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from 'interested .. writers in the Anglo-Indian press, and to the 
refiecHon of then views in the org:l ns of public opinion in England. 
It has, further, been stated that among the advisers of Lerd Cross 
are powerful Anglo-Indians whose opinions the Secretary of 
State has not had the courage to set aside. It must be 
remembered that the predecessors of Lord Reay in the Govern
ment of. BOIllbay have had some discredit attached to them for 
not having taken steps to bring Mr. Crawford to book. And it 
would not surprise us to be told that Sir Richard Temple, the 
quondam Governor of Bombay, SIr James Fergusson, the suc
cessor of Sir Richard in the Governorship of Bombay and now 
Under-Secretatyof State for Foreign Affairs, and Sir JaIlles B. 
Peile, formerly of the Bombay Government and now of the 
India Office, would not like to be told that their action has been 
held. reprehensible in so far as they abstained from making a 
thorough enquiry into the matter. If Lord Cross should he 
considered to have been influenced in the course he has thought 
fit to adopt by the views of these gentlemen, it would not be a 
matte; icr s'lrprise. And over and ahove these influences, there 
are the Camerons and the Baumanns, whose criticism in 
Parliament Lord Cross would find himself unable to withstand. 
But the most mischievous result of the partial cancellation of 
the guarantee by the ~ssing of the Indemnity Bill in its present 
shape would ~e that it would give rise to an impression that 
Her Majesty's Government would be prepared even to violate 
its word in order that the people of India may see how im
possible it i& to venture .or how great a risk they run in under
taking to state frankly and freely anything which is likely to 
damage the reputation of a highly-placed English official; and 
tliat the boast that no such distinction as that of a dominant 
and subject race shall sway the action of the British Government 
is all a sham and a delusion. It is of the highest importance 
that the Government of India and the Secretary of State should 
do everything in their power to prevent such a notion pos'lessing 
the minds of the people of India." 

The Hope, of Calcutta, admitting that on abstract prin
ciples it is not desirable to retain these officers in service, 
says: 

" But, while regretting this fact, neither the public nor the 
Government can shut their eyes to the other fact that it was 
the promise of unqualified exemption froJ/! all punishment that 
made these corrupt officers stand convictedt out of their own 
mouths. The Gov:ernment had no power to compel t}lem to 
acknowledge their guilt, and this being so, the Crawford Com· 
misrlon wo,ld have ended in a most deplorable fiascc. That 
would ha\"E' ttJI,Iant the further continuance of a system of cor· 
ruption wortily _of the worst days of the Mahomedan rule. The 
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unreserved way in which, moreover, these Mamlatdars tbore 
evidence against themselves must also be taken !>into considera
tion in considering the qut'stion of the tnvrality of their retention 
in office. • If they had not t,een sure that the Government would 
pardon them to the very letter of its promise, they would not 
surely have thus sought their own degradation anJ nino On 
the other hand, it may not prove unlikely that the very redemp
tion by the Government of its pledge will produce wh6lesome 
influence on ·the minds of, these self-convicted officers in their 
future conduct in office. But, whatever the result, though one 
can always hope for the best, it would be unjust, if not anything 
worse, for the Government to now back out in any way from 
the pr€lmise held out to these Mamlatdars, whatever the enormity 
of their guilt. They have undoubtedly helped to purge the 
administration of a woeful state of corruption, and this pught 
to weigh in a certain degree against the harsh measure wliich 
the Government is about to adopt in regard to them. Depriving 
these men of their appointments will not only weakt'n the faith 
of the public in the pledges of the Government, but wql serve 
to shut out the chance of future exposure of deep-seated scahdals 
in the administration." 

The Phcenix, of Karachi, has again o?served: 

" The Indemnity Bill wi.ll carry a mournful memory with it: 
It is the axe laid at the root of faith in the solemn promises 
of the British Government. Never again, at least not for a 
long time, will any man run any risk on the strength of an 
assurance from the Government. The pity IS that the dishonour 
is being done in the names of honour and integrity." 

The Gujarati, of Bombay, thus describes the injustice that 
is now being done to the Mamlatdars : 

"As everyone knows, the whole official atmosphere during 
Crawford's regime was tainted with gross and widespread cor
ruption, and it requires some supernatural power to discern the 
character of the forces that were operating at the time upon the 
mind of the Subordinate Service. Besides, is not Government 
guilty of straining at a gnat and swallowing a camel, when some 
other officers who were shrewd enough to perceive that even 
thi!> century is not without its Clives and Shivajis, are said to have 

{sealed their lips and are enjoying the fruits of their silence with
out molestation. Again, it is a principle of English law that no 
man shall be condenttled unheard. The Mamlatdars mad& 
.:ertain statements "to Mr. am manney, some of which only 
&s bore direct on Mr. Crawford's guilt were repeated 
before the Commission, and now they are to be lon
demned on the btrength of the evidence containAi in Hleir 

< own deposition, when even Mr. Ommanney k~ws that the 
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pros~ution av~led themselves of such evidence only as they 
thought relevant. The Mamlatdars never appeared as accused 
persons, and they had no opportunity of stating thE!5.r whole. 
case, and it is nothing but a monstrous piece of injustice of 
which *he British Government ought to be heartily ashamed, 
that it should not have called upon the eight Mamlatdars to 
show cause why the guarantee should not be partially cancelled 
in their case, if at all Government chose to violat@. its word of 
honour in presence of the whole civilised world, and disgrace 
itself in the eyes of the people from the lowest peasant to the 
highest native prince. Everyone in this Presidency who has 
thought about the Crawford episode has got disgusted witil the 
action of the Secretary of State, and we ourselves find it so 
painiul to proceed further that we shall stop here this time." . . 

The Native Opini01t, of Bombay, takes the same view, and 
condemns the action of Government in dismissing the Mam
latdars pnheard and on the strength of statements before 
the C'ommission, where the conduct uf the witnesses, not 
being in issue, was not fully gone into. 

The Gujerat Gazette, of Ahmedabad, after referring to the 
prophecy of SIOme o(·the witnesses who warned Mr. Om
manney that thf' inquiry would inevitably recoil on the 
heads of the witnesses, says: 

" The violation of the guarantee would literally fulfil this 
dIsmal prophecy; and the Secretary of State and the Govern
ment of India are undertahmg a senous responsibIlIty in bringing 
ahout such a result, VIZ., di"creciltmg the' just and liberal ideas' 
of our educated men and confirming the di<;trust of the old and 
the ignorant masses." 

The Gttjerat Darpan, of Surat, has the following: 

"The views of such an eminent judicial authority as Lord 
Herschell, the late Lord Chancellor of England, on the Ma11l
latdar Indemnity question, expressed in the House of Lords, 
deserve respect. Hc· is thorougly in favour of the Bombay 
Government, and quite dead against the action of the Secreta~ 
of State. Being present on the spot when the Crawford case was 
being hotly discus&ed, and being cogniza\}t of what relations 
existed between the dismissed Commissitmer "and his mjured 
subordinates, he had a better lo,,/~ standi than !lny in the House. 
He said: 'More hann wonld be dOM if a pledge sulemnly given 
by thl Government of Bombay were broken dian would be done 
by reJl:ining 6t office th')se who had trusted to the pledge: But 
Lord Cross ~aFenot thought so. He has his hobhy, purity of 
administratioll, ,:hich, by the way let us say, could never have 
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been made pure if these much abused, maligned, and iJijured 
Mamlatdars had not trusted the word of the Goe-ernrhent Whom 
he has overruled." 

• 
Thus, according to the Imtu Prakash, of Bombay: 

• 
" If ever public opinion, unanimous, and clearly anti spon

taneously expressed, should influence the counsels of the Govern· 
ment, the Indemnity Bill is a pre-eminently fit and worthy 
occasion on which the mfluence ought to be felt and acknow. 
ledged. The public meetings which have been held ail over the 
Presidency, which an ill-natured contemporary thinks are due to 
the wire-pullings of a caucus, but which we believe to be the 
spontaneous and sincere expression of public opinion, are a well
meant rrotest against the action contemplated by the Govern. 
ment ° India. The native public, and indeed we venfure to 
think, not a small portion of the European public, cannot 
understand how the Government of India and the Secretary of 
State do not perceive the utter inconsistency, narrowness and 
harmful character of their position in admitting the I1ecessity 
and propriety of the guarantee, and yet repudiating it in its n.ost 
essential particular." 

And, in the words of the same· journal, it is to be 
earnestly hoped: " 

" Government will yet so extend the scope of the Indemnity 
Bill that it will be saved from the reproach of faithlessness, 
which otherwise will be a lasting, meffaceahlc blot on the· fair 
fame of the British Government." 



THE· PROCEEDINGS 
OF A 

PU BLIC + M'EETI NG 
OF THE 

CITIZENS OF POONA, 

Held on the 1st September, 1889, 

To EXIIR~S THEIR GRATEFUL THANKS TO THE BtlMBAY GOVERNMENT FOR 
FEARLESSLY CONDUCTING THE CRAWFORD INQUIRY, TO SOLICrr A 

ScRUPULOUS OBSERVANCE OF THE GUARANTEE GIVEN TO 
WITNESSES AND TO REPUDIATE THE MISREPRE-

SENTATIONS BY INTERESTED PARTlES 

; 

RAO BAHADUR K/ U NULKER, C.I.E., 
IN THE CHAIR. 

" English valour and English intelligence have done less to extend and to prelet'Vw OUt' 
Oriental Empire than Bnghsh veracity. • • •. No oath which superstition CUI devlu. no 
hostage however preetOWl, Inspires a hundredth part of the confidooce whleb is produced by 
the 'yea, yea' or 'oay, nay' of a British envoy. No Q.stDeSS, however,strong by art or nature, 
pves to its mmates a security,like that enjoyed' by the Chief, who passing throup the territo
ries of powerful and deadly enemies, IS armed with British Guarantee."-MAcAVLI>Y OK CLtV&. 

l.ort~on : • 
PRINTED BY A. BONNER, 34, BOUVERIE STREET, 

P,LEET STREET, E.C 

18 8 9. 





Proceedings of a Public Meeting held at 
Poona on the 1st September, 1889 . 

• 
A PUBLIC meeting of the citlZcns of Poona was held on 1st 

Septerober, 188g, under the auspices of the Sarvajanik Sabha, 
in compliance with the following requisition :--

We, the undersigned citizens of Poona, think it desirable that a pablic 
meetmg of the leadlllg cltiZl!Ils of this place be convened without detar, to 
place on record {.-mal resolutions, gIving expresslon to the opiDlon Of the 
native public repudiatlDg the misrepresentations made by certain ill-wormed 
and interes:ed correspondents and others, lD regard to the real ~ of the 
action taken by Government in the matter of the Crawford inquiry, and pro
test1ll8 against the wholesale attacks against native character geDerally, In the 
English and Anglo-Indian press; and placing before the Governments 1ft 

Indl.! and in England the dehberate Vlews of the native public .. to the 
rectitude and smgleness of purpose shown by Government in prosecuting the 
lDquiry to a close, whlch have insPIred the native puhlic with a grateful sense 
of satisfaction, and alllO soliciting that 1Il the interests of the honour and fair 
lame of British rule, the guarantee given by Government to aU perIJODIiI who 
gave evidence before the inquiry oflicel"ll, should be respected and maintained 
in its full integrity. 

The requisition was signed by 130 leading gentlemen of the 
different communities, including Sardars (Noblemen), lnamdars 
(Landiords), Bankers, Money-lenders, Merchants and Traded 
Doctots, Professors of Schools and Colleges, Editors of News 
papers, Lawyers, and Gov~rnmel1t OfficeI'5 of high positions. • • 

The following are the names of the aignatoris : 

Sardar Sbrl Baht Maharaj. Brabman, 1st Class Sardar of Deccao. 
SafIar Tl!1aji Reo Raje Sabeb, Mahratta, lit ClaM 9&rdar of Deccla3 
sdIar&i~ ¥adhavrao Potnis, Parbhu,'18t Clus Satdu of Deccan. 
SaNar Nawah AI Mardakban, Muaalman, tit C1ue'Sardar of Deccaa. 
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S~ar Ganpatrao Vinayak Sanglikar, Brahman, Ist Class Sar&r of 

Deccan • • 
Rao Bahadur Gopalrao Han DesbEluk, fst Class Sardar of Deecan~ 

Pensioned District Joiut Judgeof~atik (British diatrict); and some· 
time member of the Bombay Legislative Council. 

Rao Bahadur Mahadev Govind Ranade, M.A , LL B , C,l.E , .t!dvocate, 
of Bombay, District Judge under the Deccan Relief Act; wasMember 
of the finance Committee of India; sometime Member 0: the Legis
lative Council of Bomqay. 

Rao Bahadur Krisnajee Luxman Nulkar, C.I.E , Ex·De~an of Cutch ~ 
was Member of the Public Service Commission of India 

Dr. Ramkrisbna Gopal Bhandarkar, M A., PH D, M R AS. C.I E .• 
• Prgfessor of Oriental Languages, Deccan Government College. 

Rao Bahadur Narayan B Dandekar, Pensi~ned Director of Public In· 
struction of Berars, Hydrabad Assigned Districts • 

Sardar Hari Ramchandra Dhamdhere, 
Sardar B~lvantrao Yeshvant Chandrachud, 
Sarder Balvantrao Ramchandra Natu, 
Sardar Vithalrao Krishna Gale, 
SaMar Trimbakrao N Rajmachikar, 
Sardar Kashinath Nilkanth Khasgivale, 
Sardar Chintamanrao Vishvanath Nata, 
Sardar Damodar Moreshwar Gole, 
Mahamahopadhyaya Ramdixit Apte, 

1 Fi,,'. S,opnd .... 
Third Class !5ardars j of D~. 

Rao Bahadur Daji Nilkanth Nagarkar, Pensioned Professor of the Conege 
of Science, Poena 

Rao Bahadur Vishnu Mort'~hvar Bhide, Pensioned 1St Class Sub-Jurlge; 
Chairman of the Poona Sarvajamk Sabha. 

Rao Bahadur Khanderao C Bedarkar, B A, LL B , Judge of the Small 
Caase8 Court, Poona. 

Rao Bahadur Chintaman Narayen Bhat, B.A LL B., 1St Class Sub· 
Judge. 

Rao Bahadur G. A. Bhat, M A., L C E., Executive Engineer, P. W. 
Department 

Vithal Narayan Pathak, Esq., M.A, Professor of English Literature. 
Deccan Government College. 

Varnan Shivram Apte, Esq , M A , Principal, Fergusson College, Poona. 
Kasinath Parashram Gadgil, Esq, Barrister-at·Law. 
Rao Bahadur Narayan Bhlkaji Joglekar, Pensioned Deputy Collector and 

Honorary Magistrate, Ist Class. 
Ra.o Bahadur Wasudev Bapujl Kanitkar, Pensioned Assistant Executive

Engineer, P. 'We Department, and.MUIlicipai Commissioner 
Rao Bahadur 'Hari IRaoji Chiplunkar, Landlord; Honorary Magistrate, 

1st Class: .i>'resident of Landlords' Association. C 

Rao Bahadur .Raoji Vithal Punekar, Retired Subha of H. H. the Gaekwar. 
Rao Bahadur bojl Trimbak Nagarkar, Landlord, and Pensio~ Sub· 

Engineer. . 
Rao Bahadur Shridhar Gundo, Deputy Collector anCt 1St 'Class Magistrate.. 
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R10 Bahadur Narayan Pandurang. Deputy Examiner, MiJitaI'y AOCOUIlts. 
~I KasiIljthji, Esq., J.P., PefIODal Assistant to the Commissaz:y 

General. 
Ganesh Gopal Dixit, Esq., addar. 
Govind Mahadev Gadre, Esq., lnamdar and Lawyer. 
Kes1tav Ramchandra Ra.nade, Esq., lnamdar. 
Vishvauath Amrit Tilvankar, Esq., Inamdar and Banker. 
Sha iakharam Maneharam, Banker. 
Sha Haribhai Dattaram, Banker 
SOO NanchaDd Mulchand, Banker. 
Ranllal Nandram Naik, Esq, Landlord. 
Shridhar Ballal Kelkar, Esq., Banker. 
Gangadhar Raghunath Paranjape, Esq., Banker 
Shet Chunilal Baldeo, Banker and Merchant. 
!het Vishundas Bhagwandas. Merchant. 
Sh& Dalpatram Manchand. Banker and Merchant. 
Shet Mulchand Pransukh. Mt.rchant. 
Shet Cbhaganlal Kasidas. MerchaJJt. 
Shet Saka!chand Valabhram, Merchant. 
Rao ~ahib Daji Shripat Nagpurkar. Landlord, Pensioned Sub-Engineer 

Municipal Commissioner. 
Gopal Ganesh Agarkar. Esq. M.A, Professor, Fergusson College. 
Shet Ijatram Tarachand, Merchant 
Shet Chhagaadas Rajaram, Merchant. 
Shet TU!sldas Pransukhram, Merchant, 
Narayen Vinayek Chhlltre, Esq .• B A , L M. and S. . 
Rao Sahib Casinath Govind Natu, Lawyer and Municipal Commissioner. 
Shet Lalubhai Virchand. Merchant. 
Shet Chhotalal Chhagandas. Merchant. 
Shet Kewaldas De1ichand. Merchant. 
Shet Lalchand Knsnaji. Merchant 
Shet Ramchand Bhaichand, Landlord, Banker and Merchant 
Shet Umedram MayacOOnd. Merchant and Banker. 
Shet Sobharam Manlkchand, Banker and Merchant. 
Shet Jayram Dangee, Merchant. 
Ramkrishna Raghoba Murudkar, Esq. Merchant. 
Keshw Balal Sathe, Esq., Merchant. 
Ra.o Sahib Hindumal Balmukund, Merchant. Banker, and Municlp.al 

Commissionor 
Gopal Krishna Gokhaie. Esq., B A • Professor, Fergusson College. 
Ra.o Sahib Balchandra Trimbak Bapat. Esq , Honorary Magistrat 
Vinayek Ramchandra Patwardhan, E.sq., B.A., LL B. 
Bahirao Udhao, Esq • Lawyer. 
Khanderao Narayen, Esq • Lawyer 
Vishnu Atmaram Umkar, Esq, Mer<:,ltant. 
Shet Vallibbai rayabali, Esq., Merchant. 
'Jr3t Adamjee Valibhai, Esq., Merchant. 
,lit ~ulcland Mayachand, Esq .• Merchant. 
~aro saddiv, !'sq., Lawyer. 
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vttW ~""""tt., '~ .• Lawyer. 
_~ BbalAbdW. AH, Bsq .. , M .... t. 
Sbet Rosmali Talayab Ali, Merchant. 
Shet ~ Hyd«Ali, Btq,., ~. 
Mabadeo Vyankaji VidhwaDl, Bitt .• ~ed Su~EqiDeer. 
Ramchalldra Smdubiv Jl1rgleb.t.lhq., Pt'III8ioaed SGD-En,,~ 
Reo SaIIib ~v ICriIba.a Gore, Lawyer; Vioe·Prajdeat, Taluka 

Local Board. . 
KriIhna S1laatri Vaijapoorkar, Esq. 
Shridar Shastri Patankar. £sq. 
Deorao KrishDa, Esq .• Honorary Magistrate 
.Sbet HaaDali Jamawi Sahib. Esq., Merchant. 
Sllet Kasamali ]iwabali, Esq. , Merchant -
Narayen Kriahna Dh~p, Esq , B.A , Life Member, DeccaP Educational 

Society 
VaIDaII Keehav Bhat, Esq, Lawy~. 
Rao Sahlb Raghunath Daji Nagarkar. Lawyer, Landlord, Municipal 

Commi&.lioner and Member. District Local Board, Poooa· 
Rao Sahib Mahadeo Ballal Namjosi, Municipal Commissioner and Jour 

nali.t. 
He SaJrib Vaman Prabhakar Bhawe. principlll, Poona Natlye Insflt1ltloD. 

and MUnicipal Commissioner. 
ChizU.amaa Bltllal Gharpure, Esq .• Banker 
GopaI Vinayek Josi, Esq 
Vasudeo Balkrishna Kelkar, Eaq • B.A., Proieslor, Fer(USIOll CoUep. 
RIo Sahib Nurso Ramchandra Godb<»e, Municipal Commi8si~. 
V\lhnu Shamjee Ranade, Esq , Sowear and Landlord. 
Damodar Jauroan Gokhale, Esq. 
Balkriahna Sayanna, ~sq., General Merchant 
Narayen Babe.jl Josi, Esq., L C E .• Peusioned Assistant Engineer. 
Bhlkaji Amrit Chobe, Esq., G G.M.C. and Assistant Surgeon. 
Bapurao Narayen Natekar. Esq , Lawyer. 
Balwant Abaji, Esq., Lawyer 
Vaman Ganesh Ghanekar. Esq , Lawyer. 
ChIDtaman Cangadhar Bhanu, Esq., B.A .. ProfeIIsor, Fergusaon College. 
Bal Ganpdhar Tilak, Esq .• B A, LL.B, Professor. :Fergnsson College. 

and Journalist. 
Kriabnarao Bapu Mande, Esq , Jo\lfJl8list . 
Raoji Sbridhar Gondhalekar, Esq., Printer and Jo11l'lWlat. 
Ganeeh Krbhna Garde, Esq , L .M. & S. 
1'larayen Ganeah Amdekar, Esq . Lawyer. 
s.,ed Yakub. Esq., Persiu Teacher, High School, Poooa 
RUlCbandra G~ Sapkar, Esq., Printer and Joum.alist. 
Gauesh Hari Sathe. f.sq. 
Gopal MoreshWar PMlw'ardhan, EIq., Lawyu. 
l4o:reahwat'Vaau&eu Sathe.ltaq., Lawyer. 
Vinayek Narayen Apte, Eaq • Merchant. 
Vaman Mahadeoi..ele. Esq. 
Ganelb Moreshwar SohOlli, Eaq 
Kriahnarao Puruahotam Tilak. Esq. 
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TIt# folhirIg «~iMs 'IN'llfItloJIkd itllI1s M",., • 
• Proposed by Rao Babdur Vimlnu Moreahwat Bhide, and 

seco~ by Rao Sahib Mahadev Balla1 N.mjoabi ! 

1. '!'bat this meeting do place on record, on behalf of theUdvepablic! 
their emphttie approbation tid grateful appreciation of the ~ etrocta 
made by the present Govm.u:Dellt of Bombay,and its QfBqers, 'amidet Wl ...... 
difficulties and dillcouragcments, to probe to the bottom and eradicate the 
widespread corruption-whiCh is traceable directly to the evil geDias of a 
single English officer. who enjoyed the full confidence of GoV'erDment-and 
which had been preVldtibg over two-thirds of the Presideacy and ftlfDaiIled 
~ for many years. 

Proposed by Kashinath Parsharam Gadgil, Esq" Banister- . 
at-Law, .and' seconded by Professpr Bal Gangadher Tilak: 

2. That this meeting wishes to record an expression of its opinion that 
unless'the indemnity. solemnly guaranteetl to the witnesses, who gaveevid«lee 
before the inquiry officers in this ~, is strictly respected and fulfilled in its 
integrity, without distinction, the result will be tbat the public faith in iM 
plighted word of the British Government will he destroyed; and the experiences 
of this case will4lereafter ~der it absolutely impoS$ible to brilIg to light any 
delinquencies aod misconduct of European public functiooaries-aD evil franght 
with danger to the future good government of India, compared with whicll 
any temporary inconvenience or dliliculties, caused by factious opposition to 
the ,policy of faithful adherence to solemn promises, must undoubtedly count 
'as a lesser evil; and tbat h1 a country like India the poIIIIible advalll.tagl!e of 

. meeting out technical justice in deference to abstract prhlciples will be deatly 
purchased at the sacrifice of the reliance of the people on the good faith and 
sanctity of Government promises by and to whomsoever given. 

Proposed by Professor Gopal Krishna Gokhale, and ~ded 
by Rao Sahib Cashinath Govind Natu: . 

3, That this meeting wishes to place on record its IItronIJ protest .... t 
the persistent and factious misrepresentatiOllS and perversion of facta by 
interested writers, whereby public opimon in England is being misled; and 
that the native public of India grieve to find some of the hoDourable members 
of Parliament, to whom India cannot be too grateful for their hoIIa ""
disinterested .oris to I8e jUltice done to this country, allowUli t1lemaolves 
to be influenced by such one-sided and incorrect repreaeotations, 
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THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE MOOTING. 

In re~ponse to the invitation rssued by the Secretary of the 
Sarvajanik Sabha, an Association representing the D~can, a 
large concourse of people assembled in the Khabute,rkha.1a 
grounds, wh,ere a large Mandap was specially erected' for the 
occasion. All the differCjnt communities of the city, such as 
Brahmins, Parbhus, Mahrat~as, Gujerathis, Marwarees, 
Mussalmans, Borhas, &1;., were numerously represented, and 
the a'ttendance was exceptionally large. Punctually at the time 
appointed for holding the meeting the Secretary, Sarvaj,mik 
Sabha, read the requisition and called upon the gentlelrten as
sembled to elect a Chairman and proceed with the nusiness of the 
day. Thereupon the Honourable Rao Bahadur Sardar Gopalrao 
Hari Deshmukh proposed that Rao Bahadur Krishnaji Laxu
man Nulker, C,I,E" be elected Chairman. The proposition was 
duly seconded by Rao Bahadur Narayen Bhai Dandekar; and 
Rao Bahadur Krishnaji Laxuman N ulke.r took the chair amidst 
loud cheers. The CHAIRMAN then addressed the -meeting to 'the 
following effect :-

Gentlemen,-\Ve have met here, this evening, to record 
certain facts, opinions, and protests, in connection wilh' the 
different developments of what is known as the Crawford case. 
Let me remind you at the outset that this meeting was being 
thought of for a considerable time back, and was finally arranged 
for some days ago, before the receipt of the latest telegrams 
from England which' speak of dismissals with compensation. 
This meeting, therefore, is, in no way, the outcome of thos~ 
telegrams, though they may be fitly discussed in the course of 
the proceedings. Now, then, as regards the main question 
h<ore 13S. I would put it this way: How was it possible for a 
single European to involve scores, nay perhaps hundreds, of 
natives in the rpesht.S of his nefarious, designs? If we would 
trace back this s~range phenomenon to its original cause or 

, <:auses~ we must glance, however cursorily, over the history and 
characteristics of the respective countries and their people. We, 
as an Eastern nati~n, have, for long centuries, "eel. undergoing 
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.a decade ... ,;"" until, at last, we became incapable of self· help 
and 'eh an easY4>rey before successive conquerors. Among the 
duties benevolently undertak~ by our present rulers, from the 
earliest times, wer';l the raising of the inhabitants of India to 
the higher level of E 11ropean civilization; and the protection of 
the weak against the strollg and powerful. It is needless to say 
that India hailed these valuable blessings with unbounded joy. 
(Cheers.) The full accomplishment of: Lh .. former object, how
ever, must necessarily be slow and gradual, occupying perhaps 
centuries. The latter duty-namely, of protecting the vyeak 
against the strong-it must be acknowledged with gratitude, has 
been ~ulIy attended to so far at least as the mutual jealousies 
and st~ggles between the natives themselves are concerned. 
Where the interests of the Inclan clashed with those belonging 
to the ruling race, it must be confesbed with sorrow, the success 
"Of the l>rfnciple of plotection of the weak against the strong has 
been of a varied character. Among the instances of this un
certainty of success, the occasion which has brought us tl)gether 
this evening, teiJ;ifies to··the truth of this complaint. (Cheers.) 
Gentlemen, I do not for a moment wish to lay the entire blame 
for this lamentable state of things against what I call the 
stronger side. No one can know it better, or feel it more keenly 
than I have always done, that it is due to our own defects of 
character, want of puhlic spint, and absence of stubborn self
assertiveness and fearless resistance against tyranny and oppres
sion. But the questIon I would ask is-Have our rulprs taken 
sufficient precautIOns to prevent advantage being taken by 
members of the rulmg race of this helples~ness of the ruled? 

What is the real moral, which the history of this Crawford 
case teaches the rulers and the ruled? I t IS this-that it is well· 
nigh hopeless for the ruled to expect prompt and ready justice 
against a powerful and mfluentIal member of the ruling race' 
and therefore England cannot too Jealously guard against the 
weak being crushed by the strong when the Wlce Jealousy is 
once roused in the breast of the A '11{10- Indian ~arty. Have we 
I'eceived thIS protection, in the present instance, from the British 
Parliafent, t2 which we have a right to look" as the ultimate 
tribunal of JtI!ti~? We have not. The machinations of a 
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laaadiul of unscrupulOUS men both here and in Emg.l.uid have 
hitherto succeeded in diverting the attentioa of the 'lfritish 
public from the true issues wh'icl\..are involved in the case. The 
result is that not only has th'e weak to go to the wall, but the 
implicit faith of the natives in the honour and sanctity bf solemn 
promises of the British Government-one of the main pillars 
of the British power in England-is threatened with' annihila
tion. (Cheers.) What is the true history of this Crawford 
case? One single Englishman, belonging to one of the most 
hOl\ourable public services the world has ever pwduced, gets 
demoralised and sinks down into the abyss of immQralities step 
by step and year by year, the scandal is openly talked fn the 
native bazaars and in Anglo-Indian circles, the local Go':ernment 
first disbelieves reports, and when these take specific shape in 
the nativ~ press, connives at them and even seeks to suppress 
the scandal by ready acceptance of an obviously' insincere 
apolOgy from a native Editor. When, at last, a Government. 
strong in its convictions and sense of duty, takes Up the diffi
cult and invidious task, made more difficult by, the laches of its. 
predecessors, and prosecutes the inquiry energetically, a howl 
is raised against it both in India and in England, and even 
some members of Parliament are found to have the temerity 
to accept readily all the misrepresentations and perversions oi 
facts put forward by interested countrymen of the accused, and 
all these parties act as if they would vie with each other in 
thwarting the local Government from doing their difficult duty. 
instead of thanking that Government for having shown the 
extraordinary moral courage to bring into light unheard -of 
iniquities in most unlooked -for quarters,' which had been 
blackening the British name all over the Bombay Presidency. 
~Cheers.) For this phase of the story again, gentlemen, our 
Jwn characteristic weakness is partIy to blame. Have w(' not 
hitherto failed to do our duty to ourselves by placing timely 
before the British t>}lblk the true facts and circumstances of the 
c;:ase, as early a!td as persistently as our enemies have done? 
Had we not the advantages of a just cause on our side while 
our adversa~ies had nothing but abuse and mis;state~~nts to. 
hurl against us? On the other hand, hO\Jeve..', it must be 
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remembered that we had peculiar difficulties to contend agairast. 
We ~a~ no pow .. fu1 public orgus here, and none in England, 
to take up our cause in such c."flicts, and we allowed ottrselves 
to be misled by our implicit confidence that the local Govern
ment wo1t1d succeed in pleading before the responsible home 
authoriti~ the causp. of justice, and of. the purification of the 
public service from systematic corruption. We never dreamed 
that the unrighteous agitation of inter~sted parties would win 
the day by deceiving and inducmg the authorities in England to 
throw over their local representatives while the latter ~ere 
trying to pe~form an arduous duty and thereby save the honour 
and flir.name of Englishmen in India which was being dragged 
through dirt by one of them for many years. (Cheers.) 

Gentlemen, our present appeaJ is perhaps too late so far as. 
the Parliamentary opposition is conc:erned, but it may be 
permitted to us to hope that the Secretary of State may yet 
carefully study the case with the light we are trying to throw on 
it, and may make up h!s mind to support the Government of 
Bombay in upl¥>lding British honour by fully carrying out Its 
original policy of a thorough cleanng and purification of the 
administration, which had become impossible without the grant 
of the widest possible indemnity to the witnesses who were to 
give evidence against the powerful accused. . Therefore, better 
late than never. I will not detain you much longer. But there 
are one or two points which deserve mention. The question has 
been put to me by some of the highest officers of Go\"ornment, 
why was it that none of the native sufferers, under such a 
gigantic system of corruption, ever went to their Collector to 
complain of it? The only reply I could make to such a question 
was the counter-question: How was it that so many able and 
talented members of the Civil Service, a veritable corps de elite of 
the Indian Services, who are specially trained in every detail 0' 
the administration, who enjoy peculiar facilities of acquiring a 
thorough knowledge of the Indian langulges,. who pass the 
pri~e of their lives in the districts in the mMst of the native 
communities, whose inner live& and habits of thought they are 
expec~ to ljnow-how was it, I asked, that those gentlemen, 
with rare·o~t1.fltities of winning the confidence of the natives. 
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failed to acquire a sufficient knowledge of what had ooen daily 
passing around them? Gentlemen, the rearon is not( i'ar to 
seek. .There is still, unfortunatclf, a wide gulf which separates 
the natives and Europeans in this country ~ as regards mutuat 
sympathies and confidence in each other. This is" to some 
extent inevitable under.present circumstances. Natur~l timidity 
and distrust on the one side, and on the other side the pride of 
race superiority and im~atience to tolerate any aspersion against 
one of their own race cast by anyone belonging to the subje<.t 
rae;, must be accepted as among the causes of the silent suffering 
on the one hand, and the failure to command confidence on the 
other. 'I know an instance of a member of the Gover'rlment 
losing his temper when a native friend who ordinarily enjoyed 
his full confidence informed him, in reply to a question, that 
there were rumours, generally believed in native society, that a 
certain high officer of the Government was corrupt. I remember 
a case in which the trial of a European officer for assaulttng a 
native was seriously objected to by the head of his department 
oOn the ground that the prestige of Europeant"' serving in the 
district would suffer. Such instances are happily few, but they 
have the effect of deterring natives from informing against 
Europeans. But, while complaining of these grievances, 
we must not forget that this same pride of race superi
ority and indignation at the disgrace brought upon the 
good name of Englishmen in India by the spread of the 
Crawford scandal asserted itself for good, and led to the 
ultimate determination of the Bombay Government and its 
European officers to insist upon an inquiry being instituted; 
and as soon as this was known to the natives, they took courage 
and came forward to assist in the investigation. Thus, while 
the intense Englishism of our rulers and the consequent silence 
tif the natives were partly answerable for the continuance of the 
scandal for many years, we have now to thank that same great 
national chara\llter, '~he vehement self-assertion of Englishmen, 
for the complete"'exposure of the system of organised corruption, 
by means of native assistance which had been hitherto timidly 
.and distrustfully 'withheld. (Chef'rs.) Gentleme~ I wotld only 
detain you to explain one more point, befor(F'we- beiin to con-
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sider the resolutions. It has been said that the Government of 
India- !nd the Sfcretary of State have the power of revision 
over the proceedings of the 101JOi1 Government, and Lord Cross 
has only exercised this power of revision with regard ° to the 
indemnity. We all admit such revisionary power. But it ought 
to be exercIsed in proper time. -Every step taken by the local 
Government in the Ctdwford case had b~u repotted to the 
higher authorities, in due course of busi~ess. The G'overnment 
Resolution formally granting the indemnity on the 28th June, 
r888, was part of the weekly reports of proceedingc; sent to
England by each mail. The chief object of these weekly rep~rts 
is to "'low the Secretary of State an opportunity to exercise his 
revision~rr power, if necessary. He could have advised the 
Bombay Government to withtlJaw the indemnity by telegram 
within three weeks of its date, and f)ver two months before the 
Crawfotd

O 

Commission began its inquiry, and could thereby 
have avoided the present scandal whIch is immeasurably more 
dishovourable to the British reputation for honesty than any 
possibJe corrup~on in tIle Civil Service. (Cheers.) But slIch 
withdrawal would have amounted to a peremptory order to 
abandon the investigativn into the charges against Mr. Craw
ford, and the Secretary of State did not then accept the responsi
bility of such an extreme step of interference. And now, after 
fully reapiug the fruits of that indemnity, the Secretary of State, 
be it said with shame, seeks to practically set aside tJoJat 
indemnity in preference to boldly meeting ignwrant and factious 
opposition in Parliament based on legal fictions and abstract 
principles. (Applause.) I beg, gentlemen, to apologise for 
detaining you so long, and now ac;k I{ao Bahadur Vishna More· 
shwar Bhide to read the first resolution. 

Rao Bahadur VISHNU MOREsHWAR BHIDE proposed:-

That this meeting do place on record, on behalf of the native public, tnelr 
emphatic approbation and grateful appreciation of the courageous efforts made 
by the present Government of Bombay and its officts. a/iidst unusual diffi. 
cult'les and discouragements, to probe tv the bottom am_eradicate the wide. 
spread corruption which is dIrectly traceal.t!e to the evil genius of a single 
English ,,!ticer, who enjoyed 'he full confidence of Government, and which 
had ~ tn:evailing over two-thirds of the Presidency, and remamed unheeded 
for many years.' 
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He said: 7 Mr. President and Gentlemen, - The resolu-
• ~d' f·full tlon which I have been a=e to propose .ml, I am y 

persuaded, meet with the hCR!ty approval of this large, 
influential, and representative, meeting. It deals with a ~ubject 
which occupied our attention during the whole of1he last year. 
The prosecution of Mr. Crawfo~d was a most arduous and diffi. 
oCult task, and the 50vernment of Bombay, therefo},e, deserve 
-our most sincere ihank~ for having undertaken it and carrying 
it through to a successful close. Depict to your mind the posi
tion, which Mr. Crawford occupied. A Bombay civilian qf more 
than thirty-four years' standing, the most senior officer in service 
who held the position of a Commissioner of Revenue" of a 
Division-a position inferior only to that of the Governor and 
his Councillors and the Judges of Her Majesty's High Court at 
Bombay-charged with corruption and abuse of his trust, was 
not easily to be removed. He was, as we all know, an officer 
of very superior talents and abilities, which worked wonders, 
and he had done great service to the State. He possessed a 
large and influential circle of friends ht:re, as wel~ as in EnglaIl1l, 
willing and ready to assist him in case of necessity with their 
might and main. It was such an officer that the Bombay 
Government had to deal with. To prosecute and bring to 
justice a person of Mr. Crawford's abilities on charges. of 
reckless, long-continued, and extreme indebtedness, and widely
rumoured corruption, you will, I am sure, all admit, was a task 
of no common difficulty-a task from which some of the previous 
Governors shralilk back in despair. Such a task was under
taken and, I may say, brought to a successful issue by the 
present Government amidst much discouragement and factious 
opposition, and amidst gross misrepresentations of facts and 
iqtentions. There were those who thought that the prestige of 
~~overnment and of the Civil Service was involved in the matter 
and that it would not do to allow the law its full operation 
against such al1' offi~9r. The Government of Bombay did not 
allow itself to be ~wayed from its sense of rectitude. It held it 
to be its supreme. duty to allow justice to have its cOllrse irre
spective of race or creed, and throughout it sougl>t only'tlto do 
its duty manfully and in the !rue interest of th\! Brhish rule and 
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the hal!piness of the people. (Cheers.) Gentlemen, you are all 
"8.war~ that Mr. {irawiord's infiuen~e was so great that though 
he had to run away from Bembay in 1872, the GOV&l"nment 
twice interfered in his favour and made arrangements with his 
creditors tor the payment of his e~ormous debts. The arrange: 
ment left ]:lim a very small amount of his salary, and as he would 
not give up his old extravagance he had to go on borrowing at 
enormous rates of interest from whomso~ver he could. This was 
well-known to Government, yet he was posted to high offices 
and promoted to the highest post in the service. • By the last 
arrangemen~ made in 1884, Mr. Crawford was to receive out of 
his p\y. only Rs. 600 for his personal monthly expenditure. . . 
But what his actual expenses were is a fact well known to all. 
The style of his living, his bungalow, his garden, horses, 
carriages~ and other sundries too numerous to mention, are well 
known' to us all. Where, then, could the money required to 
maintain such magnificence come from? The question is 
answered by the mass of evidence produced before the Commis. 
sion. But the collectiort of evidence in cases of corruption, as 
you all know, is always an extremely difficult task. Twice 
before attempts at exposure failed; nobody would venture. To 
attain the object the Government had in view, viz., the J\urifica
tion of the revenue administration, Government, therefore, found 
it necessary to suspend him from office and grant an indemnity. 
This action of the Government exposer! it to renewed attacks 
from different quarters. Rumours were spread Ly interested 
and misinformed parties, here 'as well as in England, and the 
Bombay Governmenl had coolly to withstand the ungenerous 
and uncharitable imputations made upon them, as their official 
position prevented them from giving a reply. Finally, even 
when these tactics failed, Government were charged with having 
unduly and illegally favoured the Mamlatdars by retaining the~-. 
in service, though their evidence alone made it possible to secure 
Mr. Crawford's expulsion from the service. ,e W$ are now met to 
express our sense of the action wluch has b~n forced on the 
local Government by the higher authorities yielding too weakly 
to a 'isinfo,med public opinion. The Bombay Government 
thus had· anrl'haftyet to face these thrice three-fold difficulties; 
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It nas aone ItS duty with unflinching and unpreceuemeu 
firmness, and that entitles it to our he;ertfelt grltitude •• 
(Cheers.) r am glad to say, geqtiemen, that public opinion in 
England is gradually undergoing a change as the real facts of 
Mr. Crawford's case nre becoming known. We find "that the 
Secretary of State has recently declared in Parliamen, that he 
has full confidence in Lord Reay's Government, and the time. 
r believe, is not far distant when the immense service which has 
been rendered to the cause of righteous government will be 
universally acknowledged. Thanking, therefore, agG.in heartily, 
Lord Reayand the gentlemen who have courageou~ly assisted 
him, I beg to propose for yqur acceptance the propo;itio~ Phave 
jqst read. 

RAO SAHIB MAHADEV BAL LAL NAM]OSI, in seconding the 
resolution, spoke in Marathi to the following effect;-The 
requisition just read is, as you know, signed by the princi
pal leading gentlemen representing the different communi
ties of this town, and contains the essence of the several 
important resolutions that will be moved to-day hr your accept
ance. I think I am justified in saying, therefore, that the 
resolution which I have the pleasure of seconding has d.e 
approv8;1 of many gentlemen of light and leading, and that it. 
therefore, lightens my task considerably that I am not put lu 
the necessity of speaking at any great length in support of this 
propositIOn. The Crawford case, gentlemen, will long be re
membered by most of us for various reasons. In the first place, 
so many of oUI men have become involved therein that it would 
be no exaggeration to say that there is hardly a community 
which can claim freedom from the taint. We must and do feel 
the disgrace which attaches to the scandalous disclosures made 
in this most unfortunate affair. It would have been all the 
~tter for us if such a state of things had not come into 
existence. But that is now a vain wish, and all that we can 
do is to take a, les~n from past experience and avoid such 
pitfalls in future.' Their may be some men among us who, in 
their heart of hearts, believe that the painful dif>ciosure$ of the 
past year ought to have been avoided; that it would hav&, been 
better to hush up .the whole thing. But, geni:.'!mLn, I am not 
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one if. this class of thinkers, nor do I believe any other of the 
"hundren and od<ftgentlemen, who have signed the requisition, is 
of that mind. We think that the disclosures, however'incon· 
venient they may be to us in the immediate present and future, 

• however humiliating they may be to us, and however regrettable, 
I think )tou win all agree with me in holding that ultimately 
these disclosures must do us incalculaple good. I believe and 
hope that they have taught us and Government a lesson which 
both of us will not be in a hurry to forget. \Ve ought to lean: 
more self.reliance, we ought to show greater independence,' we 
ought to keep all our faith on high principles of honour and recti· 

• tude .. (Cheers.) The Government, I qope, has no,yv seen the 
evil effects of not keeping a strict watch upon its servants, 
whether European or native. The Government cannot but be 
impres~ed. with the necessity of keeping touch with the 
subordinate service, of encouraging its servants to tread the 
right path, of helping the weak against the strong, of iilspiring 
confidence in its justice. and mercy among the public service. 
These are verye valuable lessons, and but for the disclosures 
which have been mad!'!, they could hardly have been brought 
home to us. And these disclosures are all due to the prompt 
action taken by the present Government of Bombay in institut
ing an inquiry as soon as serious allegations were laid before 
them, due to the perseverance and firmness shown by that 
Government in carrying the inquiry to the end in spite of 
difficulties and discouragements which were of an almost over· 
whelming nature. (Cheers.) The scandal is known to have 
existed during the last two administrations. Complaints had 
appeared from time to time in the vernacular press of the 
Pres~dency. Some Government officials of high position had 
remonstrated with the Government in such a way as t.o enablf\ 
them to understand how matters stood in one of the divisions, 
had but Government chosen to take the hiFt. But, alas! the 
hint.s were all thrown away. The cornplaint~ in.t'he newspapers 
only brought down humiliation and dic;comfiture on the writers 
themseljt'?s. And thus the evil was allowed to spread itself. 
The calrkel oftorruption tad seized upon the very vitals of the 
public service, an~ there was fear that before' long the system 

c 
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would have spread to other brancheo of the administration and 
( I 

rendered the whole nau&eOus, But we hay. been preserved' 
from SI.lch a state of things by -the courage and firmness and 
high moral resolution of the present Government of Bombay. 
And we are assembled here to-day to convey to thal Govern
ment our grateful sense and our just appreciation of the noble 
services thus rendered by that Government to th~ cause of the 
purity of the administration and in checking the growth of 
corruption before it could make its indelible mark upon the 
cha.racter of the public service of this part of the Presidency. 
(Cheers.) In discharging the praiseworthy tas1;c which the 
Government had set before itself, it had to contend against 
various difficulties and discouragements. In the first place, 
gentlemen, what a trying effort it must have cost Government 
to take the serious step of suspending a high Government 
official, who, with all his faults, was the ablest Civil Servant, 
whose f>fficial career had been highly distinguished, whose 
~pularity among the European and native communities was 
certainly very great. Only a very hIgh and ext-mplary sense of 
duty could have induced the Government to bring such serious 
charges against a public officer, a member of the glorious Civil 
Service of this country, and to institute a public inquiry into his 
conduct. The situation was rendered more trying, as the 
acr.users of Mr. Crawforti in thIS case were not his brothers of 
the Civil Service, but native officials, of high position, no doubt, 
but compared with that of Mr. Crawford, of but subordinate 
rank. But the Government of Bombay did not make such a 
distinction, and in that way, too, has laid us under a deep debt 
of obligation by showing that they were ready to trust in the 
word of natives, and thus indirectly vindicating the charact!r of 
the native community against the false and malicious aspersions 
~ast upoh it by some interested parties. (Cheers.) I CAnnot 
conclude, gentlemen, without referring to one incident con
nected with this crawford inquiry. It is now an open secret 
that Mr. Crawfdtd's official conduct had formed the subje~t of 
inquiry under two preceding Governments. But on both occa
sions the inquiries ended in smoke. There wa~ not ih those 
times that earnestness, that single·mindedne~ oll" purpose, that 
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regard for the public weal, that respect for native public opinion, 
and %lfove all tt.t righteous sense of thorough performance of 
duty, howsoever unpleasant tha.t may be, that have charafte~ed 
the present Government of Bombay.in upholding in this ca~ the 
cause af Justice and purity of administration. (Cheers.) With 
these feV[ words, gentlemen, I beg to second the proposition 
moved by my friend Rao Bahadur Bhide. 

SARDAR NAWAB ALI MARDAKHAN, an old Mahommedan noble
man of sixty, then rose up amidst loud cheers, and addressed 
the meeting in a vigorous and earnest speech in Hindus~ani. 

He was ver~ well received, seeming to make a deep impression, 
whil! at times he was most humourous. He ridiculed the .. 
notion that indemnified Mamlatdars could have resisted the 
{)ppression and influence of a high officer, whom Government 
itself shrank from tackling, until Lord Reay, the presel'lt 
Governo; Saheh Bahadur, took the mattet in hand. He said 
that so long as the public and the Mamlatdars saw,that the 
Government stood by Mr. Crawford and ignored all complaints 
made against lIim, they, the Mamlatdars, as loyal servants of 
Government, obeyed whatever orders Mr. Crawford gave them 
and parted with their money. But when it was known that 
Lord Reay Saheb Bahadur was in earnest for exposing the 

. "ystem of corruption, and asked them to tell the truth under 
a promise of comvlete immunity, the Mamlatdars did their duty 
in an equally loyal manner; and the spf'aker could not find any 
fault with them for behaving in that way. It has been the 
policy of the Sirkar Bahadur to give indemnity at such critical 
{)ccasions. They did grant such an indemnity I to protect their 
officers and others for what the latter did at the time of the 
great Mutiny, and they do grant now and then pardon even to 
great criminals. The case of the Mamlatdars, ill the opinion of 
the speaker, was certainly better than either, as he believed th~r . 
committed no sin in obeying, as true servants, the wishes of 
their superior officer. The Nawab Sahelf th~ cautioned the 

• audience against placing implicit c.onfid:nceein what some of 
_~ - II _____ ..- _ _ 

1 Jr Majelty's Amnesty and the Government of india'S Act XXXIV ot ,a _ 
1860. 
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the Anglo-Indian journals said, as they were nothing more than 
so many shops for receiving news from anybody and ev~rYbody. 
He e¥pressed his conviction that Government would never 
break the pledges given in this instance. For he well knew, 
by his long experience and his knowledge of the poople, that 
the popularity and the stability of the British power in India 
rested solely upon the confidence which the people have in the 
British word of honou;. The speaker further observed that it 
was because the people had faith in the promise of Government 
th~y came forward to assist Government in catching the "big 
tiger ", and such a game would be impossible in ,future if that 
confidence be once shaken. The old nobleman resumfed his 
seat amidst loud applause. 

The CHAIRMAN then put the proposition to the vote, and it 
was unanimously carried by acclamation. The Chairman then 
called upon Mr. Gadgil to propose the second resolution. 

MR. KASHINATH PARSHRAM GADGIL then proposed the second 
resolution, which was as follows :-

"That this meeting wishes to record an expression 'of its opinion that 
unless the Indemnity solemnly guaranteed to the witnesses who gave evidence 
before the inquiry officers in this ca~e is strictly respected and fulfilled in its 
integrity. without distinction. the result will be that the public faith in the 
plighted word of the British Government will bp destroyed, and it will become 
hereafter absolutely impossible to bring to light any delinquencies and mis
conduct of European public functionaries-an evil fraught with danger to the 
future good government of India, compared with which any temporary incon
venience or difficulties. caused by factious opposition to the policy of faithful 
adherence to solemn promiqes, must count as a lesser evil; and that in a 
country like India the possible advantages of meting out technical justice in 
deference to abstract principles will be dearly purchased at the sacrifice of the 
reliance of the people in the good faith and sanctity of Government promises 
by and to whomsoever given." 

He said :-Gentlemen,-Before I formally pro{)ose the re-
~olutior. which has been entrusted to me, r wish to make a 
few observations regarding the subject of that re'iolution. 
Everyone knl\lws -,that Mr. Crawford is gone, that he is no 
longer a membe~· of the Covenanted Civil Service of this Presi
dency, that an organised system of corruption and tyranny, of 
which he was the author and the head, has been destro~!d, and 
that the good name and fair fame of the Bf.:tisJ. Government 
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have been re-established. It cannot be denied that the credit of 
h· -.' G f ac levlOg such aet-esult is due to the present overnment 0 

Bombay; but it is equally iniisputable that the Mamlatdars, 
who materially contributed, by giving evidence, to bring about 
this reslllt: are entitled to the thanks both of the Government and 
the public, (Cheer!!). Hthey had not given their testimony, and 
thus at a great personal risk to themselves enabled die. Govern
ment to put down the systematic corruption, it would have been 
as powerless as the preceding Governments were. The country 
owes a debt of gratitude to these Mamlatdars. Now, und.er 
what circum~ances did they give their testimony? They gave 
their t~stimony under the solemn word of the accredited agent 
of our Sovereign. That word assured them that they would be 
protected from the penal consequ~nces of their participation in 
the nefariqus deeds of Mr. Crawford; not only that they would 
be prot;cted from criminal prosecutions, but that word further
more as<;ured them that they would not suffer in pay, in position, 
or in their future prospec.ts, if they made full disclosure!!. Rely
ing on these ple~es the M:amlatdars have given evidence before 
the inquiry officers and before the Commission, not even omit
ting to testify to their own part in the affair. And what is the 
<:onsequence? They have incurred an amount of obloquy, 
.disgrace, and relentless attacks of the public and the press in 
England and in this conntry. In addition to this, they are to 
be selected-at all events some of them aff~ to be selected-for 
punishments, either by degradation, by dismissal, or by <iepriva
tion of judicial powers. Is this fair, is this equitable, is this just, 
is this politic? I ask. I am sure there will only be one answer 
to this query, and tJ)at answer is "No". (Cheers.) If one 
turns over any impartially-written history of the progress of the 
British Empire in the East he will find ample evidence of the 
fact that British pristine virtues have not played a small part in'· 
c'lnsolidating British power in India. Faith in an Englishman'S 
w0r~ has been so great that if 1t is once per~"ittec! to be shaken, 
it will lead to very disastrous consequ('\nce!i to tte good govern
ment of .lite country. It will destroy all c()nfide~ce in the word 
·of an E~glish~an; it might launch Government into possible 
embarrassmenP in-its other relations and might hold out an 
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ehcourag~ment to other servants of the Crown who mi%ht be' 
inclined to follow in the footsteps of Mr. CrawfOrd. It muit not 
,be sup~d that I insinuate anyQhing derogatory to the public 
service of the country. On the contlary I have much pleasure 
in bearing testimony, so far as my opportunities allow "me to do 
so, to the high character and absolute purity of t,he Civil 
Service of the country as a whole. But if the plighted word t') 
the Mamlatdars is br6ken. it will undoubtedly. hold out an 
inducement to others to follow a similar career, with a belief in 
the.absolute security from exposure. From this point of view, 
to break faith with them is highly impolitic. Is ,it equitable 
and just? Mr. Crawford was in charge of the Southern lDivi. 
sion. His reputation for corruption while in charge of that 
Division was as bad as it was while he was in charge of the 
Central Division. If some officials in the Southern Division 
have become victims to his system, which he is alleged to have 
established there, they escape this general condemnation, because 
they cannot be reached, and because they have not confessed 
their deeds or misdeeds. The only sin of the Mamlatdars, who 
are now to be selected for punishment, is that thay have ma.de 
a clean breast of affairs they were concerned in, under the 
solemn guarantee of the Government. In a country like I,ndia, 
where a system of corruption and extortion was carried op. by a 
man of such ability, energy, and position as Mr. Crawford, 
whom even the two preceding Governments could not touch, it 
is no wonder that some educated natives became willing or 
unwilling victims of that system, when it is borne in mind that 
in a civilized country like England men of eminence such as the 
Masters of the Rolls and others could not resist the temptation 
of purchasing appointments when Lord Macclesfield was Lord 
High Chancellor of England. (Cheers.) Gentlemen, I feel sure 
{hat there will not be a single dissentient voice when I say that 
the indemnity given t9 the Mamlatdars by the Government 
should be respe.::ted~rn its full integrity. 

Professor BAt GANGADHER TILAK, in seconding the resolution, 
said: Gentlemen,-Before seconding the proposition now pro
posed by my learned friend M't. Gadgil, I request vour a~ention 
to a few important points essential to a propePutl6erstanding of 
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the case. There is DOW no question as to the guarantee being} 
giveIf8y the GoFllment of Bombay. You may have all read 
its text in Mr. Ommanney's iote. It runs as follows; U Mr. 
Ommanney is empowered to promise immunity from prosecution \ 
to any person giving evidence, and in cases of payments for 
promotion or to obtain or avoid transfer may guarantee im
munity frOm official or departmental punishment or l~s, subject 
to the stipulation that the evidence give~ is the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth ".1 

This was in June, 1888. Five months after, when the 
Crawford trial was going on, certain interested journals, with 
the fa'ident· intention of discouraging the witnesses, reported 
that a ·Commission was to be appointed to inquire into the 
expediency of retaining the indemnified officers in Government 
service. Whereupon the Advocate-General, acting upon the 
instructions of Government, caused it to be publicly known that 
the report was "utterly deVOId of foundation", and there wag 
"no ground whatever for the statement concerning repudiation 
by Government.of Mr. iJmmanney's guarantee".' Gentlemen, 
the question now before us is whether the word of a British 
Governor so solemnly pledged and re-affirmed through the 
Advocate-GeneIaI ought to be carried out in its entirety, or 
modified, or retracted. I t is unnecessary here to see how far 
the witnpc;c;es have fulfilled the condition of the guarantee. On 
this point no better authority could be adduced than that of the 
Bombay Government itself. In paragraph 9!J of the Minute of 
Sir Raymond West, concurred in by Lord Reay and his 
colleagues, the Hon. Member says: "There does not seem to be 
any ground for concluding that the witnesses have forfeited 
their indemnity by wilful falsehood or concealment. In par
ticular Instances, which may require a more exact enquiry, there 
may have been a failure in frankness, but the evidence appears 
generally to have been perfectly sincere. It has agreed remark
ably with indisputable mat~rial facts. Ifhe pledges of the • • • 

I Crj~ford Blue Boolt. p. 252 
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Government to these witnesses must therefore be scrupulously 
fulfilled. There will be no dang~r to the puatic welfa~ ~om 
the course; there would be infini~e danger and disgrace in any 
other."r When those who gave the guarantee have declared 
themselves in this way, I think it is simply a waste of time and 
energy to dwell any longer upt'O the deliberate misrepresenta
tions on this point. I shall therefore proceed to the ne'n point. 
It is alleged that thougq the guarantee has been given by the 
Government of Bombay, the Secretary of State or the Govern
ment of India, in exercise of their tevisionary powers, can modify 
the same. I do not deny thi~. But I question if the Secretary 
of State or the Government of India can so exerci~ th:s {1l>wer 
as to bring discredit on the British name. Noone in th~ world 
can claim such authority. (Hear, hear, and cheers.) Nat even 
the august Parliament. If it can, therefore, be proved that the 
guarantee was rightly given, I think it necessarily follows 
that that .guarantee must be maintained in its full integrity. 
This leads me to the consideration of another point urged by 
Mr. Jl1Stice Jardine in his learned judg:nent in t,he Sathe case. 
The opinion of the learned judge is expres£ed as obiter dictum. 
that is, an opinion on a point not directly connected with the 
question at issue. Lawyers will tell yuu, gentlemen, that such 
an opinion carries less weight than a direct judgment. In thp 

opinion of Mr. J ustiee ] ardine a corrupt officer or one purchas
ing his office is disabled to hold office under Government. For 
an authority for this opinion we must go back to the reign of 
Edward VI., that is, su far back as 1552. (Laughter.) The 
indian Penal eoce says nothing on the point. But the learned 
Judge has pointed out that the statute of Edward VI. has been 
extended to India by 49 George III. c. 126, that is, I may tell 
you, in the year 1809, and that therefore the Mamlatdars in the 
Crawford case are disqualified to hold any office under Govern
ment. The statute has no doubt been extended to India, but 1 
thipk it is still op~n to· contention if the Mamlatdarships, in India, 

" can, without strahing the wonb, come under the category of 
offices mentioned in the statute of Edward VI. Granting, how-

------~----------------------------~~ 
I Crawford Blue Book, p. 154. 
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ever, that Mr. Justice jardine's interpretation is correct, the 
learleA Judge, i. my humble opinion, hl&s omitted to consider 
the effect of the guarantee gi'\llen by Government on the status 
of the Mamlatdars. But before I point out the effects of this 
omission: I must refer here to the oft-quoted case of Lord 
Macclesqeld. It was a case of the same nature or perhaps 
worse than the Crawford scandal; an~ especially, as far as the 
indemnity is concerned, it affords an exatt parallel to the present 
-case, except that it was never thought of to repudiate the 
guarantee at the time; nor was it then ever alleged that .the 
indemnity t"ld unfavourably on the credibility of a witness. 
(Che~s,) Lord Macclesfield was the Lord High Chancellor of 
Great Britain in the reign of George I. (1725)' This noble Lord had 
under him several subordinate officers called the Masters of the . 
Rolls, whpse duties, I may tell you, were partly ministerial and 
partly Judicial. They were the trustees of the estates of widows, 
orphans, lunatics, and minors, and the money of the suitors was 
deposited with them. -r:hus you will see that part of their duties 
corresponded ",lith those of the Nazirs of our Civil Courts, the 
Masters having in addition certain judicial powers. It was 
these Masterships in Chancery that Lord Macclesfield offered 
for sale. This corrupt and illegal practice was carried on for 
some years under the very eyes of the British Parliament, until, 
like the Crawford scandal, it grew "notonous and public and 
the persons at the bar well acquainted tllerewith."1 Masterships 
were sold for five or six thousand guineas, or sometIl1Jc:; '1t a 
still hIgher price. You will naturally ask whence the Masters 
could give such large sums. The Mamlatdars on our side had, 
in most cases, to seek the assistance of the money-lender. 
But the Masters had no such difficulty. They helped them
selves to the trust-money they held, and many a widow and 
orphan had to suffer for the avarice of the nOble Lord 
High Chancellor. ( Sensation.) The trust - money was 
invested at interest or given to golds~ithsr and the in
ter~st thus accruing together with .l ,parte of the princi. 
pal, went into the pockets of these Mastep of the Rolls. 

I 
I 16 How. St Tr 802. 
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Then, too, there -were Hanmantraos and' Ashtekars to nego
tiate such bargains. (Laughter.) Price wasefixed on '~ety 
office, apd haggling went on pre..--i~y in the aame fashion as in 
the bargains struck on behalf of Mr, Crawford. Cotting'ham and 
Hiccocks were the agents employed, and all negatiatil!ns were 
carried on through them. It was of course impossible for such 
a state of things to continue for a long time. The deficits in the 
accounts exposed the gigantic system of corruption, and the 
House of Commons took up the matter for inquiry. The noble 
Lorli attempted to throw a veil over his misdeeds by calling the 
Masters together and instructing them to manipulate accounts. 
But the attempt failed. And the Commons delegated soltle of 
their members to impeach the noble Lord at the bar' of the 
House of Lords. The difficulty of procuring evidence against 
the Earl was, however, very great-as great as that experi
enced by the Government of Bombay at the time' tHe pre
liminary inquiries were being- carried on in the Crawford 
case. The Masters were the best witnesses; but the statute 
of Edward VI. had sealed their lipS. Nor ,could they be 
compelled to say anything that would involve them in criminal· 
proceedings. Under the circumstances the Parliament haa to 
follow the same course which the Government of Bomhay 
did a year ago in granting indemnity to the witnesses. A Dill 
was introduced in the House of Commons "for indemnifying 
the Masters in Chancery frum the penalties of the Act of the 
5th and 6th years of King Edward VI. against buying and 
selling of offices upon their discovering what consideration, 
price, or gratuity they paid or agreed to pay for the purchase of 
or for their admission to their respective offices."1 You might 
think that this Bill must have evoked a good deal of discussion 
as to the puritanical principles of justice and equity. But I 
assure you that nothing of the kind was done. The Bill 
was "immediately read the first and second time and 
without going thro~lSh a Committee ordered to be engrossed."· 
Two days after {'it ,",:as passed into the Statute II, Geo.' I., 

. 
1 Cabbtot's Par! History, Vol VIII., p. 418. 
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c. 2. The Act haviftg served its purpose . and being 
iDte~~d for a lIIl'ecial occasion, soon became obsolete, and was 
subsequently repealed in 186.t-. But it~ passing at one sitting 
ift the House of Commons fully justifies the Goverrunent of 
Bombay' in giving the indemnity under similar circumstances. 
It is aU very well to say that corrupt Mamlatdars ought not to 
be retained in their offices. The rule is well suited. for a moral 
text-book. But when we have to balan'ce conflicting utilities we 
must be guided by such practical considerations as induced 
the House of Commons to extend the indemnity to all. the 
Masters in ~hancery. A precedent is always regarded in law as 
a bet'\er authority than mere abstract reasoning, and a precedent 
set deliberately by th(. House of Commons must carry with it 
still higher authority. It cannot be &aid that the Parliament 
was less careful of the purity of administration or public morals, 
when it ;tanted the above indemnity, than some of the critics of 
the Government of Bombay now profess to be. These critics 
manage to forget the fa.ct that without the guarantee vouchsafed 
by the GoverIlnlent of 'Bombay not a scrap of evidence could 
have been produced, and public morality would have suffered by 
the great scandal remaining unexposed. (Cheers.) I shall not 
take up your time by going into the details of the Crawford 
c;candal. You all know that it was an open secret, widely talked 
of in the public markets. You all know how in 1872 Mr. Crawford, 
who was then the Municipal Commis~ionpr of Bombay, left that 
city stealthily in a closed vehicle, and started off to England, 
kaving behind him the Municipal affairs in hopeless confuslOII: 
and the Marwarees, his money-lenders, who had obtained writ~ 
against him, in great disappointment. \Vhen he returned aftel 
the expiry of his furlough, for so it was called, the Bombay 
Government, headed by Sir Philip Wodehouse, refused to admit 
him into the service unless he satisfied his numerou~ creditors. 
Nay, the Government was willing, for several" other reasons ",I 
to see him employed, if possihle, outside Jhe l?resldency. But 

• the arrangement, it appears, coul-"! not ~ m!tde, and to avoid 

I --,--- ;--- - -----
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mischief, Mr. Crawford was posted to ODe of the smallest districts 
in the Presidency, after he had consented to antarrangemen<f to 
satisfy his creditors. He was thcQ;;.transferred to Ratnagiri, his 
favourite district, as Mr. Baines r.alls it.l From this district 
he was appointed to the Commissionership of the ~outhem 
Division by Sir R. Temple, with the full conscioumess.that he 
required to be strictly watched.~ The misdeeds of Mr. Crawford 
in this Division have been fully described in Government 
Reports and papers. Many a European Officer knew that the 
{;orrqption was rife in that Division, but the influence of Mr. 
Crawford and the difficulty of procuring legal evidynce was so 
great, that not one of them raised his voice against him. ,'The 
late Mr. Watt, C.S., District Judge of Poona, had, it was said, 
<:ollected some evidence, but his sad death left the matter 
where it was. Certain reports subsequently found their '\\-ay into 
public print once or twice, but they were hushed up by 
obtaining insincere apologies.3 I believl:! you also know that 
the scandal was brought to the notice of Sir James Fergusson 
by influential European officers, but tha:t noblemnn had to give 
up the attempt of exposure on account of the diftkulty of pro
curing legal evidence. You Will thus see that a rampant e"H 
was allowed to live unexposed for so many years, though it was; 
openly talked of, like the Macclesfield scandal, on account of 
the difficulty of legally bringing the charge home to the offender. 
Under these circumstance!>, can there be any doubt that the 
present Government of Bombay, if it meant to eradicate the 
evil, could have acted otherwise than it did? There were two 
<:ourses open Lefore it, either to connive at the gigantic and 
organised system of corruption, as was done by its predecessors, 
or to boldly follow the example of ParlIament and grant full 
indemnity to all who would disclose the truth. And who can 
say that it did not follow the right course? (Cheers.) The 
indemnity was thus a necessity, and without it, as remalked by 
the Hon. Sir R.,We~t, it was impossible to arrive at the truth. 
In the Macclesfield case a Master who was in office before tbe 

I Crawford BIlle Book,}.I 286 
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Indemnity Act was passed, and to whom the benefits of the Act 
coufcl'not in cOllsequence be extended, refused to answer in the 
witness-box questions incrilllinatlng himself, and their Lord
ship_ "eld that he was justified in so doing.1 The same would 
have b~n the case with the Mamlatdars without the guarantee, 
and no .Court could have compelled them to incriminate them
selves. It is true that the Masters in Chancery insisted upon 
having a legal Act indemnifying tbel~, while the Mamlatdars 
were satisfied with the word of the Governor ill Council. But 
once the necessity of an indemnity is admitted, this becomes a 
secondary fluestion. The Mamlatdars could certainly have 
obta~~d a legal indemnity if, like the Masters, they had insisted 
upon such an enactment in the beginning. That they did not do 
so was due to their confidence in the word of Government, 
and it is their confidence in the plighted word of the 
accredit:d agent of Her Majesty that is IlOW being abused. 
(Cheers.) Gentlemen, I request you to mark the contrast 
carefully. The Masters, serving under officers of their own 
race and religion, did' not ~ive evidence until they were 
legally indemnified; while our Mamlatdars placed implicit 
confidence in the word of a British Governor, communi
cated to them through a subordinate officer, and for this 
act of confidence they are being sacrificed to the good will of 
interested partisans. Gentlemen, I need not tell you that such 
an act of confidence would have beell impossible a generation 
ago; and many of the Conservative friends of the' young Mam
latdars are already twitting them for casting away their advice. 
It is the growth of years, and it has taken seventy years of good 
British rule to beget it, Break faith now, and the prestig~ 
of the British rule for veracity will be gone, and hundred more 
years of good rule would not suffice to restore it. (Cheers.) It 
may be true that &. High Court Judge, looking at the question 
only from the legal point of VIew, cannot take notice of the 
guarantee given by the Executive Governlli~nt, ~hough it would 
hate been fair and graceful on th ... part oj tht! learm'd judge to 
recognise the right of Government to cooier the guarantee 10 

----'- . 
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'SUch cases, and remark at the same time that for technical 
·purposes steps should ~ taken to embody i. in the ~tttute 
Book, m; was done in the MaarJesfteld case. But we cannot 
.anow the same latitude to the Secretary of State, who is bound 
to support the Government of Bombay. I was, thetelore, sur
prised to find the Under Secretary of State throwing I o,verboard 
the Government of Bombay, as he did in the recent debate in 
Parliament on Dr. Cal1'leron's motion. If the Government of 
Bombay acted rightly in giving the guarantee, if it was neces
sary to do so in the higher interest~ of public mfbrality and 
justice, and if their action was supported by a Pilrliamentary 
precedent, I think it is simply ridiculous to complain, <J.n8 still 
more so to admit, that the guarantee give!:' was unfortunately 
wide, or that it was a common practice in India to do so, and 
that di.scrimination between cases of extortion and ,voluntary 
bribes was necessary. (Cheers.) Not a single Master in Chancery 
would have given evidence if he knew that there was the 
slightest chance of the indemnity being subsequently modified. 
And is it, I ask, honourable to rpodify fhe indemnity in the. pre
sent case when Government and even the Secretary of State have 
reaped the full advantage of the di!:,c1o~ures called forth by the in
demnity? From what I have told you of the conduct of these 
Masters in Chancery, you may see that the" peccant" Mamlatdars 
are after all a great deal superior in morals to the former. (Cheers.) 
The Mamlatdars have at least committed no breach of trust; and 
if they have paid, they have paid not for purchasing the offices, 
but to avoid transfers to notoriously unhealthy places-transfers 
y.rhich sometimes proved fatal to life, and to obtain the rights to 
which they were justly entitled. And if the Masters of the 
Rolls were retained in office after a full confession of their mis
deeds, how much greater reason there is that the guarantee 
given to the Mamlatdars should be faithfully observed. Recent 
telegrams from England have announced that the Secretary of 
State, while p1aising Lord Reay's Government, has directed 
them to discrim~nate between cases of extortion and voluntary 
bribes. A stran~e ..procedure indeed! To eulogise a Govern
ment for their intentions and in the same breath to mod~ their 
orders. (Cheers.) I cannot again understan'd h(.w al·d where 
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the line <)f discrimination can be drawn. W If aU know that the 
Ma!11tdars paQi under a sense of helplessness. and in the 
belief that they could not eQCape the levy of black·me.il, and 
that there was no way to get their just rights and promotion 
eJ( .. cpt through the means they used. Mr. Crawford's influence 
with GQvernment was kno~;n to be extraordinary-so extr~ 
ordinary that no one, European or Native, ~red compliUn 
against him. A few did, but they had either to apologise 01' 

their complaints were returned by Government for submission 
through the proper channel, that is, through Mr. Crawford himself. 
Compromi~ng letters of Mr. Crawford were once sent up to the 
Pri~t~ Secretary to the Governor, only to find their way back 
to Mr. Crawford II whi.le the exposures in public papers were 
generally stifled by asking the publishers to sign insincere 
apologie~ under the penalty of prosec1ltion. It was also believed 
that Sir James Fergusson's Government found itself unable 
to cope with the evil. These-and especially as you know the 
open and fearless way ip which Hanmantrao carried on his busi· 
ness under thtJ very eyes of Government-created a general 
belief that it· was impossible to resist Mr. Crawford unless one 
was prepared to sacnftce all his worldly mterests ; 2 and once 
such a belief was created, the organised system of corruption 
came to be regarded as the order of the day, known to, but 
connived at by, succec;sive Governments. It is impossible to 
lay too much stress upon this aspect of the question; and no 
one who does not know the position of a native subordinate 
official in this country can fully realise its importance. Hbre 
and there you might find a case of a person voluntarily taking 
advantage of the prevailing system. But, I ask if we have the 
means of finding out such cases? V nder the orders of the 
Secretary of State, the Government of Bombay have tried to 
make such discrimination three times, and with three different 
results. First, six men were deprived of their magisterial 
powers; on second thoughts three of these ~ere 'reinstated, while 
si~ new men w~..r~ added to the list. .1\ shm-t time after ten 
more wue deprived of their promotions, a~ three more of their 
--.1 • 
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magisterial powers. (Laughter.) Under the'*! circumstMies I 
ask you, gentlemen, wha.t guarantee there is6'that the fourth 
attempt would be final and satishfttory ? I also ask you if it is 
fair to obtain information in confidence and under a promise of 

• full indemnity and then to discriminate? If you obtain informa-
tion independently, discriminate by all means. But when you 
could ha v.e 'obtained nothing without the guarantee, it is unfair 
to do so. It is said that as the public cannot have any con
fidence in the magistrates that have purchased their offices, 
they ought not to be retained in the service. I admit the principle; 
the statute of Edward VI was passed for the saJ"'lc purpose. 
But I ask why the Masters in Chancery were then reta-in'ed in 
their offices. Surely if the Masters are to be considered as 
victims of extortion, the argument holds with greater force in 
the case of the Mamlatdars. I cannot, again, understand how 
the service can be purified by dismissing a few, when there are 
many others that are known to have r-aid, and who are now 
enjoying the rewards of their silence and distrust in Govern
ment. The fact is that we all know under whM circumstances 
the Mamlatdars have paid, and we also know, as remarked by 
Sir R. West, and recommended by their immediate superior!>, 
that there is no danger from keeping them in service. It will, 
therefore, be simply unju'>t to make the discrimination as 
direl:'ted by the Secretary of State. If a Mamlatdar is reall." 
corrupt, that is, for instance, if he is in the habit of taking 
bribes himself, let him be punished for it on independent 
grounds. But if British honesty is to have any value with the 
people hereafter, and if British Parliamentary precedents have 
any weight, no one ought to suffer f9r giving evidence, incriminat
ing himself, on the strength of the plighted word of the Head 
of the Administration. (Cheers.) But suppose Government 
were to make a discrimination, how would Government pro
tect those whose oases would, according to them, fall under 
extortion? The st':'ute of Edward VI. recognises no such dis
tinction. An In~emrity Act, therefore, is a necessity, and we 
have but recently. boon informed that the Government'ot India 
is about to bring such a measure hefore the Council. If such an 

, f"~ , 
Act is to be passed for fifteen persons, five more'can \urely be 
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inclu~ in it. Thus in the interests of the fair name of British 
justice and honol, and considering the deliberate precedent set 
by the House of Commons it~lf under exactly similar Circum· 
stances, there is, I think, no honourable course open to 
Governm~nt but to scrupulously fulfil the guarantee so solemnly 
given anc;} to include in the proposed Indemnity Act all those 
who have, as remarked hy the Hon. Sir R. West, helped the 
cause of public morality by exposing t.h'e widespread system of 
corruption in the Deccan. (Applause.) 

Mr. TILAK here read the following. extract from the Macd~s
field case to ~ow the exact resemblance that exists between the 
cases '"'of, the Master in Chancery and the Mamlatdar; (the 
extract is from the dep01-ition of a Master of the Rolls, describ
ing how he negotiated for his office) :-

Thon!'(J8. Bennet :-1 was admitted the 1st of Jupe, 1723; and 
before my admission, and as soon as I had agreed with Mr. 
Hiceocks my predecessor, I applied to Mr. Cvttingham, and 
desired him, that he would acquaint my Lord Chancellor I had 
agreed with Mr. Hiccof:ks to succeed him in his offic~, and 
desired him to "let me know my Lord Chancellor's thoughts 
whether he approVf~d of me to succeed Mr. Hiccocks. Soon 
after that, I beheve the next day, or a day after, he ml!t me, and 
told me he had acquainted my lord with the me'isage I sent; he 
said my lord expressed himself with a great deal of respect for 
my father, Mr. SerJeant Bennet, and he was glad of this oppor· 
tunity to do me a favour and kmdness, and he had no ohjection 
in the world to me: that was the answer Mr. Cottingham 
returned; he then mentioned there was d prpsent expected, and 
he did not doubt but I knew that; I answered I had heard there 
was, and 1 was wilhng to do what was ll~ual; I desired to know 
what it was that was expected, and what would be expected; he 
said he would name no sum, and he had the less reason to name 
a sum to me, because I had a brother a Master, and I was well 
acquainted with Mr. Godfrey who had recommended.me, and I 
might apply to tht:m, and they would tell me what was proper 
for me to offer. I told him upon that occasion I woulq consult 
my brother and Mr. Godfrey; accordingly 1 did, and I returned 
to Mr. Cottingham, and told him I had talked with them about 
it, and their opinion was a thousand pounds (llut I beheve I said 
I w~)Uld not stand for guinea!:. \ was suffici!nt .for me to offer. 
Upon this Mr. CottiFjgham shook h;s head, .and said, That won't 
do Mr. Boennet; yOU must be better advised ~ why, said I, won't 
th~t d0,11 think it is a noble present: says he, aO great deal more 
has bee~ ~iv~IlIi- saYs I, ~ am sure my brother did pot give so 
much,.n~ Mr.jGeXifrey; and thoc;e persons you advi'ied me tc 
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consult with told me it was sufficient, and I desire fOR to 
acquaint my lord with the proposal: says he, l.don't car!! ~ go 
with that proposal, you may find sot1'lebody else to go: says I, 
I don't' know whom to apply to": says he further, Sure, Mr. 
Bennet, you won't go to lower the price (these were his very 
words, at least I am sure that was the meaning of theih), I can 
assure you Mr. Kynaston gave 1,500 guineas. I said Ithat was 
above three or four years ago, and since that time there have 
been sevedl occasions of lowering the prices; the fall of stock 
hath lowered the value: of money; and I think I mentioned 
Dormer's deficiency, and I did not know what the consequence 
Qf that might be; and therefore I thought, at this time of day, 
when stock and everything was fallen, a thousand guineas was 
more now than 1,500 when Mr. Kynaston gave \to He still 
insisted he did not care to go with that message. Says I,eonly 
acquaint my lord with it, and if my lord insi&t upon mon!, i will 
consider of it: says he, There is no haggling with my lord; if 
you refuse It, I don't know the consequence; he may resent it so 
far as not to admit you at all, and you may lose the office. Then 
I began to consider, and was loth to lose the office, and't'o!d him 
I would give £1,500; he said Mr. Kynaston had given gu;neas. 
Then I asked whether 1t must be. ir.. gold? He said, in what 
you will, so it be guineas. In a day or two after he came and 
told me that my lord was pleased to acc("t>t of me, and he should 
admit me as soon as opportunity served, and he"would give me 
notice. He accordingly gives me notice about the latter end of 
May; he told me my lord had fixed a day for my admission, and 
my father and I went to my brother Bennet's, and took him up 
by the way, in order to pay our'respects to my lord on thaT 
occasion. We had not been there long, but there was a message 
brought to my house, to let me know that my lord was very ill, 
and I could not be admitted; but I should know in a little time 
when I shQuld: upon that I saw Mr. Cottingham afterwards, 
and I asked t him how my lord did, and when I should be 
admitted: say.> he, I cannot fix the day; but be in readiness, 
and I shall send for you. Accordingly on the lst of June, l723, 
he sent, and desired me to come immediately, ana. to come 
alone, and bring .nobody WIth me, for my lord would swear me 
in that morning. Accordingly, I went, and the first question 
Mr. Cottingham asked me was, if I had brought the money? I 
told him ;to be' sure I should not come without it. He asked 
what It was in? I told him in Bank bills, two Bank mUs, one 
of £1,000 and the other £575. He took them up, and carried 
them to my lord : he returned back, and told me my lord was 
ready to admit file. • I was carried upstairs, and then swom,in 
his bedchamber.l 

The above extradl: appeared to move and amuse the al.\-iience 

I 16 How. St, Tro, pp. 863-5. 
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vero .much and created a deep impression. The speaker 
remarked that ~any other extracts of similar nature could be 
read out from the report or-the case, but as it was getting late, 
he wou41 not take the time of the meeting by reading them. He 
then formally seconded the proposition moved by the previous 
speaker~ 

Mr. RAMACHANDRA KESHAV LIMAYR moved an amendment 
to the foregoing proposition to the effect that for the words 
"in its full integrity, without distinction" the worrls "as far 
as may be consistent with the interests of public morality 
and.justico!" be substituted. In proposing the amendment 
Mr. Ltimaye, in a short speech, observed that public morality 
would be better preserved by distinguishing between the 
cases of several Mamlatdars than by observing the guarantee 
with01.lt· distinction. The amendment was seconded by Mr. 
NAVALKER. 

In putting to vote the amendment just proposed the CHAIR I 

MAN said: "I wish to o<;xplain to you, gentiemen, the difference 
Letween the a~nendIl1ent and the substantive proposition. The 
former advises that :l distinction be observed in practically 
allowing the benefit of the indemnity to a certain portion of the 
witnesses only, and for reasons given the same should now be 
denied to others, although that indemnity had been promised to 
all witnesses without any distinction. As to the legal difficulty 
in getting magisterial cases transferred from one Court to . . 
another, I do not think that it need arise as the necessalY :~sult 
of the full observance of the indemnity. It mu!,t also be howe 
in mind that the proposed resolutiog. does not claim for any of 
the witnesses any specific appointments in the public service. 
A rigid fulfilment of the guarantee is not inconsistent with the 
free exercise of the power of Government to utilise the services 
of its officers in whatever post it chooses, in the interests of the 
public . 

• I now first put the:amendment to your fottj 
This was met with vociferous cxpre~sions of "No! No! 

No! ",trom all parts of the assembly, th~re. being only three 
dissentil'lnts ~n. favour of the amendment) t!te proposer, 
the '6e/mde', and a tnird. The CHAIRMAN then declared 

D2 
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that the amendment was lost by the whole assembly agWtst 
three. 

The 'CHAIRMAN then put the sSbstantive resolution to vote, 
and it was carried with acclamation. 

Mr. DAYARAM TARACHAND, Men:h9:nt, addressed the audi
ence on the importance of the Government word being .kept in 
its full int~grity. The. speaker briefly pointed out that a 
word of honour is as important a factor in commerce as in the 
administration of a country. He did not understand much of 
the legal technicalities, but he assured the audience that he and 
his people knew this much, that if Government woul<kbreak their 
word of honour in this respect there would be great fear of !heir 
dishonouring their promissory notes. 

The CHAIRMAN then asked· Professor Gokhale to read the 
third resolution. 

Professor G. K. GOKHALE said: Mr. Chairman and Gentle
men,-the proposition that I have to place before you for your 
acceptance is this :-

" That this meeting wishes to place on record its strong protest agains: the 
persistent and factious misrep~esentations and perversion of facts by interested 
writers, whereby public opinion in England is being misled and that the native 
public: of India gtieve to find some of the Honourable Members of Parliamect, 
to whom India cannot be too grateful for their honest and disinteresttlU dforl3 
to see justice done to this country, allowing themselves to be influenced by 
such one-sided and incorrect representations" 

You can easily understand how very necessary it is for us to 
place on recor<I an expression of our opinion on this point. The 
misrepresentations of which we have reason to complain, and 
more than complain, have been so gross in their nature and have 
been made with so complete a disregard of all truthfulness and 
honesty that they have already done much mischief, and will 
~ontinue to do more, unless we strenuously exert ourselves to 
2xpose th~ir true character. Englishmen in England, who have 
iit best yety hazy ideas about Indian questiuns, seem unfor-, 
tunately to hav~"b~;'''l even more misinformed than usual w~th 
regard to the inceptkm, the scope, and the ultimate result of 
this Crawford inqJIit"l' Sir, this misrepresentation has 'o,en the 
work mainl~', I had almost said exclusively, of ~few pex;sonal 
friends of D'r. Crawford in Bombay, a friend ~ tl1ese £Neoos in 
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Calcutta, and a paper in London, which swallows with remark
aba ~mplicity.ll the trash which the man in Calcutta sends to 
it. And the astonishing periistency with which the small band 
of traducers of Lord ~eay has worked has been amply success. 
fuI. Mtlst hasty and erroneous opinions have been confidently 
express~d by almost the only public press of England. In 
deferente to these opinjoll~ the Secretary of State for India has 
thought it necessary and proper to int~rfere, in what, I believe, 
to be a most unusual manner, with the freedom of action of the 
Bombay Government, which freedom was absolutely necessary 
for arrivin~ at as satisfactory a solution as the very complicated 
natute of this affair admitted, and the result of all this has been .. 
that Government has now been landed in a position of almost 
inextricable difficulty. Weil, 'iir, we all know, and I believe I 
have said it already, that the head-quarters of this misrepre
sentat'io~ have been in BQII1bay-I need not say they have been 
chiefly in the office of the Times of India. Sir William Harcourt, 
in speaking once of t~e representatives of the Universities, is 
reported to haove said,' If you have abuses to defend .or good 
measures to abuse, you may rely on the Universities. And we 
know we here can say a similar tljing of this Times of India-
that if you have Anglo-Indian misconduct to defend, or natives 
and their sympathisers to abuse, you may rely on the Times of 
India. This paver has for a long time been proverbial for its 
hostility to native interests. It delights in the work of mis
representing, denouncing, or in other ways prejUdicing, every 
movement intended for the political advancement of our people. 
It loses no opportunity to cast foul aspersions on our character, 
and in the art of maligning those who sympathise with the 
growing aspirations of the natives it knows no supedor. And it 
is evident that everyone of these motives, joined to the equally 
powerful one of helping a friend in distress, operafed in de
termining the attitude of this paper towards this inquiry. For 
here was gross Anglo-Indian misconduct !(anilimg in ~eed of a 
-de 'tender. Here was an opportunity for taJdng'sweet revenge on 
that" unpracti.::al Radical Governor", as I pelieve it once called 
him, ~r the kindly and sympathetic inte\iest' he has uniformly 

• lP. • 
takep ir/ourOlQV'lncement, and here was also.a cha~ce not to be 
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thrown away for denouncing native morality and for making 
capital out of the disclosures made to prejudi.e our pd..iv.cal 
c1~ms •• And the nice little story~ given to the public by the 
Hon. Mr. Mehta tells us with wh ... t a hearty will the paper went 
to this work of slander and misrepresentation-how P1en the 
permanent editor of the paper, on his return from England. 
stood aghas~ at the zeal of his locllm tenens in the unholy cause. 
No epithet was consider,cd too strong if it was to be applied to 
the Bombay Government, no term too contemptuous if it was 
to b~ used in connection with native morality, and nJ effort too 
unscrupulous if it was in any way likely to succeed in mis
leading public opinion, or increasing the difficulties ine-the pat/;1 of 
the Bombay Government. I intended to give you some s~ri1ples 
of the writings of this paper on this case. But there are so 
many passages claiming to be quoted that it is very d.ifficult 
indeed to choose from among them! and as I may 'pr~sume 
that most of you at least read the writings when they first 
appeared, J had better not attempt the task. But the mischief 
done by the T£mes of India by its vituperatioI:' was notlling 
compared with that done by the Calcutta correspondent of the 
London T~mes. The mendacity and the unscrupulousness of 
this man have ueen simply shocking to me, as they must have 
been to everyone of you. Now,.it so happens that thE" London 
T£mes is the only paper in England that has a permanent 
correspondent in India, and, consequently, although his hatred 
of natives an.d of tho<;e who sympathi:.e with them or who 
expose Anglo-Indian delinquences i:. notonous, the English 
public have n0 other recourse but to depend upon the Times 
for Indian information, and thus the man occupies a position 
of great, bu~ most undeserved, importance. (The speaker here 
quoted various telegrams in the London T ~mes and said: ) You 
will see how mischievous and misleading these telegrams are. 
Every fact favourable to the Bombay Government i" l,arefully 
suppress~d. Ta,.ke, <or in<;tance, the Hanmantrao case. The 
decision of Mr. ~al\l'in this case furnished an important clue ',0 
a right understandin~ ~f the whole Crawford affair. Anq yet not 
one word was sen' about that decision by thi<> correspo\ident, 
although at Hmes J~e has been even so particul~ :JI:\to t~egraph 
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such trash as, for instance, the continuance of Mr. Forrest in a 
paTii~lar place... And now observe the mischief done by these 
disgraceful misrepresentatiOlfS, perversions, and suppsessiofts. 
The London Times, which it is the fashion to regard as the most 
leading paper in England, but which, whether leading or not, is 
at presept certainly the most discredited one there, with pitiable 
gullibility, if nothing WOlse, accepted as gospel truth what its 
Indian Pigott sent to it, and made a most violent attack on the 
B'ombay Government in its issue of the 20th of February. \\-"e, 
who are here, and who have all along been able to c1earl.JC see 
the difficult nature of the task of the Government, and who have 
all aOong b~en convinced that it was doing all that was in its 
powe'r -in the cause of justice and purity of administration can, 
of course, only laugh at so much display of ignorance and 
prejudice. But the effect of these misrepresentations on the 
En~lish • public was diff~ent, Other papers followed in the 
wake of the T£tnes, and indulged in wild denunnations of the 
Bombay Government, and, with the exception of the Scotdzman 
and the Pall Mall Cd1!ette, I am not aware of any paper in 
England-l use the term England in its wider sense-that 
ventured to put in a good word for Lord Reay. Sir, the impres
sion made hy these misrepresentations seems to have been too 
deep to be effaced even by the, publication of papers calculated 
to throw a fluod of light on the nefarious system such as 
Mr. Ommanney's note, Sir R, West's Minute, and others
papers which, in the opinion of the natives of tSt;., country at 
least, furnish ample justification for the conduct of the Govern
ment in every particular. Take, for instance, the debate which 
took place on the 19th July, in the House of Commons, on Dr. 
Cameron's motion about the retention of the Maml(}tdars. Even 
Mr. Bradlaugh, than whom the natives of India have no more 
sincere or di"interested friend, possibly acting on ithpressions 
formed from time to time and fer want of better information, 
took an attitude which seemed unf.wourabre tOvthe Go:'ernment 

Q 
ot Bombay. I am, however, q.lite sur) thld if he had been 
aware ot the real nature of this Crawford"affair WIth its many 
off-shbots, he would have been as warm.as ".Professor Bryce or 
Sir _'G ... CaQs~..ll 10 eulogising the condu,ct oflthe Bombay 
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Government. Similarly Dr. CamerQn- -(J WlU not sayanYUWlg 
about Mr. Baumann; for he appears to be a .uere toollliF'the 
hands pi designing persons)-I 1\ay even Dr. Cameron, good 
Radical that he is, would have> had nothing but praise for Lord 
Reay, if he had understood how absolutely ne~essary~t was to 
promise the indemnities for extirpating a huge systeM 0'£ corrup
tion. B~t: the wrong impression which he seems to have 
received at the beginnipg unfortunately led him to draw up an 
indictment against the Bombay Government in a manner which 
indicated at least great carelessness. Take, for instance, his 
reference to the Chowbal case. You will see that Dr. Cameron 

. I. 
does not seem to have himself understood a word of wh\U he 
said. All this shows how successful misrep~esentation has 
been. So far I have endeavoured to deal witt the very 
important question of perversion of facts and th~ mischief it 
has done. Before I conclude, I am anxious to say a word 
about a case which is being at present penistently made aga.inst 
us. Advantage is being taken in certain, quarters of the revela
tions in the Crawford case, and it is being aSGcrted that the 
natives of this country are men of decidedly low, morals. Sir, 
it is not my purpose to consider hert' how far Anglo-Indians 
can twit us on the score of superior morality in general. But, 
so fll,r as this Crawford inquiry is concerned, it is not for these 
persons, who are thellJsdves living in glass houses, to throw 
stones at us. For I, for onE', do not think that they have dis
played in this affair any very extraordinary standard of morality. 
Anglo-Indians have themselves declared that for the last ten 
years and more they were hearing persistent rumours of 
Mr. Crawford's corruption .. Of the so many Assistant Collectors 
and Collectors, and other European officials that have been in 
this Presidency during the last ten years, how many will stand 
forth .. nC: declare before God and man that they were unaware 
of Mr. Crawford's practices? And if these men, who had really 
to suffer-nothiI'~ at '{-he hands nf Mr. Crawford, were content to .. 
leave matters alwe, and thus allow corruption to spread befOre 
their very eyes, is it l~possible, Sir, to u_1derstand how,so many 

~ 

native officials, not naturally inclined to be corrupt, show'a have 
succumbed'llo the system of terrorism and t..:x'fitrtiod. ~t up 
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almist publicly by an officer who could have, if he had pleased, 
ruin~ them in l minute? It is, no doubt, sad that they should 
have fallen. But they were .. verage mortals, and thought more 
oOf their families than of a rigid standard of morality. It should 
also be ;emembered that it was, after all, a native officer who 
had the courage to approach Government with a well-formulated 
indictment against Mr. Clawford. It should also be borne in 
mind that if veracity and truthfulnes~. have not ceased to' be 
virtues, the claims of those w~o are the loudest in denouncing 
the natives to a superior standard of morality must be rejeoted. 
In my opiwon it is unwarrantable to draw any general con
dusiePi' froIft this Crawford case. But if, unfortunately, they 
are to be drawn, let them be drawn·in a fair manner, and I am 
afraid no community will have ..:ause for rejoicing. One word 
more, Sir, t-efore I sit down. It is very painful that the 
necessity for such a meejjng as this shouJd have arisen. Our 
English friends should understand that in the interests of India 
and England alike the. Government of this country ought to be 
{;arried on with absolute impartiality. They may have won 
this Empire by force; they may have won it by fraud; but 
howsoever won-it is not my business, nor will it be of any use, 
to go into the question here-in order that it should be preserved, 
its Government ought to be seated on the high pedestal of truth 
and fair play. Sir, if our English friends will kindly disabuse 
their mind& of all bias against us, if tl)(>y will take a calm and a 
dispassionate view of everything, if sentiment wil1 give way to 
reason, then they will find th<¥ in treating the natives at this 
country with courtesy, consideration, ano equality, consists the 
best safeguard of the British ruIt. But if, on the other hand, 
they will be so short-sighted as to think that their interests and 
.ours must always conflict, that every step gained by us is one 
lost by them, and if in consequence they will raise every oppor. 
tunitv to traduce our nation and even calumniate their own 

'" .--
high-souled countrymen-then they will be 10int"'J very grievous 
hajm indeed to their empire OVLr this li,pd.' Sir, Lord Reay 
has sufft;red much at the hands of these ·"eople. But' he has 
presented to us .'1 glorious spectacle of Robie co~age and a . .. 
scr~~s sans' of duty. Be has laboured in e cause 01 
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justice and purity of administration in the midst of calumnt and 
contumely, amid the unscrupulous attacks of ~n enemfes and 
the datk stabs of false friends, atlfj though he has n()t till now 
received any appreciable recognition of. his splendid services at 
the hands of his countrymen, he need not despair of ~ltimate1y 
receiving that reward which is his due. For, Sit, I ,am con
fident that .history will record its unerring verdict in his Loro
ship's favour. I am !jure that posterity at least will do him 
justice. It will be said that he pt;rsonally struggled for removing 
a fQuI stain from the brow of England. It will be said that he 
did this work amid difficulties which might hav\! daunted a 
stouter man; and, Sir, when all of us who are at present p'n the 
scene shall have been added to the great majority, and when the 
names of the present traducers of his Lordship shaH have been 
forgotten and break no more on the ear of men, his .4ordship's 
memory will be cherished with feeUngs of deep gratitu'de and 
affection, not only by the people of this country, but also by his 
countrymen in England, for his noble eXf'rtion in a sacred cause. 

RAO SAHIB KASHlNATH GovnlD NATU, in se~oooing the pro
position, said :_H Gentlemen,-In seconding thi!; third propo-.. 
sition, I must confine myself to what the mover of thio:; proposi
tion did. Owing to want of time, he could scarcely say all that 
he had to say and had to finish before he came to the fond. 
Following this rule I can do no more than simply express my 
formal approbation of the proposition and resume my seat. 
But I am prepared to be scolded for trespassing upon yOLt 
valuable time, and I will not letire until I have said a word 
or two on the suhject. Fear not lest I should inflict a long 
speech upon you at this late hour. Gentlemen, the destinies of 
India are in the hands of the English public, and it is of the 
utmost consequence to see how they shape those destinies. 
The English people are a straightforward nation. Thev have a 
peculiar aptitude for rendering Justice to those whc.. lay their 

• "', • I< 
grievances bei .. "e l\'pm. What is needed is a plain fair state-
ment of facts. '. It - .-:annot be denied that India has had a 
great many grievanres, and that some of them may b~ such as 
do no gre(lt hon~ur to the English nation. Bu! at the same 
urne it mu~. be remembered that the whole t'bliL:.'ne canI'ot be 



( .3 ) 
laid at their doors. Have we done aU that needs he done? 
Ha:C ~ sent OI¥' deleg\tes to them to give them a correct idea 
of how it fares w~th us, H#ve we placed sufficient materials 
in the hands of those who advocate our cause in Parliament? 
Separat~ 1;>y a distance of thousands of miles of land and water. 
the EnglJ.!>h public have but a very hazy notion of what goes on 
here. They are extremely anxious to know the truth. But 
what avails their anxiety when n:tture ·.and designing man can· 
spire as it were to keep England in utter darkness as to the real 
state of things in India? No sooner does England know a:; to 
what India suffers from at the hands of those who are deputed 
to go.ern h:' than she is roused with a becoming indignation 
and s~ts right wrongs with the iron hand of justice, even 
when they are found in the highest tribunals. The British 
Parliament is a power which is !>econd to none, and is ,ever 
prepared "to dispense justife. All that we must do is to place 
facts before the members in a clear and lucid manner. Gentle
l'1en, whether this sweet home of ours is to remam for ever in 
abject thraldom.; wheth~r we, its inmates, are to be branded with 
ignominy, or wether we arc to nse high in the scale of nations 
and aspire to stand side by side in greatnec:;" and goodness with 
our rulers, necessarily depends upon the <,ort of character we 
possesc:;, and the imprec:;sions which that character makes upon 
the English public. The true wishe" of the Bntl!.h people in 
respect to India are very briefly pmbodied in the poetical lines of 
the poet Cowper, written many years agu. He askc:;, "I!. 
India free or do we grind her stil} ?" \Ve cannot, thcrcfurc, he 
too careful to see, firstly, how \\ e act, and secondly, how our 
actions are reported to our ruler!. at home. \Vhile I have most; 
emphatically depicted before you the general charaFtcr of the 
British nation, I should be wanting in accuracy and precisi~n if 
I d:id not tell you at the same tIme that there are sofue who, 
sharing more of the Devil's qualit;es, are alway!> busy in sowft'rg 
thorns and brambles where only wheat oughfto jIIfI<f!. "'here is 
a s~fish desire in them to appropriate all the g~dnes!. to them-• sel~es ang cast slur upon others merely beeiuse their skins are 
differenfly coloured and they own a separale .natlOn}ity. It is 
their l!bOllr o£Jl5'~to spread strife and dissensiqn, whrher" doin~ 
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or suffering". While the torreut of truth is running akmg with 
unresistible impetuosity, it does not all<yv the ~ge of fa~ood 
to obstoruct its course, but lOots ft orA and carries it into the 
endless ocean. But when the current· subsides, and when in 
places it ceases t:J flow altogether, it is then that the set!ge grows 
rampant. It is then that it becomes capable of doing mischief. 
It is then that innocence suffers most. England and India., as I 
have already said, being: separated from each other by mountains 
and oceans, the quantum of truth that travels over such a large 
area naturally suffers 10 size and strength, and then the story
tellers who have facilities of communication get tRe better of 
innocence and succeed in wearing a cobweb of iies UP<li'l the 
minds of tho~e who happen to be the most important factors 
in shaping the destinies of this vast empire. Then everyone 
who comes in contact with these men catches the contil-glon and 
decries Indian morality and Indiav 'Subjects. This 1S em
phatically the case in regard to the subject I am about to a.llude 
to presently. You know, gentlemen, the great Crawford case. 
Being my own countrymen, you had better upportunities of 
knowing the truth, and you are perfectly well aware of what was 
what, and yet mark what is taking place in England. Under 
pretext of Indian nrw~, truth ha5 been most ruthlessly twisted 
and distorted, and writers, whose solemn duty to the public 
requires thorough candour on their part, have by wllful mis
representatIOns successfully tried to mislead public opinion in 
England. I shd.ll give a few instances. While casting a glance 
at the Parliamentary debates, we find Chowbal who was only 
a chitnis (first clerk) transformed into a judge. He was never 
a judge. He had not the judication of the Bahadur Wadi Desh· 
mukh case in his hands. What at the most he did or must 
havf' done is to have read the papers in the case to his official 
supenor; and perhaps expressed an opinion OIl their merits. 
d~\T~l1Il?,~nt eventually came to a conclusion which happily 
coincides WltU Sho~vbal's opinion, and yet we are told that he 
was a judge anc(pra~}ised corruption 10 delivering his judgm~nt. 
If our friends in E..ngJand thus Judge Nn-Judges and un)udge 
judges, it ;f highly probable they may make anything 'of any- . 
thing. Thts by a dint of misrepresentation t~ C1.itnis'p~wbal 
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is m.~ judge ~hOwba\ and is put down in the category of 
specific cases of cor~ption, ,hen thi" is really a case of specific mis
representation. But, gen~lemen~his Is not all. We all k~ow in 
this country that he who can raise a sum without security 
passes for a man of credit and influence. To require one to 
furnish security for the performance of a certain promise is on 
the ve;y face of it a very fair indication of the fact that we have 
no absolute faith in him. This is just the reason why criminals 
are bound to furnish security when' they bind themselves to 
perform a promise. In fact, this is the very doctrine upon 
which the Christian scheme of redemption is based, and yet we • • are tolti'in reference to Mr. Crawford's case, that because a 
certain witne~ got a loah from somebody without security he 
must have necessarily got it on his personally binding himself to 
repay the Obligation a hundredfold when he will have got his pro
motion. Gentlemen, as a />erson that has had some acquaint
ance with the English mode of reasoning, I am constrained to 
believe that the~e conclusions were specifically sct apart as a 
special indent ,!pon common sense, for the purposes of this great 
Crawford case. Stupid as these conclusions may appear, they 
are swallowed, husks and all, by the Engli"h public. W as mis
represention, my friends, ever marc successful than now? I 
know I am tiring out your patience. The hour is far advanced, 
and you must be sndpping your fingers at me. But if you are 
not willing to hear me for want of time, I heseech you, hear me, 
at least, in the interest of your aggrieved brethren,'hear me at 
least on behalf of your country's cause. One or two thing!> 
more, and I shall be done. Mark now another specimen of mis
representation. Logicians will do well in putting- this example 
to illustrate the fallacy of" Pro causa non causa." You all know 
that the Survey Department was created half a cent~ry ~~, 
long before most of these "peccant" Mamlatdars were bor 
You also know that -classers and measurers 10 ar 
rec~pt of small salaries frequel1tly fall int t temptation 
rec~ving small sums by way of Il!",~al gr\ttification. This is, 
however, ~eval with the introduction of th~ Oepartment itself, 
and d~ ~ot ~rom the peccancy of tire Mam~dars, an<1..... 
yet ilej 'havl the audaclty to show that this is a 'esult abso-
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lutely traceable to the retention of the(H peccjnt" ManolC.Kiars 
in the service. So that by a sort of ¥;'gal fiction you aTe asked 
to beli~ve that the peccancy f.Jf <:a,.e ~amlatdars had it retro
spective effect. Gentlemen, I ask you if misrepresen.tion had 
ever taken so monstrous a form and could any ~etaphysical' 
magician -call into existence formulas more misleatling than 
these? Gentlemen, again, in almost every newspa'per these 
unfortunate Mamlatdars h~ve been honored with the appella
tion of" Corrupt Mamlatdars". Where, in the whole mass of 
evidence, do we find a single instance of any of these Mamlat
dars having received a bribe in the official disc4itrge of their 
duty? It is a misnomer to call them corrupt. As h'as been 
ably pointed out by those that spoke before me, th£se men nolens 
volens had to yield to an organized' system. Socrates Elrank 
poison atld preferred death to retracting his principles. . Daniel 
thought it a pleasure to be put into the lion's den rather than 
swerve from the path of duty, and martyrs have bled most 
nobly in the cause of l'e-ligion. But neither Socrates, nor 
Daniel, nor martyrs represent average hu.man nature. The.Y 
were superhuman, and no sane man would ever gauge hU'1lan 
actions by applying such high tesls. The legislature, whic~ is 
truly a body in whom stores of learning and wisdom n.st, 
never adopts such a criterion to judge of human actions_ 
They punish men for, actions which an average man 
would pronounce as guilty. Viewing the question in this light, 
can we solemnly state that the Mamlatdars deserve the name of 
"Corrupt Mamlatdars," because they yielded to a temptation 
which none but Socrates or Plato could resist? There is 
another monster of a misrepresentation. A certain burnisher in 
the Bombay Arsenal was caught in the act of stealing some 
artIcles (belonging to the arsenal. By a sudden stroke of the 
~" this poor burnisher was metamorphosed into a batrister, 
and rnaKiitg ~ro a ~ombay barrister, all manner of attacks were 
made upon nati·,:.es 'tor dishonesty and what not. Do you th:nk, 
gentlemen, that all tlilis is an innocent j(\ke? I shall shortly ~y 
how this joke ha& 'ended. Gentlemen, I am now soon' coming to 
I~ close. 'o/hile the Crawford trial was pJ;.-;:: ... ~ing, C.) you 
remember tlOW certain newspaper ,.,titers made th~m>.llves 
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gen~s and Ae in ~. ng such expressions as .. the Witness 
admT&!d; the wilJess c fessed," 'and so forth ( You are awate 
what a baneful effect in htll:'Jlinds of distant readers tllis has 
produced. As carriers 'of news from the very place where it 
originate!, they were believed in distant" quarters as Gospel 
truths. And yet what were they in reality? They were-that 
.a witness admitted that he had a house, ?r a brother r . Again in 
this great factory of misrepresentatio~s. individual opinions were 
-construed to be the judgments of Courts. Justir.e Jardi.ne made 
a representation to the Bombay Government as to tht validity 
of retaining athe deponents in service. This was an individual 
prot"et •• but, fly a strange process, this was magnified into the 
ju(1;t1ent of. High Court, and the weight incidental to such 
judgments was allowed to be allotted to it. I might go on 
multiplyiIlg such 'instancoes to any length, but as I have kept 
you away fro;n your eveniilg meal, and hdve only supplied you 
with words rather than bread, I shall now conclude by saying 
that while such misrepresentations are gaining ground in a 
quarter which lras the power of regulating our destinies, while 
the English pl1blic are ready to listen to us, while it is possible 
and practicable for us to communicate the correct state of 
matters through proper channels, and while duty calls upon us to 
be up and doing, gentlemen, it is our bounden duty to check the 
tide of tht!sc falsphoods and enter an emphatic protest against 
the actions of those evil-doers whu have succeeded in poisoning 
the ears of the British public, in outwardly eulogizing, but 
practically calling in10 question, the administration of LOId 
Reay, in throwing a general slur upon Indian character, and 
finally fn dismissing the truth tellers with a kick instead of 
rewarding them with a crown. With these few remaffis I Leg to 
resume my seat, and ask you to take thought over it. 

The proposition was then put to vote and carned Jw 
lcclamation. 

After these resolutions were adopted a f<lm{fesolution was 
pla~ed before the meeting for accept'1n~e. !It was as follows: 

o 

.. The Chairmar> of the meeting be authorised to sendl,ies of the 
procee~.gs for tr;,i.wormatto:l and consideration 01 the Sec ary of State' 
Eor Indj.i, ihe Gte:rnLnt of In:lia. and the Government'of Bo v." 
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The proposition was moved by "'-0 ~EB MAHAD&v 

BAl.LAL NAM]OSHI .and seconded by Pr/fessor IJAL GANG1~fnHt 
TILAK 1tl1d carried unanimously. 

Dr. 'RAMAKRISHNA GOPAL BHANDAR1<.ER then rose to propose a 

vote of thanks to the Chairman for his able condu~t in the 
Chair, The motion was adopted with acclamation, ~ pro
ceedings terminated, and the meeting dispersed after giving 
three hearty cheers to J;.ord Reay. 

The proceedings were marked throughout with order, modera
tiOll', and great enthusiasm. 


