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 Topics of the $Week.

Situation in Dewas.

WHEN the Mabaraja of Dewas left lact month,
ostensibly on s pilgrimage to holy places in Jndia,
rumour credited him with the intention of not being
in a hurry to return to his Stats, The report seemed
inoredible at the time but haes proved substantially
true. The Maharaja bad not been many days on
tour when he suddenly took ill and was removed, of
all places, to Pondicherry. The reasons for the
solection of this place in non-British territory for
his stay have not been explained and are mone too
clear. Maedical assistance cannot have been the only
oconsideration which established its superiority over
all cthera in Brifish India in the eyes of the Msha-
raja and his advisers, for the kind of mediocal

- help required by him at Pondicherry would have
been at his disposal at any distriot town in British
Indiae And when his presant illness overtook him
it is said be was not very far from Tanjore which
would have provided at least equal faoilities for
medical help with Pondicherry. And his mala-
dies too do not appear to be of & kind which would
not have yielded to treatment oxcept by French doctors.

absenting himaelf from his State for some time—n
contingenoy of whioch the Government, §o judge from

one of their communiqués, could not be said to have
been unaware,

‘was asked by the Government to go back to Dewas by

the 10th inst., feiling which, he was warned that the
Paramount Power would take chargs of the adminis
stration. This has been done, an indication, belated
though it be, of the realization by the Government of
the duty they owe to His Highness’s subjects. Both
the communiqué issued by the Political and Foreigu
Department. and the Maharaja’s lengthy telegram to
the Viceroy leava one in no doubt that it was the
finapoially embarraassed condition of the State, which
induced the Maharaja thus to exiern himself from his
State, According to the former, “ the treasury is
empty, the credit of the Siate has been exhausted,
salaries of officials have been continually in arrears,
and His Highness, in order to right the position, has
been driven to attempts at permanently alienasing
portions. of his territory.” * Recklesaness and lack
of proper control exercised by His Highness ” is said
to have made thia deplorable state of affairs possible.
A ruler endowed even with a moderate measure of a
sense of responsibility for the welfare of hLis State
would, instead of running away from kis cbligations
as His Highness of Dewas has done, have stuck to
his place and would have made himsealf usefu] in
findiog & way out of the difficult sitwation in which
his actions have landed tke State. But he “eleated
to leave his State, in circumstanoes which indicate
all too plainly his intention of permanently absenting
himself without making any sstisfactory arrange-
ments for conducting the administration.™ ’

While the raler is primarily responsible for the
straits to whioh he has reduced the State, the Para-
mount Power too cannot eseape respounsibility for
allowing the situation to develop to the extent of the
present impasse. It is difficult to believe that the
British Government was nos kept continuously am
Jait of the course of evente in Dewas culminating in
what virtually amounts to the Maharaja’s voluntary:
abdication, The orisis did not come to a head pver~
night and had apparently been ripening for several
years. Did the Paramount Power take any effective
ateps to avert it? Or did it allow itself to be lulled
to sleep to awake only whem the situation had got
out of hand, If, as is stated in the communiqué,
the Maharaja “evaded repeatedly the advice tendered
to him by Government”, what, we wonder, prevented
the suzerain power from Intervening in the interests

. of the subjects of the Stata the moment i became

mainfest that the ruler was not disposed to profit by
that advice ? Why was the Maharaja allowed to go
on unimpeded with his squandermania till not a pio

‘was to be found in the State eoffers ? If the Maha-
. raja has given evidence of a lack of proper apprecia~
‘Whatever that be, indications point to the Maharajs |

tion of his responsibilities as a ruler of men, no less
bas the British Government which generally delsys
the exeroise of its powers of paramountoy till the
interests of the State have hopelessly suffered. A
stitch in time saves nineis & maxim for which ap-’

What happens to his State in his absence? He | ForontY they have no use.

* - *
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The Government’s failure to prevent a orisis in
any Stata's affairs would be excusable if they had been
devoid of the necessray powers of intervention., That
is however not the case and want of means for making
the will of the Paramount Power felt in any given
oage oannot be validly pleaded by them, That excuse
cannot avail them, especially after the evidence
tendered by the Secretary of State before the Joint
Select Committee. The point under consideration
was : Could a State be compslled to enforea in its own
tarritory legislation affecting federal subjects? Was
there any sanction at the disposal of the British
Government by which it could be mede to dogo?
8ir Samuel Hoare had sdmitted that there would be
no sanction and that he did not contemplate the
Federal Government marching an army into a State
to enforce & law. IHis admission was regarded in
cartain circles, not sympathetically inclined fo the
federal plan, a3 a feather in their cap in that it
would enable them to show up the unworkability of
the federal plan. Lord Reading however came to
8ir SBamuel Hoare's rescue, as the following extract
from the Committee's proceedings will show :

Lord Reading :—The mere fact of there bsing para-
mountoy puts great pressure upon any representation thas
may be made by the Viceroy ?

8ir 8. Hoare: Certainly.

Question : And oonsequently it does not become neces-
wary to do anything more ?

Answer : That is ao.

Question : What I mean by that is that if the Governor-
General or Vioeroy issues lotters of instrootions or direc-
tione, whioch ever you may ohooss to call them,
to a State to oarry out what it is the obvions duty and
obligation of the State to perform, the State will either
do it or it bscomes in default and then there are various
means of putting pressure upon the Ruling Prince and
his Government whioh would bring about what you
desire. Thers ia no difficulty in thas ¥

Answer : That is 10; yes.

‘What the Indian public would like to know is
why are not such “ various means of putting pressure
wupon the Ruling Prince ” availed of in order to pre-
vent a orisis rather than their being made use of after
ita occurrence, Is not prevention really better than

oure ?
* * *

Rebuke to Millowners.

IT is interesting fo find the Governor of Bombay,
in his recent speech on the ocoasion of the - Bombay
Millowners® Associstion dinner, trying to impress
upon the millowners the desirability of setting their
own house in order before demanding more protection
and still more protection. In doing so, he said:

As you know, I and my Government have always done
onr best to promote your interesta and to support your
suggestions ; but I am not sure that there is not perhaps
a tendenoy to rely too muoh on teriffs and not enough
@sli-help. Seven years ago the Noyoe Committee pointed
out defeots in organisation and management, all of which
have not yet besn put right, Then the Fawceit Committee
and the Whitley Commission made reoommendations in
other dirsotions—recommendations whichk, to some ex-
teont, depended upon prosperity—but some of whioh involve
no expenditure and yet they have not bsen adopted. I
+would only aay in this conneotion that we cannos rely for
aver on protection, and we cannot expect the consumer
to oontinue paying higher pricea than those whioch wonld
obialn in an open market. The consumer, too, is not
vnlikely to view with some oonocsrn outs in wages and any
foroing down of the standard of iife of the workers,

He also exhorted them to be * ruthless in the "exci-
sion of all that is unhealthy and ologging in the
Jife of the industry you represent,” as a result of

which, he was sure, the Bombay mill induatry,
which had fallen upon avil days, would onoe more
begin to look up.

Sir Frederick Sykes also regretted the absance of
an expansion of welfare work which he attributed to
oiroumstances, That there is still muob scope for
expansion in this field will be apparent when it fa
remembered that some mills have yet no dispensaries
attached to them and that quite a number have not
yet seen their way to provide creches for their
women workers.

May it be hoped that the advice emanating
from such influential quarters will not fall on deaf

ears f
L} L 3 *

A Heartless Sentence. .
AN inetance of a heartlessly severe punishment
under the Ordinance Act is reported from Ahmednagar,
Mr. P. H. Patwardban, a prominent Congress worker
of the plaoce, recently delivered a public speeoh in
defiance of the order restraining him from doing eo.
For this offencs he has been sentenced to two years’
rigorons imprisonment and a fine of Ra, 5,000) It is
difficult to socount for the severity of the sentence
in Mr. Patwardhan's case, especially because since
the inauguration of the campaign of individual civil
disobedience nearly three months ago far more illus-
trious Congressmen guilty of like offences have been
given what must be characterised as comparatively
very muoch milder punishments, Mahatma Gandhi
and Mr, C, Rejagopalachary, e. g., were sentenced to
one year and six months reapectively with no fine,
and similar instances can be easily multiplied by the
dozen, Is it any wonder then if one year had come
to be regarded as the maximum period of imprison-
ment which a braach of the restraint order would
invite on onegelf. Mr. Patwardhan had done nothing
that weé know of to deserve the exceptionally heavy
sentence which has been meted out to him, He
may have beon a devout, and for that matter even a
blind follower of Mahatma Gandhi; but that no
way justifies theinfliction of such s merciless gen-
fence upon him. We do not know whether an appeal
against the sentence would be lodged, But sven were
it not, the Government ows it to themselves by tha
exercise of their inherent powers of clemency not to

allow this outrageous sontence to stand nnmeodified.
* * *

Indian Women's University.

THANKS to the action of the executors of the
will of the late Sir Vithaldas Thackersey, in with-
holding payment of the interest on his benefaction
of Rs. 15 lakhs, the Indian Women's University has,
as is well known, been landed in serious financial
difficulties. Efforts are being made to relieve its
financial distress to some extent by collecting sub-
soriptions for it in various centres and the Univer-
sity too has placed one of ils own professors, Mr.
Mydeo, on the special duty of securing financial aid
to the Univereity. Organised work to the same end
is contemplated in Bombay under the auspices of the
Bharat Speha Samvardhak Meandal which has suo-
oeeded in setting up & small committee of prominent
Bombay oitizens under the leadership of Dr. Mrsa.
Sukthankar, The collection which the Commitiee
is expected to organise will cover the whole of
Bombay and will not be long in starting. The work
which the University is doing is too well-known to
need any commendation at our hands at this time of
the day. It is hoped that the philanthropio spirit for
whioh Bombay City is deservedly reputed wiil come-
to the rescue of this wuseful institution and will
onable it to tide over its present financial troubles.

. * »
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LAND REFORM IN MADRAS,

Y what appsaras to be an adroit and dramatic
manouevre the centre of interest in the bill to
amend the Madras Estates Land Act of 1908 has

been shifted from the zamindar to the snamdar;
from the elucidation of the purpose of the Aot ta the
extension of ita scopa. The Act of 1908 was restrict-
ed to the regulation of the rights mnd obligations of
a cortain class of landlords, the zamindars, and their
tenants in the Madras Presidency. It recognised
certnin rights in the tenants as against the zamindars,
The working of the Act for the last quarter of a
century diselosed some defects and difficultiss which
needed elucidation and clearing up. Several amend-
ing bills were drafted since 1913 onwards, having
this particular object in view. But there was no
intention to extend the scope of the Act so as to
include another class of landholders, the inamdars,
who have hitherto been exempt from the operations
of the Act, The Hon. 8ir Archibald Campbell, the
Revenue Member of the Madras Government, in
introducing the Bill on the 26th January 1932, said,
“Tke Bill only aims at removing certain difficulties
which have besn found in the working of the Act.
It does not aim at conferring any new rights or other
powers upon either the zamindars or the zyots,” Ha
made no reference to the smamdars, nor did Mr B,
Muniswami Naidu, sometime Chief Minister, who
has now successfully moved an amendment to olub

the snamdars with samindars. He, too, repeatedly |

stated in his rpeech on the introduction of the Bill on
the 26th Jan, 1932 that the Billi was concerned only
with elucidation of the purpose of the Aot and not
the extenslon of its scope. He said, “I would only
say that there are a very large number of out-
standing questions in conneotion with the Xstates
Land Aot which concern the aotual working of
the Act and which concern the rights claimed by
the tenanta and the landlord. There are others
which are of a very oontroversial naturs and
I am sure that this House would not like that such
questions should bs taken up by the Government
themselves sither on behalf of the zamindars or on
behalf of the tenants, Many such contentious ques-
tiona have been laid aside and thia bill is eonfined
to those which may not be said to be very.conten-
tious bat which would facilitate the proper worki ng
of the Act. ... There are bigger questions and it
would be open to the representatives of the tenants or
the samindars to bring forward their own bills,..
The present Bill confines itself merely to those parti-
oular points which require elucidation and which re-
quire clearing up." He even appealed to the Bouse to
see that only non-contentious questions were aonsider-
ed and that “all contentious matters affecting either
the Jundiords or the tenants are postponed.” . Neither
Sir Arohibald Campbell nar Mr; Muniswami Naidu
oan pretend that the extension of the soope of the Aot
do the sinamdars for -the first time was' mersly'an

elucidation of the purpose of the original enactment
or that it was not contentious, On the conientious
matters, Mr, Muniswami Naidu had promoted &
separate bill, which was howover jettisoned by the
present Chief Minister, a leading zamindar.

An sttempt was made in the Select Committze tor
extend the scope of tha Act, but without success, The
Select Committee included Bir Archibald Campbeil;
Mr. Muniswami Naidu and the Raje of Bobbili, the
present Chief Minister and the Report was unani-
mous, None of the three, who have now in open
Council oarried the amendment, thought it necessary
to dissent from the conclusions of the Committee
and give notice of his intention to return to the
matter in the open Council, Sir Archibald Campbell,

_in presenting the Report of .the Select Commitiee to

the Council, made no reference to the inamdars but
only repeated, rather textually quoted, his very words
uttered on the 26th January 1932 regarding the
object of the Bill extracted above. Apparently, none
was gerious about the innovation. But later,
Mr, Muniswami Naidu moved an amendment to the
relovant clause under “definitions”, It had beenm
agreed to at a prlvate conference of mome leading
members outside the Counoil Hall. The debate
in the Council was closured and the amendment
carried by 74 votes to 18. Sir Archibald Campbell
accepted the amendment. When reminded of his
earifor assurance, he wriggled out by staling
that he stood. by his word not to move an amend-
ment of the kind himself but he could not prevent
a private member doing so. He did not explain
why he aoccepted the amendment, instead of
opposing . it or at least remaining neutral,
It has been eclaimed that the Government Bill as

originally introduced meant to rope in the inamdars

but that the Select Committee had turned it down.
Not having the texts of the Government Bill and the
Bill as amended by the Seleot Committee before us,
we write subject to correction. But it is surprising

. that this intention was not discovered by the public
| immediately, and did not then and there evoke the

sgitation which is now in full blast. Sir Alladi
Krishnaswami Aiyar, the Advocate-General, who
presided over the sub-commitiee which drafied the
amendments which formed the basis of the Govern-
ment Bill, could not have failed to notice it. He
was so strongly opposed to the -innovation that he
took the unusual course of opposing it in the open
Council, though it was going ta be acoepted by the
Government. Dewan Bahadur M, Ramohandra Rao
and Mr. T. R. Veckatarama Sastri, to mention only
two eminent lawyers who have gince vehemently
objected to the move, could not have failed to notice
the Government’s intention if it had been made clear
in the Bill. In making so fundamental a change in
the Bill, it is best to give wide and long notice in
unequivocal terms and take the bull by the horns, as
it were, rather than seem to sneak in by a side door.

II

The dubious procedure is all the more regrettable
beoause the amendment itself is a step in the right
direction, whatever ba the motives of its promotera
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and stood every chance of success in au open
challenge. It must however be .recognised that the
fnamdars, who were hitherto outside the Aet and
who are sought to be bLrought in under the amend-
ment, have not the same legal obligations towards
their tenants as the zaméndars who came under the
purview of the Ack. In the case of the zamindar and
his tenant, it was a case of restoring to the tenant the
rights which were postulated for him and which he
was dispossessed of by the zamindar: in the case of
the énamdar, it will be a case of conferring for the
first time on the tenant a right to which he never had
a presumption. In so far as the Estates I.and Act of
1908 was based on implied and presumptive legsl
rights, the inclusion of the tnamdar is wholly foreign
to its purposa. While the former was declaratory of
rights, the latter effeots a transfer of rights without
compensation, and is expropriatory in character,

Such expropriation oan be justified only on
-grounds of social justice and Stste policy. In the
unequal contest between the landlord and the
tenant, the weaker tenant must be protected by
the State, for in his oase freedom of contract has
serious limitations, It is also in the interest of
agriculture that the tenant should have certain rights,
like security of tenure and fair rents. It is surpris-
ing that such arguments were hardly advanced in
the debate on the amendment. The reasons are obvi-
ous. If social justice were the resl plea, ryotwari
patladars aleo should be clubbed along with zamin-
dars and fnamdars. There is no proposal to do so.
Sooial justice and agricuitural improvement requires
that all tenants, cultivating tenants, should be
pecured certain rights irrespective of the legal
statue of their landlords. The invidiousnese of
penalising the ingmdars is aggravated by the
exemption proposed to be given to those fnamdars
whose rights were adjudicated upon by the judicial
courts. That is to say, if an inamdar’s right to full
rights in his land had been questioned by his tenants
and he won his cage in the courts, his tenants are
not to get the protection proposed in the amendment.
But if his right was never questioned and
was even acknowledged by his tenants, the latter

—

-are to get oocupancy rights! Invidiousness can go

no further.

- In the circumstance, it would be the better

course to drop the present amendment and bring
forward a new bill frankly busodlon social justioe
and applicable to all cultivating tenants, under
whatever tenure they hoid their lands. Speaking
on the motion to pass the Estates Land Bill into law
in 1908 the Homn. Mr, Forbes, said, * There is a fur-
ther point to which I must advert and that is the
onse of the under-ryot, and of the tenant of private
land of the zamindar. Naturally it must be expected
that their case should find a place in this Bill : but
we considered that the Bill was sufficiently weighty
without adding to the burden. But the next matter
which will engage the atiention of the Government
is the position of the under-ryot and of the actual
oultivator of the soil. Enquiries must be made om
that point and legislation will sooner or later have
to be undertaken to afford the actual oultivator of the
goil—whether he cultivates under the zamindar or
under ryot—some proteotion.” From the point of
view of social justice emphasis should be laid on the
proteotion of the cultivating tenants rather than om
the limitation of the power of the landlords, for
often bstween the landlords and the cultivating
tenants there are middlemen who monopolise the
advantages of such legislation and leave the enifi-
vating tenants as bad as, or worse than, ever.

All that can be said for the present amendment
is that it isa half-way house between legal and social
justice, 1Itis the firet, though partial and even mis-
ohievously invidious, step in the {ransition.
Ingmdars and rjotwari patiadars had supported the
limiting of the rights of the zamindars in favour
of the tenants in 1908 ; now zamindars and ryd-
wart pattadars have supported the limiting of the
rights of inamdars, The nexl step will be for the
zamindars and the smamdars to pay o similar
comploment to the rycfwari paitadars, That is how
practical politics moves. Not righteousness but
the jealousies of the powerful are often the shield of
the weak ! It is sad it should be so; but it is,

THE FEDERAL PLAN MUST BE LAID ASIDE,

MONG the many objections taken to the White
Paper scheme there i one which, though it
goes down to the first principles and is fatal to

the whole scheme, is generally ignored in the cur-
rent discussions. What ia being attempted at present
{8 not merely to readjust in small and somewhat un-
important matters the relations subsisting between
British India and the Indian Statea, or even to form
s sort of confederncy betweon them with a view to
carrying out certain purposes, but fooreate a new
foderal sovereign State, If it were a question of
bringing about & confederation for the purpose of
attaining certain specific enda, it would have boen &
comparatively minor matter, for both British India
and the States which would enter into such a looss

union would always retain the right of withdrawing
from it at will. If the union turned out ili, it could
be dissolved by each party at its own pleasure. Any
resulting mischief oould thue be easily rectified. But
whbat India has to face up to at the present moment
is not a temporary union of this sort, but s regular
federation, whioh is universally recognised to be a
permanent and indisspluble wunion. Sir Samuel
Hoare himeelf has made it clear that, in whataver
other wayas our federation might depart from ‘the
normal type, it would conform to it in this, vix that
no province of British India or Indian State which
has onoe entered the federation would be allowed to
secede from it at any time in fatura. This intermi-
nable charaoter of a federal union makes it impera+



NOVEMBER 16, 1933. ]

THE SERVANT OF INDIA. N -

533

tively necessary that the union ftself should be enti-
rely voluntary. The covenant of federation must ba
entered into freely by parties free toact. Is this con-
dition fulfilled in respect to the federal scheme which
is now being hammered out ? None but superficial
observers can answer such a question in the affir-
mative,

Take first the States. It is true that only those
States will be admitted into the federation whose
rulers signify their consent to join i, and that in
legal theory the rulera are clothed with authority to
gpeak for the States. This position mey be juridi-
cally unassailable, bu surely no one will pretend
that morally the Princes, whose autocracy is all but
oomplate In most States, have any manner of right to
stampede their subjects into a union from which no
escape will ever be possible except by revolutionary
means. The subjects even of Indian States may be
expected to come into their own some time or other,
but when they will do so they will find that the
Pledges of their pastrulers have irrevoeably com-
mitted them to staying in the federation for all time,
evon if they should like to secede from it. Other
treaties to which they would become heir, would, if
found injurious, be capable, by negotiation, of modi-
fication and even cencellation. But the federation
would be a treaty which from its very nature would
be impossible of getting annulled in any eircum-
stances whatever, unless ench of the federating States
and Britich India agree, which is impossible. Where
a transaction of such fer-reaching consequences is in
question, it follows that it should be entered into not
only ty those who bappen at the moment to possess
“the legel right to be a party to it, but also by those
who will succeed to their authority in generations
yet to come. This is the reason why there has been
no Instance in history so far of a federation of inde-
pendent states which were not popularly governed.
Al] the federations known to the world are federa-
tions between demooracies or republics. It could
niot be otherwise. IF a federation is really to be re-
garded, as is the case everywhere, as “a perpetusl
union of indestructible states,” no autooratically
governed State should be allowed to join it, since,
when In eccurse of time & popular regime is establish-
ed therein, it may desire to get out, and the umnion
may be snything but perpetual. To precerve the
union intaot for ever, it becomes necessary therefore
that the consent to the formation of the union should
be cbtained, not merely from individuals who find
themselves in positions of power at the moment, but
from those who will get Into those positions in suc-
ceeding generations and who can, unlike the present
rulers, be trusted to represent the masses of people.

‘Ifa federation is allowed to be brought about in our
country between the rulers of Indian India and the
people of British Indis, ours will be the first instance
on record in which a people, viz. the people of the
States, will be forced into & federal union and held
to it in perpetuity. ) '

Nor would the federal union be a truly voluntary

act on the part of the British Indian people. These
have no doubt been taken. into consultation, unlike

tha people of the States, but this consultation has

been partial. Apart from the faoct that members of

the Round Table Conferences wera eclected by Go-

vernment and several sections of opinion were given

no opportunity of taking part in them, the Indian

National Congress whioh admittedly represents the

largest volume of public opinion stayed away from
these deliberationa except at the second Round Table
Conference ; and whatever views were expressed by
the Congress delegate at this Conference have recei-
ved no endorsement or confirmation at the hands of
the Congress itself. So it bappens that even in Bri-
tish India, the largest section of the politically mind-
ed people has remained aloof from, and may well
be hostile and antagonistic to, the federal scheme that
is being formulated. Is it not supreme folly then to
foist upon British India & federal umion which its
people may, when they have the power, desire to
overthrow and which they can overthrow only by
recourse to means not at all constitutional ? To enact
8 federal constitution at a time when the country is
in politioal turmoil and when the atiitude of by far
the most influential group of politicians is, to say
the least of it, doubtful, is nothing short of inviting
& revolution. 'What would have happened in gimilar
circumstances in other ocountries? Let us imagine

‘that when negotiations took place among the States

of Northern America which led eventually to the
formation of the Unibed States republic, the largest
of these, viz. New York, was convulsed with political
agitation, and the prominent politicians in it either
were afforded no opportunity of taking part in the
negotiations or stood sullenly aloof from them, Is it
at all conceivable in these ecircumstaness that the
negotiations for a federation would still have gone
forward and culminated in the actual formation of a
union? Wherever such negofiaiions have taken
place, the statesmen conducting them have not been
content with "obtaining & bate maijority in favour of
foderation ; they have alwaya Ingisted upon a prepon.
derating majority or as nearly as possible unanimity,
That is why very often in other countries the nego-
tiations had to be dropped when any serious opposi.
tion was raised, and the thread was taken up again
when the opposition disappeared. Nor was actual
federation formed until it appesred that objection
would no longer be taken. It is nro use the British
Government and non-Congress parties eaying in this
country : * The Congress was given an opportunity
of taking & hand in the deliberations, but it chose to
non~co-operate. Therefore, we oan now with a clear
conscience ignore the Congress altogether and build
up a federation with the oo-operation of such ele-
ments as are available. " This kind of reasoning
wonld perhaps be justifiable to some extent if it were
s question of enacting a unitary oonstitution which
could be revised later with comparative ease eo as to
meet the wiches of the Congress leaders over whose
heads it is to be passed. But there ean be no justifi-
cation whatever for enacting, in spite of active op-
position or even passive non-co-operation on the part
of the Congress, a federsl counstitution which is
proverbially difficult to amend and which is wholly
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impossible to repeal, All plans For an ali-India
~ federation must therefors be laid aside so long as all
important sections both in British India and the
Indian States have not been induced to take part in
previous consultations and have not expressed them-
selves decidedly in favour of federation. The very
nature of federation puts this inexorable limitation
upon our attempts at creating a federal government
in this country.

It must not be supposed that the coercion that
will be practized on the Indian States’ people and on
British Indians by their being forced into a federa-
tion was not deliberately intended by the authors
and supporters of the federal scheme. On the con-
trary, there is ample evidence to show that these
politioians have always been conscious that people
in this country can bs got to agree to federation only
under duress and that they wish of set purpose to
apply compulgion. I¢ is well-known how Sir Tej
Bahadur Sapru insists that provision should be made
in the eame enactment for federation and provincial
autonomy, and that there should be no interval of
time between the commencement of the latter part
of the constitution and that of the former. If for
some reason federation could not be brought sbout
in the near future, then he would rather have pro-
vineial sutonomy postponed till federation became
possible rather than go ahead with provincial autono-
my in the hope that [ederation would come soon after.
Asked specifically about this, he gave it as his
opinion at the Royal Society of International Affairs
on June 20th 1ast that “it would be preferable to wait
for responsibility in the provinces than to have it in
the provinces if it was not likely to come at the
centre.” Indeed, he goes the length of saying that
provincial autonomy unaccompanied by central
responsibility would be, not merely & very poor
advance, but a definitely reactionary sfep. This
opinion would appear to most people very strange
and devoid of justification. How can transfer
to popular control of those provincial departments
which are now under bureaucratic control be a
retrograde measure? Is it because Sir Tej Bahadur
Sapru thinks that provincial autopomy, if accepted
alone, will indefinitely defer the advent of central
responsibility, that he opposes the grant of provin-
cial autonomy by itself ? Yes, but his reasoning on
this point must be carefully noted. It is as follows:
Contral responsibility is bound up with federation,
and federation will come into jeopardy if, on the
attainment of provincial autonomy, some of the
provinoiasl governments refuse to join the federation.
Therefore, he says, federation must become an
aocomplished faot before the provinces become inde-
pendent enough to stay out of it. 'When once federa-
tion Is established, none of the component parts ean
get out. Therefore, a federal constitution must be

imposed upon the provinces by the British Govern-

ment before the people in the provinces obiain the po-
wer of exercising their own judgment in the matter of
joining or not joining the federation. Sir Toj Bahadur
Sapru has openly avowed this intention of bringing
British Tndia foreibly under’the-federation in- this

way. Inhis speech tothe Royal Sooiety of Inter-
national Affairs, referred to above, he said: “Re-
member the implications of postponing the matter
(of the immediate formation of federation) and
leaving it to the provinces fo determine whsther fod-
eration shall come about or not. In a country like
India it is taking an axtraordinary risk to postpone
the establishment of federation now, when competent
opinion is supporting to it, for another five or ten
years, because then one single province may hold
up the progress of the whole country.” If provincial
autonomy is given, then the  provinces will have to
be consulted as to whether they wish to come into
the federation or not. This may wreck federation;
therefore Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru's advice is to form
federation first before.it becomes necessary to con-
sult the provinces, so that, even if they are opposed
to federation, they may be permanently imprisoned
init. Can there be any better proof of the conscious
usse of compulsion ?

We are always told, whenever we refer fo
other foderations, that .the federation that is to be
brought into existence in India is sui generss, and
that the lessons of other countries cannot be applied
here withoub very great qualifications. If we insist
upon forming a federation here in ocircumstances in
which a federation would have heen impossible .in
other countries, et our federation be at any rate nob
of the perpetual . variety that exists elsewhere, buk

' one whick will admit of secession on the part of

overy unit that will now join if. The evil
consequences of such & hurried or forced federa-
tion would ther be not so serious or at leask
jrromediable. If in any provinege or State the poli-
ticians who are now excluded from participation in
the framing of the coumsbitution get the upper hand
and think ill of the federation, .they ~will be enabled
to get out of it or have the terms of federation ravised
§o their-satisfaction. Under the existing conditions
guch a peaceful termination of the federal constitu-
tion is not possible. Nothing less than resort to law-
less force now.provides an escaps from it. If -we
have no besitation in making-in our country unbeard
of departures:from the norm of a federal constitution
on the plea that the circumstances of india are very
abnormal, we should have no hesitation in permitting
to-its component parts secession from it at will
The conditions in India ave really such that the form~
ation of a federation ghould be put out of the question
at present ; ‘but if it is to be brought about, it should
be of & fluid character, admitting of exits as-well .as
of acoretions. To make it rigid aslin other ecuntries
is to 'pave the way .to revolutionary changes .in

| future by vieient means.

.OBSERVER.

REJECTION OR ACCEPTANCE ?

li'l'js diffioult to know exactly what rejeckion of the
‘White Paper means, If it means that we here
and now pledge ourselves not to-go into the re-
formed councils on the ' White Paper . becoming 1aw,
I think it is unwise to.do so. "You may deoide to  do
{t when the time comes. :Bui that must ba for

b em
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reagons which then appear cogent and satisfactory.
T do not however visualise the likelihood of any such
course beooming necessary. IL is much more likely

that we decide to send in the strongest contingert of -

nationalists both to minimise the mischiefs of ad-
ministration by non-nationalists and to work for
further constitutional expansion from within.

If by rejection of the White Paper is mennt our
- expression of dissatisfactisn with it, we have been do-
ing it ; we shall be doing it to the last, The effort to
improve the White Paper is being made by a section
of our countrymen, Feeling as we do that substan-
tial or fangible improwement is not possible in the
prosent femper of those at the helm of affairs in
Westminster, some of us are not bestowing any
attention on that side of the work. What we want
we oan catalogue, but not one of that catalogue has
any the smallest chance of insertion in the White
Paper,

If by rejection is meant that we should prevent

the White Paper proposals becoming law and for this
purpose we may and should work with the Churchill-
Lloyd group in England it is a wild proposal from
every known point of view. How can there bs any
common point between the Indians discontented
with the proposals in the White Paper and the re-
-actionaries in England in whose opinion India is not
fit and for & good long time will not ba fit to govern
herself? All that is prohably meant is that wo
should raise our voice against the White Paper snd
claim to be left where we are and the Churchilis snd
the Lloyds of England will then say: “India does not
Do not
move forward at all.” I shall assume that that is
what happens. Then I do not expact Sir Samusl
Hoare to drop the White Paper, If every conceivable
interest desired it, still Sir Ssmuel Hoare will go for-
ward, settle the constitntion in such s way that it
should not be takenup and altered in the near
future. Whether Le can suovessfully doso or not,
that will be his hope and effort, '

There are Indlans who will not allow the

matter to be dropped by Sir Samuel Hoare. The
Muelims will not allow it to be dropped. The
Hindu Mahasabha will not agres to have it dropped.
I am not sure that even among us thers will be

unanimity of opinion in favour of Tejection

Most will feel the new position an advance on
the present position so far as the provinces are oon.
oarned, and there is no nsed to reject the advan cad
position because the advance is not enough to give
us satisfaction. 'There will he enough confusion and
divergenoe of view in India to justify Sir Samuel
Hoare claiming that he must go forward or he will
dissatisfy intelligent and responsible Indian opinion.
It is quite oertain, absolutely certain, that things
-will move forward and the Whits Paper will become
law with more or less insignificant amendments, T
confess to a feeling that in some way we take n
.gravely Inocouvenisnt atep, particularly whera the
-oentre is oonoerned, and amendment of it Iater on
might involve retracing of steps not easily exeouted.
“The R¢. Hon. - Sastriar says that amendment is not

| exercised for our advantage if it did remain.

tmpossible. It may not exsotly be inapossible, but it is
so extremely difficult that the optimists can only
say at presemt that *“thanks to Paramountoy, the
Princes can be persusded.” I am not sure that the
power of persuasion will for long remain or will be
But it
is not very relevant just now for our purpose. It is
possibly relevant for my argument that if the central
knot could be o tied as to make it rot easily united
-ia Indian interests,  England will not hesitate to tie
that knot just now and for that very reason.

If then the White Paper oannot be prevented be-
coming law, what possible choice of rejection have
wo got ? It is only a little less futile than to disouss
whether we should or should not rejeck the pressure
of the unavoidable -atmosphere which encompasses
us on sll sides,

The cry in favour of rejection is the result of in-
sufticient thought as to what is possible. Some may
add that it does not show sufficient thought even as
to whet is desirable, )

T. R, VENEATARAMA SASTRL

[ I am again greatly indebted o the Hditor for letting me
have an advance copy of Mr. T, R. VenkataramaBastri’s article
and giving me an opporbunity of expressing my views on it
at the sames tims a8 the article appears.

So far as I am concerned, my suggestion only is that wa
should now give up all talk about improving the White
Paper scheme, becavse we all know it iy moonshine, and in-
stoad bend our energies to getting the scheme throwa out, if
possible, by the Brisish. Parliament. { do not want any
politicians to commit themaselves to non-co-operation in case
the scheme is forced upon us; but I hold that it would be
equally unwise and inexpedient to commit ourselves to co-
operation either, as the two recently formed parties have
done. We are not yet altogether past the stage of making
a united effort to retrieve the situation. Our first concern
must therefore be to make thut effort, preserving the while
a common front among all nationalist groups., If we are all
defsated in this effort each group may go ita own WaYy.
Even so men like Mr. Jamnadas Mahta and Mr, Sytamurti,
who have made up their minds to co-opsrationism in all sir-
cumstanoes, will have ample timo to canvass thejr elestorates,
Their premature electioneering activities at this time only
serve to distract attention from the work on which we must all
conoentrate at present. Wao should not tharefore prejudge tha
question of our attitude to the working of the reforms
either way.

Agsuming it is possible, is it desirable to mecurs the
rejection of the White Paper? This is the main question to
which all others are subsidiary, and I do not gather from Me -
Venkatarama Sastri's artiole that he considers rejoction per
s¢ undeairabla. Xor ha ssems to think that although tha
White Paper scheme offers an advanoce in he provinces, it
offers no advance worth speaking of at the centrs, and, what
is far more lmportant, this position will be almost permanent,
futurs amendment of the oonstitution bsing, as he saym,
« extromely difficnlt,” if not impossible. If provineial antp-
nomy or something like it is to be had at the cost of ascept-
ing a block on popular progress in futurs, it does not appear
to me to be at all conceivable ( and his arsicle -oniy sonfirms
this view ) shat Mr. Venkatarama Sastrl will not rather
like the country to be where it stands politically.

I did not know that the Right Hon'ble Sastri ehal-
lengos the statement of men like Dr. Paranjpye -that the
introduotion of Prinoss into the oonstitution wounld 0
increass the difficulties of amsndmens as to shat out for ail
practical purposes the poasibilities of futuce developmens
towards demooratio ssif~governmant, But since Mr. Venkata-

rams Sastri quotes this opinion of the Right Hon'ble Sastei
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only to discount it, I need not examine its tenability
.here. Indeed I cannot do 8o till I know the reasons on which
it is besed. But if the Right Hon'ble Sastri relies on the beliaf
that the paramount pcwer can easily wangle the Princes
when amendments for the growth of the constitution are pro-
yposad, I would like to point out to him that on this supposition
he would not be able to defend, as some try to do, the nomi-
pation of the States' represantatives by the Princesa on the
ground that the Princes’ nomination would in practice be
independent and wholly uninfluenced by the agents of the Bri-
tish Government, The paramount power ie not likely to be s0
discriminatiog in the usa of its authority that it will leave the
Princes free to appoint staunch nationzlists to the federal
legislature but compel them to withdraw their veto upon con-
stitutional amendments of a progressive character. If the
Viceroy can be trusted so far there is Do need to object
to his special responsibilities and extraordibary powers, on
‘whick our npationalists concentrate the fire of their attack.
To Mr. Venkatarama Sastri rejection ofthe White Paper
appears to be wholly impracticable, however desirable it may
be. Even if all seoticna of Indian politicians cried * Hands
off" from India, 8ir Bamuel Hoare would, according to him, etill
iry to get the White Paper coustitution passed by the Bri-
tish Parliament and would succeed in doing so in spite of the
die-hard opposition., Naither the Secretary of Btate, nor the
Cabinet, nor Parliament would bhesitate to force down
the throats of the Indian people a scheme of reforms which
is declared by the latter as not even tolerable. As a matter
of fact this does not seem to be exactly the position in LEng-
land. The supporters of the White Paper scheme
recommend it not s0o mush om the ground that it
is a good scheme, as on the ground that it iz a scheme
which will bs acceptable to moderate Indian politicians, Con-
versely, the Churchill scheme is being condemnped, not so
much on the ground that it is a bad schente, as on the ground
that it will be rejeoted out of hand by India, The burthen of
the song of Sir Charles Innes, Sir John Thompsaon &e., was
that the White Paper end nothing short of it will give reason-
able satisfaction to the politically-minded Indiana and
that it is impossible to keep them disaffectad any longer.
On the other hand Sir Samuel Hoare's chief objection to the
proposals of Mr. Churchill was that they would not be sup-
ported by Indian opinion. He asked Mr, Churchill, when the
latter claimed that Indias would recognise that the reforms
he proposed were not “pocr things” but “great and real and
majestic,” “Supposing, hewever, in practice these powers did
not appear to be real acd majestio, and there was no body of
public opinion in the Provinces prepared to work them, would
¥ou let them drop, or would you go ahead with them ?” Similar
questions were asked by Mr. Jayakar and others. To all these
questions My, Churohill's answer was that his echeme, which
was being proposed in order that the political aspirations of
_India may be patisfied, would in fact be acoeptable to Izdians
snd that a contingeney of non-co-operation on their part would
not arice. But if it proved unaccepteble, * and not very much
politioal satisfaction resulted, then I think (Mr, Churchill said)
it would be be'ter to stay where you are.” That is to say, in
*that onse he would not go on with the scheme. And he twitted
Sir 8amuel Hoare with being in the same position. For Sir
Samuel Hoare too was not prepared to expand the reforms to
the extent to which it would be necessary to make them accept-
able to India. He would stop at a certain peint and if he found
that Indiar opinion would not work the reforms offered by
him be would be content to drop the scheme altogether.
And after all, the difference between the White Paper
soheme and his own provinoial autonomy scheme was not s0
great (said Mr. Churchill) that if Indian politicians refused
oo-operation 1o the latter they would give it to the former.
From all this it would appear that a certain minimum amount
of political satisfaction is postulated by those who are pilot-
ing tbe reforroe, and that in the event of its not being realised,
the reforms will not be proceeded with. Bome of us say
despondently in India that British atatesmen will frame their
reforms measure and get it passed irrespeotively of our
wishes. Britieb statermen however realise that the measure
auust be acceptable to the bulk of Indian opinion. We must

therefore so raise our voice now as tomake it unmistalable that
we do not want the reforms. This our attitude is not yet made

sufficiently clear. At present only die-hards like Mr, Churchill

and Lord Lloyd and radicals like Col. Wedgwood are prepared

to vote against & Reforms Bill founded upon the White Paper.

But even Labourites like Major Attles, Mr, Morgan Jones,

ato, inoluding even men like Mr. Lansbury, do not appear to

be prepared to vote against it becanse they balieve that after

8 show of opposition Indians would accept the Bill at least

ag a seocond best, and that in any oase they would not like to"
go withont the White Paper reforms, meagre &s they are.

If we disabused them of this notion and told them plainly

that we are so uncompromisingly opposed to the White Paper

that we would rather prefer to be whers we are they would

themselves vote against the Bill end Me. Churchill wouid

perhaps manage to detach from the Government a muoch targer -
pumber of Conservatives than we imagine at present, In this

way possibly we shall succeed in having the Reforms Bill

either dropped or defeated.

Anyway this suggestion is worth trying out; it will at
least do no harm if we fail, Mr. Venkatarama Sastri
says, to try to secure the rejection of ‘the White-
Paper is only less futile than to try to avoid the
pressure of the atmosphere, I do not believe it is mo.
hopeless. At any rate there is one thing which is more futile
than what I sm suggesting ; and that is to try to improve the -
‘White Paper. But our politicians will insiet upon meeting
solemnly in oonferences and passing resolutions giving long
lists of the improvements they want { and the lists grow io
fength as the outlook besoomes Ulacker), but they will do
nothing that may pussibly influence votiog in ths British.
Perliament !—OBSERVER. ]

A NEW PRIME MINISTER IN FRANCE.

OR‘E ephemeral than the leaves of the trees are
ministers in France. M. Daladier’s government-

had met with a large measure of approbation, both
ingide and outside the country, and, geperally spesk-
ing nothing seemed likely to justify its fall, Yet ever
since the government plans of financial redress bad be- .
eome publicly known pessimistio forebcdings had cast:
premonitory shadow on the discussion of the budget.
And the budget effectively proved to be the stumbling
block for M. Daladier's government, as had already
been the case in several previous instances,
Regrets at M. Daladier’s fall are somewbat mitigated
by the fact that the new ministry will ecarry on the
work very much on the same lines and in f.he same
spirit. The change is much slighter than it might
have been. M. Daladier himself is occupying a.
prominent post in the csbinet as minister of war.
The ministers of public instruction, aviation, and
others have not been altered and the fact that M.
Psul-Bancour has been asked to remain at the Quai
«d'Orsay is & proof that France will not change the
orientation of the foreign policy that she has been
-following for several years.

Nevertheless the fact remains that the ministe-
risl orisis has paralysed—momentsrily at_least——:ahe
effort of balancing the budget, snd it is impossible
as yet to know in what conditions the work can ba
resumed. However the ministers may change, the
fundamental difficulties remain the same, namely the
difficulty of finding the neocessary ressources to-
balance the budget, when (a) the necessary economies
are opposed by an important pumber of depufies in
Psrliament who have committed themselves to the de~
fenoe of various vested interests, (b) fresh taxes are
equally unpopuler, and tend to definitely strangle
trade and industry siready crushed by the double
woeight of the depressionand the existing taxes, and (c)
any government will experience extreme diffioulty in

finding a sound and stable majority in Parliament
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=amorg all the conflicting
-there st present,.

The new ministry has to face a situation of ex-
-oeptional gravity., France has staked a great deal
on her monetary stability and this will not be secure
unless the budgetsry equilibrium is made the basis
+ of the finanoial position. A round bslanece of aceco-
unts and service of the public debt must also be in-
sured. An important fraction of public opinion con-
demns in anticipation all novel and half-bagard
finanoial and social experiments, perasuaded that the
resuit would be disaatrous in the present time, and
that State interventions in privats conoerns can only
weaken the aunthority of public powers and quench
the sources of wealth by paralysing the normal play
of private initiative,

M. Sarraut has shown promptitude and decision

in forming the new cabinet. His opening declara-

- tion before Parliament to-day is lively, spirited and

hopeful, It also typifies a comrrehensive and clear

-outlook on the situation &s a whole. It remains fo be

seen how the problems shall actually be tackled and

whether the new government will suceeed in finding

' & ptable majority in Parliament to sgree to its
finanoial plans.

ourrents theé ciroulate

M. Bonnet, the previous Finance Minister, has
remained in office but although M. Lamoureux, who
was the author of the previoua restoration plan, has
been replaced by M. Gardey, hardly anything more
than a change of tactics can be expected. The new
provess will consist in presenting the reforms by

- suocessive slices and stages, with the hope that they
will thus prove more acoeptable than if they are
made %o appear simultansously as an indivisible and
formidable block, s

The first atage would comprise economies and
administrative reforms; the second repression of
fraud ; the third fresh taxation, undera varisty of
Jesa unplessant denominations, Ak the same time
a constructive effort would be pursued in view of
- egonomic restoration, incjuding national and ecolo-
nial equipment. The new ministry’s task appears all
the more perilous sinoe the international situation is
labouring under confused and disquieting influences
-and rivalries of contradiotory factors. Questions such

~a8 disarmament, international monetary policy,
international economie competitions, eto, cannot fail
totake an important place in Parliamentary disous-
sions. It is even permitted to hopa that the urgenoy
-of certain problems, and faotors suoh as the foreign
manoeuvres against the frano, may ease and acoela-
-rate the passing of a balanced budget as well as the
~constitution of & national majority .in Parliament,
‘under the pressure of neoessity.

“Our desirs,” said M. Sarraut, * is $o prove that France
ie capable of finding through the free play of republican
Institutiona, the will and the strength to overcome
the present diffioult stage, after which there is hope that
vast horizons will open up hefors us.... Franoe is
oalm and strong and wishes to remain free from all pas-
pions becaunse her right must be respected.... Frances
right in identionl with that of all those nations who
ars plnoerely astached to the maintenauce of peaoce...
'We shall pursue our forsign polioy in the same spiris of
intarnational sclidarity and collaboration. ™

‘M. Barraut has a double reputation of authority
and cleverness: he will nesed both to steer the ship of
France wisely through the troubled waters of the

present situation,
Paria. L. MORIN,

t

One London Letter,

(BY AIR MaIL )

¢ From Our Correspondont. ) .
LompoN, November3.

THE JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE., .
THE RE is very littla to report this week regarding

the Joint Select Committee. No public sittings

have been held, the time of the Committes baing
occupied until to-day with private discussions on
matters relating to the franchise, Provincial and
Central, and to the size and composition of the bica-
meral Fedoral Legislatures, after which the pro-
jectad Reserved Bank and the proposed Railway
authority were oconsidered. It is understood thak
certain reactionary proposals, resiricting the size of
the Central Legislatura and affecting the representa-
tive character of the elactorates and the legislature
were advanced, and strongly supported in certain
Conservative oircles, but it s believed that the
strenuous resistance with which they were met on
the British Indian side and in other quarters will
have succeaded in preventing a mischief that would
have gone to the very heart of the Reforms,

To-day the publio sittings of the Committee ware
resumed when representatives eof the Manochester
Chamber of Commerce were heard on commercial
disorimination. On Monday afterncon the Secrstary
of State will, it is understood, give evidence on. the
same subject, Tuesday and Wednesday will be _de-
voted to further disoussions though an early rising
on Tuesday is expected, in view of the resumption of
Parliament. O Thursday next week Mr. Dougias
Dewsar will be heard on the finances of federation
and on Friday Sir Henry Gidney will give evidencs,
on behslf of Anglo-Indian interssts, The Bengal
Police Association have decided to tender evidence
through Mr. J. C. French and Mr. 8. H. H. Mills,and
November 13 has been set aside for that purpose. It
will certainly be of a reactionary character, as is
also likely to be that of three retired members of the
Indian Medical Serviee who will give evidemoce on
the 14th instant It is understood that the British
Medical Association is greatly disturbed at the pros-
peocts, or lack of them, under the Reforms of British
Members of the Indian Mediocal Service. Final dis-
cussions will be held with the Indian delegates om
the 15th and 16th, when the meetings of the Com-
mittes for the present eession of Parliament will
come to an end——doubtless to the intsnse satisfaction
of the Indian delegates, several of whom are aching

‘ t0 return home. They have felt extremely uncom-

fortable since the summer vacation snd the resump-
tion of the Committee's work anrd the disoussions
that have been beld appear to have done little to en-
courage them to believe that thay can render any
Further useful service.

INDIA OFFICE CONTROL.

In arecent speech Sir Samuel Hoare expressed
gratitude for the fact that, as a result of these Round
Table Conferance proceedings and the meetings of the
Joint Select Committee, & different attitude was being
adopted by Indian publio men, whether from British
India or from the States, towards the Secretary of
State and the India Office officials. That may very
well be 80, and it is st any rate a point of view that is
worth noting. Nevertheless, whatever may be the
opinion in progressive Indian quarters on the Whita
Paper proposals generally and the need for substan-
tial improvement in them, it is notoricus t_hut genernl:
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‘Indiap opinion,- from Moderate to extreme Congress,
is unsnimous that at the earliest possible stage the
control of the Secretary of State, that is of Parlia-
‘ment, over the internal affairs of India should dis-
appesr. In a letter to the Manchester Guardian Colo-
nel Maunsell spoke of the “necessity for outting adrift
from the shackles of the Secretary of Siate.”” Colo-
nel Wedgwood, M, P,, is strongly opposed to such a
change, whioh, he thinks, cannot be in the interests
of either the British or the Indian people, or in the
interests of justice. 1t is strange how good men who
have gone astray osn get hold of the wrong end of the
gtick. Colonel Wedgwood addsin support of his view
that he has received from the Central Hindu Society
of Great Britain ( & body that so far as I am aware
exists more a8 a name than as a fact, and exercises,
even if its existence be proved, no influence what-
ever ) & memorandum in which the Soociety, “ speak-
ing for the Indian majority, denouncethis responsible
government as a fraudulent mixture of mediaeval ins-
titutions that will make India a continent of warring
oreeds in every city and in every rural taluka. ” It is
at least difficultto understand how Colonel Wedgwood
oan reconcile his concept of democratio institutions
with the control of one people’s affairs through the
Parliamentary institutions of another.

“ An Englishman on Leave” replies to Colonel
‘Wedgwood whom with Mr. Churchiil he speaka of
a8 honestly defending a system which may be des-
cribed as follows:—

% A British politisian is returned to Parliament by an
electorate Bolely and wholly concerned for the moment
with s domestio eleotion issue, and knowing India only as
a vigue geographioal expression of Rajas, snakes, mis-
sionaries, tigers, and ‘natives.’ Having little or no acquaint-
ance with India, he is appointed with the supreme antho-
rity on Indian affairs, and iz expected to interpose himself
between the Government and the several peoples of India
with his eye, first and foremost, on voters living some tho-
usande of miles from the Bubjects of his authority and
remote from the atmosphere in which they live. It may
be agreed throughout India that there should be, op
should not bhe, some change of policy there; the
implementing of that agreement depends on whether the
British electorate thinks shere should be some change of
policy and/or Government at home, Theremay be need in
India for some immediate and swift action to deal with
a suddea situstion; the promptness of its fulfilment may
depend on the Secretary of State's personal engagements
of the moment. His:political distance between the Go-
vornments and peoples of India hardly matters, whether
bis back be turned to the one or the other or askew to
all of them. One of the greatest of the Indian Liberals
and & hero of the Round Table Conferences has twice said
to me ‘abolish the India Office and I drop all my other
demands,’ and most official# in India would say * hear,
hear.'"”

The writer of this pungent letter asks whether
Colonel Wedgwood applauded the manner of the con-
trol by Parliament and the Ssoretary of State when
Lord Birkenhend was at the Indis Oiffice, and
whether Mr. Churchill fully approved of this system
and priceiple when Mr. Benn introduced his “bewil.
dering chacges”. He adds in conclusion that since
bie return from India recently he has been *“daily
appalled at the extent to which popular ignorance and
baselese suspicions sbout India have grown and
allowed themselves to be caloulated and exploited by
the kind of diebardism that lost us the United States.
If these be our masters in Indis then * Parlinmentary
responsibility * ie going to be fatal to Indin and the
British conneoction in India. ™ Itis good that such
warnings should come from Britishers as well as
from Indisps,

POLITICAL MEETING IN LONDON,

Mr. Bhulabhai Dssai is announced to presida--

at a meeting of the New Indian Politionl Group
(London) which all Indian organisations and
residents in London are requested to attend in

respectful memory of the late Mr. Vithalbhai Patel, .

at Egsex Hall, to-morrow. It is to be hoped that
thoge present will remember the nature of the ocea-
gion, and will refrain, so far as possible, from con-
verting the meeting into a hostile demonstration,
No doubt Mr. Bhulabhai Desai will exercise all bis
authority to preserve the dignity of the proceedings.
Mr, Desai has had already some experience in handl-
ing an Essex Hall meeting last Saturdsy, wben he
spoke on the Indian eituation and used with con-
siderable skill the many Congresa arguments in
favour of the doctrine that the Congress is still very
much alive, and that the proccedings of the Round
Table Conference and of the Joint Parliamentary
Committes being utterly useless and misconoeived,
the Moderate leaders, who participated in them and
who are totally unrepresentative in character, have-
not only rendered no useful service to India, but
have merely befooled themselves, There is of course
another point of view, but it need not be stated hera,
Incidentally, it may be mentioned, that the Evening
Standard publishes a cartcon by Low, commenting

upon Mr. Churchill's evidence given before the

Select Committee, showing Mr. Churchill offering
his panacea to the hind-quarters of an elephant upon
the supposition that the oscupants of the howdah in
front are not interested in the White Paper proposals.
Upon & closer examination of the picture, it is observ-
ed that every one of the occupants of the howdah is
gedulously reading & copy of the White Paper, It
does not require much imagination to draw the ocon-
clusion that Low does not think much of Mr. Chur~
chill and his mental gymnastics, however much they
may be appreciated editorially by the paper in which
the cartoonist’s work appears.

Returning to Mx. Desai, he had no difficulty at
last Saturday’s meeting in desling very faithfully
with the Communists’ attack upon the Congress and
its prominent personalities, led by the ubiguitous Mr,
Saklatvala. The Communist group has for some time

begun to suspect that neither Mr. Vithaibhai Patel:

nor Mr. Bose had the desiderated ideology needed for

the fresh leadership in the Indian political struggle

that both of them had postulated sometime ago as
being necessary to meet the new situation there

developing. One sometimes wonders what the young:

Communists would do if they did not have words
like “ideclogy” and phrases like “the dictatorship of

the proletariat” to play with, Doubtless, however,.

they would report that they are in no worse stafe

| than their predecessors who used words like “demo-

oracy” and phrases like “the will of the people’”
without necessarily understanding their implications..

CONSTITUTIONAL CRISIS IN MALTA,

There was the sort of diarchy in Malta under-

the Constitution granting self-government in respect
of internal affairs, reserving Imperial affairs and
matters affecting the peace and security of the Colony
to the Imperial authority. The people of Malta are
of Semetic origin, both as to ethnological descent:
and as to language, For a very long time the oul-
tural languege of the islands has been Italian. Since
the British connection, over a century ago, English
has been inoreasingly used. Some years ago, afier
the insuguration of the Constitution, the then res-
ponsible government by general agreement passed
an enactment through the local Liegislature whereby
the egual teaching of English and Italiap, in addition
to Maltese, was undertaken in the elementary public
schools. Under Lord Strickland's

strongly pro-

e L
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" British regime sttempts were made to undermine
* this arrangement, and us a result, during the suspen-
- sion of the Constitutior, about four years ago, the
language question became acute; This and other
‘matters came up for consideration by the Royal Com-
mission appointed to investigate Maltese affairs and
which recommended the restoration of the Constitu-
- 4iom, subjeot to certain other rescommendations on
speoific iesues, all of which were accepted and adopted
by the British Government. Oa the language question
- $he Commirsion was of opinion that from & purely
-educational point of wview it was unwise to teaoh
children in elementary schools two other languages
iu additon to their mother-tongue, but recognised the
need of both languages at later stages of Maltega
-education. They held, however, that before taking
any sieps to siter the statutory position on this
--quesgtion a special enquiry should be held as they
themselves wera not in possession of all the evidence.
In the face of this recommendation for a further
enquiry, without making it or causing it to be made
‘and entirely arbitrarily, and without any oonsulta-

tion with the popular leaders in Malta, the present j

Secretary of State for the Colonies, Sir Philip Canliffe-
‘Lister, inserted in the Order-in-Council restoring the
“Constitution & provision prohibiting the teaching of

Italian in the public elementary schools of Malta,

whilst permitting the teaching therein of English,

Now it happens that just as there are jingo pat-
-riots like Lord Strickland and Sir Philip Cunliffe-

Lister, so there are cultural fanatics in Malta like

Dr. E, Migzi, the Minister of Eduoation. The Natio-

nalist Party of which he is co-leader with Sir Ugo

Mifsud, who became Head of the Ministry sfter that
Party had badly defeatad the Strickland Party at the
-elaction that followed the restoration of the Constitu-
tion, made the prohibition of the teaching of Italian
in publio elementary achools a most powerful election

- ory, and upon their return to power claimed to ba
authorised by the electorate to do everything in their
-power to get the prohibition removed from the Con.
stitution, and their whole administration has since

-oentred upon getting round, by every legal means, |
They | i { |
' supported in appropriate places w1_th quptatmns from
' Marx and Lenin. This also contains his answers to

‘$he formal legal constitutional prohibition.
had sucossded to such a considerable extent that tha
British Colonial Office took aiarm and demanded the
reversal of the Malta Government’s polioy under
- threat of dismissal of the Ministry and the suspen.
sion once more of the constitution, Sir Ugo Mifsud,
believing that he had a mandate from the electorate
to carry through the education polioy of the Mini-
‘wkry, refused to be browbeaten by the Scoretary of
Btata for the Colonies and deolined to resign. Accord-
Ingly yesterday his Ministry was dismissed from
-office and by an Order in Couneil the constitution has
once again been suspended, a political orisis has
reached its climax and ail the powers of the admi-
nistration have been resumed by the Governor. No
-one quite knows what the outcome will be, buta
certain amount of tension between Britain and
Italy is bound to result, for whilet Italy has no roal
desire to acquire Maita she is certainly very muoh
interested, both from a commercial and a oultural
point of view, in promoting the use of Italian
abroad, Sofar as the Maltese are oonoerned, many
of them find it convenient to earn their livelihood or
oarry on their trade with Italy and her North
African Colonies. In all of these things one would
have supposed that whether rightly or wrongly the
Maltese people, having been granted internal auto-
nomy, should have been lef§ Fres to conduct or to
misxmansge their own affairs, and that the reserved
powers held in the coustitution should have been
kept In oold storage until some really first-olass
-orisis in which the foundations of law and order or
- the seourity of the Colony as a key point in the Im.

perial structure was.affected, Asg it is, an act of des-
potism has taken place agsinst which the Maltese-
people oan, in the midst of the many vast maiters:
pressing heavily upon the British people, bu(E feebly
protest. In the result the Colonial Office action can
only preduce grievous discountent and dissatisfaction
among & hitherto loyal populstion, nearly all of
whose leaders, notwithstanding insinuations to the

contrary by designing or ignorant people, have been
axd atill are very friendly to tha British conneotion,

I am assured by one of the most prominent of them

that if a fresh election were to be held to-day the

Nationalist wonld securs an increased majority and

would almost wipa out the Opposition.

BRVILNS,

ALL ABOUT THE RUSSIAN REVOLUTION.

LENINISM, VOL. Il. By JOSEPH STALIN. ( Allen

& Unwin,) 1933. 22em. 468p, 12/6.

LENIN: TOWARD THE SEIZURE OF POWER.
THE REVOLUTION 1917. BOOKS 1 & 2.
(Martin Lawrence, London,) 1933. 23om. 272p.,

304p. 6/- & 10/6. :

' THE output of titeraturs on Bolshevik Russia is so

uncommonly voluminous that even those who devour
such books with avidity will find it difficult to keep
abreast of the publishing firms. Before. ona book is
read, ten more are published. . No wonder, tha veader
ia bowildered about the choice of books, Bat it ia
rafreshing to read books like those under review,

The first of these is by Jossph Stalin * the most
prominent continuer of Lenin’s cause and his most
orthedox diseiple, the inspirer of all tl_ae most impor-
tant measures taken by the Communist party in its

' struggle for building up socialism, the greatest theo-

retioian of Marxism—Leninism and the Leader of
the party and of the Communist International sinca
Lenin's death,” The book contains his speeches,
writings and interviewa  with foreign delegations,

questions raised by his own colleagues on the theory
and practice of Communism. They are all to the
point and convineing, but are full of ridicule, bgting
sarcasm, reminding us of the schoolmaster exercising
authority with his feruia over his students that dare
doubt and question, Even while answering tha
questions of foreign delegates he ta.l_:es them
roundly to task for their views orn Communism whioh
are at variance with his, expounds fo them Commu-
nistic ideals and exhorts. them to do propa-
ganda in their own country in favour of Communism.
tlis articles deal with the situations that arose from
time to time in Russia since the establishment of the
Communistic state, expounding the C‘omu:[unistic
ideals as gonceived by Marx, Kingels and Lenin. His
speeches were all made to Communistiv leaders in
Ruesia at their meetings or conferences. His
writings and speeches are characierised by a
thorough grasp of the principles of Communism,
a very olever marshalling of facts regarding the
Communistio experiment and a oclear understanding
of the attitude of foreign powers and their oppuaition
to Communism. Thsre is not one aspsot of Commu-
nism whioh has not been explained by him. He
makes no seoret of the aims of the Communist
party to spread its gospel all over the world and tha
methods adopted by DBolshevik Russia towards its
oonsummation. The book bsars the impress of
Stalin’s eturdy feith in Communism. It is an able-
expoaition of Communism with jts collective forms,
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state capitaliem and industrial programme, We can
put it in the front rank of books so far written
about Rusaia,

The other two books are English translations of
the speeches and writings of Lenin, They cover
the period from July to October 1917, when
Lenin wag at the helm of affairs which later
cnlminated in the Bolshevik Revolution. All his
writings and speeches of importance have been in-
cluded in the two books besides some public docu-
ments. The explanstory notes in Psrt I and
appendices, the ocalendsr of events and & diary of

Lenin's life in Parl II of the volume greatly add to.

the valus of the book inasmuch as they all help us
in the understanding of the contemporary political
1ife of Russia.

The writings of Lenin himself are, many of them,
addregsed to his own comrades, during the days of
his exile when the Kerensky Government wae in

power. They all make very interesting reading.

Part IT of the Volume includes his famous article on
“ State and Revolution.” This deals with the Maz-
xist teaching about the theory of the State and the
tasks of the proletsriat in the Revolution. In this
article Lenin reetates the theory of the State as pro-
pounded by Marx and Engels and analyses the dis-
torted views of ‘renegade’ Karl Kautsky of the
Second International. The experiences of the Revo-
Tutions of 1905 and 1917 are told in an interesting
manner. He concludes his articles by saying that
it ie of paramount importance for the establishment
of a Communistic state that there should be a prole-
tarian socialist reveolution by which alone tha masses
will be able to liberate themeelves from the yoke of
capitalism.
3. R. VENKATARAMAN,

A WORLD TOURIST’S EXPERIENCES.

ROUND THE WORLD IN A BABY AUSTIN.
By HECTOR MACQUARRIE. (Hodder & Stough-
ton, }1933. 20em, 383p. 7/6.

For the first time there iz here a book of travel
round the world, of great significance ms an inter-
- national advertisement of the Baby Austin Car. As
a piece of commercialised book-writing, it represenis
s type of literature which threatens to become
fashionable., Ignoring the shop side of the book
whioch is tactfully disguised, there is a panoramic
view of the world and its mankind that Mr, Mac-
qusrrie roveals in all its fascinating wealth of way-
side comedies, fragedies and scenery. Beginning
with an actusl experience of a shipwreck involving
no loss of “souls”, we follow Maecquarrie’s trial
seeing the Tabitians, * a dying race ” and the Nara-
tongans who are imbued with “a missionary piety.”
In the United States, there is the hundred per cent.
American who will do anything to escaps being
born an Engliskman, Macquarrie relates a etory by
way of {1lustration of the American distaste of a
British birth-mark, “ I was nearly an Englishman
myseelf,” said the Yankee. “Three days before I was
born, my mother was in Canada. “Pat,” she said to
my dad, “‘ get me across the border for the love o
Mike or we will have an Englishman in the family.”
The Dad rushed her across the border and I was born
five miles from it~—on the American side! A close
shave ! " At first the Americanisms give our travel-
ler an uncomfortable feeling, but scon he gets used to
being addressed as “ boys ™ which is just American
for “ blokes, fellows, men, old tops &and septuagena-

rians.” Even nature hereabouts wears a solemn

and at times uncanny aspect. Surviving a horri¢
massacre of “r”, ** we motored from the Grand Can-
yon ( where as the reviewer foels, sainte’ can thrive
on sheer spiritusl uplift ) to the edge of the Painted
Desert and across the Petrified forest.” At this end,
ag in & sense all over the United States, there are for-
malities of speech which convey meanings other
than what they imply. "“Come again or hurry back.™
It is synonymous for * Thank you.”

Affer deseribing his experiences in many other:
lands, the author turns to India. Unlike other
countries where the policeman does not treat the
white man with any especial respect, the heart of Mr.
Macquarrie warms to the cheerfut courtesy of Indi-
ans. Macquarrie must take note that but for Bri-
tish prestige which hes tamed the whole nation of:
Indians into humble orderlies born to salute the
Europeans, he would have found a stiffer kind ofsn
Indian to greet him, The sharp eyes of Mr. Macquar-
rie single out for sorutiny that unassimilable human
being in India—"the Anglo-Indian, the official name
now for Eurasian, although pure Indians rather comi-
oally persist in calling them Europeans.” As the car-
drives along the Indian road Macquarrie sees clear-
1y, a8 he who runs may, that" the Mohammedans-
detest and despise the IHindus,” Regarding tle
Indian Nationslists, Amir, the wayside Muslim
acquaintance of Macquarrie, says: “The whole
movement was backed by wealthy Hindus. These
men are like the sower of seed. They throw on the
Earth what they have; they lose it; but they do
not; expect a harvest. ” Vitally important to Mac-
quarrie however are the reflactions of Amir and
QGigi on matrimony which deserve to be read in order
to beappreciated. Well-meaning friendsof Macquarrie
sound the panicky warning that inIndia he might ba-
come “ the target for brickbats ;' but here is what
he says: “We were always trested courteously by the
natives. 'We were never oonscious of the slightest
hostility, Wae left India with the impression that
the pituation is exceedinly complex and packed with
difficulty, but that is not nearly so bad as the news-
papers would lead us to think, ” Many irritants go-
to create the political heart-burning in Indis, but
not the least of them owes its contribution to * the
Wogs,” ‘Wog,' in Anglo-Indian parlance means
Woesternised Oriental Gentleman—the young Indisns
home from British Universities,” * Young ofScers.
use that term ", said Colonel Grieg; “a pity rather.
It does not solve the problem created by the return
of these young Indians from England,” Westernised
Oriental Gentlemen know that » little too poignant-
ly, as Macquarrie observes. Indian States, please
take note of this passing commentary: * Burdwan is
a Native State which may explain the filthy Dak
bungalow. "

One feels infinitely the wiser for reading this.
travel book of such cheery and sparkling conteats as
brisile with serious intentions.

K. VENUGOPAL RAoO,

BOOKS RECEIVED.

THE SOCIALISATION OF BANKING, By OS0AR SACHSE.
(Macmilian, London.) 1933, 20cm. 137p. $/6.

THE SHI'ITE RELIGION. By DEWIGHT M. DONALDSON,
{ Lusac’s Oriental Religious Series, Vol. VI.) (Luzao,
London.) 31933 25om. $93p. 15/-

INDIAN BPIRITUALITY, The Travels and Teachings of
Sivanarayan., By MOHINI MOEAN CHATTERIL. (Dent, .
London,) 1933. 200m. 253p. 5/-
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