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: PART i

. The States l)msmlu-,dy

. Amdmg 10 the Iatest list called "Mcmmndu on the
‘Indian States ® publuhad by, the Govcmmcnt of India (1088
Edmon), there are in ail 562 iStates ln Todia® They covet an
gxa of 711,508, 5, miles and theic population it $1,310,843.
This wocks out ‘a3 sbout 4o per vent of the awa and about .
73 pet cent of the-population of the whol: of Indls,

 These Stms are brondly divided into o classes e
(x) Salyee Sum
® Nonus:du:e Smel. .

‘e Theee ame 10 Sllum Smes Aqd 44: Non-Snlute Smu
and ‘Batatés. - i

3 App. A of this memonnd\:m wﬂl show that a3, maay
s 454 States dod Enates bave an sves of léss than 1,000 oq.
miles, that 452- States and Estates have less' then one lsc popu-
lation and . ;74 States lnve 2 mmm of less, thm one e
L°£ ‘tupeet. 7 e -t
i %4 There aro only 12 Sttes vb:ch have a0 mcxmdlng
10,000 8. miles and population exceeding ten Imof souh sad
!mmmt exceeding ﬁfty lact of mpegs.. )

'f., The patt of Tidia called "B:lu:b Indu“ with an ages
of. 1,094,300 8q, xales and & populution of neatly 270 millions
(Census for 1931) is divided into abour 275 Disteicts; the average

ages of o District it 4,000.5q, miles, and its’ average popals-
tionhnbontughthcsqfsouh:. o

"6, Among the 56z States and Estates, thers ace only some:
o States that possess the area, population and moumq of an
| n.vengc British Indian Districr. .

" 4. Some of the States end Estates st 30 - absurdly, sl

+ that no-ong can help gitymg them for the vnfortunate dignity
‘V‘wmd upon them.

‘% As gty 68 15 Staes hwe territosies which sre lcus

n ope sqy mils und 27 others have & sq. mile cach; these

‘ase 14 State¥ ot “tather Betawes jo the Suat Dismict, not ome

f ;f which hus a-seveave of mose than Rs, jooofs pec gear three
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of these States have less than # population of 100 souls each -
and five of them have a tevemye of sbout Rs. 100/ per yar
esch; there is one Estate possessing. the dignity of ' Swte,
whose' tevenue is Rs. 2o/ per yeat -and population 3z souks.

- The above description and snalysis is based* upon the Bute!™
Committee’s Report and the booklet  What ape Indisn States?” .
published by the Indinn States People's Conference. The booklet
, desmbu in full details the Indian Stms



COBMRTN -
~ How the States are Governed

9. In the States constrtutxoml government has made vety
ninght propress, “Since 1997, thewe has existed in Mysore 2 Legislative
Council now consisting of &ifty metbers with an ¢lective majo.ity
‘in addition to the Dewan 1nd the other members of the Maharaja’s
Council, “This body has wide legislative and firmncial powers
but has mo suthotity over: thc exccutive Goverament.  More
importance appeats in populat opision to attach to the Yepresentative
assembly created in 1881 consisting of between 250 and 275 membets,
though. its functions, modelled on the teaditional Indian usage,
aze mainly consultative and interpellative, ' In Baroda administration
is conducted on modern ‘lines by the Dewan, who presides over
the Fxeoutive Council subject to the conmtrol of the Mahamja;
for legislation theze is a Legislative Council partly nominated, pardy
elected.r A similar council was established in Kashmic as past of the

" reforms undertaken in 1933-34.  Thére are councils also in the
-States of Bhopal, Travancore, and Cochiny -and similar jostitutions
twenty-fiye other States; On the other hand, it wos only undes
pressuze from the British Goverment that in 1919 Hyderabad set
, Up un e3ecutive council of eight members with a view to diminishing '
the immediate intervention of the Nizam in the affairs of State.
The Legislauve Coupcil established in 1803 contains twénry
membegs in addition to the President, and of these elevcn are
officials,

In 50 case s thete a State constitution’ which is hinding on the’
Rulers. There azg still many instances in which no distinetion is
tnade between the privy purse of the rulers and the State sEvenues,
with the result thar insuificient considerstion has been shown in
many States for the meeds of the people, but 16 of the rog Princes
who are directly sepresented in the Chamber of Pdaces have

ed ptivy purses. In the great: majorny of States executive and
Qﬂciszl functions aze not separate, but thiny-four of these States
9}:“& made this dmuncnon In many Sates the judiciaty remains
undee the oompletc control of the rulex, but in forty States High
Courts, more ot less on British models, have come into being,
‘and in some of them no doubt justics is administered with duc
mgard to law, Bot jt must besemembered that the rulex of a
State is not subject to law, and that officials acting on his mat:uctzons
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ate not. noungllyémenzble to the jurisdiction of the- Coutts. . 'Z.nx?:c
is no system of law definitely laid down in the great majority
of Statés, a fact which leaves too wide discretion to the executive
and the judiciary, ~These is nothing voresponding to the -m1g~of
law s it prevails in Btitish'lndia.und.whcn the Govetnment of
lodia Act s dofted it was found impossible to psovide fora
statement of fandamental tights since these could not be accepted by
the States, Mogeover it must be pointed out thatonly in forty®
six States has thete been started a regulae graded civil list of
officials, though » largee number have established pension funds or.
ptovident funds, (Vide Arthur Besriedale Keith's Book “A - Con-
stitutiona] Hisoory of Indis” at page 445.444,)_ - L

So far a5 the smaller States are concerned, many of the Rulets
_are veritable tyrants ; the only use' they make of their powers
is to oppress theit people, to extort money from - them
and tolive in luxusy and vice at the expense of their people.
in these States, the judiciscy aed  the police are
corrupt and work ss the willing insteuments of oppression ; taxation
i oppessive and unbearable, elementary -civil liberties such as
feeedom of speech, Press and association are denied, the exravagance
of the Princes on thelr persons is uwnlimited and -exosssive, the
poverty of the people is extseme aod millions do not get even a bae
meal & day. The machinery for the collection of taxes is very
aoppressive and fomed labour and slavery exist in many States, The
Ruling Princes inthe petty States in the Simla. Hills, Rajputana,’
Cenrs | India snd Westera India ase incolerable nuisance to their poor
people. - '

How the Political Agenta behave in these matters

Theee is no machinery whatever by which the aggrieved oz
appressed subjects of the small States can get effective. gelief, . The
oaly procedure followed is that if 2 subject prefess & complaint to
the Political Officer conceracd, the latter refers the complaint to the
tccused ruler himself, the mler reports thac the complaint is up-
founded ; the report is never shown to the complainant and is tak
for granted ; months pass away in this process and the complaing
Is ultimately told that his complaing has been unfounded and the
 Political Offices declines to intecfire ; the complainant is theteafier
victimized and no one deres 0 take any complsiot to the Political
Officer and peopie arc compelled and prefer to suifer in silence all
the tyrunny and oppression, \ g ;

»
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Ever sinée the Indisn National Congress begen to take getive
interest inn the States” affnics and Congress leaders in theic individual
 capacity guided and assisted the States’ People in their movement for
tesponsible Governmest, the Princes and the Political Officets have
(confbined with. eich other and the latter, far from stopping the -
oppression, actually eocourage it and help the Peinces 1o make it ’
Weffective ofien with the copnivance, if not the consent,,of the Govern-
ment of India. .
. The latest instance of this attitude of the Pohtlml Ageots s the
Ra]kot State Peoples’ struggle in 1959 duting which the British
Resident sent a foree of mounted and foot police into the State terri- |
tory and thus gave active assistance to the State in putting down by
. ruthlcss physical force the people’s movement which was perfectly
- gonwvoilent. (Vide“To the Princes and theis People” by Anand
T, Hingorani, pages 104 and 105). '
. 'The following’ publmuous by the Indian States’ People’s ’
Conference will ilinsteate the conditions dcscnibcd nbovc S

'(:) Addxess by Ramanands Chmet;l, Editor, Modern Review.
(2) ‘Address by N.C. Kelkar, Mambe: of the Leghhtm

Agsembly,
(3) Address by K. Natasajan, Ed:to:. Social Bafama* .

(4) Address by Dr. B, Pattabhi Sxtuamayya,
() Addrese by Pandit Jawahaslal Nelza, .

"{6). Resolutions sdopted by the Ludhiana Session of the All
India Stetes’ People’s Confegence.
(7). Affuiss in Indiap States publ!shed by the A. L 8. P. C, dated
July 3, 1940, :
“The conditions- prevailing in the petty States may be sum-
marised m the words of Fhe T'imes (London), which, though
uttesed in” 1853 are tme to-day as they wem then, ’Nu
Times said s
A We have emancipated these pale and Ineﬁ'ecmal pageants -
of wyalty from the ordipary fate that awaits on ap
Otiental despotism. ... This advantage (of secaring able
and vigorous Princes through rebellion) we have taken
away from the inhabitants of the States of India sdll
govetncd by Native Princes. It has bren well said
that we give these Princes power without sesponsibilicy.
Our -hand of iron maintaing tlmm on the thzone,

”

L]
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despmthemmbwlity, their vices and :hm ceimes, 'I‘he
moalt is in most of the States & chropic snaschy
undet which the revenues of the States are dissipated
between the mercensries of the camp apd thé minions,
of the.Coott The heavy and arbitmry taxes levied
on the misetable faiyats serve oply to feed the  mes-
aest and the most degraded of magkind, ‘The theory,
seemns,. in fact, admitted that the Government is no
for the people but the peaple for the King, and that
.50 long as we secum the King his sinecure toyalty we
dischazge all the duty that we as sovereigns of India
owe {0 his subjects who-are virtwlly ous.” .

_ Further informtion sbout the nternal wdministration as it
provails from day to day in the Statesand also about the moral
and material condition of the people of these Stms will be derived

from the following litezatuze t—

{r) Indian Princes undc: British Pmtccuon by .the wxiter ;
 particular attention is dmwn to the prefuce of this book
" written ‘by the Right Hon'ble Josish Wr.dgwood M.P

" (2) Indictment of Patiala, S
_(3) Lawless Limbdi, . i
(4) Indian Princos as thel, peoplese th;m
(s) Bikaner,
{6) Rathm, -

{7) Jbabus Tragedy.

(8) Mysore—~A study. C

{5) Repost of Mansa (State) Khedut Satynguhn

(10) Repo:t of the Orissa States ‘Baquity Commim



PART 11
How the relations with the States are conducted
by the Paramount Power

1o; A:thur. Bersiedale Keith has. summarised the areange
ment for conducting thes¢ selations at page 451 .of his book
“A Constitutional History of Inclm," and I cannot do betees
thag reproduce that sommacy i<

~ “Under the advice of the Montagu»(helmsfond Report the

relations of the States, fo:mexly often  conducted thongh the
local Governments, have been in the great majority of cases
tendered disect with the Governor-Genezal. But the control of
the Crown is exexcised in most. cases through sa Ageat. In
immediate political relations. with the Government of Indis are
Hydetabad, Mysore, Baroda, Jammu #nd Kashmir, ‘Gwalior, as
- well a5 Bhotsn and Sikkim, whose comnectiop is slightly dif-

" ferent from that of the oxdinary State, The Agent of the Gowt ,
ernor-General in.Baluchistan is conceened with relations with
rKf.llx‘\t and Las Bela, The Central India Agency, whose - Agent
sesides at Indore with Political Agents in Bhopal, Bundelkhand
and Malwa, includes twenty-eight ‘major States, marked by the
possession of salutes by their rulers, and sixty-mine- Nog-Salute
States. The Deccen States Agency was formed in 1933 by
detacfling ‘the States controlled by Bombay; the Agent is resident
lat Kolhapue; there are sizteen other States, mostly small, The
Bagtern States Agency was created in 1933 by -detachiing the
States in connection with the Central Provinces, Bihar and
‘Qrisss, Of the forty ‘States Mayurbhanj, Patoa, Baswr, and
Kalshandi ‘ate the most’ important; the Agent rasides at Ranchi
with & Secretiry and Political Agent at Sambalpug, Ia the same
year the ‘Gujacst States Agency, with eleven greater and seventy
Non-Saluts States and estates, was created at the expense of
gombay, the Resident at Batoda belng made Ageat the leading
te is Rn;pxpla, and subordinate to the Ag is the Rewa
KanthasAgency. 'In 1923, the States in commnnication with
Madray were detached and formed into the Madras States Agency,
includiog Travancore, whore the Agent resides, and Cochin. The
Governor of the Noxth-West Fronties Province is the Agent for five
States, including Chiteal, The Punjab States Agency was formed
s
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in o214 it includey fourteen States, the Muslim Bahawalpus: and-
the Sikh Patiala being the more important; in’ 1933 Khairpur
was added. The Rujputana States Agency has it headquatters
st Mouat Abu, wheee the Agent, the Chief Commidsionsr of
Ajmer-Merwara, resides, Biksnes and Siohi ase directly ander
him; the twenty-two others fall under the Resideot at Jaipur,
the Resident in Mewas and the Political  Agent, in Southeegy
Rsjputana States, the Political Agent, Bastern Rajputams. States,
and the Resident, Westezn Rajputans States, Tonk and Palanpus
a0 vndet-Moslim, Bhacatpur and Dholpur under Jat ruless;
the othets include Udaipur, the premier -Rejput State, Jaipur,
Jodhpur and Bikapee, The Western India States Agency was
ceated in 1924, when the States of Kathiawar,  Cutch and
Palanpur Agencies under the Bombay Goverament weme placed
under the Govetior-General, Mahi Kontha Ageney being added
in 1935 The Ageot resides at Rajkot; undet him are Pohtical '
Agents for the Sabar Kanths, Western and BEastetn Kathiawat
. Agencies, ‘Thers are sixteen Salute’ States mcluding Catch,
Junagadh, Nawanagas and Bhavnagar, and z;ﬁ Non—Salute States
and estates.

“'There temain indimet selations with local Govetametits
small gumbet of States, Assam is connected with Manipur any
sixteen smnall States of the Khaoi and Jaintia Hills; Bengal has
the Stutes of Cooch Behar and Tripum, whose populatios is
losgely Mongoloid the Punjab is connmected with eighteen Simly
Hill States, of which Bashabr is the largest, and - three other
stoall States. The United Provinces deal with Rampus, Benates,
ceeated sftesh in 1, and the Himalipan TehwiGaghwal ..,

“Ths GovemopGenenal in dealing with the States s gided |
by the Political Depastment alosady zeferred to, - which in i
“wotk in thiy respect is subordinate to the Governor-Genesl in
his capacity a3 cepsesentative of the Ctown in ity mlations with
the States, The exent of the authosity of the Crown, a5 w
have wen, vaties very greatly from State to Stats,”



PARI .
- 'ﬂonmtuh«ml Status and Positionof the Sfates

wu Time a;é ag;uﬁ in the inmmata of Impenallslﬂ’ thé Pftices

od thejr Pmpagand:srs have bees ngrstandly ‘talking. 6£'4-cilled
‘ Eﬁf‘fﬁs A @}m .Igﬂiaﬂ‘?ﬁ?ccﬁnd theobligaions nndem e 3
3io, 11“ 192;7,-4. Co&}ml;:t“&q v;a':‘;ppmqud 1)y ﬁl@:i':hm Sbcrm:y of
State -G, Jodis, the | Firl of Bickehhedd, “bo; “inqlficd und.
.mpdzt o thﬁtpcqugnsplp bemeen the Pa:amount Powéﬁ ‘and the
Andiag Sraes with gn&mﬂnxcferepce to ‘the’ :lgh& ¥nd 'obligmom
-ﬂhmgf.fﬂmdl) ~,;"§_M,”w,. IS S JRTIEPT S Y 1 L.

Ao I a e Ly p!
0% - fa) feutigs;enpigaments.and umd&»qnﬁ 9 o0 by
bl (b unae,isudferénce sad other conses, . N n

roiih ﬁﬁ“‘éomrhﬁtw 'is"‘{idpﬁl&?ly‘%ﬂbw‘n arthe ButiercComm::tec

prit

“god i et Hag beld pilbished By the Govarnmebit) 1.5

Voo T ?L‘ﬁ‘ Auisny us Ao

{1 1The,m ugﬁgq;ug@p tﬁe éommmceimvsd ar aﬂ’e.'r emmm-
ing; olumigovs s¥idece mﬂuccd" “he‘,' Princed ind ‘hearing
sgmigent, Gounsel qn;hosshgg_alf age &% Follog 37 0¥ L'

G L L R T TR

,;).:c(g)q Fhe States have-nainternational statyg, L R

- “The "Butler Committee iti Pm. 39 of thelvsEpot: ‘Iﬁve Hound 25"
'followa T N
Tt is ot i ackrdarie ith historleal facts that when the Indlan
* States came* into “‘coritact “with' the” Beitish power they were -
independent ; cach possessed ‘o full -sovereignty and 2 stiitos™
which a modetn intenationel' awyer'wotld hold to be goveraed
by rales of international law. In fact tone of the States ever
beld inteational: status. ¢ Nedrly ull of them were subordinate
. of izibutary.10 the Moghal Bmpipe, the Mahmtha:: Supremacy, .
‘or; the Sikh. Kingdom and dependent onthem:. Some. were -
. roduced, others were created by the British.” B

-(b) They do not possess: independent aovueignty

In Pagi 44, t hc Butler Commlttee have fonn?l i i’ollows on thls '
point L o
el mny perhap& be wo:rh absenmg tlnn aom::dlng to mote..
precise language of modern pulilicists, sovereignty is divisible
but mdependence is pot. Althongh the expression *partial
mdepende " may be populatly -used, .it;is technically
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' incomrect. Accosdingly, there may be found in. India every
‘'shade and nﬂcty of sovestignty,. but there is only one
independeat sovezeign, the Beitish Government, .
The follonthg phmers ® iiis Thy. Astbuy 'Bc:tiqduu!&lch vin his

"book A Gompatitatiopal History of lndu" qlso show what the ea)
5 At '..I ._u )

gan;ntntmml‘pos:\tionofthe Smtgs i Tv Wit B
. “Tbe' Pritiosé, were« most anxigus g5 agunsg the, C:own uself d
, pecursa ,deﬁmmn m‘the Darsowest t¢rms of ‘the Pacambint
Boyernd fo tevesse e procsss % biickoachiners ofi Lthel
. sights, 2 “Ip pidgsuit of i thesc vwds, the Peinedd Sheuid o egd)
- apigioq by gmment couisel w’hxlch dlibit ’dhhhﬁpﬂy fingulagly
Yitrle seose of constitutional Fiw, Tt ‘whs Petfectly eisy o fito
that the teems of the teezties with the States had béén bfién dis
mguded and wezd probibly id ho'erse fullyzespected. ¢ But t
ignote the courss of* tewgel rwas: whaurdhy Thee mulers ba
 aewipted the invesions opttheis mcchmcql rigl;tﬁ,as the mndmu
of continugd-existancy narMepcpdagtqn;mes, sad to “repadiat
,; the.peans by which they bad n.able'to live was 3 inhdmissibl
o The hollbwnm nf thie ‘ar en § used Lf:‘fﬁ?bc dVkecs’ &F th
Princes was casily expos “by, the Infian’Stuted Cotbemittei
but the unfartiste cesult'of the'dvich ghveil wWads Sebs it
demands which!the Printeswessshbly tomahilas the pmcl

m thﬂiﬂmwim "h

t



PART ¥
Treaties, their Nature and Bmdmg Force:

s/ B I T B

.12} Strictly speaking, theoe. are tmnel. so-mllcd with only

° §tates ,gne, ¢ of 56:. (Vids Parg 1 of the Butle: Qoinmima

Repo:t.)

. 1 KO A

'

Some of the othe: Stite’ :elntlons ate :cgulmd by wh;t '

ize~talled- ‘engagements” and samads, und: the xelstions with all
the other States that have neither treaties nor engagements nox
sands uze governed by what is called ‘usagel, ‘suffcrance’ and
‘pollucal peactice’, or in other words, ‘conventions.’

- As for the. t:esties, many of them date from: 1730 A, D o
:ﬁ;ﬂ A D I‘hey ace g the matwm of defensive and offensive
alliaces mude’ between the officers of the Bast India Company
and the Prinices, mot in 'theic individusl capacities - but a5 con-
stitutional heads of their Statw The word ‘Swate’ includes
the people also. .

These t::emm dxﬂ'u: fmm qm: another: ¢onmnt and tenor
-gecording to the motives and mcumstmms of the date of origin
and thus. they do not furnish a uniform standud of tights and
obhgauonq fog all’ the Stancs. s

Every -one of these tocaties conmns a provision either ex» -

pressed or necessatily implied that the promise or the gusmates
to. protect. the State (not the .individusl Prince) is constitutionsl
upon the Prince s:cu:mg and mnmmnmg good goveznment
irr the State, .

" The -valie sad the-validity of these treatids have considersbly
‘diminished fromy time to time on accoumt of political practice

and’ developments due fo the mgemm of time and circum.

‘gtances. -

In spite of and indépendently of the treatics, the Pagamonnt
|Power has slways claimed and exercised the right to intervene
in-'the internal affaizs of the State-for diverse reasons, and' that
‘anthority” of the Paramonot Power hus never been questioned,

{Vide extract from B.E, Lord Reading’s letter dated 2726 ~

.to H,B H, the Nizam :of Hydembad, Appendix B.)- After
heating the Princes’, eminent. counsel Sic Leslic Scott’s asguments
.0 the “Treaty. Rights! of thie Priaces for scveral days, the Butk.u:

-
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Committes found that the Paumount Power had the right to
control, segulate and inmrvene ip the affairs of the State in the
following cases tmm 114
(1), ,External affaltdy sy 4 Lo 7 ‘lgoui
(a) Right to make peice on war of negotiate oz com-
S mnjeate mth Forcign’ Sum. IR

(b) R:ght ® protect fomgn subjecls inthe Stmgt.)

_ (9 Rightto nepxcscnt :he States in mtemthml aﬁ’urs.f
(d) Right to caforce intermuonhl obhganons unde:takeu

- -« by the Pasmcoount Power.. . . & . ’ i

: (-) -Rightto compel surrender of foretgn oﬁeﬂdm a‘ &

13) g = -

]

)

( ) Right o snppress slave tradé, ’

(g) Right.to compel fair tmtmeﬁt of' Fomgn subjects
and enforc eompcnsanon for inluuestothem. '

(Vide Para 46 of the Butler Oommltme’s Rgpo;t.) ol
() Interatatet relations~ ¢ ' e e T

(a) nght to cede, sell, exchange 01: par.'t thh “thei
“ tetriteies withonf appxoval of the Pmmount Powe:
l!demcdtothe—Statcs o

(t) Right to prevent and scttlc intetsmal dmpuma is
" recognised s bclogmg to the Pammonnt Powe:

(5) 'Defence and mectlan L

* “(a) Final voice in. all matwers connected with da&ncem—
cluding establishments, war matetizls, commummtiam,
ele. * Lt -

(b) The faer that- the Smueszﬂlmd to: the de&nceof the
- Empire -during the Great War and put.all their
gesourees at ' the diposal of Government is mentioned

as° evidence of the right of “the Paramount Powes
and obligation of the States,

] The States are bound to co-opmu: ‘by permittin;
i evetything to be done that the Bitish Govern-'
‘-, ment - determines to be necessacy- for the efficient
' !~ dischurge of the duty of their protection.
~"(d) The Pazamount Powet hes- the sight of providing
. mesnsforsecuriog what is necessary. for steategical
. purposes it regasd to tads, ruilways, avistion, posts,
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telegraphs, welephone wod  wircless, cantonments,

forts, passage .of troops and supphes of arms and
smmupition.

{thc Pata 48 of the Report. )

{4) Internal Administration | .

. () The Paramoust Power hus the duty of cbx:ect-ivc

.obligations it enses where its intervention hes been asked for or .
becomes mccsmy The teason for this duty is stated as follows s

e The guamtec to protect a Prince against inaurrection

carties with it an obligation to inquire into the éauses
of Insurrection and a demand that the Prince shall
remedy legitimate grievances and an obligation to

. prescribe the measures necessary to this result”

(Vide Pata 49 of the Report.),
(b) To enforce popular demands in the States, the

Paramount Powet has ‘the right and duty to direct the Princes to
satisfy popular demands for change inthe form of ‘administeation
in the States, Vide Para soof the Report, which is very im-
postant at the present time and whose material portion is as followsis=

“The promiseofthe Eing Emperor to maintain unlmpaired

_the. privileges, rights and dignities of the Prince

carcles with it a duty to protect the Prince against
attempts to eliminate him, and to substitute .
another form of government.’ (Wsitee's nofe: e

" meaning ' republican form of government) If these.

attempts were duo to .mlsgovarnment on the
part of the Prince, protection would only be given on
the conditions set out in the preceding paragraph.
If they were due, not to misgoveroment, but to a
widespread popular demend for ciiange, the Paruy

. mount Power would be bound to maintain the rights,

privileges and dignity of the Prince; but it would . -

" also be bound to suggest such measures as woold

satisfy this demand without eliminating the Prince.”

T (6) . Yntervention for the benefit of the State

(3) The Pammount Power intervenes.in case of gross misrule

in wb:ch case they | .

“{i) depose a Peince,
(il) enctail his authority,



",
(iil) appoint an officer.to conteol the sdministation, * )
(iv) to enforce loyalty aod puaish dlsloynlty, ‘this loyalty is.

- an enforceable obligation and not & mesit a8 many Princes
procluim in season and out of seaton,

. (v)'to punish the Pelnce for. batharous’ pnmm such as
tortuses and bacbarous punishment,

(vi) to punish the Prince for serious eriminal offences.
(Vidy Para 53 of the Reporty | ’
() For Settlemnt and pacification

(n) The Paramount Powet bas the right to intetvene where the
small size of a State may make it diffcult for it to pecform properly
the fugetions of Government in order to carry, out these funcuonl
which the State cannot carzy out. T

Note :—In support of the above opinion, the Butler Committes
have cited Six Henzy Maine in zeference to Kn}mwu States.
" Sie chzy Maine’s opirion is as follows ;-

wBven if T were compelled to admit that Kathlawar States
are entitled to a larder measure of sovereignty,
T ahould sti)] be prepared to maintain that the Govern-
ment of India wonld be justified in nterfering to the
extent contemplated by the Goveraor-Genernl, There
“does not'seem to me to bé the smallest doubt that if a
‘group of little independent States in the middle of
Europe were hastening to utter anarchy, as those
Kathiawar States are hastening, the Greater Powers
would never hesitate to interfere for thelr settloment
in apite of their theoretical independence.”

(Vide Pasa 54 of the Butler Committee’s Report.)
(1) For the benefit of India us a-whole. . . '

. (s} Economic good of Indi4 s a whole such s laying o
“Railway lines, telegeaph and telephone lines, enforcing Bzmsh Indiar
’Cummy and 50 0fs

(Vade Para s5 of thc' Report.) '

{8) Buitish Jurisdiction .

Although some of the teeatrics contain clausey prowdmg that
British jurisdiction skall not be, introduced into the States; the
Committce  held -that the Paramouet Power ‘hgs found it
necessacy in  the interests of India as 4 whole to inttoduce



. lv D}Ji\“ . : ; )
the . )umdxction of its officersy in. pacticular cases sucl;.‘f
the chsé-df troupy stationéd in camtoyments ynd “other -specHl drees

in Indian - States, Europesh’ British - tubjects and servants of the

Crown in cettain cmmstanceu ”

. FZ - TIORRTIE, S S5 P B -1
,VO,(VWGPIH 56°fth°R°P°”‘)‘ (IR NS B T PP (I
i (O-General JeANTIN oy m A HET TNV NSRRI

“U T Paiyg,’ theBu:lctCommittee say TR vrms

ISR

. ‘[’lmsn arb some of the Eneldent& and illuatratlons o!
l’arnmountcy. anmountcy must remain Paramount-
. Jt must fulfil jts obllgnﬂona, defining or adapting itselt
according to the shifting necessities of time, aud the
. progressive developments of the States” . A,

1 x§, IThe-above clear and definite findings of the ‘Butle:.COmmlttec
mustganvince wevery . sedsomable ‘and fzsponsible” masithat the sou
called:ntreatios, enga gemedts. and - sanads.. have~been- icompletely
sbrogated and have o binding force Whatever and the:treaty rights
ant] obligetions ate vaguely zefereed to by persons.who.have nevec
tured it study the. position ‘ox who fiad it polmmﬂy cxpcdxcm ot
tonvenieitt to thlk of taeaty rights and obl:gwom. SRANTT

it v up ihie freaty position in the wokds of thé kmt constix .
vistfotiet hawyer Arthus Beuieda]e Kexth in his booIc "A Const:muonal
Histry of fodid” -~ A

WLhaels o LmLT fr w.::‘l"_'..‘ (]
’;’he trgaties, adm:tnedly wmg old and .had neﬂe: fbcc'h revised.
. Jt might have been"possible ta. declare them abrogated sinos
. o cipcumstances had completely, changed since their conclusion,
- Instem the milder, and less provogative devioe of constructive
intc:p:cutmnls teljed ypoa to, sgqu;c like sesolts without
s o *wupg unplessant cONLrONEESiSs” | vicommy B :
- Besides the abuvis findings of the Butler’ Commiftre. avhith show
tiow hollow the contentionsof the Princes and their ‘propagandists
ate, the pamphlét *Statws of Indian: ‘Prinees?*:published by Pyatelal
Nuir; Secretaty of Mabatme Gandhiy: with a.foteword - by M‘hatma
Gandhi will show that their contentions see- éntirely: unfounded and
Ihe independent statos claimed by the Princes does not,exist.
T A S I M T g : :

,'.‘



¥
PART VI
0 st
l’qononncements ‘of the Paramount Power Erom, s
PR LRI 'J.Tlme to :Tmmu, Sl g Tel
ol wryg T o

14, ‘The latest proouncement of the Sumtu:y of Sme. fo:

- India and HE. The Viceroy on the 'policy of His Ma]csty'l
exnment towards introduction of constitutional ceforms.ini-the Sum
are to the efiect that H.M's Govesament, will peither obstsuct the
mmductlon of constitutional aforms in the States nog put eny {orm

of pxesanbb whmvh: o {he Pﬁnces m mt:oduoe cﬁnstimtional
= 11 5" BT e Y I

mdmhnvesfm&asfoilom" et
“There weee great States i Ind “like Hyderabad, Mysom and
"t~ Biirods where the level \oft aduiinistration is exttemly. high,
*; but:there wete other States where - the standazds: of. admtinis.
- trationcswhs susceptible. toconsiderable. dmprovements ! In
‘my:view; the time las conie, when: the ,Pammouns. Powée
-should. intervene 1 little mote-actively than-it-had dote!da the
-i'pasty pot siith a view to.deropating fiom the- soversignity.-of
of the Princes but for giving -them. advice with the object
., of teising the spndaut of thm administration, ., Though we
a::euqder promise to protect the. Princes, against aggmuon
® from’ thhout, xt i only reasomablé that. we -should see
that the legitimate geievances of theiz Ihghnesm‘ subjects
“should “Be cafefully ‘considered:<by them and’ iwhere
" possible ehedyshould be snppliéd. * That does not meun
" that'weare ‘justified’ in’ bringing pressore to bear’ on the
" Princed't6' bring sbout'§ tidical chisige inf the fotor' of their
government! “Thavéalwaps mid-that s a- mattér for the
Princes themselves. We shoold do what we-cai to raise the
« the standued- of administeation and. see; that * subjecti of theis
- Highnesses- get a, fuit deal, but let-us not. forgct to consider
the views of the Princes o endeavour o, impose & form of
*. Government which, in many-cases, would be\ qmte unswited
. tothe conditions that exist,” C i

15, Thif eniincintion of policy ignores of mther negutives Yh!
formet prononncements of Vicerops and the clear and the definite
findings of the Bulter Committes, particularly Paragraphs 49 and ¢

- of their Repost, The iollowmg ate a few out of many similar pro-
DODALEMENtS te
Lord Lytton in a Despatch to the Seczetar.y of States for Indm
ptioz to the meadition of Mysore in 1881 wrote :—

reforms
W hgd“ietl&nd"’in’ his liichi‘oél speech ngﬁ 2;1939) is zepoz-
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“The Bejtish Goverdment now uudcmkeu ‘the duties of pro. -
~" “tecing all Native Stats in Indis from external enemies and

of preserving -intesnylf onderlxcby ‘measures mecessaty for

o Securing the people fto(&rﬁ; -govetnment q,nd for supporting

* Aatidlawfultathority of teRiiled §0 alsorthe’ poweid:'oF ehe
“Beiditicoibininent: Jo " présiibithe fori of uidmeistration

b , and toipsist that $ta:adysoe by diopted: fitslios, mhine) are the

gecessary co-relatives of the admitted. reponsibilities of the
2st” British “Govérnmentfor: therinternal pesce ‘of fhe. whole
Empire and geaeral welfuse of the peopled~ dreuimy W i

a1 2 r'r:rLorduUurzoﬂ'.m ARTIRE S A I A TRy Ln EHNO

w The' 'NatWe l’rince “cannot “'femnln, ma-zm of “the -
N . Fmpke 8 ldyaluaubjecx of H. M. The “King Emperor,
BEL T g -visdvis of his” owd people, a frivalovs and
: imehposible despot. “He ‘must’ jusﬂfy ‘and 1ot abuse
xd v ot suthority committedi-to -him. *He mast be the
‘ . servant as wollas the master of hispeople.: He must
uir - . aJeson that his.revenuesgre not secured to: him fox
42 24 wilds,own gelfish. geatification, -but for  the good of
* his -anbjects ;. that. ;his - internal administration {is
only exempt from. correction in proportion as it is
honeat 'and that bis Gadl Ia ‘not. Intended to’ bea
ad of . indulgenee, but. the utarn ‘seat of duty,
ﬂgure should notbememly lmo‘wn on the polo
ground or on the race-course or In'" the Europsan
=% hotel, ' Hig'real work, “his princely duty;Hes among
"“'l’hll own: péople, By thlé- standand:shitl I at any
Jrzier oo vt judge, him.. By this test: will he- ip the*long run
L~ as 4 political Institution perish.or survive}
.. Pronouncémenti affirmigg the sbdve' poficy and Tying down
the:sbove prineiple haverbeen fiedeiby Lords Hardinjre, Notthbrook,
Hattis; " Ceanbiock, Mayo, ‘Chelmsford, Rudmg, Irmn and other
Mmmezsofthemen R A

" 0487 1 'fhust bé”élear 'from * the above: rmétetidl ¥ that the
Paramousit Power have not only the right - but' the imiperative" diity
not xonlyito tike. effective measures for remedying. and, giving
telief aguinst legitimate grievances of the peopler of the-States, but
also toipreseeibe the forms of administration of the States. - And
yet in pursusnce of Indpecialistic spolicy. the sPacsmount Power deny

bnA. e [
sk ..
br snsis o

- theis:robligation and kevp-on-making vague: and evasive. statements

shout their duties and responsibilities, .. .
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“PART yit

Proposals of Sir Staford Cupps in so far u!bey
v GOCEND the.Indian States, questions atising
- ., twtherefrom and comments thereom“

fii 0 th r e AN boeahs s ; .
3 170 Thesproposals in so fae w ;thcy rwnoem :hc :Indhn States
mybcmmmmedufollows.—--‘, REDYR ) ROETNE

{1} The Indian States will be rep:esenwd en théconstitution-
oy Jmaking body by the “nominces of the Brinces. ox, theic
vt Gomnm(.-ms. ‘tha mp:sscmuon will, be 49 the wme
hrer s Dtopostion as thet of thel’:ovmces on pupulauon basis ;
o oad ) smlle: Smtea wlllbempxesunted bg 8oOURS:. -

oo () AftexthuUnmn constitation s ffamed the.Stes will be
vty .. fneeto aocedq to the Usion of 0ot v tpoviy

T @Y vthey acceds, they wll be témbved fxont’ thb’spheze ofthe
. Loct Paramouns Powet andbitheirs political statust Wil be the
' et Provies? . A .

m(‘a f; the }iot accedc ﬂ'my de be Ic& outn} ﬁie }Umon and
b 1o kcp: undc: thc Paramount Powex a8 it, pmﬁnt 5 but cheis
y 't:eaty pos mn n will be teyised | inth thé laﬁht PF.,fho changed

u!
" situat o,
ok ;Lﬁu. "t RN T (W) BECLT L

Grerfs) . Taoops .vgn be, maintained sither lu,qnw ot mates Stnﬁcs by
voa i | ABFecment wgith thee orsomewhere. else outsidp India,
2t {6)"IThb purpose bf maintaining these tniop; hu nothicen stated,
« mepmmhlrthey will serves to' p:oiecr tlm + Statés from
- }b ,,ﬂtqmal commotion and ex;ergal aggression, | o
)1 The British Gomnmedt wilk perfaade #s.smany- Stitesas

5= {ue b possible to join thie Union but they w;llm:mmpclthcm'
to join if they do mot wish t0, v\ o e igze,

-y The above are genszal outlines of the propasals, byt the follow-
mg mpttens eising qut of them hlbe nng been made cleat i - (oo ¥

* {r) How will the Statwy scioqe theirnominees for setving on the
constitutlgnemaking body-? Wil - othey be' petsuaded 'to
allow their auhpas o ielect therh orthe sgime: feanchise ks
the Provints of will ahs selection be Jéfe torthesweet will
of the Princes:or theiz goveraments, such as they:exishd-

{) Is it to be obligatory on the: States o be'vepreseted” o the

Joot

cab e

A L
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?ﬁmuuon-mnkmg body oz cxa they keep out xf they 0
e?

) Witis obhgntoty and thn States aze tepreseated on the
constitution-making body and that body frames the Union
" copstitution, will the States sepresented on the body be
bound to accede to the Usion ox can they still keep out at
their option ? .

) it optionil or obligatory and the Stttcs decide toor
st gecede to the Union, will they be bound to donstirute
 their -intetns] governments on the same model a8 the
-Provinces ot will they be stilk fzee to regulste or ozganise
-their internal goverament in any mannet they please ?

(s) How will the rclations of the acceding States and the‘.
Provinces be regulated by treatics, agw:mmu or Iegil-
" Jation ?

(6) How will the acceding States be sepresented m the Centaal ~
Executive and Legislatutes of the Union and what will be
 the exteat of the chmhuve powm of the Union Paclis-
meat over the States P

(7) Wil the proposed revision of the so-called tmty pomm
: provide for securing such form of intexnal governmeat in
- the States for which there may be a populnz and wides.
pread demand from the people as laid down in pars so of
the Butler Committee’s Report as a condition of the States'
protecuon from internal commotion and exremal aggres-

sjon ?

- ‘The above points must be made cless both in the mattex of the
acceding as well as the non-acceding States.

Comments on the proposals as made

There is a frank and unequivocal denial of the go millions of the
States’ people’s right of sclf-determination while that right is conce .
ded at the same time to the people of what i¢ kttown as British India,
Phis anomaly cannot be honestly explained away or justified by the
so-called obligations of the Crown arising out of so-called tecaties
which do xot exist and which do not and cannot liy such obligations
‘on the Crown for-all time when the whole world is changing and all
unjust international treaties which zestrict the people’s liberties -to
organise thele own govergments a8 they please arc being scripped.

*

.’The proposals sst entiecly unworkable in practios and must lead
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. to unending conflict and ultimate explosion culmipating in civil.mf‘
between the Princes, theis peoplc and British Indiap Proviness ; and

the Ctown would have to miintain either at theit own cost ot the

cout of the States (which must be exo:bmn:) a0 army to protect the
States ot to fight the Britjsh Indian Provinces on bebalf of the States,

All the wag declaradons wonld be mesningless so faz-as thery
" affect oo millions of the States’ people, twice as numetous as the

people of Great Britain and lmng in te:umies four times the size of

Germany, -

‘The mockery of the dxlmtions which proclim to the world
almost daily that the sim and object of the war s freedom of all the
people of the world from Nazism, Fascism, and Totslitazisn form of
govesament cunnot be mose cruel becanse the arbitrary petsonal rale

. of the Princes is worse than &l] the sbove forms combined and yet it
is proposed to maintain it by the mighty aem of British Forces and in
the same breuth the people of the States, like all other people, aze
told to fight the Nms, Pascists and Touhumn Sutes in defence of
democmms.

The praposals have caused vezy deep pain and mesentment all
over the States and the whole of India particulatly becanse they come,
from Sir Stuford Cripps, an erstwhile socialist and 2 pecson who hadl
the courage to condemn e¢ven the present limited mongechy in
Eogland, The people excleim in unbearable sgony thet after all, o
socialist of not, when sezatched he has been found to be an axch-
Ioperialist when dealing with o subject nation like poos India, .

o



PART Vlll
Cm ‘of the States’ People"and theur Demand

Tl 18. {1} The- teeaty:ery of. therPﬁm 45 bogus, ~ (ther Butlez Com-
mktee & Repost, Famgraphs: 38 to, 57, ;and the Resoluuon of the
Ludhians Session of the States” People’s Conferciice.)- | g

s +(2) ~Thete are ninery pillions of States? people an;l !hair ught of
selfvlererminstion canpot. be denied-or-disputed-: e -1 (v -

15y Wb pedple of ‘Biitish ‘Indii have:rthe hghv 1o detmicid
, eoriiplete Independence; why should: the people-df the States' be - com-
‘pelied m "submitto the rile of theie P:mczs fo: all time® ri ‘o7

(4) If the p people of England can do awa;f with 'thei %mnt
limited monacchical system of governiment if they chibose, why wsn
the people of the States not do away with the Pr.mocly oxde: and
o:gamse any form of governiment they pleass ? '

{s) M the Bridsh' Indian Proyinees cai be governed hy an

_ executive, costing at most Rupees tet thousaad pes month, there is

wenosivable season why the poot people of the States should pay

their Princes exorhitant sums vm:ymg from Rupees five to ten hcs a
Y to govera them ¥

“(6) If the cight of self. dcm:mmation is mmded to the States’
“people, as it must be‘conceded, it should be ascertained by 4 plebiscite
ot teferendum on udult franchise, .

{7) Uf this seems an extreme vzew, the least that should be done
now is as follows ;

(a) Accotding to the Ludhispa Rcsolutiows, States having either
& tevenue of fifty lacs of rupees o 4 population of tweaty
Lacs of souls may be muintained 48 autonomous units with.
the same form of government a8 the Provinces of British
India, the only difference being that the Princes may be
heteditary heads of the execative, while the tenure of the
Goveznos in the Provinces js fixed by the constitution ;
provision shovld be made that an unfit ruler cap be sus-
pended or deposed by the majority vote of the Legislature.
' 1n effect the Rulers of such States shonld occupy the same
- position and possess the same powars, pretogatives and
privileges as His Majesty the King Empecor; no mote
and no less,
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.

(b) All States and Estates not mx;:ing within the above tategory,
should be me:gc:d into  sadjoining Brithh Indian.
Provinees, vl 1 1AY

(8),, This seheme will do apsay, withthe. Pplitical Degmment in
in the Central Goverament altogetber, .

{9 "The:State unies of thé-Pedefal Govemmpnt:zhould shave th@
sutne-ziglit of representdtion in-dre-Centrdl Governmentrap the British
Indian Provinces, s’ -+ 1t & 4 50 noive? eneithit
-+ “(x0) " These: cant. bel o™ treaty™between w4 nations: contdining
etz obligations to wiiidtin antlto perpesuare for uil time: wipdkst
cular.form of government i their countries gainat, thewill Of theis
respective peoples. Fog instance, if the, people-of waxﬂﬂmn With
to abolish the present - limited:. monatchg and,embhsf: % xcqulimn
form of goverament, no othe: 1Immn can camg:l then'f to to?timie
the present monarchml syntem. T A ’



APBENDIX, & _
:Ana!ysls of whal are called Salute States -

PO i ity
Lol thee SR il s‘muaoéomg%ﬁe Meorgads on
dianﬁmgublmhcd by Govetnment T 1948, © Wit "\qa‘\

U %Y Accordmg to Aten in Sq,mﬂw wl

; Arm—“ b e “H’mlf
= f“ '--‘" T e w Wl e umf:fto Erhm

xlo to.- mo Squ. mi!ea; TS JON L U Tera
4“9 to, x,oqo sq‘ ‘Pﬂ“'x"'r"ﬁ et wi i «ws-summwﬁ ,
!‘)m X0,0QO 'sqqmlle&‘ ’"; Lee ey - Ao Y
%0p0 mdabmv - CE TRt - I

K’

C s e SRS '“5] nt ’L;.bl(uJL $o ,‘J':':r- -

DR B 2 Accordmg to population ‘ “‘*“1
Popﬂlaxxm e oy Nﬂim‘ro?“.ftam

w2 01

pn thouundto one lac Lo ogl gt bagesnds 187

nelactotmlaca e szt aesar g 0

Om ml’-ﬁ . e gty o 0010 R3

;';;“ e

S Acco:ding to Revmue

Rupees C Nambar of States

Ten thonsand to one lac .. v T 1

One lac 10 ten lacs v e e 88

Ten lacs to one crore e aw 52

Ahove onc croze T . . 8

. e

120

Analysm of what ae called Non-Salute States
There are in'all 442 such States accordiog to the Memoganda
ot tlw Indian States published by Government in 1938
1.  According to Area in Sq. miles
Area ' - Number of States
1. 19 Sq.miles .. .- " %7

10.t0 100 Sq. miles .. .- - 159
100 to Looa S5q, miles .. P
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APPENDIX® B

" Extract from H.E. Lord Reading’s Tetter dated Marcln
2, 1926 to H.EH. the Nizam of l'lyderabnl

. Ths mtcmn] 1o less tha.n l:hr. ezﬁbmal !ucm'lty “which thc Ru].mg
Punces enjoy is due ultimately to” the: p:owctmg powet of the British
Govyernment and wheze Imperialinterests'ase concerned, or the general
welfare of the people-of a Stater is -seriowsly and .prievously affected -
-+ by the getlon of its Goyesnmenty it isrwith -the. Pammount: Powes

- that the ultimate :eaponslbmliy of taking remedial acrios, if necessaty
; must lie. -The varying degrees. of inteznal sovereigaty which the
» Rulers enjoy are all sibject’ fo -the ‘due exe:cile by tlié‘ "Pmmount -
. Power of this responsibility®® -~



'APPENDIX C

From Aitchison's Treaties, Engagements and Sanads -
Vol VI Page 162

- .
. 1

‘. “No. XZXVIIl

Memorsadun of Arficles, acquiescence in whieh was demande:ﬂ‘
from the Jam of Nowamuggue on Febmacy 23, x812, and which’
was unmemdly given by that Chief on tlw same day. .

ARTICLE 1,

'I'he pecuniary demands of His Highness Mitza Rno Roydhun,
of Kutch, must be answered according to an equitsble decision,

' _ ARTICLE 3, . :

The whole of the po:t of Surynh, with its original bonndacies
must be given up to the Guikwar Government the produce, what-
ever it is found to be, will be included in 'a lakh of wpees, to be
added to your annug) tribute. The revenue desivable by Khumbha-
lia to be still yealised upon the -metchants of that place as formerly
and 2150 upon goods sold by the Surgah people in Khumbhalia.

‘  ARTICLB 3.

The fost of Mox;o:e must be destroyed,

ARTICLE 4.

The Anb ﬁmign tebundy must be ducha:ged, aed only oo of
the oldest setvants muuned.

. * ARTICLB .-

As sectrity for the Kutch corries and for the discharge of
the sebundy, and their never being re-entertained, Fukeer Mohamad
sad Kusreem Shab, the principal Sirdars must be secusities, Should
them eves be occasion to eatertain sebundy the permission of
‘Goveroment mmst be obtained,

ARTICLE 6 .
Foz the expense of the army 15 lakhs of corcies ate requisite,
ARTICLE 7. - i

" The people who killed a British Officer at Gope to be gmn up
without tescrve and the gun and horse carried away to be sestored.

_ ARTICIE 8,
\ A fine of R, .ooom bpaid for & breach of the mfanucude

A



. }T

r.ngagements, and Bhat Chmn secunty given to pmcnt mfmumde
in Nnggu: and its depeadencies.

" ARTICIE g, -

The pergunmahb of Surufdes must be mtu:ned to the Dhecol*
family when the Company’s Bahaudary hay expired; secusity given
to this effect.

; o ARTICLE 1o, .
The Gias of any Gitassia that may have been brought oz

forced from the owner without the permission of Government since
the year 1864 (A.D. r8o7) to be retutned.

- ARTICLE 11

The pegunnah of Rampom, fort and town, in all twelve

" villages, must be given to Koonwar Sntajee, and the jummabunde:
. payable to Govetament t0 be decided by the Guikwar The expense
attendant on Suteji seeking the Guikwar’s protection, reckonmed at

. Rs: 8,000, with any property of Sutaji’s mother in the Jam’s
. .possession, to be wturned upon oath; also Kunwat Sumji’s pro-

petty which may bave been kept.
ARTICLE 12.

¢ 'The Nuzzerans to His Highooss Purteh Singh, amaunung o
Rs. 25,000, to be paid,
ARTICLE 1.
Fn el ana of Bhat and Charun to be given to the satmﬁctwn
of Govetamen.
ARTICLE 14,

" One village to be givemo .Nalec Zemadar in-eddition to his
former one,

.

ARTICLE 3.

Any Bahatwutias who may be in Nuggu: to be senc to Camp,
whete theiz business will be settled, never to be' protected agnin,

" ARTICLE 16,
Al propesty stolen from the allied azmy in Nuggur Talooks to
“pe restored, ‘
- ARTICLE 7. _
A fine of one lakh to the Guikwas Government for being coms
pelled to erect battegies. ageinst Nuggue
Sabee (S:gnanm of the Jtm)

»
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= APPENDIX D

From Altchlson s Treaties, Engagements and Sanads
Vol. VI Page 164 . .

Ttapslation of 8 Deed'of Fa’el Zamin* mcuted by Bharots Merou
. Metah, Inhabitant of Vegrumgauts, sad Ramdass Nuthoo,
v Tnhabitant of Julson, in the Petland Pergunneh, to the Sizcer of
. Sheeemunt Rao Shese Sens Khas Kheyl Shumsher Bnlndoos. '
Falgoon Vud 2nd 1868, February. zg, 1812, ' )

We do of out own free will and plmuze become pczmnncnt
Fa'd Zamin for Jam Jussajce, of Nowanuggat, as follows —

ARTICLE 1.

Hcshnll ot enter into intectia] dlsputes, afford refoge to any |
Babarwutiss Katty or Rajput; he shall not encourage quassls ot
encroach upon othens® boundaries, but shall pecmit- them to mmaia
- usthey may have been from ancient times, Shonld any of the
Bayand offer his land or village, he shall not sccept of it; in any
way he shall not offer any injury on account of former quarrels; b'{z

* shall hathour'no robbers, else he most do o with proper sequiities 5+
1o tobberies ace to be committed -in the talookas or in the roads
Should any person from interested motives, offex his land of village
for: sale, itis not to be purchased ox sold without the p:cmus

- soction of the Sizcat, ‘

_ARTICLE . a,

He shall nut wtite \vith any cmmm of the Guikwat ot Com« -
pmy’a Govetament, -

_ ARTKCLE 3, > '
He shall permit no tobheties, attacks,” or plundczlng pames in
« the mahals-of the Govesnment of Sheeerwunt Punt Pucdban, the)
Gulwar and the Hopoumable Company. He shall allow of no
injury being offered to meschants ot ‘tmvellers, to whom he if {
give guides and escosts’ through his own disteicts,. Any loss
suffered by merchants, cte,, shall be answered for by the y.illage

* Separate ssyurity waa taken for nearly evory aiicle of the engagoment
of February 23, 1812, but, with exception of the Fa'el Zamin, they were all
teaporary, and ib hos therefore beon thought unnscessary bo load thia volume’
with them,

"
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.peoplc in whose land i it occuts, and the talookdar shall. apswer for
. the conduct of his villages or sh:]l trace the mbbcns
4 " ARTICLE 4

3 he has possessed himself of any lands or village of ai mfenor
Zemindar it shall be seleased, and 2 just amommodnlan take place
';nd the dlspute ceas,

ARTICLE ;.

Inthe year 18G8 (18xz), he engaped with the Sircac pot to
. entertaip mope than 300 Arabs as Fonc:gn sebundy. . Should be require
" moze, he slull ask the pesmission of Goveentnent, and if jt is
desited he is pot to tetain othess.

‘These are upon oue heads and we shall pay all Mohsuh
~ The above is teye,
_ Bharote Metoo Metish

| Muttoo X ]&
| I
|

1.'

tks.
Bhagote R:mdus Nuthoo i

Motao X



List of Books and othet publications for reference
submitted ‘herewith

’
t.. Repott of the Indian Stites Inqulxy Committee- known
as the Butles Committes,

2. What ate Indian States? published byithe Indmn States’
People’s -Conference,

3. Indian Princes under British Protection by P, L. Chudgat,
Bar-at-Law, with a prcfaee by the late Colonel Josiah Wedgwood, M.P.

4 Status of tdian P:mces with a forewozd by Muhatma
Gandhi,

. Memosandum on the Indinn States’ people, published
by the States’ People’s Conference. '

6. lndian Stawes’ Protlem by Mahatma Gandhi con&inmg
Mahatmn Gagdhi’s speeches and wsi:li:/ga on the States@penspl-
ly and also ‘on individual States from’ time to time.

"7, ‘Work in England of the Deputation of the Indxm States’
- People’s Conference.

B, Futuee of Indian States—being a teprint of lectaces
delivesed by the Kight Hon'ble V, 8, Srinivasa Sastr at Cochin, :

9. Indictment of Patiala—being the teport of the Comumittes of
Inquity appointed by the Indian States’ People’s Conference to
inguire into the allegations of atzocities committed in Patialak

. and the late Ruler’s misconduct. :

10. Report of the Enquiry Committee wppointed to inquire
- into the tycaunical rule and bagharous practices | prevailing in
- Otissa States

»

i, Law'ess Limbdi—being o pamphlr.t showing the te::l.blc .
Wrocities committed by the State ro suppeess the peaple’s
constitutional agitation for responsible govezament.

12, Indien Princes as their poope see’ them—being an ins di
view 0f Nawapagar State in the time of the late Rulee. H. H
the present Jam Saheb, the Ruler of the State, is the Chancelld‘.
-of the Chamber of Princes.

13. Copy of the nﬂ’ld:.vm of boe Pestonji Karanjia, who was
stbitrat ly put in prison ‘with his son and deprived of sbout
fifty lacs of rupses by the present’ Rulee of Nawanagur—the
Chancellor of ‘the Chamber of Princes, who is the loudest it
saying that the rule of law prvalls in the States.

-
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14. Bikanet—ui pamphlet by the Stawes’ People’s Conference,
which gives an inside view of -the State and its admitistration,

ilgo ‘che treaties so called which this State has with the British
Govcmment -

' 15, Ratlam—s sepoit showmg the oppsessive rule in the State
and how public workers are treated,

~* 16, Jhabua Tragedy--shows the unlinmed powers of the Police -

to tereotise the people.

- a7 Report of the Mausa (State) Khedut Satyngmhn—-shows
the atfocitics committed upon the cultivators to put down theic

" lawful sgitation foz redress of grievances.

18, Mysom~A study showing how even in a State supposed

.to be advanced and progressive the people’s movement for sespoir-

sible government is rathlessly suppressed,

19. Addsess of Ramananida Clutfcx]a, Editor, Modern-Rewiew, )
President of the Thitd Sessxon of the Indian States”” Peoples .
Conference.

© 20, Address of N, C, Kelker, M. L. A, President of the Fourth
msion of the Indisn Sum People’s Confetenoe

21, ‘Address of Dr. Pattabhi Sxtmmayyn, Mcmbm: of the Work-
ing Committes of the Indian Nations]l Congtess, Psident of the
Fifth Session of the Indian States’ People’s Confexence, :

‘22, Addsess of K, Natamjan, Editor, Indion Social Refm,
Presideat of the Special Session of the Indian States’ People’s Con.
ference convened for the pucpose of protesting sgainst the passing
of the Indian States Protection against Disaffection Act by the -
lodisn Legislatare, ~ . . 3

13, Address ot‘ Pandit Jawiharlal Nehrw, President of tb/c Sixth
jession of the States” People’s Conference which met at Ludhiana,

~ 24. Resolutions passed at tho Ludhiana Session of the States’
ple’s Confc_:unpe.

25, Afaizs in Indisn Sta ) mlng wesolutions edopted
wd the statement issued by ti, Sum&“ﬂ Committee of the All
odia Smm People’s Confe:cn wul,. S0,

.
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