
811'iclly Confidential. 
•:" . ' 

NOTI.CES. OE' MO:fiO~~: 
'; r]-,; 

Tlwfollowing NoUcea of motion have been •·ereiverl ::-:-
I J' f •I,; 

, ... '•'· Resolutions. 

·II I-. 
, .. . . . r . . · , , i i.r, l , _ ,,,. :r J • r: r: ... ·' ' 

.. I •.•. Thnt this Congress Committee ftill~"concilrring' in •tlie·principlh 
_nnderlymg -the unnnimous l!esolntion of the •Nn.sik -·~essiotr of !the nom:. 
ha;v; !?rovin~ia) Conference- 11r'gin~- the ·~rn.nt. of· general ·nmne·Rt+ tO 
Pohttcn.l Pr1~onm·s urgCR ·upOil1thc.: forthcomim!'· Joint ·mee'tihg ·of-the 
All·Indi" Congress Committee and the Moslem Lengne nt Allnhnbncl to 
press upon the Gov<'rnment of Inclin. for the immeclin.tc relef\se of not 
.9nly lfll the. Politienl Prisoners hnt:nlso. all those·persons )fllo hn''e been 
nnjt;stly ~rd arbitrnr~Jy. inter11cd .rnndel~ -the . so-called: ~pcfcnce of'Irldia. 
Act; 1 I·., ,,,,, .. !'' 1 ~ 1- r •• :a: t 

·. r;''Thi~ C~n~re~s'. Conu~1it~c~ .. is . ~~pinion ~h~r/~ni~in·~ .. nny 1 ;~~~h 
nctJon on the pnrt of the Government of din., RO .. Rs to justify pnbJic 
confi.Ocnce, the All·Iniiin. Congress· Commit e sho1'1ld cn.Jl npon nll its 
,:nemb~rs nnd. also upon, those, of; the ·Prov1 ia.l CongrcsS.CO"mmitteeR · 
nqt to ~ssocio.te with Government in d\I1V· man. ·er~,~7ha.tsocVer tin 'cot\i.. 
nec.tiOn,\vith the. rorthcOriling ,dSit ta,indin_t)·f. e ·secreto.r:Vbr State 

:.~r.I:di~. : ,':; , :):· ,:., .·, ,, ' , ,' , ') ., ,;· .. ,:_ • i' ·, ,, .,"1 , 

2. This meeting of the Bomhny Pro'Vinhinl• Cong~. s Co'rriniitt'ee 
i• of opinion thnt the time hns now cmne for the adoption f n policy 
of PnRsivr. ReRi~tnnce in regnrd to n1l Executive Orders of n chn.rn.cter 
intended to strike nt the liberty of movell1ent and speech .of the .mbject, 
with~rnt RnffiO~ent jtl~tificR.tion ·hei'ng · showh · ther"eror," A.n~l.: .C:n1ls npop 
thA •people !of•·thisr·Presidency, Jwliercver:s,ncl,l ·o~de'rs may. ?e p1~sg~c1f 
notto·ohc.vthem:;····~ ·•11. ·: •. ·r ·: ·1 " 11 ''~ • 

1 
·'·' 

n• • L . .r . . 11 . :r ,,j '·' .,,.,r 1 ,
1 j 1 ·.t'l '. ·" "': ·; 1 ' · 

1 

And further the Bombay ·ProvincinF Congrciss'l Cnmt\lltt~e is C,'i 
opinion thnt the people of this Presidency shoulcl firmly rcfn•c nil 
mnnner of co.operation with the· Government in _the coniit~~.t_of civil 
~.~rJ .tlJilitncy ndmini~trntion;. llhtll'such.time a~· the •present ·tel\ciionnry 
pplicy. i~ .not. re_versecl. and the.·represtoiVe· .and co.erci v·G orders bj· whicli 
lo~·l'i and .Jnw·abiding oitizen•··have ;.been deprived·, of tholr persoiml 
liberty and freedom of conscience n.te··J10ti revolcecl.i ., •r :· ·· ···. :;:., : ~ 

1 ' • r 

8, This meeting of the Bombn.y Provincin.l CongorC!s~ 0ommit.tce 
ex11resses its. deep .s~~mpnthy with the pnt~ioti~; Uoqlvi, ·L~alo1t :Hilssein, 
wh() lflis 'oeen 1injn"tly and .nrbitr~dly sent~nccd• to, tWo· Y<lfll'Sl r rigorous· 
imJ?riso!lme~t rp" I ff"ee1Y. [\\;:Owirig. an' qp,~n~9.11· iWQJch is C900ll10nlyi ·~nr'e~l· 
~~:n:llh~sco~t}trym~nt ;·qlJ .... 1 _; •••• , ,,:r,·,··; :., ..... ,lttr'·f 1 

· I ··I '.' 
-.;~. 1 'I! . J· '. :' I !• IT '·'". '1. ' :~I:. . . 

, I . :. .ul ~i ' 1, .. r ; ,,, , . , , I,' , ... , .. '·• I .: . , :'", , , ' '·' ·t r ; '· " .i I,' 

I.· · •! The ':Rombny· Provinci~I· Congreslf Cbnimittee snb't\>its' 'to· 
the Joint Conference iis earnest rPc?mmendntion.tha.t in view of the 
Secretary of State's annonncemCn t in the Honse of Commons on 
the ,20th inst ... containing Jhe <lefil)it.e, ,d.ec1nrnt.i9p,,tha~ r~~p~nsibl" 
Goverrim~nt in Indin ns. an integral pnrt ,of t}le,13r>tls~ Em.r'."" 11~ 1 ~he; 
gonl. ofth~ policy of His M'ajost,v·~ Govqrnl1'~nt,-a!~ ulea ,of, P!>SSl':'e 
Res1stRnce should be abandoned,· al\d the attention of the .all Indm1 
Co:tgress Committee and of the Council of the Muslim League be 
concentrated on helping the Secretary of Stnte with suggestions of 



constructive policy bnsed on the Resolution t\<loptcd by the Nntioru>l 
Congress and the Mnsl.im IJeagne at Lncknow, in December 1o.st; 
and calcnlnted to meet th~ objections of ·the authorities in India to 
the mea..c;nres jointly urged therein. 

2. That this Uommittce further recommends thnt the Joint 
Conference should pres• on. the nttention of the Secrctnry of St~te 
nnd of the Government of Iodin the wisdom nnd justice of relcasmg 
Mrs. Beso.nt and Messrs. Arnndale ancl W n.din. from thetr unwarrant. 
ed internment nuder the Defence of Indio. Act, or, if the authorities 
hold .that Mrs. Bcsant and Messrs. Arundale and W ndin hnve offended 
n.:?ninst .the lo.w, then of. ·proceeding· o.g:ainst- them ~ ·bofoi-e · 1\ jtldicial 
tribunal,- RS ·public opinion- -cannot ; othP.rwise be satisfied of the legn
.lity.or-jnstice of any restriction-of 1iheir liberty." · 1 

' 

'I .. 

. ", III .. ' _ 
· · '".That· the Eombny Provincial Congress Cotlunittec is nn
nble to advise ·the ndoption of the policy of•pnssive resistance both as 
rcg-,nds its principle n.n<l working in carrying on politicnl worl< by the 
Indinn Nationnl Congress <,r any component parts of the Congress 
.orgn.nisn.tion:.• · - ···~ · · 

... . 'Iv'; , ... , .' .·' . 

. "With refcrencc'to ·the Resolntion•pnsocd nt the Joint Se""ion 
held at ,Bombay --on the 28th and 29th Jnly:1917, the Bombay Pro'
vinoinl Con:.,!rcss Committee is-oropii:aion thi\t it is ·not -·desirnl):le· R.t 
the present juncture to consider the advisability of adopting the policY 
of passive resistance both as reg~uds its principle nnd worlting in 
cauying on politica}.work:", . 1,. · · "'d .~ l 

l' r 1 'I • I 

' . ' 
·:·:~ .. ~~The Bo~b~Y ~~~vi~~i~l Co~~rcss Committee· :is of 

1 

~pinion 
that pa..c;sive resistance being purely. a matter of· in-dividUal conscience 
no resolution adopting the policy of ·passive resist:~.ncc .sho11ld be 
pnssed by nn organised political body like the Indian Nntinno.l Con
g:ress or .nny _pomp~ncn~ part, of the Congress Organisation."·. 

vi. 
, I 'I · ' ' .: · • ,: ~ · 

, . · ~~ ~at-. in- -~h~ · op~ni?n · of , th 1c. rBo~nbo.y • ,Provincial Congrbss 
Committe~, the India.~!· No.ttonnl Congress• or any of the componcritl 
pa.r_ts ·of •~s-:orgf\msatton shottld have nothing to <lo ·with "p~ssiV'e'. 
reststa.nce' many fOrm-or shape.'~· · ., .: ~"~. .. .. 

, ";, !i •./ 1 \ 1 ·-:·:··,. IVII.r: 'l ;;I :. '•,'f 

· •:: ~;~. -. ·Th~ Bom~ay Pr~~ii:t~io.l ~o~~~~~s· C_OtDMittee:is ·. ~~,, r ~pi~iO~ \~~t' 
as y;m::~tVG r~s1stance . 1n ca.rrytnrr 'on pohttco.l work nccessarRy m
Voh·es ~Isobedten~e of t~e·law;' nn· brgnriised politic:1l body.''rtdOptiDJ.r ~ 
the pohcy of Pt\SSive reststa.nco," that is to aa.y, of disobeying· the law,' 
would become an nnlnwfu\ body . and that therefore it is ndvisable 
fo: th~ I~dian Nati?no.l Congress. and everY compon~nt part of its 
or~~msa.tto~ to re~rn.~n fro~ "o.doptmg the policy of! passive .resistance." 

., ,. .-1•· 'l ;V,IiL .,., Hr·:· ,. 1 '· .:·.t: 
. '".Thnt ili'yic:w.af_thei~pe_ndlng vi~it of the'Sccretory of St~t:!, 

fhr Indtn, the Bo~tboy Provmclll.l Congress, Committee io of opinion 
t at the. con~tderntton of the qne'\tion of i'assh'e Resistance be post; 
poned nne dte.'·· ' ' ·· · · 1 



Bombay Provincial Congress Committee. 
123, EsPLANADE RoAD, FonT, 

Bombay, 29th August 1917. 

Notice of Adjourned Meeting. 

The adjourned meeting of the 12th of August 

will take place at the Rooms of the BoMBAY PRE

SIDENCY AssoCIATION on Sunday next (the 2nd of 

September, 1917) at 3 P.nr. (St. Time) to transact 

the undisposed of items of business in the agenda of 

the original meeting. The said items are printed 

overleaf. 

N. l\f. SAMARTH, 

U. K. TRIVEDI, 

N .. M. JOSHI, 

· Han. Secreta.ries. 

P. '1'. 0. 



BUSINESS. 

(1.) Consideration of tl1c suggestion to separate Rind from 

tl:e Province of Bombay and constitute it as a separnte Provincial 

nuit under the Congress Constitution. (This question was discussed 

at the last meeting and its further considerntion was postponed.) 

(2.) Sanc•joning the recommendation of the Council thnt the 

Poona Sarvajanik Sabha having now satisfied all that necessary con

ditions laid down in clause (6) of Article XX. of the Congress 

Constitution, this Committee should recognise it as an electorate in 

terms of and subject to the limitations mentioned in the said clause 

of the said Article. 

(3.) Consideration of the following Resolution passed a\.t the 

.Joint Session of the All-India Congress Committee and the Council 
of the All-India Muslim League held at Bombay on 28th and 
29th July last and communicated by the Genernl Secretaries of 

the Congress in their letter dated 30th July last:-

"That the Provincial Congress Committees and the 

Council of the All-India Muslim League be requested 

to consider the advisability of adopting the policy of 

passive resistance both as regards its principle and 

working in carrying on political work and to send 

their opinion to the General Secretaries of the Indian 

National Congress within six weeks." 
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by ohc Indian Naoional Congres. or any component pa.rt of its orga
nisaoion can be recommended because he enoirely agreed wit.h 
'tlfr. Kelkar in his view that "passive resistance" necessarily in
volved disobedience of ohe law. 'l'hat being so, an organised body 
like the Congress or any of its organisations "adoptiur: the policy 
of passive reststance,"tbat is to say, the policy of disobcyin)!'thc law, 
would become an unlawful body and so the Conr:ress shou!rl have·· 
nothing r,o do with the '"!option of a policy of passive resistance. 

I 0. 1\'lr. M. K. Gandhi in explaining his views, observed inter 
alia that it was a mistake to h~ve !"eferl"et! the subject to the Provincial 
Congress Commit.tees, that "passive resistance" was not a proper 
expression, that what wus meano to be conveyd by thao expression 
was "soul-force," which elniled definicion, that. the the resort to the 
exercise of tha• "soul-fot:ce" was purely a ·matter of individu"l 
conscience and that being so, the Congress as a body could not and 
>honld not adopt the policy of ·• passive 1:esistance." He was oe 
opinion that the subject should not be considered at all by the 
Congress Cnmmittees ot· by the ~!ougrcss. 

11. i'vlr, K. Natarajan came to the meeting when Ml". Gandhi 
had nearly finished explaining his views. 

12. After some discus3ion .Yir. Natarajan proposed a Resoluf 
tion, which ultimately took the shape, ill which it is printed in 
the accompanying sheets. Ic Wd.S seconded by the Hon. Mr. V. J. 
Patel. Mr. Sarnarth rai•erl a point~of order thar.!it was not compet
ent to the Sub-Committee to pass such a Uesolution. 'l'he 
Chairman decided the point a~rainst ~fr. Samarth. 

i"~. The J(esolution was put to the rote, when, be$ides the
proposer and the seconder, the following members voted fol' it:-
1 M1·, B. G. I:Iorniman (Chai1·man) ; 2 1\!r. N.C. Kelkar; 3 Mr. 
Ulllar Sobaui; 4 ~Ir. S. G. Banke1·. The followmg voted n~ainst 
ir.--1 Mr. R. G. Pmrlhan; 2 Mr. G. K. Devadhar; 3 Mr. N. M. 
Samanh; and 4 Mr. N. M. JoRhi. 'L'lw Resolution was declarctl 
carried by 6 ar:ainst 4 votes :ind at the same time it was decided 
\o circulate the Resolution RUJOng the members present for their 
signatures OI' for any disscnoient remarks that any members may 
deem fit to make. · 

14. M'r. Jarnnadns Thm1·kadns and i\lr. U.K. Tril·edi, who 
took no part in the voting a.t1 the meeting, have recorded minutes 
of dissent. 

!5, Out of the 12 members p1·esent the minutes of the 6 
rli"sentint member., will he fonnrl below the Resolution. 

Au~ust 29th 1917. 

N. :M. SAMA.RTH, 
F. K. TRIVEDI, 
N. l\l. JOSI:IJ. 

lion. Sectelari"". 
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I should omit the word " undesirable " and say ' 1 not desirable." 

25/8/17. 
V. J. PATEL. 

I raised a point 0! order that tho Sub committee could not pass 
such a. Re£~"olntion but the Chnirman decided the point ngain~t me. 

2. I think the Resoh1tion in question is not a report on the 
reference made to the Sub committee by the Provincial Conc7ress 
ComJUittea. o 

3. The first partJof the Resolution amounts to an abdication of 
!ts functions by the ~ub.coUJmittec and the latter part thereof 
mtroduccs matters ontstde the scope of tho reference, which the 
Sub-committee hnd no right to do. 

4, The new mntter thus introduced is also foreign to the agenda 
of the Provincio.l congress committee's meeting which has been 
adjourned. 

(Sd.) N. M. SAMARTH. 

28th August 1917. 
'Ve talw the snme \•iew. 

(Sd.) G. K. DEV ADHAR. 
(Sd.) N. !.L JOSHI. 

A uguot 26th, 1917. 

With due deference to the Ch"irman, I think the Resolution 
· of the Sub·committee is absolutely out of order. 'rhe Sub.com. 

mittec was asked to define o.nd exp1o.in PJ.slilive Ressistnnce and 
'Rto formulate practical steps, if &.ny, to ennble *he Provfncinl 

Congress Committee to consider the qne~tion before it witH. fnll 
knowledge of the measures intended to be token in the prosecu
tion of Passi\'e Resistance by it• advocates. That the Sub·Committce 
rcfrn.inecl from doing-and proceeded to advh;e the Provincial Congresc; 
Committee on matters which were never referred to it. I agree,· there
fore, with Mr. Sn.marth thn.t the report is·. no report on the reference, 
and should be treated as out of order. · 

(Sd.J U.K. TRIVEDI. 

~8·8·17. 

I rend n.t meeting of the SUb-Committee my views nt some 
length on the subject matter of reference to the Sub·Committ~e. I 
shnll send the memorandum since completed to the SecretarJell: lf 
thoy will kindly'·let me know whether they could ~:et it printed and 
circnlnted nmo~g the members of the Prcvincial Co.ngrcss Committee 
or nt the next meeting on 8nndn.y. 

(Sd.) N.C. KELKAR. 
., 



· The Resolution passed at the meeting of the Sub· 

committee held ,on the .26th August 1917_. 

RESOLUTION. ', 

'"That in·view ofthe fact that the announcement of Mr ontn"U'S 
_..forthcoming visit- to "lndi~> and the purpose•.-thercof' h materi':.lly 
' changed the conditions in which the reference to 'this suB- mmitte'e. was 

made by the Provincial Congress Comniittc~, and r~n'vie,fof the sO:tiSfo.c
tory nature of Mr. Montagn's -speech· _1n ·the'.'~Ol}$Ef.of Commons 

-~ in the debate, on the Mesopotamil> Raportj on tile e,vc of his appoint-
. ,·ment. ns_ Secretary of '.State, this $ub-Com~ittee ies6lves, to· report 

·to the Provincial Congress .Committee that it iS n>;>desirable for the 
1 ·plesetlt for this Sub-Committee :iO proceed ·wiu~" the\tnsk entrusted 

to· it; but that meanwhile it should be represented1~o the Govern· 
ment that-the object for which •he Sub-Committee bas 'a~rived at this 
conclnsion, namely, that Mr. Montagu't; mission hl this Country may 
be prosecuted under the most favourable conditions, will be defeated, 
unless tho interned persons are released in time-before Mr. Man· 
tagu's arrival-to allow tho public mind to get rid ·of all traces of 
the excitement and bitterness created • by these internments and 

. :unless ilo further rcpresive measures are resorted to."· 

MINUTES. 

- '; .-.·I regret I !>m mi.able to vote in favour of this resolution.· It 
. 1 appears to me th~t the resolution goes beyond ·the terms of · the 

,reference made to the Sub-Committee., -1 do not .. think that 'it is 
open to. the Sub-Committee not to proceed with the taslt, though the 
siLuation may have been modified. by Mr.,Montagn's pronouncement 

. and forth-coming visio. to India. The question of what should be 
__ done in case of orders prohibiting public meetings .,is to my .mind 

oxtremely important and that question . remains unaffected ,,by • ·that 
".pronouncement ancl visit. I have therefore ,thought it desirable to 

express my views in a separcte min'nte :which 1 append ( o1y memo· 
randum ,read in the,_meeting.) - . • 

.,, 
I' 

'' 
R. G. PRADHAN. 

'-Bombay; 

.. '" Au~usT, '1,7, 1917 •. 

:.-· .,_ . [The memorandum referred'to above. by Mr. Pradhan is .. a long 
document of 8 type-wriHen foolscap sheets, at the end. oi \vhich he 

1 
• ~Omll$rises his conclusi?n~ 1 as follows;- , 

, .·'_ COnc\nsions Snt;nmarised~ ,, 

····-~~'My-conclusionS -then •aTe these.:·...;..! J 

'. 

' ,. 

1. . In the case of orders. passed under the Defence of India Act, 
the question whether such orders should be "'passively resist"d" b.v 
disobedience or not, must be decided by each indiviclual concerned. 
As a general rule, ·and· in vi~w of the specjal circumstances due to 
the war, they would not !justify resort to the other kind of passive 
resistance viz. refusal to co-operate with the Government. 
----· 



2. In the c~s-~0£ drdel-s lmihibitiu:{pnblic 
1 lne~tiDd/ 1 hcici\lndcr 

the auspices of a Congress body, each case of such prohibition should 
be referred to the LpcnV· frosinCitll~ .Congress Committee and tho 
Provincial Con::;--ress Committee should immediately call an em~rgP.ncy 
Meeting and decide whether. passive reslst~~qe .should be..r_esortcd to, 
and if so, .after what. preliminaries., and .to !what ellt.ent. ~he.Coru
i:nittee •honld. al<o decide \vhich. of the two.1nodcs of. p~ssiv.e-resia-

. tancc or whether both should .be rcsort~d. to .. ;· ' 

· 3; With reo;ard to· the· third. imse, viz the rejcctid!i~ of .ohr' de
.. ma.nds for·_ politicn.l nnd administrntive· 'reform,' I n.m ·of"Oliinioll; that 
as. a matter of principle, such rejec;:tion wonlJ. jnstify· ·reSOrt to 'pas
sh·c rcsistnncC -by refosal of ·co-operation with the' ' Govern~cnt. 

; Bnt the matter should not be decided now: · ' · · · 

1:,;.·-' {• 

·. :. 

L; "' 

(Sd.) R. (i-. PRADHAN .J · 
i 

,, 1! I 1:1.1'., ,-., .J, -.-.---.-: ,:·1 ., l 
• ; , ~ : " j 1 : : f.. . , _, , . , -; 1 • ' : • • ' I ' , '. I ! · ' : • ! I, 

". _l D.~. sorry r·cannot-see :my Wl\Y to -vote' for the- rcsolntion' pnssccl 
:.t the meeting of the Sub-Committee ·held·on Sunday,:la&t,c .. J dro. not 
agree with Mr. Pradhan r,when be: -3t\YS that it. iS·· not open··'tO. the 
Sub-Committee to recommend a reconsideration of the situation in 
the light of altered circumstances, but, I do hold that even the 
altered circnmsta.nces do not uccessito.te the postponruent of tho consi
deration of the question of- Passive\ Resista.nce. I am of opinou that 
Mr. Montagu's decision to come to India i!? the resnlt of the 

1
vig\1rons 

agitatiOn that we hn.ve ·carried :on ever since the1 internment Of Mrs Besant 
·and Messrs Arunda.le·atid We.dia.; If this agitation were given 'rip''a~ the 
·present ·:moment I fear tho.t ·the bureaucrliey would: ·per hap'S snC'CeeU 
in_ =converting· Mr. M·oDtn.gu, :about whose: boria.fides thei-e O.r'c no' two 
opinions, to, their tnvn·-view nnd 'Wouid. ·persuade him tO beliCvb that 

··I the-numerous telegrams· that were sent' from here Were- 'mri.nrifBc"tllred 
-·and-that: there waR no-real a(J'ita.tion in the countrv.:r-•Bcsid_cs I heli~ve 

1 letr.l"ing aside Mr. Montagu's :;peech on the eve of 'his' appointai.c~'t_ as 
Secrotary of. State, the declaration thu.t he-ho.B ronde-is of ~~.·Ve'ry·'\Ja.gne 
and tbereiore unsatisfactory Character~'· 'The gi'ie,~arle'e. for whioh· s_ome 
of us thought it desirable to resort tO Pa.ssfve· -R'{'si~ta.t~Ce--rema.ins 
unredresaed in spite of Mr. Montagu's declaration. We wanted there~ 
versa.l of thtl policy .Of repression and as an earnest thereof we o.s};:cd. for 
~he immediate release of Mrs. Beso.nt and her colleagues who ,\r~ ~mjtistly 
•nterned by an order of the Government of Madros. The decJaration 
leaves t~ese two questions untouched and· I· o.m · strorigly"of opinion 
that until these two things are granted, viz. the reversal of the policy of 

. repr?ssion ~o which the Government Of India. hnv~ ,lately re'sorte,d,,and 
the lDlmed1nte release ·of ·Mrs. Beso.nt and her' colleagues, the situa.tio11 
caunot be said to have in "!'Y ·way · alt~red •. I strongly hold that the 
rcas_on& that. led us to oons1der the adv1J.ab1hty.of rcsortinu tn Passive 
Resistance do, not Only exist even· IioW~ but'in the lirrht ~f Mr. Mon
tagu's expected viais to lndi&, :.i• becomes doubly; ilnPeratiVA that we 
~ould openly r~fuse even s_o much o.~. to discuss the question with 

. r. Montagu)lntll the .two t4i~g• lot wh1ch,we ha.ve he on 11gitatina ara 
'granted to us. ·,! ' ,, . ;·.-~1 r ::- 1,' :-), 

0 

' ' - •' ' ' , '· ' ' i, ' _ • ; L \ , ,t! 

J,}!,[))!ADAS DWAR!{t\DAS, I. 

'" 
-' ;. •! 



geport and gecord of Proceedings of the Sub-Committee 
appoint!ld at the;meeting of the, Bllmlmy Provincial 

Congress Committee held Qll 12th August 1917. 

The terJllS of reference. of the said Sub-Committee are contnined 
in tbe following umeridmen~ for adjornment of the debate on the 
whole question which was canied "" n substantive prop ~ition ·at 
the meeting of 12th August last on the motion of Mr, K. Natal'ajan 
seconded by Indanvadan N. Mehta:-

. ••,Thnt before considering the question of the ndvisnbnity or 
othemise of adopting passive resistance referred to this Provincial 
Congres.' Committee fC1r its opinion, this Provincial Congrrss 
Committee appoints a Sub-cominittee consisting of the gentlemen 
mentioned in Mr. Horniman's motion to formulate the definite 
scheme of practical steps; if any, which they may recommend for 
adoption with a clear definition and explan:~tion ofrm•sive re•istance 
both as regnrds its principle and working ant\ submit their report 
within a fort,hnight to this Pr'(Jvincinl 'Congress Committee and that, 
in the meantime, the consideration of ·this whole question be 
adjourned.'' 

2. The names in Mr. Hornimnn's motion were ns follows:
The Ron, Mr. M. A. Jinnah, Messrs. lJ. G. Tilak, !'f, C. Kelkar, 
JamnadnS: Dwarkadas, B. G. liomiman, S. G. Banker·, Umnr 
Sobani, H. P. Mody and the Hon. ·Secretaries. 

3.. When Mr. Natarajan's arpend!nent was ca1·~ied as a s.ub
st.antive proposition, the Ron. Mr. Jjnn~\t nnno~rqed that he was 
unwilling to serve oq the Sub-Committee and that hi~· n~me should 
not be included in the list of those forming . th~ S11b-Committee. 
Mr. B. G. Tilak also withdrew hi< name. Other names were added 
on the motion of member'S as follows :-Mr. K. Nnt'\rajnn, Mr. 
R. G. Pradhan.(of Nasik) the Ron. Mr. V. ,J. Patel, Mr. Mulchand 
A. Shab (of Ahmednbad), ·Mr. Jivanlal V. Desai (of Ahmedabad), 
M1·. G. K. Devadhar, and Mr. H. K. Patvardhan (of Ahmednugnri. 

4. The me111bero of the Sub-Committee appointed as abQva, 
who . '~ere not present at the Provincial Oone;ress comJJ!ittee's 
meetmg held on 12th Aug11st, were info.nned by letters dated 13tll 
~ugust o~ thei,r having been so, appo\nteq nnd wer·e requested tp 
mti~at~ if tji,ey wer~ willing to se1·ve on the said Sub.Committee, 
M~-,. II. P. Mody whose name was included in. 'Mr., Ho,rnit'l!an's 
m?tton wa~. not 1\. memb,er of the Bombay Provincial Congres.q Com, 
mrttee, H,e could. not thercfo1·e, serve. I'll the Sub-Committee a11d be 
was not.formally ad,dreSlled on the subject,, .Mr, Mulc\tar1d A,. ;lh~h 
wrote to·· the efl;ect tha.tbe w0nl(l, not he able to serve OA the Sub
Committee al)d so his name "should \;>~ 1lropped fro~ t.he list". M~ •. 
H. K. Pa~vardhan of A.hwednag<\1' also, asked to, be excused: on thOle 
e:rour:rd _t)Ult he " will be unab)e to attend any meeting of tbe Sub· 
Committee." ' · · · · . 
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1ST ~JEETING.OF THE SUB-COlVIMI'I''rERI' 

15: In aCCOJ-dance with notice ofmeetin~- dnted :13th' August. 
n meetin" of the Snb-Oomrnittce was he],] on 16th Ang-ust nt 6 o.m. 
at the Bombay Presidency Aisociation Rooms. The following 

- rnembel'S were present :-1 Mr. K. Natnrajan; 2 ?rfr, N. C.·Kelkar;_ 
,;l1!r. R. G. Prndhan; 4 :Mr.• B; G. Horniman; -5 llfr. G. K.•De

·. vadhar; 6 Mr. Umar Sobani; 7 Mr. ,Jamnadas Dewarkadas; 8 Ml:-
. Shanketlnl G. Ranker·; 9 Mr. N. 1\L Samnrth; 10 },[,·.U.K. Tm·etll;. 

and 11 Mr. N. M. Joshi. · " ., 

. . 6. No business was transacted at this meeting as many of tlic ·· 
membeJ'S bad to attend '• a Home Rule }fcetiu~t" nt China Ran~ 
at 6-30 p,m. thatjday. MessrB.c"!\at3l·aj~u and Devadhar had to lcttve 

,. for Simla ·.to attend the Secondnry: Education. Conference: the·• next 
day and were not expected to return before 26th. A ugmt. It•wa', 
therefore, impossible for the .-.Sub,Committee to _meet and comply 
IVith the terms of. reference in time .. fOl' .the . adjourned meeting of 
the Provincial, Congress Gommittee which was to take plac_e on 26th 
Angnst. Accordin!(ly, .t)l.e· members ·of the· Sub-Cornmtttee. who 
were present unanimously resolved that they· should ·meet on 26th 
August and that the President of the Cilmmittee be requester! to 
adjourn the adJ'onrned meetino- -of the Provincial Coni're•s Com-. s ~ _m1ttee to_ unday, 2nd Septembe![, at 3 P.·lll· ·. ..' ·, -~-

. : ·. ,·I' 
2ND llrEEtiNG OF THE SUB-CO:IDIITTEE . 

. · · 7. The.Submittee m~t o~ 26th August nt the· .Rombay Pre
sidency Association Rooms at 3 P.;u. The followin;! membel'R were 

·present :-1 Mr. B.' G~' Horniirian \ 2 _Mr. S. G. Banker j 3 Mr. 
Umar Sohani ;· 4 Mr Jamnadru! Dwarkadas; 5'' Mr. N .. C. Kel
kar; 6 The Hon. Mr. V. J. Patel; ;:· Mr. G. K. llevadknr ; 8 Mi'. 
R. G: Pradban; 9 "l.1ri N. · :M. •<lammth; 10 Mr. (J. K. Tl'iveiti ; 
11 M1·. N: M. JoshL • • l ··' '• · ·' 

r 

· B •.. Mr: M. K. Gandhi. call\e- -to the meeting. alon~ with . some 
of th~ members. He wa.s allowed, to ·.be .present at the meetinK-ill 
order that he may ex;plaiu his ,views. t • • i. , · · . · · 

9. Mr. B. G. Horniman was voted to the Ch•i1·. .Mr . .R. G. 
Pradhan read the memorandnm which· he had written 0;1 the sub, 
ject-mattet"ofthereference.: Mr. N. ·C. Kelkar also read the proof
sheets_ in which he _had embodi_ed' hi~ views ut ~l'elit len~t~ aSLO 
what IS and what· IS not "pas<~ve re>!JStance." · The conelnswn Iw 
n~·rived _at iv~s "that· there cannot be·. "passive resistance". v;i_thon~ 
dlSObeymg the· law.' He said· he had not completed the memo·: 
rarrdum as he-~ad not formulated the 'praclical ~teps~'if a.n.j, "iviliC!i 
the Sub-comm1ttee Wi1s 'asked to recom·mend. ?.iJ'.· Samahh rei1d. 
the definition which lie.-had· framed' of ''passive 'resistance" 'and' 
expla!~ed his views oil the ~uhjec~ t<J the. eff~~t, that . •: pa~si~e''re•i~t~, 
~n~e .. · was a ,matter of ;mdiv_;dual c?nsci~nce ·ana, was, m<ir>.•lly1 
JUStJ~ab~e but nrg~' ~hn,t the:· Snb~Uom':'11tt.efl .sh9.~Id ~eJJ?rr, th,ac,, 
no p!actJCal steps for .t11e a~opt10n of a pohcy of pass1ve -res}s,~a.9~e,',' J 


