig Veda as an ideal. Intermarriages between tbe 
the ancient body of tradition prior to the composition several vaN/as was easier; and restrictions on sago/ra 
of the Puranas and were subsequently taken over by and sapinda marriages were far less rigid. According 
the Pauranik Brahmans and modified. Like Mr. to tradition sister marriage continued far down after 
Pargiter, our autho]' has derived from the Puranas the Bharata age; while we find the same feature 
many startling fRcts and .<uggestions which are bound in the fragments of non-Puranised tradition 
to evoke a quantity of warm controversy but which embodied in the Buddhist texts. Our author would 
at the same time try to shed some light by means of say that the iTans-Indus peoples were originally 
secular tradition of the Epics and the Puranas on the Aila that migrated thither from Madhya-desa from, 
history of tbe Vedic period. time to time; and the more easterly sections of them 

'I'he first part of the book deals with the matel'ial again and again returned to India. This i.~~erp~et .. -
life of the early Aryans, their 'household furniture, tion of Puranic tradition would help one III VleW­
dress, costumes, architecture, village activities and ing the scrcalled Iranian influences in thei~ propar 
industries. In these he has displayed great indus~ry perspeotive." Thus Persian influences whiCh .pra­
and powers of analysis and classification and thrown vailed in TrudIa and Gandhara would be mamly 
interesting and useful side-lights on the social and .. reversions to, or modifications of, those common 
economic condition of the people. He explains the features of Indo-Iranian (i.e. early Aila) culture, 
various types of salJha which must have been early which may have been retained longer or specially 
divided into several correlated institutions. He re- developed in the Iranian sections." The prevalenoe 
iects the view held by Zimmer and others that Vedic of parental incest is supported by Vedic evide~oe. 
India was a land of villages and hamlets only and Sister-marriages in this period were more patrla .. · 
holds that the Vedic Indians, like the Iranians, Helle- chaland more definitely connected with polygamy 
nes and Italians, were superimposed upon an earlier than with polyandry; but polyandry was not. alto­
civilisation which was probably of the same type as gether un-Vedio; and it seems to have contmued 
well as of oognate origin and that the recent disoove- longer among certain priestly sections, among whom. 

• 
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• metronymes were largely used; it conti~ued as a 

well-known institution in the pos1;.Mauryan age 
amo~g eome communities in the western sub-Hima­
layan regions. Niyoga go.. hand in hand with 
'Yidow r.emarriage and brother-in-law marriage ; 
while there is no sali of Brahmans known to tradi­
tion; the earlier references to widow-burning belong 
to the Manva group; and this feature occurs only 
liter among the Yadavas and the Paur&vas. 

The foregoing f.atu ... and others so well docume­
n.tedZand explained should raise a storm in orthodox 
ohol .. ; and opposition to the", ia elEpressed even by a 
deep and critical scholar like Winternitz who, in the 
foreword, doubts whether Dr. Sarkar's conclusions 
will stand the test of criticism and oi. the progress 
of further research. Possibly these suggestions re­
garding the Ailas and the sexual institutions of the 
Bharata age seem to us to be so unnatural and 
startling, as well as the point maintained by the 
author that the niyoga and other practices were 
much encouraged by the priestly cbsses. 

Dr. Sarkar is a close pupil of Mr. Pargiter re­
garding the origin of the Ailas and the reverse origin 
of the Iranians; the conclusions that he has put for­
ward, though tentative, have all the force of fresh­
ness and independence of 'preconceived ideas and 
accepted conclusions; they present the social condi­

-tions of the Bharata age in new connections and in 
'8 new light. For this contribution the world of 
Indian scholarship should be thankful to the author, 
·,.,ho is Professor in Patna College. 

C. S. SRINrv ASACHARI. 

THE UNITARlAJ."f MOVEMENT. . 
<OUR UNITARIAN HERITAGE. By EARL MORSE 

WIBBUR, (The Beacon Press, Boston.) 210m. 
495p. $2'00. 

THE book, though primarily designed for the use of 
the young in the highest forms of the Sunday School 
olasses in Unitarian Church .. , can be used very 
profitably by adult students 'who want to acquaint 
themselves with the history of Unitarianism as de­
veloped in Christendom in its broadesf aspects 
through the post-Christian ages beginning with the 
New Testament times. 

It is written in a cold and olear-out style and 
-without the elightest trace of emotionalism so cbs.-

·.racteristic of New England Unitarians. As the pro-
4Uct of twenty years' labour on the part of its author, 
who is President of the Pacifio Unitarian School 
.for the Ministry, Bexley, California, the book may 
be described as his mqgnum opus and will surely 
give him a plaoe of honour in that group of Church 
historians who speoialize in the art of writing the 
-story of a denomination or a communion from the 

'inside. The only work which can lay any claim to 
being Us rival is that by the late J. H. Allen, But 
,since its publication forty years ago so much valu­
.able material has been brought to light that a book 
iike that written by Dr. Wilbur will surely meet 
the scholar's need for aocuracy of fact and exactness 
-of statement. We are glad that for the first time so 
much valuable and interesting material from many 

new sources has been placed before the English­
knowing reading public. 

"U nit&rianism, considered as the doctrine of the 
Unity of Godhead. ia older than Christianity." But 
in the course of centuries of Christian Church 
history, it has acquired a specific meaning· with 
referenoes , to the doctrinal controversy. around the 
Trinity, the Deity of Jesus, thO' Atonement, etc. "Our 
U nit&rian Heritag~" describes the panoramic pro­
&l'eSS of the theological controversies which culmi­
lI3ted in adding a !lew denomination to the already 
sect-ridden Christendom. It is interesting to note, as 
in the case of the members of the Brahmo Samaj who 
still claim to be true Hindus, tpe majority of the 
U nitarisns of the present day claim to be true 
Christians, though the orthodox consider them worse 
than pagans or heathens. Without making any re­
ference to the present day attitude of the Funda­
mentalists (the extreme orthodox) and the ModerniBta 
(amongst whom may be counted many liberal ortho­
dox) towards the Unitarians, our author leads us 
through chaptsrs on ,the History of Christianity 
bafore Unitarianism, the Pioneers, of Unitarianism 
in Europ9, the Development of Unit.arianism in 
Poland, Transylvania, England and last, though 
not least, in his own America. The history of 
the pioneers of the free faith is full of inspiration to 
all seekers after spiritual truth in which freedom 
of belief alld freedom of worship play important 
parts. Unitarian history has not baen without its 
martyrs and the recorda of the deeds of Adam Duff, 
Edward Wightman, Michael Servetus, John Ridley 
and many others will fill the pages of the Martyro.; 
logy of this free faith. The present book has placed 
at the disposal of the reader a systematio account of 
the martyrdom of the pioneers. 

Inasmuoh as the approach of the present work is 
historioal, the personal element in the religious ex­
periences of 'the great heroes of Unitarianism has 
bean kept in the background and attempts have been 
made to follow the historical trend throughout the 
four hundred and seventy-six pages Of reading 
matter. The intsresting character of the book has 
not suffered in the least owing to this mode of treat­
ment. In fact, the simple and direct style employed 
by the author will, it is hoped, serve as an example 
to authors who write for young people. 

The book has a list of'imporlant dates in U ni­
tarian history whioh will enable readers to discover 
at a glance the high spots in Unitarian history. In 
the Appendixtlore to be found the three historic oreeds 
of Christendom (the Apostles' creed. the Nioene 
creed, and the Athanasian creed), To all students of 
Christian theology and ohurch history they are of 
immense significance inasmuch as they represent 
man's attempt to express through the medium of 
language something which cannot be adequately ex­
jlressed. The Trinitarian Controversy (as opposed to 
to the Unitarian) has always v~ered round these 
creeds. • 

The Unitarian Church is creedless. U nitsrlana 
are in agreement • to the five points of their faith 
which offer them a platform to unite. They are: 
(1) the Fatherhood of God (2) the Brotherhood of 
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Man (3) The Leader'lhip of Jesus (4) Salvation by 
Character (5) Prog1'ees of Man onward and upward 
for ever. In England the Church has developed out 
of the Presbyterian body whereas in the United 
States it is Congregational in ChUTch Government. 
In England at the time of Joseph Priestly, the dis­
coverer of oxygen. the denial of the Trinity amounted 
to blasphemy. It was not until 1813 that the U ni­
tarians were placed .m a level with the Dissenters. 
The history of English Unitarianism has been very 
well described by Dr. Wilbur in the course of seven 
chapters. Very seldom does one come across such a 
well written account of the rise and growth of a 
denomination which claims among its adherents' or 
members such noted Englishmen as John Milton, 
John Locke, Theophilus Lindsay. John Bidle, Joseph 
Priestly, Sir Charles Lyall, Sir William Jones, 
Josiah Wedgwood. W. S. J evans, David Ricardo, 
Florence Nightingale, Mary Carpenter, John Pounds, 
Maria Wedgeworth. and, in our own times, James 
Martineau, James Drummond, Estlin Carpenter, P. H. 
Wicksteed, and L. P. Jacks. 

Notwithstanciing all the good features of the 
book, it is to be regretted that tbe author has com­
pletely ignored the new tendency to study the history 
of a religion or a Church as a study in social origins 
as shown by Prof. Case in his "Social Origins 
of Christianity." In his treatment of Unitarianism 
in America, the author has not done justice (as it 
appears to the preeent reviewer) to the social impli­
cations of U nit:nianiem, as seen by the social radio 
cals of the type of Theodore Parker. Perhaps it is 
due to his doctrinal and exclusively theological 
interest in the march of historical events. The 
author has not lllentioned the new developments 
towards a growing Humanism in the body of present I 

day Unitarian ministers and workers. In fact, the 'I 

section devoted to developments in America has not 
reached the high watermark as that of "U nitarianism ' 
in America" by G. W. Cooke. The book would have 
been a well-rounded one, if it had contained a biblio­
graphy at the end which might have offered induce­
ment to young people for further study in this field. 

P. K. SEN. 

SHORT NOTICE. 
SADHANA CHIKITSA. By V. S. BENDRE. 1928. 

314p. Rs. 3-8-0. 
THIS is a critical appreciation in Marathi of the his­
torical material for Shivaji period, and the wars: 
forms the 7th number of the Bharat Itthssa Sansho­
dhak MandaI's "Puraskrit" series. During the last 
150 years, from Orme and Grant Duff down to Jadu­
nath Sarkar, English material bearing on Shivajiperiod 
has engaged the attention of English readers. But 
during the lnst 4.0 years Marathi, Persian, Dutch and 
Portuguese sources have been more systematically 
tapped and so much material has been published that 
an attempt at enumeration and classification has be­
come a necessity. Standard works in English or 
French on historical critioiEm prove of very little 
avail, the problems that face a researcher dealing 
with Marathi material being of an entirely different 

. 

nature from theirs. Mr. Bendre, therefore", is right ill • 
putting forward his classification of the material, 
which is based on his experience for the last 12:1"Ja1'11 
in the Bharat Itihasa Sanshodhak Mandai. He has re­
viewed the whole material and given very useful 
hints and suggestions. And although it is not a re­
gular treatise on historic$l criticism it places oon. 
venientiy hefore the reader in a handy volume his 
notes in 51 paragraphs. The subject could have 
been dealt with in a more logical manner by divid. 
ing the work in welldefined separate chapters. • 

R. P. 

Notice [0 Minor Dtfendant , Guardian. 
( o. 32, R. 3. ) 

In the Court of tbe Munsi! of Mababa.o at Muttra. 
Suit No. 138 of 1929. 

Suja Ram s/o Mohanlal, Vaish, resident of Mauza 
Tatrauta, Pergana Mahaban, Dist. Muttra.-Plaintiff. 

Versus 
Jagannath aged about 17 years minor s/o U dey 

Ram, under guardianship of Mst. Naraini his mother, 
by casle Brahman, resident of M. Lahrauli, Pergana 
Sadabad, Dt. Mutt ... at present residing at Bhole­
shwar Chakla, Lalbaba ka Mandir, Narhauli walon 
ki Kothi at Bombay.-Dejendant. 

To Jagannath aforesaid-
Whereas an application has been presented on 

the part of the plff. in the above suit for the appoint­
ment of a guardian for the suit to the minor defen­
dant, you the said minor and you Mst. Naraini are 
hereby required to take notice that unless, within 
seven days from the service upon you of this notioe, 
an application is made to this court for the appoint­
ment of you or of some friend of you, the minor, to 
act as guardian for the suit, the court will 'proceed t~ 
appoint: some other person to act as a guardian to the 
minor for the purpose of the said suit. 

Given under my hand and the seal of the Court, 
this 23rd day of November 1929. 

(Sd. ) BENI MADHO. 
Munasarim, 

for Munsif. 

CURE FOR' DEAFNESS. 

FINE OLD REMEDY. 
pE wonderful curative power possessed by 

many old herbs has never been surpassed 
by modern treatment, and one of the most im­
portant of these old-fashioned remedies is the 
" AURAL HERB COMPOUND," which has been 
found remarkably successful in cases of nasal 
catarrh noises in the head and deafness. Severe 
and lor:g-standing cases, which had resisted all 
modern remedies, have been quickly and 
permanently cured by this old herbal pre­
paration. Recommended with the utmost confid- \ 
ence. Price Rs. 4 per till, post free, direct from 

AURAL MEDICATION Co .• 
160 Birkbeck Road, Beckeoham. EDglud., 
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