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MAHATMA. GANDHI, finding that there are 
fundamental differences of opinion between himself 
and most other Congressmen on oruoial matters of 
policy, has decided to retire from the Congress after 
the next session is over. If he had pressed hill pro
posals to a vote, he would in all probability have 
obtained a majority, bnt he realises, as we ourselves 
"Ventured to point out before, tbat such outward confor
mity, without inward convictions to support it, would 
only have aggravated the evils he set out to oure. 
The views expressed to him by prominent Congressmen 
have convinced him that a real agreement on major 
issues iB impossible between him and other Congress
men, and therefore he thinks that the only course for 
him in the circumstances iB to retire fro:n the Con
gress. It iB, in our opinion, a wise decision. 

*' .. . .. 
No LODger a SiD, either Mortal or Venial. 

Hill has therefore dropped his proposals in 
regard to the IPinning franchise and such other 
things, but is going to propose other amendments 
with a view to preventing the frauds that were prac
tised on a wide scale in Congress elections. The 
amendments seem to be generally acceptable to the 
Congress and will at least minimise the evil which 
they are intended to remedy. The Board which he 
intends to set up for ,the promotion of village in
dustries is also oapable of doing great good. In thiB· 
statement there are references to Counoil entry whioh 
show how steadily he is moving to the rigbt, 
forswearing hiB former prinCiples in so doing. At 
Jird entry into the Councils was to him a deadly lin. 

It was not only unwise and unpatriotio to go into 
the Councils, but immoral. Thito objeotion was dropped 
when he found it neoessary to tatte legislative help 
in hiB HarijBn oampaign. Then it beoame both wise 
and expedient and moral to reoeive support of legisla
tors for partioular pieoes of legislation, though it was 
still sinful on one's part to beoome a legislator one
self. After the new move of Dr. AnsBri, a new aspect 
WBS put on the whole question. It will still be a ~in to
go into the Counoils ; only it was not a mortal sin, 
but merely a venial one. It will detraot much from 
perfect righteousness but will not altogether tab 
away sanctifying grace. A Congressman who could 
not resist the temptation of going into the Counoils 
was to be pitied for his weakness, but not to be too
severely oensured. Now, however, support of Council 
entry has beoome a moral duty for all Congressmen. 
From sinful it bas become righteous. Mahatmaji's 
coJlstanoy to prinoiple iB very muoh to be admired I 

• • • 
Mahatma's Inconsistency. 

THE inconsistency of Mahatma Gandhi's positi~n 
in regard to the Btates is best brought out in his 
reply to Mr. AmTitlal Sheth, a leader of the States' 
people, which has now been published. In this reply 
the Mahatma reiterates the view formerly expressed 
by him that the States' people are not intruders in 
the Congress, nOr are they there on sufferance, but 
that they have an equal right with British Indians 
to be members of the Congress and to share with 
them the privileges and burdens of such membership. .. .. .. 

BUT if this view is correct., then it follows that 
the Congress must not oonfine its activities to British 
India alone, but must extend them to the Indian 
States too. As it figbts for the politioal freedom of 
of British India, 80 must it fight for that of the States. 
There oan be no room for the polioy of non-interfer
enoe in the States that he has heen advocating for 
some months pa.t. The Indian States may be forei gn 
territory to British India; but they· are Dot foreign 
territory to the Congress. for the Congress inoludes 
both the States' people and British Indians aud gives 
them an identioalstatus in its organisation. .. .. .. 

IF the hauds-off polioy is to be pursued in regard 
to the States, as the Mahatma desires, then it follows 
that the States' people must be rigorously exoluded 
from the Congress; or if they are to be made mem
bers, they cannot be full members like British 
Indians, but semi·demi-members, members for 
courtesy's sake. Admit them to membership, and the 
Congre8s must take up. their cause as it has taken up 
the oause of British Indians. Or exclude them from 
membership, and then non-interference will not only 
be legitimate but imperative. These are the only two 
possible alternatives; to mix them up is to oonfusll 
the issue. .. .. .. 



.. 
482 THE SERVANT OF INDIA. [ OCTOBER 18, 1934. 

THE Tribu7Ie h"" a very penetrating paragraph 
on this subject in its issue of the Uth inst. It 
1!ays :--

If The 1ateat statement made by Mahatma Gandhi on 
the subiect of the eligibility of Indian States people for 
membership of the Congress hardly helps to elucidate. the 
issue raised on behalf of these people. 'It surprises me: 
laya the Mahatma, • that anybody should thiDk it; pasli
ble that I do not oonsider tbem to be an integral part of 
the Indian nation.. Of OOUfSe, they are, even as Indiana 
residing in other partl of geographioal India afe. Though 
we are under different system. of government, lurel,. we 
are one. Indeed, there is a defi Dite proviaioD in tbe OOD
gresl oonstitution for their beiDg eDrolled 88 members. 
BDd thOle who subscribe to the Congress objeotive and 
carry out the rules governing ita membership have &8 

muoh right to be enrolled aM members a8 any other Indian.' 
"The first part of the Itatement is wholly nOD-OODtienti

OUI. That the States people are a8 muoh a part of the 
Indian natioD. the Greater Indian N atioD, if that tarm. i, 
preferred, al the people of other partl of India, no one 
oan deny. But when it i8 Baid that they have the same 
right to be members of the Congress and on the same 
terms as any other Indian. ara they not entitled to in
quire what Purna Swara; in their cale meaDS or il going 
to mean, and. if it means the 8atpe thing in their caSe as 
it means in ours. how tha great body of which they are 
full and equal member. can avoid waging the same Itmg
sle for it in their case as it doel in the case of other 
partl of geographical India? .. .. .. .. 

"Non·renewal of Ordinance Legislation. 
AN influential seotion of Indian opinion firmly 

holds the view that as the Congress bas virtually 
abandoned civil disobedience, the Government should 
respond to the peaceful gesture by a deolaration that 
the Ordinance Acts would not be renewed after their 
present life expires. Sir Phiroze Sethna is by far 
the most distinguished exponent of this view. He 
first put it forward in an article in the Ri7ldU8/a71 
Review to whioh attention was oalled in these 001-
umns a few weeks ago and has sinoe pressed it on 
the attention of Government by making a motion 
to that effect in the Counoil of State. .. .. .. 

As our readers will remember, repressive legisla. 
tion de.igned to oope with the civil disobedienoe 
movement is both central and provincial and, unless 
revived in the meanwhile, is due to expire at the end 
. of next year both at the centre and in all provinces 
except N.-W. F. Provinoe where its lease of life is 
longer by two years. What Sir Phiroze Sethna and 
people of bis way of thinking want is that Govern
ment should llublicly bind themselves not to ask 
for its renewal after the expiry of the life at present 
. allowed to it. If unfortunately the civil dis
obedienoe movement is restarted between now and the 
time when the ordinance legislation is due to expire, Sir 
Phiroze Sethna's demand of oourse falls to tbe ground. 
His resolution omits to mention the time exactly 
when such a declaration is to be made; but it is to 
he presumed that it is to be made as soon as possible. 

.. * .. 
So far I<S can be seen, the prinoipal objection 

urged against such a course on behalf of Government 
is that the legislation, though primarily conoerned 
with the civil disobedience movement, is also aimed 
at the communist and terrorist mOTements and though 
the former may be said to have come to tbe end of 
its tether the same oannot be said about the latter 
two. It "';ould therefore be unwise for Government to 
promise in advanoe to deprive itself of this handy 
weapon before they successfully run oommunism 
and terrorism to earth. . 

" " 

APART from the opposition wblch the request for 
a declaration met from Government, it is also likely 
to fall to com men d itself to some seotions of non
official opinion. To them the demand might seem 
to presuppose a want of confidence in the strength 
of the Indian legislature. How? If those who 
make the demand for that kind of deolaratlon felt 
sure that in case the Government Came ba
fore the legislature with proposals for renewed 
life to the Ordinance legislation their propoP81s 
would be turned down, U is hardly probable 
that they would address suoh a request t~ a 
foreign Government. If the popular part of the 
Indian legislature at any rate could be relied upon 
to lend not the slightest oountenance to puch prop~ 
sals, where is the need, It may be asked, to appeal to 
tbe good-will of the Goverament? If only the
legislature faithfully represented publio opinion, all 
fear of suoh legislation being again foisted on the 
country would be at an end. We do not know if this 
aspeot of the case has been thrust on Sir Phiroze 
Sethna's attention and if so, how he and those wbo 
agree' with him' try to meet it. .... 

" .. 
Reciprocity towards States' Subjects. 

THE claims of reciprooity towards States' sub
jeots in regard to appointments in Governm~nt 
service were pressed on Government by Mr. Raza All 
by means of a resolution be reoently moved on the 
subjeot in the Upper House of the Indian legislature. 
From his experienoe as a member of the Public 
Service Commission the mover was oonvinoed tbat a 
large number of Indian Stales' subjeota were able to 
find their wayJnto Government servioe, partioularly 
in the Audit and Aooounts Departments. The Mili
tary Aocounts Department, the Imperial Customs 
Service, the Telegraph Engineering and Wireless 
branches of the Posts and Telegrallhl, to name only a 
few were, in his view, among the servioes wbich had 
a oonsiderable proportion of members who hailed 
from the States. No statistios to oorroborate or to 
disprove the mover's impression could be produoed, 
none being available. But the Home Secretary was 
able to quote figures in regard to the Civil Service 
from which it appeared that out of the 228 Indians 
who were admitted into that service between 1925 and 
1933 only 18 or 8 per oent. belonged to the States. If 
this proportion is on inquiry found to hold good in 
regard to the other departments mentioned by Mr • 
Ali, it migbt be said that he was trying to make 
a monntain out of a molehill. But in. the absence of 
statistics his impression was that a large number of 
States' subjects succeeded in displacing British In
dians speoially in some departments. .. • .. 

HE had no objection to the entry of States' sub
jects into British Indian Government's service as Buch. 
But if, as he believed, there are States which refused 
to take British Indians into their service, Mr. Ali 
wanted tbat the subjeots of such States should be 
debarred from entering Government service in British 
India. He was unable to assert that In any States 
explioit prohibition against the entertainment of Bri
tish Indians existed, but the inslstenoe upon pre
ferenoe to the States' subjeots virtually amounted to 
the same thing. All that Mr. Ali asked was that in 
the case of suoh States British India should similarly 
give preference to British Indians. What is the 
number of such States it is n9t possible to say in the 
absence of statistios whioh are, at the instanoe of 
Mr. Ali, being oollected by Government. Even if 
they show that the problem is not .. serioua one, 
praise is due to Mr. Ali for calling publio attention 
to this important point. 
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Indian Students' Difficulties In England. 
THE report of the India Stores Department for 

1933-34 is puhlished during the last few days. It is 
seen from it that the complaint about Indian students 
Dot being given adequate facilities for practioal 
teohnical training by British manufaoturing firms, 
even though vast orders for India's requirements are 
planed with them, has not yet been removed. Where, 
as in the eleotrical trade applioations for training 
outrun the facilities, nobody can be blamed if Indian 
young men have to go disappointed. But suoh is not 
the case with many other British firms whioh refuse 
to admit young Indians to their preoinots for train. 
ing in manufacturing prooesses. 

+ .. + 

IN their oase at least the motto .. no Iraining, 
no orders" oan be put into effect without any 
breaoh of propriety. In fact a promise to make 
suitable provision for training faoilities to 
Indian students should be. made a prior oonditlon 
to the aoceptance of the tender of any British 
or other firm or of plaoing any large soale 
ordera of Indian requirements with them. This bas 
been tbe insistent demand of Indian opinion all these 
years. But it is not yet given effeot to, for reasons 
best known to tbe authorities. Nor is Indian opinion 
made acquainted witb the diffioulties In the way of 
its effeotuation, if there are any. The stores Depart
ment would really help towards a solution of tbis 
knotty problem if in its next report it gave· the· 
public an idea of the objections on which the refusal 
by British firms of suoh faoilities to the future 
citizeIlll of this oountry is based. 

• .. .. .. 
DURING the year under report the applioations 

for suoh faoilities handled by the Department 
numbered 136, including those carried forward from 
tbe preceding year. Only in 76 oases did the Depart
ment suoceed in seonring suoh facilities I Seven 
applications were withdrawn, 38 were undisposed 
of by the year-end, and in 15 instances the Depart
ment found itself absolutely powerless to make itself 
usefnl to Indians who had gone to England at enorm. 
ous expense for acquiring an insight' into British 
processes of manufacture. If the Department adopt
ed as its rule of conduct the motto referred to above. 
its potentiality for use to Indian young men would 
doubtless stand oonsiderably higher. .. .. . .. 

~rtidtS 
== 
LEA. VE THE DECISION TO NON·OFFICIALS. 

MR. NEVILLE CHAMBERLAIN'S speech at 
Edgbaston oontains as plain a hint to Indians 
as any Minister of the Crown oan give that the 

proposals of reform tbat will be finally embodied in 
the India Bill will be a very muoh weaker version of 
the White Paper proposals. That speeoh W88 addres
sed mainly to the British Conservative Party, it is 
true; but it h ... a muoh wider signifioance than that. 
In it Mr. Chamberlain says quite clearly what the 
Nationalist Government will do in faoe of tbe 
growing opposition to reform in die.hard oiroles. Tbe 
Govermr.ent will not, as W8S believed till now, stand 
by the Wbite Paper and challenge the Churohill group 
to turn it out of offioe. It will, OD the contrary, water 
down its original proposals in order to make them 

acoeptable to the extreme rigbt wing of the Opposi· 
tion. If the Indian people ohargs it with bre80h of 
faith, the Government's answer is very simple. It 
will say: .. What good will it do to you if, besides 
your losing all reform, we lose offioe? Will It not be 
more to your advant .. ge if, reoognising our intero .. l 
uiffiouIties, you let us throw overboard some of ou 1'" 

oargo in order to save tbe rest? You will then have 
at le8st some reforms. They will not, it is true, 
go as far as we should have liked them to go ; and 
perhaps they will fall tremendously short of what 
you would like to have. We sympathise witb you· 
But is it the part of wisdom for you, by holding us to 
our word, to put us into a situatioD wbioh can only 
lead to tbe abandonment of the wbole reform scheme 
( that would be a clear loss for you) and to our going 
out into the wilderness (that would be a olear loss 
for us)? Let us both bow to the situation, lower our 
flag a little for some time-only to raise it again at 
the proper time to the advantage of both of us." We 
have no doubt tbat to suoh pleadings some groups of 
Indian politicians will faU a prey. 

Time indeed has come for these groups to come 
out into the open and make themsel ves beard. This 
is not the time for rending the skies with loud wails 
about the inadequacy olthe White Paper proposals. 
And this is certainly not the time when we should be 
speaking about the Joint· Memorandum. Anyone 
who does so will be regarded in England as a wild 
radical, utterly remote from realities. The utmost 
that a praotioal politician oan do in India, if he i. 
so minded, is to Cry to Bave the White Paper. Even 
that is a hard enough job in all conscienoe, but it is 
one to which one may devote oneself without writing 
oneself down as an absolute visionary. Saving of the 
White Paper too will need strenuous oampaigning, 
and those who wish the oountry to he blessed with 
these reforms must take the field immediately, not 118 

orines of the White Paper but as its avowed support. 
ers. Those who are silent in suoh a orisis are no 
better than those who go about inoiting the oountry 
tOG'eject the White Paper. But there is no campaign • 
ing at all in favour of the White Paper in India at 
present, and if even after thereoent events in England 
no propaganda on a large soale is set np in this 
oountry, the inference is plain, that the Indian people 
have no use for the White Paper sobeme; that they 
would either have reforms oast in a more generous 
mould or no reforms at all; that they would rather 
preserve their national self.respect by having an end 
pnt to the White Paper scheme than see that the 
scheme is put into foroe. It is due to England as wen 
88 to India that we should make our wisbel known. 

In another oolumn we have extracted a very 
timely and thoughtful artiole from the PiUMe7'. It 
says that the British statesmen would be glad to be 
rid of the responsibility of putting the White Paper 
proposals through, if only it did not in volve bad 
faith with India. It would slllaok of bad faith indeed 
if they were to make the rejeotion ory of tbe radical 
politioians in the country an excuse for running away 
from the White Paper. But it would not be bad faith, 
but a very proper tbing to do, if they took the sense· 
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of the country after giving a clear warning IlII to what 
the consequences of rejection will be. Such a motion 
is going to be moved in the next Assembly, and all 
that they need do, when the motion comes up for 
discussion, is to declare that the official bloc will 
abstain from votiDg, and that if the non-official vote 
is clearly for rejection the official proposals will be 
withdrawn. If the country 88 a whole does not want 
the reforms offered by Government, it will not do to 
foroe them upon it. And the country will not then 
mind if incidentally tbe witlldr8wal of the propos8ls 
enables the Government to come triumphantly out of 
the hole in which it finds itself at present. If the 
voting is left to non-officials, a much larger number 
of the Assembly members than the professed rejee
tionists are willing to admit will vote against 

rejection i and possibly they w ill be in a majority. 
In eilher caee the Government stands to gain by 
confining the vote to non-offioial members. If the 
vote is for acceptance, then the (lovernment will be free 
from the charge which otherwise will certainly be 
levelled against them, viz. that a constitution is being 
imposed upon India against her will. If the vote 
is for rejection, the Government will no longer have 
to face opposition from the die-hards ; the Conservative 
Party will remain united. All things considered, .it 
seems to us to be both expedient and right that the 
GoverDment should declare here and now thai when 
its proposals will be considered aud pronouuced 
upon by the Assembly it will leave the decision 
entirely to non-official members. It wUl be self
determination for India in a Imall way. 

HALF A LOAF, &c. 
rrHE promoters of the Indian States' movement 
_ will feel flattered by the Tribune of Lahore, iu 

its issue of the 10th inst., devoting a leader to their 
manifesto and supporting the demauds made therein 
iu all essentials. The paper says that tile States' 
people have a right to insist on three things: "first, 
ou the election of the States' representatives in the 
Federal Assembly by the States' people ou a franohise 
similar to, though not necessarily identioal with, 
that existing in the Indian Provinoes; secondly, on 
the Princes undertaking, in the course of a specified 
period, to introduoe representative institutions in 
their States; and, thirdly, on some fundamental rights 
of the States' people being guaranteed in the federal 
constitution." Tbese things are necessary, according 
to tbe Tribune, not only in the interests of the people 
in the States, but of those in British India. It says: 
"Without them there can be no federation worth the 
name. A federation betweeu popularly governed 
provinces and autocratic rulers of States, with the 
people of the States entirely left out of the pictu re, 
would be a monstrous absurdity. It would be neither 
better nor worse than the continuance of the present 
form of government under anothei' name, with only 
this difference that the representatives of the Princes 
will take the place of the offioial bloc. He must, 
indeed, be a bold man who would say tll~t the change 
would necessarily be a changa for the better. If tile 
Congress accepts the ideal of federation it is both its 
right and its duty to say what it means by a federa
tion and what minimum changes in tile federating 
States it considers essential for the purpose." 

In agreeing so far, we are inclined to believe 
that the Tribune has agreed to most. if not to all, tile 
States' people's demands, aud, therefore, we feel tllat 
i~ advioe to the people in tbe States not to go too 
far is somewhat gratuitous. "Half a loaf is better 
than no bread" is a good enough maxim, but we see 
['0 occasion for our contemporary to fling it into tbe 
fac8 of the authors of the m~nifesto. The Tribune 
thinks that more demands than the three tllat it itself 
sugge,ts are made in the manifesto. For one tlliug, 
it seems ta be ob3essed·w ith the idea t::'at the Stll~es' 

people" insist upon the archaic system of administrer 
tion in most of the States being overhauled overnight 
as a condition precedent to the entry of the Stat .. 
into the federation." As a matter of fact we see no 
suoh condition mentioned in the manifesto. Iudeed 
the Tribune itself goes farther than the manifesto iu 
asking that representative government be established 
in the States within a stated period of time. Tile 
manifesto makes no mention whatever of inler
nal reform in the States in its relatioD to 
the federation. The position of the States' people, 
on the other hand, seems to be that all the States 
should be admitted into tile federation without 
reference to the struoture of government in their 
domestic affairs, provided that they agree to aot' 88 

democraoies in federal matters. The Tribune, with 
an air of practical statesmanship which becomes it 
so well, gives the sage counsel to tile States' people 
that they should put forward their minimum instead 
of their maximum demands. In fact, however, their 
muimum demands are less than the Tribune's own 
minimnm demands. 

Even the supposed maximum demands of tbe 
States' people do not appear to the Tribune unreason
able in themselves: On the contrary it is in general 
agreemmt with aU these demands, but it thinks it 
would be impolitic to press them no... Since, IlII we 
have shown above, tile States' people have not incor
porated in the manifesto the demands whlcb our oon
temporary attributes to them, it is unnecessary here 
to consider the grounds on which it condemns them. 
But we cannot resist the temptatiou of exsllliDing oue 
sucb ground. It says in effect: "Already the Princes 
.eem reluctant to join the federa~ion, and the British 
Government still more reluotant to bring it about. Ifin 
tllese oircumstances you ten tile PriDce" tnat they 
will not be admitted unle,s they reform their 
administration, whicll indeed is necessary, but which 
i. a lDatter of considerahle tLna, tbe Princes will 
fight shy of federation, .. and (now wa give its o .. n 
words) "tile reaotion of suoh ac~ion 0[1 their part OD! 
tile attitude of British Conservatives, already gone, 
die-hard over the q:1estioll of In'llall reforms, oan.: 
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well be lmagil1ed." It appeaTS tb.at OlD' demands lira 

tit be determined by the reperoussiona theT wfil 
have upon ib.e die-hard lIGotion in Great BritaiD. If 
110, evell ill British India, '11'8 must jettfsOlllIlU .our 
demands whioh are in 8xoees· of the proposals 
contained in the White Paper, ior it is 110'11' olear that 
the British Government will have a tough enough job 
Oll their hands in getting, 110t to speak of ths White 
Paper proposals, but the White Paper proposals as 
they will be watered down in the Joint Saleot COm
mittee's Report, passed in ·Parliament. If our ohief 
ool1oern is to be to do nothing whioh is oaloulated to 
give strength 'to the die-hard group, but to make it 
easy, by throwing overboard some of our demands if 
necessary, for the more advanoed among the Tories 
te introduce some kind of reforms, then it follows 
that even in British India we must abal1don our for
mer position and must remain mute ill regard 
to our politioal aspirations so as to leave Bome 
ohance for tbe 'more liberal of the two factions of the 
Conservative party to be suocessful. We wonder 
if the Trilmne is willing to do so. If it wonld say 
illstead, "We will rather have no federation than 
the kind of federation proposed," why should not 
the States" people too say so? Is rejeotion good 
policy only in British India? The truth is that 
such questions must be decided primarily on their 
merits al1d not 011 the reactions that they will 
have upon one's ensmies. But, as we have shown 
above, the States' people have 110t made the demands 
which the Tribune has asoribed to them. 

. We write at length on this aspeot of the question 
because we wish to fil1d cut what the Tribune would 
say if the States' people really took up the position 
which it cOllSiders to be so nnreasonable. that is 
to say, if they made the introductioll of responsible 
government in the States a oondition preoedellt to 
the establishment of federation. Some British Indians 
themsel ves have taken up this positiol1. United 
Bengal, for instance, in its iesue of the 11th inst., 

while approving whoi'e-heartedl;r of federation ill 
prlnolple,lay. dowl1 the following conditiona :--,. 

In the & ... plaott, we are deflnllolJ' of oplDion that nc> 
8&:at.- 'WhOI' administration bal Dot beeD papularlled 
.honld bo brougM Inlo lhe all·jndla Union. n w\ll bo th .. 
hoigM of folly on tbo pari of the B,itioh Indian loador. 
IUhoy allow tbe dolega". of tbe auiDoratil. government. 
oUbo Btato. to pob their no.o Into .lfal .. · of B'itl.h 
India. If our reprooentatlveo do not t.ke time bp the fo.e
look and .ofu.e to be ao.ool.t.d "ith do.potlom In tho 
State., the maroh of demooraoy. for whioh 10 muoh agita
tiOD haa been made and 10 muah saorlB08 hal 80 f.r beeD 
put in, will be arre.lod in Ibl. oounl'1. Booondl1, Ihe undue 
weigbtage whloh tbe Blate. have beeD granted In the two . 
house. of the propoaed f.derallegi.la1:ur. mUlt b. r.liated. 
and tbe amount of 'heir representation muat be reduoed .0 that the provino •• of Brltioh India may Dol be oallod 
upon to make an undue .aoriftoo. Thirdly. the au.horille .. 
of tho Bt .. te •• hould know that thoy •• n oomo In •• th .. 
fodoration only on Ibolr delegating to Iho fedoral goyern
ment the lame powers and fanctions whiob the provincea 
will make avo. to thl. all·India body. Tbey oanno' oa~ 
Ibe oake and bave U at Iho lame time. Tbey oannot bit 
allowed to enjoy the privilego. of fodoratl.n wllnout 
paning wil" any app.e.lable porlion of tbeir
lovorelgnty. 

Let us assume for a moment that the States' 
people put forward the same demands. What then ?' 
Would the Tribune, finding that the States' people 
stick to this demand in spite of its own earnest plead
ing in favour of allowing the federation to go forward. 
finally agree to hold up the federation or would it 
impose it upon the States' people, on the gronnd that· 
what they are asking for is unoonsoionable in the. 
extreme? Would it allow them to exeroise the right 
of self·determination or not? This is really the OOre 
of the problem Bet out in. the manifesto, but the 
Tribune is studiously silent abou~ it. Are the States' 
people to be admitted to the constituent assembly 
and given an opportunity of saying whether they 
want federation or not, and if they want it on what; 
terms and of what oharacter ? Tha~ is the question 
which they have addressed to the Congress. How 
would the Tribune advise the Oongress to answer it?' 

NO ORANGE OF POLIOY OALLED FOR. 

I N the leaflet issued by the States' people'" contain. 
. ing their Manifesto and the Gandhi-Kelkar 

correspondence, a warning is given that the 
Congress at its ensuing session will in all likelihood 
let them down. It is explained that the Manifesto "is 
an attempt on the part of those who have always felt 
reverently towards the Congress to thrust th .. queetion 
of the Stlltes' people into the conscienoe and int.lli
gence of the Congress authorities who seem to be on 
the point of sacrificing the States' people. in the hope 
of winning S.,araj for British India." And, further, 
the leaftet says: .. It is a vain hope. British India, 
by turning its baok on the StP..tes' people and allying 
itself with the States' rulers, will only deliver itself 
into the handa of brown autoorats Instead of white 
bureaucrats. From the frying pan into the fire I " 
Whether this forecast of what will happen in the 
Congress meeting turns out true or not, we .hall come 

-This was printed iu our laB' week's isaue.-Ed", S. o. I. 

to know soon. But there is one thing that deserves 
to be emphasised before the Congress or its Subjeots 
Oommittee enters on a consideration of the problem. 

The States' people; in putting forward their 
demands, are not calling for a change in Oongress 
policy, but are merely· asking the Oongress to adhere 
to the polioy to which it is already committed. The 
demands are two: first, that it shan give, to the 
extent of its power and opportunities, active assistanca 
to the States' people in obtainiDg redress of 
their grievanoes and in winning democratio self
government from the Prinoes; and, seoond, that, 
in its projeob for implementillg the principle at 
self-determination for Indi... it shall includ .. 
the States' people on the same footing as 
British Indians. Round the first demand a great 
deal of misoonoeption is found to oentre. It io 
thought, and in faot it has been IIBid by the Indian. 
Social Reformer and the Tribune for instance, that the 
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Congt"e88 is meant to be a British Indian organisation 
whioh has for its objeot politioal reform of British 
India alone. It oannot therefore conCern itself either 
with the grievances of the States' people or with 
their politioal aspirations. The people of the States 
have reaUy no place ill the Congt"es8; if the Congt"eBs 
baa left i. doors open for them it Is only as foreign. 
41rs, and in any oaae it is outside the legal competence 
of tbe Congress, as it is be!"ond its physical power, 
to oome into the States and fight on the side of the 
people against their rulers, 

Now, Mabatma Gandhi himself haa made it 
olear in a letter to Mr. Amritlal Sheth that the States' 
people are not i.n the Congress on sufferanoe, but 
in their inberent rigbt as Indian oitizens. But at 
the same time Mahatma Gandhi pleads for abstention 
from active interferenoe on the part of the Congress 
in States' affairs, and he argues that suoh abstention 
beoomes neoessary not only from prudential motives 
and for oonsiderations of political e:tpediency, but 
on account of impa88able oonstitutional barriers. 
One oannot belp saying that, at the moment he made 
this statement, his memory failed him. For the 
Congress has .in unmistakable terms asserted its 
right to an interventIon in the aff .. irs of the States. 
For a long time,to use Mr; Kelkar's teiling phrase, 
the Congress had "kept itself unspotted" from the 
States; its oonstitution had put a ban on its workers 
midng themselves up with any of the States' domestic 
problems in the name of the Congress. But in 1928 
the Congress deliberately altered its oonstituti:m 
and lifted this han. If Mahatmajj's contention 
is true that the States are foreign territory, from 
which ·the Congress must, for reBBons of oonstitu. 
ionallaw, keep studiously aloof, then this ohange 
in the Congress constitution is olearly ultra vires •. 
There is no doubt, however, that Mahatma Gandhi 
will maintain the oonstitutionality of the ohange 
that has already been introduoed, when tbe faot of 
its introduotion is brougbt to his attention. At the 
forty-third session of the Congress in Calcutta a 
number of additions and alterations were incorporated 
in the oonstitution on the motion of Pandit JawaharIal 
Nehru, one of which deieted the proviso in Art. VIII, 
para. 3 which had said that the Congress shall not 
interfere in the affairs of the Indian States. The 
purpose and effect of this deletion were thus descrihed 
by Mr. Satyamurti at the time. He said: 

'-w. waDt (by effectiDg thi. chaDge) to assure th. peopl. 
of the Indian States from. tbi. platfrom tbat all the resources 
of the Indian National Congress and all the sympathy and IUP

port of the Indian people are at the dispotal of the Indian Statea 
iD tbeir manful and just atr:u.ggle to get full relponsible govem .. 
mont established in the;' States." 

The States' people only ask that the assurance 
whioh W8S solemnly given to them in 1928, and 
in order to give whioh the Congress constitution 
itself waa altered, be now oarried out. In asking for 
this, they are quite prepared to reoognise the practical 
difficulties which the ~gress encounters; they 
know that only a small "ortion of the Congress 
energy can at present be 8 tted to tbem. They do 
not wieh the Congress t . J.hin itself to breaking 
point by fighting on two fronts at the same time with 

all ity force. All that they desire .Is that the pro
mise that haa been given to them be remembered and 
something be aotually done, however little that may 
be, as a mark of a lively reoognition on its part of the 
duty whioh it OW88 to them. 

The reMonableness of the other demand, viII. that 
the States' people be admitted to tbe oonstituellt 
aasembly on the same terms witb British Indians, 
is manifest on the faoe of it. If the aasembly were 
to frame a oonstitution exclusively for British 
India, then ths States' people oould obviously have 
n<> share in it. But the oonstitution is to be an' 
all-India one, oomprehending within its soope both 
British India and the States. It the Congt"ess had 
consisted of British Indians alone and not, a8 Is the 
oase in faot, of British Indians and the States' people 
even tben it could not, witbout being traitor to its 
basic prinoiples, ask for self-determination for one 
people and be a oonsenting party to the applioation of 
coeroion to the other. But as it happenil both peoples 
are among its members and how can It by aDY possi. 
bility say, either expressly or tacitly, that while one 
set of its members will have acoorded to them the full 
right of writing their own oonstitution, the Congress 
will raise no objeotion to the autocratic Prinoes deoid
ing upon the oonstitution for the other set? It oan 
either staDd for self-determination or other-determi. 
nation; but in any oaae it must be either self-deter. 
mination for all or other-determination for all. It 
oannot be self·determination for British In.dians and 
other-determination for the States' people. If 
it oonoedes to the Princes the right to speak for the 
States, it must give the same rigbt to the British 
Government to speak for British India. And since 
it denies the right of speaking for British India to 
tbe British Government, it must ohallenge the theory 
advanoed by the British Government, and acted up to 
throughout the Round Table Conference proceedings, 
that the autocratio rulers of the States are tbe true 
spokesmen of the States' people. Congress leaders 
did so in faot even· befora this theory was put 
forward at the time of summoning tbe first Round 
Table Conferenoe. 

For instance, Pandit Jawabarlal Nehru, in his 
presidential address at the 44th session of the Indian 
National Congress in Lahore, in 1929, said as follows 
on this point. 

"It 10 not ourpriliDg then that tbey (the Slat .. ' rul ... , 
claim: and their alailll finds acoeptaDoe with tbe British 
Government. that they alone oan represent their subjeot. 
at any oonferenoe and DO one even or their subjects may 
have any say. The Indian States oaDDot live apart frOID 
the rest of India and tbeir rulers must, unlela they aaoept 
their inevitable limitationl, go tbe way of olher. who 
thought lik. them. And tb. oDly peopl. wbo have • rigbt t. 
determine the future of the Statea mUlt be tbe people of tbose 
States including the rulen.f Thia Congreu which claim. aeIf· 

t Pandit Nebru's idea here wal that the rulers and the 
people together sbould tbresh out a constitution, and 
therefore he say. that the people of the Statel, inoluding 
the rulers. should decide wbat constitution tbey 'Would Ute 
to have. But the idea require. a lligbt Gbange In ita appU .. 
oation, to the oon8titutent assembly plan. For, OD the 
GODstitutent 8s8ernbiy, tbere are to be repre1entative. of 
of the British Indian people alone and not of tbe British 
Government. Therefore, by analogy, on the side of tb. 
States, there should be ()D the OODstituteDt aS8embl, 
representatives of the States' people alone and not the 
Prhioes. When the oonstitution i. framed by t.he people 
of British India and the States and by them alone, it: f. 
to be presented 'Co tbe respeotive rulers for aooeptanoe. 
without. cbange. of a oomma.-A. V. P. 
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c .oIermiDati ... ~ clmay it to tho people of tho States. Moan' 
whllo 'he 00_ •• II porfoo,ly willlDS '0 oODfor with Inoh 
nIera 81 are prepared to do 80 and to d8vl18 meanl 

whorobJ tho $ranlltlan may DO' be '00 onddo.. Bnt ID DO 
O.OD' oan 'ho pooplo of 'h. Bta'o. be IsDored." 

3(r. Satyamurti, speaking at the same Congress, on 
'the resolution oonoerning the States, said: 

"That no permanent or satisfaotory.olution of the poli
'Ioal fature oould be arrivod a' wlthont 'bo .0,1.0 
oo-operatioD of the Indian Stase.- subjeoh. The resoJ.utiOD 
.eclanNI that hereafter the peoplo of British ""d IDcIian India 
were linked together. for better 01' for worae, to secure free
dom. •• Tho claim of Maharajas to be .pokoamoa of their 
people woo 1Uotarica11:r ........... cI, coDmtuti.....JJ.y incorrect ... d 
poIitiaoll:r clmagerou .... 

What the States' ·people waut is nothing more 
-than that this declaration of polioy made on behalf of 
'1he Congress by its prominent leaders should now be 
.adopted by the Congress as a whole and be traoslated 
into action, when setting up the constitueot assem bly, 

.Surely no ohange in tbe ruling polioy of the Congress 
is required here; all that is required is that there 

c$hall be no baoksliding on its part. 
A. V, PATVARDHAN. 

(BY AIR MAIL.) 

( From OW' CorrespondeDt:. ) 

LoNDON, 5th Ootobor. 

THE LABOUR PARTY CoNFERENOE. 

THE Labour Party Conferenoe has been in session 
at Southport this week, and the expeotetions 
that a strong fight would be put up by the Sooia. 

list League against the Party's official programme, 
1:0 whioh it had submitted a long aedes of detailed 

, amendments, were falsified. Sir Stafford Cripps and 
his colleagues had watered down their ferocity to a 

.lIQ.ite unexpeoted mildness, and where they did not 
quietly submit to the polioy of the platform they 
were heavily steam.roUered, and their opposition re
morselessly or.ushed. It is not of such material that 
revolution is made, and the chief revolutionary, Sir 
Stafford Cripps, having virtually made bis peace 
with tbe Party leadets, has been readmitted to the 
-official fold by eleotion to the Party Executive 
together with Major Attlee. It was quite clear fro~ 
the prooeedings througbout that, notwitbstanding 
some rather large generalisations to which Mr. Morri' 
son and Mr. Henderson oommitted themselvs on 
behalf of the Party, the policy of gradnalism was not 
substantially departed from and the Conference, as 
the New Stoiesman points out to-day, promised no more 
than to abolish the Lords if they were a nuisance, 
and to take emerge"cy power. if tbere were an emer
genoy. That does not amount to very muoh. The 
Conference. dissociat~d itself from the Hastings 
general strIke resolutIon as a means of prevention of 
war, but has, on the oontrary, given an abeolute 
pledge to conform to the national obligllotions at 
Geneva by adVocating colleotive security, which has 
been to some extent at any rate reinforoed by the 
adhesion of Soviet Rusli" to the League. 

How IT STRIKEB OTHERS. 
Interesting to read in to-day's New Statesman is a 

summary; of ~be So~thport proceedings by Mr. Kings
ley Martm, In WhlOh he summarises a cooversation 
with a young non-Socialist banker who was present 
.at- the Conference. The banker's analysis of the 

situation was that the Party was lID",,· obviously 
domioated by the Trade Unions, though not fuUy. 
and effeotively. The Trade Union leaders seemed to 
oonsider first the interests of the sheltered and highly. 
organised industries, from whioh he oonoluded that 

. the influence of the Labour Party would be to keep 
up wages even when, eoonomically, the deepening 
eoonomio orisi. whioh he foresees in the· future 
might from tha oapltalist point of view demand their. 
drastlo reduotion. He oontinued that the gradualis~ 
oorporation Socialism of Mr. Morrison, one of the two
outstanding figures of the Labour Exeoutive, would 
be impotent to deal with the orisis whioh would 
arise in a fieroer form than in 1931. Ths result he. 
feared might be a financial oraBh as dangerous as, 
th"t whioh had happened in Germany or the United 
Sbtes. He regarded this as the shortest route to 
F8Soism, whioh he recognised to be disastrous to 
capitalists as well as to workers. He, therefore, felt, 
not that there wae any menaoe from Sooialism, but 
that the policy of the Labour Party might lead to a 
grave orisis, whioh would serve the purposes of 
extreme reaction. Whilst Mr. Kingsley Martin would 
not agree with this diagnosis, and suggests the exis
tence of other elements within the Party whioh might 
gi ve a different oomplexion to events, he neverthelesa 
agrees that the present influence of the Trade Unions 
is stronger thaD ever, and that it may very possibly 
result in acoepting an English form of the oorporate 
5tate to the ignodng of Sooialism, and Mr. Kingsley 
Martin is not enamoured of such a possible future. 

INDIA AT THE LABOUR CoNFERENQII:. 

Tbe question of Indian oonstitutional reform 
WBS disoussed at the Southport Conference on Wednes
day, Mr. Krishna Menon, on behalf of the West
minster Labour Party. proposing a resolution calling 
for immediate epplioation of the prinoiple of self-de
termination for establishing the full self-government 
of India. He .·urged that the next step should be not 
merely a conference between the British Governmen* 
and Indian nominee~ of that same Government, but 
between the British Government and tile direot re
presentatives of the Indian people. The White Paper 
did not represent the policy of self-determination. 
Indian reform should not be effected on the basis of 
agreement with the Princes, but on that of adult 
suffrage, with a body elected by adult franchise to 
forumulate the new oonstitution. British Imperialism, 
he observed, was the oentre of the Imperialism of 
Asia, and to destroy it in India would be to cripple it 
every where. Mr. Arthur Henderson, replying on 
behalf of tbe Executive, said tbat the recognised and 
repeatedly formulated policy ·of the Party 00 India 
contemplated !'onstitution-m8king on the basis of 
<quality and in consultation and conference wi&;" all 
sections of the Indian people until the India~ people 
enjoyed a form of government in harmony with their 
espiratione. With tbis view. the Conference was 
generally in agreement, and tbe previous question 
was moved and oarried, sO that the resolution was 
not adopted. 

THE TORIES ANIJ INDIA. 
The Aunual Conference of the Conservative and 

U niooiet Association" has also been held, this weelt:, 
at Bristol. It was distinguished, among other 
things, by the absenoe of Mr. Winston Churchill, 
wbo is erecting a proud and undiminished head ia 
Greece where he has been psinting relios of the 
past, a fit and proper occupation and object of record 
for a Tory leader. On tbe other hand, those three 
darlings of reaction, Lord Lloyd, Lord Wolmer, and 
Sir Henry Page-Croft, graced the occasion ~with their 
genial presenoe, though whether they were respon
sible for tbe darkening of Tory counsel on India by 
the pbcing of auti-White Paper printed propaganda. 
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in the bedrooms of delegatee, the nigbt before the 
opening of the Conferenoe, must remain an unreveal. 
ed, seoret. Daring the_ week-end tbere bad, been 
published a lengthy correspondence between Sir 
Henry Page-Croft and Mr. Baldwin. Sir Henry and 
his friends have been trying hard to persuade them. 
selves and the Tory Party in general that this will 
be the last OllPortunity tbat the Party will have for 
SKpre8sing hoetile views on the subieot of Indian 
conetitutional reform, at least, eo far as it tends to 
be shaped by the White Paper proposals. Mr. Bald
win sought to show tbat no new arguments bad been 
adduced for the further disoussion of tbe Indisn oon. 
stitutional questioa before pubnoation of the Report 
of the Joint Select Committee, and pointed out tbat 
thereafter he had promised hefore the introduotion of 
the Bill tooonsult the Party Counoil. If then it was 
decided that a speoial oonferelioe should be oalled 
there would be time for tbis under the rules and a 
speoi~l conferelloe could be oonvened upon the re
quisition of fifty local Assooiations. Sir Henry, 
however, wbo is not quite 20 modest as some of his 
friends and supporters would have us imagine, was 
not to he placated, when he was determined, to 
proceed with h is motion at the Bristol Conferenoe ill. 
the following terms :--

"This Conferenoe oongratulates Hia Majesty'. Gcwern
ment on the reltoration ot the finanoial and eaonomto 
position, and records its readine •• to give its falle •• sup
port in fulfilment ofthe nation'. mandate In thll rellpeot. 
This Oonference further, while prepared to lupport prOoo 
pasall for 8 greater measure of self-government tn the 
Provinces of India, step by .tap, ia aooordanoe with the 
Government: of India Aot, reoords its emphatio opinion 
that tbe partnersblp of Brit.in and India In the Central 
Government of tbe Indian Empire mUIt: DOt: be dis.olved, 
and urges the Goysrnmsnt: to assent to DO proposals 
wbich would imperil the future of india wltbin the Empire 
or impair the oonfidenoe and unity of the CODsel'vative 
Party in view of the menaae of Sooialiam. " 

The burden of his argument was that tbe Joint 
Seleot Committee was not an impartial body, that 
B9w was the time for those who held strong views in 
this matter to express them, that the Conference h6d 
as muoh rigbt as the Indian witnesses to give their 
views to the Select Committee, that the White Paper 
m~ant the end of the partnership of Brita.in and In. 
dia, tbat Conservatives refuse to end that partnership, 
that they were willing, not without serious misgiv· 
ings, to assent to Provinoial Autonomy, and that the 
White Paper policy was the ioint product of the last 
Sooialist Government and of Lord Reading, the Isst . 
suggestion, an anti-semitio smack. Indeed, Sir 
Henry and Many of his assooiates and the Marning 
POlit generally and its clientele, have no sI!~ciai 
love for Jews. The motion was opposed by an 
amendment moved by Alderman John Inskip, brother 
of the Attorney-General, substantiallY to the effeot 
that the deoision of' last year's Conference at 
Bitmingham to await the report of the Joint Select 
Committee, should be reaffirmed. The Dutchess of 
Atholl, of course, supported the resolution, in a 
speech which not many members appeared to wish to 
listen to, and at its olO1'e it was moved and carried 
that the question he now put, which had the effect of 
preventing a Teply by Sir Henry Page-Croft. When 
a show of hanels was taken it was realised that the 
voting was very olose, and much dissatisfaction 
seems to have heen shown against the Chairman's 
decision in favour of the amendment. Lord Wolmer 
moved th"t a ballot be taken, and as a result it was 
declared that the majority for the amendment on a 
poll of 1,063, was only 23. . 

~ To-day's Times takes this result very philosophi. 
4II8l1y. It says, 

'''l,'ba Conaeno" ... dol_ •• OaD hordlF be b.lll • ..
bave dono tbem.alv •• orodl.. Tb ••• tual 6,.,..,. of tbal .. 
eventua\. boUo, are not In the_.I ..... of an, partl."lar 
oon"equenoe. The aUualloD would baYe bean preoial., th. 
.ame It Lb." bad be.... .. ..... d. The,. .bow In .Itber 
C81e that; there t. a large bod, of O_larva'tv. opiDioD,. ali! 
tbere baa beeD in t.he hiatal,. of everl graat .reform, whioh; 
will oppole to tb. last a polio, for wb.lch the Part, will' 
otand In tbe end and of which In fortura ag •• It will be 
eOD8ummately proud. That hod, of opinion I. al,..,., and 
necesl8rU,. over-represented in a delegati GonIal,enoe. 
and on the prelent; oooasioD lmmaul. efforta had beeD 
made beforeband to stamped. tb. delegat •• Into a fol •• , 
imprel.ion that: DOW or neVel wei the abanoe to mat .. 
tbelr voloel heard." 

Nevertheless, the episode will create a bad im. 
pression and the Daily Express to-day, in glaring hoad-, 
lines deolsres that the Tory Party is split on the' 
India question. Indeed, it is not. 

When the amendment was put to the Conferenoe' 
this morning as a substantive motion, it was o'arrieci 
by a show of hands. There is a singular disorepBnoy 
in the enumeration of delegates. The Chairman. 
deolared that only ten registered delegates abstBinem, 
from voting, but it was generally understood that' 
something like two tbous"nd delegates were present. 
Something will have to be oleared up. I think that 
there Cbn be no doubt that the Tory offioial head
quarters will he distinctly disturbed by yesterday's 
happenings,for it is tbe heaviest vote that the die
hards have yet had cast for them. I do not believe,' 
however, that the vote was on the main ISBue, for & 
number of people would have voted for disou •• ion 
apart altogether from their support of the diehard 
oause. It is certainly improbable that the propor
tions of the votes oast would have any refleotion on 
the Tory benohes in the House of Commons. 

. INDIAN CURRENCY PROBLEM. 
INDIA'S PLIGHT: DEBT DOUBLED: DEVE.-

LOPMENTDAMMED. By M. deP. WEBB. 
( Daily Gazette Press, KarachL) 1934. 102p. 
Re.1. 

THIS is a bold and oourageous book by that indomi~
able fighter, Sir Montagu de P. Webb. Mr. Jamsetji 
Wadia was ploughing a lonely furrow for all these 
forty years or so regarding tbe wt;0ng that had been 
done to this ofJunlry when the mmts were olosed to 
silver in 1894. With his trenohant and masterly 
pen he has never oeased writing that praotioally a.. 
death-blow was given to Indi,,'. industry and prospe-·, 
rity by the steps taken at the time. Sinoe then many 
changes have been visualised in the field of cnrrency 
and monetary reform in this oountr~ and ahout half 
a dozen Commissions have revlewe~ the w h~le 
question and made reports, some of which are st.lll 
safely lodged in the pigeon-holes of the ImperIBI 
Seoretariat. A turll. of the wheel of fortune has 
brought the silver question to tbe for~ at present. The 
ever-selfish polioy of the Imperia! .Governme~t 
practically diotated the Is. 6d. Rup~e In 1927, ~ It 
had practically dictated a 2s. Rupee In 1920. Smoe 
then the economic depression set in all the world 
over like a pall leading to momentous changes, among 
them being England's breaking away from her Gold 
Standard. India also had ~ acc.ept the S.terling 
Standard willy-nilly and there 18 a hIStory behind it. 

Sir Montagu Webb has always been an earnest 
and impassioned critio of the polioy of the Goverra-
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,ment of India. Though he did not sae eye to eye 
with popular opinion in 1927 and critioised Sir Pur
shotamdas Thakurdas for espousing the Is. 4d. R~pee, 
he was the first to acknowledge his mistake when he 
aaw what turn events had taken aDd has latterly 
been one of the foremost and most fearless oritios of 

'Government's flnanoial polioy. Thu~ he writes :-
"Subsequent events have proved aompletel, tha.t to 

these particular matters Sir Purshotamlas Tbakurdas 
Was quite right and other member! of the Hilton .. Young 
Commission 'Were entirely wrong." 
In this book Sir Montagu Webb hss exposed the 

mistakes and the sins of tbe polioy pursued by 
Government "which has made the Rupee so distorted 

. that it will purchase today twice as muoh as it did 
ten years agc." The result is, as the le!J,rned autaor 
says, "the unfortunate agrioulturist, be he a small 
landholder or a big landlord, finds himself in a posi~ 

-tion of extreme difficulty and, in some cases, is faoed 
by possible bankruptoy and ruin." Having traoed 
the different causes for tbe present debscle, Sir Mon
tagu 8ays that the prices must be raised. He gives 
his proposals as to how tile present crisis may be met 
and how the Government of India must depart from 
the time-worn polioy of following the behests of the 
Imperial Government aDd take steps to further 

'the interests of this oountry and this oountry alone. 
Among tile steps suggested the most important are that 
a notificatioll must be issued at once that India had 
.always been and will continue to be a silver money 
using country and intends to make the utmost use of 
'silver as legal tender money; that the Rupee must be 
derated to Is. 4d. panding negotiations with the 
United States of America for re-opaning the mints to 
the free ooinage of silver; that the Seoretary of State 
for India must be advised to communicate with Pre
sident Roosevelt with the obiect of negotiating the 
re-opening of tbe mints to the free ooinage of ail ver 
in both countries and the ratio to gold on whioh 
both countries were prepared to accept silver and 
gold money in unlimited quantities in settlement of 
all debts. 

b is a very important and rna.tedy publication 
. .and, though the lines laid down may noll have the 
approval of a11 the eoonomists in the country, Sir 
Montagu Webb must be congratulated on the intgnse 

"earnestness with which he has pleaded throughout 
.for a fair deal being given to India. 

J.K.MEHrA. 

A PEEP INTO. MARATHA H[STORY. 

smoothly over the surface of a mass of well-arranged 
historical literature containing the direct results 
arrived at by a group of life-long workers, in Maba
ra.tra, and tries it> oonvey their sen •• in a different 
medium. Prof. Sinha has just to select and impart 
where Mr. Ranade had to build from the very 
beginning. 

But beoause the material on Maratha history is 
even now fast aocumulating, the apparently simple 
task of keeping paoe with regearoll and seleoting 
up.to-date faots is growing difficult day by day. 
Research in Maratha history is a Ii ving affair and 
the historian must be very oarefu I in sifting his 
material. No opinion should be acoepted as "utho
ritative without Hcruitinizing the words in the 
original document. Nothing can be treated as the 
final word simply heoause it appears in print and 
i. published over a well-known signature. If the 
task of seleoting facts in Maratha history is strewn 
with thorns, the theories advanced by unwary histo
rians are still more oonfounding. Prof. Sinha, on 
his own admission, could not postpone the publica
tion of his volume for oonsulting the thousands 
of letters ,in the Peshwa Daftar, and that has 
created a strange situation. Some of the theories 
advanced by him can now be easily disproved by the 
simple oitation of reoently published faots. Take, for 
example, the desoription of Chimaji Appa's invasion 
of Mal wa and the battle of Sarangpur. l:'rof. Sinha 
expressly &sserts that "in all probability Bajl Rao 
was either present at the battle or was in tile pro
vince hard by" &0. (P. 113). But the faot of Baji Rao 
then being encamped in Berar cannot now be 
doubted. It Is based on a oontemporary and authori
tative document. 

Prof. Sinha's views as 10 the ultimate resulta 
of 88rtain well-known trends in Maratha history are 
often defective and seem to be inoonsistent with facts. 
His analysis of the results of Baji R6O's polioy of 
expansion and its reaotion on what be oa11s the in
trinsic nature of the Hindus (p. 71), bearing a bitter 
fruit for the whole of India, is easily disproved by 
what he himself has to lay in another place (p. 79) • 
The sense of gratitude shown by Chhatrasal for Bail 
R6O's remarkable servioes, the appreoiative words 
of the Delhi Emperor himgelf for Mahadii Scindia's 
bravery and statesmanship and suoh other inoidents 
ought to suffioe as direct evidence for disproving the 
theory of Marathas being regarded as 'enemies and I robbers' by the classes and masses in Northern India. 

I 
Prof. Sinha's judgment that "the Marathas were 

set on tile track of Delhi by the selfish ambition of 
RISE OF THE PESHWAS. By H. N. SINHA. the Nizam" is ag~i!l unjust and unsupported ~Y well-

(The Indiah Press Allahabad.) 24cm 2--5 kn.own facts. HIS stat~men~ (p.x) of R"J~ ~am' 
SIGNIFI ' •• a p. bemg kept constantly mtoxlcated by the habitual 

CANT though so~e. statements a.re In the pre- use of ganja and opium by Pralhad Niraji (on the 
-;::':i~:gar?. the C?udlhon under whl~~ t~e book sole authority of Sir J. SarkarI oannol be passed over 

. en, Th~ Rise of the Pesh was IS just that without & word of oaution and protest. 
kInd. of book wh~ch ~ay supply the want of a D V A 
SUCClDC~ nanahv?m English based upon • • PTE. 
,Marathl aocountg, If It can ba freed from oertain 
defeot~ to be noted presently. Coming last in 

-the hst of English histories of the Marathas 
those. by Grant Duff, Parasois and . Kincaid 
and 8.11 ~adunath Sarkar preceding it, Mr. Sinha's 
oomptlailon has some distinct advantages. But he does 
:Dot seem. to come up to the st .. ndard raaohed by the 
la~e JustIce .M. G. Ran~e, the versatile philosopher 
With ,oatholic sympatllies and the m.gio power to 
m!n everything he touched into gold. Ranade 
tne.d to unravel the intricacies of the early dark 
period and suooeeded in establishing tbe underlying 
current of evolution. His was a diffioult task to 
.clear the ground whera there W8M nottliog but 'raw 
gr~wt~ of w:i1d prejudices chokin~ the feeble voica 
-of Jusilficahon. PNf. Sinha, on the other hand, sails 

COMPARATIVE n,ELIGION. 
EAST AND WEST IN RELIGION. By S. 

RADHAKRISHNAN. (Allen & Unwin.) 1933. 
20cm. 146p. 4/6, 

THIS book is a oollection of leotures and sermone 
delivered on different ocoasions in England between 
1929-1930. The first lecture 00 "Comparative Religion" 
is the first of a series on Comp!lrativa Religion givell 
at Manchester College, Oxford. 'rhe growth of the 
soience of Comparative Religion is due to the patient 
investigations of suoh scholars as M~x Muller and 
Dr. Ce.rp>ntar, Sir Ed ward 'i' .. ,lo. and Sir James 
Frazer. The v .. lue of tlle seudy of Comparative 
R~ligion consists in the faol that such a study teache .. 
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us that all religions have a growth and a bistory all 
of them contain the expression of common hu:nan 
sentiments and feelings, and that none of them can 
claim finality and perfection. Thus this study will 
save us from dogmatism and fanatioism and make 
us more tolerant of other faiths. Problems dealing 
with Comparative Religion may be either anthropo
logical, or historical or philosophioal. Radbakrishnan 
has rightly pointed out that" for any religious intel'
nationalism, a study of Comparative Religion is tbe 
indispensable basis. " 

The sel'ond lecture "East and West in Religion .. 
which apparently imparts its title to the book itseif 
brings out the characteristio attitudes of the East and 
the West in religion. This distinction is expressed 
generally by the distinction between inwardnesp 
spirituality, intuitive thinking on the one band and 
rationalism, critioism and pragmatism on the ~tber. 
In the western religions an urge for clear definitions 
and concrete forms is notioea ble. This intellectual 
attitude in religion "confuses pictures with proofs 
and mysteries with dogmas ... In the eastern attitude 
religion is 1D0re a way of life, an affair of spirit. 
Religious experience is the realisation of the essential 
unity of lDan and universe, a spiritliBl illumination 
and not merely an intellectual conviotion. Furtber 
we ~a ve to m~k ~b,;,t eastern religions teach quietistic 
ethiCS and lDdlvldual emancipation, while the 
western religions emphasise aotivistic ethics and 
social salvation. The eastern mind la! s stress on 
individual duties and individual virtues whereas the 
western mind gives greater value to the duties 
towards the community and social virtues. 

In the sermon on "Revolution through Suffering" 
Radhakrhhnan creates the impression of a deeply 
religious man speaking with the fire and zeal of an 
oriental prophet. -He tells us tbat religion is a 
rebellion for bringin g about a better moral order and 
God is a supreme rebel. But in a truly religious 
revolution tbe cbief means of conquest is love and 
suffering. God himself struggles and suffers for the 
salvation of the world. 

In the semlon on "Chaos and Creation" we get tbe 
autbor's casual reflections on the futility of more 
pacifislD, the true obiect of Yoga. A lecture on 
.. Rabindranath Tagore" forlDs the conoluding 
portion of tbe book, which abounds in many sugges
tive ideas and inspiring tboughts expressed in ele
gantly worded and artistically constructed sentences, 
wbich singularly characterise Radbakrishnan's 
style. 

D. G. LONDHE. 

SHORT NOTICES. 
THE INDUSTRIAL EVOLUTION OF' INDIA IN 

RECENT TIMES, By D. R. GADGIL, (Ox
ford University Press.) 1933. 22clD. 327p. 

TEE book under review by Prof. Gadgil, Director of 
the Gokbale Institute of Politics and Economics, 
Poona, is a treatise on Indisn industrial and agri
cultural problems. It traces tbe evolution of tbe 
industrial progress of India through the various 
stages and points out tbe obanges that came over 
Indian industriel by tbe improvement in the means 
of transJ)ort, establishment of largE-scale industries 
and the transition tbat has come over Indian agri
culture. In the cbapter on "War and Aft~r", Prof. 
Gsdgil refers to oertain ilDPortant directions in wbich 
cur ogricultural and industrial development sbould 
proceed and the conditions necessary for bringing 
about those improvementp. In closing the survey, 
the author says that two notable acbievements mark 
the period under review, _ the cbange in tbe attitude 

of Government towards industry and tbe establi'h
ment of the 8teel and iron industry, the obange bel-ng 
t~e ~ep!ace!llent of th~ doctrine of lai88l!z jaire by 
dlSonmlDatlve protection. As regards the future 
Prof. Glldgil is not very optimistic. He says :- ' 

"Though man,. hopes of war time have bean belied. muab 
baa also been aohieved with irOD and sieel manufaoture 
established in the country and with the ohanged polioy of 
the State, the prospeots of the future are muoh better tbaD 
in 1914. Looked at qualUatively, however, the advanoe 
made is yet too Imall. It should be furtber remembered 
that India is a oountry made up of many separate natur&l 
eoonomio areal and a countr,. of loog distanoes. Wbile 
for a few areas the advanoe made baa been oonsiderable, 
lor others tbe period bas brought little obange, and far 
India 8S a whole the near future at least dOBI not leem 

to bold io store 8 period of rapid industrial traDsfor .. 
matioo," 

One suggestion that may be made in regard t(} 
the book itself is that it should be brought up-to-date 
by the inoorporation of events that took place during 
the last few yellrs. For a publication which has 
been reprinted in 1933, it detracts from its 
value and usefulnees if it does not include references 
to Buch important events 88 the trade depression 
and ,its effects upon Indian development, the con
clUSIOn of the Ottawa Agreement with its policy of 
inter-imperial preferences and so on.' 

C. V. HANUMANTEA RAO, 

SELECT CONSTITUTIONS OF' THE WORLD. 
Ed. by B. SElVA RAO. (Editor, No.!. Arms-
nian Street, George Town; Madras.) 193'. 25cm. 
684p. Rs. 10/-

MR. SIVA RAO could not have obosen a more oppor
tune time for the publication of tbis book. At a 
time when the Indian constitution is undergoing 
revision, a referenoe to the constitutions of different 
oountries is found necessary a8 much by those engaged 
in the onerous t8sk of oonstitution-building as by 
students of constitutional problems. Mr. Siva Rao 
bas rendered a distinct service to tbe public by 
making available to it in a handy form tbe consti
tutions of 19 countries. His work was considerably 
facilitated by a publioation entitled "Select Consti
tutions of the World" for whioh the Irish Government 
made itself responsible in 1922, when the Irish con
stitution was being fashioned. But this is now out 
of print and those interested in oonstitutional 
problems have every reaBon to be grateful to Mr. 
Siva Rao for his prudent foretbought. The value of 
the publication is doubtless enbanosd by the inclu
sion therein of the Statute of Westminster and th& 
reproduction of the reoent conespondenoe between 
Mr, de Valera and Mr. J. H. Tbomas, British 
Secretary for Dominion Affairs .. 

A. D. V. 

REMINISCENCES OF' LENIN. ByCLARAZET
KIN. (International Publishers, New York.) 
1934. 22cm. 64p. $3.75. 

A book full of human interest. Itt gives an intimat& 
picture of tbe private life of Lenin with Boswellian 
loyalty and faithfulness; and we get a glimpee, 
all too short, of Lenin's simple Ilfe, happy home life 
lind his lIims and aspirations. The' author very 
clearly intersperses her discourse with many inoidents 
in the life of Lenin which enBble U8 to know the 
lDake-up of Lenin's mind. We get a glimpse of 
Madame Lenin, particularly of the part sbe played in 
the revolution, thus making her hueband's task easy 
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and smoolh. To those who wrongly believe Bolshe
vism and Lenblism as the very negation of oulture 
and art the ohapter entitled 'Lenin on Culture' should 
be a pl'easant surprise. Lenin held the view that 
illiteracy is inoompatible with the tasks of reOOl!
struction. Lenin's view. on women, marriage, and 
sell: are set forth in the last ohapter. The part that 
the Russian women played in overthrowing the Czarint 
regime, how they worked during the reyolution,. in 
offioes, factories, fields and workshops sIde by sIde 
with men without sell: oonsoiousnesS or the least 
inferiority oomplell: oan be best understood by reading 
the book. The author seems to have enjoyed the 
intimate friendship of Lenin and her reminisoenoes 
of Lenin are marked with that neoessary quality 
of sympathy and enthusiasm that a biographer should 
possess. 

8. R. V. 

COST OF GINNING AND PRESSING COTTON 
IN THE PUNJAB. ByPRATAB SINGH PHULLAR 

and A.JAIB SINGH GULZAR. (The Board of 
Economic Inquiry, Punjab.) 193j. 25cm. 18p. 
As.4,. 

THIS is a survey of ten ginning and pressing fao
tories, one pressillg factory and one ginning factory, 
.. 11 in the Punjab. Accounts were not properly kept 
·'Or were not available to the surveyors, and they 
prooeed on those avail.ble to them. The total oost 
of these factories can be ronghly divided into that of 
stores, wages, misoellaneous, and interest and depre
ciation, which oome on .n average to 3%·&, p.c., 27·2 p.c. 
4·8p.o., 3S·4,p.o. respectively. These factories do not 
work regularly and this adds to the heavy oosts 
under the last head. A regular system of working 
hours dispersed throughout the year with no off-sea
sous would oonsiderably lessen the oost under the 
last head. The average oost per bale is from Rs. 
1-1H to Rs. 4-2~ inclusive of interest and depre
ciation charges, and from Re. 2-12-0 to Rs. <l-2-9 
inolusive of them. These factories have no joint 
pool and they allow no rebate. The m8J[imum of 
wastage comes to Rs. 2-4-:> per cent in one factory. 

M.S. S. 

IF PRAYERS WERE ANSWERED. 

I N politics, as in war, it is advisable from time to 
time to imagine oneself in the place of the oppo
sing general and to try to see the situation 

through his eyes. Congress speakers like Dr. 
Ansari who are so fervently pledging themselves to 
the rejection of the White Paper would do well to take 
this elementary tactical preoaution and to reflect on 
the reaction whioh they may produce in Conservative 
eirclss in England. Suppose, what is quite probahle, 
that Congress members are returned in sufficient 
numbers to the Assembly to make their opposition 
impressive, if not effective. A@surne, what is quite 
certain, that their protests will be echoed and ampli
fied in nine-tenths of the newspapers in India. And 
then Bssume that, as aU the indications seem to 
suggest, Mr. Winstoll ChuNhill's following of die
hards wlll grow in numbers and determination. What 
would be Ithe best tactical move for a Oonservative 

leader faced with the risk of splitting his party before 
a gener~l eleotion in whioh the feat of having im. 
posed reforms upon a reluotant and ungratefullDdia 
oannot oonoeivably win him a single vote? Surely it 
would be to take the Congress leaders at their word. 
.. Very well," he might say, more in sorrow than in 
anger, " we have tried for a uumber of years to evolve 
a soheme whioh would give you a greater measure of 
self-goverument. We have had three Round Table 
Conferences and a Seleot Committee at whioh a msss 
of evidenoe has been heard. These ara our proposals. 
To us they seem reasonable, and even generous. Bui 
from the storm that they have aroused it is evident 
that they are unaooeptable in India. Let us, theu, 
withdraw them and admit that We have failed, But 
.s we cannot satisfy you it is now for you to tell UI 
what you want. Summon your oonstituent assembly 
and let us have your soheme in due course. Our only 
stipulation is that, since we are trustees for the mino
rity oommunitiea, it must be a sohemg which is un ... 
'Dimously approved. If you oan urive at substantial 
unanimity we will promise to give your proposals 
our most sympathetio oonsideration-though we 
cannot pledge oursel ves that Parliament will neoe .. 
suily aooept them, since it is quite on the oards that 
we may not be in offioe when they oome to be 
discussed." 

What would be the effeot of this manoeuvre of 
"passing the buok" back to India? tn the first pla~a. 
it would prevent the threatened split iu the Conaens. 
tiva Party. In the seoond plaoe, it would muzzU· 
Labour. In the third plaoe, it would put the Gov
ernment right in the eyes of the world for they oould 
argue, very plausiblY, that they were merely trying 
to discover what it. was that Indians aotually did 
want instead of foroing upon them a soheme to whicll 
they had already registered their objection. From 
the point of view of the party manager, intellt only 
upon the maintenalloe of the party in power,.it is 
perfeot. It shelves all awkward problem as neatly 
as possible. OODgress leaders and Liberals like Mr. 
Chintamani may say that it would suit them also. 
But in their heart of hearts do they really believe 
that it would be better to sit down to some years more 
of the present system and then begill the struggle all 
over again with a Conservative Government still in 
power? If so, their optimism Seems to us to outrun 
their jlldgment. And are they really so sure of seour. 
ing agreement in a oonstituent assembly? 

The subterfuge that we have suggested would be, 
of oourse, the very 'Degation of etatesrnanship. It 
would be a political dodge, alld • low one at that. 
For ourselves we believe Mr. Baldwin and the muoh. 
maliglled Sir Samuel Hoare incapable of it. But 
politicians in a corner are liable to be tempted by an 
easy way out-and'the avsrage English elector knows 
and cares very little about India. Congress po1iti~ 
oians and journalists wDo, unlike ourselves, believe 
the Secrstary of State and the Conservative Puty 
leader to bs a couple of Habakkuks, capables d8 toul, 
should realise that th~y are d()ing their best to place 
temptation iu their way. Like the slnall boy who 
prayed for a pet and was rewarded with an elephant 
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they mig!Jt find it embarrassing if their importuni- i. Gandhiji complains tbat a misunderstanding
ties were answered.-The Pioneer, October 11. has arisen in the minds of the publio, but there is 

good reason for it. It is not a question whether th. 
States' peoples are or are not an integral part of the· 

ONE AND INDMSIBLE. 

I N the course of a letter to Mr. Amritlal Sheth 
Mahatma Gandhi complains that his attitude in 

:regard to the States' peoples hBS been much misun-. 
dersMod. "It surprises me that anybody should 
think," be writes, "that I do not oonsider them to be 
an integral part of the lDdian nation •.. Though we 
are under different systems of government surely wo 
are one." Gandhiji goes on to explain that the States' 
people are already enlisted in the Congress, and they 
have as much right to be in it as any other Indians. 
Unfortunately, Gandhiii's remarks do not olear the 
"(:Osition oreated by his last letter to Mr. N. C. Kelkar 
ill this matter. In that now notorious letter, he 
wrote' explicitly that, 

"the policy of non-interference iD tbe affairs of 
the States that the Congress has followed is wise 
and sound. The States are independent entities 
under the British law. That part of India which 
is described as British has no more power to 
shape tbe policy of the States thaD it has (say) 
that of Afghanistan and Ceylon:' 

While the letter writteD to Mr. Sheth is very enig
:rn.atio, the letter to Mr. Kelkar leaves no room for any 
donbt whatever, and we hope tbe questiou will be 

. threshed out on the floor of the Congress, when it 
meets in Bombay in the next few days. 

The attitude taken up by the Mahatma in his 
letter to Mr. Sheth is obsoure, and it is difficult to 
make out what exactly he means. We may take it 
for granted, however, that his opinion on the States' 
people's question remains unaltered and he still be
lieves that it is not possible for J ndians to interfere 
with the governance of the Indian States, beoause 
they are" independent entities." In his letter to Mr. 
Kelkar Gandhiii admitted that the Indian States were 
an " int.gral part of geographioal India," as he admits 
even now in his letter to Mr. Sheth, without oarrying 
matters further or clearing his own position. 

Whatever may be the views of Gandhiii in this 
matter, there is little doubt that the Indian intelli
gentsia holds very pronounced and diametrically 
opposite opinions OD this question, and it will never 
be satisfied until either the Congress changes its 
policy radically in this vital matter,or Gandbiii 
agrees to allow other Congressmen and Nationalists 
to do what they like in the Indian States and their 
adDlinistrations and take the oonsequenoes. So far all 
those Indian nationalists who have tried to iDterfere 
with theadministratioD of Indian States, not for their 
• elfish ends, but for the relief of the people, have 
borne the consequences of their action and nothing 
lias deterred them from doing what they thought was 
their duty not only to their country, but to their 
jellow-Indians across the borders. 

Indian nation, but whether Indians living in British 
India can and should help tbem to free themsel ves 
from oppres~ion. It is not surprising, therefore, that 
immediately after this correspondenoe bptween Mr. 
Kelkar and Gandhiji, the Working Committee of the 
Indian States' People's Conferenoe repUdiated the 
view taken up by tbe Mahatma and reaffirmed that, 
"it is the constitutional duty of the Indian National 
Congress, apart from its moral obligation, to render 
e-ffective help to the people of the States, in their en
deavours to secure freedom for themselves." The 
Congress must reaffirm this principle and support 
the efforts of the States' peoples to free themselves 
trom medimval and antiquated rule. 

It is useless to deny that even the Government 
of I ndia have seen through the Princes and their 
methods of administration, however much they may 
try to soreen them from the atLacks of the Indisn. 
Press. Otherwise, there would Dot have been suoh 
stringent action against 80 many of them during the 
last two or three years. Those who had to submit 
to these measures have now found themselves abso. 
lutely powerless, and more or less in the position of 
puppets, with no power to do anything iD their own 
prinoipalities. In view of such a change even in the· 
attitude of the Indian Government, it is strange that 
Mahatma Gandbi should still hug the myth to his 
bosom, that the Indian Princes are "independent en-· 
tlties. " 

Whether they are independent or not, it would 
be monstrous to leave the States' people to the 
mercies of lDdian Prinoes, and it would be the· 
height of folly to commit such a orime iD these 
days when great efforts are being made to unite the· 
whole of India. We repeat that it is essential 
that this question should be disoussed and 
settled onoe for all in the Congress sessioD. 
India ns must extend their hand of fellowship to the 
States' people and reassure them that whatever hap. 
pans they will stand by them as comrades in arms, 
belonging to one and indivisible India.-The Bombay 
Sentinel, October 15. 
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