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DREWS IN DURBAN

R. C. ¥. ANDREWS who arrived at Durban
from Pretoria and Johannesburg last Mon-
day, at 11 a.m., was met at the Central

Station by a large number of prominent members of
the Indian community and by European friends.
e was garlanded on bebalf of the Natal Indian
Congress by Mr. V. Lawrence, Vice-President of that
body. Mr. Andrews was first taken to the late Mr.,
Parsec Rustomjee’s premises in Field Street, where
4 crowd was anxiously waiting to greet him and to
hear him speak. He looked very tired at the end
of his journey, but at once rose and addressed those
assembled as follows :—

* I have come to you, at this critical time, for two
special rcasons. The former is, that Mahatma
Gandhi himself wished me to come out to you. He
told me, that it was my duty, if possible, to leave
India for that purpose. The second reason is, that
the Poet, Rabindranath Tagore, whom I call my

Gurudev, in spite of

I came out with my dearest friend, Willie Pear-
son,—he gave me then a manfram to carry with me,
which we all, Hindus, Musalmans and Christians
alike can repeat; for it speaks of God as One. Again,
this time, he would wish me to carry the same
maniram, which is the motto of our Asram at Santi-
niketan, It runs as follows :—

*¢ Shantam, Shivam, Advailam.”

Its'meaning is, that God is the All Peace, the All
Good, the One without a second.

*“He told me to carry that m essage of divine peace,
divine goodness, divine unity, to all South African
Indians. He said, that we w ho were engaged in this
critical struggle should be full of peace from. God;
we should also be full of goo dness; we should also
be united one with another in the Divine Unity.

1 have now told you the m essage of my Gurudev,
and I have given you Mah atmaji’'s own love and

blessing. Through you,

L}

bhis very serious ill-
ness, has allowed me
to come out and bas
not wished me to re-
main. Therefore I have

Mr. C. F. Andrews’ Message

who are assembled here
this morning from every
province in South Afri-
ca, I would wish to
send this message of

come to you with the
blessings of two Asrams,
—the Asram at Sabar-
mati, and the Asram ab
Santiniketan. At both
of these religious re-
treats, where prayer to
God is offered daily by
all the inmates of the
Asram, I was sent out
to you with their loving
prayers and blessings.
Mahatma Gandhi and
the Poet, Rabindranath
Tagore, the founders of
these two Asrams, have
also sent me with their
own prayers and bless-

On coming again the third time to South
Africa, to help in the Indian cause, 1 have
brought with me from the Poet, Rabindranath
Tagore, the very same message which I brought
with me on each previous aoccasion. The Poet
bids us put all our trust in the

* Shantam, Shivam, Advaitam’
in‘God, the All-Peace, the All-Good, the One.’

In the midst of all our trials and difficulties,
let that be our daily prayer and remembrance.
We are not trusting in human strength to give
us the victory, but in God. Mahatma Gandhi
sends the same word of faith and hope and
love. Let us therefore remember, day by day,

the
Shantam, Shivam, Advaitam.

my Gurudev and this
love and blessing of
Mahatmaji, to every
single Indian, down to
the tiniest Indian baby
child, in South Africa.
May God bless you all, -
and also bless the work
which I have come out
to do in His Name.”
At the close of the
gathering, it was de-
cided to send at once
cablegrams to the Poet,
Rabindranath Tagore ;
to Mahatma Gandhi;
and also to the Imperial
Citizenship Association,

ings. Therefore, I come

Bombay, which had

to you with what I dare

to hope is the divine blessing to you all from India.
*1 want to say ene thing more. Mahatma Gandhi

said to me, when he asked me to go,—" Do not go

out till the divine voice within tells you that youl

must go out.” At that time, the Poet, Rabindranath

Tagore was so ill, that I did not wish to leave hi )y

and I told Mahatmaji that I could not leave him.:
Bat later on, the inner voice became so clear, that
I could resist it no longer. Then, when I went to
my Guarudev and told him that the inner voice was
80 clear, that I could not resist it any longer, he said
to me : “ Now you mus go; and you shall carry my
blessings with you.” Later on, when I went to
Sabarmati, to Mahatma Gandhi, he gave me his
blessings also. Therefore, I do not come empty-
handed. I feel that I come both with the divine
voice leading me, and with the divine blessing to
offer to you and to your children.

* The Poet, Rabindranath Tagore, gave me, on my
first visit to Natal nearly twelve years ago,—when

N\ provided the steamer

S o and sent Mr. Andrews as its representative
AR to South Africa.

An Important Correction

An unfortunate mistake was made by the reporter
of the Johannesburg Slar which was repeated in the
other papers. It was said, that Mr. C. F. Andrews had
been * delegated by the Government of India.” This
is not the case. Mr. Andrews was sent by Mahatma
Gandhi and by the Poet, Rabindranath Tagore, and
his steamer passage was provided by the Imperial
Citizenship Association, Bombay. He comes out at
the unanimous wish of all the leaders of Indian
public opinion and is in no way connected with the
deputation of the Government of India, which is
now on its way to South Africa, and is a purely
official deputation.

Mr. Andrews has been asked by the S. A. Indian
Congress Deputation, which is now_on its way to

L

{ India, to be present in Durban " Welcome the
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Government of India Deputation on its arrival, and
to render them any necessary assistance. 'This has
been confirmed by the Executive Committee of the
S. A. Indian Congress at their meeting on December
6th. It is necessary to make quite clear that this
reception of the official deputation in Durban in no
way impliep apy previous connexion between Mr.
C. ¥. Andrews and the Government of India Depu-
tation. They are independent of one another and
have abme out independentiy—Mr, Andrews as re-
presen$ing the people of India and the Deputation
under Mr. Paddison as representing the Indian
Government.

In the same way on his two visits o South Africa
Mr. C,\F. Andrews came out quite independently of
the Goyemment of India while an official deputa-
tion upder Sir Benjamin Roberison came out offi-
cially at the same time.

o

DR. MALAN AND-THE DEPUTATION

R. Malan’s reply to the South African Indian
Congress Deputation, which is reprivted in this
isgue, 18 & disappointiog statement. It is

nothing more than & piece of special pleading for his
own 311! Certainly it'does him no credit. Indeed it is
much less acceptab{e to s, as a community, than his
blunt open hostility when he introduced the messare in
its firsk reading before the Union Assembly. Then he
fraakly confessed $bat he wished to get as many Indians
as possible out of ¢he country. Now he defends himself,
apologises, misleads, and utlers statements which can
easily be traversed.

Dr, Maldn, in answering the 'Depubatmn, bages hig
whole argament for introdmcing the Bill on two
grounds i—

(Y] He declares that it fs not a departure from the
Gandhi-Smuts Setklemens of 1914;

(i) He states that it is merely the carrying out
of the Reeommendations of Liange: Commission of
1920.

- With theformer point we have dealt so often, that we
are tived of ‘repesting the fact, that Mz, G:mdin, in his
persons,l ’lefker toe Mr. Qorges, was s»mply defining
¢ Verste&) rlghts " in’eonmexion with seftaim township ‘gies-
tions in the, Transvaal He was nob doaling ‘with all the

vested rights, which Indlans possessedor all the “éxisting 1

»
Taws which were b0 be Justly obserVed It is

however, to argue out this whole puint again, Sm'ely i
wi{lbemonghtbrefer % Mr. Gandbi’s own statement
abont the new Bill, in Ymng Indwr. where he emphati-

“cally declares that ﬂle present Bill, and the Colour Bar

Bill preceding it, are of such a character, that the carry-
ing of them out into law would wreck the whole seitle-
ment of 1914.and leave nothing whatever uatouched in
the agreement that he then made with General Smats.
It is imposgible, therefore, {o believe that Dr. Malan is
really serious, in. bis contention with regard to the
Gandhi-Spaats. Agreement, when he declares that his
present Agiatic Bill 18 no breach of its terma  Unfor-
tomately, it id equally impossible to believe that he is
setions' in his contemtion, when be declares that this
Asiatic Bill is merely a faithfal carrying out of the
regommendations of the Lange Commission. For the
Lange Gommismon’s Recommendations have been
flagrantly wielated in every part of the Bill.

Let us here explain tbis matter in detail : for this
igsme in certain to come fip again and again in the near
uture,

use’lesu]

December r1th, rg23

The Lange Commission’s first Recommendation ran asp
follows :—

¢ There should be no compulsory repatriation.’
But this new Asiatic Bill has one whole chapter, whose|n
only purpose is to repatriate by compulsion certainl
classes of Indians,

Dr. Malan, while introducing the Bull, 18 blunt enough ;-
to tate that this compulsory repatriation was his mata
object. His words are as follows :—

‘I must say that the Bill frankly starts from thej's
general supposition that the: Indian, as a race 1n this!
country, is an alien element of the population, and thaty:
no solut.on of this question will be acceptable to the! .
country unless it results in a very considerable redactioniu:
of the Indian population in this country.”

It is true, he modifies his words by saying that hxsll
method “will not he the employment of any forcible}d
means. ”  But he goes on immediately to staltify hnm- hn
self by addmg

“ The method, which thig Bill will propose, will be ther!d
application of pressure to supplement the inducemeat,)
which is beld ont to Indians to leave the conntry.” '

We canfess we cannot see even a shade of differenceff
between the ¢ application of pressure’ as a method and ;
‘the employment of forcible means.’ Yet the Comdn
mission, as we have stated, had ag its first recommenda+i
tion, “ There shauld be no compulsory repatrinhion.” |

{et us go one step farther. The second main re4-
commendation of the Lange Comuission rnns as follows -3

¥ There should be no compulsory segreqation.”

Dr. Malan states that he is carrying out the Recom.ic
mendations of the Lange Commission. Yet he has oneo
whole section of his new Bill, which compels Indsans by
law to be segregated, both for purppses of residence andia
trade. To us, it represents a shameleseness rarely fouad.u
among responsible Ministers of State, that this Ministed)»
should both directly and categorically repudiate theﬁ-
findings of the Government’s own Commission, and yet:
at the same time openly declare to the public that thigl
Bill is intended to carry out that Commission’s findings Jv'; 1

1t is true that with regard to the third point in thd.
Bill—the oconfining of Indian land ownership and im i
movable property to the 30 mile coastal belt,—Drf!
Malsn has some support from the majority of the Com o
missioners, indlading the Chairman himself, |‘

Bat it saould be moted (1) that the Commissoneriiv
dealt only with agricuiturel land and not with xmmovajv
ble property (i1) that they proposed to give Indians the: 1
compensation of long leases in return for the right lyj
which were taken away (iii) that one ot of the fouki/
Commissioners strongly dissented from this recommenda ; v}
tion of the Majority Beport on the gronud that it wouldy
be‘a .’tehrograde proposal inconsistent with other rey
comimendations in the Report which are fonnded on thi:
idea of voluntary and not compalsory separation.’ ‘I -
is also,” the Minority Report goes on, ‘a restriction o
exigtang rights of pwaership aad jp the case of ex-in. .
dentured Indians and their descendants, a breaeh of th) |
conditions of recruitment, which I think should b' !
serupulously adhered to i the interests of good feelinl »
and the sense of fair-play so necessary in our relation: .
with the Indiang in South Africa and the Govemmem
of Jada” 9

Therefore, ewen with regard to this third point, coni::
cerning the Natal coastal belt, the present Bitl caum:’
strictly be said to ¢ carry ont the recommendatians of th !
Lange Commission,” because (i) this Bill deals with xm? i

|

i
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movable property as well as agricoltural land (ii) it
proposes no compensation whatever for taking away
from Indians existing rights (lii) it pays no attention to
the Minority Report, in the Lange Commission itself,
which is printed and published against the withdrawal
of any existing rights of land-purchase from the Indjan
commanity, becanse iy would be * contrary to the interests
of good feeling and the segse of fair-play,

Thas, the present Bill is no more a carryiog oub of the
recommendations of the Lange Commission than it is 8
carrying out of the terms of the Gandhi-Bmuts Agree-
ment.

e =

DR. MALAN'S PRONOUNCEMENT

B. Malan has pow publicly made his pronounce-
ment eoncerning the Round Teble Conference.
Speaking at Capetown, he stated that the Indian

Government had asked for a Round Table Conference on
the Asiatic Question, but the Upipn Govergment had
decided that they could nob agree; because a Bopnd
Table Confercpcs wonld mean making concessions og
the essential principles of the Bill, and the Government
were not prepared to do that. They, however, welcomed
the Depntation from the Government of India, which
was coming to Sonth Africa to investigate the Asjatic
question. If the Bill were pasged, 1t would be referred
to a Sgleot Committee. Then the Government of India’s
Depatation would have an opportunity of giving evi-
dence before the Select Committee. He regretted the
fact that an Indian Deputation had gome from South
Africs 9 India becavse Indjans knew pothing about
Squth African conditions, Therefors it was only lkely
to create bad feeling and the Indians would use the
South African question towards getting their own self-
government. .

This exeeedingly important information has come at
the sime of our going (o preps and fnll comments on it
must be reserved for next wesk’s issne. For the moment,
it appears as thongh our worst fears had been realised,
and that the Unfon Government were now determined to
force the Bill throngh, up to the Select Committee stage,
in spita of declared Indian opinion against such an
arbitrary conrse on 8o vital gn imperial subjsct. Dr.
Malagp’s closing referencs to the South African Indian
Congress Deputation which has been sent to India was
gratoitonsly impertinent. While it may be true that
Indians in India know very little about Sonth Africa,
the knowledge of Indis possessed by South Africans,
(who regard India as a land of * coolies’) ia so infinitesi-
mal, as to be practically a negligeable quantity, In-
deed, it is just this abysmal ignorance about India, in
South Africa, which is the most difficult thivg of all to
overcome. We would further like to ask Dr. Malan,
the Natiopalist, and General Hertzog and Mr. Tielman
Raos, whether phere 18 anything wrong in Indians using
the South African Question towards getting their own
self.government. Would not these gentlemen, if they
were patriotic Indians do exactly the same ? Do they
really wish to keep India in strict subjection while South
Africa becomes more and paore independent.

The pewspapers have further annonnced that Sir
Tarvad Hockary is coming out as the fourth rember of
the Government of Indian Deputation., We have no
knowledge as to the identity of Sir Harvad Hockary and
must awalt information from India on the subject.

Report of Congress Deputation
to the Minister

The following is an abhreyviated report of the
interview on the ]16th November hetwaen the
Minister of the interior Dr. Malan and the
Congress Deputation. Dr. Malan’s words have haen
given helow almost verhatim ;+

MR, GODFREY : First of all, Sir, we are wery
grateful that your health 18 restored and that yoy
are able ta carry out the dnties entrysted to you.

The deputation bas presented a statement which
sets ouf the position. I will read i} :

(Statement read and handed in.)

Dp. MALAR: Do you want {@ ¢dd anything to
the statement

MR. GODFREY : [ have nqthing further to may
as | think the statement sets out the position fairly.

It is the view of this depatation that it wounld
be far hetter for this Bill to be left alone for a
while and the question of 3 Ronnd Table Con-
ference be gone into and that exchanges might he
made, advice taken, syggestions introdumced and
copsidered, and if, therefore, representaiions wera
% be made from every possible view, I think then
that the very best results would be obtained and
the Indian community would be bound honourably
in regpect of what might be arrived at ak euch p
Conference, :

DR, MALAN: You have made one slalement
and that js that the Bill is against the terms of the
Smpts-Gandhi Agreement, Clan yon explain that

tome?

MR. GODFREY : The Smuts-Gandhi Agreement
was perfectly clear. In the last paragraph of the
letter that was written by Mr. Gorges dated 30th
Juyne is the following .—

“ With regard to the administration of exjst-
ing laws, the Minister desires me to say thatf it
always has been and will continue to be the
desire of the Government to see that they are
adminigtered in a just mannper and with dne re-
gard to vested rights. ”

We do feel that in this Bi]l, in segregating us, in
taking away the rights to possess land as you bave
done, and to practically debar ns from purchasiog
land wherever we have purchased it, is in a large
measure, an interference with those wested rights,
You will see algo that in the letter that Mr, Gandhi
wrote dated 30th June, he says :—

** As the Minijster is aware gome of my coun-
trymen haye wished me to go further. They
are dissatisfied that the trade licences laws of
the different Provinces, the Transvaal Gold
Law, the Transvaal Townships Aect, the Trans-
vaa]l Law 3 of 1835 have not been altered, so as
to give them full rights of residencs, trade and
ownership of land. Sowe of them are dis-
gatisfied that full inter-provincial migration is
not permitted, and some are dissatisfied that on
the marriage question the Relief Bill goes no
forther than it does. They have asked me that
all the above matters might be included in the
passive resistance struggle. 1 have besn unable
to comply with their wishes. Whilst, therefore,
they have not been included in the programme
of pyssive resistance, it will not be denied that
some day or other these matters will require
farther and sympathetic consideration by the
Government. Complete satisfaction cannot he
expected notil full civic rights have been con-
ceded to the resident Indian popnlation, ” "y

Then he goes on further to may ;—

“The Immigrants Regulation Act of last year
has in practice all but stopped further free Inz
dian immigration and that my countrymer, do



320

INDIAN OPINION

December 1.th, 1925

not aspire to any political ambition, they, the
Europeans, will see the justice and indeed the
necessity of my countrymen being granted the
rights I have just referred to.”
. It seems to us that the intention and spirit of the
Agreement was that the vested rights of the Indians
gshould be protected and that in future the law
should be sympathetically administered and also
that although that agreement only settled matters
existing at that time, my countrymen thought there
were other matters that required consideration, but
Mr. Gandhi did not think it proper to press for any
more. He madeit clear that although they were
not pressing for them then, he thought it best to
leave it until the good sense of the European public
should see ﬁt\to grant them more elbow room to
progress.

1, wish you to remember that we are South Afri-
cans. A lot of us do not know India, except geo-
graphically. We are bred and born hore. We have
no other home. We speak the language, English
being spoken. Some of the Indians do not know'
the Inlian language. We live and think and move
about exactly as the Europeans do. We are to a
largetextent South Africans and we expect that in
any legislation that will be introduced that some
consideration will be given as regards our faith, so
that when we have said in that statement that it 1s
a breach of the Smuts-Gandhi Agreement we do
feel that all the legislation is being introduced in
direct violation of vested rights and the spirit of the
Agreement, which was that we should be sym-
pathetically treated and that the other matters still
to be considered would be sympathetically dealt
with. Legislation is being introduced which cer-
tainly has the impression of restricting vs. I think
it was the view of the then Government, with Mr.
Smuts at its head, that this should not be so.

On the question of immigration for Indians, the
Smuts-Gandhi Agreement to a very large extent
said that the question of immigration was practically
gettled as at that date. I don’t want to enter into a
discussion of this Bill as I attended the Conference
and the Conference did not wish me to enter
into discussion of this Bill. I think it is right
to say, however, that in this Bill you bhave
been pleaged to introduce you are restricting our
personal movement, for instance, wives should be
brought in within a certain period, and the in-
creasing of the immigration bail that was required
from about £30 to £100. I think this is unreason-
able. There are further restrictions. Then of course
there is the question of domicile which isnow defined
in the Bill, which practically says that an absence
from the Colony of three years means the loss of
domicile. These are things which perhaps will
appeal to you as showing that the spirit of the
Agreement that we relied upon is not being carried
out. Those are farther restrictions, a repressive
policy against the Indians, which we feel ought not
to be the case. That is as much as I wish to say at
present.

Dr. MALAN : I think before we go further it is
just as well that we come to some clear idea as to
what was in the Smuts-Gandhi Agreement and
what was not. As you will know the Asiatic En-
quiry Commission was appointed in 1921, or rather
the Report was published in 1921. That Commis-
sion went very exhaustively into the whole question
of what the -so-callel Smuts-Gandhi Agreement
really contained and what not. Now on page 18 of
the Report. In the first place you will see there
that that so-called Smuts-Gandhi Agreement which
was to put an end to all these differences between
sfie Government and the Indian population, was
/based on the definite understanding that after that

(agreement there should be no further agitation on

he part of the Indian population in regard to the '

laws of the cour}u*y. Now, as you will see from Mr.

Gandi’s letter, Mr. Gandhi did not accept that. It
was definitely understood that there was to be an
end to the agitation against ilegislation.

[The Minister then read over again the whole

passage (noted above by Mr. Godfrey from Mr.
Gandhi’s letter. ]

The second point is this—that the undertaking of
General Smuts at that tume related only to the
administration of the existing laws. As faras I can
see no undertaking was given or could have been
given by any Government that the laws would not
be changed or that any laws with regard to any
question would not in future be introduced. Con-
ditions are continually changing in every country
and it isan impossibility for any Government to give
an undertaking that no additional laws will be made
in respect of a certain subject or that existing laws
will not be changed. General Smuts said .—

“ With regard to the administration of existing
laws, the Mipister desires me to say that it
always has been and will continue to be the
desire of the Government to see that they are
administered in a just manner and with due
regard to vested rights.”

Now we come to the point of vested rights.
Vested rights, General Smuts said, would always be
protected. Now I find in the report of the Asiatic
Enquiry Commission that Mr. Gandhi took the
precaution before leaving Soath Africa to put on
paper what he thought wag incladed in that promise,
what vested rights really meant. Now I think this
is very different from what he says here : —

“DEAR MR. GORGES,—I have now got a
moment to submit my note on the Gold Law,
As you know, after mature consideration, I
refrained from pressing for the insertion of a
special clause defining * vested rights” in con-
nection with the Gold Law and Townships
Amendment Act, because I felt that any de-
finition in the correspondence might resalt in
restricting the future action of my countrymen.
However, so far as my interpretition of * vested
rights’ is concerned, I thionk I should reduce
it to writing. General Smuts was good enough
to say that he would endeavour to protect vested
rights as defined by me. The follpwing is the
definition I submitted to Sir Benjamin Robert-
son, who, I understood, submitted it to General
Smuts. My letter to Sir Benjamin Robertson
containing among other matters the definition,
is dated the 4th March 1914 : ° By vested rights
I understand the right of an Indian and his
successors to live and trade in the township in
which he was living and trading, no matter how
often he shifts his residence or business from
place to place in the sime township. I am
fortified in my interpretation by the answer
given by Mr. Harcourt 1n connection with the
matter, in the House of Commons, on the 27th
June 1911 :—

* Complaints against that legislation (the Gold
Law and Townships Amendment Act) have
been made and are now being investigated by
the Government of the Union of South Africa
who have lately stated that there is no in-
tention of interfering with any business or
right to carry on business acquired and
exercised by Indians prior to the date of the
legislation.’

By vested rights he merely meant the right of an
Indian and his successors to live and trade in the
township in which he was living and trading, no
matter how often he shifts his residence or his busi-
ness from place to place.

You will find it has been the principle of legis-
lation, both in the Transvaal and a9 far as the Union
Government is concerned, always to protect vested
rights. Vested rights were protected in 1883, the
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old Transvaal Law, they were protected in 1903,
the Transvaal Gold Law.

Vested interests, even though they were acquired
illegally, even though they were acquired contrary
to the epirit of the existing laws, were protected in
1919, and you will find that throughount this Bill that
1 have introduced existing rights, vested interests,
of Indians are also protected. If the protection of
vested rights whenever legislation is introduced is
meant by the protection of vested interests, I think
we have kept to the spirit and to the letter of the
Smuts-Gandhi Agreement.

Now coming to the question the chief question
that you have raised here this morning, viz. of a
Round-table Conference between the Government of
India, the British Government and the Government
of the Union, in regard to Indian matters generally
in the Union, I can just say that of course a sugges-
tion was made in this cennection by Mr. Thomas
when he visited South Africa. I think that was the
first suggestion made. Now, if I remember rightly,
at that time when Mr, Thomas made his suggestion
it certainly did not meet with the approval of the
European population of the country. A good many
newspapers at that time, voicing the opinion of the
public, protested against that. They thought it was
rather an interference on the part of Mr, Thomas,
visiting our country, on a question which is very
difficult and delicate. Any way, it was‘merely a
suggestion on his part, Now the Indian Government,
starting from {hat suggestion, entered into negotiation
with the Union Government and they definitely
asked whether it would not be possible to have a
Round-table Conference. Now that question with
reference to a Round-table Conference is practically
settled between the Government of India and the
Union Government, but the negotiations have not
yet reached finality, that is to say, the Government
of India and the Union Government are still
negotiating with regard to Indian affairs in South
Africa, As ] say, the whole question with regard
to the holding of the Round-table Conference has
been gone into. We have come to a d-finite conclu-
sion regarding it, and at the time I made a statement
in Parliament that negotiations had taken a definite
course in regard to this. The matter was at that time
practically settled. Upon an occasion like this I
don't think I should make any announcement to you
or to the public as to the result of those negotiations.
I think I should take another opportunity—it may
be in Parliament or even before that—to announce
what the result and contents of the negotiations are.

With regard to matters of this kind it is only
considered as etiquette between Governments that no
public announcement should be made in regard to
the result of negotiations unless it be with the con-
sent of both parties, and therefore I think I can say
nothing more with regard to this point regarding
the Round-table Conference.

I may just say, in general, that the Union Govern-
ment considers the Indian question to be a question
which has to be solved by South Africa. It is a
South African question and it has to be solved by
the South African Government and Parliament and
people. This is not to say, of course, that we shall
not welcome the representations made to us by
people outside. We will always be willing to receive
representations, but after all the question is a South
African one and has to be solved and settled by the
Government and the people of South Africa.

Now, as I understand from the document which
you have read hete, you have come here to-day only
to object against the principle of the Bill, nothing
more. You don’t wish to enter into a discussion of
the separate clauses. With regard to the principle
of the Bill, I may just say in general that there is as
far a8 I can see practical unanimity between all

arties in South Aﬂ;’i@'a,and between all fections of
Foe tikpmpoess EApLEEEity 24 fon 513 KIf kra the

Asiatic Enquiry Conimission was appointed some
years ago, the report in 1921 went very exhaustively
into the question. Attending the meetings of that
Commission there was a representatiye of the Govern-
ment of India, Sir Benjamin Robertson. He was in
a position to acquaint himself with the circumstances,
with the evidence and with the discussions of the
Commission, and ke was in a position to inform the
Government of India of what was taking place.
Now the conclusions of that Commission were
accepted generally by the people of South Africa—I
am speaking of the Euaropean population—and the
previous Government, as you are aware, introduced
legislation, the Class Areas Bill, to put into operation
one of the chief recommendations of that Commis-
sion and if{ there had not been a dissolution of
Parliament and a change of Government, then I
daresay the Class Areas Bill would have been on the
Statate Book to-day. Now, our present Bill follows
to a very large extent the lines of the legislation of
the previous Government in certain respects, specially
with regard to land ownership in Natal. It’ goes
further, it proposes to carry out more or less the
recommendations in the report of the Asiatic Enquiry
Commission. Now that was not included in the

‘ previous Government’s Bill, but I merely mention

it to show that both the previous Government, re-
presenting the South African Party, and the present
Government, representing the other two Parties,
agree as to the general lines on which this question
shall be tackled and solved.

That means that no Government, whatever party
it may represent, in this country is able to adopt the
policy of *“drift,” No Government will be able to
ignore what is nndoubtedly the desire of the Euro-
pean community taken as a whole. No Government
will be able to do what you ask me to do and that
is to drop this Bill which is to be introduced and to
leave the matter simply where itis. If I dared do
it in the face of the feeling of the country, I think
that would mean the end of the present Government.

Now let me just say this farther. You do not
wish to-day to discuss the clauses of the Bill. You
do not wish to accept a general invitation to all
sections of the community which I extended before
the end of the last Session when I introduced the
Bill, viz.,, I invited constructive criticism on the
different clanses of the Bill. Now I must say that
I have received criticism from various parts of the
country, various sections of the population, and this
simply confirms what I said just now with regard to
the feeling of the European population generally,
that all the constructive criticisms which I have
received so far boils down to this—that the Bill does
not go far enough. Becanse I have received con-
structive criticisms of that nature I would welcome
any constructive criticism on your part, those who
object to the various clauses of the Bill, to show that
it goes too far because personally I wish to acquaint
myself intimately with the views of all sections of
the population—those who are in favour and those
against.

You have decided not to discuss with me the
clauses of the Bill so that means I will receive no
constructive criticism or observationa on the clauses
of the Bill. In any case I think an opportunity will
be given to you later on to lay your views before
Parliament. This is a very important Bill. It has,
of course, to do with the rights and the interests of
a considerable section of the population, and it is
only right that everybody shall have an opportunity
to lay the views in regard to this Bill before Parlia-
ment. Because the Bill is an important one it will,
I daresay, be referred to a Select Committee. [ am
willing to move myself that it be referred to Select
Committee, That Committee will give an opportunity
k; everybody who is representative of a definite view
of any section of the population td give evidéncé
18 goef wiel) obinnt ety 1YY iﬁnzw desd 110 Ferlla?
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ment again and referred to Select Committee, to lay
i} the evidehce you céutr get Hegaindt the virions
oluuges of the Bill before the Select Committee, You
will be very weleotne t& do #0.

After Mr. Godfrey had indde his reply the Mitister
dgfaih tefétred t6 hig offer to hear criticismts in detail
abutit the Bill and the Deputation departed.
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Mr. H. L. ¥, Wood the Minister of Agriculture in
the present Couservative Government of Great Bri-
tein, has been appointed to succeed Lord Reading as
Viceroy of India: He is a son of Lord Hahfax, and
grandson of the first Viscount Halifax, who was
Secretary of State for India from 1859 to 1866. Mr.
Wood is 44 years. Heis a High Churehman like
his father. He has never exercised himself in
orjental problems and pursuits. He belongs to the
school of Lord Grey of Fallodon He will go to
India with av open mind. The new Vicereine Lady

Dorothy Wood, was before her marrisgge Lady -

Dorothy Onslow:

The political Levée is no6t without it éotise-
gueneces. Laboutites who arg members of the Con-
servative and Liberal Parties, from time to tims
object to paying the Levee to the Trade Unibtnd tv
which they bélong, on the ground that it 18 tised for
the advdncement of the Tubour Party. The objéet-
ing Lebourites have the right of statutory extmption
from such a payment; and dome of therh ai8 6%cei-
dising it: Mr. Macguiston and other Cotiservatives
dre ulging the Govertiment to introduce further
legislatibn on the guestion.

Ardbith TIT Ohief of three million sibjects on the
dold Coash 6f Africa has dirived th England. He
drésSes it FBufopedn tlothes, atd speiks English
fitently., He hés tome tu study the tnethods of
étddeatim il tHé Universities, with the view to
aPpl¥ing tHeHi t6 4 College, opehed rot 86 long ago
4t Acdrd for West Africans. He has beed 6 the
Uhitsd Stitas on a Similat Mission, where he +isitdd
guveral cefitfés bFf ledining deliverlng atldresSes 4t
Ooltinibia Utliverfity, and Hatupton College. Tha
Obllege at Avckd Wis BHilt at a cost of £500,000,
Which wds loghed Eroth the British Governmient,
4id w1ll be paid back by meaus of taxed colleeted
il Yhe toiinti§. 'The staff of the collége will consist
of BritlsH and Atnericati Mastets, abodt 48 going
froin Britdin, The Viee Prificlpal of the Odllege
whd id oW 19 Londoh 18 Dk, Agaray, Wwho it will b
yeistiberdd Was o of thé Phelps Stokey Comt-
iHidgion; WhitH viditéd Afrléin Colonies 1d tha
{1ite1asc 6f the tdueatian of Afridans,

 1t-Bominander Hilton Young, M.P., chilrmas oi
the Royal Comthisslon, 6 Iudiah Oirieney an
Finahet with his eollsdghes from Bngland Sif
Henry Strakosch, Sir Reginald Mant and Mr. W, K,
Presttt, left Lotidod to-day fot India whers they
vl be joihed By theif otHet collédpués Professor
3. C: Coyijes, Sit Mansekji Dadabohy, Sir Batnden-
dfanath Milekerjee, Sit Alexaiidet Muiray, Sir Pur-
ghotamdas Takiirdas ahd Bt Notdot Watten. 'The
Coinndissitift will fitst tdkd svidencs ih terms of its
peferatice, aid thell proceed to London to take evi
dente there aud fofthulate its Radingd and recom-
Highdations,

Hurkey is bejng rapidly westernised. It has now
inade the wearing of the Fez illegal, and has got the
ﬁufti to déclire that the Fez has no religious
saldfiods . On the occasion of the celebratign of the

third diivessary of the proc tion of Turk
thipd drflfciiory of the proclymation of Turkey s

arrived wearing evening dress and a tophat, The
deputies were so attited, or wdte morning coats.
The diplomatic corps wore uniform. In the evening
at the State Ball, tnen ahd twoten dressed in the
fashions of Etrope danced to Westernt music.  Men
in the Services atid in the Police, weat peaked and
other forms of Western headgear. Madame Sami
Bey who came to London with her hisband, who is
4 digtinguished Turkish official, is the fiest Turkish
womat to broadcast het subject was the Tarkish
Tady of Yesterday and To-diy, and gave selections
of getinihe Turkish muslc atranged for the plano.
It would appear that the characteriatics {h dress and
tnanner, which digtingtished the Turks from other
pedples, will bz matters of the past These changes
will be regretted by all lovers, not only of tho
gpectacular, but of national traits,

The closing scene at the Wembley was as trinmph-
ant as its opening was magnificent. Over 27,000,000
people visited Wembley. They came not only from
the British Isles, but from every part of the world,
to see the productions of the British Empire, and
none has left it without a deep impression of the
potentialities of the British Empire, The King was
pleased Lo say that the Exhibition has stimulated a
legitimate pride in Britain’s past achievements, as
woll a8 an increased sense of responsibilties, for the
years to come. And the Duke of York, in declaring
the British Empire Exhibition closed, sail that he
was confident that its results would endure for the
benefits of the Empire, and its peacefal mission in
the world.

Miss Enid Ruassell Smith ahd Miss Alix H. Kilroy
have the distinctiot of being the first women to pagd
a tivil service examihation tunder the new condi-
tions, which admit women to the highet Govern-
ment posts. They will sthrt at salaries from £200
to £400 a year, with added bonus, and there is
nothing to prevent thém in due cohrse, from rising
to thé topmost heights, in any British Btate Depart-
fneuts, from salaries of £3000 to £2500 a year. Any
womsan with the recesssary quahfications may be-
come permanent Secretary t0 the Treasury and
head of the Civil Bervice, or permanent Under-
Secretdry of State fot War, or for foreign affatrs, or
for the Dominions, or fof India, ot Head of the
Board of Trade, the Post Office, the Ministry of
Health or any other Government office ih Whitehall,

The sotis of Prime Ministets do nhot always follow
it the footdteps of their fithers. Mr. Adthony
Asquith pliys on the filns.  Brigadier-General
Arthut Asguith is ah industrialist, Mr. Cyril Asquith
is 4 lawyer. Mt Lloyd GQoorge’s twt sons 4fd in
bhsinegy, Mer. Bonde Liw’s soti Richard i stddying
law. Mr. Rimday MdcDonald’s eldest sod is 4t
dtchitect, His younger ssd Maleotmi is writind 4
BoGK bn his recent t#ip found the world. Me, Oliver
Bildiviii, th6 §6h 6f the pressnt Cotiservative Prinds
Minister, is a 1abour party iiid, ddd Hrows ¥egds
tanles ahd reirs chiékehs,

Bvsrywhete to-day boyd are playing ut Guy
Fawkes, bt it lacks the variety 46d ehthuslasa that
Were mafiifést Veits dgd. Therd iy too miach of
berioubHesd in the eoutitry, atid it dffetts natinhal
talebratlons, whicH was mafked with the mirth atd
freedond of a happy pespla.
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