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Withdraw the Bill.

COMMENTING on the Indian situation, the New
Statesman of 8th February says, it believes that the
Labour Party cught to fight the India Bill in the
gpirit of men who mean to deal with India on a very
different fooling when they get the chence. The
Delhi disoussions make it possible to withdraw the
India Bill and to throw on Indians the responsibility
to frame a constitution, as suggested by Mr. George
Lansbury,

The paper suggests that there should be two stages
in the constitution. Firstly the constitution of autono.
mous provinces. Then,without delay, there should
be & combine of the self-governing Provinces to form
an all-India Federation, the Princes joining sucha
Federation on the same terms as the aufonomous pro.
vinces, namely a common charter of civil and politi-
oal rights and a common electoral system, This will
be possible by laying down that within & year after
the formation of the autonomous Provinces the
popular chambers in the Provinoea should elect dele-
gations to form the constituent assembly, In the
interim period Indians should be free in dobate and
in ageociation, unlike today when they are uunder re-
- pressive legislation,

If the Government does not adopt the plan, the
New Statesman hopes that the Labour Government
will arrive in time to carry some such programme
]l:efore this {atal Federation is actually brought into

eing,

» * »

Communal Involvements of the Congress.

- TBE leader of the Congress party in the Assem-
bly, in moving his resolution on the J. P. C. Report,
made an appeal.to his Hindu. and Mahomedan

colleagues not to raise the communal issueon tha
essentially politioal question that was being consi-
dered. The appeal was quite proper and should have
been heeded, The Congress itself did not bring up
the question of the constituent assembly, nor did it
presenf the reforms question in the oontroversial
aspect of rejection. The Congress aimed at bringing
about a united front, and was quite prepared to
jettison some of its cargo in order to make it possible

for all progressive parties to unite. Other partics

_should have followed suit.

* L] *

BUT they did not ; they ohose to raise the com-
munal iIssue and provoked a econtroversy. The
question, however, is what the Congress policy should
bave been when once the unpleasant issue was
raised. One can understand the Congress adopting
a neutrsl attitude in the sense that it would like to
keep the question in the background. But does
neutrality involve acceptance of a golution which the
Congrass considers wrong? The Congress members
inths Assembly abstained from voting on the first
part of Mr, Jinnah®s resolution and thus helped pass
it. This part of the resolution expresses acceptance of
the communsl award till an agreed solution is found.
The Congress attitude has besn that of neithor ac-
cepting nor rejeoting the award, but by the conduct
of its deputies in the Assembly it has put itself in a
position in which acceptance of the Award becomes
its- duty. Mpr. Bhulabhbaiin his speech warned the
members of communal parties against playing into
the hands of their enemies, He disregarded hisa own
warning and marched the Congress army into the
énemy’s camp. .

» % *

THE dilemma in which the Congress- has placed
itself is thus demoribed by the Bombay Senfinel —

“The dilemma that faces the Congress is not less
intriguing ( than the one facing Goveroment ). By risking
8 vote on their own demand for neutralily towards the
communal award, the party invited defeat.

By remaining neutral when Mr. Jinnah’s motion for
aoceptanos of the award was put to the vote, they have
allowed the approval of the Legislature to be registered
by a substantial majority. :

This produces an entirely new situation vis-a-vis the
award. The logioal oonclusion le that Congress is bound
now to abandon its attitude of neutrality and accept the
award,

Is it prepared to do that ? Had it oonsidered the inevit~
able implications involved in its abetention from the
divieion on Mr, Jinnah's motion for acceptance?

Havipg gone into the Assembly, Congress cannct follow
the vicious example of the Government and iguote its
mandate on an issue on whioh they did not care to vote.

Had the motion been oarried against their own vote,
the party cculd have reasonably ocatinned their attitude

»

+
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of noutrality. An Opposition party is always there to
oppose, but when it deliberately stands aside on an issue
of the first importance it cannot ignore the verdict,

To our mind the iesue raised by the wvote on the
communal award should be the first to be taken into con-
sideration and disposed of. Unless a genuine and earaest
effort is now made to bring about an agreement bstween
those who want to insist on keeping the award and those
who are bitterly opposed to it, thers can be no settlement
of the major issue before the oountry and this seconéary
ingue will remain as ocapker eating into the heart of the
nation.”

* * +

'Younge.r_and Older Congressmen.

MR, N, V. GADGIL of Poona, even in his maiden
speech in the Assembly, found it necessary to con-
demn and to repudiate, in the name of the younger
section of Congressmen, the whole ideology of the
older seofion represented by its leader, Mr. Bhu.
labhai Desai, Mr. Desai, in all his fierce denuncia-
tion of the federal scheme, had no word of protess
against, or regret at, the position proposed to be given
in the federation to the rulere of the Indian States to
¢he entire negleot of the rights and interests of their
subjects. He just referred to the matter, but only o
say that British India must acquiesce in whatever
arrangements the rulers may offer,

*
*

IN hie speech on the J, P, C. Report Mr. Bhula-
bhai Desai said :

* For very good reasons I donot propose to refer except
perhaps just in passing to the partthat the Indian Prinoes
will share inthe making of the Federation which ia
visualised in the constitution. It appears from the Press,
it appears from whispers which often baoome very loud
noises, that the Prinoea do not seem to be very much im-
pressed (hear, hear) with the utility of this Federation,
They say, irrespective oftheir own advantage or dis-
advantage, that British India does not seem to look upon
them as oonvenient or adequate partners of such a nature
that we can be clubbed together. They seem to think that
there is a necessary inconsistenoy between an absolute
monarchy or, in the Greek sense, despotism whioh they
represent and the progressive state which British India
must necessarily represent. However, we leave them to
their judgments. It is not for us to diotate to them as
others may, All we can do is to show them the line. ™

* * *

MR. GADGIL, like all other younger Congress-
men, neither sees any good reason for reticence on
the question of what the Princes should surrender in
the interest of a demooratic federation, nor ia he pre-
pared to allow the last word to the Princes in this
matter as Mr, Bhulabbai is, Like Mr. Lansbury Mr.
QGadgil feels that the effoct of bringing about a fede-
ration on the Princes’ own terms would be “to place
on autocracy a facade of democracy™, to use Mr.
Lansbury's phrase. Mr. Gadgil has no use for a
tacade; he wants.democracy itself, and he is not
therefore content, like Mr. Bhulabhai, to reject the
conatitution mereiy on the ground that the British
Government does not accede to British India’s demands
but also on the ground that the Princes do mot accede
tothem. He wants not merely to wrest power from
the hends of the foreigner, but to make ‘the Princes
adopt demooratio practices at least in so far as the
federal sphere is concerned,

- » »

| British Indians Migrate to the States!!

MR, DAVIDSON, the Chairman of the States In-
guiry Committes, very hotly repudiated, in his speech

in the Commons debate, the charge brought against
the British Government that federation was being
ushered into existenos in order to overload the Indian
constitution with conservative and reactionary ele-
ments in the shape of the Princes' nominees. In
trying to defend the British Government from thia
oharge of following Machiavellian practices, Mr.
Davidson overshct the mark. He claimed not only
that the States as a whole were not politically baok-
ward, but that they were even more advanced than
British Indian provinces, and that, at any rate, their
subjects were happier and more contented under in-
digenoug rule than British Indians were under
foreign rule. As conovete evidence of thia faot, he
said he had found that British Iadians were ever
ready fo migrate to the Indian Siates territory, but
Indian States’ people were never willing to migrate

‘to British Indian provinces!!

- * *

TEE Chairman of the Indian States Inquiry
Committee made a discovery in India which no

‘Indian or any other Englishman has ever made

before, British Indians migrating to States and
States’ people staying contentedly where they aral It
only shows how utterly unfounded and prejudiced
the whole inquiry must be over whick he presided.
Why is all this pother then aboutthe re-transfer of
the paople of Berar from foreign to native rule ? Can
Mr. Davidson explain it? And what does he say
to a fact which in Poona the other day the President
of a Conference of a small State in this part of the
country, viz. Bhor, brought to the notice of the
public ?

* * *

IT would appear that the Government of
Bombay had definitely promised to hand over to the
Bhor Durbar certain villages in the Presidency in
recompense for the ares which it had aoquired from
the Durbar for the construoction of the Lloyd Dam,
which is the longest dam in the world. In order
that the compensation should be full, it was neces-
gary not only that the Bhor Durbar should derive as
much revenue from the British Indian villages to be
surrendered to it as itused to do from its own vil-
lages before, but that it should wield _over theme
villages sll the powers, ¢ivil and criminal, as it
wielded over its own. The Bombay Government had
promised to satiefy the Bhor Durbar in both these
respects and it had fully intended to transfer to the
Durbar civil and criminal jurisdiction .over the
villages a8 well as the revenue that was being ecl-
lected in them. But it was unable to carry out its
promise. It could only surrender the villages with
inam rights, but oivil and crimibal juriediction ithad
to vetain.in its own hands.

» » *

WHY? Because the people in the :villnges in
question refused to exchangs their allegiance to the
British Government for an sllegiance to the Chief of
Bhor. The peoplein these villages are as great
votaries of swaraj as those in the rest of India, anq )
yet when they were implored to go under a swaraj
government, they preferred, obtiqately and very
unpatriotically, to remain under feringhee rulel And
it should be remembered that Bhor is smong the
well-administered States in Indis. The people
have certainly more independence in this State than
in States like Hyderabad, Patiala, Kashmir and
Bikaner. Mr. Davidson would certaicly put it
among the most progressive States. If such a State

.cannot attract the loyalty of British Indians grosn-

ing 8s they are under a foreign bureauoracy, wha is
to be said of the other States § . Can Mr. Davidson, on
the other hand, point to an instance where the States®
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];eopla bad a chance to go under British rule and di{_l
not avidly take 1t? Co

>

To superfleial observers this may all appear
topsy-turvy. But it is not. Racial distinctions are
fast disappearing from politics as they are dis-
appearing from so¢ial life, and what British Indians
want is not a brown autocracy in the place of
a white bureaucracy, but a popular government, no
matter of what colour. The federation as planned is
in fact s proposal to turn over the British Indian
people to autooracies, themselves working, however,
under foreign overlordship. Itis like putting Africa
under the “indirect rule” of the native chiefs, British
control over India rwould hercafter be mediate
instead of immediate, .

*

» &

* »

Red Shirts Ban.
WHEN on the withdrawal "of the oampaign of

oivil disobedience last year the Government lifed the |

ban on Congresa organisations, it was specially
retained in the case of the Red Shirts organisation in
the Frontier province. The violent nature of the
activities of Red Shirts was given as the reason for
this discrimination to their disadvantags. All the
protests which the action drew from the public pro-
ved unavailing, the Government making no further

attempt to justify the retention of the ban against :

the Red Shirte,

* * *

WITH the return of Congressmen to the Assem-
bly in large numbers, the question was bound to be
raised there. In this respeot publio expeotation bas
not been disappointed. It was expeoted that the
occasion would be seized by Government to confound
their opponents with a long catalogue of the Red
Shirts’ violent misdeeds. As a matter of fact only
fwo or three aocts were alleged against them, an alle-
gation which was hotly oontested by Congressmen,

» * »

IF that is all that the Government have to urge
in support of their ackion, it must be said that their
case is based on very weak foundations, As pointed
out by Mr. Jinnah, in a huge organisation like the

Red Shirts’ & few lapses from the general poliey of |'

nonviolence are unavoidable. But to fasten upon
them as a justification for the continuance of the
official ban on it is hardly juet or statesmanlike. The
Red Shirts sre a part of the Congress organisation
which is wedded to non-violence, ‘When it was consi-
dered safe to regard Congress as a lawful body, there
was no reason to treat the Red Shirts organisation
less favourably, To do so is reedlessly to alienate
-publio opinion which, as the success of the recent
adjournment motion in the Assembly showed, regards
the Government action as utterly unwarranted,
Ivalt r;ot the Government profit by the resulf of the
ebate

* *» »

* Blatant Self-Interest * 1|

HOwW clear-sighted i the T¥mes of India upon
foreign affairsa | The Congress of the United States
passed an Act conferring independence upon the Phi-

lippine Islands. This law, our contemporay is clear, |

was not born of any generous impulse towards raising
the position of a politically backwerd people. Foreig-
ners are quite foreign to such an impulse. It is only
the British who are inspired by the unselfish
thought of gi:inga freedom to subjeck peoples. The
!l\meg says: " Congreesional haste in the offering of
the gift (of independence ) was merely due ta blatant

seolf-interest. ( Where this was concerned, ) it did not

matter what other great Issues were involved. The

Philippines had to get independence quickly for the

sake of trade interasis.”
-+

YES, bub is it not better for the United States to
give freedom to the Filipinos for the gaks of
American trade interests than for Great Britain
to keep Indians out of their freedom for the sake
of British trade interests? How we wish the British
"Parliament would desire to give independence to
India in order to safeguard the true interests of the
Britiesh commeroial classes] And is not Britain
supporting the preposterous demands of the Princes,
knowing well that all such demands are at bottom in
the British intereste ? If self-interest is the common
motive of both England and America, it jmpsle
Amerioa to do the noble thing and Hngland to do
an immoral thing. '

¥ * *

AND even when independenoce, selfishly offered
by America was refused by the Filipinos, it was
withdrawn.and a search is being earnestly made to-
find out a substitute which would be to their liking.

- England however draws up in her solf-interest a hata~
ful comstitution and foroes it down the. threate of
Indians| If unselfishness makes her do s0, we wish
she werep a little less unselfish.

* *

. &
, Ambernath Strike.

' ME, PARULEEAR'S article appearing in another
oolumn in this issue gives the reader relevant infor~
mation about the ocauees of the Ambernath strika,
The strike has been in progress for more than three
weeks but doea not even yet promise to end soon.
Since Mr, Parulekar’s article was writton, the strike
situation, instead of improving ss might have been
generally expected, hag unfortunately taken a turn
for the worse, For this no blame can indesd ba laid
;at the door of the strikers. They for their part have
‘not departed in the least from their peaceful methods
‘of agitation for ventilating their gricvances and have
gtudiously refrained from action whioh might even
seamingly necessitate official intervention.

*

! * » »

i THIS however seams to have been sought by the
'employers who are naturaliy im a burry to see the
'strike concluded, not by any means by & aympathetic
'consideration of the strikers’ principal demand for
‘the restoration of the wage-cut, but by coervive
.methods. The result has heen the issue of magisterial
‘orders . prohibiting etrikers’ meetings not only at
' Ambernath but within a radius of two miles of it.
' Nor does the probibition stop bere. It also extends to

the distribution of handbills dealing with the strike

situation in the Ambernath area. Whether the strike
'gollapses as a result of this comprehensive action by
f the overzealous magistrate remains to be seen,

1 *

: BUT how ean this motion be reconciled to the
looal Government's policy of “keeping the ring clear™”
for the contestants in indusatrial disputes? No wviol-

- enee oan be and is in fact alleged againat the atrikers

- aven by their worst enemies nor was there any res-

*

“son to apprehend any breach of the peace by them.
- Under these. circumstances it is difficult to find any
' justifiontion fer tha issue of such arbitrary and des-
- postio orders placing undeserved restrictions on the
i strikers’ liberty to draw public attention to their
. grievanoces.

*

» »

 —
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THE FEDERAL APPLE-CART UPSET,

HE Assembly slone, among all the representative
bodies existing in the country, could speak for
the nation onthe question of constitutional

reforrms, and it has spoken in nouncertain voice. The
Congress and the Liberal Faderation or the Muslim
League and the Hindu Mahasabha represent only
sections of opinion, and though these bodies have
voiced the same opinion =as that so overwhelmingly
endorsed by the Assembly, it could be said that they
represent each a fragment of the country, The same
oriticism could be urged against the provinecial
Counecils, though they too have but echoed the
Assembly’s wverdiet. Besides, these bodies were
elected st & time when the constitutional issue had not
crystallisad and when the constituencies could not be
consulted thereon, The Counocil of State, which it is
quite likely will speak with s different voice, will
suffer from this handicap. In so far as its view differs
from that of the Assembly, it must be discounted, as
the Council of State has hed no opportunity of receiv-
ing the country’s mandate on the question. The
Assernbly elections have taken place recently ; they
have taken place on this one question; and if the
representutives so elected, and belonging to warious
communities and attached to varipus interests, wvote
by & decisive majority against the reforms scheme,
that vot: must be taken as the considered opinion of
the whole country. The vote was racorded, besides,
after a declaretion that the pledge of dominion status,
though not to be incorporated in the Act, stands,

It was expected that the official members of the
Assembly would be ordered to abstain from voting, as
the official members of all the provincial legislatures
were ordered. On s question on which merely public
" opinion is to ba gauged, it is obvious that officials
must not vote, But in the Assembly they were under
orders to vobe against the unofficial members’ amend-
ments to the official resolution, Though this procedure
is highly objectionable, it is well in a sense that the

officia! bloc was used and sustained a erushing defeat..

Mr. Jinnah's resolution on the reforms was adopted
by 74 votes to 58 ; but of the 58 dissentients as many
as 26 were officials and 11 nominated non-officisals,
and only 21 elected non-officicls. KEven among thess
elected members 8 were Europeans, 3 representatives
of landlords, and most of the others were extreme
communalists among Mahomedans, The only Indian
members belonging to the advanced group of politi-
cians who oast their votes against Mr. Jinnah's
hostile resolution were two: Sir Cowasji Jehangir
and Mr, Mody. A-clearer expression of opinion could
not be imagined, Since the Government of India used
all its resources to turn down Mr. Jinnah's resolution,
one would think that it would be willing to
sbide by the resolution psssed by =a large
majority. 'What otherwise could be the object of the
Government of India in making officials vote againat
it whereas the provincial Governments left the voting
to non-officiale? If a resolution condemnatory of the
reforms is to be thrown to the winds, whether passed
by 10tol or10%0 9 votes, it would be entirely
unmeaning for Government to diminish the thump-

ing non-official majorily somewhat by the use of
official votes. But, as we have said, it is just as well
that the Government put forth all its strength and
yot were heavily defeated,

What is the precise import of the resolution
carried ? It is variously interpreted. Anglo-Indian
papers take comfort in the fact that a resolution of
total rejection sponsored by the Congress was lost
in favour of Mr, Jinnah’s resolution, which recom-
mended summary rejection of the federal scheme
but somewhat less hostile treatment of the provinoial
part of the reforms. Mr. Jinnsh himself would appa-
rently put this interpretation upon his resolution, but
the Government spokesmen, in their speeches, refused
to look upon the resolution as any leas destructive of
the official scheme than the Congress resolution.
Mr. Jinnah’s resolution that was eventually adopted
pronounced the federal soheme to be “fundamentally
bad and entirely unsacceptable $o the people of British
India” and recommended the entire withdrawal of it
and substitution for it of another scheme concerning
British India alone. The Home Meniber and the Law
Member both deslared that asan all-India federation
was of the essence of the Government's soheme,
any proposal to serap federation smounted to a
proposal for nothing less than flatrejection of the
whole scheme., They said in effect : “The British
Government would never agree to divids the whole
scheme into parts, drop the most vital part and pro-
oeed to give effect to that which is noi so vital. If
foderation goses, everything goes with it.” Whoever
adopte this interpretation of Mr. Jinnah’s resolution
must refrain from indulging in cheap jibes that the
Indian people desire at heart to save the reforms
scheme, however loudly they may epeak of rejection.
If the other interpretation is adopted, what the Gov-
ernment oughf to dois to improve the provinecial
part of the scheme, 1ay aside the federal plan and to
consult Indian opinion as to how best to establish
responsible government in British India. The Gov-
ernment is welcome to adopt whichever of these
two interpretations suits it ILet it withdraw
either the whole Bill or only the federation part of it.
But if it has any regard for publie opinion, it cannot
go on with federation, or rather with the particular
scheme of federation that it has placed before the,
country.

Indeed, there is good ground for discriminating
between the provincial and federal parts of the
official scheme. Although both paris are unsatis-
factory and disappointing in the extreme, it would
still be wrong to put them on the samse footing. In
the provineial part it would be possible to mention
improvements which, if introduced, would make it
quite well worth congidering, and Mr. Jinnah’s reso-
lution therefore mentions a few of these improve-
ments: abolition of second chambers, extraordinary
and special powers of the Governors, restrictions in
regard to police rules, etc. But the federal part of the
gcheme is “ fundamentally bad and tofally unacoept-
able”™. No improvements can be suggested in regard
to it in the present oircumatances, when the Princes
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have been éncouraged to form exceedingly inflated
1dess of thelr rights of sovereignty, and ail that oan
be done immediately is to halt the proposed all-India
federation, My, Jinnah's resolution ealls upon the
Government to sdopt this course, They have declar-
ed In the White Paper that " if oauses beyond their
" ¢ontrol should place obstacles in the way of this pro.
grammoe (of bringing federation into being), they will
take steps to roeview the whole position in consultation
with Indian opinion.” Federation being impossible on
nooovnt of the opporition of the Indian people, time
has now oome for the whole question to be congsidered
afresh. This is Mr, Jinnah's suggestion. It is no use
saying that British India accepted federation,
'that even Mahatma Gandhi accepted it, end that it
was now too lato for the Aasembly o oppose it, The
fact is that Mahatma @Gandhi and others only accep-
ted the principle of federation, but their commitment
‘to it extended only so far that they were willing to
‘oonsider detsils of it in order to see how it would
shape in private conferences, They did consider the
details and have found that if they had to agree to
‘the Princes’ demands, it would be a monstrosity
which it would be quite unthinkable for them to

aooept. .

Let the Government on the other hand take the
resolution passed by the Assembly to be & resolution
for wholesale rejection of the scheme., In that oase
the Assembly’s immediate demand would be that
the Government withdraw the entire scheme and go
on with the present constitution. The least thut
the Glovernment eould do in this case in deference to
‘publio opinion 1a to desist from imposing by force

“upon the country a conetitution which it bas declared
+uns wholly counter to its wishes. Their duty is only
negative, but it1s imperative, If a federal union
‘gannot be terminated, howevar unhappy it may prove
in actual working, then it is surely necsssary, in the
name of commonsense, at least to see that the union
fa truly wvoluntary on both sides. It will not
at all be voluntary In this partioular ocase on the
gide of British Indis. Do the Government then
propose to force a union on thosea who think that they
would be 1ll-mated and then compel them to remain
in wedlock for all their lives, denying them di-
votce at any period in future? This would be ihe
worst acandal ever perpetrated in the whole course of
history, On the other hand, look at what is bappen.
.fug in the Philippines just at this moment. A oonsti-
tution, and an advanced constitution too, was framed
for the Islands and even pussed by the U, 8. Congress,
But it was stipulated, even while passing the oonsti-
tution, that it would be brought into operation only
when the Philippines logislature approved it The
Philippines legislature disapproved it, and it was
{ramediately put on the shelf. Now another consti-
tution .has been formulated after six months’ stre-
nuous labour by a convention epecislly formed for
the purpose. This will be considered by the U. S,
CUongress but will not be enforoed tiil & plebiscite of
the Filipinos is taken on it and the plabiscite results
in » favourable verdiot thereon. The constitution wili
uot be interminable and upamendable - s in this

oountry, and yet such precautions are taken to see
that it wins popular support in the Philippines. In
India, however, the Legislative Assembly elected
on this specific issue turns down federation by a
large majority, It imposes no further obligation
upon the Govarnment than to stay where they are.
8till they insist upon eaddling the country with a
constitution which they warn in advance can never
be repesaled in future|l

Even if the British Government, contrary to
their traditions, are bent upon practising such raked
aoercion in » matter of fundamental Importance, the
Indian Princes can yet save the situation by refu.
sing to be pariies to this tyranny. It need not be
supposed that they will thereby iay themselves open
to a oharge of breach of faith. They can declara that, in
so far as they themselves aro conoerned, they are eager
now as they were before to onter the federation, bus
as British India is decidedly opposedto it, they
cannot consent to a forced faderation, They will
wail till British India changes its opinion. The
onus of bringing the negotiations to an abortive
conolusion will olearly lie upon British India, and
British India has no desire to throw it on to the
States. The Princes will be wholly absolved from
blame. In the House of Commons it was openly
oharged that the Prinves were being coerced intoa
federation by the Viceroy and other agents of the
British Government. This charge may not be true ;
but hereafier the Princes stand in imminent danger
of being coerced, The Britisk Government are
greatly cbagrined at British India’s emphatic re.
jection of federation; they would desire to impose
it upon British India if only to epite it. If at suoh
a time the Princes show any conscientious soruples
againgt entering ‘into an Imposed federation, the
British Government would be desply annoyed and
mortified. The Prinoes are not essily intimidated,
but it remains to be seen whether they are possessed
of oourage enough to stand up to the British Govern-
ment in such & mood. One ocan only hope that
they have the courage of this high order. They have
often said that they wish to come into the federation,
partly at any rate to make. it possible for British
India to obiain central respousibility. They may or
may not be able to help British India acquire self-
government. But they overtainly have it in their
power to resone it from the sheerest form of coercion
which threatens it. May they be given the wisdom
and the high heart which the ocoasion demands |

Wo are cextain that even the extreme fodera-
tionists among British Indians wilt not now desire,
in face of the Assembly resol ution, tohave fedsration
forced into being without a full opportunity being
given to the people to refleot further and form n
favourable judgment on it It was wrong in a ooterie
of people to recommend with such assurance as they
displayed a federal soheme so full of anomalfes and so
full of diffioulties, Now they discover that whatthey
recommended with suoh ardour is unoceremoniously
discarded by the public at large. They ought to
have kept this contingenoy in wiew from the stark
But they did not, and they did a grievous wrong to
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the people. Now they find that they reckoned
without the host, they will, we make no doubt, cheez-
fully agree to wait till public opinion swings over
to their point of view., They made up their mind from
the beginning that the Princes would not agree to
better terms than those that had been offered. For such
assumption there is little ground., We have more
faith in the reasonableness of the Princes than they.
The Princes put their demands at the highest at the
commencement of the negotiations as ‘every ons
engaged in such negotiations does. If the other party
does not put ita point of view before them as forcibly
aa they themselves did, it was nob to be expected that
they would gratuitously lower their own demsands.
But now that they know that British India does
not agree to their demands, they will be anxious to
acoommodate British India, Sir Samuel Hoare
says that if this opportunity of establishing a
federation 1s allowed fo slip, it will never
recur, He says so*because he wants British India
to acoept the Princes' maximum demands, That
way lies the self-interest of the British Government.
He desires, as we have said before, to establish an
alibi for the oconservative elements with which he
wants o load the Indian oonstitution. Butbt if the
federal scheme now placed before the country is
withdrawn, a better sort of federation can comse into

existence pome time hence, for we are oortain that
the Princes will be prepared to scale down their own
demands and adjust them to popular wishes. But
even if that did not happen, there would be nothing
to militate against central responsibility being ob-
tained for British India. We oan never agree to
the doctrine that central responsibility is bound up
with federation. To all such theories the British
Government itself would give the go-by if it finds
that federation is not possible. Even the present
Conservative Ministry will do so. We need not
wait for the Labour Party to ocome into power, and
nobody in Indis is pinning his faith to that event.
The existence of a large majority of popular
reprerentatives in the Assembly in a position of power
divorced from responsibility will be to the Britishers,
even of tory persuasion, s standing argument
of grest potency for the conferment of oentral
responsibility. All constitutional theories will un-
dergo a suitable change in the presence of this in.
exorable fact, It is surprising how elastic constitu-

| tionsl theories really are. Let no fear be entertained

in the breast of any timorous asoul that ail would be
lost with the loss of the' Hoare constitution. All
would in faot be put in the way of being gained
if the Hoare constitution is first thrown on to the
scrap-heap.

USE OF THE JACKBOOT.

WIFT on the heels of the Assembly resolution
condemning the Indo-British Trade Agreement
and calling for its immediste termination comesn

the news that the Seoretary of State has decided to
ignore the opinion of the Assembly and to bring the
Agreement into operation as if Indians were in
favour of it. We have discussed the Agreement on
its merits and do not wish to repeat what we have
suid beforse, It may be, as is confended, that the
Agreement merely codifies tariff principles which
India in her own interests has slready adopted
, in her fiscal policy ; that if the Indian Government
is now required, under the Agreement, fo impose
lower duties on cotton piecegoods imported from
Great Britain, it would only be doing what India’s
nationsl interests clearly diotate; that in this matter
there is such a olear community of interest between
Lanceghire and India that, merely by making a
friendly gesture, India can win British good-will
both in political and economic mpheres without
making any special concessions to Great Britain,
Lot us grant all this for the sake of argument, But
the guestion of Trade Agreement is transformed by
the Assembly’s resolution from an economio into
a political problem. The gquestion now is not, what
the righteconomic policy is for India, but whether
the Hecretary of State should or should notf, in such
‘& matter, defer to Indian opinion, irrespective of the
merita of that opinion; and the Secretary of Siale
has shown by his decisfon that he has no regard
whatever for Indian opinion expressed through
proper constitutional channels.

This decision also exposes the raal character of
the Ottawa Paot, It is in operation, not because India
wanks to join an imperial preference scheme, but be-
cause cur British masters wish it so. What is the
value of the consent given by Indian representatives
to the Pact if behind the consent stands the over-
riding will of the Secretary of State who says;
Whatever you do, there shall be a Pact and India
shall be a party to it. In the Supplementary Agree-
ment recently entered into, no additional conorete
concession to Lancashire ie proposed in the form of
a lower import duty ; it merely crystallises the exist-
ing pracdtice. What harm, one wonders, would then
have come to Liancashire if the Agreement had been
terminated in response to Indian opinion? The
Statesman very rightly says: “If the Government
were to decide that, in view of the Assembly’s vote,
the Agreement must now lapse, the immediate natur-
al result will be nil. Things will go on exactly as
they are.”” Where, then, was the need of demonstrat-
ing to the Assembly that it has no power to order its
own fiscal poliey, that it must submit to the dictation
of higher -authority ? The Government of India
itself intonded the Agreement to be no more than an
expression of good-will towards Great Britain,and it
also thought that it would help “to relegate the safes
guards,” as Sir Joseph Bhore said, “to regions where
they will be unused.” On the contrary, what has
happened has only served to bring home to the
Aggembly how utterly impotent it is even to take a
decision which ex hypothesi does not adversely affect
Lancashire; and it has already destroyed India's
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good-will. The Stafesman correctly observes: “The
damage done is in the realm of good-will, and that

. damage has been done by the Assembly’s vote,
whether the Government now says the Agreement
ig on or oalls it off. In our opinion it is better to
admit the damage and not to dwell in the atmosphere
of solf-deception.”” Whatever damage has been
wrought by the Assembly’s vote will be increased
hundredfoid by the Becretary of State’s imposition
of the Agreement upon India. Definite ill-will will
now take the place of the good-will that was sought
40 be created.

The State Council of Ceylon is exercised over a
pgimilar problem as that which was considered by the
;Assembly, In August last the Colonial Secretary
imposed a quota system upon Ceylon whereby the
dmports of ootton and rayon goods from Japan
wore restrioted in the interest of Lanoashire in spite
of the unanimous protest of the Board of Ministers
and the State Counoil. Ever since then this is an
open sore with the Ceylonese peopls, and the State
LOouncil on the 1at inst. unanimously passed & reso-

Jution in the following worde :—

“This COouncil ia of opinion shat, in view of the grave
hardships and serious economio loss pustained by the
people of this Island, the Secratary of State for the
Colonles should be asked to withdraw the operation in
Caylon of the quota system againat forelgn textiles.

Ceylon too was supposed to enjoy fisoal independenoce
a8 India is supposed to enjoy, for although under the
Ceylonese constitution the Colonial Secretary hag as
it were concurrent. jurisdioction with the State Coun-
-¢il, by whioh he can issue Orders-in-Council over-
riding the Colony’s legislature, still such QOrders-in-
Counoil were to be limited to matters * affecting the
peace, order and good government™ of the Island ;
and as the fisoal policy sought to be imposed upon
“Ceylon ocould not be alleged even by the Ssoretary of
Btate to be in the interest either of peace, order, or
good government, the people of Ceylon fondly be-
lieved that they could manage their fisoal affairs as
they liked. A rude shock was given to them last year
by the infliction of the quota system upon the Colony.
Even Sir Philip Cunliffe-Lister ocould not assert that
the quotas were being imposed in the interest of
‘Qoylon. All that he oould say was that
“a ooncerted imperial programme™ for stemming
the tide of Japanese tompetition was required and
that Ceylon must submit to imperial polioy, what-
ever her own mnational interests might demand.
Hbo said : “This programme forms pact of a broad
imperial policy of promoting the economio unity of
the British Ewmpire,” and Caylon, forming part of the
Xmpire, cannot stand aloof, Europesans in Csylon
are at one with Ceyloness in protesting agninat this
high-handedness, wkich inflicts great injury upon
-about {wo-thirds of the people whose olothing has been
‘made dearer by about one-third, Only the officials
supported the quota system, and they too under orders
from the Home Government. The Finanocial Seore-
tary, who is of course a European, laid down the
Jaw for the Ceylonese. Hesaid, “The obvious issue
"1s that the Empire should hang together as a unit
fand should make itself self-supporting and maintain

T 4 iftn

ite etandard of living." That istosay, the people of
Ceylon must oonsent to be half-clad in order that
Lancashire may keep its high standard of living!
The Financial Secretary did not scrupla to remark
that in refusing to make this sacrifice for Lanoa-
shire the peopla of Ceylon, noted for their hospita-
lity, were acting in a mean spirit and salso laying
themselves open to the suspicion that they were dis-
loyal I 1!

India and Ceylon sail together in this matter:
neither has & vestige of fiseal autonomy. And what
has happened in Ceylon will bappen in India. “We
must boycott British oloth,” say the Ceylonese, and
so will Indians. A member of the State Counoil in
Ceylon, in recommending boyeott at all costs, decla-
red : “I gay in this matter success or failure is not the
true oriterion. Human endeavour is much more im-
portant. I say that it is feasible, that it can he done.
I say that even if it is doomed, even if it is a com-
plete failure, to make ?vary endeavour to introduce a
boycott of Lancashire cloth mnd of such British
goods a8 we can afford is fully worth while.,”
Similar counsels will be urged in India and. they
will prevail if the Ssoretary of State, Sir Samuel
Hoare, decides, as he has done, upon using the jack-
boot, as his brother Seorstary did in Ceylon. Sensi-
ble people in England realise how ruinous suoh a
oourss would ba to their own intorests.
They ¢re incredulous of the good effect
of the Agreement even if it were India’s free-will
A ocorespondent, writing from London to the
Times of India,snys : The Agreement entirely ignores
the fundamental economic factor on which it was.
based. “That factor was that, if Lancashire expeoted

-0 gell more cotton goods i India, it could do so only

by buying very much larger quantities of Indian
cotton, thus helping to create the additional purchas-
ing power of whioh it seeks to take advantage.” The
Chairman of the Lancashire Cotton Corporation, Mr.
Orr, said the other day at the annual meeting :
“Nothing will help the negotiators of ocommereial
agreements with India so much as an increased con-
sumption of her cotton by Lancashire,” This aspsct
of the question, however, is being ignored, and & go-
called “Agreement foisted upon India. The Times’
correspondent deplores it. “A guaranteed eonsum-
ption by Lanoashire of a specified quantity of Indian
cotton,” he says, “would have helped to marrow the
gap(between the prices of raw and manufactured
ootton, whioch is 50 per cent.), but that scheme was
turned down In favour of the more nebulous, less
helpful and inore controversial programme embodied
in the now Trade Agreoment,” That was the real
road to good-will and amity; the Government have

. chosen the way which leadas to the oreation of ill-

will and rancour,

THE AMBERNATH STRIKE.

HREE weeks have elapssd since} the workera bf
the Western India Match Factory at Ambernath
weont on strike. The workers are still holding out in
spite of many and serious disadvantages under which
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they have been forced to fight for their bread. It
will be readily conceded thaf a strike means to the
‘workers privations and misery in a most acute form,
but to the employer it might only mean a little loss
which need not even remotely affect his routine,
The workers, therefore, are prone to snatch at the
earliest opporfunity fo settle the strike snd will
never be disposed to prolong it & moment longer
than is absolutely necessary. The employers, on
the other hand, are interested in prolonging the
atrike, since surrender on the part of the workers
means more profite.

The Ambernath Matoh Factory Management
have very shrewdly shown their willingness to con.
cede all the minor demands but insist that the wor-
kers should resume work before they can discuss
the question of wage-cut which mainly compelied the
workers to resort to strike. It is a matter of common
knowledge that it is only when the workers go on
strike that they can give free expression to all the
' innumerable hardships and grievances about which
they dare not complain for fear of losing their jobs
while working. The attitude of the management is
to ba judged by what they have conceded and not
by the consideration of the number of demanda that
they are prepared to concede.

The management are not prepared even to con-
gider, before the workers resume work, the essential

and vital demand of restoration of the wage-cuts,

which are anywhere between 3 to 637,

When the profits in the matech manufacturing
industry were grievously affected by the world trade
depression, the management had persuaded the
workers to agree to get their burden transferred to
their shoulders by accepting a wage.cut of 10 per
cent., on the plea that it will enable them to tide over
the most diffioult days of trade depression. The
workers were then sssured 'that the eut would be
only a tomporary one, But, instead of the out being
restored as soon as trade depression had passed away,
the workers were painfully surprised ¢o find that the
management transformed it into a permanent one.

The imposition of the excise duty on matches

gerved them ag an excuse to satisfy their long-cheri-
shed desgire of making the cut permsanent, The
management wanted the workers to believe oredul-
ously that the cut of 10 per cent. which was enough
to save the industry from wreckage in the worst
period of trade depression was equally indispensable
oven when normal times had returned, Even the
management would not maintain seriously that the
rate of profit in the industry has been affected by the
excise duty. The burden of the excise duty was

transferred to the shoulders of the consumers no’

sooner than it was imposed on the industry. The 10
per cent. cut failed to satisfy tha insatiable desire of
the management to lower the standard of earnings
of the workers. ,, The imposition of the excise duty
oreated a temporary deadlock in the industry. The
factories remained closed by way of demonstration
against the excise duty for several months. The
workers were turned out of employment and starved,

When the factories were reopened the manage-
ment could not resist the temptation of taking the
utmost advantage of the pitiable situation owing to-
which the workers were at their mercy. They dioe-
tated their terms, The workers had no other
alternative but to submit in order to save themselves
and their families from annihilation, The tmanage~
ment agreed to re-engage workers only on a scale of
wages which was very much lower than the rates
inclusive of the 10 per cent. cut

The management have resorted to all possible:
measures of increasing the sweating of labour. They
have reduced pieco rates. They have resorted to
speed-up which has rasulted in intensifying laboun
They have rationalised, The wages of the workers
whose average daily earnings while working on one
machine were Re, 1-14-0 have baen reduced to-
Re, 1-7-0 while they work on two machines, The
number or workers whose earnings have not been
reduced forms s negligible portion of & total numbaz
of workers,

In the earlier stages of negotiation the manage--
ment maintained that they had done nothing beyond
standardising the wages of the various olasses of
workers, Really this is a new definition of stand-
ardisation of wages., The management have the
audacity to expect that the workers should thankfully
socept the wage—cuts and be satisfied with starvation:
wages owing to the oharm of the word 'standardisae-
tion.’

S. V. PARULEEKAR.

Ont London Letter,

( BY AIR MAIL.)
{ From Our Corraspondent. )
Loudon, 1st February.

THE REFORMS TIME-TABLE.

T isto-day stated that the Government intend to-
secure the passage of the India Bill through the

House of Commons by the Whitsun adjournment,
in order that the Bill may be passed by the Homse of
Lords by the end of July. This would mean that
within eighteen weeks of to-day the Bill would
pass the third reading, with about twenty daya for
the Committee stage. How far this time-table can
be maintained is yet uncertain, Speculation a: to
the reason for expediting the passage of the Biil lies
between a desire to clear the decks for an early
genaral election and the nocessity to get the India
Bill cut of the way in order that Parliament may be
able to devote its full energies to the large programmae-
of domestie reform before it.

THE ASSEMBLY VOTE,

The vote i the Assembly debate on the recently
ooncludet trade agreement has been received here
with mixed feelings. Few responsible people here
regard the agreement aa affecting in any real degree
the prineiple of the tariff convention that has been
in operation for so many years, and most people
therafore are wondering what is et the bottom of the-
decision taken by the Assembly. Two explanations.
have been given. One is that, contrary to the pro-
cedure here, the Government of Indiz have been.
guilty of bad psychology in failing to take the Indian.

— |
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~commercial organisations into their confidence dur-
ing the course of the negotiations. On first prinoi-
-ples one would certainly be inchned_ to agree with
this oriticism. The other criticism is that, in the
political ciroumstences al present prevailing, the
agreement was disoussed fnan stmosphere of strong
political resentment, that it has nol been dealt with
on its merits, and that political considerations rather
than economio ones have preveiled. The adverse
vote, therefore, is regarded, both by the Manchester
Guardian snd by the Times ag rather in the nature of
a political demonstration. The further deduction
drawn by both papers is that this is quite & hatural
consequence of the irresponsible position of the Indian
legislature (and it might also have been said of the
Government of India) under the present Constitution,
thereby providing a further unauswerable argument
in favour bf the proposed constitutional ohanges
extending a measure of responsibility to the Central
Tegislature, It is held that had there been a respon-
pible minister in office, the Legislature would think
more than once before seeking to drag down a
Government upon such an issue as this, and be com-
pelied thereby to contemplate the formation of an
alternative administration. Solace in the existing
situation is taken by recalling the fact that the trade
agreement does not require legislative sanction in
-either country and that it is operative in the absencs
of the approval of the Indian legislature.

It seems more than ever clear, however, that big
business in Lancashire must realise that big business
oannot be done with India exocept upon such terms as
are tolerable to Indian sentiment. On the other
hand, if business is tc be done as bstween business
men, it will be urged that thosa who negotiate on
weither side must he able to give firm assurances to
the other that they have the backing of the trades
and the trades’ organisations immadiately conoarned,
and that they will not be repudiated owing to some
sudden fluctuation of sentiment in the trade organi-
sations, or to interference by interests of a party or
politioal character forsign to the problems to be
polved. If firm agreementa are to be reached it can
only be as between negotiators who can place
implioit confidence both in the bona fides and in the
representative charaoter of their opposite numbers,
Anything else would involve instability, insecurity
and continued frietion, '

DOMINION STATUS.

Whilst Mr. Andrews at the end of his broadeast
last week expressed the view toat young Iudia, thera
was reason to fear, might already have gone beyond
the phrass *“ Dominion Status,” it ia interesting to
note the following paragraph in an artiele -on the
India Bill by Sir Samuel Hoars in this week's issue
of the News.Letter =

“ Attention has been oalled to ths absencs of any
Preamble stating the aims and polioy in regard to India,
T shall conflne myself at present to saying that there is

no intention whatever in the mind of the present QCabinet
of repudiating or modifying the intentions which have besn
already expressed. The Government bases itself-in this
matior npon the view of the Joint Committes that the
ultimate aims of British rule in India have been set out
finally and definitely in the Preamble to the Aot of 1919,
and that sabsequent evtatements of policy have added
nothing to the substance of this deolaration. Comment haa
been expressed im two antithetioal senses. It will be
found, when this subject comes to be dealt more fully at
the proper time, that there is no basia either for the
suspicion that we do not intend to abide fully by our
pledges, or for the foar that we contemplats an exten-
sion of our existing commitments.”

Major Graham Pole's recent letter to the
Times, peinting out the effect on Indian-opinion of the
omission of referense to the phrase * Dominion
Status ** from the Report and now from the Bill,
following upon the Témes recommendation that assur-
ance should be given to India therson, is all to the
good. It may be mentioned that before the Zimes
kad become convinced of the urgency of some such
agsurance it is known to the present writer that at
least two letters in the mense of Major Graham Pole’s
letter had already been rejected by that paper. How-
over, let us be thankful for small mercies, and be giad
at the repentance of the Thundsrer, however tardy.

MR. ANDREWS ON REPRESSION.

Mr., Andrews has in this week's New Statesman
8 letter of protest against the polioy of repression
amouuting to a veiled form of miartial law now opera-
tive in Bengal, He appears to fesl consoience-
stricken, as he'has felt bafore and ensrgetically pro-
tested against the Bengal polioy. He gquotes a lettar
from a Bengalee correspondent who has a relative in
one of the detentjon camps, which is of considerable
interest. " With the grant of reforms, under which
they (the detenues) could honourably undertake
fo give up sabversive activities, a huga majority
would come out. You can—I am letting you know
on good authority—yourself offer auch assurances.”
Upon this the New Statesman, desoribing the Wavers
tree episode as " a politieal stunt” by the Chur-
chillites, eomments as follows: *“ Meanwhile the
tragedy of India itself developes; while Ruglish

' politioa ars enlivened by our squabbles about what is

good for India and whether we are ‘giving India
too muoh or too little,’ the poverty of the
Indian villages is untouched, and, as the letter from
Mr. C. F. Andrews in our columns this weok shows,
the repression of the Indian Government is so
sustained and so ruthless that wa may well wonder
if this country will have a friend left there by the
time the new Constitution is ready.” If evidends of
the growing unfriendliness in India were needed, it
could have been found in the return by. huge msjo-
rities, composed of nor-Congressmen and Congress-
men alike, of Congress candidates to the Assembly
in the recent elections,

MR. JOSHI ON THE J. P. C. REPORT.

My, N. M. Joshi, M. L. A, made the following
Speech in the Legislative Assambly on the 6th insl. in the
debate on the Joinl Parliamentary Commitise Report :—

IR, during the short time at my disposal, I propose
to examine the proposals of the Joint Parlia-
mentary Committes from the point of view of the

.messes and the working olasses of this ocountry.
While examining the proposals I shall first sea what
‘powera of pelf-government are transferred from
\British to Indian hands. Satondly, I shall examine

F

how the powers of self-government transferrad to
Indian handsare distributed among the various sscé«
fonsot the people of this country. Tne working classes
of this country are interested in solf-government, but
they do not want a mere ohangs of masters. They are
intorested in seeing that they gat their due shara of
the powers that may be transferred from British
to Indian hands. Thirdly, I shall examine the
scheme from the point of view of the future prospeoct
of its being developed into & scheme for full-fladged
gelf-government. The outlines of the scheme pro-
poasd by Joint Parliamentary Committes consist,
L}
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in the first place, of a kind of provincial responsible
government with special powers. reserved &o the Gov-
ernor. The Hon'bla the Leader of the House the
otber day said that we need not imagine that all the
Governors will be unressonable men. 8ir, I do nof
imagine thst all the Governors will be unreasonable
men, but, Sir, it will ba equally admitted that all the
Governors will not be angels. May I ask, Sir, as
there ia provision in. the Bill for checking the un-
reasonableness of the legisiatures by the special
powers of the Governors, what safeguard has been
pravided in the comstitution ta protect the people
against the unressonableness of the Governors?
Some of the special powers provided for the Gover-
nors in the new constitution are not given to them
even under the present constitution in the trensferred
gphete, Moreover, 8ir, letge portions of some, of the

provinces are excluded from the powers of the legis-
Iature; they are called * totally excluded or partially
excluded areas ". 1 am one of those pecple who feel,
and feel very strongly, that every messure of pro-
tection should be given to the people of these exclud-
ed and partially excluded areas as they are the most
backward sections of the community. But what the
Report provides is that these excluded srese shall be
governed autocratically by officera belonging to the
oivil services. T feel, Sir, thai if the Joint Parlia-
meptary Committee wanted really to protect the
backward communities of these excluded and parti-
ally excluded aress, they should have provided
adequate representation in the legislatures to the
people of these areas, 1 would have even suggested
that they ghould have given a large amount of
weightage to the people of thess areas. I would have
even suggested that the Goverpment should have
passed laws protecting the lands of these people and
protecting there people against the extortion of usur-
ers in these areag, but it is not the Tight kind of pro-
teckion that these people should be denied the protec-
tion of the legislature that may be established in
these Provinces,

Sir, when we examine the powers transferred to
Indian hands in the Central Government, we find
that a faderation is to be establiched here, with some
dyarchiecal form of responsibility, and with .certain
Tepartments reserved. The Army Department is to
be reserved, the Foreign and Politicul Department is
to be renervad, and so on. May I ask, if Indiaisa
member ofthe League of Nations—and we are always
told that the Indian delegation is free from the influ-
ences of the British delegation—why should Indians
be denied the right to manage itsown foreign affairs ?
Then, Sir, the Ecolesiastical Department is to be
reserved, May I sgk what is the need of an Eecle-
siagtics] Department for India ? In every city, in
every town, almost everywhere there jsa church
where the officers of Government can go and pray.
I would therefore suggest that the Eoclesissiical
D.epartment should be abolished immediately, Then,
8ir, the echeme proposes several safeguards snd
special powers, If there is any commuuity in this
country which requires gafeguards, it ig, I say, the
working clesses apd the masses. May I ack what
gra the safeguarde provided for the messes and the
working classes of this country { Hear, hear }? Tam
not suggesting, Mr. Pregident, that in order to safe-
guard the interests of the working classes and the
maeEeg, special powers should be given to the Gover-
vors and the Governor-General. No, 8ir, that is not
my demand, If the Government of India and the
British Parliament wanted to protect the interests of
and to provide safeguards for the working classes of
this country, they shouid have given them adequate
representation in these legislatures, but, Sir, the re-
presentation provided o the working olasses is utter-

1y inadequate. I shall speak sbout that later on but,
Sir, instead of providing safeguards to protect the
interests of the masses and the working classes, the
Joint Parliamentary Committee provides safeguards
to protect the interests of the British community,
most of the safeguards are intended to protect what-
evar the British have in this country, to protect the
rights of the British commercial community, and to
profect the rights of the British investors in thig
oountry. In order to protect these British interests in
thia country, they have provided safeguards intended
to prevent commercial digerimication.” Safeguards
are provided by way of a Statutory Railway Bosrd
to protect the interests of British services and safa-
guards are provided in order that the ocutrency
and exchange policy of this country should not be
sgainst the interests of Greet Britain, Sir, with all
these pafeguards, with all these specisl powers, and
the reservations, the rights which have been trans.
ferred to India are merely illusory. I feel, Sir, that
the schemae, a8 & meapure of self-government, is utter-.
1y inadequate. The propossls made by the Labour
members of the Joint Parliamentary Comimittee and
put forward by Major Attlee to my mind are a great
improvement upon what the Joint Parliamentary
Committee has proposed snd, speaking personally, {
feel that if the proposals of the Labour members had
been accepted by the Joint Parliamentry Committee,
these proposals might have been accepted as a com-
promige by India, but, Sir, the proposals of the
majority of the Joint Parlinmentary Committee are
propossls which are bssed upon the disfrust of the
people of this country.

My Hon'ble friend, Sir Leslie Huadson, the
other day eaid that these wafeguards were necessary
on account of certain statements made by verfain
olasses of politicians in this country. 8ir, I bave
ceaged to belong $o the Indian Nstional Congress,
but, Sir, it is not true to say that the epecisl powers
and safeguards have.been included in the scheme to
prevent. the mischief which may be csused by the
Indisn National Congress or any other olasses of
politicians. The safeguards are provided in this con-
stitution because the British people distrust the In-

dian people 88 8 whole, including the Indian Princes
and including the commercial and landed magnates
in this country. If the Joint Parliamentary Com-
mittee bad the least confidence in the Indisn Princes
and the landed magnates of this country, where was
the need for any reservations, for any special powers,
for any safeguards, when one-third mermbers in the
lower House and when forty per cent. of the members
of the Council of State are to be the representatives of
the Indian Princes, with the representation of the
Europeans added to them ? Sir, the Indian National

Congress or any other single political party in this
country has not the least chance of securing & majority
in the future Council of State as it is proposed to be
constituted ; and if that is so, and if special powers
and reservations are provided for, they sre provided
fcr simply because the British people have no confi- .
dence even in the Indian Princes and even in the
landed and commercial megnates of this country.
Sir, I am prepared to admit that as between the Indians
{hemselves, the Britishers have more canfidence in the
Indian Princes thanin the landed and commeroial
magnates of this country ;and as between the people of
British India itself, I am prepared to admit that the
J. P. C. hsd more confidence in the landed and the
cornmercisl magnates than in the common people of
this country. Sir, these different degrees of distrust
among the different sections of the Indian population
are clearly indicated by the proposals wk_uoh the_
J. P. C bas made for seiting up the machinery of.
the Central Government.
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The J. P. (. proposes that the machinery of the

future government will consist of a Federation with .

“two Chambers, the Legislative Assembly and the
Council of State, In the Federation the Princes
are to have woightage. May I ask why has this
weightage been provided for the Princea? Moreover,

“the J, P, 0. did not recognise the existenoce of the peo-
ple of the Indian States. All the representation given
not only in the Conneil of State but even in the lower

~chamber is the representation given to the Indian
Princes and not to the people of the States, If
weoightage had been given to the paople of the Indian
States, I for one would not have objectad to itso
much., Mr, President, the legislative machinery of
tho Federation is to consist of two Chambers of the
Legislature, the Legislative Assembly and the Coun-

«¢il of Btate. Both these Chambars are to be formad by

* the method of indireot election. May I ask whether
thero is any country in the world whera the lower
-chamber is elected by the indirect method of election ¢
If that is not so, why should India be selected for
that honour? Sir, this method of indirect slection by

locnl legislatures was followed some years in the
United States of Amerios, not for ejecting the Lower
House but for electing the Upper Chamber. The
result was that oorruption became rampant and the
Upper Chamber of the United Statas became a
millionaires’ olub. Sir, in India the Legislative
Assembly whioh is to be elected by the indirect
method of election will also bscome a millionaires’
¢lub and our Council of State will bsvome s malti-
millionaries’ elub, I must admit that the J. P. C.
hag provided speclal reserved representation for
Indian Labour in the Legislative Assembly. They
have provided 10 seats for Labour. But, Sir, the
Nationsl Federation of Trades Unions in India had
asked for 10 per cent, of the seats. If was a very
modesat demand and the J. P. C. has given ounly 3 or
4 per oent. of the seats. Moreover, the J, P. C, fearing
that labour members might combine with the mem-
bers of the depressed olasses and may somehow per-
suade the Lower Chamber to pass some kind of Labour
Jegiclation protecting the interests of the masses,
have provided for a Council of State without any
Labour representation. I shall only meuntion one faot,
The province of Bombay is going to send 16 members
to the future Council of State and the first election of
16 members from Bombay to the Council of State is
to ba made by 30 members who will form the Council
-of State in Bombay. Sir, have you ever heard of 30
men seleoting 16 persons to be the membors of a
legialature ? Thie is the kind of election that has been
provided for the future Council of State! My
feeling is that the J, P. 0. has constituted thase
legislatures on the lines proposed in their report in

-order that the will of the common people should

=

aslways be frustrated. Sir, with s legislatiura of this
kind, is there the least ehance with even the provision
of 10 sents in the Legislalive Assembly for Labour of
any Labour legislation being passed? Sir, the pro-
vincial legislatures are to be elected 'by the dirent
meathod of election. I admit that the schems of the
J. P. C. has extended the electorate from 3 par csnt,
to 14 par cerit. But here, oo, the J. P. 0. was afraid
that some kind of progressive leglsiation may pass
through ‘the Provinoianl Legislatures. Tharafore,
they have provided for sesond chambars even in the
provineas. (The Hon'ble Membasr was waraed by th

chair that his timo was up.) ‘

Sir, I shall say only a word aboat the fubare
changes which ‘could be made in our constitution,
Tha J, P, C. has provided that the legislatures
should pass resolations recommanding the extension
of the franchise, but is it natural to expaot legisla-
turas slacted on a restrioted franohise t~ ‘pass resolu-
tions recommending . extension of the franohise ?
'The J. P. O. has alao racommendad that the future
Faderal Legislaiure elected on an indirec system

- should pass resolutions that the futare method -of

should be a direst method. 8ir, is it very likely
that a legisiabure elected by the indirect mesthod of
elsotion will pass a resolution asking that the direct
mathod should be brought intoe forca? One word
mora about the fature constitution which will
show olearly that there is absolutely mno hope for the
future under the new constitation. The Princas are
to be admitted to the Federation by means of
Treaties, and tho Treaties will bs based upon -the
constitution which will be passed now. If the
British Parliament decides to oonfer further rights
of self-government upon Indis, the Treaties will
have to b changed or the Pringces will have to leava
the Federation. If the Princee do not agrse to the
changes, which even the Beritish Parliament may
agroe fo make, the changes eannot bs made. Under
these ciroumstances I ask Members of the Assambly
to tell me whether there is the least prospect of fur-
ther rights of seif-government being conceded to
India? Aund, if thatis so, is it not clear that the
schema of self-governmoant whish the. J. P, C, pro-
poses for us is not only inadaquate a4 a sohems of
solf-government but that it is undemocratic in ity
charaoter and, it offars no hope even for the future.
[t i on account of these considerations that men
who have been noted in this scountry for their sobriaty
and moderation and membera of the Society 0 which
I have the honour to belong, namsly, the Sarvants of
India Society, have passed resolutions preferring to
romain under the present oconutitution, unsatisfactory
though it is, instead of agreeing to hopslessly mort-
gage their future, Sir, Ihave done. ( L.oud Oheers.)

MR, LASKI EXAMINES THE BILL.

HAT a constitutional expsrt thinks of the
Government of India Bill was stated in plain

terms this afternooun { London, Jan, 30) when Pro.
fossor Harold J. Laski pulled it to pisces before a
mesting organised by the lndia League, Stated
tersely, Mr. Laski considers that the Bill is so im-
possible from the Indian and the Labour Party
‘standpoint, as to merit nothing but summary re.
Jection. Iun his own language it is “hopeless to
amend an unamendable measure.”

Profesaor Laski aid he would not go into the

- detail of the Bill but would submit ‘its main prinoi-
ples to a fow simple teats designed to answer thres or
_four plain questions from the cutiook of India and
\the Labour Party itself. To begin with, i did mot

realise the policy of the Labour Party which way
committed by the Hastings Conference to moving
forward direotly to Dominion Status. Everything in
the Bill stood in the way of that reaslisation and of
the developmont of that condition for Indis. The
Bill actually made the revision of India’s oconstitu-
tional position more difficult than it ever was. It
left no hope of creating the right kind of partnership
for India in the British Empire. He oonfessad thag
he was no enthusiast for Federation under any
ooaditions, but this Bill oreated a speoial problem
by the very basis on whioh it proposed to establiah
Federation in Indis. It was going to hand over
about two-thirds of the Federal power to the Princea
who, to him, were an appalling body of men. Oanly
the rulers of Baroda, Travancora snd Myaore ap~
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proximated to representative men with advanced
gystemns of government, and to puft so much power
into fhe hands of the others was to make the cause
of democracy hopeless. The trouble was, foo, that
a8 they would aocede by treaty they must be upheld
in their autocracy and unrepresentative authority,
and there could consequently be no change at the
instance of their own people as might be the omse
without this scheme which permanently entrenched
them and must back them with the British Army.

A third glaring fsult of the Bill, said Prof.
‘Laski, was that it was a pretence at granting self-
government, Actually the esssnce of State power
remained indefinitely in British hands. Nothing
was proposed as a time limit for the Indianisation of
tke army, and those who controlled the armed forces
of a country—he ingtanced Herr Hitler in Germany
—beonme its resl masters. He could not see any
approach to Dominion Status while this condition
remained. If they meant really serious businees
about Indianisation, they could take steps even in
this Bill to set a period to British control, but so long
as committees predominantly composed of English
officers wero called on to decide or disouss the ques-
tion there would never be anything but reports
exaggerating the difficulties of the problem. In less
than two years Trotsky oould organise an army
capable of defending Soviet Russia and defeating all
grmed intervention. Surely India could do it in fen
or fifteen years.

After eriticising other main features and defects
in the Bill Prof. Laski said the issue for the Labour
Party wes this: Could they amend it within the
compass of reasonable standards of self-government
and demooracy ? Unhesitatingly he said “No™,
The changes required right down to the funda-
mentals were so immense that even if Labour could
meke them the speaker would be bound to order the
re-commital of the Bill on the grounds that it was
an entirely new measure. It was hopeless to expeot
to amend an unamendable measure. Therefore they
had to decide their course of action and policy. As
a Socialist be believed with Burke that the consent
of the people must be obteined and that there were
ways of getiing India as s willing partner in the
British Empire. They could get her consent but they
tould not ccerce her. This Bill contained none of
the elements of consent and much of coercion. If
was to be imposed upon Indis, and it revealed to a
degree how the technique of Imperialism was being
practised against her, She was to be given a kind of
government that Japan, a century hence, might
impose on Manchukue. It wes nota Bill for an
honest advence in partpership but one clearly
establishirg the English economic control of India.

The issue weas whether Labour was to be a party
to B mweasure, not bated on consent, but cof the
charecter he had indicated, when everybody who
was vocal in India had repudiated it. He was afraid
of the situation developing in the Labour Party when
it again became the Government snd wsas asked by
India to look into that country's political system,
eepecinlly if any countenance had been given to this
Biil. He foresaw the answer to be, * Our hands are
full with cur dometic problems, We cannot re-open
the quection when a Bill wae passed only a year or
so ago.” If they countenanced this Bill they would
bave to uphold its opvration when they became a
Government. In tbat event they would have a
pumber of Meeruts on their hands, and no Labour
mwember would be able to etand up to any audience
that tackied him about his responsibilities, The real

angwer to the problem was, thersfore, to reject the
Bill and decline to attempt to amend.

In the subsequent discussion Major Attlee,
M. P., said the Bill entirely put the power in the
bands of vested interests and in that direction alone
was sgainst the recommendaticns of the Statutory
Commission. He declared it waa the intention of the-
Parliamentary Party to put down a reasoned amend-
ment to the second reading motion for the rejection
of the Bill.

Answering 8 question Prof. Laski said that the-
course he would recommend for a fubure Lebour
(Government, provided that the Party refused to have
anything to do with the present Bill, was to send
out & smsall representative committee charged to-
negotiate with India for framing her own constitu-
tion by means of a consfituent assembly, Ha agreed
with Major Graham Pole that India herself must
frame her own constitution, sand it would then be for
the Labour Government to give effect to it through a
simple legislative enactment.—The Hindu.

@orvrespondence,

e —— =
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THE REAL REASON FOR THE BILL.

Col. Josiah C. Wedgwood, M, P., has contributed
the following letter fothe Labour Official Monthly,
published on 1st February :—

Sir;—Of course, Dominion Status is not imme-
diately practicable for India. In the Dominioms
there are no British officials and no British army,
and no control by Perliament. I do not know what
Sapru, Polak and Grabam Pole mean by Dominion
Status, but I sm quite sure Hindus, and all minori-
ties in India except possibly the Moslems, would be
terrified if we clesred out of India before we have
made democracy there possible, stable and eafe.

Pious nonsense about Dominion Status in phe
preamble will only annoy India more, a3 show!ng
that wo are still wilfully blind to their resl _ob]ec-
tions to the Bill—still treating them ag silly children
to be humoured by words,

Let me state their objections once more. They
object to being handed over to Rajahs, landlords and
millionaires. They object to communal representa-

| tion, because (1) they are afraid of Moslem—Nagism

in the four provinces, (2) it finslly divides India for
ever, (3) they see that the worst Apglo-Indlan bureau-
cracy will shelter well behind Princes and Moslems,
and (4) they know it to be fatel to democracy.

Let me state clearly too what is the reason for
this Bill—the real reason. It isfo protect things as
they are in India from the working classes, whom
they have deliberately refused to educate,—yours,

ete.
JosiaH C. WEDGWOOD.

Stone, Staffe.
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