NOTE.

Tae following pages contain & verbatim report of the
procoedings of the public meeting held in support of Lord
Ripon’s native policy in India, at Willis’s Rooms, on Wednea-
day, Augunst 1st, 1883. Tho sperches delivered on that
occasion presentod so compleie a viow of the arguments in
"favour of Mr. Ilbert’s Dill, that it has been decided to publish
them in a permanent form. These speeches, moreover, aro
valuable as expressing the opinions not only of enlightened
statesmen who have long taken the deepest interest in the
welfare of India, but of experienced Anglo-Indian adminis-
trators and jndges. The meeting nlso had the advantage
of listening to an address by Mr. Lahnohun Ghose, who
attended as tho spokesman of a numerous and cducated
body of his countrymen. We commend his specch to
the reader as being the first authoritative statement of the
native view of the question which has beon submitted to the
English public.

In 1879 Mr. Ghose visited this country on behalf of the.
Indian Associations, for the purpose of protesting against the
Vernacular Press Act, and other renctionary messures of
Lord Lytton’s government ; and it is worthy of remark that
he then addressed & meeting at Willis’s Rooms undor Mr,
Bright’s presidency. The native communities of India, in
sending one of their number to Englund on such missions,
show a respect for, as well as & confidence in, the public
opinion of this country, which has been amply justified by
the reealt.

We publish in an Appendix Professor Max Miiller's admir-
able reply to the minute of the Caleutta judges. The foot-

notés on pagoes 51 snd 53 were written by Mr. Ghose.
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LORD RIPON AND THE PEOPLE OF
INDIA.

bt

A pusLic meeting was held at Willis’s Rooms, St. James’s, on
Wednesday, August Lst, in support of Lord Ripon's native polioy,
‘with spocinl reference to what is known as * the Ilbert Bill,”

to the proposed extension in various parts of India of the prin.
ciple of local self-government. The hour of the meeting was fixed
for three o'clock, but at half-past two the hall was densely
crowded, and large numbers of persons were unable to obtain
admission, The proceedings commenced some time before the
appointed hour. The chair was taken by the Right Honourable
John Bright, M.P.

Among those present were the following: Mr, ex-Justice
Markby, Reader of Indian Law at the University of Oxford ; Mr.
W. Chichele I'lowden, Census Commissioner for India; Mr. B.
Cust, late Judicial Commissioner in the Punjaub; Mr. Joha
Annan Bryce, of Bombay and Rangoon; Sir Henry Ricketts,
late member of the Viceroy's Council , the Rajuh Rampal Bing,
Mr. Lalmohun Ghose, and upwards of thirty natives of India;
Genersl 8ir Andrew Clarke, R.E., Mr. Hodgson Pratt, Colonel
Osborn, General Tremeuheere, C.B., Mr, Wilfrid Blunt, 8ir John
Bennett, Mr. B. D. Bethna, Mr. George Sibley, late Chief Engi-
neer of the East India Navy ; Major-General Osborn Wilkinson,
Rev. G. C. Bellewes, St. Mark’s Vicarage, Marylebone ; Mr. C.
C. Macrae, the Bev. William Hodgson, Colonel Therry, Captain
Bwinny, the Rev. Dr. Oliver, Mr. Baymond Knight, Mr. T. W.
Ehys Davids, LL.D., Mr. R 8. Parry, J.P.,, the Hon. F. A. B,
Russell, Mr, T. Pagliardini, the Hon. Mr. Justice Denman, Cap-
tain C. Norton, Mr. W. F. Cook, Captain W. J. Eastwick, for-
merly Chairman of the Enst India Company ; Major-Geueral T.
B. Harrison, Mr. J. Carvell Williams, Mr. Howard Unwin, C.E.,
Mz, E. A. Bayley, Mr. W. H. Judge, Mr, C. Pioundes, Mr. 8t.
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G, L. Fox; Dr. G. Wild, Mr. H. N. Mozley, the Rev. Dr. Ken-.
nedy, Mr, G. J. Holyoake, Professor Warr, the Rev. J. Llewelyn
Davies, Mr. A. T. Astley, the Rev. F. Storrs Turner, Captain E.
A. Campbell, Mr. Seymour Keay, Mr. C. H. Allen, Mr. J. H.
Raper, Professor Beesly, Mr. C. Fitzgerald, the Rev. Donald
Fraser, D.D., Mr. John Noble, Mr. J. G. Fitch, Mr. J. G- Alex-
ander, Mr. A. Dunn, Mr. Lewis Sergeant, Mr. P. B. King,
Dr. D. Hack Tuke, Mr. Arthur J. Williams, Mr. A. H. Loring,
Bir James Marshall, late Chief Justice of the Gold Coast Colony;
Mr. George Foggo, late of Bombay; Mr. C.D. Collet, Protap
Chunder Mozoomdar, the Rev. Malcolm Maccoll, Mr. Edward
Wright, the Rev. Mark Pattison, Rector of Lincoln College,
Oxford; Dr. Karl Blind, Major E. Bell, Mr. Walter Wren,
Mr. W. Martin Wood, late of Bombay ; the Hon. Dudley Camp-
hell; Mr. Ohailes Hancock, and Mr. Chesson, Hon. Sccretary.

The following peers and mewmbers of the House of Commons
were also prescnt: The Earl of Dalbousie, Lord Stanley of
Alderley, the Right Hovourable W. E. Forster, Sir George
Campbell, K.C.8.L, lie Lieutrnant-Governor of Bengal; Sir
Arthur Hayter, Bart,, Sir Wilfril Lawson, Bart., Sir B. Green
Price, Bart., Sir John J Jenkins, Mr. W. C. Borlase, Mr. J.
R. Hollond, Mr. J. D. Peddic, Mr. Frank Henderson,
Hugh Mason, Mr. Colman, Mr, J. A. Blake, Mr. G. Palmer, Mr.
H. Richiard, Mr. A. McArihur, Mr. Hardecastle, Mr. Earp, Mr.
Collings, Mr. O’Connor Power, Mr. Arthur Arnold, Mr. Sydney
Buxton, Mr. B. Amutage, Mr. Allman, Mr. Storey, Mr. G.
Russell, Mr, T. B. Potter, Mr. Jacolb Bright, Mr, Summers, Mr.
Arthor Pease, Mr. Thomasson, Mr. Arnold Morley, Mr. Illing-
worth, Mr. C. Russell, and Mr. Mappin. There wus a large
attendance of ladics, including Lady Hobart, Lady Ann Blont,
Lady Hobhouse, Lady Lawson, Lady Camplell, Mrs. W. E.
Forster, and Mrs. Fawcett.

SreecH oF THE CHAIERMAN,

Mr. Brieur, whoon rising was received with loud and prolonged
cheering, said: Ladies und gentlemen,—] have been requested,
by the committee who have called this meeting, to occupy this
chair, and perhaps you will permit me to make a few observations
on the question about which we are assembled, before I call upon
thae speakers who will ask you to agree to only two resolutions.
“The subject which we are about to consider appears to me—and,
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¥ believe, appears to everybody who looks at it for the first time
~~to be one of no great moment. And yot we fiud, as the result
of great discussion in India and in this country, it has grown
and now appears to be a question of great importance to India.
Most of you who bave read the newspapers of late—and the
more #0 if you have read the Indian papers—will be aware that
in India the question has given rise to not & little clamour and
discord, and in this country among persons connected with
Indin we have seen that there is a great divergence of opinion.
Last week—1I think, on Thureday—u deputation of a most for-
midable character sought an interview with Lord Kimberley,
now Secretary of State for India. They told the Secretary of
State that they represented not less than 700 persons who were
interested in this question, of whom they said 450 had the honour
to be employed in the service of the queen in the Indian Empire,
and that 250 were otherwise connected with India, but bad not
been in the public service. If 700 persons could take this interest
in the question, and could take the view which the deputation
were appointed to represent to the Indian Secretary, we may be
quite sure that the question is ussuming un importance which
justifies our discussing it here to-duy  Now, what is the cause
of all this clamour and discord in Indin, and of this discussion
here 1 The cause of it is a very small Bill introduced info the
Legislative Council of India, and which goes by the name of
“Tbert's Bill,” because Mr. Ilbert, the legal member of the
Council, introduced it, and ie, in his department, in some sort
specially responsible for it. Well, I asked the otber day a gen-
tleman well acquainted with the affairs of India to give me some
scoount of what this Bill was intended to do, and I will try to
convey to you the same idea which be conveyed to me. He said
that the result of it, if passed in ite prescut shape, would be to
admit three or four natives of India—lawyers, magistrates, or
judges—to the exercise of certain powers which now they did
not possess; that these three or four persons are members of
what is called the Covenanted Civil Service; that they are native
gentlemen who had come over fo this country, who had been
educated here, and on going back to India entered the Covenantad
Civil Bervice. With regard to the increased powers with which
they wers to be entrusted, he said they were to occupy s ceriain
rank ; that they ware to bave these powers and these appoint-
ments only after wome years of service, and then werc to be equal
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with Englishmen ; and also that they must be in what he fermed
“ the same grade.,” He said that after all that I have described
they were to be admitted to the same powers, exercised with the
same limitations, as are given to and operate npon Englishmen
in the same position. Now I must inform you thaf at present
in the three principal cities, the three presidential cities of India
—Calcutta, Madras, and Bombay—the native judges have all
the power which it is proposed by this Bill to give to those few
judges who are to exercise their authority in the country apart
from the three presidential cities, We have never heard of any
great harm, or of any harm, that hus arisen from the exercise of
these powers in those cities. (Hear, hear) But it must be
borne in mind further that of all the population of India that
gre English suhjacts of tho queen, exclusive of the army, I sup-
pose more than balf, I believe threefourths, live in Calcutta,
Madras, and Bombay. (Hear, hear.) Therefore, this Bill which
men are 5o alarmed about will not have the slightest effect on
three-fourths of the English population, exclusive of the army,
but only upon one-fourth, who live in other cities and towns, und
in the country districts of the Indian Empire. Now that appears
to me to be o matter of great importance. It reduces the mag-
nitude of the Bill and the effect of it, and enables us to judge of
it with greater facilily, and to measure the magnitude of the issue
which is placed before us. But what the opponents of the Bill
will say is this : ““ This is only a beginning.” That is exactly what
people said in this country about sixty years ago, when it was pro-
posed to disfranchise places like Gatton and Old Sarum (hear,
hear), and to enfranchise Manchester and Leeds. It is only &
beginning! Well. that is a very serious thing if it is a beginning
of evil, but if it is & beginning of what is necessary and good, then
it is no argument against this Bill. (Cheers.) They say that in
fature, although now there may be only three or four that can be
admitted to these increased powers, there will be more and more.
We!l,lhopetlmt is true. (Cheers.) I regret to say that the
incrense must be very small for a long period, and must come
about by degrees. It makes us almost melancholy to think that
sach difficulties should be interpvsed. Those gentlemen who
may be disposed to joix the Covenanted Civil Bervies to get inbo
the position of these judges, must come over from India to this
country to be educated, they must go back, and suffer all the
incouveniencs of such a regulation, they must be involved i oll
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the expense which sn English educatiom; lasting over several
years, must necessarily throw upon any native of India ‘who comey
here. Well, then, the numbers you will see necessarily will béamall,
and will increase by very slow degrees. But now, having sxid
this, which T think is & fair statement of the effects of the Bilt
if it becomes law, I should like to ssk what ground there iy
for the clamour which has been raised, and especially when I
call to mind the various promises which have been made to the
natives of India during the last fifty years, (Hear, hear.) In
1883, juet fifty yoars ago, was passed an Act of Parliament to
prolong or renew the charter of the now dead East India Com-
pany. 1 will read io you two paragraphs from that charter, snd
"you will see what was the temper of the House of Commons at
that time. Section 85 runs in this way : “ Whereaa the removal
of restrictions on the intercourse of Kuropeans with the said
territories will rcnder it necessary to provide against suy
mischiefs or dangers ibat may arise therefrom, be it therefore
enacted that the Governor-Gienernl in Council shall, and he is
hereby required by laws and regulations to, provide with all con-
venient spead for the protection of the natives from insult and
outrape.” T was not aware until the other day of the sxistencs
of that clause, but it brings before my mind a picture I would
gladly not look upon-- that the natives of India, in the view of
the East India Company, and of the Imperial Parliament, were
liable to insult and outrage from Engliel subjects of the Crown
in India. (Hear, hear.) Bection B7 is as follows: * And be it
enacted that no pative of the said territorics, nor any patural
born subject of his Mnjesty resident thereiu, shall by resson
ouly of bis religion, place of birth, descent, colour, or any of
them, be disabled from holding any place, office, or employment
under the said Company.”” (Cheers.) That was the law from
1833 to 1858, the time of the suppression of the grest and
calamitous Mutiny. After the Mutiny was over, her Majesty
the Queen was advised by her Ministers—I presume members
of the party not now in power; the late Lord Derby was I
believe, Primé Minister at the time—her Majesty was advised
to issue a proclamation—and this is a portion of the pro-
clamation—the magnificent and noble proclamation (cheers)
—theri ismed in the fame of the queen to her subjects
in Iodia: “ And it is our further will that, so far as may be,
our wobjects, of whatever race or creed, be freely and imprtially
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sdmitted to office in our service, the daties of which -they may
be qualified by their education, ability, and integrity, to dis-
charge, We hold ourselves bound to the natives of our Indian
territories by the same obligations of duty which bind us to all
our other subjects (cheers), and these obligations, by the blessing
of Almighty God, we ehall faithfully and conecientiously fulfil.”
(Loud cheers.) Well, after reading these passages, what are we
to say of the clamour now raised as to this Bill, which, as I
have shown you, is of a magnitude and of dimensions so small ?
If this Bill had never been heard of, if under Lord Ripon's
Government, and under the advice of Mr. Ilbert and other
members of the Council, this Bill had not been brought forward,
well, then, the natives of India could always bave pointed to
those parngraphs in the Act of 1433 (beur, hear), and in the
proclamation of 1858, and sail, “ Though the freedom that is
here promised is long delayed, yet we believe it will come, and
we are full of hope that a better time is in prospect for our
countrymen.” (Hear, hear.) DBut if after these discursions,
and the clamour that has been raiced in India, after the ful-
minations in & certain class of newspapers in this country, after
the deputation representing 700 persons connected ‘with India,
of whom we are told 45 have bicen in the service of the queen—
if, after all this conflict, Lord Ripon were permitted or desired
to withdraw this Rill, and it did not Lecome Iaw, then the hope
of the people of India would be blasted, and, instend of bhope,
their souls would be filled with despair (Loud cheers) And
what would that deepair mean? It would mean that with a
growing knowledge on the part of the people of Tudin—because
their advance in English education is 1emarkalle and wide-
spraading throughout the country —with that growing knowledge
there would be a growing discontent, and with thaf growing
discontent a growing disloyalty, and with the growing disloyalty
perils that I would ask this deputation »f they would like to face.
{Cheere) I must say that whatever consideration and sympathy
one may have for gentlemen who bave been mamy years in
India, the clamour that has been raised aboutwthis matter is
very digereditable—discreditable to their intelligence and to their
sympathies, (Hear, hear) What its origin is it is perbaps
difficult to say. Some say its origin is to be found in the streng
foelings of resistance prevailing among the Covemumied Civil
Bervice. I met with a gentleman the other day of whom Lbave |
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the highest opinion, and who is liberally disposed in vonpexion
with Indian affairs, and be rather sdvanced that view io me.
Well, I am not prepared to deny it, but I must say that I am
inclined to think that my friend, who hes been and is yet in
the Covenanted Civil Service, rather looks with too much favour
upon his colleagues in that service, for what did the deputation
say to Lord Kimberley ? They said, “ Although this Bill will
more especially affect the non-official Englishman, snd in
particular the poorer members of that class "—(I always observe
that there is a great sympathy for the poorer members of a class
on occasions like the present }-- the opposition to it Is not less
strong on the part of tbe great body of Angle-Indian officials
past and present.” But I will not insist upon it that the
members of the Covenanted Civil Servico are at the bottom of
this commotion. Bome say tbat the non-official Englishmen in
India have done much 1o promote il. They are like the 250
non-official gentlemen whom 1 mentivned as forming a portion
of the deputation to Lord Kiwherley. Then some say-—and
after all there is a great deal of reasonableness in this statement
—that a great deal of the trouble has wrisen from the conduct
and ayitation of the lawyers in Culeutta (hear, hoar), and there
are one or two facts which go rather to support that.
We know that Jawyers are cverywhere very ingenious
(laughter), and we know also that thoy are a class of per-
sons who in most countries—and in this as much as in any
other—have enjoyed more of the good and fat things con-
nected with Government than Leve been enjoyed by suy
other class in the kingdom. (Hear, hear.) I am told that
recently a judge in D«ngal, a pative luwyer of eminence,
has been appointed pro fempore, in the absence of snother
judge, Chicf Justice of Bengul, and that this is a very unplea-
sant pill for the English lawyers there, some one of whom, I
suppose, hoped to bave the offico. They fear that this is &
precedent which may be followed. Then I am told that o native
member of the bar bas recently been appointed standing counsel
for the Govemmment of Indis, and these two appointweuts and e
suspicion that more may follow have disturbed the ordinarily
tranqguil mids of the members of the Calcutta Bar. (Laughter.)
Aud on this basis, built up of this jeslousy, men in India—-thase
700 here and & great many more in India—presume to tell us
thet to carry out the principles laid down in the Act of 1888
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snd in the promises of 1858 is to degrade Englishmen and to
convulse India. I have known a great deal in this country of
what is called .setting class against class. 1 know no great
measure of judicious reform which has not been charged with
setting class against class; and now it is said that you will
bave & perpetual animosity between the English race in India
and the subject race. My opinion is that every measure of
justice and generosity which you introduce into India must
break down the barriers of discontent and animosity, and must
tend to the tranquillity and peace of that country. (Cheers.)
But I am afraid that our friends the malcontents have other
reasons for bostility to Lord Rifon and his policy. In a sen-
tence or two I will mention two or three other things which
Lord Ripon has done while he bas been in India. He has freed
the native press (cheers) from the sbackles which the preceding
Government had fixed upon it. Now I should think that it was
of the first importance that the Indian Government should
know what it is that Indian writers and the readers of Indian
papers are thinking about the measures of the Government.
They need not ohey the intimations there received if they are
satisfied that their polivy is right ; but I am quite eure that the
governor of any country, whether he be the Czar of Russia, or
the President of the United States, or the President of the
French Republic, or the great Goveruor of the Empire of India,
must be better, wiser, mure competent to govern, if he knows
the prevailing opinion, among all classes of the people, on the
measurés which be is intending to pass, (Hear, hear.) Then
Lord Ripon has proposed a very moderate scheme for the pur-
pose of extending municipal government to the great cities and
towns of India. Does anybody believe that muunicipal govern-
ment, if it be found to be good, as I beliove it is, in every other
nation and among every civilized and Christian people, would be
u measure of mischief among the populations of India? What
bas it done in this country ¥ Scarccly a better measure has
passed for fity years than the Municipal Reform Bill, which
established governmeuts throughout all the grest towns and
cities of the United Kingdom. (A voice—* Except London.")
A gentlemar says “ except London.” May I make one obeer-
vation apart from the question we are discussing? If the people
of the various great cities and towns in the United Kingdom
had been as quiescent about it as London has been (hear, hear),
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they would not have possessed the admirsble mumisipal govern-
ments that they bave now (hear, hear) ; and if the four millions
of population of London even in a gentle manner were to raise
their voice in favour of their being put on an equabity with
Liverpool, Manchester, Birmingham, Glasgow, Edinburgh, &o.,
there is no minister who would lesitate for a single session to
confer upon them the freedom which they would desire. (Hear,
hear.) One other point. Lord Ripon is very strongly in favour
of primary education. T know from past exparience that one of
the chief difficulties—a difficuity which comes to many Govern-
ments, and to many private individuals—is a want of funds, but
probably it would be possibl® o o cconomize in many depart-
ments of the Indian Governmont as to be able to afford a million
or two a year for the purpose of giving primary education to the
people of Indis. We voted three millions the other day for the
comparatively small populntion of Grest Britain and Ireland.
There are two other questions : one is the Bengal rent law which
is now before the Indian Government. I read Mr. Ilbert's
speech upon it the other dany. The condition of Bengal in
regard to land bas been perhaps aliout as bad as the condition
of Ireland three years agn, and the Bill which is proposed is, in
my opinion, absolutely necessary in the circumstances, and
although the zemindars and the landowners are greatly opposed
to 1t, I believe that they will find hereafter that the acceptance
of it is probably the very wisest tlung tbey can contemplate in
the eircumstances in which they are placed. Then Iord Ripon
is understood to be in favour of prirale enterprise in India, and
it would be a blessed thing for that country if it were possible
for rich natives, united, it may be, with persons of wealth in this
country, to originate and carry forward many great works by
private enterprise. I think that such a state of things would be
much better than & state of things in which everything would
be in the hands of the Government, and that it would be better
that the people should be enabled to take part in measures
which deeply interest and concern themselven. Looking myself
at the policy which Lord Ripon has pursued, so far as I have
been able to understand it from reading the papers here and
many papers from India, I am bound 1o say that I believe it is
a policy not based on suepicion or on ancient prejudices, or on a
spirit of monopoly, but based on what is just and gepercus, and
on broad views of statesmanship. (Cheers.) When the palicy
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of ‘éonquest in Tudia is condemned, as I have condemned it, we
are told that Providence has permitted, for some great design
which we are not able to measure, this wonderful thing in the
‘history of the globe, that the 200,000,000 of people in India
should be made subject to the control of a Parlinment repre-
eenting 35,000,000 of persons in Great Britain and Ireland. I
am not about to deny this. I know that it has been said by &
high authority, speaking of the Supreme, that “ even the wrath
of men shall praise Him,” and I believe it may be that the
results which may follow the conquest of India and its govern-
ment by this country may in some degree compensate for the
erimes and sufferings which were committed or endured during
the period of that conquest. DBut I should say that one thing is
perfectly certnin, namely, that India wae not committed to our
control 10 be held as a field for English ambition and for
English greed. (Cheers.) Our futhers may have erred —in my
opinion, they did greatly err—but their children may make
some compensation to the countless millions now subject to
their rule, by a policy of generosity and justice, & policy which,
in my opinion, India and the world at large have a right te
expect and to demand from a Clristian people such as we
profess to be. (Hear, lear) I believe Lord Ripon desires to
advance this policy and to mainiain the principles laid down in
the Act of 1833 and in the nolle proclamation of the queen
iesued to the people of India in 1858 ; and I believe this meeting
will sustain the Governor-General of India in the conscientious
performance of the arducus duties of his bigh office. (Cheera.)
I gather support and consolation from the answer which the
Secretary of State for India gave the other day to the deputa-
tivn. He told them that the Government bad not the least idea
of oven suggesting to Lord Ripon the withdrawal of the Bill
(Cheers.) Our business here to-day is to support Lord Ripon
in that policy {Joud cheers), and to give by a united voice, as I
hope we shall, our utmost aid to the Government existing in this
country, under whom, of course, Lord Ripon is acting in India.
He is the great Governor-General appointed by the queen. He
Lnows what there is in that proclamation of the queen. I do
not believe that Lord Ripon can—1I hope there is no man that
would—abandon the gracious and noble promises which the
queen in that proclamation made to the populations of India.
(Loud cheers.)
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Mr. Brigur, having resumed his seat, rose again and mid:
You know I have told you that Lord Kimberley received a
formidable deputation. I will introduce to you a deputation in
no way so formidable—indeed not formidable in any sense exospt
in that of @ man who comes forward to tell the truth with his
whole heart. I call npon Mr. Lalmohun Ghose, who has been
deputed by his countrymen in Caleutta to lay some of their
thoughts before you on this important question. (Cheers.)

SpezcE oF Mz, LavwmoRun GHoss.

Mr. Lavsorun Guose spoke sy fullows: Mr, Chairman, ladies
and gentlemen,—If I did not know from past experience how
ready an assemblage of English ladics and gentlemen alwayw is to
give a fuvourable and indulgent hearing to a atranger pleading
the eause of his couutry, I should have despaired of being
listened to by an wudience still under the spell of the voice that
is yel ringing in our ears. DBut under the circumstances I feel
certain, ladies and gentlemen, that, however inadequate my
power of expression may be, you will bear with me while I en-
deavour to explain as briefly as I can the views and sentiments
which my countrymen bave commissioned me to make known
to you in reference to the yuestions which you are met together
to disenss, (Hear, hear.) You are aware that the administra-
tion of Lord Kipon is lovked upon with very different feelings
by the natives of India on the one hand, and by the Anglo-
Indian community on the other. The controversy has lasted
in India upward of six months, and it Lias been carried on with
unparalleled bitterness. Invective of the most envenomed
character bus been freely used, and I may say the vituperative
resources of the English language have been well-nigh exhausted.
In saying this, I do not wish to imply ihat the fault hos been
altogether on one side, or that the party that I represent has
buen perfectly immaculate. But I do say, without fear of con-
tradiction, that, if we have said thinge which had better been loft
uneaid, the provocation has come entirely from the other side;
and surely some allowance might be made for men who have
spoken or written while smarting under insults of the grossest
character wantonly heaped upon them. (Hear, hear.) I think
you will also agree with me that it ill becomes those who have
been the first to strike. to complain or to feel indignant if their
blows have beent oceasionally returned, it may be with interest.
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But, then, it is one of the characteristics of the men who are agitat-
ing against Lord Ripon’s policy to consider themselves privileged
to strike with impunity. Buat be that as it may, I believe both
parties are more or less tired of this bitier strife; at any rate, I
can answer for my own countrymen that they, at all events, feel
that their cause i3 too just and their position too strong to
require the use of violent or immoderate language. (Hear, hear.)
But while the contest is flagging in Indis, its echoes have
begun to be heard in this country, As our chairman has already
told you, the voice of our opponents has been recently heard
within the walls of the India Office. Well, in thus appealing
to the public opinion of this country, they have chosen a
tribunal in whoge sense of justice the Indian people have the.
most unbounded faith, and one that is not likely to do wrong
at the bidding of an uusernpulous clique. But, in order that
you might be able to form a correct judgment on the questions
submitted to your decision, it is important that you should bear
in mind that the policy pursued by the present viceroy is no
reckless innovation of & visionary enthusiust—that it is no part
of & revolutionary programme, but that it is the legitimate out-
come of the gradual but honest fulfilment of the pledges that
have been given from time to time to your Indian fellow-subjects
by the Imperial Parliament and Ly our common sovereign.
(Cheers.) Asour chairman has already pointed out, it is exactly
half o century since the principles on which India was to be
governed were laid down in an Aet of Parliament passed in
1833, at the time of the remewal of the charter of the Kast
India Company. And I may remind you, ladies and gentlemen,
that it was the same year when, by a curious coincidence,
ulavery was abolished m the Pritish colonies—to-day, the 1st of
August, being the fiftieth anniversary of that great event.
(Applause.) Well, by the Act of 1833 it was declared that
there was thencefortl to be no distinction between Englishmen
aud npetives of India, that all subjects of the crown, whether of
British, of Indian, or of mixed parentage, were to have equal
rights, and were o be freely and impartially admitted to all
offices the duties of which they might be qualified by their
education, ability, and ivtegrity, duly to discharge. Nor was
this Act passed without considerable opposition and lengthemed
debute in both Houses of Parliament. Then, as now, the advo-
cates of monopoly and privilege were banded together, and
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every effort was made to warp the judgment and to Wlind'the
conscience of the English people by artful appeals to your pride
of race, and by gloomy and elarming predictions of impending
ruin, which are always repeated on such ocoasions, but whish,
happily for the cause of bumanity and progress, are wever real-
ized. (Cheers.) Then, 88 now, it was said that the greatness
of your country was indissolubly bound mp with the privileges
and immunities enjoyed by o handful of your countrymen who
condescend to gu out to India to make their fortunes, and who
look upon that country and its vast population as having been
created for their special bepefit. Then, as now, you were told
that any diminution of these privileges, or any revognition of
- the political rights of the natives of India, was fraught with
the greatest danger to the stability of your Indian empire. But,
to the lasting honourof thi« country, these unworthy counsels did
not prevail. The Parhament of that day refused to believe that
what was morally right could be politically wrong, that justice
could ever be productive of evil, or that the greatness of England
could require to be propped up and maintained by injustice and
oppression. Then again, as if the language of that Act was
not sufficiently clear, the Court of Directors wrote a remarkable
despatch commenting upon it, and explaining that they con-
cewved the Act to mean that *“hencefurth there was to be mo
governing caste in India.” (Cbeers.) I thank you, ladies and
gentlemen, for thus endorsing the empliatic language in which
the Court of Directors gave the pith aud purport of the Act of
18338, which is regarded by the people of India se the first great
charter of their political rights, lutl which is, at the same time,
the eycsore of those wbose monopoly it attacked and whose
special privileges it threatened. No doubt it was a serious and
nnpelstable change for these men to be suddenly reduced from
the position of so many irresponsible despots, onjoying a thou-
sand immunities, practically subject to no laws whatever, and
able to oppress and to domineer over the natives of the country
ot their own eweet will a.ncl pleasure; it was, no doubt, an unn.
pleacant thing for such men to be suddenly shorn of all their

privileges, and to be told that hencaforth they must be content
to he only as units in the citizenship of a great empire, where the
same laws were to be equally administered to all, without
distinetion of colour or of ereed. (Loud cheers.) Bat, sir, how-
ever distasteful this change might have been to those whose
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senyciences were blinded by selfish considerations, it was hailed by
the natives of Indiaas the inauguration of a new state of things,
under which law and order were to be supreme, and liberty for
al), and not licence for a few, was to be the guiding principle of
the Government.  You, sir, bave also pointed out that the same
prineiples were again afirmed by the royal proclamation of 1858,
when her’ Majesty gave fresh pledges to her Indian subjects,
promising them ijmpartial justice, equal laws, and a fair share
in the administration of their own country. You will perhaps
allow me to read a sentence or two from one of the most in-
teresting of historical documents—I allude to the memorandum
written by ibe queen in her own hand for the guidance of the
late Lord Derby, whea engaged in drawing up the proclamation
of which I aw apesking. The memorandum ran as follows:
“The Queen would be glad if Lord Derby would write it
bimself in his excellent language, bearing in mind that it is a
female Sovereign who speaks to more than a hundred millions
of Eastern people, on assuming the direct government over them,
and, after a bloody war, giving them pledges which her future
reign is to redecn, and explaining the principles of her govern-
ment. Buch a document should breathe the feelings of
generosity, benevolence, and religious toleration, and point out
the privileges which the Indians will receive in being placed on
an equality with the suljects of the Brtish Crown, and the
prosperity following in the train of civihgation.” (Applause.)
These noble sentiments of the queen were faithfully embodied
by the minister in the proclamation of '58, and her Majesty's
words went straight to the hearts of ber Indiau subjects, and
did mors than anything else to tranguillize their minds and to
seoure their loyalty after the terrible colamities that imme-
diately preceded it. But, sir, the actual fulfilment of these
promises hes been to & large extent prevented by the strong
and determined resistance of the Anglo-Indian community.
(Hear, hear.) Whenever attompits have been made by succeasive
Indien administrations to proceed on the lines of & just and
liberal policy, they have invariably éncountered the bitter and
ugoompromising hostility of a section of their own countrymen
in India. Yeu may formn some iden of the dificulties that have
to be avercome by a conscientious raler anxious ta do his duty
towards the peopls of India, when even a statesman of such wn-
doubted force of character and strength of mind ae the late Lord
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Lawrente was obliged to complain 80 strongly of the attitade bf
his comntrymen as we find him doing in some of those private
letters which have been lately published. Well, the coxsequerios
is that, although half & century has gone by since the Act of *38
was passed, we have still in India one law for the European and
another for the native, and our criminal code is still full of
invidious distinctions of race. Wall, it is only one of these
many distinctions—and probably the very smallest of them all
—that is intended to be remedied by the Ilbert Bill about which
80 much foss is made. (Hear, hear.) Of itself it is a small
measure and scarcely worth fighting about. But then it is a
step in the right direction, and an unwmistakable indication of the
" desire of the Indiam Government to carry out those principles of
equality and justice that were promised so long ago. It is on
this account that our opponents have determined to fight the
old battle over again, while the people of India, well aware of
ihe important principle involved, have come to regard this Bill
as & sort of test question the fate of which is to decide whether
the policy enunciated in 1833, and again solemnly affirmed in
'58, is to be really acted upon, or whether it is to be practically
reversed and repudiated. But before I make any further com-
ments you will perhaps allow me to give yvon in ono or iwo
sentences a few more particulars regarding the general scope
and history of this measure, so that you roay judge for your-
selves whether the British empire is Likely to fall to pieces as
soon as thia poor little Bill is passed into law, Well, up to the
year 1872 Europeans residing in India were altogether exempt
from the jurisdiction of the local courts in the interior, and
could only be tried in one or other of the High courts in the
presidency towns. Now, if you remember the vast extent of the
country, and that offences eommitted by Furopeans eould only
be punished by a court sitting at a distance of bundreds or
poesibly a thonsand miles, you will readily understand what
this meant. It meant nothing less than a positive demial of
justice. It was accordingly found necessary in 1872 to alter the
law to the extent of investing the local courts with a limited
jurigdiction over Europeans. But the powers thus conferred were
extremely smail. For instance, a magistrate who could pass a sen-
ténce of twoyears imprisonment on a native could inflict only three
monthe’ imprisonment on a Furopean, while a district judge who'
was empowered to puss sentence of death upon s native sould not
a p
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&end a European offender to prison for more than twelve months.
(Cries of ““shame.”) No doubt, gentlemen, it is 8 shame, a8 you
say, that these distinctions of race ehould be recognized by the
eriminal law of the country, and it is only natural that we
Indians should look forward to a time in the near future when
ull these invidious distinctions will be swept away., But to go
back for a woment to the year 1872; I was about to tell you
that at that time a new distinction was introduced which had
Litherto been unknown. Up to that time all judicial officers,
whether native or European, were exactly on the same footing.
‘Whenever & person belonged to a particular grade of the service,
and filled a particular office, he exercised, as a matter of course, all
the powers und jurisdiction belonging to that office, without any
reference to his own race or nationality. But in 1872 it was
cnacted by the code of Sir Jawes Stephen, who bas always been
an advocate of ruce ‘disabilitics, that even the limited jurisdiction
over Buropeans which was then conferred upon the local courts
sbould Le exercised only by such judicial officers as were them-
selves Buropeans. (Hear, hear.) Well, it is this lust distinction,
which only came into exislence eleven years ago, that is
intended to bLe rcwoved by this Ithert Bill, Even in 1872
it was opposed by a strong minority and wus only carried
by a majority of two. The mmority was composed of such
eminent wmen as Sir George Campbell, whom I am glad to see
present here, and Sir lochard Temple, whom I am surc we
sbould all have welcomed here on this oceasion in spite of his
recent conversion to Toryism. (Hear, hear, and laughter.)
Well, ladies aud gentlemen, you see now tbat this Bill is not such
a very alarming messure after all. Tt leuves all the rest of the
special laws in favour of Europeans entirely untouched. All
that it seeks to do is Lo restore a few native judges and magis-
trates of the higher grade to thut footing of equality with their
European colleagues which they would bave enjoyed but for the'
disqualification introduced in 1872, Our chairman has also drawn
your attention to the fact that the men who are to be immediately
aflected by the proposed change in the law are at present pot
more than three or four in number, and that they have all been
educated in this country, and have won their way into the
service by open cowpetition with English youths in London. I
may aleo tell you that they have all had several years' judigal
experience, during which they have given wniform satisfaction,
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and .some of them have sven received tho special thanks of the
Government on trying occasions. Now I nsk you if it-is likely
that such men will abuse the trust that is intended to bé reposed
in them. (Cheers.) Is it just or reasonable to assume that men
who have spent several years of their early youth in England,
who have experienced the hospitality of Englishmen, who have
formed—as I doubt not, judging from my own experience—many
lasting friendships in this country—is it fair to assume that
such men will be swayed by race prejudices on the judicial
bench¥ Or is it possible that being natives of the country they
will not be able to weigh the evideuce of their own countrymen,
or to discriminate between truth and falsehood, at least as well
" s foreign judges and magistrates? No, ladies and gentilemen,
look at the question from what point of view you will, it is
impossible to discover any real foundation for the alarm that is
pretended to be folt. (Loud applause.) The other day, at
another meeting in support of Lord Ripon's policy, 8ir Jobn
Phear, a distingnished judge of the Culeutta High Court, and late
Chief Justice of Ceylon, after paving o bigh tribute to the judi-
cial efficiency of native judges, empbatically declared that he
had ecarcfully read all the reported speeches ngainst this
measure, but, whether it wus due to his own want of perception
or not, he had utterly failed to sen any justilication for the
excitement that prevails. Well, if there is no real oljection to
the Bill itself, then we are forced to go bebind and to seek else-
where for an explanation of the agitation tbat has been set on
foot. 'The fact is, the opposition is not so much to the Iibert
Bill as it is to the general character of Lord Ripon's policy.
The scheme of local self-government—to which reference has been
made hy the chairman, and whicl is, after all, nothing more than
a development of what was proposed years ago by men like the
late Lord Lawrence, and the conservative Lord Mayo—the
repeal of the Press Act, the high appouintments recently con-
ferred upon some of my countrymen, and the preference for the
elective system, which Lord Ripon har sbown, not only in his
resolation on local government, but also in the rewarkable
imvitation that was lately given to some of the political aesocia-
tions in Bengal, asking them to choose their own representative
for a vacant seat in the Legislative Council—all these things
have indicated & detormination to carry out the promises of the
queen and Parlisment, which has endeared the present viceroy
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1o the people of India, but has also raised up against him o host
of enemies among a section of his own countrymen who, if they
bad the power, would tear up the queen’s proclsmation and
burn the Act of '38. (Cheers.) Well, no one knows better than
our chairman, and thpse who co-operated with him in the great
agitation against the Corn Laws—no one knows better than
you, sir, that there is no surer way of making enemies than by
attacking a powerful monopoly. In this instance the hostility
has been all the more bitter because of the contrast between the
administration of Lord Ripon and that of his immediate prede-
cesgor, who was well described by Lord Hartington, a few years
ago, as being everything that an Indian viceroy ought not to be.
Well, the discontented persons to whom I have referred were
lying by for a suitablo oppertunity when they might hope to
enlist the passions and prejudices of the Anglo-Indian commu-
nity against Lord Ripon's Government, and they felt that such
an opportunity prescnted itself when Mr. [bert’s Bill was in-
troduced into the Legislative Council towards the beginning of
this year—although it is o remarkable and significant fact that
when the mensure was first announced as being in contemplation,
two years ago, it excited no opposition and no alarm whatever.
Tho present attitude of the Anglo-Indian community was not
assumed till after the discontented persous of whom I bave
apoken put ibeir heads together, and till after inflammatory
articles had appeared in some of the most scurrilons Anglo-
Indian journals, and violent speeches had bLeen made by Cal-
outta lawyers and others, containing some of the most infamous
atlacks that have ever been made against the natives of India
But, sir, I am glad to think the question seems now likely to be
discussed in this country om 1ts own merits. The people of
India have no apprehensions as to the result. The policy of
Lord Ripon is no new departure, He is only carrying out the
principles whick bave been laid down by Parliament, and which
were steadily kept in view by such eminent statesmen as Lord
Canning and the late Lord Lawrence. Several years ago, when
Lord Ripon was Secretary of State for India, he said, writing to
Lord Lawvence: “I hope that you saw enough of me when we
wmtogetharn.t the India Office to know that I foel a great
mmm in Indian queeuonl, and in the welfare of the population
for good gover t and mpomﬂnlxt.y We Are respon-
aible. And I can assure you that it is an immense satisfaction
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40 me to know that the principles on whink I should desire to
see the administration of India conducted, are those by which
you, as Governor-General, are constantly guided.” (Cheers.)
And yet because Lord Ripon has honestly endeavoured to follow
in the footsteps of that great statesman, and to fulfil the promises
of the sovereign whom he represents, his administration has
been denounged in unmeasured language, while no epithets have
been deemed too coarse and no language too foul to be applied
to the matives of India. (Hear, hear.) Bir, I will not dwell
upon this last and, to us, most painful feature of the Anglo-
Indian sgitation. I will only say this, that if such a course
is persisted in, it cannot bLut be productive of the most
disastrous consequences, and it is certainly in direct oppo-
sition‘ to the advice that has been repeatedly givem by
some of the wisest statesmen that have ever held the
reins of government in India. The late Lord Lawrence,
at a farewell dinner given to bim in Calcutta in 1869, addressed
his countrymen in these words: ‘“ And now I avail myself of
this opportunily to entreat my countrymen in India of all classes
to do their utmost in enitivating friendly and cordial relations
with the people among whom they dwell. The latter will well
repay our sympathy and goodwill ~Without the aid of the
people we could never have weathered the storm of 1857, How-
ever great, however heroic the exertions of our own countrymen
in evil days, they were overmatched in the struggle, and never
could bave maintained themselves against the overwhelming
odds to which they were oppused, had they not been zealously
aided by the efforts of loyal patives.” (Applause.) Well,
these words of wisdom have been utterly disregarded on the
present occasion, But the mischief that has been done may not
yet be irgeparable. I have little doubt tbat the jealousies and
antipathies ol‘ race which bave been so recklessly stirred up by
our , but the responsibility of which they are mow
neekmg to fasten upon Lord Ripon—I doubt not thess angry
feelinge will soon subside and Le forgotten., Englishmen and
natives of Indis bave lived on terms of friendship in the paat,
and there is no reason why they should not continue to do so in
the futare. But whether this is to be s¢ or not must depend in
s grest measure on the degree of support which s just and
enlightened adminisiration like tlat of Lord Ripon might
reccive at the hands of his countrymen here. Our chairman
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has said that he would like to ask the formidable "deputation
that recently waited upon Lord Kimberley whether they would
‘eare to face the perils that would be likely to arise if their
counsels were followed. I will venture to add that if you wish
to croate another Treland in the East, where you would have to
deal with the disaffection not of 8,000,000, but of 250,000,000, then
you have only to listen to those who have already shouted them-
selves hoarse in India, and who are now attempting to thrust
their baneful counsels on her Majesty’s Government and the
English nation. (Hear, hear.) It is for you to say whether
you will continue to meintain a just and generous policy, cal-
culated to conciliate the feelings and to enhance the loyalty of the
natives of India, or whether you, the people of England, will
suffer the sceptro to pass away from your hands to those of an
unscrupulous and clamorous clique who desire to perpetuate
idjustice and oppression, but who nevertheless look to you in
the long-run to defend and to protect them with your blood and
your treasure, when long-continued wrong and injustice have
produced their natural consequences, and have brought about, 1t
may be, some direful calamity. We bave no representative
institutions in India, aud our voice caunot be heard in your own
national councils, but we huve the satisfaction of knowing that
our cause has found powerful champions wwoug some of the
greatest of your countrymen, and none more eloquent or more
truly noble-henrted than he who, through nearly half a century
of publie life, has been as a beacon to England and to the
civilized world, and who bas dene us the bonour of presiding
here on this occavion. (Loud cheers.) We have also abundant
faith 1o the justice of the English nation, and we cannot believe
that you will now turn your hack upon your principles, or that
you will shrink from giving your hearty support to the viceroy,
who, amidst difficulties of no ordinary character, is endeavouring
to give effect to the will of Parliament and to redeem the plighted
word of the queen, (Enthusiastic applause.)

Seeecu or tuE Ricnr Hoxoumranre W. E. Fomster, M.P.
Mg, Fosstex, M.P., who on coming forward to propose the
first resclution was received with loud cheers, said : Ladies and
gentlemen,—The resolution which I have been asked to propose
is this :—
4 Thet this meeting expresses its' confidence in the ad-
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ministration of the Marquis of Ripom, Viceroy of Indis, and
its belief that his policy is calcula to promots the. welfare of
all classes of her Majesty’s Indian subjects.”

After the two apeeehes you have heard, but few voﬂn are
wanted from me. But you will allow me, T doubt not, very briefly
to state why I feel it my duty to take partin this meeting. Iam
prepared to admit that there ought to be good reasons for disouss-
ing questions of Indian administration upon English platforms.
These questions are at once difficult and important ; they involve
principles upen which depends the bappiness of so many
millions, and yet they almost all of ithem require for fitting
treatment so much knowledge of detail that it might well be
said that if Parhamentary nssemblies are fit for anything—if
there is a subject which ought to b disenssed by the House of
Commons with fairness and moderation, and on which both sides
ought to be heard, it would be such questions as we have %o
consider to-day. But what is enr position? The opponents of
Lord Ripon's policy bave not shown any anxiety to have a debate
on the subject in the House of Commons. They have Ibft the
matter to Mr. Ashmead-Bartlett (Juughter), and althongh I am
told be has a motion down for Friday evening, even ho has not
found it easy to frame the words of the resolution he intends to
propose. (Renewed laughter.) Dut while there has been no
anxiety to bring thin question forward where Loth sides could be
beard, there has lieen the most determined, energetic, and per-
sistent effort to appeal to public opinion to condemu the policy
of Lord Ripon ; and, as one of those who approve of that policy,
1 would say that, after all, for good or for ill, England governs'
India, and that, as the public opinion of England governs the
Parhument of England, it is our duty to take care that not one
side only shall be presented tothe puhlic. (Cbeers.) You have
heard the other side to-day. I am not now alluding so mmuch
to the speech of Mr. Bright, whose eloquence and whose know-
ledge of India you have long krown, as to another speech,
and I wish, if we had a delate in the House of Commons, that
this representative of the people of India that we have just
heard, Mr, Ghose {loud cheers), could there plead their cause.
(Hear, hear.) I am not sure but that some English consti-
tuency may think it an honour and a privilege to send to
the House of Commons an Indian champion of his native
fellow-subjects. (Hear, hear.) But, at any rate, there are
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mieabiers of the House of Commons here to-day, and the publie,
1 trast, will have a careful report of this meeting, and will find
that there are two sides to this question. I agree with Mr.
Bright that the most striking feature of this agitation is its
exaggeration (hear, hear)—the insufficiency of the measures
which are denounced, even from the point of view of those who
denounce them, to produce the effects attributed to them. Take
this question of local self-government; and I am not sure it is
not the more important measure of the two (héar, hear)—I
am not sure that the opposition to the Tlbert Bill is not very
much on account of the opposition to the Local Belf-Grovernment
Bill. Itis a mostinteresting and informning fact which Mr. Ghose
tells us, that the outery against the Ilbert Bill was so little until
this measure of local self-yovernment appeared. This measure
has been decried and denounced as the abdication of the English
rule, as the destruction of all government in India, and yet,
when we come to examine it, it is solely and simply an attempt to
develope those municipal institutions which successive governors
and statesmen of Indin bave declared to be & moat hopeful fact.
I might support this by many quotations, but I will only give
one from the words of a man who was perhaps the greatest
of Indinn viceroys, as well as one of the greatestEnglishinen that
ever lived. I mean Lord Lawrence. Tlo was certainly not weak
or wanting in firmuess ; and what did he say about Indian muni-
cipal inetitutions # “ Great benefits are to be expected from the
establishment of a system «f municipal administration in India.
Neither the central nor the local governments are capable of
providing either the funds or the executive agency for impro-
vements in the varicus cities and towns of India which are
«dewanded by the rapid development of the wealth of the
country. The people of Iudia are quite capable of administer-
ing their own affairs. The wunicipal feeling is so deeply rooted
in them that the village comwmunities are each like litile
republivs ; and holding the position we do in India, every feeling
of duty and policy would induce us to leave as much s pos-
sible of the husiness of the country to be done by the people.”
(Cheers.}) This was no hasty remark in conversativn, or even
in a private letter; it is an extract from a resolution passed by
Lord Lawrence's Government on the 31st of August, 1864, and
signed by him. There was a debate in the House of Lords in
which both sides were heard on the question. Lord Lytton
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then attacked Lord Ripon's policy in a speech of remarkeble
ability, and everything that could be sxid againet it was said by
him. But there were answers given by members of the Govera-
ment under whom Lord Ripon is acting—by Lord Kimberley, Lord
Northbrook, and the Lord Chancellor; and this much st lesst
appeuréd to be clear before the close of that debate, that this
question which was first spoken of ms the beginning of the
destruction of the Government of India was narrowed down to
& question of mere detail—a very important detail, T admis, but
a mere detail—namely, whether the English district official
shonld or should not preside over these municipalitics. Lord
Ripon thinks that as a rule these municipalities would be better
guided and controlled from without *han from within, and that
advantages would be gained if the English officisls were not
responsible for the decinion of the eouncils, and if the members
of the councils would realize their respomsibility. But Lord
Ripon has said repeatedly that he applies no hard and fast rule
to these municipalities; that he does notl intend to treat all
districts alike; that he will take into consideration the position
of each district ; that he will conumder the differences between
rural communities and towns, and that there may be at present,
and muy continue to be, many cases in which it is desirable that
the English dfstrict official should be a member of the counecil
And yet there are Anglo-Indians still saying that this measure
means revolution' Now, I necd not say much about the Ilbert
Bill. We might suppose, if it should pass, that what with
false accusations and prejudiced aud partial judges the life
and liberty of no Englishman would be safe, The queen's pro-
clamation has been read 1o you. It says nothing of colour,
nothing of race, nothing of creed. The three conditions which
it lays down are education, ability, and integrity. As regards
the ﬁrst, you all know that vatives of India do often obtain an
education here at great cost and with great trouble, and they
bave shown at examinations thal they bave benefited by that
education. Then they have shown themselves qualified as good
jundges over Europeans as well sa patives. In Calcutta, for
éxample, they have tried and judged Englishmen and other
Europesne, and judged them well, and now, because it is pro-
posed to extend this system to the provinces, and under certain
very limited conditions to allow a very emall number of native
jodges to exercise in the country jurisdiction similar to that
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which they can already exercise in the presidential cities, the
sdvice is seriouely given that Englishmen should leave India
uniess the Viceroy be recalled and disgraced. (Laughter.) Itis
instructive to look back and to see that this strong Anglo-Indian
feeling, which can only be accounted for by race prejudices,
was ns strongly shown some yeurs ago, when the following
glaring injustice was removed. It was the case that Europeans
could not be tried in the eame courts in which natives were
tried. The Act remedying that was denounced as the Black
Act, and I believe thut on the first occasion when a man was
punished under that Act there was a remewal of the outery.
There is & short leader in our great paper this morning—in the
Times—which hints that some gentleman who may take part in
this meeting ought to answer the opinion of the Judges of the
High Court of Calcutta, which is published in that newspaper.
Well, the opinion is three columns long, and T think tbat it
could hardly be expected that a lnyman should give an imme-
diate reply to a statement coming from so many lawyers of high
position. (Laughier.) ButIam inclined to believe, with Mr,
Ghoss, that some moderation i8 beginning to be shown in India
itself, because those who express the opimion to which I have
referred, though they may be opposed to the Ilbert Bill, by no
means take np t e same ground which was taken up a little while
ago. This document is o careful stutement, which will doubtless
be listened to by Lord Ripon and the Government, saying
that there ure some further conditions which ought to be imposed,
and some modifications that might be made. But there is no
attempt to assert, as bas lwen askerted here and in Indis, that
the principle of this Bill is wrong. There is no attempt to state,
—what I have seen stated over and over nzain—tbat it is the
inalienable privilege of every Englishman to be under an
sdministration of justice differing from that set apart for the
natives, (Hesr, hear.) There 18 no altempt to assert that
principle ; Lut there is, on the contrary, an admission that the
denial of that principle has not had u bud effect in some cases.
Looking at the exaggerations on this subject, I would ask why
these glaring incousistencies between facts and fears® Why
this inconsistency between what we now hear and past profes-
siona? There is need of explanation, and I am sorry to say
that I believe the explanation to be this, thut great principles
are at stake even in this weasure; that there is a reaction
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against the glorious proclamation of the queen ; -that there is a
belief, and an aftempt to reslize the belief, that India should be
governed by a European governing clase, ns Mr. Ghose said,
but a8 I would say by an English governing caste. (Hsar,
hear.) Well, T believe that an attempt to realise that idea
would be fraught with peril ; and I would call upon those who
bold it to remember one or two facte. They must not forget
that this governing caste must be supported by an army in
which & very large majority do not belung to that governing
caste, but are Hindoos. They must not forgot two other facte—
that Western civilization and English principles of government,
if they mean anything, mean {he abuhition of all caste ; and they
must not forget that our justification for being in India is not
merely that we give to the Hindoos law and order, but that we
aim at raising them in the standard of civilization. This is
not only the justification of our rule in so fur as we strive to do
it, but it is to a certain extent, whether we will it or mot, the
neceasity of our rulé, and a necessity with which even the oppo-
nents of Lord Rypon's policy will have to deal. We canndt help,
by our very contact with the natives of India, imbuing them, or,
if you prefer the term, infecting thew, with Western modes of
thought, Western aspirations, and Western ideas; nor while
we are doing that can we Lelp weakening the old bonds of
society ; and hervin lies the danger as woll as the hope of the
future of India. England has placed India in the path of pro-
gress, but there is no denying that it is a path beset with
danger. Doubtless there is o very difficult task imposed upon
Lord Ripon and upon ull Indian viceroys, and, indeed, npon
the Enghsh Parliament, and the people of England. (Hear,
hear.) England's government of Indis must be firm and strong.
A weak government would bo the greatest curse which we could
inflict” upon the inhabitants of India. But our government
must be just as well as irm. We must not forget or fear our
own principles. (Cheers.) Lord Ripon does not fear those prin-
ciples through which Englishmen have become a mighty nation,
s, for example, the principle of equal justice in the administration
of law. Therefors I call upon you to support him against this out-
ery, which is equal in violence, and equal, I Lelieve, io unfairmess
and unreason, to that with which Lord Canning was aesailed
when he strove, and I am thankful to eay with great sucoess, to
prevent justice from being replaced by revenge. (Loud cheem.)
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Srexcr o Siz Grorer Camreserr, K.C.B.I, M.P.

Bz G. Camrserr said: I am very glad to have an oppor-
tunity of seconding this motion, if it is only to impress on you
thut—as I and many others present here to-day and outside the
doors, unable to get in, show—Aunglo-Indian opinion is not all
againet Lord Ripon’s policy (cheers). You have listened to
most admirable and weighty speeches of great orators and
statesmen, in almost all of which I quite agree, but if I were
to take exception to anything it would be to some expressions
which might seem to assume that this is a question Letween the
Europeans and the natives iv India It is true that many of
the European residents in India, and even some of the civil
vervants of the crown—more, perbaps, those retired in this
country than those working in India— huve been carried away by
& noisy and unscrupulous agitation, but I believe that the greag
masa of the civil servants and many others have resisted that
current of opinion. 1 have not & word to say for the lawyers who
have taken so active u part in getling up the cry, there are
present some lawyers who may speak for themselves; but I
would pray even our chairman vot to be too hard on the Civil
Bervice. (Laughter and checrs.) The Civil Service bave always
been the friends and protectors, not the oppressors, of the
natives— that ie the tradition of the serviee, and I hope they
will vever depart from it. (Iear, hear.) It seems to me tbat
the questions raised hy Lovd Ripon’s poliey are not questions
between bluck and white, bnt questions hetween the many and
the few. I was not enthusiastic about Lord Ilipon at the time
of his appointment, but J have earefully marked his career, and
have come to entertain the highest opinion of bis character and
conduct. (Loud applause.) It seems to me that he is, aboveall
things, an honest man—and political bonesty is not so common
s virtue. He is & man of cournge, and of thoroughness. The
object to which he devotee himself ix the welfare of the mass of the
people, the greatest happiness of the greatest number. He is
one of nature’'s own Liherals, in tbe true and bighest sense—
not in & part sensc—in the sense in which the late Lord Mayo,
though a Conservative in English polities, was a true and real
Liberal in action. (Hear, bear.) I believe it is true, as the
resolution affirms, that Lord Eipon's policy is for the good
of all classes ; but those who act for the benefit of the commanity
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at large, bring down on themselves the cries and the abuse of
the selfish oligarchists who sre affected by their measupes, - I
do then most heartily support this resolution, not so muech in
regard to particular measures as with regard to the general
policy and conduct of Lord Ripon. I shall not say much of the
particolar measures to which allusion has been made. The
smallest of them is that which has caused most outery, what
is called the Ilbert Bill. The eloquent native speaker whom you
have heard has given you a good account of the ciroumstances
which gave rise to that measure, DBut one thing he omitted to
mention. Trde it is that previous to 1833 Europeans in India
were wholly exempt from the jurisdiction of the local courts.
But they were also subject to very severe resirictions in regard
to holding land and otherwise, and there was one very effective
safeguard against misconduct on- their part, viz. that they
were liable to be put on board ship, and deported at the
will of the East India Company. Whatever the faults of that
company it always was the [riend and protector of its native
subjects, abd Europeans who oppressed them wero summarily
deported. (Hear, hear.) Well, in 1833 Parliament removed
the restrictions agaiust Europeans in India, and abolished
arbitrary deportations ; but then it made it & condition, repentedly
expressed m strong language, that they should be subjected to
the laws and fnbunals of the country, and that the natives
shoull be protected from oppression, not by deportation, but by
equal laws. Frow that time to this a succession of distinguished
legislators, from Macaulay downwards, have been striving to
givo effect to this pledge of T'urliament, and they have done a
guod deal, Lit by bit, though there Les, time after time, been a
cry as if the world was coming to an end, Lecause so much was
done. The pledge bas not been wholly fulfilled yet, and I do,
not know that the time has come when it can be carried out in
full, but this I[lbert Dill is another emall instalment in that
direction, and that is all. (Hear, Lear.) It might have been a
perfectly fair subject of discussion whether, looking to the
various measures on hand, it was- or was pot desirable to make
this just and pecessary reform at this particular moment ; but I
have no hesitation whatever in pledging myself, by all my
knowledge and experience, that all the cries about driving away
capital and probable outragos ou Europeans, and all the rest of
it, are the merest and purest fictions got up for purposes of
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agitation. (Loud applause.) That agitation is most mischievous
and barmfal. The Government cannot and will not yield to it.
I trust they will never think of doing eo, but will firmly support
Lord Ripon and his Government. Another measure of Lord
Ripon’s is the scheme of local government. Lord Lawrence has
been quoted on that subject. It is certainly the case that in no
country in the world are local self-governing institutions more
ancient, and nowhere were they more effective than when we
arrived in India. The country has been truly described as a
congeries of little republics. Local Government thus is but &
cherishing and reviving of a very old system. Lord Ripon has
only laid down the general principle, and the details which are
oriticized are the work of the local governments. My idea is
that we must proceed from below upwards, grouping together
for snme purposes ihe indigenous willage communities, and
gradually coming to lurger areas of scli-government. (Cheers.)
Perbaps the most important measure of all is the great Tenant-
Right Bill, which is now before the Indian Legwlative Council
Lord Ripon recognizes that in Indin the greal mess of*the
people are cultivators of the soil, that their well-being is above
all other objects, and that smull cultivators so situated cannot
be well placed without a good system of temant-right. The
questions ruised are precisely 1hose with which we have lately
been famsiline in Irish Land Bills, aud the reclamations of the
Indiun landlorde are precisely those to which we have been
accustomed in the mouths of Irish landlords, But there is this
great differevce, that whereas in lrelund the former law had
taken wway ull rights of the cultivators, and what has now been
done for them is in some sort u revocation of au unjust law, in
Iudin, on the contrary, the laws of Lord Cornwallis' time
declared and maintained the rights of the ryots in the
strongest terms, and the present weasures are only designed to
restore and ensure thuse legal rights which bhad been sapped
and undermined Ly time and tyranny. Altogether, I am con-
fident that n these and vther wuys Lord Ripon is doing a great
and good work, and I heartily ask you to support thie resolution.
(Loud cheers.) :

When the resclution was put, & gentleman in the body of the
roow insisted ¢n bis right to move an amendmwnent, and for a
time there was some confusion.

Mr, Beiorr said that with the programme which hed been
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oommitied to his hands he- intended fo, procéel; But Bé woell
nok object if the gentleman who wished to move thédapendibet
would be content t6 do so withous making s sposh.

Mr. Hrevwan, the gentleman. in question, then saowell:iths
following amendment+—

“ That this meat.mg while pom-g of
Lord Ripon in mlg:ﬂ{y to ani W
officials, as we) umchwhugthegmd mnl;yqiﬂlb
native landlords of Bengal, deepl mgwthatthew

d the House of Commons shu d have destroyed all confidenca

English justice, or in the vonsistency of liah statesnden,

sing to support the vehomntszo Ripon aid

C;ouuul lnnmt charging a considerable portwn of . the cost

of our bondholders’ war of conquest in Egypt upon’ the revenues
of India."

The amendment, having been seconded, was put to the
meeting, and almost unanimously rejected. )

The resolution was then carried unanimously, with cheers.

Sreecn or Mr. W. Cuicusre Prownsw.

Mr. W. Curcaere Prowper, Census Commissioner for India,
and late extra member of the Viceroy's Legislative Council,
said: It is a great gratification to me to take part in this
meeting, and to be allowed to propose the resolution which I
am ubout to read to you. The resolution is,~

“ That this meeting expresses its entire approval of the two
measures by which Lord Ripon proposes to raise the higher
class of native magistrutes to a position of equality with:
their European colleagues, and to extend the ciplos of
municipal government to populations whose loy: and in-
telligence fit them to enjoy the privilege.”

In the remarke I am about to offer to your comsideratiom, I
shall not ask your attention to the gemeral question of Leord
Ripon's policy in India. Yop bave alreedy heard much from
the speakers who have preceded me upon this subject; and if
on entering this room any of you felt any hesitation—though I
should think this is not likely to bave been the case—bas to
what judgment yow ought to form in regard to Lord Ripon's
Indian policy, I am sure that hesitation has now dissppeared, if
it existed, and any doubts you may bave entertained have been
removed from your minds. As to my own opinicn in regard 4o
Lord' Ripon’s Indisn policy, I can give it you in a very few
worde: I lotow itkto be just ; I kuow it also 0 be bomest and
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earntet ; I believe it to be sound and thoroughly practical, and
thet if consistently pnrsued it will be full of promise both for
India and for England. (Cheers.) In fact I may go very much
‘farther than that; for I am convinced that it is the only policy
by which we can hope safely to govern India. It is most
desirable, in fact it is essential, that we should unite with our-
selves in the adminietration of India, so far as it is possible to
do 80, our native fellow-subjects, who are so deeply interested in
the good administration of that country. This, in fact, has
been the aim and the end of Lord Ripon's policy,which we ask
you to support, and which our opponents tell you is a policy
that should be condemned. When I left India last November
T had the honour of a seat in the Viceroy's Legislative Couneil;
and I was a member of that Council when the Local Self-
Government Bills, as they are called, werc first introduced.
Iwaa also one of the Select Committee to whom the first of
those Local Self-Government Bills, that for the Central Pro-
vinces, was referred for opinion and report. When the Select
Committee hrought up in couneil 1ts report upon this particular
mensure, I took the opportunity tno declare what my views were
on the subject ; and I eannot do better than read to you, if you
will allow me, the words whieh T then used. For I am mnot
prepared to alter in any way what I then said, and I do not
think that I can put my views befure you in a shorter or better
form than T then put them before the Legislative Council. This
is what T eaid: “ 1 am not one of those who take what I believe
I may fairly coll the desponding views which characterize the
opponents of local self.government in the shape in which such
self-government has been advised by this Government. It is
now more than thirty vears since I first entered the service to
which I have the honour to belong. The greater part of that
time has been passed in the discharge of duties appertaining to
district and divisional administrative offices, which, I venture to
say, briug the official who discharges them properly into very
intimate acquaintance with the people amongst whom he labours.
One of the matters which has been most forcibly brought home
to me in the course of these years has been our singular failare
to use the material we have ready to our hand amongst our
native fellow-subjects for the better administration of the country.
The remedy for this is at our own doors. We must give to the
people themselves a share in their own administration. Ido
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1ot medn meraly by adding 1o the ranks of our paid officixls,
sod making these additions from the natives of the céutiiry,
1 yield to no man in advocating the employment of natives in
our administrative and other offices. But there is a limit to tbe
money we can afford to pay for administration as for other
purposes ; and this limit has, I believe, been already reachad.
It is for wnpaid assistance in our local administration that 1
specially look to our native fellow-subjeots for really usefal,
practical help. I believe, my lord, that promise full-of liope
for the improved administration of this country is held out to
us if we really adopt the principle which is at the bottom of the
policy of local self-government. I mean if we not only really
take the people of this country into our Councils, but if weo
associate them with us i no niggurdly sepirit, where circum-
stances permit us to do so, in the administration of their own
local affairs, T am Free to admit that I do not share the opinion
of thoes who think such a policy, properly and carefully en-
forced, is full of danger to the weliare of this country; my only
fear goes in a very different direction. 1 am apprehensive that
on the very first introduction of the scheme we may denl with it
too timidly, and by so doing deal a blow to ite puccess which
may be full of evil comsequences; and I think it is in this
quarter that the present mensure is likely to exr”” (Loud
cheers.) Now, gentlemen, these are the sentiments that I
expregsed in November last in the Council Chamber at Simla,
and I udhere to every word of them at present. But I want
now to ask your attention to the measure which bas caused so
rauch hostility, and which we know familiarly as Mr. Ilbert's
Bill. You bave heard this aflernoon from Mr. Talmohun
Ghose, who has addressed you so ably and so effectually, what
is the actual scope of this Bill; and I do not think it is neces-
sary for me to explain its terms at any great length. But you
will understand that its sole ohject is to place on the ssme
footing as their English brother members of the Covenanted
Civil Service in India, in regard to the administration of eriminal
justice to the European British subjects, those native gentlemen
who have entered the Covenanted Civil Service. They are very
few in number. I believe they do not exceed nine at the outside
at the present time, and I rather fancy they are even less than
that in number. 1 believe and hope that, with one or two medi-
fications, Lord Ripon will be able to pass this measure. (Cheers.)
c2
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Wall, now, we have heard from the oppoments of this Bill, who
appear to me extremely wild in their #tatements and in their
views in regard to its possible effects, that there are two great
objections to it. In the first place, they say thut if this Bill is
passed, and if these nine geptlemen are under its provisions
allowed to exercise powers in magisterial cases over European
British subjects, that we shall lose our prestige in India. Well,
1, #s8 & civilian who have long been employed in India, and who
may bave to go back again to India, should be extremely sorry,
in common with all other civilians and all Britous connected
with India, if this anticipated result was likely to follow from
the passing of this messure. But I myself cannot see how it ia
possible that our prestige 1 India should be injured by our
doing that which is just, and doing il in a courugeous manmner.
On the contrary, it appears to me that instead of our prestige
being diminished, it is likely to be increased by such an act.
(Hesr, hear.) Then there is a second objection; and I mmust
say if that objection was really founded iu truth, I should be
very loath to bave uny part in passing this Bill It is said that
the first vesult which will follow when we give to these native
gentlemen the same position that their brother officers who are
Europeaus bave iu the Civil Serviee, so far a8 their power to
try Europeans is concerned, will Le this: We sball have a
lurge number of fulse and improper charges brought against
Europeans, and these charges will be tried in the courts of these
native gentlemen. Well, if that was the case, as I have already
wentioued, I should be extremely sorry to have anything to do
with the passing of u Bill which would produce such results.
(Hear, hear.) But I do not in the loast think that such results
can follow, and I am fortified in this opinion by a fact which has
possibly not been Lefore the opponents of this Bill, though they
ought to have bad the fact Lefore them. For the last six
months 1 buve unfortunutely had to devote the whole of my
time io groping amongst the figures collected at the Indian
Census of 1881—a task which, I am happy to say, is nearly com-
pleted ; but I find in these figures that out of the Europeans
who reside in India there is & considerable portion who are not
British Europeans, but foreign Europeavs, that is to say, of
other conutries than Britain, The Census shows that out of the
150,000 Europeaas residing in India, in which number you must
remember that the entire British army is included, mustering



37

about 60,000, there are guite 5000, and rather more, who aré
foreigners in our sense of the word, There are 1303 Germans,
1018 French, 180 Belgians, 126 Danes, 195 Greaks, 788 Italinps,
204 Bussians, 358 Norwepians, 837 Swedish, and so on: Now
you must understand that the privilege which is accorded tg
the European British subject, as he is ealled, of being tried by
» European magistrate, is not a privilege which is accorded to
those foreign Europeans; and every one of these 5000 men if
they commit a crisse—(I do not supposs they do commit crimes
wore frequently than my own fellow British subjects do)—has to
be tried by a native magistrate. Now I should like to kmow if
anybody has ever heard this outory raised in regard to the trials
of thess foreign Europeans. (Hear, bear.) Iam sure I never
have. I do not know of any false charges having been brought
against them, or that they have beeu ill-used in any way in the
manner anticipated by the opponents of this Bill ; and I cannot
conceive why it should be supposed that a different set of con-
sequences should follow when a British sulject is tried by a
native magistrate than when a Frenchman, or a German, or &
Prussian, or s Dane, or a Norwegian is tried by a native magis-
trate, Well, gentlemen, 1 do not wisk at this bour of the
afternoon to detain you with any further remarks, I am quite
satisfied that what you have beurd already from the speakers
who have preceded me will set your minds at rest in regard to
the questions that are involved in the resolutions before you,
und that you will give u hearty support to Lord Ripon's policy.
(Loud applause).

Seercn or De. Marxuy.

Dr. Mazgsv, late Judge of the High Court at Calcutta,
said: In seconding this resolution it will not be neces-
sary for' me to detain you at any length, especially as I
intend to confine my observations to that part of it which
relates to the juriediction of native mwagictrates nnd judges.
This part of the question lies in a very narrow compass, and, to
s great extent, the efforts on the other side have been directed
to an atiempt to divert the public attention from that which is
the real iesue. (Hear, hear.) The real insue is whether the
native officers, upon whom Lord Ripon proposcs to confar
additional powers, are fit to be entrusted with them. If they
are, then to delny the measure under cousideration is to act in
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opposition to the queen’s proclamation, to the reiterated diree-
tigns of Parliament, and to the declared policy of every Becre-
tery of State, and of every Governor-Genersl since the year
1826. (Cheers,) If ihey are not, then not even the fulfilment
of a previous provisiop is a sufficient justification of Lord
Ripon's proposal. (Hear, hear.) Therefore, the question of
fituess ie the only one which I intend to argue. Now, so far as
the guestion of fitness resolves itself into & question of integrity
and intullectual capacity, the evidence is all in favour of the
natives. It has been for years under the consideration of the
Ligh courts how the administration of justice in India can be
imyproved, and over and over again the High Court of Caleutta
bLas urged the Government to pluce larger powers in the hands
of native judpes, us one mode of cffecting an improvement.
This strong testimony in favour of natives has never, as far as
I am aware, been contradicted or withdrawn. It is immaterial
whether, in making his recommendation, the judges of the
high court were cousidering civil or criminal jurisdiction,
beeause integrity and intellectual eapacity are as much required
for the exercire of the one as the other. I would also refer to
the opinion of a very distinguished official, who occupied the
vory same position as ibat mow occupied Ly Mr. llbert. Sir
James Stephen, whilst in India, hud under his consideration the
general adwinistrution of justice, and he discussed the subject
in a very able minute published in 1872, which is well worthy
of the perusul of those iuterested in this subject. In this
minute Sir Jumes Stoplen makes recommendations by the side
of which the proposals of Lord Ripon sink into ipsignificance.
(Hear, bear.) Being ol that fime a member of the Govern-
ment, and responsible for the peace and prosperity of the
conutry, he recommended that “ all district and sessions judge-
ships, as well as the high court judgeships, should be:thrown
open, und that 1be abler natives should be appointed to them
largely.” Bir James Stephen goes on to say that be belioves
that it would be pussible thus to make the judicial service “a
bond of union " Letween natives and ourselves. Nor does he
stop hore. Besides recommending that the bighest judicial
appointments shoald be “largely” filled by natives, he also
recommends that the wide powers of appeal which now prevail
in India shomld be largely curtailed. I am not aware that Sir
James Stephen, linuoheloﬁlndin.humany reason to
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change his opinions (laughter and ‘cheers); and I think
you will accept the action which he then took ne a strong
testimony in favour of natives, And there is resily nothing
to put agalnst it. This evidence is, as far as I am aware,
wholly uncontradicted. It may, therefore, be fairly eaid that
the question of integrity and the question of intsllectual capa~
city have been finally settled in favour of patives. Then what
isthere left? Asfar as I can discover, only this. It is ssid
that the natives of India, however intelligent and honest they
may be, may still be deficient in sympathy with the feelings
and habits of Europeans, and therefore not fit to exercise
criminal jurisdiction over them. If this were true it would
be & ground for heeitation. But is it truo? Here again all
our experience is the other way. (Cheers.) There are many
civil cases which, exoept in the forme of procedure, ure very
like criminal ones—cases of fraud and cases of libel, for
example. Over such cases natives have exercised jurisdiction
for fifty years, whether tho parties were or were not Europeans,
and yet we have never heard a word of complaint. Then again,
in the high cuurts for nearly twenty years native judges have
sat in appeal in criminal canos to which Buropeans were parties.
Here they bave actually cxercised criminal jurisdiction over
Europeans, and again witlhout a word of complaint. (Hesr,
hear.) Lastly, I think fur about ten years they bave, aa
magistrates in the presidency towns, excrcised almost daily
criminal jurisdiction over Europeans of the very kind which
it ie now proposed to coufer upon them in the provinces, And
here also the result has been perfectly satisfactory. It was my
duty, during twelvae years, to watch closvly the administration
of justice in Bengal, and I frequently sat with native colleagues.
During all this time I canrot recollect a single instance in which
the feelings or prejudices of the native judge presented the
slightest impediment to the impartial and effectual administration
of justice. (Cheers) To say that any such impediment would
arise now is, as it seems to me, pure speculation, and con-
tradicted Ly all our previous experience. Something of the
kind might have been sail fifty yeurs ago. But the class of
natives who would receive increased powers under Mr. Ilbert’s
Bill is & totally different class from any which existed in years
gone by. Itisa class which we have created by means of the
education which we have given in the Indian universities,
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which, to our lasting ‘homour, we founded in the year 1887,
in.the very beight of the Mutiny; which have proved the
groatest blessing to India ; and of which wise policy Lord Ripon
is endeavouring to reap the fruit. On this point® there is &
striking passage in the mirnute of Bir James Stephen, to which
I bave already referred. ‘ Nearly everything (he eays) which
can be asserted about Indian affairs is disputed, but I have
never met any ome who denied that the difference between
native pleaders and judges regularly educated, and their pre-
decessors, who had received no education at all, is hardly
capable of exaggeration.” But I should like, upon thie point,
to cite an example of which youhave yourselves some experience.
I sbould like to cite my friend, who is sitting beside me, Mr.
Lalmohun Ghose, and 1 should like to ask whether he is defi-
cient in sympathy with European feelings. (Applause.) Those
who heard his speech to-day will, T think, scarcely say so.
And I shall be doing him no injustice if I say that he is by no
means & solitary specimen. Tbere are, to my own knowledge,
hundreds in India as good as be, as able and as willing to
serve the Government of the queen in any capacity to which
they may be appointed. It is this laudable ambition which
Lord Ripon is endeavouring to satisfy. It is this bond of nnion
between the two countries which be is endeavouring to create,
and it is this policy which I ask you now to support. (Loud
cheers.}

The choirman explained that, if time bad permitied, Mr. R.
Cust, late member of the Legislative Couneil of the Vicervy,
would have spoken in support of the resolution.

The motion was unaniwously agreed to.

8rexcH or Sir Wirnmv Lawson, Barr,, M.P.

Sir W. Lawsox spoke as follows: Ladies and gentlemen,—
The only clnim which I have on your atiention for a moment
or two lies in the fact that I have the honour to be the
chairmaa of the commitiee which took the responsibility of
calling together this meeting. (Cheers.) I have two votes
of thanks to propose. The first is & vote of thanks to you
(langhter) for having attended in the mumbers in which you
bave attended, and aasisted at a meeting which, T think, without
exaggeralion, we may say will do something— perbaps not much
—but something, to encourage Lord Ilipon in his noble policy
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and to give hope to our fellow-countrymen in Iadis < {Cheers.)
Tn the mext place I have to ask“you to give a hearty vote of
thanks to our chairman. (Loud applsuse.) When we dedided
to have this ‘mesting, it was necessary to look out for a chir-
man, and we thought that if we were to search all England ws.
could not find & better chairman than Mr. Bright. (Cheers.)
You know, as well as I do, that the one great object of Mr.
Bright's life has been to show to his fellow-countrymen the
beauty and the glory of political justice. (Hear, hear.) I'believe
that, as time goes omy, in cominy generations, when the grest
principles of liberty, equality, and fraternity ehall sway the
minds of men far wore than they do at present, nay, as
long as time itself shall last, the name of John Bright will be
held in honoured and in grateful recollection. (Great applause.)

SreecH or Mr. Joan Awsaw Bryes.

Mr. Jonw Anxan Brycr, in seconding the resolution, said
Having bad a geod many years' esperience in India—and not
as an official—I can assure otr chairman that those who bave the
progress of that country al heart are decply sensible of the debt
which she owes him, a debt immeneely increased by the eloquent
appeal he has made on ber behall to-day. Every one knows how
consistently and powuerfully Mr. Bright has preached the duties
of England towards her subject races, especially as regards the
promotion of their moral and sociai progress. Now, against
this bill of Mr. Ilbert's which we have been discussing to-day
the cry has been raised that it will be disastrons to the material
progress of and there bas been much loud talk about the with-
drawal of Evropean capital from the country. This T believe to
be the purest muonshive, (Hear, hear ) Mr, Bright and Mr.
Cobden (cheers) huve taught us tbat moral and material pro-
gress go hand in hand, and on this ground alone I refuse
to altach any weight to these vapourings. And further, as »
mewmber of a firm whick is among the largest employers of
European labour, and has & very large capitul invested in
remote districta of India—to a greal extent altogetber outside
British territory, which makes the case all the stronger—I
think I can claim to speuk with some authority on this point,
aud I can assure you of my strong belief that thie threat of the
withdrawal of eapital will turp out to be as idle a threat as it
proved fifty yoars ago, when tha so-called Black Act was passed.
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{Chsers.) You have doubtless been astonizhed not only at these
wild threats, but at the general ‘violenoe with which the bill has
been atlacked, and some of the speskers to-day have been
puzzled to account for it. The truth is that this Bill has been
the occasion rather than the cause of the tumult. The hostility
of ita official opponents has been really far more excited by the
local government scheme, which some of them dread as an
administrative evil, and which others fancy may affect their
dignity and inflvence; while its non-official adversaries look on
this Bill only as a link in o scheme for diminishing the privi-
leges of the dominant race, and it is a fact, incredible as it may
seem to you, that & large proportion both of officials and non-
officials maintain that India should be held by the sword for the
beuefit of the English. (Hear, hear.) Now it ie quite true that
this Bill is only eme link, but its enemies forget that the end of
the chain was forged in a past generation. It is impossible to
deny responsibilities and careers to those in whom we have been
developing the capacity and ambition for them, and it would
surely be disgraceful for England, whose glory it has Leen to
teach the lesson of self-government to the modern world, to
refuse to tench that lesson to the greatest of her possessiovs.
{Loud applause.)

Mr. Bricnt, in returning thanks, said: I feel it very difficult
to say u word in answer to that vote or to the kind words which
have been uttered by the two gentlemen who have moved and
seconded the resolution you bave just carried. I may eay, how.
ever, that I am greatly olliged to the magnificent audience we
have had, observing from first to last ile remarkable, I would
say, the intense interest with which they bave hstened to the
speeches of the gentlemen whom 1 as chairman have been per-
mitted to introduce {o them. I cannot but believe that the
effect of this meeting will be considerable in- this country, and
perbape even more consideruble in Iudia, when the report of it
reaches that country. (Hear, hear.) I am one of those who
believe that in tho main India will be governed in Indin; at the
same time I am cerfain that there may be cases, and I think this
is one, in which some great principle or principles are at stake,
when it may be of immense advantage to call in what I may call
the independent and impartial judgment of the English people
to determine the question at issue. Now that we have had laid
before the country, by the meeting held some time ago, and by
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the meeting held to-day, all that can be honestly said on both
sides of the queation, I am oonient to leave it to.the judgment of
the English people. I believe that that judgment, whether ex-
pressed by the ministers of the crown, by a vote of Puarlia-
ment, or by any meetings which may be held in the country,
will be in favour of the just, the generous, and the wise policy
which has distinguished the Government of Lord Ripon in India
(Cheers.) I feel it a special honour and privilege to be parmitted
to preside at this meeting. I have had for thirty yesrs astrong
interest, in the welfare of that country. I have always felt that
in the history of the last century, the history connected with India,
there was much for us to regret. I Lave always believed that
there is s retribution upon nations as well 88 upon individuals for
the errors or the crimes which they may have committed. But
I think that it is possible for a nation in one generation to do evil,
perbaps unknowingly, and 1n the succeeding generation to make
compensation by doing good. (Iiear, hear.) I amof thissecond
generation, and [ shall have children to be of the generation to
come. I am anxious that, whatever we have done that is evil in
the past, we muy redeem it by attempting to do good now and
in the future, and that that which many of us believe to have
becu a great calumity—namely, the wars that have taken place
in Indis under Euglish rule— may be passed over by the historian,
and that be may say that England baviug conquered the country
knew how to govern it by a policy just and generous to its people.
(Cheers.)
The meeting then broke up.

LETTERS OF SYMPATHY.

Taz following letter from 8ir Charles Wingfield, K.C.B.1., for.
merly Chief Commissioner of Oude, Lhus been received by the
Hon. Secretary of the Committes of Arrangements :—~

“ 66, Portland Place, W.
“ July Slat, 1888.

“Drar Me Caxsson,—As I msy not be able to attend the
meeting to be held to-morrow in support of Lord Ripon's policy,
1 wish to state that the object has my full sympathy.

“ As to the measure known ss Mr. llbert’s Bill, I fail to per-
ceive hows jt can be regarded as at variance with established
principles of Indian administration, To me it seems but another
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stap towards carrying out the provisions of the Act of William
IV., which declare that Englishmen in India shall be subject to
the regulations and acts of the Indian Government.

“To contend that natives of India, who are considered qualified
to hold the office of sessions judge or magistrate of & district, shall
not exercise the same jurisdiction over offenders of Englich birth
as is possessed by English officials filling the same situations, is,
in my view, to establish distinetion of race in its most offensive
form, besides being opposed to the spirit of her Majesty's
proclamation of 1858, on assuming the direct government of
India.

“Tam, &e.,
(Signed) “C. WixarreLn."”

Mr. Thomas Hughes, Q.C., wrote as follows :—

“ Chester, July 17th, 1883.

“ Dear Me. Cursson,—1I sce you are Secretary to an English.
Committee to support the Government pohey on the question
raised by the Ilbert Bill in India, and that the Committee
propose to call a public meeting at Willis’s Rooms. I enclose a
cheque for two guineas towards expenses, and ca' on me again
if necessary.

Tt will never do to allow the Queen’s and England’s plighted
word to break down on tlus tho firat occasion when the test has
come. Here are just two natives who, in equal competition with
Englishmen, have won the posts of District Judges, and we are
going to forbid their trying any white scamp, though in every
case said scamp will bave the right of appenl to a white court.
I never thought to live to fight the old Lattle of twenty years
ago over again, but we seem to be in for it. Do you remember
Lowell's famous lincs of that date, in his famous appeal to the
English nation (Jonathan to Jobn) *—

¢ The Sonth say, black men down, John,
And ull men up, sy we,
White, sallow, black, and brown, John,
Now which is yoor idee?”

“You may count on anything I can do in the good cause.
“ Ever yours,
(Signed) “Tromas Huguss.”
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The following letter is from Mr. H. 8t. George Tutker ;v

“ Worthing, 31st July, 1688. .

“Dgar Ste,~I rogret that I am unable to attend the meeting
to be held to-morrow at Willis's Rooma, in support of the policy
of Lord Ripon in India. I cordially approve of the gradual ez-
tension of local self.government, and also of the progreasive
removal of invidious race distinctions, and I consider that it is
only by a steady adherence to principles of sbhetract justics that
we can hope to give permanence to our rule ip India,

“T am, &c.,
(Signed)  “H. P. §r. G. Tooxes.”

Letters of sympathy were also received from Lord Lawrence,
8ir Heory Davies, K.C.8.]1., late Lieutenant-Governor of the
Punjaub, Sir William Wedderburn, Bart., and other gentlemen.



APPENDIX,

PROFESSOR MAX MULLER'S LETTER TO THE TIMES.

Bm,—I cannot claim the honourable title of “ Anglo-Indian,”
and it is by a mere accident that my name has been sdded to
the “ First List of Anglo-Indians who have communicated their
names to the British India Committee of supporters of Lord
Ripon’s policy,” published in the Times of August 4 Whether
T agree with or differ from Lord Ripon's policy, my opinion
must stand entirely on its own merits, and cannot derive any
additional weight from long titles or still longer arrays of final
initials. Auglo-Indians possess, no doubt, great advantages in
forming an opinion of Lord Ripon’s policy, and more particu-
larly of the opportuneness of his much-discussed Criminal Pro-
cedure Bill, and it is not surprising, therefore, that both parties,
those who are adverse and those who are favourable to Lord
Ripon, should have published their rolls of Anglo-Indian sup-
porters, So far as the number of names and the strings of
titles hefore and initinls after their names are concerned, Lord
Ripon's opponenta decidedly carry the day, and I do not wonder
that they should look upon the advertisement of * the 450 gentle-
men who had the honour to be employed in the service of the
Queen in the Indian Empire, and of the 250 otherwise connected
with Indin,” as crushing all argument by sheer weight.

Not being an Anglo-Indian myself, in the usual sqnse of the
word, but & mere spactator, I may, perhaps, be allowed to remark
that as the Criminal Procedure Bill is supposed to interfere with
some cherished privileges of those who have the homdar to be
employed in the service of the Empress of Indis, and of those
who are otherwise conmected with that country, even a more
formidable axray of Anglo.Indian remonstrante, nay, even a
unanimous condémnation of Lord Ripon’s policy by wo-
Indians, official or otherwise, would bardly be mo
than & petition against Municipal Reform, s:gne:.\,; all who
have the honour to be Aldermen of London, or who are other-
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- wise connected with the Mansion House. What-bas been sur-
prising to me is that so many eminent members of the Indian
civil and military services, Governors, Judges, Commandera-in
Chief, members of Council, nay, even a director of the old Eaat
Indie Company, should have had the courage to step forward to
support Lord Ripon’s policy, and to advocate the surrender of &
privilege which in former times they themselves may have valued
quite as much as their opponents.

During the many years which I have devoted to a study of
India, its literature, religion, and bistory, both ancient and
modern, it has been my good fortune to have beeu brought into
contact with & large number of Anglo-Indians, and I have often
had to acknowledge my indebtednoss for valuable information
received from them, The mames of Sir William Jones, Oole-
brooke, Prinsep, Wilson, Munro, Elphinstone, Sleeman, not to
mention those of living friends, occur again and again in the
notes attached to the pages of my booke These men, however,
and many more of equal eminence, seldom, if ever, appeal to
their residence in India as a title to infallibility, while thers is
a certain class of Anglo-Indians who write and speak on Indian
subjects like so many Popes. If you differ from them, they
geem to have but one answer to all focts and to all arguments—
namely, “ I have heen in Indin; I have spent twenty-five years
among the natives—it i8 all wrong, T know it in wrong, and you
would net say so if you bad been in Indin” It makes little
difference to these invincibles that whers they say * Black,”
others who have spent quite ax many years in India asthey bava
say “White” It only makes them more emphatic, and those
who wmny happen to listen naturally think it rather importinent
that one who had never been in lndia should venture to know
more of the customs, the prejudices, the laws, and literature of
that ¢ountry than one who has ruined his liver and lost his
temper by twenty-five years’ residence in Caleutta. I have not
as yet been driven by my Anglo-Indian friends to such a pitch
of despair as others, who have openly declared that no one who
has been in Indis is fit to write a history of India. BuatI
may just point out that residence in India hes ite dangers as
well a8 jts ndvantages. Firat of all, India is large, snd even
twehty-five years of residence in Calcuita, Bombay, or Madrag,
would hardly justify even the most intelligent of civil servants
in heginning a single section with * the people of India,” &e.
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8eeondly, the environment in most places where Anglo-Indians
gather their experience is English rather than Indiam, os, if
Indian, decidedly in u metamorphic state through contact with
English society. Thirdly, an observer may be too near as well
a8 too far, and nothing, &s we know, i so dificnlt as for a soldier
to describe the battle in which he has fought himeelf, or for a
Bismarck to write the history of his time.

Tt is the privilege as well as the duty of the scholar and the
historian to stand aloof, to choose his own point of observation,
always to look at both sides of a question, and never to forget
the old principle of Audiafur ef altera pars. Surely, if scholars
and historians who have never been in Greece or Russia are
ellowed Lo write the history of the Peloponnesian or the Crimean
war, to ezamine witnesses, to weigh evidence, to judge of the
character of statcsmen and generals—in fact, to pronounce the
flual verdict of history on a Pericles or on a Napoleon III, it
con hardly be so very presumptuous for & man who has never
been in India, but who has carefully studied all the evidence,
from whatever quarter it may come, to write a history of ancient
Sanskrit literature, or to pronounce an opinion on Lord Law-
rence’s or Lord Lyttoun's goverament. Let us by all means
listen most respectfully to all that Anglo-Indiuns have to tell
us, but let us claim our right to listen, not to one only, but to
all of them, and to weigh those who say *“ Black ” against those
who say “ White.” Anglo-Indians would be the very last to
wish to be treated simply as of moAldoi, 23 & mob and a multi-
tude, to be numbered ouly, and not to be weighed. As Anglo-
Indians differ from each other, we may surely veuture to say that
they are not all infallible, and unless it is the first contact with
the soil of Calcutta that makes us invincible and infullible, it is
difficult to sce why Lo:sd Kimberley's appointment as Secretary
of Btate for Indis should seem to 8 certain class of Anglo-
Indians so imprudent, while Lord Lytton's selection as Viceroy
of India was from the first day hailed by the same class as s
proof of sagacious statosmanship, i

Fortunately, this controversy on Mr. Ilbert’s bill bas been
removed st last from the lower atmosphere of political partisan-
ship, of mere assertion and contradiction, to the higher and more
serene atmosphere of judicial argument. It ssems to be agreed
on all sides that “ the opinion of the Judgea of the High Conrt
of Calcutts on the Indian Crimival Procedure Bill,” contains all
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that can be brought forward against that Bill, 'stated in a
judicial, clear, and easily intelligible form, We must not sup.
pose that, in giving this opinion, or, as they say, in expreaging
their views, the judges imagined they were layipg down the law
or delivering a judginent. Though jadges, they for once aoted
a8 pleaders, being quite aware that the final decision rested, not
with them, but with higher authorities.

Now, after reading that opinion as carefully as it deserves to
be read, I cannot say that it materially alters the aspect of the
case. It contains hardly anything that had not been said before
in the newspapers, but it has the great advantage of eaying
everything in good order, and without any profusion of rhetorical
dust.

Judges are generally very polite to each other, and as English
judges always profess great respect Tor their Indian and colonial
brothers, the Indian judges too do not like to soy in so many
words that they look upon their brothers among the native
judges as inferior to themselves, either in learning or in character.
They think they arc quite fit to perform their judicial functions,
us they do at present, m all the Presidency towns, whether the
necused be Indimn or European, but they lold that in the
country, or in the Mofussil, as they prefer to call it, it would be
better to keep up the old distinction, and, st all events for the
present, not to allew European crimminals 1o )e brought before
native judges. Xven this distinction, they admit, may have to
be given up n time, when what they call Lord Lytton's policy
will have been carried out more fully.  All they claim in favour
of themselves is that Engliah judges possess that fortitude and
independence which is required tv run eounter to the prevailing
sentiments of the rociety in which they live, though even in this
respect some famous trials nearer home have been quoted to show
that no judges are entirely free from human frailty.

We must now examine the opinion of the judges of the High
Court of Culeutta, paragrapb by puragraph, passing over those
only in which the same urguments are simply iterated, without
receiving thereby any additional force.

The first paragraphs, 1 to 7, give & lucid statement of what
the criminal provedure has been in the past, and the changes
which the new Bill would introduce. In this there is nothing
that calls for remark.

In paragraphs 8 to 10 the judges dwell on certain imperfec-
v
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tions in the present administration of the law in India, and
chiefly on the dangers arising from the fact that in India the
same person is often invested with inquisitorial, magisterial, and
judicial powers. These dangers being the same for a native
appearing before s European judge, as for & European appear-
ing before a native judge, it is desirable, no doubt, that a remedy
should be found, but surely not fur the protection of the interests
of one party only.

Paragraph 11 repeats what had heen said before, viz., that,
in former times, European criminals bad enjoyed certain privi-
leges over nalive criminals.

Paragraph 12 shows that ihe higher qualifications which will
in future be required in justires of the peace will exclude many
Europeans who formerly held that office. Surely thia is no hard-
ship to prisoners, whether European or native.

Paragraph 13 enters on the important question of oppor-
toneness. Here Lord Ripon bas & decided advantage. He
says:—

“Though there is, ai the present moment no irresistible
necessity for introducing this measure, as Lord Lytton’s system
developes, an irresistible difficulty will arise. When you have one-
sixth of the Civil Bervice composed of natives, it will be impos-
sible to maintain the present restriction. Therefore, what we
had to consider was, i8 3t better fo wait until this necessity be-
cones overwhelming and irresistible, or is it better to introduce
the wystem now P I confess it appears to me that it is far wiser,
and far more in the true and sobstantial interests of those over
whom this jurisdiction s exercised, that it should be introduced
now, when the persons who could obtain these powers are very
lmited in number; when the circumstances uuder which they
enter the Civil Service insure their ability and character; and
when all their proceedings can be carefully watchod. Being few
in namber, it will be easier now than afterwards for the attention
of local governments aud the public to be directed to their pro-
oeediugy, and, being the ineu they are, it seems to me that they
would be hkely to set 8 good example and give & good tone to
those who come after. I hold it, therefore, to be wiser to intro-
duce the measuro now, gradually, cautiously, and tentatively, than
to wait till the change is foreed on us by necessity, and the
powers, which are now to be given only to a few men, have to
be given suddenly to a very much larger number of native civil
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sarvants. m»tbeg:mdnponwhchlthonghtthﬂtbe
time had come when this change could best he made.”

The judges do not controvert any one of thess truly states-
manlike arguments. What they say amounts o a mere asser-
tion that is it better o put off the evil day, that is, to wait il
there is an ugly rush, or till, as they fondly hope, the demand
for any judicial reform will have ccased altogether. They hope
in fact that Lord Lytton’s policy will never be carried out, that the
natives will never form oue-sixth of the Civil Bervice, but that
they will prove to be * & small and dwindling class.” If that
should be 50, surely no harm will have been done. But if it
should be otherwise, is not the policy recommended by the
judges very much like that of the German Government before
18487 When, before that date, the people petitioned, from year
to vear to be allowed to rmoke in the streets, the statesmen of
the time imagined that it was wise not to make any conocgssions
till there should he a stronger demand. In case of a real dis-
turbance they thought that the concession of the liberty to
smoke in the streets would act like oil ou troubled waters, But
1848 came, and then the people took the liberty, not only to ]Jght
their cigars in the streets, but to fire cannons.

Paragraph 17 is more important. In it the judges discuss
the claims of the statutory civilisns -i.e., civilians who have
hecn appuointed by the Government in India withont examination
in England. With regard to them there may be difference of
opimon, and Lord Kimberley probably referred to themi when
he hinted that certain loeal difficulties would form a subject for
oomsideration. The difficulty is sery much the same as in
England. Gentlemen may, on the ground of birth and rocial
position, have great claims to a nomination as justices of the
peace, who might yet be conspicuously deficiont in many of the
qualifications which are adouttedly essential in o judge. Tt
would surely be easy for the judges of the High Court of
Caleutta to suggest some additional qualifications in persons
eligible as justices of the peace, only they should not complain
if the same restrictions excluded some Furopean planters as well
as some pative Rajahs.’

1 In addition to the cheervations of Professor Max Miiller on this point, it ia
important to note that Mr. Ibert's Bill does not propose to confer the juris-
diction in question upon any vative judicial officers, wheiher mewbers of the
rovenanted servicoor statutory eiviliana, until after they have had several years’

n 2
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Paragraphs 18 and 19 dwell aimply on the existence of sppro-
hensions, without s word whether they sre groundless or no;
while paragraph 20 gives us once more a repetition and summing
up of what had been said before.

In paragraph 21 the judges take higher ground, and assert
that they have never heard any complainta from natives on the
administration of justice. Still they are too much Englishmen,
besides being judges, not to hint that * possibly under certain
conditions the right of Hubeas Corpus, now exclusively enjoyed
by Europeans, might be extended to natives in the Mofussil.”
All bonour to the Judges of the High Court of Calentta !

Paragraph 22 states once more that no complaints were made
and no changes suggested Lill Sir A Eden's communication of
the 20th Marech, 1882, enclosing Mr. Gupta's letter of the 30th
January, 1882. That is, perhaps. not quite correct historivally ;
but if it were, it would only prove that every refurm must have
a begioning.

Paragraph 23 quotes the personal opinion of a lieutenant-
governor.

Paragraph 24 Yepeats the same opinion.

Paragraph 25 is 10 strange contradiction with paragraph 31.
I that paragraph the Mofussil 18 represented as beyond the
reach of public opiniwn, while here the rapid development of
railway and telegraphic communication 18 insisted on, as allow-
ing European cruminals to be easly forwarded to the nearcst
tribunal, where they mught be tried by a European judge.  Nay,
forgetting that they had nover heard complaints on the administra-
tion of justice in India, the judges are now carried away so far
in extelling the advantages of railways and telegrapbs, thal they
admit that formerly, Lefore the days of railwuys und telegraphs,
“ justice could not be done between Europeans and others, either
in civil or eriminal casos, so long as u European could be brought
before no native judge and before no tribunal nearer than the

Presidency town. Such a state of the law,” they add, * waa in
Judicisl experience, and the local government has satisfied itself in cach case
that the particalar afficer is in every reapect fit to bo entrusted with these
powers. The judges hove enbtirely igoored the fact that the Bl i only sn
enadling or permiznrve law, It simply declares that when porticular officers
bave proved their caparty and integrity to the satisfuction of the loeal
government, and have been considered fit to be appoiuted to certain high

offices, they shall not be prevented, morely by rewson of their nationality, from
enercising the jarisdiction ordinarily stiachiog to such offices,
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many cases fautamount to & denial of justice, and in criminal
matters it practically, in all but very serious cases, securdd
impunity to the favoured class.” If, however, it is now so much
essier to forward European criminala to the Presidency towns or
& nearer tribunal, the judges omit to nnewer the most important
question—namely, who is to bear the expense ?

We have touched already on paragraphs 26 and 27. The
English judges do not like to accuse their dark brothers of
partiality or disbonesty, but. they hint, nevertheless, at the
possibility of auch things. This is hardly fair, and it is certainly
not judicial. If they cap prove the charge, or the innuendo, the
whole case falls , if not, they should remember thut the natives
might retalinte and suy, © What has been, might be aguin,” and
that the time when the most distinguished civilans received
presents is still witinn the recollection of some of the supporiers
of Lurd Ripon's policy.

Paragraph 25 is very weak. To say that the Criminal Pro-
cedure Ihll was ntroduced simply and solely to remove an
noomaly, is to build up o wman of straw in order to knock him
down.  And the argumentuom ad howninem that the Europeans
bave o right to gertain privileges, beeause w queations regarding
suceession, inheritance, marriage or caste, or religious usage or
mstitution, the Hindus und Mobwinneduns are judged secording
to their own law, cun bardly le meant in earest. The two
things have nothing whatever in conunon, and ua one knows
this Tetter than the yjudges themselves.?

If in paragraphs 29 and 30 the judges doclare that they cunnot
see that to pronounce a native judge unfit 1o admunister the law,
when the accused is a European, is invidious, or humilisting, or
msulting, I can only quote the remark of a native, that it is not
the fault of the post of the blind man cunnot ses it.

I paragraph 31 the judges make very hyght work of the
argument used against them—namely, that the principle of
allowing native judges to try European erimmals hus long been

ded in all Presidency towns, and that no enspicion has ever
been breathed against the uprightocss of the native judges in

2 1t should alse ho borne in mind thut, so far ax the administration of
eriminal fusiice 1 comcernad, no native of Indin, whether & nobleman or a ludy
of rank usnally hving in seclamon, posscases uny privilege or exemption what-
ever.  Every native of India, without distinetion of runk or sex, is equally
limble to be compelled to appear bofure o crimingl cowri whenever his or her

ttend: may be regalred sither as a witness or as s defendant.
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tyying either Europesn or mative culprits, They think that
these judges behaye well because they are watched, but they
forget that this may be eaid of any man who behaves well.
Besides, they have themselves admitted that, owing to railways,
telegraphs, and papers, the Mofussil is no longer beyond
the reach of public opinion. .. Let one European be wronged by
a native judge, and depend upon it, his screams will soon be
heard, not only in Caleutta, but in London. The judges would
not be judges if they did not finish up with the bugbear of pre-
cedent. If you do this, you will soon have to do a great deal
more! I cannotanswer thisargument better than in Mr. Bright's
words, that if what you do now is good, the more you do of it
the hetter. And I may add, in conclusion, that in Ceylon, which
is really a part of ludia, though governed by the Colonial offiee,
all that it is now proposed to concede to the nutives on the main-
land bas long been conceded to the natives of the island, and, as
TLord Kimnberley and other Colonial Becretaries will be ready to
admit, withont any complaint from European scttlers.

The high authority attaching to an opinion expressed hy the
Judges of the High Court of Calcutta rendered it ymperative to
examine it, anl reply to it, paragraph by paragrapb, or, at
least, argument by argument. All 1 venture to hope is that I
may have convineed some who are interested in this question,
whether in Indis or in Europe, that, as usual, there are two sides
to it, and that the arguments are not entirely on one. Perhaps
the judges themsclves would admit this, if they were called
upon to henr both mides and to decide as judges, instend of
plending as counsel

But I go s step further.  Even admitling, for argument's sake,
that the law was all on one side, and that judges could see no
justification whatever for the Criminal Procedure Bill, woyld it
not bw & case of summum jus, eumma injuria, if at the present
moment this Bill were to be dropped?  With all respect for the
law and ite able representatives, a good lawyer, oreven a learned
judge, 12 not always a gond statesman, or a successful minister.
Nor can India be governed like England. England governs
iteelf, and if u mintake has been made, by one party or another,
it can be corrected, with or without a change of ministry. But
India is governed by England, and its government is very much
like the treatment of & pahernt Btatesmanahip, under such con-
ditions, has msny poinis in common with medicine. However
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much political and medical science may be studied theoretically,
they are both in the end experimental sciences. Calm observa.
tion and experience may do much, but there always remains =
large margin of unkoown conditions for which both the doctor
and the statesman must be prepared ~ A wise doctor never pro-
phesies, nor a wise stateaman either. They do their best and
watch the results. But there are two lessons which statesmen
may learn from doctors. The first is not to shake the faith of
their pationt by changing a prescription, without the most
urgent nocessity. The second, not to guarrel in the presence of
their patient. This is & rule most oconacientiously obeerved by
medical men. A consulting physician, even when he differs
from the treatment adopted by his colleague, will nevar before
the patient call his medical attendant a fool and a charlatan,
but communicate his own misgivings privately to him, and sug-
gest whatever he considers best for the patient, Bomething of
the same kind formed formerly a tacit understanding betwseen
politicians in their treatment of Indin, and without it the fear
expresged by John Stuart Mill, that India would be lost if it
became subject to Parliumentary government, will seem to many
to have been more reasonable than it did at the time when the
Government of India was transferred from the Eust India Com-
pany to a Secretary of State for India in Couneil,

It is eusy to say that this Bili is the work of pol:t.lcal doc-
trinaires and of sentimental philauthropists, and that the people
of India do not care about it. * The peoplo of India " is & very
vague expression. It is quile possible that, out of the famous
25() millions, not one million bas ever heurd Mr, Ilbert’s name.
1t is guite possible that those whom this Bill most concerns, the
lowest clusses, who arc most likely to contribute the largest num-
ber of prisoners, whether native or European, never heard Lord
Ripon’s name. But, if that be so, the same gentlemen who use
this argument, shoald, at all events, hesitate before, in the same
breath, they ascribe ontrages commwilted by the lowest classes to
political sympathy with Lord Ripon and Mr. Ilbert. In all this,
however, i} seoms too easily to be forgotten that what is called
public opinjon is & thing very difficalt to measure or to count,
The millions of India may care very little whether the five or six
gentlomen t!m alone are at present in question should have
jurisdiction over Europeans, except in the Presidency towns,
But if these five gentlemon wre fold in so wany words that,
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thongh they possess every qualification, intellectonl and marad.-
for the discharge of judicial functions in towns, they cannot for
one moment be trusted over the way, that is meither more nor
lesa than an international insult. In all cqunfrics, -and not the
least in India, people are prtmd of their Judgec, and very sensi-
tive as to their bonour. Even in England it is easy to observe
that while much may be said in society about ministere,members
of Parliament, and even bishops, judges still enjoy a certain im-
munity from jests and joors. Ouly the other day an eminent
judge, while defining the limits of blasphemy tolerable according
to the law of England, remarked to the plaintiff that it was in-
tolerable that be (the judge) should have to listen to any reflec-
tions on & Lrother judge.

I do not believe, as some have said, that the withdrawal -of
Mr. Tibert's Bill would lead to & rebellion, bat T do beliave that
thia nnmerifcd slight offered to some of their hest men would
leave a soreness in the minds of a very large number of the most
loyuh subjects of the Empress of India. T heve nothing to say
in reply to that brutul logic which muintains that India was
couquered by “ blood aud iron,” and must be ruled by “ blood
wnd iron.” Thoy are brave words, and no more. There are
otber wordas, however, which I may be allowed to quote in con,
clusion—really brave words, becanse they Lave been followed
by brave deeds, and will be followed, I trost, by still braver deeds
-~the words uttered by her Majesty the Queen when ad¥ised by
one of the most Conservative of Eu;;lis].n statesmen, the late Lord
Dearby —-

“ And it is our further will that, so fi‘ asmay be, nur subjects
of whatever race or creed be freely and impartiplly admitted to
office in our service, the duties of which they may be qu.n.h.ﬁui by
their education, ability, and integrity to disgharge. ' We, bold
gurselves bound to the natives of our Imltlln tarfitoriea by
satne obligations of duty which hind us to afl our other subjects,
and thewe obligations, by thie biessing of Admighty Géd, weﬂull
faithfully and conscientiously fulfil.”

F. Max Mires.
QOxford, August 5th, 1843,



