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PUBLISHER'S PREFACE.

Non-co-operation is undoubtedly the most moffien-
tous question of the day. It has been exertising the
mind of the nation to such an extent as was never
before. seen. I have accordingly collected in this
booklet all the speeches delivered by the great nation-
alist leaders at the special session of the Indian Nationa!
Congress held in the early part of September last. If
this venture proves successful I ﬂﬁmd to bring out a
second part giving thc views ‘dn Non-co-operatiun
of the leaders of the different ﬁrtles and the leading
papers in the country.

CaLCUTTA. - _
1st. October, PUBLISHER.
1920.



NON-CO-OPERATION

IN THE
SPECIAL CONGRESS.

The Special Session of the Indian National Congress mefs
in Calcutta on 4th September, 1920. The most morn s

.question  discussed  was  non-co-operation.  The discus-

sion took place on 8th September and -votes were taken

.on the following day. The following are the summaries of -
the most important specches delivered on the occasion 1 —

Mr. B. Chakraborty.

Mr. B. Chakraborty, President of the Reception Com-
mittee, in course of his speech made the following remarks
on non-co-operation I —-

Fellow declegates, the Punjab and Khilafat combined
have led on to the question of non--co-operation—-whether
we shall adopt it in principle and if so, how? far we may put
it in practice. These questions---both of theg —Dbristle with
difficulties and 1 should not be willing —even if I were able—
to anticipate your probable decision upon them. Perhaps
it will be freely acknowledged that on the principle of non-
co-operation we are all united, and it will be acknowledged
equally frecly that upon details we differ.  Yet, if nofi-go-
operation is to be used as a political weapon (—and for me
the movement has no meaning or significance unless it is used
as a political weapon)—if it is to be used as a weapen foyf
checking. and paralysing-“the activities of the Burcaucml:f,
it is these details of poficy which will really count. Spepleing’
for myself, 1. must humbBly confess that I am not clear in my’
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mind about thesv details—as to how far and how gradually
they may be put in practice. So far as Bengal is concdrned
this doctrinc of non-co-opgsation is no new thing. We had
preached it and tried it in Bengal during the anti-partiti®h
agitation, thohigh under a different name. We had 410
suggested the adoption of some of the same methods as have
since been laid down by Mahatma Gandhi and the Central
Khilafat Committee. The surrender of honorary offices,
ttlement of disputes by private arbitration, the boycott.

of Govemment schouls, the boycott of the Legiclative ouncnlah
ron-participation in Government functions and a vigorous
prosecution of the Swagleshi were seme of the methods we
pursued, It is true that it was at that time a merely progin-
cial matter. It is also true that our Mahomedan brethren
were not only not with us at the time but against us.  That
was, however, before the Jalianwalla Bag. The Khilafat
question is also with us now for the first time.  Our experiences.
in Bengal in the past, 1 regret to say, do not justify us in
taking a very hopeful view of the success of the non-co-opera-
tion programme now adumbrated. But it may be we have
been unfortunate'.n our experience in Bengal. The progress
of events both in and out of India and the onward march
of ¢ime may have brought about a change. Whether it is
s0 or not will be a matter for your consideration. Mean-
while, and pending your final decisionhere is one aspect
nf the question as it presents itself to me. The British people
have no moral right to expect or demand any co-operation
From us. [ have never had much faith in the moral platitude
about the British advent being in the nature of a Divine
dispensation ; and now, with the cxample of the:Punjab
sureaucracy vivid before my eye. I have less faith than

ewe ift this sort of sentimental cant/ The British came here,
as I bave said, originally for expjoitation by trade ; trade
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led to acquisition of territory ; and acquisition of territory
endéd in the establishment of a wide and far-flung empire.
And all the time tBe empire has begn growing and—tbhe English
have been exploiting us for all that we are worth—exploiting
vur *man-power, exploiting our money-power &nd exploiting.
our enormous material resources. Thus the history of;
British occupation can be casily written. The English-
came for purposes of spoliation ; they have stayed here fora
purposes of exploitation and the relation between us has
always that of free, unchecked and unfiltered exploitat
on one side and tame submission on the other. Graye ns
the situation was even before the war, it has become infinitely
grayver to-day owing to the general disturbance caused by
the war in the economic condition of the whole world. The
independent nations are devising various measures to re-
establish normal conditions which trained intelligence
may be able to devise. These sentiments inay sound harsh
and unpalatable to people who deal in rose-water senti-
mentalities and talk about changes m the angle of vision.
But they are a plain statement of brutal fact, and rose-water
sentimentalities arc an insufficient substitute for fact.
In these circumstances, and when we find that the humane
and civilized British Government is ready to trample upon
all canmderanons of justice, humanity and liberty whenever

it may .‘a1.l1t its purpose to do so, what are we to do? How
can we protect and preserve our self-respect 2 :

To protect ourselves and to protect our self-respect we
must bring about a change in the mentality, the attitude,
the aims and the methods of the Government. This is
obvious, but how is it to be done ? We are-powerless even,
if we had the inclinatiop to effect it by a resort to physmd
force, that is, by a:nﬁval revolution. What is tien the
alternative? Wec® associate ourselves with the Durey
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aucracy and mark our condemnation of it by an emphatic
action against its mentality, attitude, aims, and methods.
Many suggestions have been made by various thinkers but
it appears to me that the application of the remedy suggesfed
is fraught with difficulties and is a matter which will require
deeper and graver deliberation. One thing, however, is obvious
to me that whatever remedy may be accepted must be.a
remedy of a permanent character and not merely of a tentative
myture dictated by our indignation caused by the Punjab
afrocities and the Khilafat policy. One such remedy surely
is an efiective cndeavour to destroy our cconmm%&crfdom
and the bondage of foreign exploitation. India is looking
round to discover what other mecans there may be short
of a bloody revolution to enable a subject nation to aftain
its goal. I pray to God that He in His eternal wisdom .
may enlighten this Assembly and so inspirc the collective
and combined wisdom of the nation as to find the necessary
solution.

In passing I may allude to a recent event which may
also solve the problem and save the situation. This I say
in the interest of ,the Empirc itself. Why not grant India the
same kind of independence to deal with her own affairs as you
have done in Egypt ? Have a commercial treaty with India
in the same way as you are having with Egypt to safeguard
all your vested commercial interests and leave us to ourselves
to find out our own salvation. One matter is certain ; things
cannot go on any longer in the same way as they have done.

Lala Lajpat Rai.

In course of his opening speech the President of the Special
«Congress made the following remarks on non-co-operation :—
!\t the meeting of the All- lhdia Congress Committee,
wh:d; sanctioned the convening of this special session, it
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was proposed by Mr. Gandhi that, as a protest against the
Turkish Peace Treaty and the decision of the Government
in regard to the P"unjab affairs, that Committee should re-
cothmend a programme of Non-co-operation to t.h_e country—
Mr. Gandhi's programme of Non-co-operation including the
boycott of the Reformed Councils. The All-India Congress
Committee considered that it was not within its com-
petence to accept this propesition ay it was opposed }tﬂ"
the Resolution of the Amritsar Congress relating to "ﬁ
Reform Scheme. It did not, at the same time, think it right
to dispose of the matter without giving the country, as 2
whole, an opportunity of pronouncing on it. So it has
offered the whole matter to this Special Session.

The question has since then been widely discussed in
the country, on the platform and in the press. The Central
Khilafat Committec under the leadership of Mr. Gandhi
have already started their campaign of Non-co-operation.
Some Provincial Congress Committees have, by a majority
of votes, accepted the principle of Non-co-operation, but have
recommended no action, pending the decision of this assem-
bly. The question is very much agitating the public mind
and has divided the country into two opposingtamps. On
both sides are ranged revered and respected leaders. Much
feeling has been imported into the discussion. Under the
circumstances, I have decided that, as President of this
assembly, the proper course for me at this stage is to refrain
from expressing any opinion on this subject.

This, however, does not prevent me form making some
general observations on the subject. Beforg we consider
Non-co-operation, let us start with Co-opergtion. Co-opera-_
tion of the people with th¢ Government is &(ﬁl one of the!
two assumptions, either jthat the Government represéts
them, or that tij¢ Government is there to protect their int®rests.



(6 )

Now in India the first of these two assumptions cannot
hold good. The sceond is unhappily in the course of .being
shattered to picces, if not already gone. <Co-operation with
Government, again, is of two kinds : one enforcible by law
and thereforc compulsory, for example, the payment of taxes,
or serving the army under conscription ; the other is volun-
tary, for example, accepting Government service or joining
the Councils or so on. In the case of the former every
refusal is pinishable. As for the latter, there you have to
distinguish between co-operation which is obviously for
country's bencfit and that which is not so. Co-operation
determined solely or mainly by economic considerations
can only be refused, if we can find economic alternatives,
Co-operation inspired by considerations of honour and
dignity can be casily refused if the mentality of the people
regarding honour and dignity can be charged. Last, but
not the least, in the same class you may consider co-operation,
which gives you opportunities of serving your country by
attacking the citadels of power and privilege from the inside

Co-operation or refusal of it, then must be judged by
(a) its obligatoiy or voluntary naturc (b) by its economic
consequences  (¢) by its inherent morality and (d) by its
wdility as a weapon of attack or defence. .

Co-operation which is immoral or which makes you a
tool of a foreign bureaucracy or which leaves you no option
but to give effect to their orders, stands on an entirely different
footing from one which is obviously for the benefit of the
country. Similarly co-operaticn which is inspired by econo-
mic necessity stands' on a different footing from the onc
which is solely or mainly based on considerations of honour
'a.nd dignitya, .ﬁgﬂ again you must consider if your refusal
of cp-operation Proceeds from the degire to make an immediate
effective impression on the Government ot from the motive
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.of habituating the people to take their destiny in their own:
hands.

These, then, are the issues involved in the great question
of Non-co-operation.

Mahatma M. K. -Gandhi.

On the fifth day of the session of the special Congress
Mahaima M. K. Gandhi moved the following memorable
resolution on non-co-operation :-—

“In view of the fact that on the Khilafat question both
the Indian and Imperial Governmenis have signally failed
in their duty towards the Mussalmans of India, and the
Prime Minister has deliberately broken his pledged word
given to them and that it is the duty of cvery non-moslem
Indian in every legitimate manner to assist his Mussalman
brother in his attempt to remove the religious calamity
that has overtaken him,

And in view of the fact that in the matter of the events
of the April of 1919 both the said Governments have grossly
neglected or failed to protect the innocent people of the,
Punjab and punish officers guilty of unsoldierly and barbarous
behaviour towards them and have exonerated Sir Michael
O'Dwyer who proved himself directly or indiredly responsible
far most of the official crimes and callous to the suﬁen'ngs
of the people placed under his administration and that the
Debate in the House of Commons and specially in_the House
of Lords betrayed a woeful lack of sympathy with the people
of India and showed virtual support of the systematic terro-
rism and frightfulness adopted in the Punjab and that the
latest Viceregal pronouncement is proof of entire absence of
repentence in the matters of the Khilafat ahd the Punjab.

This Congress is of @pinion that there can be no centent-
ment in Iidia without cedress of the two afore-mentioned
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wrongs and that the only effectual means to vindicate national
honour and to prevent a repetition of similar wrongs in futare
is the establishment of Swarejya. This Congress is further
of opinion that there is no course left open for the people of
India but to approve of and adopt the policy of progressive
non-violent Non-co-operation inaugurated by Mr. Gandhi
until the said wrongs are righted and Swarajya is established.

Aud in as much as a beginning should be made by the
clam who have hitherto moulded and represented public
opinion and in as much as Government consolidates its
power through titles and honours bestowed on the people,
through schnols controlied by it, its law-courts and its Legis-
lative Councils, and in as much as it is desirable in the pro-
secytion of the movement to take the minimum risk and to
calt for the least sacrificc compatible with the attainment of
the desired object, this Congress carnestly advises—

{(a) surrender of titles and honorary offices and resignation
from nominated seats in local bodies ;

(b} refusal to attend Government Lcevees, Durba.ﬁ. and
other official and semi-official functions held by Government
officials or in their honour ;

(c) gradua) withdrawal of children from schools and
colleges owned, aided or controlled by Government and in
place of such schools and colleges establishment of Natumal
Schools and Colleges in the various Provinces ;

(d) gradual boycott of British courts by lawyers and
litigants and establishment of private arbitration courts by
their aid for the settlement of private disputes ;

(¢) refusal on the part of the military, clerical and labour-
g classes to offer themselves as recruits for service in Meso-
petaria ; '

- (f) “withdrawal by candidates of® their candidature for
election ¢o the Reformed Councils ahd refusal on the part
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of the voters to vote for any candidate who may, despite the
Congress advice, offer himself for election ;

(¢) boycott of foreign goods ;

And in as much as Non-co-operation has been conceived
as a'measure of discipline and self-sacrifice without which
no nation can make real progress, and in as much as an
opportunity should be given in the very first stage of Non~-
co-operation to every man, woman and child, for such dis;:i_-
pline and sclf-sacrifice, this Congress advises adoption o
Swadeshi in piece goods on a vast scale, and in as much &g,
the existing mills of India with indigenous Capital and control:
do not manufacture sufficient varn and sufficient cloth fer
the gequirements of the nation, and arc not likely to do so
for a long time to come, this Congress advises immediate
stimulation of further manufacture on a large scale by neans
of reviving hand-spinning in every home and hand-weaving -
on the part of the millions of weavers who have abandoned
their ancient and honourable calling for want of encourage-
ment."”

He said he was more than aware of the grave respon-
sibility that rested on his shoulders in being privileged to
move this resolution and that his difficulties as also theirs
increased if they were able to adopt this resolution, JHe
was also aware that the adoption of ‘the resolution would
mark a definite change in the policy that the country had
hitherto adopted for the vindication of the rights that be-
longed to it and its honour. _

After referring to the difference on this issue between
a large number of respected leaders and after remarking:
that he stood before them neither as a saint nor as a candidate,
for dictatorship, he said that non-co-operation was not
new thing before the cBuntry. Non-co.operation had been
‘accepted at hupdreds of meetings attended by thousands



( 10 )

of men and had been placed in working order since the rst
August by their Mussalman brethren and many of the.items
in the resolution were now being enforced in a more or less
intense degree. If they passed the resolution it meant that
every one of them individually, to the extent that the items
applied to him, had to eniorce it. Non-co-operation was a
measure of disciphne and self-sacrifice. Unless they were
able to fulfil these qualities of discipline and self-sacrifice,
non-co-operation was an impossibility. He had been told
that he was doing nothing but wreck the Congress and that
by bringing forward his resolution he would be breaking
up the Congress and breaking up the political life of the
country (cries of no no). This Congress was not a party
organisation, but a platform for all groups, for all parties
and a minority need not leave this platform, need not leave
this organisation, but that minority might look forward to
translating itself into a majority if its opinion commanded
itself to the country. If he found himself in a minority
he would not go away from the Conzress, but he would plead
before them to convert his minority into 2 majority. There
were no two opinions as to the wrong done to the Khilafat.
The Mussalmans of India could not remain as honourable men,
could not fokiow the faith of their prophet, if they did not
vildicate their honour at any cost. The Punjab had been
cruclly, brutally treated, and it was the wrongs inflicted
on the Punjab which they and he—if they claimed to be
worthy sons and daughters of India—must be pledged to
remove. It wasin order to remove these two wrongs that the
country had been agitating itself. How was the Congress
to vindicate itself, to justify its existence and its honour, if
it could not force justice from unwilling hands, if it could
Not epforce clear, distinct repentamce before receiving a
single gift however rich it might be.from those bloodstained
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hands ? Therefore he had placed before the country a
mbf non-co-operation and he would ask them to reject
any other scheme of non-co-operation except as detailed by
him. _ _

1 venture to claim,” continued M#i “for this
scheme of non-co-operation that if there iS suficient response
in the country, I make bold to reiterate the statement I
have made that you can gain your ‘ Swaraj’ in one 'year
(applause). But note one condition. Not the passing of
this resolution by this vast assembly but the enforcement
of this resolution by the great audience from day to day ina
progressive manner, and progressive stages have been fixed
dug regard being had to the condition of the country. There

a$ another way before the country save non-co-operation
fand that was the drawing the sword. But India does not
gmgess the sword and 1 it had possessed the sword, I knew

ndia would not have listened to this gospel of non-co-opera-
tion (hear, hear and applause). I want to suggest to you that
even if you want to wrest justice from unwilling hands by
methods of violence, the two things stated in the programme,
discipline and sclf-sacrifice, will still be necessary. 1 have
not yet known of a war gained by the rabble, but Y haye
known of wars gained, as vou have known, by* a disciplined
army capable of dying every onc of them at their post. * If
we want to give battle by army to the British Government,
the English nation of the combined powers of Europe, we
must train ourselves in discipline and self-sacrifice and it is
to that stage to which I am desirous to bring my country.
I confess to you I have become impatiept. I see that in
intelligence we dcserve “ Swaraj " t&-day, but we have not
8ot the spirit of national sacrifice and the national discipline.””"

Mr. Gandhi then t on to say that he had comg there
-and was travelling from one end of India to the other in order
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to test whether the country had really evolved the national
spirit, whether at the altar of the nation the country was
ready to dedicate its riches, its children, its all. If the country
was rcady to dedicate its all withowt reservation, he promised'
that ‘ Swaraj " would come (applause). Was the country
then ready, willing, able to make the sacrifice ? Were title-
holders ready to surrender their titles and all honorary offi-
ces ? Were parents ready to sacrifice their children—the
literary education of their children—for the sake of fighting
the country’s cause? If these sacrifices were not made
then ‘ Swaraj’ was an impossibility (applause). No nation
being under another nation could possibly accept its gifts
and then kick against ‘the burden and the responsibilety
that the conquering nation placed upon it. Immediately
the conguered nation realised intuitively that any gift which
might come to it from its conqueror came not for the benefit
of the conquered but possibly for the benefit of the conqueror,,
it should refuse to give e¢very form of voluntary assistance
to the conqueror. These were the fundamental and elemen-
tary conditions of success in their struggle for national inde-
pendence whether within the Empire or without (applause).
He was for real, substantial unity between Hindus and Mussul-
mans (applause) and the British connection, but if he had to:
choose between that unity and the British connection, he
would have the unity and sacrifice the connection. If he had
to choose between the honour of the Punjab, and therefore
of India, and the British conncction, he would have the honour
of the Punjab and all that it meant, gnagchy even, mthmy
the slightest, hesitation.

& T conclusion Mr. Gandhi referred to the boycotting of
Gouncil which was the burning topic of the day and regarding
which ‘opinion was sharply divided. Lastly the boycott
of foreign goods had been included in his resolution, but he
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«id not wish to enter into the history of how it came to find
a place in a programme of discipline and self-s'acnﬁce {loud
and prolonged applause).

Mr. Gandhi said in Hindi to forget whatever he had
done and he would ask them to forget also Moulana Saukat
Ali’s services. He would ask them to do something to have
the Punjab gricvances redressed. Either they must draw

}the sword or by sacrifices force the Government to repent.
i“antea them to follow the policy of boycott and non-co-

peration as that might redress the grievances, By taking
to non-co-operation the people could remedy the Punjab
atrocities, He would pray not to fear himself and Moutana
Shaukat Ali, but give the matter their deep thought and do
whiat they thought right.

Dr. Kitchlew.

Dr. Kitchlew in Hindi stconded the resolution. He
said that the resolution which the audience had received
so well wanted their deep consideration.. A time had come
when such gatherings would be necessary almost daily to
consider their dutics. If they wanted to keep their self-respect
they must work out the programme of non-co-operation.
The mandate given by the Congress must M carried out
by the people. But their enemies had. all along tricd toset
ithe brother against the ‘brother (Loud cheers). They
had been made to forget their sacred duties and neglect
itheir mother-land. The European nations had all gained
their ends and the Indians cannot rest satisfied bound in
chains of serfdom. Why were the Moslems present there in
such large numbers ? It was because they felt for the country
and the Hindus and Mussalmans wanted to ‘work together.'
Mahatmaji had said tifat he would prefer unity of Hindus
and Mahomedans to Swaraj even. Mahatmaji had said
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the right thing Mahatmaji had said that there was no
sword to redress.the grievances. It was proved in Cawhpur
and in the ** Epiphany 7 case that the Hitdus and Moslems
werce ready to stand bv cach other. They must sacrifice
everything béfore the valuable unity of Hindus and Mussal-
mans. The non-co-operation resolution had been accepted
im the All-India Moslem League. It had been also settled
that any one rejecting the resolution must be boycotted
sociallv. The greatest Moulanas in a meeting had also
accepted non-co-operation as the only weapon of redress.
They must work with sympathy and fellow-feeling and they
should not be prepared to hear their brothers disgraced
in Fiji or anywhere else and this could be done by accepting
non-co-operation.

Pandit Gokaran Nath Misser.

Pandit Gokaran Nath Misser in Hindi said that theyv were
going to pass the resolution in the Indian National Congress.
Every member of the Congress had to sign a creed (reads out).
Tf any one said that he did not like the creed that was one
thing. But_the creed was there and they must ™ parti-
cipate.” (A voice—by non-co-operation.”)

President.—Order, please, order

Pandit Misser.—How could they participate without
co-operation.  (No, no and cries of opposition).

President.—-Order, please. The more you oppose and
interrupt the more delay there would be.

>andit.—He would place before them the proposal that so
long as the creed was there they (.ould not pass the non-co-
‘operation resolution.  (Loud and co ;tmued cries of opposition
and hisses and the Pandit’s voice i¥ drowned for some time).
They gmust be prepared for the non-co-operation as every
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one was not a Gandhi. They cannot gain Swaraj without
making themselves ready for self-sacrifice.

(A voice.—They are ready).

He would ask them not to accept the resolution so long
as the creed was there (Loud cries of No, no).

Munshi Iswar Saran.

Munshi Iswar Saran seconded Pandit Misser, but none¢
was in favour of the Pandit’s motion and it was declared lost..

Mr, Shamlal Nehru.

Then Mr. Shamlal Nehru was called upon to speak on his
amegdment. He said if they rcad his resolution they would
find that Mahatma Gandhi’s resolution was not perfect
without his amendment. He wanted all the words about
“ gradual ”* work deleted. He wdnted the boycott of British
goods_instead of forcign goods. Hy would also ask_then:
to <to 1am’vu, A voice.~ ~that should be
first plank and first step.) He was not a lawyer, but he did
not see why lawyers should alone suffer.  They must suffer -
with the lawyers. If Mahatma's resolution 'was passed only
the lawyers would suffer. They must suffer algo.  (If yvou
mean it.) He meant it for years together.

A delegate.—T want (o raise a point of order.

President.-—-What is it ?

Delegate.—How can Mr. Nehru move the amendment
when he approved the resolution of Mahatma Gandhi.

Mr.. Nehru.—~Mahatmaji asked them to give up titles
but the joo-huzoors could not be made to give up titles.
{Yes.) B fear not. Thq vast majority will never give up
their titles, Mahatma 4id that Swaraj would come withine
a year but, that was i sible. If his- amendmenf was.
carried Swmj would be got in six mouths (laughter),
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A voice.—There might be cases in Court.
~ "Mr. Nehru—I had no cases in court. If the.people
acted up to his amended resvlution they could get Swaraj
in three months. Mahatma’s resolution would only trouble
the lawyers. « Should they not suffer with the lawyers ?

Mr. Chiman Lal.

Mr. Chiman Lal said that he was for non-co-operation.
They were all for non-co-operation. The only difficulty
was about ' immediate " and ** gradual ”’ non-co-operation ;
the moderates wére. against non-co-operation.

President.—Do not refer to parties. _

Mr. Chiman lal.—I am asked not to name parties.
I will not do that again. T

Mr. Chiman Lal then guoted Messrs. Gokhale, Winston
Churchill and others.

The Moslem League had passed the resolution by deleting
the word ' gradual.” He would appeal to the youngmen
to carry non-co-operation into practice at once. They must
do away with the practicc of bloody administration. B

" 'Mr. Shamlal's Amendment.

. The président then put Mr. Shamlal Nehru's amendment
to vote. As he spoke froin his chair few could understand
him. Even the ladies voted solid against the amendment
and it was declared lost.

Babu Bepin Chandra Pal’s Amendment.

Babu Bepin Chandra Pal then moved his amendment.
He read out the amendment whiclgran thus :—

““Whereas in the matter of thlevents of April 1919 both
theyIndian and the Imperial (yvernments have grossly
neglected or failed tg protect the innocent people of the
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Punjab and punish officers guilty of unsoldierly and barbarous
behaviour towards them and have exonerated Sir Michael
O’Dwyer who proVved himself directly or indirectly responsible
for most of the official crimes and callous to the sufferingss
of the people placed under his administration and the debate
in the House of Commans and specially in the House of
Lords betrayed a woeful lack of sympathy with the people
of India and showed virtual support of the terrorish and
frightfulness adopted in the Punjab,

And whereas the bulk of the European community in
India, officials and non-officials, have expressed their sym-
pathy with the said policy of terrorism and frightfulness and
are actively raising funds and taking other steps to honour
those who have becn proved to be guilty of acts of frightfulness
and terrorism, _

And whereas on the Khilafat question both the Indian
and the Imperial Governments have signally failed in their
duty towards the Mussalmans of India, and the Prime Minister
has deliberately broken his pledged word given to them,

And whereas the disintegration of the Turkish Empire
and its division into vassal states as proposed in the Peace
Treaty is a source of prospective danger to Indis,

.And whereas the only effective remedy against thése
wrongs and the only guarantee against théir recurrence
is the immediate recognition of India's rights to full
autonomy,

Be it resolved,

(a) That the Prime Minister be asked to receive a mission
composed of representative Indians to be selected. by the
All-India- Congress ittee to lay beiore him the state-
‘ment of India’s griev coupled with 2 demand for igme-
diate autonomy. ) _

(¢) That in thé gase of his refusal to receive this nfission

2.
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or in the event of his refusal to replace the Reforms Act of
1919 by a measure granting full autonomy to India, a policy
of such active Non-co-operation be adopted as would leave
;0 doubt in the minds of the British people that India can
no Jonger be governed as a dependency,

(¢) That m the meantime this Congress recommends
to the country for favourable consideration and eventual
adoption of Mahatma Gandhi's programme of Non-co-
operation with such modifications, alterations and additions,
orther for the whole of India or for particular Provinces
to suil special conditions as may be recommended by a Joint
Committee consisting of :—

(1) Twenty’ representatives of the Tndian Natiopal
Congress,

(2) Five representatives of the All-India Moslem Icague,

(3) Five representatives of the Central Khilafat Com-
mittee,

(4) Five representatives of each of such Home-Rule
Leagues as accept the principle of Non-co-operation with
Mahatma Gandhi as the President of the Joint Committee,

(d) That in the meantime this Congress recommends
the immediage adoption of the following measures as pre-
paratory to the actual putting into practice of Mahatma
(Gandhi’'s Programme :—-

(1) The education of the electorates in the principles
of Non-co-operation,

{2) The establishment of National schools,

{3} The establishment of Courts of arbitration,

{4) Renunciation of titles and such honorary offices
ras are not conferred by the suffrage qf the people, -

Refusal to attend Governmgnt levees, Durbars and -
such other functions,

(6§ The organisation of labour into trade-unions,
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(7) The gradual withdrawal of Indian capital from
European Banks and such other industrial and commercial
concerns in India as are controlled by Europeans and also
of Indian Labour from such concerns,

(8) Refusal on the part of the military, clerical and
labouring classes to offer themselves as recruits for service:
outside India except in the event of foreign invasion,

(9) Adoption of Swadeshi especially in piece-goods on
a vast scale and revival of hand-spinning and hand-weaving.”

Mr. Bepin Chandra Pal while rcading out the amendment
went on commenting and explaining. Coming to the Khilafat
problem he said amidst cheers that even if the Mussulmans
had not objected, he, as a nationalist, would have objected
to the treatment meted out to the Mussulmans.

They could only try to undo all the wrongs done to
them by having in their hands the military control and
control of all other departments. There could be no
responsible  Government prptected by the Tommies,
the Dyers and the British acroplanes. They could
not have autonomv without full control of everything.
What could they do then? They could reduce them
to utter helplessness. Fifteen years they dreamt of these
things in Bengal. A Magistrate without a case, the [fni-
versity called Golamkhana without a student etc. were their
ideas. But those Mratcd thanks to the repression of the
bureaucrats. Mahatma Gandhi had placed before them progres-
sive non-go-operation only. When it progressed well they would
get Swaraj. He was for the adoption of the full programme
inc:ﬁidirl":& non-payment of taxes. He wanted full, complete
and elicetive non-co-operation, He had been asked to pro-‘
‘ceed step by step. But e would ask them to glve the Bnush
Government ‘a. chance. He t% adked for a mission
to go to the Prime. Ministey” (NS, 4]

Fanity
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opposition.) Hc himself was of that opinion. But they
must prove to the world that the British Government-ias
in the wrong a~ Srikrishna wanted to prove that the Kouravas
were in the wrong before beginning the fight. If the Prime
Minister refused to receive the deputation they would carry
out the full programme of non-co-operation. (No mission.
It won't help us, the Khilafat mission of Md. Ali had failed).
Md Al had gone with a special mission. He proposed the
appointment of a Committee. (Committees are useless).
He did not mind whether they appointed Committee or not.
He wbuld put his case before them

Mahatma Gandhi asked you to gradually withdraw
students from schools. Mr. Pal asked them to start
National Schools and send their children to the National
Schools. He was not preaching violent non-co-operation.
Was he? (No.) They should force the lawyers to give up
practice.  He would fall at the feet of the litigants and ask
them to withdraw cascs from courts and the lawyers would
1hen be forced to give np practice.

The boycott of new councils is in the resolution of
Mahatma Gandhi. Mr. Pal was opposed to it. He had
asked the people not to co-operate with the Government
to pake the Teforms a success and he had been abuswd by
friends and foes for that. He wanted to make the adminis-
tration impossible, not the Government. He was not going
to stand as a candidate. They should go to the Coundil,
but must not pass any budget or law and let the Governor
pass the budget. If this could be done for threc vears even
the moderates would be won over. The people of Eastern
Bengal had made the administration well nigh impossible.
He would also make the administragion impossible.

the Anglo-Indians ﬁuﬂ iie strings Word Chelmsford signg
as Mr. Lloyd G ing to the strings pulled by
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the people of England. The Anglo Indian explo_iters weré
the ceal administrators, and they did what they liked.

Mr. Joyakar.

Mr. Joyakar supported the amendment of Mr. Bepin
Chandra Pal. He said that before they carried on warfare
they should give the British nation a chance. They ought
to tell the British Government that if full autonomy was not
granted they would carry on an agitation from one end of
the country to the other (cheers.! Missions in the past had
been unsuccessful.  He would not speak of threat or ultima-
tum but ought to tell the British nation that it was their
ultimatum and that they would go on with non-co-opera-
tion if full autonomy was not granted.

Mr. Joseph Baptista.

Mr. Joseph Baptista in seconding the amendment of
Mr. Palsaid that he was still the same friend of the Khilafat
and the Moslem, as he was when he was offered the president-
ship of the first Khilafat Conference. He was a follower
of the great man who was dead—the Jate Lokemanya Bal
Gangadhar Tilak who a few days before his #3eath came to
him to form a social democratic party. The great Cura
‘combined the brain of the Bengalee with the practical sense
of the Marhatta.

The late Guru wanted to work out the reforms, (A
voice.—He is not here}. No, I see him here. His spirit is
here (cheers) . He is a mad man to say that the great Guru
is not there, The Govenment would not touch a hair of the
head of Mahatma Gandhi as he was equal to ten thousangd
policemen. Mahatma$Gandhi had made the lion of war,
Moulana Shaukat Ali, the lion of peace, He had seen them
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woo and Woo like the groom and the bride {laughter) and he
had said to Moulana Shoukat Ali if he had caught a Tartar.

Mr. Yakub Hossain.

Mr. Yakub Hossain spoke in English and asked the
audience to allow him to speak in a language in which
“he could make them understand well, The British Govern-
ment in the beginning of the war said that they were going
to fight the Germans to have the wrongs of small nations
redressed. The Indians therefore had helped the British
Govegnment to carry on the war. Bul instead of helping
the small nations the allied nations had destroyed small
nationalities. The Punjab atrocitics came as the result of
the changed feelings of the British nation. They were im-
perfect men and instead of having perfect schemes they might
accept Mahatma Gandhi's scheme as he was the fittest man
to cope with the matter.

Mrs., Annie Besant.

Contrary to expectation as soon as Mrs. Annic Besant
got up cheers were heard on all sides and as she came to the
rostrum there were tremendous cheers of welcome and the
venerable lady smiled and acknowledged the welcomc.

*She said that the proposals of Mr. Gandhi and Mr. Pal
were not universal Non-co-operation. They did not propose
to cut off all conncctions with the Britons. It was nowhere
said that that they would cut off all connections’ with the
Britons. Could they do without the motor cars and taxis
which were all around? They would not do that. How
could they then boycott all foreign goods ? Why then that
hypocrisy ? She was against the boycott of the Councils
Because those councils were sanctifigd by Sir Pherozeshab
Mchta, Mr. Gokale and others for thirty-five years. Should
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they give up those Councils ? Should they leave the agricul-
tugists where they were ? Should they leave the mill labourers
in the condition they were ? Think of the housing schemes
in Bombay. The mill-hands were going to be housed nicely.
Should they stop this by-not going to the Council? As
regards boycotting the schools, Mr. Gandhi might leave
the "bovs without education but would that benefit the
countrv ? They could not boycott the Central Hindu College
which did not take any Government aid. They could not
boycott the Hindu Universify of which Pandit Malaviya
was the heart and soul and who had got several lakhs of
Rupees for the University fromm Bombay,

Pandit Motilal Nehru.

Pandit Motilal Nehru rose amidst cheers but as he wanted
to speak in English there was great opposition. He had to
speak in Hindi. The condition of the land made him think
that the country was then like a badly wounded beast. He
gave a historv of the Reforms movement and what the Con-
gress had done in the matter. He said that mouey had been
wasted lavishly in sending missions. He counld not support
Mr. Pal’s proposal to send a mssion again to England. The
British public had not done the least justicg to them and
it would be unwise to send a mission to England again.. He
squoted from Tolstoy and =aid that a people who had not the
power of redress should mnot certainly go to'the Councils.
He would say to the workers who left them that they could
rnot be of any service to the people by going to the Council.
{The speaker after speaking Hindi for some time drifted into
Englishiagain). The Government had enough notice from
them and. it was useless to go to England to approach the
Prime Minister. :

He hadDeen for years in the Council. They wére worse
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than usekess. VThey were not justified in going to Council,
What were stcady steps in 190g ? Much water had flawn
by the Ganges these 12 years. As regards boycotting Govern-
ment schools i the resolution was passed a committee would
be formed to cstablish schools all over India and when the
regular Congress meets in December in Nagpur they would
be satistied with the work the committee had done. (Lound
cheers).

Mr. Satyamurti.

After lunch Mr. Satyamurti said ihat it went against
his gtamns to stand there to support an amendment which
was less cxtreme and less democratic and which was against
the proposal of Mahatma Gandhi. The time of parleying
with the burcaucracy was gone and they should not go to
the  Council.  But in the beginnimg thev need not
boycott the Counal (No. No.) But he would hear a
difterent tale in the Nagpur Congress. The electorate
would not boycott the Council and would run to the poll-
ing booth. His personal experience showed that Till
the Nagpur session he should go to the Council and if the
Nagpur Congress passed a resolution boycotting the Council
they would boycott the Council effectively. In Ireland
the Sinn Finers had boycotted Parliament after election
and in Egypt the Egyptians did not form a ministry making
administration impossible, He wanted Swaraj as much as
anybody but he would not like the Congress pass a resolu-
tion which was impracticable and to stultify itself, As the
Congress had refused to accept the amendment of Mr, Sham-
lal Nehru he took it that the Congress was not for wholesale
non-co-operation. ' Why not wait for a few months and decide
the matter in the Nagpur session. ey were in‘carnest
1o begir® non-co-operation, but not at once. The late Loke-
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manya Balgangadhar Tilak was against the boycotting of
Councils. (No. no.) In the Essex Hall Meeting Mr. Tilak
got the Boycott resolution defeated. Mr. Kelkar says that
Mr Tilak was against the boycott of Council to the last. Hc
would give another authotiry. Mr. Motilal Ghose, the great
nationalist leader of Bengal, the editor of the “Amrita Bazar
Patrika,” the finest and the best national organ of India
{loud chevrs), was of opinion that the Councils should not
be boycotted (He is wrong). Mr. Ghose might be wrong, but
was he not justified in referring to those two greai nen as
his authority. He was not a candidate for membership of
any Council. He had suspended his practice a~ a pleader
and he had no children to be sent to school,

Dr. Ansari.

Dr. Ansari sind that it had been said that there was no
resolution on the Ratona slaughter house or the South African
Indians. Perhaps they were not considered in the Subjects
Committee. However 1t was not too late and resolutions
might be passed on those subjects.  He was there to support
the resolution of Mahatma Gandhi (cheers). It was impossible
after reading the despatch of the India Government to work
with the Burcaucracy, The people could on no accouht
act in co-operation with men who had condoned the Punjab
atrocities. In the Reformed Councils the Viceroy and the
Governors could pass any resolution they liked without caring
for the public. If they went to the council to obstruct, the
obstruction would be quite useless. Going to the Council
could not be supported or justificd by any means. He had
the greatest ¢onfidence in the people (cheers) and he believed
he would get their wholghearted support whenever he went
to them.
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Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya.

The Honourable Pandit Madan Mobun Malaviva who
avas received with a great ovation said :(—

T.adies and Gentlemen, '

1 need not take np your time by drawing attention 1o
the grave importance of the question which is now beforv
vou. Never since the advent of British rule in India had
Indians to face a question of the importance of the one which
is now erigaging vour consideration, and 1 therefore implore
vov all to bring your calinest judgement to bear upon this
question.  In the history of British rule never did a situa-
tion arisc such as we have secn during the last twelve months.

So far as the Khilafat is concerned we used to hear that
England regarded Turkey as a greai friend. English states-
men used often to acknowledge the friendly services of Turkey
in the past and they were anxious to protect Turkey so long
as there was a danger of invasion from Russia. Times
changed, and policies changed, and came in the Balkan War,
and after it came the great Europcan War. By stress of
circumstances into which it is unnecessary for me.to entes,
Turkey juined the War against the Allies. The Allies triumph-
ed and the Allies have now to lay down the terms of the Turkish
Treaty. 1f the Allics had only remembered the promise that
they had made during the progress of the War, ff the Allies
had only acted up to the pledges which they had given to
onr Musulman fellow-subjects in India who went to fight
against Turkey on behalf of England, this question of the
Khilafat would not have arisen to-day. But the question
has been the creation of England. It is not of gur creation.
We, Hindus, feel, apart from any considerations of diplomacy,
we fgel that the great fight which gvas fought for righteous-
ness has ended in an unrighteous attitude.on the part of Eng-
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land. We feel that instead of the Victory proving the har-
binger,of a new era of freedom for small and great nations,
it has served to be a new instrument for enslaving other
peoples on earth.. That is the reason of the sympathy which
I believe, the Hindus generally, the Parsees generally, the
Indian Christians generally feel with our Mahommedan fellow-
countrymen. It is the unrighteousness of the attitude adopt-
ed by England. We feel also that a great nation like the
Mussulman nation which has had a glorious past, ought not
to be subjccted to the position, reduced to the position to
which they propose to reduce Turkey. For all these reagons
an®knowing that millions of our Mahommedan countrymen
and, country-women are sore at heart and fecl deeply on this
Turkish question. We are face to face with this situation
that the feclings of the Indian Mussulmans have been out-
raged and they are undergeing mental pain and that pain
shall not end until some remedy has been found for it, That
is the one situation that has arisen.

The second s the Punjab. Last year when I spoke in
the Viceroy’s Council I expressed the hope that when the
acts would be known about the tragedy in the Punjab there
would not be an Englishman or an Englishwoman in the
British Empire who would not feel aggricved 2t what had
happened. . I regret to confess that my hopes have beén
shattered to pieces (Shame, Shame). First, the attitude
adopted by the Government of India, next the attitude
adopted by His Majesty’s Cabinct, { Shame), then the attitude
adopted by the House of Commons, the great defender of
the liberties of nations, after that the attitude adopted by
the House of Lords (Shame), have shattered our hopes to
pieces. Judicial pronouncements of the Privy Council
of England have:shattergd our hopes to peices. We arg ngw‘
{ace to face with this situation that we have proved to the
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uttermdst—we have proved beyond cavil or dispute—that
gross ourtages, brutal outrages had been practised upon an
armless, helpless, unoffending people in Amritsar and various
other districts of the Punjab and the Goverfment recognised.
or rather were forced into accepting our view so far as to
appoint a committec, and having received that report and
the evidence of the public they have in a calm moment prac-
tically connived at the wrongs which had been perpetrated
(Shame) by excusing those who have been guilty of them.
Sisters and brothers, I am willing to forget the terrible events
of Jallianwalla Bagh, grievous as they were, but the thought
of the attitude 1aken up by the Government of Lord Chelths-
ford and His Majesty’s Government, the thought of the
attitude taken up by the House of Commons and the House
of lords., has been to me a deeper sorrow than even the
massacre of Jalbanwalla Bagh. 1 have been exercised in
my mind as most of you have been, as to what rertedy, as
to whether there was any remedy, to 320 millions of people
to undo the wrong which they had not cared to redress. [have
been as much exercised. allow me 1o sav so, even, T believe,
as my esteemed brother Mahatma Gandhi has been exercised. 1
have discussed it often with him, I have thought over it and
I have beensanxious to find a solution which would cnable us
to find some solace for the people whose sense of honour,
whose scnse of self-respect has been outraged beyond des-
cription. If T felt that a policy of non-co-operation, such as
my brother has proposed, would carry the object, would
secure the object in view, I would unhesitatingly commend
it to your acceptance. But while 1 recognise that a policy
of non-co-operation is in the circumstances—both in view of
the Khilafat and the Punjab tragedy, both on these questions
—a policy of non-co-operation is a perfectly legitimate and
constitutional policy (hear, hear), while 1 would have no
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hesitation in recommending to my countrymen the adoption
of suth a policy, I have to remember that it is, after all, a
policy, a means to an end, What is the end that we have in
view ? Helping our Mussalman brethren to rectify the wrong
which has been dore to Turkey, and undoing the wrong,
s0 far as it is possible, by bringing some punishment on
the offenders who perpetrated the wrong in the Punjab,

So far as the last is concerned, some of the officers who
were guilty of those atrocities have left the country, QOthers
are leaving. Remember, in the Congress Report, the recom-
mendation made by Mr. Gandhi's Committee was the racall
of Lord Chelmsford, not the punishment or dismissal from
service of Sir Michael O’Dwyer and certain number of other
persons. My brother with that feeling of forgivencss which
distinguishes him above many of us did not entertain that
desire that these men should be removed from the service.
1 did not agree with him. 1 amn sorTy to say, it is right that
I should say so. 1 told him that he was asking for less than
what was due, but 1 bowed to his judgment, and that little
which he had asked for has not been given. But that is
what you aim at. Lord Chelmsford will leave this country.
He will not stay in this country beyond the 3rd of April
next year unless an extension is granted to him ‘which is not
likely. He should have left the country long ago in justice
to the country, (Hear, hear), in justice to himself, and in
justice to the high office which he holds. It is a matter which
will ever stand against him that in the situation in which he
found himself, or rather he had put himself in spite of the
protests from the highest to the humblest among Indians,
he continued to enjoy the hospitality of India when India
did not want him. (Shame). But he will go. My point is,
he will go on the 3rd April. Part of your Punjab grievances
will then be remedied. The Punjab officials, some of them,
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have gone and others will go. A part of the grievance will
have gone. (A voice, Not yet gone). You will not be”able
to persuade the Government to prosecute them after they
have retired from service when you have not been able to per-
suade them to prosecute them when they are in service.

Now, we arc left with the Khilafat question. The
Khilafat question is a big question. God knows how [ wish
that the terms of the Treaty would be revised, and would be
made reasonable and just. [ comsider the terms of the
Turkish Treaty harsh and oppressive and unjust, but it will
be 2 long time and will require a long-continued agitation
on the part of our Mahomedan fellow-countrymen supported
by us and supported by Mahomedans elsewhere before those
terms are revised to the satisfaction of our Mussalman
brethren.

In, therefore, framing your programme you must as
practical men sce what is the length of the period for which
vou are going o adopt a certain policy. How long yvou are
gong to non-co-operate with Government and to what extent ?
What is the goal which you fix to yoursclf ? That goal,
some of you may say has been indicated. I say it is very
vague and I draw your attention to the length of the period
that it must®occupy. Having given the matter my earnest
consideration, when I was at Bombay I came to the conclu-
sion that the only effcctual remedy for the wrongs of the
Punjab and for cnabling us to undo the wrongs done to the
Khilafat is the attainment of full responsible Government
in this country. [ feel that if we have full responsible govern-
ment, by which I mean government which will have control
over its army and the navy and the air force also, if we have
that government, we can to-morrow prevent a single soldier,
Indian, soldier from going into Mesopotamia, and cutting
down ur Arab brethren who are fighting for their freédom
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and for their religion. (Hear, hear). It is a source of infi-
nite, “inexpressible sadness to me, of pain to me that Indian
soldiers are at this moment being employed by His Majesty’s
Government against Arabs and other people im Central Asia
while the Government is aware of the sentiment which
exists in India. You have not the power to stop it. You,
therefore, want the power to stop.it. That is one. So also
in the matter of the wrongs done in the Punjab. While
vou remove five or six officials from the Punjab who have
actually been connected with those atrocities, you cannot.
forget that a vast number of officials and non-official Egro-
prans in India have expressed their sympathy with-General
Dyer and Sir Michael O'Dwyer, (shame). You may cry
shame to any extent. That is at present the only power we
possess. I ask you now to seek that power which will
enable you to require that every European who shall continue
in the service of India shall sign a declaration that he regards
the Indians as equal fellow-subjects and that he holds Indian
life and honour as high and sacred as the life and honour of
any European (hear, hear), and tell cvery fellgy, whoever
he may be from the Viceroy downwards, that if he regards
the lifc of an European as equal to theé lives of a thousand or
a hundred or even two Indians he has no place irfthis country
and must leave. That power you want. If you agree with
me so far, then you bhave to approach this question of non-
co-operation from the point of view how far this will be a
means to obtain the end. [ have told you that I regard it as
a perfectly constitutional and legitimate weapon. But it
has to be ysed with effect and one essential condition of
its heing issed with effect is that it must be a mass movement,
theie musy be tremendous numbers of people who will take
it up.” That requires eeducating. My brother, Mahatma
Gandhi, has been educating, Mr. Shaukat Ali and many other
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bretherfi have been cducating some of our people in some
parts of the country. Al honour to them for that: * But
you will have 1o educate a very many more people. You
have not touched thé fringe of the population. You have not
penctrated except a very few places. Then, secondly, you
have to remember that ideas do not change suddenly. You
‘have to create a conviction that the wrongs to which India
is subjected to-day cannot be righted, Indian honour, and
life and interest cannot be protected unless we obtain Self-
Government in the full sense of the term. (Hear, hear).
It will take time. You will have to tell your people, how
you are being excluded from.the highest ranks of the army.
You will have to tell vour people how vou are not allowed to
touch _the artillery  You will have to tell vour people how
‘the British Army 15 an Army of occupation to keep us in a
rondition ot serfdom. You will have to tell the people how the
fiscal policy of the GGoernment is being pursued in disregard
of the protests of the Indian merchants and for the benefit
of the British Merchants and traders.  You will have to tell
other things, to your people in order to create a conviction
in their minds that the present systemi of Government shall
make room for the system that we want, namely, full respon-
sible Government such as the Domininions pf Canada, and
Auétralia and others enjoy.,

Now, let us sce what is the point to be considered. If
that is our aim, there are two courses as previous speakers
have pointed out. Either force or policy. Force we are not
able to usc and we are not prepared to use. Policy has to be
pursued. Do you imagine that the British Government,
with all the interests which they have established in this
country, with all the mighty power, which with the help of
Sur owyn resources they have built wp in this country, are
going to vacate their office merely because a few people do
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not co-operate with them ? Do you believe that the keepiag
away.of children from schools will really paralyse them?
Do the civilians care for the education of your people ? Will
many of them not rejoice if .the schools are dll closed, or i
the education of the people is stopped (Heat, hear). .Io you
believe that if you do not go to the Courts they will syffer ?
They have got numerous enough sources of revenue, and the
loss of stamp and court-fee revenue will not. paralyse the
administration. There are cases panding, there are parties
to cases. It will take time to settle. . You must establish
arbitration courts which will inspire confidence among the
people. You must_organise your resources before you can
ask the people to cease to go to law courts (hear, hear).
You know, though I did bzlong to the profession of law,
I'do not give very much time to it, but 1 know this much
that the profssion of Jaw is not such an ugly thing altogether,
a bad thing, as some pecople describad, - There are good
points as well as bad poiats, and Mr. Manomohan Ghoge was
the saviour of many a man in Bengal-and Mr. C. R. Das
and My B. Chakrabarty have stood up to defend many a
person ‘who were unjustly accused. Therefore you must
proceed step by step. You must organise your strength and
your force;
Lastly, I come to the question of the Reformed Counczls

I suppose you will acquit- me of any ever-hurning dasire to
go to the Legislative Council. I have been there for nearly
twelve years, and you will take my word far it,—I am not
given to swearing,—that if the Councils were npt refarmed
I would uat spend one day mere in these.Cauncils, so far as
I am concermed, that is fo say, if I consuited my own foalings.

Just imagige Wy feeling which I capuoet describe to you,,

which I hawe felt sitting there, having all the.asguments,

or the right, ar justice ep my side, and votes an the side of

3
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the Government. Rut the Councils are going to be reformed,
and even such as the Councils are—vou will pardon’” my
referring to an incident with which T was personally connected,
but the cause is great and that is my only justification for
bringing it in,—you remember 1 had resigned my seat in the
Viceroy's Council. Pandit Motilal Nehru and many other
friends pressed me, persuaded me to go back to the Council,
and I can tell you, my friends, sisters, and brothers, I can tell
vou that 1 thank God that I did listen to their advice and
went back to the Council.  (Hear, hear). Let me assure
you¥—and the Punjab friends know it and Mr. Gandhi knows
it,—that the raising of the question in the Viceroy's Council,
the debate on the Indemnity Bill and the questions which
were put and not answered but which were published in the
public press rendered a service to the cause gf the Pupjab
which has some value. (Hear, hear). Wh(# you start
a campaign of full responsible government remember the
Britisher is a very tenacious fellow, very dogged in his pertina-
city, he will fight to the last, he will use his deplomacy to
the last, and he poseesses that in a large measure—~do vou
forget that he has used his diplomacy even after the war
to put the United States on one side and France onthe other
side and ha$ received the greatest benefit out of;the War ?
Now, this diplomatic nation, this disciplined nation is not
going to yield to you without using every means in its power
to keep you out of it 2 That will be a prolonged period of
agitation, of conflict, a peaceful conflict, if you please, but
it will be a period of conflict. Do you think that no magis-
trate, no Superintendent of Police and all the underlings
of the executive,—tlrat they will not harass amd oppress our
, people who will join the movement ? I wishT could think so.
I doenot think so. There will besoccasion, when you will
want your men in the Legislative Council to be there to expose
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the wrongs that are being done and therc to exercise a res-
traiffing influence on the wrong-doers, to bring punishment
where it can be possible and it will be possible because you
will have an elected majority in the new Councils. My dear
brother, Lokamanya Tilak, whose loss the whole country
has mourned and whom we needed at this moment more
than at any other moment in the country's life, was not
an unwise man. But with all his desire to secure complete
Swaraj at the earliest possible opportunity, if he thought
of using the councils he did so because he recognized their
practical value. Let me tell you that it was my privflege
to see my dear friend on the last day of his life at Poona.
1 went and saw him and asked him to take up the President-
ship of this session. He said, * No, Madan, not I. [ would
not take it up.” I said, “ We shall force it on you.
We  shall overrule your wishes.” ‘“No, Madan, I
will not. I have made up my mind, and 1 will
not.” Do you know what he then talked to me about next ?
“ 1 have becn telling you for three years to organize a per-
manent deputation to England and the United States and
other countries. You have not done so. Pray, take up
that question and let us have a permanent organisalion
which will bave to work for some years before we secure fyll
responsible Government.”” That was his thought on the last
day when I met him in‘Poona. 1 mention this to show you
—certainly you will not accuse Mr. Tilak of any tenderness
towards the Government, you will not accuse him of being
under any delusion or illusion in the matter of the conflict
which has to be fought,—but he clearly recognised that,
as you are not going to have a fight with physical force, moral
force, pressure of public opinion, that is, moral force, that
is the only force yon-will have to use, and he wanted to enlist
the services of as many. Labour Members in England as he
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could on the side of Indian freedom. He wanted to
emfist the moral support of the United States for the-dause
of freedom in India and that is what I ask you to consider.
You decide you ought to make a declaration. It is not
fair to this Congress that you should pass a resolution asking
even for full responsible Government in this assembly. I
put my view before you. You may decide as you like, but
I ought to state to you and to the country that for thirty-
five years we have gone on certain lines. We are perfectly
entitled to make a departure. As I have said, the time
has come in my own belief that we should ask for immediate
full respunsible Governinent, but you must tell the countrv
that this is the change that you want the country to adopt.
You must give sufficient notice to the country, and at your
next session change the creed of the Congress and declare
that hereafter one object of the Indian National Congress
will be to secure the establishment of {ull responsible Govern-
ment at the earliest possible opportunity. Having done
that, remember that you have not force, the modern destruc-
tive weapons of warfare on your side. You have not even half
or even ore fourth of the officersin the Indian Army Indians
and therefore you must send a deputation to England to
tell the English Cabinet, not to beg, not to petition, not to
appeal merely for mercy, but tell them face to face, man to
man as equal fellow-subjects, as equal fellow-men that this
is the conclusion to which we have been driven by the failure
of your administration to subserve our Indian ends and inter-
ests, and that we have come to the decision thax we shall not
be happy, we shall not cease to agitate, we' shal‘z‘;glw ourselves
no peace, give you ne peace, until the establishment of full
Swaraj. Don't, I beg wou, underw‘ithe Jorces - that
are‘arrayed against you in the comilict. yiou are going to take
up. Rm&emdlm s there an Indian who
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has not the deepest, the fullest sympathy with Ireland in
her long-continued sufféring and long-continued fight for
freedom, and yet think of the case of Ireland. The people
are armed, they have weapons, they used them- too, and they
have used their seats in Parliament for such a leng period,
and still it is sad to think that they have not yet attained
the full self-government they want, they have not attained
the autonomy which they want. God knows how much
longer they have to fight. Do you not note that the presence
of a section of the people among the labourites in England
who are friendly to the cause of Ireland has been of gheat
value to the Irish ? Do you not think that if the Labourites
had not sympathised with Ireland the militarists in England
would have massacred thousands of Irish people by the time ?
And if the United States did not stand at the back of Ireland
would not the English militarists and imperialists have felt
greater, .froedom in cutting down the Irish people? * These
facts have been of value to Ireland, and you should not
throw them awayv as despicable. I know that Mr. Gandhi
has tremendous heart-power, but with all that he expects and
hopes, I do feel it my duty to ask you and him not to under-
estimate the difficulties that lic in our path and not to be
oversanguine as to the results of non-co-opegggion. (Hear, heas.)

Now, I will not detain you long. My whole point I will
try to briefly put before you. I have come to the conclusion
that life in dns country is not worth living if we do not, man
and woman, brother and sister, endeavour to the best extent
of our power to establish full responsible government-at the
earliest possible opportunity. I feel that this is such a great,
such a glorious task, such a sacred task, that we should net
throw away any of our forces nor increase the difficulties
in our path. ¥ feel that we have to unite our people tuch
more than has been done. I value Hindu-Mussulman, unity.
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It is-that which enables me to speak as I am speaking to-day,
and 1 pray to God that it may grow and endure and tiat our
Mahomedan brethren and we should think as one people
and should act as one people in all that concerns our country.
I feel, that being so, we should discipline and organise and the
discipline and the organisation will require a tremendous
agitation, a tremendous propaganda. You will have to go
all over the country, into every home. The conviction will
have to be created that {for the inte'rcsts, for the honour, for
the good name of India, for the happiness and prosperity of
the‘millions of India it is cssential that Indians shall rule in
India as Englishmen rule in England. (Hear, Hear). That
will require time, and therefore T say let us take time. Let us
proceed as cven a general or generals would proceed in a
military fight. This is a constitutional warfarc upon which
you are launched. Don't undercstimate, don’t neglect,
don’t ‘ignore the great difficulties that lie ahead. Let us
have this determination. My Mahomedan brethren may sav,
probably some of them will say, that shelves the question.
My friend, my countrymen, my brethern, let me assure you
as a simple humble man, as a simple fellow-man, that 1 have
no desire absolutely to shelve this question for one maoment.
Irhave placed before vou my reasons for the course which 1
ask you to consider. 1 believe that by this course we shall
scerve Turkey and our friends better than by any impetnous,
impulsive action whatever self-sacrifice it may involve.

I fecl that, though you may, some of you may feel angry
with me, as some of you did feel angry when I expressed
these sentiments (No. No.)—I thank you for that—I feel
that you will in your calm moments consider these few ideas
that 1 have placed before you. 1 repeat that I do think
that*it is the duty of every Hindh, and Parsi and Indian
Christian in India to stand by his Mussulman fellow-



( 39 )

countrymen in their fight for a reasonable and just
revision of the Turkish Treaty (Hear, hear). But I feel that
I shall not be doing my duty to you, that I shall be
deceiving you, if I do not tell you what I feel of the situa-
tion. My conviction is that though by this path the day of retri-
bution, the day of justice being done may be delayed, the day
will come as sure as the sun will rise again to-morrow. That is
my conviction. It is not a small Aght, It is a big fight,
it is a fight for the freedom not merely of Turkey, but of Asia
as against Europe. (Hear, hear). Itisa fight for the freedom
of the people who have inherited the noble civilisation which
you, my Mussulman brethern, have been privileged to in-
herit and which we, Hindus, have been privileged to
inherit. Let not the inheritors of these ancient civilisations,
by a little impulsiveness, by a httle want of patience, by a
little want of foresight, by neglecting the tactics which are
recognised as honourable and rcasonable in all warfare,
whether military or civil, fet us not neglect the opportunity
that lies before us.  The Hindu-Muassulman unity I hope and
pray God, may live and endure. T hope that the delay in
taking action in these directions will not putascvere strain
upon their feeling of brothediness which has been created
in their minds. 1 beg you to approach the queltion in tis
manner. Let me say this. I am not fond of being a member
of any deputation. I do not wish to approach the Viceroy or
the Prime Minister of England as a supplicant. 1 consider
it hurts my national sense of sclf-respect that I should have
to propose the adoption even of the course which I have
suggested, but let us face facts. Our hands have gone down
under a heavy stone which is brimful of points. It is not
good to take it off by a scratch, it will only hurt us and not,
enable us to take it off. « Time 15 a factor. Let us notsallow
any time to pass without a determination to wark, to work
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from mow, as many of you, Mr. Gandhi and Mr. Shaukat Ali
are working. Let us all take a solemn resolve to do all that
lies in our power in reasonable discussion to facilitate the
grant of full responsible government. Continue your agi-
tation for the Khilafat alongside it. You have not found, I
hope, any Hindu of any note standing in the background
in this matter. We are with you. Continue also to
ask for redress of the Punjab grievances. Personally I
have put that aside from my mind. I feel that there will
be no remedy until we get full responsible government. That,
therefore, is my earnest humble recommendation to vou.
L am sorry by reason of the views which I have tried to put
forth before vou, I have to differ from my esteemed brother,
Mr. Gandhi. T do not accept his proposition because he
wants to withdraw children from schools. I wish every
child should be sent to the school. T wish to multiply the
number of schools and colleges.  Qur children are the soldiers
of the next few years. If the Germans, the English and the
French had their army classes of 1917, 1918 and 1919, we
must also have our soldiers of the future at school receiving
instruction. We are 320 millions. Without withdrawing
children from the schools we can make an impression upon
the Government. So also with regard to the Jaw-courts.
1 do not like the law-courts. I hope the time wil come and
it will soon come when we should establish arbitrgtion courts
in ever§ mohulla so that criminal and civil case$ should be
decided there, and those who want to go to coiirts to com-
plete their cases or obligations or to settle them, ?t them go.
Even after we have established arbitration coutts, if some
will go, let them go. T have told you about the Councils.’

The whole object of these proposals is 40 make Govern~
mient‘feel that the people are angry arnd’that' they will not
co-opekate with the Government, Have we not made it
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clear by what we are saying ? Let us make it clear in every
possible way, but let us not adopt methods by which much
suffering and self-sacrifice will be inflicted upon our people
without a corresponding gain.

Lastly I am sorry to say that I am not even in full
agreement with Mr. Pal’s amendment though I like it muck
better in many respects than Mr. Gandhi’s resolution. The
thing T want to say is this and T have done. If you adopt
a policy of full responsible government as a means to remedy
the wrong done to the Khilafat, as a mecans to remedy the
wrong done to the Punjab, and above all, as ‘a mears for
the future growth and independence and prosperity of the
great Indian nation, then I say, if vou decide to send a deputa-
tion to England, do not let it be accompanied with a threat.
Threat is not a good thing to hold out, until the time has
come when we can execute it. ] am not afraid of holding
out a threat, but the threat should go when the time has come
for it. If you send a deputation it will be merely bad tactics,
it will .not be good tactics, to let it be accompanied with a
threat. My second reasun is regarding your proposition about
the withdrawal of capital from Europcan Banks and labour
from European concerns. Let there be as mdch Indian
Labour employed under Indian Managers as possible. ,Let
the Indians organise and takec up as many more industries
as they can, but don't by beating the drum, raise your
opponent and don’t warn him to take action against your
own men w:thout taking action yourselves to help your people.
For these reasons I am sorry 1 am not in agreement with Mr.
Ual’'s amendment. But as I have said his amendment is
in better fofm, wmore in keeping with the spirit of ‘what I
have trisd to submit to you and I recommend this to youg
consideration. { thank you for the patient hearimg you
have given me. (Loud and continued cheers).
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Moulana Abdul Kalam Azad.

Moulana Abdul Kalam Azad said that the only " true
and sure remedy for their grievences was non-co-operation
and if that be so, was it beneficial and good to them to delay
using that remedy? There was no other remedy and why
should they lose time in mmaking arrangements and pre-
parations ?

Mr. Jamunadas Dwarkadas.

Mr. Jamunadas Dwarkadas said that he opposed both
the 1esolution and  the awmendinent. (Most  tsemendous
shouts of opposition for minutes together). After Mrs.
Annic Besant had spoken on the subject he need not say
much. Boycott of British goods was impossible. (Most
tumulious nproar in spite of the presidential admonitions
and the speaker’s voice was drowned). He was endorsing
what Mr. Gandht saud  Unless the British Banks gave a
guatantee, no German or Swiss goods could be imported.
He asked for a patient hearmg as the president had invited
him to speak, saymng that a patient hearing would be given
to him.

President.—- I must ask you to hear him paticatly. He
wili stand there so long as you do not hear him. 1 will not
even ask the interference of Mahatma. He has been invited
to speak and you must give him a patient hearing. You
may vote against him but you must hear him.

{There was some silence then.)

As soon as the spcaker (uoted some words from Mr.
Gaundhi's speccch on Civil disobedience and spoke of the
danger of Civil disobedience the whole audience opposed by
cries apd cheers and the speaker was not allowed to speak
practically.
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He said that the Khilafat Conference had passed a resolu-
tion* saying that if the non-co-operation movement failed
they would do what they liked. What did that mean?
The Satyagraha movement had to be suspended last year
and the non-co-operation movement would have to be sus-
pended if violence came in. (The speaker was simply drown-
ed in opposition cheers and cries)

Mr. J. L. Bannerjee..

Mr. J. L. Bannerjee in supperting the resolution of Mr,
Gandhi said ;—

Mr. President,brother delegates, ladies and gentlemen,
1 cannot say like my friend Mr. jamunadas Dwarkadas that
1 shall oppose both the resolution and the amendment, rather
I stand here very much to support Mahatma Gandhi's
resolution (hear, hear) and very much to oppose the amend-
ment of Babu Bepin Chandra Pal. T want to make this
position perfectly clear lest 1t should be fancied that Bengal
opinion 15 wholly against Mahatma Gandhi. Gentlémen,
permit me at the very outset to refer to a point which was
raised by the Hon'ble Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya and
which was greatly applauded by many among the audience,
Speaking in defence of his proposal to entct the Coyncil,
Pandit Malaviya has said that much uscful information
could sometimes be elicited by guestions and he referred
very modestly to his magnificent eflorts in this connection.
I shall take him up with this very point and shall show that
he is not acting to his own emotion (hear hear). Gentlemen,
no doubt, the Hon'ble Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya got
much information for us—he bore up a gallant fight in the
council.. We praise him for all that, but in his fight in oy
cause how often was die not taunted, rebuffed, snubbed and
humiliated by civilian officers unworthy to touch the very
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latchet of his shoes. Besides, were his questions answered ?
And even when the questions were answered, were the wron
of the Punjab rectified and did the information awaken
conscience of the English ? Nothing of the sort. All these:
were labours misspent—a strenuous energy for the good
of the country misused. Had he used all this energy for the
purpose of organising the country, solidifving its resources,
mobilising the strength how much more heneficial would
this have heen. That was my point. Not that his labours
were unpatriotic, but that his labours were fruitless from the
necesSity of things. So long as this degrading system of
tule continues, so long all our labcurs in the council are
doomed to be fruitless.

Gentlemen, herce in the coutse of this debate the honoured
name of Lokamanya Balgangadhar Tilak has been taken, I
shall not say taken in vain, but taken to justify a course of
which his life, his whole carecr was one long contradiction.
Many people have given vou their reminiscences of Loka-
manya Tilak. lalso, in my humble way shall beabletogivea
remniniscence not borrowed from others like Mr. Satyamurti,
but a rcminiscence of myself. T have had the honour of
secing Jokagganya Tilak-atsBenares.,. T met him in the.house
of onr revered leader. Babu Motilal Ghosh. He was against
the boycott of councils.

A voice—Then ?

Mr. Bannerjee—Wait. There is a significanf sentence
that followed.

Mr. Bannerjee continuing,said that he (Mr. ’Eﬂak) was
against the boycott of councils. But he said “ If our Mahom-
medan brethren adopt it we shall have to sta.%‘ by them.”
Bo not, therefore, misjudge ILokamanya .Tilak—do not
misinterpret his werds. Had he been li¥ing to-day—had
he been watching the current of affairs, who knows what
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course-he would have adopted? For my part, I am periectly
sure that as a means of bringing the gulf between the Hindus
and Mahommedans closer he would gever have hesitated.
but would have cast in his lot with the Non-co-operation
movement heart and souls (hear, hear),

Gentlemen, in supporting the resolution. of Mahatma
Gandhi and in opposing the amendment of Mr. Pal, I confes’
that 1 risc to do so with a sense of some pain and anguish.
This time—the first time in five years-—that I have occasion
to differ from Mr. C. R. Das and Mr. Bepin Chandra Pal.
But there are occasions in the life of human individuals and
nations when personal consideration must sink into nothing—~
when we must stand up only for the truth—when we must
stand up only for the light—when we must stand up only
for justice—when we must stand up only for our country—
fet all else sink iutu oblivion (hear, hear).

Gentlemen, please turn to Mr. Pal's amendment and I
shall show you how futile it is. Mr. Pal accepts the principle
of non-co-operation, not simply that, he adopts the programme
of Mr. Gandhi. He recommends it for immediate consider-
ation and, to usc his circumlocutory language, for eventual
adoption. Immediate consideration and eventual adoption !
He accepts the principle—he accepts the progtamme. What
then is the difficulty ? What must be the steps then 7 He
says, wait, let us send a mission to England—another expedi-
tion of mendicancy. People say that resources for this mission
have beent cxhausted. But according to Mr. Pal the resources
of mendicancy are inexhaustible. Names may be different.
Pandit Madan Mohan Malavia in accordance with his peaceful
nature called it a deputation. Mr. Pal calls it a pelitical
mission, Mt Jionah yesterday called it in. military style--
an' ultiwatum. - But, mission, deputation and qlgmamm,
‘whatever you may -please to call it, it comes to the same and
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another violent cffort of mendicancy. Your kicks of the
past, your rebuffs of the past may not have been enough.
But you want to send another deputation for what and to
whom ? He says,—send a deputation to the Prime Minister.
Apart from the absolute futility of the whole thing, mark
also the indecent and hopeless character of the whole business
What has the Prime Minister to do in this matter 7 How
can he help you in this ?  Have vou not had envugh of the
British Pardiament —have not vou had cnough of the House
ol Lords and the House of Commons both 2 Why should
von ddiceount recent experience 2 Why do yvou build vour
hopes upon a foundation which is absolutely insccure and
which is absolutely unreliable ?  Gentlemen, this question
of sending a mission s not the only point of diffcrence. There
i~ another point of dillerence— that is the vital point, wiz.
the boycott of the clection to the councils. Two months
ago—-three months ago -one had thought that Mr. Bepin
Chandra Pal was not very keen about these elections, . But
now he thinks that the fate of the country stands or falls
with these elections.  1f the fate of the country was such a
fragile aftair onc should rveallv despair of it.  He says, we
must get elected, why ? for the purpose of paralyzing the
govegrnment. ‘I beg hi~ pardon. He made a metaphysical
dist'nction between government and administration— he
said that he was not going to paralyse the government but
he was going to paralysc the administration.  In other words,
he would not paralyse the body but only the function of the
body The difference of such a metaphysical distinction
may be appreciated by Mr. Pal, but an humble mortal like
myself fails to perceive it. In any case, how is this wonderful
paralysis of the administration to be effected ? He says,
‘' We shall go and refuse to vote the budget;’ but gentlemen,
the bud.get is not for vou to give your vote to or withhold
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from. It is possible only co far as supplies are concerned.
A curious fallacy lies at the bottom. So far as the revenues
of the Government are concerned it wholly lies with the
Government. Your paralysis will not deprive them of one
solitary penny- it will not deprive them of one solitary
nickel coin of their income. All that vou can do even as
regards expenditure—the bulk of it —at least the four-fifths
of it--is bevond your control, placed within the clutches of the
Reserved Department.  You can only make some alterations
in the allotments of the Transferred Department. And
«ven there your power is tor temporary delay-—for ome
temporary cmbarrassment.  And in order to obtain this
~hadow of power should vou like to undergo this waste ot
time—this waste of cuergy that may be necessary for this
kind of thing ? Some of our critics have said—what do you
gain by boveotting the councils ? - By boycotting the councils,
we gain nothing, most probably excepting that we have
cnergy at our disposal  We have time at our disposal and
money at our disposal for organising the country solid for
non-co-operation, but bevond that there is another point
which you must take into consideration and that is the great
problem—what you must do with your Mahomedan brethren.
They had adopted this course —they have adopted this gro-
gramme.  Are vou going to stand by them or are you going
to take your stand behind such reformed council of yours ?
Gentlemen, Islam stands at your gate—expectant and hope-
ful, I may almost say, stands with the right hand of fellowship
outstretched towards you. The question is what you will
do. Will you grasp this right hand of fellowship and side
by side, hand in hand and shoulder to shoulder march
on along, the path which leads to the shining mansions that,
are the abode of freedom ? Will you do that ? Or, will you,
upon narrow technical grounds of mean temporary ex-
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-pediency, reject the proferred friendship of Islam and stultify
yoiwself ‘and stultify your country? That is the .great
problem before you. And so far as that js concerned, I
beseech you, think well, think wisely—think not for this
moement but for the years and centuries to come hefore you
decide—before you set seal upon your destiny. (Loud
cheers )

Mr. C, R. Das.

President, ladies and gentlemen, 1 rise to support Mr. Pal’s
amepdment. 1 do not desire fo take up much of your tim:
i discussing the question as I feel that almost everything
has been placed before you for your consideration. I desire
to say one or two words which struck me as of importance and
which I feel most, before yon come to a decision on this most
important question.

Mr. Gandhi has told you that although-

A voice—Plcase call Mahatma Gandhi. Mr. Das.+Ves,
Mahatma Gandhi. But I want to tell you that I yield to
none of vou in my reverence for Mahatma Gandhi. ' Please
do not interrupt me in that way.

Mr. Das continuing said, Mahatma Gandhi had told you
that the only test which you are applying for coming b decision
is not the test of his personality but the test of reason. 1
thercfore feel entitled to appeal to your reason.  If $he guestion
had been between mysel and Mahatma Gandhi as personalities
I would not have thought fit to trouble even one single man
because, however, much we may differ, this may be admitted
and gratefully admited that heis the greatest pemanahty to-
day-in Indian public life (hear, hear). The qu#stion is not
of his personality here at all as he has you. The
questjon is what arc the rcasons upon wyibll you may be
asked te adopt Mr. Pal's amendment” The guestion has
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been discussed threadbare. It is admitted by all--all of.
us arg agreed—when [ say all, I say practically® all are
agreed that the only goal at the present moment is complete
responsible government. There is no dispute as regards that.
It is not new that we have come to this conclusion, When
the Congress was held in Bombay, I mean the[special
session of the Congress, I thought then that the only things
to ask for was complete responsible government. I did not
then do it because at that time there was a split and we all
expected that if we lowered our demand our friends who had
kept away from the Congress would come in. At Delhi after
that, I was of opinion to put forward our demand for complete
responsible government. We did not do it for the same
consideration.

Gentlemen, after that there was the Punjab occurrence
and you have got before you the Khilafat. question. 1
will not discuss them. I will say this that if I was of
opinion before these occurrences that the only thing to
ask for is complete responsible government, my opinion is
hundred times stronger to-day that the only thing worth
living for, worth fighting for, is complete responsible
government (hear, hear). We are, therefore, all ol’ us aereed
on that guestion.

The next question is—" what is the means.” Please
do not, 1 pray you, attach importance to such insignificant
things as the sending of a mission or deputation to England.
1 know that it means nothing. I take it out of the amendment.
It does not lose its strength in my opinion. I am not asking
vou to go as-a beggar. We have ceased to do that from the
year 1907 and I am not weaker to-day than I was in 1907.
€all it a deputation, call it a mission, call it a mockery, have
it or reject’ it, that does not touch the gquestion which,you
have got to decide. Do not be carried away by side issues,

4



( 50 )

The only question before you to-day is Non-co-operation,
and the applicability or the practical methods of non-co-
operation. There is no other issue before you. There is
no question whether Non-co-operation is or is not the only
possible ideal. Some say it is the only possible ideal. There
is no other ideal. The question is not of ideal. We are
practically agreed upon that. But the question is what arc
the effective steps that we are to adopt at the present moment.
That is the only question. Now, gentlemen, 1 ask you to
congider this. Do Mahatma Gandhi’s practical steps, 1
mean his proposul before you, constitute the ideal or does
not constitute the realisation of that ideal at the present day
at the present moment? That is a question we have now
got to gnswer.  If my revered friend speaks after me pro-
bably he will answer that question. [ have not yet heard
fus answer. ' Surrender of all titles and honorary office-
and resignation of nominated seats in the local budies,’ --i-
1t to be done at the present moment--the present day, o
1 1t to be done in the course of five years or is it to be done in
course of ten years? Do we start now ?  If not to start
now, then are there any practical steps to be adopted at the
present mement 7 Let us not delude ourselves—let us not
t&ike shelter in the verbiage of words and phrases.

Then gradual withdrawal of children trom schools and
coileges.~- What does it mean? Isit anideal ? If it is an ideal,
is it practical 2 I{ it is a step to be taken now do not sayv
gradual. T want to know—1 have got to exercise my vote,
T am entitled to know---what i~ it that you mean. Do vou
m-an that the children are to be taken away from schools
and colleges at once? Do you wmean that {(ro, no)? No,
then gentlemen, it is an ideal, it is not a practical step. It
i= ah ideal not to be realised.

4 voice—Mahatma Gandhi will answer.
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r. .Das—Yes, Mahatma Gandhi will reply. I will
not run away and if I find reasons against me T will accept
them.

Mr Das continuing said, “Only 1 am drawing this distinc-
tion between the ideal and the application of it at the present
day. That is not in its power. It does not appear to me
as a realisation of that ideal at the present moment. All that'
I want to impress on you is this :  Let our policy of Non-co-
operation be not a mockery of words. If vou mean it, if
it is to be the injunction of the highest National Assembly
n this country, let it be iin ferms which can be undemtood
by evervbodv who has got the intention, the desire to follow
that injunction (hear, hear). T am a humble servant of the
Indian National Congress. 1 want an injunction in the
clearest possible terms. [ want to know--am I to take my
children from our schuols and Maktabs? (no, no). T am told
no  Therefore do not put it forward as a practical step at
the present moment. Even great proposals must be admitted
to logical treatment. 1 hearda voice sayv-—no, not now. i
it to be after the establishment of national educational
institutions > (yes, yes). Ah, 1 know that. That is
what the amendment provides—not to take away our children
at the present moment from the xchools (clap And laughter)
before we establish national educational institutions where
we may take those children. Do not try to raise the second
story bhefore vou put up the ground floor (hear, hear). But
that injunction upon us and vou will find no more devoted
servant than I am to carry it out. Put a tax on the people of
India, on the servants of the Indian National Congress, put
an injunction on us to give a certain percentage of our in-
come to that fund and with that fund start national schools,
And after vou have provided schools for our children the man
who will keep away his children in government schools and
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mlleges wiil be a traitor to his country. If you want me to
w:thdraw my children from schools before that do you expect
that other children in Tndia should come out of their schools
schoolless possibly to foster anarchy and other crimes?
Do you want to do that? (No, no). Then kindly wait till
vou establich your national schools. If you cannof establish
«rational schools it is no use talking tall and big, it is no use
sending missions and petitions. You are such a mighty
nation, I want to test your capacity.

I am an idealist, but at the same time a practical man.
[ want to test your courage. Isit a stage courage oris it a real
courage ? 1 want to hear you. Do not deceive yourself
and do not deceive others. I do believe in the inherent
capacity of my race. 1 will not say one word against the
possibility of the great Indian nation that is in the making,
I say nothing against that. On the contrary, if T do not believe
m my race I would cease to live Tt is that which comforts
me under this government, it is that ideal of the Indian na-
nionality that keeps me up and gives me courage, fortitude
ana patience in all circumstances under which we are placed.
1 am not doubting the possibility --it is the inherent possi-
bility -- and pray to God that that pos<ibility may realise
itself. We shall do everyvthing in our power to bring that
about and the only way to bring that about is not idle talk.
Build up your schools, build up your colleges, then pass an
injunction against all Indians to send their children to those
schools.

Then 1 find the gradual boycott of British courts by
lawyers. What is the-meaning of that again? Do you
want the lawyers to give up practice today? (no,no). Ah,
1 know that ; do not think that I am against it, - If you pass
‘this resolution to-day, to-morrow I cease to g0 to rourt. I
want fo know what is the command of thé Indian National
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Congress. I ask Mahatma Gandhi to reply, because I have
got no reply to make after him. I-will take it that he has
got no reply. I am not a great man. I am what T am—-an
- humble servant of the Indian National Congress, ever reaa
to carry out its command ; and with what very little aervme
I have donc in the course of the last few years in the éause’
of the Indian National Congress I ask vou, am I entitled
to know what is your command ? Or am I not entitled to
know it 2 Am I to follow the Indian National Congress or
am 1 to follow Mahatma Gandhi’s evert now and then ? OTell
me what I ought to do.

Pandit Motilal Nehru.—I rise to a point of order. Is it
open to a memeber of the ®ongress to stand up and question ?

Mr. Das.—I am entitled to know I say and my own
reason s this. If you feel that vou are strong enough at
the present moment-—and whatever this non-violent non-co-
operation might be—if vou feel it in your heart of hearts,
not in words, put your hand on vour breast and answer that
question. If you feel it necessary, then why these seriex
of *graduals.” (hear, hear.)

Mr. Das continued :—

I now come to the most important questiorf which ig a
source of difference between myself and Mahatma Gandhi
and that is the boycott of the councils. My angwer is very
short. It is not as if T am asking you to go to the council
as the only practical step towards the realisation of the ideal
of Non-co-operation. I am willing to accept everything
that Mahatma Gandhi has laid down. Only [ want to have
it made clear as to whether it is gradual or whether it is
immediate. I am willing to accept every part of it and all
that [ sa¥ is this—do not leave it for the application af the
same principle of Non-co-operation. I was told this morning
by Mahatma Gandhi that the only question is whethdt you
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should attain Swarajya through the council or without the
council. T submit that do not dispose of the question Which
is raised, it is not through the council that I seek to attain
Swarajya. (hear, hear). I want to make the council my
instrument to the attainment of Swarajya. As I have said
before, I repeat that this measure of reform-do not attach the
slightest importance to it. These measures of reform are not
fit to be touched. But because you have got something in
your hand which can be used for the purpose with which
it is;secured will you not exercise it for securing something
else ? Do not think, gentleman, that the Reform Act is a
gift of the British Government. 1deny that entirely. (hear
hear). It is not a gift, it is something which is wrung out of
the British Government. You have got that. You have
earned that. 1t is an instrument which is in the hollow of
your hands. Will you use it or will you give it up on senti-
mental grounds? (voices of no, no). 1 say sentimental
for this reason because the only argument I have heard up
td now is this that it is not practicable that you will get a
majority of nationalist members. I pause to ask this ques-
tion to vou. Do vou think it more practicable that the
lawyers shonld cease to practise 7 If you go on waging this
bdttle of Non-co-operation day after day and year after year
1 may tell you that though it may not be practicable this
year, by the next election you will get a vast majority in your
favour and at that precise moment vou will be able to use
that weapon to secure what not? —a little modicum of
great legislation from this legislature. 1 beg of you, gentlemen,
not to give up this weapon, but use that weapon as a means
to wring full complete Swarajya for India (hear, hear). Use

all other methods that you may, but use this also.. I cannot
understand the wisdom of giving up that which you have
alread; secured, which you have acquired, which you have



( 55 )

<arned by the labours of your last ;hirty-ﬁire years. Will
yougive that up ? I am not asking you to give up any other
method of Non-co-operation, but do not give this up. Gentle-
men, with these observations I ask you to accept the amend-
ment which has been put forth before you. {Loud Cheers.)

Pandit Rambhuj Datta Choudhury.

Pandit Rambhuj Datta Choudbury supported Mahatma
Gandhi’s resolution and said that Mahatma Gandhi spoke
of gradual taking away of boys and girls from Government
schools. 1t could not be dene all at once. Formatioh of
national schools and withdrawal of bovs and girls from
Government schools must go hand in hand. Mahatma
Gandhi said that they should serve the public and at the
same time carry on non-co-operation.  Should they give
up the seven crores of Mussalmans, should Mahatma Gandhi
ask the Mussalmans to give up the councils because the Khila-
fat Conference had resolved on a boycott and ask the
Hindus to go to the council because the Congress had sgid
~0? They must all be ready to sacrifice everything for their
motherland if they wished for its improvement and salva-
tion. Mahatma Gandhi said that the council was a trap and not
a fort or an arsenal. If they acted up to the advice of Mahgt-
ma Gandhi they would get Swaraj in one vear.

Mr. Jinnah.

Mr. Jinnah who was received with cheers said that he had
alrcady spoken in the Moselem League. It was a great
national problem that they were considering that day. One
wrong after another wrong had been heaped upon them.
The Khil#fat was the last straw loaded on the camel’s back.
The question they had to consider was what should® they
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do now. The difference between Mahatma Gandhi and Mr.
Bepin Ch. Pal was when to begin non-co-operation. The audi-
ence was there surcharged with excitement. Would they tell
him when he should give up practice. ({To-day,—-to-morrow).
A voice says “ to-day ", another says “‘to-morrow’ (cheers.)
(President rings the bell as warning not to-argue with the
members of the Congress).

Mr. Banerjee spoke in a jocular view of deputation,
‘mission etc. Did not Mahatma Gandhi send his ultimatum
to fhe Viceroy ?

A Voice.—1It is done.

Mr. Jimah.---Not from the Indian National Congress
{cheers.) ;

Mr jJinnah -Why did not Mahatma Gandhi put into
practice the whole programme at once. It was a policy of
non-co-operation and there was no principle in it. The
policy of non-co-operation was excellent and effective, but
there was a great “if."” 1t was said that they should not
fail to stand by the Musalmans. He was a Moslem himselt
and he had worked for unity long. They must not be misled.
Mr Winston Churchill had three ““ ifs " when speaking of the
Indians,

Mahatma Gandhi.

Mahatma Gandhi, in replying to the criticism against
his resolution, said - - _

Mr. President and friends, [ know that it is most cruel
to keep this vast audience for any length of time, but I know
that T have got to perform a duty by you and I shall answer
some of the many objections that have been raised against
the points in the proposition that has been put before you.

You have now listened to all the speakers but one with
respeciful attention. I am exceedingly sorry that you refused
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to_hear Mr. Jamunadas Dwarkadas. But you have heard
Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya. You have heard Mr. Jinnah
and you have heard Mr. C. R. Das—a host in themselves.
You have heard also the arguments advanced by Mrs. Besant
and several other speakers. They have all a splendid record
of services behind them and they have hitherto led the Cong
gress and for a number of years they have given you their
best services and I know that you will give all the arguments
that have been advanced against my proposition the best
consideration that their experience entitles them to But
at the same time 1 am here to tell you that with ali my ;muet}
to be convinced of any error of judgment or otherwise that
I might have commmitted, I stand unconvinced.

It has been suggested just now by Mr. Jinnah, as also
by Mr. C. R. Das, that this programme is impracticable and 1
supposc that it is also suggested that it is unpractical. Now,
if it is impracticable it is not capable of being practised—
that is the meaning of the word. 'But [ venture to suggest
to you that it is capable of being practised by every one to-
day who is affected by the several items. There is the in-
troduction of the word * gradual ” and Mr. C. R. Das has
very properly laid emplrasis upon the word ‘grg..dual' in order
to show that it is a recognition of the impracticable nature
of at least two items.~the schools and the lawyers. T respect-
fully differ from him. In my opinion the introduction of
the adjective is a concessiou to our weakness,and a recogni-
tion of our unreadiness. And I admit that with the intro-
duction of the adjective the two items may be absolutely
whittled down. It will depend largely iipon the sense of
indignation that has really fired the nation and it will still
more largely depend upon the work that may be put into the
programme by the real workers and you may depend ‘upon it
that so long as the Non-co-operation Committee, started
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by the Central Khilafat Committee, is in existence, so lonyg
will you find these items and many more continuously plaeed
before you for acceptance and every argument and every
inducement will be held out to you, not pecuniary but every
inducement in the interest of the nation, every appeal will
be made to your patriotic spirit in order that you may b.
ttimulated to action. I have not the slightest doubt even
with the experience of a month and a half bzhind m2 in saying
that we shall have a fairly good response from the country.
I'contend that the programme is not unpractical bat it is
practigal in the sense that anybody who wishes to enfores
these items can do so to-day. It is not a physical impossi-
bility with him, as practically 1t is, if he wanted really to
enforce a complete boycott of foreign goods. In my humble
opinion that is a-practical impossibility as these items arc
undoubtedly not. I have given yvou my reasons for accept-
ing this item in my programme, only because I believe as that
in theory it is a sound thing, but I was most anxious to
place before the nation only those things which the nation
if it was willing and ready, could put into practice to-day.
Let me not conceal one great fact from you. I do suggest to
you that if you want to carry out the programme of non-
co-operation us it has been sketched by me it is expected
of you and you will find in the course of our peregrinations
that which we shall be continuously dinning into your ears—
it is expected of you that if it is at all possible for you you will
withdraw your children from schools to-morrow and that
lawyers will suspend their practice from to-morrow, But
as | have said, if you have not the ability, if you have not the
immediate readiness the introduction of the adjective gives

ou thinking time. 1 decline to accept the interpretations
ﬂmt some of the audience laid upon these two items when
questioned by Mr, C. R. Das, that they are to withdraw
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their children when the schools are ready. Thai, in my
opiflion, is building before the foundation. I cannot put a
handsome pile of buildings or cven erect a cottage without
having children to educate. And when a pation is at war
—=violent or non-violent,-it is an indispensable condition
that it stops the schools and colleges and its law courts. Two
wars 1 have gone through myself, and in all these two wars [*
noticed that the schools remained in suspended animation
and so were the law-courts closed. The result was-or rathet
because the litigants had no time to think of their privafe
guarrels and the parents came to the conclusion thag the
best education that the children could receive at a time,
critical in their history was that they should understand
that it was better for them to have their education suspended
for a time than that they should remain in a state of slavery
(hear, hear). These two items, therefore, are undoubtedly
the test of our fecling in the matter and if the nation feels,
will the pation act up to these two things ?

Much has been made of want of notice and if the facts
were as they are supposed to be, I think that it would’ be
sound argument, but perhaps it has escaped cven Babu Bepin
Chandra Pal’s notice and I feel it has escaped ¢ven Mr. Jinnah’s
notice that really this question of notice arise# only because
of the introduction of a new element in the programme,
viz. the demand for Swarajya; and you are making a new
demand for Swarajya; perhaps the argument would be
final that we as an honourable nation ought to give a clear
and emphatic notice to the British people. But in my
programme it is not put even in that fashion. I have said
that without Swarajya it will be impossible to prevent a
repetition of the wrongs such as have been inflicted in con;
nection with the Punjab and therefore in this programme,
Swarajya is not an independent demand but it is a demand
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made because in the opinion of the Congress it is necessary
in order to guard against future contingencies to have
Swarajva. In my humble opinion, there'is absolutely nothing
wrong in it. But I go further. Both Mr. Jinnah and
Mr. Malaviya have accepted Bahu Bepin Chandra Pal's
Jprogramme. You will find therein that some of the items
are to be enforced from to-morrow and what the amendment
states is that the other items will be reduced to practice
later on. Pending, you will see the expression there mean-
while, - that is to say, while the Mission is conducting its
affaifs some portion of the non-co-operation programme
is to be enforced frum to-morrow and why not? It is a .
nustake to suppose that there was a notice given to the Vicerov
by an individual. It was a notice given by one of the most
important bodies that is in existence at the present moment
in India, that is the Central Khilafat Committee. 1 think
it is the duty of the Congress, at least it will be graceful for
the Congress to recognise the status of a body which represents
seven crores or mearly one-fourth of the whole population
of India, and T think that the Congress may hold that notice
sufficient for its purpose without in any way damaging its
prestige or the prestige of the whole nation which are con-
vertible terms,

T now come to the final point, the pivot, namely, the
boycott of Councils. 1 must confess that [ have mot yet
heard a single argument in favour of going to the Councils,
All the argument that has up till now been advanced is that,
seeing that we have done something even through thesc
Councils during the thirty-five years, seeing that the reformed
council is really in response to our agitation, which 1 admit
end seeing that there is greater scope for obstructiom if we
can cothmand a majority by influencing the voters which too
1 admit, we may be able by going to the councils to paralyse
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the government or the administration as the case imay be.
In my humble‘opinion. as a somewhat superficial, but never-
theless as a student of history—and in English history I have
found it practically the maxim adopted in English public
life—that every institution thrives on obstruction and when
we seek clection to the council T assure you that the Govern-
ment will be pleased. They will not be pleased to see the
nationalists outside the Council. I am aware that the
(Government arc cager to-day to have the Nationalists it
the council in order to impair their power. You will take
my evidence for what it is worth. It may be bad evidgnce
but it is there. But this is my firm opinion that the services
that public men, who want to work for all their worth, can
render outside the council, are infinitely greater than the
services, that we can do being inside the council. What is
the secret of the great power of the late and only Lokamanya
in the country ? Do you suppose that if he had gone to the
council he would have excrcised that unrivalled influence
that he exercised over the millions of Indians? (cries of,
no, no). You have had the evidence given before you ‘in
connection with his opinion. I am cxceedingly sorry that
you had not anything brought before you as to what he con-
sidered in connection with the programme of non-eo-operation,
but as the matter has been brought before you it has become
my painful duty to give you the evidence that is in my pos-
session. T happened at his wish to wait upon him nearly
a fortnight before his demise in company with Maulana
Shaukat Ali and he said these words, * I personally believe
that it will be better to go to the councils and obstruct where
it was necessary and co-operate where also it was necessary. '
But when Maulana Shaukat Ali told him what about, hir
promzse to the Mussalmans in Delhi at which also I was
present, he immediately added “ O, ves, if the Mussalmans
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do the fhing " and he laid emphasis on it, not merely spoke
“ but if the Mussalmans really do the thing, # they beycott
the councils, T say, I give von mv word for it, my party will
stand hy you m everything that you do.” But T do not want
vou to exaggerate the value of this evidence as I know that
his name is a name to conjure withus and as his opinion must
carry great weight to those of us who believe in him—-alsy
believe in his great service and who believed that he was
Iimri\'alled in his continued persecution for the attainment of
Swarajya, naturally any opinion that might be said in having
com® from him must carry weight. What do these councils
mean? The simple test, 1 venture to present to you and my
elders is this. The two wrongs that we have really to consider
are the Khilafat and the Punjab. Do you believe that by going
to the Council, by engaging in the debates you can produce
a direct impression upon the British Ministers and securc
& revision of the terms and a repentance for the Punjab ? Om
revered  brother and leader Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya
hgs said to wus that very soon all that the Congress Sub-
Committee has asked for will be granted, because some of
the officers or most of the officers have gone or will be presently
gmng. In the month of April even the Viceroy will be going
» Pandit Malaviva T said ,it would come to pass.

Mahatma Ghandhi—1 respectfully submit that it is not
what I at least, when I put my pen to that report, intended.
I said too emphatically even at our discussion that the dis-
missals of these officers should be unconditional and should
be based upon their incapacity and the atrocity that they
were guilty of and not by efflux of time, and the Viceroy
should be compulsorily retired if he does not tender his
resignation before his time. It does not serve my purpose
when the Viceroy goes by efflux of time and so do the officials,
and if the officers are retired compulsorily but not retired
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on this specific ground it does not serve my purpose either.
1 want a repentant heart. 1 want a clean heart, I want a
change of heart. And I miss any repentance.—I miss a
change of heart—I miss that hand of fellowship whieh I had
thought was extended at the time of the Amritsar Congress,
and that is my reason for having then suggested co-operation,
with the Governmert, but having found out afterwards
— because some one asked why it was I had changed—thg
reason is surcly obvious. I had full faith then that the Khilafet
wrongs at that time had not even becu inflicted-—that the,
Punjab wrongs would certainly be righted, but to my sm’prisc.
a painful revelation has dawned upon me that these British
ninisters or the Government of India never meant well
by the people of India. What do I find ?  Instead of repen-
tance, an insolent challenge is given to India, that if you
want to be ruled by Britain, excuse me the expression, |
u-¢ that expression advisedly--the price is terrorism, I
therefore, want to make this party of terrorisis a present
of these law courts—-a present of the education of my childgen.
If 1 cannot bring into being National Schools and colleges
I certainly decline to wait for the establishment of these
schools. N(‘Ct‘&:‘it_\' is the mother of in\'{-ntign and when
there are children without schools, 1 promise that our revered
leader himself will be going fiom place to place and collecting
subscriptions for opening nattonal schools (hear, hear). [
du not want to starve the Indian mind. I want every Indian
to be educated but educated along proper lines—educated
to understand the dignity of his nation and not to receive
any education that befits a slave. That is my contention
with reference to the schools.

I have told you the main points about the cofincilss
There are many other things; but two things I would like
to reiterate. Do not befog the public mind. Thg public
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will not Wnderstand our fine distinction if we mean by non-
m-operatwn that non-co-operation must commence at the
top, viz., in the body miscalled the representative body, viz.,
the reformed Council and if the best minds of the country
refuse to associate with that government even as obstruction-
ist, 1 promise that the Government's eyes will be opened.
@he condition is that those who refrain will not go to sleep,
hut move from one end of the country to the other and bring
overy grievance to the notice not of the Government but of
tke public, and that is, if my programme is carried out,
the Congress will be doing from year to year-not ignore any
grievance but give public expression tu those grievances,
0 that the volume of wrong ever increasing as it rolls, inflames
this great nation and enables the nation to harbour, to
conserve all its anger, all this heat and transmute it into an
irresistible cnergy.

Please recognise one fundamental settled fact that the
Moslem League has passed a resolution that they are going
to boycott the councils entirely. Do you believe that one,
foutth of our body mav pull one way and three-fourths
another way (no, no). Tf both were running along parallel
hnes and in the same direction T can understand it, but
here we will be pulling the opposite way. Is it right that it
shotlld so happen and can the Hindus gain anything even
by a policy of obstruction, if every believer in Islam boycott
the councils as he would boycott sin? That is the religious
position of Islam. They consider that it is sinful for then
to go to the council—to take their oath of allegiance. Let
not pracfical India—Ilet not practical politicians who gather
here from year to year forget the settled fact, if they believe
that they will be able even to change the Muslim mind, if
they believe that all the resolutions of the Mussalmans are
pious withes, then certainly the arguments that I have now
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advanced fall to picces; but if you believe that tlle Mussal-
mahs are carnest, that they feel the wrongs and as time
rolls on, the wrongs instead of dying out, instead of being
forgotten will gather force day after day, then you will
understand that as time goes forward the energy of the
Mussalmans will increase whether the Hindus help them
or not. That is the choice that lies before the whole of this
National Assembly. I therefore respectfully submit to You
that [ am not embarking upon this thing without carefﬁl
thought-—it is not a matter of pleasure, it is not a matter
of joy to me to pit myself--an humble individual dways
liable 10 vrror—to pit mysclf against the best leaders of the
country.  But where it is a4 matter of duty, where I see as
clearly before me as 1 see these lights that if we want to
vement the relation between the Hindus and the Mahomedans
and i1 we want them (o stand, to endure for ever there is no
escape for us but complete association with them so long ad
they remain, so far as the means are concerned, on the right
path, ~o long as they adopt honourable means, so Iong as
they do not overreach themselves in framing their demands
and so long as I believe they do not resort to violence, L e

There are many other things which have been said and
to which 1T must have given a reply. Bt *know thgt 1
have already tired your patience unduly (crics of no, no).
My business is finished when 1 have placed every argument
that comes to me in a dispassionate manner not as an advocate,
but if it is at all possible for me, as a judge. But I assure
you I have endeavoured {o place the whole argument purely
and simply as a judge. T owe a great deal 1o Pandit Madan
Mohan Malaviya. The relation perhaps that subsists
between him and me, the country does not know. And I,
would give my life to placate him, to please him and to follow
him at a respectful distance (hear, hear) ; but when it becomes

8
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a matter of sacred duty and conviction I hold that I am
absolved and I know that he absolves me from any duch
obligation of following him. And if I who venerate him
adopt a ‘vourse different from his, you will understand that
I am absolutely serious and sincerc when I ask every one of you
1 this pandal to use your own independent judgment and not
to be carried away in the slightest degree by my personality.
Finally, if you pass this resolution—you will. do so with
véur cves open.  If you think that every one of you indivi-
slually has the capacity—has the willingness to offer this
small ‘measure of sacrifice in the name of the nation, for the
sake ot the nation—for the sake of securing lasting friendship
with the Mussalmans, you will not hesitate to adopt this
resolution. But if you cannot satisfy these conditions you
will not hesitate to reject this proposition.  (Loud cheers).

President’s concluding Address.

The President who on rising received a great ovation
saich:—- . -

By provinces Mahatma Gandhi’s proposition has been
canied  (<shouts of “Gandhiji’' ki jav). That proposition
has been carried by 151 votes to 18. The total numberedot
delegates assembled in the mecting that were registered was
5814. The total of those who took part in the voting was
2773 out of which 1826 voted for Mabatma Gandhi's proposal,
884 for Mr. Pal's amendment and 03 were either neutral or
hostile. Now 1 want to crave your indulgence for a few
minutes for my concluding remarks. At the outset I thank
you from the bottom of my heart for the co-operation, I
received from you, to bring this great gathering to a successful
lose—the courtesy and kindness with which you treated
me these six days has touched me very much (applause).
All my jife I have not seen another gathering either in this
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country or anywhere else which is so much surcharged with
electricity as the present one. Nevertheless, the incidents
which I may regret, have been so few and that was all due to
your kindness, courtesy and indulgence, and I thank you
all for that. Before I refer to one or more regretable incidents
which have taken place, refer to them I must, I want to thank
the Reception Committee, its Chairman, its Secretaries,
the Captains and the Vice-Captains of the volunteers for t
splendid hospitality they gave us all. 1 never expect
anything less from Bengal. Bengal has never failed to rise,
to the occasion and inspite of the scanty notice and %hort
time they had, they have been able 1o make such splendid
arrangements and give such splendid hospitality that it has
given us immense proof of Bengal's patriotism. One word
more about Bengal. I want to assure my Bengalee country
men that I have always regarded Bengal to be forward and,
the intellectual leader of India (Hear, hear). But Bengal
has to a certain extent ceased to give the lead. I am saying
this from the bottom of my heart. (A voice—you are quite
right). Bengal has given the purest idcal of nationalism.
Bengal has shown us the way how to make sacrifice for $he
cause of Motherland (Hear, hear). There is not one pro-
vince—not one community in lndia which has electrified
the country by its noble sacrifices in the cause of the mother-
land as Behgal has done (Hear, hear).

I wish every province had the same record to follow
the example of Bengal. If therefore in any one particular
instance Bengal does not give the lead, T am sure 1 am very
much hurt at heart. I want Bengal to continue to lead
because 1 believe in its sincerity and i the depth of your
patriotism. My love for them, my admiration for ‘them'
have not decreased in the least if I have spoken a single word

in anger about Bengal.
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After having paid my homage to Bengal I crave ypur
mdulgence to make a few more remarks upon the proceedings.
Firstly, [ want to refer to one or two regretable incidents
for which as the President of the Assembly I want to make
a kind ol apology. First of all about that unfortunate and
Enintentional and unconscious reference made by a Bengali
speaker about the nationality of Mr. Montague. I have received
& telegram in which a point of objection was raised to that
remark, T want 1o tell the assembly that T have the highest
“tespegt for the Jewish Community. 1 went abroad and since
I have been in America 1 have the greatest respect for them
as | say that some of the Jews are the greatest thinkers,
writers and soldiers of the world. And so Jews are not
entitled to be talked of contemptibly by any of us.  Sccondly
we must not forget that the jews are Asiatics (Hear, hear)
and therefore they are with us as one of us.  You may criticise
Mr. Montague as a Bnitish Cabinet Minister and as a British
public man. So in your name and on your behalf T wish to
express regret for that absolutely unconscious and uninten-
tional incident.

"~ Next T want to thank you, first of all, for the difference
in your treatment to Mrs. Besant from the first day as com-
pargd with yesterday. You behaved splendidly yesterday
when she addressed the meeting and 1 want to th‘ahk you for
this. But I must ¢xpress my regret at the treatment which
you meted to Mr. Jumnadas Dwarkadas. Some of the
modecrate leaders are not attending the Congress. 1, however,
admire those who come for their love of country and their
patriotism. (Hear, hear). If you refuse this platform to be
.used by moderates, the moderates are certainly justified in
not coming here to be treated thus (No, No). If this is the
state of mind of the audience, those of the nationalist leaders
who do-aot agree with Mr. Gandhi will find the same treat-
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ment_in the future sittings of the congress. If you conduct
the business of the congress in this way, vou will reduce the
national congress to a pure party organisation built up and
founded by some of the greatest men in public life®in the
country. I appeal to you with all the emphasis I can com-
mand that you should not reduce the national character
of the organisation. If vou continue to hoot them down in the
way which you did vesterday and which vou are inclined
to do, it would be impossible for this organisation to ccmiinucl
as a national body and that day will be a black day in_the
history of India. 1 thercfore beg of you to change sour
temper of mind and cexercise that discipline for which Mr
Gandhi appealed to you—-not to reduce the character of the
national assembly to an assembly of a partizan character.

I have rejoiced all these six davs to find that the country
has found its way. 1 1cjoice to see that the country and the
national assembly have a clear political vision.  They have
a clear conception of the means by which you will get vour
success. [ rejoice to find that this assembly has after 4l
found that 1ts salvation—the country’s salvation—must
come from the country itself. (Hear). T rejoice to fired
that the country has realised that paltry reforms will not
satisfy vou. Out of a total strength of seven or eight thousaftd
voters there are only 63, really speaking, who are opposed
to non-co-operation or are indifferent.  In such a big house
vou have found 63, who for some reason or other have not
voted for non-co-operation. 1 will say without fear of
contradiction that the bulk of the country is in favour of
non-co-operation. I am afraid I am to give expression to
views which will not be acceptable to you all.  As the Pgesi-
dent of this great assembly my position is like that of the
Speaker of the House of Commons. But still I will be faliling
in my duty if I do not speak my mind om this programme of
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non-co-operation. Imay tell you at once that I am absolutely
whole-hearted in support of the Non-co-operation Movément.
I am not convinced that the programme which you have
accepttd is the best and the most cffective one. I have
my own doubts about several of the items. I am whole-
heartedly opposed to the withdrawal of boys from schools
and colleges. 1 do not accept that proposition at all. I
do not yield to anybody in my desire for national education,
‘for establishing national institutions and giving my hfe for
nat:onal educational problems I was a boy of eighteen
years of age when I started my life  In April 1910 1 gave the
best puart of my income to the building up of national edu-
cational institutions. Pardon me for this brief personal
reference. After a great deal of study and experience I
have come to the conclusion that vou cannot construct a
national system of education without a National Government.
{Hear, hear). You must direct all your cnergy to have a
national Government and unless you have national govern-
ment, to talk of national education, is in my huinble opinion,
not fruitful. After 25 years of my experience I have cven-
{aally come to the conclusion that the conception of national
education in the country is very defective. What is national
elucation and how it should be carried out? Will it be
Hindu system or Muhammadan? The question bristles
with difficulties. They are not insuperable or insoluble,
but they are very difficult. I do not know of any nation
that has solved the problem of education by any other body
cxcept the Government of the country which takes the
revenue. It will be absolutely suicidal to withdraw your
boys and girls from schools and colleges (hear). Go on
-establishing what I call private schools. I do not call them
national schools. Even in this country an attempt was
made. It was the National Council of Education in Bengal.
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[t was found impossible to carry it out. You should have
private “ schools, colleges and pathshalas and some such
institutions, but you cannot solve the problem of national
education unless you have a national Governmeont. 1®want
the whole attention of the country to be directed to and
concentrated on this that you must have a national Govern-
ment before you have national education. There is a great
deal in the contention of Mahatma Gandhi that the education
is a false education which yon receive. You want to be’
Indians. But what you want to be is not a body of the an(‘wm
Indians but modern and up-to-date and progressive Indiahs.
You should not go backward but must go forward. You
must conibine western and eastern culture together.

I am afraid that the resolution dealing with the with-
drawal of lawyers from courts secems to me to be impracticable.
I may tell you that I am in no love with lawyers, much less
with courts. All that I have carned by law, T have given
away. The other day I spoke in strong language about
lawyers. 1 do not consider them to be absolutely necessary
for the progress of the nations. They are more or less like
parasites. [ may also tell you that it is a paradox of Indiam
life,  While the lawyers are the best leaders of thg country,
I would say with all respect to them, when moment of crisi®
comes it is thé lawyers who would go back (Cheers). While
I admite the great and noble leaders like Lal Hara Kissen
Lal, Lala Dunichand and other lawyer leaders of the Punjab
in time of crisis I know some of the lawyers of my Province
who refused to defend them or otherwise cheated them.
(Shame, shame). I, however, hold that the gradual withdrawal
of lawyers from courts is an impracticable proposition. [
am in favour of the idecas for establishing courts of arbitration.
Establish them and take your cases to those courts, but so
long as the British Government is in thix gountry, it ig im-
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po&%ibl'c to avold the courts altogether. In political cases
I may teli vou that those of us who are foremost'in denotincing
the British Courts, are the first to ask the assistance of lawyers.
‘Gentltmen, my own idea is that the other two or three mea-
Sres that have been stated are very fine but they are more
hke fhies in the cart-wheel. | may sav that vou shall not be
able Lo paralyse the Government nnless vou strike at the root
of cconomic cxploitation.  Economic bondage is the root
ol political bondage. 1f vou want non-co-operation to be
cagried into actual practice you must strike at the root of
«cconomic bondage. Now, you have added another clause
that s the hoycott of foreign goods. You have passed
that resolution and I wish vou complete suecess from the
bottom of my heart absolutely.  (Hear, hear)  There is one
word more which 1 speak before T wish vou success,  There is
a great deal of heat infroduced into the dehberations of the
Congress over the question of the Council. 1 must confess
that my sympathies are entirely with Mahatma Gandhi
{Hear, hear). But my head sometimes reels and  begins
to go to the other wde. {Laughter),  That is my contention
and vou mav take it what it s worth.  There 15 a good deal
of force my what Mahatma Gandhi says with regard to these
¢ouncils.  There is an insidious poison which may demoralise
those men who are going to the Council.  There 15 a great
deal of truth in it. 1 know trom actual experience that many
of our friends whose patriotism | do not dispute, whose
high motives are absolutely without question—their patriotism
has been poisoned by going to the Council.  In my life I
do not cxpect a favour from the hands of those who are not
well-wishers of your country. What you bave been doing
for the last 35 years ?  The leaders of the nation have been
crying for co-operation. In the course of 4 vear you cannot
chasge 315 milligafs of population of this country from an
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attitude of co-operation to an attitude of non-co-opctation.
If you'do so vou are liable to fall into pitfalls. You require
time to face that I am afraid that the time is inadequate.
I am centirely in favour of that programme providedeft “is
considercd by a joint committee consisting of the best men®
of the country to give details, but at the same time not to
give away the programme of Mabhatma Gandhi who is a
national asset

Reternng to the deputation to England the President
said that he had no faith in such a boedy.  From experience
as o member of the Congress Deputation in 1gos he coftld
<av that he had no faith in the Brtish public.  But he had
great faith in publicity to the whole world.  He wanted
independent campargn of  publicity in Amenea, Japan and
other countries

In myv humble judgment now that the resolution has
been passed, von <hould act up to the programme of non-co-
operation and 1 hope and trust that m course of the next
three months Lefore the next Congress =it~ at Nagpur yoy
will <how to the world that you mean what vou say (cheers).
H vou cannot show any tangible result [ owill call you as
trartors to the cause of vour country. You have pledged’
vour-clves to the programme  Carry it forward with all the
mean- at your disposal, with all the self-sacrifice and discipline
which vou are capable of. T from the bottom of my heart
wish vou succes= 1 am not going to the Council. The
deersion i< final for nre. I will, to the best of my  ability
co-operate with you in making your nun-co-operation pro-
gramne a success. But at the same tune, I think it my
dutyv to explain my views before you and T beg of you that
in case your programme requires any revision or modificati®n,
you should not refuse it. Go on like brave men and women.
We have still many men and women. L:# us go on and pro-
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ceedtwith cnthusiasm and confidence. But let every one
of you from early in the morning when you rise tilt late in
the evening when you to go bed, examine yourself and see
'bﬂ}& much you have done’ for non-co-operation. Let us not
be Branded as a nation of bluffers, liars and boasters.

Addressing the Muhammadans the President said,
that the honour of the Islamic world was in their keeping
and if they could not keep that honour they should.be held
responsible before God and man. He considered that
Mahammadan a false Mahammadan who having accepted
that programme did not co-operate and put his whole heart,
property and life into that programme. If anybodv was
not true to that programme the first thing would be to
chuck him away.

I read an open letter in the * Times of India.” The
writer hopes that T will not be the grave-digger of the Indian
National Congress. I say, that inspite of all difference
of opinions you will not allow a split in the Congress Camp.
I beg of you to change your attitude towards the moderatee
and to invite them back. The present moment cannot
afford to do without them.

The platform ought to be kept sacred for everybody
to express his opinion. In conclusion, I thank you for having
given me a patient hearing.

The President concluded his speech amidst loud cheers.

Moulana Soukat Ali,

Moulana Soukat Ali next addressed the meeting and
in course of his speech said that Columbus, for the benefit
of Europe, discovered America, Vasco De Gama for the’
beuefit of England discovered the Cape of Good Hope and the
President discovered Mandalay for the good of India.,

Continuing the Moulana said that he had twe' ‘aimis in
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view. First he would do nothing to help Engind arff@%econdly
he*would never quarrel with his Hindu brothers.

He would never stop in his work until he wrested thé
last inch of Moslem holy land from the hand of the fg *=ighers.

Referritg to the remarks of Mr. Baptists Movma
Soukat Ali humorously said that he did not know wh‘(
Mr. Baptista called bim a lamb and the Mahatma a liop®
Strong as he was he could lift Mahatma Gandhi by his left
hand and put him in his pocket.

Continuing the speaker said, that inspite of the fatyt
that he was a fanatic Mussalman and the Mahatma Gandhi,
a fanatic Hindu, he took the Mahatma as his guidé. Th®
reason was that Mr. Gandhi had fully understood that the
fate of India depended upon the unity between Hindus and
Mussalmans. The speaker continuing said that he was
fullv convinced that inspite of his fragile body Mahatma
Gandhi was the bravest man. If they chose to be soldie®
Mr. Gandhi would be the most powerfnl general.  He had all
the qualities of a general. He never lost his temper ang he
had no enemy. Buot at the same time, Mahatma Gandhi
was the shrewdest Bania in the whole country.

Continuing the speaker said that some said that they
should follow Seinfeinism and some advised them to appeal’
to the labour Unions of Europe. Bwt the speaker said that
he was ready to go cast, west, north, south, up and down
where he could find freedom for India. Some of them
sounselled them to send deputation to England. But the
speaker opined that they would be able to derive infinitely
more benefit if they could send a deputation to the Govern-
ment servants, policcmen and the soldiers, because they
would be able to impress more casily their own counfrymen
tham the British Mmidtits' of the Cabinet.
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Théf® was a great deal of enthosiagm in the Congress
pandal Thursday morning at the final success of the Hon-
co-operation resolution although the attitude of the delegates
on Weesday evening left little room for doubt or the
so¥ zct. Instances were not rare of people acti¥#ly canvass-
‘ng for their respective side.  The result of the poll will be
¢lear from the following table :-—

Approximate Supporters Supporters Members of

‘:' No. of dele- of Gandhi’s of Mr Pal's the All-
JroviNce. gates regis-  resolution. amend- Indfa Con-
tered. ment, gress Com-
mittee.
Amthra - 130 50 12 1t
Madras 2 joi b1 145 14
Central Provinces 103 - 30 33 12
Punjab .. Loji 254 nz 20
Bombay o CLE 217 93 20
Sindh i 24 3h 16 5
Bengal .. 2,100 551 395 25
“fnited Provinces 358 250 28 235
Delhi i 130 50 0 6
Behar e 3bo 184 2B 20
Burma s 37 4 3 5
Berur - 4h 5 28 h
Total ol o 1,826 R84

The number of delegates registered is actually 5814,
The*figure in the above table represents figures of a few days
ago. 2373 delegates voted in all. 63 remained either
neutral or opposed both the resolutions.  Taking by Provinces
Mr. Gandhi won his resolution by 151 to 18—a crushing
majority. Taking by numerical strength 1826 voted for
Mr. Gandhi and 884 voted against him. The Indian National
Congress thus adopted the Non-co-operation programme of
Mahatma Gandhi after much anxious consideration.




