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LORD DELAMERE and his gallant group of British 
settlers in Kenya have again reiterated oertain prin
ciples of government whioh oannot be allowed to go 

.. unohallenged. In the appeal he made for fundS for 
the deputation to England, he said, "I believe that 
the essential art of ruling is bred in the inherent 
oharaoteristics of a people, in fair dealing, in honesty 
of purpose, in strength of oharaoter: it has been 
granted to few nations in the whole of the world's 
history; it is indeed a gift that oannot wholly be 
handed on by teaching or by example." This is on 
a par with: the theory of the divine right of Kings: 
oertain nations have the divine right to rule Over 
others I It postulates that the Natives of Kenya will 
never, never be able to rule themselves. Lord 
Delsmere with his larger eKperience of politics dis
oreetly refrained from enumerating the peoples who 
were endowed with this right, But the East African 
Standard,less experienced and more junker ish, lelt no 
doubts in Ihe matter. The acceptance of the common 

".. roll in Kenya, it says, will violate the "right of 
British people to olaim that with their' race alone, 
whether as settlers or as offioials, must lie ths res
ponsibility for the government of primitive people, 
and the development of the Empire in Afrioa." 

*. .. . * 
Cold Sboulder. 

THESE preposterous pretensions do not seem to 
have been received with universal aoolamation not 
only in England but also, for a wonder, in South 
Africa. The oomments of the Natal Adwrliser and 
the OQp8 Argus must be distinctly disappointing to 
the savioul'B of the white empire, The Cape Argus 
says that "there is no particular reason, now or in the 
neer futuore, why the /!Dlall white population of 
Kenya should be given complete control over tbe 
destinies of that vast and fertile land." The Natal 
.Adtuliur takes a bolder and more righteous stand. 

"If present world .. happenings mean 8nY$hiDg at all (and 
they mean a very great deal) they mean that the Don ... 
Europeans of the earth are at last waking to the oon
soiousness 'hat there iB nothing inherent in tbe white 
man whioh makes him for ever the arbiter of the destinies 
of blaok or broWD. " 

And goes on to say : 
But blaok and brown are not asking to-day for the 

pioture to be iuversed. They are not asking that the 
oivililed white should suddenly put his neck under the hee 1 
altha savage. They are not eveD Bsking for aotu..al power. 
They are asking onl, for Hope. They are asking only for 
tbat geature whioh promises them, 8S they progress, more
and more emanoipation from tbe toill of a present almost 
subjugation to the lea8t whim of the white man. Nor oan 
they be blamed for this. 
And it sums up the duty of civilization in thes& 

happy wordS: "It is only half the toil of life te> 
teach man to obey. The other oomplementary half 
is to teach him, in Heaven's good-time, to govern". 
and roundll:. condemns the claim of the Lord Dela
mere l!1'0up to perpetual domination as "the one 
( issue) on which the British Empire is more likely 
to be ship-wrecked than on any other." ' 

* * 
,. 

Orlgg must 00. 
BUT there is danger from another quarter. 

These Empire-wreokers have a fanatio ally. in the 
Governor of Kenya, Sir Edward Grigg. The Bri
tish Government insisted that the principles ad
umbrated in the" Memorandum on Native Policy" 
should be immediately put into effect and that exist
ing policies should be brought immediately into con
formity with these principles. The wishes of the 
Labour Government were immediately complied with 
in Uganda and Tanganyika, for in these territories 
there is hardlY any conflict between the two. In 
Kenya, however, far from obeying the orders of the 
Secretary of State, the Government of Sil: Edward 
Grigg made no secret of their disapproval of the 
polioy of Downing Street and went so far as to give 
an assurance to the settlers that no aotion would be 
taken without the consent of the Legislative Counoil. 
It may be said that since the Legislative Council 
has an official majority, the consent of the Council 
may be made to mean that of the officials and not 
necessarily that of the wbite settlers. Nevertheless 
there is every reason to fear that the Government of 
Sir Edward Grigg will do their level best te> 
torpedo in praotice the policy of Lord Passfield. It 
is not in Sir Edward to give whole-hearted support 
to that policy and his continuance in offioe is not 
calculated to promote it. Even as they recalled Lord 
Lloyd from Egypt, the Labour Government will do 
well to reoall Sir Edward Grigg from Kenya if they 
wish to give a sporting cbanoe to their policy. .. .. .. 
Avoidable Crime • 

A more futile, a more provocatiTe and a more 
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(lriminal aot than the oonduct of the police under the 
inspiration of Sir Ernest Hotson on the 1st and 2nd 
insts. in Bombay is diffioult to imagine. The 
Bombay Congress" War Council" organised·a pro· 
cession on the 1st, which was the Tilak Day, the 
tenth anniversary of the death or the late Mr. B. G. 
Tilak. ·The prooession was to pass along Hornby 
Road, one of the busy thoroughfares in the City, at 
the peak hour of traffic. The Polioe Commissioner, 
in a oourteous, letter to the President of the .. War 
Council ", Mrs. Hansa Mehta, prohibited the proces
sion marching along that Road, on the express 
ground that it would interfere with normal traffio. 
The processionists declined to obey the prohibition, 
and were held up by the Police near the Victoria 
Terminus. The processionists squatted on the road 
from Friday evening to S,.turday morning, drenched 
in occasional rain I Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya, 
the venerable veteran of Indian politios and the born 
ambassador of peaoe, headed the procession along 
with several members of the Congress Working 
Committee, and undertook to lead the procession in 
foura and subsequently in tW03, so ,as to cause the 
minimum of obstruction of traffic. Messrs. Lalji 
Naranji and H P. Mody, the leading men in 
commerce and industry, intervened but in vain. The 
Police Commissioner was obdurate: his order was 
defied and he would not stand it but he would not 
use force. It was pointed to him that he might 
• llow the procession to pass on when the 
traffic thinned down late in the evening, as the 
reason he gave for prohibiting the procession had 
(leased to operate. But he would not budge. So the 
Police and the processionists faced eaoh other the 
whole long night tlll day.break, when Sir Ernest 
Hotson, the "strong man" of the Bombay Govern· 
ment, appeared on the scene, having arrived from 
Poona. The Commissioner had a talk with him 
and with his full concurrence ordered the arrest 
of the leaders and the dispersal of the crowd, 
after warning, by lalhi charge. The volunteers 
stood their ground under the rain of lalm blows 
until they dropped wounded and bleeding. The 
(lasualties numbered over 200 i The arrested 
leaders were put on their trial. Only Pandit 
Madan Mohan Malaviya decided to cross-examine 
the prosecution; the others simply declined to take 
part in the prooeedings. The Pandit was able to 
"show up·' the police as it were. Nevertheless he 
was fined Rs. 100 and the others sentenced to three 
months' simple imprisonment. The Pandit decli.ned 
to pay the fine and chose to go to jail instead. But 
the fine was paid behind his back, as it were, and he 
was peremptorily turned out of the jail I 

On the merits of it, it was ab301utely unneoes
sary for the Commissioner to have prohibited. the 
processionists the use of the Hornby Road. A. httle 
good humour and good sense, and due consideration 
to the high esteem in whioh Mr. Tilak's memory is 
held, would have gone a long way in avoiding trou· 
ble. It was again priggish of him not to ague to 
the proposal to allow the procession in fours and 
twos. It was absolutely foolish of hini not to have 
allowed it after the traffio had almost died down late 
in the evening. His conduot was an undignified dis
play of prestige and pique. To his credit it must be 
said that he refused to indulge in foroe against the 
prooessionists. A.t day.break arrives Sir Earnest 
Hotson. While the Polioe under orders rained 
lalhi blows, wounding and drawing .blood, this 
aspiring Nero watohed the soene with grim 
satisfaotion, for law, in other words his vanity, was 
being upheld I 

* * * 
Stab In the Back. 

The unkindest out of all was the faot that this 

gruesome performanoe was staged just when the 
peace negotiations, diffioult and delioate enough 
in all oonsoience, were being carried on by Sir Tej 
Bahadur Sapru and Mr. Jayakar with the cordial 
consent of the Vioeroy and the British Government. 
There was a comparative lull in the hostilities and 
hopes of peace rose a point or two. It was just at 
that time that the Police in Bombay chose t~ oreate 
an embarrassing situation. 

It has rendered the task of the ambassadors more 
difficult. But we are hopeful that they will not be 
unnerved by it, but will persist in their noble endea
vour. They have Blloceeded in arranging a meeting 
of the Mahatma, Pandits MotHal and Jawaharlal 
Nehrus in Yervada jail, where Sirdar Patel, now a 
prisoner, has already arrived. As we write, oon· 
versations are in progress. 

* • * 
Separation of Burma. 

THE separation of Burma is n'l longer the question 
of more or less academio interest that it has been 
so far. The Simon C()mmission favours the idea and 
Sir Charles Innes, the Governor of Burma, in addressing 
the Legislative Counoil last week almost took it for 
granted that Burma would before long be separated 
from India. As he pointed out, the decision on such 
an important matter would of course rest with 
Parliament which would naturally ·be guided by the 
wishes of the people to be vitally affected by its .. 
decision. .Now these wishes have had more than 
one opportunity of expressing themselves during 
reoent months when Burmese opinion has uniformly 
endorsed the idea of Burma standing apart from 
India. In face of suoh clear expression of Bur
mese sentiment on the point nob()dy can bs SO un· 
democratic as to propose that Burma should not be 
allowed the right of self-determination and that she 
should be coeroe1 into aoceptanoe of her pre;ent oon· 
nection with India. That of course is out of the ques· 
tion. But people wonder whether in insisting upon 
severanoe-Burma has made sure what constitution- ' •. 
al status she will have in the future. In the debate 
on this question last year in the Legislative Council 
Burmese spokesmen stated in the plainest possible 
language that it wall because they wanted Dominion 
Home Rule that they were seeking to cut off from 
India. While we do not see how India would have 
proved an obstaole, we are by. n~ means sure. th~t 
indioations point to Burma achlevmg her goal wlthm 
a measurable period. There is a rumour that after 
separation she should be given Crown Colony Gov. 
ernment. Seeing that she is already in the enjofm:ent 
of provincial autonomy though within a limited 
sphere whioh is doubtless a more advanced form of 
gover~ment than obtains in a Crown Colo~y, 
we may, as suggested by the Governor, dlB
miss the rumour with the oontempt it deserves. But 
oan we do the same with regard to a scheme whioh -. 
seems to be in the air? Under this, we are told, 
Burma would be part of a federation with Ceylona:nd 
the Straits Settlements as the other constituent bodies. 
While we devoutly wish this rumour also to be 
groundless, the absenoe of any official contradiction 
makes one suspicious. All that we have to go UpOD 
in this matter is the Governor's assuranoe that the 
measure of reform for Burma would be not lese 
generous than that for India. The Burmans ha.v~ at 
the same time his explioit warning that Dommlon 
Home Rule in the immediate future is not a matter 
of praotioal politics. One or two points arise out of 
the Governor·s ipse dixits. Supposing Burm!l was 
offered provinoial autonomy of the Simon pattern, 
olin it be called 'generous· and will it be aaoeptable 
to the Burmese' Where will the powers, now a:er-
cised hy the Government of India rest under the new • ' 
arrangement? Will Burma !lave fiscal autonomy' _ 
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These are some of the questions to whioh Bur
mans would do well to insist upon a d~finite 
reply before they make up their minds finally with 
respect to separation. We know there are Burmans 
so blinded by anti-Indian prejudice as to 
desire separation at all costs. even if it meant 
progress backwards to the crown colony form of 
government. We hope these do not form the large 
majority of the Burmese population; and that what 
is really desired is "Burma for B\ll'Illans." This is 
natural. But let them make sure that under the 
oonstitution they will get they will have full power 
to order things their own way. Else they might 
find. muoh to their disappointment. all real power 
centred in other hands. enatling merciless exploita
tion of their admittedly "very undeveloped" country 
by the whites. This is not quite unimaginable. for 
with India bent on Swaraj and expecting to get it 
sooner or later. fresh fields for exploitation may 1:e 
an urgent necessity. We oan only hope that Burma 
will in all future constitutional arrangements insist 
upon ful.l fiscal freedom so that the exploitation of 
its vast natural resources by foreign oapitalists may 
be made impossible.. . 

• • • 
Dr. Ambedkar on the Situation. 

As President of the All-India Depressed Classes 
-. Oongress held at Nagpur last week. Dr. B. R. 

Ambedkar has delivered a 'thoughtful address. It 
shows how a depressed classes leader can also be a 
true nationalist. To say this is however not to ex
press agreement with every single statement in his 
address; but there is doubtless much in it on whioh 
there can be no difference of opinion. There is a 
general impression.-with what grounds we do not 
know.-tbat the Simon propossls are acceptable to the 
depressed olasses. Dr. Ambedkar's address at any 
late does not leave any room for such a belief. He 
emphatically disapproves of the proposed provision 

... for tbe representation of the depressed olasses in the 
local legislatures. No doubt the method of eleotion 
proposed by the Commission is an advance on exist
ing conditions under w hioh provision is made for de
prefsed olass representation by nomination. But 
like all self-respeoting people Dr. Ambedkar takes 
Vet, strong exception to the power which the Gover
nor, will enJoy under the Simon soheme of certifying 
to tne fitness of the prospeotive depressed classes can
didates. Seeing that luch a certificate is to be a con
ditio!! precedent to anybody offering himself for 
eleohon It does not neEd muoh perspicaoity to see 
that an evil-intentioned Governor can. by refusing to 
recognise other candidates' fitness for election virtu
ally convert eleotion into nomination. The propos
ed safeguard of consultation with organisations of 
depressed classes is, IS Dr. Ambedkar shows. illusory 
for It ~o~ld e!;l0ourage the ceming into being of"bogu~ 
BSEoolatlo~s. As for the A~sem bly he favours direot 
a8 against the indireot election proposed by the Com
mission. the latter. in his (lpinion. would be "most 
appropriate" for the Upper House. At the same 
time, consoious a8 he Is of the hard realities of the 
situation. he doES not conceal from himself the fact 
that "indirect eleotions must remain the easiest 
met~cd for the repr~set;tation of the Depressed Classes 
in eIther of them." Mere provincial autonomy un
accompa~led by. subs~antia~ res!,onsibility at the 
Centre falls to sattsf, hIm. HIS views on the manipula
of the tffioial bloo ought to serve as an eye-opener 
to many of hi~ ~~iends of the depressed classes. That 
bloo. he .8y~, IS the friend of nobody but of itself 
and t~at ita help and friendship is determined by its 
own Interests. I 8m sorry to say that during these 

" ten years the official bloo took far mora from the 
deprEssed olass88 than it /lave to them .... He il equal. 
ly frank ",. hen he says: • I am afraid that the British 

choose to advertise our unfortunate oondition not with 
the objectoi'removing them (rlisabilities) but only be
oaUBe suoh a oourse eerves well as an excuse forretard
ing the political progress of India." It is the fashion 
with a certain type of retired British administrators 
to-represent depressed olasses as Caring neither' for 
independence nor -Dominion Status, but only for 
bread and butter. This however is far from the truth. 
as one oan see from Dr. Ambedkar's address itself. 
Should India have independence or Dominion Status? 
Dr. Ambedkar of oourse prefers the latter for the 
simple reason that "it has in it the substance of in
dependence without the attendant risks involved in 
oomplete independence." In common with many 
thoughtful Indians he blames the National Congress 
for turning down the offer of the Round Table Con
ference, Its acoeptanoe would. at the worst. have 
merely meant the postponement of the· Civil 
Disobedience movement by a year whioh would 

. not have been too muoh of a calamity. Should 
the depressed classes ally themselves with the· 
Congress or with the Government? Dr. Ambedkar 
wishes them to be independent of both. . Be does 
not think that the Congress has done as much 
as it should have for the removal of untouch~ 
ability aud asks .. why did not the Congress pre
scribe the removal of untouchability as a franchise 
for its membership?" His strong argument for keep
ing at an arm's length from the Congress is that ij; 
does not yet stand for the masses. In support he 
instances its support to the Is. 'd. ratio which 
deprives it of all "claim to be th&- guardian of the 
masses. .. While we do not deny that Mahatma 
Gandhi could have done more in the matter of the re
moval of untouohability, we wish Dr. Ambedkar had 
shown greater appreoiation of his services to untouch
ables. Nobody oan say thet they have no disabili
ties. As Mr. Nadkarni's article elsewhere in this 
issue shows. they have a number of religious. Bocial 
and oivio disabilities. At the same time there is n() 
gainsaying the fact that muoh of the oredit for mak
ing the Congress give as much attention as it is'doing 
to the problem of untouchability must. go to bim. 
Nothing would have been 10Bt by Dr. Ambedkar 
taking proper account of this obvious fact. Let 
him not misunderstand us. Nothing would pleaee 
us better if Mahatma Gandhi did all the things 
Dr. Ambedkar mentions and many more; but that 
is no reason why his past services should on that 
account ", underrated. .. .. ' .. 
Sate guards; 

THE propGsals of the Simon· Report for the 
future government of India are dominated apparently 
by the apprshension that the effioiency and integrity 
of administration under Indian control. particulsrly 
of Law and Order. will deteriorate. They. therefore. 
include Eome elaborate .afaguards against such 
a catastrophe. But there is not a word said ahout the 
Efficiency and integrity of the administration in the 
Indian States, and no specifio safeguards have been 
recommended to protect them. Is it because the 
Simon Commissioners are satisfied that they cannot 
be worse. and that. therefore. safeguards are 
superfluous? Or is it because the British Govern
ment assumes no responsibilit, for the standards of 
admini.tration in the States and is precluded from 
inserting safeguards? The apP81ent anxiety of the 
Simon Commissioners for the standards of good 
government in British India and their utter lack of 
oonfidenoe in British Indians to uphold them is in 
striking contrast to their confidsnce in the Indian 
autoorats, and their utter indifference to the fate of 
the 70 millions of Indiana under Indian rule. 

• • • • 
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~rlidts. 

SECESSION. 

THE Rt. Hon. V. S. Srinivasa Sastri was subjected 
. in some quarters to hasty and adverse criticism 

bued on a short cabled message from England 
which represented him to have advocated secession of 
India from the British Commonwealth. The full 
text of the paper which he read before the East India 
Association on the 22nd July last, which we publish
ed in the last issue of this paper, must put at rest aU 
doubts as to what .he actuaIl y said, Even otherwise, 
those, who were no strangers to his utterances in the 
past, would not have credited him with the advocacy 
of India's seceision from the Commonwealth. In 
assesing the Simon recommendations he tested them 
by the avowed object and aim of British policy in In
dia, whioh was authoritatively reiterated in Novem
ber last by the Viceroy in his famous statement. Do 
the Simon proposals make for Dominionhood? Do 
they satisfy the tests of that status? Mr. Sastri con
tended that the right to secede ;was one of the attri-
butes of Dominionhood. . 

It is true that, as Lord Chelmsford pointed out in 
his message to the Association, the Montagu announce
ment did not use the phrase "Dominion Status", and 
<lnly spoke of "responsible government." Further it 
'StipUlated that India was to be "an integral part of 
the British Empire:' Lord Reading and Sir Malcolm 
Railey fastened upon this phrasing of the announoe
ment to draw a distinotion between responsible 
government and Dominion status in 1924. But then 
and there the Indian leaders repudiated the distinc
tion. If still there were any lingering doubts, they 
have been set at rest by the authoritative . pronounce-

• ment of Lord Irwin in which he stated: "I am autho
rised by His Majesty's Government to state clearly 
that in their judgment it is implicit in the declara
tion of 1917 that the natural issue 6f India's consti
tutional progress, as there contemplated, is the attain
ment of Dominion Status." The Simon Commission 
deliberately avoided that phrase, perhaps for fear of 
its implications. 

Is the right of seosssion one such implioation ? 
In a recent issue of Foreign Affairs Mr. Norman 
Angell, in defending the reluotance of Britain to let 
India go out of the Empire, instanced the;oase of the 
Civil War in the United States to support the view 
that no member of an assooiation has the right 
to secede. The olaim of the Southern Statss to 
secede was decided by the arbitrament of war and 
not of the Sepreme Court in Amerioa. But there 
is a vital difference between the United States 
and the British Empire. The United States was a 
federation of what were originally independent 

. States whioh come together under a written constitu_ 
tion, which amounted to a contraot, and whioh 
no single partner had. the right to denou nce. But 
the British Empire is a growth: it is a case . of 
ohildren hiving off when they attain a certain status. 
There Ie no contract to break, or to be held down to, 

There have, however, been some high authorities 
who hold the view that the British Dominions have 
not the right to secede. Prof. A. B. Keith and Gen. 
Smuts are among them. Prof. Keith rests hiB con. 
tention on the inclusion in the constitution of _ the 
Dominions of the words "under the Crown of the 
British Kingdom." The King has the right and the 
duty to veto 110 secession bill pused by 110 Dominion 
and sent up for his;usent ; and British Ministers have 
the right to advise the King with regard to 110 bill of 
the kind on the ground that it did not conoern a 
single Dominion only but others u well. It is also 
urged that since the constitutions of the Dominions 
are derived by acts of the Imperial Parliament, that 
Parliament alone can by suitable amendments release 
the Dominions from the Commonwealth. On the 
other hand, it i~ contended that if the King had no 
duty to veto the cession of Jubaland in East A.frica 
to Italy, it is none of his duVy to veto the secession 
of 110 Dominion. Moreover, the King's constitutional 
right to veto exists only in name, and he hu no 
special right to resurrect it to veto 110 secession bill. 
As long ago as 1919 the Memorand1,lm of Dominion 
.Prime Ministers deolared in unequivocal language 
that the Crown .. acts on the advice of different 
Ministers within different constitutional units." This 
declaration was further confirmed by the Imperial 
Conference of 1926. Except perhaps Canada, all the 
other Dominions have the right to amend their 
constitutions without coming up to London and 
there is no constitutional limitation on their pusing 
a- bill to secede from the Empire. The British 
Ministers are precluded from advising the King 
against the advice of the Dominion Ministers, and 
King's power of veto having lapsed, he is precluded 
from turning it down. Thus. constitutionally· the 
Dominions have the right to secede. 

The question wu discussed at great length in 
the House of Assembly of the Union of 30uthAfrica 
u recently as May lut with reference to the Report 
of the Expert Committee on the operation of Dominion. 
legislation, etc., set up after the last Imperial Confer
ence. That Report, while it eliminated suoh nominal 
control as the British Government retained over the 
legislation passed in the Dominions, made the follow
ing recommedation regarding the Crown: 

Inasmuch as the Crown is the symbOl of the 
free association of the members of the British 
Commonwealth of nations, and as they are 
united by a common allegiance to the Crown, it 
would be in accord with the established consti
tutional position of all the members of the Com
monwealth in relation to one another that any 
alteration in the law touching the succession to 
the throne or the royal style and titles shall 
hereafter require the assent as well of the 
parliaments of all the Dominions as of the 
Parliament of the United Kingdom. 

Gen. Smuts, who consistently held that the Domini
ons had not the right to secede, interpreted this to 
mean that the unanimous oonsent of all the Domini
ons was neoessary to the seoession of anyone of 
them from the Common'l"ealth, and that, therefore. 
it was not constitutionally open to anyone of them, 
by its own action, to break _way from the Empire. 
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This interpretation was hotly, almost indignant
ly, repudiated by Gen. Hertzog and the Nationalists. 
Tbey rely on the statement : 

They (Dominions) are autonomous communi
ties within the British Empire, equal in status, 
in no way subordinate one to another in any 
aspeot of their domestic or external affairs, 
though united by common allegiance to tho 
Crown and freely associated as members of the 
the British Commonwealth of nations. 
The test of free and voluntary association is the 

power to disoontinue such assooiation if so desired. 
The Report itself in paragraph 58 gave the fullest 
legislative freedom to the Dominions, and Gen. 
Hertzog argued that the paragraph regard-ing 
succeBBion to the Crown was meant to prevent 
oontradiotory or mutually inoompatible proposals 
being made by different Dominions regarding the 
occupant of the throne, but it did not take away the 
right to secede altogether from the Empire. Gen. 
Smuts himself shift.d his ground somewhat during 
the debate and the Union Parliament finally agreed, 
in ord.r to leave no room for other plausible in
terpretations, to the addition of an addendum to the 
Government's resolution to the effect that the acoept
ance I)f R.port "shall not be taken as derogating from 
the right of any member of the British Commonwealth 
of Nations to withdraw th.refrom." 

Prof. Keith advanoes yet another argum.nt to 
baulk the Dominions of th.ir right to s.c.de. In his 
latest book, "Dominion Autonomy in Practic .... he 
says: 

Artiol. 10 of th. Cov.nant of th. L.ague of 
N atiolls sheds some light on the point, for all 
m.mb.rs of the League guarantee the existing 
t.rritorial integrity of the British Empire. so 
that the withdrawal of any portion oannot be 
contemplated as legitimat •• save with mutual 
oonsent. 

We fanoy that the Dominions whioh are m.mbers of 
the League in th.ir own right have also the right to 
seoede from it to if they ohoose. Onoe a Dominion 
oomes out of the League, the jurisdiotion of the 
League ceases. It only means that the Dominion 
will, if the League disapproves of its withdrawal 
from the Commonwealth, withdraw from the League 
also. The oonstitulioMl right is not in any way 
adverselY affeoted. 

South Afrioa has thus asserted her right to 
leoede. She did so in May last and so far no aotion 
has been taken by the Governments of Great Britain 
and the Dominions to ohallenge that deoision 
No war has been declared on South Africa to bring 
her to realise that she had no right to seoede. The 
forthcoming Imperial Qonference is not likely to 
challenge the position taken by her. It is, there

fore, abundantly olear that the right to secede is one 
of the attributes of Dominionhood, and that right the 
Simon proposals do not conoede to India. 

But it is-one thing to assert the right to secede 
and quite another to exercise it. Even while hotly 
asserting it, the South Afrioan Government under 
Gan. Hertzog repUdiated Bny intention to exeroise 
that right. Said Gen. Hertzog during the course of 
tile debate in May last: • 

When it is clear and it is agreed that we haVE>' 
full and unhampered freedom in every respect ... _ 
then we will find that I. and other hon. members." 
will also express the hope and will have the
confidence that such a "perpetual" bond, so far 
as such a thing oan be perpetual, will continue. 

He repeated again and again that South Afric~ 
would offer the utmost co-operation to the Common
wealth provided the unlimited freedom of South 
Africa Was unreservedly acknowledged. The same
may be said of India.. As Mr. Sastri pointed out in. 
one of his recent speeches in England, it would be
unwise to give a different interpretation to< 
Dominionhood when applied to India. The ideal and 
the aim of the Commonwealth was happily described 
by Sir Herbert Samuel in his speech at the Liberal 
Summer School a few days ago: 

There have been types of empires which have 
sought greatness through the power and majesty 
and splendour of a ruling State; but the only 
empire whioh achieves a real greatness is tbat
in which every province is enabled to feel itself 
not less august than the central State itself. 

Freedom and association exist together in the 
Commonwealth. 

BRITISH OPINION ON INDIA. 

To judge from writings in mail week, Lord Irwi~ 
still continues to be the target of attack ill 
thll_ diehard British Press. The Obseroer. 

writing four days after his address to the Central 
Legislature, regards it as "the presage of almas!; 
oertain disaster", though the intervening month has
failed to show that we are on the edge of .. preci
pioe. In the opinion of the paper, "Lord Read
ing, after winning through a terrible ordeal with 
wonderful fortitude and skill, left a relativelY
peaceful India to his successor. Since then, there
has been no firm and ."pple hand on the wheel. If" 
his present methods were our only resort, he would: 
be the last of the Viceroys." (italics ours.) The paper 
then repeats its two questions "to which there haa 
never been an answer. "Dominion Status" split. 
Ireland iuto two parts. Into how many parts would 
it split India? It nearly brought about full civil 
war, and it did bring about some years of mur
derous struggle, in Ireland. Into how many long 
years of oonflict and ohaos would it plunge the com
plex antagonisms of the Seventh Continent?" The 
"only one real safeguard" is the representation at 
the prospective Round Table Conference of the Oppo
sition parties. "Otherwise." it foreoasts, "the situa
tion on this side would become the climax of un
constitutional absurdity and a real Imperial peril", 
Now that all British parties are to be represented" at 
the Conference, we may hope "the Empire has bOOIl 
saved the peril whioh has been on the Observer' .. 
brain. 
, Sir Reginald Mitohell Banks, K. C., writes in .. 
similarly panicky strain in the Sunday Times, th ... 
burden of his song being "the Report in Danger"; 
and his sole anxiety being that "these labours shall 
not be rendered fruitleBB because some people prefer 
dreams to facts, and "slogans" to practical rams-
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·dies," He is so sceptical of the effects of pronounce
ments about Dominion Status, self·determination, 
etc., that he calls them "cobra's eggs." Was the 
Viceroy's address intended to placate the Congress 
and its leabers? To which he replies, apparently to 
his own satisfaction, "The answer is writtep in 
blood in the bazaars of Peshawar and Calcutta 
and Sholapur. And now with no sensible reason 
whatever for adding another word Lord Irwin does 
it again ! " 

On the other hand, it appears to the New Leader 
that "the Viceroy's latest statement, which has been 
so eagerly awaited, differs in no important particular 
from the "efforts in construotiou" which have already 
appeared in the Press. It is intended obviously to 
conciliate Indian opinion and is a fresh attempt to 
secure the effective co-operation of the N ationalist8. 
In both directions it is bound to fail." It asks: "Can 
anyone looking at the Indian situation today see 
the slightest ground for a belief that, even if a Con
ference representative of all Parties can be called to
gether, it can possibly reach solutions acceptable to 
both countries and all parties and intertests?" It then 
goes on: 

Such a proposal assumes a parity of interest in the 
form of India's Government as between Britain and India. 
We cannot aocept such an assumption. In our view the 
form of India's Government il 8 matter for the determina
tion of Indians themselves and our interest in the matter 
should be oonfined to a discussion with free Indians, of 
the speediest and best method by whioh we may Hquidate 
our respoDaibilitiel and liabilities. 

The r. L. P. applies no quaHfioation of time or form to 
India's right to full self-determination. It is our belief 
that if tbe Governmont had -ebe courage now to cease its 
military repression., free the political prisonelll and aban
dOD the whole system of dominance and tyraDDY by 
which 'We seek to perpetuate cur rule. Indians of their 
own free choice migbt seek to maintain assoeiation with 
UB in a federation of free peoples. But that decision 
must be left to the free choice of Indians themselves. If 
Refening to the rumoured postponement of the 

Round Table Conference to a date in Nevember the 
Sunday Times announces that the Government intend 
to stick to the date originally fixed for it, viz., Octo
ber 20. Those who want the Conference held witb
out avoidable delay will be glad that there is to be 
no further postponement. 

In the course of a letter to the Times Sir Francis 
Younghusband to whom India ought to be indebted 
for his sympathy at this time says:-

II Ou.r de(\lared goal is U responsible governmen~ in Bri
tish India 81 an integral part of the Empire" And if 
that does not imply Dominion StatuI I am left in wonder 
at to what statuB it doe8 imply. 

But defioient as II my capacity for understanding these 
fine distinotions I have luffioient aoquaintance with 
Indians to know this much: that what they are ohiefly 
ooncerned about is tbeir Itatus-their standing in the 
world. And when we show suoh reluotanoe to aoknow
ledge Dominion StatuI no wonder they ohafe. For why 
Ihould India have any lower positon in the world 'I Did 
ahe not play her part in the Great War 'I Did ahe not sit 
at the Peace Oonference? Hili ahe not a seat on the 
League of Nations? Why, then. gird at the Vioeroy 
every time he Ules, tbe expression II Dominion StatuI"? 
Why not soe that tbls new spirit in India ia in the main 
to the lood? Why not reoognize both tbe grellotness of 
tho work We bave already done in welding India inlo .. 

political unity a.nd also t.be nobility of the 'Work the 
Indians themselves are doing in oreating a national 
Ipirit within that politioal unity? Why not put ourael' 
vel heart and loul into supplJing every defioiency whioh. 
acoording to the Simon Report. now prevents India from 
being able to govern and defend berself? And,... the 
ohief defioienoy is in the military sphere,. why not wit.h 
more earnest purpuse and at a swifter paoe let to work 
to oreate a truly Indian Army oapable of d.fending India 
.. t I .... t against Afghans and Afridis, .... n if ber d.reno. 
against a European foe has still to ~ be an Imperial OOD

oern? 
Could we thul ahow India that w. meant b •• ine •• and 

were as jealous for her standing in the world BI we are 
for our own-for the greater hers tbe greater ours-We 
should not fail to carry her with U8. A.t great tilDes Eng
land always aota in a great way. Thill is B 'great time. 
And we are out to do a great thing. India is ,be 0001-

rade-not the U enemy. If And we are aut to make her 
responsible for her own gevel'nment. And onoe England 
sees the grandeur of thia task she will not falter on her 
way-nor fail her Viceroy in his time of need. 

This naturally gave the shock of their life to the 
Indian Empire Society which includes Lord Sumner, 
Lord Sydenham, Sir Reginald Craddock, Sir Michael 
0' Dwyer, etc. Four days later they addressed a 
letter to the ssme paper i1nvhich 'they try without 
success to meet Sir Francis' arguments. They 
charge him with passing over "the interests of 
England and of the Empire and the material in
terests of India" with "facile optimism"; procced 
to show that "responsible government" is not the 
same thing as "pominion Status" and as expected, 
fsll foul of the Viceroy for doing "what is logically 
loose and dangerous", viz. mentioning Dominion 
Status "without warning or definition." They then 
take the authorities to task for their supposed sins of 
omission and co=ission and tell Indians, what they 
have known all a[ong, that the Conference is "not 
a device for settling any question over the heads or 
behind the backs of Parliament" nor a "quiet and 
convenient place" in which, like a jury, negotiators 
divided by acute antagonisms can be shut up till 
they "are agreed upon their verdict." Sir Francis 
Younghusband's rejoinder is magnificent: 

My whole point i. that by helping India to govern and 
defend herself we are aoting in the very best inwrest of 
England, the Empire, and India herself. For what better 
thing oould. the Empire desire than a self· governing, Belf
defending, self-respecting India. the joint creation of 
Indians and British, oapable of carrying out her respon"" 
sibilities to the world? 

I am aware of the difficulties. riska,~and dangers in
volved in bringing this about. After~ all I have myself 
run risks in India. But I admi't I am an optimist. I 
have faith in the genius of our race-llS/lIci.ll, the "",,"g. 
Mr. J. L. Morison's letter to the Times also mak

es one or two very good points. He was in India for 
two months about the time of the:LahoreCongress and 
can claim· some personal acquaintance with this 
country and its problems. We would allow him to 
speak. rather than paraphrase what he has said. 

It is too little reoognized that the Report itself prO"" 
poses to .)lear the way for the transformation of the 
Vioeroy·s Counoil into a responsible Ministry. It not 
only places U upon the Govetnor-General himself the 
responsibility of seleoting and appointing the members of 
hi. Cabinet, " but reoommends that II the direotions al to 
number and qualifio8,ions of the Oounoil" be expressed. 
Dot in the Sta1.Ute, bllt in statutory rules under the Sta-
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tate. Given the new provincial autonomy, and the 
powerful indue Doe of the DeW Federal Aa8embl" can an.,. 
practioal politioian refose to believe that the flnal Btaga 
in Indian aelf-government will be reached within 12 
months of tbe inauguration of the Dew soheme? If that 
be an acourate forecast, why hesitate to do voluntarily, 
and 800n, wha t later We shall conoede of neoessi1;1 , 

We fully endorse his advice to "our home politi· 
, cians" to dismiss .. the timidity whioh seems the 
chief stock in trade of so many so-called Imperialists 
and adopting the generous courage which'Lord Irwin 
urges us to display ... 

Special importanoe attaohes to what Mr. Richard 
Law, son of the late Mr. Bonar Law, has to say ~th 
regard to the Viceroy's statement. In common With 
many Conservatives he too was filled with consider
able misgiving as to the effeots of the last November 
declaration of the Vioeroy. ,But during his four 
months'stay in this country, he tells us, .. he had 
the fullest opportunity to test every/shade of opinion 
not only among Indians but among British people 
there. And it is a remarkable fact that I found not 
a single responsible person in either community to 
tell me that the Viceroy was ill-advised and that I, 
together with a majority of my fellow.oountrymen 
here, was in the right. I have, furthermore, been 
driven to the conclusion that the present disturbances in 
India, in so jar as they can b6 attn·buted to the Vice
roy's statement, are the result not of the statement itself 
lnd oj the receptifJII which was accorded to it in sections 
of the Pres. in this country," (italics ours. ) 
-a oonolusion with which Mr. Norman D. Cliff ex
presses his oordial agreement in his letter to the 
Times. 

In drawing a distinction between equality of 
status and equality of funotion, Mr. W. Horsfall 

,Carter says : 
British publio man who ule the phrase" Dominion 

StatuI are thiDking n:oluaively in terma of praotical 
government., of funotion. The,. ignore the BSBential 
ditIereDoe between equality of 8tatul and equality of 
funation, "Whioh 'W88 emphalized over and Over again by 
General Smuts in hiB speeohes in thil oountry and in 
Canada aix months 8g0. The Dominion .. Canada, AUltra'" 
lia. and South~Afrioa. aoquired equality of status with the 
Mother Country in the Ipeoial post-War oircumstanoes. 
Suoh equality of statua was confirmed unobtrusivel,. by 
the independent signatufe of the Peaoe Treaties aDd 
by leparate. free, and independent representation at the 
League of Nations. and in the international field. India 
too-oot British India but India 8S a whole-aoquired 
equality of .tatus with the Mother Country. 

In the oa88 of the Dominions that equalit.,. of status 
waa 80ltmoly reoognized and affirmed at the Imperial 
Conferenoe in 1926. Obvlouel,. the,. do not POSsess equa .. 
lity of funotlon. Moreover. thia oountry, while reoogniz
ing fuU,. tbe adult Itatua of the daughter nations, pre .. 
serves-and is entitled to prel8r't'e-the statUI of Mother 
Country, for in mattera of defenoe, shipping, and famil,. 
oODstitutional aft'air. Ihe Izeroise. oertain fuDOtioDS on 
behalf of hOI' daughter •• 

Now, for obvious reasoDl, India wal not inoluded with .. 
in tbe memorable Balfour dealaratloD. No' mire), 'Wu 
equalit,. of funation looked upon then a8 a ohimera, but 
equality of statue also was denied. In other words India 
Was brutally reminded by a too motber17 mother that Ihe 
W81 not an adul. people, although in th. InternaUonal 
Gommunity abe ia reoognled 81 an adult. Is it; IUpriling 
tbat Indiana amart under a lense of injury to their 8~lf.. 

respeot, and ara impatient to 8et up house for them .. 
8el'le8 ! 

He then points out : 
It OBnnot be too' often reoalled that Gandhi, Nehru. 

eta. are olamouring only for Domini on Ratull. They are 
realists far more than British Oonservatives or Libera14 
give them oredit for; and they reoognize that the vast 
sub-oontinent of India is unfitted for eqaalit,. offuuotion 
with 8D old-establishe!l European nation-State like Great 
Britain. Franoe or Germany. 

It is to be hoped that this practical aspect will 
be borne in mind by those who look upon Indians as 
unpractical idealists on the ground that they demand 
Dominion status 88 the next step in Indi,a's oonstitu; 
tional growth. 

D. V, A. 

THE PROBLEM OF THE DEPRESSED 
CLASSES, 

(1) THEIR DISABILITIES. 

'l,HE Report, recently issued, of the Start. Com-
1. mittee, appointed by the Bombay Government 

to enquire into the grievances of the Depressed 
Cla.'lSes in the Presidency, and the satyagraba 
that has been going on for some two months now 
Ijot Suchindram in South India on the part of 
members of these classes to assert their right to 
the use ol a 'public' road have once more brought 
this sore in the Indian body politic and the methods 
adopted for its oure pointedly to the fore. 

Their disabilities, though they have all an inti
mate 'religious' background, oan be olassifie~ into (1) 
those which are civio in their oharaoter, VIZ. those 
due to the ban on the equal use by these classes along 
with the 'rest of the population, of (a) publio and 
Stat .. managed utilities like roads, tanks, dharma
shalas, markets, schools and hospitals, Sta~e-con
trolled oonveyances like ferry-boats and Railway-, 
carriages, and (b) private-owned. institutions for the 
use of the publio in general, suoh as theatres, hotels, 
and tea-shops, and motor-buses, trams, boats and the 
like licensed by the State to ply lor public hire; and 
(2) those imposed upon them with regard to the 
entry into 'religious' institutions like tempI~s, maths, 
and fair-grounds, whioh are open to all Hmdus but 
these olasses. 

Since untouohability in India is fundamentally 
a 'religious' institution, it is believed that once the 
second of these tw 0 categories of disabilities, viz., 
those relating to 'templ .. entry' are removed, the baok 
of the monstrous oustom will be broken. There may 
be oonsiderable truth in this. The right of tempI .. 
entry does not mean merely the right of darshcm of 
the Idol. The temple is the town-hall or village-hall 
of the people. It is the one oentre for all formS of 
collective instruction and amusement, as are our 
kathas, puran-readings, folk-plays and the .like. By 
being deprived of the opportunity of attendmg these, 
the Hindus of the Depressed Cl8Ss~s are deprived of 
all these means of mass instruction and pastime. In 
this sense the ban is also a civio disability, no doubt. 
But as the non-Hindus in a village, being too poor.or 
too few to provide themselves with such a sO~lal 
oentre of their own as a mosque or a ohuroh, do Wlth-
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out one, so these Depressed Class Hindus, too (we, 
may admit for a moment) could go without the be
nefit of such social intercourse, religious instruction, 
etc. as the temple provides to other Hindus. Although 
such deprivation is a great and undoubted handic!1lJ 
in life for the Untouchables, it does not involve any 
immediate material hardship, as do the disabilities 
enumerated under the first category. These latter 
-are purely and pre-eminently civic, as they are also 
the most tangible ones. While non-Hindus are 
exempt. from them, only the Depressed Class Hindus 
are subject to them. Such is not the case with the 
temple ban, though even in this respect non-Hindus 
receive far better treatment than the Hindu Depress
ed Classes. 

In this connection it may interest readers to 
learn that both at the Parvati temple in Poona, the 
venue of the late satyagraha., and at the Kala-Ram 
temple at Nasik, the venue of the lately suspended 
satyagraba, Christians and Mabomedans used, accord
ing to report, to be allowed inside up to a point to 
which the U ntouohable H indlls are not, It is well 
known that where scbools are· located in temple build
ings, as they frequently are in the countryside, non
Hindu pupils are as a rule allowed to attend, but not 
Hindu Untouchable pupils. Such preferential treat." 
mfjnt which the 'Touchable' Hindus extend to non
Hindus over their 'u ntouohable' co-religionists not 
only in regard to temples, but in all public places 
like dharmashalas and wells, and conveyances like 
boats and buses, disposes of at once the fearful prospect 
which a Khilafatist leader lately conjured up as ·he 
affected to wonder, how ill the Hindus would treat the 
Muslim minority under Swarej, when they were treat
ing the minority of U ntouohables within their 
own fold SO ill. For the fact is that Muslims and 
Christians have always reoeived far better treatment 
from the Hindus even under Hindu. rule than the 
Untouchable Hindus. 
(ii) SATYAGRAHA. AGAINST THEIR DISABILITIES. 

As.to the oonditions governing the fight for the 
removal of the two categories of their disabilities 
it is obvious that, while those of our countrymen'wh~ 
are not professed Hindus or recognised as such oan
not well take any direct part in the fight for the re, 
moval of the disabilities of the 'religious' category, 
they are not preoluded from fighting against the 
disabilities of the purely civio category. It would 
be too obvious to need justifioation were it not the 
case that a sad mistake in this regard was made by 
no less a person than Mahatma Gandhi himself. 

The satyagraha at Vaikom, begun early in the 
year 1924, was the first organised attempt on the 

. part Qf the Untouchables and their sympathisers 
principally Congressmen, towards the removai 
of a standing grievance which falls under the 
first oategory. At Vaikom, an important town 
in the HJndu-ruled State of Tavanoore, a temple is 
situafed where four roads meet. They skirt the temple 
preoincts, going round its oompound wall, on the 
outside. The roads were 'publio' roads open to the 
U8e of all, inoluding non-Hindus; but the Hindu U n
touohable8 alone were prohibited from using· those 

parts of the roads where they skirted the temple com
pound, evidently for fear that the temple precinots. 
might be polluted by their proximity or shadow. 
'Religion' apparently was at the bottom of it. But 
the disability as suoh was olearly of the first cate
gory: it was first and last a oivio grievance. The. 
ban was on the use of a publio high-way, whatever 
may be the exouse, reason or unreason at the back of 
it. So when the movement of satyagraha was start
ed, even non-Hindu sympathisers, like Mr. George 
Joseph, who had only a short time before been edit
ing Yaung India in Mahatmaji's absence at Yeravda, 
enlisted themselves in the cause, and Mr. Joseph for 
one suffered imprisonment for it. On the contrary, 
some, like-of all people-the Editor of the Indian 
Social Refor1lWT', ridiculed and opposed the movement. 
at first by misrepresenting it as a premature tackling 
of the temple-entry ban, which it certainly was not. 
He also opposed it as an unprecedented interference. 
in an Indian State's affairs by British Indian agita
tors, as though it were a sacrilege for Indians to>· 
question the abuses in an Indian State conducted in 
the spirit of a medieval theocracY in this 20th 
century. When Mabatmaji came out of jail, he lost 
no time to study the question and gave his powerful 
support to the. movement. But he imposed one con
dition, quite as medievally conceived as the ban 
which the State authorities enforced. He would 
allow only professed Hindus to take actual part in 
the satyagraba, and this notwithstanding the satya
grabi leaders' remonstration that it being a purely 
oivic grievance, every citizen who felt for the aggriev
ed was entitled to take part in the fight and deal flo. 

blow in defence of what was 'an elementary right or 
citizenship'. However, a prolonged struggle ·ended 
in the success of the satyagraha. The roads were re
aligned, some of the area occupied by the former 
roads 'being included within the temple-compound. 
and the new roads being laid beyond the polluting 
distance of the temple. But that is another story, in 
which, it must be aCknowledged, Mahatmaji took Ii. 
strenuous, memorable part. 

But the same sort of mistake, or rather a worse one, 
was made by G andhiji during the last eight months. 
When about the end of last year the sstyagraha for 
entry into the Parvati temple in Poona was under-· 
taken by the local Untouchables and their sympa
thisers from among the 'higher' caste!, his opinion 
was sought on the question. It was at Lahore during. 
Congress week that 'regarding temple-entry Mahat
maji advised them not to resort to satyagraba as it 
was now being resorted to: "If you want to gain 
anything, gain it by love. You may resort to satya
graha. You may even force entry into the temples. 
But will you see God there? God resides in your 
hearts. Be pure in thought, word and deed. Then 
there will be no necessity of resorting to satyagraba." 
Could not the same argument be used against satya
graba in all ciroumstanoes, inoluding the present 
anti-Government oampaign? The unfortunate Un
touohables, 'more sinned against than sinning', after 
securing entry into the temples may not 'see God' 
there, any mOle than the dirty ganja-intoxicated bair
agis idling away their lives in those temples 'see-
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-<God' there, oz any more than the salt satyagrabis 
· by gaining their point can establish SwaraJ (the" 

Kingdom of Heaven) in India. But clearly the 
entry into the temples will mean to the U ntouoh
abIes one material gain. Whether they 'see God' 
there or not, they will be enabled to participate in 
and be benefited by the various social amenities of 
which the temples are the centres. Of course, this 
will not be possible if the temples are deserted by 
people of other castes on account of the entry into 
them of the Depressed Class people; but such deser
tion is hardly possible when all or the vast majority 

· of the temples are opened to them. Even if a few 
amongst the many temples in a towri are made acces
sible to them, it will be a gain. W.liile the ortho. 
dox high caste people have other temples, the Depres-

· "ed Class people who have so far gone without any 
will have the use of those few ones, along with their 
sympathisers from among the other castes. 

The last utterance of Gandhijl on the subject 
was his article in Young India of 17th April last. In 
it he advised the 'Untouchables' that the 'Touchables' 
alone may offer satyagraha for entry into 'orthodox' 
temples by 'Untouchables'. But the question is: 
How are the Touchables to offer satyagraha for such 
entry into temples in which they themselses are 
not barred? It would have been something if 
Mahatmaji had advised in plaoe of such an impossi
ble satyagraha a campaign on the Touchable refor
mers' part for a boycott by all worshippers of such 
temples as do not admit the 'Untouohables', till suoh 
time as their managers aooept the reform. One 
does not see that any prinoiple of satyagraha neoes
sitated his advioe to the U ntouohables and their sym
pathisers to leave off their temple-entry satyagraha 
find entrust it to Touohable reformers only, Is it 
'llot like saying that in the satyagraha against the 
foreign rulers for Swaraj, only the Domicil
ed Europeans and Anglo.Indians who sym
:pathise with the national demand may take part, and 
tlSat Indians should keep . out? In the Vaikom 
'Case, however, Gandhiji had allowed the Hindu Un
touohables to take part in the satyagraha. Indeed, on 
'the lines on whioh the Vaikom satyagraha was con.. 
<luoted there oould have been no satyagraba without 
.the U ntouohables partioipating. How would it be 
possible for temple-entry ? 

In that same utteranoe of his Mahatmaji olaimed 
-oredit, and perhaps justly, for the part played by the 

. .congress in the removal of Untouohability, espeoial
,ly its Anti-Untouohability Committee of whioh Seth 
J amnalalji wag the moving spirit. The faot is 
worth noting that Sethji himself had given his 
wholehearted support to the Untouohables' satya
graba at the Kala Ram temple at Nasik, in a state
ment published in the Bomhall Ohronicle of 15-3:-30, 
among other papers. MahBtmaji, therefore, may be 
said to have disapproved of what Jamnalalji and, by 
implication, the Congress. have approved. It is also 
worth noting that at Nasik Mr_ Akut was both Presi
-de nt of the Distriot Congress Committee. and leader 
~f the opponents of the temple-antry reform who 
oall thamsalves §lanataniste. One cannot understand 
.uoh inoonsistenoy, 

• ... 

My own view is that the Untouchables and their 
sympathisers should concentrate first on securing 
the equal Wle of pUblio places and utilities like 
wells. tanks. roads. dharmashalas. sohools. and 
oonveyances. the ban on whioh or the segregation 
in which is a purely civic grievance.-while 
not negleoting or necessarily postponing the 
temple-entry struggle. The Untouchables. for ins
t .. ~oe. should not tolerate separate wells for them
selves. If the oommon well in a village be deserted 
by the Touohables on its use by the Untouchables. 
and the Touchables demand another. a separate well 
may be provided for the Touchables at .their cost; 
or whatever other arrangement is made. the 
reservers should be made to pay extra for the exclu
sive use of any utility 'hey wish to reserve; and' the 
common well or other public utility should be acoes
sible to all including the Untouchables without any 
speoial charge. subjeot of oourse to the common rules 
as to sanitation. eto .• applicable to all without distino
tion of caste. The struggle against these purely 
oivic disabilities has,this advantage. namely that all 
oitizens. whether professed Hindus or not. oan dirl!,ct
ly participate in it. against all that would deny the 
Depressed Classes 'the elementary rights of citiz~n-

ship.' , 
(iii) SPECIAL PROVISIONS IN THE CONSTITUTION, 

W!>ile I agree with Mabatmaji that little catl 
be accomplished in the way of the emancipation 
of the Depressed Classes witb a dominating 
third party ever ready to perpetuate and exploit our 
internal differences. (witneEs the authorities' gross 
partiality to the Touchable opponents in the N,asik 
s"tyagraha.) I also believe that more than the 
achievement of Hindu-Muslim unity the removal of 
U ntouohability is the crux of the problem of Swaraj, 
There is no Swaraj without Hindu-Muslim ( or rathe~ 
Hindu-Nan-Hindu) unity. and no such unity with
out Hindu unity. and no Hindu unity without the 
removal of U ntouohability ( whioh is only an extreme 
form of oaste ); therefore, there is no Swaraj without 
the removal of Untouchability. 

In the light of this. then. it is futile and also 
oruelly unjust for our unity-mongers to speak as if 
the Hindus were a single community. while r the 
Depressed Classes are there. a distinct mino~itY;· iii 
number as important as the Muslims. and suffering 
from actual present disabilities. before which the 
other minorities' fears (real or simulated) of prospec
tive disabilities under 'Hindu majority rule' are as 
nothing. This point of view I pleaded before 
Mahatmaji in Young India of lS~-27,* and Mahat
maji seemed to agree_ Let me now plead in the 
words of an untouohable leader himself. Said Mr. 
R. S. Nekaljay as President of theAll-India DepreRsed 
Classes Conferenoe at Amraoti on April 26 last :-

"We are 7 ororea in a population of 33 ororea. Maho
medana also are Dot more than? orores of people and 1"8' 

• The burden of .. his oorrespondenoe was; If any Gom .. 
mUllit,. 81 a oommunit, i8 to have .PIoial provisioDS for it
self in the OonsiitutioD,let Dot those who clamour mOlt. but 
those who need them mos&, have suoh lafeguardl l1I'ovided 
for thom. 

Even the otherwiSe exoeUent Nehru Report failed abe 
Depressed Claases in thi. reapeat. 

• 
• 
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they are given a representation in the CouDoil. much more 
than what they Gan justly Glaim. Thi. was done beoause 
of tho Luoknow Paot of 1917. n was a bargain struok 
by peopl. out to rob the D.pr •••• d CIa..... It i. tho 
result .of an unholy alliana. b.tw.en th. Mosl.m L.agu. 
aOling On b.half of Mahom.danl and tho Indian National 
Congress .oting on behalf of high olao. Hindus. Both 
to suit their selfish ends Guietly ignored the e:zistence of 
'I crores of people. The British GoverDment to secure 
peace and to carl'J on the administration of India with .. 
out UDneoessary trouble, ,gave the go-by to the cry of 
trusteeship of the millioDs of people in whose interest 
th.y are supposed to be in India. They said not a word 
that the 7 orores of peopl. known as the Depressed 
Classes snould have adequate represenk.tioD, but: shame
fully permitted high class Hindu. to hand over to 
Mahomedana the seat. that should have been given to us 
by right. That is how Muslims got more seats in the 
Provino68 wherever they are not strong in numbers, 
wbile high class Hindus retained all theIr own seats, 
Wele very generous to Mahomedana and got some more for 
themselve~ and. all that at our expense I It was a lega
n.ed robbery done in broad day-light in the presenc. of 
the British Parliament, that seat of Justice, of Liberty 
a nd of Freedom. 

--The problem of the Depressed Classes is far greater 
than the problem of Mahomedans. In eduoation, though 
they ale considered baokward, they are second only to 
the advanced Hindus. They are not suffering from so 
many social and eoonomio disabilities al the Depressed 
Classes. Wit.h little' encouragement they can beat tbe 
high olass Hindu in every department of life. The 
Depressed Classes are not only baokward in matters of 
eduoati on, but are also frightfully handioapped with every 
sort of stigma that tbe diab.;;lioally perverted mind of a 
high ola." Hindu. oould invent. That being the real "tate 
of affairs between the two oommunities, whatever degree 
of political pc..wer that may be necessary for Mahome
danB to"oome up to the standard of advanced Hindus, 
tbe Depressed Classes 'Will require twioe as muob t if not 

"" more, to do so. 'Iherefore, I urge that, if any representa
tion in eIcess of what is due to a oommunit,. by right of 
its numerical strength in any province is to be granted, 
it should be stressed in favour of the Depressed Classes. 
If the Governmc.nt should think it neoessary to yield to 
the preposterous demands of Mahomedans, then the same 
realoning and tbe same prinoiple of oalculation for repre-
sentation should be applied to us." ' 

He also complained: 
"Thc:;vgh there has been a steady enlargement of 

popular control over the adminisuatioQ in India, tbe 
claima of the Depressed Classes were oonsisttlDtly ignored 
by the Briti.b OovelDment. Whene.,er the question of 

'remedying the standing grievanoes of these classes in 
Government Service we8 taken up, the stigma of 
Untouchability was thrown at_their faoes by Government 
spokesmen. They are Dot adequately represented in tbe 
publio bodie~ Dor il any enoouragement given to them to 
jOin the Publio Eervioes. Government ought to know 
that by nominating a few Untouohables to the various 
Councils and looal bodies or by giving them oooalionally 
low-paid job. they auno. radioally improvo their 10*. 
Their r.alneed is Eduoation_ I do not know ho .. far .be 
Government i. prepared to put forward anJ' drastic 
proposal for removins the ignoranoe of the Untouohable 

".1 .lIel. When I e::a:amined the eduoational budgets of 
the varieul Provinoial G:overnment., I found no Bpeoial 
regard paid for Untouchables eyen to the aame e::a:.tenl as 
owa. paid for lIolltm. and Anglo-Indians.'" 
Let me end with the following resolution wbich 

WB8 recently passed by tbe Counoil of the Karnatak 
Provinoial Hindu Sabha at Karwar, as it is conoeiv
ed in tbe true spirit of justice to the oppressed, and 
cOll8istent at once witb communal nlf-respect and 
with rational nationalism:-

, "R.solved (a) that In tho future Conltitution for India~ 
whatever safeguardl are provided fur oommunal mlnori. 
tie. al such, the Hindu Depres,ed Clalles .honld be 
provided wUh tLem '" I .... t to the lame nton* as *h. 
MahomedaDB, inasmuch aa the the former. who form a 
minority not ]es9 important .IJumerically t.han the latter .. _ 
have been suffering from aotual present dilabiUties, before 
which the fearl of prollpeotive diaabilitieB that the Muslim 

_and otber minorities might Buffer OIlder with a 80 called 
Hindu majority rule under Swaraj are .. notbing. 

"And (b) tha* in tho •• Provinoes (future as .. ell aa 
present) where the Bindus are in a minority (vii. Sind, 
tho N. W. F. Provinoe., Bengal aDd the Po.jab) the 
distinotion and nomen01amre should be "Bledu" and 
"Non-Hindu", and not "Muhammadanu and "Non
Muhammadan", in oase there are to be special provisions 
for the Muslim minorities in the other Provinces, and that 
the Hindu minorities should be acoorded the 8ame prefe
rential treatment as the Muslim minoritiel in the othtr-
Provinces:" 

S. D. NADKARNI. 

~tVitw. 

THE GREAT WAR. 
THE WORLD CRISIS OF 1914-1918. By EUE. 

HALEVY. (Oxford University Press.) 1930. 
23cm. 57p. 5/-

VOLUMES bave been written about the crisis that led 
to the Great War and the responsibility for it. The 
bibliography of the subject is daily expanding. Tbere 
is one school of thought which lays stress upon the
part played by influential persoll8 in the direotion of 
the foreign policy of the different countries wbioh 
were drawn into the war. Another school of tbought 
belittles the influence of individual actors in the 
drama and ascribes the convulsion of Europe to 001· 
lective forces and tbe sentiments and opinions of the 
masses. The question of the moral responsibility for 
the war necessarily occupies a large place in the 
writings of those who belong to the fonner school. It_ 
sinks into comparative insignificance in the eyes of 
those who believe -tbat the crisis was a necessary 
result of the collective forces which swayed the dif. 
ferent nations and were more or less irresistibly lead
ing them to a conflict. M. Halevy belongs to the
latter sohool of historians. He disclaims any inten
tion of dealing with personalities and their share in 
the development of events. He claims to approach the 
question of the origill8 of the war in an impersonal 
and philosophical spirit. His thesis is that wars and 
revolutions are alike the result of a want of equili
brium between the political and economic conditions 
of the different olasses in a country or of different 
nations, tbat equilibrillm can be restored only by an
outhurst of violence whether it is called a revolution 
or a wBl'and that it is often diffioult to distinguisb
between the two manifestations. -Wars have led to 
revolutions and revolutions have often assumed the 
proportions of war and transcending the limits of '" 
single oountry bave involved other countries in an 
international oonflict. The collective forces that 
were tending to a revolution in Europe were, in the 
opinion of M. Halevy, due to the spread of socialism 
and the oonfliot of interests between capital and 
labour. The socialistic movement was very strong 
and active in nearly all the important countries of 
Europe during the years preceding the war. But it 
clearly was not the oause of the Will' exoept in the 
sell8e that the war WB8 cOll8idered by the military
party in Germany to be a meall8 of diverting the 
minds of the people from the movement. M. Halevy 
holds the view that the war was -not brought about by 

• 
" 
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·the international oompetition for colonial markets. 
H is reason for rejecting the economio interpretation 

· tIlf the war is that the oapitalists in the belligerent 
· countries were most anxiuus to avoid the war. He 
rejects the eoonomic interpretation of the war and 
thinks that it was really due to the insurgence of 
nationalism among the peoples who were lubject to 
the heterogeneous empire of Austria. According to 
him, the war was from its inception one for the liber-

· ties of peoples. This interpretation is true as regards 
the oommencement of hostilities between Austria and 
Servia. But it does not appear to be a satisfactory 
explanation of the motives which led the entente 
power. into the war. The motives of Germany were 
undoubtedly the pen-German feeling of sympathy 
with Austria, the desire for political and military 
supremacy in Europe, the desire for suocessful com
petition against England in ooloniaL markets and 
consequently for the overthrow of her naval supre
maoy in the world and the fear of the military power 
()f France and Russia which might prove a menace 
to her security, or at any rate, to her dreams of the 

, hegemony of Europe. In discussing the causes of 
the war one has to remember· not merely the imme
diate and apparent grounds for the declarations of 
war, but also the less apparent, but more substantial 
grounds whioh precipitated the nations into the 

•. struggle. As between England and Germany, the 
l'ellol reason for the entry of England into the war 
was not so muoh the desire to go to the rescue of Bel
gium against the wanton invasion of her territory as 
to curb the naval and political ambition of Germany 
and destroy the menace to her Own &eourity. France 
had to enter the war, nct beoause of any desire to 
help the insurgent nationalities of the Austrian 
Empire, but on account of her deeply rooted fear and 
distrust of the military power. and designs of Ger
many. The motive . whioh weighed with Czarist 
Russia was not the desire to fight for the principle of 
popular liberties, but raoial sympathy with the Sl .... 

~ . vonio nations of whose interests she oonsidered her
self the natural protector and ohampion. During the 

,: oourse of the war almost every nation engaged in it 
endeavoured to fil: the responsibility upon others and 
to justify its own conduct and oarried on a vigorous 
propaganda for the purpose, largely based upon false 
pretexts. The truth is that it is useless to seek for 
anyone oause as the explanation of the great oon
tlict. The immediate spark that led to the explosion 
was no doubt the assassination of the Arohduke of 
Austria at Sarajevo. But the real oauses 'and 
motives were many and varied aud were ultimately 
rooted in the self-interest, real or fanoied, of eaoh of 
the oountries that entered the lists. 
, :tWhatever might be the similarity of the oondi" 

tions which, aooording to M. Halevy, made for revo
lution or for war, it was not the foroes of revolution 
that .were responsible for tbe oommenoement or the 
oontlnuanoe of hostilities. The revolutionary foroes 
came to a head in Russia in 1917 and in Germany 

;~I,p 1918 and the sooial and politioal upheaval whioh 
they brought about oontributed to the termination 
of the war and not its maintenanoe. The aooount of 
these foroes given by the auther does not appear to I:e 
altogether relevant as an explanation of the· origin 
of ~he war. The author prefers to aocept tbe ideal
istlo basis of history instead of the materialistio or 
e?onomio. Idealism has undoubtedly made revolu
~IOns and wars. Nations and their ruler. are very 

.·often swayed by ideas; but they are ofcen at the 
n;'eroy of false ideas, erlOrs of judgment and irr .... 
tlon.al sympa~hie3 and antip,.thies and are led to act 

· ~alnst the dlotates of sound judgment and hum ... 
Illty. The economio interpretation of history rests 
upon ~omp!U'atively more solid reasons. The 
.eoonomlo rlvalry of the European nations and their 

competition for raw produce and markets is an abid
ing peril to the peace and security of the world. 

The theory that the causes of the war should be 
sought not in the aots or omissions of rulers, 
ministers and statesmen, but in the sentiments and 
impulses of nations leads M. Halevy to shift the 
responsibility from the statesmen to the people and 
he is of opinion that the real remedy for the evils of 
war is the substitution of a spirit of oompromise for 
a spirit of fAnatical nationalism. While no one 
would quarrel with this oonolusion, it is not possible 
to aooept the view that statesmen are' absolved from 
responsibility for not guiding their nations in the 
direction of pesoe and humanity. Prssoriptions for 
the conduot of statesmen cannot be dismissed as 
pills to cure earthquakes. History does not warrant 
the view that individuals have no power to avert" 
accelerate or modify the course of events. It is not 
true that individuals in positions of authority have 
no power to influence the deoisions of the masses 
in critical moments in the a!f .. irs pf their oountry_ 
The juster view is that nations and their leaders_ 
must alike beM' the weight of responsibility for 
momentous decisions. 

P. S. SIVABWAMY AlYER. 

'mistdlant.ous • 
FOREIGN PROPAGANDA. 

In tho debate that followed the roodi.g o/Prof. R ... h
brook Williams' pap"" 071 nIndian Unren and Americarr 
Opinion" be/ore Ihs East India A .. socia'ioJl~ London. Oft t"-
19th Julll'ast, Mr. V. S. SrinivasCI Sastri spoh a,y !ollows:~ 

The Right. Bon. Srinivas& Sastri said he desired to join 
the previous speakers in expressing admiration for the very 
great abiHtl and the taotful presentation of his Bubjeot by 
Professor Rushbrook WilHaml. He said that he was not 
oompetent to .deal with the state of Amerioan opinion on this 
question of Indian unrest, a8 his only aoquaintance with 
Ameriaa was many years ago. There_was JUBt one remark 
whioh ooourred to him. whioh. if he did not ~ake, he would 
probably have missed an opportunity of stating the truth. 
In Indian:publio life to-day tbey were in the habit very often 
of examioing their own status, their own abilities •. and .the 
way in whioh the,. presented their oase to the outside world. 
There wall muoh anxious self-examiDation going 04 am.ong 
politioal parties to-day in India. bllt theae politioal parties 
differed widely one from another as politioal parties here 
differed ODe from another. But they wiluld all agrea 
in one remarkable respect-namely. their inappreoiatioa. 
hitherto of the need of propaganda in other oountries outside 
their own; theit utter laok of organized means of influeneing 
,Publio opinion in other parts of the world. even in England, 
witb. whioh they were most direotly oonoe.rned. and there 
was nothing whioh he himself lamented so bitterly al their 
negleot in this respeot aDd inoapaoity. to oompass the means 
of remedying that great defeot. That being the oase. it struck 
him &s somewhat strange that Bober, sensible aDd well~in. 
formed people should ezpresl anziet, as t. the result of the 
unoontroverted propaganda perpetrated by Indians in Ame-
rioal' In hi. opinion they had disoovered a mare's nest. Iu. 
particular he ablolutely repudiated on behalf of Mr. Gandhi 
any desire to oatry on • vigorou1 propaganda in other 
oountries. UnhappilJ. be dilfered from MI'. Gandhi 
in maD7 respects and absolutely oondemned hil preseDt 
occupation of .tirting up troable in India. but he did 
delire to 8a, one thing about blm-namely, that he was 
DOt reapODSible for oarl'J'iog on any propaganda _talde 
India. His areat; Dame. the reputation be had built lIP as 
the most Christ-lite man In tb.e 'World' to-da" was resPOQ
aibl. for m&llJ' people admiring him anel aUaohine importanae 
ta the smalleat thioga abouc him i publishing them braadoan 
01er all tbe world and 8eUi08 them bowa.. But; personaU,. 
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organization of the Conservative Party, Mr_ • 
Baldwin's re:lent speech, in which he so vilorousl,.
exposed and chastised Lord Rothermere's attempt too· 
influence the party·s policy, indicates very clearly' 
that Lord Rothermere receives no countenance from 
the Conservative oTganization. 

he had done nothing hlmseU to oarry OD propaganda-and 
he blamed him for I'. IUhey e:.amined ~e aoooun'. of the 
oOlllliderable IIWIlII of money that he spen' 'hey 'WODld pro
bab17 find that propaganda in other countries came in for a 
very email sum indeed. if it "ame in at all. . 80me years ago 
they maintained in this country a Uttle newspaper whioh 
might be oalled the only instrument of propaganda that they 
had, India. It did not do much work 90 far as he was aware. 
They oritioized it up and down the oountry always, and the 
little .e"ioe it was doing in this country was destroJ'ed awing 
to the infiuen08 of Mr. Gandhi. Be did not wish any money 
to be spent upon propaganda in this oountry. believing that 
every anna be could get must be spent in India on Indian 
propaganda. II seemed exceedingly strange that they should 
be carried awa.,. by an idea that M.r. Gandhi at 1ea8t was res
ponsible for propaganda in America. Many American 
journalists visited him; he talked to them, and he talked to 
other people, and he took oare that he was presented by them 
in a proper light, but beyond that he hardly knew of anything 
Mr. Gandhi did whioh might bo legitimatoly described as 
propaganda. However, perhaps that was a 8Mall affair. He 
agreed with Professor Rashbrook 'Williams heartily in one 
sentiment, and it was that which he 'Would press upon them 
tbere. It was a sentiment which found expression in the last 
part of Professor Rusbbrook Williams' paper: it was to the 
eft'eot that if this present Indian problem 'Was not satisfaotori
ly seUled England would find that the great name of India 
was used 88 the Dame of Ireland was used against her for a 
great many years, as redounding not to the credit or to the 
.tatesmanship of England, but as marking her in' 
capaoity to uderstand the riaing fOl'C"es of the time 
ani to sympathize with the desire of subjeot peoples 
\0 get' their freedom. That was the light in whioh 
Engiend would be pre.ented to the outside world. Already 
in .eU-defence many sBctions of public opinion in thisoountry 
... ere'trying to throw the blame and the expected failure of 
the Round-Table Conferenoe upon oertain sections of Indian 
people and Indian statesmen. To him who had come there 
out of a desire to heJp not only India but Great Britain also 
in the settlement of this problem, it was Dot wise to look 
be10nd the Round~Table Conferenoe at the present moment or 
to antioipa1;e its failure. {Hear, hear.) Their oommon inte
rest lay in the sucoess of that Conference. It was the only 
way out of the present tangle. Let them all bend their ener
gies towards the aucoeSH of that Conferenoe. Let nothing 
oome. oertainy not doctrinaire ideas or notions of oorreotitude 
ill thie matter or that matter, oertainly not notions of prestige 
or false pride, bot let them an disregard tbese subordinate 
con8iderations and devote themselvea to the discovery of a 
means of making tbia Round-Table Conference a suooeSS. 
( Hear. hear, 8Dd applause.) Much that 'Wal valuable to 
India-iD fact, everything tbat was valuable to India and 
a good deal that was of inest.imable value to Britain and her 
honGur-depended upon what oame out of this Round·Table 
Conference. In cODcluaion he would, therefore, ask them all 
to .. &member nat to think of where the blame will relt when 
the Conference fails, and not to think at aU of the failure of 
tbe Conferenoe, but to contemplate onl,. hi sucoess and not 
to helitate over "ything whioh might be required in order 
to make that Conferenoe a luoce.S. (Applau.e.) 

I feel certain that with your Usullol flloirness, you 
will tlloke an early opportunity to correct the impres- • 
sion that your paragraph may convey at least to- . 
hasty readers.-Yours etc. ~. 

~:orrtsp:oudtutt. 

LORD ROTHERMERE AND CONSERVATIVE 
PARTY. 

To THB EDITOR, "TBII SIIBV AlIT OF INDIA". 

Dear Sir,-8ure1y_your paragraph on the "Vapourings 
of Lord Rothermere" conveys the unfounded sugges
tion that Lord Rothermere holds a position in the 

An English Subscriber of long standing. 
[We gladly accept the correction-Ed.) 
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