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disoossion, and that it is, that the passing of the Bill to amend til. 
Code of Crimillal Procedure of 1882, against the will of the Britblh iD 
India, will b~ oppression rather than lllw. Of COUI'8I! I ~ aware that 
I.ord RipOIris nqt bound by the opinion of Fericles.but 1 am sure hEl 

will pay due respect to it, as 'he opinion of the greatest of AtheniaD 
lItateBmen. • 

Dr. Hunter next refers to the DlttOk Bill of 184!), with wbich Mr •. 
Drinkwater Bethune tried to put UB, o~ wivo~ and daughters, under 
the clumsy shoe of the Aryan. He faH"i' and, if Dr. Hunter will 
rllfer to the file of the Englishman of that year, I think he will find 
further reasons for the failure b\'yond those stated by him; for the 
Englyhman was as true to its name thon, as.t is now. Yes, tbe 
Brown Bllls of England (metaphorically of course) were as victorious 
against the Black Bill of lS49, as 1 trust they will be against the 
Black Bill of 1883. 

I again ask why is Lord Ripon so angry with.us P Can he not tee 
that the opposition to the Bill is unanimous among thos" whom it will 
injuriously affeot P Can he not hear our young men cry out like Neocles. 
when his father Themistocles, in Metastasio's Drama of that name. 
after restraining his ardour to resent the msuit put upon his father 
by Xerxes, says: " Va; taci e VJera." 

• Neocle.-" Ch'io speri P Ah padre-amato, 
€ coroe ho da sperar P 
Qual astro ha da guidar 
La mill. spera.nza ? 

Mi fa trewar d"l fa.to 
L'i.ngiusta crudelta; 
Ma pili tremar mi fa 
La tua costanza." 

• BRITANNICUS. 

TO THE EDljjlR OF THE ENGLISHMAN. 

SIR,-The Hon'ble W. W. Hunter continues his apology for the 
Bill thus :-" By a Darro/llla~ority the Legislature" (in 1872) "abstain
ed from giving these powers Cio try, fine and imprison British men 
and women)" to the native !J.embers of the Covenanted Civil Service:' 
If he means a narrow majority in 1111ml)erS, we agree with him, llrovided 
the leading repr~Benta.tives of the con-offici .. Etlrollpan popul4j.tion, 
who, Sir Fitzja-mes Stephen tells us, in his lette~ to the Times, were 
consultelit be not taken into account; but, if tte majorlty be gauged by 
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U.e intellect Al'1'&yed OJl each aide, it W&II ol'erwhelmiDjf I lor Sir Fits
jllDlel Stephen waa one of the majority, aDd he waa A giant in'intellect 
to the pilmiel", wha. suppotted the m~ .. £tW'e, even thouglfthe lIon'bIe 
Mr. James Gibbs,.!l8 he telli UB, surport.ed It. by a minute- f¥r FitlO
j&mes Stephen, as he tells us in his let~er to the Ttmes, is 118 s~roJlgl1 
opposed to the measure in 1.888 as he W8S in 1872, notwIthstanding the 
",lleged altered circumstances of which Dr. Runter attempts tv make so 
much. 

Sir FitllljamuB Stephen sa.ys :_It Why it should be considered 
necessa.ry to amend in 1883 &('\3111 whIch had been clUefull.v considertld 
and re-enacted in 1882. I am at a loss to imagme!' Ie it wonderful 
then that we, who aref'lligmiee in intellect to hlw, have aleo failed to 
imagine the reason? And yet l.ord RIpon 18 angry with us for that 
failure! Sir Fltt:jameR Steph~n continues :-" This in itadf 8eems 
to ahow that there ca.n be no solId reason for the change proposed to 
be made." 'fhe reason why the change was not made In 1872 18 

obtious. "Trflre weke giants in those days." 
Wha.t are the altered circumstances to whIch Dr. Hunter alludes P 

They are :-1 New enterprlses have since the'l (1872) brought an 
intlq~ of Englishmen Into the interior and created Independent publIc 
opInion in the dIstricts. 2. Telegrams have poured into the Enghshman, 
which show tha.t our non-official country~n are everywhere opposed 
to ohe BIll, and that EnglIshmen 1D the mterlOr have now the means of 
expressing the public opmion of their class. 3. SIDce 1872 the'lJ lell$th 
of railways open in India has increased from about 5,000 to abou{ 

10,000 miles. 4. The number of private telegrams has increased from 
600,000 to 1,887,526. 5. 'I'he number of Post offices and letter-boxes 
baa increa.sed from about 6,000 to about 11,000, and the number of 
letters from 89 mIllions to 158 millions. 6. DistrIcts formerly isolated 
have now speedy a.nd constant communicatlOn "WIth the ca.?i.ta.l. Really, 
if I knew nothing of the subject but what is contained in thIS part of 
the speech, I should have thought that Dr. Hunter was arguing for&. 
restoration of the statu quo ante, 1872; for the prmcipal reason for 

e&powering European Ma.gistrates and kdgea in the Mofussi1 to try 
Europea.n British aublects for minor offencEt~, W8.8 the difllcultj and 
expen8e of bringing the accused and witneB"~ to the Presidency Towns 
where the High Courts were located ;t>attd Dr. Hunter's a.rgulnen.t 
.uo ..... 'I.ba.'1. '1.'0.90'1. Q:'\Y.~"U\'I.., 'o.tI.ll Qislt"'Q~ell.l:ed. '\lo"W 1.'011.'1. I'..II.'D. \)e a. na.aou, 
or even .. sufficient apology for glvlnlf nahve MagIstrates power to tr, 
Europ~ans, their WI vea azftl daughters, I am utterly at a 1089 to imagine. 
If Dr. Hunter mean.that,.ecause thE're IS a larger amount of indepen. 
dent English opinion in the Mofusail, thtrefort na.tive Magiatraes will 
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'flot. be able to do injustice to Europeanlil, I reply there is not so 
much as t\ere is in Calcutta, and yet the independent British opinion 
in CalcutJ;a.. a.ided by the eloquence and forensi~ taltnt of that a.ble 
lawyer Mr. Branson, did no~ deter Mr. Gupta. and~iB native colleague 
from indicting upon a Ellropean a fine of Rs. 1.000 for an offence, 
for whioh the High Court thought !.ts. 50"'ould have been a.n adequa.te 
punishment. I submit therefore t.hat that portion of the Apology.is 
also insufficient. .. 

I ha.ve already shown the worthless~ss (with all due respect I sa.y 
it) of the opinions of the Local Governments in support of the Bill. 
I therefore submit tha.t the" overwhelming preponderance of opinion" 
alleged by Dr. Hunter has no rea.! existenlle. 

Dr. Hunter next begs the question by assuming tha.t "we have 
gua.ranteed to them" (uative Civihans) "equal rights with thair 
English brethren." But whether the proposition is true or not, it 
does not a.ffect the question. since no ma.n has a. right to Slt in judg
ment on a.nother. Aud here let me remind him that M~tesquieu tays . 
<t In Governments where there are necessa.ry distinctions of persons, 
there must likewise be privileges.; and "One of the priVlleges least 
burdensome to sOO1ety, a.nd especially to him who confers lt, is \pa.t of 
pleading in one Court prefer~bly to another." and not, as he seems to 
think, that of slttmg in ju~ment upon the dominant race. Of course, 
if I:r. iunter can show that necessary dIstmctions do not exist, 'tbat 

.ar.ument fallBttG the ground; but I ~ink he WIll hardly a.ttempt to do 
that in the face of the necessary distinctions created by HiDdui~m and 
cODqueyt, and of the distinctions which the Government, of which he is 
a member, has declared to be necpssary, byexcludmg Englishmen from. 
the new Cuil Service, the Uncovenanted lilVll Sflrvice, and the Roorkee 
()oIlege. 

Now I.really have great respect for Dr. Hunter, and therefore 
I would not willingly treat lightly anything he says. You can, then. 
imagine how ludicrous hIS allusion to the Queen's ProclamatlOn 
appea.red to me, when I tellJou that I could not repress a smile on 
reading it. What hope is ~ere for these men, I thought, when eV~Q 
one ilf the most talente4 of their number is so absorbed in the contem
plation of one side of th~ llihield. that he forgets there is anotber P 
Be I.ctua.lly does not see t"a.t' in C!.uotin~ the Queen's 'Proclama.tion 
in fa.vour of natives, he is condemn.ing the polley Of the Government 
of which he is a member. t< In th .. ~ Procla.mation," he says, "she 
commanded tha.t her &ub-jects of" hatever -race or creed be ""freely 
and im~rtiall.1 admitted to offioe in [her) llervicet" &()., and .the way 
.ia whic:his Government obe'ys that comman4 18 b'y opening wide the 
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iDor 01 Ber Majp.stY'8 service to heatbe1l natiY8s, ud shuttia, it 
010181,. against Chriltian briton. II I • 

The NIt of pro l!water'. apology for tho Bill, when oarefvJ1t aclded 
up, amonnts to thi~ 

tity the sorrows of ,poor old Gup, 
Whose whint' for ])011"1' is·.ounding at our door, 

Pray give him all you can, &I1d sh11t him up, 
And whe!!. he gets it, b:t him howl for more. 

The remainder of Dr. Hu~ter'8 speech hal been 80 fully an.wered 
by you &I1d your able oorrespondents, ail well as by Sir Fitlrjamea 
Stephen in his letter to the Times, that it would be an impertinence OD 

my part to attempt to a'ad anything to what my superiors in argumen' 
l1ave said upon tb\ subject. . 

BRITANNIC 'US • 
• arch 30, 1888. 

(. . 
THE HON'BLE SIR STEWART BAYLEY'S SPEECH. 

TO THB BDITOR Oli' THB BNGLISHMAN. 
I) 

!lB,-Aristotle informs us that the ~cient Cretans had a peculiar 
lIIethod ot pre ... enting their Chief Magistrates, or Rulers, from ab1l8in~ 
theft power. They got up an insurrection, rose up in arms, Pl't their 
Chief Magistrates to Bight, and ~ompelled them to return to priv~Ltl . 
life. This 11'&8 811Pposed to be done in acoordance with the law. 
Monteaquieu refers to this custom, and wonders that it did not subvert 
the repnblic of Crete. for it did not, since after the insurrection evcry
thing went on smoothly. The Americans, when their Chief Magistratt',. 
George III, abused his power, adopted the same plan. The difference, 
however, WIUI that the Cretans lost nothing, but the <British lost 
America. When Gur Chief Magistrates abused their power, by an
aOWloiDg the Criminal Amendment, we, being Britons, and not Cretan • 
• r Americana, adopted a more dignified, if leas effective method. We 
~ lIP, not an insurrection, but a grand public meeting, at whic~ our 
elOCfleJlt orators eJ:pre8Bed our sentiments an~ o::"ur young men shouted 
their indiguation at the insult offered to thC'meelves, their mothers and 
sisters, and-well, yee,-their sweet heart( also l Sir Stewart BS,11el 
.us tha.t "spread.eagleilm," a deaoril>tioB whioh would haTe beell 
lorreo~ ()nly if, like the &n~;ient Cretans and modern A.mericans, we had 
Iwooped down upon our Chief Magistrates and p.t them to llight. AI 
it WaI, we only ahoGted, and therefore a better desoriptioJl.~ what 
eeoured would have beeD, "The British MD roare"" 
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"e. however, forgive Sir Stewart Bayley the milldelOriptl.na 0. 

tklcount of the Jdndaels he feels for UII and especially for that. noble 
body ." ~n QIU' Indigo Planters. If he had knoh CAll' Tea PIa.tIed 
as well as he knows o~ Indigo Planters, he "ould dOUbtless haft 
eqtt'888ed himself as kindly towards them. He is evidently one of the 
Civilians of the pre.competition era, of 'whom Sir Fitsjames Stephea 
has been imbued 'lVith the incorrect. idea, that they looked upon the 
Supreme Courts as intruders. Thi\,may have been the case OD the 
first institution of those Courts, but ~t was not so for many yean 
before they merged into the High Courts, for the CiviJ.ia.UI of thOle 
days were men whose hearts were too full of honourable and kindl,r 
feelings for petty jealousy of the Supreme fiourts, or of any othu 
person or thing to find room therein. There may have been Philistines 
among them, who looked upon all Europeans in India out of the 
Civil Service as .. white traoh," and upon the Supreme Courts &I 

intrudera, for Philistines intrude everywhere, bout t)'lA"'" Anots on. their 
honourable shield were few and far between. 

We are thankful to SIr Stewart Bayley for so clearly pointing out 
in his speech some of the dangers to which we shall be exposed if the 
BIll becomes law, even though he dId not absolutely oppose It. We are 
surprised. however, at so ch;ar.sighted an officer of Government having 
failed to foresee t:lthcr l< ttle extent or the depth of feehng whiAh t,he 
measure has aroused among the European populatIon." 
• lome supporttlrs of the Bill llid great stress upon one argulllent, 
the fallacy of which ought to be exposed. The British in IndIa, they 
say, IiItrbnuousJy oppos£>d the passing of the law which subjected them 
to the jurisdlCtion of natIve Judges in civil matters, yet the result has 
proved that their fear of injustIce was tll.fou.uded. Ergo their fear of 
injustice at the hands of natIve Judges in crim1D.aimatters ill unfound
ed also. 7'he fallacy consists in assuming that the decisions of nati"tI 
Judges in ciVlI SUIts between Europeans and natIves have been just 
!loud satIsfactory, the contrary, as a. rule, being the fact. The incorrect 
assumption is probably 1jsed upon the fact that no complaInts ~ve 
been made to G()vernment aga.lnst those deciSIonS. The fact is tha.t 
tha' British being a la.'abiding raoe, when the Bill became law they 
tubmitted to it under protist, and when injustice was done by meant 
of it, theIr sohool traininIP id'England prevented them from running 
with tales a.'.:Iout it to the Master, the Governor.General, on every 
occasion, even if they ha.d had tll1lP to de flO, They therefor'. either 
submitted quietly -or got the injustice Bst aside on a.ppeal when they 
eould,.tbougb na.tive Judges often cast"ucb .. glamour over tbeir 
decisiona, and make thur reasonl> appear 110 plaUSIble, that It wu of~. 
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dilll.clllt to do 80. Thb danger of asstaning that the people are aattsftcd 
because their Ruler does not take the trouble to aloerta,in the truth, . . 
and hill counaeUo. netleot their duty, has been too often practically 
proved to require furlh~r proof from me. 1'0uis XVI h.aard ;0 com· 
I,lainta about cOfvllea. and his counsellors fa.iled to tell him the truth. he 
therefore concluded that there ~ere none. He lost his head. I do llot 
meal!. to hint that Lord Ripon will lose his head in a similar way, 
but merely to show bim, th, it does not f~llow that un wile 
and illogical counsellors are cOlj5ect, when they tell him that the 
decisiolls of nati"e tribunals, in civil Buita between Europeans I.Uld 
Datives, are either just or satisfactory. because no Ilomplaints 
against them have reaWled his ears. A very clever and talented 

·Civil and Sessions Judge, with whom I was intimate, told me 
that the decisions of the Principal Sudder Ameen, at the Sudder Sta
tion of his dlStiict, were very unsatistactory in suits betwef:jn Indigo 
l'lanters and natives, and that he was morally certain that native Judge 
receiv~d bribes fit m nat[ve litIgants, b .. as the brIbes were always 

. paid to his brothf:jr, who was livlDg WIth him, but was Dot a Govern. 
ment officer. he could not obtlun legal proof against him. If Lord 
Ripon v-ill take the trouble t() read the decision of Moonsitf Hahu 
Moher.dro Lall Gossain of Shibgunge in SUIt No. 90 of 1882, and the 
xema.rks ma.de thereon by the Judge, Mr. J:O'. Charles, on appeal, h~ 
will b'e able to form some idea of that which some of his coun~!llor8 
ca.ll the satisfactory nature of the decisions of native Judges in suitjl 
between Europeans and natives in civil Buits, and he WIll be able to 
form Bome fa.int Idea of the indignities to which we, our wives, and 
daughters, will be subjected, if the Bill !lnder discussion becomes law. 
n Lord Ripon will then take the trouble to read the decision of Kheter 
Mohun Mookerjee. Officiating Depl>ty Ma.gIstrate. dated the 21st 
March 1877, on the complaint of Ra.mdharising Jowardg.r of the 
Bbagavanpore Indigo Factory against Nljlb MandaI and others, he 
will also learn how wise and just native .Magistrate~ can be. 

,.One would imagine, by the Queen's ProcJamation being quoted so 
often, that the natives had not a fair share or offices under Government 
before it was ma.de. A reference to the number ~: Europea.n and na~ive 
uncovenanted officers at that time will pr, ,ve the contrary to be the 
fact. .j 

We regret as much as anyone the present state of affairs, but we 
hope it 11'111 not subSIde until the British 111 India obtain a.11 thl'ir 
rights, ~ne of whICh is that the Government (\f India shall cea.se to 
disobey their Boverelgf.'s oOb.mand, oontaIned in the Quel'n's Proclama.. 
tion, issued when Her Majesty assumed the Government of India, that 
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her supjects, It of whate~er race or creed, be freely and imparti.Ur 
admitted to offices in her servioe, the duties of which they may be 
qualified by tneir educ~tion, ability ~nd integrit1 du~ to dischuge," 

• and shall forthwith obey th~t .'ommand by reopeniag the Unco~enanted 
Civil Service and the Rl)orkee CollE'ge to European British subjects in 
India, and by giving at least half the ap~intments in the new na~h'e 
Civil Service to European British Bub]Elctf!. 

BRIT ANNICUS. 
March 31, 1883. 

THE HON'BLE MR. JAMES GIBBS' SPEECH. 

TO 'rH]I: EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN. 

BIR.-Whenever anyone was brought to the notice of the great 
Napoleon, the first question he auked was, "What has he done P" If 
he were alive now, and were to make that inquiry about the Hon'ble • • Mr. James Gibbs, the answer w.d be," He wrl)te ar"nute." That is 
the most prominent fact m his speech. He wrote & minute. This, he 
tells us, was in 1870, when he adorned the Hench of the High Court of 
Bombay. He fails to inform us, however, whether, the lat_Chlef 
Justice Sir M R. Westropp,. the present Chief Justice Sir C. Sargent, 
and, we trust the future Cllief Justice, the Hon'ble Mr. Justice Bayley, 
who, ,e are informed, wl're hiS learned colleagues m that year~ also 

, 'lWote minutes, and whether their m'nutes agreed With hIS, or dIffered 
from it. Was thIS kInd to them or hlmselfP If their mmutes agreed 
with his, what IURtre would be added to their honourable names, by the 
mention of the fact! If they differed from his, in what bold relief 
would the mention of the fact cause hlB Lv ctR.nd forth! And with 
what bright effulgence would hiB minute shlDe, when contral'lted with 
the cle.rkniBs of theirs! Nevertheless this fact stands prominently 
fl)rth, that htl wrote a minute. Be then proceeds to tell UB the 
contents of that minute. I netld 8carcely 8ay that I entertaln the 
highest respect for the lear£ed ex-Judge. But I cannot help lament~ng 
that his zeal to lIgbtE'n our<larkneBs bas led him into a violation of a 
general rulE' of law, na.ely, .. The contents of a wr1tten instrument, 
which is capable of bein:~onuced, must be prov~d by the instrument 
itself, and not by paroJ~ e~dence." I need hardly tell one who has 
eaten hie dmners at an Inn of Court, and had sat upon the Bench of 
the High Court of Hombay, that· this rule 1S as old as any part of 
the Common Law of .l):ngland, has ever geen regarded with'favour, 
and mrmtalDed With a}:'probatlOn by the Juolges."(J How then oould he 
permit hllllijclf to violate It, espC<"laIly wilen he was seeking to llSe the 
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document aga.mat 0.1 P If he co1l14 not produoe the original, "I'hJ did 
he not produce a oertilled, oop, P PO'l', being .. publio document, he 
knows tha.t, utoder the Eridenoe Aot, a oertified con fa • admiuible 
as evidence. We ke the more grieved at hil fOl'getfume.. of thia • general rule of law, beoaUlle we reel sure that hi' modeaty hM pre. 
vented him from doing hims£f that full justice which the preduotioll. 
01 the document, or of a certified copy thereof, would have 
done; as well as because, in conjprmlty with that general rule of law 
we are C)ompelled, much agai~r our will, to reject his parole evidence 
of its oo\tents I so that the information we have upon the subject lit 
reduced to the bold statement, that he wrote a minute. Thai; fact may 
make him famous, but it leaves us unenlightened. The non-production 
of the minute also debars us from applying to him the lega14ll&xim, 
.. Verbll chartlM'Um fortiuB /lCe'Ipiuntur contra projermtem," the word's of 
an instrument shall be taken most strongly against the party employ. 
ing them_ This lS an act of injustice towards us, of whioh an el:-J udge 
ought not to hI( e beeri guilty, espeoillr in h18 own cause. Thet'e is 
another point on which we regret hed1d not enlighten us. Was the 
minute he wrote published in Bomba.y P I fancy not, or we should have 
bear!& something about it from Mr. Ma.clean of the BombGIl Gazette, who 
would have been debghtrd to do honour to the author wlth his facile 
pen. Moreover, the publIca.tlOn of the 'mlllutf', with Mr. Maclean'to 
coJments thereon, would ha.ve greatly assisted Mr. Glbbs in his 
sedulous search for popular1ty am~ng the people of Bomba.y, es~eciftlly, 
the natives. They would. whenever they saw him, have said: <l He 
wrote a minute." Let us do the same, and whenever we see him. say, 
.. He wrote I/o minute." 

The next prominent point in Mr. Gibbs' speech is his statement 
that he iB "of a somewhat unsentimental disposition." What a pity it 
is that one naturally BO amiable should have so schoolelJ himself to 
repress his feelings, as no longer to possess any I Has he read" Rsal
mab P It is by a well known a.uthor. There is a sentence in that book 
w)1ich he will do well to ponder in his hea.rt. It IS this: "If you con. 
ltantly repress the expression of feehngs~ you will gradually cease to 
have those feelings." [t is since he became a 11fo3mber of the Viceroy's 
Council that he has thought' it statesmant.l[e to dl vest himself of the 
feeHnga which made him sympathetic whin ~e was courting popularity 
ill Bombay P If 80, he is wrong, for a man without feeling is incapable 
of fee~g the pulss of the feople, or of sympa.thising with them. And 
a .tatesma.n, who cannot do eithet of those things, is incapable of 
rulitlg either well of wise'i. The best and most successful statesmen 
have not been those who ha.ve hid thc procrustean prochvltiis which 
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prompte4 the preparatiO'n O'f the preeent BiU~ but those whO' ha~e 11M 
large heart. ad have been wisely 8ympathetic. 

The ned idea with which his 8peech impreaaea UB i, ~hat be l~ 
an _y .~ happy life. In seeking fO'r tbe rea.aO'.w by bit apeeob 10 

impresaed Ut, we found it ';'a8 becauile we gathered frO'm it that he 
neither indulges in ideas nor believes mucU in anything or any b0d7 
and on referring to It &ealmah" again. we found the following p&8l; 
age, wbioh solved the riddle:-" It i8 no~ 80' muoh the stupid man, &8 

the limited man, the man of routine, the man who doel nO't indulge 
in ideal, who does not believe much in anjthing or any body, who will 
have..u. euy and happy life:' This reminds tiS of another puuge in 
the same book:-H I think, to put the matter br~ft, and frankly, that 
tbere ill Dot suffioient intellect brought to bear upon the afrail'll of 
Government." Reoent events have proved that sentenoe to be 
peculiarly applicable to the Go:ernment of India. 

On returning to the speech we made a di8Cov~ry. It was not Lord 
Ripon or Mr. Ilbert who was th.me mover of this m'.,ksure. It was 
Mr. Gibbs. He tells UR that, as the member of Council in charge of 
the Home Department, he is intimately conuected with the general 
administration of justice in the empire. He also tells us that he vnote 
a minute. When we put these two faots togetber, It appears to ue 
that nothing is more likely than tbat he is the prime mover in Jhe 
matter gJ tbe Bill. Now prime movere, as every mill-ownGr knows, 

t&rAerr dangerous tbings, if Dot well looked after. They are apt to' 
be Lhe C&ulle of explosions. Here is a case in point. The prime mover, 
Mr. Gibbs, thougb not having oeen properly looked after, bas C&useel 
the entire British population of India to ex"lodA with indignation at 
his Bill, and with laughter at his speech in ,Jupport of iL. Ooos not 
thia prove that some one ought to look after him P We recommeud buo 
to the care of the Defence Association. 

But wby did Mr. Gibbs, who objeots to inuendos, not apeak out P 
Whr did he not tell us distinctly that he is tbe prime mO'ver of thie 
Bill P Why throw the bl~e upon an absent man, poor Sir A.shler 
Edell. P Why Bay, like the little sneak at sobool, "Please, Bir, it WIlen' .. 
1.. it was Asble) Eden dt~ it?" His minute was written twelve years 
before Sir A~bley Eden's letty. Why then did he Dot take to himaelf 
all the honoUr of being mte prime mover of the meaaure P Was it 
because he tbought the bonour doubtful P Who knows P Or WII it 
becaul8, like Sir Walter Scott. he wisbedl)to see how the Britialt 
pubUc reoeived hiB works before he O'wned them P If the latter be 

'h ha 0 • the ou~ Wlt w t am .1gemeat he must have Bung to himself, It Bit: 
"Of ...,~ vob",' &0., wbeD tae p\l'b1ic attributed ~he authorship. 
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of his work to others! How he muat have wondered. at the 
olJttlsenesa of the British people 11). not at once divining t~at the great 
work was the yreatOman's! But why was he not frank wit,h us in hill 
sp9eoh P Why di41 he not tell us plaiply that he WIloS the author, 
instead of leaving U8 to infer ih fl'ODl the facts abovementioned P Why, 
in short, did he not finish h~B Bong of "StC 1108 non lIobur," &c, with a 

quotation from the IngoZdsby Legends sZtghtZy altered P Thus:-
" Hos ego versiculos f~ri, tulit alter honores, 
This Bill is mine. "Fho days it's Ilbert's he tells stories." 

Having already tre8passe~too much upon your vll.lus.ble space, I 
will conclude to.day. a.n.d, wlth your permission, resume the subject 
to-morrow. 

BRIT ANNICUS • 
.ApriZ 2, 1883. 

TO THE EDITOR O}' THII .JINGLISHMAF. 

SII~,-Yo~r able correspondent W~tncop has ~o fully ~nsw(,r!l~ Mr. 
Gibbs' llpeech that he has left me ver' lIttle to add. He has pOlnted 
out that the "large railway works" in the neighbourhood of Carwar 
which the speaker Sald were being commenced have no existence. The 
fact ~s, the Government, of whiCh he IS !l member, with its usual un~s" 
dom, sanctioned the Marmagaon.Rubli Railway to benefit a foreign 
por,t, that of Goa, in preference to a railway into the interior from Car
war. It is probably the Marmagaqn-Hubh Railway that was m ML Gibbs' 
mind whilst hot was speaking, but as Its terminus, at the coast end ot 
the line, IS in foreign territory, It would not help him in hiS argument. 
so, by a mental process peculiar to himself, he transported it to Carwar. 
But even supposing there were large railway works at Car war, and it 
was necessary to try some British employe on a criminal oharge, 
and there was no Bntlsh Magistrate and Justice of the Peace at 
that station, there would be no need to incur the "inconvenience, 
danger, expense, and delay" of sendmg him to Belgaum or Dharwar. 
for any of the stea.mers which constantly touch at Carwar could convey 
hi:n to Bombay, from which, If necessary,\ J.e could 'be sent on to the 
Magistrate at Tenna, only 21 miles further, I:>y rail. Mr. Gibbs was 
fully aware of this when he was makmg hl~ sloeech, but it wited hiUl to 
throw the BelgaulD and Dharwar dust i~~he eyes of hie hearers, and 
so he ignored it. Was this dodge worthy of a Councillor of the 
Indian Empire P This is a speoimen of the fallacious arguments to 
which the Governm!lnt of( India a.re reduced in attempting to support 
their notoriously indsfensilHe Bill. 

Strangers will doubtless feel highly iiattered at the am1:iunt of 
.. t>upidity 1Vith 1Vhich lIb'. Gibbs credited them when he said, t, From 
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the. '6:rtra?rdinary extlitement whioh hall bel'n raised. a stranger would 
be led to suppose that the majority of Europeans were oonstantly befor~ 
the Criminal ·Courts in serious a.nd intricate cases,. whereas, a.s far as 
'. f' b' \---1<1 • my experience gOlls, th~L'e a.re very f'W cases 1D w lc ..... uropeans come 

bt,fore them, a.nd those of a simple na.ture, petty thefts or aasaultll." 
Bis mental vision must be very dim since it~oeB not enable him to see 
that it is to keep those oases few, and prevent the Government, of 
whioh he is a member, from increasini their number indefinitely by' 
means of their Criminal Amendment, tliat we are striving with all our 
might. No, he cannot understand thi'W'd he will blindly go on with 

'his HilI, without being able to spe ma.lI)- uther things,· for as S"hiller 
truly says, « Against stupidity the goda tllelOSelV'l)S are powerless." 

Mr. Gibbs, in support of his argument, if anything be said is worthy 
of th~ name, sta.ted that furl!igners are liable to tbe jurisdiction of 
native Magistrates in tbe Molussil Whincop has fully answered tba.t 
part of bi~ speecb, and has clearly sbown that it bas nothmg to do with 
the question a.t issue. I thE'refore ,Jefer to it only to exbjrt foreigners 
to agit,ate through their own GOVl'rnments and tbe Detence Association 
to get themselves reliev"d from that unmerited degradatH.,u . 

. If we may Ju(ige from the numher of times tbe word" inconve. 
nience" is repeated it would sel'm as if that was the argument ~pon 
which Mr Gibbs m,.;nly relied. His Honour the Lil'utenant-Governor 
Qf Bengal bas clearly &hown that it does not exist in his ProvilllCtl. 
Whtrcoptnd I have shown that it dOell not exiJt in the Province of 
8ombay, and it is not aJltlged to exist in Madras or pjsewhere. Hence 
that wl,ich Mr. Gibbs styles the" inconvenience argument" turns out 
to be only incotlvenant, for it is higbly unbecoming in a Council
lor of the IndIan EmpIre to a.dvanco as an Il.rgument that which has 
no foundation in fact. 

Mr. Gibbs expresses his "inability to understand why all this 
commotion should have arisen about this measuru;" much leBs can 
he understand why Lord Ripon .. ""'ould be looked upon as the lca.der 
of an anomalous, unconstitutional, a.nd illegal confisca.tion of chartered 
rights;" nor can he under8t4d why thtl European gentry of Calcutta. 
should now rise to J>l'~ent their country-men and country-women in 
the Mofu.sil from belllg s~~'cteu to tbe jurisdiction of native Magis
trates and Jndges. He is u~bltl to understa.nd any of these things, 
although Messrs. Miller, E ~ans and Thomas bad only shortly before 
fully explained the reasons to Hm. He then says he is not sure 
that the great bulk of the E lropean l>nd EurAian populll.tion of Bengal 
bow th~meani.ng of the term" European jlritisr subject," and then 
We gentlem&ll, who bas eaten bis dinners at an Inn of Court, has:sat 
OD the bench of a High Court, and claims to be a leader of mell as II. 
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member of the Viceroy's Council, practicaUy explains why be ill Ullllble 
to undCl'I!t&nd 80 many thinsrs. by wrongly interpreting a simple point 
of law, whioh it W<loll his peculiar duty to Ilnderst&nd thorl:lu~hly. His 
indeed must b~ 0111 of thosc peculiar mInds so weU dt'lcribe<t , by Philip 
von Arlievelde in the following lines :- ' 

,. A mind it is 
Accessible to reason's eu btlt'lt rays, 
And many enter thet'e;,but none converge." 

Mr. Gibbs is the member 6f. Council in charge of the Home Depart. 
ment. One of the duties of Jriat Department is to admit qualified 
candidates into Her MRjMtJll' Unoovenanted Civil Servioe. Her 
Majesty has comman<\ed that her subjPcts, of whatever raoe or creed, 
shall be freely and impartially admitted to offices in her servioe. A 
member of Counoil in charge of the HOIne Department who wilfully and 
systematically excludes Her Majesty's Christian British subjecta from 
her service wi~ftllly and systematically disobeys Her Majesty's com. 
mands. A s\lbject 'vho 'l"ilfully and systematically disobeys his 
sovereign's command is a rebel. If, then, Mr. Gibbs wilfully And 
systematioally disobeys his sovereign'S commAnd by excluding her 
Christia~ British subjects from her service, be 19 a rebpl. 

if Mr. GIbbs is a rebel, he can no longEr deserve or possess the 
confidence of his sovl'reign. In that ('Me it will be neither unoonstitu. 
tio,al nor inequitable for the British in India to })"tition Her Majesty 
to inform him that his services r.re no longer required. ,I.. I 

BRIT ANNICUS. 
April 3, 1888. 

'rBE "AMRITA BAZAR PATRIKA," 

T'l THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN', 

SIR,-A friend. of mine has sent me a copy of an editorial which 
appeared in the Amrita Batar Patrika of the 28rd ultimo. J am sorry to 
sefl that your kindness iD publishing my l\d'.tert! has subjeoted you to 
the censure of one so able to tpach you your duties &II the editor of 
that invaluable paper. At the same time alloev'me to thank him for Mil 
favoural:le notice of myself. Aflier readj.Dg his artiole I felt 118 if I had 
grown several inches in stature, for I saw at once t1J.at the fact of m, 
having reoeived special notice from the pen of so famous an editor would 
(\/I,use my name to be han<'lJ)d down to poslierity brightened by the balo 
With which he has so kindly surrounded it. That my Jettel'l! have 
wounded his sDsceptibilities I regret. Be must, however, extlll8e my 
eclilling to enter the 1i ats with one 10 powerful in argument as him"l! 
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upon the minor points rai~ b)' him, m)' objeot being to deal with _tt 
and toJeave others to argue upon them. 

\ IUD deepl)' grateful to him on acoount of tie iflteuae desire he 40 

kindly e~ree8e8 to know my name, but I ma)' be the No. I, for whom 
the Dublin Policp a.re making 81lch an-,ouB inquiries, and, though thu. 
ie no danger in entrusting my name to an Eng~i8hman, it would not be 
safe to tell it to one who, Dr. Biluttlr informs me, ia more English th. 
an Eng~ishma.n; for his intensified l,ll8e of honour might give latiDg 
pain to hiB intenBifieJ kindly leeli"",,, by oonstraining him to inform 
the Nati~e Polioe of my iden~" whioh case, although 1 know I 
ebould be treated by tbem with tba~kllldness and gentleness for wbiob 
they are famous, especially wben they have a European in their powe", 
yet that kindness, gr\1at a I know it would bll, would not console me 
for the 1088 of my liberty. 

BRITANNIC US. 
Apnt 4,1883. 

H. E. THE COMMANDER.IN·CHIEh"S SPEECH. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THill ENGLISHMAN. 

S18,-1 /lAPply regret that anyone should have attributed selfisb 
motives to H_ E. the Commander.in-Chlt'f for giving his adh8llion to. 
the .ot()riou~ BliI. My theory Ii that he had not given the matter 

-.ufficient thought when he spoke, and that he had been led away by 
the specious arguments of some one inferior in intellect to himself. 
The unselfish way In which he denuded himself of the Bower of his 
army to enabltl that ga.llant General, Sa T"rederlck Roberts, to distin. 
guish himself by making hiS rapid and succes~fu) march from Kabul 
to Kandabar, is alone suffiCient to prove him to be incapable of so mel&Jl 
a feelIng 11.8 selfishness. That he attended to the interests of the 
gallant soldiers under his command, or thought he was doing so In 
what he did, goes Without saying, for it was hiS duty to do 80. That 
he failed in his attemp~to protect their mterests was not hIli 1\ult, 
but the fault of th~who persuaded him t1at by restricting the office 
of Cantonment Maglltyte to British officers, and making thtlm 
Justices of the Peace, bis .oldlers (winch of course includes officers) 
would be flaved from tbe jurISdiction of native M.agistrates. That the 
panacea proposed wa no panacpa IIot all, the follOwing case will show. 

If, on a 8hooting excurlllion bf'yond thetillits of oantonments, and 
within the district of a native District Mwistrate and Justice of the 
Peaoe,oue 0' his solditlf8 aocidentally hurts a native, without killing 
him, he may be cbatged with an ottcnce under Section 336 of the IudlAll 
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Penal Code, and since, by a section at the Code of Criminal Proceiure, 
" every oifence shall be inquired iuto, and, jf tried by a M~;8tr&te, 

ahall be tried in tte ~striot in whi,lh it Wa.! committed," the c.oldier 
would be tried by the native Didtriot Magistrate and J1lIItlce of the 
Peace. Any lawyer will tell It's ExcelJeney what a. fearful amount of 
dlllc~etionary power Section 336, above referred to, gives to a Magill_ 
trate. There may reP.lly have been no rashness, and no negligence, 
op. the part of the a.ccused I the inlii~tion of the hurt. mar have been 
perfl'otly accidental, and the sohLer may be as deeply gr:eved at the 
accident as it is possible for a \rind.hearted man, be he (.ffieer 01' pri
'fate, to be. 'I'he native Magist,ate, however, happening to have a 

Dgrudge against His Excellency's soldiers on account of their being 
fellow-countrymen of those who so strenuously opposed the Bill, or 
for some other cause, u~es I the fearful amount of discre1ion the law 
gives him against the accused, and sentences him to three Inonths' 
imprisonment anp a fine of Rs.250. Does His E1Ccelleney think that 
such a state of affairs will lessen the difficulty at prl:!sent experienced 
of obtaining recruits for regiments which mu.t come to Indl!~ III their 
tUL'lI? Does he thlDK It Will conduce to th" honour of an officer or 
private"to be unjustly sentenced to Jlnpnsonment by a spiteful native 
Magistrate P Does he thlDk it Will improve thtl morale, prtlstige, 
or diafipline of his army P 

Let Ris Excellen('y then cOl!template the possible fate {'f an 
officer's wife on her way to join her husband on his rpturn from one Q~ 
our great or little lndlan wars, in which he has been distinguished for 
his bravery. The lady, whilst passing through the district of a native 
District Magistrate and Justice of the Peace, is falsely charged With 
BOrne offence by a wicked native. The native Ma~i~trate in hiS dis
cretion (a lDost dangerous weapon in the hands of a M.agistra.te 
determined to convict), nnds her guilty, and sentences b€'r to three 
months ' imprisonment and a fine of Rs. 1,000. Does His Excellency 
think that will be a fitting reward for the husband's gallantry j> WIll 
the 'chivalry of our gallant Commander-iJ:il Shief allow him to aid 10 

passing a Bill, which Will permit even the posdibllity of the wife of one 
of 11I~ gallant officers being tre&ted with such ir(iIgnity, or ever permit 
the possibility of the wife or daughter of ,"UY offic~r, non-commilll!loned 
officer or private being compelled to appear, as a. plisoner, before a 
na.tive Megistrate, whose hereditary quahtlOs and early education 
render it itnposslble for hin{'to ha.ve that respect and tenderness for the 
dignity of womanhood whh'l} are innate in a Briton P It ie true tha.t 
the wives a.nd d&ughters of our galla.nt soldiers (which word, as. I Bald 
\)~fore, lDcludes officers) are not Boldiers, though Anac(eon tells us, ill 
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his Ode commenoing "Phulil kerida tauroil," that nature haa giv~. 
them a wjapon, kallOB (beauty), suPerior to any his soldiers pOllsess, 
with wlj,itlh it is no disparagement of hie gallant arrliy to say that the 
ladles a,re able to vanquish the bravest of their ri'umber. But though 
they are not soldierll. I think His ExcellElicy will admit that they are 
as much entitled to protection at his hands 1\,8 their husbands and fathera 
thelnselves. 

If His Excellency agrees with die so far ( and who can doubt it P) 
surely his galla.nt and chivalrous natu. will constrain him to oppose 
a Bill, which will subject any of his country women, albeit neither 
wives nor daughters of soldiers, to su~h indignity and danger as tbat 
above referred to. 

We trust, therefore, that His Excellenoy will ponder well the argu, 
ments against the Bill, so that when it comes before the Council again 
he will be able t~ opposc it with all his might. 

With reference to the experiment ,l,rguIfcnt, wit4 which he has 
been impressed by sOlne one, I would remind him th(l,t~e are not eehl, 
and so are not likely to get used to skinning, and that viv~secti<>n 

experiments are illegal. 

BRIT ANNICUS. 
ApriL 4,1883. 

INDIA FOR THE INDUNS._ 
• 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN. 

SIR,-AlloW mc. to thank your able correspondent, "Memnon," 
for that palt of his letter which fa'!(HIr!lbly criticises mine. With 
regard to the portion which is adverse, I beg to ask, a~ we both arrive 
at the same goal, a determination to strive for the destruction of the 
notorious Bill, what benefit would accrue, at present, from an argument 
as to whose road is the better? Rather than be even the remote cause 
of a split in the camp. I would, like a true Conservative, make any 
reasonable concession, at prfFnt to my Liberal opponent. After the 
battle is won, if there is a field open to us, I ehall be delighted to have a 
friendly joust with 80 ~W'teoutl and knightly an adversary. In the 
meantime, permit me to saltiat, not being in possession of a pair of ' 
'the rose-coloured specta.des used by the Liberals. instead of seeing a 
Utopia when England retires from India, I see nothing but chaoa being 

reduced to ordCi' by the RUS6ian knout. 
BRIT ANNICUS. 

Aprit 6, 1883. 
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H. B. THE PRESIDENT'S SPEECH. 

-ro TlIB JlDtTOu. OJ' T&a BNGLISRlIU.N. 

Sla,-Huing leLnt from unqulllltlonable authority, the "~lw~it1 
of a Bengali contemporary of.,Youl'8, the editor of which belOCl~ ' to a 
raoe whose veracity has p&BSea into a proverb, that the ~overnment of 
India is powerfully supported by u the naked black arms of 250 &l'lIllul 

black-Ilkinned millions," I natu .... lly approach the speech of the head 
of that Government with fear O"ld tremblIng, albeit be is an Ellglisb-. 
1IUUl, and therefore, according to the saIDe nraciou8 authority, tr not 
.. Tery intelhgent creature." 

Here allow me to remark th~t. since, according to your veracious 
contemporary, u an Englishman is not a very intelligent creatore," 
and according to Dr. Bunter a Uengali Cov4'nanted CiVIlian is .. more 
English than an Englishman," a Bengali Covenanted ~ivUian must be 
.. not a V(!ry intelligent.creature" in a greater degree, that is, a 1688 
intelligent orea~re than an Englishman I therefore he is n~t equal to, 
or the peer of, an Englishman. Now since Lord Ripon calls the Bengali 
Covenanted Civilian .. the oream," how far inferior to Englishmen 
mUlt be the skimmed milk, that is, the educated Bengalis who have not 
been to England I How thankful I\"e ought to be to Dr. Hunter and 
you~ VBrac'ous oontemporary for sol nag, by their jOlOt labours, this 
muoh vexed question. 

There are two things whioh stand forth prominently at the coe 
mencement of the speeoh of H E. the President. They are his expla
nati<>D of the actioD of Oovernm8Dt 10 neglecting to consult the 
Government of Bengal when it consulted the other Local Governments, 
and the reason he assigns for the intention of Government to presl the 
Bill forward to the second readlDg, 80 nobly fru8trated by the Ron'ble 
Mr. Evan.. In b(lth of these C!.8es tbe policy of Government was not 
10 straightforward as we should have liked It to be. ~'or my part, 1 
entil'ely acquit Lord RIpon of want of atraightforwardnoBS or of any 
ra.lt in these two matters, but tbat of allving himself to be led into 
these two errors by some one not so straightforward as himself 1 and I 
do so not,..ithstandlDg his having, in hIS speeqi,' generously adopted the 
faulty policy as his own, in order to scre~ 'tus impolitio adviser. For 
the purpose of dl8cOverinit who that advlI!!er 18, It IS necessary briefly to 

\ recapitulate the impret!810n made upon Ol1e by a careful perusal of every 
speech in support of the lUll. 

The Bon'ble Mr. lIbert's speech is explanatory. It is just such a 
speeoh as might be expectea from the Legal Member, who had dra"l1 
the BUi UPOIl lines settled before he joined the Government. 
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The Bon~bJe Mr. Quinton's is the speech of one groping ill the 
dark fo; reuons, and falling into a quagmire of abaurditiee of hi. 
(\wn oreatiol. 

TAllon'ble lteasrB Kristo Dus Pal'!! and Dutga ChurD. Lah .. 's 
speeetiII' are those of men who know the Bill is indefensible, but who. 
by oompliments and flatteries. enoourage 'he Government to pa.ee it. 
beoause it panders to Bengali lust for power. 

Raja Shiva Prosad's sPf'4;loh is 4hat of a kind-hearted Hindu 
gentleman of the old school, who, tho,igb urged to support hiB 00-

religionists by false statements, is oonstrained to tell bitter truths 
about them. 

The lIon'ble Sayad Ahmad Khan tbakes no speeoh at all, for the 
written speeoh, read as his, ill the eleg!l.nt oompositlon of Bome one who 
puts into it sentiments whICh, Leing opposed to the teaohing of the 
Kuran and the tenets of Islam, It IS impOSSible for .. Say.d, that iii. 
a desoendant of the Prophet, to thlDk or utter. 

The Hon'ble W. W. Bunter's speech IS " 10l.l.rnad apology for 
the Bill, which, though IDsutfici<mt, does equal honour to bis h~ad and. 
heart 
• Sir stewart Bayley's speech IS that of a cautious and kind-hearted 

gentleman, who sees some of the dangers of the Bill, and is too honest 
to oonceal them; but, since he does not see all the dangers, though he 
deprecates. he does not oppose, the Bill. • 
.... H !. the Commander·in-Chief's speecb is that of a gallant soldier. 
persuaded 'by the specious arguments of some one to give qualified 
support to the Bill under the erroneous Impression that the appointment 
of BritIsh officers to the office of Cantonment Magistrate will prevent 
the pOSSibility of the soldiers under his comttl~nd from being a«ected 
by it. 

The Hon'ble Mr. Jamee Gibbs' speecb is that of a aelf-sumcient. 
supercilious prime mover of the Bill, determlDed to use every midae 
in his power to get tbe Bill passed Without caring who is injured by it. 

The last mentioned speech, that of Mr. Gibbs, appearing to us to 
be t.he least straightforward o~ ao), for the reasons givli'n in .. fo>rmer 
letter, we are incbU')~ believe that it is through lis ,aUDlLels 
that the two errors we are \~cussing were committed. 

My theory if:! that Mr. Gilftls "the member," as "tells ns, "in 
charge of the Home Department," and therefore intimately oonnected 
with the general administration of justic, in the empire, having 
written a minute in favour of such a measure, was most anxious to 
distInguish hillUleU by getting it passed. Be~herefore went cautiously 
to work, and before any action was taken upon Sir Ashley Edell'S 
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](>ttE'r. he ascertained that Sir Ashley Eden's sucp-esaor and th~ Judgtls 
of the I:hgh Court of Bengal would 1!.ot lte favourable to such a mea. 
bure. In older, therefore, to avoid the obstacle whiflh the'tecord of the 

c 
ullfavourable opiutpn of the Government of Bengal would pl/¥l~n the 
way of the measure, Mr. Cibbs advised Lord Ripon that the"'overn. 
ment had better take Sir-Ashley Eden's lett~r 8S a letter from the 
Government of Bengal proposing legislation in t!.is direction, in which 
c&se there would be no need qto consult the Government of Bengal. 
when the other Local Governments wpre consulted, and Lord Ripon, 
trusting in the bonajides of M'r~ Gibbs, adopted his suggestwn. We 81so 
believe that Mr. Gibbs, fearing for the fatE' of his Blll, attempted to 
get it pushed on quickly to the .Jecond reading stage. 

This is my theory. If I am wrong' I apologise to Mr. GiLbs. If I 
am right, let him apologise to the British in Indla for rlacing their 
Sovereign's Viceroy in so invidious a position. 

.April 6, 1883. 
( 

BRIT ANNICUS • 

TO THE EDITOR OP THE E~'Or.rSHMAN. 

Sra,-In his generous attempt to screen from blame his impolh,;c 
adviser, or the member, whoever hi' may be. wbo had the nursing d 
the infant measure before the arrIval of its legitimate nurse, Mr. 
Iloolt, H. E. the President rather oVer"boots the mark. He says: 
.. There is not a word in Mr C"ckereU's letter, from which I hQve 
quoted, which indicated any probability that a proposal of that kind 
would be reoeived. I WIll not S'l.y WIth resentment, but even with dis. 
apP"oval hy any portion of the community;" and a little further on 
in connexion with the silenoe referred to, he says that Sir Ashley Eden 
tl was a man of large expcrience, intimately acquainted with the feel. 
ings of the European population, and certainly there was ample proof 
that he had their reilpect and confidence in the remarkable ovations 
which he recerved ;ust before he left the country. Sir Ashley Ed!'n did 
not accompany that lett!'r by any other communicatlOns upon the sub· 
ject." What does His Excellency inten~us to understand froJll this P 
He surely does not mean to say that Sir Ashley ~den's silenre regard. 
ing any probability that the measure V"oiild be received with disap
proval by the British community. \" coupled with his intimate 
knowledge of their feelmgs, and with the ovations they were 
giving him eonvinfled him (His Excellency) that Sir Ashley Eden 
had communice.ted to them the contents of his letter recommend. 
ing the Government of Iriia to subject them. their wives and daugh
t.ere to the Cl:iminal Jurisdiction of natIve Magistrates, and that they 
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were 80 overjoyed at hill fatherly care of them, that they were giviDg 
aim rsmariable ovations! I I But that is the only logical inferenoe to 
be draq trom his words. I think, if w. rea.d betwee. the linea, we 
.hall iDd tba.t what he meant to say was this, that, 'hen he lound tb.t 
the measure was reOflived with resentm\nt by the British oommunity, 
htl asked the member who had been in cbarge of the infant measure, be
fore it was banded over to Mr. lIbert, why be had not given him wa.rD
ing of the.indignation with which it _uld pr01ably be received by the 
llritish community, and that member's .ply was in substance the eame 
as is stated in the above logical inference. His Excellency, however, eaw 
the absurdity of adopting the excuse tot\d6m verb", and 80 he made a 
statement, from which nothing but that excuse could be inferred. 

It is greatly to be d"ploreti that Bis Excellency intrusted the nurs_ 
ing of so important a measure to anyone, for, if he had attended to it 
himself, he must have seen that the very reason assigned fol' believing 
that the BrItish community would not reoeive the measure with dis
approval proved that, on the C'lntrary, they had lIot ~een taken into 
Sir Asbley Eden's confidence in the ma.tter. For, firstly. if Sir Ashley 
Eden had by the dulcet tones of llis voice succeeded in charming away 
the spirit ()f opposition with which similar measures had been received 
in 1849, 1857, and 1872, he would, instead of being silent on the subject 
most undoubtedly have taken credit to himself in his letter fo\ tho 
:J,ccestof his arts of sweet persu8.siop.. Secondly, Sir Ashley Eden's 
lDtimate acquainta.nce with the feelings of the Europea.n population, 
ooupled "ith his silence upon the subject of his . letter during the reo 
markable ovations, ought to ha.ve convinoed His Excellency that he had 
refrained from mentioning the matter during the ovations, Eor fear of 
disturbing their harmony, from which Bis ExcE'llency would na.turally 
have inferred tha.t Sir Ashley Eden's intimate acquaintance with tbe 
~eelings of the Europea.n popula.tion had caused him to feel certain that 
~he mea.sure would be received with indignation by the British oommu. 
nity. Whether Sir Ashley Eden Wa.B justified in withholdlug all inform_ 
ation on the Bubj.,ct from tl:t1ll British community, whose ovations hewaa ' 
reoeiving, is beSIde llii.e question. I hold that he was not. I hold, 
moreover, that aEtel' wrietn.r, the letter in question, or even after having 
ileoided upon writing it, be h«l no right to accept the ovations, for they 
were given to him for his good l"overnment of the Province, and that 
letter undid a.ll the good he had d"ne. And thirdly, the remarka.ble 
ovatioDs Sir Ashley Eden was receiving frott the BqtiBh community. 
~oupled with His Excellency's knowled. of the resentment with 
which thel ba.d &11V&15 received the proposal of simila.r measures, ought 
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to have convinced Hia l!:sceUncl, tbt, 10 far ftom Dot diaaPPIO'f'ing 
of the measure, they had not eTen beeu informed o~ it. , 

Bi. Exoelleacy would alia ~ve seen from the tellor of Sir, Asbley 
Eden" letter that hhad not only not conllulted the persons wpom it ill 
uaual for Local Governwen/ll to oonsult, but that he had not 
eTen oonsulted the Judges of the High Court, whom it 1faII incumbent 
upon the Government of Benge,l to consult before proposing a meuure 
affecting the jurisdiction of Magiat:.rates under their supervision. Hi, 
Excellency would then have pefleived that the letter could b: accepted 
o~ as oontaining the indi"idual opiuion of Sir Ashley Eden, and that 
DO one would accept it as containing the opinion of the Government of 
Benll'al, nnless he wished, by a quibble unworth,. of the Government 
of India, to use it as such. 

It was a grr.ceful act on the part of Sir Stewart Bayhy to take 
blame to himself for neglecting to warn Bis Excellency " of the spirit 
the proposal would arouee." But what shall we say of His Ex
cellency's advise~, the member in charge of the infant measure, who.. 
ever he may be, who by his shifty policy in the matter destroyed the 
oonfidence of the British community in the integrity of the Govern
ment, and then allowed his Sovereign's Viceroy generously to screen 
him by bearing all tbe odium of his unjustifiable acts P 

~f courlle tbe member in charge of the infant measure could not 
now what opinions any of the other Local Governments woultl Bend 
unle •• he had visited them, but;' by eliminating Bengal, by means 
the quibble above referred to, from the Governments to he consulted, 
ODe dissentient voice was got rid of, whilst, by the same quibble, the 
Governm"nt of Bengal, the Government which really opposed the 
meaaure more strongly than any other, and which really was the only
Government at present interested in the matter, was added to the list 
of aI"proving voices. By these ml!ans the supporters of the Bill were 
ell&bled to cry, with the outward semblance, but without the substance 
of truth, that every Local Government but Coorg is in fa.vour of the 
measure. All honour to Coorg I At the same time, I do 1Il0t aeel 

'Why poor Ba.nga.la. shculd be fa.lsely a.ceuslld of ha.ving a.cceptlld Lorll 
Ripon's ugly p1'oUge "Administrative inconven:e'noe," 

One of the supporters of the Bill wa\i very glib with his ~h61'gell 
against UB of using invective, assertions, ~nsinuations, &c., as if he felt
more aggrieved than any onfl else at the invective and assertions. 1 
'.oan only 8ay I am sorry !or him. It is tru6 tbt Caar's wife oug1!~ 
lIot even to be suspected, but it i. equally trae that she ought not tI> 
do anything likely to arou.ce just BU1Ipioion • 

.April 7, 1883. BRITANNICUS. 
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StB,-tr anything were needed to show the straits to which tho 
wpporte'" of the Bill are reduced, the contradiotf7 'ature of their 
arguments, and thft pitfalls of their own digging into whioh they fall, 
one part of Lord Ripon'. apeech woulit supply it in a remarkable 
manner. Hia Excellency, after arguing a8 strongly as he could ill 
fayour of the institution of a. Covenanted Civil Service, to which 
natives are admitted, to the exclusion of European~, without going to 
England to compete for admission inethe usual way, as wl'll 8.B in 
favour of the admission of natives to the Unoovenanted Civil Service 
.. 180 to the exclusion of E uropeanB, .'ld after citing the opinions of 
aeyeral eminent men in favour of that policy-that is to say, atter 
arguing as strongly IS he coulti in favour of t~e policy of race distin().o 
tions in the matter of admission to lIer Majesty's Covenanted and 
Uncovenanted Services in India-Bls Excellency flatly contradicts 
himself by saying that. with those who are in r~vour of retaining race 
dllitinctions, he has" no sympathy whatever" lie ~IlY pay, perhaps, 
that he meant that he had no sympathy With the retonticn of race 
distinl1iions which would be an obstacle to the passing of the Bill. 
In that case his policy is clear It is this. Race distmctions, when
ever they are unfavolJrl\ble to natives and favourable to EUropeans, 
shall be abolished; but, whenever they are favourable to natl\rq.l! and 

.JIi1'av!urable to Europeans, th~y shill be retained. That is the policy 
most disbinctly declared III L()rd RIpon's speech. r recommend It to 
the careful attent ion of bile Defence Association. Let It be proclaimed 
from the housetops. Let it bc printed in letters of gold over eYery 
gateway of the Viceregal palace and ovel the entrance to every 
gubernatorial palace but tho~e of Bengal and Coorg. Lut it be loudly 
proclaimed in every city and town III the UnIted Kingdom, and let it 
be proclaimed by the stentorian voice of a powerful orator in a full 
House of Commons, and not in the hole and corner way in which Indian 
affai~ uBually discussed, With just enough members to prevent the 
House7'rom being cl)unteddOut. 

Again, if anyth~ were needed to show the ignoranoe of Indian 
affairs, not only of oU~in-offi.cial oountrymen at home, but also of 

• Seoretaries of State for In~ia, H. E. the PreSident's speech would 
abundantly supply it; for he cites the name. of the follOwing states_ 
men in fayour of admitting nat.ves to Ber Majesty's Indian SerVice 
to the e:&iOluaion of Europeaus-Lord CraUbrook, Lord Halifax, Lord 
S&l.i,bury, the Duke of Argyll, and S~ Stafford-NortheQte. Is it. 
possible that thetle statesmen were awa.re that there were any Briti8h 
Coloaieta in Ia<ha P Is it PQ8sible that they bew that among ~he8e 
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Colonist. there were, as there are still, w~ll-eduoa.ted ud holtourab1e 
young men whoae fathers had lerred the Slate well in Belt Majesty'. 
Covenanted ant Uncovenanted Senloes P Is it possible that ~hey were 
aware that there wire, as there are still. among those Colollis_s well. 
educated and honourable yo~g men, the sons of gallant officeN, who 
had ahed their life's blood in defence of the State P Is it possible 
that they were aware that there were, as there are still, among those 
Colonists well.educated and hondurable young men, the sons of Mer. 
chants, Lawyers. Planters, CIV(J and Mechanical Engineers and Trades
men, who, if they had not served the State directly, had eened it 
11'&11 indirectly, by developing tb~ resources of the country, by attract. 
ing wealth to it and by their civIliSIng inHuence P Is it possible 

that they knew that they, in whose favour they were e-xcluding 
the above mentioned "l'Iell.educated and honourable young men, 
were the sons of men who had done nothing good for the State, 
tho sons of mtln who, as rebels, had done harm to the State, and the 
sons of men w!o, as well as their Bons, were injuring the State 1:,1 
retarding the march of civilisation by means of their ahsurd and finical 
caste rules P No, It is not possible tha.t they were aWlue of these 
thinge, and yet they are facts The fact is tLat those statesmen have 
been kept in ignorance of the truth. And why P Because the VlCeroys 
and ~overnors whose duty it has bepn to instruct them haTe been 
surrounded by those who, wlth rare exceptlOns, have been mentwhode 
antecedents and proc1nities have unHtted them to be sound counsel1or~, 
inasmuch as they themselves have, ever since their arrival in thi!l 
country, been surrounded by sycophantic natives whose Hattery and 
subservience h~ve bhnded their sight, whIch was never strong or clear; 
and because those VlCeroys and Governors have never seen or heard 
anything themselvt's but what they have seen and heard when fulsomel,. 
1I.a.ttering addresses have been presented to them by syc~phantic natives, 
during their V lCerega.l and Gubernatorial progresses. On such occasions 
my advice to my countrymen is, .. Britons lie silent. If etiqu~ pre
vents you from expressing your true sentinents, do not, out II com. 
pliment, say what you do not £eel," 

'l'he Vlceroy and his Councillors, instead off'J:rng ashamed, actually 
boast of their oppression of their count"rY'llen in India. They gloat 
over their Act XI of 1836, whereby they subjected us to the injustice of 
native Judges in civil suits! They boast of excluding from Her 
Majesty's service the loyal sens of loyal men who have served the State 

.well, and shed thefr blood in Its defence! And they glory in throwing 
open that service exclusively to the Bons of rebels, and of those who 
haye never served the State, all of whom do all tilt'y can to retard the 
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march af civiliSAtion by thei£absurd and finical caste rules I In shart, 
they boast 01. having thrown

7

aawn the stalwart props of thE.> Empire, 
and of 81lppartiDg it with rotten reeds I .And. not oalltent with this, 
they are na" violently striving to foroe down the <tellcate and lavely 
heads of their countr),women beneath th~ clumsy shoe af the heathen 
and woman.despising A.ryan II! Oh I were it not that. as Marciua 
Poroius Cato said more than 1,900 years ago, II Jampndem equidem no. 
tllM vocabuZa. t'e7'IWl. amiaimus" (for some time put indeed we have lost 
the true names of things). I could descri. theae tyrants and their deeds 
in such true and glewing werds. as might, perhaps, with justioe be 
styled" assertion and invective," but n~t .. insinuation." But I must 
stop, fer I feel the tI/lt'a 'Vocabu!a t'/lt'Um violently trying to force them. 
selves off the nIb of my pen (In to the paper before me. 

Let me conclude, however, Ly quoting, with a slight alteration, 
the complete passage of the speech of M. P. Cato, of which I have 
quoted a pa.rt, for It is peculiarly applicabJe to the Government of 
India at the present juncture, "JampMdem eqU\d6Ji\ nof 'Vera l10cabuZa 
t'~m am\Simu8, qUill omnta jura publwa obrumpere. hberahtaB, maZarum 
t'llt'Um aulZaaa,jomtudo vocatur: eo respubhca in BlIltremo Btta est," which 
may 1>& reDdered thus. "Fer seme tIme past, indeed, we have lost 
the true names of things, fer to vielate all publio rights IS called 
liberality, and audaoity 1D wiokedness is oalled firmness: thuB the State 
is place« in the greatest danger." -
- DRITANNICUS. 

A1'nl 9, 1883. 

SUICIDAL }>OLICY. 

TO THE EDITOR OF TRE ENGL16H\IU.N. 

Sm,-We ought to be very thankful to Lord Ripon for declaring 
the fixed policy of the Government of India so dIstinctly. as I sho"ed 
in my rt letter that he had declared it. Hitherto we have had 
nothing tangible tt> fight against. One man felt the injurious effect of 
the pelicy in one w"y, another ma.n in another. One man felt it in the 
injustice of nativlI tribWlals in civil suits, and in the Itudied in
solence of natives when he ·w¥ compelled to attend those oourts to 
prosecute or defend an action; anether man felt it in the encourage
ment it gave to natives to repudiJlte their businees engagements I a 
third felt it in the difficulty or impossibili\y of getting employment 
'or his son in the lervice of Government, and so fo\oth. Ea.ch ma.n 
thought much of his own grievance, and ht6e of his neighbour's, for 
none perceivet that the grievances of all were the outcome of the 
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httle policy. This prevented combiDIIMPD. Now, ho.ever: thanks 
to Lord Ripon, we see it plainly, and 1'Ie ltnow wW'hiJ policy is. 
Pardon my r~earng it. It cannot be repeated too of~n, fo: i~ enun
ciation by Lord Ripon gives us something tangible and defl.nIt·e ~o tlght 
against, and enables us tQ combine as one man to throw off the in
cubus which has so long paralysed our I.'xertions, and annoyed us at 
every turn. It is this: "Race distinctions, whenever they are un~ 
favourable to natives and favourable to Europeans, shall be abolished, 
but whenever they are fav('.rable to natives and unfavoura.ble to Eu
ropeanl\ they shall be retained." 

. The notorious Bill has beep. the immediate cause of our combining, 
and it, of course, must be tbe first act of Government which we must 
most strenllously oppos". But we must oppose it as one of the natuial 
results of the polioy of Government, now for the first time distinctly 
d<3olared. In order to obtain the full sympathy of our brethren at
home we mu.t make i~ clearly understood that we oppose the Bill not 
only for its o~n sake, but also as the natural out('ome of the above
mentioned suicidal policy. It is, in fact, the policy itself which WI.' must 
a.ttack. And we must make our countrymen at bome thoroughly un- , 
derstand that that is the poliey, the declared policy of the Government 
of India. We must make tbem clearly understand, too, that that 
suicidal policy, if persevered in, will first relax the grasp of Englaud upon 
Inkia, and eventually cause her ~o lose it altogether. Liberal p~1iticia.ns 
and natives, however, must not imagine that England's loss will be~1J". 
tives' gain. ]'ar from it, for all that the natives will gain will be new 
and harder masters. They will get king Stork instead of king Log. 
They will have Russian instead of English masters. There will be no 
competition.wallahs then, for the RUSIians wisely object to conquered 
races competing with them. There will be no native Covenanted or Unoo
venantej Civil Service, and no native Magistrates or Judges to exer
cise jurisdiction over anyone in civil or criminal matters, because that 
means power, and the Russians know too well the value of power to 
waste it by placing it in tbe hands of conquered races. There will not 
be many race distinctions. There will be but .. one, the race distino
tion between the Russian and the native, and<that distinction will be 
very 'Well defin~d. There will be no pan(le;ing to caste prt'judices, or 

, native lust for power. There will be the knot for minor offenders, and 
tlhe bayonet and the bullet for the more refractory. When RUBBia de
poses a native prince or clLef for any cause, she will not go into the high
'WAYS and byway:, the ploughed fields or the meadows, to look: for a 
beggar, a plough.boy, or a 'herdsman, whose pedigroe she will be able to 
tortllre into that of the rightflll heir, and then pOBe • applallBe for 
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her magas.nimity in placiag him apoD the thro.ae, beeall,e ebe i,";'. 
enough to kuow that the onty applause ahe woald get in lIuch a case 
woald be the ironical cheera whioh the Government of India received 011 • • a similar occasion from the nations of the earth, espe.Uy the A.siatic. 
For the effete policy I)f the Government of India. of creating great 
vusals in Myao1'6, or elsewhere, '!Vill be sutstltuted the stern policy of 
I.ollia X I of France-the total abohtion of lIli that exist. The Russians 
are too wise to brook any imperia in their imperiu. There will be no 
native engine drivel'll, or other railway en:wloyes, because Russia knows 
too well the value of railways and rolling-s~ck in time of '!Var, or rebel. 
lion to place thero in the power of possIble enemies. 'I'here will be no 
LegIslative Council to abolish anoma~es and oreate administrative 
inconveniences. There will:in fact,be no law but that of the drulu·head 
court. martial. There will be no Parliament to appeal to. The a.uto
crAt of a.ll ttl' Ru&siu is a despot, and from the orders of his Viceroy 
there '!Vill be no appeal. He knows too well thll value of order in con. 
quered provinces to foster sf'dltion by hstel!ing tq.appeals from 
'lonqnered races. ~'or the same reason there will be no native newI
papers to itir up sedition. "But," cries a brave Bengali editor, 
H Russia Will make promises before we Will receive hcr." H Oh, yes, 
she willlUake promises and kcep them, too, until she bu got a firm 
grip of the country." "And then?" "Well, and then she will forgl't 
them." I" But," replies the gallant Bengali, "we will remind ho. of 
~m." "Of ('ourse you Will, but Ru.tIsian is a difficult language to 
SpCl\lr, and probably you would not express yourself well in it. In that 
case you Will be sent to study Russian gratis ID her Siberian colleges, 
or, if you object to the Journey on the BI'Ore of castf', you will most 
likely be put. lU a fair way of proving the truth IJf your religIOn, by 
transmigratlUg into the anima.l you will be if you romind Buslia of 
promisE'S she Wishes to forget. That will be the kind of Utopia which 
the policy of the Government of India, declared by Lord Ripon, will 
produce. What a glorious UtOPIa. it will btl I Do the natives like 
the picture P" 

Every mail brings out some proof of the need our countrymen at 
home hll.ve of instrt.cti:ln in IndIan affairs. Even the Satl.lrdoy Review, in 
its otherwise most able- e.rtiele, headed "Sentimental Legislation for 
India," falls into the error ~f thinking that the present dilferelloe 
between us a.nd the Government is "a schism on thl' subject between 
Englishmen in offi~e and Enghshlnen out of offioe, the fact being 
tbat. it is a dispute between Englishmen, both. in and out of 
oillce. and a majority only of the met'lilers of Council who oonsti. 
tUte the ~ment of India. Again Mr. Onslow showed by hiI 



( 56 ) 

qu()stion to the Prime Minister in Parliament that he. did not 
lIudl'rstand the question, for he treated the 8editio~& articled in 
native newsp'apeI8 as an indicatiol:l of rebellion among thlJ natives 
of India, tiU1810 giving infinitely greater weight to th~ articles 
than they deserve. He did not Bee the real danger of thE Bill, nor 
that it is the natural outcome of a policy far more dangerous to our 
hold on India than all the articles, however seditious. of every native 
newspaper in the land. 

Lord Ripon has no symPFhy with race distinctions, and wishes by 
some decided act of his Government to mark his abhorrence of them. 
Then why does he not abolish the race distinction between the Brahman 
and Sudra P Why does he allbw the Brahman to oppress the Sudra 
by means 'bf race distinctions. If any Liberal suggests thai, 1S a reli. 
gious matter, I say it is not. Raja Shiva Prosad has distinctly and trull 
told us that it is nothlDg but a race distinction. The Brahman is of the 
Aryan rMe, the Sudra of the race of aborigines of India. There is no 
community of..reliRio~ between thpm. There is only a race distinotion, 
but it is one on a.ccount of which the Brahman practised such inhuman 
cruelty upon the 8udra in former days, that it has caused the Sudra to 
have a hereditary dread of the frown of a Brahman. Let Lord Ripon 
begin by abolishing that uDnatural race distinction. After he has ac
complished that ta.sk, I Will find him many more unnatural race dis. 
tinGt'ons to practise his hand upon, before he turned his attft'ltion to 
the abolition of the natural race'd1stinction between the Briton and..:': '\ 
Aryan. 

BRIT ANNICUS. 
Apri~ 11, 1883. 

THE FIRST UNCONSTITUTIONAL BLOW. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN, 

SIR,-Mr. Elliott, the Chief Commissioner of Assam, and, as 
such, Lord Ripon's lieutenant in that Province, has struck the first 
unconstitutional blow in this dispute between us and the Government 
of India. 'rhe rea.son why he has so acted is, 1ecause he i8 deficient 
in knowledge of history. The greatest sct

U 

of kindness, therefore, 
which Lord "Ripon can do to his over-zea1ous lieutenant, is to relieve 
bim of the onerous duty of governing a Province, and relegate him to 
some quiet station, "far from the noise and turm\lu of the world," 
where he will ha11e ample leisure to perfect himself ia that knowledge 
of history so essentially nElU3ssary to one a.spiring to be a 8ucce.ful 
ruler of men. If Lord Ripon does this, I recomme~r. Elliott to 
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oommef.loe with the study of Lord Nugent's tI Memorials of Job. 
Hampdell, itis party, and his times," and to Rote pa~tioularly the 
followilllJpMBaa'e in Macaulay's E8I&1 on that ezrllent work :_U A 
great and terriMe Ilriais oame. A direct attack W&8 made by an arbi
trary Government on a sacred right of Englishmen, on a right whioh 
"'lIoB the ohief seourity for all their other righta. The nation looked 
round for a defender. ClI.lmly and unostentatiously the piMa Buckia.g
hamshire Esquire pla.ced himsel£ at the head of his cOllUtrymen. a.nd 
right before the h.ce and a.cross the .th of tyra.nny." After Mr. 
Elliott has perfected himself in that le60n. I recommend him to study 
a history of the American War of Indeuendence, aud to note particu

larly the or~in thereof. 

Was Mr. Elliott aware that, In uttering a threat for the purpose of 
OOOt'cing tho Lakhimpur planters inLo ceasing to oppose the Criminal 
Amendment Bill in II. constitutional manner WIthin their right, he was 
striking at the entire British popUlation of India an uR-0onstitutional 
blow to deter them from defending themselves from an attaok made 
by 11.11 arbitrary Government on a sacred rIght of Englishmen, on a 
right which is the chief security for all their other rights P It is eo, 
whether be is aware of iL or not : and I call Lord Ripon to witueea 
should anything hereaftel happen which w.e should all deplore, tha.t the 
first unconstitutional blow whioh ha.s beell struok in this dispete 
b~ween • us and his Q overnment has. been struck by his own ASBam 
lient.ennnt. ~, 

HlIoB it Dever occurred to Lord Ripon that history occasionally 
rPpeats it'Jelf, and that it is within the rang-e of possibility for his a.cta 
and those of hlS Assam lieutenant to bring forth u.nother Hampden 
calmly and unostentatIOusly to place himself at the head of his country
m~n. and right beforo the face and acr08S tbe path of tyranny P Has 
it never occurred to Lord Ripon tha.t the present sta.te of affairs is very 
simil&r to that which called forth the first Hampden P The following 
i.it :Ua.c&uII\Y's description of the state of a.tfairs at that time :-" If; 

'Wuuld be absurd to deny tha.t he" (Charl68 I) "was It. scholar and 
a gentleman. a. man of e""q \USI te taste 10 the fine arts a man of etrict; 
morals in private life. Hltt~lents for business were respectable; his 
demeanour was kingly. But ho fas false, imperious, obstina.te, Darrow
minded, ignorant of the temper of his people. unobeervant of the signs 
of hie times. The whole principle of hI" Government was resistance to 
public opinion; not' did he make a.ny rea.! conoossioll to tJlat opinion till 
it mattered not whether he reBated or concede .. ; till the nation, which 
bad long o~ to love him or to trust him, bad at llIoBt oeased ta 
fear hilll." It appea£s to me that the only' thing needed to make a 
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picture of the present time in India 1101'" simile of the time described by 
Macaulay in tbe above quotation it a 1OO0nd flampden. l!iIa,.Ood ~~ 

him to U8! • 
The obnosious Bill is'1I experiment forsooth I Threats to ~eter 

us from opposing it are also experiments, 1 presume. That be:ugl the 
way the promoters of the Bill treat U8 before it is pasled. ~hat tn.af 
we not ezpeet from their F0t/1ge. after it il paslled P But we are told 
tbey e.re to be wat.ched. That BUt!geats the following questions. Why i' 
Because they are not trustwor( ly P .By whom P And" Quia eUitodiet 

110. cuatode. 'I" Are we to be ex~rimentalised upon until one of (111' 

pure and delicate countl'ywomen is tried alter the maDDer of Altce 
Lia!e by a Hindu Jefferies i' God forbid I 

'fo the Lakhimpur Planters 1 say, " Stand firm. If you are made 
the proto.martyrs, glory in your martyrdom, for it is in a righteous 
cause, the cause of a Briton's rights. Remember that we all sympa
thiss with you, and arl! all ready to pass tlu-ough any purgatory Lord 
Ripon and bis fleutenants may prepare in order to arriTp. .. t the heaven 
of our liberty." 

BRITANNICUS. 
~pril 14., 1883. 

ARYAN MORALITY. 

TO "'HE EDITOR OF TBI, ElfGLISHldAN. 

Sut,-At the present crisis it may not be deemed out of place to 
consider the morality of the heathen race, whom the Government of 
India has declared it to be its fixed determination to raIse, not to an 
equality only, but above Her Majesty's Christian BrItish SUbjects. I 
say" above" advisedly, for in the eyes of the natives of this couDtr]' 
the only aristocracy 18 the aristocracy of power; and, since power is 
manifest to them only in the members of the Covenanted and Uncove
nanted Civil Services, it naturally follows that, in their eyes, the 
members of those services aI'Il the aristocracy of the country, the 
Covenanted Civil Servants being looked upon bQ them as thE' nobility; 
on account of their greater power and higner salaries, and the UQ
covenanted as the gentry. Consequently, by admitting natives to the 
'Civil Benices to the exclusion of Eurol'ea.ns, the Government of India 
pla.ces them; in the estimation of the native population of India, in a 
rank above tb&\' of Her Majesty's non-official Clw.-istian British sub
jects. and by admittinfJ., natives to the Covenanted Civil Serdoo 
through a private entrance, Dot open to EUropeans, it ,place. them, iD 
the same 61timation, in a rank above even that of the Chrittian Britiah 



( 5i) ) 

members of the Covenanted Civil SerYice. on the ground that \lhe 
latter have,pbtained admi .. ioD. only through the publio entranoe of 
r.ompetitiol1. 

• • 
The Bt:rJun&l1I, who claim to be the cream of tlie A.ryan race, who 

again olaim to be the Cl'Pam of the world, perform many austerities in 
~rder to obtain eternal bliss. It is not obligatory upon them, how
ever, fi() practise morality Whilst inllictlng those austerities upon them. 
selves, for it is a tenet of the Aryan rehgion, that, although a HindI! 
haa habitually committed every sin ba the five unpardonable sinl 
hereinafter mentioned, yet, If he repeats the name of Qod with bis 
dying lips, he is sure of eternal happjness. '!'his is oorroborated 'Qy 
Mr. Ward in his View of the Hind-Its. He aays :-" A Hindu shop
keeper on~ day declared t.o the Iluthor that he should live in the 
practice of adultery, lying, &c., till at the point of death, and then by 
repeating the name of Qod he should without diJliculty ascend to 
heaven. 

The five unpardonable sins, which a Brahman may not commit 
without rendering bls pUDlshment certa.ln bereafter, are tbo follc.wingt 
1. He must not dlvulgo the Brahmanical mysterH~s. 2. He must not 
commit the SID of IDlest. 3. He muy uot kill a Brabman, or roL binI 
()t"gold or other propel'ty, but rather ,Jheve him If he is In need. 4. 
He must not be ha.lntuaHy lRtemperate In eating or drinking. 6 •• He 
must n~t associate wlth anyone who.bas committed any of the above 

1rna. He IS at 11Lorty to commit every otber 8m wlthout impertJhng 
his future happiness! provided be utters the name of God WIth his 
dying lips. Tbus he ma.y do gross mjury and injustlce to any man wbo 
is not a Brahms.n, and to any woman noL relll.ted to a Brahman. lie 
may murder any man or woman wbo is not of the Brahmlj,n cas€e, ()r rob 
hIm or her of gold or aDy otber property. He may lie, cheat, steal, and 
commit perjury and adultery 80 long as it is not a. Brahman whom be 
injures by commlttmg those SinS. A.nd all thiS he IS taught in his youtb, 
he may do wlthout fear of pUDlshment ill. the future state if he only 
pronounces the name of God with his dymg lips. The same morality 
pervades the other castes, for the moralIty good enough for a. Brahman 
ia, of course, good .mouth for every other cast\!. Howadmlra.bly this 
morality qualifies the A.ryalll for all. impartial Judge or Magistrate, 
especially 111. criminal trials in which a Brahman is prosecutor or 
prisoner and the other side a. EuropE'an I 

Let us now see what kind of morahty he is ta.u!Wt in his grand 
temple of Jag4U'&th, where wl1at Macaulay, calls the "hideol.l6 Idol ot 
Orissa" reigns supreme. This is what Dr.~uchanan, in his &.,a.rchll. 
'- .AM, tells UI. This wmple "is a stupendous fa-brie, and tJ 011 
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oommensurate with t.he extensive ''''''1 of Moloch; horrid lwg'; Atf 
other temples are uaually adorned with 6fures emblemati~ of their 
religion, 80 Jaganath has representati"118. numerous and va~.ioUl!l, of 
that vioe which co&stitutes the e8SenGe of his worship. The lV!I.lllr and 
gates are oovered with indeoent emblems in massive and dur .... bl~ lIOulp4 
ture!' Again, in anothE'r place Dr. Buchanan says,-" The tower of 
Jaganath 18 covered with indecent emblems, which are newly painted. 

_ when it is exhibited ill public. and are objects of Benilual gazIl by both 
.exes." 

This ie the morality of the()theathen race whom the Goyernment of 
India by its words and deeds holds forth to the wodd as. not the equal 
ollly, but the superior of the CIt .. istian Briton! This is too morality 
inoulcated in the youthful Hindu to whom the Government of Jndj~ 
has entrusted the power of deciding ciyil suits between a Briton and a 
Brahman. against the latter of whom it is an unpardonable ein to give 
judgmp»t! This is the morality of the heathen race, wlMlm it is tJre 
declared polioy ef the Government of India to admit to I:f;;r Majl'sty'e 
Indian Civil Services to the exclusion of Her Majesty's Christian 
BritIsh subjects 1 This is the morality 01 the heathen race whom the 
Government of India is now seeking bo intrust with crimmal jurisdiC'
tion over Christian Britons and their pnre-minded sistere. Can i.i
quity furth er go? Well may the notoriously obnoxious Bill be said 
to gue criminal jurisdiction to Hindus Over British women a.nd ~rltisb 
men! 

I llave seen severn] natives, who have resided in England from ODe 
to four years. Some, on their return to India, went back to their 
native ways. They were the begt. Others assumed what they thought 
English !l'il's, and-well, I must apologise to Dr. Hunter for smiling at 
his sa.ying they a.re more English than Englishmen, for they are so,
they are caricatures IIlf Englishmen. As for their thought and feeling. 
unless Dr. Hunter is Caglioiltro or Zanoni, he must excuse our doubt
ing hi3 abllity to judge frOID their speech what they a.re. If words 
revealed the natiye mind, then the noble words of the notorious Nan&. 
Sahib, before the rebellIon which itbas been the fashion euphemisti

ca.lly to call1hp mutiny, proyed him to be wha~ Dr. Hunter delights to 
Clall "more English ill thought and feeling than Englishmen." Tbe' 
Cawnpore ma.ssacre proyed how much a ~atiye's thought and feeling 
are in acoord with his "ords. 

Lord Ripon :nd the members of his GOTel'Dment had much better 
llllow themselTes ' to be guided in their dealings with natives by the 
Brahma.n of the Pa.neha 'll~tra, for he know his own race m11ch better 
th"u they are ever likely to know it. 'fhe following is" trlUlillatioon CIt 



( 61 ) 

BOttle of bis advicf' :-" When there is enmity in the nat1lre of Olle ra~e 
towards anotfer" (IV! the native pallers all over India have long pr~ .. 
ad it to be in the Dature of the native towat'ds the Briton), "although 
there may"e apparent friendship between them, yet Jfb reliance can be 
placed upon it, and strict watchfulneB!l and observation of the most 
trifling circumstances cannot be dispensed with, for the dangers of 
such frijndship are many, and the resulL thereof is injurious." 

U the Government of India passes this Dill, it will have onl1 
one more step to take in its facuis dcscen8~ ..4verni. That step will be 
to proclaim to the world its belief in the Hindu religion, and, as a 
necessary coneequeflce, to admit the Brahman to be the cream of 
creation, and declare the British, not ordltting themselves of course, to 
hold the place in creation which the Brahman IV!signs to them, that of 
the lowest and vilest of outcastps. This will necessitate the re-enact. 
mellt of the laws of Manu and a dire<..tion to the Hindu Magistrates 
and Judges to pDur DOlling oil into the mouth of every EuropbliZl who 

speaks ur teaches Sanskrit, and to hang every Eurtpean who slanders a 
Brahman, but if a Brahman kills a European, to allow him to atone for 
the offence by the same penance as he would have to perform for killing 
a cat, a weasel, a peacock, a frog, a dog, a lizard, an owl, or a crow. 

llRITANNICUS. 
AprillG, 1883. 

f:, U BTERFUGES. 

TO THX FDITOR O~' THE ENGl,ISHMAl'I. 

SIR,-Mr. Ilbert tells UB in his spetoch that the obnoxioul Hill 
•• originated with a proposal for legislation which wall mllode by the 
Government of Bengal to the Government of India in the month 0" 
March 1882." Lord Ripon says in his speech that it orig-inated with a 
proposal made by Maharajah Jotindro Mohun Tagore, but" before we 
ha.d taken any steps whatever to fulfil that pledge we reeeh'ed from Sir 
Ashley Eden a letter upon which the Government of India acted. 
That is a discrepancy caused by the member in charge of the measure 
in its infancy falling to g~e Mr. IIbert correct information of what 
had oecurred before he ioined ;he Government, whereby he led Mr. 
Ilbert to stamp with his own b.uthority the statement that Sir Ashley 
Eden's letter WIV! a letter from the Ol)vernment of Bengal. That was 
a subterfuge. 

The Government of India did not, however, treat tlfe" said letter IV! 
the individual opinion of Sir Asbley Eden, :!licb, I Bubmit, I have 
proved it to be, but as a proposal for legislation m~e by the Govern-
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tnent. of Beuga.l. ThiB was aone to eq,de tho necessity of Sllbmtt.tillg 
the m~8llre to the Government of Ben~l for illl opinion, which wall 
known to be adverse, wbell it was submitted to the other 'Local ,Govel'll-
menta. ,This wlil also a subterfuge. ' 

We are accused of misunderstanding the scope of tbe measure. 
Mr. Ilbert !lays, .. The scope and effect of the Bill have been much 
misunderstood or misrepresented." I think he rather overstat'Ped tbe 
bounds of courtesy when he sa.id "or misrepresented." One may 
honestly misunderstand, but one ca.nnot honestly misrepresent. Bow
ever, let that pass. What we understood was neither more nor less 
than what he himself told us on the 30th January fast, in his "State. 
ment of Objects and Rea~ons." This is what he says_ " The 
Government of'India has accordingly decided to settle the Iluestiol!, 
of jurisdiction over European British subjects in auch a. way 
as to remove from the Code, at once and completely, every judiCIal 
disqualification which is based merely on ra.ce distinctIons. With this 
object the present 'BIll has been prepared." In accordance With thiil 
statement we understood, that, however limittd ma.y be the number of 
nativoR to whom it ia proposed by the present BIll to give criminal 
jurisdiction over Uq, the BIn had been prepared WIth the object of 
removing from the ('ode, at once and completely, every judicial 
disqualification based on race distinctIOns, so that It would be easy 
afterwards by another ahort Blll to extend that criminal jtlrisdlCtion 
to native jnagistrates of e~ery grade. The Bill Itself then f~". " 
Bubterfuge, whereby the Government of India sought, by means of 
s measure limited 1ll appearance, eventually to subJect its European 
British subjects to the crimInal Jurisdiction of every grade of native 
Magistrate. 

Lord Ripon and Dr. BuntE'r make much of the Tagore argument. 
Whenoe they obtain It is plam. It is from Mr. Gibbs. Be, being an 
ex.Judge of the HIl\h Court of Bombay, and an ex-CouncillOT'of the 
Government of Bombay, was looked upon as an authority on Bombay 
s!airs. Let us see lJhat his wisdom evolved out of them. Being aware 
that the Lieutenant-Governor of Bengal would demolish the inconve
nience argument as regards his Provinoe, Mr. Gibbs went to BQmbay 
for one. He says, .. Let me explain Dt?re fully what I mean by the 

, • inconvenlenoe' argument. Take Carwar for example, where Mr. 
T~ol'e is Sessions Judge, in the neighbourhood of which large railway 
works are being commenoed. If a Furopean oOlllmits a crime which 
requires mo~ punishment than the Distriot Magistrate can award, and 
which is three months C'and a fine of Bs. 1,000" he must be committe' 
to the 6eBlli01l.s Court, whose powen exteud to one year's im.-
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pl'iaODll'lent Del be I but the Sessions Judge there could not trJ 
him, ADd an .applica.tiOD would have to be made to the 111gb 
Court to 0Eder hiB oommitment elsewhere." Then the cruel man 
throws the Belgaultl and Dharwar dust into the eyes If his hearers., 
After that he himself demolishes hiB own Tagore argument as ruthlell8· 
ly as a little ohild knocks do'WD a cal'd house he has bUIlt up, by te)ling 
us that Europeans do not commit crimes whioh require more punish
ment than a District Magistrate and Justice of the Peace can award. 
These are his words, .. So far as my expe'W'nce goes, thertl are very 
few cases lD which Europeans comtl before thl!m" (the crIminal 
courts) .. and those 'of a. SImple nature, petty thefts and assaults." 
It is clear then that his Tagore argumen~ is a Bubterfuge, WhICh he 
himself, close reMODer that be ill, naively exposes. 

l"itb reference to the Di@trict Maeistracy lIilr. Gl~b8 says that the 
present arrangements" are to some extent subversive of diSCIpline; b" 
putting a junior officer, by reason of his birth only, for one particuJa:r 
p.zrpolle, over the head of his supprior in all other matt'lrs." The 
preeent arrangements are for Jomt .Magistrates to try all important 
oaselll, the DIstrict Magistrate's tIme being fully occnpied with other 
onerous duties. We have never before heard that lhat arrangE'ment 
has cansed Joint Magistrates to be insubordinate towards District 
Magistrattls, but of conrse we must bow to the antllority of the member 
"mtimate!y connected with the general administration of jnstice rn .. 
tIlE' "'klDpire," upon that subject. Our only wonder is that the Joint 
MagIstrates have not been publIcly and severely reprImanded for their 
habItual insubordination in the (lluette of the Government of IndJa. 
We fail to a,>e, however, how empowering a Jvint Magistrate to try a 

tpartlcuJar class of cases, which his DlstrlCt Magistrate is not Ampower. 
ed to try, plaees the former over the head of the latter. This argu
men t therefore is also a subterfuge. 

The action of Government in obtaming the sanction of the Secre
tary of State for India beforehand for the Bill was Illost unusual. 
Such a course is intellijfible only on U.e snpposl1_ that Goverument 
expected the BiU to be strongly opposed by the Britlilh population of 
India. and wiahed to take 116 by surprise by rushing it qUlckly through 
the Legisla.tive Co6.noil, before. could organise our oppositlOn to it, 
and then tell ns that it was too lllte to object to the Bill, a.s it had 
been already sanctioned by the Secret.P.ry of State. That was another 
lubterfugp. 

After the di8CUll8ioll of the Bill in the Le~slatiTS eouncil on the 
9th ultimo Lord Ripen t&le~aphed to Englan":!, at the public expense, 
a fun report of th& Bpeechec of those members who had spoken 1. 
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favour of the Bill, and suppreaaed, lrith a brief notice, the "peaches of 
all the members who ha.d spoken against it. This was an ad cept4ndum 

tDode of proceeding whereby Lord Ri}Jon tlnfairly a.ttempl;ed to get & 

fa..,ourable !rst Rearing at. home for his pet measure, not at ~isl own 
expense however, but at t}{e expense of the opposing tax.payers. This 
ie what M. P. Cato saya in the words for which I su~stituted .. omniCI 
jura puhlica obrumplWe," is called Zibf:7'aZita.. His words are, quia bona 
aliena. largir( libera!ita, - - • vocatur ," which may be render('d .. for 
to Iquander the money of o:'hers is called a Libera.l mea.sure" ' This 
was also a subterfuge. 

Other subterfuges could also be pointed out, but I submit that, 
I have sufficiently proved tba"t tbe conduct of tbe Government of India, 
in the matter of tbis obnoxious Rill, bas been wortbyof !ouch .. n:easure, 
for It has bE.'en from first to last a BUCcl'Bsion of Rubterfugss. Allow me 
then to conclude in the words of tha.t eloquent orator, llr. Gibbs, with 
the altera.tion of one word only, that is by substituting" subterfuges" 
for "invective." '~When a caUBe appears supported" (as this BiI\ 
does) .. mainly by subterfuge6 Instead of calm and dignified reasoning, 
itll importance diminishes and its significance fades." 

BRITANNIC US. 
Apl·a 18, 1883. 

Ctl-USHERS. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THI!. ENGLISHMAN. 

ala,-The Echo advises Lord Ripon to crush us. A friend 0f winE', 
who hll.ll recently arrn'ed from England,writes to me thus ,-" The Echo 
is an evening paper published dally in London, price one balf.penny • • 
It is better known uLder tbe name of the half. penny rag. It has about 
the same standing as the' vpracious contemporary' referred to b)' you. 
The latter paper is edited by a baboo. The editor of the Echo is Bome. 
thing more tha.n a baboo. Let n represent the unknown quantity 
, BomethlDg more.' ..,en Ra.boo + N = EdItor of the Echo. Furtber 
more it is well.named the Echo, for it is 'VOll: et praeterea nt/nt.'" , I 
congratUlate the noble Lord on his ignob,e adviser. Be is mdeed &. 

counsellor wortby of a me!.Sure defende~ by fallacy ~nd supported by 
subterfuge. But bow is the operation of crusbing to be performed I' 
WiU his lordship o.ssign that duty to the "worm.r.rusbers" o.s the 
.)avalry cbafBngly call <,)Or galla.nt British infantry? It he does, he will 
make a mistake"; for, in the .first plaoe, we are not worms; and, in the 

In 

second place, though 1 feel as confident as His Excellency the Com. 
mander-in·Chief that hiB gallant a.rmy knows its duty, and tba.t it ill 
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thoroughlJ 101&1 to ita S01'8reign, let it is for that very reuOll, 
ita loyalty ~ Sovereign, that 1 am convinced tb&t it would be 
a daDlterous experiment to ask the 80ldiers of tba.t gallant army to 
assist in ol'~hing us, whom they know to be a.s loya.l If> their and our 
beloved Queen as themsAlves, simply because we are defending a scared 
right handed down to us by their and our common ancestors. If, how
ever, the worst were to happen, I for one would ton thousand times 
rather be shot by a soldier of that gallant army than be banged by a 
Bengali baboo. I 'think therefore we 'lay answer the ., ('rushing" 
threat as Pl'truchioanewered Gremio,-" Tush! tush I fear boys with 
bugs." 

The PiorIMr haa the questionable hon&ur of having boon the first to 
begin the crushing work. He commenced with the ladies. 0 brave 
Pione8r! by whom is he inspired P Is he in telephonic communication 
with Olympus P and has he heard a whisper from cloud compelling 
Z'lus? or has he received a mefl8&ge from the brothers, the mysterious 
Hoo·Raw.Rums of the Theosophists through a oltlck· .. hade P Ie that 
why he says he does not think it meet for the ladies to petition Ber 
Ma;esty against the Hill P Berein he dilIl'rs from Mr. Gibbs. That 
wise councillor said" No one respects more than I do the right of an,. 
person, or class of persons, to bring forward their grievances and de
mand redress." That is all the ladies have done, and surely they are 
a class of ,persons, and a very Buperior class too. Such being the cafe, 
the,.pioneer would ha.ve acted better If he had imitated Mr. Gibbs in 
respecting their rights. The only answer any lady need give to the 
impertinent and uncalled for stateIoent of the Pioneer is the following 
quotation from the answer given by CQnsta.uce to Salisbury in King 
John,-

"It cannot be ; thou dost but Bay, 'tie so ; 
I trust I may not trust thee: for thy word 
Is but the vain breath of a common man: 
Believe me, I do not beht:ve thee, man." 

BRIT ANNICUS • 
.tprit 20, 1883. 

RISTO~Y REPEATS ITSELF . . --
TO THlI: EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN. 

Snt,-Bistory repeats itself. Let 'IS Ree whether it is repeating 
itself in India at the present time, and if It i~, let us reflect whether the 
events which ~re now taking place cender it pr~able that it will oonti. 
nue to repeat ItivIf. For thlB purpose let us compare India of the 
present day with IrelAnd under 1ames II, at described by MacAulay. 
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Tbe Britillh Colonists In Irela'" .e .. yuH,. inferior in numbers 
to the Irish natives I but, Macaulay s&J'B. if'the great 9reponderance 
of numbers on one side was more than (lompeu8ated by .. ""ea* ."peti
orlty of intellftrence, vigour and organization on tho other~ The 
English 88em to have been in knowledge, energy aud peraf"Teir:ance, 
rather above than below the average level of the population of the 
mother country." James.as a Roman Catholic King. "Unhappily 
James, instead of becoming a. mediator" between the hoatile 1'IloCee of 
Brltieh oolonists and Irish lIJtA-ives,." beoame the fiercest of partisans. 
Instead 01 allaying the animosity ot the two popUlations, he inflamed 
it to a height betore unknown. He determined to reverse their l'IlI"tive 
position, and to puflltthe Pr6testant Coloniste under the feet of tbe 
PopiBh Celts," If in this passage we substitute Lord Ripon for James, 
Viceroy for King, Indian tor Irish, British tor Protestant, and natives 
of India for Popish Celts, the pBssage becomes a true description of 
Indtan affairs at the present time. 

So far hi.story has repeated itself. What is in the future P As I do 
not pretend to be a prophet I shall merely narrate what 
Macaulay saY8 dId occur in Ireland. HavlDg acknowledged my author_ 
Ity I shall not use inverted commas; but I shall quote Macaulay'S words 
with the necessary verbal substitutions. The passages I am about to 
quote narrate events whIch occurred at dlfft'rent times, those which are 
adverse to the British having occurred Whilst Tyrconnel was in power. 
1 UBe them, however, to deplct two pOSSible fntures of the Brlti~ '1 in 
India. 

First, If we are supported in our Opllosltion to Lord Ripon's SUici_ 
dal polioy by the mother country, and Lord Ripon IS supported by the 
educated natives, the following events WIll happen, If hIstory continuel 
to repes.t itself, and they WIll be tbus narrated by a future his\orian :_ 
The evpnt was such s.s might have been foreseen. The colonists turned 
to bay with the stubb'}rn hardIhood of theIr race. The mother country 
justly regarded their cause as her own. Then came a. desperate struggle 
for a tremendous stake. Everything d"ar to natIOns was wagered on 
both sides. The contest was ternble and short. The Hindu I eing the 
'Weaker went down. The eftect of Lord R1llon's insane attempt to sub
jugate the BFitish by means of educated natIves was that the latt~r 
became hewers of wood and drawflrs flf water to the former. 

If, however, the mother country lIupporti Lor« Ripon, and the 
obnoxioua Bill ill passed, a future historIan 11'\,11, if history repeat. 
Itself. narratecthe events whIch will happen as foUcwa :-Panic lipread 
bat among the British WIllen th('y found that the Vioeroy, their feUo •• 
countryman, 11'&8 unwillinr to ext(,lld to them the' protectloll which 
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they had. expected from him. They began to know b1 bitter ezperienoe 
what it is to be a lubject race. EVeD they who bad lupported the ..Bill 
were not tr':te from persecution. They, in (WmmOn with thoae who 
had oppoled it, were haras8ed by the natives with/alae accusatiOJlS, 
and the eridence of the moat infamous of mankind was ready to aub
stantiate every charge. Landowners hastened to sell their estatea for 
whatever could 1>& got, and to remit thft purchasll money to Englaud. 
Traders begau to call iu their debts and to make preparations for retir
ing from business. The alarm soon aft'ected th~ revenue. Lord Ripon 

~ 
appe&l'S not to have recollected that there had once been a plot to ruin 
the fame of a fellow-country woman, and that in that plot a Bengali 
Babu had borne a chief part. This is .ot eutllr One of the injuries 
which high-spirited men most readily "J'Iirdon. But in the 
wicked court where the Guptaa had long been pushing their 
fortunes suoh inJUries were easily f/)rgiven and forgotten, not frolll 
magna.uimity or Christl/loU charity, but from mere baseness and want of 
moral senSibility. E'lftepn hundred British famlllieEJ pmigrated in a few 
days. The panic was not unreasonable. The work of puttiug the 
B~ltish colonists, their wives and daughters, mothels and sisters down 
under the feet of the natives went rapidly on. Those who had latp.ly 
been the lords of the peninsula now cried out, in the bitternesd of their 
souls, that they had bocome a prey and a laughtng stock to their own 
serfs anp. menials; that houses were burnt and cattle stolen with .,illl
plj,tllty; that their wives and daughtell! were arrested and imprisoned 
on false charges; that to appeal to the law was v!l.ln; that native 
MagIStrates, J udgcc, .furies, and witnesses were all in!a league to save 
native crwllnals. 

Which way will history repeat itself in our eM" P Tha.t is a. 
momentouB question. Can Wit do notlllng to avert the latter fatft P 
Will our mother country help Uil to avert it P If not, are we prepared 
to ait down quietly and endure it P That is another momt'ntou8 quell
tiOOl? At the present crisis momentous questions seem to start up all 
al'onud us. The State a.ppears to be in da.nger. Is it not, then, the 
duty of every Briton and Eurasian able to bea.r a.rms to enrol himself 
in some Volunteer CorpsiVith the loya.l intent of defending the Sta.te p. 
That is a. third mom~ntouB qU€jftlOll. I hope my countrymen will &olve 
these momentous lueations wi&eLy. 

BRI'r ANNICUS. 

April 20, 1883. 
. . 

.. N. B.-It is.- ED., ENG. 
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THE DESPATCH TO THE SECRETARY OF STA'.t'ic. 

TO THE EDITOR 0 .. Till! ENGLISlI)U.N. 

SIR,-Your oorrespondent, in his ,. Notes from London: safB of 
the Criminal Amendment Bill: f( Openly, I believE', your Government 
professes that this is a trifting item of adjustn:.ent; just the utilising of 
one or two judioial otlioen. But I have reason to believe that, in the 
despatch sent home, the extension of jurisdiotion is dealt with as a 
tentative measure, whIch, if(iuCCE'ssful, may go much further. A time 
is even seriously contemplated when, partly as a m~al\ure of eoonomy. 
partly as a Liberal step, Indian officials, Judges and Magistrates parti
cularly, will be moa.~linduil'a.nd Muhammadans. As soon as the Bill 
beoomes law it will form a part of a scheme of policy tor India. which 
it will be useless to oppose." 

The above quotation fully bears out wha.t I said in my letter of tbe 
19th instant headed" Crushers," namely, that from Mr. llbert's State
ment of Objects ani:. Reasons "we understood that, however limited 
may be the number of natives to whom it is plopo&ed by the prosent 
Bill to give criminal jurisdiction over us, the Bill had been prepared 
with the object of removing from the Code at tlnce and complE'tely every 
judicial disqualification based on race distinctions, so that it would be 
easy afterwards by another short Blll to extend the criminal jurisdic-
tioo to native Magistrates of every grade." .. 

Lord Ripon, in his speech O'.l the 9th ultimo, said that the despatoh, 
referred to by your correspondent,w88 sent to the Secretary of State, 
Lord Hartington, in September last. I do not find a copy of that des
patoh in the Report of Offioial Proceedings published by you. 1 there
fore oonolude that no such copy has been furnished to the Indian Presa. 
Lord Ripon said in his speech, "I oblilerve that the opponents of thIS 
Bill speak of appea1111g to the House of Commons. I am the last man 
in the world to object to such a course being taken." 'fhe despatch 
above referred to is a most important document 111 such an appeal. I 
therefore suggest that the Defence Association should respectfully re
quest H. E. the Viceroy to supply them and the Press of India with a 
oopy of that despatch. There are two reasons, WhlOh, I submit, are un
answerable, why a (lOPY of that despatch ought to be granted 
to us. First, because it forms a pau of the action of Government 
against which we prepose to appeal, and a copy of the document 
i8 therefore neoessa.ry in order to make our appeal to Parliament 
oomplete. Se~ond, because it will put us in full possession of the 
pelioy which the Oov .... "nment of India proposed to the Secrlltary 
of Sta.te ali the correct policy to be pursued towards us, a piece 
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ot inlortnation to wbich we are clearly entitled, as it Dear11 
concerns U8, and which it will be unfair to withhold from us, inasDJ,llll!ti 
as, in that c~e, the document will be used against U8 in the .,ppeal 
without odr having had any opportunity of aDswerilllg the statement. 
and arguments contained in it. I therefore 8ubmit that the Govern
ment of India cannot, lntL auy ahow of justice, refuse us a copy of a 
document 80 important to us in evelY aense of the wcrd, and that if 
it doel 80, it will indelibly stamp itself with the stain of unfair 
dealing. 

Whether your correspondent is right or wrong in his belief ragard
ing the contents of that despat:lh one thing is certain, namely, that 
the only essential part of the Bill, its sflbstanti.,e prinoiple in faot, is 
the immediate and complete removal from the Code of CrimlDal Prooe
dure of every judicial disqualification based on race distinctions. The 
restrictive clause defining the person!:! to whom It is at present intended 
to give criminal jurisdiction over British men and women, is a mere 
adjunct. If the BIll is passed, the proprie!} of giving' native 
Magistrates, without restriction, criminal jurisdwtion over 
ue w111 be affirmed, for that is the Bubstantiv~ principle of 
the Bill. That, indeed, is admitted by H. E. the Commanoier
in-Chief, the only supporter of the BIll who gIves anything like 
an honest descriptloLl of it. He says :-" Though the principle 
involve<\, is, no doubt, a large one and of considerable imporlance, "yet 
it ijllust be patent to anyone that its I't'actical applIcation must for a 
considerable tIme be small. 1 looked upon the cbange Ilo8 a very tenta
tive measure," &". He has eVIdently been misled into believing that 
"its practical applica.tion must for 1\ oonsiderable time be' small." The 
period of its smallness will depend entirely upon the idiosyncrasies of 
the people in power, and It will come to an end as soon as tl>"y de.cide 
that" the tIme has come" for its practical appllcatlOD to be inoreased. 
Here let me remark that His Excellency the Commander.in-Chief's 
description of the Bill lends colour to your correspondent's bellef as to 
the contents of the despatch, whilst the descriptlol:), given by the other 
supporters tallies with what he says our Government openly profeBses. 

A.t any tIme after th~ Bill is passed it will bll open to any anomaly
monger to propose a short Bill to abolish the amomaly of one class of 
native Magistrates ha.ving p~wer to try European British subjects, 
and another not, and, the disquahficatil)n based on the race distinctions 
having been abolished, it will be op'ln to him to use the Gupta argu
ment, namely, thAt a slur is cast upon the native Magistrates of every 
grade from whom jurisdiction over Europea'! British subjects is with
held. He could alao use Mr. Gibbs' "inconvenienoe argamenL" with 
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great force and 1&." .bonld an olltJlce be oommitted by a 'Qropeaa 
B~ith lIubjeot at a plaoe where there waD. rellident native Deputy or 
Bub.}...'puty Magistrate, if the latter o£'uld not try him, (the &OOflficl 
would have to be .ent to the Distriot Magistrate at tbe Sudd~r &ta~ion, 
thirty or forty m,ilea of(, a "toublesome journey," as Mr. Gibba rlay., 
n at any time, but, for some months of the year, one generally 
da.ngerou8 to the health of all parties, Europeans especially." 

Let. U8 then respectfully request H. E. the Vioeroy to grant us a 
copy of the despatoh Bent by t)}.e Government of India to the Seoretar,. 
ot State, Lord Hartington, in ~eplem ber last. 

BRITANNICUS. 
April 30, 1883. 

H. E. THE COMMANDER.IN.CHIEF'S COMPROMISE. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLIRHMAN. 

SlR,-I am informed that my letter of the 4th ultimo oaus\:'d Bome 
disquiet in the mind of H. E. the Commander-in-Chief, but that some 
one has reassured him by telling him, that a High Court must, on his 
simple applioation, transfer any charge ml~de against one of his 
soldiers from the Court of the naLi ve District Magistrate, within whose 
jurisdiction the offence is alleged to have been committed, to that of a 
Oautonment M.agistrate. If my informatiun ill.-correct, RIB E\C811ency 
has been A.ga.in deceived, for thelle iij no "must" in the matter, ¥d 
if there were, it would not avply to the wives and daughters of his 
gallant soldiers. It is true that a High Court has the power of trans. 
ferriDg a case "from the Court of ODe Magistrate to that of aDother 
with competent jurisdiction, but it never exercises thi\t power unless 
good cause be shown. On what grounds then will His Excelll'ncy 
make the application. On the ground tha.t the Commander.in-Chlllf 
wishes it? High Uourts !lorc usually too impartial to be respeutors of 
penons, and WIll pay as little attention to the wishps of a Commander
in-Chief &8 to those of a M.r. Dash, when no good canse is shown. 
Will the application be made OD the ground that the DI~trict Magistrate 
is a native P That is untenable, because the Bill abolishes all judicial 
disqualifications based merely on race distlDct~ons. M.oreover, as .Me 
Ilbert informs us in hiS Statement of Obfects and Reasons it would be 
a'aomalons that a native Magistratp, held competent to try a Britiah 
.Jou1missioner, should not be deemed competent to try a private soldier, 
or eVen a Comma.nder.in.Chief. Will the application be made on the 
ground that it is feared thllt the native Magiatrate will not e1fectuall,. 
.1111 impartia.lly administer justice ill the case P That is &lao UIlteuble. 
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because,.as Mr. nbert IlIIoid in his speech on tbe 2nd February last 
was simply;o secure the effectual and impartial administra . 
jnstice th,.t it was proposed to gi.,e native Magistrates crimi 1 iuris
diotion over European British subjects. Will the a/plication be made 
on the ground that thp case is ex6eptionally troublesome and dlflleultP 
That is also untenable, because, as Mr. llbert said in his spooch above 
reterred to, it wa.s tor that very reason th~t criminal jurisdiction over 
European British subjects is restricted by the Bill to the class of native 
Magistrates or whom the native DistriceMagistrate is ono. Will the 
application be made on the grouud that it is feared that the native 
Distriot Magistrate will not use his powers with proper discretion P 
That ia likewise untenable, because, as· Mr. Ilbert stated in his said 
speeoh, native Ma.~i8trates will not be empowered to try European 
British subjects until they have c~nvinced the superior authorities that 
they will be lik()ly to use that power with proper discretion. Upon 
what ground then will HiB Exoellency apply P Upon none, as far 808 

I tlan see, which will not be a good argument against the passing of 
the Bill. 

Granting, however, for the sake of ~rgument that High COllrts, aa 
at present C'onstituted, will be complaisant enough to grant His Excel. 
lency's application without any cause being shown, will the High Courts 
of the future, when Lord Ripon's programme is fully carried out and 
there all!! none but naAa on the Benohes of those Courts, be eq;ally 
complaisant P I know not. I rather in'Oline to the opinIOn that, if any 
Oomma.nder.in.Chief makes such an application tu a High Court so 
constituted, he will be most severely rebuked for so grossly insulting 
the native Magistrate. In addition to that, the native Magistrate will 
most probably sue him in the same High Court Eu( the libel, and will 
obtain a deCl'ee for heavy damages and costs. I think then tlll~t the 
s:x>ner IIIB Fxcellency awakes from the delightful dream caused by the 
opiate administered by his 800thlDg adviser, the better, for when he is 
awake, he will find that the Cantonment Magistrate dodge will 
not answer under any circumstances. 

But, even if the Cantonment Magistrate trick were Buffioent to 
protE'ct hiB gallant iloldi,rs from the indignity of being tried by a 
native Magistrate, it will not irotect their wives and daughters from 
that indignity. Is it possible that HiB Excellency has abandoned them 
to the tender mercies of native Magistrates P I repeat that I feel &I 

contldent &8 HiB Excellency that the gli.lIant army under his command 
kllOWB its duty, anJ. is thoroughly loyal to its Sovereitn, but I cannot 
too strongly depreMte the attempt to pnt its foya.1ty to the Government 
of India to 81) severe a test as t.hat to which it will be put if the wive. 
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.. ~d daughters of its officers and soldiers are subjected to the· criminal 
jaif".,-liction of a native Magistrate. 'f he attempt illdeed if both cruel 
and w1&~·ed. for we all know what d .. n~rouB feelings are ca.uyd in the 
mmds of Britons; be they soldiers or civilians, when any indigaity ill 
offered to the fema.le members of their families. Is it fair then wanton. 
ly to arouse such feelings in the minds of men with arms in their 
ha~da, whose profession it lS to use them P Will the insult offered to 
their wives and daughters by subjecting them to the criminal jurisdic
tion of native Magistrates bl( likely to increase their loyalty to the 
Government of India P Will it increase the morale or discipline of the 
army P And when the news of that insult is widely spread over Lhe 
United Kingdom by the time~expired men, 'l"ho are shortly going 
home in large numbers, beMuse they will not stay to be subjeoted to 
the criminal jurisdiction of native Magistrates, will the difficulty at 
present experienced. of oHaining recruits for regiments which must 
come to (ndia in thejr turn, be decreased by that newa? Certainly 
not. Let me then exhort His Excellency the Commander-in-Chief to 
oppose this obnoxious Bill with all his might, for it is fraught with far 
more danger, in every sense of the word, than he sepms to be aware of. 

Again 1 reiterate that 1 am as confident as Ris Excellency that the 
gallant British army under his command knows its duty and is thorough
ly loyal to its Sovereign. But has His Excelle~~ so mean an opinion of 
the'spirit of the ..,fficers and soldiers who comJ\)se it as to think that 
they will act the cowardly part df abandoning their wives and daaghtlrB 
to the indignity of being subjected to the criminal jurisdiction of nat1ve 
Magistrates. whilst sheltoring themselves from that indignIty behind 
the IllgiR of Cantonment Magistrates P Why even the ladies have'refused 
an exemption not accorded to their husbands I Does HiB Excellency 
think his soldiers less courageous than women P If they were so 
they would be an anomaly indeed, for they would at'the same 
tlme be both worthl9sS and expensi'l'e, and they would afford Lord 
RIpon a splendid opportunity of abolIshing an anomaly by abolishing 
them, If His Excellency has not so mean an opinion of his army, why 
does he insult it by listening to those who suggest means of protecting 
his soldiers from indignity, from the operatiJ>n of which means their 
wives and dil.ugbters are excluded? This,pa.tive.worRhip must be a mopt 
dangerous thmg, if it has so dulled His Excellency's chivalroulJ feeling! 
t,hat he cannot perceive that his acceptan<'e of such a compromise is the 
~reateBt insult he can offer to the gallant and loyal British army under 
llis command. 

BRITANNICUS. 
May 4,1883. 
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NATIVE CALUMNY. 

TO THE FDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN. 

~[lt,L.It is not usual to take any notice of attacas made ~on us hI 
native papers. fQr, though those attacks are full of spite and venom, 
they are generally so puerile as to be beneath contempt. But the AmmM 
Bcuar Patrika. in the extract gi von by you in your issue of the "end 
instant, has brought a distinct charge of cvrruption, of the very worst 
description, against all the British m~bers of th~ Covenanted and 
Uncovenanted Services in India, empowered to try European British 
subjoots in criminal cases. This attack. being general, is made upon 
the British members of tho Covenant.d and Uncovenanted Services. 
not of Bongal only, but also of every Regulation and non-Regulation 
Province in India, and (·mhraces not only those who are at prl'sent 
exercising judicial and magisterial powers, but also those who, after 
having exerc:aed them, have either passed into the high('r gra.dcs of the 
service, or havtl gone home. It therefore includiB the immaculate Sir 
Ashley Eden, as wellll.s SIr George Campbell, Su SLewart Bayley and 
M(!~$rs. Gibhs, Hope, I~eynolds and Quinton, a.1l of whom a.t some 
period of thoir career, ha.ve sat as Judg~s or Magiatrated with crimina.l 
jurisdiction over Europea.n British SUbjects. Are those gentlemen 
prepared to sit dOlVn q'lietly under so grave a. charge P Will they allow 
t hemselvtls to be stigmatised with impunity as libertines of the Voilest 
t y.pe, n;t hbertines ea.rried away by tll,.ir passions, but cold calculating 
Villains, who, for a bribe of tho vilest descrIption, have perpetrated the 
grosacl>t inj'lAtice towards tbe natlves of India? And, If they a.re 
WIlling to do so, will Lord Ripon permit it P WIll he allow such a 
c\lluge to be' ma.de with impunity, a charge which stigmatises his eol. 
leagu,·s in tl,e Governrul'nt of India as vilbins of tbe ~il::"t type P In 
considcnl'g tld~ matter ilis Lordship Illust remember that, althuugh 
we in India know how false such charges are, they wlll go homC', where 
there is a class of newspapers so un-English as to accppt them as true, 
and to laud the foul Ala.nderer for his faloe a.nd lIbellous attacks upon 
His Lordship's fdlow-countrymen, al! t,hey havo alr .. ady done in the OIlllC 

of an0tbcr of the 6'ttlHl tribe of foul.mouthed slanderers. 
After this wdl Lc,rd 'hpon, by pprsisting in clObiog the mouths of 

the British membtlra of the~ovenal1ted and Uncovenanted Services, 
compel them to be ailent when so foully assalled P Or will he permit, not 
a selected few, as bas been done in Ma.<lras, chosen because they are 
known to agree with him in opinion, but all the Iiembers of those 
servioes, without e:a:ceptic.n, publicly to speA their minds, not upon 
this ilubiect only, but also upon Ule whole 'lu~stion, including the BiU, 
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'lte agitation of which hu caused abuse of the vilest kind to be. heaped 
upof"c+hem and their non.official fellew.llount~men by writere in native 

~ . 
newspafi~"s whose venom is equalled only by their untruthfulness i' 
If this perkiasion ha given, it must, to be of any use, be glven

C 
at OJIoe, 

BO that the refutation ma.y be rea.d a.t home at the same time as the 
slander. It is most urgently necessa.ry that His Lordship should give 
this permission, for, if he does not, tta words of Mr. Ilbert, endorsed 
by him, will S8em to confirm the foul slanders above a.lluded to; since, 
if there were an;) truth in ther, Mr. Ilbert would have been fully 
justified in saying, " it has become abundantly clear that the existIng 
law cannot be maintained," and therefore it must be altered with the 
obJect of obta.ining the .. elJect-ual and impartial administration of 
justice" by transferring to native Magistrates and Judges the power to 
try European British subjects, which, as has been pointed out oy the 
..tnunda Bazar Patnka, British M.agistrates and Judges haTe so grossly 
abused. 

The charge of placiolg native troops in front and kE'eping well out 
of danger themselves, is <llearly levelled at H. E. the Commander-in. 
Chief, Sir Fredprick Roberts, and Lord Wolse,ey. the only generals 
commandlng armie~ in the late Afghan and Egyptian campa.igns. 
Since they are supporters of thE; Bill, which the native Editor a.d. 
Tocates, they must be friends of his, and, as I have a groat objection to 
interfere between friends, r shall leave them to exculpate them.selves, 
as best they may, from the charge"brought agaillst them by the nativp 
Editor. 

BRITANNICUS. 
May 5,1883. 

A PENNY.A-LINER'S VEI{ACITY. 

TO 1'HIii EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN. 

SIR,-The school.master is a.broad. This time he is that veracious 
penny-a.liner euphemistically styled the Ttmcs of Ind~a's Calcutta 
correspondent. HlS motto seemsl to be similar to the advice given 
by Sam Slick, to hlsson," Write lines, truly if ;vou can, but write lines, 
for at a penny a line the more lines he writes the more grist is brought 
to hie mill. His truthfulness is equalled only by the Benga'ee, the Anunda 
Bcuar Patnca, and the Amnta Bcu:ar Patriea. I congratulate the Tinu:, 
of Iniha on its veracious Calcutta penny-a.liner. Here is a specimen 
of his veracity, ",When his energy" (that of " Britannicus ") "fiaga 
but for a moment, the wife of ' Britannicus ' swoops upon the pen, as 
it drops from his nerveless fingers, Qnd airs his views, until her l~d 
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and master, like a giant refreshed, onoe more posseRses himllel£ of . 
and dashes oJf two oolumns mlSre." As my wife has written onl 
letter, namely, that in which she oOllrteously declined the 00 romise 
oft'eted La • British women through the lU<:r.t6Stnalt, a1hd as that short 
letter appeared in the same issue as one of my letters, and as my letters 
do not fiJI two columns I le&'vE! you and your other correspondents, at 
whom he also spits his venom, to apply to him the vera vocabul<:r. rerum 
his statements deserve. A.s he places me In t.he same category with 
yon as to the doubtfulness of my gram11ftlor, I am qUIte willing to reo 
main for ever in such good company, though I doubt hiB ability to be a 
judge in the matter. The objtlot of his letter is plain. He wishes to 
curry favour with the Pareees and Borlhs, who, at a meeting lately 
held in Bombay, smothered, for a time, their bitter hatred of each 
other, in order to join in making long-winded speeches, without point, 
in support of the Bill to subject the, to them, still more hateful Briton 
to the criminal jurisdiction of native Magiqtrates. Blame from such a 
creature is praise indeed. I th~refore say to him ~ the words of Punch. 

" I care not for your blaml', rusty Christopher, 
'Tis your praise fills me with shame, crusty Chrlstophcr." 

If the TMt8S of lItd.a; acts rightly it will republish from your 
oolumns this refutation of the lUcorrect statements of its Calcutta 
corrllspondcnt. 

BlUTANNICUS: 
May 9, 1883. 

SIR ASHLEY EDEN'S LETTER. 

TO THE E!)ll'OR or THE ENOLIllIUIAN. 

SlR,-With reference to the departure to the HIlls of the LiputIJnant. 
Governors of the North. West l'rovmces and the PunJab, you quote in 
your issue of the 4th instant ae follows, " U~hrna cwlesturn terrab Astrma. 
re/tqult," but you omit to add in the words of J uvenal, "Ad supuros As. 
Irma reCllBslt, Hac PudtClta. comlte." Your reason for omItting to do so, 
I sllppose, is that purity (Pud,c,t,a) cannot accompany those who are 
una.ble to see the impuriti' of a. BIll wbereby their pure sIsters are sub. 
jected to the crunina.l jurisdict~n of native Magistratrea, whose ideas of 
women are impurity Itself. 

My a.ttention has been specially directed to the purity, or oiher. 
wise, of the Iluthors and supporters ~ F the obnoxious BIll by the follow. 
ing passage in Lvrd Lytton's "peech in the House of !fords on the 9th 
ultimo. After S&ying hE: had" reason to beli~ve" certain thmgs WIth 
tefertllCe to t.he leLwr from Slr A::.hley Eden of Which the supporter. of 
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• 8i1l have made so much, he, in conJlectiuu. .... i .. h that paSSIl!Je, says, 
H 8'u~ t behove, in the first place, that bis aetion, so far from being 
gratuit6t" was the result of communicatiollS previouly m!l.de to him 
on behalf of the dovernment itself, and, in the next place, that he ha.d 
the best reasons for believing Lord Ripon to be f(dly aware of the ex~ 

treme delicacy of interferE'nce with the privilege of Europeans in 
India." Now, since it is repugnant to reason to Imagme that Lord 
Lytton would have 8lud he had .. reason to beheve" thebe things, 
uuless he had been assured of ,'helr truth by Sir Ashley Eden himself, 
what are we to thInk of the purity of the following stat(mLnts pot 
forth by the Government of IndIa? 

Mr. Ilbert, who. not bemg'l\ mem1er of the GOHrnment whc.n Sir 
Ashley Eden's ll"tter came, merely spoke npon informatIOn he had reo 
ceived from anoth('r m('mber, says, " It" (the Bill) "orJg-lDated wIth a 
proposal for legislatlOn which was made by the Government ot: Ben~al 
to the (tovt;rnlllent of India in the Illonih of MilIch 1882." If Lord 
Lytton's" reason to 'Lelwve" jg founded tlpon information received 
from Slf Ashley Eden, the person who inotlu(it'd Mr. Ilbert to n.ak(' 
tha.t IItatl'ment deliberately IDstru0ted Illm to "tatp tha.t which he (thto' 
instructor) knew to be incorre(~ For, leaving Mahara;ah Jotindro 
Mohun Tag-ore's action out of thE' 'lueshon, the fact is, that the BIll 
originated with a suggestion from the Government of India. to Sir 
Ashley Eden to wnte a letter r:commcnding the adoptlOn of such a 
measure. 

Sir Steuart Bftylcy fjl10ws in Mr Ilbert's wa.ke with the folIowmg 
statcOlpnt. "Tho~(' who read the papers of the case must be aware 
that the BIll had Its origm in a suggestion made in March last by the 
Government of Bengal, when SJr Ashley Eden was at the head of that 
Local Government." It that be so, then either the communicatlOne 
previously made to ~Ir Ashley Eden on behalf of the Government of 
India were verbal, aL.d were j"ppt secret from SIr Steuart Bayley, or if 
they wt;'re in writmg, thE'Y are not wIth the papers of the case. 

Mr. GIbbs says: "Tho fact is the measure camn from Sir Ashlry 
Eden, was couched in the usual terms, and was taken as the opinion of 
the Government of Renga!." The caution obs'rved lU the prep!l.ra.tioJ) 
of tbis statement is very remarkable. ",'fhe measure came from Sir 

, Ashley Eden." He doeq not say from the Government of Bengal. 
This is strictly tru(', as far as it goes, but If Lord Lytton'8 "rea80n 
to believe" is as well founded as It must be, the statement ought to 
have been, " the theasure ~ame from SIr Ashley Eden at the request of 
the Government of Indla," and since it does not contain the words in 
!balles, It il a. ,uppressw 'VCrt. This cautious statement goes on to 
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eay," and.waII taken as the opmlon of the Government of Bongal./J 
Now a thing 18 taken as another whlln It Ul not tha.t other. They t~ 
wbo took S~r .tshley Eden's oplDlOn lUI thf' opmlon of the Gov~ent 
of Benga.l, knew tha.t It W8.S not the opmlon of th' Government of 
BeDgal. Subsequent e'lents have shown us why 8. mt-aeure whIch Mr. 
GIbbs, cautlously keepmg 1Vlthm the truth, though not wlthm tbe 
whole truth, tells U8, " came from SIr A~hley Eden," " Wad talen as the 
opInion of the Government of Bengal" The lcallon IS that that Go
vernment was known to be adverse to the .,easure. 

Lord RIpon aays, "We received a leHu from Slr Ashley Euan," &0 J 

bllt HIS LordshIp fails to add that that letter was " the result of com
munlcatlOns prevlOusly made to SIr AshleyeEdLn on behalf of tbe Govern. 
Dlt'nt" ( of IndIa) " Itself," aR Lord Lytton stated, eVldLntly ullon tbe 
authocty of 51r Ashley Eden hlIaRelf. Can It be that those C()IIH(,UnJCa. 
tIons were made to SIr Ashll'Y Eden on blhalf of the GovernIUent of 
India Without Lord RIpon's knowled!re, an(t th[lt he has never been In. 
formed of the fact of such c()mmunICatlOns havin~ bOLD made P That 
.ndet.d IS the only s()lutlOn of what would oth, [WIRe be a 'ulJprcssto vel" 

III Lord Ripon's statement, If that ue the case, whu IS the gUIlty qerson 
who made thoee ()omUJuD!(,uhons WIthout HIS LordblllJ.l'~ kn lwltdge, allu 

concealed the fart of ius havmg Illautl them from lhs Lord.lup? Who
ever he IS, hlB name ought to be made pubhe, and JJe Ilug-ht to be acrved 
from all connectIOn WIth the Governmtnt of IndIa. UntIl thlq be done 
we cannot be ellpected to bl.heve lD the flurlty of tilL prmclplt.B of that 
Oovprnment. 

Lord RIpon alav a!!.y~. " Thlr!' waq not onE' tVorrlm Mr Cockureli'8 
Jptter from whKh I have quoted, WhlLh llldlcatLd any proballlhty that a 
proposal of that kmd would be reGelved, 1 WI)) not bUJ With resentment, 
but even WIth dlsapPloval uy any portton of the ()ommunH;y," and 
" blr Ashley Ed!'n did not accompany that letter by any other commu
DlcatlOns." Those statement:! clearly Imply that he (Lord nlpon) 
W<lS not nware that the proposal would be rC(,L\ved WIth dIsapproval 
by the .BritIsh commuDlty m IndIa, and that SIr Ashley Eden dId not 
enllgbtt.n hun upon the subject Lord LyttDD, In hIS sppech In the 
House of Lords, saId, eVldl1Ptly upon the authonLy of I:hr ashley Eden 
1.ImBelf, 'I bave rer.son to beJleve that that able a.nd experIenced 

• officer" (SIt A~hley Eden) "has fLIt ('Dllbldcra.blo burprlSC at thl' 
ImputatIon apparently ClI.bt upon hIm of havmg gratUItously thrust 
upon the Governrlent of IndIa unl> 'oldable obhga.hon~ m regard 
to thIS measure wlthout warnLQt~ them of ,t~ probabiG Ilnpopu]anty," 
and" htl' (SIr Ashley Eden) " had thl bo~t re/ttcns for IJdll vmg Lord 
RIpon to btl tully aware of the extreme ddle&cy of lIlterf('lence WIth 
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, t,he privileges of Europeans in India!' Sir .shley Eden's. statement, 
is terly irreconcilable with the spirit of Lord Ripon'Il,. Ullclor these 
circu tances we have a right to 8.ilk [lord Ripon to enlighten "s upon 
the matter on dich he has been flatly contradicted by Sir Ashley Eden. 

In conclusion allow me to Bay to the Govarnment of India iu. the 
warde of Cicero, "Quid,? qui omllUl recta et honesta negUgunt, dummodo 
potentiam conaequantur, 710nne idem jaciunt, quod ia. qui etiam Bocerum 
habere votuit cum, cujll.m ipsi audacid. potens esset? UWe ei lIidebatur plwi
mum posse at/erius invidtd, : ide.. ud,m ~njustum in patTlam qud,m inutile etqu«-m 

turpe esset, non vtdeba t," 
BRIT ANNICUS. 

May 8,1883. 

THE BILL TRIED BY THE 'rEBT. 

TO TRE EDITOR OF THE ENGLISRMAN. 

SIR,-Mr. llbert, in hill speech delivered on the 2nd February la~t 
in support of his motion for leave to introduce ~he obnoxIOUS Bill. 
stated as follow~ :-"These, then, are our prop08als. I repeat that ill 
making them the only object which we have in view is to provide for 
the impartial and effectual adminiEtratwn of justice. It IS by that test 
that we desire our proposals to be tried." There is no mention of ano· 
maly or adminierative inconvenience ID that challenge. The test 
which the Government of Id'dia, through Mr. Ilbert challenge~ us to 
apply to the Bill is this: Does it or does it not provide for the im
partial and effectual admmistration of justice P You have already 
pointed out that justice is at present impartially and effectually ad. 
JJlinistered, so that the proposed legislation is unnecessary. I propo~e to 
show, that, if the Ihll be trIed by the test offered by Government, it 
will be found that instead of providing for the nnpartial and effectual 
administration of justice, it actually provides for justICe being less 
impartially and effectually admlOistered than it 16 at present, so that 
the proposed logislatlOD is injurious. 

Mr. Halliday, whose testimony is entItled to great weight, when 
a.sked by the Committee of the House of Qommons, "Is the impres
sion upon the minds of the natives of India generally, that tbe la.w as 
it is is impartially and honestly administered by the authorities who 
administer it P" replied, H Speaking of the native Courts, that is to 
say of the Courts presided over by natives, without desiring to attri
bute to them fAults, I must say that at present, owing to the long ex
perience of natives of tbe cQrruptibility of their own countrymen, and 
their great nut of confidence ill them as compared With tho confidence 
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they have ,,:cquired in the Europeans, there is not generalll in the, 
minds of the natives such a complete reliance upon the impartia!i.'f· 
and incorrupti£'ility of the Courts under native Judges as 00# be 
wished!' > 

The Committee of the House of Commons also put the following 
question to Mr. Halliday :-" Hsve they (the natives) complete confi
dence in the administration of justice in those (the Company's) Courts 
by the English Judges P" and he replied, U As far 11.8 regards the inte
grity of the Judges their confidence is cOny¥ete ; they havo little or no 
notion of the possibility of corrupting an English Judge; it sca.rcely 
ever enters mto their imagination*' *' *' in the honest and earnest desire 
of the English Judges to do jnstice impar!llally between man and man 
thc natives have the highest po_sible confidence." 

Mr. Halliday's words still rellialD as true as when he uttered them, 
for natives still prefer their civil and IJriminal cases to be trilld by 
British Judges·and Magistrates. At present criminal jurisdiction over 
European British subjects IS intrusted only to EUi'opean British sub. 
jects in the Covenanted and Uncovenanted Services. The Bill provides 
for natives sharing that power with British Covenanted Civilians and 
for depriving British Uncovenanted Civilians of the power of exercis
ing that jurisdiction for the future. The Bill then substItutes those in 
whom long experience of tl,pir corruptibility haR taught the natives not 
to have confidence for those in whose integrity their confidence is com
plete. Consequently the Hill, instead of providing for the imparU,,) 
ann effectual administration of justirc, provides for a state of things 
in which justice mu~t necpssarlly be less impartially and leBs effectually 
administered than it is at present. The te~tthen by which the Govern. 
ment, through Mr lIbert, said they desired their propoill.ls to be tried, 
proves those proposals to be injurious instead of benefiCial. 'l'hercfnre 
the Government, if they keep their word, are bound to abandon their 
proposals and withdraw the Bill. 

BRIT ANNICUS. 
May 12, 1883. 

THE PUBLIC MEF.TINll OF NATIVES IN BOMBAY. 

TO THE EDITOR o~' 'IRK ENGLISHMAN. 

SIR,-On the 28th April last a Jltlblic meeting was held in the Town 
Hall of Bombay to support the Crim,nal Amendment Bill. The reo 
quisition to the S!lrriff to convene the meeting was signed by 86 Par. 
sees, who, ona of their own people truly says, ale not natives of IndIa, 
27 Bindus, and 3 :f)hhammadans. The meeting was attended by Hindu, 
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Muhammadan and Parsee inhabitanLs of the <'ity (not the ~rovinoo) of 
~')mbay. A few of them 11'1.')'1' edllcated TPen, ma.ny W(1r(1 only ha.lf. 
(>du~ I ed, many more were 10sG than haJr.educated, and "the !'Eiljt could 
boast J'i no cdl1'Jahon worth the nam... A very large majonty h~ so 
imperfect a knowledge of English that they were unable to unaersta.nd 
th{' speakers. They were [Jrought to the meeting to laugh a.nd a.pplaud 
whenever the educated portion did so, !\nd th£'y performed their duty 
well, Without knowlDg, or caring to know, why th~y laughed or ap
plauded In fact thl'Y ~ed hke the gendarmes In the following 

1<' rench triplet; 
" QlIand un gendarme nt 
'l'ous Ie gendarme~ n(>nt 
Dans la gpndarmerle." 

If, th0U, we dnninate all who were unable to understand the 
SIlE'pcheR, It WI)) he found that the mel'tlDg wall really held by a few 
t'duratfli{ Hindus, Muhammadans and Parset's. It is a w~ll known fact 
that the M uhamruadans and Hmdus, howevet' outwardly pohte they 
may be to each other, have nil rm.llove for one anotbl'r. As for the 
Muhammadans and Parsl'es, the free fight they had WIth each other 
only a few years ago, when Sir Sf'ymollr Fitzgerald Bf'nt for artillery 
from Kirkee to overawe th!' combatantR, proves how cordIally they hate 
each other. The fact then of those tntt( I' enemIes coalescing against 
the British proves that, hitterly as they Late each other, th('y hate the 
British more. I may hI' met"with Ow statfUlcnt that the way in whkh 
all tIle speakers lalld()d the British Govl'rnment proves that they do not 
hate the British. No one who knows the educated native and Parsee 
mind would URO that argument. It separates the Sirkar or Governmf'nt 
from the race of wInch that Slrlmr is composed, and treats It as the m. 
carnation of pow('r, before which It ahjectly hows down in the hope of 
obtaining something, at somptime or oiher, from that dispenser of pICe 
and plac!'. .But nahvcs and Pll.fSeeS, in order to indt'mnify themselve8 
for the abjectness of their submission, never lose !. safe opportuDlty of 
treating with insolence alld \Oju~tice the non·official members of the race 
to which the Sirkar belongs. 

This heterogpneous mass of disjointed members, who would ~ at 
one another's throats to.mOrlOW if the restralDlDg hand of the Bl'ltl&h 
were removed, pretended WIth the tharacterlstic arrogance and inaccu
racy of the educated, native and Parsee, to be the representatives of the 
250 million native inhabItants of Inuia, witliOut e'l"~n the shadow of a.n 
authority from those millions to represent them-" Now," in the words 
of the Pa.reee Barrister''l:'herol'csha Mehta, " of all the cool andasboniab
ing things which have heen said II (by the RIl'oXi party) "in the 


