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" WE CO<dially join in the earnest appeal promoted 
by Mr. M. C. Chagla to the Governor of Bombay to 
exercise his pow~r of clemency and reprieve the 
death seutence passed on four le'ading citizens of 
Shlliapur who were sentenced to death in the policemur­
dar,.ellSe. It ie superfluous to repeat. the details of the 
I!!IIIIeJ . Apart from the ohjection to the death peualty 
oil Pincli(}le, especially in political OBSes, there are 
many,eireumstances in the partioular case which 
)istifY;')18Y, call for the exercise of clemency. Evi­
dStUieprocured under the shadow of martial law is not 
TAIlS' :oonvincing and there were differences of opinion 
atnang.llIae judges that tried the c~e. We trust that 
llU. Excellenoy. will resist the temptation to "teach a 
lesion to the'Peo!>le ", and will make due allowance 
for the abnormal oonditions in which we live and 
refrain from allowing an act which is bey ond recall 
and whiohtime may show to be superfluous Bnd even 
1JiIjut. 

* 
"r:Oti~'~iD' Bhorl 
:. : WST w~~ Ehorfollowed the e""mple of 
~J¥UIlAwad (.tunior). There was some trouble and 
~ ~J>te auth~ities could not control it, and they 
p~omp~y apP8l/oied to. the Paramount Power to inter­
veJljl,which it obligingly did. Three of the arrested 
;; of Boo. .,. _ , ...... """""., '" •• 
_. Y. \lIrflil .. S .•... in I. he Briti.S\! .. prison iu po.ona. Under 
.,.. (~.,." u.ndar what authority and under what 

~Qn dii the British GoverlUllen~ arrest Bhor 
• "~~ili,,l.lQdge them in a j;lritiahprison? The 
r4!Rly ,J~ .. tb!ll;, the British Government is. the Para" 
lIlP~111Po,,",r 'and "Paramountcy must be paramount"! 

Whatever be the constitutional proprieties of the· 
action of the British Political Agent in rushing to the 
rescue of the State authorities, we make no complaint 
about it. Our complaint is why he allowed matt.rs 
to develop to this pitch that he had to intervene with 
armed police, Perhaps it was not his fault. The 
Indian States are 'sutonomous; and the Paramount 
Power can step in only when a serious crisis threatens 
and not ordinarily. Unfortunately the Paramount 
Power readily acknowledges its responsibility to 
secure the Princes in their thrones, but rarely, if 
ever, to secure good administration in the States; 
The subjects are overawed by the might of the 
British Raj which stands by the Princes, but not by 
them. They cannot overthrow a corrupt government. 
the British Government will see to it that they do­
not. The only other way to cure maladministration 
they think, is to create a crisis which willnecessitate 
the intervention of the Paramount Power and some 
good may come of that, though not always. Th" 
system of the relations between the States and the 
British Government is wrong: it is an open invita­
tion to the subjects to force crises. 

It is not wholly the fault of the Rulers of the 
States either. The great majority of the States are so 
small and so cut up th"t, given the best of Princes. 
good and efficient administration is, well nigh im­
possihle. They have not the resOUrces to introduce 
enlightened administration and overcome currupi; 
traditions of the past. If the well-being of the peo­
ple is·of the least account, there is no alternative to 
abolishing the smaller States and pensioning off their 
Rulers. At the Round Table Conference the Princes 
are claiming freedom from the supervision of the 
Paramount Power and unchallenged internal auto­
nomy of the States, They have so far refrained from 
disclosing their plans regarding the smaller States. 
whether they wish to retain intact the six hundred 
and odd of petty States,-so petty that the salaries of 
their Prime Ministers' and Chief Justices are more 
modest than those of typists in commercial houses I 

As regards the nature of the trouble in the Bhor 
State, it appears that there has been for years great 
discontent with the entrenched traditions of corrup­
tion, which the present Chief is unable to eradicate 
effectively. Ou the top of it, it happens that the Chief 
and most of his officials are Brahmins and his sub­
jects non-Brahmins, and the antipathies generated in 
British India between Brahmins and non-Brahmins 
have had their rapercussions in the State. To this was 
added the antipathy hetween money-lenders and culti­
vators. These teusions were there for several years 
but rarely led to a breach of the public peace for th" 
people were too dumb-dri ven to kick. Some British 
Indian politicians organised public opinion in the 
State and taught the people to give voice to their 
discontent and even to defy the orders of the State. 

So much for the background. It appears thai; 
recently a Brahmin money lender, accompanied by 
a State bailiff, attempted to execute a decree against 
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a non-Brahmin debtor. The villagers l'esirited ~he 
execution, and expelled the bailiff. And later large· 
crowds besieged the palace of the Chief asking for 
an interview and a promise to redress their grievances. 
This led to the requisiti61l of the British ~olice and 
the intervention of the British Political Agent, the 
arrest of some leaders and their detention in a British 
prison. .. .. .. 
The Princes' Demand. 

IF the terms of the Princes' demand for joining 
tbe federation are as were reported by the Special 
Oorrespondent of the Times of India, our misgivings 
about their intentions seem to find confirmation. It 
is said that the Princes demand equal representation 
with British India, and representation in the federal 
Ministry. We have discussed elsewhere the con­
sequences of the representatives of the States being 
nominated by the Princes and not elected by their 
SUbjects. It is difficult to see how the representation 
()f ihe Princes q"o Princes, and not members of a poli­
. tical party, is consistent with responsible government 
with joint responsibility. But the demand of equal re­
presentation in the federal legislature is preposterous. 
Their territories ,form but a third of India and their 
popUlations but a fourth. While Sir M. Visveswar­
ayya, no mean student of the l'ights of the Indian 
States, suggested that the representatives of the 
Sbtes should form but 23 per cent. of the federal 
legislature, Sir Mirza Ismail and Col. Haksar, 
no mean advocates of the rights of the Princes, put it 
at 33 per cent. the Princes now seem to demand 50 
per cent. representation, and they do not say that they 
should be elected by their subjects I They would 
make a mockery of the federal government. 

Another condition they are reported to have put 
forward is that defence and foreign relations should 
be outside tbe scope of the federal Parliament. It is 
not clear whether they are to be temporary reserva­
tions or parmanent fixtures. One of the reasons 
which persuaded Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru' to support 
federation was tbat the experienca of the Princes in 
the matter of defence would be available to the new 
federal Government. The Princes have evidently no 
such confidence in their military experience. They 
are thinking more of entrenching their medireval 
$utocracies and tyrannies in their States and do not 
wish defence tmd foreign relations to be controlled by 
1he federal government, even though they hwe 50 
]ler cent. representation in it. ., .. .. 
States' Subjects' Rights. 

IT seems to be too good to b2 true: the propogal 
to rais9 at the Round Table Conference the qnestion 
of the administration of the Indian States under tbe 
Princes. It was I'eported th~t questions like the 
freedom of speech, Habeas Corpus, representative 
institutions, fixed civil list and privy purse for the 
Princes and efficient judiciary, were likely to be 
raised and the Princes requested to find answers to 
them. We earnestly hope the Prinoes will be 
persuaded to give guarantees of good administration. 
For there is no getting away from the fact that most 
()f the States are plague spots in the matter of internal 
administration. It is interesting to recall that Sir 
Mirza Ismail, the enligbtened Dewan of the 
enlightened State of Mysore, suggested some time 
ago that "the requirements for entry into the Federa-

, tion sball be a fixed Privy Purse, security of tenure 
in the public servioe, and ap independent judiciary 
and also the existenoe of some oonsultative body with 
the function of advising the ruler in his administra­
tion". This is exactly the suggestion made by Mr. 
G. R. Abhyankar, as President of the Indian Stat~I!' 
Subjects' Conference held recently in Bangalore. The 

Butler Committee also made suggestiolls to the same 
effect. In this matter there is unanimity between the 
Committee oppointed by the British Government, the 
responsible Dewan of an Indian State and an "agitator" 
on behalf of the Indian States' subjects. British 
Indians will welcome the implementing of Sir Mirza's 
suggestions. 

• • • 
ANlitional Humiliation. 

THE news cabled out to India that the negoti&­
tions in London for the settlement of the commullal 
claims of the Hindus and Muslims ha;e completely 
broken down will be received with the deepest regret. 
It is a natiONal humiliation that even in London, 
removed from tbe vitiating atmosphere of cOlllmunal 
India, Hindus and Muslims, some of whom are among 
the most patriotic and influential men in India, could 
not settle their differences between themselves. It is 
small consolation that no other set of politician~ itl 
India have solved the problem. It is baming the 
cleverest wits and ablest brains in India . 

n is reported that ,the Muslims have stated that 
Mr. Jinnah's fourteen points were the irreducible 
minimum of Muslim demands. Some time ago it 
was said that they had yielded on some points 
and a solution was in sight. Apparently, the Muslims, 
unable, to come to a settlement· with the Hindus, 
on some one ~oint or two, went back on all their con­
cessions, which were, of course, promional. 

Some solution will have to be found, if not by 
the parties concerned, by outside impartial arbitration. 
We liiipe efforts, will be made to secure it. And 
whether the award be accepted pr not by both parties. 
it will serve the purpose' of indicating to the world 
what an impartial arbitrator thinks of the rival 
claims. That is itself a great moral gai n. This i,.. 
an occasion which calls for the highest motives and 
qnalities in the arbitrator. The situ8tion almost 
invites the temptation to "divide and ntle". We hope 
the arbitrator will be above this temptation and be 
moved by the contemplation of the high mission of 
Great Britain than by British vested interests in India. .. .. 
Government and No-tax Campaign. 

THERE are two features in the reply of the 
Bombay Government to the IDdi8nMerchants' Cham­
ber which seem to call for comment. The first is their 
denial of police zoolum. It is true that complaints 
are not preferred by the pg,rties affected and their co­
oper~tion is not forthcoming in the investigation of 
alleged excesses. And there is an element of truth in 
their statement that the sufferers are more anxious to 
embarrass Government than seek redress. But it is 
also true that the sufferers have no faith in the impar­
tiality or dispassionateness of the magistracy. The 
magistrates are themsel ves collectors of bnd revenue 
and they are in control of the police. A person .who is 
responsible for the c,llection of revenue and who is 
baulked in his attempt to do so and has to depend on. 
the police to thwart the thwarters, is not likely to 
maintain his judicial temper for long when the 
parties to the quarrel are the tax-resisters and the 
police. ' The recent decisions in the High Court Set­
ting aside several of the judgments of the magistrates 
are a convincing proof of it. A complainant 
must be prepared to go to the High Court to 
obtain justice, and it is not all that can afford 
the time and the money to do so. To many it 
is a lesser evil to take no part in the trial, ex­
pedite the trial, escalle polioe lock-up and seek in the 
jail comparative freedom from police harassment. 
than to take thMr precarious chances of getting justice 
in the magistrates' courts and appeal to the higher 
oourts. Failure to prefer complaints is not, therefore; 
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a proof that there WBS ,!-G sufficient cause fo!' com~ 
laints. Government will do well to remam theu 
~lice, rather than rest; ciontent with discrediting the 
complaints. 

The otp.er point is the ad"!,,ncing of ~he ti~e !or 
the collection of land revenue m the Kaua d18trlct. 
Government themselves admit that there are other 
means to combat the no-tax campaign as, for inetance, 
precautionary measures adopted in other districts. 
It may be unnecessary, as the Government would have 
it, &0 discuss whether precautionary measures or 
the advancing of the time for the payment of tae 
land revenue inetalments is less inconvenient to the 
cultivators. But it is very material from another and 
more important point of view to enquire whether 
Government were justified in taking either course just 
now. The position of the Government would not have 
been worse if they had held their hand till January 
or February next. It may he the crops would 
have been re .. pod and disposed off; it may be 
that the people might have migrated with their mov­
ables and left nothing for the Government I 
to seize. Still, the cultivators could Dot have taken 
their immovable property with them. And it was open . 
to the Government to proceed on them, if necessary, 
as they are doing even now in some instances. 
Was it nece.sary, waa it -wise and tactful to take up 
the cultivators' challenge just at this time in view of 
the Round Tahle Conferenoe? Would the aotion of 
the Bombay Government, and the stories, may be 
distorted and malioious propaganda, that will be 
cabled to England, help to create a favourable stmos­
phere for the Conferenoe? The Congre.s may be 
intent on wrecking the Conference. .Should the Gov­
ernment abet them in it? WRS it not a possibility 
that if the Round Table Conference evolved an accep­
table scheme, the no-tax campaign might be oalled off 
before next year ? 

It may be difficul~ fortne Government now to 
retrace their hasty and ill·advised step for fear of loss 
of prestige. Nevertheless, we would advise them to do 
the right thing, and postpone the demand for revenue 
till February noxt. • • • 
Oet it right. 

IT is gratifying to note that even before the 
Round Table Conference met and the Indian dele­
gates made their claims and aspiratione unequivocal­
ly clear, some of the leading newspapers were fully 
seized of the Indian demand and were in full support 
of it. The Spec/atm', for instance, has done a great 
service to the cause of India and Britain by publish­
ing special contributions on India during the Isst 
three montbs. And in a leading article written be­
fore tbe Round Tablo Conference met, it said tb3t 
the Indian demand for "Dominion Status, wit~ safe­
guards, here and now" must be met. "Until this 
preliminary act of reparation to Indian self-respect 
is performed, there is no hope of grappling witli the 
concrete iSBues which are to be the subject-matter of 
the Round Tl\ble Conference." It further says, "one 
thing we must do-transfer from Whitehall to Delhi 
lIS much responsibility for internal administration as 
is possible in the oircumstances of India as she is ta­
day, and aa site will te tomorTow." It pleads for re­
sponsible government in the. centre. "It is essenti.l 
to make the form of the Central Government in India 
appropriate and adequate to the form of the provin· 
oial Government. .Granted provincial autonomy­
and no one surely pretends 'after the Simon Report 
that we Oan go back on that-this means then that 
the Central Government must also be a responsible 
government. It is, as it happens, tbe only way of 
making provinoial autonomy safe for India." The 
cnly res8n-ations it wol.ld make are defence and 
foreign relationS," until' such time as Indians are 

equal to the responsibility and duties attaching to 
full Dominion Status." It winds up the very help.. 
ful article by the admonition: "Let us have the 
courage to grant. to India Swa:,,:i,. in the .en~ of 
Dominion Status, and responslblhty.,.. Idealism 
apart, the interest of this country, of. the Empire, is 
to establish a constitution for India on a permanent 
baais conferring on a federated India, without 
furth~r procraatination, the right of India to control 
her own affairs." .. - ... . 
India and the league. 

THE proceedings of the Round Table Conference 
are followed by public opinion abroad, in America 
and on ~he Continent of Europe, with the same interest 
as in the cas~ of every event in India ever since the 
appointment of the Statutary Commi' ,ion .. The gene­
ral line of comment is that the abstentIOn of the 
Con!lfe.s representstives vitiates tbe effectiveness of 
the Conference, but there is the recognition that even 
so, the Conference will determine the furore of India. 
if only because it will decide the course of Congress. 
politioa. That the national movement has come to 
stay and the appearance of Indian Nationalism wilt 
profoundly influence the political relations between, 
Asia and Europe are widely acknowledged, more un­
reservedly than it was only some six months ago. 
Monsieur William Martin, the well·known foreign 
editor of the Juurool de Geneva, who at tbe time of 
the Lahore Congress \'I'1'ote some articles on the 
Indian question, little sympathetic towards India and. 
possessed of oven less insight into the problem 
concerned, now writes differently. He takes, as. 
usual the League point of view, and his comments 
in th~t regard are particularly significent. 

.. IN any case", he says, "the argument tb.at 
consists in saying that an independent India 
will be as chaotic aa China must be used with 
a certain amount of caution. First, this is 
perhaps not true ;at bottom, we know nothing 
about it. Was not this said of Ireland and of 
every State which aspired for independence ~ 
Moreover, for the British the choice is not be­
tween order and chaos. That would be too simple 
and too good, The choice is between two kinds, 
of chaos. Because, it is certain that the failure 
of the Round Table Conference, the refusal of 
Britain to confer Dominion Status on India will, 
be the signal of trouble without end. Why 
should the British prefer trou ble direoted against. 
them to the quarrels of Indians among them­
selves? So far as ". are concerned, we wish, 
againet every reasonable hope, that the Con­
ference may be crowned with success. We wish 
it in the interests of England and in the inte­
r.sts of Europe, more weakened by the revolt 

. of the East than its liberation. Above all, we 
wish it In the interests of the League of Nations.. 
into which India was admitted only in anti­
cipation and where .he could not stay so long 
witbout anamoly and even without scandal, iI 
she did not acquire the juridical charaoteristics 
of an independent State and equality with other­
members, in fact. II 
What M. Martin means by "anticipation" may· 

be e.xplained in his own words : 
"It is known that following the War the gO'V9rn~ 

ment of Mr. Lloyd George, in order to recompense' 
Indians for the help that they gave Greab' 
Britain on the fields of battle in Europe and Asia, 
had given them to understand thai the purp"'!e 
cf British policy in India would be to make thIS 
country a Dominion. This prol1!ise was ~o~firmed 
and underlined by the immedIate admISSion of 
India into the League of Nations and by thE> 
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engagement to constitute a Commission to I 
re-exlimine the question after ten years so as to 
give effect, to that promise ... 

• 

M. Martin significantly adds: .. the Liberals 
on whom tl1e' . (British) Government depends, after 
having been the originators of the policy of Domi' 
nion Status, do not want to hear of it and have become 
vis-a-vi8 India more intolerant than the Conserva-
tives themselves. " . . .. .. .. 
Democratic DeJamere I 

In the debate on East Africa in the House of 
Lords on the 12th of November last Lord Delamer. 
made tbe confession of faith that ie was "one of 
the greatest believers in democratic institutions" 
nnd expressed himself shocked that any body should 
opine that Parliamentary institutions were unsui­
table in East Africa. Lord Delamere has not ceased 
to surprise a.nd shock. His.definition of democracy is 
somewhat different from the one ordinarily accepted, 
The less than 1 per cent. of the white colonists should 
rule over the more than 99 per cent. of the non-whites 
-that is his democracy. He was such a great believer 
iI,1 democracy that .he strongly obie~ted to the publicity 
glv~n t? the Wh!t~ Paper on Native Policy in East 
Afnc.a In the ~ahve a;eas, though there was nothing 
new m the polIcy which was merely a reiteration of 
the policy of "pl\ramountcy of Native interests" 
enunciated in the first instance by the Duke of Devon­
shire :lS Colonial Secretary in the Conservative Cabi­
net of 1923 and accepted by Lord Delamere and his 
fellow-democrats. What he disapproved was the new 
i ~terpretation that the Lal:o.ur Go\"ernment sought to 
give to the old phrase, an lUterpretation which he 

'd ' sal, . 
. would meet with tbe strongest possible political 

obstruction right through the whole of the East Afrioan 
territories, from the local Governments, from the officials 
and from the oolonists in those cOIlDtries. • 

Th"t was some threat of dieloyalty from officbls 1 
We fear the British Government has been driven 
back by these threats of obstruction. For Lord Pass­
field was more apologetic than firm in his reply to 
the debate, though it preceded Lord Delamere's out­
burst. He assured the House of Lords that the 
Government, due solely to the "natural weakness" 
on their part to wish to "maintain the principle 
<>f continuity of policy as far as which could" had 
simply repeated the Declaration that the ~ke of 
Devonshire made in 1923, and that "there was no 
notion in our minds of interpreting this in any' new 
way. "If the Labour Government had not interpreted 
it in a different way, there would not have been all 
this bother from the handful of white immigrants" 
Further, Lord P6~sfield denied that Government 
took steps to distribute copies .of tie White 
Paper among the Native populations, forgetting that 
it contained express instructions that it should be 
given the widest possible publicity. Again, he had 
instructed that the recommendations of Native Polioy 
should be given immediate effect to and that they 
would. not be subject to review by the Joint Select 
Committee. And now he has gone back on it and 
was at great pains to assure the House that the 
Memorandum on Native PoliCY would not be exclu­
ded from the sorutiny of. the Committee. It is clear 
that the ide"lillm and determination· of the Labour, 
Government have greatly weakened, and Lord Pa!l2-
field ate the humble pie when he Did: 

I .ntir.ly agr •• with the nobl. Lord that ......... ant to 
•• cure the good will of the people on the spot and .. bat­
.... r may have been the fault. of my.elf and my 0011.0-

,u •• in tho matter. lurOIy one of tb. be.t way. in wbich 
"0 can make amond. i. tc call them to cOWloil in· tbi. 
JoInt Oommiltn. 

Separation 01 BUrina: 

THOUGH the Round Table Conference h:lS accept­
ed .th,e p~inciple of ~eparation of Burma ftom Indi&,' 
opInion m Burma IS apparentlY'not as decieively in 
favour of separation from India as her representatives 
at the Conference are trying to make Ollt or the 
proceedings of her Legislative Council' during the 
last two years or so might have led a good many 
people to suppose. The fact ie now placed beyond the 
possibility of doubt by the closely~reasoned and well 
thought-out representation opposing separation which 
the General Council of All-Burmese Associations 
has recently submitted to the Prime Minister, the 
Secretary of State for India and other officials. It 
is pointed out therein that the Burma Legislative 
Council ie umepresentative, it having been boycotted 
owing t? .the people's dislike of dyarchy, so that 
any opmlOn expressed by it on this point can 
by no means be said to represent Burmese 
opinion. As stated in the representation, Burmese 
opinion has repeatedly been expressing itself 
against separation ever since 1925 in their annual 
~0l!reren~s and what is now favouring separation 
!S nothmg but a created or organised tune of the 
mterested parties." It is also significant that at 
the all-Burma mass meeting under the auspices of 
the Separation League, a resolution to send a deputa­
tion to England to urge separation was thrown out. 
The Indian menace ie put forward as a ground in 
favour of separation. The representation effectively 
makes out that thie bogey ie somewhat over-done. 
" The so-called formidable community of Indians" ie, 
according to the .representation, oonfined mainly to 
Rangoon and its suburbs and is non-existent in the 
districts. The representation incidentally affords an 
insight into the working of the mind of the indepen­
dence-wallas, whose opinions are embodied therein. 
No doubt they stand fol' independence, but would' 
"naturally be moved to consider a scheme of govern-, 
ment provided that it would give them complete auto- ' 
nomy within their own province." We trust the' 
British Government will take note of this fact, espe­
cially when the Indian problem ie seriously engaging 
their l1ttention. The representation sets forth as 
many as 83 reasons why separation should not be ' 
carried out and olaims ·to speak for " millions of 
Burman Budhists." It makes it c\ear that there is 
not much ground for the complacent belief of the' 
Simon Commission that if separation were not· 
carried out immediately it would endanger the work­
ing of the reforms that may in due course be granted' 
to Burma. The fact, from what the G. B. C. A. write' 
in this representation, seems to be the other way and 1 

it appears to us necessary that before any steps are' 
finally decided upon, Burmese opinion should be 
properly sounded on the matter. It should be borne 
in mind by the auMrities that though the legiel&­
tive council, technically speaking, is supposed to 
represent publio opinion, it would be wrong in the 
special circumstances of Burma to rely solely on 
its opiniou on this matter vitallY touching the 
whole of the Burmese people and refuse to consult' 
the vast mass of opinion which has consistently 
refused to be assooiated with it all these years. The 
Burmese representatives at the Round Table Confer­
ence seem to think that Burma's separation from: 
India would hasten the attainment by Burma of' 
Dominion Status. Let them make sure that thie will ' 
follow separation; and that in the framing of their' 
constitution the Burmese people will have a real 
voice. It ie needful to utter this warning, for the 
appointment of a purely Parliamentary as distingui.· 
shed from a mixed Commission for the pUrPose is' 
being officially supported. • 

• • • 
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THE STATES AND FEDERATION. 

WHILE we welcome' the offer of the representa­
tives of the Indian Princes ar the Round 
Table Conference to come into closer union 

with .British India immediately and enter a 
federation, it is essential to know, among other 
things, how the Princes pJOOpOSe th,.t the In­
dian 'Stotes should be represenied in"the federal 
Btmeture. There is every reMon to apprehend that 
the Princes will ask that the representatives of the 
States should be nominated by themselves and not 
elected by the people. If this demand were acoep'ood, 
we fear it will go a long way to render dominion 
status of India illusory, if not impossible. 

Supposing thet the Princes were content with 
their due share of about a quart.r of Lhe represent ... 
tion in the federal legislature and the representatives 
were their nominees, it is obvious that there will be 
in the legislature a big bloc which will correspond 
to the" official bloc." of: to-day, J:t must be remem· 
bered thet the Princes claim that their relations are 
with the Crown through the Viceroy and are in· 
dependent of the Govemment of India. They look to 
the Crown and the Viceroy, which means Britain as 
against Indi .. , to guarantee them in their autooraoies. 
Wishing as they do te depend on Britain for their 
seourlty, they are bound to be more amenable, if not 
subservient, to British interests. A~d it is doing 
them no injustice to say that they will pull their 
weight on the side of Britain and against India. 
Their nomillees in the federal legislature will, there­
fore, act as the present offioial bloc. All the reasons 
whioh go against the retention of the official bloc 
apply with almost equal validity to the introduction 
of the Princes' bloc. The handicap will be greater jf 
the Prinoes are given larger representation; they are 
reported to be demanding equal representation, In 
which oaS9 responsible government will be utterly 
impossible. 

The introduotion of the nominees· of the Indian 
Prinoes in the federal executive is equally incompatible 
with responsible government. A Cabinet with about a 
quarter or more of it. personnel imposed on it by the 
Princes, irrespeotive of parties and policies, will render 
any kind of joint responsibility or unitary govern. 
ment practioally impossible-as impossible as the 
Introduotion of an offioial Minister in the Provincial 
Cabinets, as reoomm~nded by the Simon Commission. 

The neoesslty for· communal representation, by 
convention if riot by statute, is enough handicap to 
the growth of responsible government in India. But 
in 8l<tenuation of its temporary retention it can be 
urged that the representatives represent the interests 
of mllIions of the people of India. But the nomi. 
neea of the Prinoes will not only not represent 
the 70 million· subjects of the States but not even the 
interests of the sir· hundred and odd Prinoes and' 
Chiefs.. For as we ventured to point out, depending as 
thel' do on British bayonets to secure. them in their 

autocraoies, they will be more inclined to support;­
British interests in opposition to those of themselv .... 
or of their subjects or of India as a whole. 

In extenuation of the Princes' proposal it· may be 
urged that th.ir nominees will give the nec.ssary bal­
last to the new federation and give it the necessary 
stability ·while it is fee'ling its way and shaping itself. 
There is yet no danger however that the federal legis­
lature will be dominated by the 8l<treme Socialists or 
Communists. Even to-day in the purely British 
Indian le~slature there has been enough ballast con-· 
tributed by the st,.bl~elements snd vestad interests. 
The inclusion of the .representatiRes of the psople of" 
the Indian States will, far from tilting the bslance· 

: towards extremism, hend it the otber way, for, on the 
Whole the subjects of the States''''''' l1.1'Ore eonservative 
than the people of British Indi ... 

Again, it may be urged that the Prince .. will, in 
course of time, sooner rather than later in view oi the 
r"pid mllrch of political education even in In­
dian India, will shake off their subgervienca to foreign 
interests and bke their place by the 'Indian nation ... 
lists. Even so, the nominees of the Princae will repre­
sent at. most the interests of the Frincaly Order and 
no more; the subjects of the states will. gI) li>nrepre­
sented, if not misrepresented. And we.balJ'il ne ins­
tanoe of a' federation in which &-quIlrt8l' of the popu­
lation has no voice in the federal elections. 

Thus the Princes' proposal will not only thwart: 
. federation but responsible government. and dominion 
status to which both the Princes and British In. , . 
dians are deeply committed. And the only remedy 

. is to enfranchise the subjects of the States for federal 
elections. Against. this it may be urged that most of 
the States have no representative and none respon-· 
sible il\lltitutions, and it would be an anomaly to giV& 
the subjects of the States the federal franchise when 
they do not exercise even Scate franchise. U ndoubted­
ly it will be an .. nomaly, but one of the many. that;· 
characterise the British Commollwealth, whioh is it­
self the greatest politioal anomaly. Analogies-. 
for the anomaly are, not wanting in the history 
of the Empire. In his Report of his Dominions 
tour, the Rt. Hon'ble. V. S. S. Sastri referred tOo 
preoedents to' justify the conferment. of federal 
franchise on persons who h~d not tho Stata franohise. 
In Canada the Stllte of Manitoba had disfranchised 
the Slav voter. in 1900 but the Dominion 
Parliament admitted them to the federal franchise. 
India herself attained Dominion status for inter .. 
dominion and international purposes long before she­
attained internal autonomy .. It is not, therefore,. 
necessary thet the subjects of the States should be. 
denied federal franchise beoause they did not enjoy 
local franchise. The last need not necessarily pre­
cede the first. On the other hand, the grant of the­
federal franchise will quic)<en the introdllction of 
the local franchise. 

. It is a pity that the subjects of the States have n<> 
direct representation in the Round. Table Conference 
to press their point of view. But it is hoped that:. 
British Indian representatives will realise the dan­
gerous implications of the propos,,]s inasmuch as 
they negative both federation and dominion statuB 
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'Snd in the interests of British India, if not of the 
States, they will resist them, and insist that all 
titizens of the federation, whether of British. India 9r 
Indian India, should be represented direotly in at 
least the Lower and popular chamber of the Federal 
Legislature. The utmost that oan be conceded is that 
ill the Upper chamber the Prin"es may be represent­
oed by their nominees and tbat too for some definite 
l!eriod only. 

THE PROBLEM OF THE CENTRAL 
EXECUTIYE. 

No subiect that will come up for discussion be­
fore the Ir.dian Round Table Conference is 
calculated to create so much interest or give 

room to so much controversy as that which relates 
to the constitution of the central government in the 
future Indian constitution. And no question connected 
'With that ccnstitution will, it may be imagined, be so 
hotly discussed and debated as the one which con­
cerns the ~alationship that should subsist between the 
eentral legistature, whatever may be its character, 
and the central executive. The Report of the Simon 
Commission has not visualized a time when or a 
situation where, the Central Government can be ex­
pected to be composed of an executive responsible to 
the legislature; and consistently with this position, 
it contains a recommendation providing for an 
irremovable and irresponsible executive. 

The Simon Commission do not make this recom­
mendation to apply only to the constitutional 
.changes immediately to be introduced, but to apply 
for all time to come as an unalterable principle. 
And they assign as a reason' for their firm 
.conviction in this regard that the peculiar circums­
.tanoes of the cO'lintry preclude the development of the 
.central government in Indis along the lines of 
:responsibility and-that the best interests of the coun­
try will be better served by the establishment 
. of an executive quite independent of the legislature. 
They state more than once that the British 
model of a responsible and Parliamentary executiVe 
'is not the best model for India to follow in view of 
the diversity of castes and creeds in the country, 
though they have been scrupulously silent in the 
matter of Buggesting an alternative model, which 
may with advantage be put into practice here. 

Now it may fairly be affirmed that there is a 
general consensus of opinion in Indian political circles 
that the future Central Government should be federal 
and even the Simon Commissioners themselves have 
arrived at the same conclusion. It is true that they 
have, for all practical purposes, nullified their recom­
mendations in this behalf by the suggestion that 
federalism should not and could not be the immediate 
obiective' of Indian constitutional development but 
·only an ultimate goal to be attained in God's good 
time; but that federalism is the only possible solvent 
of the Indian constitutional tangle, with the Native 
States on the one hand and the British Indian provin 
ces on the other, and that .it is the only method of 
reconciling the divergent foroes operating in the 
lndian political sphere, is invariably stressed and 

unanimously conoeded. 
The Simon Commissioners h,. committing them­

selves to the statement summarised above appear 
to be obsessed with the fear that it would not bl 
possible in the present stage of our country's consti­
tutio'rial progress, to .concede executive respon­
sibility to a supreme legislature. And they seem 
to have been carried away, in their desire to ensure 
an indefinite oontinuance of the existing system 
of an irresponsible Central Government, by the 
appeal of the example of the American constitution, 
which pro:vides for an irremoveable executive. 

In regarll to the first of the points mentioned in 
the preceding paragraph, it may be pointed ·out tbat 
the Simon Commission's apprehensions are balled 
upon an altogether incorrect diagnosis ofthe main 
course of Indian constitutional development and also 
upon a conviction, not justified at an by facts, that 
the existing differences, so-called, will continue for 
ever and remain permanent and ineradicable fixtures. 
Also they do not sufficiently take account of the rapid­
ly changing character of India's political outlook, nor 
do they give adequate recognition to the equally 
rapidly developing tendency for .political parties in 
India to evolve o.n national lines. If responsible 
government is a failure in some countries or dis­
credited in others, one potent cause for such failure 
is necessarily til be found in the absence of a heal­
thy, vigorous and well-organized party system, 
capable of running Parliamentary institutions with 
success. But in India parties will inevitably spring 
into existence following upon the introduction of the 
principle of executiv/! responsibility, and, quite as 
inevitably the' "fissiparous tendencies" made so 
much of by the enemies of India's progress will 
gradually be eliminated.. There. need be no fear, 
therefore, that a responsible government in India will 
be a failure or that a responsible exeoutive, so far 
as our country is concerned, will prove a weak 
executive . 

As for lndia copying the American example, it 
has to be remembered that .the American constitution 
is a peculiar one having an. individuality all its own, 
since it endeavours, and may be said to have succeeded 
considerably in· the attempt, to reconcile the two 
apparently conflicting forces of the independence of 
the executive and the omnipotence of the legislature. 
The President of the American Republic, the 
supreme executive head of the Nation, is, no 
doubt, elected by the popuhr vote' and iethe repre­
sentative of the Nation as a whole; but even· he is 
guided in the selecQon of members of his Cabinet by 
considerations of party strength and the need of secur­
ing of the support of the Legislature, while one branoh 
of it is actually associated with him in his executive 
capaci~y. These considerations are very much simi­
lar to those guiding the appointment of cabinet mini­
sters by a constitutional monarch in a country 
governed on Parliamentary lines. Moreover, in any 
consideration of the advantages or otherwise of the 
American type of the executive, the point should not 
be lost sight of that the American Constitution W88 

established .at a time when constitutional mon81'llhy 
and responsible .government were still unborn, and 



DECEMBER '; H30. ) THE SERVANT OF INDIA. 587 

'the supremacy of the legislAture was still not 
acknowledged. 'Thus the circumstances and the 
·times bad more to do with the institution of the 
peculiar type cif a Presidential Executive than 
&:nything else; and it is not too much to suppose 
that if tbe American Constitution had beeD drafted a 
quarter of a century later; it would not have followed 
the plan it did. 

That the American model is a singular one is 
1110re than proved by the fact that no other oountry 
:professing to practise a democratic form of Govern­
ment has cared to copy it in ite entirety and almost 

. every republic emerging into view after the war 
'has followed the British model only. There are, of 
'cour~e, some very definite and distinct advantages 
'associated with a Presidential Executive, but in view 
<>f the developing ten~ency towards a democratic 
corttrol of government, an irremovable and irrespon­
,sible executive, which the American Executive is, 
,has come to be considered a oonstitutional anomaly 
at the present day and has lost its vogue. It is, in 
tbese circumstances, strange that the Simon Commis-
13ion have gone in for such an antiquated and obso­
;Jescent system for India. 

The establishment of an irremovable executive 
,is not only anomalous hut is also opposed to the, 
'whole tenor of the development of the Indian consti. 
<tution up to the present day and to the whole spirit 
,of the Declaration of 1917, which envj;,~ged respon. 
'sible self.government as the goal of British policy 
in India. What India has been aiming at through 
out and what she demands, imperatively at 
,present is the establishment of a! oonstitution in 
'which the federal or the central executive will be 
·drawn from amongst the members of both houses of 
the central legislature and will be responsihle to 
,the latter' for all their actions. It is a perfectly 
fl\teUigihle demand and wholly in accord with the 

,traditions and practices of every democratic 
oountry, and many examples can be quoted of federal 
.constitutions having responsible governments and 
,ge~ing on quite well too. 

Before concluding, it may be pointed out" that 
whUe disapproving of responsible executive in tbe 
,centre, the Simon Commission have recommended the 
,same system as being suitable for introduction in the 
,provincial sphere; and hbw it could do so conidstently 
with their idea, which was elevated to the dignity of ' 
'8 principle in the case of the Central Government, that' 
the last should h~ a perpetually irresponsible one, is 
-wholly inexplioable and inoomprehensible, unleS!! it be 
that they do not want to have any advance at all in 
the oentral sphere within any measurable distanoe of 
'time. It is the duty of the British. Indian delegates 
to the Rou nd Table Conference to bear all these consi. 
derations In mind when the time oomes for them ~o 
disoues and determine the structure atld oonstitution 
·of the Central Government and that they will press 
for an ntensian of the prinoiple of responsibility to 
as great an extent as possible and avoid altogether 
any suggestion of an irremoveahle exeoutive. ' The 
Simon Commission's Report is very unhelpflll in the 
matter of giving a definite guidanoe as to the stru-

cture of the future central Government since it 
oonfines itself to disclaiming any intention of reoom-' 
mending a cut-and.dry scheme and'to warning, us, at 
the same time, against adopting the British, model, 
This ,diffidence on the part of the Commissioners 
would have been very amusing were it not tempered 
by the self-conscious and self· complacent attitude, 
assumed by it in,regard to other matters. But what-, 
ever that may be, the needs of the situation Bre clear 
and the remedies for it are patent; . and it is to be 
hoped that the Indian delegates will follow the 
straight path and demand a satisfactory solution of 
the problem. 

C. V. HANUMANTHA RAo. 

INDIAN PHILOSOPHY. 
SAMKHYA AND MODERN THOUGHT. ByJ. 

GHOSH. (The Book Co., Calc~tta.) 1930. 21cm. 
141 P. RB. 2/-. ' 

IN this hook Dr. Ghosh has made an attempt to pre­
sent, in an untechnical and popular fashion, the main 
ideas of tbe Samkhya wbich is one of the most anci· 
ent and influential systems of Indian Philosophy, with 
a view to help the reader to judge for himself'" how 
far he might look to it and similar creations for ins­
piration and gnidance in a general way. though not, 
of course, for clear-cut maxims wldch might be imme· 
diately applied to tbe novel prahl ems 'that he has to 
tackle to.day.' The hook is, thus, the outcome of the 
author's belief that if we turn to our cultur,e for light 
and guidanoe, it is sure to give an • organic unity to 
our life and,work. ' 

The aim ·of the Sli.mk hya is the removal of suffe­
ring. If it be asked how a philosophical enquiry can 
remOVe suffering the answer is given that philo.ophy 
by its searching analysis traoes all evils to their 
source which is mental and helps men to realise that 
suffering is foreign to our nature, being due to our 
illegitimate association with what is not our true 
nature. Philosophy is thus shown to be the remedy 
of ali evils, ,inasmuch as it makes for deliverance 
and deliverance is the cessation of suffering. But the 
claim of philosophy as a sure means of deliverance 
is uncritically accepted as valid and our author has 
not shown how this claim is rationally justified. 

The soul, acoording to this system, is pure and 
simple; that is, it is free from suffering and not divisi­
ble into parts. It is consciousness and nothing but 
consciousness. The doctrine of the plurality of souls 
is' justified by the temporal differenCes of births and 
del>ths and; also by the diversity of oontente in the 
experience of different individuals. The teaching of 
Sruti as regards the unity of the soul is interpreted ,as , 
the unity of pattern, the diversity being attributed to 
, foroes and" prinoiples that are really foreign to souls 
but are attributed to ~hem.~ But then this will make 
the plurality unreal and accidental and the unity real 
and esselttia!. This objection is answered by reiter8-
ting the consideration 'that the births and deaths of 
individuals do not occur simultaneously and the dis­
similarity in the matter of experience is an nndeni­
able fact. With all this, we think. that the question 
is not satisfactorily solved. For, birth and death 
pertain to the body and not to the soul. and the diver­
sity of content of e:.:perience must be traced to *he 
objects of experience and not to the nature of experi­
ence'as suoh.'But taking the argument of the diV<!r- " 
sity of oontent as it is offered, we are surprised tG 
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reael th~ following, immediateliV" after this discussion: not go here. He met Madame Blavatsky for 
";rhe Samkhya conception of the soul is thus widely the first time in London, in a brilliant company 
different from what the uncritical mind usually takes when there were gathered men like A. R. Sinnet;.. 
it to be. For, it is not the personal consciousness, the t!:le Frederick Myers, and S. M: OsoarWilde. 
concrete I or IIOU, that is given directly in experience. Then comes the great call and his starting for Adyar 
The personality of this type resolves itself, when an- and the life at Adyar, and the Theosophy, as he saw. 
alysed, into reminiscences of the past and the antici- understood and lived it. 
pations of the future." (p. 25). If this cuntention A fascinating book, and a good introduc­
be true, it definitely detracts from the validity of the tion to another, .. Theosophy, Past and Future '", 
argument advanced in support of the' doctrine of thll in which four thinkers review, from their own 
plurality of souls. view-point, ·Theosophy'. Dr. Annie Beasant talks 

Further, the stages of the cosmic process of evo- of the past and the future, the Rt. Rev. C. W. 
lution are described ... The cosmic process starts with Leadbeater on the two paths, Dr. Josiah Wedgewood 
the IIvolution of the power of comprehension and con- I on the gaining of the .piritual Experience and Mr. C. 
trol..... This first evolute of prakriti is designated by I Jinarajadasa on a year's travel in L,.tin America. 
the term 'thought'. In our opinion, the word 'thought' i People who hflve heard these lectures and listened to 
is quite inapporpriate here as thought always suggest>.' I them can well remember their magic and charm and 
the relation of subjact and object, and the Maool or , to see them again in print, word for word, as if they 
buddhi for which the word 'thought' is to stand is i were delivet'ed is a double attraction. 
both logically and psychologically prior to the prin- , The Yoga Sulras of PaJanj&li is a book of abBor­
ciple of individuality with which the distinction bet- ! bing interest and edited with great care by ProfesSI>r 
ween the subject and the object emerges. I Dwivedi of Nadiad, based on the original Bhasya of 

After incHviduality there comes the bifurcation, ! Vyasa, the commentaries of Vachiispati Misra, Bboja, 
between the senses and their respective sense-qualities. Ramanatb Saraswati, and the Vijignana Bbikshu. A 
Thus the cosmic process implies the unity of thought very useful translation in English and a somewhat 
and thing, nature and soul, or mind and matter. This lengthy introduction add to the interest of the book, 
justifies the characterisatiol} of Sam'kya as a form of which is the basis of the Indian Yoga system. Patanjali 
Idealism. But it is, nevertheless, quite distinct from is famous 'for his brief 6Uiras or codes, and Professor 
Bubjecti'ri!!m as it recognises the reality' oUhe exter- Dwivedi's has been no mean task in making so tough 
nal world. . and deep a subject come within the grasp of the 

The doctrine of deliverance seems to be slightly ordinary man. 
overemphasised while the theory of causation known Leclure Notes are an interesting collection Ot 
as the Satkarya-vada which is of vital importance to notes, points, data and jottings, collected and publish­
the SamKllya cosmology is but barely mentioned in ed by Mr. C. Jinarajadasa of his many lectures, bath 
the 'Conclusion '. TlI.e reader who is metaphysically in India and in Europe. They make very interesting 
minded. will not get in the book what he is likely to reading and incidentally show the amazing wealth 
expect. All the references to 'modern thought', whether of detail which characterises Mr. C. Janarajadass,. 
scientific or philosophical, seem to be rather vague not to speak of the thoroughness with which he tack-­
and not preoise. . . les the subject of hlsJectur.. This small lecture is-

The main merit of the book, however. is its olear bound to be useful fo,· all aspirants, who dream one­
and lucid style. Whatever material is presented is day to stand on the pulpit, and make the world. 
expressed in a neat and elegant manner. The book, listen to their words. A very fine illustration by 
therefore, will serve as a valuable help to beginnners Moneshi Dey on the fly leaf is an attraction by itself. 
in Indian Philosophy and to general readers interest- I India's future in· the light of her ps<t i. an 
ed in Indian thought and culture. absorbing little pamphlet by Dr. Besant, which is a. 

D. G. LONDHE powerful plea for a free India. 
---- M;H.S. 

ALL ABOUT THEOSOPHY. 
HOW THEOSOPHY CAME TO ME. By C. W. 

LEADBEATER. 200m. 162 p. Re. 1/-. 
THEOSOPHY PAST AND FUTURE. By ANNIE 

BESANT AND OTHERS. 20cm. lI6p. Re. 1/-. 
THE YOGA SUTRAS OF PATANJALI. (2nd 

Edn.) By M. N. DWIVEDI. 1930, 20cm. 131 p. 
Re.l. 

LECTURE NOTES. By C. JINARAJADASA.. 20cm. 
Re. 1/-. 

A BlRD'S EYE VIEW OF INDIA'S' PAST AS 
THE FOUNDATION FOR INDIA'S FUTURE. 
By ANNIE BESANT. 20cm. 66p. 'As. 12/-. 
(All published by the Theosophical Publish­
ing House, Adyar, Madras.) 

IT is a bold man who can say with perfect ;quani-. 
mity in the year of our' Lord 1930, that he first came 
into touch with Theosophy in the year 50' B. C. But 
this is just what Rev. Leadbeater says. His straight­
forwardness is alarming, and he simply does not" oare 
whether one believes it or not, hi. fascinating narrative. 
Ris business is just to tell. in very simple, . direot and 
extraordinary forceful words, how he came into touoh 
witb Theosophy, and he tells it very well. _He lives 
JnallY lhe. since ~O' B, C. into ,whioh w:e need 

HISTORY OF ENGLISH LABOUR PARTY. 
FROM CHARTISM TO LABOUR ISM. HISTO-· 

RICAL SKETCHES OF THE ENGLISH 
WORKING CLASS MOVEMENT. (MARX­
IST LIBRA~Y SERIES No.2). By Th. A. ROTH­
STEIN. (Martin Lawrence.) 1929. 22cm. 365p •. 
7/6. 

'rHOSE that have:read the writings of Rothstein know 
what to expect from him. A Russian by origin, he 
came over to London in 1890 and till his return to his 
native land in 1920 actively· interested himself in the 
politics of the Labour Party besides . working on the­
staff of several English papers. 

In this book, which is a collection of essays· 
written on various occasions in the course of 20 years 
and originally intended for a foreign Socialist (or 
Communist) public, the author traces the develop­
ment of Labour politics in England from the earliest 
times till the present day; and in so doing has kept 
the pure Marxist prin9iples in view. The object of 
writing some of these essays was propagandist, as in 
tbe case of the opening-essay .. the Social Wrongs ", 
.whioh was intended to enlighten the militant Russian 

'. wo~king Clllss then prepal'ing for nn armed insnrreo-c 
tioll" Neoe~saril;y his "iewsare radical. He vio.-
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lently dis"pprov~s of any deviation from theore­
tical ideals. He goes even to the extent of oondetun­
ing the English historical literature on the develop­
ment of the LabOUl' movement as of doubtful' value 
because he says .. they have been written from 
an anti-revolutionary, opportunist point of view;" 
The author has made use of a few of the hitherto 
unused sources and in this respect his claim to some 
originality is justified. But it is hardly fair to cha­
racterise the existing Labour literature as oontaining 
misrepresentations of the great movement. That 
his pet theories and views are not reflected in 
the writinge of eminent Labour authors is no justifica­
tion for condemning the whole lot of them_mong 
whom we find some with an international reputation, 
and accepted as the exponents of the Labour views. 
English institutions have developed in a manner 
peculiarly their own and English people have 
shown a preference to evolutionary rather than to 
revolutionary metnods.The triUmph of the Labour 
Party to-day is one of the bloodless revolutions of 
England. That the people did not become slaves to 
dogmas and thories but worked in a spirit of practical 
compromise stands entirely to their credit. 

In the first part of the book the author deals with 
oChartism and other cognate SUbjects. Chartism was 
a great movement with very higo ideals and one of 
the causes of its failure was its militant and revolu­
tionary character. During the period of the Chartist 

. . agitation even other Labour movements which came 
into contact with Chartism, as, for example, the Trade 
Union movement, suffered in their growth on account 
·of its revolutionary methods. The great movement 
failed but not without leaving traces which profound­
ly influenced the future working' class movements. 
'The author admits this. In fact the very doct­
rine of the conquest of politioal power by the 
workers as' the idispensable preliminary to 
sooial reconstruotion was to a considerable 
extent suggested by the Chartist movement. Also 
the revolutionary importance of universal suff­
rage was first appreciated by the Chartists, earlier 
than Marx. To quote the author, .. the mighty spirit 
-of Chartism remained alive and the ever changing 
processes of history oontinued to act as a oreative 
force as long as the oonditions which had brought it 
Into being remained SUbstantially the same ". 

In the'seoond part of the book dealing with the 
period of Trade Unionism, the leader. of the move­
ment are severly criticised for setting aside the extreme 
revolutionary ideals of the past. "The very. rejec­
tion of the higher aims ",as extolled 8S the sublimest 
wisdum I" exclaims the author. He calls this change 
as opportunism and the distinguishing feature of this 
ment"l outlook was the aooept:ance of capitalist 
sooiety, which acoeptanoe found its expression in the 
rejection of political action and .the recognition of the 
harmony of interests as between the employers and 
the working olass. 

. Here we notice the imperoeptihle change of Evo­
lutionary Soc!alism-a change whioh has worked its 
way gradually until we see the oulmination of the 
prooess in the ooming of the Labour Party to offioe. 
To-day the Labour Party-in spite of the violent ori­
ticisms of the Left Wing-must be credited with hav-. 
Ing .aohieved something distinct in conformity with 

. the Ideals of the mo lement. This is not the only 
1Aohievement. What ,,'out the ohange the movement 
has been able to eff, et in the outlook and the attitude 
of the other partiee I n I olasses? The latter is from the 
national point of viEW \ more substantial aohievement 
than the former. Thh reoognition of the harmony of 
interests between Capital and Labour has been attri­
buted by the author to the recognition of the teachings 
of" Vulgar Political Eoonomy": the early 888ocia­
.tion of Labour with other parties-particularly the 

. . . 
Liberal party as examplcil of t4e lengths to which the: 
opportu nism of the Socialists of the Independent 
Labour Party were prepared tp go. 

The English mind. though conservative, has neveJ!. 
shown a tendency to be rigid. In the several social. 
economic and politioal movements in which. she has. 
led the world, England has always shown her great­
adaptability to changing ciroumstances. Ideals are 
necessary to ensure progress and emancipation of thai 
masses; but constructive work of a laating and per': 
manent character i8 difficult of achievement without.. 
taking the realities into account. The author hM 
taken great pains to marshal facls leading to conclu­
sions which may be logical but never convincing. 
Critioism of what has been achieved without practical 
alternatives is of little value. The example of 
Russi .. is of doubtful value. The best may not have 
been done. But the author has not. established that 
oonditions would have been better if the revolution. 
ary methods had been adopted. _ 

The book is tiresome reading; and. except to a 
special stu dent of the subject or a propagandiet, is not 
likely to prove of interest. 

S. GOPALASWAMY. 

INDIAN POPULATION PROBLEM. 
POPULATION PROBLEM OF INDI!,.ByB. T.· 

RANADIVE. (Studies in Indian Economics Series) • 
(-Longmans, Bombay.) 1930. 22 cm. 216 p.' 
Rs.6h . 

THE book is 'the fruit of the research work of the 
author made as a post-graduate student in the Bom- . 
bay University and is now presented by the publi- ' 
shers as the latest addition to the Series of !ndian .. 
Economic studies whioh are familiar volumes to' 
most students of current Indian Economics. Mr.' 
R .. nsdive in this worK attempts to establish theore­
tically the general Malthu.ian proposition that 
popUlation increases faster than means of subsistence .. 
In his attempt to apply this theory of populatiOll 
to Indian conditions, he considers the principal.' 
checks to the growth of popUlation in this country 
and computes the normal birth-rate on the one hand 
and statistically takes stook of th.- available Indian 
food wpplyon the' other. The disparity which is 
thus disclosed in the rate of growth of Indian popu­
lation and India's food resources lead the scholarlY·. 
author to arrive at the main' thesis of his work, 
namely, that here in India. a grave danger is threa­
tening, . consequent ana much too rapid growth of 
population. The author does not spare himsalf the pain 
of examining the possibility of an equilibrium 
being established from industrial development. 
But his reading of the future eCDnomic development 
even with the maximum speed of industrialisation 
does not' sufficiently relieve the gloomy and mor­
dant view he takes of an overgrown Indian popula-. 
tion. Mr. Ranadlve rounds off his survey by a some-• 
what impassiDned appeal for birth control delivered. 
unless we are mistaken, with something of" propa­
gandist flair. Aoademically, the author has done 
good work in his dissertation. He has not attempted. 
to'make a short out to his conclusion. Every .tage 
in the argument that he has gained has been reaohed 
by "logioal process and with the aid of a mass of 
etatistics and facts at his oommand.A11 this is oeditable. 
But after all, a reader of Mr. Ranadive will probably 
be tempted to suspect that the theoretioal ground 
on which he takes his stand is not as firm as he sqeIll!! . 
to assume. It is only with reference to' food BUpply 
that Malthusian theory was originally framed and 
the prDblem of the population. tJU.a..via the food .• 
resources can be studied- today only as an interna­
tional phenomenon. As the author has applied the 
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theory in his present work, the problem has been 
broadened into one of population in relation to 
national income. That, we venture to feel, is a dis­
tinct subject which can be examined without refe­
rence to any Malthusian terminology or Malthusian 
preconceptions. The economic poverty of India may 
justify birth control. But the conversion of public 
opinion in its favour would depend less on economic 
reasoning than on an altered outlook on life under 
the new economic conditions. On ultimate ana­
lysis, birth control may be an ideal remedy against 
growing economic stress of certain classes. But 
so far the great bulk of the Indian population is con­
cerned, the problem of poverty resol ves itself into a 
new ordering of society on a new basis of distribu­
tion of income. 

K. M.P. 

SHORT NOTICES. 
BAPU GANDHI·By A.. B. PIDDINGTON. (Williams. 

and Norgate. ) 1930. 20cm. 54 p. 2/6. 
THIS chatty sketch of the impressions of Mahatma 
Gandhi formed by Mr. Justice Piddington is writbn 
in lucid, simple, picturesque and captivating style. 
The author holds the attention of the reader from the 
first page to "the-last. Though the author is an admirer 
of Mr. Gandhi, still he does not seem to have caught 
the spirit of M. Gandhi's teachings. The author is 
not much hopeful about the success of the khadi 
movement, as, in his opinion, the instinct of the masses 
in India is greatly in favour of fancy-coloured cloth. 

The author lays the blame for India's economic 
misery and poverty at the door of the social and 
religious shortcomings of Indians. He has practically 
nothing to say against the British policy of exploita­
tion of India. He has onlyI' pious and distant sym­
pathy for the goal of Dominion Status and does not 
seem to have studied deeply the political question. 
We wish the author had studied Gandhiii and Gandhi­
ism in a less superficial manner and though the gene­
ral tone of the book is sympathetic enough, it does 
not present India·s case for freedom, economic and 
political, with that acc~racy and completeness which 
are indispensable for a proper understanding of the 
momentous problem. 

D. V. ATHALYE. 

OUT OF BONDAGE: CHRIST AND THE IN­
DIAN VILLAGER. By STEPHEN NEIT..L. (Edin.. 
burgh House Press.) 1930. 18cm. 143p. 2. 

THIS is not, as the title might suggest, a book either 
on the Satyagraha Movement or Divorce, but is a 
missionary book about the villagers of South India. 
It exhibits occasional.traces of an independent mind. 

H.V.E. 

SEX RELATIONS WITHOUT MARRIAGE. A 
DEFENCE OF THE CHRISTIAN STAND­
ARD. By A. HERBERT GRAY. (Student Chris­
tian Movement, London. ) 25 p. 6 d. 

THE ROMANCE OF MARRIAGE. By THE REV. 
CANNON SPENCER H. ELLIOTT. ( Society for 
Promoting Christian Knowledge, London. ) 16cm. 
78 p.1/-

THESE slllall books deal with the marriage question 
from a Christian point of view. But, in these days, 
when westerners are drifting towards anarchy in 
every matter, it is doubtful if even Christ's teachings 
will be respected. However, the Church must try 
to preach the Gospel, ·even when the pro~pects of re: 
establishing the Christian Religion seem very-gloomy, 

and, from this standpoint, these booklets are weI ... · 
come. They preach that at least for the good of the· 
Society, if not for that of religion, the institution of 
marriage should be respected and p,eserved. 

V. M.BHAT. 

'mi,ctllauta. 
MR. JOSHI'S SPEECH AT. THE R. T. C. 
The follmJJillg i8 the text of the speech of Mr. N. M, 

Joshi at the Round Table Ocnference on Nor. flO :-

I propose to make a brief statement on behalf 
of the workers of India on the momentous problems 
before this Conference. T!te workers of India want 
full responsible self-government as much as the 
other classes. Although on account of ignorance and 
illiteracy they do not formulate th~ir ideas and 
express their feeling. in the same manner as the 
educated classes, those of us who are in close con­
tact with them know how strong their feelings are 
and how easily they ~.re aroused. 

During my visits ter this country I am often. 
asked how the workers will fare in a self-governing, 
India. My reply has been that I hope,their conditions 
under self-government will improve, but that at least 
their position will not be worse than it is today. 
That is a cautious reply, but I think it is an entirely 
adequate one. No special justification is needed for 
the establishment of self-government in India, it is 
the retention of foreign domination which requires 
special justification. 

While thinking over this subject, I have aoo 
asked myself what the British Government has done 
for the Indian workers and what it can do for them 
now. Though the British Government has mucb 
experience of the evils which generally follow in the­
wake of industrialisation, they were not able to avoid 
them in India when that country gradually deve­
loped industries. It is true that. Factory Ad. were 
passed from time to time, but the motives of the 
British Government, through whose pressure in the 
initial stages the legislation was passed, could easily be· 
questioned; and, as the Government of India was also­
greatly influenced by European industrialists in 
India, these measures were very inadequate and. 
could not effectively check the evils which were 
growing apace. Latterly also some legislation has. 
been passed through the influence of the International 
Labour Conferences and on account of the pressure 
of the recently started but rapidly growing trade 
union movement in the country. But even these. 
efforts fall short of the needs of the time, on accoun~ 
of the fact that the Government of India and the 
Provincial Governments are now dominated by the 
joint influence of the Indian and European industria­
lists in India. To-day the Secretary of State for India 
and the British Parliament have practically lost all. 
their power of initiative in the matter, and the. 
workers of India depend soleI y on the strength of 
their organisation anj on whatever political influ-· 
ence they can bring to bear on the Indian legislatures. 

What would have been the condition of Indian 
workers if British mle had never been established in 
India is a hypothetical question, but one can draw all 
inference from the fact that during the lsst ten years 
neither the Legislative Assembly nor any P~vinc.is1 
Council has refused to pass any labour legislation 
brought forward by the Government, and so it may 
be assumed thst the positi~n of. Indian workers would 

. not have been worse than it is to-day. 
I realise that even in a self-governing India. 

·heaven. will not im~ediately descend to earth for the 
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!Indian workers, but their obances of success in their 
, struggle will he greater than when tbey are under a 
Government which is really responsible, neither ~o 
the British Parliament' nor to tbe legislatures 10 
India. The struggle will 81so be made somewhat 
easier, 8S tbe extraordinary influence which 't~e 
European industrialists in India exercise today WIll 
be greatly reduced. 
, But this is not all my friend, Mr. Shiva Rao and 
myself have come to this Conference in the hope that, 
with the help and sympathy· of the other Delegates, 
,the constitution of .. self-governing India will be so 
framed that the political influence of the workers on 
their Government will be much greater than it is 
to-day. For this purpose we should like in the first 
place the constitution to contain a declaration of the 
fundamente.l rights of workers. It is true that such 
a declaration has not the force of legislation, but 
none the less it will ~erve a very useful moral purpose. 
Secondly, the constitution must be founded upon 
universal adult' suffrage. Much is made of the 
practical difficulties; it is said the constituencies 
would be unwieldy, but this difficulty is not expected 
to disappear at any time, and the Indian masses will 
never. agree to deprive themselves of their rights. o( 
citizenship for ever. Much is also made of the dIffi­
culties created by illiterac:!", but those difficulties 
exist eve", to-day in the case of persons e.lready en­
franchised or whom it is proposed to enfranchise. The 
possession of property added to illiteracy does not 
remove the difficulties which may be ,due to illiteracy. 

Thirdly, without entering on the question of a 
federal or unitary form of government, the workers 
of India insist that labouri legislation shall e.l ways 
remain a centre.l or federal subjeot, and that ,the 
,central or federal Government shall always, retain to 
itself the ,power of control and supervision in its 
enforcement. If labour legislation and, its ,enforce­
ment are left to Provincie.l Governments or to the 
constituent parts of the federation, labour ,legislation 
and its euforcement will be very difficult. If the 
oonstitution does not make 'Proper 'Provision for this 
It will be utterly useless to the workers. Moreover, 
labour legislation and its enforcement must remain 
{)entral or federal subject for the ratification and 
enforcement of International Conventions on labour 
subjects. 

Here I must draw the attention of the Conference 
to the faot that hy Section X of Article 405 of the 
Treaty of Versailles, Part XIII, Labour, a federal 
State, the power of which to ratify International 
Conventions is lImited, escapeR more easily from its 
International obligations on labour matters. The 
practical effect of this section of the Peace Treaty to 
the disadvantage of workers may he judged from the 
faot that while even a backward country like India 
under a unitary form of Government could ratify 

·Meven Conventions of the International Labour Conf.~ 
rence, advanced countries like Australia and Canada 
under a federal form of Government could ratify only 
four oonventions each. I, therefore, hope that the 
power of tbe Indian Central Government, whether 
Federe.l or Unitary, to ratify internatione.l conventions 
and to seoure their enforoement will not be in any 
way limited. This subject will no doubt be consi­
dered by the Roye.l Commission over' which Mr. 
Whitley has been very ably presiding and e.lthough 
~he Commission m,,'- not report before this Confe­
rence finishes its w. ':' ,~, I have absolutely no doubt 
in my mind that ,t:, l Coillmmission will generally 

'support the view tho-.' I have put forward. 
I must here ref , to the po,ition of Indian States 

whose ooming under the Indian Constitution will 
whole-heartedly be weloomed by Indian workers. I 
hope the Representatives of the Princes will agree to, 

a constitution in which :LsQour' r.egishttion 'as welt, 
as itsenforcement"fot 'the wb,ole of' India 'and th~ 
ratifioation! of internatione.l cOIlventions and their 
enforcement' will not 'have ,'unnecessary difficulties. 
due to the form of the Constitution. A t present the, 
Indian States bave done nothing to recognise their, 
Internationsl obligations in Labour matters which I 
hope they will not hereafter do. Lastly, may I say 
that to-day labour is not the, only matter which is 
internationally considered. The tendency to find an. 
internatione.l solution to our' difficulties is nature.lly 
and very properly growing and occupying a wide 
sphere and I hope that our constitutibn will be so 
framed in this Conference that India as a whole will 
be able to take full benefit of ,the International 
action and India as a whole will e.lso be able to be 
helpful in the intern'ltional solution of the diffioul-, 
ties of the world; Whatever form of Government we 
deoide to establish in this Conference let us at least 
do nothing to make future' changes in tha~ form 
praotically impossible. , 

We cannot settle our constitution for all tiine~ 
If it is found by experience tha~ the form of goveru­
ment which we settle in this Conference is not suited 
to the needs of tbe future, it should 'be possible by, 
constitutional means to seoure such changes in the 
form of government as may be fOJlnd necessary. If 
my suggestions regarding incorporation of the Deoo, 
laration of the Fundamente.l Rights of Indian workers 
in the oonstltution and the establishment of universal 

, adult franchise be accepted, a9 I hope they will be. 
and if the constitution is so .framed that Central or 
Federal Government, with or without Indian States 
inoluded in it, will retain in its hand~ full authority 
without any limitations regarding bbour legislation 
and its enforcement and regarding the ratification 
and enforcement of international conventions and 
other obligations, the immediate establisp.ment of full 
self-government in India will not only secure for the 
workers of India an improvement in their present 
positio'n, but eventually will enable them to occupy 
the same position in their country, as the workers of 
Great Britain are occupying in their own. 

THE PERSONNEL OF THE ROUND TABLE 
CONFERENCE. 

Th%llowing from I". pen 0/ Mr. 8. O. Vaze wa. publi."." 
in. the Spectator of November 8._ • 
, It will be the 8im of the Indian Delegation to the Round 
Table Confprsnot, to be inaugurated by tbe Ki.og OD Wednes,",' 
da,. next, to seek t.he greatest common measure of agreemeD' 
among its various group.. Anything in tbe natura of all 
agreed loheme that will emerge from tbeir deliberations will 
then be oonsidered by the British Government, whioh has al­
ready given aD. undertaking to embody suoh of it as iii aooept .. 
able to hself in a Bill to be laid before Parliament for enaot-

• ment;. In order to appreoiate how far the different incerests 
in India are able to. aohieve a synthesi.s· of their differing" 
polioies, it is neaessary to understand what polioy eaoh in­
terest stands for. One suoh interest ia. the Indian Prinoes, 
of whom aU that is neoeS!ar, to say is that they are 8s:peot. 
ad to propose at the Oonferenae the immediate establishment 
of a federation with British Iudia. in respect of. maUera of 
joint Donoern Inoh as defenoe, oustoms, lalt, POlts and tele­
graphs, railways and cmrrenoy. They will probably also a8~ 
that the rights of paramountoy whioh the Government oft 
India a8 8 wbole exeroises at present ahall in future be eser­
oised by the 1ioeroy aoting singl,. tn his aapaalt, as repre­
sentati.,e of the CrOWD. 

After the Prinoes, the HIndus and the Mosleml form .he 
largest seotional interests, The laner will be represented at' 
the Conference by an exceptionally powerful group. the mas' 
prominent members ofwhiob. at'S the Aga Khan, _ figure or 
International repute; Sir MuhNDmad Shaft. au ex-member of 
the Vioeroy's Exeautive Counail and this year's repreaentatt' 
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<iye of India at the Imporial Conforonoe ; M •• · M •. A. ·Jinnah, 
thole.der 9f tho Mo,lem parly in tho Contral Lelislaturo; 
and Mr. Mahomed Ali, at one timo Mr. Gandhl's 8t.ongoot 
.upparter in the non-co .. operation oampaign. ,In politiolf, ex .. 
oepHo. Mr. Jinnah and Mr. Mahomed AII,.this group usual­
ly take. an ultra"conservative line, but the upheaval in India 
is now 10 great tha~ even they may be expected to support 
tho so-oalled National ;Demand which has crystallized into 
the formula of U Dominion'Status with Temporary Reserva­
tions, It the re'servationa being the army, foreign policy I and 
relallons wilh the Prinoe.. These Ihree malte.. Ihe Indian 
people are willing for some time to leave 'outside the control 
of the Legislature. all other matters being administered by 
Ministers responsible)o a popularly-eleoted Legislature. The 
Moslem leaders will, however; ask for drastio safeguards in 
the interest at their own- community. the most important of 
which are: (1) the retention .of separate oommunal electo· 
rates i (2) a weigbtage ,of representation in their favour in 
those provinces where they are in a minority, without. how­
ever. their proportionate share being reduoed in the two pro­
vlnoes of Bengal and the Punjab, where they are in a majo­
rity. in order that the minority c,ommuDities in these provin­
ces be Similarly treated on the basis of reciprocity i (3) the 
grant of full responsible a:overnment to the two frontier 
provinces where. they- are in an, overwhelming majority; 
(4) the constitution of Sind into a .eparate, s.lf-governing 
provinoe, where, too, they are in an overwhelming majority; 
(5) thO' adoption oL\Ia federal plan of lo.ernmenl, with all 
unenumerated residuary power residing in ~he provinoes, 90' 

thaI the possibilities of oentral Inlervention may be reduoed 
to a IJlinimum; (6) a proportionate reservation of appoint­
ments in the publio servioe to members of the Moslem com­
munity; and (7) similar resertation of Cabinet appointments 
in the Central and Provinoial Governments. There is a 
leotion of Mahomedan opinion in India whioh dissooiates it­
self from these extreme oommunal demands, but the Raja of 
Mahmudabad, who was the only representative of it among 
those invited to the Round Table Conferenoe, having intimat­
ed his inability to attend, this opinion ~ill not find expres~ 

aioD in St~ James' Pa,lace. 

Moslem communalism has provoked a reaction among the 
Hindus, whioh will be voioed at the Conference by Mr~ M. R. 
Jayakar and Dr. Moonje, members of the lallt Legi&lative 
Assembly, and Raja NarendraNath, who has had experienoe 
of district administration. Their ohief cODoero, however, is 
not to aak for special advantages for the Hindu oommunity, 
but to lee that the Moslems do not extort too many oonoes .. 
sionl wh\ch will in the long run only aooentuate oommunal 
differenoes and foredoom Indian self-government to failure. 
They will therefore oppose a numerioal allocation of posts in 
'the services and Cabinets to different oommunities, the kind 
of federation proposed by the Moslems, and t~rritorial redi­
stribut.ion 10 as to inorease the number of provinoes under a 
predominating Moslem control, atd will do thpir level best to 
perluade the Moslem oommunity to give up separate eleoto­
rates or at lealt to limit their duration to a definite period. 
In general polit.iol these Hindu l'6prttsentatives are progres­
siv. and will give strong lupport 1;0 the Liberals in pressing 
the National Demand. Among the Hindus themselves there 
are represeDtatives of the Non-Brahmans and the so-called dew 
pressed classes who will try to safeguard the interests of their 
8ub-communitiel. The former will have for their spokesmen 
Dewan Bahadur A. Ramaswami Mudaliar, Sir A. P. Pano 
and Mr. B. V. Jadb.ov, former M.i'1iaters in .Madras and Bom­
bay relJpectively. At one time _they were keer. on having a 
number of leata in the Legislatures reaervad for their oom­
munity on aocount of its baokwardness. This 'reservation 
haa been in operation for ten years, and has been proved to 
be no lODger neoessary by aotual reluh.s at previCVls eleotionl. 
They will therefore hardly preas for .its retention now, and 
are expected to join Wholeheartedly in the general politioal 
demand. 'Ihe depressed olasses have an exoeptionally able 

. and strong ad"ooa'e in Dr. B. R. Ambedtar, whu, as you~' 
oolumns showed a few weeki ala. while UI'Iliq the clahas of 
his community, will not be behindhand in asking for power al 
the Cenlr. a ... en as in th. provinoel. The Indian Chrisllan 
community il represented, on the Protestant lidl, by M.r. 
K. T. Paul and, OD th. Calholic, by Rao Bahadur Pann~ 
selum,. and the Sikh by Sarda. ujjal Singh and Sardot· 
Sampuran Singh. . 

The only non .. oommunal and non-sectional group in the 
Conf.renoe will be that of tho Liberals, among whom are tho 
Rt. Hon'ble Srinivasa Sa.trl, Si.Tel Bahadur Sapru, Sir C. P. 
Ramaswamy Aiyar, Sir C. H. Betalvad, and Mr. Chlntamani. 
all of whom, besides being tribunes of the people, have held 
high office under ,overnment, tbe first as tbe Go •• rnment of' 
India'i Agent to the Government of the Union of South Afrio. 
and the rest as Ministers or Exeoutive Councillors. While 
the, have always Set a faoe of flint against extremist methods· 
of poli1ical agitat.ioD, they are among the most forward look­
ing Indian politioians, and it is tbey who originally formulat .. 
ed and popularized the National Demand, subsequently 
adopted by the Congress politloians, who, however, later gave 
it up in favour of independenoe. The,. will take the stronge't 
possible line at the Confere_nee and will refule to oonsider.:­
reforms of a. lower level than those oontained in this Demand. 
If they find that. owing to the opposil-ion or Government, this. 
Demand is not likely t.o be oonceded, they will disown any 
further ooncern in the Conferenoe prooeedings and retire. On 
the communal question, the 'Liberal party. oonliltlng al it 
does of members of all communities, will go the farthest 
length in reaBon to satisfy the olaims of the Moslems and 
other minorities and the Prinoes, though on matters of princi­
ple thoy will be firm al rook. 

Last, we oan only mention a few of tbe repre.entatiY8S 
of lectional interests. -the Maharaja of Darbhanga and Sil!'" 
Provos Chande. Mitter of the landholders, Sir P. C. Bethna,. 
Sir Cowasji Jehangir and Mr. Mody of the Indian oommercial 
com~unitYt Sir Hubert Carr and Mr. Gavin Jones of the Euro-· 
pean oommeroial oommunity, Mr. Joshi and Mr. Shiva Rae>­
of LaboUl, Mrs. ,Shah .N awaz and Mrs. Subbaroysn of women 
and Dewan Bahadur Ramaohandra Rao of the peoplo of Iho 
Indian States. 
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