
( 181 ) 

.ubject. he CAll argue fairly eaoUKh. Why. then. did he argue W. 
cue 10 Utah-Iy' The aDJIW9r it obvious. It wu a queatiol1 a1feotiDg 
the Britiah people, ed race prejudice immediately warped bis judgment. 
Now I believ# I lm right in stating that Mr. Te1a.ng wu tbe beat 
educatlld native at the meeting. He is not inferior in attainments to 
any of thoae whom I.ord Ripon oalls the pick and cream of the native 
Civil Service. Probably his education was sounder, because there was 
DO cramming in it. But, as soon as a question affecting the British 
people arises, his judgment is warped. What confidenoe can we then 
have in the judgment of educated natives in criminal tti&ls in whioh 
.. Briton is the accused P Nay rather. how greatly ought we to distrust 
tMm, seeing that their race-prejudice warpe their judgment in matters 
which ooncern us, and causes them to brfng all their intellectual power 
to bear upon the case in orrler to distort it in our disfavour. 

It is olear, then, that the greater their intellectual power and the 
higher tht'ir education, the greater Will be the danger of intrusting 
them with criminal jurisdictIOn over the British. What chance would 
.. poor British artisan, his wife, or daughter, h~'e of acquittal by such 
Magistrate, especially if the falso charge against hilll or her is SUppOTt­
ed,lJy cleverly concocted false evidonce P Literally none, for before .. 
word of evidence is given the Ma.gistrate's judgment will be warped 
against them by race-prejudice. 

llRITANNICUS. 
JUlie 6, 1883. ---.-

TO THE EDIrOR o~· THE ENGLISHMAN. 

Sm,-Mr. Tolang next accuses the Tomes of Il1d,a of committing 
a literary fra.ud upon the public by publishing a lett~r purporting to be 
written by a. Maratha, and so SIgned, .. but whl)ae nationahtl, from. 
intprnal evidence, seems to be European and not lIbrath",:' -As the 
Times oj Ind.a not only allowed that accusation to p ,8 unchallenged, 
but even praiaed the moderation of the principal spaccllss, of whioh 
this was one, all r can say is that r am sorry for it. 

The speaker informs us that" Maratha" in his letter" say8 tha.t 
natives are not fit and oom.petent Judges of Europeans, because the 
native papers are writing abou} the cases of deaths of natives a.t the 
hands of Europeans as if they 'ere all cases of dolIbera.te murder, and 
the explanation of a ruptured spleen alwa.ys untrue:' He argues that 
as this view of the native papel's hae not been disavowed by edllCated 
nativBII, it indicates the sta.te of their feelingrl towards Europeans and 
renders them unft Judges for trying .l!.uropeans. TIftJ 8pea.ier then hIlS 
the caudoul' to alloY" Now I am not one ot thOle who believe that the 
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ezplanation of the ruptured spleen is always untrue." A.t this ~atAUlent 
the meeting laughed and applauded, though it did not appear at wha.t 
they laughed unless it wa.s that the jl\ulI.ty air wit\ which the words 
were epoken induced them to take the disclaimer fol a joke. The 
IIpeaker the'll added, " I have no doubt that in many cases it is t.r~e, an.d 
that the language of many of our native papers on the st·bJect 111 

exaggeratild and without justification." This statement was not ap. 
plauded, therefore we may justly conclude that the rost of the 
educated natives present agreed with the native papers, and not with 
the speaker, thu8 confirming the truth of "Maratba's" argnment, 
which 1 must take to have been correctly sta~ed by Mr. Tdang, as 
I have not the paper in which tho letter appearpd to refer to. The 
speaker then said, "But ha:ing admitted that, I do not admit 
the correctness of "Maratha's argument. I will not, however, 
ana.lyse it now, but put anothpr a.rgument on the other sid;." · 
I opine that .. I will not" here must be takt'n to mean "I cannot." 
The argument whicb he puts on the other sld." is put tor the pUTpOllO 
of a reductio ad absurdu~. Let us see wheth,' r he succeeds. HI) said 
"We a.ll know that many Europeans have spoken of the native com. 
munities in a way which means tha.t they consider ali of us, as a who1.e, 
a peopltl given to perjury. This opinion publicly expreRsod by some of 
the membors of the European community has not been disa.vowed by 
others. A.nd therpfore, according to' Maratha's' logic, the true con­
clusion to he derived from this is that Eurol'l)ans are not fit Judges for 
natives." At this the educated'portion of the meeting cheered. th oreby 
ehowing that they approved of the argulDcnt. 1 will not imitate Mr. 
Telang, for I will analyse his argument. I will premise, however, by 
d('nying that any of us have said that all natives, without exception, 
arA perj.urers. All that has been said is, that mendacity ana perjury 
are rife among them. I wonder at a. Barrister of Mr. Telang's attain. 
ments not being able to see how fatal it was to his argument to 
misrepresent the statements of the parties against whom he was ariu­
ing. "Maratha's" conclusion is drawn from premises which Mr. Telang 
admitted to be true. Shortly stated hIS premises are as follow ,-Native 
papers are in the habit of falsely accusing Europeans of murderiDg 
natives. Educated nativ(>s allow th~~e false statements to pass 
uncha.lleng,·d, therefore they tacitly approve of their belDg ma.d:-, 
thougb they know tbem, as Mr. 'I'elang admitted he did, to be false. 
The conclusion which "Maratha" draws from thiS is that educated 
natives having, ,by their silence, supported false chat'ges against 
{l;uropeans,. are not fit to be trusted with crimina' jurisdiotion over 
t'lOm. Mr. Tlllang'li premilles are that many Europeans ha.ve spoken 
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of all the natives, &II a whole, as a people given to perjury. He does 
not say, .. falsely accused," because he knows that against any denial 
of the truth of what we did say, namely that perjury and mendacity"h.re 
rife among the nAive~ of India, there are arrayed th~ decisiollll of the 
Privy (Jollneil of the late Supreme and the present High (}ourts, as 
well as the testimony I)f Dr. Hunter qu.oted by me in a former letter, 
a.nd of Trevelyan, Macaulay, and others, who had ample opportunity of 
judging, to say nothing of Mr. Tela.ng'~ own experience as a barrister. 
But he says that Europeans do not disavow tillS opinion. How can 
they do so P Would it not be absurd on their parts to contradict the 
high authorities who have had the best means of forming an opinion 
on the subject P The conclusion which Mr. Telang drew from this fact, 
and which he, who knew better, asserted - to be in accordance with 
,. Maratha's" logic, was mo"b illogical. It was couched in the following 
words :-" The true conclusion to be derivt)d from this" (the fact of 
Europeans Dot contradicting the high authorities above referred to on 
the proneneSB of natives to perjury) "id that Europeans are not fit 
.fudges for natives." I wonder Mr. Telang was /lot !\shamed of using 
such an argllment. It seems to me to have been an insult to the in­
t'3l1eets of his hearers to use it to them. But I suppose Mr. Tulang 
guaged the intelligence of his audience better than I have, and thought 
such an argument good enough for them, or he would not have used 
it. Mr, Telang having arrived at the false conclusion from false 
premises, that you cannot have European Judges, says, and" Maratha" 
has proved, allowing hig argument t(\ lAl Bound, that you cannot have 
nativp Judges. How then is the administratIOn of justice to be secured? 
The educated natives laughed at tillS, therehy showing their utter 
inability to see the fallacy of Mr. Tttlang'a ar/.rJlment. The fact is, that, 
since Mr. Telang's conclusion drawn from false premlStl5 is neoessarily 
false, you can have European Judges, and 1£ "Maratha's" argument. ia 
Bound, and we must take it to be so, at least against Mr. Telang and 
h18 audience, since he evaded analysing it, and they approved of his 
evasion, you cannot have native Judges, therefore all Judges, which 
term includes Magistrates, ought to be European, 

Mr, Telang then concludes by assuring his audience as follows:­
" We have a very good case, let 1 take it before the House of Com­
mons." Nothing wonld please me better than to see it there, and to 
'hear its fallacy fully expOsed, as most assuredly it will be, if it i8 ever 
heard in that august assembly. 

In the early part of hiB speech, MI. Telang said, '~Being appoint­
ed to serve on the Education CommIssion I had recently to spend a few 
months in Calcutta. And during the period of my stay thero 1 came 
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into olose, intimate, aDd frequent oontact with the leadft8 of thought 
and the leadere in publio &!fat" of thp Bengali n.tion .... And hanng 
frequently had frank communioatiol1f Wlth many of them, h.viug thWl 
seen them in " Bort of mental undress, BO to spea\, Ilventtlre to aJIlrm. 
and to aftlrm very confidently, that this hatred and hostility is. mere 
figment of 110m I! alarmist brain. and haa no existenoe in reality'>' Mr. 
Telang is very venturesome. He ventured to 8ay that he had satiafao­
toril)' answered the principal points of Sir Fitzjamee Stephen's ..]orgu­
ment, though, being no fool, he must have known that he had not done 
80. He now ventures to affirm, and to affirm very confidently that 
the Bengalis feel no hostility towards UB. He makes this aftlrmation 
with the proceedings of the Dacca meeting staring him in the face, and 
the scurrilous attacks of th: Bengali native press upon the British 
people ringing in his ears. About the time, too, that he uttered that 
confident affirmation, there occurred, as if on purpose to cont~di(lt 
him, the shameful and mendacious attack made upon Mr. Justice 
Norris by SuX'cndranath Banerjee, one of L':lrd Ripon's pick anI! 
oream, a leadAr of Beflgali thought, and an Honorary Magistrate. In 
addition to that he was contradicted by the Beng~h riot at the High 
Court of Calcutta, and the seditious cc,nduct :>f the educatl'd vatives 
of Bengal in attempting to stir up the uneducated portiC'n of the 
population against the British people, with the false ~ry that the 
sanotlt)' of their idols is boing int!'rfered with. On placing these 
acts beSide Mr. 'felang's insolent and confident assertion that the 
hatred and hostility of the IJengalis to the British poople is a mere 
figment of soml' alarmist braID, and has no existence ID realIty, I waa 

strongly reminded of the followmg passage in Mr. Trevelyan's "Com­
petition WaHab." "But, however deeply engrained in the HlDdu 
nature are habits of mendacity, there IS good ground for believing 
that those habits may b<3 corrected or modifipd In time ;" and I was led 
very greatly to fear that sufficient time had not yet been given to 
Mr. 'felang. 

It may be urged th'lt the abuse, at present heaped upon the British 
people by the Bombay and Bengali native papers, is caused by the 
agitation about the obnoxious Dill. But the scurrilous abuse heaped 
upon the British people by a nativ\paper at Poona a few years ago 
long before the obnoxious Bill was elbn thought of, cannot be excused 
on that ground, or explaiued upon any hypothesis but that of thll 
hatred and hostility which educated natives entertain towards the 
British peopl.. That paper, without provocation, mendaciously 
&8gerteae of the British people that they are nntrUoitworthy, liars, 
Sh.vlocks, and devouring tigers I and that they po.sess nOlle of the 
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CIlIIGutlal. lor friendship, or intitllate cOtllmunication, ad that they are 
therefore 80' udt. to aasociate with natives, that, if they were to adUllt 
Englishmen to associate with them, they would cause the contagion to 
spread, and the 'nailvee would be ruined and ruined for evar. That 
baee calumny remained uncoatradicted by educated natives. The 
Government of Bombay endorsed it by its opinion in favour of the 
obnoxious Bill, and the Governmont of India has further endorsed it by 
declaring the British people ine1i2'ibll' for appointment in its statutory 
and unoovenanted Civil Services, as well as for admission into the 
Public Works Department, through the Roorkee College, and by trying 
to thrust us, our wives, and daughters under the feet of those hostUe 
educated natives by means of its obnoxious Bill. 

If further proof were needed of the' hatred and hostility of the 
educated Bombay native~ towards the British people, it would be 
amply furnished by their conduct in glorifying the murderous dakait 
Wassadeo Bulwant as a patriot and a martyr to his country's cause 
after he had b~cn aentenced to transportation for lite. though, as the 
able writer in the Enghshman'B WeeUy Journal said Oil the 2lnd Novem. 
ber 1879, for the loss of life he had caused, he ought to have been 
hange,d. "It never seemed," said the writer above referred tv, "to 
strike these WrIters that it is rather a contradICtion for a man to declaim 
In his diary about the woes of the people, and the poverty to which 
they had been reduced by the exactlODs ot an hen Governm! nt 
and then to add to those woes and poverty by taking what little 
they possessed, to say nothing of wouAlding and illtreating them," 
Of oour~e 11ot, no statements strike them as contradictory, however, 
contradictory they mp.y leally be, which are vituperative and unjust 
towards the British people. 

BRIT ANNIcns. 

June 8, 1883. 

THE MEETING OF THE BOMBAY NATIVES­
MR. VIZBHOKUNDASS-A'l'MARAM'S SPEECH. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENCILISHMA N. 

Sm.,-Mr. Vizbhokundass.Atarar'l seconded Mr. Kasinath Trim. 
buck Telang's motion. This Wati the last speaker at this meeting. In 
attempting to make a speech upon the subject he was so inaudible that 
he wae saluted with the contradictory cries of "spea.k "up" and 
.. sit down." He contrived, however, b,fore he sat down to eX»re88 
the sense of the meetmg by flatly contradicting LOld Rtpon's ¥Burances 
of the ilnality of the obnoxious Bill ill the following words ,-" Th. 
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(Queen's) Proclamation thcll made forms the chartllr of ou~ rights and 
privileges, and I say that tbe pesent Bill is one of tbe numeroua 
other measures wbich are required to b" carried ~lIt, in order to secure 
for the natives of this country the full benefit 'nd enjoyment of 
the righh and privileges vouchsafed to them by the hight-at authority 
in the realm." This is the demon which Lord Ripon has evoked by hill 
short-sighted and sdicidal polley. The Hindus Beem determIned to 
prove that that good-natured writer, Amir Kbusro, referred to by Rajah 
Shiva Prosad, correctly described them, when he applied such con­
temptuous terms to them as " raven-faced" and "raven-like in nature," 
for notwithstanding all that haa been given tc them, they are still 
crying out for more, and the,Bombay Muhammadans and Parsf:eB, fear­
ing that the Hindus would outstrip th"m in the rac') for the plunder of 
the Briti8h, have joined them in the cry in order to ohtain their share 
of the plunder before the Hindus have crammed all into theIr insati. 
able maw. 

These men display their" raven-like nature" hy the way in wh;ch 
thpy appropriate the :quef'n's Proclamation as the "Charter of their 
rights and hbprties," as if the British people tn India had no share ill 
it. Long and intlmate association seems to have imbued the Blltnbay 
Muhammadans and Parsecs with tlle same nature, for they have joined 
the Hindus in that illegal appt'opriation. Yet if at any time there is So 

rumour that our Government inLends to annex anything, which they 
look upon as thievish, th ... y immediately raise a howl of indigna.tion. 
Such flo howl was rai~pd some years ngo, when, on the deposition of t.he 
late Galkwar, there was a rumour tha.t the Government intended to 
annex Baroda. The howl was too cOl1temptible. 1'he followlng fact 
will show how little reliauM is to be placed upon these peopill's loyalty. 
At the time of the rumour that our Government intended to annex 
Baroda., Hllldus went about Bombay saying that th~y would welcome 
the Russians with open arms, if they came to turn us out of India. I 
smiled when I hea.rd it, for I thought to myself that they would find 
the hug of the Russian bear nry different from the gentle clasp of 
the Brltish. If I were their enemy I could wish them no worse rate 
than the bug of the Russian bear. 

The meeting ended with votes 0,," thanks to the Hindu Sheriff for 
convemng the meeting and to the Parsee Chairman for presidlng at it. 
This meeting was the most fortunatl' thing that could have happened 
a.t the present time, because it affordpd the strongest possible proof 
that educated n,..tives and Parsees entertain race preilldices against the 
British ~eople. I uee the t.erm II British peoplp' in preference to 
• Anglo-Indians," because the latter expression seems to separate us 
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in interest from our bretllren at home and in all the Colonies, and to 
suggest that we are a race separate and distinct from them, whereas the 
fact is we are one with them in everything, and their interests are our. 
and our in~erest' ar: theirs. It is very necessary, in the present· 
controversy, that this should not be lost sight of, for atteUlpts have 
been made to stir up the British people at home against us, under the 
nomenclature of Anglo-Indians, as if we were a separate and distinct 
race, and did not, as we do form a part of that great whole, styled 
the British people. A Briton who takes up his residenf'e, or is born 
in France or Germany, is not styl()d .. Anglo-E'rench" or "Anglo­
German." Then why should a Briton l\ho takes up his residence, or 
is born, in India be styled "Anglo-Indian p" 

My object in criticising the proceedi~gs of this meetin~ has been 
to show how unfairly and 11l<)~if'nl1y these Bombay natives and Parsees 
argue in matters which concern the Briti~h people, and to refute their 
arguments. I have also E'udeavoured to crpos() the miscluotations and 
misrepresentations in which thf'Y have indulged, and winch are so 
fatal to their arguments. I havf' also tried 011\; of their own mouths 
to convict them of entertaining race-prejudice against the British 
peopl\3, and to show that the proceedings of the meeting affurd abun­
dant proof that the educated natives and Parsees present wero actuated 
by such race-prf'judlOc against us. I will not imitate the boastfulnE'ss 
of Mr. Budroodeen 'l'yabjee by saying that I have had no difficulty 
in exposing the hollowness of their flimsy arguments. nor will I fellow 
thE' bad example of Mr Kassinath Trimbuek 'felang by venturing to 
say tha.t I hBVe satisfactorily answered the principal points of their 
arguments. On the contrary, J say nothing, but I leave you and your 
rf'aders to judge whether I have, or have not, been ~uccessful in e:treet. 
ing the object I had in view. 

I regr9t that by my endeavours to defend my countrymen from tho 
unprovoked attack made upon them by this meeting I have incurred 
the displeasure of the Ttmes oj In(ita; for I look upon its lukewarm 
advocacy of the good cause as of some value, eveu though its attempt 
to run with the hare and hunt With the hounds is tco apparent. I fear, 
however, that no adVLrse critICism of the proceedmgs of this meeting 
could have had any effec,t, as rega/1s that journal, but that of rousing 
the ire of its Editor, for, however mild the critICism, it must have 
clashed with the fulsome praise bestowed upon the meE'ting and the 
principal speakers thereat, in that pal-"r's leadmg article of the 30th 
April last. I will nvt, however, imitate the Editor of th~ Times oj I.dia 
by even hinting that, in besbwing such praise, he was not exItl'essing 
his honest opinion. But I wi-I say that his opinion, expressed in that 
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praiec, was /Doet erroneoUs. It ~as that very opinion which induced 
me to examine most carefully the printed speeehes of those who were 
praised 80 highly, and 1 was asto'lnood to find hoW' Ir'eatly the Editor 

.had erred in committmg himself to Buch an l'pinW>n. Illhould not, 
however. have referred to the fact of the Time. of India h£lving expres~. 
cd 80 erroneous all opinion, if the Ed1tor of that paper had not. by h1S 
l'icious and unmerited attack upon me, on the 28th May la-et, compelled 
me to do so in Bel'.defence. All that concerns me was to do all in my 
power to prevent my countrymen from being injured by the use to 
which his pets had put their moral deformities. What ml\ttered it to 
me that those mOlal deformities were as pleasing to l1im as Hagne's weD 
was to Balbmus P 

" Bluc praevertamnrf amatorem quOd nmicae 
Turpia decipiunt caecum vitia, aut otiam ipsa haec 

Delectant; velutl Balbinum polypus Hngnae." 
BRIT AN N J('lT& 

Junr (1 1888. 

.. 
SIR JOHN KAYE'S Ti.STIMONY. 

TO THL. EDITO~ 0) 'rHE EN'OLISH1IU.N. 

Sm,-W t! ha~e beeu accused of ma.hgning and Vltupl'rating the nit· 
ilves of Indll\ in ihe I)OUTse of this controvel'sy. The fact IS that we have 
been compellod to state the truth about tht'l1l, in self-defence. In suppod 
of wha.t 1 have said, I have q.uoted the words of Sir Frederic Ha.lhday, 
Mr. Trevelya.n and others. But I venture to say that my utterances 
have btll'n mild lU comparison With the following statement of Slr John 
Kaye in his Il!.8tory of the AdmlrnStrahon of the East [/tdla OQmpany. 

" It may bc tha.t a conquered people are always, more or less, a false 
pt'ople-that it is not In the nature of men to be truthful vnth the yoke 
on their neeks. But the form of GO~Elrnxnent observed and the character 
of the religion professed by the conquerors mm!t always regulate the 
degree to whICh pl'htloal prostration IS accompanied by moral debase­
n16nt. Falsehood is the child of fear. And who can estimate the 
tremendous amount of falsehood against which the English legislator 
ball now to contend P -falsehood ~hich bames the wisdom of the 
Ilnlightf'ned, and sets at nought the best efforts of the humane. The 
tltate of things which existed under the rule of the MOgI1I despots W9o& 

too surely calculated to corrupt both Muhammadans and Hindus-tc> 
perpetua.t.e among both classes the selfishness and fa.ithlessnes8 which 
years o{,milder rule &lid more ennobling exalJl.plf! have yet scareely eVeD 
'btlgun to era.dlcate. 
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W e f~und the people of India abject, degraded. false to the vAry 
core, Mussulman domination had ca.lled into full activity all the bad 
qua.lities wpich JIin.iuism has in itself a fatal tendonQY to generate. 
To t.he esoteric vices insepara.ble from such a religion were ,ddcd the 
exoteric vices born of circumstances injurious to any people, but to 
such a people fatal in the extreme. The faithlessness, if not engender­
ed, aggravated and perpetuated by MIUIBulman despotism, is now the 
gra.nd stumbling'block of British legislation. The,.e is ha.dly a.n hour 
of his official existence in which it does not present Itself in the path 
of the Christian functionary to impede his advanoe and embarrass his 
movements. It is as patent to him as the Taj.Meha.l or the Kootub 
Mina.r I and go where he will, it is sure to .tare him in the face." 

The book from whioh tho above extract is taken was published in 
1803. But will anyone be venturesome enough to assert that during 
the last thirty years, with the rebellion of 1857 intervening, the 
charaoter of the natives of India ha.s undergone a cha.nge wllich the 
prpvious 200 years of intercourse with the Bntisl~ was unable to effect P 
Will anyone be so rash as to assert tha.t, instead of belDA' "false to 
the yery core," they are now honourable an.d truthful? Will anyone 
who has had any experi~nce of native Magistrate~ and Judges llave 
the temerity to say that the state of affairs d.,scribed by Sir E'rederic 
(then Mr.) Halliday in hili evidence before the Committee of the House 
of Commons no longer exists? The passage to which I refer was 
quoted in a formor letter. It Id that In which he sta.ttlS that "owing 
to the long experience of the natives of tl~e corruptIbilIty of thdr own 
countrymen, a.nd their great want of confidenctl In them as compared 
with the confidenco they have acquu"d in the Europeans, there is not 
generally In the minds of th!' natives such a complete r!'hanco upon 
the imparLiality and incorruptibility of the Courts under natIve J udA''ls 
as could be wished." The dlstru.t of natIve Courtt! by nativps here 
alluded to is justIfied by the fact that most of thl' na.tive Magi •. 
tratos and Judges manage by some pecuh.u method of finance, a. 
knowledge of which would be invaluable to the E'inll.nce Minister, 
to save in abont ten years four or five times &s much 113 their salary 
has amounted to during that period. But we are told that the nature 
of those natives who have ol,ained admission to the Covenanted 
CiVlI Sen ice has changed so entirely that they have become" more 
EnglIsh in thonght and feeling than EnglIshmen." Dul Dr. Hunter 
mean, when he uttered those words, t< a.s.ert that those natives had 
become more hon<,urable and wore truthful than hi.lself and Lord 
Ripon P If he 1id not mean that, I confess that I am utterly a~a IOB8 to 
know what he (Ii<i mean. "1\ is all irony of fate" a6 tho male Malaprop 
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of the meeting of Bomba., na.tivee sa.id tha.t when Dr. Hunte! had IUP­

ported a. bad CAuse by suoh a statt.mell.t, hI' was fla.tly oontradioted by 
the untruthful a.nd dishonourable COlonuct of ~ of those whom he 
described as " more English in tho.lght and fetoling tfian Englishmen." 
I allude ~ Surendronath Banerjee, onto of Lord Ripon's "piok and 
cream," a.nd hiB disgraceful and mendacious attack upon Mr. Justioe 
Norris. That fact alone ought to convince every man of sense and 
discernment that a three years' cramming in London for the Indian 
Civil Service Examination is utterly unable so to change the nature 
of a na.tive of India as to make him tbe equal of a Briton in honour 
and truthfulneas. That it makes him more skilful in his plausibility, 
I admit. The proof of that lies in the fact <Yf a clever man like Dr. 
Hunter having been so takeri in by it that hc styled these men" more 
English in thought and feeling than Englishmen." The succes~ful 
deception pra.ctised upon Dr. Hnntor proves how truly Sir John Kaye 
described the natives whcn he wrote. "Who can estimate the tremen­
dous amount of falsehood against which lhe English legislator 11M 

now to contend ?-falsllhood which bama. the w;~dom of the enlightened, 
and sets at nought the best etIorts of th(' humant." 

Has education, it may be asked, had no effect? I reply with 
another question. Did education ever eradicate a natural propensity 
to fa.lsehood in the person eJ.ucated P The llorgias were well educated. 
DId their education ma.ke them less false ILnd treacherous? The 
style in which the notorious "cookod telegram" was compiled proves 
that the author i8 w,>ll edu\.ate~. lie, too, probably underwent the 

same amount of cramming as Lord Ripon's "pi()k and cream." Did 
his education and crammlDg diminish his natural proneness to false­
hood and tNachcry. The fact of his having compiled "the cooked 
telegralu" proves that it did not. How absurd thorefore it is 
toP allege that education in Indian schools and colleges, supplement­
ed by two or throe years of cramming in London for the In­
dian Civil Service ExamlDatlOn, can so alter thIJ nature of natives of 
India as to eradicate t,he falsehood to the very core, and the other bad 

qualities which Hinduism has in itsl'lf a fatal tpndency to generato, 
and which have been engraincd in their very nature by having been 
called inLo full activity by centurics\ff Mussuhnan despotism! Aut! 
yet it is to men like these that the Government of India seeb to en­
trust the honour and liberty of British men and women by altering the 
law, which has hitherto workl'd without injury to anyone, so as to give 
nati\L~B of Indiatosteeped, as Sir John Kaye say.; and Surendronath 
BanerjC(ll proves, to thc very core in falsehood, criminal jurisdiction 

over us, our wivc! and daughters! III attempting to do this the present 



( 141 ) 

Goverumen~ of India utterly disregards the following warning of 
Sir John Kaye, one of the ablest writers on Indian affairs: .. Who 

can estimate the trelDfndous amount of falsehood against .vhich the 
l!:l1l(lilih leg~lato/has now to contend ?-falsehood which balll.es the 
wisdom of the eulight,ened and seta at nought the best etrolts of the 
humane." Is it possible tl,at the Government of India is rash enough 
to imagine its wisdom so transcendental t.hat it cannot be balll.\ld? If 
that be the case, I would advise it to remember thp following proverb: 
.. Quem Deus vult perdere, prius <lementat." 

Allow me also to remind the Government of India that Sir John 
Kaye also sa1s: "When the difference between the waster and servant 
is slight, the latter is little able to undeltstand why the relationship 
should exist, and little wllling to suff~r ita continued exiatunoe . He 
does not recognise eitber the pbysical or the moral superiority which 
should place one in subjection to the other. And therefore he is 
restless under the yoke and endeavourb to cast it off. Hut when 
the master comes from a distance-from somp, far-oft' fabulous 
country-when he speaks another language, has" another eomplcxion, 
wears anotber dress, aud comes with all tho environments of wealth 
and wisdom, and physical power, great aliko in activity and endu­
rance-the servant recognises the n\lcessity of Bubmission; hia 
self-love is less woundod, he is more patient under the yoke." Let 
the Government of India then ponder well these words of wisdom, and 
refrain from ita suicidal policy of Ics.ening the difference oetw{'en tho 
l!riton and the native. Above all, let it ef!chcw the policy of subjecting 
the Jjrlti~h to th" criminal jurisdiction of native Magistrates, especially 
those of the Bengali race, the race nlost despi~ed in India, lest by 
so doing it should teach the warliko races to douLt why they should 
remain in subjection to those who are in subjection to the dcsprijed 
Hengali, and lest thoso warhke racos should cease to recognise eiLher 
th" physical or the 1D0rai superiority which should place them in 
subjection to the Briti.h, and should therefol'u be restless under the 

Yol>e and endcavour to cast it off. 
BRITANNIC US. 

June 14, 1883. 

THE BOMBAY GAZETTE AND MR. W. WORDSWORTH ON THE 
CIUMINAL AM}I;?olDMENT BILL. 

TO THE EDITOR OF TilE ENOLISlIMAl 

SIR,-In a. late issue of the Bombay Gazette tht' Editor, forg('tfui of 
the Fren':h prov('rh 'JUt s'cxr~se S'aCC1I8C, excuses himself for haVing 
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supported the obnoxious Bill loy saying," Bad Mr. Branson, pritannic\1s 
and the rest of them left the measu1'e within the pale o_f reasonable. 
discussion, we should not, in all rrob"bility, ~.e 0ppolied it." On 
reading this I was about to propose to Mr. Branson, \nd thoSe whom 
the Edito'. above referred to, vaguely calls the "rest of tte~," that 
we should all repent in sackcloth and ashes for having lost t~ the cause 
so able an advocate, when it suddenly struck me, that, even it it were 
true, which I deny, that we had taken the measure beyond the pale of 
reasonable discussion there was nothing to prevent the Editllr from 
bringing it back within that pale in his own paper. His eXCUSQ, then, 
for supporting the Bill against bis convictiona is untenable and abo 
surd. It reminds one of theJittle sneak at scbool, who excused himself 
to tbetLaster for baving joined others in robbing an orchard by saying, 
« Please, Sir, I would not havf> done it if the other naughty boys had 
not led me astray." The fact is, the Editor finds himself left out in 
the cold, and, instead of blaming himself for bis folly in supporting the, 
in every scnse, insupportable Bill, he tries to throw th~ blame on those 
who neither IDfluUlccJ nor cared to influence his acts. 

If, however, the Editor means that the arg,lmcnts used by Mr. 
Branson, myellf, and the "rest of tht'Ill," were so exhaustive, 'that 
nothing was left for bim to say against the I.lill, I thank him for the 
compliment he has paid us, though I am still unable to understand how 
that ean be a good reason for his writing in favour of the Bill in oppo. 
i>ition to his convictions. 

The attack, hOWEver, wtiich the Editor of the Bombay Gazette 

makes upon Mr. Branson, myself, and" tho rest of them," coml'S With 
a very bad grace from hIm; for, in another issue of his paper, he hiUl­
self takes the meabure as much out of tile pale of reasonable di~cussion 

as, he says, w(' have donf', by stiglnatiainJ.'( it as a "trumpery affair 
unworthy the notice of a statesman." 

That the Bill is an uustatesman-like mp&Sure is the opinion of most 
" men of light and leading," but whether or not it is a "trumpery 
affair" depends upon circumstances. If the" objects and reWloDs" pub. 
lished by the Government are the true objects and tt>asons, it is so. But 
if the Government have othllr obJects and reasons, not disclosed by 
thein, a knowledge of thpm is neccsBa~' to enable us to judge whcth(., 
the Bill is a trumpery affair or not. The opinion of the .Bl'iti~h In 

India is that the Government have undisclosed objects and reasons, 
whkh are so dangerous to the stability of the British Empire 
in Inc*a, that thq,y takc the Bill out of tlle cl\tegory of trumpery 
affairs. I\! is for thllt reason that it bas b('on so strcnuvllsly op. 
pos(·d. 
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!dr. W. Wordsworth, of the Bombay Educational Department, Is 
~urprised at the above·mentioned opinion of the Editor of the BlYllwa1/ 
Gazette. Be, therefore, writes to him in a letter, publisbed in the issue 
of that paper 0Dt thet12th instant, as follows: H If this" (administra­
tive convenience) H was the only ground for the change, ~t would be 
difficult to acqUIt thA Indian Government of great inadvertence." 
This mild euphemism does not seem very applicable to the case, unless 
Mr. Wordsworth means that it was very cll.relt'ss on the part of tho 
Government to omit to state in their "Objects lind Rt'asons" that 
"administrative convenience" was their only reason for proposing tho 
measure. "But," continues Mr. Words\Voxth. "we ffi&Y I\Ssume that. 
they had in view some considerations of a wider nature, to which it 
was not incumbent on them to refer 1lI0rc cxphcltly." Poor Lord 
Ripon! Even hIS npologi~ts, in trymg to pull hllll out of the" slough 
of <'cspond," PQ~h hIm further Into It. Nl'lthcr Mr ilr"nson, Dor J. 
nor" the r~Rt of them," have siud nnythmg WUfbe of IllS Uovernmont 
than that. Lord RIpon and the mcmbl'rs of Ill" Oovornm(nt professed, 
In the debate m the Legislative CounCIl on th!' .pth J:\brdl last, to tako 
the puhhc mto thplr confid"nce With rLsppct to the scope and design 
of t.he BIll. On that occasIOn Lord RIpon said "If the vl.hetQ"nce 
of fl)oling is due in any dl'preo to a mlbappreht'nt;IOn as to the scopo 
of the Bill or thl' couree wInch Gevernment mt~nded to pursue In 
rt'gard to It, or to fear t}·at we have ulterior deSigns, whICh we nl/ver 
bad, then It IS pOSSible that this diSCUSSIon may have done good." And 
iurther 011 he adds, "I do not thlDk I hale anythmg more to add now 
by wa.y of explanatIOn of the views of Government." In attempting 
to defend Lord Ripon'~ policy, Mr. Wordsworth, without mtending to 
do so, flatly contradICts these expliCit btatements, by saymg. "We 
may assume tha€ thoy" (the Government) H had m vIew svme- cons;der­
atlOns of a WIder natnre" than these wlllch Lord Ripon admitted, 
.. to which it was not mcumbcnt on them to refer morc explJdtly," that 
is to say, he charges Lord Ripon and the members of his Council with 
gro~sly -lccelving the pubhc by withholdmg from them" some consider­
ations of a WIder" and, therefore, of a far more impol tant .. nature" 
than those which they disclosed whilst pretending to take the publio 
into their confidpnce I there~re rpcommend to M,. Wordswortn's 
serious attention the following I.nes of Horace ' 

"Principibus placlllB8e viri8, non Illtima 111.118 est, 
Non cui vis homini contw!;!'it adlre Corinth!1m." 

In treating the question economically :ltIr. Wordsworth. il one 
"Ihort sentence utu-rs two fallacies. lle says; "Th: cost jf foreIgn 

agency is one "hi( h no nation Cildl or will endu ro, when It can a1Iord 
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to dispense with it." In this sentence he asSUlllcs that th~ natives of 
India are one nation, and that the Britiilh people are foreigners in this 
country. I submit that I have clearly proved,~iD n.y letter of the 
12th March last, that India is pl'oplEid by "a heter~eneouB mass of 
disjointea. members incapable of union into one homogeneous whole," 
and, therl'fore, it 1S a faUacy to digaify the natives with the name of a 
nation. I shall not, therefore, go over that ground again, even though 
it has suited Mr. Wordsworth's purpose to ignore that proof. 

I join issue with him, however, upon the question, whether the 
British people are foreigners in India. I maintain that the people, to 
whom the land of a country belongs, are not foreigners in that country. 
TIle owners of land are those to whom the rent for that land is paid. 
~~~~~~~~~~~fu~~~~~ 
fore the land of India bolongs to them, and consequently the British 
people are not foreigners in India. Agam, India belonged f.rat to the 
Aryan and afterwardb to the Muhammadans by conquest. It now 
belongs to the British hy concl'H'st. If, then, the British conquerors 
arc foreigners, the Aryfm and :Muhalllmad,\n cOI1querors must alsv be 
foreigners. In that case the only Dlltlves of India are the abori!;(inlls. 
For the same reason all the familIes in England with Saxon ot' Norlllan 
blood in thorn are foreigners, and the only natives are the pure. 
descendants of the ancient Britons. Is Mr. Word. worth prepared to 
accppt that doctrine P 1£ not, why dops he call the Brit1sh foreigners 
in India? When the British first came to India, they were only 
traders and <lid not pO.Bess th .. land, consequently they were forei);u­
er~ then, but thpy are no longer foreigners in such pR.rts of the 
country as they hR.Vl' obtamed by Con(lllest or cession. In the same 
way, before IB70 such Germans as went to AIsaee or Lorraine to trade 
were foreigners in thoso provmces, but now that the Germans have 
obtained pObsesslOn of tllOse prOVlIlces by conquest they are no lonl<'er 
foreigners there. Why, then, does Mr. Wordsworth call the BrItish 
people forpigners in India. For no reason that 1 can understand, but 
that it suits his argument. But th" fact of its ~uiting his argument 
does not make his assertlOn true. Since, then, his argument is 
founded upon two fallacies, it is wo:thless, and the conclusions he 
arrives at are erroneous. \) 

To parody Mr. Wordsworth's own words, it would be as llDrell.liOn. 
able to be surprised at his error as to condemn it tl)O harshly. It is 
to the interest of the educated anli half-educated natives to maintain 
tbe falJacy that tfe British people are foreigners, in order that they 
may be ext luded from office in India. Mr. Wordsworth's avocations 
brlDg him constantly into oontact WIth educated and half-educated 
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Il&tif&s. Probably, being the deeoendant of a poet, he i8 rather 
imt$resaiOt1&ole. The a&tives with whom he has oome ill. contact, with 
their usual astutenesa, have taken advaDtage of that fact to impreBl 
him with the faJ4!.cy'!hat the British people are foreigner8 in India­
Bine iaUu acrillu,~. For this reason, though it was necessary to point 
out his error, I have no ... iah to condemn it too harshly. 

There is another fallacy in Mr. WOl'dsworth's lettel' which deserves 
special notice. He says, with ref~rence to the ohnoxious Bill: «The 
islue has, first of all, this actual importance, that it will be largely 
decisive of the extent to which educated natives may expect employ­
ment and pl'omotion in Government service in their own country!' 
This statement contains a double fallacy. It treats India as if it 
belonged to the natives and not to the- British. It also treats the 
na.tive inha.bitants of India 8.i! one nation or people, instead of wha.t 
theY.l.re, a number of peoples dlstlllct from one another. :Now, the 
faot is that a Bengali is as much a foreigller in the Panjab as all. 

Englishman is in Germany. There is, in fact, fa.r more difference 
between the Bengali race and the Sikh race than •. there ia between the 
English and German races. The Bengali and Sikh languages dJil'er. 
too, &8 much as, if not more than, English and German. The ~ame 
is the case with the other peoples of India. They are as much 
foreigners in each other's parts of the Peninsula as the Bengali is in 
the Panjab. It is, then, as absurd to call the Panjab a Bengali's own 
country as it would be to call Prussia an Englishman'S own country. 
But. perhaps, Mr. Wordsworth intended hi~ words to be understood in 
a. luore rl!lJtricted senso. If so, and he meant to ea.ll Benga.l, for 
instance. the BengalI's own country, I join issue with him again. 'rhe 
Beugalis are the inhabitants of that part ot Lho Peninsula called 
Bengal, but since the Muhammadan conquest it has never belonged to 
the Bengalis. It first belonged to the Muhammadan con'1ucrors, under 
whom the Bengalis were no better than helots. It now belongs to the 
British. Therefore. with reference to right to cmployment in the 
service cf the British Government, it is a. political fl111acy to call it the 
B,.eJlgali's own country. The same argument applIes to eVl'ry other 
people of this Peninsula of many peoples. Mr. 'Wordsworth's premiseR. 
then, being false, the conclusion w~ich he draws from them is necessa­
rilyerroneous. 

In the course of hit argument Mr. Wordsworth goes out of his 
way to sneer at Lord Lytton. He saYt>· H Perhaps had he" (Lord 
L,tt.on) Of remained in this country, • the irony of fa~e' might ~ve 
forced him to abolish altogether the Edueational Budget ... til differ 
from him. Recent events mirht have convinced Lord Lytton that it 



( 146 ) 

11'&1 a political blunder to expend the funda allotted to the Educational 
Department upon high eduea*ion in collerel and universitie., ."herft 
erroneous politioal ideas are instUlecJ into the minos of the Itudents 
l>,. those who have onl,. a smatterillg of political:; kn~wledge, whereb,. 
those stni\ents are made ridiculoUII agitators instead of useful members 
of soclet,., Lord Lytton would, perhaps, haTe seen thi' ill·etlect 01 
highly educating a half·ei1'ilised raee, and he wonld, ~robably, bave 
devoted the funds, now applied to create sedition, to their legitimate 
use, the instruction of the masses in tbe English lanltuage in village 
Ichools, with the ultImate object of making English the l"nguage 01 
all the Mufa.sal Courts, and of thereby preventing the l,08sibility of 
the continu1t.nce of malprll.ctices, whICh are a blot upon the administra­
tion of justice, and greatly iLjurious to the people, 

The most surprising part of Mr. Wordsworth's letter is the inaB!!' 
sneer in which he indulges at the Briton's .. priue of race." With 
reference to the opposition to the I)bnoxi('us BIn he say~: "Tht' prin. 
cipal fa.~,tor wa.s, perhaps, tha.t 'pride of ra.ce' to whose rath<lr ridi'!ulou8 
manlf~nt~tLOn in the C!!,lcutta Town Hall I desire to make no further 
reference." Even a native, the Hon'vle liristo Dass Pal, could have 
taught him better than tha.t, for in 1m spceeh in the Lpgisll\tive 
Council, on the nth March last, be eaid "Pride of race, I use tM 
phrase in no oiIpnsive sense, is a cOlUmendable feeling." Mr. Word,," 
worUl being a Professor IS, doubtleqs. acquainted with history. Let 
me ask him what vut " pride of race" has luade every nation great 
that has been great? What , but "pride of race" enabled Leonidas 
and his small but /?allant band of Spartans to defend the P&3!J of 
Tbermopyl.u against the immense army ot Xerxes for several days? 
What but" pride of race" enabled the small army of the Athenians to 
defeat the innumerable hordes of Xl!rxes at Ma.rathon, and the small 
fleet of the Grcpke to conquer the illlmense fleet of 'lerxea at 
Salamis? What hut "pride of race" enabled Alexandpr the Great 
with 30,VOQ foot and 5,()()() horse to defeat Darius' army of 500,000 men 
at lssus, and afterward to penetrate into India ~ What but "pride 
of race" made anrient Rome sO great and powerful &A she was? What 
but" pride of race" has made F'rance and Germany grea.t nation~ P 
And what but" pride of ra.cc" ha.s m. 1e Grea.t Britain so grea.t as she 
is, a.nd ~nablcd her to conqUl'r and rc<.onl}uer India, each time WIth a 
hBndful of men? And yet it is at this all-powe'l'fnl <r pride of race" 
thll.t Mr. Wordsworth inanely sneers! HI-', forsooth, would have" pride 
of race" abohshed. Let him go and preach that doctrine in Afghanis­
tan, whero he wUl find an abundance of "pride ()t race." But. no, hI' 
J'refers tho safer pla.tform of Bombay, where he will have \he grea. ... y 
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appmuse 01 his ail miring nat.ive pupils and liheir oily lat.bers for pl'O­
posing to reduoe us to the level of those whom our" pride of raoe" has 
enabled llB.tO oonquy, and whom that whioh Lord Lawrenoe called 
.. our lIloral 811p!riority," has enabled U8 to hold in subjection. The 
patriota of the Ca.loutt ... Town RaIl, a.t whose manifestation • of "pride 
of raoe" Mr. Wordsworth so inanely sneers, will, doubtless, be inti. 
nitely oblsged to him for his kind intentionll, though they m~y tlUestiol1 
his ability to pose either as 8. patriot or a politician. I, therefore, 
recommend to his attention the following lines of JIorace:-

.. Optat ephippia bos piger, optat arare caballus. 
Quam edt, uterque libens, oonsebo, exerceat artern." 

I have been much amused at the aliuse and misrepresentation to 
which I have been Bubje("t"d by native papers, and by some persoDs 
who ought to have known better. The only answer I shall give them 
all is contained in the following quotation from Horace, in which I 
have changed one word: 

.. 0 imitatorlls, servum pecus ; ut mihi risum. 
Ut mihi scepe jecum veslri movere tum~ltus. 

In conclusion, allow me to say that my detractors, in addition to 
6m~sement, have aft'orded me tb(' great gratification of feeling what 
Cicero so tersely expresiIC~ in the word8 " Hell. acu letig\." 

BRlTANNICUS. 
July 22, 1883. 

TH.I'J PIWrOSED COl\JPIWMISE. 

TO THE EDITOR OF TIlE ll.N(]T ,qHb!AN. 

SU,-From the reply given by Lord Kimberley to the riel)utatioll 
from the DleetlDg held in St. James's Hall it appears that the <.:to. 
vernment of India. intend to modify the Criminal Procedure An: end· 
menl; Bill, or, in other words, to propose a compromise. For this :Mr. 
Bright has prepared the way. At the mepting held in Willis's Room. 
on the 1st instant h'l appealed to the Dritish people to redress the 
wrongs of their forefathtlrs by placing the necks of the British in India 
under the heels of the natives. pranting, for the sake of argument, 
that there are wrongs to redres', then, upon the principle that the 
sins of the fathers sh~l be visited upon the children to the third and 
fourth generation and not upon othe.rq, Mr. Dright ought to hunt up 
the descendants of those who commit1.~d the wrongs, and procure 
their banishment to India Without office, with dilleotions th!!\; the 
obnoxious Bill shall be made applicable to them, and to ttem only. 
A.mong those to bt' 80 baaished and subjected to the jurisdiction ot 
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native Magistrates will, of oourtle, be the desCl'lndanta of. tholls lI'" 
were shareholders and directora 01 the East India. Company, and of 
those who were the civil and military servant,., of that Company, 
during the time of wrong-doing I net omitting, the editse, the decend. 
ants of Clitve, WaTren Hastings, Lord Cornwallis, Lord Mo~ington. 
and Colonel Arthur Wellesley, afterwards Duke of Wellington, who 
made himself so conspicuous by the wrongs he commit bed upon the 
mild and peaceable Mahrattas. As there may be some difficulty ill 
tracing the descendants of all the wrong-doers, the deficiency may be 
made up by banishing those -rho lately wronged the natives by insist. 
ing upon their piece-goods being admitted into India free of duty, 
whilst persisting in the retention of the duty on Indian silver ware 
exported to England. I was 'about to add, and the retention of the 
duty on Indian tea, but as that affects t< the brutal t'la-planter" only, 
who is entitled to no consideration, I refrained from dc.ing so. ' 

By means of this arrangement the Government of India will be 
enabled to save its dignity by passing the Bill in the above modified 
form; the wrongs coUlmitted by the forefathers will be redressed by 
the punishment of their descendants; the promises alleged to be made 
in the Queen's Proclamation will be fulfilled; and the nativtll! witt b~ 
enabled to wreak their vengeance upon the descendants of those who 
wronged them by treacherously substituting the tyrannical rule of the 
Briton for the mild and fatherly Government of the Muhammadan. 
All this too will be effected without the innocent being made to suffer 
for the ainA of other people's frrefathers. 

If it should happen that noble lords and Caucus-Radicals are found 
among the people proposed to be banished, their banishment to India 
and Bubje(ltion to the criminal jurisdiction of native Magistrates will 
only make the righteousness of the present godly Government of 
England shine with greater splendour. 

This arrangement, too, will doubtless carry out what Mr. Bright 
evidently intended, for he IS far too just a man to have meant that we, 
the innocent descendants of rIghteous forefathers, who never wronged 
the natives, should be made to suffer for the sins of those whose 
descendants are enjoying in England the fruits of their wrong-doing. 

My anxietl to suggest. a feasible c\-npromlse to the Government of 
India has induoed me to propose this arrangement. It would, hown'ter. 
receive Mr. BrIght's more careful attention if thc"Government of India. 
would themselves propose it to him a~ the solution of the present 
dUJic~ty. May ~ hope that they will do so ? 

BRITANNICUS • 
.August 10, 1883. 
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MR. BRIGHT ON THE BILL. 

TOlHE EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN. 

BtB,-When \"..ord Ripon said in the Legislative Council on the 9th 
March last: .. I observe that the opponents of this Bill·spea.k of 
appelloling to the House of Commons. I am the last man in the world 
to object to Buch a oourse being taken. To the decision of the House 
of Commons both parties to this controversy must how," he must, as 
an honourable man, have meant what we understood him to mean, 
namely, that our appeal should have an impartial hearing in that 
honourable House, and should be deCIded on its merits. Suoh a hearing 
is utterly incompatib19 with the matter be~ng made a party question. 
But that is what his friends, Messrs. Chamberlain and Bright, have 
lately been trying to make it, the former by pulling the wires which 
Bet his puppets, the Caucus-Radicals, in motion, and the latter by 
haranguing these puppets. I therefore submi~ that Bls Excellency is 
bound in honour to put a stop to these attempts to m~ke the matter 
So party question, and to do all in his power to procure our appeal an 
impartial hearing. 

l:f the opponents of the Hill were a body of Conservatives, anll the 
object of their appeal were to oust a Radical Viceroy. there would be 
lome reason for making their appeal a party question. But it is not 
80. The opponents of the Bill in Indio. would, if they were in England, 
be found to belong to diverse partIes in politics, in India indeed, as 
regards Indian questions, there are no sucil. parties as Tory, Whig, Con­
servative, Liuara.l. or Radical. Therefore It is not a question in India 
between Conserva.tives and Ra.dlCals. Nt'ither is their appeal an attempt 
to oust the Viceroy. On the contrary, they gIve him ihe credit of 
belng actuated by the best intentions, but the worst advice. TIteir 
contention, too, is not that the BIll is bad, because it is the outcome of 
erroneous Radical policy, but because it is the outcome of erroneous 
Indian policy. irrespective of English party politics. Further, their in­
tention in appealing is not so much to obtain a victory as to have the 
truth authoritatively confirmed. As Hallam says of Locke, no qua.lity 
more distinguishes the opponents of the Bill than their love of truth. 
These a.re of no seot or party, f"!d they have no obhque design. The 
great complaint against them is, that they have told the truth too 
plainly, and have expo:ed fall!l.cies too remorselessly. But in a search 
after truth, facts. however unpalatable, which bear upon the question 
InUit be made prominent, and fallacies which obstruct ~e road to 'ruth 
must be Iwept aWILY. For a.ll these reasons our appeal oulht not to 
ha.ve English party politics imported mto it in the House of Comm()~. 
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There is ADother thiug which, I submit. Ilis Exct.'llency the'Vioo.. 
toy is bound in honour to do. and tha.t is to vindioate the honour of tho ' i 

Coveuanted Civil Service by forthwith pub liq-ly oont~ioting Mr. 
Bright's unjustifts.ble sta.tement tv the eitect th&t t~e cu.m<)ur which 
ba.e been era.ised against the Bill is attributable to jealousy on their 
part. Noone knows better than His Lordship how silent the membera 
of that service remained until he requested them to give him their 
opinions on the Bill. Will His Excellency permit a body of gentlemen 
second to no other body in the world for intelligence, honour, and 
integrity. to be maligned with impunity by Mr. Bright, becaude, for. 
sooth, their honest opinions are adverse to tho Bill? In other words, 
will he allow Mr. Bright to <lamn his I'yes and ears ( !lide M~. Quinton's 
speech) without resenting the insult? In India we can afford to laugh 
at Mr. Bright's ridiculous calumny, but in England the audiences out. 
side the Bouse of Commons, which he is in the habit of delighting with 
his oratory. are so ignorant of Indian affiairs. and believe in him so 
implicitly. that he does incalculable mischif·f when he indulges in 
raah and unfounopd st'atements. In addition to publicly eontra.dicting 
Mr. Bright'l! unjustifia.ble remarks, I submit that His Excelle~cy is 
bound in honour to publish in extenso the opinions of the maligned 
Covena.nted Civil Sprvice on the Btll, as they themselves constitute 
B refutation of the calumny. 

A.gain. if His Excellency's words quoted at the beginning of this 
letter, were sincerely ~poken, and who can doubt it, his meaning must 
have been that both partics ~ this controversy must bow to a decision 
of the 1I0use of Commons founded upon all the facts and arguments 
of the case. But that honourable House will not have all the facts and 
arguments beforll them, unless they are put in possession of the 
opinions in cztcnso of the Covenanted Civil Service of India. It will 
not be sufficient to publIsh a collated summary of those opinions. No 
court of justice weuld allow a party to a suit to substitute such a docu­
ment for the evidence itself. and since before the Rouse of Commons 
the Government of India and ourselves a.IC in the position of litigant!. 
we have a right to ask, and we do so most respectfully, to be furnished 
with the evidence itself, and not weh a colla.ted summa.ry thereof. 
I therefore submit that Bis ExcelleIlcy is bound in honour, and iu 
justice to us. to publish those opinions in extenso" and defer proceeding 
with the Bill until we have ha.d an opportunity on laying them with 
our memorial before the House of Commons, and of obtaining their 
deciei'on thereon:.. 

In hlI speech in WIllis's Rooms, on the 1st instant, :Mr. Bright 
whether honestly or not is best known to himself, entirely misstated 
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;u question. The Qu.een's Pl'oolamation did not and coula no; oom­
!Dud legislation ill the direction proposed by the Bill, and the contro­
reny is not whether ~y wrongs were done to the natiTes by our, or 
~tbel'.people'8 f0'ffatilers, and, if any, how they ought to be redl'e88eci, 
but whether our goods, our liberty, and our lives are to rema~n our own 
Clr to be delivered up to the enemy by means of the obnoxious Bill. I 
say nothing about the honour of our wives and daughters, because it 
goes witbout saying that their honour will never be assailed with im­
punity 80 long as a drop of blood remains in our veins. 

I should be sorry to use unparliamentary language towards so great 
an orator as Mr. Bright, but I cannot help remarking that his utter­
an ells of late prove that. in opposition to the tenets of the Society of 
Friends, to which he belongs, he occasion.Iy deviates from the strait 
path and narrow way of ac<,uracy, and indulges in erratic excursions 
ink the flowery fields of fiction. During those rambles he is apt to 
confuscl fancies with facts. His confusion of fancies with facts, in 
asserting lateiy that the Conservative membcI"~ of Parliament bad been 
aiding and abetting Irish rebels, migl.t have see~ed a cot11'ageous act, 
on the ground that he knew tiwy could ddend themselves in the House, 
weI''' it not for the fact thil.t he also knew that he would be proweted 
from puni~hlllent by a majority of Caucus·Radical votes. But thia 
calumUlous attack upon the Covenanted Civil berne(: vf India is devoid 
of even that spmblance ot courage. 

A disinterested foreigner must have been excerdingly amused at 
the way in which the heads of this hydra-headed Bill have been smash­
ed by th~ Herculean club of Truth. 'l'h~ first head was described by 
the Government through the mouth of Mr. Ilhert in the following 
words: "The only object which we have in view is to provide for the 
impartial and effectual administration of justice. It IS Ly this test that 
we desire our proposal A to be tried." That challenge was accepted. 
The Bill was tried by the test proposed, and it was found that not 
only was justice _bt'ing impartIally and effectually administered 
without th~ Hill, but also that justice would not be impartially 
and effectually administered with it, so that head was smashed. 
The .. only object" of the Government having been prove~ to be 
effected without the Bill, the.llogical sequence would have been 
ita withdrawal, so that the Bill would have given up the ghost. 
But no; like its prototyl>", the Lernooan Hydra, it put forth 
two heads in the place of that which had been destroyed. They were 
styled tbe .. anomaly" and the" admin;"trative inconvenience" heads. 
'I'he" anomaly II h,Jad was dem<>liahed as soon as it \.rose •• 'rbl" ad. 
ministrative inconv('nieDce .. head was nl!.lvely but ruthle881y broken by 
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il;s orneI foster father, Mr. Gibbs, and the coup de gt'GU was 
gi veil to it by the Lieutell&llt-Gov~rnor of Bengal. Then up sprang the 
"stigma to natives" head, whioh was destroyed by. you, and 
10 forth. Whilst the right was g:>ing on, tbl' siplUe was, .. mad 
on by the appearanoe on the Boene of the gigantio crab, in the shape of 
Mr. John'Bright, with the intention of crippling the opponeotJ of the 
many-headed monster with the Quee.'s Proclamation. But the faith."': 
ful IoIaus, in the shape of the Bengal Chamber of Commerce, came 
to the rescue and paralysed the claws of the crab by calmly, clearly, 
and for('ibly proving in its Memorial that the Queell's Proclamation 
did Ilot alld could not bear upon the question. Lastly, the «over. 
whelminJi consensus of official opinion" head was demolished by its 
being shown that that overlfhelming consensus, instead of being in 
favour of the Bill, was against it. The only head that now remains 
is the immortal one, styled the "sic volo sic jupeo of Lord Rip.n." 
Let us hope that the simile will soon be rendered perfect, and the 
many-headed monster be utterly destroyed by that immortal head 
being buried under the, buge rock, styled" the House of Commons." 

The disinterested foreigner will also have observed that every 
effort has been made to throw discredit upon the opponents of the Bill, 
all if they who did so illogically imagined that the principle of a Bill 
could be rendered good or bad according as its opponents were peasants 
or princes. The opponents were first contemptuously described as only 
a lot of planters, and then as only the non-official Europeans, and after. 
wards aa only a knot of C'alcutta lawyer~, none of whom had any right 
to have their proLcstR attended to. At the same time the Government 
boasted that on the side of the Bill was arrayed an overwhelming con­
sensus of official opinion. 'I'he Gov'lrnment had not then consulted its 
eyes and ears, as Mr. Quinton calls the District Offic('rs. When the 
Government had consulted them, it found that the overwhelming con· 
se-nsue of official opinion was not for the Bill, but agaiust it. Then an 
attempt was made bi Lord ltipon'R friend and supporter, Mr. Bright, 
to dis('redit the Co~rnanted Civil Service, who ha.d honestI..v reported 
against the Bill, by alleging that they were actuated by jf'alouBY, and 
conBequ~ntly not by truth, in doing BO. Nevertheless the fact remains, 
that according to the admission "r Government, the planters, 
the Calcutta lawyers, the Indian b;r, and the rest of the uon. 
offioial community. u.s well as IJ.I1 overwhelming mlt;ority of the District 
Officers, who are the eyes and ears of Government, are opposed to the 
Bnt. It has been suggested that the Government would withdraw the 
BiB if'the:t were t\ot afraid to do so. I declino to believe it. No 
British Government of India has ever acted or desisted from acting 
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through fea~, and I trust no British Government ever will do 80. It 
we ever have sllch a Government, the sooner the members of it retire to 
the security of England the better, in order to make room for British 
men to come·and r\J.le India in their place. That the Bill still lives call 

only be attributt:d to the fact that Lord Ripon does not believl1his eyes 
l!-nd ears. Let us hope thaL hI! will Boon Bee the necessity for believing 
them, so that he may be able to answer honestly to his name when he is 
called" wise and good," and may not share the iote of the man referred 
to by Horace in the followin~ lines:-

U Quum pateris sapiens emendatusque vocari, 
Respondesne tuo, die sodes, nomine? Nempe 
Vir bonus ac prudens dlci delector C$O, actu. 
Qui dodit hoc hodi'" cras, si volet, auferet: ut si 
Detulerit fasces mdigllo, dctrahet idem. 
Ponl', meum eat, inquit: pon\), tristisquo recedo." 

HRrr ANNICUS. 
August Hi, 1883. 

nOKOUR DISCARDED. 

TO TIIE EDITOR OF THE lllNGLISIIMAN. 

SIR,-MontesqUleu ~aYB:-" As virtue is nocessary in a republic, 
and in a monarchy honour, so fear is neceRsary in a despotic Govern. 
ment ; with regard to virtue, there is no occasion for it. and honour 
would be extremely dangerous." Now sinc.e you arc well aware that 
the Government of India is a Jespotic Government, are you not rather 
unreasonable in exp('cting it to allow its actions to be guided by a 
principle so dangerous to itself as honour. 

If you will only reflect a little, you will see that in the matter Qf 
the Ilbert Blll the Government of India has acted strictly in accord· 
anc~ with the rule laid down by MonteS(luieu. It has discarded honour 
in the following instances :-

I.-In pretending that it had introduced the Bill in compliance with 
a 8ugg~stion from thc 110vernment of Bengal, in order to avoid consult. 
ing that Government, which it knew to be hostile to the mea.sur~. 

1I.-In consulting the other L,Jcal Governments upon the advisa­
bility of giving only native Covenanted Civilians who may become 
District Magistrates o~ Sessiol'll Judges criminal jurisdiction over 
European Brltish subjects, and on ree.,;ving their replIes, incorrectly 
stating that all the Local Governments, e~eept Coorg, ~pr"ved ole the 
Bill. which is very different from the restricted measure upca which 
they were aaked to e:r:presil their opil.lioD.B. 
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I1I.-ln incorrectly inclMiJlll 'BeDgal among the Local Government, 
whioh had approved of the Bill, tbollgh It had not been oonllUlted, 61ul 
1'1'811 Ron to be hostile to it. 

IV.-In submitting the opinions of the Lo9al poverilments ap­
proving at. the said restricted me8llure to Lord Hartington, the then 
Secreta.ry of sta.te for India, and, on his approving thereof, intro­
ducing the present very different and far more extended measure, and 
incorrectly stating that he had approved thereof, well knowing that it 
was the restricted measure only of which he had approved. 

V.-In incorrectly stating throulth its moutbplece, Mr. James 
Gibbs, that adallnistrative convenIence required tbe Bill on account of 
large railway works commenced at Karwar, well knowing that no such 
railway works had been com:nenced at that place. 

VI.-In declaring in its" Objects and Reasone" that -:;he obJect. of 
the Hill is to remove from the Code, at once and completely, evpry 
judicial disqualification whiob is based merely on race distinctions, and, 
in order to secure the vote of H. E. tbe Commander-in-Chief crea.ting a 
judicial disqualificatiOll based on race distinctjons by declaring natives 
of India disqualified from holding the office of Cantonment Magistrate. 

VII.-In stating by its mouthpiece, Mr. Ilbert, that the' ('nly 
object it had in view was to provide for tbe impartial and effectual 
administration of justice. and tbat it was by that test it desired Its 
proposals to be tried, and wben they had been hied by that test and 
found wanting, ignoring the trial of its proposab by the test rropcsed 
by itself. r 

VIII.-In sending through Rf'nter as an orumary message, for tbe 
information of the press in England, the notorIOusly incorreet and 
cooked telegram, whereby it knew tIl at the Dritibh peopl" at home 
would be misled into bAlievin~ that tbere was no rel11 opposition to the 
Bill, well knowing tbat the oppoeltion to it was unlVelsal among the 
nov.-official British populaUon of India. 

lX.-In bO'lsting that there was an oV(>Iwbelining consensus of 
official opinion in favour of the BIll, the result of consulting the Dis­
trict Officers proving that the overwhelmlUg ('on sensus of offioial 
opinif.n was opposed to the Bill, and not in fu.vour of it. 

t X.-In inoorreotly stating in J'larliament, by tbe mouth of tord 
Hartington, that tbe opposition to the Bill WM caused by the jea1llusy 
of Europeans of tbe introduction of nativAs into State employment, 

'>01' in allowing that allegation to remain unoontradicted, well knowing 
that;.there is noofoundation for sucb a sta.tement. 

XI.r-In incorreotly stating in Parliament, by the mouth of Mr. 
Cross, the Under.Seoreta.ry of State for India, that the summed.up 
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repUee ftC6i"ed. from the J4adru and Bombay Presidencies, and the 
Panjab, Noith-we&t and Central Provi1l£ea, ar~ against the withdrawal 
of the Bill, or in allowlug that statement to be 80 made without 
oontradicting it i1 P.liament, well knowing that it W&II inoorrect. 

Under thOle oiroumstances, I think you will agree with me in 
holding that the oondullt of the Gonrnment of India 111 the matter of 
the lIbert Bill is ~efenBible, on the groulld that, being a despotio Gov­
ernment, it has no virtue, because it has no Moasion for it, and it has 

_ discarded honour, because it would be extremtlly dangerous to 
pOBIIess it. 

BRIT ANNICUS. 
September 14, 1683. 

StJl'PRJI;SSIO VERI. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLISHMAN. 

Sm,-The Government of India. in pubhslling tho opinions on the 
Ilbl.'rt Bill, ha.s thought fit to publish in contlexion with them only 
Memorials in favour of the Dill, especulolly the disingenuous ,Mpmorial of 
the batives of the city of Bombay, and to suppress the Memorials 
against it. Allow me, thorefore,' to suggest the advisability of our 
counteraoting thiS suppression of the truth by publishing the Memorials 
against the HIlI, as a.n appendiX to your a.dvertlsed pamphlet, or, if this 
suggestion comes too late, as a supplementary pampbltlt. If you 
approve of thiS suggestion, allow me f~rther to suggest that, if you 
approve of the answer to the Memonal of the natives of tho city at 
Bombay, contamed in my letters, pul>hshed in your paper on let June 
last and several subsequent days, It may be !til well to publish that 
antidote to the poison, contained III the said disingenuous Memorial, in 
the appendiX, or In the supplementary pamphlel above suggested. 

BH.I'l' ANNICUS. 
September 16, 1883. 

DISTINCTIONS OF RACE doND THE ILBERT BILL. 

TO THE EDITOR 'F THE ENGLISHMAN. 't 
. SIR,-Some time ago a native correspondent of yours olfered us the 

assistanoe of the nat~es to bring about the withdrawal of the Ilbert 
Bill, but he clogged his olIer With a condition which ;0 EnglIShman 
(lould accept. That oondltion was that we should relinquiah our .claim 
to pbysical And moral superiority 1\8 Britol1i and c8nquerws, which 
Lord Lawrence, who th()1'oughly understood the native" doc Jared UII 
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to possess. Tlte reason wby the British people cannot accep~ that cot(­
dition is that wIth their physical aDd mora.llluperiority, their supremA­
cy in India must also depart from them. 

Such a proposal from an Indian Aryan is moretpr~osterous than it 
would be nom any other race whom the British have subdu~d, because 
t.he former have, during thQ last four thousand years pertinaciously re; 
tained and insisted upon their claim to ascendancy, as Aryans and 
conq.uerors, over the aborigines of India. 

When the Aryans first settled in the Pan jab, caste was unknown 
!l.mong them, as Dr. Hunter correctly informs us in his Brief Hi.tory of 
the I.,..dittn PeO;l>te. It was £01' the llu1'pooe of keeping themselves distinct. 

from the aboriginal races of Jndia, and of perpetuati~g their claIm to 
asceJldancyas conquerors over them, that the Aryans formed themselves 
into castes. The Aryan castes thus formed were three, and three 
only,-the Brahman, the Kshattriya, and the Vaisya, They styled them­
selves" twice born," and wore the" sacred thread," the distinguishing 
mark of caste. The Brahmans represented tnc wisdom of Brahmtl, 
the Omniscient, inasmuch as they were the depositaries of the science 
and knowledge of the nation; the Kshattriyat reprensented the proteo .. 
tion of Vishnu the l'reserver, inasmuch as it wa& their duty to protect 
the Jlation from the attacks of its enemies; aud tho Vaisyas represent­
ed the destruction and reproduct'on of Siva the Destroyer and ReprQ­
ducer, inasmuch as it was their duty to destroy the seed by sowing it 
in the earth, in order that It might be reproduced fifty or a hundred fold 
at harvest time. Hence it wiJl be seen that there was no room for any 
lAore true castes. . 

With all due deference to Dr. Hunter, I submit, that he errs in 
assigning tv the 5udras the dignity of caste. Indeed, his own descrip­
tion of them clea.rly proves that they were carefully and designedly 
placed beyond the pale of caste. The Aryans styled all the Indian 
races Dasyus, or e:lemles, before they conquered them, and Sudras 
Dasas, or sl!l.ves, after thoy conquered them. H The Sudras," 
says Dr. Hunter, "were the slave bands of black descent of the 
Veda. They were distinguished from their' twice-born' Aryan 

• conquerors, as being only once·born, and by many contemptuous 
epithets, They were not allow'ld to iJe present at the great nationllol 
sacrifices, or at the feasts wl::.ich followed them. They could n'lVer.~l&e 
out of their sorvile condition, and to them was -assigned the severest 
toil in th~ fields, and all thc had and dirty work of the village 
comlllunity." A,.1'1d h" might have added, their toul'h was pollution to 
the ., twi~·born" Aryans, Again, Raja Shiva Plusad said in h\8 able 
speech in the Legislative Coun01l on the 9th Maroh last: H I cannot 
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conceal 'rom your Excellency that the Indian branch of the Aryan 
l'a<le has beeu the most intolerant towarda their conquered, and had 
no distinction between a conquered and a slave. Up to this time the 
Budras, the remna'lts <If tbe oonquered aborigines, who form the mass 
of the population~are l~oked down upon by the milita.ryand the then • ruling olass of Ksbattriyaa. and the sacerdotal Brahma.ns, as worse 
than slaves. The vAry name of Daali, a oorruption of Dasyu, means a 
slave or thief. Prohibition to wear the !lac red thread has been for 
the poor Sudras a lasting mark of humility and Bubjllction. Manu, 
says: "If any Sudra takes it into his bead to speak Sanskrit or to 
teach that lauguage, scalding oil is to be poured into his mouth; nay 
in killing a cat, a weasel, a peacock, a frog, a dog, a lizard, and an owl 
or a crow, a Brahman should expiate bi!§' sin by the same penance 
which he has to undergo for killing a Sudra-Chapter XII, stanza 132. 
Furtu(lr, having slandered a Brahman, a Kshattriya becomes liable 
1;0 a fine of 8,000 kauries (8hl'11s), amounting to less than one rupee and 
a half, but a Sudra merits death-Chapter VIII, stanza 2G7." Dr. 
Hunter further says: "The Aryans entered ";ndia froUl the colder 
north and prided themselves on their fair compl(>xion. The Sanskrit 
word for colour (varna) came to mean' race' or 'caste.' The old 
Aryan poets, who composed the Veda, at least 3,000, and perhaps 4,000 
Yf'arsago, praised their bright gods who, 'slaying the Dasyus, protected 
the kryan people ;' who' subjected the black skin to the Aryan n:an." 
H>3nce it is olear that the Sudras wpre debarred from the possession of 
caate, for there is abundant evidence to prove that they were denied 
every di.ltinguishing mark and privilege thereof. 

When Buddhism arose in India, its birth-place, its tendency was to 
release the Sudras from the thraldom of th", Aryans. To counteraot 
this, when Buddhism was on the declIne in India, the a~tutll Brahmans 
prepared gaudily painted yokes of sham clI8te, wltich 80 tickled thll 
fanoy of tbe Sudras that they put their necks under them. In this 
way almost all of the 3,000 sham or spurious castes, mentioned by Dr. 
Hunter, were formed. By putting their necls under these gaudy yokes 
the Sudraslost their newly acquired freedom, and gained nothing, for 
they still remained Sudras in fact, though not in name. This ii proved. 
by the fact that the members of those sham or spllriouB castes labour 
un<l4lr the late disability as the ancIent Sudras. Th"yarp all prohibit. 
ed from wearing the hcred ,thread, and they are forbidden to study 
.. the holy books." They have bet:n emancipated from the last prohi­
bition by the British, but that does not !tIter the fMt of the existE'noe 
of the prohibition in the Hindu law. An incident, 'Which ~,ccu.red in 
the course of Major Baring's reply to an address presented to him in 
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ttomhay. proved the absurditlof.Mr • .Gladstone', idea, that peop1le 
who know nothing of lDdia. a.re better able to deal. with Indian daP:I 
.than those the business of whoae :ivtll! baa been to telidll there And to 
.eoome acquainted with the history. mannere,l an~' oustom. of the 
people. cA-mong the members of the deputation who presellted the 
address. there were some men belonging to sham or spurious caste. 
In the oourae of his speech Major Baring told the deputation that 
he disliked shama. He little knew the sarcasm he was uttering. In 
~g these oastes sham and spuriou8, my intention is bo state a 
f&Q~. and not to dispa.rage the members. There are. doubtless, many 
estimable men among them, but they would be better, because free, 
lIlen without their self.imposed trammels of sham or spurious caste. 
My object in itatihg this rfact is to make it known. especiaIly to my 
countrymen at h~me. to prevent their being misled by glib.tongued 
Sudras into believing that they are men of real caste. and ther.fore 
descendants of the noble Aryan race. 

One can understa.nd the pride which the Indian Aryans .take in 
their true caste, becal\.qe, however much they may have df.'generated 
from their and our glorIOus beef eating ancsstors, it denotes that they 
are sprung from that noble race. But the pride of the" onoe·oorn" 
in their spurious caste is in('xphcable. It is the pride of being de. 
soended from a race of DlIoSas, or slaves, who were conquered and held 
in slavish subjection by a handful of Aryans. The dlsparity of num­
bers must have been very great, for at LillO present time, after three or 
four thoussnd years of occupa.tion, the Aryans in British Indla Dumb",r 
only 16 millions, whilst the don. Aryans number 142 millions. I have 
called the common anJestol8 of the British and the Indian Aryans 
"beef-eaters" upon the authority of Dr. Hunter, who says :-" Under 
the modern Hindus, the Aryans of the Veda ate beef, ueed fermented 
liquor or beer, made from the soma l'lant, and oiftJred the same strong 
meat and drink to their gods" 

Among the 3,000 oastes above referred to, there are some which 
arose from misalliances wlth the three pure castes, and others which 
are said to be desoended from Aryans who lost their oaste. Neverthe­
less, apcordmg to Dr. Hunter, the great bulk of the apurious castes are 
the descendants of Sudras, or non.Aryans. Dr. Hunter descnbe& the 
spurious castes as, " the great mlxed popUlation generally known til the 
Hindus, which has grown ant of the Aryan an":' non.ArYAn 1l1~ments 
(chiefly from the latter), and numbers 124' millions." Those 124 milli. 
ans, like the ancient Sudras, are under the influenoe of the" twice­
borIt" Aryans. '" The rest of the native population of British India, 
acoording to Dr. Bunter, who, I suppose, teok his figures trom the 



,QSU8, OODtliat of aborigines, who have not embraced Bindl)iam, numbet. 
iAg 18-mUli'oue, and Muhammadans numbering 41 millions, making a 
grand total of 199 millions, and not 250 millions, as is oommonly, bed 
el'l'oneoualy; asserted .. 

People who have Dot studied tb,e subject, or who bave on', listened 
to the nonsense talked by natives who themselves are ignorant of the 
origin and history of caste, ima"ine that caste is a religious institution J 

but a reference to Dr. Bunter's Brvif History WIll dIspel that illu­
sion, and satisfy them that it is simply a somal and polItical arrange­
ment, whwh had its origIn in ihe dpslrc of the Indlll.n Arya.ns to keep 
themselves distinct from the ahorigll1es, and to perpetuate their claim 
to ascendancy, as conquerors, over them. 

From Dr. Hunter's and Raja Shiva ptosad's testimony, it appears 
that the Indian or Eastern Arya.n made th{'ir ascendancy as conquerors 
ovn the Sudraa or non-Aryans banllfully aggreSSIve, lI1asmuch as, 
by means of It, they thrust the latter down In the sorIa.1 scale mfinitely 
below tbemselvts, placed Insuperable obstacles 10 th'l way of their rising 
out of that abyss. dl'graded them by declarltlg theIr touch to be 
pollutIon, and debarred them from honourable office under their 
Govllrnment. Moreover, by the devlCe of caste, the IndIan Ary/lJls 
ha.ve unjustly managed to retam theIr ascendancy, as conquerors over 
the Sudras or non-Alyan~, notwlthstandmg the faLt of theIr claim to 
ascendancy, as conquerors, ov£r the latter having been destroyed by 
their subjection to the British. It is equally mamfest that the ascen. 
dancy of the British, or Western Aryans, as conquerors over the natives 
of India, is only mnocuously defenSIve,· inasmuch as It ml'rely dE'· 
fends their own rights and prIvileges, WIthout seeking to degrade the 
natives, or to exclude them from honourable OffiCA under th"ir Govern. 
ment. And yet the Indian Aryans ask the BrItIsh to rehll,!uiRh their 
rIghtful claim to ascendancy, which IS beneficial to the people, 
111 favour of their own wrongful claim to ascendancy, whlCh ia 
injurious to them. Nay, more, in the very Bame breath as that in 
WhlOh the Indian Aryans ask us to relinquish our rightful claim to 
ascendancy as their ronquerors, they assert a wrongful claim to ascen­
dancy over us by saying, H Oh ! whatever you be, your touch wilJaalways 
be profanation to 1l!l," whereLy they claim to thrust our beloved Queen, 
her ministers, her Vweroy and the whole Brltish natlOn, whpther 
residing in IndIa, i~Engl,nd, or elsewhere, down in the sooml Bcale 
below any native of IndJa, whom the Indian Aryans, whether rightly 
or wrongly, choose to recognise as POSS()6smg caste. If. then, there 
were no other reason for retaining and enforcing on~ rightfjl cl:1m to 
ascendancy as coaquorors, the assertion by the Indian Aryans of thll.t 
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'l'tTongful claim amply justdi". us in retaining it &8 a. bar to Buch at!. 
arrogant attempt to degt'ade UB, anil41x&lt themselves. 

In alate telell:ram M.r. madstone ip reported to have said: "With 
reference to the Ilbert Bill, the A.n~,lo-Indian8."'relnly folk.wing the 
example eJ most En~lish residents in co1011ies where great reforIDs had 
been introduced by the courage, wisdom, and foresight of British legis­
lation." One at least of the examples he gives of that "courage, 
wisdom, and foresight" is very unfortunate. rhe abolitic.n of slavery 
wa.s, no doubt, a good measure; but the mode of abolition adopted by 
the" courage, wisdom, and foresight of British legislation," na.mely, 
pretending to pay the owners the value of their slaves without paying 
them a tithe of it, ruined the West India Planturs, ana drov'.l large 
numbers of peaceable and ind~striou8 Dutch farmers, the back-bone of the 
colony of the Cape of Good Rope, into Kafirland, where they destroyed 
whole tribes of Kafirs, and fO\J.nded the Independent Orange River 
Pree State, and the quasi-Independent Transvaal State. Those States 
IJave now becoll]!, thorns in the side of the colony, of which thnir 
members forlllerly co~ituted the strength. True wisdom and foresight 
would have &'voided all thosc evils, but then the Legislature would 
not have been able to pose as the incarnation of philosophic philan­
thropy. What analogy there is betw('en th(' abolition of slavery and 
the subjection of English men and wowen to the criminal jurisdiction 
of native Magistrates would, I think, puzzle even Mr. Gladstone to 
explain. If, however, the object of the] Ibert Dill had been to emanci­
pate the SuJras, tho d(,ocelj.dants of the aborigines of India, from tho 
thraldom of the Brahmans, tho descendants of the Indian A.ryans, by 
abulishing that which Raja Shiva Prosad shows to be, and Dr. Hunter 
styles, " the cruel distinctions of caste," the analogy would be complete. 
But a R~dj<,al Governmont has not tho courage to attack the prejudices 
of 140 millions of Hmdus. Its courage only suffices to attack that 
which it is plea.sed to style the preiudices, but which really is the rights 
and privileges, of a hundred thousand of tlloir countrymen, whose num­
bers they think, I trust erroneously, too few to make a successful re­
sistance. Its wisdom alld foresight in the matter of the Ilbert Bill, if 
we m~ judllc from the utterances of Messrs. Gladstone and Brig1.t and 
Lords Hartington and Kimberley, the leaders of the Radical majority, 
.re 71tl. 

I suppose it was in ecstatic admiratio~. of tlill benefits eonferred, or 
in era.ss ignorance of the injuri!'s whioh Dr. Hunter and Raja Shiva 
ProSfd have sho,rn to be inflicted, by the Indian Aryans upon the 
aborigine.1 of India. by means of caste, that the .r "ourage, wisdom, and 
foresight of British legislation" enacted Statute 88, Vict. Cap. 3. 
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For the objects of that statute, in elfect, are to aid in the perpetuatioa 
of "the' cruel distinctions of Hindu caste," and to stamp as true the 
arrogant falsehood that our countrymen and countrywomfln at home, 
not exclUding .He' .Gracious Majesty, belong to a race se, infinitel, 
inferior to Lhat of men of real or spurious caste, that th&touoh of the 
former pollutes the latLer. Therefore, to prevent the pretended purity 
of men of real or spurious caste from being oontaminated by coming 
into oontact with any members of the falsely alleged inferior British 
race in England, "the courage, wisdom, and foresight of British 
legislation" enacted the statute above referred to. I admit the 
.. courage," for it was undoubtedly very courageoui to tell the Britibh 
people that they are so mean and despicable a ralle that their very 
touch pollutes a nativfl of India of rea' as well as of spurious caste. 
But I doubt the" wisdom and foresight," for reasons which the legill. 
lators who made those admissions will probably discover when the 
British people are sufficiently instru{Jted to understand the groBS 
insult to their nation oonveyed in them. 

Mr. Gladstone is also reported to have sMd: " English residents in 
India are not in such a good position for forming a comprehensive 
judgmt'nt" (on Indian affairs I suppose he lUeans) " as thos~ at home." 
Upon the eame principle ships ought to be manned by captains, officers 
and crews who lune never Setln the sea. But, however that may ue, 
Lord Ripon and the memhers of his Executive Council are "English 
residents in India." 'Therefore, according to Mr. QladsLone, tlwy 
"are not in snch a good position for formlDg a comprehensive judg­
meuL" on the llbert BIll" as those at h;me. "Since, then, the qUe&tion 
of that Bill has u()Cn referred, with Lord Ripon's approval, to those "at; 
home," the Government of India ought noL to proceed with it until the 
British people at home have pronounced judgment upon iL. 

Mr. Gladstone then proceeded to 8ay that the Briti!h in IndiJ 
look upon themselves as superior to the persons uy whom they Ilre 
surrounded. He does not say they are wrong in doing so, probauly 
because they proved their physical superiority in 1857, and Lord 
Lawrence testified to their moral superlbrity. But he aays their 
looking upon themselves as superior tn the natives doom~thcm to a. 
barrow mode of exa.mming such questions as the Ilbert Bill. When 
he sees the broad method of examining that (IUeation adopt~d by the 
Lieutenant-Govern!r of ~engal and all the officials in IndIa., native 
as well ai European, who are opP""tJd to the Bill, I suppose he will 
tell ua that the expression" doomed to a. narrow .mod\! of elalnining 
suoh queitions" \'las used" in & departmental lienee," w1¥ch ill on. of 
his mQ<1ea of expresliing tl..a.t it baa 110 mealUllg whatever. 
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MI', Gladstone, in conclusion, said: "There is a tendency to ill· 
duJge in a spirit .of ascendancy, which it i. the business' of the 
Home Government and the LusinPBs of a patriotic GOVl:!rnor-General 
with wisdom and care, but with deneion, to IJltIil; and '<lH'ck." 
If he means jJJe Indian A.ryans' han,·ful spirit of ascendancy wlllich 
must he checked I agree with him, because all who know tho 

fable of the earthen pipkin and the iron pot will recogni3e the 
<l~ngcr of the Indian A.ryans· claim to ascendancy coming into collision 
with OUrB. If, however, he means that our beneficent spirit of aaccn­
<l'lncy must be checked, I think he makes a slight mistake, bec>luse it 
is the only safeguard thc mass of the people have against being 0P11ross. 
rd and degraded, as hoth Dr. IIunt('l' and Rajah Shiva Prosad .tate 
tb.,y have hitherto hpen by th\ "twice born" Aryans. I am glad to 

find that 1\11'. Gladstone r('comlUl'nds the Governor-General tJ use 

wi*dom and care in thl' lUattpr. As for deJi~ion, if it means coercion', 
I thought Mr. Gladstone knpw history Letter than to try that, with 
Ellglishmen. It. was tried in AllwricfI in the hst century, with what 
~t'~ult the existencr of tho.~Juited ::ltatc-s pr,)ves. 

'fh(> supportprR of th!' DIll hav!' Lpen ringing (he (hangf's upon race 
difil IUGtions and distinctions of raop, and have been advocatinG' th~ 
passing of the Bill for t he purpose of aholibhing ~urh diptinctions. 
'l'hry arc' either 80 blind that thl'Y elmnot S0P, or th('y shut their eyoB 
to tho fact that the whole sorial system of India r.'sts upon racu di~­

tinetions, not racl' distinctions bdw(,f'n tllO Brilibh and that hetero­
J;('nouw mass jU11l1,led tugcthpr under the name of nativ('s, but rttCo 

d;.tillcLlOns among tLo'c natives ·thcm"e]ves. As ahove btatod, Dr. 
Huutl'r ('nllme,\ates 3,000 castes (exclusive of tLe three Aryan gastes), 
the lllembers of which In£' sl'parate and distinct from each ot hpr, anu 
"I't'garu themselves as sop,trate class('s." That is a tolerably larg<1 
~uml)cr of race distinction~. hut Dr.llunter thinks thpre lllay he more, 
fur he says" thcrearl' not fewl'r than a,eoo." Now th{) race distinc­
tions between these CflC,t<'S Cltnuot be as wide as that bebve('n the 
British, who come from a distant country, anrl any on(' of them, and yet 
the Government of India, ilDsteau. of enu.eavonring to acquire experi­
enco by aJ:;empting first to bridge over the little rivulets which divide 
the Hindu ca~tes from each other, has rushed headlong into au absurd 
attl'mpt to 11'HIg(> OVAl', with its inexpcl'iencpd hands, the ahnoilt 
impassable gulf of race distinction \.Jotwcl'n tJ1C nrl.lsh and thtl natives 
ofludia.. 

A v~ry little re~ection ought to have shown the Oovprnment of 
India. the int")ossibility of abolishing race distine~ion betwqen the 
Britiih and 8. people divided into upwanls of 3,000 castes. There is no 
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room lor ~he Britlsb anywhere between the hlgb-est and the 10wesD 
caste. As long as caste exists, they Ulust be either above the Brahman 
or below the Sudra in the Hindu sOOlal ~cale. As the Indian Aryans 
clallned II.nd cnlp! theIr ascendancy, as conquerors, over the Indian 
l'at'es conquered by them, so must the BritIsh elann and cllforce their 
ascendancy over the Indian races, IDcludmg the Indm.n Aryans, con. 
quered by them. If the British retam their ascendancy as conquerors, 
their place lQ the Indian SOCIal spale Will be aboV"o the Brahmans. If, 
llOwever, Mr. Gladstone and Lord RIpon succeed m tb.,lr thrl'atened 
attempt to check British ascendancy, the Buttsh must take th!llr place 
tn the Indian socll1.18cale below the Sudra, for all the mkl'medlate 
places are tilled by real and spurIOus castes The Jlbert BIll IS olle of 
the means whereby Mr. Glad&tone and L~rd RIpon propos., to check 
British as('endancy In India.. Let, then, all those who wl~h to continue 
to rank aboj'e the Brahman oppose the prtnrlple of the Bill, and let all 
those who WIS ~ to rank below the t:>udn nUl.port It~ prIn{'lple. There 
IS no medIUm COurbe. There Ib no compronlldo pO.blUlu If the Bill Iii 

pasbed In any form, Its prmclplc I~ approved o~ but It IS approved of 

O'l!y by those who report III favour of It, and who vote for Its paBslng 
In the LegIslative CouncIl. Lot It, then, bo m force n.~R.lnst them, and 
agalUst them only Ll't them, and them only, smk III tho lndmn SOl ml 
scale below the SudraB \Ve who rejoct It Will have nont' of It. '1 hat la 
what Iunderstnnd .Mr. llt.dson to SfJY, and I fully agree With Illm. 

If, howu\ er, the Govelnmcnl of Illdla are ftally bmceru III behev. 
lD~ that, by snl'J,'ctmg a rllct' clamllll,{ t~ 1)(' bupUlOr to another to tile 
CrlmInal.Jurlsdlctlon of Mll.glqtraks 01 that ro.u:, they Will succeed 1D 

nbohbhmg race dl'>tl'lctions betwlLIl til08(' two races, let tll('m appomt 
none but Dhcr and /)anJar M'lghtlato9 tu Benar", "lid overy other 

centre of stnct and orthodox llllldmsll1, and prolllbit the tra .. ~f"l of 
CaB(lS III which lhndus arl' concerned to othcr courts, and th, n let tbem 
watch tho result If exp('rlDlwts !HO to be the order of the day, there 
can be no good reason why thC'y should not be made upon Lhe IImdus 

as well as upon tho Brltlbh 
In oonclusiOn. I SUbullt that untIl the Government of India has 

succeeded m eifcct1Dg tbe abolition of the arttiionl dlstlnctlOns .of race 
created by caste hetween the natins of India, thly arc bound to a),~talU 
flom attemLltmg to abol.~h the dlstlnctlOnd of r,tee, cnatLd hy natur~ 
between the Urlb,\I a!d thota n ~tl ves. For If they Me nnablp to 
&.bohbh afl artlitu,1I dlbiImtlOn, ) (otiw. they "II! be una!))., to abolloh 

a. natufaldlstlDction If, howevei, they attlUll>t t.o.nbJII~h th'1J.' [( L 
before thl'y hav(' succeeded In ahoh"hmg the f:mn"r, they will Lu 
gUilty ot su(,h D.n act of Violence agalWit nature, 1\$ Will JI\,tIf~ thoae 
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who luWer from it in ralortiu/l to Datural means to. reaist the 
attempt. 

Lord Kimberley Baid he approved .,f the prino~le of the Bill. but 
neither the noble Lord, nor any othersupporter of tbjl Bill. hili! ever 
defined wbat the principleie. The reason is obviouc. The worat feature 
of the Bill is that it has no principle. It is, in fact, an unprincipled 
Bill. The Government declare, in the "Objects and Reasons," the 
object ofthe Bill to be .. to remove, at onlJe and completely, every 
judICial disqualification which is based merely on race distinctions." The 
use of the word" disqualification" is disingenuous, for it is incorrect 
and misleading to describe persons as "disqualified," that is, " df'prived 
'.If powers, who never p08ses~ed the powers referred to!' I may be 
"unqualified' to be the Legal Member of the Supreme Council but I 
am certainly not "disqualified." Again, the Bengal opinions, your 
articles and your correspondents' letters have clearly proved, if we 
read "unqualification" for" disqualification," that the Bill does the 
very rpvpr.e {.f that which the" Objects and Reasons" state to be its 
object. It leaves some' "unqualifications" unt'luched, and creates 
"dlsqualifications"cwhih are based on race di~tinctiODa, by disqualify­
ing Enll:hshmcn, not in t he covenanted eervice, from becoming J ustiaee 
of the Peace in future. The words and action& of the Oovernment in 
thl!! matter are, ther~fore, eo untrustworthy, that I cannot better <lon­
elude this letter than in the following wcrds of BanquQ:-

.. Fears and scruples shake us. 
In the great hAnd of God I stand; and thence 
Agamst the Ilndivulgedpretonce I fight 
Of treasonous malice." 

BRITANNICUS. 
September l~, lR83. 

ANSWER TO HOPE. 

TO 'l'lIE EDITOR o}' THE ENGLISHMAN. 

Sm,-If your correspondent" Rope" will menhon the names of 
any wdtking men's papers, which are not too Radical to publish lette11l 
opposed to the llbert Bill, and will give me their addresses, I shall \>0 
happy to do anything in my power. Tbe only working men's papers. 
the names of which I at present recoll ct, a~~ the Weekly Dcapatch, 
&1Jltold's Wee7.ly and the WeeUy Budget, all of which are published in 
Lon<\l)n. But, a~ the Itadicalleaders are making tl\{} Ilbert Blll a party 
question,('l.nd thoso papers are intensely Radical, 1 do not think they 
would publish any lettera on the aubject 0ppoBed ~o Radical view., 
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tll!pE'liaIly l~tterB exposing, as mine woul<1" suoh shamefully false and 
misleading statements as were made in Parliament by Sir George 
Campbell and Lord Hartington on the 22nd August last when the 
Indian Budget Wilt ulder disoussion. 

BRIT ANNICUS. 
Septembel' 22, 188S. • 

OFFICIAL RECKLESSNESS AND MENDACITY. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE ENGLTSH!IAN. 

Sm,-Mr. Crosil's incorrpct statement in the House of Common" 
reminds me of two statements which the Government of India allowt'd 
to be made. without correction, in the Supreml' L('gislatlve Council 
on the 9th :M'arch laet. and which they afterwards officially published, 
also without correction, though tlley knew thelD to he grosbly incJrreot. 
The gross iJ¥lorractness of the statpments has never yet been noticed. 
I refralDed from noticing it at the time, \,ec11l1se the statements were 
80 audacious that I thought it possible that they had Leen made upon 
information not divulged to the pu~Iic. I hl'Ve now dlsC0vl'r<,d that 
there was no foundation for them. The statements to which I refer 
were mada by Mr. Qumton, the Commissioner of Allahabad. They are 
contamed in the fl)llowing words :-" It cannot be den;ed by the most 
earnest opponents of the present Bill that there is a strong array of 
official opinion in support of it. The measure which it embodies, ori. 
ginated with the Government of Bengal. 'fhfl Uovernments of Madras, 
th .. North.Western Provinces and the Papjab, the Chief Commissioner 
of the Central PrOV11lCCB, of British llurmah, of ..issam and of Coorg, 
and the Resident of Haidarabad, who i~ ca:'0.Di~o Chief Commissioner 
of the Haidarabad Assigned District, haY(> all written in no qualified 
terms expressing their approval of it on the grounds of public pv1i~ 
and. administrative convenience." 

At the time when Mr. Quinton made the above stateml'nts ht' had 
in his hands the papers, published by the Government of India, con­
tainlDg the measure submitted to the Local Governments mentioned by 
him, and their opinions tkereon. 

He also had in hiB hands the measure which, he says, o~inated 
with the Government of Bengal, but which the papers show really 
originated with Sir ~shley Y.:den only. I pass over Mr. Quinton's 
assertion that the Chief <Jommissi()ner of Coorg approved of the 
measare upon which the opinions of the Local Governments were 
inVited ae an unintentional, a.lbeit culpably careless, !>lunder. • 

Thfl measure upen whicl the opinions of the Local Gevernmenta 
were invitlld if:. thus deBcribed by the Chief Commifillioner of AIS~: 
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"' It will be rpmembcrod tbat.the proposal originally ~ircul~ted W&8 to 
{.pvc the power of trying Ellropeau Brltlllh subjects to Covenanted 
Native Civilians, either betore or wbl:n they bave attained the position 

of a Dislrlct Magistrate or J udg9. • '" '" '" l'te pill bOoS gone fat 
beyond t.hat recommendation." Consequently, the Bill (,m1)odies a 
vr~ry dilIer~nt measure from that recommended by Sir Asbley Eden. 
The Governors of Madrl>8 and Bombay, the Chief Commissioner 
of the Central Provinces, and tha Acting Chief .Justice of Bombay, 
confirm tbe statement made by the Chief Commissioner of Aseam 
regardjng the measure upon which the opinions of all ',be Local 
GovernmenLs (except Bengal) and all the Hi/!h Courts (except Calcutta) 
were invited. Mr. Gibbs. who Epoke after Mr. Quinton on the 9th 
March last, said: -" The opin~ons already pu blished wore i~ited, not on 
the Bill, but on a propodal bubmitLed by the Governmant of BOllogal." 
(It would hlW!! been more correct to have sa.id by Sir A~hlt'y Eapn .) 
'l'hat measur(' is the mea~ure above set forth lD the words of the Chief 
Commissioner of Assam. It was, then, upon thll.t measure, und that 
measure only, that tlftJ Local ~vc"n\Uent~ hAd given their opiuion>! 
ueforo tho Oth March last. 'fho'lc, and no other, opinious of the Local 
Oovcrnm4'nts werc in 1\1r. (JllLDt on's hands when he ma.de his above­
mentioned boastiulslatelll(.'nts. Conseq'lCntly, when he asserted that 
there was a strong array of olficial opinIOn in support 0f Lhe llbcrt l3i1l, 
and that the Local GOVl' rnul<'lIls had all written lD no qualified terms 
exprewbing their npproval of it, ho made two etat<'lllentd, both of which 
he onght to have known from .ra.pers III his hands published by the 
Government of Indlll, tu btl untrue; for those papers proveu that, so far 
from there boing, at the time he m,~de those stclotoruents a. strong array 
ot offi<JIa.1 opinion ill support of the Ilbert UJlI, or of tho mClLsure wlncll 
it embodips, and so far from the Local Governments having written in 
no qualified terms c:<prcssing their approval of the llbort BIll, or of the 
measure "'hich itcmoodies, there exidted no official oplDion whatever up­
on the Ilbert Bill outhl<lo th e Executlve Council of the Governor.Gene­
ral , and thorp existed no opinions of any of the L{Jcal Governments ex. 
l,ressing approval either of the lJllJ t1r of the measure which it embodies, 
for the 'itntJle reason that neither the B,ll, nor the measure which it 
embodies, lll.d ever been subuutLed to any of them for their approva,1. 
When Mr Quiuton made the alllwtl reckless assertions, which I hllve 
sho,Yn to have no fvundation in fact, the G\\'I'ernn~nt of India made no 
Attempt to correct him, and when th!'y pllblishod his speech officially, 
the)' lij)fraint>d fr.,m doing their duty to the Britiah pul::\ic, whose 
tervauts t1tl!y ari.', l)y pointing out in 110 foot note the wBoCcuracy of his 
stllotllments. 
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In this disgraceful mat~ar it is difficult to Jarilla which to adrni", 
the most. Mr. Quinton's reckless audacity, or the placid cont.ontment# 
in imitation of Mr. Cascby, with which the Governmont of Judia liston­
cd to, without contradf~ing, statements which they knew to b(l uutru(>, 
and which they I<ftt-rwards palmed off upDn the puhlic of India and 
of England by officially publishing Mr. Qumtvn's speech withol~t calling 
attention to the inaccuracy of his stato!nent~. 

It is this style of thing which has thDroughly disgust"a tho oppo­
nents of the Bill,with the cDnduct Df the Government (,f Indi:1, • 'rhe 
Bill is SD utterly unprincipled that it sppmB as if It corrnptt'<l the mornl" 

of everyone ,vho looks lIpon it with fa.vourable or admiring eyes. In 
attempting to support it they either become argulll<'ntative mE'ndicnnts, 

and shamelessly b!'g the whole qUl'stion on 'VCl'Y poiut, or thl'Y make­
rash rind reckless stat~ment6 wlll(h are not fObluded on flwt. 

lll:I'l'ANNICl!S. 
October 1,-1883. 

THE STIGMA AIWU;\1ENOf. 

TO 'rIfE rDI'l'OR PE' l'Jll'h.. FNHJ..}'HJ'UAN~ 

SIR,-Thcm? is a rumour clfloat to lilt' l'lloet thnt Ill!' (1ovrrnlllPn!; 
of India intf'nd tv Ilwtllfy the lIbe\ t Bill oy l'C·~trlctin~ Ih" crimI­
nal iuriijdirtlOll over European British suhj('cts, winch it plopdllCS to 

grant, to native CiVilians who have enter"J tlHl servlCe Ly competition, 
and have attained the position of DIstrict Mngistrato or Sessions Judgo. 
'rhe argumcnt by which tbar propose' to support that modified 
BIll is, tbnt it is nec<'ssal'Y to pass It in or<ler Lo rC1UOVO the 6ti~ma. 
whICh attaches to such native Magistrates and Jl1d,,{'~ in ('ons('<}neIlce 
of their not having the criminal jurisdiction over Europl'au British 
suLjects which European Magistrates and Judgl's of the hamCl rank 
poss JSB. This may be styled the" Stigma argument." 

They do not intend to a<lopt Slf Ch1rles Aitclllson's argument that 
the (J.uestion bas been settled by Parliament, for they know that to bo 
absurd, because the Act quoted hy hlln docs not ~ettle It. 

If such a modified EiIl is passed, the Lieutenant-Governor of ~eagal 
POlllts out that, by the time it becomCB In.,., it WIlli' affect only the 
one native Civilian in the Bombay Pnsidency, and pOBBilJIy one ill 
Bengal," and in connelolon th~rewith hI! says ;-" In the presence of the 
extreme animosities which the question has extllted, this seems rather 
a small objcct to be a.ttained, and the deRcer.t from the original proposal 
8uggests 80mething of the trivial re3ults of great e'!forts." ~\td in 
another place HiS Honour eay~ ._H It CAll scarc(.'Iy be conc\lde~ that we 
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are in India simply to m!l.ke our laws symmetrical. and to redress the 
sentiment"l grievances of an innuite31mnl minority." 

In proposing to live up 80 muon of the original Bill, the Govern. 
ment of India are appo.rently vlUry generoll~ 10 us. Bnt are they 
really soi 'l'imeo Danaos et dona jere;"tes. What f-ill be ~he result of 
our a.llowing th~ G)vernment of India to bring this \'roodtlO horse of 
a modified Bill inside our fortified city P Most undoubtedly the result 
will ~e that the two native officials concealed within it will open wide 
our gates to all their confreres by means of the" Stigma argument" 
with which they will be arllled; therefore, that modified B:11 must be 
resisted, both before and after it becomes law, as firmly as the original 
Bill has been resisted; for, as the Lieutenant·Governor of Bengal, With 
true wisdom and foreBigh~ says ;-" "b'inality in such legislation is 
impossible, if once the principle is yielded." 

Defore pointing out how th~ "SLigma argument" willl:e work~d, 
it may be as well to show its fallacy. Mr. R Wigl.t, Offici!"tilag 
Deputy Commissioner of Cachar, uses the same argument as I used in' 
one of my lett ra. ,Iile says ;_.r Claims they (competition native 
Civilians) can have none. When they enterf'd th'l servic~, they did so 
with the lull knowledge that, under the law, they could not try Furo­
peans." lIavinll entered into a cuvenant into which tho law imported 
that proviso, they have no more right to be relieved from it than any 
other· person has to be relieved from a proviso containbd in an agree­
mont executed by· him. If an Englishman wllre to ask the Government 
of India to pass an Act rulieving him from a proviso in a lease of a 
houle to the effoct tlu~t "ho shall jot carryon any dangerous 
or noxious trade therein, tlHlY would write hiln down an ass. 
But when Mr. Bohari Lal Gupta asked that Government to PMS an 
Act relieving him from the proviso, by operation of law, in his 
covenant, to the effect that he shuuld not exercise in the Mufassal 
the dangerous and noxious profession of trymg European British 
subjects on erimillal charges, instead of writing down Mr. Gupta 
an ass, they, like their groat prototype, invited the public to 
apply the writing down process to them, by entertaining his ridicul. 
ous, net to say dishonest, proposal. If an Act is passed to break Mr. 
Gupta's covenant. in a way which he considers beneficial to himself, 
why should not another Act be passed further breaking the already 
broken covenant in a way which ho would thin~,detrimental to himself, 
namely, to ('xclude him from the benefit. of the Civil Fund? Again 
Mr. Wight says. " I have heard in open court most respeclable persons 

~'n&ttveBt tell eac1:. other they lie. In native society' YOll Ii\!' is freely 
interohanged. At pall.chayats I haTe hea.rd it myself. The must foul 
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.. buse is occasiona.lIy interchanged hy persons who ought to kno" 
better, yet there i8 apparently no re3entment. There is certainly 110 

interchange of blows, nor the thought of any." Are BUl·h persons 

capable of feeling a \ti.gma P Most decidedly not, and yet th>lY pr~ 
tend to do BO in L~e matter of th eir not, having criwmal jurisdiction 
over Enropean British su.bjectR. Mr. Wight adds :-" Thi: question 
was never raised by the nativc6 th"lll~elves I there never was any 
clamour for such a Bill, thero was n o movement of any kind made in 
favour of Huch a Bill, until the prl's,'nt one was introuuced. It was 
founded on the sentimental grievance of an Individual. It is noL de· 
sired by the' mass of the nat ivl's." 

Mr. W . E. Ward, the Commissioner of the Assam Valley Distriot, 
pertinently 8ays :-

" As regards these (the rmtiv0 offiCIal class), I must say that if, 
befOi' e the Bill was published, tlh'Y ever f,·It, which I vcry much doubt, 
the invidioul'l!les3 of the distinction which pr"v(>nts their trying Euro. 
pe:lDS, 1 cannot understand Lhe f ,'ehng. ... >II< I refl180 to believe 
that any such native feels in th e leELst d<'grcc blill!lted at. the thought 
that he can only try a man of his own race. ... ... '" '['he f"oling'. 
h OWoC vcr, is a had one, and it is not towa rds g-ratifying the vanity of tho 
f •• w t hat leglsh.tion should be directed." '1'hoso are wise words, alld 

deserve t o be pond"r!'d IV "ll by the l10vernmen t of fndia. 
Mr. Muspmtt, the Judg-o of SyllH' t , Rays :-" it cannot pOSSibly 

casl any slur on th ose native gent\f' IIH' n who ha ve woI1 hi!!h positions in 
th l' covpnanted and uncovcnant"d scrv iclls, t ha t tl10y should not Q() asked 

or compelled to try eharges brou,.iht ag-/I,i ll ~ t1 European BdLish suhjects. 
I havo been a member of tho B.'ngal Civil Servieo for :13 yeacs, and 
I ncv ('r heftrd fillCh an a.s8~l'tion made b('foro I [l·a.d th" speech of the 

ll oll'ble Durga Churn Laha. Nor did a llY othcr person evar hear of 

natho offidals feeling that tlH' ir want of criminal jurisdiction over the 
domi:1.ant race cast a slur upon thcm. On the contrary, thoy accepted 
the want of that Jurisdicti on as a lUa.ttcr of ('ourso, because they 
knew that no subject ral' (, had CVl'r had criminal jurisdiclion in fndia 
oVl'r the momb!'rs of a.ny rano for the time being dominant. If 
indl'ed thl'Y over thou~ht upon tit" subj!'ct !l,t all (which I dOllhtlt they 
thought it would be' an 'an(HlIILiy ' fll r lIwm to havo such jl1ri ~diotion# 

and tlt ~ y wou:d have thou~ht right." ' 
The opinions of t;~ offie~al ., arc full of able an·1 statrsmanlike ar. 

glllnents upon this point, but want of Bl''1Ce compelJl me to conclude 
with tl\e following pcrtinent relllarir l)y Mr . A .• J. Primrose, Assistant 
CUIllUlis~lOnor, ~I.j,ugaldi, who says :-" In all the· discllsvon: ('x.t... 

Cited I)y the Bill, I hD.V(· not as yet disoovered any reply to negative 
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Sir Fitzjames Stepnen's' maxim that, in deoiding the court lor the 
trial 'If an accu8p d, the feelings of the accuaed, and not bbose of the 
Judge, should be kept in view." Of course not. How /lan subaltern 
S.lpporters of the Bill like Sir Cha.rles Ajtc~ison and (lthertl be 
expected to grapple with our arguments when f,ven. their great 
general "the grand old man" practically acknowledges that any 
attempt to do so would end in an ignominious defeat. This he 
d:>es by shirking the question on every occasion, and by taking refuge 
in such vaglle generalities as .. justice, generosity, blessed works, and 
glorious fabrics," and by disingenuously asserting that Of Englisb 
residents in India are nClt in such a good position for forming a compre­
hensive jlldgmf'nt (on Indian questions) as those at home." I 8ay that 
assertion is diHingenuous beclOOsl' Mr. Gladstone i~ far too clever a man 
to believe it to be true. He knows full well that officials and nono-fficiall3 
who r.pl1nd their livos in the Mufassltl, surrounded by na.tives witb wh~m 
thry lire brought into daily contact in tho course of their lJusinesf\ and 
their official duties, aro far better able to form a correct and compTe­
hensivc juJgmcnt on t~~ Ilbert Bill than himsl,If, or other people at 
hOlUe WllO have nevpr rC6id.'d in the Indian M ufassal, and who, liko 
Mr •• John Bright, u.llow thcmselv.'s t) bo led astray by glib-tong)l~d 
Sudras, pretc'uding to 1,,) ArYluls, or by wily Aryans outca"ted fot' 
having become Itpostate~ to the religion vf their forefathers, without 
the ('xCUse of bavmg entered th ... pale of any other. If Mr. Gladstone 
really dO('8 not knbw this, a pCl'U"al of the many stateslDanlike papers 
in which the "jfl"iltls wbo are opposed to tbf) Bill have embodied their 
oplDlOnA will convince him, if he will read them with an impartial mind 
that English l'l'sidents in IndIa. eSl'ecially those who reside in the 
.MufaPRal. are cnpl.blc- of forming a more corrpct and compreheusive 
judgmcnt upon the InPltsure under discnssion than people at bome who 
have never sppn India, ()l, having seen it, have never resided in the 
Mufassal and had CI\ily intercourse with tbe people of the country. 

If, instead of tl e application of Bebari La! Gupta to have his vanity 
pandered to by tho grant of criminal jurisdiction over English men 
find wom('n residillg in thu Mufassal, the application had been made by 
the natives of India. to be tried in criminal matters by British or by 
nll-tive Magistrates only. the action of the Government of India ia 
entertll-ining the apphcation would have bpen intelligibll', bpcause 
a whole peorle are entitled to have a ",oice i-~ the constitution of 
the courts which shall have criminal jurisdiction over theln. But 
the a~plication of HdlO.ri Lal Gnptll. is 60 absurd upon the face of it, 
tbat the ection o'f the Government of India in t>l.king serious ~otiee 
of it would be laughable, If it were not 1I116chievous. 1I1r. Gupta's 
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application reminds one of an envious child crying and squallinlf 
to be allowed to play with his brother BoUy's rattle. , 

1,et us now inquire to what the "stigma argument" will lead U8, 

if we yield to it. *e will imagine that, in the matter of the modIfied 
Bill allud"d to in the bQg-inning of this letter, the "stigmA argument" 
prevails, and that the Bill is pas~ed into law. As soon as that becomes 
an accomplished fast, native .Toint MagIstrates who are competitive 
Civilians will complain that, since European tlriti,h Joint Magis. 
trates have criminal jurisdiction over European British bubjects. a 
stigma attaches to them in not having sllch jurisdICtion conf'lrred 
upon them also. Having admitted the "stiglila argument" to be 
unanswerable in th" case of the DisVict Magistratps, the Govern. 
ment of India will be <'ompellcd to yield to it i!l th!' caso of 
t~e native Joiut Magistrates, and to pass a second amending 
A.ct conf,rring' Buch jurisdiction upon them. Then native full.pow<'r 
Deputy Magistrates will complain that lhey arc full.power Ma­
gistrates as well as Joint Ma!.pstra.tes, and ymt thl-y sufI'r undl'r tlw 
stigma of being unable to exercise their full-power functIOns upon auy 
~ut the Vile bodies of natives, whilst native Joint }bglstratlls, who 
have no grl'ater powers of punishment than they have, arc f'll1powon·d 
to exercise their functions upon the delicate bod II'S of EllglishnH'n, and 

Englishwomen. Again, the" stigma argument" Illust triumph OVL!r all 
oppositlOU, anda third amending Act IllU,t be p~8ed. givmg all full. 
power native Magistrates, whether belonging to the comp('titive, sta­
tutory, or uncovenanted ciVil service, c,ltuinal jurisdICtion onr Euro­
pean British subjects. After that all the inforior gm(ies of DLltive 
Magis.trates will advance the" stigma argument" on their own l>I'hl~lf, 

and its immense force will aga.in carry the day, and a tourth alaend. 
iug Aot will be passed, making Europ"an Brltmh suhjl'cts amenable lo, 
the same crimiuallaws aud native cl'imlUnl courtd as nativl'B. 

Having worked the" stigma argument" down to the bottom, the 
nat.ives Will begin to work it uplVard~. THe first stpp will I,,· that BOIIH) 

Uupta or ot.her will sund up a mournful mOltn to Govurnmf'nt to the 
effect that there is a. stIgma upon him, bccame he had not ~()en ml~de 

COlDmi8~JOner of a Hivi,ion. The" ~tlglUa arg'ument" lIlust prevml 
here a180, and Gupta. & Co. will bpcome CommisbJOncra of DiviblOns. 
By Illeans of the Bawe "stigma. argument," Gupta. & ,",0. will b< come 
Chief Commissioners, L~utcna.nt_Governora. and Governors of pro. 
vill,Cos. It cannot fa.il also to ma.ke them Members of Boards of 
11.t:venue, Memb0rB of EXl"cutiVt! Councils of Local!. Governru!uts, and 
of the Executive Council ,,·f the VlCoroy, and lastly, it ·wlll make a 
Gupta a Viceroy. 
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The same" stigma argmul'nt" will" also be used in the ~rmy, lmd 
in every other department of the S~a~e. A native Bepoy will plead 
that, when an English private soldilor rises fro1m the t"anks and obtains 
commiRsioned rank, he receives a LIeutenant's tomlUissiOll. It i3, 
therefore, ,.stigma npon him that, whellfhe is promoted to commission­
ed rank, he, instead of being mad" Lielltcnant, receives only Lire 
inferior commissioned rank of JClnadar and Subadar. Of course the 
"stigma argument" must prevail here IIlso, and in time all native 
regiments will be officered and commanded by natives. By \he use of 
the same argument natives wilt become Brig'adiers, GeneraI~ of Divi­
sion, and Commandcrs-in.Chwf. In short, the r<'sult will be that. the 
.. stigma argument" will fill ev~ry depltrtmeut of til(' State with Guptas, 
and place them at the head of everything. Is England prepared t& 

concelle this either to' the Guptas Dr to' LDrd RipDn? If not, tIle. 
British peDple had better be up ani! ,tirring to help us to c\i'stl'oy tIro 
stigma-tailed mDnster. PDr tho Gov(>rnment of India are nursing 
and fo~tering it with much oare, so that it may assist them in the>r 
suicidal and unpatriotic w~rk Df (l,'~trDying British suprpmacy in India, 
and of handing the eOllntry Dver to' Gupt.\S nonl Gupta-bm. After t.ha,t 
the deh'ge. fillt that deluge will 1>0 a dd\1ge of blood, in wInch ths 
first victims will be Guptas aud l<llpta.;'m. 

At first sight this may ~eom to be an exaggernte<l picture, but III 
little refl'ection wiII sllow that it is nnt so, if the tl'jllalityof the subject 
With the dominant racp, and thl> rl:rht of th!' former to' have criminal 
jl1ri8dlrtiDn over the latter is c'inceded, an<l the GDvornm('ut of India 
persist in holding that Ihe "stigma, anamoly, and adllllOibtratlve 
convenience" argulDents are sound and valid. For, If tilL' "sligullb 
argument" is ndtmLtcd to be irrcsiRtll.lle in one case, It will be an 
"anomaly" to' reject it in any ,.Iber, so that it Will be aided by Ihat 
which the Govetl1l1lLllt of lndw. l'on"Hiers the enormous force of the 
... llnomuly argllmcnt," as 80.)11 ao allY attcmpt i, made to rpject it, 
and, if I hose two force. fail to e,ury the day, th,Lt which the Gov<>l'tlment 
of India holds to be tho irresistible" adllltlllstrative incvnveni .. mce" 
argument will be admnce<l to' aid tll(> othor two ;11 bearing down 
all oppos~tion. when they musl sllerecll, fDr I.ow cau the Govern4 
mont of Indi .. rosist the cDmbiue<l force of these three argument~, 
everyone of w!~lch they IHt.ve l1l'ltl tv be uresbtibl" in the lllatt.>r of 
the llbllrt nln ( Then, perh[\p~, lhe Gover .• mont of Indi~ will begin 
to recognise the wisdom and torcsigLlt dlsphyod by the Lieutenl~nt­
Oov(\rno~ of Bonga1. when hE' wrote :-" The f.\ct ill, that with what­
('\'er sincorit.l' finality may be plMdlld, finaltty in such legislation ia 
impossible, if once the principle is yitlldcd." 
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Most of the officials, incluruDg even some of those wno are rD lavollr 
of passing the Bill in some form, say that our protests agllinst it are 
earliest and sincere, and therefore are entitled to be treated with 
respect. They Lllt'e n'at been so treated by the rnling Radicals either 
in India or Eng-hmd. On Lhe colltrary, Lord Ripon is adviseJ by a few 
'Englishmen only. fortunately for the honour of 01n' nation, to pass the 
Dill, because we have protested against it. 'fhis i~ a strange argument 
on the part of those who accuse us of having consented tv the criminal 
jurisdICtion of native Magistrates in Presidency towns becallRe we did 
not oppose the measure as Tehemently II~ we have bf'C'n opposing the 
I1bert Rill. It amounts to this, that, if we do not vehemently oppose a 
Hill depriving ns of onr rights, we are hel<1tto consent to it, and thpre. 
fore it must be passed, and if we d" vehemently oppose such 'a Bill, it 
ruUS! be passed because we oppose it.. 'fhe pf'ople who gIve t.hat advice 
aI'pellr to me~o hI' addicted to playing at the gamc of "Heads 1 win, 
tails you lose." 

1'he people whom the Governm0nt. of India ~Vli! trt:fttcd with sU0h 
scaat courtesy, whom Lord Ripon has uc('n ndvis(·d to eru8h, and whom 
lUeS!:rs. Gladotonc aud Bright, and Lordd llartinL:ton and Kimul'l'lt'y, 
have insulted, arp. those who have dl'voted their mdnstry, their capital, 
and their health, and wllOSC forf'fathers have devoted thl'ir lives, to tho 
civilization of India, the welfare of its peopl,;, and the dCl'('lopment of 
its (·csources. They are n people whose cheerful olw(ftence to the laws 
is unrivalled in any country in the world, who, rather than ('Ill barraBs 

t!J" Government have her,·tofore allowed ~l('ir rights to be encroached 
upon, not. wiUJout grumbling, 1 adulit, for that is an Englishman's 
birthright, without spriou8 opposition; whose loyalty ia 11\1doll\)(0<1, and 
upon whose htlt loynJ assi"tance in tllf' canse of order a!ld pr(lgress th" 
Government of India coulu always rely. 'I'hp following pnSfiJq::"', theD, 
in one of J unins's letters 80 exactly applies to our case that it, s('ems as 
if it were written for the occasion:-" It nllturally fills us with resent. 
ment to see such a temper insulted or abus('d in reading the history of a 
frce people whose rights hl\ve been invadt'd, we arc interested in th('ir 
callse. Our own feclin~9 tell us how long they ought 1,0 have Bub .. itt('il, 
ahd at what moment it ftould have been treachery to thcmsplves not to 
have resisted. lI'lw much warmer will be our resentment, if ex­
perience should bl'ing th! fatal;xample home to ourselves! "eIt has bec·n 
br0ught home to ourselvcs, and therefore 11.f)thing now remams for UB to 
do, but to be true to (\ufselvps, our Sovereign, and oUi country lp're. 
sisting the Ilbert BIll in any form, and revolutionary Radicalo,pressioz 
with all our might. 
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It is, therefore, in a true spirit ~c>yalt1 that I exhor4 the Govern­
ment of 'India to reject the i><lvice of the few time~8ervel'll who have , 
ad viscd tht-m, to tlwir ha."m, to prOOfled with the llbert Bill. 8.nd to I 
follow the advice of their true well-wiehers. thulmapy ~nestand loyal 
officials _ho have advised them, to their good, to withdra'lf it. And I 
especially recommend them to act in accordance with the vahable advi. 
given them by Mr. Elliott, the Chief Commissioner of Assam. !;'dvioe 
which is the more valua.ble, because it is eVident, from his man'ner of 
discussing the question, that he would have supported tbe Bill if he 
could have honestly done so. ' lJut he could not, and, being too honest 
to lJe 0. time-server, he o.dvised its withdro.wa.l in the following wordi :­
.. It is Mr. EllIOtt's opinio¥ that the measure under dIscussion will, on 
the whole, produco more harm than gocd, and he advises its withdrawal. 
>It >It 41 It need be no cause of shaUlu to thu Govcl'nlnent of Indi\, thl\t 
one step in advance has been prop~sed too soon, and shocld be rocpdlid 
from" 

BlUTANNICUS. 
Octol,e)' 4. 1883. 

'fUE PRINCIl'LE OJ<' TIlE ILBERT DILL. 

TO TnE F.DITO[I OF' 'fin: EN(1bJ~UMAN. 

Sm,-l do not think the si;;nifkancc of t he following statement, 
made by Lord RiilOn on the !)th March lust, Ims been fully apprecia.ted. 
His Loruship said in hia spoech in the Legislative Council :-" I can 
only Bay that. so far aq this'question is concerned. it is not th" thin end 
of the wedge. and that this measnro repr!'scnts the final VICWS of tho 
prescnt Govcrnult'nt in respect to changes regarding this portion of the 
Criminall'rocodure Coue" That statement must be read not in con­
nexion with tho Bill only. but in eonnexion with the Bill and the Objects 
and Reasons, taken together; for tIl<' principle of the BIll is embodied 
and declared in thLlatter. Now in thl' first srntence of pal'ag-raph 2 of 
the Objects and R~a.~ons the GOVl'rnment of India state3 that it "haa 
arrived at the conclusion that the time has come for modifying tiHl exis~ 

ing h.w and rNDoving the prrsrnt Imr upon the inv')stment of natit~ 
Magistratl's in the interior with pow('rs over European Britisb Bubj'.lctF.' 
In the be&'iuning of paragraph 3 tho Goverulllcnt of lndi" says ,­
"With thia-ohject the present Bill has b,'cn p;eparod," Mark, then, 
tb&t tho object of the> Bill, whatever lllay bo its details. is to remove the 

pre\llnt bat upop the investment of native Magistrates in the interior 
with pO\i'ers ov(.'r Europeau Uritish subject~. and notp that the bar to be 
removed is not merely the bar to the in vestment of nati"e Distriot 
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Magistrates."or of native First Class M/lgistrates only. but simply of • .. native MlI€istratea" whioh term includes native Magistrates. of every 
grade. The principle then of this moat unprincipled Dill i8, to subject 
llinglish men and wom<!n of every grade alld status to tilt> criminal .juriso 
diction of "v-,. g",de'o£ native Magistrates. The Bill of course doetl 
not go 80 far. A certain old gentitmlan always conceals his cl~ven hoof 
~nti1 hill object is gained, wl.cn its being s~en is of no conselluence. If 
tbis Ui11 is passed in any form, the principle affirmed will be that the 
time h/18 come for subje,ting Driti~h lnl'n and !Ioomen of evory grade to 
the criminal jUl'lsdiction of every grade of natl va l\Iagiijtra.t.es. 

When. therefore, Lord ltipon said" this measure represents the !lnal 
ViPW8 of the prenent Govl'rnm('nt in reSpllct to changes rl'garding thIS 
portion of the Criminal Procedure Cod,'," 4i8 statt'ment bore truth upon 
the face of it, for the simple reason that since til., ohject of tht, Hill is to 
remQve tho bar upon the invcstmclIt of CVl'ry gra.de of nat,ive !ra.~is­

trateR in thefnterior with powers ovor E'lfopt'an British subJects, it was 
simply impossible for the Government of India. to have any further 
.iews upon the subject. 

In conclusion, I maintain t1mt the fa.ct of th~'Oovcrnment of fndia 
hav.ing decla.red the principle of the 1.l1l1 to be that alJove stated nl'ces8i­
tatc!> the most strenuous opposition to its being l)R.Sse'\ in any form. 

llRITANNICUS. 
Octobe,· 5, 1883. 

THE INCORHECT GOVERNMENT SUMMARY OF TUE ASSAM 
OPINION. 

TO THE EDITOR of TilE ENGI.lSIIMA.N. 

SIR.-The Oifiolld SUUllnary of the opinion of t.l}() Chief Commis­
sioner of Assam is not a f,\ir one. It softens down somo strougpxpres­
sions adverse to the Ilbcrt Bill and omits otlH'rs. Mr. Elliott does not 83.y 

tha. .. " the 11ill would be unobJectlOnablo In principle if confined to con­
ferring jurisdiction on na.tive Covenanted Civilians, &c." On tho oon­
trary. he doclared himself decid"dly hostile to the principle of tho Bill. 
JJ. the Bill h88 any principle at all, it is that which is contained "in tho 

"ollowing words In the «Objects and RO/18ons." "After consulting the 
Local Uovernmonts, th" Government of India. hll.8 a.rrived at the con­
clusion tba.t the time btlq como for ulodif~ ing the existing Jfiw and re­
moving the present ba.r upon t~c invt'stmont of natIve Magistrates in tho 
interior with wowprs over European 11, itish subjects. Tho Gorernment 
of India h88 accordingly decided to settle the question of"jurisdictiod over 
European HriLish subjects iL euch a way as to remove from tA'c Code at 
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onccanCl completely -every judicial dlsqualicatIon whi~h retailed merel, 
'On race di&tinctions. With this object the present Bill ha.s been pro, 
pared." Mr. Elhott says that, in hie reply in May 1882 to the circulal 
letter of the.Govprnment of Indi!!. propoing "to give the pofl'er of trl. 
ing European British Bubjects to cl·'enanted l'l1:tivtl Cifllian8 eithel 
before or ~hen they have attained the position of a District Magistrate, 
or JudgE',"'he " dissuaded tho Government of India from abolishing 11.1. 
together tho race distinction between European and native Magistrates, 
liS a stop for which the time is not yet ripe." Further on Mr. 1;llliott sa1., 
"if in May IHHZ he had had the Bill before him, 91'0 would J ave beed 
ouliged to disscnt from the details to whiCh exc<'ption has bet'n taken j 

he would have recommcnded the omission from tho statement of ObjPcts 

lind Reasons of t 'Ie passage abl'ut rClllovlDg at once and completely every 
jlldicial disqllalification which is based fiNely on face distinetiun." 
That is to say he would have omitted that which the Gover.!lment of 
India declare in,their "fltatoment of Objeete and Reasonl,," to be the 
obj,'ct with which the llbert Bill has been pr~pared. or, in other words, 
he would have advisl'd ple omission of that whICh tho Government of 

Indi~ declare to be tho principle of the Bill. I therefore have nohesita. 
tion in saying that he who prepared the Oillcial Summary of J\;fr. 
Elliott'~ opinion strangely mi8apprended and 1.li",tJlied its purpose in 

aNsf'rting that the Chief Cum missioner of AgSII.1ll 11ILU stated that, in his 
opinion, the principle of lhe Bill was un01jcctionable. for it is prccisclly 
that which the G0Vl'rnlUpnt of India eKpr!'ssly declaroa to be tho 
principlc of the Hill tlH1t M.r. Elliolt specially condemns. 

'1'h(' next misstatolllent oli Mr. Eillott's written opinion consist~ in 
the allegation that that oflil'ial said that" he thinks the opp(mition 

mainly sentimental" for Mr. Elliott made no buch statelllent. 'Vhat 
that gllntlemau doe" sa.y is that, in M.ay Hl"2, he drew attentiun to the 
race antagonism and to the prejudice which is still fL'lt by non-official 
Europeans againbt native Magistrates, and he add. that the feehngs of 
mutual Jis',rust appear to be as activ(' as ever. " '" " But whatevH 
may ha.ve been the oriliin of the excitement, ihere can be ltttle doubt 
that the opposition now embraces all and ev\'ry provision of the Bill, 
and tht¥" no compromise, such I1.S a return to the llfoposals originally 
eirculn.tcd, ,voul(l satisfy the g'UO\lCt'll l'Uhlic or lcn.d them to look on 
the Bill witb {,wonr. " .. " A.nd in dccidiuf.( this (l'lcstion they 
(thc (lovefUlIl.!nt of India) must tako mto con8llJ.JratlOll not only the 
arguments for and au:ainst the BIll, but tdso th!' W"lght and vollllDe of 
tile oPFosition, and its possible "tI.'eta on til!.' COllrse of Government." 
Here allow me to relUark that, in addition to the argull,enbs of non-offi .. 1 
<Jill-Is, and the weight and volume of their oppo~ition to the IHll, -the 
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Go"'erll~ent of India must take into their consideration that whioh 
the Lieutenant-Governor of B.'ngal truly styles "the great weight 
and numerical superiority of the earnest arguments (of Government 
offiCials) now 'idu&d in condtlmnation of the Bill." Furthilr on Mr. 
EYiott sayll, " But though the arguments against the Bili seem weak 
(to him, perhaps, though they seem very strong to officials at least lUI 

capable as he is, the Lieutenant-<fovarnor of Bengal, for instanoe). 
,there remains the weight and volume of the ()pposition," and that 
appears to Mr. Elliott amuch more aeriou! matter. III the beginning 
of his written opinion he rt'port!'l that the "officials of bis province 
are in every case opposed to the Bill, and recommend its withdrawal," 
and he here reports that the non-offi0~al liluropeans of his province 
are also unanlmou'illy opposed to it. lIe truly desoribes the opinioll!l 
of the A.ssam officials as \VriLL~n With the frankness and indepen. 
d;nce whWh become the character of the gentlemen who wrote them, 
and he with ~qual justice t1,us descflbe3 the non-official Europeans 
of his province :-" In Ass'l.m they form a largl>r number, relatively 
to the populatIOn, than in any other part 0(' India, and their i'bterest 

i.n tbe oountry is more infiupntial and important than the int,prest of 
any other olass. They are the one intelltgent, energetic, improving 
class in the province, they are the natural allies and assistants of the 
distrIct officers; and any event whICh should set them in determined 
opposition to the Government would be in Il high. degree disastrous." 
It is clear then that the officHlI and non-offiCial Enropea.ns of the Pro­
vince of Assam, all of whom Bre men. whose opinions, according to 
their provlllcial rll1er, are entitled to the highE'st resl'cct, unanimoua­
ly oondemn the Bill. Mr. EllIOtt" thmks, ther('fore, that it would 
reqUire a very strong case to iustify any enactmput which should ex­
aoerbate and perpetuate the alienatIOn which at present eJ:iata." and 
he adds that" no such case can, in his opinion, be made out tor the 

Bdl under discussion, • • • and, if it were modifi~d, it would nol; 
be one of much practical importance, and eventd have shown that it had 
better be withdrawn." The following words show that the Commissioner's 
opinion tha.t the Bill should be withdrawn is not the hastily formed 
opinion of a partisan against the Bill, but the firm resolution ~ one who 
has scrutinised every POlllt in order to find a loop hole through which 
he might eecspe from advi~ing its withdra.wal. The honour and honesty 
of an English gentle~an. hOwever, prevailed even agafnst his pr"di­
iectioDB, and he adVised the Withdraw,,! ot the Bill with a sigh which 
found vent III th'" following wor<ls :_H The recolUmfm,j"tion to .bandon 
lobe Bill is not ma.d" without regret." 'fhen he wmda up tltu~ :-" it i, 
Kr. Ell1ott'a OPll1101l that. the mea.sure under discuijllion will on the wholo 
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produce more harm than good, anti he advises its witbdrawaI\ - • • 
It need be n'o cause of shame to the OO'Vllrtllnent of India to admit that 
one step in advance has been proposed too 1I00n, and should be receded 
from." ., 

I regra' to be compelled to remark that Mr. Elliott tal! great'll ",il. 
I 

judged U8 in the following passage: _u The most painful part to him," 
(Mr. Elliott,) in all this bitter ebulhtion of feeling, hae been the OOD; 
vietion that it has not been evoked by the Bill alone, but is the exprellj 
Bion of a determined hostility on the part of non-official Furopean, to~ 

the general scheme of raising the natives of India to a political eljualitl 
with ourselves, and to a fair share in the Government of the country. 
He fears that it is the principle of Looal Self-Government that is being 
.truck at uuder the guise of til: llbert BJll." I deepJy regret that Mr. 
Elliott hae made these remarks. Ho ought to know that there is no 
foundation for them. We have no hostility to the general/cheme (,f 
raiRing the nativt's and makiug them honest and honourable. The only 
dift'f'rence betw~en liS and the Government of India is that we 
WJsh tJhe al'I)1ication of ' the scheme to be general, and not to be 
conllned, IU1 the Government of Jndia have been confining it, to rais­
ing the eifeminat .. B!!ngalees. That they ha.,.t>. by the inJudicious mean. 
which thl'y have "roployed, raised tha.t effete race in a wa.y different 
from that~llich they intended, is patent to the meanest capacity, and if 
tlll'Y pursuo the ooura\, indicated by tho I1bert Bill,they will, by pandering 
to thoir inordina.te vanity, the besettmg vice of a wea.k raoe, raise them 
mt,o a tribe of sedition.mongers whom they will have eventualy to put 
dvwn with th~ ~trong hani! of p;wer. As for political equility, that is im. 
pOB8ibJe until social equllity is established, and social equality, as the 
cnatives them"elves tell us, can never bl: attained as long lIS caste and the 
looia! degradation of native women exist; for by means of caste thl'1 
claim social superiority over all Englishmen, however exalted tbelr rank 
m_y be, '1\ hil~t by degr£.ding their women, tbey debase themselves. We 
have heard something, in the grea.t Ma.harajah case of Bombay, of the 
80rt (If adoration which the husbands and fathers of Hindu womeD 
l1anctioD their paying to Mabarjahs, tbe pretended inoaratioll8 of 
Kri~hn&, _berever they set up a temple. We have beard something of 
the 80rt of adoration which Borah husbands and fathers permit their 
wivee and daugbters to pay to their Aga wben on his peregrinatioDs to 
~Jlect tribute." We have heard something pf tbtf'sort of veneration 
",hiGh Hindu husbands and fathere allow theIr wives and danghtera 
to 1'&l.to Kulin ;tlrahmins. And we have heard something of 
tht' rites anti ceremonies which Hindus allow tlltJir wives who find 
favour in the ey" of Brahmill.8 to perform at BeuMel, It iIIluch hus.. 
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balad. aad fathen &II theae to whom Lord RipOD, under the gnile of 
political equa.1ity. proposes to give criminal jurisdiction QVflr WI, aad 
(POll Jl"dor I) over our pure-minded sisiers. 8btJl we permit it P A 
tbt)QlaDd tim811 no !\~t him open his ears and hear. Every true Briton 
in India a.nd JIl&Ill in England have forbidden it, and the noes in .EOII" 
la.nd are daily increasing. 

Mr. Elliott alao erra in aaying tha.t we are hostile to tbe native. 
,.viag a fair ahara in the Government or the country. Wba.t we object 
to W not their having a rair share of appointments and work for which 
they are fit, but to their mODopohsiDIl all the appointLllents not N-

8erved for the Covena.nted CIVil Service, especially those obtained 
through Burk! College, wbich as given to them through the eumlna­
tione, prove they are less fit for them th80ll their European and Euruian 
oompetitora. We tJ80 object to the appointment of nativetl to the 
Statutory Civil Senice by the (;olldemned method of nomination, be­
cause it f~D1Bbea no test of their fitness, as well as because it IS an in­
lIult to the B(,ltisb nabon to admit that Blndl19 would be polluted by 
con.ing in contact with our brethrcn In Engll\lld. 

Mr. Elliott's lnainuatlon that we Aote striking at the Loc:'1 Selt. 
Government scheme under the gUise of the Ilbert HIll i8, 1 regret to be 
oompelled to lIay, ungenerous. We mIght. witb perhaps more justice, 
say that the Ilbet't Bill has been sprung upon us in order to dlstraot our 
minds from calmly cODBlderlDg the Local Self-Government measure, and 
thereby to prevent us from selling what the Goverdment of lnida know. 
to be Ita defects. At any rate, Mr. Elhott ought to have seen what i. 
pa.tent to everyone. that the want of co.ooperatlOn of the tea plante" 
of AaillLm in the LOCl .. I S<;llf.Government scheme has been caused by the 
JIbert Bill. and, therefore, bis lDsiauation tha.t we are striking at 
Local Self. Government through the Ilbert Bill IS ablmrd as well .. 
ungenerous. 

Mr, Elliott's Idea. that no permanent Government can p08sibly relt 
on the b&ilw of not Ilha.ring the government of the country With the 
Datives, is belted by hilltory, as far as India is concerned, for the go. 
Ternment of the Aryan conquerors rested on that basl8, and aince it 
continued to flourish for about 3,000 years before tbe first irruption of 
the Muhammadans, r tlnnk we are entiLled to say that it :&8 more 
permanent than anv other Govt;rnment of which we ha.ve any a.nthentic 

history. • 
Nature will neither be-curbed n'lr forced by Acts of Parliament oJ! 

eren by Acts of the Government of Ind.J\. 'fhe fittest race will alway. 
govern. Mr. GlaJJiitOD,A, or even Lord Ripon, ~ight wlthtt.. much 
_~ lit 011 the safhy vtJVtl of a stearn engllle to It~p tat 
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steam from escaping, a8 aU-empt tc lIubjeet the fit to the nnfft, 
the domjn8llt to the subject race, tbll BrH~on t,o the Bengalee 01' tile 
Borah. They may do mU"h mischief tl' themselves and others for a 
time, bnt their BUCCeSS can never be perJI:~nent. 

lfRITANNICU-l!. 

Octobw 0, J.883. 

TO THE EDITOR OF 'fHIII ENGLISHMAN. 

SIR,-The contrast between the opiroion of Mr. Elliott, the ruler of 
Alsam, and that of Sir Charles Aitchison, the Lieutenant·Governor of 
the Pan jab, ia so remarkable that it requires special notice. 

Mr. Elliott has the courtesy to sunlmll.rise the opinions of the o.fll­
ciala of his province, and to 8Il.' th!\t, though he disagroos with Bome of 
them, "he would not have wished them to be in any re8p6~t medi1i.ed." 
Sir Charles ..1itcbison baa not the court(,'sy to notice the opinions of the 
officials of his province, though those opinions clearly prole that. they 
are the opinions .)f men not lDferior to himself, either in ability, or ioD 
knowledge of the subjec~under discussion. 

Mr. Elliott calls attention to the unanimity with which tlte official. 
and non.officials of his province recommend the withdrawal of the 
Ilbert Hill. Sir C'narles Aitchison takca no notice of the fact tbat the 
olllciale of his province are unanimous in objecting to the llbert BiH, 
or of the fact that of the III officials consulted by him, 15 advise ita 
withdrawal, and fOll~ recomJllend alterations to be mad!! in it destrue­
tiva of its principle. 

Mr. Elliott, acting 11pc.n the cl'7rrect idoa that thiS is a question 
purely between European BrItish subjects, whose rights and privileges 
are beinl< attackpd, and the Government of India, who are attacking 
them, refra.ined from invitmg nativcs to furnish him with their written 
opinions upon the subject. Sir Charl~s aitchison, acting upon the 
fallacious idp.1l that thiEI is a political question bet weAn Europeans and 
natives, inTited four nOll-offidal nlltive individuals and four non·official 
native associations, to send him their written opinions upon it. Hut 
with manifest unfairness he cOl'sulted no non-official European indivi. 
dual, an~ only one non.oflicia.1 Ellropcan associa.tion. MoreoTer, with 
further unfairness, Sir Charles Aitchison indicated to the native indio 
viduals and Il.Ilsociations consulted by him the kind of reply he wishart 
them to make.by lettiug them know what ¥ ow! opinion was befon 
they wrote theirs. This is proved by the following passage in the 
ot\inio~.of Agha K,.,lbi ALid: .. I agree not only to tho amendmente 
pr"poaed br the Bill, but also agree to the proposal of Sir CharI" 
Aitohison, the Lieutenant.Governor, that all first class Magistratetl 


