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disoussion, and thaf it is, that the passing of the Bill to amend the
Code of Criminal Procedure of 1882, against the will of the British in
Irdia, will b} oppression rather than law., Of course I ggn aware that
T.ord Ripor'is not bound by the opinion of Periclesghut I am sure he
will pay due respect to it, as %he opinion of the greatest of Athenian
statesmen. .

Dr. Hunter next refers to the Black Bill of 1849, with which Mr..
Drinkwater Bethune tried to put us, oug wivor and daughters, under
the clumsy shoe of the Aryan, He fa.ileg, and, if Dr. Hunter will
refer to the fle of the Englishman of that year, I think he will find
further reasons for the failure beyond those stated by him; for the
Englishman was as true to its name then, as et is now, Yes, the
Brown Bills of England (metaphorically of course) were as victorious
against the Black Bill of 1849, as I trust they will be against the
Black Bill of 1883,

I again ask why is Lord Ripon so angry with,us? Can he not gee
that the opposition to the Bill is unanimous among thos® whom it will
injuriously affeet 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 insult put upon his father
by Xerxes, says: « Va ; laci e gera.”

Neocle.—** Ch’io speri? zh padre-amato,
€ come ho da sperar?
Qual astro ha da guidar
La miasperanza ?
Mi fa tremar del fato
Llingiusta crudeltd;
Ma pid tremar mi fa
La tua costanza.”
L

BRITANNICUS.

T0 THE EDI;OE OF THE ENGLTSHMAN,

Sir,—~The Hon’ble W, W, Hunter continues his apology for the
Bill thus :— By a narrow wajority the Legislature” (in 1872) « abstain-
ed from giving thess powers” (to try, fine and imprison British men
and women) ““ to the native fembers of the Covenanted Civil Service.”
If he means anarrow majority in unmbers, we agree with him, provided
the leading reprceentatives of the wnon-officigl European populgtion,
who, Bir Fitzjames Stephen tells us, in his lettex‘.bo the Times, were
consaltedy be not taken into account ; but, if the majority be gauged by
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the intellect arrayed on each side, it was overwhelming ; for Sir Fitz-
james Stephen was one of the majority, and he was a giant in intellect
to the pigmies, whe supported the mvasure, even thoug¥ the Hon'ble
Mr. James Gibbsyas he tells us, supported it by a minute’ Sir Fitu-
james Stephen, as he tells us in his letter to the Tunes, is ae strongly
opposed to the measure in 2883 as he was in 1872, notwithstanding the
alleged altered circumstances of which Dr. Hunter attempts to make so
much.

8ir Fitzjames Stephen bays :—* Why it should be considered
necessary to amend in 1888 a' 8111 which had been carefully considersd
and re-enacted in 1882, I am at a loss to imagine.” Is it wonderful
then that we, who are pigmies in intellect to hiwm, have also failed to
imagine the reason? And yet lord Ripon 18 angry with us for that
failure! Sir Fitzjames Stephen continues:—* This in itsclf seems
to show that there can be no eolid reason for the changs proposed to
be made,” The reason why the change was not made in 1872 18
ob¥ious, There were giants in those days.”
What are the altered circumstances to which Dr, Hunter alludes P

They are:—1 New enferprises have since then (1872) brought an
inflyx of Englishmen into the interior and created independent public
opinion in the districts. 2. Telegrams have povred into the Enghshman,
which show that our non-official countryien are everywhere opposed
to ¢he Bill, and that Enghshwmen in the mnterior have now the means of
expressing the public opinion of ¢heir class. 3. Since 1872 the” length
of railways open in India has increased from about 5,000 to about
10,000 miles, 4. The number of private telegrams has increased from
600,000 to 1,837,526, 5. The number of Post offices and letter-boxes
has increased from about 5,000 to about 11,000, and the number of
letters from 89 millions to 158 millions. 6, Districts formerly isolated
have now speedy and constant communication with the capital, 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 a
restoration of the sfafu gquo ante, 1872; for the principal reason for
efapowering European Magistrates and JMdgea in the Mofussil to try
European British subjects for minor offences, was the dificulty and
expense of bringing the accused and witnee<es to the Presidency Towna
where the High Courts were located ;t»antd Dr. Hunter's argument
whows thet that dificulty hes dissppeared. Wow thab can be a reason,

or even a sufficient apology for giving native Mapistrates power to try

Europtans, their wives an¥l daughters, I am utterly at a loss to imagine.

It Dr. Hunter mean®that,decanse there 18 a larger amount of indepena

dent English opinion in the Mofussil, therefore native Magistcftes will
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not ba able to do injustice to Europeans, I reply there is not so
much as there is in Calcutta, and yet the independent British opinion
in Caloutfe, aided by the eloquence and forensil talgnt of that able
lawyer Mr. Branson, did nof deter Mr. Gupta anddis native colleague
from inflicting upon a European a fine of Rs. 1,000 for an offence,
for which the High Court thought Rs. 50 %ould have been an adequate
punishment. I submit therefore that that portion of the Apology .is
also inpufficient. .

1 have already shown the worthlessness (with all due respect I say
it) of the opinions of the Local Governments in support of the Bill.
I therefore submit that the * overwhelming preponderance of opinion™
alleged by Dr. Huntér has no real existence,

Dr. Hunter next begs the question by assuming that ‘ we have
guaranteed to them’ (uative Civilians) ““equal rights with their
English brethren.” But whetker the proposition is true or mot, it
does not afect the question, since no man has a right to sit in Judg-
roent on another. And here let me remind him fhat Mentesquien days .
““In Governments where there are necessary distinctions of persons,
there must likewise be privileges; and ‘“ One of the privileges least
burdensome to society, and especially to him who confers it, is {hat of
pleading in one Court preferably to another,” and not, ashe seems to
think, that of sitting in judment upon the dominant race. Of course,
if Dz, Hunter can show that necessary distinctions do not exist,%hat

oardument fallseto the ground ; but I think he will hardly atterapt to do
that in the face of the necessary distinctions created by Hinduivm and
conquest, and of the distinctions which the Government, of which he is
a member, has declared to be necessary, by excluding Englishmen from
the new Civil Serviee, the Uncovenanted Civil Service, and the Roorkee
College.

Now I geally have great respect for Dr. Hunter, and therefure
1 would not willingly treat lightly anything he says. You can, then,
imagine how ludicrous his allusion to the Queen’s Proclamation
appeared to me, whenI tell you that I could not repress a smile on
reading it. What hope is Lg::re for these men, I thought, when even
one of the most talentedof their number is 80 absorbed in the contem-
plation of one side of the whicld, that he forgets there is another P
He actually does not see tRat? in quoting the Queen’s Proclamation
in favour of natives, he is condemning the policy 6f the Government
of which he is & member, “In thut Proclamation,” he says, ** she
commanded that her subjects of whatever®race or creed be Mreely
and impartially admitted to office in [ her] service¥’ &o., and the way
in which his Government obeys that command is by opening wide the
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door of Her Majesty’s service to heathem natives, and shutting it
olossly against Christian Britons1!!

The rest of Pr. Hunter's apology for the Bill, when oarefqu added
up, amounts to thig®—

Pity the sorrows of § poor old Gup,

Whose whine for pow’r is-sounding at our door,
Pray give him all you can, and shat him up,

And when he gets it, J:t him howl for more.

The remainder of Dr. Huliter’s speech has been so fully answered
by you and your able correspondents, as well as by 8ir Fitzjames
Btephen in his letter to the Times, that it would be an impertinence om
my part to attempt to add anything to what my superiors in argument
bave said upon the subject.

BRITANWICUS.
March 30, 1888,

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

—_—

TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN,

B:n,-Arist.otle informs us that the ancient Cretans had a peculiar
method of preventing their Chief Magistratés, or Rulers, from abusing
theit power. TFhey got up an insurrection, rose up in arms, ppt their
Chief Magistrates to fight, and Sompelled them to return to privtle,
life. This was supposed to be dome in accordance with the law,
Monteaquien refers fo this custom, and wonders that it did not subvert
the republic of Crete, for it did not, since after the insurrection every-
thing went on smoothly. The Americans, when their Chief Magistrate,
George 111, abused his power, adopted the same plan. The difference,
however, was that the Cretans lost nothing, but the “British lost
America. When our Chief Magistrates abused their power, by an-
mouncing the Criminal Amendment, we, being Britons, and not Cretans.
or Amanca.na, adopted a more dignified, if less effective method. We
got wp, not an insurrection, buta grand pu‘bhc meeting, at which our
eloguent orators expressed our sentiments and Qur young men shouted
their indignation at the insult offered to thémselves, their mothers and
sisters, and—well, yes,—their sweet heartc also; Sir Stewart Bayley
walls that “spread-eagleism,” & description which would have been
eorreot only if, like the angient Cretans and modern Americans, we had
swooped down upon our Chief Magistrates and put them to flight. As
it was, we only shofited, &nd therefore a better description.~f what
occurred would have been, * The British lion roared.”
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We, bowever, forgive Sir Stewart Bayley the misdescription on
account of the kindness he feels for us and especially for that noble
body o!mon our Indigo Planters. If hehad kno¥n cur Tea Planters
a8 well llu he knows our, Indigo Planters, he #ould doubtless have
expressed himself as kindly towards them., He is evidently one of the
Civilians of the pre-compstition era, of%hom Sir Fitsjames Stephen
has been imbued with the incorrect idea, that they looked upon the
Supreme Courts as intruders. Thif may bave been the case on the
first institution of those Courts, but jt was not so for many years
before they merged into the High Courts, for the Civilians of those
days were men whose hearts were too full of honourable and kindly
feelings for petty jealousy of the Supreme Gourts, or of any other
person or thing to ind room therein. There may have been Philistines
among them, who looked upon all Europeans in India out of the
Civil Bervice as * white trash,” and upon the Supreme Courts as
intruders, for Philistines intrude everywhere, b‘ut. these 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 opposeit. We are
eurprised, however, at so clear-sighted an officer of Government having
failed to foresee vither * the extent or the depth of feeling whirh the
measure has aroused among the European population.”

. ome supporters of the Bill 1did great stress upon one argument;,
the fallacy of which ought to be exposed. The British in India, they
say, strenuously opposed the passing of the law which subjected them
to the jurisdiction of native Judges in civil matters, yet the result has
proved that their fear of injustice was 1ll-fouuded. Ergo their fear of
injustice at the hands of native Judges in criminal matters ic unfound.
ed also. The fallacy consists in assuming that the decisions of native
Judges in civil suite between Europeans and natives have been just
and satisfactory, the contrary, us a rule, being the fact., The incorrect
sssumption is probably la.aed upon the fact that no complamnts Rave
been made to Government agammst those decisions. The fact is that
the' British being a law-gbiding race, when the Bill became law they
submitted to it under prot8st, and when injustice was done by means
of it, their school training if England prevented them from running
with tales about it to the Master, the Governor.General, on every
oconsion, even if they had bad tice to dogpo. They therefore either
submitted quietly or got the injustice set aside on appeal when they
annld,.though native Judges often cast®such 3 glamour over their
decizions, and make their reasons appear so plausible, that 1t was often
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diffieult to do so. The danger of assuming that the people are sat{sfied
because their Ruler does not take the trovble to ascertain the trath,
and his counsellogg neflect their duty, has been too often pmt.lully
proved to require furfher proof from me. Louis XVI heard 10 com.-
plaints about corvées, and his counsellors fmlad to tell him the truth, he
therefore concluded that there Srere none. He lost his head. Ido not
mean to hint that Lord Ripon will lose his head in & similar way,
but merely to show him, thy it does mnot follow that unwise
and illogical counsellors are correct, when they tell him that the
decisions of native tribunals, in civil suits between Europeans and
natives, are either just or eatisfactory, because no ecomplaints
ggainst them have reaghed 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 district, were very unsatistactory in suits between Indigo
Planters and natives, and that he was morally certain that native Judge
racewed bribes fn m native litigants, b‘. ag the bribes were aiways
“paid to his brother, who was living with him, but was not a Govern.
ment officer, he could not obtan legal proot agaimst him., If Lord
Ripon vill take the trouble toread the decision of Moonsiff Babu
Moherdro Lall Gossain of Shibgunge in smit No. 90 of 1882, and the
remarks made thereon by the Judge, Mr. J. &, Charles, on appeal, he
will bz able to form some idea of that which some of his counsellors
call the satisfactory nature of thé decisions of native Judges in suits
between Europeans and natives in civil suits, and he will be able to
form some faint idea of the indignities to which we, our wives, and
daughters, will be subjected, if the Bill ander discussion becomes law.
If Lord Ripon will then take the trouble to read the decision of Kheter
Mohun Mookerjee, Officiating Deputy Magistrate, dated the 21st
March 1877, on the complaint of Ramdharising Jowardgr of the
Bhagavanpore lndigo Factory against Nijib Mandal and others, he
will also learn how wise and just native Magistrates can be.

»One would imagine, by the Queen’s Proclamation being quoted so
often, that the natives had not a fair share or offices under Government
before it was made. A reference to the number ¢f European and nafive
uncovenanted officers at that time will pr.wve the contrary to be the
fact. Y oa

We regret as much as any one the present state of affairs, but we
hope it will not subside until the British in India obtain all their
rights, dne of which is that the Government of India shall cease to
disobey their sovereigh’s command, contained in the Queen’s Proclama-
tion, issued when Her Majesty assumed the Government of Indis, that
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her subjects, ““of whatever race or creed, be freely and impartially
admitted to offices in her service, the duties of which they may be
qualified by their education, abilityand integrity duly to discharge,”
and shall forthwitk obey t.hs;t ~ommand by reopenimg the Uncovenanted
Civil Service and the Boorkee College to European British subjects in
India, and by giving at least half the apfbintments in the new native
Civil Service to European British subjects.
BRITANNICUS.
March 31, 1888.

THE HON’BLE MR. JAMES GIBBS’ SPEECH.
TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLIBHMAN,

Sir.—Whenever any one was brought to the notice of the great
Napoleon, the first question he acked was, ‘“ What has he done?” If
he were aiive now, and were to make that inquiry about the Hon’ble
Mr. James Gibbs, the answer w'ld be, “ He wrote a r§nute,” Tl.ml: is
the most prominent fact 1n his speech, He wrote & minute. This, he
tells us, was in 1870, when he adorned the Bench of the High Court of
Bombay. He fails to inform us, however, whether, the latq Chief
Justice Sir M R. Westropp, the present Chief Justice Sir C. Sargent,
and, we trust the futnre Chief Justice, the Hon’ble Mr. Justice Bayley,
who, e are informed, were his learned colleagues n that yenr.' also
weote minutes, and whether their minutes agreed with his, or differed
from it. Was this kind to them or himself ? 1f their minutes agreed
with his, what lustre 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 ihe fact cause his Lu ctand forth! And with
what bright effulgence would his minute shine, when contrasted with
the darkness of theirs! Nevertheless this fact stands prominently
forth, that he wrote a minute, He then proceeds to tell us the
contents of that minute, I need scarcely say that I entertan the
highest respect for the lea.r%eﬂd ex-Judge. But I cannot help lamenting
that his zeal to lighten our darkness has led him into a violation of a
general rule of law, na.ue.ly , “ The contents of a written instrument,
which is capable of being produced, musf be proved by the instrument
itself, and not by parolg, ePidence.” I need hardly tell one who has
eaten his dinners at an Inn of Court, and had sat upon the Bench of
the High Court of Bombay, that * this rule 1s as old as any part of
the Common Law of England, has ever been regarded with "favour,
and maintained with approbation by the Jullges,””® How then could he
permut himself to violate it, cspecially when he was secking to use the
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document againet us P If he counld not produce the originsl, why did
he not produce a certified copy? For, being s public doemmt. he
knows that, upder the Evidence Act, a certified copy ia udmiuible
as evidence. We @re the more grieved at his forgetfuiness of this
general rule of law, because we feol sure that his modesty has pre-
vented him from doing hims§if that full justice which the preduction
of the document, or of a certified copy thereof, would have
done ; as well as because, in eonéormxty with that general rule of law
we are compelled, much againgt our will, to reject his parcle evidence
of ite contents; so that the information we have upon the subject is-
reduced to the bold statement, that he wrote a minute. That fact may
make him famous, but it leaves us unenlightened. The non-production
of the minute also debars us from applying to him the legal maxim,
“ Verba chartarum fortius acopiuntur contra profereniem,” the words of
an instrument shall be taken most strongly against the party employ-
ing them. This s an act of injustice towards us, of whioh an ex-Judge
ought not to he e been guilty, espec in his own cause, There is
snother point on which we regret he did not enlighten us. Was the
minute he wrote published in Bombay ? I fancy not, or we should have
heard something about it from Mr. Maclean of the Bombay Gazelte, who
would have been delighted to do honour to the author with his facile
pan Moreover, the publication of the ‘mmnute, with Mr. Maclean’s
contments thereom, would have greatly assisted Mr, anbs in his
sedulous search for popularity ambng the people of Bombay, ai;peclglly
the natives, They would, whenever they saw him, have said: * He
wrote & minute.” Let us do the sawe, and whenever we see him, say,
« He wrote a minute.”

The next prominent point in Mr. Gibbs’ speech is his statement
that he is “* of a somewhat unsentimental disposition.” What a pity it
is that one naturally so amiable should bave so schooled himself to
repress his feelings, as no longer to possess any! Has he read *‘ Real-
mah? Itisby a well known author. There is a sentonce in that book
which he will do well to ponder in his hemf-‘t. It s this: “If you con-
stantly repress the expression of feelings,” you will gradually cease to
have those feelings.” It is since he became 5 npamber of the Viceroy’s
Council that he has thought’ it statesmant.ke to divest himself of the
foelings which made him sympathetic whin he was courting populsrity
in Bombay? If a0, he is wrong, for a man without feeling is incapable
of feeling the pulse of the ineople, or of sympathising with them, And
a statesman, who cannot do either of those things, is incapable of
ruling either well of wisely. The best and most successful ststasmen
have not been those who have h&d the procrustean proclwmes which
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prompted the preparation of the present Bill, but those who have had
large hearts and have been wisely sympathetic.

The next idea with which his spesch impresses ws is {hat he lesds
an easy and happy life. In seeking for the reasom why his speech so
impressed us, we found it was because we gathered from it that he
neither indulges in ideas nor believes muck in anything or any body
and on referring to ** Realmah” again, we found the following pass;
age, which solved the riddle:—** It is ng} 8o much the stupid man, as
the limited man, the man of routine, the_man who does not indulge
in ideas, who does not believe much in anything or any body, who will
have un easy and happy life.”” This reminds us of another paseage in
the same book:—** I think, to put the matter bripfly and frankly, that
there is not eufficient intellect brought to bear upon the affaira of
Government.”” Recent events have proved that sentence to be
peculiarly applicable to the Go:ernment of India.

On returning to the speech we made a discovery. It was not Lord
Ripon or Mr. Ilbert who was theffeime mover of this micheure, It was
Mr, Gibbs. He tells us that, asthe member of Council in charge of
the Home Department, he is intimately connected with the general
administration of justice in the empire. He also tells us that he Wrote
a minute. When we put these two facts together, 1t appears to us
that nothing is more likely than that he is the prime mover in .the
matter of the Bill. Now prime movers, a8 every mill-owner knows,
atrPvery dangerous things, if vot well looked after. They are apt to
be Lhe caure of explosions. Here is a case in point. The prime mover,
Mr. Gibbs, though not having been properly looked after, has caused
the entire British population of India to explode with indignation at
his Bill, and with laughter at his speech in gupport of il, Dwoes not
this prove that some one ought to look after him? We recommend hua
to the care of the Defence Association.

But why did Mr. Gibbs, who objeots to inuendos, not speak outP
‘Why did he not tell us distinctly that he is the prime mover of this
Bill? Why throw the blespe upon anabsent man, poor Sir Ashley
Eden? Why say, like the little sneak at school, *“ Please, 8ir, it wasn’s

, it was Ashley Eden My it ?” His minute was written twelve years
bafore Bir Ashley Eden’s Ie!t? Why then did he not take to himself
all the honour of being fhe prima mover of the measure? Was it
because he thought the honour doubtful? Who knows? Or was it
because, like 8ir Walter Bcott, he wishedato see how the Britiah
public received hia works before he ownecl them? It the latter be
the oase, with what am sement he must ha.ve sung to himself, * Sic
vos mom vobss,’ &c., when the public attributed the authorship
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of his work to others! How he must have wondered.at the
oLtuseness of the British people in not at once divining that the great
work was the great®man’s! But why was he not frank with us in his
speech P Why di® he not tell us plainly that he was the author,
instead of leaving us to infor it from the facts abovementioned? Why,
in short, did he not finish % song of “ Bic vos non vobws,” &e, with &
quotation from the Ingoldsby Legends shghtly altered ? Thus :—
“ Hos ego versiculos feri, tulit alter honores,
This Bill is mine. Who says it’s Ilbert’s he tells stories.”
Having already traapassé%too much upon your valuable space, I
will conclude to.day. and, with your permission, resume the subject

to-morrow,
BRITANNICUS.
April 2, 1883.

e et

TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAM,

Sie,—Your able correspondent Whincop has so fully gnswcred Mr,
Gibbs’ apaechughat he has left me very little to add. He has pointed
out that the “large railway works” in the neighbourhood of Carwar
which the speaker said were being commenced have no existence. The
fact s, the Government, of which he 18 & member, with its usual un-is-
dom, sanctioned the Marmagaon-Hubli Railway to benefit a foreign
por} that of Goa, in preference to a railway into the interior from Car-
war. It is probably the Marmagaqn-Hubli Railway that was in My, Ghbbas’
mind whilst he was speaking, but as 1ts terminus, at the coast end ot
the line, 18 in foreign territory, 1t would not help him in his argument,
80, by a mental process peculiar to himself, he transported it to Carwar,
But even supposing there were large railway works at Carwar, and it
was necessary to try seme British employé ona criminal charge,
and there was no Bntish Magistrate and Justice of the Peace at
that station, there would be no meed toincur the ¢ inconvenience,
danger, expense, and delay” of sending him to Belgaum or Dharwar,
for any of the steamers which constantly touch at Carwar could convey
bin to Bombay, from which, 1f necessary,' ae could be sent on to the
Magistrate at Tenna, only 21 miles further, by rail. Mr. Gibba waa
fully aware of this when he was making hig speech, but it suited himn to
throw the Belgaum and Dharwar dust ing*he eyes of hie hearers, and
so he ignored it. Was this dodge worthy of a Councillor of the
Indian Empire? This is a specimen of the fallacious arguments to
which the Government of India are reduced in attempting to support
their notoriously indgfensilje Bill.

Strangers will doubtless feel highly flattered at the amvunt of
sbupidity with which Mr, Gibks credited them when he said, * From
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the extraordinary extitement which has been raised, a stranger would
be led to suppose that the majority of Europeans were constantly before
the Criminal *Courts in serious and intricate cases,,whereas, as far as
mir experiefice goes, thare are very few cases in whichgEuropeans come
before them, and those of a simple nature, petty thefts or assaults.”
His mental vision must be very dim since it@loes not enable him to see
that it is to keep those cases few, and prevent the Government, of
which he is & member, from increasinitheir number indeﬁnitely bJ'.
meana of their Criminal Amendment, that we are striving with all our
might. No, he cannot understand this a¥d he will blindly go on with
“his Bill, without being able to see msﬂ uther things,” for as Schiller
truly says, ** Againat stupidity the gods thewselves are powerless.”

Mr. Gibbs, in support of his argument, if anything he said is worthy
of the name, stated thac furnigmers are liable to the jurisdiction of
native Magistrates in the Mofussil Whincop has fully answered that
part of his speech, and has clearly shown that it has nothmng to do with
the question at issue. I therefore yefer toit only %o exhgrt foreigners
to agitale through their own Governments and the Detence Association
to get themsolves relieved from that unmerited degradation,

- If we may judge from the number of times the word * incot:ve-
nience” is repeated it would seem as if that was the argument upon
which Mr Gibbs muinly relied. His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor
of Bengal has clearly shown that it does not exist in his Provimee.
Wﬁi‘wopﬂnd I have shown that it doee not exist in the Province of

vmbay, and it is not alleged to exist in Madras or elsewhere. Hence
that which Mr, Gibbs styles the ** inconvenience argument” turns out
to be only inconvenant, for it is highly unbecowming in a Council-
lor of the Indian Empire to advancé as an argument that which has
n¢ foundation in fact.

Mr, Gibbs expresses his “inability to understand why alil this
commotion should have arisen about this measure;” much less can
he understand why Lord Ripon *«hould be looked upon as the leader
of an anomalous, unconstitutional, and illegal confiscation of chartered
rights ;" nor can he understfa why the European gentry of Calcutfa
shov'd aow rise to pragent their country-men and country-women in
the Mofussil from bemng sfjgcted to the jurisdiction of native Magis-
trates and Judges. He is ufble to understand any of these things,
although Messrs. Miller, Evans and Thomas had only shortly before
fully explaincd the reasons to lim. He then says he is not sure
that the great bulk of the E iropean usd EurfSian population of Bengal
know the meaning of the term * European Fritisk subject,” and then

) this genfleman, who has eaten his dinners at an Inn of Court, haslsat
on the beuch of & High Court, and claims to be a leader of men as a
-
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member of the Viceroy’s Council, practically explains why be is unable
to understand so many things, by wrongly interpreting a simple point
of law, which lt wag his peculiar duty to understand thortughly. His
indeed must be ong of those peculiar minds so well desoribea by Philip
von Artevelde in the following lines :—
“ A mind it is

Accessible to reason’s subtlest rays,

And many enter t.here Jbut none converge.”

Mr. Gibbs is the member 6f Council in charge of the Home Depart-
ment. One of the dutics of t Department is to admit qualified
candidates inté Her MajeatP® Uncovenanted Civil Service. Her
Majesty bas commanded that her subjects, of whatever raoe or creed,
shall be freely and impartially admitted to offices in her service. A
member of Council in charge of the Home Department who wilfully and
systematieally excludes Her Majesty’s Christian British subjects from
her service wiifully and systematically disobeys Ber Majesty’s com-
mands. A subject rvho wilfully and systematically disobeys his
sovereign’s command is a rebel. If, them, Mr, Gibbs wilfully and
systematicaliy disobeys his sovereign’s command by excluding her
Christian British subjects from her service, he 18 a rebel.

if Mr. Gibbs is & rebel, be can no longer deserve or possess the
confidence of his sovereign. In that case it will be neither unconstitu.
tiopal nor inequitable for the British in India to petition Her Majesty
to inform him that his services nre no longer required. *

BRITANNICUS.

April 3, 1888,

THE “ AMRITA BAZAR PATRIKA.”
T9 THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN.

Sir,—A friend of mine has sent me a copy of an editorial which
appeared in the Amrita Basar Patrika of the 23rd ultimo. T am sorry to
sep that your kindness in publishing my héters has subjected you to
the censure of one so able to teach you your duties as the editor of
that invaluable paper. At the same time allog7'me to thank him for his
favourakle notioce of myself. After reading his article I felt aa if 1 had
grown several inches iun stature, for I saw at once that the fact of my
having received special notice from the pen of so famousan editor would
cause my name to be handpd down to posterity brightened by the halo
with which he has so kindly surrounded it. That my letters have
wounded his susceptibilities I regret, He must, however, exause my
eclining to enter the li sts with one so powerful in argument as himselt



( 8)

upen the minor points raised by him, my object being to deal with facts
aud to Jeave others to argue upon them,

Y am deeply grateful to him on acoount of the itense desire he s0
kindy expresses to know my name, but I may be the No. 1, for whom
the Dublin Police are making such angjous inquiries, and, though there
is no danger in entrusting my name to an Englishman, it would not be
safe to tell it to one who, Dr. Huater informs me, iz more Euglish than
an Englishman; for his intensified fhnse of honour might give lasting
pain to his intensifiel kiundly feeliflks, by constraining him to inform
the Natite Police of my identiWi4n which case, although I know I
should be treated by them with that kindness and gentleness for which
they are famous, especially when they have a European in their poweB,
yet that kindness, grest as I know it would be, would not console me
for the loss of my liberty.

BRITANNICUS.

Apnl 4, 1883,

H.E. THE COMMANDER.IN-CHIEF’S SPEECH,
TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN,

Big,—I deeply regret that any one should have attributed selfish
motivea to H..E. the Commander-in-Chief for giving his adhesion to.
the motorious Biil. My theory i 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 flower of his
army to enable that gallant General, Sir Wrederick Roberts, to distin.
guish himself by making is rapid and successful march from Kabul
to Kandahar, is alone sufficient to prove him to be incapable of so mean
a feeling as selfishness. That he attended to the interests of the
gallant soldiers under his command, or thought he was doing so 1
what he did, goes without saying, for it was his duty to doso. That
be failed in his attempt®to protect their interests was not his fhult,
bt the fanlt of thosg who persuaded him tLat by restricting the office
of Cantonment Magitrate to British officers, and waking them
Justices of the Feace, hisepoldiers (which of course includes officers)
would be saved from the jursdiction of native Magistrates. That the
panacea proposed was no panacea at all, the following case will show.

If, on a shooting excuraion beyond the $imits of cantonments, and
within the distriet of a native District Mggistrate and Justice of the
Pencepone of his soldiers accidentally hurts a native, without killing
him, he may be charged with an offcnce under Section 336 of the Indian
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Pemal Code, and since, by a section of the Code of Criminal Procedure,
“ every offence shall be inquired into, and, it tried by a Mag istrate,
shall be tried in the ¢strict in which it was committed,” the woldier
would be tried by the native District Magistrate and Justice of the
Peace. Any lawyer will tell His Excelleney what a fearful amount of
discretionary power Section 336, above referred to, gives to & Magis.
trate, There may really have been no rashness, and no negligence,
op the part of the accused ; the infiiction of the hurt may have been
perfectly accidental, and the sold.er may be as deeply grieved at the
accident as it is possible for a kind-bhearted man, be he cificer or pri-
vate, to be. The native Magistrate, however, happening to bave a
ogrudga against His Excellency’s soldiers on account of their being
fellow-countrymen of those who so stremuously opposed the Bill, or
for some other cause, uses |the fearful amount of discresion the law
gives him against the accused, and sentences him to three months’
imprisonment and a fine of Rs. 250, Does His Excelleney think that
such a state of akairs will lessen the difficulty at present experienced
of obtaining recruits for regiments which wuat come to Indiu in their
turn? Does he think 1t will conduce to the honour of an officer or
primte.to be unjustly sentenced to imprisonment by a spiteful native
Magistrate ? Does he think it will improve the morale, prestige,
or dissipline of his army ¢
Let His Excellency then contemplate the possible fate pf an
officer’s wife on her way to join her husband on his return from one of
our great or little Indian 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
some offence by a wicked native. The native Magistrate in his dis-
cretion (s most dangerous weapon in the hands of a Magistrate
determined to convict), finds her guilty, and sentences her 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 ? Wil
the‘chivalry of our gallant Commander-irg Chief allow him to aid in
passing a Bill, which will permit even the possibility of the wife of one
of his gallant officers being treated with such igpdignity, or ever permit
the possibility of the wife or daughter of apy officer, non-commissioned
officer or private being compelled to appear, as a prisomer, before a
native Megistrate, whose hereditary qualitics and early educstion
render it itnpossible for hind'to have that reapect and tenderness for the
dignity of womanhood whi¢h are innate in a Briton P It is true that
the wives and daughters of our gallant soldiers (which word, as I said
before, mncludes officers) are not soldiers, though Anacreon tells us, in
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his Ode commencing * Phusis kerata faurois,” that nature hasgiven
them a wgapon, kallos (beauty), superior to any his soldiers possess,
with whjeh it is no disparagement of his gn.llant.aarﬁy to say that the
ladjes are able to vanquish the bravest of their number. But though
they are not soldiers, I think His Excellegey will admit that they are
a8 much entitled to protection at his hands as their husbands and fathers

themselves. ‘
If His Excellency agrees with e so far ( and who can doubt it ?)

surely his gallant and chivalrous natug will constrain him to oppose
8 Bill, which will subjeet any of his countrywomen, albeit neither
wives nor daughters of soldiers, to sugh indignity and danger as that
above referred to.

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

With reference to the experiment erguipent, with which he has
been impressed by some one, I would remind hiw thot e are not eels,
and so are not likely to get used to skinning, and that vivisection

" experiments are illegal,
BRITANNICUS.

April 4, 1883,

INDIA FOR THE INDIANS..
TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN,

Ste,—Allow me to thank your able correspondent, * Memnon,”
for that part of his letter which favourably criticises mine, With
regard to the portion which is adverse, I beg to ask, as we both arrive
at the same goal, 8 determination to strive for the destruction of the
notorious Bill, what benefit would accrue, at present, from an argument
a8 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 pragent to my Liberal opponent. After the
battle is won, if there is a field open to us, I shall be delighted to have a
friendly joust with so theoua and knightly an adversary. In the
meantime, permit me to say' that, not being in possession of & pair of
the rose-coloured spectacles used by the Liberals, instead of seeing a
Utopia when England retires from India, I see nothing but chaos being

reduced to order by the Russian knout,
BRITANNICUS,

April 6, 1883.
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H. B. THE PRESIDENT’S SPEECH.

%0 THE EDITOR OF TAE BNGLISAMAN.

B1e,—~Having lehent from unguestionable authority, the " ty
of a Bengali contemporary of yours, the editor of which belongs to &
race whose veracity has passed into a proverb, that the Government of
India is powerfully supported by *“ the naked black arms of 250 armles8
black-skinned millions,” I natuslly approach the epeech of the head
of that Government with fear pjnd trembling, albeit he is an English-
man, and therefore, according to the same veracious aunthority, * not
& very intelhgent creature.”

Here allow me to remark that, since, according to your veracious
contemporary, ‘‘an Englishman is not a very intelligent creature,”
and according to Dr. Hunter a Bengali Covenanted Civilian is ** more
English than an Englishman,” a Bengali Covenanted Givilian must be
“ not a very intelligent creature” in a greater degree, that is, a lass
intelligent oreafure than an Englishman ; therefors he is not equal to,
or the peer of, an Englishman, Now since Lord Ripon calls the Bengali
Covenanted Civilian “the cream,” how far inferior to Englishmen
must be the skimmed milk, that is, the educated Bengalis who have not
been to England ! How thankful we ought to be to Dr. Hunter and
youg, veracious contemporary for solving, by their joint labours, this
much vexed question.

There are two things which stand forth prominently at the cog
mencement of the speech of H E. the President. They are his expla-
nation of the action of Government 1in 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 press the
Bill forward to the second reading, 8o nobly frustrated by the Bon’ble
Mr, Evans, In both of these cases the policy of Government was not
so straightforward as we should have liked 1t to be. For my part, I
entirely acquit Lord Bipon of want of straightforwardness or of any
fault in these two matters, but that of allqging himself to be led into
these two errors by some one not so straightforward as himself; and I
do so notwithstanding his having, in his speech generously adopted the
faulty policy as his own, in order to scregn ‘h1a impolitic adviser, For
the purpose of discovering who that adviser 18, 1t 18 necessary briefly to
‘recapitulate the impression made upon one by a careful perusal of every
speech in support of the Eill.

The Hon’ble Mr. Ilbert’s speech is explanatory. It is just such a
gpeach as might be expect-ac\l from the Legal Member, who had drawn
the Bill upon lines settled before be joined the Government.



( 47 )

The Hon'ble Mr. Quinton’s is the speech of one groping in the
dark for reasoms, and falling into & quagmire of absurdities of his
own creatiod.

on’ble Messrs Kristo Dass Pal’s and Dusga Churn Laha's
speew are those of men who know the Bill is indefensible, but who,
by compliments and flatteries, encourage the Government to pass it,
because it pauders to Bengali lust for power. i

Raja Bhiva Prosad’s speech is that of a kind-hearted Hindu
gentleman of the old school, who, thoggh urged to support his co-
religioniste by false statements, is constrained to tell htter truths
about them,

The Hon’ble Sayad Ahmad Khan takes no speech at all, for the
written speech, read as his, is the elegant composition of some one who
puts into it sentiments which, being opposed to the teaching of the
Koran and the tenets of Islam, 1t 18 impossible for a Sayad, that is,
a descendant of the Prophet, to think or utter,

The Hon’ble W. W. Hunter’s speech 1s £ learngd apology for
the Bill, which, though nsufficient, does equal honour to his haad and
heart

Sir Stewart Bayley’s speech 1s that of a cautious and kind-hearted
gentleman, who sees some of the dangers of the Bill, and is too honest
to conceal them ; bui, since he does not see all the dangers, though he
deprecates, he does uot oppose, the Bill, .

H ﬁ the Commander-in-Chief’s speoch is that of a gallant soldier,
persuaded by the specious arguments of some ome 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 commund from being affected
by it.

The Hon’ble Mr. Jamea Gibbs' speech ia that of a self-sufcient,
supercilious prime mover of the Bill, determined to use every artifice
in his power to get the Bill passed without caring who is iﬁjured by it.

The last mentioned speech, that of Mr. Gibbs, appearing to us to
be the least straightforward o’ any, for the reasons given in a former
letter, we are inchunodwfo believe that it is through his Lounsels
that the two errors we areﬁilcussing were committed. /

My theory is that Mr. Gilfos “the member,” as K. tells us, “in
charge of the Home Department,’” and therefore intimately connected
with the general administration of justic% in the empire, having
written s minute in favour of such a measure, was most anxious to
distinguish himselt by getting it passed. He®herefore went cautiously
to work, and before any action was taken upon Sir Ashley Eden’s
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letter, he ascertained that Sir Ashley Fiden’s successor and the Judges
of the High Court of Bengal would mot be favourable to such a mea-
sure. In order, therefore, to avoid the obstacle which the Yecord of the
unfavourable opingpn of the Government of Bengal would pl&)ﬁn the
way of the measure, Mr. Cibbs advised Lord Ripon that the GJovern-
ment had better take SirCAshley Eden’s letter as a letter from the
Government of Bengal proposing legislation in this direction, in which
case there would be no need Jo consult the Government of Bengals
when the other Lozal Governments were consulted, and Lord Ripon,
trusting in the bona fides of ! Gib bs, adopted his suggestion. We also
believe that Mr. Gibbs, fearing for the fate of his Bill, attempted to
get it pushed on quickly to the second reading stage.

This is my theory. If 1 am wrong I apologise to Mr. Gilbs, IfI
am right, let him apologise to the British in India for placing their
Sovereign’s Viceroy in so invidious a position.

BRITANNICUS.
April 6, 1%83.

TO THE EDITOR OF THE EFGLISHMAN,

Sie,—In his generous attempt to screen from blame his impolivie
adviser, or the member, whoever he may be, who had the nursing of
the infant measure before the arrival of its legitimate nurse, Mr,
Ilbert, H. E. the President rather overshoots the mark, He pays:
“ There is nota word in Mr Cockerell’s letter, from which I have
quoted, which indicated any probability that a proposal of that kind
would be received, I will not say with resentment, but even with dis-
approval hy any portion of the community ;" and a little further on
in connexion with the silence referred to, he says that Sir Ashley Eden
“ waz a man of large experience, intimately acquainted with the feel-
ings of the European population, and certainly there was ample proof
that he had their respect and confidence in the remarkable ovations
which he received just before he left the country. Sir Ashley Eden did
not accompany that letter by any other communications upon the sub-
ject.,”” What does His Excellency intend®us to understand frow this ?
He surely does not mean to say that Sir Ashley Tden’s silence regard.
ing any probability that the measure wolild be received with disap-
proval by the British community,” coupled with his intimate
knowledga of their feelings, and with the ovations they were
giving him convinced him (His Excellency) that 8ir Ashley Eden
had communicated to them the contents of his letter recommend-
ing the Government of Iriia to subject them, their wives and daugh-
ters to the Criminal Jurisdiction of native Magistrates, and that they
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were 80 overjoyed at his fatherly care of them, that they were giving
bim remarkable ovations!!! But that is the only logical inference to
be drawyg from his words. I think, if we read betweem the lines, we
shall find that what he meant to say was this, that, ®#hen he found that
the measnre was received with resentment by the British community,
he asked the member who had been in charge of the infant measure, be-
fore it was banded over to Mr, Ilbert, why he had not given him warn-
ing of the indignation with which it weuld probably be received by the
British community, and that member’s ggply was in substance the same
as is stated in the above logical inference. His Excellency, howaver, saw
theabsurdity of adopting the excuse tofidem verbis, and 8o he made s
statement, from which nothing but thal excuse could be inferred.

It is greatly to be deplored that His Excellency intrusted the nure.
ing of so important a measure to any one, for, if he had attended to it
himself, he must have seen that the very reason assigned for believing
that the British community would not receive the measure with dis-
approval proved that, on the contrary, they had mnot Been taken into
Sir Ashley Eden’s confidence in the matter. For, firstly, if 8ir Ashley
Eden bad by the dulcet tones of his voice succeeded in charming away
the spirit of 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 fog the
succesdof his arts of sweet persuasiog. Secondly, Sir Ashley Eden's
mtimate acquaintance with the feelings of the European population,
coupled with his silence upon the subject of his-letter during the re.
markable ovations, ought to have convinced His Excellency that be had
refrained from mentioning the matter during the ovations, for fear of
disturbing their harmony, from which His Excellency wculd naturally
have inferred that Sir Ashley Eden’s intimate acquaintance with the
Eeelings of the European population had caused him to feel certain that
the measure would be received with indignation by the British commu.
nity. Whether Sir Ashley Eden was justified in withholding all inform-
ation on the subject from t#8 British community, whose ovations hewas
receiving, is beside ige question. I hold that he was not. I hold,
moreover, that after wriftng the letter in question, or even after having
decided upon writing it, he hwd no right to accept the ovations, for they
were given to bim for his good government of the Province, and that
tetter undid all the good he had dome. And thirdly, the remarkable
ovations Bir Ashley Eden was receiving froth the British community,
soupled with His Excellency’s knowledgp of the resentment with
which they bad always received the proposal of similar measures, ought
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to have convinced His Excelluncy, that, so far from not disappzoving
of the measure, they had not even been informed of it. .

His Exoellegoy would also have seen from the tenor of Bir Asbley
Eden’s letter that he'had not only not consulted the persons whom it is
usual for Locsl Governmengs to consult, but that he had not
even consulted the Judges of the High Court, whom it was incumbent
upon the Government of Bengsl to consult before proposing & measure
affecting the jurisdiction of Magistrates under their supervision. His
Excellency would then hive pegjeived that the letter could be accepted
only as containing the individual opinion of Sir Ashley Eden, and that
no one would accept it as containing the opinion of the Government of
Bengal, unless he wished, by 8 quibble unworthy of the Government
of India, to use it as such.

It was a graceful act on the part of Sir Stewart Bayloy to take
blame to himself for neglecting to warn His Excellency  of the apirit
the proposal would arouge.” But what shall we say of His Ex-
cellency’s advisei, the member in charge of the infant measure, who-
ever he may be, who by his shifty policy in the matter destroyed the
confidence 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 the odium of his unjustifiable acts ?

Of course the member in charge of the infant measure could not
know what opinions any of the other Local Governments would send
unless he had visited them, but:‘ by eliminating Bengal, by means
the quibble above referred to, from the Governments to be consulted,
one dissentient voice was got rid of, whilst, by the same quibble, the
Government of Bengal, the Government which really opposed the
measure more strongly than any other, and which really was the only
Government at present interested in the matter, was added to the list
of approving voices, By these means the supporters of the Bill were
enabled to cry, with the outward semblance, but without the subatance
of truth, that every Local Government but Coorg is in favour of the
measure. All honour to Coorg! At thesame time, I do%hot see
why poor Baugela should be falsely accused of having accepted Lord
Ripon's ugly protégé ** Administrative inconvpnience.”

One of the supporters of the Bill wak very glib with his charges
against us of using invective, assertions, insinuations, &c., as if he felt
more aggrieved than any one else at the invective and assertioms, I
'oan only say Iam sorry for him, Itis trus that Cmsar’s wife ought
pot even to be suspected, but it is equally trme that she ought not to
do anything likely to arousé juat suspicion,

April 7, 1883, BRITANNICUS,
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TO THR EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN.

Bis,—1¢ anything were needed to show the straits to which the
supporteds of the Bill are reduced, the contradiotgry bature of their
arguments, and the pitfalls of their own digging into which they fall,
one part of Lord Ripon's speech would supply it in a remarkable
manner, His Excellency, after arguing as strongly as he could in
favour of the institution of a Covenanted Civil Service, to which
natives are admitted, to the exclusion of Europeans, without going to
England to compete for admission in®the usual way, as well as in
favour of the admission of natives to the Unoovenanted Civil Servicas
also to the exclusion of Europeans, gnd after citing the opinions of
several eminent men in favour of that policy—that is to say, after
arguing as stronigly as he could in favour of the policy of race distino.
tions in the matter of admssion to Her Majesty’s Covenanted and
Uncovenanted Services in India—His Excellency flatly contradicts
himself by saying that with those who are in favour of retaining race
distinctions, he has *“ no sympathy whatever ” He may ray, perhaps,
that he meant that he had no sympathy with the retenticn of race
distinétions which would be an obstacle to the passing of the Bill.
In that case his policy is clear It is this. Race distinctions, when-
ever they are unfavourable to natives and favourable to Europeans,
shall be abolished ; but, whenever they are favourable to nativgs and

avdurable to Europeans, they shgll be retained. That is the policy
most distinctly declared in Lord Ripon’s speech. I rocommend 1t to
the careful attention of the Defence Association. Letit be proclaimed
from the housetops. Let it be printed in letters of gold over every
gateway of the Viceregal palace and over the entrance to every
gubernatorial palace but those of Bengal and Coorg. Lut it be londly
proclaimed in every city and town in the United Kingdom, and let it
be proclaimed by the stentorian voice of a powerful orator in a full
House of Commons, and notin the hole and corner way in which Indian
affai usually discussed, with just encugh members to prevent the
House from being counted®ut,

Again, if anythigg were needed to show the ignoranceof Indian
affairs, not only of ourSngn-official countrymen at home, but also of
*Becretarjes of State for India, H. E. the Premdent’s speech would
abundantly supply it ; for he cites the names of the following states.
men in favour of admitting nat.ves to Her Majeaty’s Indian Service
to the exclusion of Europeans—Lord Crambrook, Lord Halifax, Lord
Salishury, tho Duke of Argyll, and Sig Stafford Northcote. Is it -
possible that these statsemen were aware that there were any British
Colonists in India? Is it possible that they kmew that among t(hese
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Colonists there were, as there are still, well-educated and homourable
young men whosae fathers had served the Slate well in Her Majesty’s
Covenanted and Uncovenanted 8ervices ? Is it possible that they were
aware that there wore, as there are still, among thomse Colonists well-
educated and honourable yoyng men, the sons of gallant officers, who
had shed their life’s blood in defence of the State? 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#* and Mechanical Engineers and Trades-
men, who, if they had not served the State directly, had served it
well indirectly, by developing the resources of the country, by attract-
ing wealth to it and by their civilismng influence? Is it possible
that they knew that they, in whose favour they were exclauding
the above mentioned Well-edacated and honourable young men,
were the sons of men who had done nothing good for the State,
the sons of men who, as rebels, had done harm to the State, and the
sons of men wihbo, as well as their sons, were injuring the State by
retarding the march of civilisation by means of their absurd and finical
caste rules? No, 1t is not possible that they were aware of these
things, and yet they are facts The fact is that those statesmen have
been kept in ignorance of the trnth, Andwhy? Because the Viceroys
and govemora whose duty it has been to insiract them have been
surrounded by those who, with rare exceptions, have been menfwhose
antecedents and prochivities have unfitted them to be sound counsellorf,
inasmuch as they themselves have, ever since their arrival in this
country, been surrounded by sycophantic natives whose flattery and
subservience have blinded their sight, which was never strong or clear ;
and because those Viceroys and (overmors have never seen or heard
anything themselves but what they have seen and heard when fulsomely
flattering addreeses have been presented to them by sycophantic natives,
during their Viceregal and Gubernatorial progreeses. On such occasions
my advice to my countrymen is, * Britons Le silent, If etigu pre-
vents you from expressing your true sentirients, do not, out of com-
pliment, say what you do not feel.”
The Viceroy and his Councillors, instead of béing ashamed, actually
boast of their oppression of their countrymen 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 s-ns of loyal men who bave served the State
.well, and shed their blood in 1ts defence! And they glory in throwing
open that service excluuiveiv to the sons of rebels, and of those who
have never gerved the State, all of whom do all they can to retard the
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march of civilisation by theig absurd and finical caste rules | In short,
they boaat of having thrown down the stalwart props of the Empire,
aud of sepporting it with rotten reeds! And, not comtent with this,
they are now violently striving to force down the dblicate and lovely
heads of their countrywomen beneath thg clumsy shoe of the heathen
and woman.despising Aryan!l! Oh! were it not that, as Marcius
Porcius Cato said more than 1,900 years ago, “ Jampridem equidem nos
vera vocabula rerum amisimus” (for some time past indeed we have lost
the true names of things), I could descrilgg these tyrants and their deeds
in such true and glowing words, as might, perhaps, with justice be
styled * assertion and invective,” but ngt “*insinuation,” But I must
stop, for I feel the vera vocabula rerum violently trying to force them-
selves off the mib of my pen on 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 n part, for it is peculiarly applicakle to the Government of
India at the present juncture, “ Jampridem equiden no¥® vera wocabula
rerwm anusimus, quia omma jura publica obrumpere, lLiberalilas, malarum
yerum audacwa, forhiudo vocatur : eo respublica in estremo sia est,” which
may be rendered thus. *“For some time past, indeed, we have lost
the true mames of things, for to violate all public rights s called
liberality, and audacity in wickedness ia called firmness: thus the State

is placed in the greatest danger.”
£ BRITANNICUS,

Apnl 9, 1883,

SUICIDAL POLICY,
TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN,

S18,—We ought to be very thankful to Lord Ripon for declaring
the fixed policy of the Government of India so distinctly, as I showed
in my ]ast letter that he had declared it, Hitherto we have had
nothing tangible to fight against. One man felt the injurious effect of
the policy in one way, another man in another. One man felt it in the
injustice of native tz'ii:ma.ls in civil suits, and in the studied in-
solence of natives when he 'wu; compelled to attend those courts to
prosecute or defend an action; another man felt it in the encourage.
ment it gave to natives to repudiate their business engagements; a
third felt it in the difficulty or imposeibilivy of getting employment
for his son in the mervice of (Government, and so fdtth. Each man |
thought much of his own grievance, and httle of his neighbour’s, for
none perceived that the grievances of all were the outcome of the
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same policy. This prevented oomﬁn@n. Now, however, thanks
to Lord Ripon, we see it plainly, and we know what'his policy is.
Pardon my re@an.&ing it. It cannot be repeated too often, for ifs enun-
ciation by Lord Ripon gives us something tangible and defin:te 'llto fight
againet, and enables us te combine as one man to throw off the in-
cubus which has so long paralysed our exertioms, and amnoyed 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 unfavourable to Eu-
ropeans they shall be retained.”

" The notorious Bill has beep the immediate cause of our combining,
and it, of course, must be the firat act of Government which we must
most strenuously oppose. But we must oppose it as one of the natural
results of the policy of Government, now for the first time distinctly
daclared. In order to obtain the full sympathy of our brethren at
home we must make it clearly understood that we oppose the Bill mnot
only forits oWwn sake, but also asthe natural outcome of the aboves
mentioned suicidal policy. It is, in fact, the policy iteclf which we must
attack. And we must make our countrymen at home thoroughly un-
derstand that that is the policy, the declared policy of the Government
of India. We must make them clearly understand, too, that that
suicidal policy, if persevered in,will first relax the grasp of England upon
India, and eventually cause her to lose it altogether. Liberal pbliticians
and natives, however, must not imagine that Kngland’s loss will be‘na-
tives’ gain., Far 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 RBussian instead of English masters., There will be no
competition-wallahs then, for the Russians wisely object to conquered
races competing with them, There will be no native Covenantéd or Unco-
venanted Civil Service, and no native Magistrates or Judges to exer-
cise jurisdiction over any one in civil or criminal matters, because that
means power, and the Russians know too well the value of power to
waate it by placing it in the hands of conquered races. There will not
be many race distinctions. There will be but“ one, the race distine-
tion between the Bussian and the native, and¢hat distinction will be
very well defined. There will be no pandering to caste prejudices, or
native lust for power. There will be the knot for minor offenders, and
the bayonet and the bullet for the more refractory, When Russia de-
poses & native prince or chlef for any cause, she will not go into the high-
ways and byways, the ploughed fields orthe meadows, to look for a
beggar, a plough-boy, or & herdsman, whose pedigree she will be able to
torture into that of the rightful heir, and then pose [ applause for
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her magngnimity in placing him upon the throme, because she is wise
enough to koow that the onty applause she would get in such a case
wonld be t.he {ronical cheers which the Government of India received on
& similar oocasion from the nations of the earth, mpeunlly the Asiatic.
For the effete policy of the Government of India of creating great
vassals in Mysore, or elsewhere, will be sulstituted the stern policy of
Liouis X1 of France—the total abolition of all that exist. The Russians
are too wise to brook any imperia in their imperiv. There will be no
native engine drivers, or other railway employés, because Russia knows
too well the value of railways and ro}lingﬁck in time of war, or rebel-
lion to place them in the power of possible enemies. There will be no
Legslative Council to abolish anomadies and oreate administrative
inconveniences, There will.'in fact,be no law but that of the drum-head
court-martial, There will be no Parliament to appeal to. The auto-
crat of all the Russias is a despot, and from the orders of his Viceroy
there will be no appeal. He knows too well the value of order in come
quered provinces to foster sedition by listeming tqappeals from
sonquered races. For the same reason there will be no native news-
papers to stir up sedition. * But,” cries a brave Bengali editor,
““ Russia will make promises before we will receive her.” < Oh, yes,
she will make promises and keep them, too, until she has got a firm
grip of the country.” *‘ And then ?”’ ** Well, and then she will forget
them.” - ““ But,” replies the gallant Bengali, *“ we will remind hes of
thgm.” ¢ Of course you will, but Rumsian is a difficult language to
speak, and probably you would not express yourself well in it. In that
case you will be sent to study Russian gratis m her Siberian colleges,
or, if you object to the journey on the score of caste, you will most
likely be pul in a fair way of proving the truth of your religion, by
transmigrating into the animal you will be if you romind Bussis of
promises ehe 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 be! Do the natives like
the picture 7"

Every mail brings out some proof of the need our countrymen at
home have of instructzsn in Indian affairs. Even the Saturdoy Review, in
its otherwise most sble aticle, headed * Sentimental Legislation for
India,” falls into the error %of thinking that the present difference
between ue and the Government is “ & schism on the subject between
Englishmen in office and Enghshmen out of office, the fact being
that.it is a ﬂmpute between Enghshmen, both,in and out of
office, and & majority only of the mergbers of Connml who consti«
tute the Gaofgnment of India. Again Mr. Onslow showed by his
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question to the Prime Minister jn Parliament that he.did not
understand the question, for he treated the seditious articles in
native nmewspapers as an indication of rebellion among fhe natives
of India, thusegiving infinitely greater weight to those artioles
than they deserve. He did not see the real danger of the Bill, nor
that it is the natural outcorme of a policy far more dangerous to our
hold on India than all the articles, however seditious, of every mnative
newspaper in the land.

Lord Ripon has no sympathy with race distinctions, and wishes by
some decided act of his Government to mark his abhorrence of them,
Then why doee he not abolish the race distinetion between the Brahman
and Budra? Why does he alléw the Brahman to oppress the Sudra
by means bf race distinctions. If any Liberal suggests that 1s a reli-
gious matter, I say it is not. Raja Shiva Prosad has distinctly and truly
told us that it is nothing but a race distinction. The Brahman is of the
Aryan race, the Sudra of the race of aborigines of India. There is no
community ofureligion between them, There is only a race distinction,
but it is one on account 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 unnatural race distinction. After he has ac-
complished that task, I will find him many more unnatural race dis-
tinetrons to practise his hand upon, before he turmed his attention to
the abolition of the natural race*distinction between the Briton andcl~
Aryan.

BRITANNICUS,

April 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. 'The reason why he has so acted is, Lecause he is deficient
in knowledge of history. The greatest act of kindness, therefore,
which Lord Ripon can do to his over-zealous lieutenant, is to relieve
him of the onerous duty of governing a Province, and relegate him to
some quiet station, “far from the noise and turmwl of the world,”
where he will have ample leisure to perfect himself im that knowledge
of history so essentially nélessary to one aspiring to be & succesaful
ruler of men. If Lord Ripon does this, I recommenddlr, Elliott to
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commehea with the study of Lord Nugent’s *' Memorials of John
Hampden, «his party, and his times,” and to mote particularly the
following passage in Macaulay’s Eessay on that ex%ellent work :—* A
great and terrible crisis came. A direct attack was made by an arbi-
trary Government on a sacred right of Englishmen, on a right which
waa the chief security for all their other rights. The nation looked
round for a defender. Calmly and unostentatiously the plain Bucking-
hamshire Ksquire placed himself at the head of his countrymen, and
right before the face and across the §ath of tyramny.’”’ After Mr.
Elliott has perfected himself in that lef4on, 1 recommend him to study
a history of the American War of Indegendence, and to note particu-
larly the origin thereof.

Was Mr. Elliott aware that, 1n uttering a threat for the purpose of
ooercing the Lakhimpur planters into ceasing to oppose the Criminal
Amendment Bill in a constitutional manner within their right, he was
striking at the entire British population of Indis an upcoustitutional
blow to deter them from defending themselves from an attack made
by an arbitrary Government on & sacred nght of Englishmen, ona
right which is the chief security for all their other rights? It is go,
whether he is aware of il or not : and I call Lord Ripon to witness
should anything hereafter happen which we should all deplore, that the
first un.(:onatitul.ional blow which has been struck in this dispmte

een us and his Government hasebeen struck by his own Assam
lieutenant, o

Has it never ocenrred to Lord Ripon that history occasionally
repeats itself, and that it is within the range of possibility for his acts
and those of his Assam lieutenant to bring forth unother Hampden
calmly and unostentatiously to place himself at the head of his country-
mon, and right beforo the face and across the path of tyranny? Has
it never occurred to Lord Ripon that the present state of affairs is very
similar to that which called forth the first Hampden? The following
is Macaulay’s description of the state of affairs at that time:—'rIf
would be absurd to deny that he” (Charles I) “was a scholar and
a gentleman, a man of exquisite taste in the fine artsa man of strict
morals in private life. Hi¥talents for business were respectable ; his
demeanour was kingly. But he #as false, imperious, obstinate, narrow-
minded, ignorant of the temper of Lis people, unobservant of the signs
of his times. The whole principle of hi» Government was resistance to
public opinion ; nor did he make any real concéssion to that opinion till
it mattered not whether he resisted or concedegd ; tili the nation, which
bad long to love him or to trust him, had at last ceased to
fear him.” It appearsto me that the only thing needed to make &
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picture of the present time in India a fac simils of the time described by
Macaulay in the above quotativnis a second Hampden. May, God grant
him to us! .

The obnoxious Bill {san experiment forsooth! Threats to deter
us from opposing it are also experiments, 1 presume. That beng the
way the promoters of the Bill treat us before it is passed, what may
we nol expect from their protdpds after it is passed? But we are told
they are to be watched. That suggests the following questions. Why ?
Because they are not trustwor{ 1y ? By whom? And ““ Quis cusipdie
hos custodes ?” Are we to be expbrimentalised upon until ome of cur
pure and delicate countrywomen ig tried after the manmer of Alice
Lisle by a Hindu Jefferies ? God forbid !

To the Lakhimpur Planters 1 eay, « 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-
thise with you, and are all ready to pass through any purgatory Lord
Ripon and his flentenants may prepare in order to arrive at the heaven
of our liberty.”

BRITANNICUS.

April 14, 1888,

ARYAN MORALITY.
TO THE EDITOR OF THJ ENGLISHMAN,

S1e,—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 country
the only aristocracy 8 the aristocracy of power; and, since power is
manifest to them enly in the members of the Covenanted and Uncove-
nanted Civil Services, it naturally follows that, in their eyes, the
members of those services ave the aristocracy of the country, the
Covenanted Civil SBervants being looked upon by them as the nobility ;
on account of their greater power and higner salaries, and tbe Un-
covenanted as the gentry. Comnsequent.y, by admitting natives to the
Civil Bervices to the exclusion of Europeans, the Government of India
places them; in the estimation of the native population of India, ina
rank above that of Her Majesty’s non-official Christian British sub-
jects, and by admitting. natives to the Covenanted Civil Bervice
through a private entrance, not open to Europeans, it places them, in
the same estimation, in & rank above even that of the Christian British
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members of the Covenanted Civil Service, on the ground that the
latter have pbtained admission only through the public entrance of
competition. ’

The Brahmans, who claim to be the cream of tite Aryan race, who
again olaim to be the cream of the world, perform many austerities in
order to obtain eternal bliss. It is not obligatory upon them, how-
ever, to practise morality whilst inflicting those austerities npon them.
gelves, for it is a tenet of the Aryan religion, that, although a Hindu
has habitually committed every sin b#b the five unpardonable sins
hereinafter mentioned, yet, 1f he repeats the name of God with his
dying lips, he is sure of eternal happjness. This is corroborated hy
Mr. Ward in his View of the Hindus, He eays:—*“ A Hindu shop-
keeper one day declared to the author that he should live in the
practice of adultery, lying, &e., till at the point of death,and then by
repeating the name of God he should without difficulty ascend to
heaven,

The five unpardonable sins, which a Brabman may not commit
witbout rendering his punishment certain hereafter, are the following:
1, He must not divulge the Brahmanical mysteries. 2. He must not
commit the sin of 1mcest. 3. He mu{ vot kill & Brahman, or rob him
of*gold or other property, but rather % Jlieve bim if he is 1n need. 4.
He must not be habitually intemperate in eating or drinking., 6., He
must 1t associate with any one who,has committed any of the above

ns. Heis at hberty to commit every other sin without imperilling
his future happiness; provided he utters the name of God with his
dying lips. Thus he may do gross injury aand injustice to any man who
is not a Brahman, and to any woman not related toa Brahman. He
may murder any man or woman who is not of the Brahmun caste, or rob
hun or her of gold or any other property. He may lie, cheat, steal, and
commit perjury and adultery solongas itis not a Brahman whom he
injures by committing those sins. And all this he 18 taught in his youth,
he may do without fear of pumishment in the future state if he only
pronounces the name of God with his dymng lips. The same morality
pervades the other castes, for the morality good enough fora Brahman
is, of course, good enough for every other caste. How admirably this
morality qualifies the Aryangfor av impartial Judge or Magistrate,
especially 1n criminal trials in which a Brahman is prosecutor o,
prisoner and the other side a European !

Lot us now see what kind of morality he is taught in his grand
temple of Jaganath, where what Macaulay calls the ¥ hideous idol of
Orissa” reigns supreme. This is what Dr..Buchanan, in his Ressarches
W deia, tells us, This temple “is & stupendous fabric, and tiuly
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commensurate with the extensive sway of Moloch, horrid king. A¢
other temples are naually adorned with figures em‘blamntica.l of their
religion, so Jaganath has representatisus, numerous and varm, of
that vice which codstitutes the essence of his worship. The walle and
gates are covered with indecent embleme in massive and darabl2 seulp-
ture.” Agsin,in another place Dr. Buchanan says,—* The tower of
Jaganath 18 covered with indecent emblems, which are newly painted,
_when it is exhibited in public, and are objects of sensual gaze by both
sexes.”
This is the morality of theoi)eat.hen race whom the Government of
India by its words and deeds holds forth to the world as, not the equal
ounly, but the superior of the Chiistian Briton! This is the morality
inculcated in the youthful Hindu to whom the Government of India
has entrusted the power of deciding civil suits between a Briton and &
Brahman, against the latter of whom it is an unpardonable sin to give
judgment! Tkis is the morality of the heathen race, whom it is the
declared poliey of the Government of India to admit to Her Majesty’s
Indian Civil Services to the exclusion of Her Majesty’s Christian
British subjects ! This is the morality of the heathen race whom the
Government of India is now seeking to intrust with eriminal jurisdie.
tion over Christian Britons and their pure-minded sisters. Can ipi-
quity further go? Well may the notoriously obnexious Bill be said
to give criminal jurisdiction to Hindus over British women and British

-

men !

I have seen several natives, who have resided in England from one
to four years. Some, on their return to India, went back to their
native ways. They were the beat. Others assamed what they thought
English _sirs, and—well, ] must apologise to Dr. Hunter for smiling at
his saying they are more English than Englishmen, for they are so,—
they are caricatures of Englishmen. As for their thought and feeling,
unless Dr. Hunter is Cagliostro or Zanoni, he munst excuse our doubt-
ing his ability to judge from their speech what they are. If words
revealed the native mind, then the noble words of the notorious Nana
8shib, before the rebellion which ithas been the fashion euphemisti.
cally to call the mutiny, proved him to be what Dr. Hunter delights to
call “more English in thonght and feeling than Englishmen.” The
Cawnpore massacre proved how much & native’s thought and feeling
are in acoord with his words.

Lord Ripon and the members of his Government had much better
allow themselves' to be guided in their dealings with natives by the
Brahman of the Pancha 'l‘a.';tra, for he know his own race mnch better
than they are ever likely to know it. 'The following is & translation of
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some of his advice = When there is enmity in the nature of one rage
towards another” (as the native papers all over India have long prov.
ed it to be in the nature of the native towards the Briton), * although
there may be apparent friendship between them, yet W reliance can be
placed upon it, and striet watchfulness and observation of the most
trifling circumstances cannot be dispensed with, for the dangers of
such frigndship are many, and the resull thereof is injurious.”

If the Government of India passes thie Bill, it will have only
one more step to take in its facilis descensug Averni. That step will be
to proclaim to the world its belief in the Hindu religion, and, asa
necessary consequefice, to admit the Brahman to be the cream of
creation, and declare the British, not onfitting themselves of course, to
hold the place in creation which the Brahman assigns t0 them, that of
the lowest and vileat of outcastes. This will necessitate the re-enact-
ment of the laws of Manu and a direction to the Hindu Magistrates
and Judges to pour boiing oil into the mouth of every European who
speaks ur teaches Sanskrit, and to hang every Eurbpean who slanders a
Brahman, but if a Brahman kills a European, to allow hm 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,

BRITANNICUS.

April 16, 1883,

SUBTERFUGES.
TO THE FDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN,

S1r,—Mr. Ilbert tells us in his spesch that the obmoxious Bill
« originated with a proposal for legislation which was made by the
Government of Bengal to the Government of India in the month of
March 1882.” Lord Ripon says in his speech that it originated with a
proposal made by Maharajah Jotindro Mohun Tagore, but * before we
had taken any steps whatever to fulfil that pledge we received from Sir
Ashley Lden a letter upon which the (Government of India acted.
That is & discrepancy caused by the member in charge of the measure
in its infaney failing to gwge Mr. Ilbert correct information of what
had ocourred before he joined §he Government, whereby he led Mr,
Ilbert to stamp with his own suthority the statement that Bir Ashley
Eden’s letter waa a letter from the Government of Bengal. That was
a subterfuge. "

The Government of India did not, however, treat tBe said letter as
the individual opinion of Sir Ashley Eden, vﬁ:io.h, I submit, I have
proved it to be, but as & proposal for legislation made by the Govern-
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ment of Beugal. This was done to evade the necessity of submitting
the measure to the Government of Bengal for its opinion, which was
known to be adverse, when it was submitted to the other Lgml Govern-
ments. This wds also a subterfuge.

We are accused of misunderstanding the scope of the measure,
Mr, Ilbert says, ** The scopeand effect of the Bill have been much
misunderstood or misrepresented.”” I think he rather overstepped the
bounds of courtesy when he said  or misrepresented.” One may
honestly misunderstand, bukg one cannot, honestly misrepresent, How-
ever, let that pass. What we understood was neither more por less
than what he himself told us on the 30th January ﬁwt, in his “ State-
ment of Objects and Reasons.” This is what he says. * The
Government of" India has accordingly decided to settle the yuestion
of jurisdiction over European British subjects in such & _way
as to remove from the Code, at once and completely, every judicial
disqualification w!nch is based merely on race distinctions. With this
object the present ‘Bill has been prepared.” In accordance with thia
statement we understood, that, however limited may be the number of
nativos to whom it is proposed by the present Bill to give criminal
jurisdiction over us, the Bill had been prepared with the object of
removiig from the Code, at omce and completely, every judicial
disqualification based on race distinctions, so that 1t would be easy
afterwards by another short Bill to extend that criminal jErisdiction
to native Magistrates of every grade. The Bill itsclf then%s #
subterfuge, whereby the Government of India sought, by means of
& measure limited 1n appearance, eventually to subject its European
British subjects to the criminal jurisdiction of every grade of native
Magistrate.

Lord Ripon and Dr, Hunter make much of the Tagore argument.
‘Whence they obtain 1t i plain. 1t is from Mr. Gibbs. He, being an
ex-Judge of the Higch Court of Bombay, and an ex-Councillor of the
Government of Bombay, was looked upon as an authority on Bumbay
affairs. Let us see what his wisdom evolved out of them. Beingaware
that the Lieutenant-Governor of Bengal would demolish the inconve-
nience argument as regards his Province, Mr. Gibbs went to Bombay
for one. He eays, *“ Let me explain more fully what I mean by the
a inconvenience’ argument. Take Carwar for example, where Mr,
Tagore ie Sessions Judge, in the neighbourhood of which large railway
works are being commenced. If a Furopean commits & crime which
requires more i)unishment. than the District Magistrate can award, and
which is three months “and & fine of Bs. 1,000, he must be committed
to the Sessioms Court, whoso powers extend to ome year's im-
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prisonment and fine; but the Sessions Judge there could mot try
him, and an _application would have to be made to the High
Court to order his commitment elsewhere.” Then the cruel man
throws the Belgaum and Dharwar dust into the eyes 8f his hearers.
After that be himself demolishes his own Tagore argument as ruthless-
1y as a little ohild knocks down a card house he has built up, by telling
us that Europeans do not commit erimes which require more punish-
mnent than a District Magistrate and Justice of the Peace can award.
These are his words, * So faras my expeggpnce goes, there are very
few cases 1n which Europeans come before them” (the criminal
courts) * and those'of a simple nature, petty thefts and assaults.”
It is olear then that his Tagore argument® is a subterfuge, which he
himself, close ressoper that heis, naively exposes.

With reference to the District Magistracy Mr. Gibbs says that the
present arrangements *“ are to some extent subversive of diseipline; by
putting a junior ufficer, by reason of his birth only, for one particular
puarpose, over the head of his superior in all other matters.” The
present arrangements are for Joint Magistrates to try all important
cases, the District Magistrate’s time being fully occupied with other
onerous dutics. We bave never before heard that that arrangement
has caused Joint Magistrates to be insubordinate towards District
Magistrates, but of course we must bow to the anthority of the member
“intimately connected with the genera] administration of justice 2
the ®Empire,” upon that subject. Our only wonder is tbat the Joint
Magistrales bave not been publicly and severely reprimanded for their
habitual insubordination in the Gasette of the Government of India.
‘We fail to see, however, how empowering a Juint Magistrate to try a
tparticular class of cases, which his District Magistrate is not empower-
ed to try, places the former over the head of the latter. This argu-
ment therefore is also a subterfuge.

The action of Government in obtaining the sanction of the Secre-
tary of State for India beforehand for the Bill was most unusual.
Such a course is intelligible only on the suppomtjgn that Government
expected the Bill to be strongly opposed by the Britwh population of
Indie, and wiahed to take ue by surprise by rushing it quickly through
the Legislative Cofincil, before we could organise onr opposition to it,
and then tell ue that it was too late to object to the Bill, as it had
been already sanctioned by the Secretary of State. That was ancther
subterfuge,

After the discussion of the Billin the Leg‘slative Council on the
9th ultimo Lord Ripen telegraphed to Englani at the public expense,
a full report of the speeches of those members who had spoken im
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favour of the Bill, and suppressed, with a brief notice, the bpeeches of
all the members who had spoken against it. This was ar ad captandum
mode of proceeding whereby Lord Ripon unfairly attempted to get &
favourable first ?xea.ring at home for his pet measure, not at his' own
expense however, but at the expense of the opposing tax-payers. This
is what M. P. Cato says in the words for which I substituted ¢ omnia
jura publica obrumpere,” is called liberalitas. His words are, quia bona
aliena largiri liberalitas * * * vocatur,” which may be rendered *for
tosquander the money of o‘hersis called & Liberal measure ” ‘This
waa also a subterfuge.

Other subterfuges could also be pointed out, but I submit that,
1 have sufficiently proved thst the conduct of the Government of India,
in the matter of this obnoxious Bill, has been worthy of such a measure,
for 1t has been from first to last a succession of subterfuges, Allow me
then to conclude in the words of that eloquent orator, Mr. Gibbs, with
the alteration of ome word only, that is by substituting * subterfuges”
for *invective”” * When a cause appears supported” (as thie Bill
does) “ mainly by subterfuges instead of calm and dignified reasoning,
its importance diminishes and its significance fades.”

BRITANNICUS.
April 18, 1883,

CRUSHERS.

: TO THE EDITOR OF THk ENGLISHMAN,

81r,—~The Echo advises Lord Ripon to crush us. A friend of mine,
who has recently arrived from England,writes to me thus:—* The Echo
is an evening paper published daily in London, price ome half-penny.
It is better known urder the name of the half-penny rag, It has about
the same standing as vhe ° veracious contemporary’ referred to by you.
The latter paper is edited by a baboo. The editor of the Echo is some-
thing more than a baboo. Let n represent the unknown quantity
< something more.” Tjpen Baboo + N=Editor of the Echo. Further
more it is well.named the Echo, for it is “voz et prasterea mahl.” I
congratulate the noble Lord on his ignob.e adviser. He is indeed a
counsellor worthy of & measure defende by fallacy and supported by
subterfuge. But how is the operation of crushing to be performed?
Will his lordship assign that duty to the * worm-crushers” as the
savalry chafingly oall our gallant British infantry ? If he does, he will
make a mstake; for, in the first place, we are not worms ; and, in the
second place, though I teel as confident as His Excellency the Com-
mander-in-Chief that his gallant army knows its duty, and that it fs
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thoroughly loyal to its Sovereign, yet it is for that very reason,
its loyalty tp Bovereign, that 1 am convinced that it would be
a damzeroug experiment to ask the soldiers of that gallant army to
assist in orushing us, whom they know to be as loyal t® their and our
beloved Queen as themselves, simply because we are defending a ascared
xight handed down to us by their and our common ancestors. If, how-
ever, the worst were to happen, I for one would ten thousand times
rather be shot by a soldier of that gallant army than be hanged by a
Bengali baboo. I think therefore we gay answer the “‘crushing”
threat as Petruchio answered Gremio,—‘ Tush! tush! fear boys with
b“gs.n

The Pioneer has the questionable hon8ur of having been the first to
begin the crushing work. He commenced with the ladies. O brave
Pioneer! by whom is he inspired? Is he in telephonic communication
with Olympus ? and has he heard a whisper from cloud compelling
Zaus? or has he received & message from the brothers, the mysterious
Hoo-Haw-Hums of the Theocsophists through a clbck-shade? Is that
why he says he does not think it meet for the ladies to petition Her
Majesty against the Hill? Herein he differs from Mr. Gibbs. That
wise councillor said “ No one respects more than I do the right of any
person, or class of persons, to bring forward their grievances and de-
mand redress.” That is all the Iadies bave done, and surely they are
& class of persons, and a very superior class too. Such being the cafe,
the gPioneer would have acted better # he had imitated Mr. Gibbs in
respecting their rights. The only answer any lady need give to the
impertinent and uucalled for statement of the Pioneer is the following
quotation from the answer given by Constance to Salisbury in King

John,—
' g It cannot be ; thou dost but say, 'tia so ;

I trust I may not trust thee : for thy word
1s but the vain breath of & common man:
Believe me, I do not beheve thee, man.”
BRITANNICUS.
April 20, 1883,

HISTORY REPEATS ITSELF.
@ i
TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN,

S1r,~History repeats itself. Let ws nee whether it is repeating
iteelf in India at the present time, and if 1t is, let ue reflect whether the
events which are now taking place render it pxgbable that it will conti-
nue to repeat ifaglf, For this purpose let us compare India of the
present day with Ireland under James II, as described by Macaulay.
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The British Colonists in Ireland were vastly inferior in numbers
to the Irish patives; but, Macaulaysays, “ The great preponderance
of numbers on one side was more than compensated by a grest smperi.
onty of intellfrence, vigour and organization on the other, The
English seem to have been in knowledge, energy aund persevekance,
rather above than below the average level of the population of the
mother country.” James was a Roman Catholic King. ¢ Unhappily
James, instead of becoming a mediator ” between the hostile races of
British colonists and Irigh ng*ives, “became the flercest of partisans.
Instead of allaying the animosity of the two populations, he inflamed
it to a height before unknown, He determined toreverse their relative
position, and to put®the Protestant Colonists under the feet of the
Popish Celts,”” If in this passage we substitute Lord Ripon for James,
Viceroy for King, Indian for Irish, British for Protestant, and natives
of India for Popish Celts, the passage becomes & true description of
Indian affairs at the present time.

Bo fur history hds repeated itself. What is in the future? As I do
not pretend to be a prophet I shall merely narrate what
Macaulay says did ocour in Ireland. Having acknowledged my author-
1ty I shall not use inverted commas ; but Ishall quote Macaulay’s words
with the necessary verbal substitutions. The passages I am about to
quote narrate events which occurred at different times, those which are
adverse to the British having occurred whilst Tyrconne! was in power.
1 use them, however, to depict two possible fulures of the Brtirh in
India.

First, if we are supported in our opposition to Lord Ripon’s suici.
dal policy by the mother country, and Lord Ripon 18 supported by the
educated natives, the following events will happen, if history continues
to repesat itself, and they will be thus narrated by a future historian :—
The event was such &8 might have been foreseen, The colonists tarned
to bay with the stubborn hardihood of their race. The mother country
justly regarded their cause as her own. Thencame a desperate struggle
for a tremendous stake. Everything dear to nations was wagered on
both sides, The contest was terrible and short. The Hindu | eing the
weaker went down., The effect of Lord Rl}?on’a ineane attempt to sub.
jugate the British by means of educated natives was that the latter
became hewers of wood and drawers pf water to the former.

If, however, the mother country supports Lord Ripon, and the
obnoxious Bill is passed, & future historian will, if history repeatas

‘taelf, narratedhe events which will happen as follcws :—Panic spread
fast among the British Woen they found that the Viceroy, their follow-
countryman, was unwilling to extend to them the'protact:on which
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they had expected from him. They began to know by bitter experience
what it is to be a subject race, Even they who had supported the JBill
were not free from persecution. They, in common with those who
had oppoded it, were harassed by the patives with Jfalse accusations,
and the evidence of the most infamous of mankind was ready to sub-
stantiate every charge. Laudowners hastened to sell their estates for
whatever could be got, and to remit the purchase money to England.
Traders began to call in their debtsand to make preparations for retir-
ing from business. The alarm soon affected theé revenue. Lord Ripoen
appears not to have recollected that there had once been a plot to ruin
the fame of & fellow-countrywoman, and that in that plot a Bengali
Babu had borne a chief part. This is mot enﬂ one of the injuries
which high-spirited men most readily ‘pardon. But in the
wicked court where the Guptas had long been pushing their
fortunes such injuries were easily forgiven and forgotten, not from
magnanimity or Christian charity, but from mere baseness and waat of
moral sensibility, Fifteen hundred British famuies emigrated in a few
days. The panic was not unreasonable. The work of putting the
Bueitish colonists, their wives and daughters, mothers and sisters down
under the feet of the natives went rapidly on. Those who had lately
been the lords of the peninsula now cried out, in the bitterness of their
gouls, that they had bocoine a prey and a laughing stock to their own
serfs and meniuls ; that houses were burnt and cattle stolen with gim-
pyuity ; that their wives and daughtems were arrested and imprisuned
on false charges ; that to appeal to the law was vawn; that native
Magstrates, Judges, Juries, and witnesses were all inla league to save
native crimnals.

Which way will history repeat itself in ourcase? That is a
momentous question. Can we do nothing to avert the latter futap
Will our mother country help ua to avert it? If not, are we prepared
to sit down quietly und endure it ? That is another momentous ques-
tion? At the present crisis mowentous questions seem to start up all
around us. The Btate appears to be in danger. Is it not, thenm, the
duty of every Briton and Eurasian able to bear arms to enrol himself
in some Volunteer Corpa gvith the loyal intent of defending the State P*
That is a third momentous quggtion. I hope my countrymen will solve
these momentous juestions wisely,

BRITANNICUS.

April 20, 1883.
R
* N. B~It is.— Ep., ENg.
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THE DESPATCH TO THE SECRETARY OF STATE.
TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN,

8ir,—Your gorrespondent, in his “Notes from Londdn,’ says of
the Criminal Amendment Bill: * Openly, I believe, your Government
professes that this is a trifling item of adjustment; just the utilising of
one or two judicial officers. But I have reason to believe that, in the
despatch sent home, the extension of jurisdiction is dealt with as a
tentative measure, which, if gucceseful, may go much further. A time
is even seriously contemplated when, partly as a m2asare of economy,
partly as a Liberal step, Indian officials, Judges and Magistrates parti-
cularly, will be moatmﬂindun‘and Mubammadans, As soon as the Bill
becomes law it will form & part of a scheme of policy for India which
it will be useless to oppose.”

The above quotation fully bears out what I said in my letter of the
18th instant headed ** Crushers,”’ namely, that from Mr, Ilberi’s State-
ment of Objects and Reasons * we understood that, however limited
may be the number of natives to whom it is proposed by the prosent
Bill to give criminal jurisdiction over us, the Bill had been prepared
with the object of removing from the Code at ance and completely every
judicial disqualification based on race distinctions, so that it would be
easy afterwards by another short Bill to extend the criminal jurisdic-
tion to native Magistrates of every grade.”

Lord Ripon, in his speech ou the 9th ultimo, said that the desps,*eh
referred to by your correspondent, was sent to the Secretary of State,
Lord Hartington, in September last. I do not find & copy of that des-
patch in the Report of Official Proceedings published by yon, I there-
fore conclude that no such copy has been furnished to the Indian Press.
Lord Ripon said in hie speech, I observe that the opponents of this
Bill speak of appealing to the House of Commons. 1 am the last man
in the world to object to such a course being taken,” The despatch
above referred to is a most important document 1n such an appeal, I
therefore suggest that the Defence Association should respectfully re-
gquest H. E. the Viceroy to supply them and the Press of India with a
oopy of that despatch. There aretwo reasons, which, I submit, are un-
snswerable, why a copy of that despatch ought to be granted
to us, First, because it forme a parc of the action of Government
against which we prcpose to appeal, and a copy of the document
is therefore necossary in order to make our appeal to Parliament
oomplete, Segond, because it will put us in full possession of the
policy which the Govirnment of India proposed to the Becretary
of Btate as the correct policy to be pursued towards us, a piece
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of information to which we are clearly entitled, as it mearly
concerns us, and which it will be unfair to withhold from us, i
88, in that case, the dooument will be used against us in the Epesl
without odr having had any opportunity of answerimg the stutements
and arguments contained in it. I therefore submit that the Govern-
ment of India cannot, with any show of justice, refuse usa copy of a
document so important to us in every sense of the word, and that if
it does so, it will indelibly stamp itself with the stain of unfair
dealing.
‘Whether your correspondent is right or wrong in his belief regard.
ing the contents of that despatch one thing is certain, namely, that
the only essential part of the Bill, its shbstantive principle in fact, is
the immediate and complets removal from the Code of Criminal Proce-
dure of every judicial disqualification based on race distinctions. The
restrictive clause defining the persons to whom it i8 at present intended
tp give criminal jurisdiction over British men and women, is a mere
adjunct. If the Bill is passed, the propriety of giving native
Magistrates, without restriction, criminal jurisdiction over
us will be afirmed, for that is the substantive principle of
the Bill, That, indeed, is admitted by H. E. the Commander-
in-Chief, the only supporter of the Bill who gives anything like
an honest description of it, He says:—* Though the principle
involved, is, no doubt, a large one and of considerable importance, “yet
it zaust be patent to any one that its practical application must for a
considerable fime be small. I looked upon the change aa a very tenta-
tive measure,” &c. He has evidently been misled into believing that
* itg practical application must for A oonsiderable time be'small.” The
period of its smallness will depend entirely upon the idiosyncrasies of
the people in power, and 1t will come to an end as soon as thay decide
that *“ the time has come” for its practical application to be increased,
Here let me remark that His Excellency the Commander-in-Chief’s
description of the Bill lends colour to your correspondent’s belief as to
the contents of the despatch, whilst the description given by the other
supporters tallies with what he says our Government openly professes.
At any time after the Bill is passed it will ba open to sny anomaly-
monger to propose a short Bill to abolish the amomaly of one class of
native Magistrates having p:}wer to try European British subjects,
and another not, and, the disqualification based on the race distinctions
having been abolished, it will be opan to him to use the Gupta arga-
ment, namely, that a slur is cast upon the native Magistrates of every
grade from whom jurisdiction over Europes® British subjects is with-
held. He could also use Mr. Gibbs’ inconvenience argument” with
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great force and say, should an offance be ¢ommitted by a European
Br:tish subject at a place where there wan 8 resident nahve Deputy or
Bub-Loputy Magistrate, if the latter could not try him, ‘the accused
would have to be g@ent to the Distriot Magistrate at the Sudder Etation,
thirty or forty miles off, a “toublesome journey,” as Mr. Gibbs mays,
« at any time, but, for some wontha of the year, one generally
dangerous to the health of all parties, Europeans especially.”

Lel us then respectfully request H. E. the Viceroy to graat usa
copy of the despatch sent by b%e Government of India to the Secretary
of State, Lord Hartington, in Beplember last,

BRITANNICUS,

April 30, 1883,

H.E. THE COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF'S COMPROMISE,
TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLIRHMAN,

8ir,—I am informed that my letter of the 4th ultimo caused some
disquiet in the mind of H. E. the Commander-in-Chief, but that some
one has reassured him by telling him, thata High Court must, on his
simple application, transfer any charge mnde against one of his
goldiers from the Courtof the native District Magistrate, within whose
jurisdiction the offence is alleged to have been committed, to that of a
Camtonment Magistrate. If my information is#eorrect, His Excellency
has been again deceived, for thewe is no “must’ in the matter, gnd
if there were, it would not apply to the wives and daughters of his
gallant soldiers. It is true that a High Court bas the power of trans.
forring a case from the Court of one Magistrate to that of another
with competent jurisdiction, but it never exercises that power unless
good cause be shown. On what grounds then will His Excellency
make the application. On the ground that the Commander-in-Chief
wishes it ? High Courts ure usually too impartial to be respectors of
persons, and will pay as little attention to the wishes of & Commander-
in-Chief as to those of a Mr. Dash, when no good cause is shown.
'Will the application be made op the ground that the District Magistrate
is & native ? That is untenable, because the Bill abolishes all judicial
disqualifications based merely on race distinctions, Moreover, as Mr
Ilbert informs us iu his Statement of Objects and Reasons it would he
anomalous that a native Magistrate, held competent to try a British
Jommissioner, should not be deemed competent to try a private soldier,
or even & Commgnder-in.Chief, Will the application be made on the
ground that it is feared thiét the native Magistrate will not effectually
and impartially administer justice in the case ? That is also untenable,
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because,as Mr. Tlbert said in his speech on the 2nd February last
was simply Jo secure the effectual and impartial administrajifn of
justice that it was proposed to give native Magistrates crimishl jurie-
diction over Buropean British subjects. Will the ap.pliastion be made
on the ground that the case is exéeptionally troublesome and difficult?
That is also untenable, because, as Mr. Ilbert said in his speech above
referred to, it was for that very reason that criminal jurisdiction over
European British subjects is restricted by the Bill to the class of native
Magistrates of whom the native Distric@Magistrate is ono. Will the
application be made on the ground that it is feared that the native
District Magistrate will not use his powers with proper discretion?
That is likewise untenable, because, as Mr. Ilbert stated in his said
speach, native Magistrates will not be empowered to try European
British subjects until they have eonvinced the superior suthorities that
they will be likely to use that power with proper discretion. TUpon
what ground then will His Excellency apply? Upon none, as far as
I can see, which will not be a good argumen€ aguinst the passing of
the Bill.

Granting, howaver, for the sake of argument that High Conrts, as
at present constituted, will be complaisant enough to grant His Excel=
lency’s application without any cause being shown, will the High Courts
of the future, when Lopd Ripon’s programme is fully carried out and
there ane none but na on the Benches of those Courts, be aq:fa]]y
complaisant ? T know not. I ratherintline to the opinion that, if any
(lommander-in-Chief makes such an application o s High Courtso
constituted, he will be most severely rebuked for so grossly insulting
the native Magistrate. Imaddition to that, the native Magistrate will
most probably sue him in the same High Court for the libel, and will
cbtain a decree for heavy damages and costs. I think then that the
syoner His Fxcellency awakes from the delightful dream caused by the
opiate administered by his soothing adviser, the bettor, 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 sufficent to
protect his gallant aoldigrs from the indignity of being tried by a
native Magistrate, it will not protect their wives and daughters from
that indignity. Ie it possible that His Excellency has abandoned them
to the tender mercies of native Magistrates ? I repeat that I feel as
confident as His Excellency that the gullant army under his command
knows its duty, and is thoroughly loyal to its Sovereign, but 1 cannot
too strongly depresate the attempt to put its ﬂ:ya.lty to the Government
of India to so severe a test as that to which it will be put if the wives
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>nd daughters of its officers and soldiers are subjected to the- eriminal
jkﬁ%ﬂtiﬁn of anative Magistrate, 'The attempt indeed i both cruel
and wiced, for we all know what dangerous feelings are cangpd in the
minds of Britons! be they soldiera or civiliane, when any indigsity is
offered to the female members of their families, Is it fair then wanton-
1y to arouse such feelings in the minds of men with arms in their
hands, whose profession it 18 to use them? Will the insult offered to
their wives and daughters by subjecting them to the criminal jurisdic.
tion of native Magistrates bq likely to increase their loyalty to the
Government of India? Will it increase the morale or discipline of the
army? And when the news of that insult ie widely spread over the
United Kingdom by the time'expired men, who are shortly going
home in large numbers, because they will not stay to be subjected to
the criminal juriediction of native Magistrates, will the difficulty at
present experienced, of ottaining recrnits for regiments which must
come to India in thejr turn, be decressed by thet news? 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 seems to be aware of,

Again I reiterate that 1 am as confident as His Excellency that the
gallant British army under his command knows its duty and is thorough-
ly loyal to ite Sovereign, But has His Excellency so mean an opinion of
the"spirit of the officers and soldiers who uomﬁqe it as to think that
they will act the cowardly part of abandoning their wives and daughters
to the indignity of being subjected to the criminal jurisdiction of native
Magistrates, whilst sheltering themselves from that indigmity behind
the mgis of Cantonment Magistrates ? Why even the ladies have refused
an exemption not accorded to their husbands! Does His Excellency
think his soldiers less courageous than women? If they were so
they would be an anomaly indeed, for they would at-the same
time be both worthless and expensive, and they would afford Lord
Ripon a splendid opportunity of abolishing an anomaly by abolishing
them. If His Excellency hasnot so mean an opinion of his army, why
does he insultit by listening to those who suggest means of protecting
his soldiers from indiguity, from the operatjpn of which means their
wives and daughters are excluded? This pative-worship must be a most
dangerous thing, if it has so dulled His Excellency’s chivalrous feelings
that he cannot perceive that his acceptance of such a compromise is the
greatest insult he can offer to the gallant and loyal British army under
his command,

BRITANNICTUS.
May 4, 1888,
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NATIVE CALUMNY.

TO THE FDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN,

S1k,2-It is not usual to take any notice of attacks made dpon us by
native papers, far, though those attacks are full of spite and venom,
" they are generally so puerile as to be beneath contempt. But the Anunda
Bazar Patrika, in the extract given by you in your issue of the*2nd
instant, has brought a distinet charge of ourraption, of the very worat
description, against all the British mgmbers of tha Covenanted and
Uncovenanted Services in India, empowered to try European British
subjects in criminal cases. This attack, biuing general, is made upon
the British members of the Covenanted and Uncovenanted Services,
not of Bengal only, but also of every Regulation and non-Regulation
Province in India, and cmbraces not only those who are at present
exercising judicial and magisterial powers, hut also those who, after
having exercised them, have either passed into the higher grades of the
gervice, or have gone home. It therefore includgs the immaculate Sir
Ashley Eden, as well as Sir (George Campbell, Sir Stewart Bayley and
Moessrs. Qibbs, Hope, Reynolds and Quinton, all of whom at some
period of their carcer, have sat as Judges or Magistrates with criminal
jurisdiction over European British subjects. Are those gentlemen
prepared tosit down gnictly under so grave a charge ? Will they allow
lhemsel.\res to be stigmatised with impunity as libertines of the wilest
type, not libertines carried away by thair passions, but cold calenlating
villains, who, fora bribe of the vilest deseription, have perpetrated the
grossest injnstice towards the natives of India? And, :f they are
willing to do so, will Lord Ripon permit it? Will he allow such a
charge to be made with impunity, a charge which stigmatises his ool-
leagues in the Government of India as villains of the vilest type? In
considerwrg this matter lis Lordship must remember that, although
we in India know how false such charges are, they will go home, where
there i3 a class of newspapers so un-Enplish as to accept them as true,
and to laud the foul slanderer for his false and Libellous attacks upon
His Lordship’s fellow-countrymen, as they have already done in the case
of ancther of the same tribe of foul-mouthed slanderers,

After this will Lordti:prm, by persisting in closing the mouths of
the British membera of the®ovenanted and Uncovenanted Services,
compel them to be silent when so foully assailed? Or will he permit, not
a selected few, as bas been done in Madras, chosen because they are
known to agree with him in opinion, but all the igembers of those
servioes, without excepticn, publicly to spe#k their minds, not upon
thia subject only, but also upon the whole question, including the Bill,
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‘he agitation of which has caused abuse of the vilest kind to be heaped
upot*hem and their non-official fellow-countrymen by writers in native
newspafiivs whose venom is equalled only by their untruthfulness?
If this per‘xniaaion I given, it must, to be of any use, be given’at once,
so that the refutation may be read at home at the same time as the
slander. It is most urgently necessary that His Lordship should give
this permission, for, if he does not, the words of Mr. Ilbert, endorsed
by him, will seem to confirm the foul slanders above alluded to ; since,
if there were any truth in t.he{n, Mr. Ilbert would have beem 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 obtaining the * effectual and impartial administration of
justice” by transferring to native Magistrates and Judges the power to
try European British subjects, which, aa has been pointed out vy the
Anunda Bazar Pairika, British Magistrates and Judges have so grossly
abused,

The charge of placing native troops iu front and keeping well out
of danger themselves, is ¢learly levelled at H. E. the Commander-in-
Chief, Sir Frederick Roberts, and Lord Wolseiey, the only generals
commanding armies in the late Afghan and Egyptian campaigns.
Bince they are supporters of the Bill, which the native Editor ad-
vocates, they must be friends of his, and, as I have a great objection to
interfere between friends, I shall leave them to exculpate themgelves,
a8 best they may, from the chargevbrought agaiust them by the native
Editor,

BRITANNICUS.

May 5, 1883.

A PENNY.A-LINER’S VERACITY.
TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN.

Sir,~The school-master is abroad, This time he iz that veracious
penny-a-liner euphemistically styled the Twmes of Indwa’s Calcutta
correspondent, His motto seems] to be similar to the advice given
by Sam Siick, to lusson, ** Write lines, trulyif you can, but write lines,
for at a penny a line the more lines he writes the more grist is browght
to his mill. His trnthfulness is equalled onl‘y by the Bengalee, the dnunda
Bazar Patrica, and the Ammta Bazar Patricw. I congratulate the Times
of Indwa on it veracious Calcutta penny-a-liner, Here is a specimen
of his veracity, *When his energy ” (that of * Britannicus ) * flaga
but for & moment, the wife of © Britannicus ’ swoops upon the pen, as
it drops from his nerveless fingers, and airs his views, until her lord
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and maater, like a giant refreshed, once more pogsesses himself of i
and dashes gff two columns mére.” As my wife bas written onl a
letter, n&'gely, that in which she courteously declined the cogpffromise
offered Lo British women through the Statesman, ¢hd as that short
letter appeared in the same issue as one of my letters, and as my letters
do not fill two columns I leuve you and your other correspondents, at
whom he also spits his venom, to apply to him the vera wvocabula rerum
his statements deserve. As he places me 1n the same category with
you a8 to the doubtfulness of my gramngr, I am quite willing to re-
main for ever in such good company, though I doubt his ability to be a
judge in the matter. The object of hisletter is plain. He wishes to
curry favour with the Parsees and Borhs, 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 jurisdiotion of native Magistrates. Blame from such a
creature is praise indeed, Ithereforesayto him ih the words of Punch,

“ I care not for your blame, rusty Christopher,

*Tis your praise fills me with ehame, erusty Christopher.”

If the Tunes of Indie acts rightly it will republish from your
columns this refutation of the incorrect statements of its Calcutta
correspondent.

BRITANNICUS/

May 9, 1883.

8IR ASHLEY EDEN'S LETTER.

TO THE EDIFOR OI' THE ENGLISHMAN,

Bir,—With reference tothe departureto the Hills of the Lisutenant-
Governors of the North-West Provinces and the Punjab, you quote in
your issue of the 4th instaut as follows, *“ Ultuma cwlestum terras Astraa
relvquaf,” but you omit to add in the words of Juvenal, “4d supuros As-
treea recesmt, Hic Pudiata comite,”” Your reason for omitting to do so,
1 suppose, is that purity ( Pudicstia ) cannot accompany those who are
unable tosee the impurity of a Bill whereby their pure sisters are sub-
jected to the criminal jurisdictipn of native Magistratres, whose ideas of
women are impurity 1tself.

My attention has been specially directed to the purity, or other.
wise, of theanthors and snpporters ¥ the obnoxious Bill by the follow-
ing passage in Lord Lytton’s apeech in the House of Ifords on the 9th
ultimo, After saying he had ‘“ reason to beli‘é’ve " gertain things with
reference to Lthe letter from Sir Ashley Eden of which the supporters of
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* Bill have made so much, he, in counection with that passage, saye,
1 Blli‘u [ believe, in the first place, that his action, so far from being
gmtmh‘&.*, was the result of communications previouly made to him
on behalf of the Government itself, and, in the next place, that he had
the best reasons for believing Lord Ripon to be fully awars of the ex-
treme delicacy of interference with the privilege of Europeans in
India.” Now, sinceit is repugnant to reason to imagme that Lord
Lytton would have said he bad * reason to believe” these things,
unless he had been assured of #heir trath by Sir Ashley Eden himself,
what are we to think of the purity of the following statcments put
forth by the Government of India?

Mr. Iibert, who, not being’a member of the Government when Sir
Ashley Eden’s letter came, merely spoke npon information he had re-
ceived from another member, says,  It” (the Bill) * originated with a
proposal for legislation which was made by the Government of Bengal
to the Government of India in the month of March 1882 If Locd
Lytton’s ** reason iv heheve” is founded upon information received
trom Sir Ashley Eden, the person who instiucted Mr, Ilbert to make
that stutement deliberately instructed hun to state that which he (the
instruector) knew to be incorrect  For, leaving Maharajah Jotindro
Mohun Tagore’s action out of the fquestion, the fact is, that the Bil}
originated with a suggestion from the Government of India to Bir
Ashley Eden to write a letter recommending the adoption of such a
measure, "

Sir Stenart Bayley follows in Mr Ilbert’s wake with the following
statement. *° Those who read the papers of the case must be aware
that the Bill had its origin in a suggestion made in March last by the
Government of Bengal, when Sir Ashley Eden was at the head of that
Local Government.” Tt that be 8o, then either the communications
previoasly made to Sir Ashley Eden on behalf of the Government of
India were verbal, and were kept secret from 8ir Btenart Bayley, or if
they were in writing, they are not with the papers of the case.

Mr. Gibbs says : “ Tho fact is the measure camo from Sir Ashley
Eden, was coucked in the usual terms, and was taken as the opinion of
the Government of Bengal.”” The caution obs rved in the preparation
of this statement is very remarkable. “ The measare came from Sir

JAshley Eden.” He does not say from the Government of Dengal.
This is strictly true, as faras it goes, but1? Lord Lytton’s * reason
to believe ' is as well founded as 1t must be, the sitatement ought to
have been, “ the faeasure came from Sir Ashley Eden at the request of
ths Government of India,” and since it does not contain the words in
italics, 1t is & suppressio vers. This cautious statement goes on to
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say, ** and, was taken as the opmion of the Government of Bengal.”
Now a thing 15 taken as another when 1t 18 not that other, They thefl,
who took Sir Ashley Eden’s opinion as the opinion of the Govepffent
of Benga.l,' Lnew that 1t was not the opinion of th® Government of
Bengal, Subsequent events bave shown us why a measure which Mr,
Gibbs, cautiously keeping within the truth, though not within the
whole truth, tells us, * came from Sir Ashley Eden,” “ was taken as the
opmon of the Government of Bengal * The reason 18 that that Go-
vernment was known to be adverse to the wcasure,

Lord Ripon says, “We received a lettcr from Sir Ashley Eden,” &e,
but His Lordship fails to add that that letter was ** the result of com
munications previously made to Sir Ashley*Edcn on behalf of the Govern-
ment” (of India ) *“ 1tself,” ar Lord Lytton stated, evidcntly upon the
authority of Sir Ashley Eden hiaself, Can it be that those communica~
tions were made Lo Sir Ashley Eden on behalf of the Government of
India without Lord Ripon’s knowledge, and that he has ncver been in.
formed of the fact of such communications having bocn made ? That
.ndecd 1s the only solution of what would othirwise be a wuppressio verd
1u Lord Ripon’s stalement. If that be the case, who 1s the gmilty qerson
who made those communications without His Lordship’s knwledge, and
concealed the fact of lus having made them from s Lordship? Who-
ever he 15, hig name ougit to be made publie, and be ought to be served
from all connection with the Government of India. Until this be done
we cannot be expected to believe in the purity of the principles of that

Government,
Lord Ripon alsu aays, *“ There was not one wordin Mr  Cockerell’s

letter from which I have quotcd, which indicatced any probability that a
proposal of that kind would be received, I will not say with resentment,
but even with disapproval by any portion of the community,’”” and
“ Hir Ashley Eden did not accomwnpany that letter by any other commu-
nications,” Those statements clearly 1mply that he (Lord Ripon)
was not aware that the proposal would be recuived with disapproval
by the British commumty 1n India, and that Sir Ashley Eden did not
enhighten lam upon the subject Lord Lytton, in his speech 1n the
House of Lords, said, evadgntly upon the authority of Sir Ashley Eden
lameelf, ‘I bave reason to believe that that able and cxperienced
. officer” (Sir Ashley Eden) “ has f.lt considerable surprise at the
imputation apparently cast upon him of having graturlously thrust
upon the Governrient of India una-oidable obhigations in regard
to this measure without warniny them of its probable ampopulanty,”
and * he” (Sir Ashley Eden) * had the best refidens for behieving Lord
Ripon to be tully aware of the extreme dilicacy of interfirence with
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-the privilegea of Europeans in India.” Sir Ashley Eden’s.statement
ter}y irreconcilable with the apirit of Lord Ripon’s., Undor these
itances we have & right to ask Lord Ripon to enlighte'n us upon
the matt.er on which he has been flatly contradicted by Sir Auhley Eden.
In conclusion allow me to gay to the Government of India in the
words of Cicero, ** Quid ? qui ommwa recta et honesta negligunt, dummodo
polentiam consequantur, nonne idem faciuni, quod is, qui etiam socerum
habere voluif cum, cujum ipsi audacid potens esset 7 Utile et videbatur pluri-
mum posse alterius invidid : id udminjustum in patriam quim inutile ebquim

turpe esset, non nidebat,”

BRITANNICUS.
May 8, 1883,

THE BILL TRIED BY THE TEBT.
TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN,

Sir,—Mr, Ilberl, in his speech delivered on the 2nd Febrnary lact
in support of his motion for leave to introduce ‘he obnoxious Bill,
stated as follows:—“These, then, are our proposals, I repeat that in
making them the omly object which wehave in view is to provide for
the impartial and effectual administration of justice. It 18 by that test
that we desire our proposals to be tried.” Thereis no mention of ano-
mwaly or adminisrative inconvenience in that challenge. The test
which the Government of Iddia, through Mr. Ilbert challenges us to
apply to the Bill is this : Does it or does it not provide for the im-
partial and effectual administration of justice? You bave already
pointed out that justice is at present impartially and effectually ad.
wministered, so that the proposed legislation is unnecessary. I propose to
show, that, if the Bill be tried by the test offered by Gevernment, it
will be found that instead of providing for the impartial and effectual
administration of justice, it actually provides for justice being less
impartially and effectually administered than it 13 at present, so that
the proposed legielation is injurious.

Mr. Halliday, whose testimony is entitled to great weight, when
asked by the Committee of the House of Gommons, ¢Is the impres-
sion upon the minds of the natives of ]ndia generally, that the law as
it is is impartially and honestly administered by the authorities who
administer it 7"’ replied, * Speaking of the native Courts, that is to
say of the Courta 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 the corruptibility of their own countrymen, and
their great want of confidence in them as compared with the confidence
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they have nequired in the Europeans, there is not gemerally in the
minds of the natives such a complete reliance upon the impsrtialM
and incorruptibility of the Courts under native Judges as copid be
wished.”

The Committee of the House of Commons also put the following
question to Mr. Halliday:—** Have they (the natives) complete confi-
dence in the administration of justice in those (the Company’s) Courts
by the English Judges ?”* and he replied, * As far as regards the inte-
grity of the Judges their confidence is complete ; they have little or no
notion of the possibility of corrupting an English Judge; it scarcely
ever enters 1into their imagination * * * in the honest and earnest desire
of the English Judges to do justice imparfially between man and man
the natives have the highest possible confidence,”

Mcr. Halliday’s words still remain as true as when he uttered them,
for natives still prefer their civil and sriminal cases to be tried by
British Judges'and Magistrates. At present criminal jurisdiction over
Buropean British subjects 1s intrusted only to European British sub-
jocts in the Covenanted and Uncovenanted Services. The Rill 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 their corruptibility has tavght the natives not
to have confidence for those in whose integrity their confidence is com-
plete. Consequently the Bill, instead of providing for the impartial
and effectual administration of justice, provides for a state of things
in which justice must necessarily be less impartially and less effectually
administered than it is at present. The teat then by which the Govern-
ment, through Mr Ilbert, said they desired their proposals to be tried,
proves those proposals to be injurious instead of beneficial. Therefore
the Government, if they keep their word, are bound to abandon their
proposals and withdraw the Bill,

BRITANNICUS.

May 12, 1883,

THE PUBLIC MEFTING OF NATIVES IN BOMBAY.
TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN.

Sir,~On the 28th April last a public meeting was held in the Town
Hall of Bombay to support the Crimiral Amendment Bill. The re-
quisition to the Sheriff to convene the meeting was signed by 86 Par-
sees, who, one of their own people truly says, a¥é not natives of India,
27 Hindus, and 3 Mahammadans. The meeting was attended by Hindu,
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Muhammadan and Parsee inhabitants of the city (not the Provinee) of
‘Combay. A few of them were educated wen, many wera only half-
eduX ted, many more were less than halr-educated, and "the rest could
boast Of no edtation worth the name. A very large majority had so
imperfect a knowledge of English that they were unable to understand
{he speakers. They were brought to the meeting to laugh and applaud
whenever the educated portion did so, and they performed their duty
well, without knowing, or caring to kmow, why they laughad or ap-
plauded In fact they nsted hke the gendarmes m the following
French triplet ;

* Quand un gendarme nit

Tous le gendarmes rient

Dans la gendarmerie.”

If, then, we chiminate all who were unable to understand the
speeches, 1t will be found that the meeting  was really held by a few
educated Hindus, Muhammadans and Parsees, It iz a well known fact
that the Muhammadans and Hindus, however outwardly polite they
may be to each other, have no real love for one anotker, As for the
Muhammadans and Parsees, the free fight they had with each other
only a few years ago, when Sir Seymour Fitzgerald sent for artillery
from Kirkee to overawe the combatants, proves how cordially they hate
each other. The fact then of these ittcr encmies coalescing against
the British proves that, bitterly as they Lato each other, they hate the
British more. I may be met*with the statement that the way in which
all the sperkers lauded the British (fovernment proves that they do not
hate the British. No one who knows the educated native and Parsee
mind would nse that argument. It separates the Sirkar or Government
from the race of which that Sirkar is composed, and treats it as the in.
carnation of power, before which 1t abjeetly bows down in the bope of
obtaining something, at sometime or other, from that dispenser of pice
and place. But natives and Parsees, in order to indemnify themselves
for the abjectness of their submission, never lose & safe opportumity of
treating with insolence and injustice the non-official members of the race
to which the Sirkar belongs.

This heterogeneous mass of disjointed members, who would be at
one another’s throats to.moriow if the restraming hand of the Bwtish
were removed, pretended with the characterstic arrogance and inaceu-
racy of the educated, native and Parsee, to be the representatives of the
250 million native inbabitants of India, without evin the shadow of an
authority from those millions to represent them— * Now,” in the words
of the Parsee Barrister®herozesha Mebta, ** of all the cool and astonish-
ing things which have been said” (by the Ripon party) *in the



