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MR. PATRICK DUNCAN ON THE ASIATIC BILL

HE possibility of the Government's new As.iatic

Bill being re-introduced this session in a

slightly-amended form was suggested by the

Hon. Patrick Duncan, M.L.A., in the course of an
interview to the Cape Times on Jan. 26. In view of
that possibility, he adopts tho uttitade that it would
be wiser fof those who are attacking the Bill to wait
until tho Bill is again before the House. Even if it
comes forward in exactly the same form, Mr. Duncan
thinks that the better chance of success for the
opponents of the measure would come from attacking

it purely on its merits or demerits. With the ex-
ception that the new Bill deals with the qunestion of
the ownership of Iand in Natal by Indians, the
legislation it proposes does not differ from that
introduced in 1924 by Mr. Dupcan himself when
Minister of the Interior.

Speaking on the question of whether or not the
Asintic Bill constitetes a breach of the Smuts-Gandhi
Agreement of 1914, Mr. Duoncan said :—

“The present Asiatic Bill is exactly the same
as the one 1 brought in, except that it deals
with the question of the owning of land by In-
dians in Natal, and I do not think that is
affected by the term ‘vested rights' nunder the
Smuts-Gandhi Agreement. It, no doubt, means
a serious restriction of the rights of Indians in
Lthat Province. From that point of view there
i8 justification for saying that we are introducing
legislation which will seriously restrict the
rights of Indians in 3 manner not contemplated
at the time of the Agreement. Itseems to me
that the matter should be attacked by those
who are opposed to it on its merits or demerits,
aqd not on the ground that it is a breach of
faith. I do not think that any agreement was
ever made with the Indians that their rights
:vpuéd never be subject to any further res-
ricliion.

"It is my opinion that they are far more'

liln_ely to succeed by attacking it on the ground
of it8 merits alone, because they will have con-
siderable diflicalty in proving that any definite
agreement was made that their rights would
never be less than they were in 1914, In any
case, yon cannot set np an agreement, even if
therc_a was one, that will blind the country for
all time. Our ontlooks change, and the main
question is one of whether the legislation is
just and reasonable,

. _Pe_rsonally, I think that what we call the
Asiatic menace’ 8 not nearly so serious in
South Afm:a_ a8 many people make it ont to be.
On the question of “vested rights’ T take up the
same attitnde exactly as I did when introducing
m!:lown Class Areas Bill in 1924,

t is unwise to express an opinion a

new Asiatic Bill antil we see ‘i,t, beeamti: hii
posstble that it might come in in a modified
form. The so-called menace, 1 think, will
grow less a8 time goea on—in fact, outside
Natal, tl.le numbery of Asiaties are trifting com-
pared with the white population. The white
population will have to grow if we are to hold

South Africa, and as it grows the Asiatic danger

gets less and less,. We had better wait, how-
ever, until the Bill ig introduced, and see if it
comes in in the same form as when it ‘was
introduced last session.” . .. .
Mr. Duncan’s Speech in Parliament -
The following is the full Hansard text of the Hon.
Patrick Duncan’s spesch in so far a5 it relates to the
question of ‘Indian vested rights” when he. intro-
duced the Class Areas Bill, second reading, on April

2,1924 :— oo - .
I would like to mention one particular criticism
which has been levelled against this Bill, and that is,
in bringing forward this Bill the Government has
been guilty of & breach of faith of the agreement
b:tween the Prime Minister and Mr. Gandhi -when
he was in the Transvaal. It has been objected that
this Bill constitutes spome breach of the agreement
entered into at that time. I have examimed very
carefully the correspondence which passed at that
time, and it was also examined by a Select Com-
mittee of this House in 1919. This charge of a
breach of faith has been laid, as far ag I am able to
make out, on two grounds, one, it is alleged, and I
think correctly alleged, that a general undertaking
was given at that tilne on behalf of the Government
that.if and when the immigration of Indians in
South Africa was stopped the Indians who were

_actually here should be treated with due considera-

tion and with every regard to their rights. - As far
a8 that is concerned I do not regard this Bill as any
breach whatever of that undertaking. This Bill, as
I have said, is intended to apply, and will only sue~
ced if it is applied with due regard to the rights of
justice for the Indians who are-already here. But
the charge goes further and allegea that an -under-
taking was given 'on behalf of the - Government of
the Union at that time that vested rights wonld be
respected and under the term “vested rights™ are in-
cluded the rights of Indians who are now trading
here, or those who may succeed them as traders
here to go on trading under the same conditions as
they are trading now. I would like to make it
quite clear that this term *‘vested’ rights” employed
by Mr. Gandhi in his correspondence: of: that time
was never intended by him, and never understood
by anybody else, a8 carrying any implication of that:
sort at all. What Mr. Gandhi was dealing with at
that time was the question of the rights of certain
traders who had been allowed to trade on. the gold-
fields againat the strict terms of the law. He wus
dealing with the question of what should be done in
regard to those men, whether the law should be
applied to them etrictly and they should be turned
off, or whether the rights which they had built by
acquiescence should be: respected. When the- Act
of 1919 was under consideration that point was
brought up, and the Act made careful provision to
respect the rights of vested -interests of ~traders
which had been acquired in oppositicn to the law,
merely owing to the fact that they had been so
acquired and enjoyed, and the Act of 1919 made .
provision that those rights should be respected.
After that the Asiatic Commission went into this:

. ¥ -
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particular question because the Government had

]

been most carefnl to avoid any possible breach of |
faith in connection with the agreement which was .

made between Mr. Gandhi and the Government. ;

.The Asiatic Commission went into this matter and
g|id :—

As we have seen up to 1908 the Asiatic had the
right in accordance with judicial decisions to hire a
stand on proclalmed- land from the European
licence-holder of it, and to carry on business upon
jt. There waa nothing in the Gold Law of 1393 or
any other Jaw to.prevent his doing so, Then by
section-180 of the Gold Law of 1903 Abiatics were
prohibited from acquiring leases under that law.
Though no specific mention is made of trading rights,
the effect of that section and of section 131 is to pre-
cludé Asiatics, amangst other coloured persons from
exercising such righta by reason of their belng pro-
hibited from hiring such rights and occupying and
“residing on them. The provisions of the Gold Law
and the Townships Act of 1908 were not strictly en-
forced, tvith the reeult that between 1903 and 1914
-a considerable namber of new businesses had been
established by Indian traders in several places in
‘gpite of the lIaw. These must have been the “vested
rights” nplewfolly acqunired withoat interference
from the Government, which General Smuts and
My, Gandhi bad in mind during the negotintions.

‘That is the report of the Asiatic Commission
“which sat-in-1921. I think that showe quite clearly
that thore vested rights, which were referred to by
Mz, Gandhi in his correspondence, referred only to
the rights of those traders who had been allowed to
-entablish their buslness withonut interference, al-
though strictly against the law, and I should like to
‘qtiote another testimony which may perhaps bs re-
garded as impartial. That is the testhnony of Sir
‘Benjamin Robertson, who waa allowed to come out
‘here by the Indian Government o asslat the Asiatic
Inquiry Commission in SBouth Africs, and he put
before that Commission a memorandum setling

_forth his viowa of the ocondition of affairs in the
Uniont of South Africs tn regard to the relations of
the Europeun and Asiatic populations. In that
memorandum he deald with the question of Mr.
Gandhi’s letter and the agreements which have been
‘based on that, He says: : )
© - -Mr. Gandhi’® letter,. dated Tth July, 1914,
relates only to & side issue of the settlement of
©+1914. - As ig clear from the opening sentences
of Mr. Gandhi’s letter his definition of “‘vested
" rights™ refers to such righta only in connection
with the Gold Law and the Townships Amend-
ment Aet. The Bmuts-Gandhi Agreement, as
- reported to the Government of India, consists
- of two letters of the 30th June, 1914; and the
letter of the Tth July was not made known to
* them until it was pablished in the report of the

Beleet Committee of 1919. Its menning, lhow-

ever, seems clear enough. The amemdment of
* the Gold Law and the Townships Amendmemt

Act wus not the issue in the passive resistmnce

‘movernent. -They fell within the category of
the existing laws which the Union Government
nndertook to administer, “in & just maveer and
- with a duae regard to vested rights.”” General
t Smuts promised that he woull endeuvonr to
- protect vested righta as defined by Mr. Gandbi,
g Mt Gandhi accordingly submitted i con-
«« mgetion wvith. these two particolar laws ip his
. }ebtter of July 7. i .. .
#And this is the guolation from this letter :—
of; By veated rightq; F understund the rights of
- ani.fdian-and ksis soccessors to live and trade
“fu thé-townehip im which he was living and
-Irading; no matter how often he shifts his resi-
«t derree or baginess in the same township. The
- Government of India nnderstood this to mean
that any such trader who might be ocenpying

land in coutravention of the Gold Law or the
Townshig Amendment Aet, wonld not be evict-
ed. Section 1 of the At No, 37 of 1919, gives
legal validity to Genersl Smuts’ promise, and
by extending the period to Jaly 1, 1919, more
than fulfills the undertaking which was given
in 1914.

I have gone into some length on that becanse this
isa qnestion which has raised A considerable amount
of feeling which has been used both hers and in
India to excite resentment and feeling against this
particolar mensure.—Capas Timas,

F—=—————aae— -

India and South Africa

The Cape Times has the following leading artiole
in its {ssue of Jan. 27 :—

The statement, which we publish to-dny, by Mr.
Patrick Duncan on the Asiatic Bill should go far to
remove & confusion of thought which is having miwx
chievous results, mai.ly in India, but in Houth
Africa ng well, Agitation in India against the Asia-
tic Bill has been, and is, very largely inspired and
fomented by the belief that the Bill is n “breach of
faith” on the part of the South African Government,
'The Bishop of Pretoria, whose courage in enying
what he thinks about this “breach of faith” all must
respect, declares bluntly, too, that “South Afriea
will do a great wrong if it goes back on the mmin
provisions of the Suruts-Gandhi agreoment (of 1914)
and treats it as a scrap of paper.” Mr. Duncan, on
the other hand, says, as he said when he introduewxd
the Glasg Areas Bill in 1921, that he does aot “think
that any agreement wus ever made with the Indians
that their rights wonld never be subject to any fur-
ther restriction.” The view of the Cape Zimes on
this metter has been stated In two considered
articles whick appeared on January 13 and 14, It
is the view of Mr. Duncan, not of the Bishop of
Pretoria and of the Indians who are agitnting the
matter in Indiz. An agreement of the kind made
between General Smuts and Mr. Gandhi in 1914
maust be interpreted in the light of the words actually
used between the two parties to it. The ayreement
gave Mr, Gandhi, in words first used by hinself,
“an assurance that the existing laws specially affeot-
ing Indians®™ would “be administered justly and
with due regard to vested rights.,” And Generul
Smuts added to this assnronce, with the full assent
of Mr. Gandhi, the statement that “it always has
been and will continue to be the desire of the Gov-
ernment to soe™ that the existing laws were so ad-
ministered,

The mention of “vested rights” in this ssswrance
is the real source of all the trouble that has enaucd..
The Government of Indin has interpreted the
assaranes to mean “that the status which the Indian
community had acquired in 1914 would at lenst bo
maintained.” The Bishop of Pretoris says, quito
rightly, that “‘to nggravate a racially-passionate ques-
tion by bringing forward contentions which are un-
true is worse than folly. The only hope of advance
through these most thorny problems is the adherence
no mattec what the political Jdenwbacks, to nothing
but the trnth.”! The Rev. C. I'. - Andrews, who wus
with Mr. Gandhi at tho time whon the agrecment
was . made, mow saye'thut “it implied that those
rights which the Indians hud hitherto held would
not be atill farther diminished.” ‘o all these the
answer is that if the agreemnont meant what it is
now asid to have meant, Mr. Qanlhi conld hardly
have omitted to mako sure that it eaid eo. Yet Mr,
Gandhi never at the time suggested that o pledge us
to the administration of oxisting laws involved a
pledge that the existing laws shontd not he altered to
the disrdvantage of the Indians, No doubt he hoped
that they would not be so altered, just as he hoped
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: otber Indian grievances which he mentioned
:.l:‘ ll:itshgmt letter would in time be ren:.mved.‘ Bat
he knew that General Smuts could not give t_mn an
assurance which went farther than the admibistra-
tion of existing laws. Hg asked for that assnravce
and he received it. 'When he now gays, a8 he gaid
in a statement cabled on Friday, that it' is not to be
anpposed that after eight years of solid snﬂ'enpg.
Indians woald he satisfied with an agrecment which

might not lead to further amelioration of their |

states, but to further degradation, ultimately re-
snlting in their extinction,” he begs the whole ques-
tion. Of course he and his compatriots hoped that
the agreement woald “lead to forther umelioration
of their statug.” Mr, Gandhi said so himself o his
first lctter to General Smuts. Bnt be must have
known, too, that General Smuts conld not pledge
the Sounth African Lepisiatare for all time not to
alter the “existing laws,” and the very fact that he
asked from General Smuts no more—and received
no more—than 1n assurance a8 to the administration
of the “existing laws,” shows that he himself, at the
lime, recognised that any assurance which General
Smuis could give him could not go beyond
the sphere of administration. The trath is that Mr.
Gandbi has aitered bis view of the ugreement in lolo.
He now reads into it a pledge which, if it had been
snggested by him at the time, would have made any
agreement impossible, His new interpretation of
the agreement has heen accepted—with an ignorance
of the facts which can only be described as lamenta-
ble—by the Government of India. Aund it has been
exploited by Indian opinion with a wholesale lack
either of knowlege or of scruple.

Mr. Duncan puts his finger on the real point of all
this eontroversy when he says that “the matter
shonld be attacked by those who are opposed to it
on its merits or demerits, and not on the ground
that it is a breach of fuith.” Withont doubt, as Mr.
Dancan adds, the Bill in its draft form “means &
serions restriction of the righis of Indians,” so far as
owning land in Natal goes: and “from that point of
view there is justification for eying that we are
introdncing legislation which will serionsly restrict
the rights of Indians in 8 manner not contemplated
at the time of the (Smnuts-Gandhi) agreement.”
There the Indians have a case: but on the agreement
iteelf, in our deliberate view, they have none. It is
all very well to say, as the Bishop of Pretoria 8ays,
that “the legally-minded enn find ways of interprat-
ing what General Smuts meant by ‘regard to vested
richta’*  Plain men, “legally-minded” or not, will
gay that an agreement i8 an agreement and must
be understood to mean what it says: no more and
n0 less. They might be tempted to add that the
Indian attempt, at this time of day, 10 read into:
the agreement a meaning which would have made
its conclnsion impossible at the time is an example
of that combination of emotionalism and lack of
scruple which is at the rost'of the dislike and dis-
trust of many Europeans in South Afriea for the
ln.tli:m. and of their conviction that his presence in
this country, regrettable as wers its origing, is even
more regrettable from the point of view of the
present and fature welfare of the Union. We are
quite clear that such recriminations are inadvisable
Bat South Africa can hardly be expected to .sit
gilent nuder the torrent of acensations of bad faith
and trickery that has descended on her from India
—and most offensively from Mr. Gaudhj himsslf
during the past week-—without a word of reply in
kind. That mid, the wise course, as Mr, Dnpean
points out, i3 to wait for the actual form which the
Asiatic Bill takes when the Government moves its
Second Reading in Parliament. If the Government
of Indis, and the Deputation which is now in the
Union, will make an effort to get free from ohsessions
about the Smnts-Gandhi agreement—an obselete
docament so far a8 new legislation goes; to under-
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staiid the problerii of the Indian in South Africa;
and to formulate guggestions which may be helpful
10 the Priine Minister, there is little reason why
that peace for whicti the Bishop of Preforia longs,
in company with dll conscientions South Africans,
should be beyond mortal wit to achieve,

Indian Accusations Against -
South Afric;a
The_C_harges Examiged " - '

111.—The Impeiial Conferetices '~

{ Contirniued from page 84) .

The following is the third of the sories of articles
appearing in the Uaps T'imes op the above qttes-
tion :— ) '

A charge of breack of faith s beitig brodght
apainst Sonth Africa in respect of the Areas Reservi-
tion Bill; popularly kpown as the Asiatic Bill.
There are three “counts” in the charge :

(1) That the segregation provigions of the ieastre
constitute d breach of the Bmuts-Gatdhi sgreertient
of 1914, ‘ : .

{2) That the Bill is inconsistent with the tuddet-
takings given by Union statesmed at Inperinl Con-
ferences since 1917, _ .

(3) That the restrictions imposed by the Bill on.
the acquisition of lahd in Natel by Ihdians break
the pledges given by the Natal Goverhment to In-

dians brought into Natal ander the .indentm:e

In a short series of artioles these “counts” are
examined in the light of the available docmmentary
evidence. The article printed below deals with the
second of the three “counts.” B :

The second charge brought against the Union by
the Indians and theirsnpporters, thab the Arens Ke-
gervation Bill is a breack of endertakinge given by
various Sonth African statesmen at Imperial Con-
ferences, can be auswered more simply and direetly
thao the first charge. For, while the coniroveray
over the Smuts-Gandhi agreement turns on ¢uadi:
legal questions of interpretation and on points in«
volving the reconstruction of history, this second
charge is an uncomplicated matter of faet, - . .

What andertakings have been made by Union
staiesmen at Iinperial Conferences since 1917 on the
Indian question? In what way, precisely, ean it be
alleged that the Bill does not keep faith with any
one or more of these undertakings? . oo

It is characteristic of the hot-headed and. pre-
possessed matare of the present Indian agitation thaé
the accasations levelled against South Africa do not’
give clear answers to those two qnestions: Indeed;
the indictment i8 g0 “vagus and embarrassing” and
so entirely lacking in definite partionlars, that any
attempti—such as is made in these articles—to mset
it fairly and squarely is compelled to begin by seek-
ing for possible particulars. To a vague aifirmation:
no more is posgible than a vagne denjal. We ean-
not be content with that We must do what the
Indians have failed to do—disinter the faots, .

. Two Ways .

There are only two ‘'ways in whick undertakings
could have been given af the Imperial Confrences :

(1) In the formal resolutions passed by the -Con-

_ ferences. - -

(2) In tbe speeches made at the Conferonces. -

Neither form of understanding is, of - course,
binding on the nation unless accapted or vatified by .
Parliament tacitly or formally. There was; for
instance, no brezch of faith by England when the
British Parliament failed to ratify Me. Baldwin’s .
Imperial Preference promises, - -

Strictly, then, to prove a breach of faith against
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Sounth Africa the Tndians would have to substantiate:
{1) That a definite undertaking was made,
(2} Thatit was seabseqnently either ratified by the
Union Parliament or tacitly accepted by it

(3) That the Areas Reservation Bill ia, either in
principle or in some specifie provision, &
breach of that undertaking.

But as the Indians are evidently toco execited to
follow this proper and rational procedare, we must
try to bring order and reason into their wild accu-
gations as best a8 we can.

The Conferences

The simplest way to do that will be to pass briefly
in review the proceedings of each of the Imperial
Conferences since 1917, with a view to discovering
what were the undertakings shouldered by Sounth
Africa either in the resolntions or in the speeches.

In the cases of the 1917 and 1918 Conferences
there is some help from official sources. The

memorandum presented by Sir Benjimin Robertson .

to the 1920 Asiatic Inquiry Commission mentioned
_certain “‘assurances given by General Smuts and
‘Mr. Burton” npon which the Government of India
placed “great reliance.” Iu its report the Commis-
gion reviewed these “assurances.”

Sir Benjamin Robertson’s memorandum and the
Commigsion’s summing np of the “‘assurances” it
mentioned are all the more valuable because they
were printed and published years before the Class
Areas Bill and the Areas Reservation Bill were
thrown into the political arena.

General Smuts’ Optimism

At the 1917 Imperial Conference no resolutions
on the Indian gunestion were passed. The question,
indeed, was just then remarkably quiescent in both
countries. ‘The heat engendered by the pre-war
conflict: that Mr. Gandhi had led and evaporated.
South Africa was content with the stoppage that had

Leen offocted then in the inflow of Indians into the.

country; India was still happy in the belief that Mr.
Gandhi had won a great victory, backed by the
powerful diplomatic pressnre it was pathetically con-
vinced Lord Hardinge had Drought to bear on the
Union Government through Whitehall; aund the
Conference was feeling its way towards Lord
Hardinge's great principle of Reciprocity that was
to settle for all time the vexed gquestion of immi-
gration.

" It was in these promising eircumstances that
General Smuts at the Jonference made a apeech that
has gince heen interpreted to mean far more than it
did. As the Asistic Inquiry Commiesion put it,
“General Smuts took the somewhat optimistic ‘view
of the future. He regarded the Imimigrants’ Rego-
lation Act of 1913 as baving harl the effect of re-
moving the fear, by which many of the inhabitants
wera obssessed, thut the coantry was going to be
flooded by unlimited immigration from India; and
he expressed the conviction that all the other ques-
tions that remained would be considered sabsidiary,

- and would become easily soluble.”

Clearly there was no binding undertaking iun all
this, Events have to some extent belied Geonoral
Smuts’ optimism. For those events the anti-Asiatics
in the Union, the Provincial Qouncil in Natal, and
certain Transveal monicipalities are not free from
blame. But then neither are the Transvaal Indians
free from blame in arcuwsing public feeling. against
them by the wholesale evasions of the law which
led to the sppointment of. the 1919 Parliamentary
Select Committee and to Act 37 of that year, to the
getting up, of the 1920 Inquiry Commission, and to
much of the sabseguent trouble. Bat misplaced

. optimism is one thing, and & breach of faith quite

another.

. Mr. Burtons Speech

At the 1918 Conference two' resolations were
passed. The one- was the Reciprocity resolntion,

IS

whereby it wos Inid down that eash separate part of
the Empire, inclading India hud the inherent right
to control the composition of its owa population by
means of restrictions on immigration, subject to the
grant of the richt to visit or tomporary residence in
certain cases. This resolation ws aceepte:l by Sonth
Africa. Tndeed, as the 1922 “[udian Year Book”
put it, "in the ease of South Afeici tho resslution
was merely a re-statement of the policy embodind in
the Itnmigrants (Restriction) Act of 1913 and the
Indians Relief Act, No, 22 of 1914."

Needless to say, the Areas Reservation Bill is in
no reapect o breach of the reciprocity resolation, nor
is it alleged to be by the Indixns. .

The other resolution passed by the 1913 Con-.
ference concerned a memorandum drawan np by
Lord Sinba on behalt of the Indian Governmsnt
and presented to the Conforence. The memoranilum
asked for the abolition of disibilities on Indiuns
throughout the Empire, and in partionlar urged tho
repeal of those lawa which prevent Indians in the
Transvaal from owning land. The resolution pasted
by the Conference recommended the Moemorandmm
to the various Governments concerned for their
early cousideration. :

In accepting the resolution an UVahalf nf the
Union, Mr. Burton said: "Wo will give it (tho
memorandum) the most sympathatic consileration
weo can, certainly.” He referred to the ditfienlty
and delicuy of the issues raised, adding that Le
agreed that the Indians in the Union should by
treated as “haman beinga, with foolinugs liks oar
own, and in a proper manner.”

The Action of Parliament

The undertaking that the momorandum suaonlhl he
given early consideration wans carriell ont by the
appointment early in the very next session of the
Select Committee on Disibilitiea of British Lljuns
in the Tranavaal. Tho Committee's dulibor.lions ro-
sulted in Aot 37 of L919: und durlng thy «{Libity on
that measure it was very evident that so fu from
approving of any reduction of Indian dighititivs,
the majority of the House would hive waolesm-nl Far
more drastic action than that embo liol in the BN,
which put an end to the aequisition of Lunl and

licences by Indians in the Tranaval in delianco of

and by evading the luw.

Thus even if Me. Barton's apeech at the 1913
Conference could be constrned ns an undertuking
that the land-owning disabilities of Iulians in the
Trausvanl would be removed-=and it cannot bo
reasonably so constrned—the vory next session of
Parliament most decidoly failed to riatify any such
undertaking. Instead, it passed an Act which de-
nied to Asiatics even the right to in lircet ownorship
of land by means of forming companics.

1921 and 1923

About the position tulken up by South Afeice atb
the 1921 and 1923 Imparial Conlerences thuore can
be no shadow of doabt, At the first o rosolution
was passed recognising “‘thut there s an incongrnity
between the position of Inslin, 88 an cqual membor
of the Empire, and the existence of digabilities upnn
British Indians domiciled in #nv parts of the Km-
pire,” and declaring it a lvisiblo Lhat “the riglts of
sach Indiins shonld ba recogniss L

The resolation eontinued: *“Tho ropresontilives
of South Afrien rogrektheir inhility to accept this
resolution in view of the excuptional eircamstinces
of the greatar part of tho Union.”

At the 1923 Conference it was ayread that, in
order to give effcot to this resolution a Committes of
the Government of India shonid go to various parts
of the Empive to confer with the individual Govorn-
ments concerned. Once again, Sonth Africa wus
excepted, General Smuts dectaring that no good
parposo could be servedd by the reception in the
Union of the Governmont of Iudin's Comnmitteo,
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A Promise Made and Kept

Where in all these Conforences is there any undgr-
{aking or assurance given on behalf of. Soanth Africa
of which the Areas Reservation Bill conld con-
erivably be a breach? At no time have oar sm-tes-
men said in effect more than this, that the Indians
in the Cnion wonld be treated jostly and that the
vested rights acquired by individual Indians “-roul_d
receive consideration. That vodertaking—which is
none other than onr old friend the Smuts-Gandhi
agreement—has repeated]ly been made.

Tt has not only been made: it has been kept. The

= Act of 1919, for instance, that put a stop to fhe
evasion of the law and to the unlawful acquisntu_m
of husinesses in the Transvaal, actnally left undis-
tnrbed those Indians who had acquired such busi-
nesaes or land prior to May 1, 1919, .

. Referring to this fact the Asiatic Inquiry Com-
mission said :

“They *(the Indians) admit that a8 far as
Qeneral Smuls’ promise to Mr. Gundhi .is con-
corned, it has, in view of Mr., Gandhi's own
Jdefinition, been more than fulfilled by extend-
ing the protection to vesled rights which had
been acquired op to May 1, 1919.” :

: In moving the second reading of the Class Areas
Bill in 1924 Mr. Dancan claimed that the measure
was no breach of this undertaking. He declared that
the Bill. properly and sympathetically administered,
a4 was the intention of the Government, was neither
nnjust nor repressive legisiation, and that it very
fully provided for the protection of the vested
rights of Indians.

Doubtless the same claim will be made by Dr.
Malan for his measare, which 18 to a large extent
illentical with Mr. Duncan’s. And provided that
thn Government administers the Bill in the same
apirit of justice and consideration for the Indians to
which Mr. Dunean pledwed his Government, it will
bo impossible for any fair and reasonable person to
maintain that the Bill is a breach.of any under-
taking validly made by any Union statesman.

{ Ta be Concluded,)

News From Bombay

[Py C. F. AxprEws] -

The following letter which has just come from
one whe was my colleague in labour matters in
India will Le of interest here in Sonth Africa. It
gives snmething of the inner history of the great
Labour Movement of India, It reads as follows :—

" Yon will have learnt by this time that the Bom-
bay Textile strike has ended favourably to the
strikers. The Government of India announced the
euspension of the Coiton Excise Dnty for the re-
mainder of the year and following that the mill-

« owners withdrew the notice of wage ecut. Over
sixty thonsand men have resnmed work, others ars
returning to Bombay from the suburbs and the

y, villages. In a few days’ time work will become

A quite normal.

The Committee of Assistance to the Textile work-
ers did very good service, Thanks to the very
gencrous help of the British and other Euaropean
Labour organisations, the Committee of Assistance
was able to carry on effecient relief on a large scale.
The atrike on the whole was weil-managed. There
was no atteropt at violence, althongh the gitnation
was desperate and critical. The millowners tried
theip best to bring the workers back to work, bat the
workers ignorant, iliiterate and timiqd thongh they
were, stoutly refused even to listen to their masters,
Yon would be pleased to know that though I was as
a rule sceptical about the snccess of a lahour move-

ent in India; thig dne sty
ﬁ] nannmq:s nrcmtﬂg 'wﬁ'ﬁﬁ?n“ﬁ !*34 :?ﬁ'} t.hn;qgnh:

vinced me that provided there are proper.organisers
we can bring the Indian labour movement on a
level with labour movements in other countries.

The All-India Trade Union Congress is now con-
centrating on the organisation of the eotton opera-
tives. Several meetings have been held and mem ber-
ship has ostensibly increased. -

Mr. Johunston, the Labour M.P. who is on tour in
India is expected here on the 16th. He will address
the workers in the different centres.

Mr. Joshi is away to preside over the annmal
gathering of the Bhil Seva Mandal. The Congress
Session will be held at Madras on 9th and 10th, and -
Mr. V. V. Giri will preside. Mr. Joshi has asked.
me if I could accompany him to Madras.

I am afraid you are terribly busy and over-worked.
I should be very fortunate if I hear from you about
your health. I read in the papers that in an.
interview you said yoa were not well. .I am very
anxicus to hear about it.” ‘

9
_ Indiay Community’s Tyibute
toMr. C. F. Andrews

etown Meeting

A public meeting of the Indian and coloured.
communities was held in the City Hall on Sunday
the 24th January. The meeting, which was under
the anspices of the Cape British Indian Couneil, was
called for the purpose of bidding farewell to Mr,
Andrews, who was to have left for England on the
29th but at the request of the Indian community
has consented to prolong his stay in this country for
a few more weeks, . - :

Mr. M. Y. Hawa, who presided. extended a cordial
welcome to those of his fellow-citizens who  had at-

_tended to hear the I'ndian#’ plea for justice and fair

play and also to welecome the Rev, C, F: Andrews, who
had traly npheld the great traditions of liberal-minded
and democratic Englishmer. He (Mr. Andrews)
had championed the cause of Indians in India and
South Afriea and in other parts of the world who
were daily being denied the right to live as true and
and sincere citizens of this or any other country.
They would nover forget the way he had helped
their brethren in Kenya, where he had snffered_in-
tolerable hardships at the hands of a minority of -
Europeans. “We hope and pray that his example
and the sacrifices he has made for the Indians in
South Africa may be followed by his fellow-Euro-
peans, and thus bring harmony and co-operation to
the bnilding up of a contented and happy South
Africa.” ) ] .
Several speakers followed and expressed the grati-
tode of the Indian and coloured and native com-
munities for all that Mr, Andrews_had done on

their behalf. ‘
Loyal Subjects = - :
One speaker said the legislation against Asiatics
merely disgnised an attempt to oust the black races,
It was just white against black, In the Great War
England had been nobly assisted by the Indians,

- who where loyal subjects, and in return had been-

promised justice, equality and peace. These fair pro-
mises were now being denied them, and it behoved
all the black races to stick together, as it was only
by doing that they counld hope to succeed in their

The Rev. C, F. Andrews spoke first in Hindustani,
his remarks being punctuated with constant applause.
Speaking in English he said he had one message to
give from India, and it was that they believed in the
righteousness of their canse, and they had full faith
that God was with them in the struggle. He had
spent 23 years of his life in Indisy but it had always
heiart e wrigh #f hin femet to damé t9 Adrlda) and
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‘even a8 8 child he had continnounsly expreesed that
deslre, He was glad that he had been able to falfil
that desire four times over, and had travelled over
Esst and South Africa. On these visits he had always
done his nimost to bring about friepdship and nnity
between the memhers of the Indian community and
the members of the different African communities,
and he had alwaye fonnd it a very easy and simple

Africans for India

1t had been one of the great wishes of his life that
Africans who were gaining so rapidly in education
ghould coma over to the great country of India to
gee its great poats and to behald their grent nnd
beautiful architectare. In Trinity College, Kandy,
they had Africans from Uganda, and they wers liv-
ing in amity and peace with fellow-students from
India and Ceylon. That Oollege had been founded

_by the Rev. Aleo Fraser, who was now in West
Africa, and in the future he hoped thera would be
a possaibility of Africans going to India there to
learn of and tg respect and love the Indian peoples.

. Therp was ane other hame in Jodia whose doors

. were ever open to Africans, the home of the poet

, Rabindravath Tagote, on, a5 it was cnlled, Bhanti-
niketan. .

He thanked them all for their kind words, and he
assured them that he truly loved the people of his
adopted land, India, He wished them success in
their tgl‘-leat_ struggle for the right, and he prayed to
God that they wonld gain thut suecess,

Soﬁth_ African Indian Congress

Natal’s Delégifi;)n to India

Mn E. M, Ally acknowledges with thanks the
following subscriptions. Further subscriptions are
earnest)
of Mr, E, M. Ally, and addressed to him at 109,
Fjelgd 8ireet, Durbgn.

Amanpt previonsly &ckn/ow]eaged
Mr, M. A. Fazloodeen & Co,,
» ML R e
] aman 18
w Pk} H. :[anil
 E» Haribhai

=7
= m
P

£
9

-3

COONMDRDII0OD

I

=
g
&
g

H
*  Sond Ragavil
v Thekerse Damodat
w B, Akoofl”
IT) Ml Rﬁwat & GO.
» Adam Suleman
» Haji Amod Osman,
» P: V. Banghgvee & Son
. M. 8. Timol-
- » Amod Beak
» P, G. Nalker & Sons
3311
" * 00,
» K. N. Padia ™ "

" gi {Iﬁix}%ﬂhm s
. Sha aWoo
.o M, B Poolay -
T M 1, Lotndé

nDi B

o A_nmd, Puwoad & On,

Pebt.

g
g R
RO O o (=3 PSR R SRS
QRO LI &

bt T
(=31 Foy-~
[~
oo

RN nRIo
—
Qe=n OWWI0 O IO L

=
o_

requested, all chequea to be made in name :

February sth, 1926

" M H. Moosa

» Mahomed Ahmed & Co, lg l.(’: 3
» Naran Bhagwan 5 5 0
» M. C. Ami 3 3 0
" 8. R. Sadek 50 0
» 3. E. Mooluh 5 5 0
» Ebrahim Mahomed i 00
» Lala Ramji 110 0
» A. M. Haffoji 300
y» Odhav Raga 9 2
w M. A. Motala 2::, 0 0
Verulam
) Talwnnlsing 55 0
w M. Maiter Bros, h 5 a
» Amod Kathrada a8 0
» C. E. Motala b 50
» M. E. Vawda & Son 330
w» Ll Behari & Son . 4 40
» I+ A, Maiter 330
» Soni Raghavii Ruegnath . 220
» Vally Mahomed 110
Tongaat
» A. A. Gandhi - 50
« Habib Hassan "5 5 0
» Arbee Amod AU
1» Moosa Onssim 2320
» Rum Fakir 1.1 0
» R. Timol 110
« Ayoob Snya 110
» P. Naidoo 110
wl A, Amm 1 10
» Abdoolla Khan l1 10
» R A, Padiachee 110
» A, R. Bingh 1190
» Raj Mahomed 110
» Hoosen Snib 110
w L. K. Gosai 110
» A. L. Mitha 110
. Total : Ei145 3 6

Natal Indian Congress

ROLL UP IN YOUR THOUSANDS!

RECORD YOUR PROTEST AGAINST
INIQUITOUS LAWS 11

A Mass Meeting of Natal Indians will
be held under the auspices of the Natal
Indian Congress at Rawat's Bio Hall,
Victoria Street, Durban, on Sunday the 7th
day of February, 1926, at 3 p.m. sharp, to
protest againgt —

(a) Local Government(Provincial Powers)

Act which validates the Public Hualth
Ordinance and the European Com-
mittees formed thereunder,

b) Colour Bar Bill, '
¢) Liquor Bill,
P. R, PATHER,

Acting Secretary,
Nutal Indian Congross.

To Let 60 Acres Farm
AT INANDA

About 25 Acres Bananas, alsa planted
with Madumbies, 2 Wood and Iron House
and Stables, Water well on Farm.

For furthey Particulars Apply |
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