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Fifteen years were to pass .Pefote Wedderbum 
next saw the Congress in session, but a.bsence 
from India did hot and could not lessen his devotion 
to the cause. Pd" more than thirty yep,rs the Indian 

(. ,. 
National . Congress was the master concern of 
his public life. Its activities and aims were never 
out Qf his thoughts. He was personally acquainted 
w·ith its leading members 'in every part of India, 
and with man) 'of them he maintained conti~uous 
relations. He made himself responsible, not only 
for the discharge of its husiness in London, but 
also to a large extent for its financial credit. In 
the fullest possible sense he was its representative 
before the British people. 



CHAPTER IV 

SEVEN YEARS IN PARmAMENT 

THE strongest wish of Wedderburn's heart was 
to be in Parliament with his brother, when 
he retired from the service. But this hoped-for 
companionship was denied him. Sir David 
Wedderburn died-in September, 188~., He Fas a 
remarkable product-of his race and age. 1 Fortunate 
in his indepcndenf:c, he filled. R. strenuous life 
with travel and the study of public affairs. For 
twenty years after being called to the Scottish 
Bar he journeyed almost incessantly: i"l every 
European country, in North and .,outh Africa 
and the Near East, through Australasia, the Pacific, 
and North America. He !lhared to the fuij the 
family interest in India, knew the country well, 
and was one of the best informed men of his time 

• on all subjects relating to the Indian States. In 

1 See the Life of Sir D~d Wedderbum. by his 
slstf:r, Mrs. E. H. Percival (Kegan Paul, Trench & Co •• 
1884). 
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1868 he entered Parliament for South Ayrshire, 
and from 181'9 to his death he sat for the 
Haddington Bll.r~hs, valuing his seat in the House 
mainly because' it gave him opportunities of 
" doing an occasional turn for the good of India." 
His personal standing was exceptionally high. 
Indeed it would be true to say that no member 
of the two gr<!at Gladstonian parliaments was 
more generally and cordial1y esteemed than 

t, . 

DavId Wedderburn. His elaborate journals (he 
was a far more systematic diarist than his brother) 
furnished him with a mass of material on the 
countries of his travels which he turned to account 
in a ~I:trge ~umber of speeches and lectures, and 
in articles for the monthly rev iews. He died in 
his forty-eighth year and ·mmarried. Hence 
the baronetcy passed to his brother William, the 
third brother in succession to inherit during the 
nineteen}h century. 

For Sir \Villiam \Vedderburn the strong personal 
attraction to Westminster was now removed, but 
his purpose was ul1altc} . .:d. Five years later, when 
freedom from official ties had been gained, there 
was no difficulty in his finding a constituency. 
In November, 1887, he was adopted as Liberal 
candidate for North Ayrshire, and it was character­
istic of him that he bhould at once set out to 
acquaint himself at first hand with the dominant 
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political question of the hour. It was the year 
after the introduction of the first Home Rule 
Bill, and Wedderburn resolved upon a journey 
of personal investigation. In Dec~:Ylber he crossed 
to Ireland, with Sir Wilfrid 4:.aw~on and Theodore 
Fry, the party bp.ing later joincd by several.other 
mcmbcrs of Parliament. Wedderburn adopted 
his invariable plan. .lie went evcrywhere in 
pursuit of typical incidents of the land War and 
the political conflict, questioned people of all 
sorts, with the patience and couAesy that neVer 
failed him; witnessed evictions, And addressed 
meetings. The diary of this tour, kept with 
extreme care, contains matcrial for an exact 
picture of IrelAnd under the Parnell p'lan of 

• 
campaign. And -to the reader of our day it 
suggests an un~istakable p~rallei. The names 
are different, but the forces are the same as those 
of yesterday. Allowing for the changes of cir­
cumstance, the record might have bcen written 
at any time between the Dublin rising of 1916 
and the treaty with the Sinn Fein Teaders in 1921. 

Immediately on the clOje of the Irish trip, Wed­
derburn began political work in North Ayrshire. 
There was an interval of four years before the 
general electiofi, and as a rule he conducted two 
speaking campaigns a year. On the eve of the 
contest he told the elect<Jl's that for their suffrages 
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he had served almost as long as Jacob served 
for R1ichel, and he hoped they would take care 
that Leah WiS not his portion after all. He 
stood upon a q,ownrlght radical programme, which 
included Home tule ~r Ireland, the Eight-Hours 
Day for miners, and Local Option. On a poll 
of something over 10,000 the Consf'l'vative 
candidate, the Ron. Thq,mas Cochrane, had a 
majority of 4fS. The defeat was a surprise to 
everybody. 1t was attributed mainly to Liquor 
and the churdl1 qllf'stion. Wedderburn had no 
complaint to hlake against any political opponent, 
and there were no personalities to regret. The 
fight, as he said, did a great deal for his political 
educat}on, and in view of his support of the 
Temperance party he now becam~ a total abstainer. 
The North Ayrshir;p Liberals took leave of him 
in December, 1892, with a dinner at Kilmarnock 
and the presentation of an address in a silver 
casket. 

Three months later Wedderburn accepted an 
invitation fro~ the Liberals of Banffshire. There 
followed a brisk electi':!J}, enlivened by chureh­
defence meetings, a liquor fight, and energetic 
canvassing of the fishermen, whose rights were 
the permanent and always lively question of the 
division. The Conservative candidate was a local 
resident, James A. Gr .. nt, son of the African 
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explorer. The result, on a poll of 5,561, was 
a Liberal majority of 771. 

It was the second year of the troubled short 
parliamenJ; f'!'om which GlI.dstoT/e'retired on the 
defeat by the Lords of his '~econd Home Rule 
Bill. The Government was almost impotent, and 
the House distracted. Wedderburn's maiden 
speech was delivered· on May 8. He was wise 

• 
enough to make it, not on an I,1dian question, 
but on the Scoteh Sea Fishcriall Bill, dwelling 
pa.rticularly on the improvement of the harbours 
as a matter of life and death to the people of the. 
northern coasts. Throughout the whole of his 
time in Parlia'llent he was a most assiduous 
Scottish member. No constituent coulfil ever 

• 
complain that his preoccupation with India 
prevented him fr~m giving f11\1 attention to local 
affairs. On the contrary, since he could never 
do anything carelessly, he devoted much time 
to all matters aff'Octing the welfare of ihe Banff­
shire people, notably to the fisherie. and harbours, 
and the right and wrollj of admitting trawlers 
into the Moray Firth-all questions of vital 
moment to Banff. Nor did he confine his interest 
to the merel)W local aspects of such questions. 
On his journeys abroad he made it his business 
to learn what was being done for people similarly • placed, and he made a trip to Scandinavia for the 
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purpose of following up some questions in which 
the Banff fishennen were particularly concerned. 

His first Indian/speech was made on Mr. Herbert 
Paul's motion {f\,favoflr of the holding of simul­
taneous examinations, in India and England, for 
the Indian Civil Service. And towards the end 
of his first se~sion a motion on an Indian grievance 
,gave him the opening for tile first of a long series 
of speeches on <'~he condition of the Indian people 
o.nd the dislieaY';ening experienccs of those who, 
whethcr with~n or without the bounds of the 
Civil Service, had made att('mpts to break through 
the defenccs of thc all-powerful official clique. 

During this first summer also W cdderburn 
fired hid first 5h0t at an abuse which he was never 
tired of assailing. He joined in the sending of 
a memorial to the Prime Minister urging that the 
Indian Bui.lgct might be brought on not later 
than the middle of July and be allotted not less 
than two' parliamentary days, instead of being 
scrambled thwJgh in the last hours of the session. 
Mr. Gladstone was sympathetic, but said that, 

~. 

on account of the paramount elaims of the Home 
Rule Bill, it was impossible to make any change. 
Wedderburn's assiduity in thc ~ouse may be 
inferred from the record of his attendances during 
the session of 1894. Out of a possible total Of 

• 226 divisions he voted in 221. 
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The general election of 1895, which inaugurated 
the decade of Conservative rule, fell upon 
Wedderburn in the midst of pri"ate grief, his 
dearly-loved sister, Mrs. Pfrciv,~l: having died 
in April. In this contest he defeated his former 
opponent by 510 votes, Mr. Grant putting on 
record his sense of the member's courtesy and 
perfect fairness. 

The last Gladstonian parliament ., -as remarkable 
forthe activity of the Indian group~nd the success 
of their efforts at bringing Indian qu~stions before 
the House. This was to be accounted for chiefly 
by the dose alliance existing between Sir William 
Wedderburn anq, Dadahhai Naoroji, who in the 
election of 1892 had been returned for Gentral 
Finsbury. Both n~cn were dominated by a passion 
for the Indian c!luse; both· were prodigiously 
informed; both were endowed with a power of 
work and a persistency whieh nothing could 
daunt. They had been associated in th", councils 
of the National Congress from t.he beginning, 
and they worked in full accord. They were 
supported by several Lib~ral Anglo-Indians, and 
by a number of members belonging to the advance 
wing of Libelfllism. Many of these valued 
allies went down in the Liberal disal>ter of 1895 ; 
Dadabhai Naoroji being among the fallen. But 
so long as Wedderburn· was in the House his 
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knowledge, skiIi, a~d persistence insured the 
keeping of India in the forefront. 

Wedderbllrri's first task in Parliament was the 
organisation oft-the ~Indian Parliamentary Com~' 
mittce. The responsibility of Parliament for 
India was for him the essential fact of the imperial 
relation. He was convinced that India had 
suffered greatly by the cessation of the parlia­
mentary revi~'~s which, before the transfer of 
authority to th~ Crown, had preceded the periodic 
renewal of the Company's charter. But !>ince 
1858 nothing had taken the place of those invalu­
able inquisitions. The private member, seeking 
to call attention to conditions in India-unless 
he ~ele endowed with the personality of a Bright, 
a Fawcett, or a Bradlaugh-was easily extinguished 
by the Secretary oV State or some other minister, 
and he could expect very little backing from the 
Press. Comhination in the House was therefore 
a necessity. In the eighties John Bright had 
brought toget.her an informal group of members 
pledged to general sympathy with India; but 
it was not until Wedd~rburn entered the House 
that the work of forming a regular committee 
was undertaken. During the sqUlmer of 18:)8 
W. S. Caine joined him in inviting a small number 
of independent members to dinner for a talk over , 
the project. A resolution was carried affirming 
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the need of a commit'\ee H for the purpose of 
promoting combined and well~dir~cted a~tion 
among those interested in Indian, affairs." The 
original members included most (. those known 
as coming Ullder this descn~tiOl": Jacob Bright, 
W. S. B. McLaren, Sir Wilfrid L'lwson, John 
E. Ellis (later Under-Secretary for India), J. G. 
Swift MacNeill, Hcrbellt Paul, H.. 1. Reid (Lord 
Lorcburn). and Dadabhai Naoroji~ , with Wedder­
burn as chairman and Herbert Roberts (now 
Lord Clwyd) as secretary. 

Active during the brief Liberal term, the 
committee was necessarily of comparatively little 
account during th(; ten years of Conservative 
power when th~' tide of aggressive Impe,ialism 
was J'unmng high. • After the great Liberal triumph 
of 1906 it was relKlnstruct('d \Jllder the chairman­
shi p of Sir Henry Cotton and again became active, 
particul:l.rly during the Morley regime. By that 
time Wedderburn was nn longer in Pa .. liament; 
but he remained in close touch with the new group • of Anglo-Indian members and their Liberal and 
Labour allies. 

The scope of the Indian Parliamentary Committee 
was wider than that of the British Committee of 
the Indian Na~onal Congress. No attempt was 
made to faun in the House a definite group com­
mitted to the Congress p~granunc. Wedderbwn 
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was of opinion that the wisest course lay in en­
listing as large a number of members as possible 
under a general promise of attention and sympathy 
nothing more. f Jndia~to him was in a pre-eminent 
sense a House of Commons concern. He counted 
it disgraceful, humiliating, that this unbounded 
responsibility, this extraordinary example of 
imperial duty and administration, should be 
outside the range of the elected representatives 
of the British ,veople; capable only of arousing 
languid notice on one official day of the year 
or of provoking angry interest on the occasion 
of a frontier expedition, a scandal in an Indian 
State, or a religious riot in one of the cities of the 
plain. (. It may of course be questioned whether 
a parliamentary committee framed on this plan 
could ever have fu~filled the ho1)es of its founder, 
especially when he was no longer on the spot to 
apply the goad. And certainly it is true that 
in the YLars when the nominal membership in­
cluded a largt section of the House there was 
never any great muster OIl Indian budget day, 
or on those other occt.sions associated with the 
welfare of the Indian millions when, as was said 
long ago, Cicero replying to Hortensius would 

r 
hardly draw a quorum. But none the less the 
committee was a valuable aid to the keeping 
alive of Indian questioris in the House. 
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Wedderburn's parliamentary efforts on behalf 
of India during the busy years of his membership 

\ 
fall roughly under three heads. (1) Protests 
against the iorward policy' m1' . the North-West 
Frontier, with the consequent expansion of 
military expenditure; (2) criticism of the Indian 
budget system, and pre.ssure, continually renewed, 
for the purpose of securing an inde~ndent scientific 
inquiry into the condition of the "'myat and the 
causes of faminc; (3) the advocal!y of the reform 
programme of the Indian National Congress. 

When in 1895 the Liberals had given place to 
a Conservative Government backed by an im­
mense majorityt Wedderburn a.ttacked the first 
of these questions. In February, 1896, he -moved 
an amcndment to the Address regretting that • the Government had decided not to withdraw 
from Chitral, "thereby violating the pledge given 
by the Viceroy's proclamation, dangerously adding 
to government responsibilities beyond the north­
west frontier, and leading to an ItCl'eaSe in the 
already overgrown militar;," expenditure." In July 
he is found protesting against the vote for the 
Indian troops at Suakin: this charging to India 
of the ordina'Y costs of an Indian contingent 
serving in another part of the Empire had been 
already denounced by FaiJiVcett as "a masterpiece 
of melancholy meanness." 
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He then returned to the charge on Chitral, 
repeat.ing sevtrA.l times before the end of the 
year his aeell~tion as to the breaking of pledges 
to the tribesmeri~ nna pressing the case in favour 
of returning to "the good, old, and humane 
policy," which, as he insisted, had, under Law­
rence and Hipon, "given India a full treasury, 
friendlv llei!!hbilUrs on the frontiers, and a con-. ~ .. 
tented people at home." 

Such appC'als
r 

made no sort of impres.sion upon 
Government. . But before the Liberal!" went 
out of ofliee the Indian group obtained one 
important concession from Sir Henry Fowler. 
He ae-leed to the appointment of a commis­
sion on Indian expenditure. Wedderburn and 
Dadabhai Naoroji I had concentrated upou the 
demand for n complete stocktaking. On August 
14, 1894, they moved for" a fuJI ami indf'pcndent 
parliamentary inquiry into the conditinll of the 
people of India, their ability to bear their present 
burdens, the i>ossibilities of reduction of expendi­
ture, flnd tIl(' financial .ff.!lations between England 
and the United Kingdom generally." The 
Secretary of Sbte promised that at the beginning 
of the next session he would piopose a select 
committee to inquire into "the financial expendi­
ture of the Indian re,,"enues both in England 
and in India." 'rhis, though much less than 
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had been asked for, was a.ccepted ~ the best 
that could be expected. On second thoughts, 
however, and doubtless under ~ressure from 
Simla, Fowler changed the .pla~. • He proposed 
a Royal Commission, and in May, 1895, it was 
appointed. The turns of reference covered .. the 
fl1ilitary and c;oril expcnditure incurred under 
the Secretary of StRte for India in Council, and 
thc appOltionmcnt in charge bet-wean the Govern­
me-nts of the United Kingdom aI¥l of India for 
pllrposes in which both are intereste~." 

Lord Welby, the expericneed Treasury official, 
was chairman, and the official element pre­
dominated. G. ~. Curzon, Leonard Courtney, 
and T. R. Buchanan (afterwards Under-Secpctal'Y 
for India) were· nominated as independent 
parliamentary menfbers, while 'Yedderburn, Dada­
hhai Naoroji, and W. S. Caine represented the 
interests of India. The principal Indian witnesses 
called by the Commis&ion wcre Naoroi:, D. E. 
Wacha, Surendranath Bancrjea, Subr.t\mania Iycr, 
and G. K. Gokhale, alI except the first-named 
coming from India after ~ing chcsen by special 
re-solution of the Indian National Congress. The 
final reports of the Commission did not appear 
'till 1900. The Majority Report, signed by all 
except the three pro-Indian members, caused 
deep disappointment in In<:ta as falling grievously 
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short of reaSonable expectations. The minority 
produced a report which was largely the work 
of Sir William Wedderbum himself. He always 
contended th~t {bet,:veen matters of high policy 
on the onc hand and matters of mere book-keeping 
on the other, there was a large middle ground 
which parliamentary inquiry might safely and 
usefully traverse; and it was largely to this 
ground that (his attention was directed. The 
main rccommoulations of the minority were as 
follows: 

"An inquiry by a select committee of tIl(' House 
of Commons on a full army of materi31 compiled 
under improved conditions; 

Noh-official members of the Viceroy's Legislative' 
Council to be made more directly rcspow,ible to the 
Indian pt'ople; to have the rig-ht to mov£' amend­
ments to the budget and to divide the Council; 

Indians to be nominated to the Secretary of State's 
Council, and at least one Indian to the Viceroy's 
Exeeutiv~ Council; . 

The salary' of the Secretary of State to be placcd 
upon the British estimates, and parliamentary 
inquiries into thc It:dian administration, every 
twenty years, to be revived by statut.e; 

A return to the La"Tcnee-Ripon milltary and 
front.ier policy; the frontier to btl., defined, ana not 
altered without the assent of Parliament; 

Trans-frontier wars to be paid for primarily out 
of the British exeheqtcr, India contributing her 
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due share on the basis of protection and benefit to 
the frontier; for distant wars, India to pay nothing, 
except in the event of attack upon tite Suez Canal ; 

Payment by Great Britain, ff)r an Indian work 
performed in the United Kingdom.; India to pay for 
all Indians employed in India, and for all others in 
('qual shares." 

It will be remarked that severfl.l of these re­
commendations were afterwards cnfbodied in the 
Morley and Montagu reforms, whfte othcrs have 
never been aeted upon. The Minority Report 
was issued in a separate volume by the British 
Committee of the Iudillll National Congre.ss, and 
was used for Jmny years as a means of public 
;nstruetion in Indi;.n finance and general a~min­
i~.mtion. Wedderhurn, who gave an immense . . 
amount. of time to the sittings of the Commission 
and the preparation of the R eport, regarded its 
ed.ucational value as high, and on the whole well 
l'cpnyillg the labour and cost elltailed upon the 
British Committee. 

The long fight over bndiet procedure and the 
question of an independent survey of economic 
conditions began in Wedderburn's first session. 
It wa,: from the f)utset a discouraging experience, 
and Wedderburn had not long bcen engaged in 
it before he was found c9nfessing that he was 
" hopt'lc5s of any benefit arising from the budget 

6 
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debate" in the circumstances feebly tolerated 
by the House of Commons. In August, 1894, 

he made his ~rst specch in favour of the inquiry. 
Before the next ye~r's budget tho Conservative 
Government was in power, a:ld Wedderburn 
was pitted against Lord George Hamilton, the 
Secretary of Stat~ whom for the remainder of 
his parliamentp.ry term he laboured to convince 
or in some degree to impress. 

No Secretal'j' of State had any cause to eompla.in 
of the substn'1ce or tone of Wedderburn's attacks. 
He recognised the special difficulty of this minister, 
surrounded, as he was, "by an India Council 
which is chiefly composed of t l 108e very officials 
who \n Simla have carried out. the policy" under 
attack. And, of course, a Liberal Secretary of 

~ 

Statc was in a position of the greatest difficulty. 
He suffered from the bad political atmosphere 
in which his work had to be done. But even so, 
as Wedderburn warned Sir Henry Fowler, he 
should ,reali~ that something was wrong when he 
found himself cheered regularly by the party 
. . , a 
In oppOSItion. 

In August, 1896, Lord George's budget state­
ment contained a reference to " ,~nfinite benefits" 
and" infinitesimal drawbacks." Wedderburn, sub­
mitting his recital of, grim facts in opposition to 
the official optimism, moved for the appointment 
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of a select committee to examine the East Indian 
accounts. He urged that a special report, based 
upon the debates in the Viceroy's '.::ouncil, should 

. d he· Ii be supphe to t e omm.tee every year. In 
resisting the Ilmcndment Lord George Hamilton 
had the support of a vigorous speech from his 
predecessor, Fowler, whose control of the India 
Office during the Liberal administration had been 
in full harmony with the mind. of the India 
Office. Shortly afterwards, in a. article headed 
"l'he Indian Budget Farce" (Indilf' Junc. 1896), 

Wedderburn restated his eas(': 

"If i.\1! independent member seeks to make an 
opportunity on til(' Queen's Specell, or on a motion • of adjournment, ht, is angrily told by both front 
henehcs ti13t the time for discus,.;ing all such . . 
grievances is the Indian budget night." 

But when that night came round, the miuister 
responsible took refuge in the habitual means of 
escape. On this occasion, Wedde>~urn insisted, 
neither Lord George nor Fowler had any suggestIOn 
to make in reply to "tl~ moderate and simple 
scheme" of the lndi:,m National Congress. 

When ParliFent reassembled in February, 
1897, India was moving fast into the stage of 
famine, plague, and unrest. Wedderburn moved 
an amendment to the Address for .. a full and 
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independent inquiry into the condition of the 
masses of the Indian people." In a speech com­
posed with gre\t care he argued that the Govern­
ment Famine ftelief !,'und could only come from 
fresh taxation: 'that is, "the dying would be 
fed at 'the expense of the hungry survivors." 
He then brought forward the specific proposal 
with which during the eycle of great famines 
a.t the turn. of the eentury, his name was 
b be identified.: namely, an intensive inquiry, 
practical and definite, into the condition of the 
villages withi~ a selected and defined area. His 
contention was that no imperial commission wa.s 
neeessary; the cost would be negligible; the 

j 

informa.tion invaluable. 
It was the year of the Diamond Jubilee. 

Wedderburn hoped against hope that the great 
celebration would appeal to the Government as an 
occasion above all others for giving the suffering 
millions of India a substantial reason for rejoicing. 
This was the text of all his appeals to the British 
people at this time: appeals by speech and 
writing which he was' compelled to base upon 
the gathering evidence that India was entering 
upon a time of exceptional trial. 

\! 
'fhe budget statement covered the events of 

a terrible year. During 1896 the country had 
~. 

suffered from an almost universal shortage of 
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rain; and in 1897 the famine had spread to an 
appalling extent. The numbers on relief at one 
time reached a total of 4,200,QOO. In Assam 
there had occurred the m~st rlestructive earth­
quake knowll in India for a generation. Plague 
had appeared III Western India, and in Bombay 
serious riots had been provoked by the govern­
ment's protective poliey. At Poona two British 
officers, Rand f.nd Ayerst, had !'>cen murdered. 
The Mahrattn leader, Bal Gang:!lhar Tilak, had 
been tried and sentenced, and .an additional 
sensation had been caused by the deportation, 
without trial, of the two Natu brothers, suspected 
of complicity in the assassinations. Not since the 
Mutiny had the ~vidences of popular distt!rbance 
been so disquieting. . . 

In making his budget statement Lord George 
Hamilton strove hard to maintain the customary 
tone of optimism. But it was impossible, especially 
in view of the plague, a menace with w}uch British 
administrators had not hitherto be~n called upon 
to cope. The minister was impelled to say that 
the sanative measures adopted by the Government 
of Bombay were "repugnant to the instiflets, 
customs, and UJages of the great mass of the native 
population," and that they "interfered with the 
privacy of home life." It was, he admitted, im­
possible to exaggerate the alarm; but he held 
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that there was no serious difficulty except at 
Poona, where the Tilak party had been guilty 
of gross dh.tort'(on of facts. The debate following 
Lord George's sp~ech ttwas of exceptional moment, 
notwithstanding that even this overwhelming 
statement of disaster had not materially increased 
thc attendance of members. 

Wedderburn cxpressed his conviction that the 
inquiries favou'tcd by the Secretary of State were 
purely official a.ld of a routine character. They 
did not a.nd fould not touch the causes of the 
suffering. Gradually and very reluctantly, he 
said, he himself had been forced to the conclusion 
that a great portion of the land-revenue system, 
thougW good in theory and well-intentioned, was 
not suited to the conditions of the Indian peasantry. 
He renewed his appeal for an indppendcIIt and 
intensive inquiry, and onee more urged the 
necessity of agricultural banks as the one prac­
ticable m{:ans of attacking the problem of rural 
indebtedness. 

Meanwhile there had oc(,urred a very unfortunate 
incident, whieh not only embarrassed Wedderburn 
and imperilled the career of the most promising 
member of the Indian reform pa.'i:y, but put a 
dangerous wea.pon into the hands of the cnemy 
and for a time did much(to nullify the work of the 
Congress Committee and its friends in Parliament. 
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In May, 1897, at the height of the plague 
agitation, a memorial, signed by some 2,000 
Hindu and Moslem citizens of Poona, had been 
submitted to Government .• In a'letter to The 
Times Wedderburn had callep· attention to its 
gravity, particularly as regards the alleged conduct 
(,f certain troops engaged in enforcing the plague 
regulations. He pressed upon I .. ord George 
Hamilton the significance of the JIlemorial, and 
partieubrly the appendix, which ~ontained testi­
mony as to ill-treatment and oppression given 
over the signatures of the partIes aggrieved. 
Inquiry, \Vedderburn contended, was imperative. 
If the complaints were substantiated, redress 
should have bel"~ afforded; if they provecl. to be 
false, those making thc charges should have been 
punished. In no ~ther way c('llld the good name 
of British administration be upheld. Unfortu­
na.tely, no such inquiry was instituted, nor did 
the Secretary of State make any rer1y to the 
memorial. Accordingly WedderbuV1 decided to 
bring the matter before the Indian Parliamentary 
Committee, which was addressed by G. K. Gokhale, 
who described to the meeting the miserable and 
distracted condition of the people of Poona, 
enduring the - combined calamities of famine, 
plague, house-searching, and punitive police. He 
stated that the wildest- rumours were abroad, 
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and that two of his correspondents, in whom 
he had entire confidence, had informed him of 
a report current in Poona that two Indian women 
had been out:ruged by British soldiers, and that 

4,; 

one of them had committed suicide. This infor-
mation was subsequently proved to be inaccurate. 
Wedderburn wrote to Lord George Hamilton 
expressing profound regret tha.t the statement 
had ever been made; and to the Banff Journal 
he sent a. lon~ explanatory letter setting forth 
the course of events leading up to the meeting 
in the House ~vf Commons. After reiterating his 
regret, he said: 

"I am bound to express my belirf that Mr. Gokhale, 
who w{los much moved by the suffermgs of his friends 
in Poona, mentioned the t'xistehce of the rum our, 
not with evil intent, but in order to show the 
extreme ncccsbity of that full inquiry to obtain which 
was the solc object of the meeting." 

Gokhal~, who until then had been enjoying 
the triumph of his appearance before the Welhy 

" Commission, was for the time crushed. Returning 
SOUH afterwa.rds to India, he published, immediately 
on landing at Bombay, a complete apology and 
retractation, to which llis extreme conscienticus­
ness led him to give a form that""was for many 
years bitterly resented by large numbers of hi~~ 

compatriots. 
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To Sir William Wedderbum the affair was a 
cause of the deepest grief. He had been led by 
his profound pity for the Indian people, then 
suffering from a multiple v~sitatidn, to make the 
accusations known in England. 'and if he placed 
too much reliance upon the adviees from Bombay, 
it was because he hlLd already formed thc highest 
opinion of the sound judgment of the young Indian 
collcague who was to become his lntimate friend. 
Better than anyone else he kn~w the difficulty 
of getting Parliament to display even a momentary 
interest in Indian affairs. And "'at a time of 
widespread calamity, when discussion unavoidably 
takes the form of attack upon the administration, 
the difficulty ~ceomes almost insuperabJe. At 
t his particular ~isis, with the plague adding 
an unknown terrCJl' to the proUem, the misfortune 
of the Gokhale episode was incalculable. It added 
greatly to the burden of Wedderburn's task in 
th(' budget debate of 1897, and for "orne time 
ahead to that of his efforts outside the House . • In view of the almost complete disappeq.rance 
of India from the regular }yoeeedings of Parli8ment 
in latcr times, it is astonishing to find that in 
several successive years thc Indian group was 
able to make -an opening' for Indian questions 
during the debate on the Address. Whether 
moved by W edderburn, o~by one of his colleagues, 
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his hand was always discerniblc in the wording of 
the amendments; and on no occasion more than 
in the years of the great famines after 1897. Thus, 
in February, 1898, his amendment to the Address 
on behalf of the indian people called fot 

" special forbearance towards them and careful inquiry, 
in order to restore confidence among the suffering 
masses and thus prepare the way for measures 
tcnding to bring back peace and prosperity." 

In commending this motion to the House he 
pointed out that, as in previous years, the affairs 
of the frontier had been discussed at length; 
but what were those affairs in C['mparison with" 
the vil-al condition of the people? What, in 
truth, was that "key of India" to which such 
constant references were made? It was to be 
found, not on the frontier, but in the contentment 
and well-being of the Indian people. And yet, 
he remark"d, there were those who, in the face 
of famine, pestilence, ami earthquake, could 
bring themselves to helieve in the efficacy of 
the policy of repression upon which in its panic 
the Government had embarked. 

No governor-general of modern times had gone 
out under happier personal auspices than those 
which attended Lord Curzon at the end of the 
year 1898. But the country was already in the 
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grasp of famine, and a few months later it had 
become clear that India was being called upon 
to pass through the most terrible experience 

, . 
of the century. The ycarstl899 and 1900 were 
indescrib!bly dark. Wedderbur& was untiring in 
his appeals, both inside and outside Parliament; 
but E~gland was being carried into the South 
African "Var, and as a consequence the puhlic 

temper was not favourable to a g£'DlCrous response, 
even whell Lord Curzon sent. from Simla a 
despairing cry for help. In the budget debate of 
1899 Wedderburn reiterated for "'the last time 
on this annual occasion his lesson. Driving 
home the moral of the great famine, he said: • 

.. The India OffiOi' theory is that the rayat's a fat 
and comfort.able rerson, increasing every year in 
prosperity, pleasantly con!>ciotls' of the blessings of 
British rule. On the other hand, all Indian opinion 
knows and asserts that he is a miserable starveling, 
hopelessly in debt to the mOlley-lender; without 
store of food, money, or credit; living from hand 
to mouth, so that he readily dies ~'om famine if 
there is a failure of one harvest. Here is a clear 
issue of fact; and again lnd again I have aslsed 
for a detailed village inquiry which would settle the 
point. " 

He made yet one more plea (April, 1900) for 
the intensive inquiry, ar:t in July he moved in 
tbe House for an imperial grant in relief of famine. 
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The Indian debates of 1899 were all held in the 
"hadow of war. The summer was taken up with 
the contest between Chamberlain and Knlger, and 

( 

Parliament rose with"the issue pract:cally settled. 
~ 

Wedderburn, needless to say, was utterly opposed 
to the war policy. By temperament, conviction, 
and traiuing he was an Old Liberal. No movement 
in Parliament and no sweep of popular emotion 
could affect h~ position. He believed the war to 
be avoidable. . He voted against the war credits. 
He was, indee,d, one of the little band of Liberals 
and Radicals who refused on every occasion to 
modify the stand they had taken. His con­
stituents disagreed. The major~ty of them were 
angry,: and showed their feell!lgs like the good 
Highlanrlers they were. Indignation meetings 
were held in all the BanfCshirc towns, and W cdder­
burn grew accustomed to votes of censure heing 
passed in the division with something like unani­
mity. ENtirely unmoverl, he went on his way. 
The electors of Banff knew him; they could not 
have looked for any different behaviour; and it 
needed a shOlt time only to bring them round, 

' not to agreement with him but to entire resp<'ct. 
Nor did they, even at the 'Wor<;t time Gf war 
feeling. imaginc that their member would make 
any move towards resignation on the South 
African issue. 
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None the less, Wedderburn's ye.ars in Parliament 
were now drawing to an end. During the pre­
ceding twelve months he had bec0ll!e increasingly 
convinced thet his days of 'usefulness at West­
minster were over. He was~fillding himself 
unequal to the double burden of, as he wrote, 
.. direct work for India, together with the wear 
and tear of contested elections, care for the special 
interests of his constituents, and the multifarious 
duties of parliamentary lifc." Antt there was one 
determining circlJmstance connected with the 

II 

spirit of England at the opening of the century. 
Hc deeply distrusted the temper of the country, 
and rC<.tlised that for some time to come reformers • 
of every kind would have to endure sever~ trial • 
and dibcouragemcnt. He saw, moreover, that 
the Balfour-Chamberlain Government intended 
to seize the tactical advantage and make an 
appeal to the electorate before the war fever 
subsided. Accordingly he reached a cunclusion, 
and on June 20, 1900, he addressed. a letter of 
resignation to Mr. A. R. Stuart, president of the 
nanffshire Liberal Associatfon. 

TIns was a thoroughly characteristic utteran~ ... 
W edde>'burn be~an by saying that his decision 
not to stand again had not arisen out of any­
thing in his relations with his constituents. Had 
he wished to remain in P"liamcnt he would not 
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for Ii moment have contemplated severance from 
Ii constituency where sound Liberal principles 
were so firmly rooted and where he personally 
had received so mucll kindness. Bllt in the then 
temper of the :british people he saw no chance 
within the next few years of forwarding the purposes 
for which he had desired a seat in the House of 
Comm<,ms. First, his hope had been to do some 
work, It hO'Wcve:r humble, in support of peace, 
economy, and I\:eform, which he regarded as the 
only solid ba~is of national welfare. Secondly, 
as regards the wide interests of Britain outside 
these islands, he had desired to support a policy 
of national righteousness. And,o he continued: 

"Especially I felt it a duty to the unhappy and 
unrepresented people of J ndia to place at the dis­
posal of my fellow countrymen the experience 
acquired during many years of official life in that 
country. ,;Further. sinee I have had the honour to 
represent BanfIshire, I have been anxiously desirous 
to remove tire more prominent grievances of those 
engaged in the local industries of fishery and 
agriculture. " 

But the wave of militarism '1:hieh ha!l ~wept 
over the country seemed to ensure a fresh lease of 
power to .the Goverwnent which engaged in 
mischieV'ous and costly· wars abroad, aad at home 
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misapplied public funds in the shape of .doles to . 
political supporters. Under such circumstances 
it seemed useless for him to contjnve those persona) 
sacrifices without which it' was not possible for 
pnrliamentary duties to be perft,rmed. 

As for the reiterated accusation that his atti­
tude to the South African War displayed a lack 
of patriotism, Wedderburn continued, it . affected 
him little. He knew it to be und'esemd; and he 
believed th.lt even his strongedl. opponents did 
not seriously doubt. that he wps acting from 
conscientious motives. Since he w~ convinced 
that the war was hurtful to the country's best 
interests, he wOl~ld have been wanting in patriotism 
if h r had not done.his best to prevent it. .. A.ccord­
ing to my view," he concluded •. , we best show 

• • love of our country by striving after a high nati0nal 
ideal. It will not profit a nation, any more than 
it will profit a man, to gain the whole world and 
lose its own soul." 

Throughout the county his rL~ignation was 
received with the deepest regrct. In the midst 
of the genel'ftl lamentat'on it was difficult to 
believe that barely a half-year earlier Wedder­
bum'" eonstit~nts had been passing resolutions 
of censure which challenged alike his liberalism, 
his. ~atriotism, and his IXVitical chara.cter. But no 
re\,mng member ever haft less cause to doubt the • 
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admiration and goodwill of the community he 
had served in Parliament. 

The newspapers of the time contain mallY 
descriptions of Sir William Wedderburn as parlia­
mentarian. One example of these may suffice. 
The s,ketch-writer of the Daily Mail thus pictures 
him in the course of an Indian debate: 

" A Scotch lair,rl of some weaH h; a man who could 
t3kp the world easjly-he Lliugs to thc consideration 
of the people of tulia a zeal that nothing can ahate, 
a great inrlustry{ perfect singleness of purpose. . . . 
He is a crusader, hut a crusader of the Scot('h type­
gcntlc, a little sad. sugge~ting melancholy over the 
sadness and sombrene~s of the human lot rather 
than pI'wer to rdieye it." 

'1'hat is not a bad picture. But those who knew 
Wedderburn knew that the melancholy was not 
in his nature. It was in the body of' fact by 
which he ,vas weighed down when describing the 
sadness of the human lot in India to those who, 
as he bclieveh, possessed the power but not the 
will to relieve it. 

I 

It is regrettable that' the story of these years, 
so heavily seared by calamity in India, should 
have to he told in a manuel' largel:'r eontrort;o<;ial. 
But that is unavoidable in view of the persistent 
attitude of the India Oa:ce. We should, however, 
natur~lly assume that ~ minister so experienced 

I 
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and conscientious as Lord George Hamilton would 
be able to make an effective defence of his depnrt­
ment against the Wedderburn indictment. But 
when he came, many years' aftpl';al'ds, to review 
his long tpnure of the India OffiCC,l Lord George 
wrote as one who deemed the authority of the 
Imperial Parliament to be an eVIl, and atso as 
one who did not doubt the practical perfection 
of the governing system in I.dia. Touching 
upon the subject-matter of the (JConomic debates 
during the nineties,· he says simrly that Indian 
finance has been admirably managed, and that 
(lnring the eight years of his term of office, " despite 
plague and famine, the progress of India in wealth • 
and prosperity and trade was steady ml'll con-

• 
tinuous." To the repeated and well-documented 
appeals for a n'tofc fundalll~htal treatmcnt of 
famine than that comprised in the relief policy. 
I.lord George Hamilton makes no reference. His 
single eomment upon the activities ofethe Indian 
group in the House is the followin~: 

"I was unfortunate enouWl to have a succession of 
famines to deal with, and although I am tolerably 
pachydermatous, the unjust criticism and abuse to 
wh!t:;!:'Lord Elgjl and I were subjC'cted in connection 
",lth famine administration arouses v.ithin me even 

1 See Parl'iamentary Rernir;j,sce};ces and Reflections. by 
Lord George Hamilton, vol,Jii. 

7 
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to this day a vibrant indignation. There was the 
less justification for this misrepresentation as, when 
the relief operations were concluded and reviewed, 
it was generally 6dmitt~d that they had been excep­
tionally effective and sucC'essful." 

( 

It is, however, important to note that Lord 
George Hamilton concedes the greater part of 

I 

Sir William Wedderburn's case in two incidental 
sentences of thicr very brief account of his steward­
ship. :Famine, l'c say:., is prevelltable, "in one 
sense "-which sense, strangely enough. he does 
not specify. Aiid he adds this unqualified state­

.:m.ent: "The so-called famines in India are not 
~:!nu('h a food as a wagc scarcity." That is 
precisdy what Wedderburn maintained from 
beginning to end of his long contest with the 
bureaucracy. In mhcr words, (he root evil of 
India is the extremc poverty of the rayat under 
the systcnl of revenue administration WhICh, 
III the offi .. ial reports, makes so great a display 
of efficiency 11l1d prosperity. 



CHAPTER V 

THE NATIONAL CONGRESS IN ENGLAND 

So large Fl measure of the driv~ng force in the 
Congress mOVl'nlf'nt being English, it was natural 
that tht' founders should look upon the work 
in ElIgLmd as hardly second in importance; to 
that in IllUi<1. Hume indeed, after some years 
of exacting and· often dispiriting labour in. every 
part of India, ':as urivcn to believe that the 
ensuing ~t, ,ge w~llld have t" be accomplished 
through agitation in England, together with 
orgarusl·d pressure upon Parliament and the 
India Office. Concessions could not b~ expeete.9-
from the Government of India. ~ was idle to 
suppose t1l:1t the grcat bureaucracy could ever 
reform itself. The offieilfls, he wrote in 1889, 

denied altogether the justice of the Congress 
contepbons : 

" We cannot blame them for this: it is only 
natural-f?r the tendenc1. of all the reforms we 
advoca.te is to curtail thc virtually autocratic powers 

99 -
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now exercis.ed by these officials, and unless they 
were more than human they must necessarily be 
antagonistic to our programme. " 

And yet the reforms demanded by the Congress 
r 

were necessary, not only to the welfare of the 
Indian people, but "to the auspicious continuance 
of British rule." ~edderburn agreed entirely 
with Hume's view that the only hope lay in 
,. awakening th~ British people to a consciousness 
of the unwisdo~n amI injustice of the present 
administration. ': There was one means, and one 
only, to that end: the provision of funds for 
public meetings in England, for p~mphlets, leaflets, 
and articles in the Press; .. in a word, to carry 
on an' agitation there on the lines and the scale 
of that in virtue of which the Anti-Corn-Law 
League triumphed,C In the eighties of last 
century the memory of Cobden's methods and 
success was still rccent. The repeal of the Corn 
Laws was "regarded as the outstanding example 
of a cause 1eing carried to victory by pacific 
agitation and untiring persuasion, and the leaders 
of the National Congress continually cited the 
League as their exemplar. 

Many contemporary historians, have obs<orved 
that it was in 1887, the year of the Victoria'h 
jubilee, that the m~ss, of home-keeping British 
people were broug:ht for 'the first time to a partial 
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realisation of the Empire as a momentous fact­
it would be too much to say, a great responsibility. 
In this year, appropriately, the first steps were 
taken towards the forming' of an Indian reform 
orgpnisation in England. Dadathai Naoroji, then 
and for long afterwards resident in London, had 
offcred to act as agent for the National COl'l.gress. 
He was, however, not supplied with funds, and 
it was not until the following. year that any 
definite progress was made. Ckarles Bradlaugh 
-who, having fought through the extraordinary 
conflict over the parliamentary o·ath, now had an 
honourable place among the small company of 
great private mfmbers-was enlisted as an active 
supporter. As a.natural consequence he ilecame 
the parliamentary champion of the Congress. 
At the same tim~ a paid ager~y was established, 
with an office in Craven Street, Strand, under the 
charge of that tireless advocate and controversialist, 
William Digby, afterwards to be kMwn as the 
author of 'Prosperous' British Indiq. An ener­
gC'tic campaign of meetings and publications was 
opened. Bradlaugh ente~d upon the work which 
he continued till his death, of speaking on Indian 
affairs; and a wjde distribution of the annual reports 
.Jf the National Congress made some thousands of 
politically-minded people.in England aware of the 
existence and aims of the new Indian organisation. 
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The experience of the first few months showed 
the need of adding to the London office an advisory 
body of public men, belonging to both the English 
and Indian sides 9f ihe ·movement. • The British 
Committee of the Indian National Congress was 

the result. :u. wa0ol!r~~d_ }!l_.Jl~1..Y, J.§_~, .. "with 
Sir William Wedderburn as Chairman. This 
position he retained to ' the end of his life. The 
original memhers of the British Committee were: 
Dt\dabhai Naor;,)ji, W , S. CI\int', and Walter 
S. B. McLaren, Vl-ith William Dighy as secretary. 
Shortly afterwards it was joined by John E. Ellis 
(later Under-Secretary for India ill the Campbell­
Bannerman Ministry), George Yul(', head of a 
great firm of Calcutta IDFrehant's and President , 
of the fourth Congress; W. c. nonnerjee, Sir 
Charles Swann, Hhbert R oberts (Lord Clwyd), 
a.nd as time went on various nwn who in one way 
and another were active in Indian affairs. The - . 
constitutim.:, of the Committee was confirmed by 
a resolution 9f the 1889 Congress. and an aImual 
sum was voted for its ~upport. Three years 
later William Digby rtsigned the secr(,taryship. 
The ofIice was removed to Palace Chambers, 
Westminster, a good strategic situation ''for the 

\ 
Honse of Commons, and these rooms remajne~ 
the headquarters of the movement until they , 
were annexed in war-time by the Ministry of Food. 
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During its thirty yea.rs of active work the 
personnel of the British Committee altered consider­
ably, the unchanging features being the chairman 
and the dev')ted secretary aJd ~anager, W. DouglaS ' 
Hall. The custom was to elect as temporary 
members any leading representatives of the 
Congress who might happen to be in Ellgland. 
Among such from tim£' fo time were Sir Pherozeshah 
Mehta, Sir Surendranath Banerjea, Sir Dinshaw 
E. Wacha, Subramania Iyer, Romesh Chunder 
Dutt, Bhupendranath Basu, and G. K. Gokhale. 

To Sir William Wedderburn aild his colleagues 
in the earlier years of the movement the Indian 
member of highest value was W. C. Bonnerjee. 

, . 
a wise eounsell~r and most assiduous -worker. 
They esteemed him I as the perfect Congressman. 
His influence arr~ong the edudtted classes in India 
was hardly surpassed by that of any contemporary, 
and his death in 1906 was a loss from which the 
London Committee never completely r~eovered. 

Other sympathisers of the Cong .. ~s in Parlia­
ment, notably Sir Charles Dilke and Samuel 
Smith, were not enroUtd as members of the' 
Committee, being of opinion that they could do 
more diective work in l)arliament for the Indian • cause if they remained unconnectcll with any 
outside organisation. Sjr Henry Cotton,. who 
retired in 1908 as Chief Commissioner of Assam. 
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joined the Committee immediately after his return 
to England, and thereaftcr was a most valuable 
member. He was one of a group of Anglo­
Indian Liberals woo llnd secured seats in Parlia­
ment at the general election of 1906, and who, 
along with :Frederic Mackarness, Sir C. DiIke, 
Philip "Morrell, and V. H. Rutherford, with Keir 
Hardie, James O'Grady, and Ramsay MacDonald 
on the Labour .. benchcs, kept Indian questions 
alive in the HOll}le during the first four years of 
the longlived Liberal Administration." 

So long as hIS health held out Sir William 
Wedderburn was frequently in London for the 
meetings of the Committee, or for consultations 
in the« House of Commons, an(i invariably he 
oC'cupied the chair. During his lifetime there 
was no thought of any other chairman. since it 
was manifest that no one else had his unique 
qualifications, or possessed in a comparable degree 
the confidolee of the Congress forces in India 
and of their. fympathiscrs in England. In later 
years the journey from Gloucester necessarily 
grew to be a more scriaus undertaking, and as a 
consequence the meetings were less frequent and 
required special arrangement. But year after 
Yf81'. and without any slackening, Wedderburn, 
remajned the leader and counsellor, devoted without 
interfl?ission to the ComIhiU.ee and the wide-
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spreading influences of which it was the centre. 
One may well doubt whether, during a century 
of unparalleled public service, there has been 
any more remarkable examplJ than this of a volun­
teer public servant carrying tlllough with such 
complete devotion the severe and thankless labour 
of a reform committee. Whoever flagged, whs:>ever 
made excuses, it was never the chairman. He 
thought no labour too arduous o. prolonged in 
the preparation of memoranda, o. of pamphlets, 
the writing of public letters, the supply of informa­
tion to the Press or to public men, on all the 
subjects corning within the range of the Committee. 

What has so far been said of the British Com­
mittee, its activities and burdens, might seem to 

• imply that. for Sir William Wedderburn, these 
things meant nothing but continuous labour, an 
undue measure of anxiety, and pecuniary sacrifice 
spread over a long term of years. But there 
were relaxations and compensations P.ot a few, 
which Wedderburn appreciated keen~¥. He had 
in India an immense circle of acquaintances and 
admirers, many of whon' kept in touch with 
him. And if during these busy years the load of 
correspolidenee was at times difficult to carry, 
the sense of c<fntact with many people of varied 
character and interests was a constant pleasure. 
He had formed close pers~nal ties with a nuitber 
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of the Indian leaders-notably, Sir Pherozeshah 
Mehta, Sir Dinshaw Wacha, Bhupendranath Basu, 
and above all G. K. GOkhale; and their V'isits 
to England, whether ~onnected with public meetings 
or not, brought additional interest into his life. 
, The fulfilment of the Hume-Wedderburn plan 

of education in England could obviously not have 
been attf'mpted without the aid of a newspaper 
organ. When. Indian affairs were prominent, 
the Press in ge~ral eonkl be relied upon to give a 
measure of attention to the reform ease, however 
prejudiced thch general position; but it was 
plainly necessary for a paper to be maintained for 
the purpose of giving a continuous summary of 

• 
politit-al events, and ('specially for the furnishing • 
of an authoritative version of the facts in relation 
to the manifold' Indian grievances, economic, 
administrative, and personal. There could be 
no serious appeal to the British electurate without 
such an ongan. In its early stage, therefore (1890), 
the Britisq.Committee established the journal 
India, at first issued irregularly, with William 
Digby as editor,,· In 1892 it became a monthly. 
and in 1898 it was changed to a weekly, with 
Mr. Gordon Hewart 1 as editor, and passe<i in , ' 

1906 into the charge of Mr. H. E. A. Cotton.' 

1 How Lord Hewart. Lot:d Chilli Justice of Engiand. 
• ";'hw (1922) President of the Bengal Legislative Council. 
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The expenses of production were of course 
considerable, and )n· later years the burden 
became increasingly heavy for Sir William Wedder­
burn. From beginning to e~d the work of the 
British Committee was carried on with inadequate 
funds and, worse still, under a strain caused by 
the knowledge that the younger men in Jndia 
were becoming more and more sceptical of results 
obtainable in England. WedderQurn, although 
his means were always limited, ..-arried a very 
large part of the burden, in money and responsi­
bility, with fallltless patience a~ld forbearance 
and for many more years than he should have 
been allowed to carry it. But at intervals even 

• 
he found it neccssalY to usc words of grave I'I'otest 
against the slackness of the Congress authorities 
in India in the tuaUer of mr:ney. In Bombay 
he received a certain measure of support from 
Sir P. ]I,~. Mehta and his friend." and over a period 
lasting several years Mr. Gokhale not 4"luly spent 
time in rni~iltg contributions and eQiolling sub­
scribers for the weekly journal, but also pressed 
into the service some m~mbers of his society, 
the Servants of India. The struggle, however, 
grew not less but more severe, and it brought -to Sir William Wedderburn an amount of labour 
and anxiety that was extjemely trying to a r.an 
of his years and high sense of responsibility f He 
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hated urging his own comfort or interests, and 
always put off the inevitable protcst to the last 
moment. It is distressing to record that the 
closing weeks of hi~ life were tr01.:.bled by the 
thought of a cllarge that had become too heavy. 
During his last illness he addressed to his fmthful 
old n .. iend Wacha a long and earnest letter, in 
which he reviewed the financial history of the 
British Comm:ttee ..... and its organ and stated the 
facts of the cas~ as they affected his own position 
and poekct after morc than threc years of thc , 
war. Thc London organisation, which had been 
his special care, did not long survive him. Causes 
other than financial had for years been at work, 
and ih th(' early days of 1921 t.he office was shut 
down and In.dia discontinued. 

" 

Indian Liberals, sometime leaders of the Con-
gress and representing the Hume-'Vedderburn 
tradition, had already established the Indian 
Refrmns Committee at 21, Westminster Palace 
Gardens wittl Lord Clwyd as chairman and H. E. 
A. Cotton and Douglas Hall as secretaries. 

There was a social sidt by no means unimportan.t, 
to the Indian reform work in London. During 
his time in Parliament and for long afterwards 
Wedderburn was a notable political host. Oft 
belV\lf of the British C('mmittee, or in his prhate 
cap~:ity, he made a practice year by year of 
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entertaining eminent Indian visitors, generally ' 
at the Westminster Palace Hotel; or, whenever 
important Indian legislation ~as afoot, of bringing 
together a company of politicians, journalists, 
and other active workers-at brea"kfast, luncheon, 
or dinner. He was almost the last of our public 
men to favour the political breakfast~ Wedder­
burn had a large circle of political friends, and he 
was able to call together at these gatherings 
many men who, while not going aU the way with 
him in opinion, held steadily to him in general 
sympathy. Some of these were specially valued 
by him because, belonging roughly to his own 
gcncration, they 'lcre links for him with the older 
Liberal movement .and the early days of Ifldian 
reform. Among such especially he would have 
counted Lord COllrtney, Sir Charles Dilke, Sir 
William Markby, Sir George Birdwood, Frederic 
Harrison, G. W. E. Russell, and C. }'. Scott. 



CHAPTER VI 

THE I~J)IAN FAMINE UNION 

THE period ofr Sir William Wedderburn's public 
work was marked by two great famine cycJes­
that of 1877-8 'in which, aceording to the official 
estimate, between five and six millions of people 
perished, and the still more terri ble series of 
1896-'1900, when in Western apd Northern India 
the mortality surpassed all records since the Bengal 
famine of 1770.' Wedderburn was absent on 
leave during the greater part of the famine in the 
seventies; but he understood intimatcJy the causes 
of reCUlT)llg scarcity and nevcr ceased to urge 
upon the .r;-overnmcnt of India, the House of 
Commons, and the British public the need of 
scientific inquiry into: their phenomena. During 
his seven years in Parliament he periodically ... 
brought forward a motion to th~ effect: 

"That, looking to the grievous sufferings endured 
by \,:he people of India-; this House is of opinion 
that\la detailed and searching village inquiry should 

110 
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be instituted, in ·order to ascertain the causes which 
blight the industries of the cu!tivators and rend~ 
them helpless to resist even the first attacks of 
fllmine and pestilence." 

The motion was, regularly and cbnsistently, op­
posed by Lord George Hamilton, the Conservative 
Secretary of State for India in the Salisbury 
and Balfour Cabinets, so that the most he was 
ever able to draw from the !;pok~man of the 
India Office was a statement that t~ Govcrnment 
of India was making its own inquiries and was 
satisfied as to their sufficiency. • 

The most accessible and complcte statement 
of \Vcdderburn's case in respect of famine policy 

• 
is to be found in. a series of articles wrltten 
in 1897. Thcy were published in India, and 
reprinted i.n a -pamphkt (~ongress Green 
Book) cntitlcd, with a provoclltive emphasis 
unusual with him, "Tile Skeleton at the (Jubilee) 
Feast." The main suggestions of thifi mono­
graph are familiar to an who havc f~owed his 
activities while ih the Service; nor can anyone, 
with knowledge of the obltruction he encoun­
tered in India, be surprised at the obduracy and 
obseurantis~ he )tad to fight when his labours 
wJ>re transferred to England. 

By 1900 conditions in ~dia had once again 
passed the point of human endurance. Gokh"te, 
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speaking on the financial statement in the Bombay 

Legislative Councilc (August 25) said: 

"The last four years have been years of frightful 
sufferings for th'e greater portion of this presidency. 
Famine and plague, plague and famine, these have 
been our lot, almost without intermission. It is 
admitted, almost on all hands, that the last famine 
was absolutely unparalleled ill its extent and intensity 
even in thi" fa,nine-frequented land." 

Two mOllth~ before this, in 11 speech delivered 

in East London, .'Vedderburn said: 

"Thcre arc about six millions of peoplc reeeIvmg 
daily" bread from the GoYcrnml'nt, and this number 
is daily increasing. The strpss mm;t go on until 
September, for not until then can the harvest be 
rcaprd. . . . The famine camps are swept by cholera 
and smallpox. Those who had taken refuge in the 
camps arc tlying from them in fear and are spreading 
infection "cyerywhrrc; and, stricken in their flight. 
they arc f9"lld dying in the fields, ditches, and along 
the roadside. Thc death-rate in the ho,-pitab i~ 

90 pl.'T l'cnt." 

The ~lI1anchester Guardian had sent out Mr. 
Vaughan Nash, a trained student of ceollomie~, 

as spccial correspondent. He &pent cleven weeks 
~ . 

in \tIldia, and his letters, when published in book 
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form (The Great Famine and Its Cau.ses: Long .. 
mans), were reviewed by Sir .WiIliam Wedderburn 
in the Speaker (February ~. 1901). l\{r. Nash's 
broad conclusions coincided with his own : namely, 
that the recurring famines were dlle to the excessive 
poverty of the people, caused mainly by well­
intentioned but fatal errors in our general iystem 
of administration; and that in this latest 
famine the awful mortality was dt~ to insufficient 
liberality in the distribution .of relief. The 
astonishing fact was that in India, taken altogether, 
there was, even in these terrible y~ars, food enough 
and to spare. In Gujerat. for example, where 
the people were dying in thousands, the official 

• 
reports showed th~t there were abundant sttpplies 
in the hands of the traders, "sufficient grain to 
last for a coupl~ of years." • It seemed to be 
proved that in these districts at all events every 
death fro·m hunger was a death from poverty. 
He held further that the plight of the ~eople was 
made worse by means of an unfort~ate circular 
(December, 1899), issued by the Government of 
India with a view to li~iting the expenditure 
OIl relief" and commenting on the "extreme 
readiness (of t~ famine stricken) to throw them­
selves on the charity of the State, and to avail 
themselves of every form. of relief." 

In April. 1901, Wedderburn addressed to- The 
8 
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Times an impressive communication in which 
he said: 

"In recent years tLese famines have recurred at 
ever-shortening intervals and with ever-increasing 
severity. The fa~ine of 1897 was at the time pro-· 
nounced to be thc severest on record-although in 
1876-9< therc was a decrease of the popUlation of 
Southern India, due to famine, amounting to five 
millions. But in 1900 things were still worse; and 

b 

the Viceroy, Lord Curzon, declared that the famine 
of that year wa~ greater in intensity than any pre­
viously recorded, visitation. . . . I point to one 
economic fact of the highest importance, which has 
not sufficiently occupied public attention .... Even 
in the worst months of the famine, and in the worst 
localities. there has never been a·-deficiency in the 
food supply. There has always I:leen a sufficiency of 
grain on the spot, in the hands of the traders: the 
difficulty is that the cultivators have no means to 
purchase. They have no money, and being.hopelessly 
in debt to the money-lender, have lost their credit." 

This letter was followed by others to all the 
leading dail{;s, including those of Manchester and 
Glasgow. In 1900 Sir( William Wedderburn had 
given up his seat in the House, being convinced, 
among other things, that with his recovered free­
dom he could do more effectual s~rvice for India. 
Not many months later the epoch-making report 
of the Famine Commission presided over by Sir 
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Antony (now Lord) MacDonnell was made public. 
It was a document of the highest moment. and • 
was cordially welcomed by Wedderburn and 
his allies, especi~ly for the recommendation 
of the commissioners that at- all stages in 
famine-relief work greater use should be made 
of non -official agency. 

Wedderburn realised that, with this report as 
ammunition, the time was peculitrly favourable 
for a new method of approaching ~he Government 
through the public. On June 7,1901, a preliminary 
conference of men having spccilfl experience of 
Indian affairs met at the Westminster Palace Hotel, 
with Leonard Courtney (afterwards Lord Courtney 
of Penwith) in t~e chair. At this conference the 
Indian Famine Union was launched; as an 
association to prflmotc inquiry into the causes 
of famine and possible remedies. The provisional 
committee included a remarkable number of 
prominent names: Leonard Courtney, Lord Hob­
house, Sir Raymond West, Sir Georl{c Birdwood, 
Sir John Jardine, Sir M. M. Bhownaggree, W. S. 
Caine, S. S. Thorburn, R3roesh Dutt, Dadabhai 
Naoroji, G., Parameswaram Pillai, etc. It was 
agreed thai a memorial be prepared for presenta­
tion to the &:retary of State. Wedderburn at 
once reported proceedinis to The Times, his 
letter and his report being incorporated in No. 8 
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of tile Indian Famine Leaflets. No 4 followed 
quickly, an able critical summary of the Mac-

r 

Donnell Famine Report. It was noted in this 
leaflet that three ~erorms long a<lvocated by 
Wedderburn were at last being treated as practical 
politics: namely, increased elasticity of revenue 
collect jon, agricultural banks, and takavi loans. 
Wedderburn took the opportunity of urging afresh, 
not a " roving \mperial commission," but a detailed 
inquiry into t~e economic condition of a few 
selected villages. As always, he comes back to 
the village comn'mnity as "the unit and microcosm 
of all India"; or, as Lord Morley put it some 
years later, "the indestructible unit of Indian 
administration. " 

No.5 of the Indian Famine Leaflets, " Drought­
resisting Fodder Plants," was 3. further illustra­
tion of the special Wedderburn method which we 
have noticed in connection with the spice gardens 
of Sircy. (He took the case of Gujerat, where 
nearly two million cattle had succumbed: 

f 

"In their efforts to save the cattle the Gujerat 
agriculturists expended ~Il their savings, themselves 
enduring great privations; they sold their jewels, 
and even the doors and rafters of their no uses . . . 
in order to purchase fodder. Thl'.~r efforts failed, 
their cattle died, and with all their cattle their· 
accumulated wealth disl'Ppeared, so that GuJerat 
became a stricken field." 
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He had investigated the conditions of the 
drought regions of AustraMa, of South Africa, 
and Russia, and, as always,,his recommendations 
had a solid basis of fact and experience. The 
Agricultural Department of the Government of 
India is still, as we learn from the annual 
reports, engaged in demonstrating the advantages 
of new fodder crops. 

'The memorial, again, contained an wlequalled 
body of signatures, and was tndeed, in that 
respect, a unique document. 

The Union urged investigation and preventive 
measures, and emphasised thc value of previous 
commissions; i~ enumcrated various suggested 
remedies, but con~idered that there was a pressing 
case for an economic and social survey of certain 

• selected and typical villages-such as had been 
done by.the Deccan Riots Commission, and by 
Thorburn's inquiry in the Western Punjab. The 
latter, although including the large -number of 
742 villages, was complrted in six rr~nths, at an 
expense of only £300. The memorial differentiated • bet'ween this suggested inquiry and those that had 
been undcl'taken in 1881 and 1887, and was careful 
to add that the memorialists were making their 
representation with an entire detachment from 
party politics. 

The signatories numbered over 200. They 
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represented all parties and shades of opinion, 
including church and civic dignitaries, Anglo­
Indian officials, politiftians, educationists, publicists 
-men and women eminent in every' department 
of English public and intellectual life. 

It is with regret one records that Lord George 
Hamilton's attitude was in harmony with all of 
his previous conduct in relation to famine policy. 
He at first agfCf~ to receive the deputation, which 
was to be hcac¥~d by the Liberal ex-Viceroy, the 
Marquis of Ripon. Later, however, he withdrew, 

~ 

offering as a reason that, as W. S. Caine had given 
notice of an amendment to the Address on Indian 
affairs, he would be required to sReak in the debate 
and would therefore reserve his statement on 
famine policy till that occasion. Lord George's 
final pronouncement was as f~llows: "I have 
read the memorial. . . . Therc is notping new 
in their proposal, which has on more than one 
occasion beLn condemned by the House of Commons . 
• • . The sigpatories ... have with few exceptions 
neither personal nor official knowledge of' the 
mat.tel' they refer to." °This was an extraordinary 
declaration, since the list contained thb':'lames of a 
number of the most eminent and experienced Indian 
administrators of the century. A meeting of 
protest against Lord Q/.'orge Hamilton's broke:a 
promise was held, again presided over by Courtney, 
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Bnd the Indian Famine Union issued an eHective 
leaflet in reply. In the Ipeantime, a dispatch 
from Simla, although aCJnowledging no case 
for the in<;.uiry, was much less hostile in tone, 
and the present chapter may fittingly close with 
a paragraph from this last word of the Govern­
ment of India: 

.. Even were the suspicions of the Indian cultivator 
not excited in the manner we apprthend, or if they 
were successfully allayed, we thitlk that a worse 
consequencc might ensuc in the expectations of 
change than would almost certainly be aroused in 
thc minds of the people. . . . Did the result of the 
investigation in the selected villages indicate a low 
level of material' prosperity, it w<,mld be impossible 
to raise that level" by any novel act of government, 
either in the so-called famine areas or over the whole 
of India. " 



CHAPTER VII 

Il'LORENCE NIGHTINGALE; EDUCATION; 
TEMPERANCE 

TIlE Indian reform policy had no more fervent 
supporter in Eng-land than Florence Nightingale. 
Her concern for the health of the British Army 
in India had led her on to the problems of village 
sanitation, and thcnee to those. of land revenue, 
which she mastered with the imperious thorough­
n(,S8 that had made her the terror·· of public depart­
ments ever since the Crimean War and the Indian 
Mutiny. The year of cnforeed leave which 
WeddcrburQ spent in the advocacy of land banks 
found her in active co-operation with him. Her 
paper on "('fhe Rayat, the Zcmindar, and the 
Government " was read "Co the East India Associa­
tion a month before his on "The Pc...:>'PR Raya:t's 
Bank" ; and an article contributed by her to the ... 
Nineteenth Century (August, 1888) was actually 
more his than hers. ~hen sending him the 
rough drafts she writes: 

19o 
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U The more you are so kind as to correct and alter, 
the better pleased I shall be. Please do not let me 
be impertinent to the India Offi'ce, nor to the depart. 
ments. It is so very unbectming of me to be 
govcmessing the Government. I feel inclined to 
sign myself' Cat's Paw.' " 

During the months before the article's appear­
ance she bombards him with letters and telegrams 
asking for the return of the notes and the con-ected • manuscript, and then after publication she writes: • .. The article is an excellent one, if only it had been 
signed by you and not by me." "In the January 
following, when he returns, alone, to duty she 
writes: 

"May succe.ss at~nd your arrival in India. May 
Land Banks and all other goods for our native 
friends follow you~ footsteps, and may you above 
all continue enlightening us in England and show 
us the rea.l meaning of Lord Ripon's policy .... 
Long may you live to :;how the working of liberal 
principles on that most stupendous stage ot-thc world." 

And when, the next year, he is appomted to the 
Bombay High Court, sh~ writes: "May you 
proceed frOJ.? 'strength to strength." 

In the autumn of 1885 Miss Nightlngale took 
a no less eaget interest in the founding of the 
Indian National Congress and in the mission of 
the Indian speakers who had come for the purpose 
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of putting the case for Inqian reform before 
English audiences (during the general election. 
She discusses the pt>litical situation in long and 
vivacious letters to Sir William Wedderburn. 
The losses suffered by the Liberals in the boroughs 
distressed her, and all the more because they 
involv,.ed the defeat of nearly all the parliamentary 
friends of India-" excepting dear old Mr. Bright, 
who is India. But he will not work alone." 

Readers of t~e Life of Florence Nightingale by 
Sir Edward Cook do not need to be reminded of 
the charactcristrus of her letters, with their vivid 
and unrestrained criticism of public men. In 
one very characteristic specimen of her manner, 

C' 

written at this time in the highest spirits, Wedder-
burn was given an account of her talks with 
Lrumohun Ghose, the Bengali ~ orator, who had 
stood unsuccessfully as Liberal candidate for 
Deptford. She confides to Sir William her 
suspicion that he was Hot quite sound in his 
attitude to the zemindars; compares him with 

(l 

his brother,.Manomohan, and speaks with pleasure 
of having met Mrs. (l\{anomohan Ghose, who 
"might vie with a well-educated :ettglish lady." 
She enjoys a'long talk \\;th Mr. ,(afterwards Sir 
Narayan) Chanrlavarkar, the Bombay member 
of the group.l The m~tings addressed by the 

I Now (1922) President of the Bombay Legislative CouneD. 
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Indian delegates, she believes, had been successful 
in attracting attention throughout the country, 
although she is inclined ~ suspect that the 
organisation had sometimes fallen into hands 
not wholly disinterested. Then she turns to the 
preparations for the first meeting of the Indian 
N atiollal Congress, which arouse her highest 
enthusiasm. She writes: 

"This National Liberal Union (one of the names 
suggested), if it keeps straight, see~s altogether the 
matter of greatest interest that "has happened in 
India, if it makes progress, for 'a hundred years. We 
are watching the birth of a new nationality in the 
oldest civilisation in the world. How critical will 
be its first meet1i-tg at Poona I I bid it God-speed 
with all my hcart.~ 

And she ends by ~xpressing the hope that the new 
body will refrain from personal attacks. that it 
will seek to "lay down principles, and not try t? 
throw down men." 

This same letter contains a partic'par example 
of Florence Nightingale's ~ractical sense of affairs. 
She refers t~ a. subject that was at all times a 
matter of Interest and concern to Sir Willimn 
Wedderburn-¥mely, the chances 'Of getting an 
independent service of press cablegrams from 
India. The long weekl~ message to The ~me8 
from Calcutta was in those years a powerfUl 
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influence in the shapin~ of British opinion, and to 
)fiss Nightingale, as to her correspondent, it was 
anything but an i:'.fiuence to be commended. 
She points out that its effect had been greatly 
enhanced by the editorial rule of printing it in 
Monday's paper, where large numbers of people 
read it habitually because there was on tha.t 
morning no parliamentary report to absorb the 
time. She uq"cs Wedderburn to bear this fact 
in mind in his efforts to organise a new service. 
And, having thus made a point of unusual value, 
she remarks, as her \nly was, that on a matter of 
tactics such as this her opinion is worth nothing I 

Again, there is India to be eO}1~idered in regard 
to the new I.ibcral Ministry, dc-,tined to break up 
a few months later over Irish Home Rule. Un­
happily, as she realises, there is no chance of 
getting Lord Ripon at the India Office: 

"That would have been the best way to heal all 
our woes. But I trust in God and the Right­
though I mt:.y not live to see it." 

Meanwhile, in the dying Conservative Govern­
ment "I. .. ord Randolph, the' Boy with the drum,' 
is doing untold harm-literally 1111told, because 
the India Office is a secret society" -by attack­
ing Lord Ripon end Sir Evelyn Baring at the 
India Office Council. 
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From the early eighties onward to the ' last 
months of her life Wedderburn ~orked with Miss 
Nightingale in the cause ot village sanitation. 
The year 1891, when the In\ernational Congress 
of Hygiene and Demography was sitting in London, 
furnished an opportunity of urging afresh the need 
of a systematic policy. Wedderburn's name was 
on her memorandum on the subject, which was 
circulated by the Viceroy, Lord Lansdowne, to 
the provincial governments, and produced a 
formidable dossier. AcknowledgiJg this, in July, 
1893, he writes: 

"It seems clear that you have most effectively 
drawn attention to the subjc('t. The official replies 
are what we mignt naturally expect; but reading 
between the lines I think they admit the justice of our 
contention, and have been impressed by your action." . 

On her death in 1910, Wedderburn received a 
lcgacy of -£250 "for some Indian object." With 
his habitual gcnerosity hc added to it. Later. 
her cousin, Mrs. Vaughan Nash, passed o~ Rs. 1,000, 
her own If'gaey under the will, while! Mr. Ratan 
J. Tats gave Rs.500 per ..annum for five years, 
to what becar.ic the Florence Nightingale (Village 
Sanitation) Fund. A letter from Wedderburn 
to India (June ~8, 1914) summarised the progress 
of the movement. At 9. meeting of the subscribers 
in Bombay (April, 1912) two typical villages were 
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selected for experiment. Mr. R. U. Kelkar was 
.ppointed Health Officer for Wadala near Bombay, 
and Dr. Abhyanka.i- for Karla. in the Poona 
district. The fund ;'t that time stood at nearly 
Rs.14,000, and theo Bombay tegislative Council 
agreed to add a sum equal to the annual income. 
Experimental work was to continue for a year, 
the HeBlth Officer being aided by voluntary workers. 
A certain measure of success was reported from 
both villages. -1aI?ks were cleaned, gutters dug 
rouml houses, separate sheds set up for cattle, etc. ; 
but hardly had Weqderburn's letter been printed 
when the war broke out. The work at KarIa 
was closed down, that at Wadaia being extended 
over a score of the neighbouring vmages. Wedder­
burn had suggested some modification of the original 
plan; and in 1915, after the death of G. K. Gokhale, 
he recommended that, the work of the health 
visitors under existing conditions ha"C'ing been 
found so difi1cult, the }<'lorencc Nightingale fund . 
should be employed as endowment of a Gokhale 
Scholarship 'for an Indian girl student, who should 
have sanitary science. included in her training. 
This suggestion was a natural cOrollary to the 
appointment (in 1914) of an Indian to the port­
folio of Education and Public "Health in the 
Viceroy's Executive Council. 

Sir William Wedderburn's active connection 
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with edllcation was practically continuous through­
out his residence in India. He was chairman of 

• the Deccan' Education Society.\ which founded the 
first independent college in the country under 
Indian manag~ment-the famous FergussOll Col­
lege at Poona, where Gokhale taught for eighteen 
years, and of which Mr. R. P. Paranjpye. was 
principal till he took office! under the Reform Act. 
It is the women of India, howe-v;r, who have 
special reason for being grateful t9 his memory. 
The story of the Wedderburn Hindu Girls' School, 
Karachi, is worth being told in soone detail. 

Mary Carpenter, of Bristol, well known in her 
day for her generous interest in Indian educa­
tion and liberal 'religious thought, during her 

'I 

fourth and last visit to India, in the cold season 
of 1875-6, noted' with distress the wretched 
accommodation provided in Karachi for the city's 
one school 'for Indian girls. It had been started 
some three years before, and the 60 or:lO pupils 
were taught in one room of a small house by a .. 
single poorly-paid master, with the aid, for the 
needlework, of a ~indu wido,,". Wedderburn, then 
Judicial Commissioner in Sind, had provided an 
entertainment at his own house for Indian children, • 
and Miss Carpenter was invited to meet such 
of the fathers who accompanied their children. 

1 Minister of Education for Bombay_ 
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Her warmth on the subject of th~ poverty-stricken 
school aroused her audience.:The local com-• mittee of the Na~ional Indian Associa.tion, of 
which she was the founder, was stirred to action, 
and she herself made a contribution to the building 
fund. Wedderburn's departure from the province 
some. months later provided the occasion. The 
love and admiration of the people of Sind found 
expression in, the form of a considcrable fund, 
ra.ised in the ~rst place for giving him a farewell 
entertainment. Eventually a large portion of 
this was allotted. to the erection of a school: 
Wedderburn himself gave Rs. 500; Miss Carpenter 
added to her original Rs. 500; the municipality 
grant was obtained, and the 93vernment doubled 
the total amount thus raised. The Public Works 
Departmcnt built the school; which Was named 
after Wedderburn and opened in June, 1880, 
by the then Commissioner, H. N. B. Erskine. 
It starteo work with lwarly 100 pupils, and with 
an Indian policy-the language to be taught being 

t, 
the vernacular of the province, Hilldi-Sindhi. 

A second institutilJn (If the kind with which , 
he was identified is the Poona High School for 
Indian Girls. Wedderburn was one of many .. 
witnesses before the Ripon Education Commission~ 
who attacked the cxi~ting system of instruction. 
While occupying the post of District and Sessions 
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Judge. he presided over a meeting in the Poona 
Town Hall, in 18841, and urgep. immediate action 
towards the starting of a high school in the city. 
In co-operation with the eminent jurist and 
reformer, M. G. Ranade, he carried the scheme 
to completion, himself contributing Rs. 1,000 for 
a scholarship in memory of his brother David, 
and obtaining liberal support from the Chiefs 
assembled at the annual birthda.y dMrba.r. 

Similarly he collaborated with the »arsee reformer 
Manockjee Cursetjee, who founded the Alexandra 
English Institution for Indian girl§; and, furthe~ 
in the Female Normal School at Poona theCtidY 
Wedderburn Scholarship was established by his 

• 
friends when he left.Ahmednagar. It was natural, 
therefore, that in 1887 his last public visits 
should have been to·the Pathsala (Sanskrit school), 
the Ferguss!>n College, and the Girl's High School. 

In his later years he devoted much time to the 
same cause, especially in connection with t!he Indian 
Women's Education Association. This. body had 
its origin in a resolution on women's education 
proposed by Mrs Sarojini ~aidu at the Calcutta 
session of the All-India Social Conference in 
1906. The work. was taken up by Indians in 
London. A number of English women joined 
hands. The aim of the a\,!ociation was to form 
in India committees under whose auspices training 
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~o]]eges might be established in the larger cities, 
and to train in England Indian women graduates 
for these colleges. ,.The society languished; but 
in 1915 Wedderbum became actively associated 
with it; and shortly afterwards he and the othel' 
founders of the Gokhale Memorial Scholarship 
offered to the association the work of administering 
the scholarship fund with himself as treasurer. 
Later in the 'Year he drafted a memorial to the 
Secrt:tary of 9'~ate on the Education of Girls and 
Women in India. The signatures made an influen­
tial list, and tne tnemorial aroused considerable 
discussion and brought correspondence from women 
in England interested in India and in education. 
Early in 1916 appeared vis Jetter-pamphlet, 
" Urgent Call to Indian Reformers." In September 
he aired in Jus Suffragii a hew scheme for an 
Indian Women's University, for in th~ meantime 
the Everest bequest (1912) had been proved, and 
the FergUsson College was putting in its claim for 
a women 'f university in Poona. But no actual 
headway was being made. 

( 

In January, 1917, the first .Gokhale scholar, 
and incidentally one of the last Indian guests at 
Meredith during its owner's li~time, arrived in 
London and was entered at the London Day. 
Training College. This was Mrs. Rajkumari 
Das, head of the Brahmo Girls' School in Calcutta. 


