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THE ELEVENTH SESSION

) Oor THE
National Liberal Federation of India

HELD AT ALLAHABAD,
On the S0th and 31st of December, 1928.

THE FIRST DAY

The Eleventh Annuul Session of the National Liberal Federation of
India opened in Mayo Hall at about 2-30 p. m., on December 30, 1918, The
hall was very artistically and profusely decorated with numerous flags,
festoons and buntings as well as inspiring mottoes and portraits of such
honoured national leaders as Mr. DadabhaiNawroji, Mr. W. C. Bounerjee,
Sir Pherozeshah Mehta, Sir Surendranath Banerjea, Pandit Ajodhya Nath,
Mr. Gopal Krishna Golhale, Mr. Bal Gangadhar Tilak Pandit Madan Mohan
Malaviya, Mahatma Gandhi, Lala Lajpat Rai, Mr. C. R, Das, Pandit
Motilal Nehru, Sir Rashbehari Ghosh, Sir Dinsha Wacha, Sir Narayan
Chandavarkar, and a few others. Some of the mottoes which were Lung

on the walls were—‘Home Rule is my birthright and 1 am determined.

to have it' (B. G. Tilak); ‘I recogmise no limits to my aspirations for our
Motherland’ (G. K. Gokhale) ; “There is.but one panacea for Indian ills—
Home Rule or Self-Government’ (Lala™Lajpat, Rai); ¢Ilere is no room in
the India of today or tomorrow for a governing class’ (M. K. Gandhi) ;
¢ Liberty is not a means to a higher end, itis in itself the highest political

-end’, and ¢ Liberty is the best antidote for discontent and disloyalty’
{Asquith).

Long before the session commenced streams of delegates and visitors
including many ladies, poured in and the hall as well as the galleries ahove

were filled to their utmost capacity. Some of those who arrived late had to
keep standing for want of accommodation.

Sir Chimanlal Setalvad, the President-elect, arrived in a tastefully
decorated motor-car. He was escorted in procession to the dais, preceded
by the volunteers and Mr, Chintamani, chairman of the Reception
Committee, and accompanied by Sir lej Bahadur Sapru, Sir Shankar Rao
Chitnavis, Sir Deva Prasad Sarvadhikari, Pandit Hirday Nath Kunzru,
Pandit Iqbal Narayan Gartu and séveral others. Among those seated on
the dais were Sir C. 'P. Ramaswami Ajyer, the hon, Munshi Narayan Prasad
Asthana, the hon, Mr. G, A. Natesan, Mr. T. R. Venkatarama Sastri,
Rao Babhadur K. G. Damle, ¢. 1. k., Kumar Rajendra Singh and others:
who had accompanied the President’s procession.” A few ladies includine
Mrs. Chintamani and Mrs. Shamlal Nehru were also seated on the platform,
The whole gathering in the hall rose and kept standing until the President.

elect was seated. Among the prominent Liherals who attended the session
from the various provinces may be mentioned :

Madras: Sir C. P. Ramaswami Aiyer, Mr. G. A. Natesan, Mr. T. R,
Venkatrama Sastri and Mr. A. Rangaswami Iyengar.

Bombay: Mr. D. G. Dalvi, Mr. M, D. Altekar, Mr. N. K, Pranipye
Mr. V. R. ' Bhende, Mr, R. H. Kelkar, Mp. D. V. Ambekar, na{ld
Mr. K. G. Limaye.

Cenlral - Provinces ¢ Berar: Sir 8. M. Chitnavis, Mr. V. L.
Deshmukh, Rao Bahadur R. V. Malajani, Rao Bahadar R. G. Mundle
-and Rao Bahadur K. G. Damle.
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Bengal : Sir Deva Drasad Sarvadhikari, Mr, Jitendra Nath Basu,
Mr. Nibaran Chandra Ray, Babu Basant Kumar Cliowdhry and Rai Bahadur-
TFanendra Lal De.

Punjab : Pandit Hardatta Sharma.

The United Prouinces of Agru and Qudk: Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru,
the hon. Munshi Narayan Prasad Asthana, Babu Bisheshar Nath Srivas-
tava, Pandit Hirdayanath Kunzru, Rai Bahadur Lala Behari Lal, Pandit
Iqbal Narayan Gurtu, I’t. Brij Narain Gurtu, Kunwar Rajendra Singh, Rai
Babadur Lala Mathura Prasad Mehrotra, Mehta Jagannth Prasad, Babu
Gawri Shankar Prasad, Munshi Harnandan Prasad, Babu Ajodhya Das,
Pandit Manohar Nath Sapra, Pandit Nand Kishor Joshi, Mr. Xishori ’rasad,
Babu Radhamohan, Mr. Jagat Narain Tandon, Babu Bindeshwari Saran
Singh, Pandit Shri Ram Bajpai, Babu Surendranath Verma, Babu IHirdaya
Ram, Mr. 8. P. Andrews Dube, Pandit Parmeshwar Nath Sapru, Raja
Avadesh Singh of Kala Kankar, Pandit Nanak Chand, Rai Sahib Pandit
Chandrika Prasad of Ajmer, Pandit Raj Nath Kuozru of Agra, Rao Baijnath
Das of Benares, Pandit Vishwanath Tholal of Cawnpore, Lala Girdhari Lal:
Agarwala, Munshi Newal Kishore, Mr. I N. Sapru, Dr. Jairaj Behari,
Mr. Nehal Chand, Mr. Jawahir Nath Sapru, Pandit Manohar Nath Sapru
Pandit Kishan Prasad Kaul, Pandit V. N. Tivary and several others.

The proceedings commenced at 2-30 p. m. with the singing of the Bande
Matram in melodious tunes by a batch of young girls belonging to the-
Arya Kanya Pathshala, Allahabad.

MR. CHINTAMANI'S SPEECH.

Essentials of the Conslitntion.

Mz, Crixramani, chaitman of the reception committee, in welcoming.
the delegates, said =

Speaking at the seventh session of the Indian National Congress held
-at Nagpur in 1891 under the presidency of the late Mr. Apanda Charlu
of Madras, Mr, A. O. Hume, the father of the Congress, congratulated the-
assembled delegates on the Congress having reached its seventh annual
session. We here have now met in the eleventh annnal session of the
National Liberal Federation of India, and it appears to me, fellow-Liberals,-
that we have still greater reason to congratulate ourselves upon the event.
It was with regret and reluctance that we tcok the decision, in the middle
of the year 1918, to organize ourselves separately from the Indian National
Congress, to which we belonged and in which our public spirit was nurtured.-
The course of Congress politics since then has, to my mind, completely
vindicated the step we then took. But our Party has throughout had to
contend against many and serious difficulties, due both to the propaganda
of our compatriots who did not agree with us and to the policy of the
British Government, which during the last six years and a balf has
steadily grown from bad to worse. Staunch in our loyalty to our ideal
of dominion self-government and firm in our conviction that constitutional
agitaticn is the right political method in the circumstances of our couutry,
we have refused to deviate from our chosen path and are determined as
ever to serve the Motherland in our own humble way, equally inditferent
to the frowns of authority and the displeasure of a section of our own
countrymen. If we are not larger in numbers the reason is to be found
in t!le policy of the Government which puts a premiwm upou extremism,
having deprived Indians of the faith they once Lad in Dritish statesmanship,
but also in the insufficient activity of the members of our Party as a
whole, who, possibly, could bave made a more fruitful contribution to the
b“”{]l_llﬂ-up of this organization. Let this be as it may, we are naturally
gratiied that the periodical predietions of cur approaching demise have
been falsified Ly our ohstinate refusal to die and that proofs have not been

wanting that other partics do attach some little value to our counscl and
cooperation,
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Tellow-Liberals, ‘it is my most pleasant duaty to accord to our
distinguished President-clect and you all a most cprdxal ﬂI.ld respectful
welcome to this city. Allahabad has never been rich in matenal. resources,
and our arrangements for your comfort are, I fear, even more inadequate:
than they might have been because of the’ uncertainty gf the d‘ates of
this session. Owing to the All Parties’ National Convention at Calcutta,.
of which our organization Was a constituent body, we were in doubt when
it might be possible to lold this session and in fact, it was not until
twenty days ago that the dates could be fixed definitely. Siuce then several
of us have had to be away at Caleutta, so much so that our President-elect.
himself arrived before any of us could return. On behalf of the Reception
Committee I apologise to you, brother delegates, for our defective arrange-
ments and beg you to judge us by our effort and pot by our achievement.
We honour you as publicspirited workers in the national canse, and I pray
that complete success may crown your deliberations in the public service.

Lord Sinha and Lala Lajpat Rai.

Fellow-Liberals, we have passed through a year of leavy losses.
Early in the year was lost to the country one of the most illustrious Indians
iho rose to fame by dint of his uncommon qualities of iutellect and character
and who will be long remembered as a man who demonstrated, in every
office e filled, the capacity of Indians to do full justice to duties  the most
arduous. Mr. Gokhale said of Siv Bhashyam Iyengar, India’s greatest
lawyer, that the very existence of such men Was a service to the country.
This was true of Lord Sinha, as it was of Mr. Gokhale himself and as
it is of Mahatma Gandni, Dr. Rabindranath Tagore and sir Jagadish
Chandra Bose among others happily “still with us. - Never technically of
our party, Lord Sinka was with us on most questions and India is the-

poorer for his demise. Moderate to a fault as he was, his countrymen.

recollect with satisfaction his declaration as President of the Congress that
*the only satisfactory form of the self-government to which India aspires
cannot be avything short of what President Liocoln so pithily described
as ‘- Governmeut of the people, for the people, and by the people ™. It
was his suggestion that bore fruit in the historic Declaration of August,
20, 1917, that Responsible Government was the goal of DBritish policy
in India, made in Parliament most appropriately by londia’s great friend
and benefactor and best Secretary of State, Mr. Montagu of honoured
memory. As a member of the Indian Liberal Delegation to kKngland
of 1919, | recall with gratitude the invaluable service Lord Sinha rendered
in liberalizing the Government of ludia Bill then before Parliament. His
qualities of sincerity, rectitude, judicial calm and impartiality are worthy
of emulation by all public men, whatever opinions they may hold on
public questions. :

In the closing weeks of the year bas passed away a different type of
Indian whose name was a household” word throughout the country. India
produced greater statesmen than Lala Lajpat Rai but there were few to
equal and almost none to surpass him in the qualities of courage and
determination, pawriotism and sacrifice. His passion for India’s freedom
was only equalled by his unceasing service ot the Motherland in nearly
every sphere of national life, and the name of Lajpat Rai will be inscribed
in letters of gold among the fathers of self-governing India, The circum-
stances of his death have invested it with a peculiar pathos, and the [ailure
of the Government to set up an independent expert inguiry to ascertain
what connection there was hetween the conduct of their matchless police
and his death soon after, is hut one illustration of their unrespousiveness
and irresponsibility, which must be ended by India’s united effort.

During the year the Liberal Party in particular has sustained serious
losses in the death of Siy Mormusji Wadya of Poona, of Sir Ramanbhai
Mahipatram of Almedabad and, but three days ago, of Babu Durga
Charan Bauerji of " this city. A disciple of Mr. Dadabhai Naoroji and a
colleague of. Sir Pherozeshan Mehta and Mr. Gokhale, Sir Hormusji Wadya
represented the fast declining numbers. of the older gencration of publie

—~
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workers and Was at once a wise man, an ardent patriot and a generous
philanthropist. His valuable help to the Deccan Sabha, a Liberal
institution sacred to the memory of Messrs. Ranade and Gokhale, will
not be forgotten for long. Sir Ramanbhiai Mabipatram helonged to a family
of social reformers, and was himself a keen reformer. He was a Liberal
to his finger-tips and was deservedly respected as a good man and true.
Allahabad bas lost in Babu Durga Charan Banerji, of whose death 1 only
heard on return from Caleutta yesterday morning, a veteran citizen who
was one of the staunchest adberents of the Liberal creed and whose services
in the cause of education were meritorious.

We mourn the death of these patriots and we offer to their families our
.sympathy and condolence in their bereavement.

The King-Emperor.

The whole Empire has for the last five weeks been watching with
alternating hope and fear the course of the grave illness of his Majesty
the King-Emperor. More than once has the Kmpire had to prepare itself
for the worst, but improvement fortunately set in and until yesterday
morning it could be felt that the crisis was over. There is, however,
cause for anxiety again IThe issue is not in man’s hands, and all his
loyal subjects, united in devotion to his Throne and person, can but pray
for his Majesty’s restoration to health to serve the Empire as he has done
for over 18 years in one of the greatest but also one of the most difficult
positions given to man to fill,

The Statutory Commission.

The political situation of the year is a subject for review Dby our
President and it will not perhaps be appropriate for the chairman of the
Reception Committee to stand between you and him with a lengthy recital
of events nor an elaborate appreciation of their meaning and potentialities.
Neither could I attempt it in view of the All Parties’ National Convention,
which perhaps has not yet concluded its momentous session. At the same
time it will not be in accordance with precedent if I omit all reference
to the situation. I will, therefore, say a few words with your leave,

- Fellow-Liberals, the year opened with the Statutory Commission, which
is an epitome of some of the worst evils of the present system of government.
The Commission was not wanted at this juncture; therefore, it was sent
out. When it had been asked for, the authorities, in the abundance of
their sympathy and wisdom, declined to accede to our request. A Commis-
sion that included in its personnel an adequate clement of competent and
representative Indians on a footing of absolute equality with the Dritish
members thereof, would alone have answered India’s requirements. DBut
here is a body charged with the greatest responsibilities, from which
Indians have been excluded hecause they are Indians and most concerned
with the future of the country. The voice of protest has remained unheeded,
and the Commission has Deen going about its business in a truly farcical
manner, shunned Dby all that is sclfrespecting in public life, protected in
its movements by the police, signalizing its visitation to a place by the
breaking of the heads of innocent and honourable men by the police acting
under the orders of the executive, recording evidence in public where the
evidence is Worthless and behind the purdah where our provincial Govern.
ments unburden themselves of their anti-Indian schemes. Thanks to the
euterprise of a news agency, we conld get a glimpse into the political
mind of one Governor in Council, and that agency was promptly penalized
for its violation of the zemana in which Sir Malcolm Hailey and Sir
Geofrey de Montmorency preferred to seclude themselves. We have since
seen the contents of the memorandum laid bLefore the Commission on hehalf
of the Government of the United Irovinces, and what shall T say of it,
the more distressing because of the association of one of our own couatrymen
with it. While Indian nationalists are divided in their allegiance between
dominion status and independence outside the British Empire, we of the
Liberal Party definitely standing for dominion status without cquivocation
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or mental reservation, here are Governments wavering between the status
quo and actual retrogression. And this, in the face of the plighted word
of the Suvereign and the Parliament of Britain that India shall advance to
the status of a self-governing dominion and be an equal member of the
Commonwealth. No wonder that neither the authors of these amazing
proposals nor the Commission want the public to know anything about them,
This Commission is a calculated and an inexcusable affront to the national
honour and “the national interests of India, and we would have been
anworthy of our position as Liberals and Nationalists if we had not
adopted the policy of absolute boycutt of the unwanted, unwelcome and
police-protected Simon Seven. We had no doubt when we declared the
boycott, we have none now.

Police Assaulls.

And let all whom it may concern realize, if they can and will, that
far from the opposition Weakeuing, the wanton misbehaviour of the police
which is a notice to the people that the Commission has descended upon
their locality, Las aggravated the public feeling so much that, outside
the ranks of professional loyalists, there is almost none so poor as to
do it reverence. The outrageous police assaults upon unoffending public
men at Lahore and Lucknow have shocked the country, while the failure
of the Government to protect the innocent and punish the guilty is a
warning to the people that they can feel no seuse of security under the
rule of the hureaucracy and that in Swaraj lies alike their safety and their
honour. The Legislative Council of these provinces censured the Governor
in Council for his attitude, the Government not daring even 10 ask
for a division, but to this moment there is' no sign of any action- taken or
contemplated by them in pursuance of that motion. XNot even such a man
as the Maharaja of Mahmudabad, who was Home Member himself and in
charge of law and order until less than three years ago, was immune from
insult and annoyance because he supports the boycott. The position is as
nearly intolerable as it could well be, and itisa clarion-call to the people
to work for Swaraj without giving themselves rest or the Government
peace until victory crowns their righteous Will to Freedom.

Constructive Effort.

The hope-inspring feature of the year about to close is the great
constructive effort that has been made to bring together members of ditferent
organizations, political and communal, to draw up a scheme of constitu-
tion on the basis of dominion status. Both the Congress and the Liberal
Federation passed resolutions in this behalf at their annual sessions of
last year, and whatis known to fame as the Nehru Committee’s Report
was the result of the arduous labours of wise and patriotic men in the
first half of the year. To us Liberals it is a source of genuine pride that our
President of this year, Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru, took so conspicuons a part,
along with the chairman of the Committee, Pandit Motilal Nehru, in
the production of a political paper “of capital importance. The report was
welcomed by the country as the embodiment of statesmanship, and this
estimate of its value wag confirmed by the All Parties’ Conference at Lucknow
in Augist last.  Since then the All Parties’ National Convention has been
Leld at Caleutta and by its first resolution, it ratified the basic principle of
the Report, the foundation of its whole scheme, viz., that India shall be a
sel-governing dominion in the Commonwealth on the same footing as
Canada, South Africa, Australia, the Irish Iree State and New Zealand.
There has been a certain amount of disagreement on some of the clauses
of the Constitution relating to matters communal; but I do not despair of an
amicable solution as a result of farther deliberation. "The subject of these
differences is of a difficult and delicate nature. It was brought into being
by the policy deliberately adopted by the Government itself twenty years
ago in the face of Indian nationalist opposition. The Government sowed
the wind, we are obliged to reap the whirlwind. In no country in the world
have such disagreements been composed without prolonged negotiation
Here we get no help from the Government—to say nothing worse—and.



(6)

the wise and patriotic men of all the communities have to labour patiently
and with single-minded devotion to bring about a settlement. It is fortunate
that there are such men, among Whom 1 should like to make honourable men-
tion of the Maharaja of Mahmudabad and Sir Syed Ali Imam. [ myself think
that the conclusions reached by the Nehru Committee and the resolutivns.
passed by the All Parties’ Conference were eminently fair to all interests.
But if tha ipissima verba .of the Report be not found acceptable
to any party there is no reason why alternative proposals should not be-
examined, in the spirit of reason by minority and of generosity by majority
communities. The members of the Nehru Committee were alive to this.
possibility and they said with great sagacity in their Report : ¢ We would
earnestly recommend to the Conference that if, in addition to, or in
substitution of our recommendation, the settlement of the problem of
.minorities is possible by agreement ou any other basis, such basis should
be accepted in the larger and more abiding interests of the country.”
Fellow-Liberals, you will be glad to know.that this was precisely the
line which your Council took at Calcutta. Self-government being the supreme
need of India, it is the paramount duty of Indian patriots of all communities
and all parties to adjust their differences on comparatively minor matters
on whatever basis agreement may be possible without any party feeling a
sense of defeat. And speaking from this non-communal platform I venture:
to address a respectful appeal to Hindus, Muslims, Sikhs and Indian Chris-
tians alike, not to be too meticulous but to remember the over-riding necessity
of achieving sel{-government in the interests of all and every of them and
not to hesitate to take a broad national view of the whole problem.

The Essentials of the Constitution.

Fellow-Liberals, we exist as a party on the basis of the attainment of
Dominion Status by India at the earliest possible date. "Deny this, and
thers is no justification for our party. For those Indians who think that.
political salvation lies in the severance of the British connection—theyare the
children of unsympathetic, irresponsible and arrogant alien role, as Bolshevik
Russia is the child of Czarist Russia—the National Liberal Federation is
not the place. We mean by Dominion Status neither more ncr less than.
and nothing else but Dominion Status. To us itis nota first step but the
one and ouly step. On the other hand the sophistry of bureaucrats who
seek to make a distinction between responsible government and dominion
status and allege that the latter has not been promised, is meaningless
to us and we have no use for it. We must have a constitution founded
upon Dominion Status. It should be a rigid constitution, and among its.
leading features should be (1) the vesting of residuary powers in the central
government ; (2) a bicameral central legislature, representation in the
lower house being on the basis of population and in the second chamber of
provinces; (3) provincial autonomy, and (4) the abolition of separate-
electorates. ‘ '

Our Duty.

~ Brother-delegates, here I conclude my abscrvations. I again accord
to you a cordial welcomie to our city, where you are assembling for the
second time, and again 1 beg you to be indulgent in judging the reception
committee. 1f I may say one more word, it isto beg you all to do active
service .to the Liberal party in the coming year and to justily its existence:
still more. 'There is voom for it, there is need for it. The far-sighted
patriots who laid the foundation of the Indian national movement for
Swaraj thought not only for their time but for curs when they gave us.
the ideal of dominion self-government to strive for, It is equal to indepen-
dence and is more berfeticial than isolated independence.  Mr. Gokhale held
up this ideal in his memorable address to the Iienares Congress; this Was.
what Mr. Dadabhai Naoroji defined as Swaraj in the following year at
Calcutta in an address that was described by Sir Surendranath Banerjea as
India’s Volitical Scripture. This Swaraj is “what India must achieve, amd
it is for us to prove that the members of the Indian Liberal Varty will do-
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their duty faithfully and assiduously i the_ nation‘al effort to win it.
Ireedom is the natural law, subjection is evil. It is our Dharma to get
out of a state of depeudence.  This is the teaching by which we are bound,

. . p Loy
and 1 pray that we may not ba found backward in rendering the natnonqb

service which is our greatest duty.

T .

ELECTION OF PRESIDENT. .

Mr. Chintamani next called upou Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru to move the:

e'ection of the president.

Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru.

Sir 'Tej Bahadur Sapru, who received an ovation as he rose to speak;.
said :—Mr. Chairman of the Reception Committee, Ladies and Gentlemen,
—1 rise to put before you the motion that Sir Chimanlal Setalvad be invited
to take the chair to guide our deliberations at -this session of the Liberat
Federation. His long and varied experience both in the judicial line and
the executive administration and his eminent services to the .country in
various spheres eminently qualify him to occupy the chair which we have-
asked him to occupy. 'I'here never was, according to my humble judgment,
an occasion when it was more necessary for all of us for each party, howso.
ever big or howsoever small it might be, to consider and deliberate upon
the important—and, indeed, I might say, the momentous—issues which
are now facing the country and I think itis not only the right but the-
duty of every party to make its contribution to-the -solution of those
difficulties. , : o ‘

Mr. Chintamani has referred to the association of some of the Liberals.
with the Nehru Committee in the evolution of a constitution which, I am
glad to say, is now an accepted fact practically among all parties. = What
pleased me, bowever, much more than anything else during my recent  visit
to Calcutta was the firm, unmistakable and unambiguous action of the
Liberals assembled there. 1t was a pleasure to me to know that not ounly
those who were intimately associated with Pandit Motilal Nehru in the:
evolution of that constitution but also all other Liberals stood shoulder to
shoulder with Pandit Motilal Nehru and other leaders in supporting the
constitution which was embodied in the Nehru Committee Report.  What-
ever differences may divide one section of Indian politicians and another
section of Indian politicians, one thing emerges clearly from the discussions.
that have been going on at Calcutta and elsewhere and it is this,—that at
the least Dominion Status is one which has brought forth the maximum
amount of agreement among all parties and I think it is up to us on this
occasion in our meeting o make our contribution to the solution of those-
ditficu'ties by formally considering and as far as possible agreeing to and
ratifying the constitution which has .been considered and which is being:
considered at Calcutta today, (Hear, hear.) 1 shall not ask you to despair,.
for there are differences between one party and another party on some.
winer points or even on some vital issues. Kemember the history of agitation
in various other countries, remember how many Conventions Australia lLad
to get through before she could finally decide the constitution. It may be,
as some-of our critics might say, that there has not been complete unanimity
on every single matter in the Convention, but I venture to think that -it is
the beginning of a series of agieements which are bound to follow, provided
there is the desire on all sides to cooperate with each other and provided
also there is the desire to make a common contribution to the solution of
this problem. It isin that spirit that I shall invite you, fellow Liberals,
to approach your task. Do not fight shy of the conclusions whiclt you have.
arrived at and I certainly think it would be a fatal mistake on your part to.
bring your flag lower than' Dominion Status. (Hear, Lear.) I do strongly
hold that the time has come when we should press, and press vigorously.
and zealously, our claim to the establishment of Dominion Status and I have
no doubt that our success will be achieved, the sanction being the united
will of the country. (Hear, hear.) It is in that spirit that I Lope we shall,
go through our task. : : I
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1 need not say more in introducing Sir Chimanlal Setalvad. [ am
sure you will give him the patient, cowteous and respectful hearing to
which he is entitled by virtue of his services to the country and by virtue of
the position to which he is being called today. (Applause.)

Sir €. P, Ramaswami Aiyer.

In seconding the election of the President, Sir C. P. Ramaswami Aiycr.
'(Madras), said : Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,~Ia associating my,
self with the remarks let fall by Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru, let me on yon
behalf and on my behalf congratulate ourselves that we have secured the
services on this momentous and important occasion of one who by wide
experience of affairs and intimate knowledge of mankind is very well fitted
to guide ou: leliberations. Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru and Mr. Chintamani
have in their characteristically felicitous manner expressed to us a gist
of affairs as they are at present and, with your leave, I may emphasise
and re-emphasise one aspect of recent Indian activities and that is this:
“whereas until recently party and party, organisation and organisation,
and community and commuity were anxious and solicitons to accentuate
their differences and to proclaim them so vitally, it has been a happy
and lucky feature of recent Indian political activity that there is a conscious
and strenous endeavour to minimise difterences and to accentuate unity.
It is in that spirit, it is in the spirit of endeavouring hy cooperation
and trying to get harmony of feeling and of action, that I trust that
the work of this Federation will be conducted. (Hear, heary The
Liberal Federation from the beginning, through good weather and
through bad, has stood for one or two fundamental principles—tirstly, for
constitutional work and constitutional action as differentiated from direct
action; and secondly, for the attainment of Dominion Status. Some of us
who have had expetience of other ideals than Dominion Status from inside
and some of us who have observed its working from outside, are.all agreed
that there is no point in making further experiments and that no half-
measures Will satisfy the country. (Hear, hear.) No halfmeasures will
.do now and we feel that oo these matters there is not really very much
difference between party and party. When we accentuate and emphasize
that position, let us remember that the All Parties’ Convention convened
under the auspices of the Indian. National Congress and sponsorcd by it
has, notwithstanding certain divergences of opinion that manifested them-
selves, unequivocally accepted Dominion Status and all partics are bouud to
work for it. Some of us may have our own opinions upon the Work of
the Congress and upon particular resolutions passed by the Congress.

But speaking as members of the National Liberal Federation surel£
we are not claiming too much when we say this, that just as the opinions,
the objects and the objectives of the more impatient parties have affected
the other pariies so likewise the participation of men like Sir Tej Bahadur
Sapru and others in this Nebru Committee and the participation of Liberals
in- the recent agitation has also affected the other parties, (Hear, hear)
"Those of us who have had the pleasure to hear and those who will read
Pandit Motilal Nehru's speech, find in it, I submit, a vindication of the
Liberal policy becanse notwithstanding the enunciation of certain specific
prop osals I still hold that Pandit Motilal Nehru’s speech as president of
the Congress is in effect and in essence, despite certain embroideries and
fringes, a reaffirmation of that for which the Liberal Frederation stands.
{Hear, hear.) That is a success for the Liberal Federation.

Last year we witnessed one spectacle which is of great moment. That
was a reproach levelled against the Liberal Party. The Liberals were
supposed to be dialectical arm chair politicians living in centuries past with
no eye to popular feelings. We have now shown that we believein some-
thing strong and that if we Lelieve in anything strong, we are willing to take
strong action to implement that belief. It is that -which -has bronght us
nearer to other parties and which also brought other parties nearer to us,
But as Sir Tej Baladur Supru hassaid, let us not change our ideals. By
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all means, let us cooperate and work with others in conformity with our faith
for a united and common formula. I do not desp‘zur of a common formula
and I am sure the President will give us a wise and tirm lead in that matter.
(Applause.) : - - :

Sir Deva Prasad Sarvadhikari.

Sir Deva Prasad Sarvadhikari (Calcutta), in supporting t’h.e election of
the President, said: Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,—Time was when
as a Bengali I should have been proud of the sage, the seer and the poet
of the Bande Mataram song with the lofty strains of which this Federation
opened its session, but it would be an impertinence now on my part to claim
a monoply like that. (Laughter.) That great hymn, that great mantram
that has brought all parties and all provinces of India togetber leaves now
no room for any such parochial cougratulation and not one of those who have
adopted that mantram —as Liberals, Moderates and Extremists— dare go away
from that banner., That being so, there is no reason to despair. What is
the extremisin of today will be the moderation of tomorrow. It is by coming
together and exchanging our views as was done in the momentous conference
at Calcutta about which we have all heard that we strengthen our hopes and
" aspirations. There is no reason to despair and this makes the duty of the
Moderates and the Liberals all the more onerous from today. Today we
assemble in our Federation to clarify our ideals and to take_ a firm detor-
mination that another step forward must be our objective during the next
year. The flag of Dominion Status is now raised and no lovers of the country
can go back so long as there are stalwarts like those at the door (pointing
to the portraits of national leaders.) That struck me before I signed the
creed. ‘Lavghter.) And in signing the creed 1 was reminded of the lofty
ideal set forth by Sir Surendranath Banerjea in 1884 in what I call the first
National Congress held in Albert Hall in Calcutta. That has never been
lost sight of but has gone on from day today and from year to year and we
have been clarifying our ideals abd raising our aspirations. In the year to
come we shall have most anxious and difficult times because constructive
work will be necessary and in shaping and guiding that work you could not
have a more rigid leader who Would not go astray by a hair’s breadth from
the path chalked out than Sir Chimanlal Setalvad who by training, tradition
and experience is eminently fitted to lead us in the gigantic work that lies
ahead. (Hear, hear.) In speaking of that work 1 should like to raise another
note from what some of our friends tried to do in the National Cenvention
by playing upon words and resorting to pun. They made use of the argu-
ment that those who were not for independence were for dependence and
that they were actuated by a slave mentality. 1 am reminded of a legal
point made not many years ago by a great judge—at least he thought he was
great (laughter)—that disaffection was the opposite of affection and anybod
that had no aftection for the Government was guily of disaffection. Those
of us who are now raising the flag of Dominion Status take our stand on an
equal footing of partnership with other Dominions of the British Empire,
After long years of our struggle Mr. Montagu declared from his place in
Parliament that equal partnership was the birthright of India and the whole
of his reforms scheme was based upon that. We are now taking another
step forward in attaining that which had been the life ambition of Nation-
alists ever since nationalism was born in this conntry. In these critical and
momentous times there must be sustained and at the same time restrained
work. 'When we have succeeded in getting the Dominion Status resolution
carried at the National Convention, an obligation rests on us to work for it
with devotion and fervour, with enthusiasm and enmergy. In that great
and difficult work the Liberals can have no better guide and leader than Sir
Chimanlal Setalvad. (Hear, hear.)

I do not agree with Mr, Chintamani when he says that our party is
small. I think all who are not extremists, all who ara not outside our ranks,
are really Liberals because they would not like to see the country plunged in
revolution and disorder. We want Dominion Status and there is no question
of dependence or independence, Firm in that determination, we are sure
to go one long step forward. (Cheers.)
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Sir Shankar Rao Chitnavis.

‘ Sir Shankar Rao Chitnavis (Central Provinces), further supporting the
election of the President, suid: Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,—I
have great pleasuve in supporting the resolution that has been placed before
you. On this momentous oceasion, as it has been said, we could not secure
a better president than Sir Chimanlal Setalvad who has received his politizal
edacation at the hands of that distinguished leader, Sir Pherozeshali Melita.
He has been a member of the Bowbay Government and has gained consi-
derable administrative experience. He is also the Vice-Chancellor of one of
the older universities in the country and nobody better suited than Sir
Chimanlal Setailvad you could have secured on this occasion. [ have great
pleasure in supporting the proposition.

Mr. Chintamani said : I desire to associate myself most cordially with
the tributes which have been paid to Sir Chimanlal Setalvad and I now invite
him on your behalf and in your name to take the chair,

PRESIDENT’S ADDRESS.

Sir Chimanlal Setalvad then took the presidential chair amidst lond
and prolenged cheers after being garlanded by Mr. Chintamani, the chairman
of the Reception Committee. Sir Chimanlal next delivered the following
presidential address t-—

Mr, Chairman, Iellow.Liberals, Ladies and Gentlemen,—I1 very much
appreciate the bonour you have dene me in asking me to preside over the
11th session of the National Liberal Federation of India. This session is of
special importance by reason of the momentous questions that are exercising
the minds of the people and the Government of this country and which
require the highest statesmanship and balanced judgment for their proper
solution. The responsibilities, therefore, of the person invited to guide the
deliberations of this session, are, indeed, heavy, but I am sure you will
extend to me your reasoned advice, support and cooperation in discharging
my duty as the president of this session.

Ladies and gentlemen, it is very gratifying that we are getting every
day better news about the progress that his Majesty, the King-Emperor
is making towards full recovery. At one time great anxiety was
felt Lut by the grace of God his Majesty is now out of danger and is
steadily gaining strength. The loyal devotion to his Majesty that was mani-
fest in this country along with the rest of the Empire during those anxious
days, testifies to the universal regard and esteem in which his Majesty
is held.

Last year when the Federation was in session, we lost a great patriot
by the death of Hakim Ajmal Khan. This year we have to mourn the loss
of another great patriot who like Ajmal Khan was a tower of strength to
Indian nationalism and to the canse of Hindu-Muslim unity. The circoms-
tances connected with his sudden and tragic death have left a very said impres-
sion throughout the country. India can ill-afford to lose at this juncture a
leader of that eminence. We have also lost in Lord Sinha 2 great Liberal
and a great and patriotic Indian who had shed lustre on his country.

Principles and Methods of Liberal Party.

The Liberal Party has a proud record extending over a long period
of valuable work for the political, social and material advanpcement of
this country.  Upto the time when the Liberals left the Congress, that
body stood and worked for constitutional advance hy constitutional me-
thods.  The Congress of those days valued and wanted to retain the
British connection and claimed full responsible government within the Empive.
The Reforms of 1921 were the dircet result of the work of tho Congress
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of those days. When the Congress strayed away from those principles and
methods, the Liberals stood steadfastly by those constitutional principles
and methods, and unswayed by fear of popular displeasure, bal the courage
to separate from the Congress.

The task ¢f politicians, Who violently declaim agaivst the existing order
of things and promise to the people the attainment of Swaraj within three,
six, or twelve months, is easy. The task of these who face realities aud
want to make progress on solid foundations aud Lave, thirefore, sometimes
to counsel patience, is necessarily not very popular. Those who want to
keep their hold on the uninformed populace by making glib promises aud by
spectacular fire-wroks are compelled of necessity to go turther and further.
What pleases the populace today is not encugh to please it tomorew and
they must, thercfore, produce something still more spectacular at every
stage. ‘That is how some of the Congress politicians have got pushed further
and further into non-cooperation, civil disobedience, direct action, nou-pay-
ment of taxes, independence, socialism and comwunism.

When the wave of non-cooperation swept the country, the Liberals
kept their Leads, put their shoulders to the wheel and worked the Reforms,
inadequate though they considered them to be, and worked them well vnder
very difficult and adverse circumstances. Those who styled themselves
independents refraived from joinivg the party of civil disobedience and non-
violent nov-cooperation, but still abstained from coming into the legislatures
and working the coustitution. I'le Liberals and others who then went to
the Councils worked under a double handicap. On the one hand they were
bitterly attacked and abused by the non-cooperation party; and, on the
other hand, Government, when it suited it to disregard their views and
advice, made no scruples in saying that they ¢id not represent the people
because at the electious a large proportion of the electorates had abstaired
from voting.

The Congress politicians and the so-called Indepeudents realized aftec
some years What Liberals had instinctively realizel from the begiuning that
the wise and profitable course was to get into the Legislatures and work the
Reforms for what they were worth, The Swarajists stood’for the elections
of 1923 apd came into the legislatures in large numbers, pretending,
however, that they were going to non-cooperate from within. After making
heroic gestures of throwing out budgets and the Iinance Bills, they settled
down 10 the normal work of the legislatures,

Governmen! Responsible for Creating Extremism.

Paradexical as it may seem, it is Government who have by their blun-
dering and hesitating policy at every step, created extremisu aud helped
it at every stage to gather greater strenth just wnen it was about to luse
ground. TLeir anwise action in putting the Rowlatt Act on the statute
book in defiance of united Indian opinion throughout the country gave birth
to civil disobedience. Ihe Punjab Martial Law administration and the
horrors for which it was respounsible,” created the cult of non-violent none
cooperation and nouepayment of taxes and the obstructive and hostile attitude
of the Swarajists io the legislatares. The Simon Commission muddle of last
year brought iuto existence the party advocating complete independence.
Government have always failed to respond adequately and timely to lesitimate
Indiau aspirations as voiced by sane and respousible political sections, and
by their hesitation and delay have lost opportunity after opportunity of
catching the imagivation of the people aud securing their coutentment. They
are s0 much lost in admiration of what they have done for Indix and of the
efticicucy of their administrarion that they wonder and resent that Indinas
should be dissatistied with the present order of things and should demand
full self-govirnment,

Simon Commission; Blznder.

~ The action and attitude of Government in respect of the Simon Commis-
sion, are typical of this mentality.  Under the Goverument of India Act,
rtpey were not bound to set up the Statutory Commission till the end of 1929.
Lhey decided to accelerate the appointment of the Commission in crder to
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meet united Indian public opinion, but then they proceeded to do so in a
manner that has aroused hostility and opposition throughout the land
They forget that no constitution however Well-designetlbmn work with
fruitful results and that no Government however powerful can rule a
country like India with its vast area and population, except with the
general acquiescence of the people. It is obvious common sense that a
Commission of such importance dealing with the future coustitution of
this country should have been constituted with general good-will. In
spite of grave warnings, they persisted in constituting the Commission
entirely excluding Indians therefrom and therehy alienating very large and
important sections of public opinion. It is inevitable that the conclusions
of the Commission are bouud to suffer from the fatal infirmity of having been
arrived at practically ex parze in the absence of the recognised political
organisations 4nd leaders of the Indian people and will not find acceptance.

The Liberal Party has always accepted the Government of India Act
and the authority of Parliament to legislate in the matter of the future con-
stitution, The Liberals were therefore not people who would range them-
selves against the Commission unless for substantial cause. After full
deliberation, they were driven to the conclusion that abstention from taking
any ‘part in the work of the Commission was the only course open to them
consistently with natienal self.respect. The reasons for this conclusion were
very ably stated by your President of last year Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru, and
were embodied in the statement that the Federation issued at the conclusion
of the last session, and I do uot propose to re-state them. Nothing has hap-
pened since our session at Bombay last year that can alter our decision. We
always made it clear that if Indians were included in the Commission or
equality of status, authority and fanctions in substance and in form were
secured for what is given by the authorities the dignified name of * The
Tndian wing of the Commission,” we were not averse to reconsidering the

. gituation.

Lahore and Lucknow Incldents.

Government have however neglected and failed to do anything
adequate to secure general cooperation. We have the lamentable spectacle
.of the Commission ushered into every important place with police protection
to check and shroud from their view hostile demonstrations, leading in some
places to couflict between the public and tbe police, in the course of which
respected popular leaders like Lala Lajpat HRai and others Were injured. In
Lucknow the police grussly insulted a highly respected all India leader, the
Maharaja of Mahmudabad, who till lately was the Home Member of the
U. P. Government., We of the Liberal Party have disapproved of hartal
and black flag processions and other demonstrations of a like nature, but
when popular resentment is aroused different people have different ideas and
methods of giving expression to it. The bitter memories of these unfortunate
events will last for a long time and be a great obstacle in the way of har.
monjous understanding and cooperation between England and India which
is very much to be desired. Sir John Simon and his colleagues of the Com-
mission deserve sympathy for their unpleasant experiences. It is really
unfair to them that Government have so hopelessly mismanaged the matter
that the Commission would' not get the valuable materials and assistance
necessary to lead them to correct conclusions. The situation is not of their
creation, but they lay themselves open 1o criticism when they join in the
propaganda to make out that the Commission is receiving cooperation from
representative bodies and men and to belittle the volume and improtance
of the abstaining sections. :

An Untenable Claim.

The claim made that the Commission is receiving a large measure of
cooperation from representative men and bodies will not stand close examin-
ation. The Legislative Assembly which was at one time during the prelimi-
nary debates on the constitution of the Commission, described in Parliament,
as the body preeminently representing all India, rejected the proposal to
elect the Central Committee to work with the Simon Commission, Attempts
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)ave been made to deprecate the value of the decision of the Assembiy ou the
i round that it was passed only by a majority of six. It is conven_lemly ignor-
ed that the minority consisted largely of the Government official bloc aml
nominated members. If the elected members Wwere considered, an over
_whelming majority of such members voted for abstention. The majority
of elected Muslim members cast their vote for abstention. When the
Assembly decided for abstention, its representative character was questioned.
1t was argued that the Assembly members were not in intimate touch with
the people in the provinces and that the members of the provincial
councils more truly reflected the views of the masses who were for
cooperation. Starting with this premise. it is said that inasmuch as
most of the provincial Councils have appointed committees, it is evident
that the country as 2 whole is in favour of cooperation with the Commission.
But here again, it is conveniently forgotten that, in the provincial Councils,
it you eliminate the official bloc and the nominated members, in almost
-every province the mijority of the elected members was against cooperation
and surely it is the elected members and not the official bloc and nominated
members who can rightly claim to reflect the real public opinion. How
unfounded is the claim that representative bodies and men bave cooperated
with the Cowmission is clear, if one considers by way of illustration, the
‘bodies and men Who  appeared before the Ccmmission in the Bombay
Presidency. Any one Wwith any acquaintance of the Presidency will have
no hesitation in saying that those who submitted memoranda or appeared
before the Commission, in no sense represented the views of the bulk of
the people of the Presidency. One looks in vainin the list of those who
sent memoranda, for the recognised representative bodies of standing in
the Presidency, like the Bombay DPresidency Association, the Indian
Merchants > Chamber, the Poona Sarvajanik Sabha, the Deccan Sabha,
the Gujarat Sabba and others that can be mentioned. And what is true
-of Bombay is also true of the other provinces.

1t is to me wonderful how the Goverment of India and the British
Cabinet do not yet realise the futility and tragedy of attemp:ing to evolve
and inaugurate a big and important step in the political advance of India
in sn atmosphere of such general dissatisfaction and strife. They are
representing in a very intensified degree the tragedy that surrounded
the inauguration of the Montagu-Chelmsford Reforms. It should not be
beyond their genius to take hold of opportunities even now to restore
barmony and solve the constitutional problem of India in close cooperation
with all sections of public opinion and with general good will which alone
-can secure the successful working of any scheme that may be devised.

Uhily Essenfial for Progress.

In order to” meet the deplorable situation created by Government,
it was considered extremely desirable and necessary that all political
parties should put their heads together and produce a generally agreed
-constitution and make an ynited demédnd for the same being zlcé’epted by
Parliament. 1f the political evolution of India is to be on satisfactory and
stable lines, it is essential that conflets between different parties and com-
munities should as far as pssible be eliminated and all disruptive tendencies
and forces should be got rid of and a coromon national ideal should be
created. 1t is only solidarity of Indian opinion that would tell. Those
who organised the A'l Parties Conferenice and Convention have rendered
inestimable service to India. The able work done in this cennection by
Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru and Mr. Chintamani has maintained and enhanced
the reputation of the Liberal Party. That Couference and its Committee
have done very valnable and patriotic work and the Report that has

© been produced by them is one entit'ed to a high place among state i cuments
dealing with topics «f sach importance, by its fairness, clear and logical
thinking, restraint and moderation and commendable statesmanship. it is
a grand effort made to secure the greatest measure of agreement in the
country and however much one raay differ from some of its recommendations,
it should be received and considered with the greatest cousideration. It
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need not be taken as the last word and as far as I can see various adjust.
ments and modifications of its recommendations may become necessary
to secure for it complete and universal acceptance; but such negotiations
should Dbe conducted in a friendly and helpful spirit by those who may not
be prepared to subseribe to it fully. It need not evoke the criticisms and
opposition that have been levelled at it in certain quarters, some of which
is misinformed and is due to want of proper undurstanding of the real
ﬁature and implications of the proposals aud principles underlying the
eport. :

Dominion Statts and Independence.

The fundamental proposal and keystone of the Report is the demand
of Dominion Status for India and it is a very happy augury that this
propoesal has now been accepted and adopted by the All DParties Conventio -
without any reservation. While the Congress at its Madras session declared
independence as its ultimate goal, a section has now declared that complete
independence outside the British Empire is their immediate goal. Curiously
enough, some of those who declare independence as theiv goal are prepared
to join in the demand for Dominion Status with the reservation that thereby
their liberty of action in working for complete independence is not
restricted and in the hope that the attainment of Dominion Status will
make it more easy for them to attain independence. The Congress
is asked as a compromise to accept the formula that while reaffirming
the Madras resolution for independence, Dominion Status is acceptable
‘as a common measure of agreement. In the alternative, the Congress
is asked to snbscribe at present to Dominion Status but with the ultimatum
that if it is not given within a stated period, then independence would
be declared and non-cooperation started, 1o my mind while every effort
should be made to secure uaity in politically-minded India, such unity
should not be a camouflage. Nothing makes for sound action in politics
as does clarity of thought and avoidance of self-deception. Speaking for
myszelf, I do not see how those whose immediate or ultimate goal is complete
independence, can have anything in common with those who want Dominion
Status within the Empire. The whole outlook and methods of those who
want independence must in the very nature of things be different from those
who want Dominion Status. Any natiop or country that wants complete
independence takes measures first to achieve independence and when it
succeeds in securing independence, it drafts and creates its own constitution,
It is out of place for those who want independence outside the Empire to
join in drafting the constitution for Dominion Status and asking the British
Parliament to grant such Dominion Status. Those who Want Dominion
Status within the Empire canmot countenance the ultimatum mentioned
above. Those who reaffirm independence as their goal and threaten
non-payment of taxes cannot be honest believers in Dominion Status.

I venture to think every reasonable mind should accept the goal of
Dominion Status. As pointed out in the Report of the Nehru Committee,
what is needed is the transference-of political power and responsibility
from the people of Iingland to the people of India and that essential
object will be fully served by India becoming onme of the self-coverning
dominions. At the Imperial Conference of 1926, the position of self-govern-
ing dominions is described in the following terms i

 They are autonomous communities Within the Dritish Empire, equal
in status, in no way subordinate ome to another in any aspect of their
domestic or external affairs, though united by a common allegiance to the
Crown and freely associated as members of the Dritish Commonwealth of
Nations.” ‘

Dominion Status meets all pational aspirations and carries with it
the protection, safety and all other advantages of partnership in the most
powerful Fmpire in the world
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Defence and Army.

, It is sometimes objected that, unless India is prepared to ascume
responsibility of its defence, both ihternal ard external, it cannot claim
Dominion Status. But this was never insisted upon as a condition in the
case of self-governing dcminions when they obtained that status. Uefence
agairst internal disturbance was no deubt laid upon them, but ro obligation
of defence against external aggression was required to be taken up, and
as regards naval defence the Imperial Government is still carrying the
burden. - India however has been maintaining an army at a very heavy
cost which is sufficient not only for berown purposes but also serves and
is available for imperial needs. It would indeed Le strange, if England
after thwarting and hampering India to learn and be ready for her own
defence, were to urge a state of thirgs which Evgland herself had brought
about, as a ground for withholding Dominion Status from Incia. ‘The
persistent neglect and refusal to give practical effect to schemes for Indian-
isation of the army withinja reasonable time, including the virtual rejection
of the Skeen Committee’s Report only recently, are well known to all.
What India wants and claims is the same autonomy in the sphere of military
organisation and administration that is epjoyed by the sell-governing
dominions.

Communal Problem.

The most important problem that the Nehru Committee in its Report
Las attempted to solve is the communal problem. This question has assumed
a fictitious importance far beyond its real merits. The principal communities
concerned in this question are the Hindu and Mahomedan communities. The
separatist principle was first recognised in 1909 and it was confirmed by the
Lucknow pact in 1916, whereby it was agreed that Mahomedans should have
their own separate electorates and the number to be returned to the various
provincial Councils by such electorates and also to the Central Legislature
were fixed with due regard to their numerical strength as well as other consi-
derations. The Hindu and Mussalman leaders who were parties to this pact
entered into it in the full hope that separate electorates would last only for
some time and were to be confined only to the legislatures. They accepted
separate electorates only as a means of déaling with a temporary aberration
which was expected to vanish on the growth of national upity. Unfortunately,
however, the separatist idea has spread like a wild weed. It has extend-
ed to the municipalities and local boards, and bas invaded in some places
even the seats of learing. It bas infected other communities and sectious,
Buropeans, Anglo-indians, Sikhs, non-Brahmins, depressed classes and
others too numerous to mevtion. It has unfortunately extended to the
region of public oftices to such a degree that fitness, efficiency and needs.
of the State are no lenger principal considerations, with the inevitable result
that the public services show a decline which must in its turn weaken and
debase the national character. Some of the blighting effects of separate
‘electorates might have been minimised if unfettered choice of candidates
had been given to the communal electorates and option had been allowed to
the minority community members to go into the general register if they so
desired. The present rigid water-tight compartments system is very unfair
to the members of the minority community themselves. Under the present.
system any enlightened Mahomedans of national outlook who may prefer to
go into the general register and whom the non-Muslim electors may desire
to elect as their representativcs, are prevented from making any choice in the
matter. Similarly, a Muslim electorate is prevented from electing as their
representative a non-Muslim in whom they may bave the completest confi-
“dence.  Unbiassed thought and large national view rising above petty
personal considerations of providing jobs for members of any particular
community, will make it evident that there is really no divergence of interest
Uetween the different communities. They are all subject to the same laws,
same taxes, same disabilities and enjoy the same rights and privileges. A
study of the proceedings of the Central Legislature as well as the provincial



(16 )

{egislatures will reveal that during the seven years that have elapsed since the
inauguration of the Reforms in 1421 there liis hardly been any occasion on
which any legislation or measure affecting only a particular community was
debated or that voting took place on purely communal lines. ) :

Separate Electorate Harmful.

The following observations of the Nehru Committes Repwt on the
extremely undersirable effects of separate electorates give a true picture,
It says : *Evarybody knows that separate electorates are bad for the growth
of a national spirit, but everybody perhaps does not realise equally well
that separat. clectorates are siill worse for a minority community. They
make the maj ity wholly independent of the minority and its votes and usually
hostile to it. Under separate electorates, therefore, the chances are that
the minority will always have to face a hostile majority, Wwhich can always
by sheer force of numbers override the wishes of the minority. Extreme
communalists flourish thereunder and the majority community, far from
suffering actually benefits by it.’

The correct ideal therefore is a general register of voters not taking
into account birth, race or religion, All that any community should have
and is entitled to is that the constitution should secure to it fullest religious
liberty and cultural autonomy. - For any community that is backward special
facilities should be provided for speeding up the education of the members
of such community, Failing the acceptance of this correct ideal, general
electorates with reservation of seats for the minority and backward commu-
nities who enjoy at present separate electorates is the next best expedient.
But such reservation of seats must be recognised only as a transitional stage
between separate electorates and general electorates, for it is clear that such
reservation of seats makes the community enjoying it steadily lose in
self-reliance.

The fact is that the present situation in which the Mahomedan
community want to cling to separate electorates as a valued privilege
essential for theiv safety, has been ereated by want of trust and confidence
between the majority acd minority communities and the situationis exploited
by those who can maintain their predominance only by perpetuating coms
munalism  But whatever the causes and however undesirable the present
state of things, you have to face the fact that the minority community bas
not that trust and confidencein the majority community which one would
like to establisn. 1 strongly think it isup to the majority community to be
generous and to agree to make concessions to the furthes: limit consistent
with nationsl interests, in order to wean back their erring brethren of
the minority community.

Nehru Committee Proposals.

The Nehru Committee Report recommends the abolition «f separate
electorates and agrees as a transitional measure to the reservation of seats
for the Muslim community in the centra) Legislature and the provincial
legislatures, except Bengal and the I'unjab, in proportion to their population,
with the right to contest additional seats. As regards the Punjab and
Bengal where the Muslim community is the majority community, it recom-
mends general electorates without any reservation of seats. The facts
collected and the arguments and reasoning of the Report in favoar of these
conclusions appear to be sound.  But here again one bas to face hard facts
and it is a fact that although the proposals ar- acceptable to certain sections
of the Muslim community, there are others who are not prepared to accept
them. The only solation is fnrther negotiations and adjustments.

It is further to e remembered that the solution of the communal
problem presented Dy the Nehru Keport is based on adult franchise. Speak-
ing for myself, I venture to think that at this stace of India's political
evolution, adult franchise is neither desirable nor safe. 1 am one of those
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who seriously donbt that the present low franchise has worked well. Itis
low enough although it brings in a small' proportlop of tl.le population, but
to lower it still more or to adOpt.umversal suffrage w1t130ut any property
qualification would, I am convinced, be dangerous. The poverty and
illiteracy of the large masses of the people raise very serious doubts of
a proper exercise by them of the franchise and fears are entertained
that they may appreciate more the pecuniary value of their votes than its
political signifinance. DBut whatever the franchise, it is desirable to my
mind, to base it on the qualification of ownership or exercise of some 'c'allmg
and receipt of income lable to taxation in some form or another. To vest
political power at one Lound in this country, 1n the hanuds of masses of people
with no stake and who therefore are not likely to appreciate the benefits
of a stable and ordered government, is, under the preseut circumstances,
I venture to think, not desirable. Adult franchise has come in England
after nearly 100 years of political training and vast progress of education
and material prosperity. When the Reform Act of 1852 was passed, culy
3 per cent. of the population was enfranchised. In 1867-68, the proportion
was raised to 9 per cent., in 1884 to 16 per cent. But Whether adult franchise
is desirable or not desirable, it is not practical politics to proceed on the
assumption that it will be granted. If that is so, a solution of the communal
problem based on adult franchise would necessarily be required to be
reconsidered and recast.

Speaking for myself, I wenld be prepared to concede to the Muslim
community reservation of seats every where on a reasonably generous propor-
tion for a particular number of years in order to restore trust and confidence
and to secure unity of demand for Dominion Status or for substantial

advance towards it. At the end of such period either the reservation

of seats should automatically disappear or the matter should be open
to reconsideration and adjustment by the communities concerned. I do not
think the majority community would in any way suffer by such concession.

If the system of reservation of seats is to be brought into existence for
the Musalmans, the same Will have to be done with regard to other commu-
nities like Europeans who have at present separate electorates as well as
for those communities like the Maharattas who have at present reservation
-of seats. :

Declaration of Rights Essential.

It is not possible to deal within the limits of a presidential address with
all the provisions which should form part of the new constitution. One can
only indicate the general lines and principles on which the constitution
should be based. A Declaration of Rights and the securing of all existing
property rights on the lines indicated in the Nehru Report are essential.
Thereis an overwhelming concensus of opinion in favour c¢f provincial
autonomy, but some people while demanding provincial autonomy try to hedge
it round by various safeguards and Jimitations. I advocate full provincial
autonomy With transfer of all provincial subjects including Law and Order
and [ have no misgivings as to the result. Provincial autonomy should be
real and any safeguards that may be considerel desirable should as far as
possible be provided in the provincial machinery and constitution itself. I
would deprecate the vesting of any extraordinary powers in the Governor
of superseding the administration of any transferred subjects by the Ministers.
There may he mistakes committed but it is only by committing mistakes and
the electorates learning to visit such mistakes with their displeasure at the
elections, that responsible government can thrive. Suitable safeguards against
hasty action can however he provided by the creation, if necessary, of a
second chamber constituted on a franchise which would secure among its
members men of ripe and sound experience. ©

Responsibility in Central Government.

But any scheme of provincial autonomy would not be productive of
goad results if no element of responsibility is introduced in the central
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Government and the present structure of that Government remains unalter-
ed, The present state of things there is one that demoralises both the
Legislature and Government. The Legislature often acts in an irresponsible
manner because it knows that the King’s Government will be carried on and
that Government will see that effect is not given to such irresponsible acts of
the legislature. On the other hand, Government get into the habit of not
attaching that value to the opinion or vote of the Legislature which they
would otherwise do. ‘The introduction of responsibility in the centrsl Govern-
ment means for the present the introduction of the dyarchy, as it will, I
apprehend, be desirable for sometime to keep at least foreign and political
yelations and the army as reserved subjects. 1 have no appreheusion about
dyarchy working satisfactorily in the central Government as a transitional
measure provided an atmosphere of good will is created: The failure of
dyarchy in some provinces Was due to exceptional causes.

Indian States.

The position of Indian states and their relations with the Goverment
of India when Indiz becomes a self-governing Dominion are questions of
great intricacy and difficulty, but a proper solution acceptable to British
India and the Indian states will have to be found. It is regrettable that
at present the situation is befogged by considerable mistrust and misunder--
standing on either side. It is a great mistake to suppose that all Indian
states are misgoverned and represent absolute autocratic government. It is
only the worst cases that come prominently to public notice and it is unfair
from such cases to generalise as regards the rest. Itis a misunderstanding
to supose that the Indian Princes are opposed to or want in any manner to
obstruct the attainment of full Dominion Status Dy British India. Many
of the enlightened rulers among them, are as patriotic and feel as nationally
as any of usdoand are willing to help British India in attaining its goal.
Some of them are prepared to introduce representative institutions in their
states. 1t is also a misconception that Indian Princes by inviting the Butler
Committee enquiry are trying to entrench themselves against any inroad on
their authority by British India. The way in which their treaty rights and
sovereignty have been dealt with in the past by the British Government,
whenever differences between them have arisen ? made. it necessary for them
to have their position and rights vis a vis the British Government investigated
and defined. It is equally a misapprehension ou the other hand that British
India wants in apy manner to derogate from the independence and sover-
eignty of the Indian states'and to make them in any way subservient to
British India and the Indian Legislatures. Lfforts should be made to evolve:
a scheme in which British India andtbe Indian states can march together
for the prosperity and advancement of the whole country and with mutnal
trust and confidence make India as a whole take her proper place among the
nations of the world. This can be done by discussion and negotiation bct~
ween the representatives of British India and the Indian states.

Extremists in All Camps.

Our trouble is extremists in all camps who make the task of adjustment
and understanding by inspiring mutual trust and confidence, extremely
difficnlt. 'We have extremists among the Hindus, among Mahomedans,
among Nationalists and among the Europeans. It does not conduce to better
understanding if one side describes Europeans who are trading in this
country and have invested capital as mercenary exploiters and for the spoke-
man of Luropeans to describe Indians as highwaymen ready to rob the
Furopeans who claim to be innocent travellers.

Before I conclude, I feel bound to draw the serious attention of all
who are interested in the welfare and prosperity of this country, to the grow-
ing menace that is threatening not only the ordered progress of the country
bt the very foundation and existence of society and the State. There are
jndications Which cannot be ignored that Communist ideas are being di:semi-
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nated ameng the working classes and the ignorant agrieultural populations
with the avowed object of subverting the present structure of society and.
ownership of property. The repeated and long continued strikes in important
industrial centres which have very nearly ruined the staple industriesof the
country, are engineered not merely for the purpose of redressing the legitimate-
or supposed grievances and improving the condition of the labour, but as
part of a plan to break up the presext order and structure of society and are
subsidised partly by foreign furds. A party has come into existence who is-
openly proclaiming revolution and destruction of the present structure of
society and ownership of preperty as its geal. It behoves Government and
all right-thinking men to take all measures to stop this exploitation and
misleading of the masses for revolutionary purpeses before it is too late.
In this connection, speaking personally, I regret the action of the Assembly
in turning down the Public Satety Bill. One always deprecates all repressive
legislation and is unwillisg to clothe the executive Government with power
that can be wisused but the Bill as it emerged from the select committee, had.
I think, suflicient safeguards and they could have been further improved at
the second reading stage by the Assembly. The grounds on which the con-
sideration of the Bill was cppesed appear o me to be entirely unconvincing.
1t was said, why did not Government take measures earlier? But surely that
is no ground for not taking any measures at all now. It Was objected that
it was usele:s dealing with non-Indians when Government were taking no
steps to deal with Indians who may be doing greater mischief and Govern-
nient were urged to take action against scme lndian labeur agitators under
the discredited Regulations of 1818 and 1827. The Repressive Laws Com.
mittee urged in 1922-1923 the immediate repeal of these regulations and
the Assembly and the whole country have unequivocally protested against
the continnance on the Statute Book of those Regulations that have been
described as ‘lawless laws’, under which various people and also the
erstwhile ruler of an important Indian state are at present deprived of their
liberty indefinitely withcut ever having been informed of the charges against
them and without beivg given an opportunity of refuting such charges if any,
and yet we find it seriously urged in the Assembly that blame attached to
Government for rot taking action under these Regulations against some
agitators engimeering labour strikes aud that as Government caa take action
nuder those Rezulations no legislation was needed.

) What we are suffering from, in cur public life at present, I am afraid,
is want of clear thinking and a serious lack of men willing to take the
responsibility of saying what they know to be right. ‘The intoxication of
public applause and the fear of losing popularity appear to hepumb the
capacity of rational thinking and the courage to express cne’s real
convictions.

Ladies and gentlemen, I have tried to place before you my views on
some of the questions which you will deal with in this session. It may be
that same of my Vviews may not exactly coincide with yours. But «f this I am.
sure that you will apply your minds earnestly to the questioss you will be
considering and that your collective wisdom = will result in advancine the
cause of our dear Motherland. =

MESSAGESTOF SYMPATAY.

..\Ir'. Surendra Nath Verma, cne of tle secretaries of the reception
comittee, then announced the receipt of messages of sympathy from the
following gentlemen regretting their inability to attend the Conference and
wishing the session every success :m

Uxs1rep Provisces,

Rai Bahadar Jagdish Prasad, Mr. Sankata shi ajpai
Nadayatan Pande, Mr. Brijrandan Lal, Mr. S, X. llllzf;rebrl]? dofB?r'](?r(:i;h‘\llxr.
Rai Anand Swarup Babadur, Mr. Kalka Trasad of éhahw’aha;lpur Ii{;;
]}alxai,luIA Jagmandar Das of Najibabad, Mr. Shyam Lal of C‘awnpore, Mr
C. C. Das of Gorakhrur, Rai Babadur Sarju Prasad of Basti, Rai Baila‘dm"
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N. K Mukerji, Raja Durga Narain "Singh of Tirwa, Rai Babadur Pandit
Benarsi Prasad Missra of Moradabad, Raja Indrajit Pertap Bahadur sSabj
M. L. C., Pandit Govind Ballabh Paut, M. L. C., Rai Bahadur Triloki I\'atl;
Kapur of Tanda and Rai Krishnaji of Benares.

Oraer Provinces.

Dewan Bahadur Govind Raghav Iyer, Mr. G. K. Deodhar, Mr. 3. S,
Kamat, Sir Phiroze Sethna, Mr. Faiz Tyebji, Mr. N. Subba Rao. Mr.
‘Gadgil of Poona, Mr. 8. B. Gokhale, Mr. J. R. Gharpure, Rao Dabadur
Subramaniyam, Rao Bahadur Jatar, Mr. S. K. Sharma of Trichinopoly,
Rao Bahadur V. M. Kelkar, Mr. C. M. Gandhi, Mr. N. M. Joshi and Mr.
Kesho Rao of Hyderabad,

The Presilent next announced that the subjects committee meeting
would take place at 5 p.m. and that in accordance with the usual practice
-all the delegates would be members of the Subjects Committee,

After a few delightful songs by the girls of the Arya Kanya Pathshala
to the accompaniment of instrumsntal music the session adjourned till the
following day.

THE SECOND DAY.
31st December, 1928,

The eleventh session of the National Liberal Federation reassemblel
to-day at 12-31 p.m. in Mayo Hall, Allahabad, to discuss resolutions. The
proceedings commenced with the Bande Matram sung by a batch of girls
of the Arya Kanya Pathshala, Allahabad.

The first resolution was one of sympathy and condolence put from the
chair by Sir Chimanlal Setalvad and carried by the Federation, the whole
assembly standing. 1t ran as follows:

Lord Sinha.

(a) The National Liberal Federation of India places on record its deep
sense of the loss the country has sustained in the death of Lord
Sinha, one of the most illustrious [ndians who rose to fame by
dint of his uncommon qualities of intellect and character and
who will long be remembered as a man who demonstrated, in
every office he filled, the capacity of Indians to do full justice to
duties the most arduous.

Lala Lajpat Rai.

(h) The National Liberal Federation records its sense of decp sorrow
at the death of Lala Lajpat nai, one of the greatest of Indian
patriots, the more keenly felt because of the circumstances in
which it occurred. In Lala Lajpat Rai the Motherlandhas lost
a public worker whose love of country was passionate and pro-
found. He bore much and braved much for winning freedom
for his countrymen, and he laboured with equal zeal for the
advancement of education, social reform, and philantl:ropic
causes, ;

Other Leaders.

{) The National Liberal Federation expresses its sense of deep regret
at, and of the loss the country has sustained in, the death of
Syed Ameer Ali, Sir Ilormusji Wadys, Sir Ramanbhai Mabi-
patram and Baba Durga Charan Banerji who all served the
country faithfully for her political uplift as well as in other
spheres of public utility.

{d) The Federation offers its sympathy and condolence to the bereaved
families.
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The Statutory Commission.

MR. J. N. BASU.

Babu Jitendra Nath Basu (Bengal): Mr. President, Ladies and Gentle-
-men,~'The resolution which I have the honour to move ruvs thus ;==

(a) The National Liberal Federation»urges upon all Indians the im-
perative necessity of continuing the boycott of the Simon Com-
mission in full vigour.

() The Federation emphatically condemns the police assaults commit-
ted in the name of peace and order, Which have marked the
reception accorded by the officials to the Simon Commission at
certain places. '

Mr, President and Friends,—We have arrived at a momentous stage
in the life of our people. The policy that has so far guided those among
the people of this country who have followed the principles of the Liberal
Party has been one of cooperation with the British Government in its acts
relating to India, and With the Government of India, wherever such coopera-
tion is considered by us to be for the benefit of our people, and we bave
also always come forward to oppose any act whenever we have
considered such an act to be derimental to the best interests of our pecple.
The difference between us and other political parties has been that We bhave
been alive to the realities that surround us. We know that over 200 years
ago the people of India were in the front rank among the peoples of the
world. During the last 200 years our progress has been nominal,
while the otliers have progressed, and we have been left far behind in
the race for progress. For the last 20 years we have been ruled
from England and no notice has been taken, or very little note has
been taken, of our needs and aspirations. Now a Royal Commission hss
been appointed to devise means for the better government of India for
some time to come. In appointing that Commission the Government in
Eogland bas thought it fit to exclude Indians. Sir, after 200 years of
British rule, and having regard to our past history and to the capabilities
of our people, it is inconceivable that in a body constituted to make an
enquiry into the constitutional working of India and to devise the - constitu~
tion for the future, Indians should be left out altogether, that England
should turn her back on India and should constitute a Ccmmission composed
entirely of Englishmen to decide as to what is for our govd. As I have
already pointed out to you the decision as to what is good for India.
has so far rested entirely in the hands of Britain with the result that.
instead of progressing forward we are having a set-back almost every time.
‘We have seen peoples all around us in Asia and in other parts of the
world progressing fast while we are left behind, It is because the constitu-
tion of India has been framed from outside and the springs which give
force to the working of our national life have been regulated not by our-
own ideas, outlook, needs and aspirations but by the deeds of other people.

Ladies and Gentlemen, the Commission that has been appointed
is a Commission composed of men of distinguished public life in
their own country and we have no quarrel with the men of whom
the Commission is composed. DBut however good they may be, however
able they may be, we cannot forget that they cannot look at things
Indian from the same angle of vision, from the same point of view
as we Indians do. At the time When the question of this Commission
was being considered in Parliament the Ministers of the Dritish Government
and the leaders of the Opposition, both of the Liberal and Labour parties,
came forward with the argument that it was not possible to appoint
Indians to the Commission on the ground that Indians were divided among
themselves in communal matters. But the Government in England fergot
this, that the question that the Commission was going to decide and
to consider was a question of general political advance. Indians might
be divided into different groups, may held differrent opinions on communal
questions and on certain other questions ; but those are small parts of what
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a general constitutional advanca is. Th~ constitutional advance for which
all parties in this country have been working for is an advance Which.
meant the transference of ultimate political coatrol from England to India,
so that the Government here may not work merely under the directions
of a Government thousands of miles away with an orientation eutirely
foreign to us, but may work as an Indian Government with a sole eye
to what is good for India. In that matter of supreme importance there
is no difference of opinion among all our countrymen. Evenif members
‘of different communities had been appointed on the Commission, they
would have been lodians and would have given expression t) what India

held and what India thought to be good for her future. DBut all these

considerations were completely brushed aside and an entirely Lnglish

Commission was appointed. = After some length of time it was ultimately

felt by the Government in Lngland that a wrong had probably been done

and the remedy for that wrong was the device of appointing the Committee

of the Central Legislature and the Committees of the various Provincial
Legislatures ‘to cooperate with the Commission. But we can never forget
the fact that these committees will be merely subordinate committees. ir
John Simon has made it abundantly clear that the opinicns and the

decisions of these Committees would be taken into consideration but that

these Committees would not mould their opinion, as the Commission itself

would mould, for regulating our destiny, Ladies and gentlemen, it is this

brand of inferiority, it is this want of confidence in us, that we resent

most. Tha Liberal Party gave its most careful and its most anxions

consideration tothe attitude we should adopt towards the Commission, We

have always to wWork in the best interests of our country and having regard

to those Interests, we felt that we could not ignore the slight that has been

cast” upon us as a people. We felt that on the central and the provincial

committess we will always sit on a lower platform than the members of the

Royal Commission itself and that whatever decisions we might arrive at

in those committees would be considered merely as a piece of evidence

which might or might not be taken into consideration. It Wwould not

have been the joint opinion of Englishmen and Indians assisted by a mutual

discussion and by a mutual give and take, which could only be possible

if they had sat together on the same Commission. In view of that fact

we along with a large majority of the people of this country gave expression

to our views and said that we could not have anything to do with

the C ommission and that we thought it derogatory to our position to assist

the Commissin in any Way. From the way that the work of the Commission

has proceeded youcan easily see that the people of India have generally

kept aloof from it. The evidence that has been led before the Commission

has heen mostly sectional evidence, evidence urging the claims of a particular

community or group among the people of India, whether it is a particular

caste or a particular class like the landholders. We have seen very little

evidence led before the Commission on the question of the general political

advance like the transference of political power from Lngland to this

country about which we are su anxious. If the Government of India

Act of 1919 meant anything it meant that India should have complete

responsible government like the self-governing colonies of the Dritish

Empire. We have heard very little of any evidence leading up to that

ideal in the proceedings of the Commission up to the present day. You

will see, thercfore, that our boycott of the Commission is a real vindication

of the real heart of the people.

You will see the second part of the resolution deals with the attitude
of the executive government towards popular opposition to the Commission.
You have all heard of what was done by the police at Lalore and at
Luckuow. Even at Pooua notifications were issued by the Government
wlen the Commission arrived there. We have not heard yet that these
large crowds of people who wanted to peacefally exhilit their opposition
to the Commission were like armed mnobs out for committing acts of violence.
That they assembled in large numbers shows the strength and the depth
of popular opposition to the Commission. It was the police who had gone
out of their way to commit acts of violence and to injure acd inzult inoffensive
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‘men, At the city of LucknoW some of our respected national leaders like
the Maharaja of Mahamudabad were insulted. That shows that the
Commission is not only doing an injustice to the people of India, but that
it is leaving behind it a trail of ill-feeling which-will ‘not be soon forgotten.
(Applause.) ‘

MR. A. RANGASWAMI IYEKGAR.

Mr. A, Rangaswami Iyengar (Madras): Mr. President, Ladies and
‘Gentlemen,—I leartily second the proposition and commend it for your
-acceptance. - So far ‘as this boycott of the Simon Commission is concerned,
I take it that there is absolute unanimity of opinion in the country except
in regard to one single party in Madras which I will name presently. The
circumstances under which that party came to support the Simon Commis-
sion are rather extraordinary,” At the psychological moment certain high

offices in that province of Madras fell vacant. As a reward for getting

certain specified offices in Madras this party as a party bargained for them
and promised to support the Simon Commission. It was under such
<circumstauces that that party began to support the Simon Commission: Other-
wise that party called the Justice party would have been out for boycotting
the Commission. Therefore, I take it that there is absolute unanimity

of opiniou throughout India in respect of the boycott of the Simon Commis- -
sion and this unanimous opposition to the Commission is itself a great

argument iz support of this resolution. No. further reasons are necessary
and 1 submit that this resolution may be heartily carried: (Applause.)

. PANDIT KRISHNA PRASAD KAUL.

Pandit Krishna Prasad Kaul {Lucknow), speaking in Urdu, said that
a resolution urging the boycott of the Simon Commission was moved only
as a matter of formality, for after the boycott demonstration scenes witnessed
at Lahore and Lucknow, no such resolution was needed. *The nation had
already given proof of its indignation against the Commission by adopting
boycott measures to the greatest possible extent. The expression * Simon
go back ’ was, the speaker noticed, on the tongue of every single individual
in Lucknow, like * Lahol’. " After the Lahore and Lucknow demonstrations,
Mr. Kaul was in a position to say that men, who were not in favour of
boycott. would also admit that such measures were really very. effective
and he knew that since then men had been talking little in praise of the
Simon Commission. Some of them even complained that they felt extremely
disgraced at Lucknow and Cawnpore. The only object of the demonstration

was that they should know that the Commission and those associated with
it were not liked by the people.

Relerring to the police assaults on the occasion of the boycott demons-

trations, Mr. Kaul submitted that it would not be right to throw the
entire blame for. the action of the police on the police force alone. The
policemen ' themselves could not have dared, the speaker asserted, to
attack such respected leaders as Lala Lajpat Rai and such devoted country-
men as Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru and Pandit Govind Ballabh Pant. Every-
thing must have happened at the instance of the men in authority. The
procedure adopted in - attacking people at Lucknow during some of the
days on Which the boycott demonstration was organised was almost identical.
For 10 or 15 minutes in the beginning the police continued assaulting men
who had assembled to make demonstrations; then a deputy superintendent
of police used fo come and inquired about the injuries of persons and asked
them to go to the hospital and thereafter he used to say that the procession
might be taken out. "The speaker Wondered why, if the object in imposing
restrictions on the procession was to avert a breach of the peace an offer
ultimately was made to take out the procession, Mr. Kaul concluded, from
what he witnessed at Lucknow, that whatever happened at Lahore and
Lucknow was the result of a deliberate policy of the Government, If onl

the policemen were at fault, could the Government not have stopped the.
recurrence of assaults, if it .was not a party to such a conduct of the

police? The rg{sult of such a policy, asserted Mr. Kaul, would 1ot be
good for the British administration. :

N
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RAI BAHADUR MEHTA JAGANNATH PRASAD.

Rai Bahadur Mehta Jagannath Prasad (Benares): Mr, President,
Ladies and Gentlemen,—I cannot shut my eyes to the very grave responsibility
which I incur in speaking on the resolution. “The responsibility is more
marked as I shall incur the displeasure of the tin-gods and their satellites
but I need not be afraid of it because I find myself in the company, nay,
under the protection of you, Mr. President, and somany other knights,
not the carpet knights (laughter) but the Lnights who have earned their
distinction by their true devotion to the cause of nationalism and their
yatriotic services to the mother-country. Gentlemen, I am afraid I shall
1ave. to ditfer from the previous speakers. Iwill not condemn the polics
because unfortunately 1 am a retired superintendent of that mercenery depart-
ment. (Laughter.) I would rather congratulate them for their most chivalrous.
action and heroic deeds in preserving law and order in protecting those.
seven Simon Commission worthies of Lord Birkenhead. [ am sure the
glorious traditions of the nine Worthies of this great empire of India
would pale into insignificance before these seven people from Britain, To
you, eminent lawyers, and especially the ex-Law Members of the Government
of India and the Madras Government, I would say that in your enthusiasm.
to protect the rights and liberties of your people you have forgotton one
very important thing, and it is this. When the police have on the top of
their. head that red cloth which is symbolic of blood, whatdo they
care for these petty affairs—breaking a bone here and injuring a
man there? Now, sir, confidence begets confidence. If the English
people have no confidence in us, if they did not want us to join
the Commission, we on our part will shun them and will not Lave
anything to do with them. Thatis the most considerate reply which our
leadérs gave to the British people. No other arguments are required to.
defend our position. I am exceedingly sorry for one thing. It pains me to
find that there are certain knights -who are enjoying their company and
are delighted to see our own countrymen beaten and have not said one
word in protest against that. (Shame, shame.) I would submit a request.
to the superseded knight who is in charge of law and order in our provisces,
that these heaven-born officers who charged the innocent people shoula be
awarded the King's police medal with this inscription: I protect
my people.” Have they not protected the people at Lucknow? They
have protected them in the right royal way. I would also request you to ask
that knight to issue a confidential circular that a good character entry
should be made in the charactar rolls of those people who took part in
this function. The officer who insulted and injured Pardit Govind Ballabh
Pant should have come forward courageously ard declared that there was
an unlawful assembly and taken proceedings under section 144, should have
dragged Mr. Pant to the court and made him unqualified to sit in the
Council, so that the representative of the Partabgarh pasis (laughter)
would have lost one of his henchmen while recently moving that censure
resolution in the Council. 1t wasa mest disgraceful affair. Every Indian
who las an jota of self-respect and is decent-minded will with all the
emphasis at his command condemn this brutal action. If the Government
so wants, there is time still for them to keep the Liberals on their side. 1f
they want the Liberals to co-operate with them it can only be by adopting
conciliatory measures and not by these brutal and callous actions. My
friend, Pandit Krishna Prasad Kaul, one of the victims of this illustrious
show, has already described to you what happened at Lucknow. In my
capacity as superintendent of police I had also occasions to deal with
all sorts of people during the non-cooperation days. I felt that I conld
win people by persuasion instead of persecution. (Hear, hear.) In Jaunpur
district when the non-cooperation movement was raging like anything, when
the Kisan S8abha movement was started, I had to deal with the masses.
When I sent for the secretary of the Congress committee, and the sccretary
of the Khilafat committee, I spoke to them and they came round. In fact
I told them: **You may goon abusing me to your heart’s content, I will
not mind it. Dut talking in this strain will do you no good.” I am not
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bragging. ‘The resul: was ghat there was no resi.gnation from the forca,
there were no proceedings against anybody under section 188, and tl}ere was
absolutely nothing noteworthy. The late Mr, Campbell, commissioner _of
the division, came to inspect thy district and asked me Why 1y district
was the quietest district and why there was no fuss. I told }u_m : “Iam
an Indian and I would never like to send a brother of mine to jail. . 1 unld
always spaak to him, argue With him and bring him to my slde'.’ The
result of such an attitude on my part was that when I was leaving the
district—excuse me, it is a personal matter—the function to bid me goud-bye
which was attended by my friend, Mr Chintama:m'. in his capacity as a
Minister of these provinces, was organised by the Khilafat and the Congress
people, simply because 1 did not want to show my authority and my force
but wanted to tell them that I was only a public servant.

Now, sir, I will not take much of your time because 1 know that the
more 1 speak the more work I give to that hard-worked department to
which I had the honour aad the privilege to belong for several years, My
friend Mr. Chintamani told me yesterday that .after ghe shackles and t.he
bondage of service bad been removed from my lips which were sealedl with
the seals of the Official Secrets Act, | should perform my prayashchet today.
(Hear, hear ) 1 hope 1 have now performed it and if anything is wanting
1 would request you as the head pandit of this assembly to let me know,
so that 1 may complete it. 1 should have been failing in my duty and |
would not have called myself an Indiap if 1 had not come forward to condemn
this brutality and callousness of the Indian police. These heaven.borns
think that antocracy aud autocracy alone will reign supreme. I defy and chal-
lenge them and till them that it will never reign supreme. 1f we are true
to ourselves I am sure that a day will come when we Will march forth triump-
hantly and say as [ once said to a magistrate at Fatehpore—*¢ Give the same
facilities to Indians and they will never in any way prove inferior to your
heaven-horns but in most respects they will prove superior to you of the
Indian Civil Service”. The result of my frankness was that a black note
was left by that magistrate against me. 1 valued that black note becanse
it encouraged me fo fight with these people and show them that Indians
have got stamina and that Indians have produced men like Tilak and
Gokhale, Pherozeshah Mehta, Dadabhoi Nowroji and so many others and have
also produced eminent judges and lawyers. We can tell them that we can
run the administration of India by our sheer dint of patriotism aud prove
that we Indians know how to rule our country. (applause.)

The resolution was then put to the Federation and carried unani-
mously.

DOMINION STATUS FOR INDIA.

Sir Tej Bahadar Sapru.

Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru:—>r. President, Ladies and Gentlemen,—The

resolution which I have heen asked to move for yoar acceptance runs as
follows: :

¢ This Federation is strongly of opinion that the system «f government
to be established in place of the present system shonld be'the same zs that
which prevails in the self-governing dominions which are equal members
of the British Commonwealth of Natious and that this step shiould be taken
immediately. Any further delay and postpovement is fraught with danger
to the mutual relations of India and England .

My friend Mr. Chintamaui in the address which he delivered to you
yesterday as Clairman of the Reception Committes traced the history,
though in a very brief manuer, of the ilea of dominion status as it is evolved
in our political history during the last 25 vears, 1 am not going to cover
the same ground over again, heyonl reminding you that it was in 1905 when
Mr. Gokhale as President of the Congress at Denares first put forward the
idea in a concrete form. In 1906 when Mr. Dadabhoi Nowroji, the grand
old man of India, presided over the National Congress e gave us the rich

Jl
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inheritance of a word which has remained with us as an ideal to be achieved
in our own time. I am referring to that word Swaraj. A few years later
when we had the Minto-Morley scheme of reforas introduced in this country,
it did not take us many years after working them with all sincerity to dis-
cover that the Councils which were established in pursuance of that scheme
were in truth no better than mere debating societies. I was a member of
the old Provincial Council as well as of the Imperial Council under that
scheme and | remember the days wlen reason very often, if not always,
used to be on our side but votes on the Government side. 1 remember
distinctly in the year 1913 attending a meeting of the Provincial Legislative
Council when I moved a resolution on primary education in this very hall
under the presidency of Sir James Mestou when he was the Lieutenant-
Governor of these provinces. I was congratulated not only by my none

official iriends on the speech that 1 made—1 thought I was going to get a ) rize
for the excellence of my speech (laughter)—but I was also congratulated by
the official members. And 1ake it from (me?) that when the news went routd
from that end to this end of the ball that my speech Was being appreciated
by even official members, one Nawab who used to be a prominent figure in
the public life of those provinces at once directed his private secretary next
morning to write a speech for him in support of my speech, because it had
been approved by the officials. (Laughter.) It was quite obvious to me and
to other members that the speech, notwithstanding the compliments that it
received from official and non-official members, had resulted in nothing.
"The resolution was solidly defeated by the official votes, That was not a
solitary experience of mine in the old provincial Council. -‘That was the
experience of nearly every non-offical member. I will ouly remind you of the
great name of Mr. Gokhale who dedicated himself to the cause of primary
education in the Imperial Legislative Council. Time after time, year after
year, he moved the resolution in favour of primary education for the amelio:
ration of the masses and yet what was its fate, we all know., Sometimes the
resolution was defeated on the ground that the people of this country did not
want primary education, sometimes again it was defeated on the ground that
there was not a-sufficient supply of trained teachers available, sometimes on
the ground that theie were no funds available for any big scheme of primary
educatior. While I can tell you from my intimate knowledge of Mr.
Gokhale that even he—I use the words ‘even he' because Le was in a
great measure responsibie for the establishment of the Minto-Morley scheme—
came to realise the futility of that scheme which gave no power at all to the
legislatures but Which gave them unlimited opportuities of raising discussions
ending in nothing. :

That was the system which prevailed right up to the time when Mr.
Montagu introduced his reforms. I was intimately associated with the
evolution of the reforms which are embodied in the present Government of
India Act. I wasin a way behind the scenes, I was taken into confidence
several t'mes by Mr. Montagu himself during his stay in India and it was
at his request in particular that 1 agreed to serve on the Southborough
Committee Which had certain functions assigned to it. In pursuance of the
policy which had been laid down by Mr. Montagu and which was understood
to have met with the approval of all the leading statesmen in England of
that time, the Southborough Committes consisting as it did of Europeans
and Indians—and among the Indians our distingaished chairman was my
colleague—met together in India, went from provincs to province recording
evidence, the evidence of officials to the effect that India was not ripe for
any further step, the evidence of non-officials to the effect that a very large
measure of autonomy should be introduced, and indeed their evidence was
to the effect that the time had arrived for the establishment of responsible
government. As a result of the recommendations of the Southborough
Committee ana as a result further of the discussions which took place in
England after the evidence was recorded by the Selborne Committee, a Bill
was introduced in Parliament which was sponsored by Mr. Montagu. At
that time when there Were no differences at all among Congress ranks, there
were many of us including some very advanced politicians who thought that
although the scheme which was being introduced was faulty in a very large
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measare, yet it might well be tried and an honest etfort might be made to-
get the best out of it. [t Was under that impression—it may be that our
impression Was wrong—that we agreed to work the reforms and I can say
conscientiously withont any fear of contradiction that so far as many mem-
hers of tae Liberal Party were coucerned, they offered to work the reforms
knowing fully well that they were incurring great unpopularity with their
own countrymen. - Whatever the criticism of their own countrymen, it surely
did not lia in the mouth of the Government, it does not lie in the mouth
.of the Governm:nt and if there is any oficial Who says that, [ say he. is
speaking an untruth, to state that the Libgrab did not give a fair trial
to this scheme. (Hear, hear.) But I maintain and I do say so with
all the seuse of responsibilty astaching to my position In public life and
with the knowledge that L possess, that the spirit which actuated Mr.
Montagu in introducing those reforms was a very short-lived spirit. The
moment Mr. Montagu left the India Office, the India Office became a different.
one and from that day, the 16th of March, 1921, right up to now the record
of the India Office has been extremely discreditable to the DBritish
tradition of statesmanship and to the DBritish sense of fairness. (Hear,
hear.) It did not take me=l say that pnblicly—many Wweeks to
discover after the retirement of Mr. Montagu that it was a diterent
"atmosphere in Which 1 had to work it the Government of India.
{'hat was the position in 1922. Right up to the year 1927 the position- has
gone on steadily deteriorating until we find today the Government of India,
the Government of Lord Jrwin—I use his name with all respect but with
all emphasis—have specialised themselves in the art of losing friends and
alienating public support and public sympathy.  (Hear, hear.) 'I never
‘recollect within my experience of the last 25 or 30 years of public life when
the Government of India has had less credit with people or has inspired less
confidencs than it has during the last three years. With regard to the
appointment of the Simon Commission I hope the British will not say that
they took that step in a fit of absent-mindedness —a phrase, which is very
common to British bistorians when they deal with {ndia. Lord Jrwin and
Lord Birkenhead decided to take that step most deliberately with their eyes
open, after receiving warnings from the best friends of Government. If
they received advice to the contrary from high-placed Indiaus occupying
official positions or occupying eminent positions in non-official life, then they
have got to blame those Indians, not us who gave them a friendly warning
at that time, [ wonder whether it occurs to them now after the deteriora-
‘tion that has gone on in the situation that they were mistaken. They
have not the courage to admit it and very few Goverments bave got the
‘courage to admit their mistakes. That is how the situation has gone on
deteriorating in the country and'in the Government during the last 7 or 8
years. Meanwhile political feeling and political sentiment in the country
“have gone on devéloping from year to year. I do not think it is discreditable
to any political party, be it an extremist party or be it a moderate party,
to say of it thar it has to take stock of the surrounding circumstances to-
-adjust its views to the new situation which arises from year to year. It is

of the essence of a living political organism that it must change from year-
to year, from time to time as the situation and as the occasion requires.

-Well, you find the extreme political thought represented in this country by

the Congress. You find.a more reasonable—I do not use that phrase in any

offensive sense—frame ot mind represented by a backward party such as that

to which I have the honour to belong. DBut what is it that you find ¢ If

you carefully analyse the nosition this backward party got itself committed

's0 far back in 1921, and I believe in this very hall under the presidency of

Dewan Dahadur Govindaraghava Aiyer, to the scheme of dominion status.

That was in 1921. The Liberal Party, therelore, definitely committed itself

to the idea of dominion status in the year 1921. The Liberal Party was.

then a party strongly represented in Provincial Councils and in the Central

Legislature. [n the year 1923, as a result of the geuneral elections, the

Liberal Party was almost wiped out and the Swarajists went into the Councils.

Towards the end of 1923 I happened to be in England. Many English states-

men spoke to me about the situation in India and [ was® asked at that time

to contribute an article to the Contemporary Review. I gave a forecast of the
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situation. I had not the least doubt in my mind in the year 1923 that the ye-
‘sultof the general elections would e that the Liberal Party would be more on
less wiped out and that its vppouneuts would come into political power. It did
‘not take many months before my forecast turned out to be true. ‘There were
some retired Governors and one retired Viceroy who asked me the reason
why [ thought like that. That was the time when Mi. viontagu himself
was alive, 1 told them fraukly, not one or two but several Englishmen in
England, that if the Liberal Party was going out of the Councils it was because
of the policy of the Indin Office. [ said to them that during the last year
and a half the India Oflice had so considerably changed, the whole position of
the Government of India had so cousiderably changed. that there was abso-
lutely no chance for the Liberal Party to retain its position in the country. |
-do blame and most deliberately cast the bl ume on the Government and I do
say that it is due to the action of the Government, that it is due to their
refusal to listen t» the advice of their friends who were prepared to work the
-<constitution in the spirit in which it should have been worked, that so much
extremism has grown in this country and I think the time has come that the
Government should recognise that it is beyond their power to deal with
-extremism by a merely repressive policy or by merely repressive legislation.

Well, gentlemen, one other incident to which I will invite your atten-
tion is a famous resolution which was moved in the Legislative Assembly
in the year 1924 by no less a person than Pandit Motilal Nehru. That re
solution is known wm cur popular language as the resolution of the national:
demand. Now I have been at pains comparing the terms of that resolution
with the resolutions of the Liberal Party and I do say in no spirit of party
triumph that in the year 1924, whea Pandit Motilal Nehru moved that re-
solution in the Legislative Assembly, he expressed not only the sentiments
of his party but the sentiments of the Liberals outside as well. (Applause.)
It was a perfectly moderate and a perfectly reasonable resolution. But the
strongest possible opposition was put up by the Government to that resolution
through its Home Member at that time and a very subtle distinction was
sought to be made between dominion status and respousible goverment. It
was said plainly by ir Malcolm Hailey, the present Governor of these
provinces, that Parliament had never promised -India cominion status and
that all that Parliament promised was responsible government. We have
attempted to meet that position in the Nehru Committee Report and I
venture to sabmit with contidence that if British statesmen come to study
their own declarations during the last seven or eight years and the declara~
tions of the highest personages in the British Empire, they will find that
so far as Varliament is concerned, so far us Dritish statesmanship is concern~

" ed, it stands itself committed to dominion status for India.

Therefore, it did come to me and it did come to many of us as a sur

prise When in the year 1924 or early in 1925 Lord Birkenhead made a
famous speech in which he threw out a clhallenge to India and said that if
{ndians had any clear notions about their future, they ought to define what
they meant esactly by Swaraj. Lord Birkenhead at that time thouglt that
the position in the country was so hopeless, that Indians were so hopelessly
.divided from each other, that there was no chance of any agreement when
they came to clear their ideas as to What Swarajmeant. Lregret to have
to say that none of the political parties took that challenge very seriously

‘at that time becanse I feel sure that if the challenge had been taken up at
that time somewhat seriously and if the various political parties bad met in

1925 or 1926 as they did meat in this year, probably the situation might have

beendifterent. To that extent L am prepared to take the blame on our shoullers.

But the fact remains that we did take up the challenge. We did take it when

a strong challenge was offered to Indian nationalism, wben a deliberate and

caleulated insult—I can use no other language—was offered to India, though

geveral excuses have been made about it by persons in high and eminent

positions. That insult offered was when the Simon Commission was appointed.

1% bas been said that the Simon Commission was appointed as it has been ap-

pointed, because Lord Birkenhead and his advisers thought that no Indians

were available who could be taken to represent the general Indian view.
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No Hindu could be taken into the Commission who could he taken to be
absolutely impartial, fair or just, and no Muhammedan could be taken into
the Commission who could be similarly described to be absolutely just, fair
or impartial, and therefore it Was that they decided to appoint a Commission
consisting exclusively of Europeans and not consisting at all of any Indians.
Well, this view was put before some of usin England by some very dis.
tinguished statesmen and also by some very distinguishéd people in India.
We contested that view. Very well, our view did not prevail and there was
no option left to us as self-respecting men but to accept that challenge.
Speaking for myself, [ do not attach so much importance at all to the cam-
paign of boycott as it has gone on during the last several months as to the
constructive side of our work, If all that we had done by way of accepting
that challenge was to boycott that Commission, frankly speaking, I should
not have been very happy. But I do maintain that we have every reason to

feel happy that we decided not only to boycott the Simon Commission but.

forward a constructive scheme to the best of our ability.

Therefore, 1 do say that it was a happy idea of some of the leaders of
the Congress to invite the All Parties Conference and then to appoint a
committee to draw up a scheme. I now wish to speak in the fewest pos-
sible words of the scheme in the preparation of which I took a humble part
under the leadership of Pandit Motilal Nehru. There can be no denying the
fact that the proposals put forward there on the basis of dominion status have
carried with them the largest amount of agreement in the couuntry. To my
mind, therefore, the idea of dominion status has cleared the air toa very
great extent. It is no longer open to our bostile critics like Lord Birkenhead
who, be it said to his discredit, having retired from the India Office, is now

devoting his time to a persistent campaign of vilification of India in the

columns of the British press to say that Indians have not defined their
idea of Swaraj. We have recorded most solemnly in our report what we

mean by Swaraj, and that report has been considered nearly on every political
and public platform.

Therefore, S0 far as the Liberal Party is concerned, so far as several
other political parties are concerned, it may be said without any fear of con-
tradiction that the idea of dominion status is an accepted idea. 1 am perfectly
well aware that there is growing up in this country a school of thought which
is not prepared to accept dominion status but which is urging the idea of
independence, NowJlet me make the position of our party absolutely clear.
When we, the Liberals, and when many of the politicians” generally talk of
-dominion status, we use that phrase without any equivocation, without any
ambiguity, without any mental reservation. We mean by dominion status
nothing more and at the same time notbing less 1han dominion status.
(Hear, hear.) That is our idea of dominion status, and if there is a school of
independence growing in this country I can quite understand the psychology
behind it. But the responsibility for that cannot be taken by us. The res-
ponsibility must ‘be taken by a government whose last refuge is stagnation.
(Hear, hear.) They are the people who are responsible for the growth of
this idea and they must be prepared to take the responsibility for it and not
we politicians Who do not belong to the independence school.

Speaking for myself, I say that the situation in the country is by no
means a happy one and by no means an easy one. It is open to the Govern-
.ment, it is open to their advisers, it is open to their informers to bold the
view that the 20,000 or the 25,000 men who have assembled in Calcutta and
the few hundreds who have assembled liere represent only themselves, that
they do not represent the 315 million men inside the country and that the
sentiments, the feelings and the aspirations of the 315 million men of India
are represented by men like Sir Michael O’Dwyer, Sir Reginald Craddock and
‘may I'add—Sir James Meston, or Lord Meston as he now is. (Shame, shame.)
It they:der.lve any solace from a view like that, they are quite welcome to
entertain it. Most Governments are unwilling to’ face - realities, most
Governments are unwilling to understand the mentality of an alien people,
-and 1am not atall surprised .that the British Government in India at the
‘present moment—living as it does in a state of isolation, cut off as it is from
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allavenues of independent information, thriving as it does upon the support
of those men who start a country league here or another league there, who are
prepared to say ‘yes' to,evvery_thing that comes from them should be unwilling
and should be unable to take a correct measure of the situation. (Hear, bear.)
We are not accustomed to the language of threat and I would heg of you
not to take the last portion of our resolution in the npature of a threat.
But I do say it is-up to us to warn and we Shall be wanting in our duty
to the country and to the Government if we did not even at this stage
venture t. givea warning to the Government. We say that further delay
and postponement is fraught with danger tothe mutual relations of India
and England. I say so'deliberately because one thing whick was obvious to
my mind when I attended the Convention was that among the large surging
crowds of young men and old men in Calcutta assembled there, there was a
distinct and unmistakable cleavage between the older politicians and thie
younger generation of politicians in India. The young men with all the
enthusiasm of their yonth, with all the idealism which it is their privilege
to entertain and to cherish, are thinking on different lines and even leaders
of the distinction of Pandit Motilal ‘Nehru—and may I respectfully add,
Mahatma Gandhi—are finding it difficult ‘at the present moment to have
their word accepted by their own followingas they used to a few years ago.
Now 1 say all honour to those leaders who are fighting for their own ideas in
their own following in the hope and the belief that they are leading their
following to the true goal, but if even their position is going to be Weakened
it will again be a repetition of the story of the Liberals being extinguished
by the Government. That is really the position at the present moment.
Now, gentlemen, having revidwéd the situition, I will just ask you to
donisider 'what exactly it is ‘that We 'meéah by doininion status and I'wish to
meet the criticism ‘of 'some of my Indidn friends. It is said that
the domiinion status idea is a very'low idea, that it is not an'idea which can
arouse any enthisiasm among the younger generation, and that dominion
statiis will keep us under the heels 6f England. I repudiate that idea very
strongly. The idea of dominion status as it is, as it has grown and as it is
growing in the self-governing dominions is'a dynamic idea. 1t has changed
from generation to generation, it haschanged in every decade. Every Imperial
Conference that has met in England has made a contribution to the growth
and the development of theidea of dominion status, until you find the Imperial
Conference of 1926 meeting in London and coming to some ccnclusions which
rive the self-governing dominions even the liberty to separate themselves,
if they like, from England. (Hear, hear.) You could not have a larger and
broader idea of dominion status. Well, if the dominions have not separated-
if the dominions are not going to separate, and if the dominions will not sepa-
rate from England, it is because they feel that in their own bomes they
are absolute masters. They can shape their own policy, they can pass their
own laws and they can have their own tariffs. It is becaunse they feel that
they occupy a position- of perfect equality with England, that they are in
truth and in fact equal members of the British Commonwealth, that they
consider it desirable, that they consider it expedient, that they consider it
necessary to remain members of the British Commonwealth, And so long
as those relations continue to subsist between England and the selft-govern-
ing dominions I have not the least doubt in my mind that the dominions will
stand shoulder to shoulder with England. But it is said by our eritics that
the case of the self-governing dominions is absolutely different. The dom-
inions consist of the white people. They are descendants of the same
stock. Their religion is the same as of the Euglish people, whereas in the
case of India, where is the guarantee that if India gets dominion status, she
will not separate herself from England? My answer to this is this, It isan
argument of despair. It implies and it means that if these are the suspicions
which are being harboured by Knglish statesmen in England and in
India, then the talk of dominion status and responsible government
is nothing but a sham and delusion, and inasmuch as we cannot have a
common history, a common religion, common ties of blood, it follows
that all the declarations that have been made by English statesmen in be.
half of deminion status must be taken as mere paper declarations. The
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true fact is this. You may not grant dominion status to India but you can-
not prevent meu’s minds running on dangerous lices. They are already
running on dangerous lines.

You may deal with the situation strongly. I have not the slightest
doubt in my mind that England is in a positicn to deal with any critical
sizuation at the present moment in India by the force that she possesses.
But there is one thing which has got constantly to be put before our friends
in the Government hLere and in England. You can do everything with your
bayonets but youcan’t sit on them. (Hear, hear.) What men of my
generation bore in our younger days, wbat we are prepared to bear
even at the present moment, though our experience has blighted our
enthusiasm, 1 feel absolutely certain, the younger generation in India is not

prepared to bear or to suffer. (Hear, hear.) Herein lies, to my mind, the-

whole danger of the situation and it is absurd to think that these young men

whom we sometimes deride in our superior wisdom for their enthusiasm are-

isolated units. Each one of them, I say and [ maintain, and 1 give that
warning to the Government, is a centre round which so many lives turp,
is a radiating centre from which so much light and so much heat flows in
other directions. 'Therein lies the danger and I do maintain and I do
strongly hold that the situation even now is mot uncontrollable. The key
to the situation Hes and I say so very strougly, in the hands of the Viceroy.
If the Viceroy is going to entrench himself behind the advice that he
receives from men who are out of touch with the country, if he thinks that
he can carry on the admipistration of this country as his predecessors had
beeu carrying on for an unlimited time, then I do so say that he is living in
afool’s paradise. (Cheers).

Well, I honestly believe that prestige is a very good thing to cultivate.
Not only do the Government here care for their prestige but even political
parties do care for their prestige. But thereis a point beyond which you
carry this love of prestige at your own risk. I certainly think that there

is plenty of time for them to recover the lost ground, to retrieve the mistakes.

which they made last year. But,speaking frankly, 1 have not the least
hope that the Government of India, as it is at present constituted, will rise
equal to the occasion. T regret to have to say that. I canmot say what
might happen next year when the Simon Commission tenders its report. 1
do not know whether Sir John Simon is going to be another Lord Durham.
for India. T bave my own doubts and my own misgivings. Lord Durham
was made of different fibre. [ say so without meaning any disrespect to Sir
John Simon. I cannot expect that any Commissior or any body of British

statesmen can rise superior to their surroundings, and those surroundings-

have been of the most poisonous character. (Hear, hear.) I feel that for

the last two or three years the most venomous campaign of misrepresentation.

agaiust India has been carried on in the Anglo-Indian press here and in the-
English press in England, so much so that the average English voter has:
come to hold the opinion that the Indians are a great nuisance, that Indians
ought to be grateful for what England has dope and that they ought to have-
trust in the men on the spot.  These ar'e the views that have been spread in
England. I doubt, therefore, very much whether you can hope to get any--
thing out of this Simon Commission. What I do believe is that a very
much bigger gesture of staesmanship is needed to save the situation, and
not a mere gesture unfollowed by action. (Hear, hear.) It is said—ob,.
well, during the last eight years you have been given a system of government
in which you have had Indian members of the Lxecutive Council and Indian
Ministers, and they have been looking after your affairs. We know what
sort of Indian Ministere we have been getting in the past, and we know what
sort of Indian Ministers we have at the present moment. The other day
when I returned here from Calcutta I read in the columns of the Leader a
memorandum sent by the local Government, to which I regret to have to say
I find my f}'lenc! t}xe_ Nawab of Chhatari has put his signature. (Shame,
g;h&me.) \'\' e]!, if it is possible for an Indian Executive Courcillor or Minister
In a constitution like this to put his signature to a document of that character,
then I venture to think that so far as the present constitution is concerned, it

LN
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stands discredited in the eyes of all Indians, irrespective of their party shib-
boleths. 1t seems to me, sir, that the time for half measuves is gone. It will
not do for you or for anybody ncw to talk in terms of dyarchy whether in the
Provincial Governments or whether in the Central Government. (Applause.}
What we are determined to achieve, and achieve in our own generation and
in our ¢wn time, as soon as possible without wasting any unnecessary time, is
responsible government at the centre and in the provinces and nothing less
than responsible government. (Hear, hear.) Unless the blighting influence
of Whitehall is removed from India, unless the Government of India becomes
an indepen dent Government of India, responsible to the people of India and
responsible to the legislature, and unless the local legislatures acquire a
similar amcunt of independence within their own sphere of action, no politi-
cal party is going to be satistied with half measures whether they are
intended to be introduced in the provinces, or whether they are intended to
be introduced at the centre. 'The time has come when we ought to press
and press strongly for nothing less than complete dominion statas for India.
(Hear, hear.)

I have been very often asked by my young friends in Calecuta and
elsewhere as to what are the sanctions behind us for enforcing our demand.
My answer is this. 1 radically differ from those who think that by forging
the standard type of sanctions which they have in view they can achieve any-
thing. I believe in one sanction and one sanction only and that is the united
will of the country. (Hear, hear). lf once we can remove the common mis-
anderstandings, if once we can show to the minorties and show to them most
unmistakbly that the minorities stand to gain everything and lose nothing
under a system of responsible government, if we can readjust our social
relations, if we can broaden our ideas of economic questions, if we can bring
about a general amount of ubanimity on vital national questions, I personally
think you will not require another sanction because 1 feel absolutely persuaded
on one point, and it is that the Englishman is such a practical-minded busi-
pess-like sort of man that when once he comes to know that India is indeed
-earnest about dominion status and responsible government he will not wait
for other sanctions, He will come to you and say—Now come to a
settlement,’ Therefore when my young friends talk of other sanctions I
always remind them that the very first sanction that has got to be forged
by us is the sanction of unity, the removal of those differences which have
disfigured our public life, the removal of those differences which have rent
our society into pieces and if any effort is made in bringing about that
harmony, in bringing about that cooperation between one section of Indian
society and another section, I venture to say not only on my humble behalf
but on behalf of my party that you will find the Liberals standing shoulder
to shoulder with every other party whatever may be its label in the country.
(Loud applause.)

Sir C. P. Ramaswami Aiyer.

Sir C. P. Ramaswami Iyer (Madras); Mr. President, Ladies and Gentle-
-men,—It is always a disadvantage to follow a speaker like Sir Tej Bahadur
Sapru. (Laughter.) I assure you that I had prepared very elaborate notes for
“the purpose of addressing myself to this topic of such vital importance,
but to my dismay as the speech of Sir Tej Bahadur proceeded from
sentence to sentence, from period to period, those notes subsided into my
~pocket. (Renewed laughter.) And so here I am standing before you,
defenceless and helpless. But the cause is great and I buckled myself to the
task. Friends, the resolution which I have the greatest pleasure in second-
ing contains two divisions. The first asserts unequivocally that we are
convinced that nothing other than dominien status, nothing less, no smaller
bargaining will suffice the needs of the hour. The second portion of the
vesolution warns the anthorities that they are blind to the essential features
-of a very grave and critical situation, that they do not realisc where they
-are going, that they are blind to the teachings of history and that more is
-expected of men who have the destinies of a great people in their charge.

Now as to the first part of the resolution, let me put hefore you what
is happening elsewhere. But before I do so, let me tell you at once that [
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do fot propose t3'speals otherwise than from the most practical point of view:
As in a very memorable address Pandit Motilal Nehru declared only the-
day before yesterday, ideals to be held aloft and- cherished and pursued aré
great things, but in the following out of those ideals,’ when stern, strenuous
and continuous’ attion becomes mnecessary, practical considerations must also-
ptevail. . I say with all humility but with sincere conviction that dominion
status is an intensely real and practical proposition (hear, hear), and
indeed there can be no other parctical proposition before the country—and

why? Why, because what is needed in a country is its status and its prosperi-
ty. In the case of an individual what matters most to him is his prestige and
his status. India’s status, India’s prestige demands that she should take a
place with the sister nations of the world on a level congruent to her.
tradition, her history and her work in the past and her indubitable work:
in the furture. (Hear, hear.) But that is idealism. There is much more:
behind that than mere idealism. What means a nation today ¢ In the

combative and competitive spirit which civilisation exhibits at the present
moment & nation means nothing more and nothing less than the resources.
material, intellectual and physical of the race. Is it possible to develop our
physical resources, to augment our moral heritage, to keep aloft the banner of
India flying, unless we have complete internal sovereignty? The answer can:
only be one and that is the answer We are giving. And why? Let me give

you an illustration. One wonld have thought that both England and Scoland
were both self-governing. That is our idea. But I assure you, ladies and
gentlemen, that Wwithin the last two years a movement has been gaining
ground in Scotland for the purpose of obtaining Home Rule for Scotland..
That litile country which has given its sovereigns to England, which is
supposed to rule the commerce and the trade of England and which is causing
loss to Calcutta because the jute trade of Bengal is in Dundee, Xcotland now

says: “This unionof England and Scotland is not to the advantage of
Scotland. Our trade, our commerce, our fiscal policy, suffer from being in
juxsa-position with the trade and commercial ideals of England. We want.
Home Ruie.” A party has been started to run the next elections in May-
for the purpose of Winning Home Rule for Scotland. And we say that if:
two countries born of the -same stock, nurtured in the same atmosphere,
nourished by the same faiths and beliefs, belonging to common traditions, can
feel that juxta-position in political unity is not perhaps as advantageous as
that federation of sister nations svhich goes by the term of the Commonwealth
of Nations, and if, therefore, they are attempting to reorganize the British:
polity so as to produce a commonwealth within Great Britain, we are not
asking too much when We make the same demand ourselves because is it to be-
gainsaid, can any observer of Indian conditions- deny that Indian commerce

has-to be treated individually suo moto with reference toits own conditions,
that Indian fiscal policy has.to be regulated with sole advertence to Indian

necds and Indian aspirations, that Indian representation in foreign countries .
charged with the mission of expanding Indian industry and.developing Indian

trade should be established, that Indian banking system should be elaborated
with regard solely to Indian prosperity? Can these things be doubted any’
longer ? 1 had the advantage of being present at one of the sessions in Geneva

of the League which dealt with international economic problems, which dealt-
in fact with the results of the deliberations of the Supreme Economic
Conference. Nation after nation came forward and gave detailed reasons,.
elaborating the history of their own efforts in order to make that nation

self-sufficient and aggressively self-sufficient amongst the comity of nations.
in respect of its trade, its manufactures, its fiscal policy and its banking

system. At the end of it, what was I asked? Every nation, after having
suffered from the horrors of tariff barrier walls, was today endeavouring

to break down thess- Walls and I was asked why it is that India

continues a protectionist policy today when every other country is.
seeking to get rid of that protectionist policy. :And it jfell to my lot to

explain to that gathering that for 50 or 60 years India had suffered a

system of ** exploitation ”~~I emphasized the word and liked to put it within'
inverted commas—and that we were only trying to rebuild a ruined fabric..
I pointed out, for instance, that it was for some time penal for a man in.
England to wear Indian silk and that it was a matter for heavy fines if a

94D
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-man was found wearing Indian material at a time when India could send her
material to other countries. I'rom our experience we have found that without
.an essential national bias and a national outlook we cannot reconstruct
-our national wealth and a bankr:pt nation, a poor nation, a starving nation,
cannot be a fit sister amongst the sisterhood of nations. It is that national
‘wealth and prosperity that we are seeking to build up and we are only
Jollowing the humble example of Scotland which is demanding Home
Rule. That is why we ask for dominion status.

But then you are told : * You are so divided into communities, your -
Hindus and Muhammedans will have nothing to do with each other and
-there are peculiar, social observances and social boycotts among them.” The
‘mover referred to Lord Durham. Those of us who have read Lord Durham’s
-speech remember that exactly the same conditions prevailed between the French
-ang the English in Canada as between the Hindus and the Muhammedans

- here. They would not go to the same house of worship. There were social
boycotts, there were almost tribal jealousies and local antagonisms. Unlike
others who are false prophets Lord Durham said: It is because they have
nothing better to do, it is because they have no greater tasks to perform, it is
because they have no greater joint obligations to fulfil, that they are fighting for
these little things. "Similarly | say, make the Hindus and the Muhammedans

" joint rulers of this kingdom. There may be a little disturbance here and
there and there is bound to be disequilibrium. No man is born into the
-world without the pangs of birth throes and a nation camnot be born
-without such pangs. DBut that moment over, every thing would be all
‘right and so it was in Canada. Why should history be completely disregard-
.ed and why should georgaphy alone be insisted upon? (Laughter and

. «cheers.)

Then we are told—but how can you think and dream of dominion
~ status 2 Do yowunderstand that dominion status means a self-reliant and
- self-sufficient nationality. Where is your army, where is your navy,
where is your aircraft and submarine equipment under the present
.conditions? Yes, I admit it is a very bafiling argument, a very able
.argument. But may we ask, what about Australia? Was it found
-necessary before giving self-government to Australia? Suppose Australia
is not safe from the predatory intentions—Ilet us say most hypothe-
“tically, most impossibly,—either of Japan or of America apd assume
for & moment that England stands aside. Can Australia defend herself?
“The argument is that England should stand aside when India is being
; attacked by somebody from the north, east, or west and then we can’t with
. satyagraha weet those people. You must have your army and navy and
as you have not got it, therefore you can’t get dominion status. Let the
same argument be applied to Australia. How many minutes will it take
.for Australia to be overrun if England stands aside¢ If it is so today when
_Australia has really built up her own navy, what was it when Australia
-was given dominion status? These agruments ars merely pretexts to refuse
-~our demand. : :

The Liberal Party stand for dominion status because for one thing it
Dias been the consistent and constant demand of this party and of all sensible
thinking men for over 50 or 60 years. Why? Decause Indians are
-essentially practical idealists. 'They realise that in this world absolute
independence can no Jonger exist and that there is no country in the world
-which is either fiscally or economically or otherwise independent of other
-countries. Nations imagine it is impracticable to stand aloof from one
.another and groups of people and leagues of nations are coming into existence
and sooner or later that will be the order of the day. 'The British Com=
monwealth itself is a miniature league of nations, of people banded together
for common purposes, and banded together because each isolated unit would
not easily develop and spontaneously evolve as they would if they were
joined together for common purposes. It is thatideal which India has
“always pursued. Not many days ago in Calcutta there was placed in my
hands a very small pamphlet published by Acharya Roy, containing the
-views of that great 'man, Kristodas Pal, uttered in 1874. This idea of
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dominion status was really adumbrated not in 1834 or 1835 or 1905 or 1906
but in 1874 by Babu Kristodas Pal. What does hesay? “Our attention
should, therefore, be directed to Home Rule for India, to the introduction

-of a constitutional government for India in India. If Canada could have a
patliament, if such small and little advanced colonies as Prince Edward
Island, Newfoundland, New Zeland could have councils and governments of
:their own, surely British India has a fair claim to a similar representa-
tion. Home Rule for India ought to be our cry and it ought to be based npon
the same constitutional basis that is recognised in the colonies.” From 1374
therefore, the same demand bas been made. WWhy is that demand reiterated

-to-day ? Because, as Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru justly observed, we Liberals
believe that there is nothing to lose but a great deal to gain by being Wwithin
the British Commonwealth of Nations.

True it is that Great Britain has no imagination; trae it is that they have
not awakened to the realities of the situation, true it is that they are always
late in giving and not always generous in giving anything. But nevertheless
it is well to be banded together in that union which is of very great promise
.and perhaps the greatest promise to-day in the history of constitutional experi-
ments. Well, that is the offer, the demand that is made by us. The second
part of the resolution says that the demand is made by thinking India io a
spirit of spontaneous good-will. We believe that if only we can prove that we
make the demand unitedly, Great Britain would be too shrewd not to accede
to that demand. When all is said and done, take it from me that sanctions
such as are constantly invoked would do much less to bring about that result
than the union of which Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru spoke. It is easy to meet
-sanction by counter-sanction. It is easy to meetisolated acts of impatience
by acts of repression and easy to get into a backwater. But it is difficult,
nay, it is impossible for anybody to resist our demand if only the Hindu and
the Muhammedan, the Brahmin and the non-Brahmin, the Liberal and the
Home Rulerand the Congressman should unite and say—Ilet us have dominion
-status, we will take nothing less, we will give you no peace and rest until we
_get it, (Hear, hear.) Government knows that and Governmeut counts upon
our not realising that. Let us, therefore, work so as to make our dream a
a reality. If we really feel strongly, we shall achieve dominion status. As
Dr. Besant has more than once said, if we are in earnest everything will be
-easy. The question is, are we in earnest ? If we are, this resolution is an
-attempt to translate that earnestaess into action. (Loud applause.)

The hon. Mr. G. A. Natesan.

The hon. Rao Babadur G.A. Natesan (Madras): Mr. President, Ladies and
Gentlemen,—If you really believe that my friend Sir C. P. Ramaswami Aiyer
suffered anykind of disability in following Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru, I ask you to
-give me honestly your genuine sympathy in the very difficult position and predi-

-cament in Which { am because [ am to speak upon aresolution of this importance
" after Sir Tej Bahadur Sapruand 8ir C. P. Ramaswami Aiyer have spoken. The
“resolution, as you have already read and as you must have understood by this
time from the very clear, concise and cogent speeches delivered by the
preceding speakers, asks in the name of the Liberal Party that wetwant full
responsible government as it obtains in the domirions and in the colonies, the
-essence of which i that the executive must be respousible to the legis-
lature and the legislature responsible only to the people of this country and to
no outside authority. We want in short to be in our country What a
Canadian is in his country, what an Australian is in his country and What
every colonial is in his country. e want to be masters in our own house-
hold. 'We want to shape our policies and govern our country, unhampered
and unrestricted by any other extraneous considerations. This is what the
resolution demands and this is all that we demand in the pame of the
self-respect and the honour of our country. We sometimes think in moments
~of pride and perhaps ill-considered ebullition of spirit how proud India is
when some of our best men like the Right Honourable V. 8. Srinivasa
~Sastri, Sir Tej Dahadur Sapru, Sir C. P. Ramaswami lyer and others
represent us in the League of Nations and in the great Imperial Conference.
-Some others too in humbler positions have gone to other countries and spoken
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on behalf of India. DBut I tell you, you cannot possibly feel: the humiliation
of the very unfair political status which the tallest of our countrymien occupy
when they leave tlie country and when they particularly have to visit and
deliberate amongst the representatives of the various parts of the British
Commonwealth, all else enjoying self-government, all else enjoying respon-
sible governmeut and India aloue without it. I hope I am not exaggerating
the situation when I say that you feel the hall mark of political inferiority all
the more keenly when you leave India and when you are taking part in. deli-
berations in other parts of the DBritish- Commonwealth. 1 feel this and
others iho bave gone to some of these countries have realised this most
painfully and keenly. In the dominions and in the colonies, particularly
our own countrymen have no status. In some parts they are treated
as inferior beings and they are subjected to humiliations and insults, and
all this is due to the fact that we are not a self-governing nation. Never
before more keenly did I realise this than wlien day after day, for over a
month in' Canada when the Empire Parliamentary Association was holding
its deliberations. Speaker after speaker coming from various parts of the
British dominions and the colonies talked every day about the problem of
migration within the Empire and the' marketing of Empire goods, and I
realised what little place India had in this great Empire. The Britisher got
up day after day and said: Please take more of our countrymen in the
various parts of the dominions of our- Empire, and also more of our goods,
I was a witness tothis. day after day, when England said: [ shall send
more and more thonsands of my young boys to your countries and colonies.
T was listening to this in the Dominion of Ganada and in the presence of repre--
sentatives from various other parts of the British Commonwealth. When
our own people are not allowed to enter tliat and when our peole who have
already settled there are not allowed to pass- their lives in peace and enjoy
the elementary rights of British citizenship, I ask you whether a self-respect-
ing nation can continue in the present state of things and whether, therefore,
it is not high time that we ask to be placed in a position of equality with the:
other members-of the British Commonwealth: 1f you reflect for a moment
on the various parts- of the British Empire you will find that India is the-
largest, rich in numbers. We are proud of our history, we are proud "of
our civilization, and we are prouder still of the fact that for thousands of years
conqueror after conqueror has done us damage in many ways, and with all
that we have preserved the unique character of our civilization, But our
position today is one of inferiority and I really think that if we are to make-
any headway among other nations, we cannot possibly suffer this situation
any longer. Our distinguished leader Sir-Tej Bahadur Sapru said that the
second part of the resolution should not be taken as a threat. 1 would.
go further and say that if anyone has paid attention to the real difficulty
- of the situation in India, he would find that the truth lies in the fact that
of late we have a large and considerable number of our people who have lost
faith in the bonafides of British rule. I am not making this statement at
random. I will only cite as my authority such a brilliant writer as Sir
Valentine Chirol who has said so in more than one of his publications. If
this feeling of want of distrust in British rule and DBritish statesmanship-
is to be removed, I think proof should be given and the only proof which
Great Britain can give to us in this direction is the granting of self.-
government.

I quite recognize we cannot get self-government unless we have unity
and I think, therefore, that whatever our differences it should be our endea-
vour to make them up. Andif we can present, as Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru
rightly remarked, a united front we can be sure that more than all sanctions
unity of all castes and creeds will put us on a better footing to achieve the
object we have in view. To our rulers I would ovly say this : for God’s sake, .
do not convert India into another Ireland, and to the Christian statesmen
who guide our destinies I say in all seriousness and I appeal to them—jyou
should when the time comes be able to say, * We came not to destroy but .
to build.” (Applause.)
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Rao. Bahadur R. V. Mahajani.

‘Rao 'Babadur ‘R, V. Mahajani (Berar): 'Mr. President, Ladies and’
Gentlemen,—After so many:distinguished leaders have spoken on this resolu.-

tion I have to say very little and I consider myself fortunate in having
an opportunity to come after them. In brief I may say that when we are
discussing this resolution, 1 am reminded of a rich man whose agent does
"not, really speaking, do anything to carry out the intentions of the master,
Although the Royal Proclamation may have said- one thing and although
the Imperial Conference may also say another thing, still the Indian bureau-
cracy would try to- pass commentaries on what they say and would try to
2o back upon the declarations made even by the King, and it is; really due
to that that ‘we find - this spectacle of men like Sir Malcolm Hailey saying
that dominion status was never the ideal of Parliament for India. Even when
they are prepared-te consider that India should baveself-goverment, they try
to say that dominion status is the highest goal and that India could never

“expect to realise it. - What I say is that this really is not proper for them to - '

“do. In view of the fact that India is given a place in the League of Nations -

and in the Imperial Conference, it does not behove the British Government
to say that dominion status should mot be its ideal. - Our distingushed
leader, Sir Tej Babadur Sapru, has taken you over the whole historical

“retrospect about -this situation and has explained to you how there has been.

a set back since then. Unlessthe: British Government try to - retrace their

“steps and unless ‘they grant us this ideal immediately, and they sub--
stitute the present form of ‘government by the one suggested in the resolu~-

tion, we as Liberals give a'warning to the Government that thezre is another
school rising which will prove even worse for them. We, therefore, ask
them to take care and to see that this ideal is realised soon. Just as we have
to say to the Govenment that dominion statusis the only goal that is possible
ander the circumstances, we have also to say to the younger generation.—
“Please don’t get impatieut but look to the practical side of things
and look to the advice which is given by our distinguished leaders like Sir
Tej Babadur Sapru.” 1f we get dominion status we really get what we want.

- In support of this resolution I Will read only a small passage from Sir Siva..

swamy Aiyer's recent book ¢ “Equality of status was declared to be the root
principle governing inter-imperial relations. With regard to the conduct

of foreign policy it was recognised that though the major portion of respon--

sibility must for some time continue to rest With the Imperial Government
and though practically all the dominions are engaged to some extent in
the -conduct of foreign relations, particularly with foreign countries on
their borders, the governing consideration underlying all discussions of
~the problem must be-that neither Great DBritain nor thie Dominions could

be committed to the acceptance of active obligations except with the definite.

- assent of their owvn Governments. It will thus be scen that the status of
a self-governing dominion within the British Empire is as high as can be
wished for by the most ardent patriot, and that it offers the fullest scops

~and security for the realisation of national aspirations, while it carries with
it all the great advantages of partnership in the most powerful empire in
the world.” '

I further submit that unless this dominion status becomes actually a
fact we can never find time and opportunity to look to the social organisation,
social uplift and uplift i other directions which is very badly wanted in our
present conditions. (Applause.)

- Mr. D. G. Dalvi.

Mr. D. G. Dalvi (Bombay): Mr, President, Ladies and Gentlemen,—]
should have thought that in a meeting of Liberals many speakers were not
needed to commend to you the ideal of dominion status. Sir Uej Bahadur

‘Sapru and those who have followed him lave pointed out the various
stages through which this idea of dominion status has passed until this
day. ~Standing as Tdo in this hall, T cannot help being reminded of the
meeting of the Convention committee of 1908 when this very issue of
dominion home rule versus independence was discussed in this hall for three.
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fong days after the break-up of the Surat Congress, and 1 see it before my
eyes now how those of us who were in the conference and many of those
who are in the Congress deliberated for three days here together and
came to the conclusion that for the Congress of that time as well as for the
-conference of that year the ideal of duminion status should be the ideal
to be placed before the country. Now 20 years hence that same issue
has come to the front and Whereas in 1908 we were the dominant party
in the Congress, today weare out of it. I am glad to find that, coming as
I do from Caleutta, the same decision that was arrived at in this hall in
1908 was arrived at in the pandal of the Convention at Calcutta, (Hear,
hear.) Iam glad to find that this ideal has commended itself to the bulk
-of the country at the present day. In the Convention pandal 1 found that
.among an attendance of 1,500 persons the large bulk was still in favour
of dominion status, and I warn the Government to realise that before it
is too late and to see that this large body of solid opinion that is in favour
of this ideal is kept on their side by taking suitable and early action in
terms of our resolution, (Hear, hear.) because at present we are faced with
two schools of opponents. One is the school of the bureaucracy represented
by Sir Malcolm Hailey who,  speaking as the Home Member of the Govern-
ment of India, tried to draw a distinction between dominion status and
responsible government. Now I should like to ask that ex-Home Member
again today whether it is possible to have full responsible government
without dominion status. What does full responsible government mean? 1f
the - provinces are not autonomous, if the central Govenment is not given full
powers and if the control of affairs is left in the India Office and in the
‘British Parliament, how is responsible government to be carried outin all
its implications ? 'The logical counclusion of full responsible government is
“that India must be given full dominion status.

I just told you that in 1908 what was implicit up to that time was
-made explicit in the creed of the Congress as we framed in this very hall.
Since then we have passed through three stages of reforms. First came
‘the Minto-Morley reforms, and as Sir Tej Babadur Sapru has told you they
-did not recognise that ideal at all. Lord Morley in his speech said at the
time that he was not giving India any parliamentary institutions. But
the experience of a very few years was sufficient to satisfy the country
-and the Government also that without implementing that ideal to a certain
~extent there could be no real progress, and hence came the Montagu-
Chelmsford reforms. If my memory serves me right, when the Montagu-
-Chelmsford scheme was brought to the notice of Lord Morley, he said: I
see the delineations of my scheme in these reforms.” All I am pointing
out is that the trend of British thought since 1908 Was to make progress
towards dominion status. Mr. Montagusaid: ¢ I have given you dominion
-status and a scheme to work up to thatstatus.° Now we have experience
-of that scheme for eight years and it is not necessary for me to further
-explain that position except to ask youto read the minority report of the
Muoddiman Committee in which the five years’ work of the reforms has
been so ably argued by abody of four eminent gentlemen, almost all of
‘whom belong to the Liberal Party. Therefore, a case has been made
-out for advance up tn the stage of {ull responsible government and dominion
status in that valuable document. But apart from the arguments there,
it s very easy to understand why it is that any further progress of a
-satisfactory character is not possible without full dominion home rule. Take
a few instances. In Bombay we had recently the Universities Act. We
want educational progress and our experience has been that with the
present political sy-tem we could not get that cultural advance which we
have a right to expect. Then take the case of economic progress. We
have Mr. Haji’s Bill before us and what little advance is sought to be made
in the economic direction, namely, shipping, is being denied to us by the
-Government. Then take social advance. We have Mr. Sarda’s Marriage
Bill before the country. The Government of India should have welcomed
that Bill as a very reasonable Bill. DBut they have appointed a committee
to consider the question of the age of consent and God knows if the
official bloc would not ultimately vote against Mr. SarJa’s Bill. I am only
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-mentioning these few instances to point out that unless we have full
‘responsible government, iti$ not possible to make any real advance in any
.direction whatever. 1 don’t think it is necessary to argue the case for
~dominion status any further. So far about the first school of opponents.

There is a second school of opponents who call themselves the advocates
of independence. I do not wish to deal with that school here except to
-say that at present that school is like a small cloud rising on the horizon
and if notice is not taken of that school betimes and if advantage is not
taken of the majority in the country who passed the resolution for dominion
status in the Calcutta Convention, 1 am afraid the last warning given in
the last sentence of the resolution will prove to have had a great significance
of its own. Without any more words [ commend this resolution for your
-acceptance. (Applause.)

PANDIT GOPINATH KUNZRU.

Pandit Gopinath Kunzru, supporting the resolution in Hindi, said that
when a demand for self-government was made it was argued that India
-was not yet fit for it as she had reither an army nor unity, between different
. commanities, Mr. Kunzru’s reply to such an argument was that formerly
in lurope too there were no armies and men were trained for field service
in a very short time as need for such men arose. An army could be
prepared, therefore, at any time and communal quarrels would not last
long. The argument in question against [ndia’s fitness for self-government
was, therefore, an argument with no substance. If, Mr. Kunzru said,
there was no third party, for whom would the Muslims quarrel?  The
disputes in legislatures arose only because Muslims wanted to vcte for the
~Government. T'nerefore, if Indians had their own Government there would
be no quarrels and every thing would be settled in no time.

Concluding, Mr. Gopi Nath Kunzru, said that he was surprised to

‘hear even some Judians say that they were not fit for self-government. It

was the result of the state of constant slavery that they had lost contidence in

their own capacity. His advice to the people was that they should have confi-

~dence in their own capacity and should show some courage and then. every-
thing would be well automatically.

BABU RADHA MOHAN.

Babu Radha Mohan also supported the resolution in Hindi. He said

~that Indians were not trusted in the constitution of the Simon Commission
How long could an administration, the speaker asserted, last if the trustees
-did not put any confidence in the beneficiaries? Such a system, therefore,
stood self-condemned. Therefore from the action of the British administra-

tors themselves, the conclusion that followed was that the present conditions

-lid need & change. The question would then arise, Mr. Radha Mohan
continued, that if they were not successful in attaining the end what

-further steps should be taken to continue the struggle? In that connection
he wished to say that it would be a mistake to think that they were

offering any threat. = The policy of the Liberals was to proceed on

-constitutional lines. DBut they wished to warn the Government that the
excitement prevailing among the younger generation was very high and a

time might soon come when the situation might get out of control.

The resolution was then put up and carried nem con.

NEHRU COMMITTEE REPORT AND THE PROBLEM OF MINORITIES.

Sir Deva Prasad Sarvadhikari.
Sir Deva Prasad Sarvadhikari : Mr. Dresident, Fellow-delegates,
Ladies and Gentlemen,—I beg to place before you for your acceptance the
“following resolution : —
(a) This Federation accords its general support to the report of
the Nehru Committee and the resolutions of the All-Parties
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Conference held at Lucknow, in particular with reference to-
the establishment of complete provineial autonomy without
second chambers and of full responsible government in the-
Government of India with all residuary powers.

(b) This Federation is further of opinion that if, in addition to or
in substitution of the recommendations of the Nehru Coms-
mittee, the settlement of the problem of minorities is possible
by agreement on'any other basis, such basis should be
accepted in the larger and more “abiding interests of the
‘country.

(¢) The Federation appoints a committee consisting of Sir Chiman.
lal Setalvad (Bombay) ; Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru (Alababad);
Sir C. P, Ramaswami Aiyer (Madras), and Babu Jitendra
Nath Basu (secretary,) to cooperate with the representatives
of other organizations for the settlement of communal ques-
tions.

This resolution appears to:me to be in legal parlance the residvary
claiise of our present ‘political testament and Icall it so, also because it
purports to deal with'residuary powers, I call it a residuary clause because
the major portion of the report has already been dealt with in connection
with the resolution on dominion status. 'In the resolution that is to follow,
namely, the fifth resolution, other reservations than those contained in this
resolution will be dealt with. Having said that I ask you to give once
again your general support to the Nehru Report and the recommendations
of the All-Parties Conference held at Lucknow. Ladies and gentlemen,
'last year the Liberal Federation did give general sapport in advance to the
ideals underlying the Nehru recommendations. The Nehru reccmmendations
were then not in existence, but the Liberal mind hed been made up and had
peen made clearly well-kiown. Now that the recommendations have been
formulated and that they have veceived the assent of the Lucknow Con-
ference—1 am sorry I'am not in a position to say that they have received
the assent of the All-Parties Convention at Caleutta because we are not
possessed of up-to-date information and knowledge—and on the whole 1 think
it may fairly be claimed that not only the Liberals but the majority of the
other communities and classes are in support of thuse recommendations.
That the Congress had brought this Convention into existence shows that
it is & great feature of the Congress activities for which we cannot be tco
‘grateful. That no dissent against the acceptance of dominion status by the
Convention had been recorded on behalf of the Congress, at least When we left
Calcutta, is also another satisfatory feature of the Congress session. Wkhat
" might happen in fufure is another matter. Whatever difterences of opinion
it may be possible to entertain with regard to minor matters hers and there,
it ‘would not be improper or unreasonable, foolhardy or presumptuous,’ to
claim that on the whole the politically-minded organisations of Tndia are
entirely in favour of those recommendations as a whole. There are, how-
‘ever, difterences of opinion here and there on compatratively minor matters
~and this resolution proposes to deal with those possibilities in an absolutely
statesmanlike way., Inthe first place, after giving general support this
resolution specialises in two matters upon which' public attention must he
concentrated as next in importance only to dominion status, namely, cow-
lete provincial autonomy——and mark the reservation—without second cham-
Bers, and also full responsible government in the central Government, with
residuary powers in that' Government so far as they are not delegated to
the proviucial governments themselves. These are thres propositions of the
utmost prime importance. Nothing short of provincial autonomy is our
insi~tence. Nothing short of responsible government in the central Govern-
ment is also our iosistence. ‘The residuary power which now resides in
Whitehall in the sacrosanct hands of the Sccretary of State, who has
abused them as much as powers could be abused, we demand, should be
distributed between the provincial Governments and the central Government.
Here in a nutshell is self-contained self-government. When Ilis Royal
Highness the Duke of Connaught, in opening the Central Legislature in.
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1921, ended his speech with a note of * Victory to Swaraj”, he could not
* have meant anything less, however much later statesmanship atteﬂmp’ted to
whittle down those Royal pronouncements conveyed under the King’s com-
mand to the Indian people  These, therefore, are the three outstanding
matters in the Nehru reccmmendations, short of dominion status, upon
which this Federation desires to lay special emphasis. \nd so far as they
go, the Convention in Calcutta has not said one word in derogation of the
position that this resolution seeks to take up.

In the second place, we cannot shut our eyes tothe differencesaad
difficulties about what are called the minor problems and also communal prob-
"lems. Those two matters are attempted to be dealt with in the second and
third parts of the resolution. Certain conclusions have been arrived at and
embodied in the Nehru Report, but some of them may be yet open to objec-
tion and not free from difficulties. Therefore, this Federation thinks it
wise, thinks it necessary, to provide machinery that will make it possible in
the year before us to arrive at and to accept such substitution and compro-
mise as may be necessary for the better effectuating of the Nehru recommend-
ations. 1herefore, the second part of the resolution asks you to aporove
that the settlement of the problem of minorities cught to be made possible
by agreement on any basis other than that which has been agreed, and if any
such basis is arrived at the Federation in advance gives its blessings and
approval tosuch a settlement because real statesmanship requires that we
should not live in Water-tight compartments, making it impossible for us to
make such a departure, such a deviation, and such a modification as may be
found necessary in the light of later considerations. Then there is the
supreme communal question regarding which we know that no settlement
has yet been arvived at. In fact, according to this morning’s telegrams,
the Muslim League has suspended its final deliberations suddenly and has
postponed them to some future date. The final aceeptance by our Muham-
medan friends of the Nehru recommendations either in their present form,
-or in such modified form as may be possible later on in agreem:ut with the
Hindu representatives, is necessary and in order to make such a settlement
possible the Federation thinks that a machinery ought to be provided in the
shape of a small committee. It is mentioned here in the resolution that this
-committee will have the power to arrive at such settlement as may be neces-
sary. These are the important outstanding matters to which it would not
be enough for this Federation 1o give mere general support but also to
suggest some definite course of action as was done last year and as is again
being done by this resolution this yeax.

It need not be reiterated that very critical times are hefore us When
momentous issues will be either settled or attempted to be settled one way

-or another, The Liberal Federation has always stood firm in its determina-.

tion for the attainment of dominion status The researches of Sir C, I
Ramaswami Aiyer take the demand for dominion status to the year 1874
instead of 1884 when the Congress started. Whether it was in 1884 or
still earlier in:1832 when Raja Ram Mohun Roy madehis political declaration
before the Dritish Parliament when the Reform Act was on the anvil, Indian
reformers and Indian nationalists, never mind when they were born, have
always been standing out for entire self-contained self-government whicl is
-only attainable by dominion status. All these things must stand together
and cannot be viewed from any detached or isolated position. W&ot ouly the
Liberal Federation but all the Liberals throughout the country have been
unanimously demanding dominion status and the time has now come for us
to reiterate.our demand and to provide for the machinery and the necessary
appliances by which it may be possible to carry out the Nehru recommenda-
tious. Sir Tej Bahadur Saprn has regretted that the challenge of Lord
Birkenhead, now in his economic-journalistic-financial isolation enjoying the
mischief that he has done, had not been taken up early. But is he so very
‘sure about it ? 'Was henota party to that Bill that Dr. Annie Besant
‘prepared at Delhi and later on presented to the Labour Party which adopted
it as its own. Political opinions grow and move and the provisions of that
Bill, which was an acceptance in advauce of Lord Birkenhead’s challenge,
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provided the essentials of what we' have agreed upon today. It will never
lie in the mouths of our political opponents to say that Indians are not able
to prepare, or are not willing to clarify their ideals and opinions about res.-
pousible government. If that was the ‘plea available to them it is a poor
claim and an utterly unsustainable excuse. Ideas are strengthening all round
and Sir Tej Bahadur asked whether the 20,000 in the Calcutta Congress
session and the few hundreds here ure to be treated as a negligible minority
in the country, not representing the wishes of our people. Would our
friends desire, would our friends like that the example of the 50,000 lab-
ourers that marched on the Congress pandal and captured it for their own.
purposes should .be followed by others and that a machinery should be
brought into existence for the purpose of extorting our demand from an
unwilling Government ? It is a consummation never to be devoutly wished
for. 1t is the Dirthright of our people to demand dominion status and
nothing less. I think the Government will be illadvised in not agreeing to-
the moderate demands that have been put forward in the Nehru Keport,
which we have great pleasure in endorsiug today. Public opinion is expand-
ing all round. Look at this platform. Look at all Liberal platforms. Ex--
members of Government, ex-Ministers, and even ex-police superintendents
are now coming into our ranks. What does it betoken9 It shows that
these friends of ours who have rightly shouldered the burden of office, who-
have seen the inward working of Government, who have seen the difficulty
of working the governmental machinery, insist when they come out of office-
upon their countrymen accepting their advice that the present machinery
must be changed and that the shackles of the Secretary of State must be-
thrown off.

That has been the war-cry of the Liberals from the very beginning,
right from the moment that nationalism was born. Look at Bankim Chander
Chatterji who was a deputy magistrate, before he became a celebrated
novelist in Bengali ; look at Ratanlal Banerji, the first of our national poets.
He was a'so a depuly magistrate, So also was Dhirendralal Roy and so-
also was Ravindra Chandra Sen. These men who were in the service of
Government are the men who have given a great lead to nationalism. So
also our ex-members of Government and ex-Ministers, having done all they
could to serve the country and the Government to the best of their lights,
lay down the burdens of their high oftice, come out and tell you that you
should take your stand firmly and demand not only a- change of mentality on
the part of our rulers but also a change of machinery, without which there-
can be no good future for our country.

All honour to the Congress of last year that it-accepted the motion for
a national convention Which has now functioned with great credit to itself
“and great credit to all the parties concerned,-including the Congress. We
Liberals have also contributed our share to the work of the Convention and
are met together in this serene atmosphere of Allahabad after the heat and
dust of Calcutta to deliberate ina quiet and calin mauner and to give our
determined and whole-hearted blessings and support to the Nehru Com-
mittee recommendations Before I conclude [ wish to emphasize that this
Tederation has a duty to discharge and that is to signify in an unequivecal
manner our sense of gratitude to the yeoman work of ¥ir Tej Bahadur-
Sapru and bis colleagues on the Nehru Committee. 1 ask you to carry
this resolution. (Applause.)

Mr. T. R. Venkatarama Sastri.

Mr. L. R. Venkatarama Sastri (Madras): Mr. Presideunt, brother and
sister members of the Federation, ladies and gentlemen,—I1 have great
leasure in seconding the proposition so ably moved by Sir Devaprasad
Sarbadbikari. You will remember that there are three very important
outstanding things requiring solution at our hands The first is to work
out our liberation from . external control. That has been dealt with by
the proposition which we have already passed, dqmundiu:. _dominiox_l self- -
government for India so that she might occupy in the British Empire the
same position that the colonies occupy at this moment and might occupy



(4 )

100

hereafter as years roll on. A second aspect of equal importance is our~

relation to Indian states—one of the: internal problems within the limits.

of India. That proposition comes up for consideration hereafter, 2ir.

C.P. Ramaswami Aiyer will deal with it and I hiave no desire to say anything:
apout it. The third matter is bow when we have achieved liberation from.
external control, we shall order our internal affairs. That is a matter that-
this proposition deals with.

The first matter dealt with in clause (@) of this resolution calls upon
us to give general support to the Nebru Report. We have taken up
dominion status as a matter of prime importance and dealt with it and
expressed our approval of the couclusions of the Nehru Report in the
third resolution that We have passed today, because We cannot go beyond
dominion status and we have expressed owrselves as not willing to accept.
anything less The support that we have to give to other parts of the
Nehru Report is not so imperative. As has already been explained to-
you more than once, the support of the Nehru Committee’s recommendations
does not mean that every part of it is acceptable to everybody. It must.
be recongnised that there may be here and there items with which you
don’t entirely agree. But you must at the same time recognise that the
particular item with which you may not be in agreement may be an item
ot importance to another person or to another group which has given its
assent to the Nehru Report on the strength of all the items hanging
together, so that you are called upon to give general support to the recom-
mendations contained in the Nehru Report. But we have chosen in this
first part of the resolution three particular matters, specially such recom--
mendations to which you attach a great deal of importance. 'The first one-
is complete provincial antonomy. All of you must have heard that there-
is an idea of having what is called provincial autonomy,. but which in
reality is not provincial autonomy. It is proposed to take away subjects:
from the provincial sphere. Otherwise you will have what iscalled provincial
~autonomy. You are supposed to exercise your powers Within the limits.
80 tixed and even then if you go beyond what might be considered to be
reasonable or proper by the powers that be, the central Government which
will be relieved from the control of even such legislatures as it now possesses-
will be able to rectify what in the exercise of your provincial autonomy
you may be advised is good for your province. Thatis the kind of provincial
autonomy that is now in the air, and this resolution asks you to accept
nothing less than true and complete provincial autonomy. (Hear, hear.)

The next matter that it addresses itself to is the question of second
chambers. [ kvow there may be a difference of opinion as to whether yow
require a second chamber in each province or not. I kuow that there
are provinces in Canada where there is a bicameral legislature. At the
same time, I may tell you that some provinces which had originally a
bicameral legislature have now gone to uni-cameral legislatures. 1t requires
no argument for you to realise that a second chamber is more often a hindrance
than a help to the transaction of business i a government. And we attach
a great deal of importance to there being no second chambers in the pro-
vinces because we don’t want to hamper our provincial activities by the
existence of a second chamber which might make it for a considerable:

time difficult for yoa to carry out any reform that you want with the help-
of a uni-cameral legislature.

The third point to which we attach great importance is that residuary-
powers should reside in the central Government and the central legislature.
There should be full responsible government in the Governmeut of India..
There is no need to lay stress ou it because we have already passed it when
we passed the dominion status resolution. What we really waunt in this
resolution is that the residuary powers should reside in the central Govern-.
ment and not in the provincial Governments. There are many matters.
in regard to Which the vesting -of residuary powers iu the Government
‘of India will be of great advantage. They are well-known ‘and [ don't
think it necessary for me to argue it, though I know that the Muslims.
demand that the residuary powers should' be vested in the provinces ang.
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not in the central Goverument. Very well, it is enough for me to say
this, that we attach great importance to the residuary powers being
vested in the central Government because it would admit of rectifying
many things and bringing the provinces into line with one another on
matters of great importance.

Ileave it at that and pass on to the second of the propositions involved
in this resolution in clanse (b). Gentlemen, the question for you is this.
The supreme need of the hour, you have been told, is unity. The only
sanction that at this moment you are guing to consider is that of a united
demand presented in the name of the whole country, all organisations standing
together shoulder to shoulder and mwarching on to their goal and presenting
their demands to the Government. Therefore, you must achieve umity in
as high a degree as possible, You know that the Nehru Report has already
secured afgreat volume of support all over the country in all the provinces.
Rui there is one group that has stood up as a group,—1 say, as a group,
because the Nehru Report has already been signed by the wost influential
members of the Muslim community, but zsa gronp the Maslims have not
accepted the Nehru Report entirely. They want certain safeguards. They
are apprehensive that in a self-governing India their position may not be
as secure as it s at the present moment, You and I may not agree, We
may tell them tihat their position in a self-governing India will be much
more strong than it is at present. Most of their leaders know it. But
the vast mass of the Muslim population either say, or it is said that
they say, that until ‘certain safe-guards are given to them they cannot
fall into line with other groups and march with them together to their
common goal. This demand on the part of Muslims has given rise to cer-
tain difficuities. In Bengal in the All-Parties Convention there were at least
four speakers presenting this ultimatam, If the Muslims accept the Nehra
Report just as we do all will be well. But if they make any further dcmands
aund you intend to deal with those demands so as to reopen the Neliru recom.
-mendations and give them anything that they demand, then we shall have
to withdraw our support to the Nehru Comittee’s Report and our position
will also have to be considered as the position of the minorities who require
protection. One group was represented by two speakers, who were Indian
Christians. 1 rather think that so far asthey were concerned, they were
only canvassing for unanimous support to the Nebra Committee and even if
you yielded to the Muslim demands to a certain extent they are not likely to
put forward a case of protection for themselves. The next group was represent.
ed by a speaker who wasa Sikh. He stated that the Nebru Report'is already
commuunal in its outlook in so far as it yielded to the demand of the Muslims
for a certain well-defined and fixed limit of representation to the Muslim
minorities. Thus, they bave deviated from the true priuciple of democratic
-equality, which ought to be accepted by a self-governing India. Each man
:should count for one and no more, and each group should count for its strength
inits proportion to the population of the country. You have departed from this
principle in the Nehru Report. But when you are reconsidering any part cf that
report, then we shall have to present our claim and you will have to_consider
what protection you will devise for our security in a future self-governing India
1 thought then and I hope 1 was right in thinking thac if ultimately it should
happeu that we had to consider the demands of the Muslims, the Sikhs will
not make a demand of the kind they threatened at the All Parties Convention
Hut would stick to their acceptance of the principle of demccratic equality.
" This morn‘r.g's telegram to which the mover referred says that a 1umber of
.Sikhs left the Convention in a body when their representations were not
‘heeded oy the Convention. "hat does indicate that it is probable that the
:8ikhs might iusist upon sotme guarantees for themselves. But as I stated,
.1 still hope that the threat which they have given to the All.Parties Conven.
-tion by walking out of it, they will not stick to.

At any rate, the committee which we propose to appoint under the
third head of this resolution will be able to persuade them that, realising
as they do the true democratic principle of equality, they will stick to
that principle even though they are unable to get the Muslims to accept that
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principle in connection with their community. It seems to me that in dealing
with the Muslim demands we have to remember, and I will remind those pre-
sent here and those outside, that life is often a choice of the second best, and
the sphere of politics in particular is one where very rarely we are able tostick
to our first best. We are left with nothing but a choice of the secoud best,
because the first best is not available. It would be very well that we should
present ourselves in united strength if we could all accept dominion status
for India, and march forth together without the smallest hesitancy in our
hearts ahout the pesition which we shall vecupy in a future self-governing
India. But if that is not possible, and apparently it is ot possible because
the Nehru Report has accepted a slight deviation from the democratic
principle, to that extent making a concession to .the Muslims, we
shall have to comsider the position. Further concessions are asked for
and very likely we shall lave to give them. Other smaller communities
also ask for guarantees and protection for themselves in a self-governing India
and, therefore, there will be great difficulty in achieving that unity We are
after in the degree in which we shall like to have it. As I say, the Muslims
are likely to stand out. There is no doubt about that, We shall have to deal
with their claims in a spirit of compromise and in a spirit which accepts the
second best when the first best is not available, and it is wnot, after all, a
matter of such vital principle that we should wreck the supreme need of the
hour, namely, unity. We must also recoguise that these make-shifts are
only temporary in their nature and in a future self-governing India, with the
experierce of years, these special guarantees and bargains are bound to
disappear. Therefore, I ask youto accept what is contained in paragraph
(6) of this proposition, that the democratic principle of equality may be given
up to a certain extent, if it becomes absolutely necessary. You must have
your eye on that unity which is uecessary for the immediate liberation of
India. If you remember the importance that you ought to attach to that unity
you don’t hesitate to give in here and there to the Muslim demands, or
-even if there be any demands from the Sikhs, remembering that it is, after
all, only a temporary phase of our political life of the future. Here
sitting in a group by ourselves, we shall not be able to carry on any
negotiations for the purpose of settling this question with the Muslims. It
will have to be done elsewhere, where all the parties of this country meet
in a convention, and for our part we suggest four members of our body, named
in the resolution, and we appoint them as a committee to cooperate with the
representatives of other organisations for the settlement of this commuual
question. It is hardly necessary for me to say anything about the persons
whom we bave appointed as our plenipotentiaries to settle the question in any
manner they consider it necessary in the larger interests of the country.
(Applause.)

- Rao Bhadur K. G. Damle.

Rao Bhadur K. G. Damle (Berar): The resolution which I have been
-asked to support isalready in your hands in black and white. 1t deals with
the necessity on behalf of our Liberal Federation to offer our general support
to what we know as the Nehrn Report. Everyone who hasread the report
very carefully will feel convinced that the illustrious authors of that report
have spared no pains to come to a final settlement of the most troublesome
questions that have been confronting our political work. 'The previous
history which has brought forth this report has been so very lucidly given
by Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru that it is no use now traversing the same
ground. Dominion status which forms the most important feature of the
Nebru recommendations lias beep, we must congratulate ourselves, accepted
by the whole country. [here are other matters next to that which are
al:0 in a way very important, though not so important as dominion status.
As a political party, it is the duty of the Liberal Party to offer tleir support
to certain outstanding aspects of the problems that are dealt with there,
nawely, provincial autonomy without second chambers, and full responsible
government in the Government of India with such residuary powers as are
not granted to the Provincial Governments, These are matters which are
50 obvious to us all that there is no necessity on my part to elaborate those
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points.: My learned predecessor has emphasized the nec_éssity of our giving-
support to these two broad aspects. The Nehru Report is an excellent docus-
ment. It is really a great achievement. It shows that the whole country is
now coming round to the view that we have been propounding from the time-
that our worthy predecessors, the illustrious organisers of . our : country’s
battle, formulated our needs. We are now coming to the common goal of
our national efforts, namely, Swaraj. That term Swaraj has now been
definitely identified with dominion status and we are deeply indebted to Sir-
Tej Bahadur Sapru for the excellent manner in which he has explained to-
us what that ideal means.  Now it is really my privilege—and I deem
it an honourable privilege—to support this resolution Which emhodies all
these principal aspects of the Nehru Report which we as the Liberal Party
supporb whole-heartedly. With a view to compose differences we are sefting
up & body of our members who by their non-communal inclinations are best
fitted to explore all possible avenues for the settlement of these -communal
differences, and the names proposeqd for this committes are the most suitable
names that we can think.of. With these observations, 1 recommend for:
your adoption:the resolution moved by my worthy friend. (Applause.)

Pandi@ Igbal Narayan Gurtu.

Pandit Igbal Narayan Gurtu (Benares): Mr. President, Ladies and
Gentlemen,—The resolution that we have passed previously laid special
emphasis on two points. One Was that what India wants now is dominion.
status of tle type of Canada, Australia, South Africa, Ireland and other
dominions, that nothing short of that status will ever satisfly our present
needs and demands. 'The second point that that resolution emphasised was
that there should be no tampering with that in the futwe constitution of
India that we expect at the next stage, that that should be the immediate-
constitution of India. Now, bearing these two facts in mind, we shall under--
stand the necessity better of the resolution under discussion. We say
unequivocally that we shall have nothing short of dominion status and that
too immediately. But there are still some very fundamental points left which
- it is necessary the Liberal Federation as a federation of an important party in -
India should clearly express its views on. The Nehru Committee has made a
solid contribution to our political thought this year and this is the first time-
that the Liberal Federation has met after the report has been issued. It is,
therefore, necesary that we should say something more beyond our general
support to that report. You will, therefore, find that on questions of
franchise, of residuary powers and so on, which are of a very fundamental
and vital character, although a country like India may have dominion status,.
like other countries, there are slight differences on those points, and there are
some special conditions also in India which have to be taken notice of with
regard to the relations between different communities and so on, and it is
with these important- problems “that the Nehru Report has so ably dealt
with. The first question, of course, in any constitution of vital importance-
is the question of franchise and you will notice that in this resolution nothing
bas been specifically mentivned about franchise. The reason is that the
question of franchise, as recommended by the Nehru Committee on which.
our distinguished leader, Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru, has worked with such
earnestness, enthusiasm and devotiou, has recommended adult suffrace. You
will notice that that is the pivot of the solution which the Nehru Committee
has offered of the communal question. Ow account of that recommendation you
will find that our Muhammedan friends in the Punjub and a good many
of them in Bengal have enthusiastically become supporters of the Nehra

leport, 'There are progressive groups among Muhammedans and other
minorities in other pravinces also who are enthusiastically supporting the
Nehru Report because of the recommendation of adult sufirage, so that the
franchise recommended in the Nehru Report has a peculiar importance of its

own under the present circumstances. The second point that is there in favour-
of adult suffrage which they have recommended is this. Onr critics especial--
ly the Anglo-Indian critics both berein India and in Great Dritain, are
never tired of saying that our demands at present are only aimed at getting
power into the hands of the educated community, which is after all a small
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minority. What they say is that all that we aretrying to dois to create & sort:
of oligarchy consisting of the intelligentsia of this country. Now the moment
you say that what ycu want is adult suffrage you at ouce shut the moutlhs of
your critics, (Hear, hear.) because by means of adult suffrage you allow every
man equal opportunities. It cannot be said that we have not taken the
interests of the masses into our view, or that we want to have the power
in our own hands, for after all the masters are the electors and not the
elected. So the question of adult franchise has a peculiar importance of
its own i India, not merely because in other constitutions especially after
the war adult suffrage has been introduced but also because of those con-.
siderations which I have placed before you.

Then there is the question of the depressed classes also. We have
been attacked on that point as well and it is said that you are doing
nothing for the depressed classes. Well, if you don’t have "adult suffrage.
what will happen ¢ Millions of people who belong to the depressed classes,
who are poor economically, backward in education and neglected hitherto
will be deprived of any chance of haviog a voice in the adminis-
tration of their own country. If you want to meet that criticism, as I feel
you must, then you have to come necessarily to the conclusion that the
only way you can effectively do it is by having a system of adult franchise. -

I know that on this point there is some difterence of opinion. - Yes~
terday our worthy President, in the weighty remarks that he made on this
question, expressed an opinion which is different from the opinion which I
am venturing to place before you this afternoon. The reason perhaps Wwhy
there are some people Who are agaiustiadult franchise is, as was expressed
by the President in nis presidential address, that it is rather premature under
our present conditions of political growth and development. I am trying to
place the whole question before you from an absolutely impersonal point
of view, where I understand people can legitimately hold different opinions
What we have to examine is the opinion and we have not got to criticise
any individual. Now it is generally believed that even in a country like
England. adult frachise was not introduced in the very beginning. In 1882,
it 1s said, the franchise in England was of a very limited character and
from that it is argued that if in England adult franchise was not granted in
1832 but long afterwards, how could it be done in India. Now if that be the
line of argument, there is another point which we have to consider. We find
that in England women were not allowed votes before 1918 and the votes that
they had .were of a very restricted character and that was altered
only last year. Are we to argue from that, because in the English constitu-
tion women have no votes, therefore women should have no votes_.in lndia
and it would be too premature to introduce it. I do not find any difference
of opinion in the.country on the question of woman suffrage. No body says
because in the English constitution women were not allowed to vote till now,
therefore in the Indian constitution women should have no votes. If that
be so, why should it be said that because in England adult franchise was
not granted till Jong after 1632, therefore it would be premature to introduce
it in India today. 'The idea of adult franchise is not at all a revolutionary
idea. [ will, with your permission, quote from an authority. Thisis a.
hook by Hedlam and Morley on the new demacratic constitutions of LEurope,.
only printed this year. You find in this book how in the new constitutions.
adult snffrage has been granted in so many countries. “In accordance with
the democratic principle sovereignty is divided equally among the whole
‘body of citizens. The citizens express their sovereignty by the right of
political franchise. T'he new constitutions have with one accord adopted the
principle of equal universal suffrage. The right to vote is the inalienable
right of every citizen The people must exercise their sovereignty directly,.
not. through the medium of certain classes, the more intelligent or wealthier
members of the community, Every attempt bas, therefore, been made to
establish as wide a suffrage as possible. The age qualification in most of
those countries is low. The disqualifications arein all cases reduced to a mini-
mum. . The right to vote is denied only to the physical or mental incapables.
-and.to those who have been deprived of their civic rights by a ceurt decision..

Except in Finland bankrupts and paupers retain their right to vote. In.
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accordance with the same: democratic principle that has made the franchise
s0 wide, the new constitution had put but few limitations on the e}igibility of
citizens to election to the popular assembly.” So that is in accordance with
the democratic thought in so many countries in Europe and there is no reason
why, when we are now asking for dominion status, we should ourselves ask
fora constitution where the {franchise is very much more limited. In
fact a suggestion was made that the franchise, even ag it is now, is much
too low. Now, sir, that would be disastrous indeed, when all over the
-world you find adult universal suffrage introduced in the constitutions of
so many countries, that we in the year of grace 1928 should in our wisdom
suggest that the franchise should be made still higher. [t would be some-
thing which seems to me to be of the nature of a disaster. (Hear, hear.)

Then coming to the question of provincial autonomy, we find that
practically everybody says that provincial autonomy should be granted,
"That is what everybody says. Everbody wants to pay his lip homage and
loyalty to the idea of provincial autonomy. But when you read what is
mentioned by the various local governments in their memeoranda, when you
read what is being said by various groups of people who haye thought it wise
and reasovable to give -evideace before the Simon Commission, What do
you find? There is always some qualification—take away law and order.
1f you dou’t, then heavens would come down. When in one breath we
ask for dominion government for the entire Government of India, I fail
to understand how we can ask for provincial autonomy without law and
«order or without any other subject. Let us, at any rate, be consistent in
aur own line of thought. Let us be free from the confusion of thought
which people generally call wisdom. (Laughter.)

Then there is a suggestion which is being pressed from various
«quarters, that we might have provincial autonomy but we should introduce
& new safeguard in the shape of second chambers in the provinces. In
the Nehra Report the second chamber has been accepted for the Central
Government. But the Nehru Report says clearly, and I think quite wisely,
that there should e no second chambers in the provinces. Now the idea
of second chambers is a very old idea and it is still very much respected
and has been accepted, 1 know, in most of the constitutions. But a second
chamber for the Centra! Government is quite different from a secon2 chamber
for every Vrovincial Government as we are going to have in future. Now
I know that the e are for instance, in Australia second chambers for provinces.
‘also and it is very often said ¢hat if in Australia there are second chambers
for the various states, why should we not have second chambers in the
provinces. Now there is a serious fallacy underlying that agrument. Ouwr
jprovinces and our provincial governments have never been, and should
:never be, and can never be like the states as they were in Australia before
the federal government was introduced. Let us not forget the fact that
the states in Australia in the beginning before the federal government
was introduced, before the Commonwealth was established, were independent
-autonomous states. Has the history of our constitution in India for the
last 300 years been of a character which would enable us to say that our
provinces and our provincial- Governments have been like independent
states of an autonomous character 9 Surely, they have not been so during
the last 160 years of the British Government. Even before that you find
that in the heyday of the Moghul Empire, the provinces were subordinate
to the central Government in that portion of India which was under the

Moghuls. With' that tradition and with that history of the last 300 years
it is absurd to talk of provinces asstates and to say that they should he
of a federal character and that, therefore, they should :have second .
chambers. But there are some people who support the idea of second
chambers, because they feel that if you have only one chamber in the
provinces, there may be hasty legislation. How is that hasty legislation
to be guarded against and how is that to be rectified? " Now there are
some suggestions made that powers should be given to the Governor to
‘certify or override decisions of the Councils. Some people think that it
-would be after all betterto have second chambers which will act as a sort
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of brake rather than allow large powers- to the Governor. Now there is
some force in that argument and in that view. IBut in the new constitutions
which have been introduced after the war in countries where there are
uni-cameral legislatures you will find that they have introduced certain
safeguards against hasty legislation. 1am sorry I have not the time to

point out to you the safeguards that have been introduced in countries like

Finland, Czechoslovakia and others, but there are certain safeguards thought
out there, and if you want that there should be some safeguards in
provincial legislatures against hasty legislation 1 submit that the new
constitutions in Czechoslovakia, Finland and other countries do provide
certain safeguards which it would be worth our while to study and think
out how far We can introduce them in our own provinces.

1 now pass on to the other important question of residuary powers in
the central Government. When we ask for dominion status of the type of
Canada, Australia and other countries we must be clear in our minds about
one thing. ‘Let there be no humbuging about it 1f We are serious about
dominion status it seems to me untbinkable that we should try to introduce
dyarchy in tho central Government. (Hear, hear.) Our Muhammedan
friends are very anxious to have the residuary powers in the provincial
legislatures and not in the central Government and they want to have these
provinces on & federal basis. I have already pointed out the differences
between states as we find them in Australia and the provinces as we have
here and | cannot understand how the provinces here could be considered
to have developei into independent and autonomous states where they
could be federated. In India, gentlemen, the fissiparous tendencies are
s0 visible and so strong that we have to do our utmost to get over that
evil, We have to sibstitute in their place, in the place of that narrow
fissiparous outlook, a national outlook. Therefore, it is necessary that iu
our constitution we should not introduce factors which will perpetuate
and strengthen the narrower and fissiparous tendencies, but we should
have a constitution which would be a safeguard against those evils and,
therefore, [ submit it is absolutely neceassary that the residuary powers
should be in the hands of the central Government. (Cheers.) Let us not
forget the fact that it is the central Government which will have to deal
with the Indian states and if you give residuary powers to provincial
legislatures and defined the powers of the central Governient rigidly under
the statute, then you will snon find you will be landing youiselves in very
embarrassing and awkward situations. Therefore, it is wise to leave the
central Government strong and it would be right that we should have the
residuary powers in the central Government, It is absoluteély wrong to look
at these questionsof a vital character irom a narrow communal point of
vicw, merely because it is feared that in the central Government Muham-
medons Wil be in a minority and, therefore, the central Governmeut should
be made weak and ineffective. Such a policy would be suicidal and no
sensible person who will try to leok at this question {ree from communal
prejudice and bias will ever come to the conclusion that, regard being had to
the previous history of the last three centuries of India, regard being had
to the functions of a delicate nature in which the central Government
will have to deal with Indian states as well as with foreign powers, residuary
powers should not be left in their hands. To do so would be nothing
hut suicidal and it would be a monumental folly to take away the residuary
powers of the central Government and to grant them to the provincial
legislatures. The whole question as it resolves itself is this: What
is it that_ we want? Do we want that our constitution should be
oue that is imposed upon us by the authority of Parliament  of
another mnation, or is it that we want that our future constitution
sho_uld be determined by ourselves? I know the word * self-determis
nation ”’ stinks in certain nostrils. (Laughter.) It issaid that this self-
determination is a new hobby, a new fad, a popular warcry and catchword
which has been introduced during the war and it has been taken up by
other countries and by the political agitator in India. But my submission
is that if you look into the history of the constitutions of the dominions
within the British Empire, although the word ** self-determination * was
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not much talked about, even there. you find that those constitutions have
been established through a process of self-delermination. I will quote
from no less an authority than Sir John Simon himself who, when he was
speaker in the House of Commons when the Irish Free State Bill was
under consideration, made certain weighty statements which apply witn
equal force to the condition of India tod:ay. He sqid: ";l thiulg it Is one
of the encouraging features of the situation that this constitution is a_consti.
tution which has been drafted in Iveland by Irishmen for [reland. In that
respect it difters from the two Gladstonian schemes, from the Act of 1914
and from the Act of 1Y20. The procedure that has been followed is,
however, by no means a novel one or a revolutionary one. As the Prime
Minister pointed out, the constitutions under which different parts of cur
Empire are now working are in a very large mensure coustitutions which
have been settled on the soil where they were to operate by the people
who were to live under them.” Then Lie goes on to point out how in Canada,
how in Australia, how in South Africa, that was done. He says: * Perhaps:
the most remarkble case of all is the most recent. For the constitution of.
the Union of South Africa was at length arrived at as a result of discussion in
South Africa itself and it was carried through this House within the recollec.-
tion of a good many hon. members in the year 1909 without the alteration of
a single sentence. Constitutions in our empire have usually been found
to have a permanent basis in cases where they have been arrived at and
settled on the soil affected by them. It is by no means limited to the:
different federal unions under the British Crown. At any rate, there ig
a real element of hope and confidence here in that this constitution is not
a constitution which the British Parliament formulates and confers upon
Ireland. It is & constitution Which [rishmen themselves have drawn up.”
With that point in view, I maintain that although the word ** self-determi..
nation *’ was not freely used before the war, yet you do find that in the
case of all the colonies of Great Britain, whenever dominion status was
ultimately granted, it was really according to the wishes of the people
of those colonies. (Hear, hear.) So that if you take this view of the
whole thing, you will see the importance of the labours of our leaders
at the present moment, you will see the. importance of the Com..
monwealth of India Bill that was drafted and of the Nehru Report which
is being discussed by the country today, you will see the importance
of the Convention and of the negotiations that are going on at the All-Parties.
Convention in Caleutta. It may be that we have not yet succeeded and it
may be that we have not yet arrived at a conclusion which would be
unanimously accepted by all communities. No country was ever able to do-
it. Canada could not do it, Australia could not do it, South Africa could
not do it. So let us not lose hope. Let us remain in an optimistic mood
and do the best that we can, only keeping one point of view clearly in
our minds that we shall never be able to succeed inour fight for freedom
unless we are able to unite ourselves. (Hear, hear.) That is the thing
to which We have to turn our attention and jtis on that point that clause
(6) further asks that if we have not yet been able to arrive at a satisfactory
solation of the communal problem, let us see Whether there are any principles
still left which could be introduced, by which we may be able to satisfy
the minorities which are yet remaining dissatisfied. Now, gentlemen, it
is said that unless you have sanctions, yon ‘cannot succeed in gaining
freedom. My submission is that the sanctions will only be created when
you are able to unite in your demands and then go alead. Sanctions
are not created on paper. You may satisfy yourselves that you have
passed certain resolutions, but how can you ever be able to bring the
necessary pressure to bear upon your opponents if you are divided in your
own house. Although it is not so clearly visible to our eyes today, the
sanction will only take its birth when different parties find it possible for
themselves to unite on a certain common formula. That birth of a new
sanction we are awaiting and that birth will only be when various parties
unite. When we have that position, then that sanction will be created
and it is then that we shall be endowed with a new outlook and fresh
energy which: will be irresistible and Which even the mightiest powers.
on theé face of the earth cannot possibly resist. (Loud applause.)
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‘ Mg. M. D. ALTEKAR. .

Mr. M. D. Altekar (Bombay):- Mr. President, Ladies and Gentle-
‘men,—1 have great pleasure in supporting this resolution. My pr.edecessm"s..
have gone deep into the intricacies of the questions involved in the two-
clauses of this resolution. About the third clause according to which We
appoint a committee, I suppose there is absolute unanimity amongst us. So
very naturally it is unnecessary for me to refer to it. With regard to the first
clause, 1 don’t propose to say a word because better men than myself have
done full justice to that part.

I shall with your permission, ladies and gentlemen, make a few observ--

ations as a younger member of the Liberal Party in giving my support to
the Nehru Committee Report. In the first place, 1 for one give my support
because this Report vindicates the Liberal principles entirely and completely.
(Hear, hear.) For several years we were told that our criticism IS pmel_y
destructive. Now my second reason for supporting the Nehru Report is.
that here is an eminently successful constructive effort towards solving
the problems that face us. Of course, those critics Who consider that we
‘are always destructive now turn round and say that our constructive effort
has been made on the western model. 1 do not know why western.
people Who are so anxious to bestow their civilization upon us should
feel afflicted when a committee composed of distinguished Indians makes
a report, basing it upon the western model. " The reason should be obvious.
Those who have come into this country, finding Lere a system which left.
the door open to any foreigner that liked to- come 'in, want that, that
old system should continue, so that We need not ask them to get away, They
always want the older systems in this country or in any other country to
remain and. they are afraid of democracy springing up in our country,
though they always pay lip homage to democracy. My main reason in
giving my support to the Nehru Committee Report is that it is based on:
the western model or the democratic model. We do not want to make-
India a collection of larger native states as they exist today. One of the
objects of British rulers is to divide this country into native states and give all:
the power to the autocratic rulers of those states. 'We don’t want anything:
of that kind. We distinctly want a democratic constitution in which the-
people of this country would control the policy and administration of the:
country, My third reason for giving support to this Report is that it is a
genuine effort towards unity. I cannot say that the attempt has been quite
successful so far. But it is the beginning, I am sure, of that unity that
is to come in the not distant future and this Report will be the basis of that
unity that is bound to come.

With regard to the second clause of this report, I may say one word.
I am referring to.the clause that deals with the recommendations of the
Nehru Comuiittee with regard to the settlement of the communal problem.
I whole-heartedly support the proposals of the Nehru Committee with regard
to the commuual questions and We must be grateful to the authors of that
report because they have made those proposals. Our communal problem is.
the knottiest problem, because it is a problem of self-interest and of getting
posts. I know something.of the struggle of Brahmins and non-Brabming
in the Bombay Presidency. I frankly say it is not a political struggle, or a
struggle to get any spiritual equality. It is a struggle to get a few more
posts * As a Brabmin if I may make a saggestion, I would say—let the
Brahmin community declare once for all that they don’t want any posts.
(Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru: Hear, hear.) That would be- the best remedy
in Madras as well as Bombay to bring round our brethren from .commu-
nalism, because after all the running of the Government is not in our hands
and I feel confident that they are not particularly anxious to introduce any
efficiency in their Government beyond a certain limit. Upto that limit they
will give posts to useless people Who are unfit to fill those posts. We have.
seen certain spectacles in recent years of wonderful people occupying higher
posts. Itis a big joke. Ilhave seen people who do not understand the
ABC of arithmetic appointed to carry on the administration of finance and-
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such subjects. My point is that communalism within the Hindu community
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is a quarrel for posts. Between the Hindus and Muhammedans there is
the same trouble, The question is, who will have more posts, 1 suppose
Dr. Paranjpye has written a humcur.ou_s book in which he says that people
might go to the absurd length of claiming that there should be communal
representation even in the matter of henging. Good-will is, after all, the
key to these commuual questions. 1 would request the major communities,
and 1 hope my request Would not be taken as unsatisfactory in the United
Provinces, the better educated communities to put up with the spirit of the
minor and the less educated communities for some time to come. 1 would
beg them just as 1 would request the Brahmivs to proclaim their intention
not to stand in the way of the minority communities in the way of getting
posts  After all, if the word ¢ Brahmin ’ is properly uuderstood, it was
never meant to include service. A Brahmin who serves is a Sudra. He
at once loses his caste and he has no business to be a Brabmin, or to say
that he is a Brahmin. FEither we are orthodox or heterodox. Let the
Brahmin community proclaim that they are not going to run after posts.
With regard to the difterences between Hindus and Muslims [ would say,
let the Hindus strengthen themselves by all means. Just now reference
was made to the granting of political {ranchise to women. It is a good
thing. In the same manner the Hindus should concede the demands of
Muslims for sometime to come, as after all we bave to live together. No-
thing will happen that will drive either Hindus or Muhammedans out of
this country. [Ior good or for evil they bave to live together and if we make
up our minds that we will live together for good, the solution is easy, It
is a good fortune that here we have certain distinguished Indians occupying
the foremost ranks in the public life of India who have oftered a certain
solution which has been accepted by the reasonable portion of the country.

Lastly I will say one word. In finding any solution of the communal
problem I would utter a word of warning. No solution should be found
that will be found mischievous in future. We must take care that nation-
alism is made the first article, the second article, and the third article of any
communal solution. 1f you base it on apy kind of religions fanaticism,
it is bound to lead to mischief after some time. Therefore, please don’t do
anything that will give preponderating influence to any other idea than
nationalism. Time was when distinguished leaders like Dadabhai Nowroji,
Sir Pherozesha Mehta, Ranade and others used to say—'1 am an Indian
first and & Hindu or Parsi afterwards.’ DBut now some people occupying
important positions declare loudly tbat they Dbelong to their religion frst
and to their nation afterwards. Let us be certain that in this country where
there are so mauny religions, castes and commupities, the basis of our
mational life must be nationalism and anything that goes counter to nation-
alism must be sternly rejected, \Whatever solution we may arrive at must
.be a solution based on natiovalism, The proposals of the Nehru Committee
-are based on nationalism and any further solution that we may come to must
be based on nationalism. (Applause.)

Mr. P. N. Saprr.

Mr. Prakash Narayan Sapru (Allahabad) : Mr President, Ladies and
“Gentlemen,—1 do not propose to make a long speech in supporting this
~resolution which has been ably moved and seconded by distinguished
Jleaders. In the first part of our resolution we give general support to the
Nehra recommendations.  When the Nehru Committee was appointed it
had a very dificult task before it and it must he admitted that it has per
formed its task most admirably. We not only give general support to the
recommendations, but we particularise certain recommendations which in
our opinion are of vital importance. The most vital recommendation of the
Nelru Committes is, of course, dominion status. On the question of dominion
status we have expressed our opinion in resolution No. 3, which we passed
just now. The other vital recommendations to which we give particular
support are that there shall be complete provincial autonomy and that
residuary powers shall be given to the central Government. Now, when we
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talk of provincial autonomy, We mean provincial autonomy and nithing less
than provincial autonomy ~ We do not mean Sir Malcolm Hailey’s scheme,
or the scheme of the U. P. Government, or the scheme of ths Associated
Chambers of Commerce. We mean by provincial autonomy a government
responsible to the people, with a Governor who has no higher powers than
a constitutional Governor in any self-governing dominion has. 'lhen we go
on to say that we are opposed to bi-cameral legislatures in provinces. You
will remember that so far as the central legislature is concerned, the Nehru
Committes recommend a bi-cameral legislature. But we make a distinction
between provinces and the central Government and we say that in our
opinion it is not necessary to have second chambers in the provinces. We
do not want Councils of State in our provinces. Wedo not want to multiply
the Nawabs and Rajasin our second chambers. Then we go on to say that
we want complele responsible government in the centre. We want a strong
central Government and it is because we believe in the unity of India that
we suggest that the residuary powers should vest in the central Government.
Now this question of residuary powers is not a communal question. It is a
constitutional question and it must be looked at from the constitutional point
-of view, 1 submit that if you look at it from the constitutional point of
view, you will arrive at the conclusion that it is necessary in the larger
interests of the coun ry to vest residuary powers in the central Government.

Then so far as the second part of the resolution is concerned, we.
-express our opinion with regard to_the communal settlement recommended
in the Nehru Report. The foundation ef that communal settlement is adult
sufirage. [ am free. to confess that [ have rather a cautious habit of mind
and when I found that the Nehru Committee recommended adult suffrage,,
I was a little surprised. But I have come to the conclusion, and I think it
is the correct conclusion, that thereis no danger attached to adult sufirage.
(Hear, hear.) You must remember thatif you disturb this adult suffrage,
you disturb the whole foundation of the report so far as the Punjab and
Bengal are concerned. The position is that while the Muslim community
are in the majority, the Hindus are in a majority in the voting registers.
The position in the Punjab is even more complicated because you have also
the Sikhs there. If you do not accept adult suffrage, the Muslims will insist
on reservation of seats on population basis and the problem Wwill become:
most complicated-—almost insoluble. Therefore, in order to carry the Mus-
lims and the depressed classes with you, you have got to accept the solution-
of adult suffrage. After all, the dangers of adult suffrage are more imagin-
ary than real. Many countries much less advanced than India have got
adult suffrage and why not India. Then we go onto say that we do not
regard the communal solution proposed by the Committee asfinal. The
spirit in which we should approach the communal problem is that of give and
take. It is quite-clear that while the Nehru Committee has the support of
very distinguished and eminent Muslims, it has not yet received the sanc-
tion of the chief Muslim communal organisation and Wwe as the majority
-community have got a special responsibility in this matter. If we can by
giving up something which we regard as even vital in the Report take a
considerable body of Muslim cpinion with us, we should have achieved
.something far more valuable for national unity. We are a non.communal
organisation (Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru: Hear, hear.) and it ought to be our
-endeavour to approach this whole problem in a non-communal spirit and our
representatives on any committee which may be appointed to consider further
avenues can make a great and effective contribution. We have appointed
some of our most trusted leaders as our representatives on this Committee’
(applause) and they will be able to help in the solution of this communal
problem. I have no doubt that if we approach this task in a broad catholic -
spirit, victory will be ours and we shall march on to the promised land.
(Applause.)

- 1.P‘.el,ndit Hardatt Sharma (Punjab) next supported the resolution in
mai.

The resolution was then put and carried unanimously.
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INDIAN STATES.
Sir C. P. Ramaswami Aiyer.

Sir C. P. Ramaswami Aiyer : Mr. DPresident and friends,~—1he resolu-
tion which I now place for acceptance by this house runs as follows :

(a) While in general agreement with the recommendations of the:
Nehru Committee in regard to Indian states this Federation welcomes the
suggestion made recently in some quarters that representatives of British
India and Indian states should meet to discuss their points of view
toarrive at a conclusion which will be acceptable to both parties.

() This Tederation, while appreciating the cfforts made by some
states to introduce representative government, is strongly of opinion that
more systematic and liberal measures should be taken to introduce respon-
sible government and associate the pcople with the administration of
their own states. '

Friends, I am deeply - sensible of the responsibility of any one who-
sponsors this resolution inasmuch as it appears to me that in tackling.
this subject we are dealing with one of the most inherently difficult
matters with which constitution builders Lere will have to deal with..
Both our un-friends, and they are many, and some of our friecnds—alas} they
are too few—are gravely sensible of the problem and its complexity, for re-
member that the Indian states have two peculiarities which distinguish them’
from other entities in the Indian body-politic, It is true that so far as Indian
states are concerned, in many cases their boundaries run parallel to those:
of Indian provinces, and indeed let us take the case of states like the
Kathiawad states, or Baroda. There are bits of those states interspersed in
the midst of British provincial units, so that you walk five miles along or
within an Indian state territory and then come into British territory and
then walk again into Indian territory and so forth, 'Thus they are tremend-
ously intermixed with British India. But, on the other hand, their political
status is very peculiar, and indeed ipss jure it is very difficult in the language
of the law exactly to specify what. position they hold. Avre they independent
units ¢ The answer was given by Lord Reading. Are they entirely depen--
dent units ? They say no and hold that they are governed by treatics’
differing in their tenor, greatly differing in the extent and the amount of
limited sovereignty Which is inherent in the various states under those
treaties. There are feudatory under-states, there are persons occupying
small territories of three square miles or twenty square miles, there are men
who in point of territory and population would equal many of the great
states of the world like Czecho-slovakia. Therefore, both by differentiating
circumstances inherent to the states by their physical proximity to British.
India and by their constitutional distances they occupy a very peculiar posi-
tion indeed. And before I make any other statement, let me be allowed to
make a few prefatory remarks.

1 wish to say as publicly as I can, and I ventnre to think that in my
observations I shall encounter little or no opposition, that the attitude of,
British India and of Dritish Indians generally is not, asis imagined in cer
tain quarters or sednlously cultivated in other quarters, one of antagonism
to Indian states as such. How could it be? Imperfect as their constitu-
tions may be, do they not represent to us fragments of sovereignty which
still inheres in this country, imperfect sovercignty perhaps but surely frag.
ments of our own sovereignty ? (Hear, hear,) Do werot all realise that §
Therefore, let me say it as publicly as I can from “this platform that those
argue very wrongly, those are not true friends either of the Indian states or
of British India, who seek to play upon an imaginary aptagonism which, I
venture to assert, does not exist between Indian states as such and Dritish
India. - On the other hand, is it not equally true that Indian states
cannot remain in a state of complete isolation 9 There is a process in
physics known as osmosis or the inter-penetration of two substances brought
into close physical proximity. How can the subjects of Indian states born of
the same people, bred in the. same traditions, inleriting the sams cultures,.
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‘sharing the same historical accidents, be expected to. have other ideals, 2
different outlook, an entirely antogonistic point of view from those neigh-
bours of theirs who are three miles, five miles, twenty mlle_s, or even &
hundred miles distant? And those Indian states are antiquated and
blind to the world forces which forget that they must march with the times
and which forget that the impulse towards responsibility Which is animating
British India can be kept out of their states by barriers, either laws or
invidious prohibitions or various vexatious restraints. Thus, therefore, we
arrive at two propositions, the first proposition being that British
India and the majority, indeed the whole of British Indians rejoice
at the existence of the Indian states, Wish them well and would welcome
them as part of the great body politic of the future. That is the first
proposition, the second proposition is that they Welcome the Indian states
and with that welcome goes'a hope, a belief and a certainty that sooner or
later, sooner rather than later, these states Will remodel their institutions.
and constitutions, will reorganize their government, so that their government,
Indian in the genus as it is, is yet not a personal rule but a government by
the people and for the people. Those are the tWo propositions with which
we stait, '

Now having started with those two propositions, what does this resolu-
tion come to? Let me outline to you the history of the last 10 or 15
years in this matter. When Mr. Montagu and Lord Chelmsford came out
for their constitutional enquiry they were confronted with the problem . of
Indian states. They suggested the beginnings of the Chamber of Trinces.
Before then there was no association of one prince with the other and there.
was some kind of feeling or apprehension that if one Indian prince
came across another or met another, there might be things which might not
be quite welcome either to the princes themselves or to the paramount power..
Therefore, it was a wise thought that they must be made to deliberate to-
gether. Then we have it on the high authority of two princes that they
were parties to that suggestion. Indian princes have been feeling for a long
time—and I ara spealing from inside knowledge becanse I -have had a humlle
share in.the work placed before the Butler Committee by some of the
southern states that as in the case of British Indians their rights have not
always been respected. They have felt that their tieaty rights have been
infringed or encroached upon, and therefore they wanted protection from
such encroachment or infringement, they wanted greater facilities for mutual
discussion on matters of common import, and they also wanted an opportunity
to take part in problems which are common to them and ‘the .rest of India.
Sometime later, other difficulties arose by reason of the happenings in certain
states and the action taken by the paramount power in regard to those
states. The action was resented in certain cases, but that again is a source
of difficulty. Itis cot necessary to get into the detailed history of all these
things. DBut let us start with Lord Reading’s famous letter to the Nizam
of Hyderabad which made absolutey no secret of the exact position of the
Government of India vis-a-vis the Indtan states. And then came a certain
amount of agitation on the part of the states as a result of which the Butler
Committee was constituted. Itis curious that in all these discussions and
talks nobady ever talked of the subjects of the Indian states. They were
not taken into consideration at all. o that the Butler Committee suffered
entirely and exactly under the same difficulty and started under tlhe same
auspices as the Simon Commission. (Hear, hear.) They had restricted terms
of reference. However restricted those terms of yeference were, they involved
certain problems which affected the people of the states as well as the
~ princes. My distinguished friend Dewan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao
to whose valuable and creditable work in England on behalf of the’,
subjects of Indian states I wish to pay my tribute, found ho was not heard.
by the Butler Committee. No one- knows - whether the Dutler Committee:
report is_going to be published and; 'what subjects they .are going tq report,
upon, Nobody knows anything - excepting this, that they were asked to
r;aport SJpOIl things which did not really occupy their time. (Laugbter and
cheers. _—
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.. And in this connection let.- me say a few words upon the action of the
princes. -Ome has to exercise great restrai.t in dealing with this matter when
one does not waut to offend the susceptibilities of exalted personages
aunecessarily. A new constitution was sought to be devised by the princes
in which they were assisted by an eminent counsel in England absolutely
unassisted by Indian legal talent, setting up the theory of direct relationship
of the Crown with the Indian princes, setting up a very elaborate machinéry,
ignoring British India and Dritish Indian institutions, ignoring the people
in'Indjan states, having a cut and dried constitution whereby, it may be
asserted, they want the present state of things to continue for ever. Mark
you what took place. Sir Leslie Scott pleaded for 45 days, 1.think, before
the Butler Committee. (A voice : for Rs. 30 lakhs) The number of lakhs
need uot Lo counted now. (Laughter.) But what did ke plead for? We
do not kpow. The proceedings were condfidential. But we do know this,
that Sir Leslie Scott soon afterwards published an article in the Law
Quarterly Review. And what did he say in that article? He said the
Indian states Were sovereign states, they contracted with the Crown, that
contract was indivisible and unalterable. If the Crown and the British
Parliament is going to give representative institution to British India that
contract goes by the board. The British sovereigns contracted to keep
intact for ever these Iudian states just as they were when the contract
was first entered into and, therefore, if you increase the number of members,
in the Legislative Assembly, if you grant more powers to British India you
are breaking that contract. What is the meaning of that 9 Sir Leslie Scott
endeavoured by this theory to put forward as the argument of the princes or
the contention that because of an imaginary eontract between the Crown
and the Indian states British India shonld never advance in political
growth. It isnot my purpose, nor have I the time to deal with the
fallacious theory of the direct relationship of the Crown as apart from
the British Parliament, &Suffice it to say that instracted opinion holds a
very different view from that of Sir Leslie 3cott on the matter, well brieled
and well paid as he was. That apart, the curiosity of the whole procedure
was that the Butler Committee were not authorised to deal with any such
constitution as it was not a part of thejr terms of refrrence, and I am not
revealing a secret when 1 say that When humble mortals wanted to criticise
the scheme of Sir Leslie Scott, they were told that that scheme and the new
c.nstitution proposed by him were not part of the terms of reference. Why
«do you do this 2 Why then all this attempt, all this brieting, all this endea-
vour to cloud the issue ? Fortunmately after a number of sittings, 40 or
5, suddenly everybody found that all the work was wasted and the consti-
tution that was being built up was pigeon-holed. And so the princes are
now exactly where they were before they engaged Sir Leslie Scott, (Laugh-
ter and applause.) and started on the new constitution. This is nota
matter for laughter. It is a very sad matter from the point of view of tinance.
But where are we just now? Let us now realise that the problem of Indiayp
princes is a problem which must be solved in the interests of the princes an(
of British India ouly by such pourparlers and negotiations between the people
of Indian states, between the people of British India and between the ruling
chiefs as would produce the most fruitful results. (Hear, hear.) That is the
way to proceed, not by consultations in secret in London, not by arguments
which are not delivered to the outside world, not by building up constitutions
which impinged upon realities, not by erecting theories which cannot stand
<oldblooded examination, but by placiog all the cards on the table. We assure
the princes of their solidarity and iotegrity. The Indian states demand
that they should be given some opportunities for advance and
constitutional growth. The subjects of the Dritish Indian provinces and
the DBritish Indians do not desire to encroach to the slightest extent
on the privileges and the treaty rights of the princes, but tell them
that they woald be welcome partners ) in this great fabric that is
sought to be built up. It is in that spirit that this problem must Le
solved and 1 hope—it is too extravagant & hope~-that the princes are waking
10 the necessity for such a solution. 1f all of them do not, some of them do.
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For let me say this. The Indian states represent very different evolutions,
very different traditions, very different standa: ds of progress. Coming irom
the South of India as I do, I would ask you to take a place like Iravancore
or Cochin, for ina way they are the most educated parts of India. In Iravan-
core and Cochin the siate of primary, szcondary and collegiate education
is 35 to 50 years ahead of British India. (Hear, hear.) Living contact
between the sovereigns and the ruled has proved very wholesome and very
beneficial in those states. Take Mysore, where there is a sovereign who has
been aptly described as the modern Janaka who always thinks with the
people and acts with them. There are those extremes like that on one side
and there may be extremes on the other side. But if what may be called
the common 1nstinct of the princes makes them lean on British India and
-on their own subjects, they must begin to realise that only by negotia-
tions with men of their own flesh and blood can they protect their own rights
and be sure of their own position. Well if they do that, the problem of
the future is solved. Otherwise, what will happen ? Whenever we ask
for constitutional advance they say,—what about one-third of India, what
about the Indian princes 9 Then they ask for the protection of their treaty
rights. The present system encourages abseuteeism, sloth and an absence
-of living contact between the rulers and the ruled in the states. Taking
advantage of the failures and the mistakes of the rulers the
paramount power is able to tell them—you won’t have all - these incidental
advantages, you won't be entitled to spend nine months of the year in Eng-
land, you won’t be able to have a country seat or a pig farm in England
unless you do this and don’t do that. (Laughter and cheers.) Unless we
realise, therefore, that they are with us, unless we realire that we must
work with them and bring them by our side, not by criticism but by
slow, sympathetic urderstanding of their neceds and rights and champion
them on our side and unless we also realise that our problems are essentially
theirs and theirs essentially ours, we shall not prosper. Therefore, the
first part of the resolution calls upon us to discover some method of living
-contact between Indian princes, their subjects and British India and unless
that is reached, our problem of dominion status will never be solved. How
do 1 envisage the India of the future 9—as a congeries of independent states
Wwhich would not be interfered with except in matters of common danger.
But to have that autonomy, to have that independence, you must develop
your institutions until you become equal partners with that Commonwealth
of India and that is what the second part of the resolution calls upon
the princes to do. I have great pleasure in moving this resolution.
-(Loud applause.)

M, Mr. R. . Kerxax. //4.

Mr. R. A. Kelkar (Poona): Ladies and gentlemen, in seconding
this resolution I have to bring to your notice one fact of great importance
-and it is this. It is perhaps for the first time that in a gathering of this
kind a resolution bearing on Iudian states has been introduced. Up till
now or at least till some years back, we were more or less dealing with
-our own local problems and slight improvements here and there Were all
that we were demanding until we came to the conclusion or we caume to
a position when some of us British Indians drifted so far back from the
Indian subjects of native states that a school of thought aro-e, which recently
gave expression to its teelings in Calcutia that native states ought uot
to be there, that another Dalhousie should wipe them out altogether,
On the other hand, princes went so far as to believe that their interests
Were better safeguarded by the Viceroy and his servants than by
their own kith and kin, the British Indians. Thirdly, the third party
—the subjects of the Dritish Indian states—ultimately came to believe
that they were the neglected ones, and one of them so aptly espressed
it in a recent gathering at Calcutta that if the princes were the
slaves of Britain, the subjects of these princes were the slaves of these slaves.
In fact, what we have to do for the sake of unity is to bring all these three
factors together in one common conference and settle their differences
Just as differences hetween Hindus and Muslims were settled by the Nehru
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Committee. In fact, the two parts of the resolution do refer to the two aspects
of this question. The oue is the internal aspect and the other is the external
aspect, so far asthe Indian states are concerned. In the second part of the
resolution we express out hopes, and welcome also the achievements of
certain Indian princes and the subjects of these states,—that the system of
government that We are demanding from Britain ought to be to a certain extent
extended to the subjects of these native states, for when we are envisaging
the [ndian problem as a whole, I submit that it would be impossible for
all of us to ignore these 70 millions of our own countrymen, who are for all
practical purposes men of our own flesh and blood.

The other part of the resolution concerns the relationship between
British India and Indian India and there again I do not propose to offer
any solution to you, for even where the Nehru Committee has not proposed
any solution it would be presumptuons on my part to offer any solution. What
I, therefore, attempt to do in seconding this resolution is simply to press
for some kind of conference between the leaders of British India and the
representatives of the princes and the leaders of the subjects of Indian
states. ‘They should all come together in a kind of round table conference
and hammer out their problems until something like another Neliru Report
is produced on this matter.

L shall lay before you some of the difficalt problems confronting
the subjects of native states. They demand that the priuces should not
be absentee-rulers. At the same time they demand that the rights that
are being extended to the DBritish Indians should be extended to them,
On the other hand, the external problems are equally difticult.  We cannot
say to the princes and their subjects that they ought not to be partici-
pators in the boons or the rights that we are going to secure for cur country,
for the simple reason that the central Government in the new constitution
that we have devised will be taxing them by way of customs, by the increase
of railway rates, by the increase in postal rates and by the increase in salt
duty. The result of all these inereases and duties will be that the subjects
of the Indian states will be paying indirectly to the treasury of British
India, without at the same time having any voice in India’s legislatures.
I do vot say what proportion of seats they should have. I simply urge
now that there should be some sort of a conmittee or conference to thrash
out all these problems and to arrive at some equitable and just solution.
(Applause.)

The resolution Was then put and carried nem con.

Council and Office-bearers.

Sir Chimanlal Setalvad (President) : The next resolution is a foymal
one and as usual it will be put from the Chair. It runs thus :

(a) Resolved that Mr. C. Y. Chintamani, M. L, C., acd Pandit
Hirday Nath Kunzru, M.L.A., be re-appointed honorary General
Secretaries of the Federation for the year 1929, (Applause.)

We canzot have better secretaries than these two who have served
us so well.  (Loud and prolonged applause.)

() Resolved further that the undermentioned persons do coustitute
the Indian Natioral Lileral Council for the year 1929 :—

The Indian National Liberal Council for 1929,

Chairman,
1. Sir Chiman Lal Setalvad, K.C.I.E, LL.D., Malabar Hill, Bombay.

Vice-Chairmen.
Sir P. ¥, Sivaswamy Aiyer, K.C.S.1., C.L.E,, Mylapore, Madras,
Mr. C. Y. Chintamani, M.L.C., Hamilton Road, Allahabad.
Diwan Babadur L. A. Govindaraghava Aiver, Mylapore, Madras.
The right hou. V. S. Srinivasa Sastri, . €., Roy‘apettah High Road,
Madras, )

t;lu_l-‘-‘Q:I\‘.'
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Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru, K. C, S. L. LL.D., Albert Road, Allahabad.
Dr. R, P. Paranjpye, Poona, - :
Sir Morapant Joshi, KX, C. 8. E., Amraoti.

Secretaries.

Mr C. Y. Chintamani, M. L. C.
Pandit Hirday Nath Kuuozru, M. L. A., 1, Katra Road, Allahabad,

Nomwnated by the President of the Federation

Mr. N. Subbarau Pantulu, Rajahmundry.

The Hon’ble Sir Phiroze Sethna, Canada Building, Hornby Road,.
Bombay. ' )

Sir Deva Prasad Sarvadbikari, C. L E, C.B.E, LLD., =0, Suri
Lane, Calcutta.

The Hon’ble Sir Shankar Rao Chitnavis, 1. 8. 0., Nagpur.

Mr A. P. S¢n, Charbagh, Lucknow.

Elected by the Federation Madras.

Dr. Annie Besant, P. 'I. 8., Adyar, Madras.

Sir C. P. Ramaswami Aiyer, K. C. I. E, Cathedral P. O.,/Madras.
Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachaudra Rao, Ellore.

Mr. B. Venkatapathi Raju, C. [. E, Vizagapatam, ‘
Diwan Bahadur T. Rangachariar, C. I. E, Kgmore, Madras.

The Hon’ble Sir S. R. M. Annamalai Chettiar, Vepery, Madras.
The Hon’ble Rao Bahadur G. A. Natesan, Esplanade, Madras.
Rao Bahadur S. V. Narasimha Rao, Kurr.ool. ' :

Mr. T. R. Venkatarama Sastri, C. I. E., Mylapore, Madras.

Rao Bahadur Dr. €, B. Ramarao, J3angalore.

Rao Babadur C. 3. Subramanyam, Mayavaram.

Mr. Bantmal Sitarama Rao, Mylapore, Madras.

Mr. G. Krishua Rao, Kimberley, hilpauk, Madras.

Mr. M. G. Mukundaraja Iyengar, Devakota,

Mr. A. Rangaswami Aiyangar, Devakota.

Mr. M. Kolandavelu Mudaliar, Sunkuraman Chetty Street, Madras.
Mr. R. N. Aingar, Triplicane, Madras.

Mr. E. Vinayak Rao, Advocate, Mylapore, Madras.

BOMBAY.

Sir Cowasji Jehangir (Junior), Malabar Hill, Bombay.

Mr. B. S. Kamat, Ganeshkbind Road, Poona.

Mr. Bhulabhai J. Desai, Malabar Hill, Bombay.

Mr. G. K. Devadhar, C, I. L, Servants of India Society, Poona.

Mr. N M. Joshi, M. L. A., Servants of India Society, Sandhurst Road,
Bombay. -

Rao Babadur R. R. Kale, M. L. C., Satara.

Mr. Chunilal M. Gandhi, Surat.

Mr. D. G. Dalvi, 217, Charni Road, Bembay.

Mr. H. G. Gharpuray, 1. C. 8., (retired) Poona city.

Mr. G. k. Gadgil, Poona city.

Sir Byranijee Jeejeebhoy, Alice Building, Fort, Bombay.

Professor 8. Y, Ponkshe, Poona City.

My. J. R. B Jeejeebhoy, Alice Building, Fort, Bombay.

Mr, I'aiz Tyabji, Malabar Hill, Bomba

My, V. N. Chandavarkar, Pedder Road, Cumballa Hill, Bomb

Mr. Vasantarao 8. Raont, near French Bridge, Bombay.

Mr. XK. 8. Jatar, C. L. 1., Pouna City.

Mr. M. D. Altekar, Haji Cossim Blocks, near French Bridge,

Mr. Manu Subedar, Sudama House, Ballard Pier Estate, Bombay.

Mr. Jehangir C. Vatcha, ¢/o Hongkong and Shanghai Banking Corpo-
ration, Church Gate Street, Bombay. °

Mr. Sorabji K. Warden, opposite Post Office, Colaba, Bomb

Mr. K. J. Dubash, Medows Street, Fort, Bombay.
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54, Mr. N, R. Wadia, 120, Wadehouse Road, Bombay.
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105.
106.

Mr. J. R. Gharpure, Law College, Poona city.
Mr. H. P. Chahewala, Ahmedabad.

Bengal.

Sir Benode Mitter, Elysium Row, Calcutta,

Babu Jatindra Nath Basu, 17, Balaram Ghose Street, Caleutta.

Babu Krishna Kumar Mitra, 6, College square, Caleutta.

Rai Ramani Mohan Das Bahadur, Karimeanj, Sylbet.

Principal Heramba Chandra Maitra, 65, Harrison itcad, Calcutta.

Sachindra Prasad Bose, 4, College Street, Calcutta.

Babu Manmatha Nath Sen, 44, Ramakanta Bose Street, Calcutta,

The rev. B A. Nag, 1/2, College Square, Calcutta.

Mr. 8. M. Bose, 3, IFederation Road, Calcutta.

Mr. D. C. Ghose, 23, Debender Ghose Road Bhawanipore, Calcutta.

Rai Fanindra Lal De Bahadur, 99, Gray Street. Calcutta.

Mr. C. C* Biswas, 58, PuddupukerRoad, Bhowanipur, Caleutta.

Babu Nibaran Chandra Ray, 29, Beadon Row,'Beadon Street, P. 0.,
Calcutta.

Mr. B. K. Chaudhuri, 99/1 €. Cornwallis Street, Calcutta.

Pandit Shankar Lal Chaube, 183, Uaja Dinendra Street, Calcutta,
Mr, Prafulla Nath Tagore,1, Durponarain Tagore Street, Calcutta.
Mr, Ramani Mohan Sen, Berhampore, Bengal.

Mr. B. K. Basu, Goaltuii Road, Calcutta.

Khan Bahadur Ekramul Haq, Berbampur, Bengal.

Mr. Devi Prasad Khaitan, Canning Street, Calcutta.

Babu Manoranjan Mullick, 3, Chakraberia Lane, Calcutta.

Dr. Santiram Chatterjee Medical Club, 62, Bow Bazar Street, Calcutta.
Satmath Roy, 12, Holwell's Lane, Calcutta.

Babu Suresh Chandra Basu, 11, Krishnaram Bose Street, Calcutta.
Mr. H. M. Bose, Rowland Road, Ballygunge, Calcutta.

The United Provinces.

The hon. Munshi Narayan Prasad Asthana, Canning Road, Allahabad.
Pandit Igbal Narayan Gurtu, M. L. €. Kamacheha, Benares city.
Rai Krishvaji, Pandepur, Banares Cant. S
Babu Bisheshar Nath Srivastava, O. B. E. Lucknow.
Munshi Harnandan Prasad, George Town, Allahabad.
Pandit Venkatesh Narayan Tivary, M. L C. Allahabad.
Pandit Gopinath Kunzru, Edmoustone Road, Allababad.
Rai Bahadur Thakar Hanuman Singh, M. L. C., Kurri-Sudauli,
Rai Bareli District, Oudh.
Rai Braj Narayan Gurtu, Hamilton Road, Allahabad.
Babu Kishori Frasad, M. L. €., Baunda.
Kumar Rajendra Singh, M. L. C., Trilokinath Road, Lucknow.
Rai Bahadur, Lala Mathura Prasad Mebrotra, M. L, €., Biswan,
Sitapur district, Oudh.
Babu Gauri Sankar Prasad, Bulanala, Benares city.
Mehta Krishna Ram, Leader Buildings, Allahabad.
Pandit Krishna Prasad Kaul, Aminuddowlah Park, Lucknow.
Babu Bodhraj Sahney, »ipri Bazar, Jhansi.
Mr. Surendra Nath Verma, Stanley Road, Allahabad.
Mr. . N. Sapru, Edmonstoue Road, Allahabad.
Rai Dabadur Lala Bihari Lal, M. L. C., Ranimandi, Allahahad.
Pandit Paramesuar Nath Sapru, Fyzabad.
Mr. Ayodhya Das, Anand Bhavan, Gorakhpur,
Babu Vishwanath Prasad, Leader Buildings, Allahabad.
Khan Bahadur Munshi Muhammad Ismail, M. L. C., Gorakbpur.
Babu Radha Mohan, Jaunpur.
Mr. S, P. Andrews Dube, Aminuddowlah Park, Lucknow.
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The Punjab.
Rai Bahaduar, Dr. Moti Sagar, Lahore,
Mian Abdul Aziz, Zakki Gate, Lahore.
Khan Bahadur Mian Chiragdin, Muzang, Lahore,
Lala Kesho Ram, Vakil, Amritsar.
Lala Durga Das, Fane Road, Lahore.
Chaudhari Ata Mohi Uddin, Hoshiarpur.

‘Pandit XK. N. Agnihotri, ¢fo Devanand Brothers, Nila Gumbed,

Lahore. (
Pandit Hardatta Sharma, Servants of India Society, McLeod Road,
Lahore. . _
Khan Bahadur Shaik Amir Ali, Mohanlal Road, Lahore,

Rai Bahadur, Lala Dhanpat Rai, [Ferozepur UHoad, Lahore,
Mr. Chunilal Mathur, Bar-at-Law, Lower Mall, Lahore,

Khan Sahib Gul Mohammad, Ferozepur.

Lala Faqir Chand, Fane Road, Lahore.

Maulvi Mahbub Alum, Paisa Akhbar Street, Laliore.

Bihar and Orissa. _
Babu Bhagvati Saran Singh, M. L. C., slaksudpur House, Gaya.

. Mr. Lakshmi Narayan Rahu, Servants of India Society, Cuttack,

The Central Provinces.
Sir Bipin Krishna Bose, K. C. I. E., Civil-Lines, Nagpur,
Sir Gangadhar Chitnavis, K. C. I E., the Mahal, Nagpur.
Sir Sorabji Mehta, C. I. E., the Empress Mills, Nagpur.
Sir Bisheshar Das, Daga, Nagpur.
tal Bahadur D. N. Chaudhuri, Raipur.
Rao Bahadur V. M. Kelkar, Craddocl Town, Nagpur.
Rao Bahadur A. 8. Bambewalla, Craddnck Town, Nagpur.
Rai Bahadur N. G. Bose, Civil Lines, Nagpur.
Rao Bahadur M. G. Deshpande, Nagpur.
Kao Bahadur D. Lakshmi Narayan, Kamptee Nagpur.
Mr. M. E. R. Malak, Craddock Town, Nagpur.
Mr. Sridhar Rao, B. Gokhale, Sitabulli, Nagpur.
Mr. N. A. Dravid, Craddock Town, Nagpur.
Pandit Sitacharan Dube, Hoshangabad.

Berar,

Rao Bahadur K. G. Damle, C. I. L., Akola.
Rao Bahadur R. G. Mundle, Yeotmal.
Rao Bahadur D. V. Bhagavat, Akola.
Rao Bahadur R. V. Mahajani, Akola.
Rai Bahadur Seth Ganesh Das, Amraoti.
Rao Bahadur B. R. Angal, Amraoti.

Rao Bahadur K. V. Bralima, Amraoti.
Rao Babadur Dr. W. R. Bhat, Amraoti.
Rao Bahadur R. M. Khare, Amraoti.

Rao Bahadur B. V. Dravid, Yeotmal.

Mr. V. K. Rajvade, Akola.

Mr. Janrao Bajirao Deshmukh, Amraoti, -
Mr. Shankar Rao Bhalechandra, Yeotmal.
Mr, T, R. Gadre, Akola.

Mr. R. X. Thombre, Akola.

Mr. V. T. Deshpande, Yeotmal.

. Assam.’
Rao Babadur K. L. Barua, Gauhati.

| _ Ajmer.
Rai Saheb Pandit Chandrika Prasad 'l‘ripavthi.'Ajrﬁer.' |
The resolution was duly carried. ’
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Next Session of the Federation.

Sir ¢, I'. Ramaswami Aiyer (Madras): Mr. Dresident and friends,—
The very agreeable task of inviting the next session of the National Liberal
Federation to Madras has fallen upon me and 1 discharge it with the
greatest pleasure. 1 do lope that Madras may have the opportunity and
the pleasure and the privilege of having a record gathering. We shall do
our best to make you happy at Madras. We are too poor a province but
a hospitable province. (Loud cheers.) I formally move :

Resolved that the twelfth annual session of the National Liberal
Federation of India be held in Madras in the last week, or on such other
dates as may be later determined, in 1929.

The hon. Rao Bahadur G. A. Natesan (Madras): In seconding this
invitation, if -it needed any seccnding at all, T wish to assure you that
the reception in Madras will among other things undoubtedly be warmer'
than what we have had at Allahabad. (Laughter.)

The resolution was carried.
~ VOTE OF THANKS TO THE PRESIDENT.

The hon. Munshi Narayan FPrasad Asthana (Allahabad): Mr.
President, Ladies and Geatlemen,— I consider myself to be the most fortunate
speaker, fortunate and all the more fortunate because I will not have to put
in the same amount of energy and use the same force which has been used
Ly other speakers. Ladies and gentlemen, I rise to propose a hearty vote
of thanks on behalf of this Federation to our worthy President Sir Chimanlal
Setalvad who has presided over this session with such ability and has guided
its deliberations with such circumspection that we cannot but feel very
grateful to him. Busy as he is, he has found time to come over to Allahabad
from Bombay to take the trouble of presiding over this session for two days.
He has also presided over the deliberaticns of the subjects committee. For
the trouble that he has taken and for the able guidance that we have got
at his hands, we members of the reception committee as well as those Who
have assembled at this session offer our heartfelt thanks to the President.
‘We thank him for the very able manner in which he has conducted the
proceedings of this session. 1 bave the greatest pleasure in proposing a
a very hearty vote of thanks to the Iresident. (Loud and prolonged
applause.)

Babu Jitendra Nath Basu (Calcutta) : Ladies and Gentlemen,—I have
great pleasure in seconding this resolution. 8ir Chimanlal Setalvad is an
avowed fighter in the cause of the uplift of his countrymen and it is worthy
that we should express our confidence in him and our appreciation of his
services. [t was a happy idea of the Reception Committee and of the
All-India Council of the Liberal Federation to suggest his name for occupying
the office of Fresident of our present session. You have seen, ladies and
gentlemen, the conspicuous ability with which he has filled that difficult
position.  You have seen the great patience, the tact and the keen desire to
understand and to appreciate his opponent’s point of view toat he has shown
in the course of our deliberations. I very heartily second the resolution that
has been proposed and I trust it will be carried by acclamation.

The resolution was accordingly carried amidst loud and prolonged
acclamation.

President’s Concluding Speech.

Sir Chimanlal Setalvad, tbe President, was uext garlanded by
Mr. Chintamani, Chairman ©of the Reception Committee, amidst deafening
cheers ‘The President who received a loud ovation as he began to
reply, said :—

Munshi Narayan Prasad Asthauz, Ifellow-Liberals, Ladies and Gentl_or
men,—1 am indeed very thankful to you for the very generous manner in
which the vote of thanks to me has been proposed and has been received by
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you all.  The proposer has in his  kindness- att_ribute_d_ the . s'ucctlzels‘si ozt_gg;si
wession to the humble efforts that 1 made in guiding 1ts ell ber d!t is;
But the truth of the matter, ladies and gepdemen', i3 thgt the' real credi ! 5
Jue to the delesates who have attended this conference, because 11t l“«;ast only
the spirit of give and take and the moderation and tact of the' delega (festh]'n
the subjects committee which has really contributed to the success Oh is.
gession, W hatever bumble cantribution I may have made, would uot altlfe
been fruitful of any gocd result unless 1 had got the support of all the:
delegates here Who were anxious to make this session a real success- ;

I am not surprised that the Liber{ll Federation session in Allababad
has been a great success, because ever since I left the college as a young boy
I have known that Allahabad has made a very large contnl:}utlon to:
national interests. 1t bas produced national leaders of great eminence. I
remember that in old days when I first attended the Indlau L\‘atwqal Congress
in 1889 at Fombay, the great outstanding tigure that caught my imagination
at the time was the late Pandit Ajudhia Nath (cheers) whose able and brilliant
son is one of our secretaries for so many years. (Cheers.) 1 was also struck
at that session. 1889, of the Indian National Congress by tl}e earnestness that
was displayed by another great national leader who 13 still happily among
us—] mean Pandit Madsn Mohan Malaviya. (Cheers) Leaving those-
two, you well know many others that Allahabadand the U. P. have produced.
At this table itself we find distinguished representatives of Allahabad itself.
1 have on my left your distinguished citizen, Sir Tej Buahadur Sapru, who
through thick and thin has been a great national leader, endowed with
rreat pational spirit. (Applause) On my right I find my frieed Mr.
Chintamani who though not a citizen of Allahabad in that semse and
though hailing from Madras has been here for several yvears. Itis dgrmg
his residence in Allahabad that he has blossomed forth into a great rational
leader. (Laughter and applause.) Therefore, as I said, I do not wonder
that the Allahabad session of the Liberal Federation should have been the
great success that it has been. :

Ladies and gentlemen, we need not be pessimistic and lose courage
because our numbers are comparatively small. We canoot emulate the
25,000, or the 30,0L0, or the 50,000 that gather together at the Indiau
National Congress. Our President is not driven to the pandal.in a
carriage with 34 horses yoked to it. But still I do claim that the
Liberal party and the Liberal Federation sessions year after year make
really a very solid contribution to the national advancement of India.
(Hear, hear.) We are now passing through very momentous and anxious
times and it must be remembered by all those whoare interested in the
welfare of this country=—-and I include in that deseription not only our-
selves the citizens of this country, but also the British Government who in
the wisdom of Providence have heen brought into partnership with™ us—
that the times through which India is now passing are really: very anxious
times. Though the indications may be small, those indications have to-
be taken note of by those in authority that the India which they adminis~
tered all these years is not the India that they have to deal with now,
(Hear, hear.) The India that all these years bowed tacitly to Dritish rule
leaving its progress and malterial prosperity ‘to the care of the: British
Government, its so-called trustees, is not the India that they have now to
govern and deal with. They have now to govern an India that i3 quite
alive to its own respousibilities, to its own potentialities and to its own as-
pirations. The so-called trustees have now to deal with cestui que trust that
has attained majority and is demanding from the trustees the control of Lis
own property and is also asking for an account of their trusteeship and admis
nistration of the trust. ¢ Applanse.) If the British' Government will realise
that situation they will change their mentality but unfortunately they are
not fully realising this positicn. They must also realise the lesson of what
is happening in various parts of the country. They must also realise the
lesson and implications of 'the events and happenings in “Calcutta.. They
must realise that a mentality is growing in this country which is absolutely
impatient with the present state of thingsand which, if not guided in the
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~proper channel, if not met in a reasonable manner, will swallow everything,
"The communistic ideas and socialism are the coming menace. If that men-
tality grows, it will swallow dominion status, it will swallow independence,
it will swallow the present structure of society, it will swallow the
British connection, and it will also swallow the British trade of which
Britain is naturally so anxious. (Applanse.) Let them, therefore, take heed
in time. The only way of meeting the impatient idealism that is growing
in the rising generation and preventing the spread of socialism and
communism is for the authorities, if they have any imagination in them to
take a bold step, to take courage in their hands, and to concede at once
what we have been asking for, viz., Dominion status, (Applause.) It is
~only in that manner, it is only by that generous gesture that the situation
can be saved. If they believe and if they imagine that they can deal with
symptoms here and symptoms there by repressive measures, by their
strength and might, they are very much mistaken. (Hear, hear,) Asl
‘ventured to say in my presidential address no Government, however power-
ful can govern 300 wmillions of people except with their tacit acquiescence
and consent. Unless the British Government secure the contentment and
acquiescence of the masses of the people, let them remember that government
will become more and more impossible. We of the Liberal faith are point-
ing to them the right way of weeting the present dangerous situation.
.(Hear, hear.) lfthey don’t heed our voice, if they don't take our modest
~counsels into their consideration and if they don’t meet our views, it is impos-
sible 'to foreses the consequences (Hear, hear.) At any rate, we have
relieved ourselves of any responsibility in the matter by the warning we have
.given, We of the Liberal faith have served the country all these years and
value and cherish the British connection and have stood by Government,
‘belisving that the British connection in the wisdom of Providenco is good
for both countries. 1f our wise and moderate counsels are not heeded,
there are very troublous times ahead with the growing discontent against
the Government and the present order of society. No doubt we will all
:suffer, India will suffer, England will suffer, but we shall have this
-satisfaction that while there was time, while there was opportunity we
.sounded the note of warning as the best advisers of India and England. 1t
is for Government to heed or not to heed our advice. At any rate, we
shall have discharged our responsibility.

Before I conclude, we must all tender our thanks to the members of
the reception committee and 1o the secretaries whose indefatigable labours
have contributed to the success of the conference, and particularly to Mehta
Krishna Ram of the leader, Babu Surendra Nath Varma, Babu Vishwanath
Prasad, Mehta Mahipatram Nagar, Pandit Moolchand Malaviya, and Babu
Sarju Prasad of the managing committee, the volunteers and the girl students
of the Arya Kanya Pathshala (Applause).

I don’t want to detain you further. 1 only wish that we Liberals will
-carry on our useful work throughout the next year in the country. We
shall watch the situation very closely as we shall have to do, and as Sir Tej
Babadur Sapra has said the great thing that we have to achieve is unity
among all creeds and all parties.  However good and wise our counsels may
be, let me assure you that we won’t make any advance unless we achieve
unity. The divisions and disputes amongst us are really great obstacles in
the way of our national progress and as [ said in my address we ought to
go to the farthest limit in making concessions to minorities consistently with
national interest. If we are able, during the year, to achieve unity between
all creeds and races in this country, 1 don’t see what power on earth can
prevent our future progress towards the goal which we are determined to

achieve, Let me repeat I am very grateful to you for making this session
a success and for the manner in which you have treated me. (Loud and
prolonged applause.) :

- After afew songs by the girl students of the Arya Kanyn Patbshala
the Federation terminated amidst very jubilant and enthusiastic scenes.
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 APPENDIX A.
The National Liberal Federation of India.

ELEVENTH ANNUAL SESSION.
Allahabad.

President~Sir Chimanlal Setalvad, K. C. 1. E., LL. D. (Bombay).

RESOLUTIONS.

- .—Sympathy and Condolence.
Lord Sinha.

(¢) The National Liberal Federation of India places on record its
deep seuse of the loss the country has sustained in the death
of Lord Sinha, one of the most illustrious Indians who rose
to fame by dint of his uncommon qualities of intellect and
character and who will long be remembered as a man who
demonstrated, in every office he filled, the capacity of Indians
to do full justice to duties the most arduous.

Lala Lajpat Rai.

(b6 The National Liberal Federation records its sense of deep sorrow
at the death of Lala Lajpat Rai, one of the greatest of
Indian patriots, the more keenly felt because of the eircum-
stances in which it occurred. In Lala Lajpat Rai the
Motherland has lost a public worker whose love of country
was passionate and profound. He bore much and braved
much for winning freedom for his countrymen, and he
laboured with equal zeal for the advancement of education,
social reform, and philanthropic causes.

Other Leaders.

(¢) The National Liberal Federation expresses its sense of deep regret
at, and of the loss the country has sustained in, the death
of Syed Ameer Ali, Sir Hormusji Wadya, Sir Ramanbhai
Mahipatram and Babu Durga Charan Banerji, who all
served the country faithfully for her political uplift as well
as in other spheres of public utility.

(d) Thé Federation offers its sympathy and condolence to the
bereaved families.
Il.—The Statutory Commission.

(a) The National Liberal Federation urges upon all Indians the
imperative necessity of continuing the boycott of the Simon
Commission in full vigour.

(b) The Federation emphatically condemns the police assaults -come
mitted in the name of peace and order, Which have marked
the reception accorded by the officials to the Simon Commis-
sion at certain places.

lIl.—Dominion Status for India.

This Federation is strongly of opinion that the system of government
to be established in place of the present system should be the same ag that
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which prevails in the self-governing Dominions which are equal members
of the British Commonwealth of Nations and that this step should be
taken immediately. Any further delay and postponement is fraught with
danger to the mutual relations of India and Fngland. .

IV.—Nehru Committee Report and the Problem of Minorities,

(a) This Federation accords its general support to the report of
the Nehru Committee and the resolutions of the All-Parties
Conference bheld at Lucknow, in particular with reference
to the establishment of complete provincial autonomy without
Second Chambers and of full responsible government in the
Government of India with all residuavy powers. =~

(b) This Federation is further of opinion that if, in addition to or in
substitution of the recommendations ¢f the Nehru Committee,
the settlement cf the problem of minorities is possible by
agreement on ary other basis, such basis should be accepted
in the larger and more abiding interests of the country.

(¢) The Federation appoints a committee consisting of Sir Chiman-
lal Setalvad (Bombay); Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru (Allahabady) ;
Sir C. P. Ramaswami Aiyer (Madras); and Babu Jitendra
Nath Basu (Secretary) to cooperate with the representatives
of other organisations for the settlement of communal

questions.

v.—Indian States.

(1) (¢) While in general agreement with the recommendations of the
Nehru Committee in regard to Indian States this Federation
welcomes the suggestion made recently in some quarters that
representatives of British India and Indian States should
meet to discuss their points of view to arrive at a conclusion
which will be acceptable to both parties.

(b) This Federation while appreciativg ihe efforts made by some
states to introduce representative government is stroogly of
opinion that more systematic and liberal measures should be
taken to introduce 1esponsible government and asociate the
people with the administration of their own states.

VI.—Council and Office-bearers.

(a)hResolved that Mr. C. Y. Chintamani, M. L. C., and Pandit
Hirday Nath Kunzru, M. L. A., be re-appointed honorary
. General Secretaries of the Federation for the year 1929.

©®) Resolved further that the undermentioned persons do cobstitute
. the Indian National Liberal Council fer the year 1929 :

The list is published on pages 58—61.

Vil.—Next Session of the Federation.

Resolved that the twelfth annual session of the National Liberal
Federation of India be held at Madras in the last week, or on such other
dates as may he later determined, of 1929.

CHIMANLAL H. SETALVAD,
President,
ALLAHABAD, Eleventh Annual Session of the
December 31, 1928. National Liberal Fedcration'oir_ India.



