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Gopies of the 3¥ech,

Unwise.

THE prosecution of the Frontier Congresa leader,
Xhan Abdul Gaffar Khan, which resulted in s
gentence of two years’ rigorous imprisonment
furnishes one more proof of the patent
fact that the spirit of conciliation is conspicuocus
by its absence in the councils of Government. Mr.
Kben made a speech in Bombay two montbs ago
which from the Government’s standpoint was cbjee-
tionable; but even so it has not obviously set the
Thames on fire. As & matter of fact it has so long
pasped completely unnoticed but for the underserved
and unnecesssry publicity provided for it by his
trial. And looking to the present political eondi-
tions Government would have been well advized in
not launching upon this trisl, at any rate in not
‘pressing for any sentenoe,

: 4 * »

~ THE case would bave been different if Mr. Khan
had made any sttempt to justify his cbjectionable
statemenis or had proved recalcitrant. This cannot
be said of him at lesst on the present ocoasion,
On the contrary, he plainly admitted baving made
statemenis which he was advised were seditious,
Nor did his statement show that he was proud of
his conduct. In Faot he expressed regret for having
behaved in this manner. If he had said: * Yes, I
did make the spesch to which you objeot and do not
regret having made it. I defy you to do your worst,”
the Government would have had some justifieation
for insigting upon a deterrent punishment.
* * *
MR. KEAAN, however, did not choose to adopt
puch a defiant attitude. Far from it. He in effect
e8id : "] did wake myeelf responeible for statements

whioh it has been brought home to me by my friends
are objectionable. I am sorry I did so, but believe ma
I did not intend to make a seditious speech,” To an
unprejudiced observer this was an apology, and itis
to us a matter of deep regret that it was not locked
upon as such by the Government, The prosecution
will ba interpreted by the general public' as proof
that conciliation is no part of Government’s- policy.
L * »*

Brown Skins and White Skins.

THERE is much in the J. P. C. Report to be .
tharkful for. :

The whole scheme has been so devised that
whatever power i8 proposed to be transferred will be
transferred, ss observed by -Mr. Brailsford in an
article quoted on a later page in this issue, td * Prin-
ces, nabobs, men of property, special representatives
of cornmerce and industry and the big landlords.,” -~

Nomination by princes, communal electorates,
and the orisscrossing of other competing interests
will alone render any power conferred upon the
Indian legislatures almost wholly nugatory,

But if a pretence had been made of making a
large surrender of pawer, Indians would easily have
been taken in,

As Mr, Brailsford says, they “ would have
swallowed it.” For * their ambition is that brown
gkins should rule instead of white, ” And * even the
Princes look like Indians. ” No serious objeotion
would therefore have been taken to s scheame purport-
ing to confer powers of self-government,

Very few would bave insisted upon popula.r
government, democratic government.

But, fortunately for the solidarity of nationalist
ranks, the Joint Parliamentary Committee denies
gelf-government along with popular government, and
all parl:les are up in arms against the Report, bacause
there is no self-government, not because there is no
popular government, in ik.

Anyhow tha J. P. C. has prevented a rift betwean
the lovers of one and the lovers of the other, and all
nationslists now, without distinotion, will stand up
and say: We don't want this scheme of yours, take
it back.,

We eannot find it in our heart, therefore, to
condemn the J. P. O Report wholesale, as somne
people are tempted to do.

It has brought unity to India, and we cannot be
too thankful to it for this good service |

* * %

Hat off to Mr. Rajagopalachari!

IN this connexion weo must acknowledge with
gratitude the proof that Mr. Rajagopalachari has
given in his recent interview that, while fighting for
geif-government, he is not wholly oblivious of the
claims of popular government,



599

THE SERVANT OF INDIA.

[ DECEMBER 20;-1934.

He says, after devoting the major part of the
interview to a condemnation of safeguards as being
unnecessary and unjustifiable restriotions on the
powers of self-government :

All the retrograde proposals, be it rememberad, are to
be put on top of the irresponsible bloc in the ocentral
legislature of nominees of Indian Princes representing no
electorates whatscever and who are for the first time
brought in without any oorresponding advantage to the
people of British India or of the States tham3slves,

Congressmen are often found $o fulminate
-ageinst the safeguards, but not so often against the
nomination of the Siates’ representatives by the
Princes, This differentiation in their attitude is to
be attributed largely to the very un-Mahatmio part
that Mahatma Gandhi played at the Round Table
‘Conference, where he was intransigent towards the
British Government but obsequicusly submissive to
-the Princes.

Babu Rajendra Prasad and at long last
‘Mr. Rajagopalachari are to be congratulated upon
the courage they have shown in takinga line of
their own on this question of the Siates. It is very
much to be wished that other Congress leaders also
will gradually extricate themselves from the baneful
influence of the Mahatma on this question.

* * *

"Will the Bill be dropped ?

FOLLOWING is the text of the questions and
answers on the above subject in the House of
-Commong —

Colonel Wedgwood asked the Becratary of State for
India whether the official or/and nominated members of
the legislative assembly will be authorised to vote od :the
issup of the aoceptanoce of the mew federal Constitution
for India ¥

Sir 8. Hoara: The right hon. and gallant Member will
hardly expect me to answer this question without knowing
the torma of any resolution or motion that may be moved
in the legislative agsemly on the subject of oonstitutional
-reform.

Colonsl Wedgwood: May we take it that it will not
oome into foroe until it has been socepted by a majority
-of the eleoted members ?

Bir 8. Hoare: No, Sir, I cannot give any assurance of
that kind. The right hon. and gallant Gentleman is rais-
ing a hypothetioal issue, and I am not prepared to deal
+with it. .

¥ * *

ERRR -]

Parliamentary Board's Fatwa,

THE Congress Parliamentary Board has issued a
Jatwa to the effect that * no suggestion or criticism
which can be dealt with by the Working Committes
or Parliamentary Board should be sant $o the Press
hefor?i it has been disposed of by tha authorities con-
cerned.” :

The Tribune, commenting upon this, points out
how this is nothing short of a denial of tha freedom
_of the press by the Coagress, It says:— :
On this basis the press would in every matter of impor-
-tanoe ba presented with a fial accompli and its only funo-
tion would bs either to say ditto to the authorities or %o
reglater the unavailing disoontent and diseatisfaction of
-the public. What the Parliamentary Board have said in
this case is, by the way, exactly what the bureaucracy
has been saying all these years with regard to its own
-policy and measures, and no publio body in India has more
.strongly or more consistently criticised this attitude en
the part of the bureauoraoy than tha Congress. There
are matters enough in which a patriotio press may be de-
pended upon to avoid “prematura and hasty™ publiecity on
-the ground that it would injure the public interest, But to

{ affairs,

plave a general embarge upon the discussion in the presa
of all matters within the competence of the Working Com-
mittee or the Parliamentary Board until they have been
finally disposed of i to take up a position which is manpi-
festly untenable.

* * »

Zanzibar.

IN his address to the Zanzibar Legislative Coun-
oil, the British Resident tried to justify the recent
drastic legislation dealing with the clove induatry
which has raised such a storm of indignation in the
Indian community thers. The legislation waa pre-
ceded by an inquiry into the financial ciroumstances
of agrioulturists which disclosed a serious state of
The fall in the prioes of cloves in the early
months of the year was 80 precipitate that the Zanzi-
bar Government felt that it could not have been
arrested except by the adoption of drastio remedies,
The situation disolosed a lamentable 1ack of oo-oper-
ation between growers, buyers and exporters, a defeoct
whioch the legislation hurriedly passed last June is
designed to remady.

- - *

PROCEEDING further, the British Resident aaid :

It ie only too well known that many—in faot the great
majority—of the agrioulturists are unbusinesslike in their
finaneial dealings and are unable to resist Incurring loans
for unnpecessary purposes, The inquiry disclosed such
a state of affairs that there was no possibility of the
agrioulturists being able, especially while prices were low,
to liquuidate their debts even should they be able to meet
interest charges on them. In thess oiroumstances it was
necessary to take certain measurss, whioh have been
found essential in other countries as well, to establish a
moratorium pending further inveatigation of the position
and a return to more ordinary oonditions,

* * *

LEST it should be supposed that the intereats of
the agricultural debtors alone weighed with the
(Government, the Resident hastened to add :

It should be more distinetly nnderstocd, however, that
in any measures which the Government have taken or
may find it neoessary to take, the legitimate elaims of
oreditors are us much its concern as are those of the
debtors and that every effort will ba made to ensure that
tiese legitimate claims are satisfied as circumstances
permit.. For the future, however, if there iz to be any
reasonable prospect of an improvement {n the existing
agrionltural activities of the peopls or extension of agri-
culture, a3 there muat be if the the country is to prosper,
prospective measures are essential against borrowing for
unnecessary purposes and against alienation of land in
cases in which land is sought to be acquired for specula=
tive purposes and not for cultivation or improvement.

It is not in any way the intention or desire of tha Gov-
ernment to bolster up holders of agricultural land who are
not prepared to take advantage of opportunities which
may be afforded them of cultivating their land and im
proving it. Nor s it its intention to prevent alienation
of 1and in suitable cases to people other than Araba end
Bwahilis, The objectives which the QGovernment have in
view are (a) to retain ot settle on land an agrionltural po
pulation which will taks full advantage of their opportuni
tiss and develop their holdings to the fullest extent poasible*
(b) to ensure that this foll development is not rendered
impossible or unduly retarded by encumbranoes which have
interfered in the past and do now interfere to an inordi-
nate extent with the successful oultivation of the goil ; and
{c) to prevent purely speculaiive dealings in agrioulturay
holdings.
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FORCING A FEDERAL CONSTITUTION:
ITS IMPLICATIONS.

HE Congress, which has garnered such an unexps-
ctedly heavy vote in the Assembly elections on
the issue of rejection of the (overnment's

scheme of reforms, ia avowedly hostile. The Libe-
ral Party, which deolares the scheme unacceptable,
does so only for bargaining purposes. In this way
the British Government, to judge from the debates
in Parliament on the J. P. C. Report, discounts
opposition to its proposals in India, From this it is
clear that it will thrust the eonstitution upon India
even if all the progressive sections of Indian opinion
declare that they do not want it and even if the un-
offioial members of the Assembly pass a condemna-
tory resolution by a msajority. Ifso, as the Indian
Social Reformer says, this will probably be the first
time when a constitution is imposed upon a country
sgainst its known wishes, The latest instance that the
Reformer quotes of a constitution being put aside by
its authors in deference o the wishes of the people
for whom it was meant is that of the Philippines.
As the paper says, the United States Government
passed an Independences Act for the Islands, but when
the Philippines legislature, in a resolution, “declined
to accept™ it, it suspended its operation and framed
another and brought it into force only when the
Philippines legislature accepted it. If the British
Government foroes
against iis declared wishes, it will have done
. something which will be regarded as very novel in
constitutional history.

By a strange irony of fate, it was left to diehards
(the Labour Party too wobbling about it) to point
out that whenever a charter of freedom was given by
England to a country before, it was at the instance of
its people, and because the leaders of the psople wera
willing to stand by it. General Botha and (eneral
S8muts in South Africa, and Arthur Griffith, William
Cosgrave, and Kevin O'Higging in Ireland were will-
ing to lay down their lives, if necessary, in defence
of the constitution. Even 80, they encountered oppo-
gition, bub they ocould uand did weather the storm.
And the British Government passed the constitution
in both ¢ases, relying upon the nationalist elements
holding their own against their opponents. Upon
whom is it going to rely in India, when it will meet
with opposition, either sullen or active, from all
nationalist quarters? Upon the Princes and the
communalista ? .

But the British Government does not contemplats
having to meat opposition, Indian nationsalists speak
of rejection and non-accaptance, but boyeott of the
legislatures is a thing of the past, it says. They will
work the constitution alright. If they do, what
matters it to us whether they do so, after accepting the
constitution or rejecting it ? To this our own reply is:
They must not assume that boycott of the legislatures
has been definitely decided against. Moreover, if the
reforms are worked, they may bs worked in such a
manner that even boycott will be a mild measure
compared to it. Not to speak of the Congress, the

upon India a eonstitution

Liberal leader, 8itr Chimanlal Setalvad, has spoken-
frankly about it. Congresamen are more reserved, but
the trend of thought in Congrese circles is clear,
Writing on the observation of Sir Austen Chamber-
1ain that the ides of refusing to work the reforms has-
vanighed from the Indian stage, the Bombay Chronicle
says: " India is not the only stage "from whioch
the idea has vanished, It has vanished also from.
Ireland. If Britain would not learn s lesson from:
Ireland, India surely will.” Prof, Kripalani, Working
Secretary of the Ali-India Congress Committee, takes
it for granted that the old boyeott policy of the Con-
gress will be given up and explains what use Con-
gressmen will make of the legislatures. They will go
into the legislatures, he says, only to turn the consti-
tution upside down, and they will give up boy-
oott only because they oan do this better by entering
the legislatures than by shunning them. He remarks =

‘When revolationary and eounter-vevolutionary parties
had not arisen in Europsan legislatures every Opposition
was supposed to have accepted the fundamentals of the
oonastitution, All parties believed that the good of the
oouniry was best served by the acceptance of the basio
principles of the sonstitution, Differences arose in details
of the polioy to be followed for the time bYeing. When
this was go, it was true that the opposition helped in the
working of the constitution as much an the party in power.

Bincs the rise of revolutionary and ecounter-revolu-
tionary parties in European politics all this is changed..
There are now present in Europsan legislatures parties
that do not for & memeant believe that the best interests
of the nation are served by the oonstitution. Yot all’
these parties enter the legislatures. They enter thom to
take advantage of opportunitiea to oapture power in order-

- %o sorap the oonstitution whioh, aceording to them, fails
to serve the interests of the people,

They go there with the franchise of the people, They
do not mind takisg any oath of allegiance as a matter of
form and ocnvention. They are there oven though they
have frankly rejected the basio principles of the sonstitu-
tion, Herr Hitler in Germany ard Sgr. Mnpssolini in Italy”
enterad their respective legisl atures, not for the mainte~
nanos of the constitution, but for serappiog the oonstitu-
tion, and as scon as they had sufficient following they did
Bo. Mr, de Valera enterod the Irish Parliament with the-
avowed object of scrapping the basio principles of the
oonstitution foreced upon Ireland by an English fiat,

Boyoott of the sounoils fanot to-day the only form of
Pojecting a constitution, Am a matter of fact Mr. Gandhi
himgelf was thinking in old constitutionzal categories when
ho declared that to sit in oppo sition in a legislature was
also to co-operate withk Government. And it was onthis
prinoiple among cther things that he oounselled a boyoott
of the legislatures. It is since thas the politicians in
India freed themselves from political orthodoxy.

The Soacialist groups, being mcre in touch with modern
and up-to-dote politioal literat ure, have understood this
viewpoint, It is therofore that they declare that they
are not against entering the legislatures. They only say
that this is not the opportune time for council entry by
Congressmen, Whenever they find they can enter the
legislaturas to turn them urside down and to serve
through them other ends than those designed by tbe
framers of the oonstitution, they would enter them fust as
de Velera, Hitler and Mussolini did and the communists-
do.

Congressmon therefore will enter the legislatures, not.
o work the oonstitution, but to serve t heir country. No~
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body, Cougressmen or Liberals, balieve that the constitu-
tion outlined by the J, P. C. Report is designed to serve
the interests of India. All progressive pariles hold that
it is designed to consolidate British power and British
commercial and other interests, There oantherafore be
no question of working the constitation. where the prinei *
ples are admittedly against national interests,

‘We do not mean that the Congress has adopted
this policy. But even if the Congress leaders are
not yet thinking in terms of obstruction and wreok-
ing, they will inevitably be forced to follow that
policy, if the constitution outlined in the J. P, O,
Report is imposed upon the country. Nor can we
assume that the policy, even if adopted by all nation-

L slist parties, will really succeed in putting & stop

to the constitution. With the Princes fn, this is
almost impossible. But this much ean be predioted :
India will know no peace, but there will be oontinual
strife in the country. What the British Government
ought fo think about ten times before it passes the
Act is, whethor it should impose upon the country
against ifs declared wishes a federal oonstitution,
which will be well-nigh unamendable snd wholly
unrepealable, To force such a constitution upon a
people is really to invite them to resort to unconstitu-
tional means to end it,

ALWAYS AT SWORDS POINTS?

UST the leaders of the Liberal Party and the
Congress be slways at swords' points?
Apparently Sir Chimanial Setalvad believes

that they must, and further he seems to think that
the hour is steadily approaching when they will in
fact lock in serious battle, .

When he declared that the J. P. C. Report was
unaoveptable to him and to his fellow-Liberals.in
Bombay, the man-in-the-street asked: . Surely now
the Liberal Party and the Congress can work together
to defeat the scheme of the Report ? o

The Congress has given up eivil disobedience; it
has given up legislative boyoott. They were the
matbters which kept the Congress and the Liberal
Party apart. These parties have also adopted an
identioal policy about the reforms. There is there-
fore no reason why they should not work now.in
cloges co-operation, This was the thought that arose
in the mind of the man-in-the-street.

. But it remained unspoken; no responsible person
gave voice to it, At any rate no Congress leader
asked for Liberal co-operation; muoh less did he state
the terms on whioh the Congress would accept it.
And yet Sir Chimanlal Setalvad, on the morrow of
the adoption by the Western India Liberal Associa-
tion of the * Not Acceptable” platform, rushes into
print and says, no puch oo-operation is possible. _,

Why ? Because, forsooth, the Congress atands

for Rejection and the Liberal Party for Non-Aocept-
anoe | , , :

There must be a tremendous difference between

the two, since Sir Chimanlal makes that the basis of
& curt and indeed a gratuitous refusal of co-operation.
Buf he himself seems to be in doubt. He is not
quite sure just what the Congress means by
Rejection. ,
It may mean esmphatic disapproval of the pro-
posed congtitufion and refusal to accept it as satiafy-
ing our political demands, Or it may mean the
boyoott of the constitution when it is forced upon the
country. Inthe former oase the Congress position
is not, Sir Chimanlal himself says, in any way
different from that of the Liboral Party. In the
latter oase it would be very different, but Sir Chiman-
lal knows that the Congrass is not using the danger-
ous-looking word in that dangerous sense at all.

“It ia certain,” says the Liberal leader, “that
Congress people are nob going to boyoott the consti-
tution; they will seck elections under the new
congtitution, and, in the language of Mr, Vallabhbhai
Patel, * oapture all positions of power and aushority. *
In that way there ia really no difference between the
atitude of the Congress and that of the other parties.”

In either oase Congressmen are on the side of
the angels. What, then, does Bir Chiman!al grumble
about ?. .

* All this ery of rejection, to my mind, is mere
bluff, . he says. . . .

What exactly does he mean by this? Does he
mean that the Congress will never have an opportu-
nity of rejecting the reform proposals as they never
wiil be submitted to it, and that therefore it will
never be in a position to carry out its polioy 2

If 8o, is his own polioy of Non-Acceptence in
suy better case? Is the British Government going
to ask the Liberal Party to aoccapt the proposals? Is
the enactment of these proposals going to wait upon
the Liberal Party’s consent ¥ :

If it is bluff for the Congress to “reject™. the
constitutional proposals and then to work them when
they are passed, is it not equally bluff for the Liberal
Party to vote them * unacceptable " at first and then
to work them when passed ?

In fact, there may be a trifloe more bluff in the
Liberal Party saying to Government, as does Sir
Chimanlal, * You have undoubtedly the power %o
impose fhe congtitution upon the country. Do so if
you will, but, mind you, the constitution wiil then
not ba boyootied, but deliberately used to produce
deadlocks, It will bs worked no doubt, but worked
only for the purpose of wrecking.”

The Congress has said no such thing, If it said
all this and mors, it would not be regarded as indulg-
ing in empty threats. It has tried these methods
before, and is known to be capable any day of carry-
ing this policy into effect with still greater vigour.

But, with scommendable salf-restraing, it makes no
mention of what it will do in the certain contingency
of the reforms being thrust upon the couniry in the
present form. - It contents itself with saying: * Wa
do not want these reforms, If you cannot enlarge
them—and we know you cannot enlarge then suffisl~
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ently to meet our desire—surely you can withdrawm l
them. Nothing oould be easier than that. ™ i

*We would much rather be under the present
oonstitution than under the new one. QOur demand
is therefore extremely modest. Don't impose upon
India a constitution that she does not want. If you
do, well,—we haven't thought about it yet, but we
will do what we can to checkmate you, ”

There is surely no braggadocioabout thisattitude.

Mr. Rajagopalachari, in explaining the Rejection
resolution of the Congress and the fighting of the
Assembly eleotions on this issue, says: “The final
logioal conclusion of the country’s verdiot must be
the dropping of the measure by the British Cabinet,
England may not wish to give India the oonstitution

she demands, but she should at least be spared the |

gifta she does not want. ”

“It is preferable fo struggle under the existing
system, bad, humiliating and intolerable as it is, un-
til we develop unity and power to frame and insist
on our own constitution.” B

What about the wrecking policy ?

Mr. Rajagopalachari says: “Congress has not
88 yet said that any such policy ( of boycott of the
legislature or indiscriminate opposition ) should be
followed. Congress will decide in right time what it
will do when the occasion arises to face settled facts,
in order to unsettle those facts, ( Its present business
is to makae it clear to all concerned ) that the nation,
definitely and unconditionally and without mental
reservation, does not want the reforms proposed.”

Does or does not Sir Chimanlal Setalvad agree
with this ?

If he does, he cannot for the reasons -given by
him refuse co-operation if it is asked of him.

But Sir Chimanlal has other counts in his in-
dictment of the Congress.

“The Congrees still proclaims independence as
its objsctive, The Liberals and other groups stand
for dominion status within the British Common-
wealth.”

This is, apparently, Sir Chimanlal Setalvad’s
King Charles’s head. He muet bring it in. But
what is the relevancy of it when we are considering
the possibilily of an agreement, not on long-range
poliocy, but only on one specific issue, viz. the re-
forms report ? Why should the different goals of
the two parties make co-operation imposeible if they
agree on what is immediately required ?

General Hertzog and General Botha can remain
in the same Government and work together, though
they hold precisely the views which respeciively the
Congrese and the Liberal Party hold. Cannot the
two Indian parties then remain in the same Opposi-
tion and work together ?

8ir Chimanlal mlso refers to the constituent
assembly and says that it is “an absurd ides.” If
the Liberal Party, like the Congress, wants to put
away the present constitutional proposals, it too will

bave, at one time or ancther, to make some attempt to

frame an agreed constitution, by whatever name the
body which frames the constitution is called, But
all that is for the future, Cannot the Liberal Party
join with the Congress in making effective the policy
oommon to both of them, viz. to prevent the British
Governmant if possible from implementing the re-
commendations, as they are, of the J. P, C. Report ?

The Liberal Party will have enough occasion
in the ordinary course of things of putting forward
its different point of view ; need it ga out of its way
to oreate such an oocasion—and bring about an un-
necessary split in nationalist ranks ?

IS DOMINION STATUS COMPATIBLE
WITH FEDERATION ?

NDIAN opinion is very much irritated by the soru-
pulcus avoidance, both in the White Paper and
the Joint Parliamentary Committee Report, of

any mention of dominion status as the goal of British
policy in India. Not only is no early and easy
approach to dominion status provided for in these
State papers, but even the hope of its atiainment
in the remote future blasted by scoring out as it were
Lord Irwin's declaration in this behslf, This is
the general feeling in India.

But what we huve to remember in this case is
that the deciaration was made before the federal plan
had eome into view. The inclusion of the Indian-
States, however, puts an entirely different aspect on
the guestion. What is possible for British India alone
may not be possible for an all-India federstion. Is it
not the oase that the British Government finds itrelf
unable $o promise dominion status to British
India and the States together though it could pro-
mise it to British India by itself ?

Dominion status has not a fixed meaning, it is
true; but Indians generally interpret it to inolude
the right of secession from the British Empire. And
if dominion status is declared to be the ultimate
objective in the preamble of an Act providing for an
all-India federation, Indiana will surely lsy claim,
in theory if not in practice, to the right of the federal
government, in fulness of time, to secede from the
Empire at will. Can this right be conceded ?

The Btates are bound indissolubly to the British
Crown by treaty. They are not free, and will never
be free, like British India, to cut the painter and step
out of the Empire at their discretion. If they are not
free, & composite Government which inoludes them
is equally not free. A federation necessarily requires
some sacrifice on the part of all the federating units,
The Btates surrender their sovereignty and British

“India surrenders its potential right of secession. One

had hoped that this was fully understood "when
federation was proposed ; but it appears mow that
British India has not yet understood her side of the
bargain.

However, the States understand it very well, It
fs British India salone which asks for dominion
status being laid down as the final goal. The States
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have never done s0. On the contrary, their-represen- |

tatives have made it clear from the beginning that
secession to them is unthinkable, not only sas a mat-
ter of policy, but even in theory. They laid their
cerds on the table; thoy kept nothing back, And
when they drew pointed attention to the treaties enter-
ed into between them and the Crown, and eaid fur-
ther that the treaties could not be altered unilaterally,
they warned the Congress in effect that it must lay
aside its dream of mohieving complete national in-
dependencs, and they warnsd the other parties in
British India that they must lay aside their dream of
sttaining dominion status in its full interpretation.

If British Indian politicians have any doubt on the
point, let them persuade the Statea to make the demand
for dominion status inoluding the right of secession
which they are now meking!
once disillusioned on the subject | They should know
that for secession to be possible, In the federal re-
gime, both the federating units, British India and the
States, must have the right to secede. Why do not
then the States breathe a word about it ¢ Obviocusly,
they know that they have not the right.

It comes to this, then, that either dominion status,
as generally understood, must be recognised to be an
impossible ideal for the federal government, or Bri-
tish India must agree to attach to it a lower signifi-
cance than she has been attaching to it so far, Bri-
tish politicians are too wary to be caught committing
themgelves to a thing first and wrangling about its
meaning afterwards, That is reserved only for Bri-
tish Indian politicians. On this very question they
are found to commit themselves to federation with-
out serions thought and then to wriggle out of the
implieations of the commitment.

Even if consent was given by British Indians to
the exclusion of secession from the connotation of
dominion status, there would still be difficulties in
the way of proclaining dominion status to be the
goal of British policy in India. For dominion status
at least implies complete control by India of the
Indian army. But the British Government cannok
promise, without reference to others, complete transfer
of eontrol over the army,

For this matter too is governed by treaties. Do
not British Indian politicians themselves maintain
that, unless the States agree, the British Government
cannot frde itself from the obligation to defend them
and cannot therefore divest itself of the menns of
such defence, and, a3 a necessary corollary to this,
that British India alone can never obtain contrcl of
the army, but that the States must join with British
India in order to obtain this control ?

But there is another side to this question, If the
consent of the States is necessary, under the terms of
the treaties, for the army to ba made over to popular
control, this consent cannot be assumed $o be given
by the mere fact of their joining the federation ; it
must be specifically given in each case. The States
advanced this clafm bafore the Joint Select Committ ee,
and the Government has allowed i Nor did
British India"s represagtativeg tske exception to it.

Then they will be at -

- What does all this amountto? Whether any
partioular State Is within the federation or without, it
must eRpress its consent in explicit terms to the
British Government's transfer of control over the
army. And for such transfer to be effective, every
single State must do so. For even one State opposing
it will be as effectual a bar against transfer as if all
the 600 or 700 States opposed it, and this irrespectiva
of the question whether all the States are inocluded
in the federation or not.

For the very reason for which British Indian
politiciana tell us that federation is an essential con.
dition of the transfer of army ocontrol to Indis, for
the same reason the States maintain that individual
and sepnrate conssnt of each of them 18 neceseary
before the transfer can take place even to a federal
government.

It may be that all the Btates will fn time join
the federation end will give their consent to the
army’s control being fransferred from the British
Government, though it will not ba difficult for it to
put up & show of opposition on the part of some State
or other. But can the British Government promise
to do s thing even in the distant future, for the reali-
sation of which consent of others is required? It
can only pledgs iteelf to do things which ars exclu-
gively within its own power. It cannot pledge itself
to do things which can be done by eo-operation with
others, The necessary co-operation may be forthe
comfing ; but it may as well not be forthcoming. And
what will then happen to the pledge ?

The conclusion is therefore irresistible that the
British Government is constitutionally precluded
from making a declaration about dominion status,
apart from its being unwilling to do so.

The question may then be asked : If it be so, why
did not the British Government put forward these
difficulties at the Round Table Conference and after-
wards at the Joint Select Committee ? Why did it
not make & plain statement about them ? The answer
s : It did not suit it at the time to do so, It wants to
bring about faderation, because it sees that thereby
it can establish an alibi for the conservative eloments
with which it wants to load the ceniral legislature
and government. Ifit is a constitution for British
India slone, then official nominees will have to be
retained in large numbers and there will be popular
resentment sgainst them. Bub under federation the
Princes' nominees may safely be left to play the role
of the official bloc, The British Government will
therefore be in no hurry to disillusion British Indian
politicians while the federation is yet forming, After
the federation becomes an accomplished faot, they
will come to know that dominion status is nn-
attainable.

As the normal typa of federation is inpossible in
India, go is the normal type of dominion status. Aa
our politicians have made up their mind to the for~
mer, so must they make up their mind to the latter.

. Indead, one oan say abouf them that of federa~
tion they “ain't seen nuthin® yet."”

OBSERVER,
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Ow Loudon etter,

{BY AIR MaAIL.)
{ From Our Correspondent. )
LONDON, Tth Denembar._

THE TORIES AND SANITY.

J T may perhapa be recalled that at the time of the
Conservative Party Conference at Bristol, I

warned my readers not to take too seriously a
relatively large hostile vota meoured by the oppo-
nents of the Indian reforms, upon a side fissue, in a
matter wherse an emotional appeal for freedom of

- speech was bound to receive considerable support,
and at afime when the public mind, to the extent
~to which it was interested in the matter, was impa-
tiently awaiting the Report of the Joint Select Com-
mittes, concerning which all kinds of conflicting
-allegations had been made by various interested par-
ties. The view then expressed by me thatthe vote
taken at Bristol could not properiy be acoepted as a
test of the considered judgment of the Party upon
the merits of the Report, when the proposalg and
recommendations had been published anrd studied,
was confirmed at the time by more thoughtful obger-
vers in fairly olose touch with Tory sentiment and
who possessed a shrewd appreoiation of the poli-
“tioal ourrents within the Party.

In the absence of accurate information on the
main issues, it is always easy to confuse opinion,
-especially where the public concerned has no first-
band experience of the subject, and is bound in the
-eircumstances to rely for advice upon what the ex-
‘perts tell it. In the nature of the case it is often
unsble to appraise the relative merits of opposing
~experts and conflicting advice, In such an atmos-
phere of mental confusion stray and firrelevant
issues often assume an importance that they do not
-deserve. Unsorupulous individual propagandists,

personal vendettas, and supported by honest but
-emotional and muddle-headed eolleagues co-habit
with & more unecrupulous and irresponsible “vellow ™
Press and spawn a progeny of lies which secure an
‘immediate and wide circulation among those who
have no means of learning the truth. Ian s contro-
“versy such as that which had been raging before the
publication of the Report, Ministers and members
~of the Committee alike had feit it their duty to main-
tain silence and to consider themselves as precluded
irom taking parsin the task of counter-propaganda,
Thus, those who were best fitted to give the lie to
-the mendacious campaign so unscrupulously fomen-
‘ted and spread were far too long out of the picture'
-and the unsuspeoting had some justification in beliav-
dng that there was much to be said for the diehard
asrguments, It will bs seen, therefore, that a body
such as the Union of Britain and India, which had
fo rely upon the authority mainly of those who,
-however well-kpown in India by their experience and
8services, were very little known even as names in
“$hie country, was at a distinet disadvantage by com-
parison witn the India Defence League whose spokes-
men included a number of well-known, and one or
-two even brilliant, Parliamentary figures,

THE BWING OF THE PERDUDUM,

The situation changed radically when the two
cheap Blue Books containing the Raport and the
summary of the proceadings of the Joint Salect
Committes began to receive wide publicity, and the
-serious Press, both London and Provincisl, took up

the fask of educating the publio regarding the his~
tory of Indian reform proposals since 1919, the nature
of the problem posed for solution, and the proposals
and recommendations submitted by the majority of
the Committee to that end, Official and cther spokes-
men of eminence were now fres, by speech and
by writing, to belp to put the problem and the propo-
sals in their right perspective, freed .from the oloud
of vituperation and falsification with which their
opponents, 'with minds oclosed against anything but
preconceived idems, had sought to surround them,
with & pertinacity, s consisteney, apq a vehemence
deserving of a crusade in a wortheir cause. In the
result publio opinion throughout the country b_egan
to consolidate unmistakably in favour of the mllddle
eourse propounded in the majority recommendations,
and a3 this process of consolidation proceeded the
party leaders and the managers of the Tory head-
‘quarters’ organisation began to feel more at ease
not only as regards the question of acoeptance of i_:ha :
proposals, serious and important as th.at qugstlon
was, but also as regards the continued integrity of
the Tory Party itself for the nationsal _purposes to
which it considers itself to be dedioated in the elec-
toral crisis that has inevitably to be gaced at any
time within the next two years,in circumstances
and conditions as yet unknown, and only vaguely.
peroeived.

Ag I wrote last week, it seoms almost ocertain
that the Majority Report is in the nature of an agreed
compromise, designed to secure tha. support of suoch
disiinguished elder statesmen within the Tory Party.
a8 Lord Derby, on one hand, with his emormoua
influence in the Lords, and Sir Austen Chamberlain,
on the other, with his egually strong inflnence in
the Commons. When it was known that these two
eminsnt personages, who had entered the Committes
with independent minds and with their hands free of
all commitments, had signed the Majority Report,
it was generally realised that the case had gone
heavily against the diehards and t_helr associates.
This impression was heavily emplgaslsed when both
Lord Derby and Sir Austen made it known, upon the

-anxious fo preserve vested interests or to promote | public platform, that they had entered the Com-

mittee unconvinced thet any reforms beyo_nd mers
Provineial Autonomy were desirable or possible, _but
who confessed that they emerged from the Committea
entirely converted to the larger view that mere Pro-
vineial Autonomy would be unworkable, and that Ifhe
only possible alternative was a.F'etf-eral (_‘Jentre.; with
a certain measure of responsibility, with .smtable
safeguards, of whose adequacy they were satisfied.

THE QUEEN’S HALL MEETING.

‘When, therefore, 1ast Tuesday, Mr, Baldwin met
the Coneervative Cantral Council, to the number of
over ‘fifteen hundred, at the Queen’s Hall, in order,
as promised, to take counsel with them, the stage waa
already set for his overwhelming triumph, Mr,
Buldwin leads his followers as a rule with & very
locse rein, and he sometimes gives the impression of
indifference, slackness, or even weakness in leader-
ghip. Those who know him well, however, l:t.a.ve
always relied upon a very solid couragey determina-
tion, and steei-like fenacity in him, and ha.ve_ alwaya
expreesed the view that in any emergency his great
quslities of leadership would unmls_takably manifest
thomselves. They showed forth, md(_aed. wu;p con=
spicuous clearness at Tuesday’s mesting, w.hlch ha
opened with & forty-minutes’ speech, wh_wh was
devoted to a very shrewd survey and analysis of tha
Indian question in its relatively larger a:paota
always, however, ‘with an eye to the _securing of
maximum agreement within the great hletpric party
that he leads, and to future emergencies whqsa
gravity and magnitude were betfer known to him
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—than to perhaps any other member of the Party. He
sought to give his audience the larger vision and the
right note of statesmanghip, and it i= clear from the
fact that he received what was virtually a three to
one majority for Mr. Amery's motion in support of
the recommendaticns of the Joint Select Committee,
that he had correctly estimated the nature of the
response upon which he had obviously counted. The
result was not merely the affirmation by that authe-
ritative meoting of the Majority Report, it waa in the
nature of a personsal tribute to himself, and a respon-
pive recognition of his solid leadership. I do not
propose in this letter to deml with the speeohes on
either side in the course of the debate, exceptto
remark that whilst Lord Salisbury’s sincerity was
widely recognised, it was equally widely reslised
that the arguments of himeelf and bis colleagues of
the Tory minority bad already been nullified by the
very suthority upon whom they had relied for their
main arguments, the author of the Statutory Com-
mission’s Report, 8ir John Simon himself, who, in
8 speech during the week-end, had frankly admitted
that the situation had entirely altered since the issue
of the Report of himself and his ocolleagues. M,
Churchill’s oratorical and blood-curdling flights, and
Sir Henry Page-Croft's turgidly emotional appeals
left the meeting oold, and Sir Austen Chamberlain’s
final appeal on behalf of the Majority Report rallied
the stragglers.

What isstill more significant than the over-

whelming character of the vote just recorded was the-

equally overwhslming refusal to waste further time
by summoning the larger Party meeting. This may
skill be convened upon the requisition of fifty looal
Associations or five Provincial divisions, but it ie
most uniikely that the larger meeting will, in fact,
be oslled, if only becauge it iaalmost certainly bound
to register an approximstely similar opinion, and also
because, as it could not possibly be held before the
middle of January at the earliest, any decision that

it might reach would have been anticipated by thak
of both Houses of Parliament which will be given be-
fore the Christmas vacation.

INDIA IN PARLIAMENT,

On Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday of next
week the question of the adoption in substanoce of the
recommendations of the Joint Select Committee will
be discussed in the House of Commons, and on
Wednesday and Thursday of pext week and on two
days of the week following the matter will be simi-
larly discussed in the House of Lords. Official
motions to that effect will be brought befere both
Houses and their result is not in doubt, Indeed, so
far as the Commona are concerned, whilst the Govern.-
ment had recokned upon some fifty diehard oppnents,.
it now seems pretty certuin that the number of Tories
who will vote against them will not exceed forty and
will possibly be even fewer.

After the Parlismentary debates on the Report
the way will be clear for formal introduotion of the
Bill before the Christmes recess, and it fs expeoted
that the text of this will be cirenlated to members:
about the middle of January. Already there ir a.
growing feeling that the processes of Parliament,
ought not to be eunbirely preoccupied for the wheole -
session by consideration of the India Bill. Impor-
tant as the question of India is the country regards
the urgent esolution of pregsing domestic problems, .
such ag unemployment, as of more peremptory im--
pottance, and it will therefore be impatient both of
dilatory and obstructive tactics on the part of the
diehard Opposition and of apparent indifference on
the part of the Government to earry out ita other
duties to the natien, Instead, therefore, of the Com-
mittes stage being taken on the floor of the House,the
Bill may after all be sentto s smaller and more.
expert body upstairs, especially after the full.dress
debates to be held now onthe Hepert, axd about the
end of January on the second reading of the Bill,

THE J. P. COMMITTEE REPORT.

BY H. N. BRAILSFORD.

M\ N Monday, June 18, or as it stands in the official
record Die Lunae 18 degree Junii, Mr. Atflee

presented to the Joint Committee on India the
draft of a report on the future Constitution of that
Sub-Continent, It was an able, but very moderate,
document. ' '
The result appears on p. 287 of Vol. I ( Part IT)
of the Blue Book. On one side of the page stand the
names of four Labour members, and under this for-
lorn little group there yawns an elcquent blank
space, From a parallel eolumn in tight, serried ranks,
loorfn the names of the majority that rejected their
draft.

One Lord Archbishep heads it; there follow four
marquises, four earls, seven lords, four knights, and
two plain “ misters.” India was in trusty hands,

The governing class has taken its decisions. The
marquises, earls, lords, knights, and archbishop (with
two commonere) have, in thelr wisdom, gettled
India's fate. The rest wiil run aceording’to plan.

The Joint Report is, in substance, a repetition of
the White Paper. The Bill, of 300 clauses, will ba
an accurate transiation of the Report. The Act, with
# fow trifling asmendmsents, will not differ in essen-
#ials from the Bill,
' SHAM BATTLE.

- Why, then, have we had to endure the intoler-

able fuse that Mr. Churchill and the Diehards have-
organised ? Was there ever a danger that one arch-
bishop, four marquises and four earls might err by
handing over to Indians the reality of self-govern-
ment ?

Hardly that. But there are, after all, 350 milliona.
of them. Some starved. Others lay down to be-
beaten. Most of them boycolted Lancashire. Thou-
sands went to prieon, To neutralise the effect of all
this, someone had to meke & fuss.

‘With the perfect diseipline, the ideal division of
labour of which it is always capable, the governing
class arranged itself in two stage armies. The arch-
bishop, the marquises and the earls signed s report
which & civil servant wrote for them, while Mr,
Churchill made s fuse.

In the end, both sections will be satisfied. India
will get a Constitution, and it will etill be ruled, as
it always hag been ruled, for the greater good of its
propertied and landed class mllied to the City of
London.

The comedy, however, was worth staging. With--
out it the troops of some Indians { most of them
knights ) who gave evidence at Westminster before
the governing olass might have achieved something

In fact, they failed all along the line,
MAGNIFICENT YUSS,

The details in which the Report differs from the-
‘White Paper are all degigned to placate Mr. Chur-
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ohill. He deserves it. He made a magnificent fuss,
When the Labour Party learns how to make half as
fine a fuss as these Diehards staged, it will get some-
where.

About these minor differences one need say little.
They serve as an index of the pressure that tells on
this National Government, and that is all. From a
Socielist standpoint, the White Paper was already a
monstrous charter of reaction—the Report is slightly
worge. There will be more Upper Houses, where
already there are too many. A}l pretence of direct,
democoratio election for the Federal Legisiature dis-
appears,

A stalutory veil of secreey and irresponsibility
is thrown round the “ Special Branch™ of the Police.
Not even to s Minister can they be required to reveal
the evidence on which they act against alleged or
suspected " terrorists.” The informer may be the
personal enemy of the man he denounces—he may
have named him under “Third Degree™ pressure. Yet,
without trial, any Indian patriot may be oconsigned
indefinitely to a prison-camp. And now it is laid
down that even a Minister may not ask the police to
name in confidenoe the witness whose unsupported
word they believe. This was and is the actual prac-
tice in India, as in Hitler's country. It will now be
part of the Constitution,

This Constitution, if one studies it in the spirit of
an artist, is 8 timid piece of work, It could have
been better done by a rather cleverer governing class,

. The purpose was, I take it, to make Damocracy
safe for property, English and Indian. From that
standpoint the main lines of the sketch could not have
been bettered.

The Federsl Legislature is packed with princes,
‘nabobs, men of property, special representatives of
commeres, industry, and the big landlords. The
princes alone have a third of the representation. The
middle-class is regretfully but firmly, divided inio
airfight religionus pens, nicely devised to neutralise
each other, election ( such as it is }—for the princes
name their own men—will be indireet. And then
there are to be two Houses. Some negligible Radieal
minority may squeesge itself into the Lower,

In the provinces a 1ittle more is conceded. Some
14 per cent. of the population will actually voteand that
directly, Buf here, too, there are the religious pens,
and here, also, there iz spacial and additional represen-
tation for ecapital, coinmerce and landownership,
which will heavily outvote the special representation
of Labour. Anrd here, too in all the bigger provinces,
there will be an Upper House, based on a high
property franchise,

All this is astute and well devised. Indians
would have swallowed it, Their ambition is that
brown skins should rule instead of white, Even the
princes look like Indians. With these authentic na-
tive safeguards Democracy would have given no
trouble. Facing the millions beneath them, these rich
and noble legislafors must have leaned for support on
the white army and the Civil Service, and no one in
Whitehall or the City need have felt & tremor of
anxziety.

But our governing class, after devising Legisla-
tures that couid do nothing improper, must needs clap
bhandouffs on them. And so we get the "safeguards.”

First of all, certain subjects in ths Kederal
Government are “reserved.,” The Viceroy is solely
responsible for tha army { and its cost ), for foreign
policy, and for the upkeep of official Christianity, for
which Muslims and Hindoos pay. He may even send
Indian troops to fight our battles outside India with-
out the consent of his Ministera or Parliament.-

Then he has certain “ special responsibilities,”
:and therefore “special powers.” He is responsible

for peace and tranquillity, for the rights of minorities,
for the interests of Civil Servants, for the finanecial
oredit of India, for a * square deal ™ for British trade
and one or two things more. If his Ministers propose
to do or enact anything that conflicts with his views
on trapquillity, on sound oredit, on the remmuneration
of offioials, and the olaims of British trade, not only
may he veto his Ministers and the Legislature—he
may pass an Act of his own over their heads,

“ THE CITY ” SPRAKS.

He may, for example pass, on his sole responsi-
bility, & Coercion Ack, that would make Hitler's
mouth water, He may step in if the'Ministry ( with
the Legislature behind it ) proposes to do anything -
“ which would, in his opinion, seriously prejudice
the eredit of India in the money markets of thae
world,” That means that India, in all she doss, must
bow to the opinion of the City of London, for she
borrows nowhere else. And all those provisions (with
glight variations) are repeated in every province.
The Governor of Bombay has the same special
powers as Duce at Delhi.

This is far from clever.

The would-ba governing class of India did nok
mind the limited franchise, the Second Chambers, the
asutooracy of the Princes. But .it does dislike these
“ safeguards.” Even tame Indians have their pride
and knights will.murmur. If they swallow all these
insults, such of $heir own followers as are not yet
knights will execrate them,

And how needless it all is! Did you ever know
an Indian Prince who would hesitate to send Indian
peasants to be shot down in Masopotamia?  All he
would ask would be a fow more guns in his salute.

CREAM OF JOKE.

The cream of the joke will bas found in & new
provision, which solemnly forbids anyona, whether
Minister or private member, to introducs a Bill pro-~
posing to mationalise anything without the previous
psrmission of the Vieeroy or tha Governor.

Poor Archbishop, unfortunate marguises, un-
happy earls, lugubrious viscounts, cheerlsss knights !
What needless terrors youn indulge! Have you ever
known a Chamber, composed as to one-third of Princes,
that wanted to nationalise anything? Are Upper
Houses, based on a high propartied franchise, bent
on expropeiation ? -

But, because you must load your Constitution
with needless safeguards, you have discredited in
India the moderates, who might have been your para-
sites and roused & whole nation against you.

IT CANNOT WORK, - ’

It is clear in fhe elections going on at present
sll over India that no supporber of this Constitution
can get elected. The Report regrets that there 8ré no
Parties in India. Perhaps noi, Buat “ Congress” {a.
very nearly the nation, .

The Act will be passed. Perhaps, but only after
long delays, the Federation will bs set up,,

It cannot work, It will not content India. The
future lies with the Labour Party.—Reynold's Weekly.

BY PROF. BRIJ NARAIN.

¢ ILL you ba go good, Sir,” said the rspresenia-
tive of the World's Prees, introducing hims
self, “as to favour me with your views om

the Joint Parliamentary Committee Raport ? ¥
I sighed wearily. , -
“Millions of our readers look to you, Sir, for
guidance”, he added. ‘ . L
“f know, I -koow,” I said, motioning him to a
geat, “I must respond to the call of duty, What ara
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they interegted in, the constitutional recommenda-
tions or those relating to trade and commerce ? ™

Reporter: We are interested in all aspeots of the
Report, Your eriticiam would be most valuable.”

“Look here,” Iexclaimed. “If you want adverse
criticism of the Report, you have come to the wrong
shop. I acceptthe Report, the whols of it. I view it
as a religious document, as a dooument which is
entitled to almost the same respect as a religious
goripture. Does one oriticise one’s religious serip-
ture ? Not unless one is 8 God-forsaken atheist, I
am s political theist, with faith in our rulers and
faith in God who is guiding them in their great task
in India—the establishment of swaraj in the
country.”

The Reporter was writing rapidly in short hand,
as fast as I spoke. He looked nup for a moment and
said =

“Would you eay, Sir, that the Report was another
milestone on the road to Swaraj?”

“Much more than that,” I replied. *It inaugu-

ratos & new era in which you will find
Freedom slowly broadening down
From safeguard to safeguard.

It was with prophetioc insight that the poet—was
it Byron or Shelley ¥—desoribed the uninterrupted
march of India to her goal-—freedom. And now fhe
goal is in sight. One might say that the Report con-
fers awaraj on India, both Federal swaraj and Fiscal
swaraj. ”

Reporter: "“But swarsj zolimited and eireurns-
oribed that it may be described as the negation of
self-government ?

“ What | " I shouted. “Do you pretend to know
more about it than the Archbishop of Canterbury ?
‘What the Report recommends is ‘a full measurs of
self-government,” as the Archbishop declared with
the utmost ecandour in the courss of his recent address
at the City of Canterbury’s Charter celebration. It is
indeed noteworthy, I mey say with His Grace, that
when other ecountries seem indifferent to splf-govern-
ment, the British contemplate the offer of a full
measure of self-government to India. I share His
Grace's admiration for British character, His Grace
was & member of the J, P. C., and, as such, he was
‘conscious, indeed oppressed by a sense of the difficul-
ties and risks involved’ in granting India this ‘full
measure of self-government,’ DBut a great thought
sustained him in his moments of doubts and weak«
ness—the thought that ‘here is the hand of destiny.’
And destiny to His Grace is not a mere impersonal
force : it is the right hand of God."

Reporter: “Destiny to Mahatma Gandhi is also
more than an impersonsal force,”

“Mahatma Gandhi,” I said, “is an intensely re-
ligious person. Soam I”

. Reporter: “Mahatma Gandhi saw the hand of God
in the victory of Congress candidates at the polls.”

“Well? "

Reporter: “The Congress finds the Report utterly
unacoeptable, as you know, 8ir. Is it not remarkable
that God should first give India ‘a full measura of
self-governmeni’ and then lead Congressmen to the
Asgembly to oppose what He bimself was giving” ?

" Clever devils, some of these press reporters.
But the press reporter is not yet born who will get
round me,

“Mahatma Gandhi saw the hand of God at work
in the elections, did he ? ” I eaid.
> Reporter: “Hedid, Sir. He sent a telegram to
Mr, Asaf Ali saying that.”

“But whioh hand, right or left ? "

Reporter: “Beg your pardon, Sir" ?

“The hand of God which has writter the J, P. C.
R.eport, through the Archbishop of Canterbury and
his oclleagues, is His right hand. His Grace specifi-
oally mentione Destiny as the right hand of God. All
gorts of things are attributed to the ‘hand of God' I
trust only what the right hand of God does. And
there is no higher suthority on earth than the Arch-
bishop of Canterbury to interpret Destiny or the work
of the right hand of God.”

Reporter: 'Are the proposed safeguards against
commercial diserimination also the work of the right
hand of God ?"

RECIPROCITY.

“Those safeguards mean reciprocity. Fiscal
realtions between India and the United Kingdom ara
to be governed by the principle of reoiprocity. And
reciprocity signifies * a fair field and no favour." It
fs under this condition that we may compete with
Britishers in trade and industry, both in India and
the United Kingdom, Can anything be more fair or
just? Let me give you an example. Ships and
shipping are specially wentioned in the J. P, C,
Report—a separate section is devoted to this subject.
This section may be interpreted by unthinking parsons
as iantroducing special safeguards -for the Britigh
shipping industry, as securing to British ship-owners
exceptional advantages at the expense of the Indian
industry. The suggestion ‘is without foundation, *
It is * false”.”

Reporter: " Such indeed is the general impres-
sion, Sir,”

* Then let me tell you that the general impregsion
is wrong. Make a careful note of that. *’

Reporter: ' You will recall, Sir, that six or
seven years ago a bill was introduced in the Legis-
iative Assembly to reserve coastal traffie for Indian
ships. The Meroantile Marine Commiftee had re-
commended the eventual reservation of the Indian
coasting trade for ships, the ownership and controlling
interests in which were predominently Indian,”

“ That is what I eall wicked, This is diserimin.
ation. Raciprocity is e higher prinoiple, and it can
be easily shown that India etands to gain more by
reciprocity than by discrimination. Mr. Haji wished
to reserve Indian coasting trade for Indian ships by
digerimination. Under reciprocity there is nothing
to prevent us from ocapturing the whole of the
British coasting trade. ”

The World's Presslooked up inquiringly. He
had taken down my words but failed to comprehend
their meaning.

“The point is simple,” I explained. “The
Report recommenda that it should be enacted that
ships registered in the United Kingdom are not to be
subjected in British India ‘to any discrimination
whataoever’' to which ships registered in British
India would not be subjected in the United Kingdom.
The conditions of competition in India and the
United Kingdom are to be equal for all British sub-
jects, whether domioiled in British India or in the
United Kingdom, and forall ships, whether registered
in British Indis or the United Kingdom, Suppose
we find it difficuli to capture our own coasting trade,
to break the British monopoly in India—.—apd I recog-
nise that the British monopoly in India 18 dlﬁiol_llt
to break—what do we do then? We float companies
in India, with Indian capital, and compete with
British companies in the United Kingdom in the
British cossting trade. Think of it! The ides fires
my imagination. - At present tbere is not a single-
Indian ship engaged in the British ooasting trade,
But the principle of reciprocity permits us to oust
British companies not only from the British
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coagting trade but from the carrying trade betwesn
the United Xingdom and Europe. The principle of
reciprocity opens up a vast field for the profitable
investment of Indian capital.”

“ That it does, Sir,” remarked the World's Press,
as he noted down my exact words. And he added:
* You have thrown new light on the situation. It ia
remarkable that this aspect of the question has been
completely ignored by Congressmen and others,

* Tt is because they don't think,” I said. * Take
another example. The financing of our foreign trade
is also a foreign monopoly, and the monopoly is
jealously guarded. The Exchange banks finance
the whole of India's exports and imports. They
grew alarmed when it was proposed to amalgamate
the three Presidency Banks to form the Imperial
Bank of India. They thought thatthe pew bank
might attack their monopoly, that is, the exchange
business, But we had no such dishonourable inten-
tiom, and the Chsairman of one of the British Ex-
change banks {Chartered Bank) said in 1920 that the
Exchange banks would not oppose the proposal
‘always provided that the present intentiom of not
compebing with the Exchange banks in their ordi-
nary business of exchange is fully and honourably
adhered to,' Of course that intention has been fully
and honourably adhered to. We are o' hon’ble’ men.
And we propose to adhere to that intention for ever
and ever—that is, we do not propose totake any
share in the financing of our own exports and im-
ports. But the prineiple of reciprocity brings into our
ken an enormous amount of new business, which we
should not have thought of otherwise. Wa may
compete with British banks in the United Kingdom
on perfectly equal terms in the world's exchange
business, It is impossible for usto broak the Ex-
-change banks' monopoly in India...."”

“Did you say 'impossible,” Sir?" interrupted
the World's Press. )

“ Not absolutely impoegible, of ocourse. Bub it
will take a long time before we acquire a substantial
share in our own exchange business—perhaps a
thousand years or more, But under the principle
of reciprocity we may capture the world’s exchange
business. There is much surplus capital in India,
Here is a new outlet provided for it. India’'s money-
changers were famous in the 16th and 17th centuries.

" A very high compliment was paid to them by Taver-

nier when he gaid that the Jews of the Turkish
Empire, who were excaptionally able, were searcely fit
to be apprenticed to the money-changers of Indisa.
The modern descendants of these money-changers,
assisted by the principle of reciprocity, will now
.show to the world what they are worth.”

Reporter: "I gather, Sir, that you are quite
pleased with the prineiple of reciprecity 7"

“ Pleased?”' I exclaimed *“Did you say
‘pleased ” 1 am trangported with delight. I am
deliriously happy. The state of my mind when I
contemplate the material advantages to India of
reciprocity as applied to shipping and exchange
banking, borders on eostacy. Your readers would
ghare my feelings when they realise how this
wonderful prineiple broadens our ouilook, how it
creates unheard of opportunities for our bankers and
shipowners.”

Reporter: “The principle of reciprocity has
also been applied to general trade, or imports and ex-
ports 7

__ “ Asapplied to general trade it is not a new prin-
ciple. Imperial parference is really reciprocal prefe-
rences,”

FBCAL CONVENTION,

Reporter: It has besn suggested thab the

preferential arrangement should be made perma-
nent? "

“Not in the J. P.O; Report. The Report is
only concerned with the Fiscal (Convention and
what is to replace it under the new oonstitution,” -

Reporter: "It has been stated that the proposed
gafeguards amount to a repeal of that Convention ?

“Let us view the situation as practical men. The
Fiseal Convention conferred on the Government of
India the right to consider, in tariff matters, the in-
terests of India first, and it toock away the right of
the Secretary of State to interfere in these matlers.
But when the new Constitution Act is passed, the
Fiscal Convention will automatically lapse, and if
nothing is said or dons, the Federal Legislature will
enjoy complete fiscal freedom——or greater fiscal free-
dom than India enjoyed under the Fiscal Convention,
That is a terrible contingensy, which I, for one, can-
not contemplate with equanimity. Complete fiseal
freadom for India means that there will be no settled
traditions to guide our fiscal relations with the United
Kindom, Theship of fiscal autonomy will berudderiess.
Now it is difficult to steer a rudderless ship, as every
one knows, The safeguards provide the rudder. They
lay down definite principles for the guidance of the
Governor-General and Governors, Further, ‘influen-
tial persons’ in India have made statements which
haye aroused suspicions and doubts in the United
Kingdom; ‘Utterances have been made which could
not fail to give rise to suspicions and doubts, making
statutory provision by way of reassurance an evident
necessity.’ These 'influential persons’ are not
named in the Report, Is it neoessary to namethem

Repotter: “ No Sir. They are well-known. ”

“ They said that when swaraj came they would
not let & singite yard of British cloth eome in. Did
they mean what they said ? I doubt it. Well, swaraj
has come-~with the expected  statutory provision by
way of resssurance.” Can we complain? We objeot
to safeguards, but, then, why did we make the utter-
ances which aroused suspicions and doubts in the
United Kingdom ? But for these utterances British
truders, manufacturers and capitalists would have
trusted us, as they have always done. Their child-
like simplicity is known to the world. There is also
another aspect of this question. The frame of mind
whicn contemplated, even for a single moment, the
oxclusion of British cloth by means of a prohibitory
tariff was an essentially wicked frame of mind, an
essentially selfish frame of ‘mind—it considered the
interests of India first. In this respect even the
Fiscal Convention left much to be desired, for it did
not impose on tha Government of India the obligation
to attach any importance whatsoever to the interests
of other parts of the British Empire, e. g., Timbuctoo. "

Reporter: * Is Timbuctoo within the British

Empire, Sir? "

“T donot know,I said Timbuctoo by way of
illustration. While the Fiscal Convention did not
require the Government of India, in making their
tariff arrangements, to consider the effect of those
srrangements on other parts of the Empire, the British
Government had faith in their Governor-General
and Governors, They were men fo be trusted. I am
reminded of Sir John Strachey, Finance Member of
the Government of India 55 yeara ago, who frankly
repudiated the pernicious doctrine that it was the
duty of the Government of India to think of Indian
interests alone. He owed * & higher duty ' to his own
country, But in the absence of statutory safeguards
there was danger of the Governor-Ceneral or a
Governor oocasionally forgetting the ‘higher duty’
which he owed to his own country. I am not
suggesting that many instances of suoh unpatriotio



600

THE SERVANT OF INDIA.

conduct were likely to ccour. But it is never wise .

to take risks wbich can be essily avoided. The
path of duty hae been olearly indicated and the Gover-
nor-General and Governors may not stray from it.”

Reporter:

Governor-General -and Governors will eat Indien
sal} and eafeguard Britich interesta? ”

“Not British intereste,” I said firmly, " but
the interestz of the great Empire of which India is
proud to be a member, and on the prosperity of which
depends: our own prosperity. The interests of the
British Empire are our intereste. The wafeguards

are cur ssfeguards, just as the British Empire is
our Empire.”

That concluded the Interview and the World's
Presg withdrew, thanking me profusely for break-
irg entirely new ground in tbe discussion of the
J. P. C. Regort, —The Tribune, 12th December.

JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE'S REPQRT.
DECCAN SABHA'S VIEWS.

The following Resolution has been passed by the
Ccuncil of the Deccan Sabha regarding the Report of
the Joint Farliomentary Committee on Indian Constitu-
ticnal Reform .— ' )

HE Council of the Deccan Sabha regrets that
instead of corsidering the removal of the serious

¢ defects such ng thcse contained in the White
Paper pointed out in a memorandum submitted by
the SBabha in April 1933, the Joint Select Committee
hes even gone back upon some of the important
suggestions for constitutional reform made in that
Paper, and it'is the considered opinion of the Council
that this disregard for responsible publiec opinion in
India and the retrograde nature of the recommenda-
tions of the Committee are bound to produce not only
disappointment but resentment in the minds of even
the most moderste sections of the Indian public. The
disappointment s all the keener on saccount of
the fact, that even the important suggestions embodied
in the Joint Memorandum of the British Indian
Delegation have been rejected by the Committee.

Among the important suggestions made by the
Council of the Sebhs, which have not found favour
with the Joint Parliamentary Committee, are included
guch vital matters as the election of the States' repre-
geniatives, prescription of & minimum of common
civie rights for al} the citizens of the Federation, the
continuance of the historicael and present practice of
adminjetering the relations with the Indian States
through the Government of Indis as a whole, the
voting of the demands for grants pertaining to the
Regerved Departments of the Federal Government—
es 8 now done with regard to the expenditure of
FProvincial Recerved depariments, the removal of all
restrictions on the commercial and financial powers
of responsible Indien Ministere, the definite adoption
of a scheme of eazrly Indianisation of the Army, the
establishment of constitutional machinery through
which the Federal Legislature and Executive might in.
fluence the general poliey of the Department of Def-
ence, the recognition of thesuprema cy of Indian autho-
rities over the recruitment and conditions of-employ-
ment of all the Superior Bervices, and the enjoyment

by the Indian Legislature of powers of constitutional
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smendment. . By failing to meet these reasonable
demands the Joint Parliamentary Committee has
shown itself to be incapable of gauging the real

strength even of mcderate political feeling in this
country.

The Council of the Sabha views with the
greatest disapproval the several retrograde and harm-
ful alterations suggested by ths J. P. C. in the White
Paper itself. The institution of Second Chambers in
the provinces is, in the opinion of the Counoil of the
Babhs, unnecessary and hormful., Partioularly in
advanced provinces like Bombay and Madras these
chambers can serve only a reactionary and undemae-
oratic purpose. The substitution of indirect for direot
election to the Central Legislature, and especiaily
the transformation of provineial legislative councils
into electorates for that purpoges is definitely a retro.
grade measure, 1t puts back the clock of political
progrees by at least twelve years and removes the-
one point of direct contact between the ordinary
citizen and the functioning of the All-India Govern-
ment. The numerous restrictions nnder which Law
and Order are proposed to be transferred to the
controiof the provinciasl ministersa are obviously
based en a feeling of mistrust und are bound to prove
detrimental to securing real control and responsihi-
lity in the Ministers themselves. The extension of
the field of Governor-General's and Governors' spe
cial responnibility with regard to ocommercisl diz-
crimination, particularly with reference to British
interests, exhibits a wide gulf between the legitimate
and fair demands of the Indian people and the con-
cessions of reciprocity and equality that the British
suthorities are prepared to offer. The Council of the
Sabha: faels very strongly that unless all these
unjustifiable restrickions on the freedom of India in
matters relating to commerce and industries ars
removed, 8 feeling of confidence and support for the
new constitution, even in an otherwise improved
form, will not be engendered in the minds of responsi-
ble sections of Indian publie opinion,

Both in the tone and the contents of the J. P. C,
Report the Council of the Decoan Sabha fails to
discover either the nasme or the substance of that
‘Dominion Status’ which is unstimouvsly demanded
by Indian politiciane belonging to all communities
and which has been promiced in the course of
solemn announcements made on behalf of the British_
nation. Unless His Masjesty’s Government and
Parliament bestir themselves in time to bridge that
ever widening gulf between their ‘decisions’ and the
legitimate and ressonable expectations of the Indian
people, the chances. of & harmonious :.md peace.ful
settlement of the question of India’s political destiny
would be slmost irrevocably lost. Even if Parlia-
ment succeeds in forcipg upen India a constitution
which is not acceptable to & single responsible poli-
tician in Indi», and even if a genuine attempt is
made to work it, such a constitution will, on account
of its inherent defects, prove to be unworkalgle at Its
best and positively reactionary and mischievous af
ite worst. In the interests of the friendly relations
between the two countries the Couneil of the .Sabha
would strongly urge on the members of Parliament
the desirability of taking immediate steps to alter
the J. P. C. scheme along the lines suggestgd in the
memorandum of the Sabha and by inﬂpentml groups
such ag the British Indian Delegation, who l_u}ve
continuously and consistently cooperatéd w:ith -Brmsh
statesmen inh framing s reformed constitution for

! India.

Privted and published by Mr. Anant Vinayak Patvardhen at the Ary abhushan Press, House No, 936/3 Bhamburda Peth
Pcona City, and edited at the “Servant of India” Office, Bexvants of India Bociety’s Home, Bhamburda,

Poonn City, by aﬁr. 8.G Vaze.
LTI Y RN Low wdhi

P2



