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C'.tmd~ &lkiih':'" ts' thai 'acee~ by the India OffiC~'~1iI 

a fair- trial 'kr thu' diitin:g,ut,8hed" Gen~r&l ~ , 
, Yr. MiJrtfagu:: 'The bon; and fllJIlWlt Gentleman Dlust know i~ 

is not 'a question ofa trial. The Oommander·in Chillf ill India bas 
a t>erfeot Tight to -diBtlense with the eervices af any ofHea,. 

Com'TTIIJ'lldtl1' Bellairs: Is" the' right hon. Gentleman aware that 
it is not in Ilo(!OOrd&Dce witbtbe rules of any military court that 
General Dyer should, have no Ie-pi assistance and tha.t hI} shoultl 
not bfl abJe to cross-examine witu~ 1 ' 

.•• Mr. M0l1ta(/1': I, q,nite agrefl"wllh the hon. atJd gallaut Gen~~, 
ma.n, but the allnte~ Commiilsion was not a military court a$4, 
cannot be rega.rdod as a. ~l1bstitute for a military court. ' 

$ir H:. Oraik: Is it not the case, as was stated yesterday, that 
the Army, Council has had the case of General Dyer before it, aud 
has given time to Geuera] Dyer to give a f1Jrther statemellt of bis 
oase before they oome to judgmeut 'I 

Mr. M(Jllltagu: Yes, that was the volicy announced yest~rday 
by tbe Seoretary of State for War. ' 

Sir H. Uraik: It is not pl'oper-
Mr. Speake,': We are going to di~~\ls8 the matter to·morrow. 

Acting Deputy Comml6sioner, GujrallwalJa. 

Colonel Yate asked the Hoeret,,\l'Y of Sla.to lor india what action 
has been takell by the GovCruJn(JlIt ot india III the oase of the Actillg 
Deputy CommisMiollur of (ju.imuwalla, who is reported in the Majori. 
ty Report of the Hunter Commission 10 have committerlan erl'or of 
judgment in refu:;iog to gi ~'(l tho polico liherty to fire IIpon arId 
disperse the mob engaged ill burning t he post office there 1 

Mr. Montagu: The Govl'rnment of India, in paru.graph 25 of 
their despatch, accept tho opinion of tho majority of the Committ,C!\. 
AR !Itated ill paragrapb 41 of tho dospatch, thoy are aski ng the Local 
Go'\'ernmont to tako such action as ])lay bo lJ('('Oesary to mark their 
disapprobatioll. 

Hon. Pandit Jagat Narayan_10th June 
Lieut. Colonol 1-lir F, Hall asked the Prime MilJistel' if... 

Pllndit .Ta,gat NaraYI\n, who in 1917 :lCCUS'lrl Sir Michael O'Dwyer 
of having imprisoned thousands of people without trial, alld who 
subsequently undertook to make a public withdrawuJ of this r,dso 
charge, bas yet done so: if thi!! person is idol/tioal with the MJ'. 
Narayan who has signed the Minority Report of Lord Hunter's COIn­
mieeion on the Punja.b dlsturba.nces ; and, if so, will he state who Wall 

N8pOOaible f~r placing on the Commission, Ii person who hlld already, 
by 'his own oonfeasion, heen guilty of false Ilnd Beditions stat«m~flt$ 
of Ii _laring chal'aote'r 1 
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The Prime Minister: I should be much obliged if my hon. and 
gallant Friend would address thi,;q question to the Secretary of State 
for lndia. 

Sir F. Hall: Perhaps the Secretary for India could answer the 
question now 1 

The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Montagu): I do not like 
to do 80 wit.hout preparing a carefully written al1swer, and if the hon. 
Geutleman will bo gOOf} enongh to put, it down for Mouday I will 
answor him. 

Hunter Cornrnission_ 14th June 
Sir \V. JOYlIsou-HickM asked the Secretllry of State for India 

whether olle of the IlJdi,llI memhers of the Hunter Commission had 
been, shortly bcforu his appointmellt to illvestigate the actions of 
the Punjab Govornmollt, forhiddcli' hy that GOl'erument to euter 
tho Punjub 1 

Mr. MOlJtagll': Olle of t.he Illdian llIembeI'~ applied ill May, 
1!H9, for permihsiOlI io en'.llr tht} M:.rlial Law area to defelJd one 
of the i\~CUHll('l befor'l the Martial Law Commissioll. His application 
\\',18 I'lIfuHed hy the Adlllilli.,tmtor of Martial Law. 

On 16th June Sir F. H_lll fepC'ttetl the same question awl 
MI'. MUlltagu replied :--

"l'alldit ,Jagat Narayan :-lillgh, who siglled tho Millority 
I{ol'orL of Lord HlllJtm'~ COllllllittL'e, made ;t speech ill which he 
hruughL thiK ch Iri(e ill U1l7. 011 beillg informed of its III· 

uccuracy ill 191,', ho otfelwl to withllmw it publicly, llllt ill 
view of tho lapse of time lllCl Pruvincial Govornmcllts ccnceruou 
thought, it Ullllec'~s8ary to ask him to do 80. He was appoiuted 
to tho Committt'e ill Ill!!) by the GoverlllDunt of India, act.illl:~ ill 
close cOllsnltatioll with mY8(llf alld wilh the Lieutcllant-Gol'oruor 
of the Unitec} Provinces. Tho InLit of brillging unfounded chargos 
aglloiust the Government io; JlOt cOliline,l to llldia, although we 
could all wi~h that the willil}glle~s to wilhdraw them whell dis­
prOved were less oxoeptional. If tho hOIl. and gnlJant Member 
really takes the yiew that, he 1l1'P,mrS to take of the matter, be 
will, of cour!!o, discoullt tho Palldil's recorded opiuion accordingly. 
If he wishe~ to kllolV my views 011 that opillion, he will gather 
them from the Papel'd which have Oelll) presellted." 

Sir F. Hall: May I ask my right hOIl. Friend whether he 
does not think it would have been more advisable to }Jut somebody 
011 t,his Commission who h!td Jjot got a dehit balalloe staooing 
against hirs naml); nnd is he aware that perhaps not everybody 
right through I he coulltry h,\ti the \lame opillion with regard to 
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whether or not it is right for the right bon. Gentleman to put 8uQb 
people on the Commission. 

Mr. Montagu: I can assuro \ny hon. and g .lhmt friMHI t.ha.t 
every effort wa~ Ulad~ to get IuJiali rOpNseutat.ivo$ put 011 t;hia 
Commission who were irnpaltiul. The fact that a very highly 
rlistinguishod and esteemed mt1mber of the United Provinoes 
Legislative Council made a mi~ttlk~ Ollce, which he offl,red to wit.h­
drJ.w L does not. in my opinion, show be was a partial inquirer . 

. Sir F. R,lI : As that. offllr of withdrawal Illvi been suggest,ed, 
rivl)siJOt my right hon. Friend thin\1 it would have heel} advisable 
t.hat thu Goverumuut shonlrl hl\V1l r.('coptorl it and not. ba.ve put 
this gOJlt.leman 011 the Commissioll 1 

MI'. MOlltagll : As a matter of filet·, although it, wouhl not 
have affocted my .i urlgmonL on (h(J suhjtlct, lJoit.her the Govern­
mcut of India nor I kllow of t.hPs ca~1.l wh"11 htl was appoilltod, but 
I a.m not going to censure tho Local OovcrllDionts cOllcorlJod wbell 
they advised this gentleman a yo~r aftorwards that it was !lot 
noccssary to make a public withdmwal 1\11<1 that It, was slIfficiollt 
I.hat he llau offored to ,10 so. 

Commander Bellairs: Were the Govorllmont of tho PUlljllb 
asked thoir opilJioll as to tIw '1Iwlijj"atioIl8 of this gOlltioman to 
serve 011 the Commission 1 

Mr. Moutagu: That I do 1I0t kllow. 1 110 kllow that this 
Illlostioll of the unforLullat,e speech of this distiIJgllil:lheu Uout.ll!mal1 waa 
hrought to t·ho nutice of tho .Goverumont of Illdia. aHor his appoillt­
mOllt, by the Goverllmollt of tho P\1lIj 'lb, who at tho t,iDle stILted 
that they (iiu not wish 011 that grOUlIu to ol.joct to hi~ aPlloilltment. 

Brigadier-General Dyer _21 st June 
Colol/ol Ashley (by P-ril'atc No/icc) asked the ~ecret"ll'Y of Statu 

for "7 ar whother the Army COlll1Cij havo ,1tJciderl to rcst.oro Brigadiflr 
GeuGl'al Dyer to the Army 1 

Tho Secr\ltary of State for War (Mr. Churddll): :So, there j~ 
no truth ill that ~tatemellt, whic.b has heell puhli8hed ill 11 groat 
numher of lJcwspapers, The Army Council ;~r<J still Rwaitillg II­

statemcut which Brigadier·Goner,\1 DY(jf is beillg allowed (0 8ul)mit. 
Ho expressod all opinioll the he would be ahle to mako hi" statcmellt 
by Werlllesday last" the 16th, but he asked for 1\ few mord days' 
delay to olJable him to complete his statcJnont. That is how the 
matter stands. All sb\temeuts to tho contrary II.ro wit.hout allY kind 
of foulldation. 

Colonel Ashley: Wholl the st."tcmellt is illvestigat.lld, will the 
Army Coulleil be able to-come to a d~eisioll 01/ t.hat st.lJ.t(\ment·, or 
will there hlwe to be a. (urtber Court of Im-eatigatiolJl 
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141-- Ohurchill: That woulq be prejudging the disc~&8~on ,~~~~ch 

is going to take place. . . . . 
. ' Sir D. Maclea.n ; In vi&~ of what. the right .bon. QentJeinan 

knows of the .progress of the pr&eedings before the Army dO~nci1, 
~there any likelihood that the deba.~ on this subjeet will not take 
take plAce DeJit Monday 1 , . 

Mr. Churchill: Yea, 1 tbink that there is a considerabl~ cbance 
tha.t we should Dot be able to have the debate next Monday. We 
certainlY ought not to take any course which appears to deny rea­
.enable faoilitiea for the preparation of the statement, norr do r 
suppose for one moment tbat there would be any intentional delay 
in making the statement; and after that there should be a eertaiu 
period for consideration and discussion by the Army Oounoil. I 
think it quite p088ible that I shall have to ask my right hon. Friend 

,the LAader of the House to maktl rerresentationB to those concerned 
.to postpone the discussiolJ for a little longer in both Houses of 
Parliament. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS-1J3rd June 19920 

Puniab Disturbances 
Brigadier-General Surtees asked the Secretary for India whe­

ther the Government of India propose to recognise the services 
of those officers, both civil and military, who in its opinioll, oontri­
buted to the ttuelling of the disturhallces in the Punjab and else­
where in India, by any other method t,han the general expression 
of slltisfaction ment.ioned ill paragraph 43 of the Government of 
India's letter on the Hunwr Committee's Report 1 

Mr. Montagu: I have not received from the Government 
of India any proposal for furt,her recognition. I will draw the 
attention of the Go\'ernml'nt of India t.o the hon.' and gnllant 
Member's suggestion. 

Mr. Gw ynlJlJ aMked tile Secretary of State for India whether 
Sir Michael O'Dwyer communicated day by day with the Govern­
ment of India coucerning the various outhreaks in t.be Punjab and 
the measuree taken hy Genoral Dyer to deal with them: whether 
tbil! information was submitted fortbwith to the Inrlia Office; and 
if not, for what reason 1 . 

Mr. Montagu : I received daily telegrams from the Government 
of In~ia from the beginning of the disturbances up to the middle of 
May. These telegrams embodied the reports of the Punjab Govern­
mentand, as I have already stated, were all, except two ililt10rtant 
m6lsageli) communioated t.o the Press here. General Dye}' was, irt. 
obarge in only one atell, an'd there Wall no melJtion of bim bt ~ •. 
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in th086 tetegl'a.~, 6ndtJlllyooe m6l'Ition hfbim,aa Gen~llal. ~II 
Commandingj ,' AmritflAt. &me fovements:of troops that were 
under bis command arB also reporte, ill those telegrlUlls. 

Mr. Gwynne I If the right hon Gentl&man wae reoeivillg tee. 
{JommuniMtions daily' from t,he QQvernment of India, will be I&Y 
why he stat<!d in Oecember that he knew no d~taj]e except what be 
read in the newspapers 1 

Mr. Moutagu: Thore has bClOII!\ great de&l of mist1nderst.aIld. 
illg.OIl t.he point. 1 ~all aBsure myholl. Friend that what I said 
thell·was truo. 1 wRs'reierrillg to Ii qnestion put by my right hon. 
l<'rioud tho Member lor Peebles (Sir D. Madean) on the publieatioJI 
of General Dyer's evidence ill the newspap~rs. I then stated thn.t 
[ had pUblished roports 011 the occurrence!' as I received them. If 
illY hall. :Friend wili·look at it., ho will see thnt the matters dealt! 
with ill the publisbed IJew"papcr evidence of General Dyer were 
1I0t covered ill this report. 

Lieut.. Colonel l-iir F. Hall: DO"R the right hOIl. Heutleman 
thi.,k thllt the marlller by which this gallllllt ottioer has been treated 
i;; likely to assist. officers in gelleral ill d(lalillg with outbreake1 

MI'. Hpeaker : That, dOl's !lot :.ri8(' out oj tb~\ (IUeBtioJl. 
Mr. Palmer: Is it Iiot a fact that the right bon. Gentleman 

a,ctualJy told the Houso thllt he klJf:W /Jothillg of these OCOllrrerlces. 
alld that he wOllld wire for i"torm.11ion with regard to them, Bud left 
the impression 011 us that he \yaR (lillirdy iglloraut of t,be whole 
husiness 7 . 

Mr. Mont.agu : Perhaps tbo hOIl. Member will be good elJough 
to look at the ofticial Report all tho question and supplementary 
'illestiou 1 answt1rocl. Perhaps he will look also at the speeoh 1 made 
immc(liately after the occurrellce, and tbe tt1/(lgrams which resulted. 
I th~llk then hI! will be ill a podtioll to take part in the Debate. 

Mr. GWYlJlle : Is the right hOll. GOlltleman 11ware that he 8tated 
011 16th Docembt'r: '1 thought I said 1 knew no details ulltil! 8aw 
the 1\.O(',oUIJ til) the ne wspapers.' 

M.r. MOlltagn: Every r ~porl I had received from the Govern· 
meut of hldi'l, with the exception of t.hese two telogram~ wa.s 
publi$bed. That is trUA. Tbe' occurrenoo to which my right hon. 
J<'rienct dre.w attelltion was the details of the .hooting by Ge!leral 
Dyer at An.ritsf\r. I bad flO iuiormatioll on that Ilubjeet. 

Liettt. Commander Keliworthy; Did tbe Government of India 
k~"('l> ttl'e ,rigbtbtln. Gentleman fully iuformed III evellts or did the 
tekgrllom& bush up the 'mos,t impol'tll.nt PMt ot the account ~ 

Mr •. Mnntagu·': A great deal of this. urJfql·tul1ate oontro,'en, 
haa :ariacm ~elWlO there i. all imprellMon that I WIIoII ~*'~ tbe 
GO'fet'1lmen:t :ai:tbePuuj&b Ql'the Government of India of conoealing 
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facts. I lIever made such an accusation, aud I am prepared to 
defeud their cOllduct in awaitill~be Committee's report. 

Mr. GWYllne asked the Sec tary of State for India on what 
date he first iuterviewed Sir ichael O'D\\ yer in regard to the 
outbreaks a.t Anlritsar aQd discussed General Dyer's action j and 
whether at ally time he jllt.ervie", ed Miss Sherwood, who was 
assaulted durillg the riots, and, if so, when 1 

Mr. MOI/tagu: The answer to. the first part is, I think, 011 the 
:~Oth .JUIiO, 1916; to the second, yes, on the 7th October, 1919. 

Mr. G\vynlle : Will the right hon. Gent.]eman explain hl'l,,' it. 
WaS that he WI\8 able positively to stale ill December, if hl1 klll'w 
frum dohdlorl illformatioll, bol h from Sir Miclw') O'Dwyer and Mi~s 
Sherwoud ill .JIlIIO, "\ Haid 1 kllew uo uotailR \lntil I Aaw tho r. port. 
ill the papers." If he sent the l'Ovort to t he papers he mu~t have 
kllOWll it. IJurore btl saw it in the pfLpers. Is tbat a correct way of 
gi vi ng ill formation to t he Hou~c '/ 

Mr. MOlltagu: l sng!(t'st, that the hOIl. Memh()r'~ qnestion 
ahows tbe wrolJg hoadednoss of the whol\) thing. :\liss Hherwood could 
not pog;,ibly have given me allY infonn:tl.ioll of wbat General Dyer 
did Iltl('''lI~c this g:111allt lady had heon attil.ckrrl IOI,g he fore all these 
incidfJllts occurred. If the bon. \1embcl' wi,hcIs to accuse me of 
giving f,~lse illfOl'1llatioll or Lluking a stil.tLmwnt which IS liot true 
perhaps he will r..lise tbe 1'0ilJt ill Deb:tte, when I shrtll have an 
opportmlity of answcl'il>g him. 

Mr. C/wYlllle: I shall hlJ.\'l' groat 1'le'lSnre ill a~king the right 
hOll. UtJlltieman to l·xplaiu how it is he is Ilble to say he kllcw 
1l0thiJ·g at all of allY details when he had seelJ Sir Michael O'Dwycr 
IlllU b,lrl all the details from lpm six mOllths hefore. 

1\11'. Palmer: Hoes the right hon. Gentleman snggest Ihat. he 
know Ilothing of the Amrits,ll' shooting ulltil hc read it ill" the 
})"i!y Express 1 

Mr. MOlltngll : No, I lJerer s~id so. Tho fact that t.here had 
beoll shooting at Amritsar was kJJOWIl to me and was publisl>ed 
t.o I be world when it occurred in the lrlpgrams I received from the Go· 
VtJl'lllnUllt of Illdia. What 1 said ill December and what I arloY now, 
is thl~t 1 bad no illformatioll as to tho details, shooting without 
wal'lJillg, and shootillg to tho exbaustion of ammunition, and the 
I'riuciplf>s upon which Geueral Dyer acted, and so forth. Those 
thillgS came to me as :Jo shock when 1 read them in the 1I0ws{lapor. 

~ir W. ,JoYllEon Hicks: When the right bon. Gentleman saw the 
Lieutenuut Goveruor of the Punjah, why did ho not, in .Tune 
11llU fit t.hat iuterview and other interviews, ask him for full details 1 

Mr. Moutugu: I call answer that much better in Debate, and, 
I shoulli i"Oft'r to do so. 1 have many most important privAote 
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interview. iii tbe tYtdia Q6ics, and it ia vel')' diffio~~ to keep in one'. 
head a yw.r af~r e:untly .. hat ooolu'ed, but.{ think I can I16tisfi 
the HOllie. if not t~ bon. Memtr, thateve.r.ything I have said 
is abeoluteb' tr;ne. 

Mr. Remer: Will the risht bon. Gentleman publish the 
aOOollnt which Miaa Sherwood lave him betore the debl\t.e 
takes plaoe 7 . 

Mr. l'doptagu: How oan I do that .i:r: mO.Qthll after I had tbll 
private interview with MiB8 Sherwood of which no record was kevt' 
The atep I took about \ Mias Sherwood, if the hon. Member wishes 
to know, was to tell, I think, two important London 11ewspapefS 
that Mi88 Sherwood was in London, and that it would btl II. gooQ 
thing in the public interoat if sbe were interviewed. I do 1I0t kllo\y 
wbat other steps I ~Id have tabu. 

On June 25, 1920 Brie-General Surteell asked Mr. Montagu 
if, herore the lIou8e disoussed the ",!fairs of the Punjab, he would lay 
upon t.he table copies of all memorials, ano dec\!uatiolls ij6nt· 
by Anglo-Indians to the Viceroy a.nd himself regarding Genora.1 Dyer. 

Mr. Montagu replieo t.hat the only message of the kinf} he could 
trace Wall as follows :-

Uablegrarn from the Emopean A ~~ociatWn of India, neE- i'l,ed in 
Lon.rJim, 9th JtJll18 1920-

"The Council of the European A8.Bociatioll expresses indignation 
Ilt the de~patobes of the Seoretary of State and the Government of 
India un the Hunter Committee's Report. The Council considers 
the situation in India from 1918 onwards to be muoh more dangerous 
than is indicated by that Report, and consider that the Government 
of India and the Secretary of State have subordinated justico to 
political expedionllY. They. consider that General Dyer was absolutely 
ju!tlfied at Amritaar in oonsidering the whole situatioTl in India, and 
that, therefore, the doctrine of minimum force does not apply j that 
General Dyer's action stopped a revolution; that the refusal of 
Government to support its offioers is destruotive of sound government 
a.nd will place all officers in an impossible position in any emergency 
in which responsibility has to 'be undertaken. The Counoil ask., 
therefore, that General Dyer should be exonerated from all blame, 
and should Buffer no leas of rank or emolumentl!, and that Govern­
ment', prowaa1 to pU:Jiah the officers who suppreased the rebellion 
shaH lJe .bandoued." 

On JUDe 28th Sir Frederick Hall .. ked the Prime Minister 
if, in view of the conflicting statements tha.t had beEln made 
AI to thIII .~telolt 'aDd n.tu1'8 of the information furnilbed to tbe 
8.oretary-ef. S~te for lndja h7 Sir Mitlhael O'Dw,er "nd othera with 
mprd to ~ ~pce .t AJI)1'it.r fp tbe spring of 1919 AmI 

09 
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·the dates at which such information was given, the Government 
would appoint a Select Committee of the House to inquire into the 
matter and to report after ta.king/an a.vailable evidence. 

Mr. Lloyd George replied tl1at he saw no reason for the appoint­
ment of Buch a Committ~e. The matter could be brought up in debate. 

On June l 30th Mr. Rupert Gwynne renewed the attack on 
Mr. Montagu by asking him whether the Punjab disturbances in 
general, and General Dyer's action at Amritsar in particular, were 
debated at length in the Legislative Council at Simla during September 
] 919 ; whether reporte of tbese debates were receiven hy him. and 
If 80, on what dates. 

Mr. Montagu: The answer to the first part of the question is in 
tho affirmative. Many allegations were made by lIolJ-offioial members 
to which t,he reply of Goverllment representatives was generally that 
t.hnql' wr,ro matters on which judgment should h~ suspenrled till the 
Committ.ee had reported. The debates were received ill two parts 
on tlHl 5th and 12th November. 

Mr. Owynne: Will the right hon. m{lmher say how, if that is 
tho caRe, he could still state in Decemher that he had no information 
on the suh.iect of Amritsar except what he read in the papers. 

~rr. Montagu: Tho hon. memher still per~i~ts in misquoting. 
What I Raid on the 15th Decembflr waR that T had no detllils of these 
occurrences, not that 1 had no knowledge whatever. I have given 
accoullts to the Honse. If the bOil. memhpt snggoRts tbat on reading 
the allegations of hon. memhers of t.he Lrgislative Conllcil of haiin, J 
shoul.! have communicated tho~o fiR :111thlltic to tho Honse whilst 
thore was at that moment n Commit fre of I nqniry sitting, I venture 
to differ from him. 

Sir Rirhard Coo pel' : Will thn right hOll. Geutleman Bay how 
hn WaS able to state positively that h!l bad no information C'{ the 
Ulltniis when he had road tbo full !lel'ount and that the discllssion itl 
the Logil;latjve Council was 1\ talse disclls"ioll. ~ 

Mr. Montagu : I cannot carry 011 a debate at, Question Time 
but what I said was that I had 110 knowledge of the details of the 
occurrellres. 

Lient.·Colonel Croft: Was not the right hon. Gentleman 
shocked 'I 

Mr. Montagu : Certainly; r think the worde I used were that 
the evidence as reported in the newspapers was profoundly disturbing. 
I think those were t.he words. 

Mr. Plamer: You said '·shocking". 
Mr. Montagu: Well, I acoopt "shocking."/I had no knowledge 

whatever that General Dyer hall made those statements that he was 
report-ed to have made unW I saw the Recount in the papers. 
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Mr. Gwynne asked the Secretary of State for India whether 

Sir Michael O'Dwyer informed him at his interview on 30th JUlie 
1919, that General Dyer had Ol\iered his troops to shoot Oil the 
prohibited meeting at Jalianwala taagh without further wanlilll 
than that already given by him by ProclaDlatioll causing death 
lasualties to the then estimated extent of 200 peraons1 

Mr. Montagu: So fal' as 1 can state with certainty the details of 
A COIlverBat·ion whioh took place a year ~o, I am confident that 
nothing wae said about warning. The casualties as ascertained at 
the tlJDe bad already been published. 

Mr. Gwynne: Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that Sir 
Michael O'Dwyer sLated positiv!'ly that he told the right bOil. 

gentleman all the details, and he fOUlld he was thell so woll 
informed, and knew them as well as he Md, of the shootilJg, and the 
casualties and the firiug, and .the crawliug order; aud is he also 
aware t,hat Sir Michael O'Dwyer wrote to him 011 1i:lLh DtJoembeI' of 
la.st year dil'ectly ho saw the accounts ill the papers that t,}Je right 
hon, Goutleman said he knew !lothing a.uout it and of the details '/ 

Mr. Speaker: The hOIl. Member has put a fresh series of state· 
ments and 1 think he ought to give not ioo of them. 

Dr. Murray asked Mr. MOlltagu : po all t.heso (lllestiolJs not 
show that the time has como whtJll the Debate Oil Amritsa,l' should 
take place to s(lttlo all these thillgti, aud can he [Jot say when it will 
take place 'I 

Mr. Montagu: The sooller it comes on the better I shall 10 
pleased. I understand that Gelloral Dyer's statement to t.ho A filly 

Council is expected in the War Office to· day, and therefore l 'confi· 
dtlntly hope it will be possible to hold the Dllhate llext week. 

On July 1st, 1920 Mr. Bonar L8w announced that 
Th\l1sday week, i. e., July 8th had been set apart for tbe 
Debate on the Vote for the Secretary of St ate fer India. 
Members wanted two days, one, a Supply Day to discus. the 
Administration of India on the Vote for the Sec. of State for 
India, and another specially for the Amritsar Debate. This the 
Leader of the House could not promise. 

On July 5th Mr. Palmer (by Private Notice) asked the Secrctary 
of State Lor } ndia whether, ill view of the forthcoming debatfl on 
the shooting at Amritsar, he would be willing to inolude iu a White 
Paper the letter of Sir Michael O'Dwyer dated Delhi, Decenlber 
(lOt·h, 1919. and his letter marked "private aCid confidential," which 
was lItIut in reply. 

The Secretary of State for India replied: 1 do Dot think it is 
neoesaary to iuue a White Paper. I propose, however, to ciroulaUi 
with the lett&l'. of the 3()th Deceml)er, 1919, and the reply whioh 
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1 caused to be sobt by telegl"lPD through the 'VlGel'OY on tbe ' 2nd 
February, 1920. As the ns. of Sir T. Holdetneaa bas alao 
been mentioned in this eontrove~, Iptoposa' to add' with bls 'per­
mission a lotter which he addressed to Me on the 80th JUDe last. . 

Mr. Palmer: Will the ' document inClude tbe 'lettertnarbd 
"privat.e and confidential'" 

Mr. Montagu: I think that the Hon. Member is under a mis­
apprehension. There was DO letter. It was a telert'am Bddre'Bsed to 
the Viceroy marked "private and personal." 

Sir W. Joynson Hicks: Will' the right hon. Gentleman add to 
these papers the report of the Brigade-Ma.ior whioh has been referred 
to all through the Hunter Commillsion, but has not been published in 
the papers so fa.r as I can gather 1 

Mr. Motltagu : I do not think that I can promise to publish 11.111 
spaoial papers in alJswer to a question asked without notice, but if 
a quest-ioll is put dOWll to-morrow I will auswer it. 

The following are the documents referred to : 
Sir M. O,Dwyer's Letter to Mr. Monialu 

DIl:All MR. MON'l'AGlJ, 

Army in India Committee, 
Delhi, 30·31 December, 1919. 

f-ii lice I wrote last week Reuter has been cabling summaries of 
1.\)(1 diRe~sBioIl8 ill Parliament of the Punjab disturbanoes. I enolos6 
or,n of !lwso dated London, 16th December, which report the Seore-­
!ary ('\f /State a8 saying inte1' alia, "he did not know the det.a.iJa (of 
tho Amritsar occul'l'onces) until he saw (the) reports in the news­
papl'rs." That telegram has led many people here to ask me if, when 
I roached England at the end of June, I took any action to inform 
t he India Office of the position at Amritsar and elsewhere. 'l'he 
PreSR Ilare, too, bas beeu asking whether Meston and I, when we 
got homo, did auything to explain the situation in India. 

At, the time I got home I probably knew as much about the 
Punj:tb situation as anyone in India or England, and 1 would not 
like YOIl or allY one else to think that I kept anything back. 'You 
.... ill remember that you were good enough to give me two Ibng inter­
viows on 30th June (two days after I arrived), and on 24fJh JIi]7 
(tbo~e dates I get from my diary), a few days before' I left to\fn, 
On one or both of those occasions we went over all the main flletl! of 
Dyer's action at Amritaar, and the impression I t.ben f011Ded Was 
that the India Office knew as much about all the material fact. a. 
I did. 

j ha'l'e a. rliRtinct recolleotion (though my diary is Biletlt'on tlU. 
point.) that at our cotlversatiolJ of SOt,h June 1 brougM out tilt faot . 
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that D~, on 13th April, having already fol'l:I'>ally warned peoPI~ 
that bswould disperse any gat;ering by foroe, did not think it 
necessary to give any further Wllt'nillB to the Jatheririgswhicb a8l18m­
bled an bout' or two lllter in defianoo of bis proclamation. I Q(lrtaill­
Iy expia;iDed then that two British police officers were with him 
whell he 'fil"iid and that the District Magistrate thitlking a gathering 
ill defiance of the proclamation impossible, had gone off to look 
after the 80 panic· stricken women and children who had been 001-
lected in the Fort for safety after the murder of Europeans on the 
10th:· I also. said that Dyer's rough e8timate of the death C3sualtiell 
was 200 ; but my memory was not clear as to whether he had 
fired 1400 or 1600 rounds. 

The question of Dyer's so-oalled 'cmwiing' order wall not dis­
cussed. I said it Was quite indefensible, that I had asked for its 
cancellation directly I saw it: and so had the Commander-in·Chief, 
and my recollection is that you told me you had gathered this from 
copies of my letters to the Viceroy which he had sent Oil to you. 
After leaving you on the 30th JUlie I went 011 to see Sir T. Holder­
HeElS, and a few days later I saw Lord Sinha. I endeavoured to 
explain to them, as clearly as I could, the whole situation in tbe 
Punjab, and espe<,i&lly in Amritsar. J gathered from them also that 
India Office was already in possession of a.ll the main facts though in 
some respects I was able to offer further explanation, o. g., as to the 
necossity of sending aeroplanes to Gujranwala, the exclusion of legal 
practitioners, and t,he treatment in gaol of the Editor of the Tribune. 
regarding which Lord Sinha had received nlany let,ters and tele­
grams. Possibly Reuter's summary, as quoted above, may he giving 
to us here an incorroct impression. But, ill a.llY Case, you will, I am 
sure, forgive me for trying-perhaps needlessly-to make it clear that 
I endeavoured to pul the Secrotary of State of the Iudia Office ill 
possession of lIuch knowledge as I had. You may remember too, that 
I stated to you on tho 30th June, a fact which was not pcrha.ps 
mentiollod in the telegranis from I/lelia allil ma.y [Jot have been 
reported at the time, tbtt the aviator a.t Gujl'~[JIVa.la, Oil the 14th 
April, seeing the English Ohuroh ill flames, bad, very wrollgly, drop.. 
ped a. bomb close to a mosque ill the town, but fortunately, it did 
not explode. III writing all this I am 16&8 concerned with my OWn 
re$pOtlsibility in the matter thau wiLh how othera may be R.tl'ected b, 
an,. misunderstanding or obscurity. 

Dyet. at the fint interview 1 bad with him (0/1 the 16t,h April), 
told n,Je ever"tbin$ about the Amritsar events on. 13th APl'il a& 
frat'lkly and as fuU, ae the limited time 1 could spare him-when 
there waa rebellion(! 1) a1t,~und ...... aIlowed. I did my befit to report 
bit veniou with my OWll oomments to you and others of the illdia 

" . . 
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Office on tbe very first opportunity. If I did not do 80 fully or olearly 
enough then the fault is certainlYfot hill, buL rests either with me or 
with those who were questioning e. But, as I hal·e said above, 
there was even as far baok as 30t .Tllne, little room for doubt as to 
the substantial facts, mUlIely, the oircumstances in whioh he opened 
and maintained fire on the prohibited assembly on the 13th April, 
covering death casualties which, at the time, he estimated roughly at 
200 but which up to date inquiries put, at 379. 

Yours sincerely. 

(Sd.) M. F. O'DWYER. 

Telegram from the Secretary of State for India to the 
Viceroy, dated 2nd February, 1920. 

Private ami p81·.wnal,-Following for O'Dwyer. I have received 
yoU) Itltter of the :Hs1.. Der-ember. Of course, I lIeed hardly say that 
ill the House of Commons I was not referrillg to conversations of 
which 110 record is kept and which cannot be a substitute for official 
information, nor did I make any complaint; indeeu, 1 explained, 
and have explained frequeut,ly sillce, tlw,t 1 thollght it was quite 
natura! that I should have received no dotailed illformatiolJ. Let me 
sa.y that 1 certainly do 1I0t holtl you in a.ny wa.y respollsible. I have 
no reoollection of, I\nd such notos I1S [ took do not contain, any state­
ment about the two British police offic~rs . But, in allY ca.se the 
details I waR referrillg t{) were theso : Thilt Dyer is roported to have 
stated ill his evidence LhaL the CroWl! lTIight have disperserl without 
his firillg 011 them, that he firud without warning, and tha.t he stop­
ped firing because his ammUllitiOl. was oxhaustnd. I do !Jot ~mem­
ber that you ever diialt with theso thillgs. 

Letter of Sir W. T. Holderness 
30th J liM, 1920. 

"Dear Mr. Moutagu. 
As I am ' mentiolled ill Sir M. O'Dwyer's lotter of Hth .Tune, 

which appeared ill the "Mornillg Post" ot"'9th .JulIe, (fur tlti.1 leltt.r .<ee 
"Punjab U7/!J'e.~t-Bdo'l't, & After." Ai'P. 1'. 2iiJ) as one of th" officials 
of the Iudia Office who were fully illformed by him during the 
stlmmer of 1919 of the disorders which had occurred ill the Punjab 
ill April of that year, R.nd in part.icula.r of the circumstances of the 
action h,ken by General Dyer to di&persc tho crowd assembled ill the 
Jalllauwalla Bagh, I think it right, ill ju.tice to myself, to submit to 
you Q few remarks Oil so much of his letter as concerns myself. 

"Sir M. O'Dwyer writes, "I put all my information at t/he 
disposal of the Secretary of :State, and also of Lord Sinha, Sir '}'. 
Holderuetls aud others at Lbe ll,dia Oflice. Tbe imllr()saion I tl.um 
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formed (tn June and July last) we.s tha.t as regards all the main 
facts the India Office WI\S quite as \.ully iuformed 8S I was ; though I 
was naturally able to explain cert~1J points, e. g., the • caSOIlS for 
using aeroplanes at Gl1jranwala, for the exolusion of legal praoti­
tioners from other provinoe by the Martial Law authoritie!', ete." 
. . . . "Indeed, all that time, my endeavour was to 
impress upon the authorities at the lndia Office the grlwity of the 
situation in the Punjab, which to my mind they ha.d not sufficiently 
realised." 

~'Lower down be quotc~ from Il.letter dated 30th December 1919 
which he wrote from India to th (1 Se~retllry of Stat.e, in whioh the 
following passngo occurs : 'Dyer, at the firHt illterl'ieYl' I had with 
him 011 the 16th April , told me everything as frallkly and fully at! 
the limited time I oouln spare him {whe n t,hero Wa.s tL rebellion 1\11 
around, would allow. 1 did my best to repoat his version, with my 
own viflw8 and commellts, to yon alld to ot her., at the IIHlla Office 
on the very first, opportunity. If T dirl Hot do so fully OIlOl1gh, 
t.hen t,ile fanlt is certainly lIot his, hut, l't1st~ oithor wit,h lUll or with 
thoE>o who were qneRtiollili1-: mR , Bu~, IIi> I have already ~Il.itl, thoro 
was even 11.8 far back as l~th .1\1nf1, little room for douM as to t.he 
suhstantial facts, viz., the eircum~bUJcos ill which he opened and 
maintflinen lire on tho prohihited a~scmhly on 13th April, causiug 
death ca~l1l1lt.ies which lit the time he roughly put at, about 200, but 
which tho complete up to date onquiries put at 319.' 

I gather that tho intenicw which HiT M. O'Dwyer had 
with Gelleral Dyer was IimitNl 10 a I)uarter of (\II hoUl'. al)(.1 thst, 
wilen Sir M. O'Dwyer left Illdia in May tho Punjab Government, 
was still awaiting General Dyer's Report. (~ee Huntor Committee 
Heport) . General Dyer's Report wa.s liOt made till August, 191!1. 
It, i.'! this Report that contains the passage which gil'(ls the 
key to General Dyer's actioll and which iB the centre of the cont-ro­
"er~y to which his action has given rise_ "It was 110 IOllger a 
question of merely dispersing the crown, but olle of producing " 
sufficient moral effect, from !I. military point of view, 1I0t ollly 011 

those who were present" but. more especi!l.lly throughout the Puujab. 
There could be 110 qnestion of UT/nUe severity." (Huuter Com­
mittee's Report, page 30). Up to the lime I remaiued in tbe 
India Office, General Dyer's Report had not reached it. 

"I had the privilegll of frequent conversat.ions with Sir M. 
O'Dywel during the Bummer of 1!!19, and Iellrllt from him many 
partioulars regarding the disorders in the Punjab that bore out hie 
view that t,he situation had been one of extreme gravity. As tt'gards 
General Dyer's handling of the Atnrihar riots., 1 have a clear re­
colleotion that Sir M. O'Dwyer justified the cMualt.iee (theu thought 
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to be about 200 killed) by the neoessity for dispersing a..hastile,&ud 
dangerous mob, inflamed by thl; license and sa.vagery which ·for 
several days had T·revsiled in t e city and for regaining control 
over the populaoe. But I have 0 recolleotion that he G()DI1~d 
tile foroe empluytj(} t.o hl1vtl been in 6JjOe8S of .the immediate lIOOss· 
simes of the Clise, and deliberately exeroised in excess with the 
distinct object of producing a moral effect throughout the provinoe. 
My recollection is fortified by the astonishment which I felt on 
reading the report of General Dyer's evidence which appeared in 
the Times of 15tb December. I was by that time a.wa.re that a 
bitter controversy had arisen in India over circumstances of the 
JalliallwaJla Bagh affair, and that the exact incidents were in dispute 
betwoen lhtl National Congress party a.nd the Government. But 
the deta.Ua givelJ by General Dyer to t.he Commission came to me 
a~ 1'\ great 3utprise a.nd were entirely 1.!lloxpected. 

"In conclusion, I would like to say, that if I had been ca.lled 
upon during the summer or a.utumn of 1919 to prepa.re a etatement 
for pub1iClllt.ion regl\rding t,he .Jallia.llwftlla Bagh ineident, and had 
[mmell it O'} the information verhally received [rom Rir M. O'Dwyer 
I\n!l 011 the Bcant.y information transmit.t.ed by the Government of 
India, the narrative wouln have ht'len of a different complexion from 
the account of the fact given by General Dyer. It would not and 
could not have included the critical f(la.tures on whieh discusBion 'has 
since centred. On the publication of Gener3l Dyers evidence, the 
India Olliee would assuredly have beell t.aken to tAsk if it had fore­
stallGd tho Committee's inquiries by pllbliEhing an imperfectly, and 
as some porSOllS would have considered, mislea.ding account oi what 
aotually had ha.ppened. Thfl Goverument of India in their despatch 
fm warding t,he Committee's Report say that in view of the fant that 
a Committee \\'1\8 I\bout, t.o make ft formal iJ1\esl.igation, they. had 
delihtlr.tlely refrained from illstitut.ing preliminary inquiries. The 
India Olfioo took the same viow and I ,"euture to thillk that its 
rolicellNl has beelJ jnstified by the event. 

"It is perhaps superfluous to say that 1 kept you fully illfermed 
of my cOllversa.tions with Sir M. O'Dwyer. My recolle6tion ie that 
while recognising the great value of the iuformation placed ~y him 
at your disposal, you were as improssed a.s I was with tha inadequacy 
of our knowledge of what really happened at Amritsar lionel else· 
where, with the conflicting character of the rumours and a88(lrtions 
appeariug ill the Indian and Anglo·Indian press, and with the 
DecOlIStty for awaiting a full iuquiry on the spot by a strong 
Committee. 

YonR sincerely, 
(Sd,) '1'. WI Bot.DltJU!IllSS, 
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On 7th July ' 1920, the day before the ~ou. Amriteat,. 

Debate in the Houee of Commo,,,, the Dyente. raieed a howl 
qainst Mr. Montagu and plied hvn with questions. 

Sir W. JoynBon Hicks began the beckling by asking Mr. 
Montagu whether he would publish the Report of Major Brigg., 
the Brigade-major to General Dyer whioh was refused puhlioation bl" 
the Hunter Commitee owing to the death of tbe writer. Mr. Montasu 
sa.id that the document referred to was not admitted M evidence by 
Lord Hunter's Committee and ha.d never beeu communioated officially. 
It wa\ appended to the statement submitted by General Dyer to the 
Army Council and will be pubJished with that itatement. 

Then Viscount Curzon and others asked whether all witnellel 
including General Dyer called before the Hunt41r Committee was given 
all open opportunity of oorrecting the report of their evidenoe. 
Mr. Montagu could not give a. definite reply, but said that Gen. 
Dyer's statement has been published. 

Sir W. Joynson-Hicks asked by private notice wbether Mr. 
Montagu was in a. position to a.nnounce the decision of the Army 
Council in reference to General Dyer and if, and when, he propo.ed 
to pUblish Gelleral Dyer's statemeTlt. 

Mr. Churchill (War Minister): I am about to Jay a paper on 
the table of the House in dummy which will, I hope, enable bon. 
members to be in possession of General Dyer's statement in time 
for the debate to-morrow. With regard to the decision of the Army 
C'ouDciJ, they came to the following conclusion :-

The Army CO\lncil Decision, 

"The Army Council ha.ve considered the report of tbo 
Hunter Committee, together with the statement whioh Brigadier­
General Dyer ha.s, by their directions, submitted to them. They 
consMier thlit inspite of the great diffioulties of the poeition in 
which this officer found himself Oil April 13th, 1919 at JalliaDwall& 
Bagh, he oannot be acquitted 01 an error of Judgment. They 
obaerve that the Commander· in-Chief in India. has removed Bli,. 
dier-Genl. Dyer from his employment; that he has been informed 
that no further employment will be offered him in India ; that be 
bu, in oonsequence, reverted to half-pay, and tbat the Selection 
Board in India have PMBed bim over from promotion. These deciliolll 
the Army Council aooept. They do not consider that further employ­
ment sbonld be offered to Brigadier-General Dyer outside India. 

Mr. ' Churobill &80 suid that they have al.o considered whethr 
any ,furtller action of a di80iplinary' nature i. required from tb. AnD,. 
Coanoil. 10 view of aU the circumstances they do notfael oalled DPOD 
~rom the military point of view. witb which tbel are alone oonoemtcS 
to t6ke any further action, 

60 
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Sir W. JoylltOn'-"Hieke: r. my Msnt hoD. friend preparitf' to 

e~ the ,action 01 the ArlD1 Council and is he also Pl'&'Paf6It. to 
delend it here· to-morrow t f 

Mr. Churchill! Yel, eer~ly. 
JAeut-Colonel Croft: Is it not a fact that General Dyer, after 

these (lvents happened, w~ employed tv take part in the oper&tionl 
ill Afghanistan 1 , 

The Speaker: The hon. and gallant' gentleman is aaking a 
question which has been answered before. 

Commander Bellairs: Will hon. Members be preoluded from 
moving the adjournment of the House with regard to the,' War 
Offioe decision at a later stage, in view of the fact that the disoulsion 
to-morrow is on the IQdia Offioe Vote t 

The Speaker: loan 'only answer in the well-known Parlia· 
montary phrase: "Wait and see" (Loud laughter in whioh Mr. 
Aiquith joined). 

Sir W. Joynson·Hicks asktld Mr. Montagu bow many appe&il 
had been referred to the Privy Council by persons convicted of 
rebellion, murder, and other serious offenoes during the Punjab distur· 
bances ; what bad been the result of the appeal which had been 
bcard ; and what steps he was taking to defend tho remainder. 

Mr. MOlltagu: There have been six appeals of 62 pttrsons. 
One appeal of 21 persons has been heard and dismissed. The reo 
maining five are pending. If proceeded with counsel of standing will 
be retained to defend them in accordance with the usual priACtic~. 
My l'ight hon. Friend the Attorney-GeHernl was one of those who 
al"ted in these behalf in the uppeal which was dismissed. 

Sir W. Joynson.Hicks: May 1 ask what is the position of 
the appeals ~ Are they going to be proceeded with or not t 

Mr. Montagu : That depends upon the' appeIlant8. My legal ad­
visers hs.ve, I think, pressed that the appeals should be proceeded "ith. 

Dr. Muhammed Bashir. 

Replying to Sir W. Joynson Hicks and Colonel Yate with 
reference to the case of Dr. Muhammed Baahir, Mr. Montllgu laid 
tht Muhammed Bashir was sentenced to death by a Martial Law 
Commission in the Amritsar Leaders' oase, which inclutled the 
ch&l'8e agaiust him of inciting t.he mob in the attack on the National 
Bank. The sentence was reduoed by Sir Edward Maclapn, 
Lieutenant-Governor of the Punjab, to one of eix ., .. ra'riIONua 
imprisonment. Tbe two High Court Judges appointed to examine 
cases tried by Martial Law Couru .agreed that the pari of the aye 
acaifl8t the doctor r61u.ting to the events at the NatiQIl&l Bank. re&ted 
on the uncorroborated testimony of an approver; one Judie ... 
of the opinion that there 'IVai sufficient evjdenoe to juatify. 4ICIIIn'io. 
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tion for waging war only, but the other Judge would not IIdmit tli. 
8uflioienoy of the evidence to justify .. conviction at all. The Punjab 
Govermnent. in the oircumstances, lfCOmmended the release of Dr. 
MuhlUDllled Baahir and the Government of India aCcepted these 
reCOJDJDeadartionll. 

Sir W. Joyn80n-Hicks: Can the right bon. Gentleman say 
what the conditions 'Were, whether they had been fulfilled and 
whether this gentleman, who was oonvioted, sentenoed to- death, and 
let out. is the leader of an agitation in the Purijab against this 
oount"" . 

Mr. Montagu: The oonditions were (1) that during the 
remaining term of sentence he would not oommit or abet the commis­
sion of an offence against the State or public tranquility, (2) that 
during the same period he would not direotly or indireotly take part 
in any movement directed against th.e State or publio tra.nquility, or 
likely Ul lead to the oommission of any off~nce of the nature described 
above. If any of these oonditions be not, in the opinion of the Looal 
Government fulfilled, the Local Government may oancel the suspension 
of the sentence. The hon. Member will peroeive that under the terms 
of the condition, the Local Government have full discretion to act, 
and I would prefer to leave it to the Local Government to act. 

Colonel Yate : Do the Government of India think it right to 
go against four judges and is it likely to uphold the iudiciary of Iudia 
when four judges out of five condemn a ma.n and the Government of 
India or~er his relea8e~ 

Mr. Gwynne asked Mr. Montagu if, when he first htaI'd of the 
Amritsar occurrences, he thought it a matter for immediate inquiry 
and if so why he did not arrange for t.be commission to commence 
proceedings before 29th October. 

Mr. Montagu: As I stated in this House On the 22nd May, 
1919, the Vioeroy had alwaYB contemplated an inquiry and in tbe 
first week of that month he intimated this fact to me. I said, 
however, on the same date, "Let us talk of an inquiry wben we have 
put the fire out." Any Bubs.jquent delay was due to olimatic 
conditions and to the obviouB diffioulties in selecting aud arranging 
for auch a committee. 

Mr. Gwynne: Will the right hon. gentleman say OD what date 
he considered the fire to be put out t 

lib. Montagu: 1 would not like to say that lK'CurMely. in 
an.wer to a aupplementary question, but I would lIuggost to the hon •. 
Mem.bef tMt it WM certainly not before martial law. 

Mr. o",),nDe: Doe. the right hon. gentlemen 6uggllllt it wall 
re~ t.akiDs into oonsideration all that he has said, to wa.it 
from ~prillUJtil the end of October before proceedings were lltartedt 
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Mr. Montagu: I understand that t,bat is one of the charges 
which the hOD. Member will make in the debate. You oannot hold 
an inquiry of this kind ill the Bunjab during the hot weather, and 
you cannot ask people to serve Olf an inquiry the date of which has 
not yet been fixed. 

Mr. Gwynne rose- ' 
Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member had better wait until to· morrow. 

He is in oanger of spoiling his case by this preliminary canter. 
Nevertheless Mr. Gwynne continued his cross·examination and 

next asked Mr. Montagu if it was his intention to pubIis~ the 
evidence of all the witnesses examiIled by the committee, or e~peot" 
ed the House to form an opinion on extracts from evidence of a few 
witnesses. as set forth in the Blue Book Cmd 681. 

Mr. Montagu: Thc evidence of witnesses examined by the 
Hunter Committee has been published and is on sale; except that, 
of three witnesses beard "in camera." Members were informed, on 
a slip attached to the Report, 'wbich has been distributed, that 
copi(ls of evidence would be supplied on application to the India 
Office. 

Mr. Gwynne: Is the right hon. Gentleman aware tbt I have 
applied twice in the Vote Office for a copy of tbe evidence, and have 
been unable to got onfl? 

Mr. Montagu: Nobody can regret moro than I do the mis­
fortunes of the hon. Member. I will seo that ho gets a copy of the 
evidellce this aftornoon. 

Mr. Gwynne: Does not the right hOIl. gentleman thiilk it, is 
very important that we should all have it 7 Is it not, usual for hon. 
Members to be able to get evidence of all important Commi~siolls and 
inquiries ill this House7 

Colonel Wedgwoou : Will tho right hOIl. Gentleman let me have 
a copy to01 • 

Mr. MOlltagu : There <,re, I think, five volumes. If I printed 
and distrilJuttld l hem to every hOIl. MemberF, I sbould be accused 
of unnecessary t,xpenditure. If the bOll. Member bas found any 
difficulty in getting tbe eddclll'o, it is rather remarkablo that he 
waits till tho day before the debato is to take place. 

Mr. Gwynne s~id : MI'. Montagu must know that it is usual 
to soud round such evidence. Continuing his questions Mr. 
Gwynne Bsked Mr. Mont,agn at what date and through what source 
he evontually became aware of the details of the occurrences at 
Amritsl\r. 

Mr. Montl\gu: Brigadier·general Dyer's own reports were first 
received at the India Office in January, 1920, and the Committoe's 
Repol't at the eud of March. Earlier official reports had DOt given 
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the details in question. It was in the previous December that I 
read a newspaper oablegram reading what Brigadiel'-General Dyer 
had said in evidenoe. ' 

Mr. Gwynne: Will the ngh, hon. Gentleman kindly answer 
my question, which was from what BOurce he eventutJly kept 
himself informed as to the details of the occurrencet -

Mr. Montagu: Perhaps the hon. Member will be good enough 
to study oarefully the printed report of the answer I haYB just read 
to the House. 

polonel Yate: Can the right bon. Gentleman explain why 
the Government of India did not send borne General Dyer's Report7 

Mr. Speaker: That does not ariee out of tb", queltion. 
Mr. Remer asked Mr. Montagu whether the eontents of the 

leading Indian newspapers containing comments on the Amritlar 
disturbances and evidenoes given before the Hunter CommiBsion were 
ca.bled to him, and particulai-ly whether a full Repolt of General 
Dyer's evidence berore the Hunter Commission on 19th November 
was oabled to him; if they were not cabled, on what date the neWB­
papers published from April to July were received; and whether be 
made a careful study of them. 

Mr, MODt,agu ; I do not think it is a part, of the duty of 
Ministers to explain what newspapers they read and with what 
attention they read them. 

Mr. Remer further asked whether he WOl1ld state tbe names of 
the two London new~papers he asked to interview Miss Sherwood 
in October last. Mr. Montagu's reply was: No. Sir, I do not think 
it uecessary to give this information. 

Mr. Gwynne asked if there was allY reason to believe that the 
tribal rising in April and MIlY 1919 had any connection with tbe 
disturbances throughout lndifl and especially Punjab. 

'Mr. MOlltagu replied t.hat ho was not in a position to add 
anything to tho information gi vell in paragraph 12 of Chapter Xl of 
the Hunter Report. 

Brig.-Gen. Surtees asked Mr. Montagu if he had received any 
reports from Afghanistan and the border tribes, as to the activity of 
Bolshevik agents in those countries, and if that was resuitin, io 
a dangerous effervesce liCE' directed against British rule in India; and 
if he had foond Bolshevik ageuts working in the more diaturbed 
portion of that Empire. • 

Mr. Montagu ; I have received reports on Bolshevik activities 
in the regions mentioned in the question. I know the Government 
of India are carefully watchiug the propaganda, which is, of course, 
dangerous in any country. 1 am cODsuaing them as to the publfC4-
tion of a statement on the ,subject. 



The Aroritsar Debate 
Itl the House of Commons 

Supply Day-8th July 1920 

The HoUle went into Committee of supply, Mr. Whitley 
in the Chair. On the vote of £53, 500 to defray the charges 
up to March 31, 1921, for the contributions towards the COlt 
at the Department of the Secretary ~f state for India-

Mr. Montagu said: The motion that you have just read from 
the Ohair is historic. For the first time ill the history of this House 
the Committee have had an opportunity of voting or of paying the 
salary of the Secretary of·State for India and it is signalized by a 
very large desire for a reduction. (Laughter). I gather that the 
intention is to confine the debate to the disturbances which took 
place in India last year. That being 80, after more oareful oonsider­
ation in India, I have oome to the conclusion that 1 shall best dis­
charge my Imperial duty by saying very little indeed. The situation 
in India is very serious owing to the "vents of last year and owing 
to the oontroversy which has arisen upon them. I am in the 
position of having stated my views Bud the views of His Majesty's 
Government, of whioh I am the spokesman. The despatch which 
has been published and criticised was drawn up by a Cabinet Com­
mittee and approved by the whole Cabinet. I have no desire to 
withdraw from or to add to that despatch. Every single body, ofvil 
and military, whioh bas been oharged with the discussion of this 
la.mentable atIair has come, generally speaking, to the same oonclu­
sion.· The question before the Committee this afternoon is whether 
they will endorse the position of His Majesty's Government of the 
Hunter Committee, of the Commander-in-Chief in India, and of tbe 
Army Council or whether they will desire to censure them. I hope 
the debate will not take the shape of 8. personal critioism of tb~ 
P61'8Onnel of any of them. It is so easy to quarrel with the jodge 
when yoG do not agree with his judgment. 

Sir E. Carson :--And with an officer too. 
Mr. Montagu :--The Hunter Committee W&II ohosenafter 

the moat careful oonsideration with one single desire and motive W, 
Jet a tribuna] impartial to discharge the moat thankleaa duty to.~ 
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best of their abifity, was, I maintain, suoh a body, 1 reaeDt vett 
muoh the inlOlent oritioisms tbat have been ~d eithe1'on tlle 
European members, civil and mililary, or upon the distiJl8Uisbed 
Indian members, each of whom haa 'a reoord of loyal and 'patriotic 
publio service. The real issue Can be stated in one sentence, and 
I will content myself by as:king the House one question. If an 
officer justifies his conduct, no matter how gallant his record is-and 
everybody knows how gallant General Dyer's record is-by sayiug 
that t,here was no question of undue severity, that if his means bad 
been greater the casualties would have been greater, and that the 
mothlb was to teach a moral les80n to the whole of the Punjab. I 
say without hesita.tion, and I would ask the Committee to tlonh-adict 
me if 1 am wrong because the whole- matter turus upon this, that 
it is a doctrine of terrorism. (Lieutenn.nt-Commander Kenworthy 
-Prussianism). If you agree to that, you justify everythirl, that 
General Dyer did. Once you are entitled to have regard heitber to 
the intentions nor to tho courluct of a particular gathering, but to 
shoot and to go on ShO.:>tillg with all tho borrors that were invoh'ed 
ill order to teach somebody ehe a lllBSOlI, you are embarking on 
terrorism to which there is no end. (CherI'S.) 

I S<lY further, that whell you pass an order that all Indians must 
crawl past a particular place, when yon pass an order to say that all 
Indians must forcibly or voluntarily salaam any officer of His Majesty 
the King, you are enforcing racial humiliatiou. I say, thirdly, that 
when you take selected schoolboys from a school, guilty or ihllocent, 
aud whip them publicly, \\·hen you put up a triangle where an out· 
rage, which we all deplore, has taken place and whip people before 
they have been cOllvicte<i, when you flog a wedding party, you are 
indulging in frightfulness, and tbere is no other adequate word which 
could deecribe it. 

If the Committee follows me on these tbree assertions, and I 
shaH be only too glad if there be any answer, this is tb choice' 
and this is the qU6stion which the Committee haa put to it to-da, 
before comillg to an answer. Dismiss from your mind, I beg of ,.od,' 
all personal questions. I have been pursued for the last tbl'&emO'Dth. 
by some people and by lome journals with personal attack. I do ~ot' 
propo.se to answer them to-day. Are you goin, to k~ y6Ur hold' 
upon India by terrorism, racial humiliation and IUbordination 
aDd frightfulness, or are you going to rest it upon the goodwill 
and ~ growing goodwill of the people of your Indian EtupirG1 ,I 
believ8 that to be the whole question at i1l\18. If you dBoidfr if .. 
favour 01 the latter course, well, then ,.ou hsve got to enforce i~ It 
i. '110 Gee ODe &asion passi og a great Act of Par1i'lIlI»l~ ;.ll,~c~~ 
"hae'" ita merit.!' or demerits, prooeeded Of} the prl~iPle or 
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partne1'8hip for India in the British Commonwealth, !Iond then a.llow­
iog )'our administration to depend! upon terrorism_ You have got to 
act in evel'J Department, civil ary.l military, unilltermittently upon 
a desire to reOO&'nise India as a partneT in your Commonwea1th. You 
have got to safeguard your' administration on that Order passed by 
tbe British.Parliament. You have got to revise any obsolete ordi­
nance or law whioh infringes the principles of liberty which you have 
inoulcated into the educated olasses in India. 

'That is one choice, to adhere to the decision that you put in 
lour legislation when you are criticising the administration. Thl:re is 
the other choice, to hold India by the sword, to recognise terro­
rism as part of your weapo~ u part of your armament to guard 
British honour and British life with callousness about Indian 
honour and Indian life. India is 01\ your side in ensuring order. 
Are lOU on India's side in ensuring that order is enforced with 
the canons of modern love of liberty in the British democracy 1 There 
has been no oirtioism of auy officer, however drastic his action was, 
in any province outBide the Punjab. There were 37 instances of 
firing during the terrible, dangerous disturbances of last year. The 
Government of India and His Majesty's Government have approved 
36 oases and only ceusured one, ceusured one because, however good 
the motive, I believe that it infringed the principle which has 
always animated the British Army and infringed the principles upon 
which our Indian Empire bas been built. 

Mr. Palmer-It saved a mutiny. 
Mr. Montagu.-Somebody says that it saved a mutiny. 
Captain W. Benn.-Do not alJswer him. 
Mr. Montagu-Tbe great objection to the rule of force is that 

you peraue it without regard to the people who Buffer from it and that 
having onoe tried it you must go on, aud that every time au inci'Jent 
happenB.,.you are oonfronted with the increasing animosity of the 
people who suffer. There is no end to it until the people in whose 
name we are governing In.1ia, the people of this country, and the 
national pride and aentiment of the Indian people, rise together in 
protest aud terminate your rule in India as being imp(jiible on 
modern ideas of what an Empire means. 

The Alternative to Terrorism. 

There is an a1terlUltive policy which when I aesumed office I com­
mended to this House and which this House has supported until to day. 
It is to put the coping stone on the glorioua work which England bB 
aecompli.bed in India by leading India. to a oomplete free partnerahip 
in the Britisb Oommonwealth,-to say to Indu,. : . "We hold British 
live. nored, but we bold Indian lives Baered too. (Oheera). We 
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\va.ot . to ~6guard. Brifis~ ~onour by pl'Otectiu¥ and safegu$l'di~ . 
India too, that our lns~tutlOnl! shall be gra.dually perfected whilst 
protecting you and ourselves against revolutiolTs and II.nsroh), in order 
that they commend themselves to nu," There is a theory abroad 
on the part of those who have criticised His Majesty's Government 
upon this issue that an Indian is a person who is tolerable 80 long .. s 
he will obey your orders, (Cties of "No," "Shame" alld "withdraw") 
but if once he joins tho educated class, if once he thinks for himself, 
if once he takes advantllge of the educe.tiollal facilities which you 
have provided for him. if ollce he imbibes the ideas of individual 
liber~ which are dear to the British people, wby then, YOIl class him 
as an educated Indiau and as an agitator (Cheers). What a. terrible 
and cynical verdict Oil the wbole ! 

Mr. C. Palmer.-What a terrible speech! 
Mr. Montagu.-As you grind your machinery and turn your 

graduate out of tbe Ulliversity you are going to dub bim as belong­
ing, at any rate, to the class from which your oppolJents come. 
(Hon. Members-"No.") 

Colonel Ashley.-On a point of order. May 1 ask the right han. 
Gentlema.n to say against whom is he making his accIlsation1 

The Chairman.-That is not a point of order. We are here to 
hear different poiute of view, alld all poiuta of view. (Cheers) 

Brigadier-General Cockerill-On that poillt of order, Mr. 
Chairman, are we IIOt here to discuss the case of General Dyer 1 
What is the relevancy of these remarks to that 1 

The Chairman called on Mr. MOlltagu to resume his speoch. 
Mr. MOlltagu.-H allY of my arguments strike anybody as 

irrel evant-
Mr. Palmer.-You are making an incendiary speech. 
Mr. Montagu-The whole point of my observations iuiirected 

to this one questioll, that there is one theory upon whioh 1 think 
General Dyer acted, the theory of terrorism and the theory of 
subordina.tion (Cheers). There is another theory, that of part­
nership, and I am trying to justify the theory endorsed by this 
House last year. I am suggesting to tbis House that the Act, of 
Parlia.ment is uselesa unless you eniore it both iu the k~epinlof 
Grl:Hlf, and ill the ,administration (Cheers). I a.m trying to avoid AV 
di~ion of details which do lIot to my mind affect that brPAd iltue. 

I. a1l1. going .fIo submit to t,his House this question, on wbioh 'I 
~·.~~lIt :witlt·lIl1 rtlilpect they should vote: I. your the~ or , 
nd6' i. looia.the aJOendaney of one race over another, of domt~ 
aD~~bqr4~ti"OfJ-{,ijon. ,Member~-"No"~-o!, is your theo"7 that 

. ol-~ueNtup>1 U you are appiYlng dOmlnatlon a8 your tbeoS')' 
the. it . foUOW8 that ,pu J1lU.t ~ the awo"c;l with U1cr"'~1 

61 
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aeverny-(Hon. Members-"No")~tdiI yoa&1'edrivenout of the 
eoubtiy. by the united 'operation, 01 the ciVilieed worl4L, (C~ws 
&JJd interruption), (An Bon. )'fember-"BolsheviflD"): If your 
theory is jU8tice and pa.rtnerRhip, then you will condemn a. soldier, 
however gaIlsllt, (Mr. Palmer.-"Witbout trial.") who 8&y. tha.t 
there is no question of undue severity, snd tha.t he is teaching a 
morallesson'to the whole country. Tha.t conrlemnation, at! I said 
a.t the beginning, has been meted out by everybody who has eon­
sidered this question, civil and military. As far as I know, no 
reputable Indian has suggested any puuishment, any villdicstivtt.nesl'l, 
or anything more than the repudiation of the principles upon whicb 
tbese acts were committed. I invite tbis House to ehoose and I 
believe that tbe choice they make is fuudsmelltal to a continuance 
of the British Empire alld vital to tho contilluation, permanent I 
helie\'(' it can be, of the connextion between this ('ountry and 
India. (Cheers.) 

Sir E. Carson.-I think upon reflection, that my right bon. 
o Frieud who has just addresserl t,he House will see that the 

kind of speech he has made is not one that is likely in aDy 
sense to settle this unfortunate question. (Cheers,) My right 
hon, Friencl, with great deference to him, cannot settle u.rtificially 
the issue which we have to try. He has told us that the only 
iSBue is as to whet.hel' we are in favour of a policy of terrorism and 
insults towards our Ilidill.n fellow subjects, or whether we are 
in favour of partnership with them in the Empire. What. on earth 
bas that to do with it ~ (Che{lr>!,) (Lieutenant Commanner 
Kenworthy.-"Everything.") I should hf\\'e thought that the matter 
W"e are discussing is flO grave both to this country and 'to our policy 
ill India t.hat we might, at all events, have exp.ected a Minister of 
the' Crown would have approached the matter in a much calmer 
spirit than he bu.s done (Cheers). . , 

, All Han, Member.-Ue ought to resign. 
An HOII, Member.-So should Ulster, (Interruption.) 
The Chu.irman.--All ronnd- the House there seems to be Ii. 

lack of understanding ae to the seriousness of this mat~r.~ ::°Let me 
r&mind the House that this is the first oooaaion QIl,.hicbwe.1I 
bad these Indian Estima~s-tbat is to ..,. . ~ . ,:. 'M.::~~, 
Secretary of State-by dehberate aotal" ,~""",: . 
rea8()ml-put on the Briti'll:! F.stimMie.~ ·.MMd "",,,~(,~ . ~, . ~, 
recognise that occasion. (Cheers.) "" , . .." .. , . .,' ,.' . " 

Sir E. Carson -If I thought tbat tbe re.ri8&1le .II~. ~Ji 
was stated by my right hon, f~iend •. I would not tab ~#~ 
debate, There would be no dissenSion from tbe ~ ~~ 



1920j ANlursAlt DEB,4TB-();4RSON 483 
be ba61aid doWtl in tbia House (Cheers). Bat it doeSllot fo}io~ 
because 70n ~ OOWll a gene.ral proposition 01 tih&t kind that you 
have brought thoee men, on wltom you are relying in extremely 
grave and difficult circulnstances ,as your officers in India, within 
the oategory that you yourself are pleased to lay dOWQ. As to 
whether they do come within those categories is the real question. , 
My right bon. friend begs the quelltion. (Cheers) After all, let 
us even in the House of Commons try to be fair, some way or 
other, to a gallant offioer of 34 years' service-(Colonel Wedgwood­
Five hundred people were shot)-without a blemilJh upon hilJ 
reootti, and whatever you say, and milld you this will have a great 
deal of effect on the conduct of officers ill the future as to wbether 
or not they will bear the terrible responsibility, whioh they have 
not asked for, but which you have put upon them. We may at least 
try to be fair and to recognise the real position in wbich thi~ 
offioer is placed. (Cheers) So far as 1 am concerned, 1 would 
like, at tbe outset, to say that 1 do not believe for a moment it is 
posllible in thill House, nor would it be right, to try this officer. 
(Cheers.) To try this officer, who puts forward his defence as I 
saw it for the first time an hour ago, would be a matter which 
would take many daYA in this Hous..,. Therefore, you oanDot do 
it; but we have a right to ask: Ha" he ever had a fair trial 1 and 
to put thi~ further question befor(J you break him and send him 
into disgrace: Is he going to have fair trial 1 

You talk of the great principles of liberty which you have 
laid down. General Dyer has a right to be brought within those 
principles of liberty, and be has no right to be broken 011 the ip8e 
dint of any Commission or Committee, however great, unless he 
has been fairly tried-and be bas 1I0t been tried (Cheers), Do 
look upon the position in which you have put an officer of this kind. 
You· send him to India, to a district. seething wit h rebellion and 
anarchy. You seud him there without any assistanco whatover 
from the Civil Government, because the Commission have found 
that the oondition of affairs was such ill this dist.rict that the Civil 
Government was in abeyanee, and even the magilltrate, as represen­
ting the civil power, who might have been there to direct this 
officer, had gone away on au other duty. I cannot put the 
matter better than it was put before the Legislative Council 
of ltIdia on September 19 last by the Adjutaut-Genol'al of 
India;-

"My Lord," he Baid, "my objeot in recounting to this Council in 
BODle . degree the measures taken by the military au$otity to 
reconstitute civil order out of chaos produced by a state of rB~lIion 
is to thow there is another side to the picture, which q pe~ap$ 
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more apparent to the soldier than to the civilian critic." Npw 
mark thi.: "No more distastefpl or respollsible duty falla to the 
lot of the soldier tha.n that which be is sometimes required to 
discharge in aid of the civil ptwer. ff his measures are too mild 
be faile in his duty; if they are deemed to be excessive, be is liable 
to be attacked as a cold blooded murderer. His position is one 
demanding the highest degree of sympathy from all reasonable and 
right-minded citizens. He is frequently called upon to act on the 
spur of the n;loment ill grave sitllat.iolls in which be intervenes, 
because all the other resources of civilians had failed. His a.r.tiolJb 
are liable to be judged fly e:r: poste freto standards, and by persolls who 
are in complete ignorance of the realitios whicb he had to face. His 
good fa.it,h is liable to be impugned by the very persons connected 
with the organisation of the disorders which his action has foiled. 
There are those who admit that mea~ures of force may have been 
neoessary, but cannot agree wil.h the extollt of the force employed. 
How can they be in a better position to judge of that than tho 
officer on the spot1 It must hd remembered that when a rebellion 
has been startod against the Government. it is a tantamount to a 
rleclaration of war, aud war ca.nnot be comlucted in accoroalJce with 
standards of humanity to which we flre accllstomed in peace." 
(Cheers.) That was a stateme.ut of tho position of Gtmeral Dyer. 
He went to Amritsar 011 April 10, mid found the vlMo amI all the 
great towns in the immediate nrighhourhood ill a state of rphellion. 
On April 11 ali(I 12 murders of officials all<l oallk managers welO 
rife. The civil po,,'or h!ld to aoaflnolJ its fUflCt.ioIlS, l1un he was 
asked to make up his mind , lIS hest. he could, how to deal wit·h the 
situation. Now he i~ to be hrol((lll hocame it was ::;:lid tba~ ho made 
up his mind wrungly. Yes, Fiil', the arnlC'hair IJoliticialJ ill Downing 
Street 

Colonel 'Yedgwood: "'hat aro you 'I 

Sir E. Cardon: 1 am not :1 Bolshevist flllyhow-
The armC'hl~ir l'oliticin f1S jill )()WlIi lig :--t.1'110ic (rbeer~) had, IlO 

doubt, a very difticult 1.1Sk lo l" ;l'iol'm. 1 do not content th'lt 
in no caso .ho\1ld they oVL!rl'ule \Vh . ~t. an otlicl'r bao clolle in t.he spot, 
bllt they ought. t·o t.ry to pnt thE'lllsrh'('s in the position of the man 
whom they asked to deal with ditJillult circumstallces. That .1f1icer 
had to rlocida wbethN the occurrE'OCC was 1I 'riot, or <111 illsurrect ion, 
or '10 reheilioll, or a revolution, or a parI of a revolution. There is 
a. great deal to show, even on t.he face of the report, that it was at 
all Hents the precursor to 1\ revolution. Different rules officially 
~aid down were applicable to Meh of those different. matters. Wbl\t 
IS the error of juogmellt 1 It. is admitted that be acted in perfect 
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good faith a.nd in most diffioult oircumsta.nces with great Courage Uld 
great decision; but the fault f~ulld with him i8 that, while he 
thought that the circumsta.noes lIecessitated that he should teach a. 
lesson to the country all round, the t:ommittee thought that he ought 
to have dealt with it solely as local matter. That is the ditrerence­
and for that you are goillg to smash and break an officer who haa 
done his best. In reference to t,he very action whioh yall are going to 
break him for, or have broken bim for, after his 34 years of honour­
able 8erviue, yOu have to admit it may have been that w'hioh saved 
the tljost bloody outrage in that connt,ry, which might have deluged 
the place with the loss of thousands of lives and may have llaved the 
country from a mutiny to which tht old mutiny ill India would have 
appea.red small. Admit, if you like, in your armchair that he did 
commit au error of judgment, but wa.s it such that alone he ought 
to bear the consequences~ That.is t he way I pref{)r to put the matter 
beca,use I cannot believe you call betalY the caee here. I a.m aure 
I shall have the assent of any man who has had to do with govern­
ment and thinks the matter Ollt, when I say that if you are going to 
by down here to-day this doctri IW for your officers who are put into 
thesl) s;tuatioll-"before yon ael, no matter what state of affairs 
surrounds or confronts YOII, take care a.nd sit down and ask your­
self what will Downillg Htreet think, wha.t will the House of Oommons 
~ily to us, when they have been stirred up six months afterwa.rds". 
If that is to be tho position of your officers and you make a scapegoat 
of t.hem beciluse there is un ex pOot facto stat.ement t the events, 
you will never get an officer to carry out his auties towards his 
country. 

I remember, when I was First Lord of the Allmiralty, 1 recalled 
a Commanaer-ill-chief because I thought he had, of two oourses, taken 
ollo.which waR very harmful to the duty he had ill halld. He came 
and saw me aft,erwards and askeo me for an explanation, I said, 
"you are perfectly entitled," and I handed him hiB own report 
and I said to him~ "Let us not talk, I as First Lord, or you 1'8 au 
Admiral, hut read your 0"'11 report, alld telJ me <'lid you do the best 
thing lIlIoer the circl1mstances for the Admiralty and for yonr 
country ~ He said, "No, ~ir. The reason I took the oourse 
waf because I did IIOt kllOw whether I would be Bupported by 
the Admiralty." I said to him, "your observation goes to show me 
that 1 was right in recalling you because if you would fJOt take 
the consequeTJeee, slld act. in the way you thought right, you afe 
not fit to be a oommallocr". Yes, sir, hut you have to deal with 
human nature ill the men you put into all these difficult places. 
Do not let them supposo that if they do their best, ulJless 011 sottle 
very grave cOllsideratioII of dereliction of duLy, tbey will be 
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made. ac",pegoaa ()f 'and be. thrown to tbe wolve. etc .. tiafy an 
agit.tion soeh 88 that which arose after tbis inoident. 

, You must back your menr and' it is not sucb So diatinotion 
.. I have already sbown, that ie tbe origin of this matter as to t.his 
error of judgment, that will ever give confidonoe to .those faithful 
and patriotic citizens who have won for you and kept your great 
Empire beyoud the seas, The most extraordinary part of this case 
is as to what happened immedi&:t-ely after this incident occurred, 
and I beg the bouse to pay attention to this part of the matter. 
We all know perfeotly well how differently every body views the 
situation when the wbole atmospbere is different and wht,n the 
whole danger has passed away, What happened immediately 
afterwards 1 

My right hon. Friend said that nobody in authority, as I under· 
stood bim, approved of General Dyer's action, I will tell you who 
approved it, Brigadier General Dyer, in his statement says :-

"On 14th April, 1919, I reported the firing in the Bagh to 
Divisional Head quarters in the report B, 2l. 

"On the next day or the day following, my Divisional. Com­
mander Major-general Beynon, oonveyed to me his a.pproval. 

"The Lieutenant Governor about the same time agreed with the 
Divisional Commander." 

May I state here that I am very proud of him as an Irishma.n, 
alld I am very glad at all events that it is not all Irish man who 
has thrown over his subordinate 1 

What followed 1 
"On the 21st April with the concurrence of the authorities, I 

went on a special mission to the Sikhs, 
"Oil 8th May 1919 I was sent 011 active service in command 

of my Brigade to the lrontier. 
"On about the 28th may, 1919, 1 was detained to organise aforoe 

for the relief of ThaI, theu invested by the Afghan Army, On this 
occasion 1 had an interview with General Sir Arthur Barret., com­
manding at Peshawar. I had by then beoome awal'e that the 
intiuenceil which had inspired the rebellioll were litarting an agitAtion 
against those who had suppressed it, 

"Sir A Barrett told me he wanted me to take oommand of tbe 
relief foroe. I told him that I wished, if possible, to be free ftom 
any anxiety about my action at Altlritsar, which 80 far bad been 
approved. He said 'That'. all right, you would have heard about 
it ions before this, if your action had not been approved.' I give 
tbe precise words as nearly 8S I can. 

"About. the end of July, 1919, I 88\\ the Commafldef-in.Chief. 
lie oQtlgratulated me on the relief of ThaI. He said JJQ word to .me 
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of CeDSLU'e'e.bont '~taar;bUt 81e1'6J, ord.~d _ to write' " rePort 
on it, w~ieb I did:l'bisrCt'PQtt is ,"ad t~e2~tb Au~~, 1919. ' 

"On the i5 , September M"J.or-Genetal -'Beyhonin ,his 
report 011 tbe rebemOll made to Arloy Headqu6l'terd repe.ted bit 
previous approval of my action, and added a testimony to m, other 
services in connection with the rebellion. ' 

And 80 this officer was on, put day after day into more difficult 
positions. After he had carried OQt this work at Amritaar, 1 believe 
he was promoted to a higher command. He had not only tbat, but, 
a~ I gather from the ev,idence, he received the thanks of the native 
community for having saved the situation, the thanks of BOIDe of 
those, at aU events who, when the dauger was over and everything 
was peaceful, turned upon bim Slid said he o\lght to be punished. 
Yes, w hen that agitntion began, everything took a different turn, 
and tbe extraordinary part of it /til was-and I am not going into 
details of what haa beeu going on by way of question and answer 
ill this House for the past three or four weeks-that all through 
these months my right hOIl, Friend neVer even know the truth of 
the a.ft'air. That is really a most extraordinary matter. Ho bad 
at the Iudia Offioe durillg. these mOllths Sir Michlel O'Dwyer, 
the F.x·Governor of the PUltj:lb, meeting him day by day and 
gctting his reports day by day from India, n.nd be never took 
a single step until this agitatioll broke out in India-lin IIgitation 
which only broke out aftor the situ/ilioll had been practically saved. 
That is a mObt uufortunate matter. If there was auything to be 
illvestigatefi, if there was Jlunishment to be meted out, it ought to 
have b"en an immedia.te matter, not only in justice to General 
Dyer but in justice to tho llidisn people. What is tbe good, six or 
seven months aftl'rwards, of trying to placate tbese people by goillg 
back. after all t bese months, on everything tbat was dOlle by the 
1.ieutenant Goverllor, by tbe Commander-in·Cbiei, and by the im­
media.t~ DivisioMI Commander, and telling them that they were 
wrong. What do you get by it 1 Was t bere ever a more t'xtra­
ordinary case than that of a. man who comes forward and tells 
you: I won tbe approval of my Divisional Commander .00 tbe 
Lieuteaant Governor of the I'mvifloo. J was giv-en ,promotion, t 
\Vat sept to do more lind more 4jfficult j.obs, and eight. mont!), 
aftetwaWt., you tell me I shdi never again be ,eJrl~el:l, 
~~." I have disg1'aced myselft:. -. 'i'llbumaJrity and an e'hol'-of· 
j~nt '1" (Cheers). 

'I sup.poae be will oavQ to bear his p~ni~nt. [BOIL M."he~ 
"11'117111] The Secretary for War lu,d '~.AJ'IIl' Oooncil __ -uid 

,it. Let me .J this: whatever, be tbfj ~ 4f the cue,ho~'-« 
1011 IIlll7apPrOv(f of the doetrinee JaiddoijW-·bt f1l1 ri,bt lH>b. Ji'tiepjf 
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-and I do· approve of t!lem-however you may approve of the 
Hunter Commisaipn-and I find it difficult myself,· having read the 
report of the commiuior!, to agte3 with som~ of -the conclusions that 
they came to. For instarlce, I fint it difficult to agree with their COlI­

elusion tha.t there was no conspira.cy to overthrow the British-
Lieutenant-Commander Kellwor~hy : you are an expert in that. 
Sir E. Carson:-The hon. member opposite may be suro he is 

so beneath contempt that--{Interr'Uption)-I wonder ........ . 
How many members of the House antI of the Goverliment really 

following out the conspiracy to drive the British out of India and 
out of Egypt it is all one conspiracy. 1t is all el1gineercd In the 
same way and for the same object_ I hold ill my hand a document 
which was sent to me hy somebody ill America few da.ys ago. It 
goes tbrough the whole of this case in its own peculiar way-this 
case of the 13th April, in whioh you are going to pUlJish General 
Dyer because you were Dot satisfied that th~re was a conspiracy 
to overtbrow British powel", for that is the fillding of the commission 
although I notice that even on that question 011 which GOllen! Dyer 
had to make up his milld, thoy are tbo~selves a little uneasy, 
because they say :-

"Apart from the existence of any deeply laid scheme to over­
throw the Britisb, a movemf.'ut which hat! started in rioting and 
beoome a rebellion might have rapidly drweloped illtO a revolution." 

Beca.use General Dyer thought he ought to prevent it developing 
into a revolutioll you have row broken him. I have read the article, 
alld I ask my right hon. Friend to look at tho document. entitled 
"Invincible Eugland," and see what it says: 

"There is no i<lea of putting Ellgland out of Iudia, but Asia il!l 
waking up. Its participation in the Great 'Var, t.he grossly immoral 
tactics used by the great European Powers, a.nd the conq\1est of 
Asian Territory, the realis'\tion that the revolutionary elements of 
India, Irela.nd, Egypt and other lJatiolls have shaken the supposed 
invulnerability of England, is already morally loosenillg the hold of 
Europe 011 Asia. England still retains her territory. She has also 
grabbed Turkey, hut ber expulsioll from Asia looms largely Oil the 
horizon. Russia has relinquished her sphere of influenc~ ill Persia, 
a.nd has assured India that the present Russia is not Jike tbtl 
ambititious nation of the past, aBd blLs no expEUlsiouist ideas. She 
hall abandoned all the privile,es. improperly aoquired from Chitta hy 
the la.te Government." 

And then it gOtl8 Otl :'-

"U~Q6rta.inty, as eonoerns India, is ill the a.ir. Its influenoe on 
the situation is unmistakabl •. Arms are lacking, it.is true, but fndill 
baa the will and deternml&.tjon w expel England." 
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If, that is. true-a.nd I am not arguing the ·causes or the po1iox.. 

of the Secretary of State in tryiU to alleviate the l\Iituatioll there 
by the Act passed last year-all tg8se matters are outside the dom­
ain of the soldier. But for Heav3n's :sake, when you put a soldier 
into these diffioult positions, do not visit upon him punishment Cor 
Ilttemptihg to deal to the best of his ability with a situation for 
which he is not in the slightest degree respollsible. (Cheers.) If 
he makes an error of judgment, approach it with the full idea. that 
if be is bona fide and you can see it was impossfble for him in the 
circuwstances to have calmly made up his mind in the way yon 
would do, tben you may censure him, hut do not punish him, do not 
break him. (Cheers) I should liko to ask my right hon. Friend, 
if men are to be punished for fin error of judgment suob 8.8 occurred 
in this oase, how many of those right hon. Gentll'mell would now be 
puni~hed sitting on the Trea8'ury b611ch (Loud cheers.) I hope we 
may not get off on false issues. 

I am speaking here with referenco to a soldier, whom I 
believe I saw once, whom I otherwise do not know at all. I am 
speaking of a man who in his long service has increased the confiden­
ce he had gained of those under whom htl was serving, who had 
won the approval of the Lieutenant-Govornor of the Province, who 
was Ilt)quainted with the whole facts-and who hlld got the approval 
of the Divisional Command~r lind of the Commander-ill-Chief. I say 
to brea.k a man under the ciIoumstances of this ca.se is Ull- English. 

Mr. Churchill (President, Army Council).-l shall oertainly 
ordeavour to follow very carefully and strictly the ativioo my right 
hon. Friend has given, that we Rhould approach this subjeot in a 
calm spirit, avoiding passions and attempts to excite preiudice. 
Members ought to address themselves to the subject with a desire to 
do tq-day what is most in accordance with the long view of the gene­
ral interests of the British Empire_ There has not been for many years 
a case of this kind which raised so mallY grave and wide iSBues, or 
in regard to which a right and wise derision is eo necessary. There 
is the intensity of racial feeling which bas been aroused on both 
sides in Ini'Jia and every word we speak ought to have regard to that 
(Hear, hear). There are the difficulties of military officers, who in 
these turbulent times have been, or are likely to be, called upon to 
handle their troops in the suppression of civil disturbanoes ; there are 
the requirements of justice and fair play towards an individual 
(cheers); and there are the moral and humanitarian conoeptions iD~ 
volved. All these combine to make the tlll!k of the GoyernlXlent and 
of the Committee one exoeptional B~riousness, delioacy and respon­
eibiIit1. 

1 will deal firat of aU with the action of the Army Councfl,' for 
62 
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which I acoept fullfesponsibility. The conduct of a military offioer 
oft1ay be dealt with by three perfectly distinct ways. First of all, he 
may be removed from his empfoyment, relegated to half-pay, and 
told that he has no prospect of lbeing employed again. This may 
be done to him by a simJlle administrative act. It is suffioient 
for the competent superior authority to decide tha.t the interests of 
the public service would be better served if some one else were 
appointed in his stead to justify and complete ta.king off of such a 
step. The officer in question has no redress. He has no claim to a court 
of inquiry or a Court-Martial. He has no protection of any, kind 
against being deprived of his appointment, and being informed that he 
has no iu.ther prospect.> of getting another. This procedure mR.Y seem 
somewhat harsh, but a little reflection will show that it is inevitable. 
There is no excuse for superior authorit.y not choosing the most 
~uit,ahli' ~l!('mts for parlicular duties. and not. removing unsuitable 
ag~lIts from p~lrticuJar duties. During the War, as every member 
of t,he Committee knows, hundreds, and probably thousands of 
officers ha.ve been so dealt with by their s,lperiors; and since the 
war, the tremendous contraction of the Army has imposed similar 
hardships on hundredR, and possibly thousands o[ officers against 
whom not one word of reproach could be uttered, and whose careers 
iu fiSIlY cases have beon careers of real distinction amI of iuva.riable 
good service. ThiA applies to all appointmonts ill the Army, alld 
I have no douht, ill tho Navy, too, and it applies with incroasillg 
severity in proportion as tllll appoilltmellts arc high on08. From the 
humhle lalJce ('ol"poral who I'c!vertcd t u a privato by thfl stroke of 
t.he \,on, if the ('ololJel tho\1ght ho would prefer s('me other subal­
tel'lI, up to the highost, gOlleral Or fiold-marshall, till officers are 
iunenahlo to thi~ prOC(I<lllJ'(J' in regard to the appoillmellts which 
tllC'Y heltl. The jll'ocodllre is llllrdly e\'('r chflllonged, alld it is not 
eh'LlIengotl by GOlleral Dyer ill his statement. It is accepted \vith 
~oldierly fortitude, hecause it iH believed, Oil the whole, that the 
a(lmillislmlioll of theso great responsibilities is ('arried out ill 9. fail' 
and honest spirit. 

ludelld, when olle thiuks of the hundredB of offioers of high 
rank who in the last YOlH have had their professional careoril 
hrought abtuutly and finally to a close, and the lJatiellce, good 
tompor and dignity with which this great personal misfortune has 
been borne, OliO call1lot help feeling a great a.dmiration for the 
profeewon of arms to which those officers belong. That is the first 
method by which military officers Dlay be dealt with. Under this 
procedure the officer reverts automatically to half-II&Y, and in a very 
large proportion of cases, having re\'erteo to balf pay, he applies to 
be placed on retired pay, because, especially in the case of senior 
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officers retired pay is often appreciably higher than half-pay. The 
second method is of a more ~eriou. chara.cter, and affect, not the 
employment of an officer, but his status and his r~nk. Here, it is 
a question of retiring an officer com~lsorily from service, or imposillg 
on him some reduction or forfeiture in his pension or retired pay. 

In this ease the officer is protected under article 527 of the 
Royal Warrant, by the fact that it is necessary for three members of 
the Army Council to approve the proceedings, and by certail! rights 
of laying his case before them. All the same the Secretary of State 
for t~e time being, hy virtue of his office, has the power to make a 
Bubmlssion direct to the crown, and ldvice that au officer be retirO!I 
compulsorily, or simply that hi~ n&m';) be removed from the list, His 
Ma,iesty having no further use for his servie(lS. 

Mr. Bottomley: What has a.ll this to do with General Dyer-I 
mean with the specific case we IIore dealing with 1 

Mr. Churchill: I have great respect for the Committee, and J do 
not believe it wiII refuse to allow a minister or a Government to unfold 
a reasoned and solid argument to its attention; aurl I am surprised 
that my hon. Friend, who himself takes a not undistinguished part 
in debates, should not appreciate that fa<1t" and shouln 1I0t be 
willing to facilitate my doing so. 

I was saying that is the Becon!l method, ill which the personal 
reputation of an officer is uucloubtedly affected. The third method is 
of a definitely penal charactor. Honour, Iiborty, life al'O affooted. 
Cashiering, imprisonmeut, or the death penalty lllay be inYolveo, and 
for this third category, of comse, the wholo resonrces and l)l'otec­
tion which the judicial procedure, lawful tribunals and Brit,ish 
justice accord to an accused person arB brollg h tin to bei n g . 

Those are the three different levels of procedure in reg-arrl to 
the treatment of the conduct of officers. Although my hon. .Friend 
has not seen the relevance of it, I think it right at the outset, to 
unfold these distinctions vcry carefully to tho committee, alld to 
ask the committee to bear them attenti\'(Jly ill mind. 

Coming to the case of Geneml Dyer it will be seen that General 
Dyer was removed from his appoilltment by the Commander-in-Chief 
in India, that he was informed, as hundrods of officera had been 
informed, that there was no prospect of further employment for him 
under the Government of Iudia, and that in consequence, he reverted 
automatically to half-pay. These proceedings were brought formally 
to the notice of the Army Council by a letter from the India Offioe, 
which recommended further that he should be retired from tho 
Army, and by a telegram from the Commander-in-Chief in India, 
which similarly recommended that he should be-ordered to retire. 
That was about a month ago. 
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At a l&tter stage it was brought publioly to the notioe of the 
Army Counoil by the published despatoh of the Seoreta.ry of State 
f(1r India, which st,ated that the otroumstanees of the case had been 
referred t.o the Army Counoil. ,The first step taken by the Counoil 
was to direot General Dyer-we had an applioation from him that 
he desired to take this course -to submit a statement of his case 
for their oonsideration. 

The statement is, I think, in the possession of the Committee at 
t,he present time. 'Ve asked him to make that statement, and we 
acoepted his request that he should be allowed to make it, because 
we felt that if any action was to be taken against him, apart t from 
removing him from his appointment and employment in India, it 
was essential t,hat he should furnish a statement in his own behalf 
and should he judged UpOlI that and not upon evidence whirh he had 
given 8.S a wih16sS in any inqniry !wf91'e which he had been summoll­
ed without having any reabon to believe that he was eited as an 
incriminated party. 

The conclusion of the Hunter Committee might furllish the 
fullest justification for remo\ilJg him from his appointment. 

Commander BeHairs : No, 110 ! 
Mr. Churchill: J am eXl'reAsilJg my opinion. "When my hOIl. auel 

gallant Friend is called. he will express his opi nion. That is process 
which we call Debate. Bllt if any qnestioll of retirinG (l."IH'ml Dyer 
from t.he Army was to be examined, dil'ed statenlPlJt from him in 
his own defellce was indispensable. The rOllelm.joll reachrrl by the 
Army Council, which have brOil rommullicat"f\rl to t.he HOllS(I, was re­
ached unanimously llnd speaks for ilseH. It mUBt be remembul'erl, 
however, that the ArmyCollllcil mllst rloal with th('~e ml\ltJrS, mailJly, 
from a military Jloint of view. They had to cO!l!.id"r the rights 
and interests of officers and also to rOllsider the eift'cts of IWy deci­
Rio~which they may come to IlP(l1l the ronfidOIJCIJ wit,h which officers 
will do their duty ill the ki'Hi of extremely difficult and trllgical 
circumstances ill which Gelleral Dyer alld a gOOl! ma.ny other officers 
of t.he Army had in recent timl's heen placed. 

The Army Council have to exprclSS all opinioll of ["enral Dy(,r'~ 
conduct from what is primarily >1 service ~t,aJl(lpoillt, Their func­
tioll is Ofle 0; great r(>spoll~ibiljt,y, but. at. tho ~llme time it, is ouo 
of 11. limited alld special responsibility. 

Not,bing could he more Ull.ill~t. that to represC'llt the Army Council 
as seekillg to raise IL cOHstitutional issue, or ~ettillg t"helDBelve~ up 
against the {laramount aut.hority of the Govt. of the country. 1 
very much rogret to have soen that tha,t, snggest.ion has bool! 
made. It is Quite unme,rited ILnd uncalled for. Asked t-o express 
their opinion, they were bound to give it sincerely and plainly 
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from their special lItand.point. Their conoluaiona in 110 awa, 
affected the Final /rudcm oj action of the cabinet. The Cl6binet 
has many interests to consider 'fa.r outside and beyond tbe 
scope and authority of a body yke the Army Coundl· which 
is an administrative body, a subordiua.te body, and whioh is 
not at the same time a judicial tribunal. If the Cabinet with their 
superior authority and mere general outlook, took the view that fur­
ther action was required against General Dyer beyond the los8 of 
employment, beyond the censure pronounced by the Hunter Commis­
sion, by the Governme!1t of India, and by the Secretary of State's 
rlespltch, which was a cabinet document bearing the oon8idered 
opinion of the Governmont; if it was thougbt further action of a 
disciplinary character was required, the cabinet were perfectly free 
to take it without IWY conflict of powers arising from the subordinate 
admiuistrative Army Council, and'the Supreme Executive Council of 
State. . • 

I made it perfectly clear to my colleagues on the Army 
Council, that in assenting to the conclusion to which we came, as an 
Army Council, I held myself perfectly free if I thought right and 
if the cabinet so decided, to make 80 further submission to the Crown 
for the retirement of Gencr.l] Dyer from the Army, 

Lieut. Colonel Croft: And the converse may be true, also. The 
ca.binet upset the whole decision a,IRo in th" other directions ~ 

Mr. Churchill: Cel·tol inly. The cabwet CBn certainly nIter the 
employment of any officer. 1 lJOW come to explain and to justify 
the decision 01 the Cabinet. This is the question I have been asking 
myself and which I think the House should consider. Were we right 
in accept.ing, as we have done, the conclusion of the Army Council 
as terminating the matter so far as General Dyer is concerned, or 
oilght to have taken further action of a disciplinary or quasi-discip]j­
nar1 cha.racter against him 1 Here, for the first time, I shall permit 
myself to enter, to some extent, upon cortain aspects of the merits 
of the case. 

However we may dwell upon the difficulties of General Dyer 
during the Amritsar riots, upon the anxious and critica.l situation in 
the Punjab, UpOII the danger to Europeans throughout t.hat vrovince, 
upon the 10llg d~lays which have taken place in reaching a daciai'o" 
about the officer, upon the proceduro tbat wa.~ at this point or at 
that point adopted, however we may dwell upon al1 this, one tre­
mendou6 fact stands out-the .laughter of nearly 400 person., 
and the wounding of probably three or four times ae many at 
the JallianwaIJa Bagh. That is an episode which appeared 
to be without precedent or parallel in the modern hiatOl'Y 
Qf the British Empire. It is all eveot of an entirely dilferent order 
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At a,l/ltter stage it was bronght publicly to the notice of the 

Army Council by f he published despatch of the Secretary of State 
for India, which st,ated tha.t the cIrcumstances of the case had been 
referred to the Army Council. ,The first step taken by the Council 
was to direot Gsneral Dyer--we had an application from him that 
he deaired to take this course -to submit a statement of his case 
for their cOllsirleration. 

The statement is, 1 think, in the pOBsessioll of the Committee at 
t,he present time, We asked him to make that ilt,atement, 1\nd we 
aooepted his request that be should be allowed to make it, because 
we felt that if any action was to be taken against him, apart· from 
removing him from his appointment and employment in India, it 
was essential t,hat he should furnish a statement in his own behalf 
and should he judged UpOIl that aud not upon evidence which he had 
given 9.S a witness in any inquiry l,ofoce which he had been summoll­
ed without having any reaHon /0 heli'eve that be was cit,ed as an 
incriminated party. 

The conclusion of t.he Hunt,or Commit,tee mi~ht furnish tho 
fnllestjllstification Ior remO\iug him from his appointmellt. 

CommaTHleT Hellairs : No, no I 

Mr. Churchill: I am expressillg myopiniolJ. 'Vhen my hon. and 
gallant Friend is callerl, he will express his opiuion. That is process 
whioh we call Debat.e. But if any el\le~tioll of retirill'" GNlcral Dyer 
from the Army wa~ to be examineJ, clil'Dct stlltenl('lIt from !Jim in 
his own de felice was ilJdi~pensablo. 'l'lw rOllchlRioll reached by the 
Army Council, which have brOil commullica/,I'el to the HOllti(\ was ro­
ached unanimously fl.lJel ,peaks for itself. 11 mnst be l'llmembured, 
however, t,hat the Army Council mnot cleal with thus!l rn:>.(LJrs. maillly, 
from a military point of view. They had to cO!lf;idcr the rights 
uno interests of officers anrI nlRo to (,oll~ider the Brfpr,ts of any deci­
llio14 which they mlly come t.o 1l})()1l tho cQllnelClIC(l with which otlicers 
will do their duty in the khrl I)f 8xtrl'nwiy difficult Ilnd tragical 
eircllmetancos in which General IJyer alld a good ma.IlY other oHicers 
of the Army ba!i in rocenf times lwoll placed, 

Tho Army COIlIlril have to eXlll'ilB~ <til opinioll of Genral DYClr's 
conduct, from what. is primarily;t s(,Hire ~tallrliloitJt._ The:r func­
tion is one 0: great responsibilit.-" but. at. t.he same timo it is ouc 
of a limited and special l't1spom,ihility. 

Not.Ling cOllld ],e more UIl.iI1~t, that to reprco,('nt the Army Council 
as sflckiJlg to rl\is(I 11 constitlltiollal is~ue, or settilJg themseh'e~ up 
against. the paramount, authority of the Gm·t. of the country. I 
very much regret to have seeIl that, thut sllggest-ioll ha~ beon 
made. It is quite unmerited and ulloalled for. Asked to express 
their opiniolJ, they were bound to give it sincerely and plainly 
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from their special stand-point. Their oonclusions iu DO aW8r1 
affeoted the Final jrssMm oj action of the cabiuet. The oabinet 
has many interests to consider 'far outside and beyond the 
scope ilnd authority of a body like the A.rmy CouIJdl whioh 
is an administrative body, a sUbordiuate body, and whioh is 
not at the same time a judioial tribunal. If the Cabinet with theit 
superior authority and mere general outlook, took the view,that fur­
ther action was required against General Dyer beyond the 1088 of 
employment, beyond the censure pronounced by the Hunter Commis­
sion, by the Government of India, and by the Secretary of State's 
nespftch, whioh was a oabinet document bearing the oonsidered 
opinion of the Government; if it was thought further action of a 
disciplinary oharaoter was required, the oabinet were perfectly free 
to take it without &ny conflict of powers arising from the subordinate 
administrative Army Council, and:·the Supreme Exeoutive Council of 
State. • • 

I made it perfectly clear to my oolleagues on the Army 
Council, that i!1 assenting to the conclusion to which we came, as an 
Army Council, I held myself perfectly free if I thought right a.nd 
if the cabinet so decided, to make a further submission to tbe Crown 
for the retirement of Generctl Dyer from the Army. 

Lieut. Colonel Croft: And the converse may be true, also. The 
cabinet npset the whole decision also in thA other directions 1 

Mr. Churchill: CertJ.inly. The cabInet can oertainly nIter the 
employment of any officer. 1 now come to explain and to justify 
the decision of the Cabinet. This is the question I have been asking 
myself aud which I think tho House should consider. Were we right 
ill acoepting, as we have done, the conclusion of the Army Council 
:18 t,erminating the matter so far as Genersl Dyer is concerned, or 
L1Ught to have taken further action of a disciplinary or quasi·diseipli­
narf character against him 1 Here, for the first time, I shall permit 
myself to enter, to some extent, UPOI] certain aspects of the merits 
of the case. 

However we may d well upon the difficulties of General Dyer 
duriug the Amritsar riots, upon the anxious and critical ait.uation in 
t,he Punjab, upon the danger to Europeans throughout that province, 
upou the IOllg d"lays which have takelJ place in reaching a deoiaion 
about the officer, upon the procedure that was at this point or at 
thl\t point ad',pted, however we may dwell upon all this, one tre­
mendous fact stands out-the alaugh~r of nearly 400 pereolU, 
and the wounding of probably three or four times as many at 
the JaUianwalla Bagh. That is an episode which appeared 
to be without precedent or parallel in the modern hietory 
of the British Empire. It is lUI ovent of an entirely ditrerent order 
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from an, of thoee tragic occurrencel which take place when troop' are" 
brotlght into collision with the oivil population. It is an extraordi­
nary event, a monstroue event, ad event which stands in singular and 
.inistel' ilOlation. Oollisions be;ween troops aud native populations 
bad been painfully frequent in the melancholy aftermath of the 
Great Wilt. 

My right holl. Friend has reminded the House tha.t in this parti­
cular aeries of disturbanees there were 36 or 3i 088es of firing upon the 
crowd in India at this particular time, and there have been numerous 
C8iles in Egypt. In all theee oases the officer in comma.nd is ~laced 
in a. most p&inful, difficult a.nd different position. 

"[ agree abeolutely with the opinions quoted from the Adjutant 
General in India &8 to the distasteful, painful, embarassing, torturing 
situ&tion, mentallolld mora.l, in which the British officers in command 
of troope were placed, when he was cl'lled upon to decide whether or 
uo~ he should open fire, not upon the enemies of his country, but on 
those who were bis oountrymen or who were citizens of our common­
Empire. But there were certain broad lines by which I think, an 
officer in such caBes could be guided. First of all the officer might 
ask himself, "Is the crowd attacking any thing or anybody ~ Are they 
trying to force their way forward to the attack of Bome building or 
troops or police, or Q.1'e they attempting \0 attack some band of 
porsolls or some individual who has excited their hostility 1" The 
question is, "Is the crowd armed 1" By armed I mellon armed with 
letha.l weapons. 

Sir W. Joynson-Hioks : How could they be in India 1 
Mr. Churchill: Men who take up arms against the State must 

expect at any moment to be firod upon. Men who take up arms 
unlawfully cannot expect that the troops wait ulltil they are quito 
ready to begin the confliot. 

Mr. Donald: What about Ireland 1 
Mr. Churchill: I agree, and it is in regard to Ireland that I a.m 

speoially making this remark or until they have actually began fight­
ing. Armed men are in a category absolutely different from unarmed 
men. An unarmed crowd stands in a totally different position from 
all armed crowd. At Amritsar the crowd was neither armed nor 
attacking (Cries of Oh J" ). Wben I use the word "armed", I mean 
Iol'med with lethal weapons, or with firearms. There is no dis)lnte 
on that point. "r was confront.ed," says General Dyer, "by a revolu­
tionary army." What is the chief characteristic of an Army 1 Surely 
it is th"t it is armed. This crowd was una.rmed. There ill anot,her 
telt which is 1I0t quite 80 simple, but which nevertheless has often 
served as a good guide to officers in these difficult situations-I mean 
the doctrhle that no more force should be used than is Dece81&J')' 
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to seoure compliance with tbe law. The officer should also oonAna 
himself to a limited and ~finite ~bjeoti\fe-tbat ilJ to say, to pr&­
vent a Ol'Owd from doing some thing they ought not to do, or to 
compel them to do something whicb't.hey ought to do. 

My right bon. Friend (Sir E. Carson) willlJay It is 08SY enough 
to talk like this, and to lay down these princip.les here in safe and 
comfortable, and in the calm atmosphere of the Houae of Commons 
or in armchair in Downiug street or Whitehall. But it is quite a 
different business on the spot in great emergency, confronted with a 
howling mob, witba great city or a whole province, quivering 
roun<f with excitement. (Cheers.) I quite agree. Still theaa 
are good guides, and sound simple tests, and it is not too much 
to ask of our officers to consider and observe them. After all, 
ollr offioers are accllstomed to accomplish more diffioult tasks 
UIaU that. Over alld ovcr agaiu we havo seen British officers 
and soldiers storm enlrelJchmellts uuder the hoavitlst. fire with 
ha.1f their number shot down before they entered the poaition of 
the euemy, the oertaiuty of a Jong bloody dRY before them, and 
a tremaudolls bombardmellt crashi rig all !Iround ; we have seen them 
t.aking out their maps IIoml watchos, a.nd !\fljusting their caleulation. 
wit,h the most miuute detail. They had been seen showing not 
merely marcy, but kindness to prisoners, observing restraint in tbe 
treatment of them, punishing thoso who deserved to be punished 
by the hard laws of war, and spairillg those who might claim to be 
admitted to the clemency of the cOll<jueror, and they had been seen 
exorting themselves to show pity aud to heJp tho wounded, even 
to th.-.ir own peril. They had dono all that thousands of times j and 
in requiring them in moments of crisis dealing with oivil riots, 
whell tho danger is iucomparahly loss, to consider these broad. 
simple guides, I do not think we are taxing them beyoud their 
provi!d strellgth. 

Commander Bpllairs : what about the women and ohildren 1 
Lieut.·colonel Croft: There are no women and ohildren in 

t htl trelJches. 
Mr. Churchill: I am bound to say I do not see to what part 

of my argnment that remark applies. I Bay I do net think it i. 
too muoh to asle a British officer in tbis painful, agonising polition, 
to pause and collsider these broad, simple guidea-I do not eveD 
call them rules-before he decides npOlJ hiB course of conduct. 
Under oircumstanoes, in my opinion infinitely more trying, tbey 
have .bown themselvea capable of arl'iving at right deoision •. 

II we offer tltese broad, poaitive guides to our offioers in 
anxiou8i a.nd dangerous timea, if there are guide. of .. positive 
character there i. surely one gu~de whicb we can offal' them of a 
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UeptiV6 oharacter. Th61'6 is surely one gelleral prohibition 
which we can make. I me~ So prohibition against wbat' is 
eaUed "frightiulneas." By frIghtfulness I mean infticing -gteat 
slaughter or massacre on So paJl'tioular orowd of people with the 
intention of terrorizing ,not merely the rest of orowd, but the 
whole distriot or the whole country. We cannot admit this 
doctrine 1n any form. Frightfulness is not a remedy known to 
the Britisb Pharmaoopma. 

I yield to no olle in my detestation of Bolshevism and of the 
revolutionary violenoe which preoedes it. I share with my right 
hon. Friend (Sir E. Carson) many of his sentiments as to the world­
wide character of the seditious and revolutionary movement with 
wbich we are confronted. But my hatred of Bolsheviijm and 
Bolsheviks is not founded on their silly system of economies; or 
their "baurd doctrine of an imposrible equality. It arises from 
the bloody and devastating terrorism which they practice in every 
laud into wbich they have broken, alld by which alone their crimi­
nal regime Oan be maiutained. I havo heard the hon. member 
for Hill (Lieut. Commander Kenworthy) speak on this subject. 
Hia dootrine and his policy is to support and palliate every form 
of terrorism as long as it it the terrorism of revolutionaries against 
the forces of law, loyalty and order. Go,'eruments who have 
seized power by violence and usurpation have often resorted to 
terrorism to keep what they have stolon, but the British Empire, 
where lawful authority desoeuds from hand to hand, generation 
after generation, does not \leed such aid. All such ideas were 
absoluteiy foreign to the British way of doing thilJg,~. 

These observations are mainly of a general character, but 
their relevance to the case ullderstood, and they lead me to the 
speeifto circumstances of tho fusillade at the J allian wallah B'\gh. 
Let me marshal the facts. The crowd was not armed, except 
with bludgeous, and it was not attackiug anybody or anything. 
When fire had been opened on it, it tried to run away, but i't was 
pinned up in a narrow space, cOllsiderably smaller than Trafalgar 
square with hardly any exits when one bullet would drive through 
thl'8e or .four bodies. The people ran madly this way and that 
and'the firing was only stopped when the ammuuition Was on ,the 
point of exhaustion, onoush being retained to provide fCi1' ,th-e 
aaiet1 of the force on its return journey. If more troops had been 
available. 'sI\Ya ,this offioer, the casualties would have been greater 
in proportion. If the road had not 'been so narrow, the machine 
guDS &ad the_ armoured cara would lmve joined ,in., "Finally 
when the ammunition had reaobed the point that only enou(h 'OMY' 
remained to allow for ,the safe' ret\l1in of the Iiroope. ant! afteJI 
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379 JH~r80ns bad been killed and when most certainly 1,200 or 
more h&d been wounded, the ,,"oops, a.t wbom not even a st.one 
had been t,hrown. maroheil away. I do not t.hink it is in the 
interests of t.he British Empire or 'Army to t.ake a load of t,bat, 
Bort fot" all time Ilpon our hack. W" h:wo to m!\b it ahsolutely 
clen.r that this is not, thfl Briti~h way of ooing tbilljrs (Cheera.) 

I shall be told t,hat, it "s!wed India." I no not bolif'Vo it fo1' 
a moment. The British powel' in India does Hot stlUid all such 
founrJat,jons. 1 alO g"ing to I'f'fl'l' to the matllrial fOlllinatioliR 
of Olll power very bhmtly, 1'n.kl' Ihr Mlllilty fiR the dl\\nm line. 
In thosll dl\Ys t.htlre WAro normally ,ro.GOn Brili"h Troor" ill the 
Muntry Bnd t.he ratio of Briti~h trnopR t.1l Nfl.IiI'l' t,roops l'ItS o lle 
to fiv e , Tho Natil'l\ IlHliau Arm.\' Imcl:l. pOIVPr!'nl Artillery , of 
which thoy mad" trt'mellrl()lI q ll ~ " Thoro ",pre 1\0 Jh il\\'aya, IJ(I 

morl" ,rll ll.\-lpliullCel'l. l\rt(\ VI,t th,,' mll tillY Wi\'~ etre.divnJy S U\,I'r(lss~\l 
hy t,he use of 1\ military powor hI' il lfMiol' to thai, whieh \\'(1 !lOW 

l'O ,~SC~!j ill hldia, :-:jllr ' t.l101l lhn Bl'jjjRh ll'OOpR ha\'(J llt'lilt l'!\iilllli 

to 70,000 f\nrJ npIVarr\s, :11)(1 tlw l'IIlio of Briti9h to Nat,ivlI trnops 
is ono to two. Thl'J'A iR 110 w\tivo arl,ilJrrv of any I,ind. Tho pOw('r 
and the importance of the ftrt!I1 I' J':V has i!;~r(\uH(\(i ill the mC!l.lItiul(\ 
10 and perhllps 20 folrl. Rill(,O t.h en 11 whole RerioR of womlerful 
and powel'ful WitI' inyt' l11ioll ~ have ('omo into hAing. and tho whole 
apparatus of scilllltific \\,:11' i~ at th~ rliRl'OR!\] of t.he BriliRh (;O\'l'T!I. 
mellt in lllrlia-ma~hillo-gl\n ~ . th o mngJ\zilw rifle, I1Ordit,-, J\mmu/I!. 
tion, \I hich cannot he mltnuf:tctll l'(\!1 Il." gllllpowr!nr wall mMlllfllrturec] 
exc"pt by a Rl'i('lItific \,owrr, 1\1I(J whil'h ill 811 stoTl'fl ill the maga­
zines ulldor j h(\ rolttrnl of th" whit e troop!;. Theil there have 
hrell tho gl'MI drw('Jnpm1l/,j;~ w hil'h have followed the COIHlucet, 
o! the air aml evolllt,ioll of thE' IV'fOphIllO. Evell, if the Ttlilways 
Bnd.telegraphs were nut or rflunrrl1r/ IIseless l,y Il strike. motor 
!orric~ nrH) wirel,'ss telrgraph' w0l11d give incr('lasingly tha me~Jls 
of cOllcentrating trool's and takinp: thAl'll ahout the cO\llltry wIth 
all extraonlinary and nlmost l1I,rlreamerl of facility. Whon one 
contempla.tes the!\l\ R01ir1 mntflrill\ b~tR, th(\re i~ no need for 
foolish panic or talk of ils heinp: tlN'e881\ry to prorluCil a situation 
like that at Jallianwalla Bagh in order to save hldia. On the 
contmry, as we l'ontemplA.to thl' RToat pbysica.l forces and tbe 
POW"T at the disposB) of I hn BritiRh Gov('rnment in their relatiolls 
with the native popnl!l.tion of Jnrlia., we O\lght to remember the 
words ()f Msc&\t1ay-

"and then waf! Been what. we belieye to be the moet frightful 
of allspectadlll\, the IItren!1tb of civiliAa.tion witbout itl! mercy." Our 
reign in tndia or &nywher6 e1$6 had never re8ted on " b.,iB Qf 
phyaioalloree alone upon it. 

ea 
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The British way of doing things bas alwaY8 meant oro.e eo­

operation with the people of the eountry. In no part of the British 
Empire have we arrived at such SUOIl888 as in India whoae princes 
spent their treasure in our causa, wbose brave soldiers fought aide 
by aide with our own mell, whose intelligent and gifted -people are 
co-operating at the present moment with us in every sphere of 
government and of induatry. In Egypt there has reoently been a 
breakdown of the relations between the British and the people, and 
we are t,rying to rebuild that relationship laboriously and patie'ntly. 
We have plenty of force, if force were all, hut what we are ~~king 
was co-operation and good will. If such a rupture between the 
Government and the people had taken place throughout the Indian 
Empire, it would have been one of the most melancholy events in 
the history of the world. That it bas not taken place is, I think, 
Jllrgely cine to the cOllstructive policy. of His Majesty's Government, 
to whil'h my right hon. Frienci the Secretary of State for India has 
made 80 great a personal contribution. I was astonished by my 
right han. Friend's sense of detachment when, in the supreme cri~iB 
of the war, he calmly journeyed to India and remained for many 
months absorbed and buried in Indian affairs. It was not until 
what I saw in Egypt, and, if you like, what is going on in Ireland 
to-day, that 1 appreciated the enormous utility of such service, from 
the point of view of the national interests of the British Empire, 
in helping to keep alive that spirit of comardeship, that senBe of 
unity and of progress in eo· operation, which must ever ally and bind 
together the British and Indian peoples. 

I do not caliceal from the House my sincere personal opinion 
that the conduet of General Dyer at Amritsar deserved not only 
10811 of employment and the measured censure which the Government 
have pronounced, but also to be mnrked hy a definite dillcipijnary 
act namely his being placed compulsorily on the retired list. But 
we have only to turn to the statemellt of General Dyer; we have 
0111y to cast o~r mind back t.o the most powerful passage in 
tbe speeoh of my right hon. Friend (Sir E. Carson) to Bee that 
such a oourse was barred. It is quite true that General Dyer's 
oonduot has been approved by a succession of superiors above 
him, who pfonounlled his defeno(l, and that at different stages 
events have taken place which it may well be argued amoun~d to 
virtual condonation so far as a penal or disciplinary action is con­
cerned (Hear, hear). General Dyer may have done wrong, but, 
at any rate, he bas his rights, and do not see how, in face of sucb 
virtaal condonation, it would have been possible, or could have been. 
oonsidered right, to t·ake dilKliplinary action against him. For tbeee 
rea'lOns the Cabinet found tbemselves in agreement witb. the· 
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conolusion. of the Army Counoil, and to thol& moderate and 
conaidered conciusions they conidently invite the assent of tbe 
Houae. (Cheers.) 

. Mr .. A&quith: I have heard tttis afternoon 80 much BOund and 
exooUent doctrine from the Treasury Bench, notwithstanding an 
ocoasionaldeviation in one or two of his intercalary perorations front 
my right hon. Fdend (Mr. Churohill) who has just sat down, that 
I shall content myself with two or three observations. The issue as 
far as the Debate has gone, is reduoed to a very narrow point. I 
assu~ that we have hell.rd, ss we always do hear from suoh a OOIlSU­

mate ad.vooate a.s my right hon. and learned Friend (Sir E. Carsoll), 
the full strength of the case that oan be made against the Government 
deoision. To what does that case amOUl:t 1 My right hon. and 
learned Friend has not attempted to justify General Dyer's action 
OIl the merits. He made no oattempt of any sort or kind to meet 
the poiuts which have been submitted to the Committee by the 
Secretary of State for War. He had two suggestions ano two only, 
to support his general allegation of hardship and grievllllce. The 
first was an extraordinary one-th~t General Dyer had not had a 
trial. General Dyer's case has boon oonsidered on his own 
evidenoe before the Hunter Committoe. [Holl. Members: 
"No!"] By what I think was all unfortuuate decision, many 
of the witllessea who were available were not called and 
examined. 

His cl\se was consioered on his own evidenoe before the HUllter 
Committee. Both of the M~ority and Minority agreo in their 
condemnation, and their judgment is Bupported and eudorsed by 
the Government of India. It is confirmed not only by the Secre;,ary 
of State but by the full Cabinet here. Then he repreeelJts his case 
as . hI}. has done in the last few weeks, ill an esparte statement of his 
own, to the Army Council. The Army Connoil recollsider t.he case, 
and come to the same deci~ioll which ha.d been arrived at by othor 
authorities. To say, in all the circumstances, that he has not had fa.ir 
hearing and ought to have anothor opportuuity of saying whatever 
he' can say in his own defence, seems to me to be an abuse of 
language (Hear, hear). It is undoubtedly the oase that he had been 
commended at the time by his superior officer and by the Lieutenant­
Governor. Whether they were then in full possellsion of the facts, 1 
do not know: whether they were impartial judges in the oiroums­
tano9!, I do not know. There was much of feverish, heotic excitement 
in the &trnoBphere. They had very little opportunity of making dis­
passionate inquiry into the O&se. I have heard nothing from tbe 
right hon. aDd learned member (Carson) which could ill any wa.y 
impugn the llorrectn08ll and force of the decision concurrently arrived 
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"t by.-S0 many authorities. The' 'case is IW simple a esse. a8 lia8:.,er 
been pr(Jsented in t.he House. 
. Undoubtedly on the 10th April-I do not go into the latog~r 
q1l88tioll whether there was 01 was not evidence of a c0I1spiraoy in 
the Pun.jath-very serious. ri<lt occurred which involved both al'&Oll 

a.nd murder tha.t wa.s put down. During the three days,wlrich 
el&p$C{i from the 10th t.o t.he 13th of April t.hero had been no 
outbreak. My right hOIl. ~'rielld spoke of these days a very dark 
aud rife with murder. I do not know from what evidence he was 
speaking. I know of IlO such evidence of any 801 t. On th. COn­
trary, the riots werll put dow II all the 10th. The 11th and 12th 
passed in perfect tranquility, or, at any rate, there was no further 
otieusi \'8. 

Here 1 must otfer a word of crit.icism 011 a poiut which has not 
10 far boon referred to :It HII ill tho 'rourse of tho discussioll. I feel 
that it, is diJeply to bo d~plllriJd alln repl'tlhendtld t.hat the civii 
authority abdicated its fUliction and hallded ol'or something very 
mlleh ill th~ nal UI',) of a rrtrlc z,z.tllr/tc to t.he GOlloral ill com,mand. 
It i~ t,h.) WOl"rit. olumple, .\11.] i<l IlidiJ. pal't,iclllarly, it is a \'cry 
l»l,d 'Jx'.,mplo. ThfJ civil a.1lt.hOI·ici'J~ word guilty of a gross derelicLioll 
01 dut.y in divestillg themselvOb, or tryir,g to dil'est themselves, of 
,their fUllct.ioIlS, 1I11d hJ1lldi ilg t htl IV halo thi ng over to the discretion 
of t.De mili t MY all thol'ities. 1 OIWllOt help thi ukillg that if the 
civil officers at Amritsar hil<1, at. tho heginllillg of th.1 trallsaction, 
hlkell .a propel' H"IIStl of th" rlul y whieh the law of their office 
illlpoBed on t.hem, !tlill b'lrl "OI'(I',,])el\ alld dircctrcl, or at any rate 
ill/perl i~f'rl, sldJ"t"jllClllt mil!t .• ry npl'mtiol'", il is qllit~ possihle that 
t,hi~ terrible incidlll1\. of t,ho I :ilb might novo!' have occnrred. 
(Chees). It is oilly fair and juot to Chllll'ral Dyer to say t.his, 
in what 1 cOllcl.iva to I"J a mOot. terrible error of judgment .. and 
6\'ell worse, he had lIot, in Ulis very "fltical allfl respol1Hible situation, 
the Il.fhallta.ge which he WitH Clltitl,'rl to hrH'(1 allrl which the Execu­
ti've ought to hav(l givon him, oi j ho assistalJce and a.dvice of the 
civil aut-horit.y f:lUliliar with all thil local circnmstances, l}lld ultJ­
mately respolJRihle for tho mailJtellance of order. 

But that criticism ha.Ying been nlflde, two da1s p>l.ssed in 
trallqnility, I\t any rate without fnrthl.r outrage. The General SAW 

lit to prohibit the holding of.a public m~eting and he went round 
the 101l'11 with all escort and with drums for the purpose of commt,­
nicating that prohibition t.o the population. The meeting, . llevertbe­
less, wa!l held. As my right h.ll. Friend has just pointed out~ it 
W88 a meeting of uTlA.rml"o perSOHS. I think that t alll right in ... , 
,,~in!( t.hat t herd were warnell aml chiJdr!111 t.bel'(,\ a8 well 8S men. 

[Holl. M('mher" ; No] 
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Sir W. Jo7na()1i~mcb:. There w.ere no .. GIIleo or cb11dzetl.: < 

Mr.· Asquith: ~ it, 80. 1 felieve that there were boys, '\)011' 
be it ao. H W*I an una.rmed crowd, in a closed 1IP306,from "lab tilt 
exit w-el'~ few and Ba1'l'OW. Th~ is 110 evidelloe, 1I0l' C$uld tbttre 
be, that 'the bu1k of the people were aware of the Proclamation whioh 
bad beeu issued earlier in the day. General Dyer with hie, troops, 
givillg 110 warning of ally sort or kind, fires indiscriminately 
into this mass of people until he has practically exhauated 
the wholtl of his available IlmmulJitioll. There has never been 
suah,n aooidenL in the wbole Illlnals of k'nglo-Indian history nor, 
1 beheve. in tho history of ollr EUlp;re (Hear, hear). To ask the 
House of Commons to reverse the considered decisiou given after 
hearing everything that General Dyer had to say or put forward 
to all these great respOlJsible authorities, to reverse that decision 
lIpon no new facts-to take Geueral Dyer's statement alld judge 
him on tha.t-:-is not only to fly in the faoe of the preeumpt.iona of 
evidence and the rules of commOl! seuse aud the practioe of all civil 
and judicial tribunals, but is somethiug much worse thau tha.t. It 
is for the House of Commous to ta.ke upon itself 011 behalf of the 
British Empire as a whole, the responsibility of condoning aud 
adopting aile of the worst outra.gos ill the whole of our history 
(Cheers). For my part, so far as I can command auy authority or 
confidence among others in t.his House, it is aJi ocoasion ou which 
I ask my hOIl. Friends to give their hea.rty sllpport to the Govern­
meot in the oourse whioh they ha.ve takeu. (Cheers). 

Mr. Ben Spot»': I beg to move that Hem A (Salaries, £, 6,MO) be 
reduoed by £, 100. I hoped that Mr. MOl/tagll would have de&lt 
at gl't'ater length with the extremely grave situatioll in lrldia 
and the result of t.he happenings of last yeftl'. I would like 
to say how very much I appreciato, and all the membel'l of 
the l.abour Part.y appreciate, the very definito declaration of the 
~eCl'et!~ry of ~tate with regard Lo the question of the Hllnter 
Report. I will ollly add tbis', that if the ~pirit which infused 
the right hOll. Gentleman's speech infuses a!,o direct.!! tbo pqJicy of 
the Government in India ill the months ahead, there is eome cbance 
of peaceful relations being established betwe.lIl lildia a),d E»8'laud. 
I am glad the right hOIl. Gentleman reminded the Houss bow 
extr0mely grave the situation is there. I w()nderefl &@ I heArd 
sODle of the rather uDseemingly iutertupf.ion of time, wbether tb~e 
Who took part in the interruptionll realised wha.t was happening in 
India at this moment, whether the interrupters knew that th.,re 
was a WaM 01 unrest that W!1S full of dangerous possibilities, whethel! 
they realitild that the Reforms that were pS811ed through tbi. Hoa .. 
.. tid became ,an Act last Yellr, arid wbiah it WaR hoped would sbortly 
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COlM into operation in India, were seriously prejudiced by the 
attitude of the Indian people a& 4 direct result of the policy that 
led up to Amrit6ar. In this Del5ate. I hope that the committee 
will not lose eight of the attitude,of the Indian people t.hemIl61V6s. 
I am quite Bure t,hat the sentiment of which we have bad abundant 
evidence this afternoon, the sentiment of sympathy with some officers 
to whom direct reference has been made, is a sentiment not shared by 
many people outside this Houso. I would like to suggest to any 
Indian who may be present in the Ohamber-

Mr. Palmer: Is it in order for an han. member to address the 
gallery, and not the Oommittee ? ' 

The Deputy·Ohairman : I am sorry that for the moment 1 was 
not paying attention to the han. Gentleman's remarks. If he will 
prooeed, I will listen carefully. 

Mr. Spoor: 1 r\m extremely sorry. if I have said anything not in 
1IOO0rdance with ordinary prooedure ill our Debat·es. If what I have 
said was not in order 1 withdraw it. I will put the matter this 
way. I would be extremely Barry if 1 thought that people outside 
the Oommons, whether British or Indian, IJelieved that the senti­
ment of which we have had evidence this afternooll repreli>ent.ed in 
311y real degree the feeling of the people of this country. A fort­
night ago the Labour Party held a great conferellce and passed a 
resolution on that subject which some people no doubt thought was 
of an extreme character. It asked for the recall of the Viceroy, the 
impeachment of Sir M. O'Dwyer, the trial of officers against whom 
allegations have been made, and the repeal of repressive Legislation 
and ooert'iYe Legislation which more than any thing else has 
oontributed to the present unhappy state of affairs in Iudia. That 
resolution expressed the considered opinioll of Labour Party outside 
the House of Commons. It was a resoilltiol.1 framed by mell not 
unfamiliar with the Indian situati(lll, and H commarded . the 
unanimous support of the whole Conference. In all sel'iousnes8, I 
submit thaL that resolution aud the sentimellt that was ill evidence 
at the ponferenoe milch more correctly l'xprel>S w hat I believe to be 
the general feelillg of the public in this couutry than the exhibition 
we have had here this afteruooll. tiir K Carson said: "I~t us be 
fair to a distinguished soldier." 1 want to be let them be fair to the 
hundreds of Indiaus who have lost their lives, and to the children 
who were bombed from the air'by British Officers. 

1 am quite sure that no reasonable being could attempt for a 
single moment the defence of many of the horrible acts that took 
place, alld when we ask for justice for ollr own generals and 
officers-and I hope justice will be done to them-let us also insist 
upon equal j)lstioe for the people of Ir:dia themselves. 1 WQ\JlQ 
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like to refer to 'the broad fact of the Indian situation as it exiated 
in the time immediately precedin8 these events. ThoBe of U8 who 
took any part in the Indian debat.es last year bad abundant eviden(le 
of the extraordinary outburst ~ political opinion, the extra­
ordinary awakening of politioal consoiousness, to whioh refererMle 
has been made already to-day. During the war promises were 
made to the Indian people, Bnd in 1\ measure an attempt WBB made 
iD the Aot of last year to give effect. to t.hose promises. Yet, at the 
Bame time tb&t we were promising the people of India that we 
woul~ apply the Principle of Rolf-det.ermination to the country and 
give them Home Rule, those activities were countered by repreBsivll 
legislation throughout India and mOre partioularly ill the Punjab; 
they were oountered not only by repressive legislation, bllt by Aota 
that have been rightly dEl8cribeil hElro I\S Ar.ts of unrestrained 
Pru8sianism. The inevitable kappeneo. The :-;pcretRry of HtMe foJ' 
India. ill his oespatch has condemneo Genoral nyeJ' severely. He 
speaks of him as having on one ocrasioll \'ioll\t~d {lVI'fY Ol\lIon of 
oivilised Governmont.. Even tbe Goverumellt of 1 ndirt seems to 
regret t,he inhumanity of this British OfflCtlf. 

Sir J. D. Rees : why "~v()n tbe Government of Innia 7" 
MI. Spoor: If the hon. Memhc·r will wait fl mome/lt, I will 

answer bis query. I am going to suggest that the Government of 
Inoia share a great measure 01 r~sponnibilit.y for! his tmgeny. The 
Government of Indio. were behind the policy that led up to those 
unfortunate Ilvents. But evcn the Government of India regretted 
the inhlllTlallit.y of General Dyer. I want, t<J suggest thllt. A mritllar 
is not. an isolateri e\'ent any more than General Dyer is an isolated 
officer. These are not thillgs that can he juoged apart, if they 
resulted from a certain policy t hat some men havo pursued, from a 
cert~n mentality that some men SMm to pOBS6es in India in a most. 
extraordinary degree. Talking about the curious mentality of Ilome 
Anglo Indians, may I be permitted to (luote olle short parngrllph 
from the evidence of tho Brigariier-General Commanding tho Delhi 
Brigade 1 It i8 taken from volume one page 172 of the evidencb. 

"Composed as tbe crowd was of the· scum of Delhi, I am of 
opinion that iF they had got a bit. more firing given t.hflm it would 
have done them a world of good, and th£·ir attitude would be mucb 
more amenable aDd respectful, a8 force is tbe only thing t.bat 841 

Asiatic has any respect for." 
I put it tb&.t if th.t is a typical example of a British officer in 

India-
Oolooel Wedgwood: It is not. 
Mr. Rpoor : If it is Hot. a t.ypical example, I would uk, i8ttl(~t 

Britiab officer still in India 1 I. he .till in a tlOIition of Authority 
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or hae he been CII.)]ed UPOIl t,o resign 1 I said that the happenings ill 

India resulted from certain policy., on the one hand, and a curious 
mentality on the other. As far as the Punjab was conoerned, the 
poli~y was ohviou~ly that of Sir "Michael O'Dwy~r. On page 92 of 
the Hunter Uommittee Report the Minority point out that his 
speenh in t he L~gil'Jative Council in Septemher 1917 was regarded 
as an IIMack 011 t.he efll1r.fl.ted classes, that he prohibited during hi~ 
admini8tration certain political leaders from entering t,he PllIljab, 
and that he put the Press Act more rigorously into operation in 1 he 
Punjah than elsewhere. In a wore] his administration waR t,yral,'ni~·\1. 
He re\'oalerl 110 qualities of Atntesmanship. 

Hir Charles Oman: That is not the rflport, but the Mir!01'it\' 
Report to whIch YOll arfl r{lferring 1" 

Mr. Rpoor : Yes. He rel'ealp.d 110 'l11:1litie~ of ~1 :1t,esman~hi l' : 
he Rhc",,',j always II. hlunt reliancn '011 force, It was Rir Micharl 
O'Dwyer who was primarily respolIAihle for the \l,~e of aeroplalH1B 
Itt fiujrllllwllllt, In ronllPction with that. rltifl, I hrlieve, homhs 
werR af'1I1:llly dropped int.o thl' pby groulld of It Rohoo!. Are'onling 
1.0 t.ho COllgresB rf')Jort" all flisor(jpr th1l.t had oC'currerl ill (.lujralJIYal:t 
had actlll1l1y oflased hefore the aeroplallPB arrived and begall their 
bombardme1lt" I Ruhmit thltt Rir M. O'<jwYf'r a1)(1 those like him 
typify that. kind of Anglo, llidian who is tbc greatest menace to 
the R(,C'llrity of tho Empiro 1111(1 tho greatest h:1I'fier to thtl progrl'Asiv(I 
rt'alis:Llioli of responsihle Guvprrlment ill Ilidia, Behind I-lir M. 
O'DWYf1f \Ye have the Viceroy anrl 11(1 Cf\1lnot ],y any manrJ('r or 
m():1l1~ ('\'a.rle his responsibility in this ('risiR, 

Earl \Villtartoll : On II poillt of order, It is 1Iot"· ill order to 
critici."" the adioll of tho Viceroy of Ird 1m] S:J,\·C on a suhst>lllth'c 
11I01ioll. I suhmit. that. hy lIw rulillgs of ~ue('os~i\'!) Speakl'TR if i, 
tl'lu1llly Ollt of order to criticise the doings of the Yiceroy of I!,dia 
in his (lXt'rlltil'e ca»!\city withollt putting down his snhAhmtive 
motion. 

Th,' Deputy-Chairman: Thfl Nohl{l Lord iR quit.e right. It is 
not ill order 10 fliscu~R the rOJlrluct of tho Viceroy excel,t upon a 
motion r,lIt down for that pnrpo~e. 

Colollel \\' engwood: When the MAsopot ami" Report was dts­
eu~s(\d in this HOtlRe the rondurt of ~hFl Vir.flroy was attacked 
thtlll, afld no ruling was marle that. sUl'h an attack was no" to be 
aJlowen, 1 think we ought, ttl prot.r~t. lit once against. the idea that 
we !lre lIot to he allowed to r-ritidse the actions of t.he Viceroy Ilnd 
Ext'clltive of India in this Debate, 

Mr, Spoor: I was ~peo.killg of t.he Viceroy as the president, and 
replt'!lentativp of the Tndian Government. The Indian Government. 
as the overruIiug authority, cannot. possibly evade their respoll15ibili· 
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ties in this matter. I am one of those-and I am sure there are many 
others in the House-who do net like the idea of General Dyer 
being made a scape-goat of in oonnection with these matters. The 
truly responsible persons must be \iisOQvered, and, without vindio­
tiveness, they must be punished in justice to the people of India. 
Therefore, when I use the name of the Vioeroy, I refer to him 
in his capacity as President and Governing Head of the India 
Government. I do submit respectfully, olle is not only entitled, but 
almost compelled, to make references to the Ruling Head of India in 
a De~te of this charaoter, if we are to allocate responsibility in the 
fairest possible way. What I was going to say with regard to Lord 
Chelmsford I will leave unsaid in deference to your ruling. 

The Deputy-Chairman: The hOIl. Member must not disouss the 
actions of the Viceroy. He is entitled to refer to the actions of the 
Government of India. 

Mr. Spoor: I think it is quite clear that what one is oriticising 
is the policy for which the Government of India have to be respon­
sible and a policy which has contributed far more tha.n has yet been 
admitted in this House to the serious situation that at present 
exists in this country. We, therefore, ask that the Vioeroy and 
Sir Michool O'Dwyer should be u(JBlt with in a way that would secure 
justice for the Indian people. I referr(Jd just now to the ourious 
mentality of some Auglo-Indians. There may be some climatic 
explanation-one cannot tell-but the fact is they are of the most 
(Jxtraordinary mentality which seems to possess some of those in 
positions of authority out in that country. India may be governed 
by consent; she will never again be governed by force. (Cheers) 
Any attempt to do 90 is to act contrary to the often declared princi­
ple that has governed the policy of his Ml\jesty's Government, not 
only ..in India, but ill all parts of the Empire. Every oontributory 
cause to that extraordinary mentality mnst be removed. There 
were three courses open to the Government. The first is that which 
would be advocated by those who believe that GelJerai Dyer and 
his colleagues had saved the country. The first oourse--& frank 
approval of the Head of the Indian Government, Sir Miohool O'Dyer, 
General Dyer, and the other officers implicated. The second courae 
is tbe one which has apparently been followed up to now by the 
Secretary of State for India, that is to £lay, approval of the Indian 
Government and approval of Sir Michlel O'Dwyer, but condemna­
tion of General Dyer, who, after all, is the instrument of their will. 
The third, and the only logical course, is to be found in the pursu-

, ance of the liberal spirit which is supposed to inspire the Reforma 
of lut year, and which we were told this afternoon aims at leading 
the people of India into Liberty. If this last eonne is followed it 

64 
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obviou81y involvils the condamnation of all tboae wbo have been 
responsible for thi. reactionary \loliey. We, of the Labour Party, 
and I speak for all my colleagues, stand for the lallt couree as the 
ollly one which is consistent with' our national honour and obligation. 
It involves the recall of the Head of Indian Government, the trial 
of Sir. M:. O'Dwyer, General Dyer and others implicated, a trial in 
His Majesty's Courts of Justice. I may, in passing, submit that 
they will probably have a more judicial hearing and recehe a more 
impartial trial there than they are likely to secure from the columns 
of "Morning post" or the columns of the "Times." , 

L!\Ht of al!. ulld to me it is really more important., our Goverll­
mCllt flhollld take actioll ill this matter and immediat.ely repeal all 
t·hat repressive and coercive and t.otally unnecessary legislation 
whit'h haR rlefaced the Statute Book in I ndia, and which bas had 
110 oLht'l' elfect. than to promote continual irritation and dissatisfac­
t.ioll. U DIes, llml legislation is immerliately repealed and the peoplll 
of India are made to realise that they are in the Empire on equal 
tel'mH, so fILl' as t.hl1ir ordillary rights fire f'ont'ernen, wit.b every 
British citizoll, there iR lIot the slightest hope of peace in that 
('ollllt,ry. If t.ho Goverument do not no this, then it is impossible 
to say what the cOllsequollces will be ann the situation in Innia will 
not. improve. I hav('. referl'en to the feeling of bitter innignation 
that swopt and is aWl 8weepillg over India, and are you not going 
to remove tlHlt ioelill/l: by (',\Ilillg 011 tho British General who happen­
en to lose hiR h!'ad t.o r<'sigIl1 You h~\-II got to do a great deal for­
th(,r. You will ollly do it· uy showing, uI.mistakably. t.hat the policy 
of govt .... nillg J luli" hy a military polioy alld hy glltting rid of the 
prehistoric 1lJ('ntal out.look which POSStlSS individuals out there, 
i~ tho found'it,ion of Ullrpst ill India. I wonder how familiar 
TIIelllh"I'A m'o "ith 1.110 mOVl'meut that. has recently been ini~;ated 
in IlIdi!!., and which is calling upon the hldian people to refuse to c0-

operate ill I,he working of the Aet, that was passed last year. It is 
a mov,~m')lIt. which ha~ ~IJ/"'ad wit,h great rapidity, and it is a Ulove­
mellt, which has the support, not ouly of the Ext.remists, but also 
of moderate mell, and it iij u movement which, if it is J;8rsisted in 
and cluVt'loped, will most cntail.iy make t,he working of Reforms 
altogether impossible. I am oue of those who want to 8IHI the 
pp-oplo of India relllly free. I hope to God they are not going to 
wade t.hrough hlood t.o get that freedom; but if we want to de8tory 
this nOIl-co·operatioll mOYllmeut. aud to remove the justification for 
it, \Ve can only no so in so far a8 we are prepared to do justice to the 
V(l(:ple of India in regarri to the tragedies of last year. Some of ttl 
hOIJb mucb from the Reiorms which were pasaed. Some of De believed 
We were prosellt at the birth of a new understandiDl between Eut 
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and West. Those hopes will never be realised, unless tha Govern­
ment is prepared to act 'Witb courase and deoision, and unless the 
Government is prepared to repudilte in the most emphatic manner 
possible those men 'Whose polioy, it continued, will surely wreck 
all possibilities of co-operation bet'Ween an awakened India and 
ourselves. 

Lieutenant-General Sir Hunter Weston,as one who hn.d served 
with native troops in India, appealed to the Committee to eXl:1rcise 
moderation in what they said about the regretta.ble occurrences ill 
India, and with a due feeling of responsibility a.nd of the harm that 
might be done by intemperate speeche~ on either side. There was 
a great danger of exacerbating feeling between the British section of 
the population of India. and tbat conglomeration of different races, 
different religions and, indeed, of different civil nations which they 
were apt to class as one, as th~ people of India.. There was UII­

doubtedly present a certain stra.in in the relations between the British 
population in India and certain sections of the Indian races, and to 
still further aggravate that feeling would be to do t,hA graVtlBt 
disservice to their country. General Dyer by his record hllil shown 
himself to be a man and an officer well able to deal with throutenilJg 
situationa without the use of forcc. The eviorllce COJlt,ailJl}o in the 
Report of Lord Hunter's Committee cOllld not be userl against 
any man in any Court of Law, either civil or military, and, thClr'lfor(l, 
it should not be used as the basis of defence or attack in that, HouAe 
or outside. In principle, the use of the military in ai(1 of tho civil 
power was the same in that country and in J ndia. To allow I>nyt.hi n~ 
in the nature of "frightfulnl'ss" was abhorre 11t to the British Natioll, 
and therefore to the British Army. If hoth the Commander-in·Obief 
in India and the Army Cou.llcil had decided t,bat General l)YN' Ahonld 
be relieved of his commaud, the Committee might he sure that- h(J had 
been-treated fairly, and that no good could bA dOlle to him, to the 
Army, or to the country by att,ackiug a rleciAiou ma.rle by rospolJsihle 
soldiers, who had the full confidence of the Army and the N at,jclII, 
and had the facts fully before them and tho hest legal advice at their 
disposal 

He appealed to those who dnsired to defeud all emilJrnt soldier 
not to attack those other eminellt soldiers who had to adj IIdicatfl 011 

the case, and especially not to say anythilig which could be quoted 
in the difficult days ahead as showing that members of Parliament 
approyed anythio, which could give colour to the assertjolJ that 
the British Army might be used as an instrument of oppression. 
Upon those members, whose sympathy with the relatives of those 
who lost their lives at the Jallianwala Bagh prompted them to 
IXIndemn General Dyer utterly, 811d to oall upon t,be Govefllmellt to 
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punish him still further, he urged moderation in the expression of 
tbeir opinion, remembering tba.~ ha.rm might be done by their 
words in embittering feeling in India and adding to the difficalties 
of those who in the future woulq. bve to uphold Ia.w and order. 

The situBtion with which General Dyer had to deal had been 
in existence for some time, and before his arrival, had led to the 
murder of Europeans, to an assault upon an English woman, to loss 
of life among the natives, and to much damage to property. Tho 
terms of written order given to him by the civil authority on 
his arrival on April 11, were: "The Troops have orders to rostore 
order in Amritsar and to use all force necessary. No gathefIDg of 
persons nor procession of any sort will be allowed. All gatherings 
will be fired on." That notice was given out to several of the 
citizens on April 11. On tho afternoon of April 13 having received 
notice from tho ~uperintelJrlel1t of Rolico that a crowd was assem­
bling in the Jhallianwala Bagh, a park in Amritsar city, General 
Dyer marched to tho spot., and found a huge assembly of many 
thousands of people, who appeared to him to be in a dangerous 
mood. A determined rllsh might easily overwhelm his little force 
of 50 native soldiers armed with rifles, and 40 dol'med only with 
kukris. General Dyer and his little band were entirely isolated in 
the city. Narrow streets were behind him, his flanks and rear were 
open to attack, and no reinforcolnAllts were within reach. If this 
little band, who were the solo guardians of law and ardor, had been 
overwhelmed, there was nothing to hold in check inshgators of 
crime and insurroction, nothiug to prevent the reCllrrOllce of the loot 
and murder and ar~OIl which had raged ill t.ho city only three nays 
before. (IIear. ht'ar.) Any hesitation on Geneml Dyer's part, any 
failure to use, aud to use at Ollce, the, llf\('essary force might havo 
heen the spark that would light the cOlltlagmtion of Itnoth!'r mutiny. 
1\0 OliO who had not been placed ill a ~imiliar situation should 
venture to condemn General DYer. (Cheers.) 

Lieutenant Colonel James s'1i,1 that, as it appeared to him, 
the qne3tion was oue affectillg not ~o much the Indian Empire as 
ju&tice. When General Dyer put in his sbtcmellt to the Army 
Council, olle should have thought that the natural thir,g would have 
been to seud for him aud ask for oral explanat,iOIl~. He understood 
that procedure was never followed at the \r ar Office, and be tbought 
that alone vitiatod the virtuo of .appeal. Unless they could have a 
man face to face with the presidont of the t.ribunal they could not 
form a propnr judgment on his case. General Dyer was faced with 
an unparalleled situation and the ouly judge of the amount of force 
which should be used at the moment was he himself. (Cheers) 
To say that there was lIO evidence of a general conspjracy in India 
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was just as absurd as it would be to set up a board of inquiry in 
Ireland at the present moment., aq,d to say that there WaS no evi· 
dence of constables being killed, for the simple reason that they had 
not been caught; (Laughter and .heers). He asked hon. Members 
to stand for the oause of justice, fair play and moderation towards 
the great mass of the loyal Indian peoples, who would be the first 
to suffer if they in that House did not stand by their own people. 
(Clleers.) 

Sir W. ]oynson Hicks: I came down to the House very fuJly 
intol,tioned to make a very moderate sta.tement, a.nd to deal in my 
remarks with tbo wider questioll of the futuro of our government 
ill India, rather than to speak on the actual case of General Dyer. 
1 should like to congratulate the bon. and gallant Gentleman who 
has just disappeared so rapidly afier making his maiden speech; 
tbe wbole House, 1 sbould say,. wiII like to hear him again. I should 
like to refer for one momeut to the hon. and gallant Member for Nor­
thampton, and the very fine speech in which he put the oase of 
General Dyer admirably. He described the Amrit,sar events of 
that awful afternoon of 13t,h April. Yot r do not know whether 
every aile in the Committee heard the heginning of the speer-h. He 
appealed to the hOIl. Members as Members of this House, to support 
the (lecisioll of the Army Coullcil leCttllse the Army Council has 
come to a decisioll. Hcally, the secolld part, of the Rpeeoh of 
my right bOil. Friond was a cornplet,e jU'itification for anyone who 
\'otos a.gaiust the rlecision of tho Army Council. I want to say at 
Ollre that as a memher of t his Hou~e I am not prepared to abdicate 
not merely my rights hn t my duty of bking part ill this dehate, and 
of ~l1pporting my cOllvictions hy my vot,e, and, if necessa.ry, voting 
against the (loci~ioll of Lhe Army COI11icil, which has been pnt for­
warr) for .iu~tificatioll on the grollnd that it iR a decision of the Army 
COllllcil. 'What is the House of Commons for 1 What, is this 
Debate for 1 I am gln(l to see that my right, hon. l~rielld the Hecre­
tal'Y of State acknowledges the ('orrectIl8S'l of what I say as to what 
is t.he right and the duty of the House oi Commolls. '" e are here 
to debabr quest iOlJ.~, Ilu,} to say what we believe to be right, not 
merely to confirm t he views of SOIdfl other body. 

After all, we are, as I t hill k the right hon. Gentleman the 
member for Paisely (Mr. Asquith) once, described the House of 
Commons to be. "The grea.t inquest of the Nation." We are the 
best Court to which General Dyer, or allY other person aggrieved by 
the action of any Government Dbpartment" ca.n come. General 
Dyer has appealed to the Commauder-in Chief. He has appealed to the 
F-iecretary of State. He h!\~ appealed to the Army Council. In the 
last reSOUl'cell he appeals to us. We have to decide the case. We 
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h&ve to decide one way or the other. My hon. and gallant Friend 
~e & powerful appeal for moderation in regard to this matte1'. I 
do not intend to attack the Sec~tary of State. But I think I must 
.Y that a more disastrous speech-and I say that with a Bense of 
responsibility and the hope tllat my words may be believed-has 
never been made on the , Amritsar affair. I had just returned from 
a visit to, India and to Amritsar, a.nd the opinions 1 am expressing 
&I to the events which took place there aro held by a.t least 80 per 
oent. of the Indian Civil Service throughout India and 90 per cent. 
of the European people. (Hear hear.) The Secretary of State for 
India has, for some time past, entirely lost the confidence d the 
Indian Civil Service. (Cbeers.) It is a very serious matter, and the 
speech of the Secretary of State on this afternoon will have utterly 
destroyed any little shreds of confidence which 'Vas left to 
bim, not merely in the minds of thA Indian Civil Service, but in the 
minds of the British Army in India.' (Cheers.) It is diffioult in the 
faoe of the speech to make a moderate speech, which was merely 
one long vituperation of General Dyer in his action in India, and 
one long appeal to racial passions. (Cheers.) 

The right hon. Gentleman, the Member for Paisley asked for 
a defenoe of General Dyer. He asked whether there was any body 
in this House prepared to say that General Dyer did right. 1 am 
prepared to say so. I am backed up in that opinion, as [ say, by 
80 per cent. of the Indian Civilians and by 90 per cent. of the 
European population. 

Mr. Mills: Where did you get those figures 1 
Sir W. Joynson Hicks: In ludia. I devoted my time in 

India to seeing aud BPeaking to everyone I could, both agitators 
as well as the governing classes . 1 did my best to form all ·aCCllrate 
opinion. There is one person whose opinion I think may carry 
weight with this House. Hon. Members had heard of the ~ady 
missionary who had Ilearly bl'ol1 killed in Amrit~ar on 10th April. 
1 refer to Miss Sherwood. She has told the whole of the facts 
of the case, how she has lived for If) years amongst the Indian popu· 
latioll, how she was torn from her bicycle while riding to from her 
work, how she was battered from head t,o foot, how sht' was left 
for dead, and how subsequently she was carrHld iI/to a bouae, and 
dter being there a little while had to be carried to another. 

Mr. Mills: By Indians 1 
Sir W. Joynson Hicks: By Indians, who were t·hemselves 

attacked for having so carried her into the house. MilS Sher­
wood after her return to England, I think 1 am COrtMt 
in saying, went to see the Secretary of State for India, and , 
declined to accept a.ny mOlley compensation. She would not take' 



1920] AYRITSAR DEBAl'H-JOYNSON HICKS 
blood·money from this country. I have aeen her. 1 hAve _ 
General Dyer and Sir M. O'Dw1er. Mi88 Sherwood has asked me 
to read to the House of Oommons a letter whioh she has written 
and I ora\'e the indulgenoe of the ~ommittee while I read it. It 
is a letter from an Englishwoman on the spot who, even after her 
iII· treatment, still hopes and intends to go baok to the Punjab. 
She saya : 

"I have lived in the Amritsar neighbourhood for nearly 16 
years, and my work in oonneotion with the Ohurch of England 
zenaQji Missionary Society has brought me into close oontact with 
the homes of the Punjab, both ill Village and City. Moreover, I 
waS superintendent and manager of the City Mi88ion Sohoo)e for 
over 600 girls, Hindu and Muhammadan, at the time of the riots. 
As is known to you, I Was almost killed Oil the 10th of April 
and was, in faot, left for dead tn the streets of Amritsar. I wae 
picked up an~ oarried into the fort, where I lay for 19 days before 
I could be removed to Ellgiand. During that time I heard all 
about the further riots and the shooting on the 13th from people who 
were in touch with what was h'1PPoliing. JI) Maroh people of Amrit· 
sar bazara wero talking of striking. Tho prospect of the polioe 
even joining it was discussed." 

I want the Committee to realise the position of affairs in Amrit· 
sar and the whole of the PUIJjab. 

"Never mind if they don't, we ourselves will fight", is a transla­
tion of the actual words used. On the day I WBS wounded, I saW' 
men tearing down poles from shop awnings sud seizing hold of 
anythillg likely to SArve for a weapon, and a rushing out of the city 
to a given rendezvous." 

"To teach the people that 8 wrong was done them (as sedition· 
monl!l'6rs are doing, backed by English people) is a cruel and wicked 
thing, and h,r from mending matters will make them infinitely 
worse. No Indian in writing or oonversation with me has referred 
to the repressive measures BS other than meet and right under the 
oircumstances. I should like to say that, loving the people &II I 
do, having worked amongst them for years, and still hoping to go 
back to India, I am oOllviDced that there was real rebellion in the 
Punjab, and tbat General Dyer saved Indi ... and us from a repetition 
of the miaeriea and oruelties of 1857." 

I have letters from five other English miBBionary ladi .. who 
were in Amritsar at the time, and who went through this terrible 
time. All asked me to implore the House of Commons not to do 
thia et wrong to General Dyer. One account 88y. : ' 

'The children had no milk, but only bully beef, and there 
were no sanitary oonvtini61JC8. in tbe fort. We bad a terrible tim", 
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recalling the days of Mutiny which was a very, very bad time 
for Englishwomen and children." .Another account: 

"I was 16 days in the Amritsar Fort in April, 1919, in conse· 
quence of the deplorable riots {which took place, and I wish to do 
my part in strongly protesting against the injustice being done to 
General Dyer, who, I believe, did his duty and saved us from 
unspeakable horrors. I have lived in India longer even than Miss 
Sherwood, and love India's people very dearly, but in such crises 
only those on the spot can judge as to what action to take, and 
they, according to British tradition, should be justly treated'" (' 

What was the condition of affairs he fore General Dyer struck 
his blow-this inevitahle alld necessary blow on 13th April1 One 
would imagine, from aU that is being said, that General Dyer, a 
blood· thirsty Euglish officer, found this gathering perfectly peaceful 
on tho JaIliauwala Bagh, aUli had ·said. "We must destroy this 
crowd, we must fire merely for the love of tiring." Tho whole of 
Northern India was in what amouuted to revolt and rebellion in 
the early part of April, 1919. From Calcutta to Peshawar and 
from Lahore to Bombay there were Aporadic revolts and riots all 
over the country. 

Colonel Wedgwood: Why 1 what Wdre the causes 1 
Sir W. Joynson Hicks: 1 am not going illto the causes. 

What we have got to face are facts with which General Dyer 
had to deal, the knowledge that was withilJ General Dyer's braill 
when he was called upou by the Civil Authorities to take a hand 
ill this dispo~al. 1 kllow there at'll 1I01itkal causes. I know there 
are political troubles in 1I1di'l, and there will be far worse political 
trouble in India ill the near futu:-e. 

Colonel Wedgwood: After they hal (l read YOllr speeoh ! 
Sir W. joynson Hicks: I am tryillg merely to give to' the 

Committee \\ hat J believe to be the taets of the case. 1 want hOIl. 
Members to realj~A t.hat GLllleral Dyer kllelV that he had charge of 
this whole district. III Lahore the capital, there had been riots. 1 want 
to refer to those, because I notice ill the 1~me$ newspaper this moru· 
ing II leading article pleading for moderation, aud asking why it 
was not possible to adopt the lSame methods at Amrits&f a.s had been 
used ill that queIlillg of the mob at Lahore on April 1910 aud '12. 
If the leader writer ill the Times had roan the evidence given before 
the Commission, he would have seell that Lieut. Colonel Johnson who 
Wal.' in charge at Lahore, gave evidence before the Comnlission in which 
he said that he considered tho quieting of Lahore was due 60 per cent. 
to the action of General Dyer at Amritsal'. The action at Amritsar 
of General Dyer spread an through the Punjab and particularly 
quieted the town of Lahore. In Amritsar itseH when these riots 
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broke .ut they were directly anti·British and anti-Christian. The 
crowd attaoked one of· the E.gliah banks And murdered tbe 
Engliah manager, and the Ell8liah aaaiatant they be.t to death. 
They piJed up the furniture and set fire to the wbole pJMa. 
Then thet went to the Alliance Bank and murdered the 
Manager. Afterwards they visited both the Town Hall and the Post 
Office and set fire to them. I brought baok photographs of theM 
plaoell given to me by the Lieut. Governor of the Punjab, and they 
showed these burned buildings where the bank managers were 
murqered, and building after building occupied by English residents 
and Ohristians were burnt. 

The telegr&m system was attacked and the railw&ys, and where. 
ever they could get hold of an English glJard on the railway he waa 
beaten to death. They went to an army hospital to get hold of 
another lady miseionary and she only escaped through the kindneu 
and loyalty of her Indian friends. They went to Indian christian 
churoh and burned that. The Religious tract Society's Depot was 
burned, and they tried to get hold of the Church Missionary Society 
Girl's School. The state of things there on the 10th and 11th of 
April did &mount to a rebellion. The difference between myself and 
the Secretary of State for War is, whether there WM a rebellion or 
not 1 If there was no rebellion but merely a looal riot, then General 
Dyer could be rightly convioted of inhumanity and oruelty, but if 
there was a rebellion, as I submit thertl was, then General Dyer'. 
action was justified. It was a rebellion whioh might have led to 
almost anything, in fact, it was an open rebellion. 

It is not a question in these circumstances as to how far General 
Dyer should have gone, because he was at a war with a section 
of the people of India, and a. section of the people of India were at 
war.with general Dyer. The right hon. Gentleman, the Member for 
Paisley (Mr. Asquith) said that nothing happened between the 10th, 
and the 13th of April. At that time the whole city W808 in the 
hands of the military, soldiers had to be poured in, and the reason 
why General Dyer had only a few troops was beoause the troops were 
guarding every available place. protecting the European population. 
The whole city was picketed during the 11th a.nd 12th of April. It 
was all one continuous operation, and I¥>t merely incidental firiD, on 
tha part of General Dyer's force. The n&tive populace had every 
poQible warning. During the riot the military h8d to ,hoot in 
Atnritaar, and lOme meD were killed, aDd at their funeral on the 
10~h the following notioe was issued. 

"T~ . troop. have orders to re.tore order in Amritlar aad to 
uae aU foroe neeesaary. No gatheringa nor prooeSlion of a.ny aort will 
be &ilowejl. All galiberiBls ",ill be fired 00. Any peNOD.lealiDs 
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the city in groups of more than four will be fired on. Respeotable 
persons should keep indoors." tOn the night of the 11th of April 
General Dyer arrived, and <In the 12th he marched robnd the oity 
with as large a show of foroe as !Wssible. As he marched the inhabi­
tauts were illsolent and apat on the ground as the troops passed, and 
amid a.1I this provocation General Dyer did nothing to them, and 
tbe most extreme opponent of Genera.l Dyer could nut find fault with 
him up to this point. He did his best not to take the extreme 
measuret! Oil the 12th which be was forced to take on the 18th. 
One or two extracts from the reports of the Committee ?vhioh 
inve~tigated the disturbances ill the Punjab will show exactly wha.t 
took plallo on the 13th when the (ollowing proclama.tion was issued: 

"The inha.bita.nts of Amritsa.r are hereby wa.rned that if they 
will Cl\IlRf' damage t,() any property or will commit any act oE violenoe 
ill the PI.viI'OIJd of Amrit~ar, It will be taken for granted that such 
aot.~ are clU(l to incilement in Amritsar city, and offenders will be 
pUliished according to Military Law. All meetings and gatherings 
are herehy prohibited, aud will be dispersed at onoe under Military 
La.w." 

On the 12th instant my right hon. Friend said that nothing 
hap{Jf:lIJel1, hilt a force had to be sent out to bring in two lac-lies, and 
durillg the d'IY the telegraph wires were cut between Chheharta and 
Amritsar, between Khllsa Imd Gurusar, and between Khasa and 
Chhehl1rta. ]11 spite of nil t.hat happcued 011 the 10th, ill spite of 
all the firing t·hat took plactl, tbe rehel~ were quietly ta.king means 
to i sol~tc Amritsar alld prupar(' thomsdvtls [or allY thing t.hat might 
take place 011 the following day. Ou the 13th General Dyer went 
rOI1I1(l Amrit R:n , alld at 19 pillel's hu culled a halt, and by souudillg 
a clrnlll he SlllJllllOnerl t htl 1'001'113 alia at those 1!l places he rea.d out 
allother proolalllatioll which 11',\, drawlJ IIp ill EllgIish and loll the 
H'r/J/\clliar :loR follows: 

"It i~ h('reby proolaimed to all to whom it may concern that 
110 por~oll rtlbiding in the city is permitted 01' allowtld to leave the city 
ill his own or hired nOllveyallce or on foot withollt a pass. No {lerson 
re!:lid illg in the Amritsar city is permitted to leave bis Couse after 
11. AllY persons found ill (he city after 8 are liable to 00 sbot. No 
pl'oc~ssioll of a.ny kilJd is pertWtted to parade .the streets in the city or 
IIoIlY I'art of tbe cit,y, or outside of it, at /lUY time. Any Buch proces· 
sions or allY glLthering of four mllu will be looked upon and treated 
as uillawful assembly a.nd dispersed by force of arms, if Dereasary." 

It is idle to eay that these proclamations were not knowll 
t.o tIle whole of t.he population. I have spoken with men on the 

.spot who were OIl the polioe foroe at the time, both NatJV1l and 
English .: and Ilot only thesIl, but the Indian official 88 well in 
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Amritear, supported General Dyer to the utmost in tbe action he was 
taking, and none of them will disp~te that the inhabitauts of that 
city knew of thie proclamation and knew of the danger tbey would 
be subject to. In spite of those pr~lamations word was brought to 
General Dyer that this orowd was assembling in the Jallianwala 
Bagh. It is true that it was impossible for more than a few troops to 
get through the narrow opening iuto this place at the Same .time, 
but the right hon. Gentleman is not correct when he said the nrowd 
could not get out at the other end because they could get out the 
garden and over the walls. There was only one 61ltrance for 
the tr~ops, alld Generll.l Dyer and his troops came ill at this narrow 
entralJce. He knew that the telegraph wires had boen out and that 
Amritsar was isolated. He knew that thero was a crowd beiug 
addressed by an agitator, the same agitator who was cOll(lpmlled 
for his connection with the mUfders on the lOth, but who, I regret 
to say, was pardoned by the India Governmeut,. He waR h:lf!LII ' 

guing the mob and doing his best to exoite them. Gelleral DYHl' 
had only 50 men armed with rifles j/ond about, 40 with cutlasses or 
knives. What would this House have said if he had wf~ited alld 
allowed the crowd to charge him 1 The mere force of lIumbers amI 
the merll impact of the crowd would have Rwept Genpral Uyer and 
his force absolutely out of existence if (hey had at tackod him. The 
Europeans were behiud GelJeral Dyer, u.ud 1 am sure hon. MemlH'r~ 
would have coudemned him aud rightly condemned him it hn IllLtl 
allowed himself to be overwhelmed by that mob. 

It is not for me to say what some of my ho'!. Friellds would 
have done, but it is not for hon. Members who do not kllow tlie 
facts to say that they would have acted ditfert'ntly. 1 do 1I0t kIlow 
any man who would say that wit.h such respolisihilIty UI'OIi hiK 
shoulders, and with the knowledge that Uellcral Dyer hn.d, Ii" would 
have dared to have abstained from firing ill tlw way he did It if! 
said that General Dyer's force fired wit,hout allY ce~.,r1\iOIl, ],111 if 
you look at the report of the Brig v IIl- M ,jor of his 10r~lJ~ who hilS 
since died, it will be seen that he says: 

"We began to fire upon the crowd, which hroktJ illto two 
bodies. Thiugs were gettilJg very serious indeed, amI looked ~'R if 
they were going to rush. Fire was ordered first 011 one lump of 
crowd which looked the most menacing and thHIJ 011 the other." 

ThOle are the words of this officer who was merely mn.king 
his form..! report, and he says that the crowd looked BS if th(·y were 
g()ing to rush them. What has happened since 1 Was GerJeta] 
Dyer &IIsailed by the people of the Punjab for the action he took t 
Certainly Dot. They afterwards carne to him in thei!' HIOUS&nds 
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and thanked him for wbat he bad done. They tbaaked .him for 
the aotion ba had taken. He w'" made a Sikh-one Gf the big1telt 
honours given to men. He WaB employed by the GOYernment to 
maroh round the whole <liatriolj. and pacify it-this blood· thirsty 
man who is said to have wantonly shot down so many of· their 
fellow oountl'y-men, wal toe man who was selected to do his beat 
in fri~ndl'Y conversation with them. I assert that General Dyer 
W&l! and is to-day beloved of the Sikh Nation. I should like to say 
one word with regard to the speech of the Secretary for War. He 
made great play with the statement that the orowd were not 
armed with lethal weapons. Anyone acquainted with oondftions 
in India would have known it was impossible under the Arms Act 
for them to be armed with guns. Nevertheless, they imported 
into Amritsar hundreds of thousands of iroDsbod bosmboo canes 
lfbiob thAY proposed to use. It was. suggested by the right hon. 
Gl1Itleman that if the object of General Dyer was to disperse the 
crowd, hi. action was unca.lled for and unneoessary. I say, on the 
other hand, if it was to stop or to put an end to rebellion, then he 
wal entitled to judge of wbat was to be done in military fasbion. 

The hon. Gentleman said that nobody with any reputation in 
India. had Buggested the punishment of General Dyer or other 
otfioialil ooncerned. lIaP he Reen the report of a meetiug which 
took place in the Kingsway Hall, London, on the 3rd June 7 It 
was attended by gelJtJemen wbo are supporting my right hon. 
Friend to.day. It was addresfied by an hon. Member of the 
Legislative Council-the HOIl. Mr. Patel. May I bere utter a 
word of warning t.o the hOIl. ann gallallt Member for Newcastle­
under-Lyme (Col Wedgwood) ill this connectioll. I happened to be 
in the Legislative Council at Delhi when the Bon. Mr. Patel was 
making a speech not quit9 80 bad perhaps, hut one in which htl 
quoted a spoecb of the ball . and gallant Gentleman, and' then 
turned round and said, "The~e (,I'e the noble words of a noble man." 
After (l,:lot I WOllt, out. This is what Mr. Patel said at the meeting 
if) London the other day. 

"When the Indian people are informed th&t the Government 
havo the fullest confidence in Lord Chelmsford and a higtl appreci· 
Il'tion of Sir M. O'DwY{Jr's energy, do yon suppose they wilJ be 
impresaed by Mr. Montagu's platonic condemnation of some ,of'tbe 
excesses under Martial Law ~ No; they will judge you by your 
deeds, not by your words, and if you have confidence in Lord 
Chelmsford, they will have no confidence in you. Lord Chelmaford 
must go. It is a fresh insult and outrage to Indian eentimel)t 
that the Government sbculd express their confidence in such" 
Viceroy." 
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There was another speech made by Itt Mr. HornirnaJl, who ... 

expelled Ol' deported from India, .nd it was alDlost equally", bad. 
I will refer to only one ful'tber SM6oh, and that was delivered by an 
Indian lady, Mrs. Naidu, who g8i/e a desoriptioll of alleged act·ion 
of our troops at Amritsar. If hon. Members really believe in the 
increasing goodwill of certain seotions of the people of India. I 
want them to realise what this woman said and said in the presenoe 
of two English Members of Parliament-the han. Member for 
Newc&8tle (Major Barnes) and the hon. Member for Glasgow (Mr. 
Neil Maolean) on the 3rd June 1920 at the Kingsway Hall. Mrs. 
Naida said: 

"WarneD, whose faces had never been touched by the curioua 
sun or the moon, were dragged into the market place. My sistere 
iVllre stripped naked; they were Bogged; they were outraged; 
and yet you dare talk of the auction of Bouls." 

Neither of the two hon. Members bounded up in his seat ae I 
should have t'lxpected any English Member of Parliament would have 
done. One of them in fact, the hon. Member for Newcastle, said: 

"'W<I have just listened to a very, very wonderful speech which 
had that greatest power a speech can ever bave, to get past the head 
to the heart, and that is whero it arrived." 

Immediately, I got that report 1 wrote to General Dyer and 
gir M. O'Dwyer, and 1 am authorised by t,hose two gentlemen to 
Bay in this House of Commons that that statemMlt, as far as their 
knowledge goes, and I thillk their knowlenge is conclusive m the 
matter, is absolutely and totally nntflle. Let English Memhers realise 
t hat that is the kind of incitement to hostility to our rule in India 
which is indulged in by extreme sections of the Indian Commu­
lJity. This was going on last year, and it, is going on to·day. When 
I was at Peshawar t.here was a placard posted up in that city, which 
itselris too liable to disorder and crime, calling upon the Indians to 
rise and destroy the British forces. It said: 

"Your hearts will SOOIJ L(l soothed by tho entire annihilation 
of British Impori:\lism aud the completo destruction of these enemies 
of humanity." 

This placard was posted up in Peshawar in March, 1920, anA 
it goes on : 

"Active resishnce will crush the viper's head. Burn their 
offices, rout.ilate their railways and telegraphs, induce the Police 
and Army to work with you and slay these doge of Britain everY7 
where yon find them." 

1 want to make an apl\eal to tbis Committee on behalf of the 
ElIg1i8h~n and Engli8hwomen .in the Civil Service, and in the 
,Army, who lire upholding our flag there under very great diffiooltie •• 



lH8 HO[JSE OF COMMONS (8 JULY 

We bear a great deal of the responsibilities of Empire, but what 
is too often referred to is the responsibility to the native races 
on the part of the Government. there is. however, a responsibility 
also to the Europeans. You slind theBe men out, you allow their 
women and children to go out there t.o live in scattered areas, 
spread all over the country-often miles and miles away from any 
help, and they are ollly enabled to live and to rule by the know­
ledge of the f~t that there is in Judia a British Army on which 
they can rely in the last r~sort. I appeal to this Committee, not 
merely on behalf of them, but on behali also of the soldiers in 
India. who feel strongly with regard to the action which the Krmy 
Council has taken iuto the case of General Dyer. They feel that 
when the next riot takes place they may be called upon in similar 
circumstances to come to a somewhat similar decision. Are you 
going to tell them that this House pf Commons has supported the 
&otion of the Army Couucil in the case of General Dyer, and are 
you going to tell them also that in the future in any action they 
may take they will not have the support of Great Britain 1 We must 
trust the men Oil the spot. We selJd out our best men J.o India 
to the Civil Service and to the Army, and we have to trust them 
not once or twice, but at all times. 

Mr. Bennett: A meeting took place in this city not many 
weeks ago attended mainly by Euglishmen whose lives have been 
epent largely in India. As reported to me, the speech of the Chair­
man of that meeting may be summarised in these words: "We 
English have got to live wit,h the natives, and the best we can do 
ie to get on good terms with them, and say as little as we can about 
these disturbance~." With part of tha.t st'lltimollt I cordia.lly agree. 
'Ve ha.ve to pursue a. policy of modera.tion. There are obstacles in 
the way of that policy and in t,he way of a good understandilJ~ be­
tween the two races. Some of thflm are raised by bOll. Members 
opposite, some by hon. Membor~ around me. ::;0 far a~ hOIl. Mem­
bers opposite are concerned, I deprecate the agitation-premature 
and purely fictitious-on this questioll which they have carried 
on. The meetings that have beell held bave been artificia.l in 
character. 1 have a letter from Mr. Horniman, who has been 
referred to to-day, ajournalist who was expelled, and, ill my opi­
Ilion, properly expelled, from Bomba.y. In that letter he writes to 
8 newspa.per in Bombay to the effect that he is "working the pres. 
in this country for all that is worth," He goes 011 further to 
say "you rna,' trust me to keep the Press of England up to 
the mark." . 

That discounts a great deal of what we read in the English 
Pap ere. On the other hand, we have got a mischievous Pre88 in 
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Englslld poisoning the wells against the Secretary for India. I think 
we ha.ve seen some co-operation in "that unworthy purpose in some 
of the questions which have been put in this House durins the Jut 
few days. The great obstacles to 11 friendly understanding, which 
is profoundly t,o be deferred therefore, come from two sides. Two 
eminent Members of the legal profession, one representing the 
higher and the other t.he less high bra.nch of the profesaion, have 
shown what 1 may call the forensic astuteness in conoentrating the 
discussion to-day upon the oaso of General Dyer. That made an 
appeal to our fair-mindedness; they put before us tbe case of an 
honourable officer, who ha.s served his country for 34 years, and 
who, they think, has not had justice. 1 have read fully the state­
m~nt which General Dyor laid before the Army Council, and have 
given it my best consideration, and I am satisfied that there is 
every warrant for the deciston which has been come to in reg&rd 
to him. I notice ono thing that was not known to me before-namely, 
that. General Dyor was for some years Oll tho staff as instructor in 
Military Law. That ra.ther disturb., me. I want to know how many 
officers of the Indian Army have received the benefit of his teaching 
in military law, and how many of them have imbibed the peculiar 
principles to which he has given expression. For instance, is it 
generally believed, amongst the officers of the Indian Army, that, 
in cases of trouble it. matterA little whether there is to be excess of 
shooting or not~ He says exooss doe~ not ooncern him. II I wal 
not cOllcerned with excess," I thilJk ho says, "becauso I had in view 
the effect which it was llecessary to produce UPOIJ the public feeling 
ill t,he Punjab." 

1 am /lot going furthor iltto the qllcstiolJ of Gellera) Dyer. I want 
to take t he discussion away from General Dyer altogether for the 
timo- beillg, amI t,o call the attention of the committee to the exer­
cise of Martial Law in the Punjab at this time, the conditions under 
which Martia.l Law was exercisod and the lessons to be derived from 
it. We shall waste our time if we simply at,and here condemning 
or exonerating particula.r individuals. We want to find wbat hap­
pened, and to guard in tbe future against the consequenoes of the 
errors that have been made_ I will ask hon. Members to atudy care­
fully the evidence given by a number of the officers who were appoint­
ed &8 Area Military Officers to carry out Martial Law, after the control 
had been handed over by the civil authority. The committee r8C!OS· 
nised, of courso, the seriouB dangers which follow froil. tbe inatitu­
tiOD of Mart·ial Law, the ordinsry roles of evidellce '~e IUlpaDded, 
bUG what ia worst of all is that a number of men are pdt in poeition. 
of judioial authority who neces8&l'ily have no experience of exer­
ei'ins sucb authorit,y and are utterly incapable of doing to properly. 
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M~ialLa,,, may be " matter of military neeemt)'. Owill,:,to 
preteure of eircumatanoes it may 'be inevitable, bot it is A thilll to 
be avoided IlQ far all it polISibly can be. I want the noDltJIittee to 
endeavour to got some. grup of the oonditions under which Mattial 
Law Willi carried out, and:of the kind of men who were ooouPied 
in carrying it out. I wiah to make no personal :lttaeks on them, 
and 1 shall as far as possible a"oid naming arly of these otlioere, but 
the errors of their administration and their want of judgment and, 
at times, even of commoll-sense. must be made known. There was 
a young offieer- I fancy he must have been a very young ~Idier 
indeed-who invented a number of minor pUlJishmelJts. Theae 
punishments have been called "freak pUlJishments" and 1 think that 
is a term which sufficiently does justice to them. He invented 
lkipping as a means of minor punishment-very millor, I think we 
must say. In other case, finding· that a culprit before him was 
given to poetry, he ordered to him to write an ode in his honour. He 
aleo ordered that one after another of the persons who came before 
him should touch the grounds with their foreheads. He justified 
himself for that by saying that it was a common thing, and he 
belioved it was done all over India. If th"t is so, I hope the Govern­
ment of India have had their attention directed to it, and we should 
like to have an assuranoe tha.t no longer are men humiliated by 
being made to touoh the ground with their foreheads. 

We get more serious things than this. A military officer exer­
cising authority under martial law ba.d to deal with a case in which 
martial law notices had been stripped from the wall of a school. 
He had DO evidellCo as to who was guilty of this irregularity, hut 
he thought he could find out, or, at any rate, that he could adminis­
ter lU8tice, by ordering that somo of the bigger in the school should 
be picked out and whipped. His own admission before th~Com­
mittee was, "They were not necllstiarily guilty but it was their mis­
iortune." Then he was asked, "Were warnings against defacement 
~f notioes written or oral 7 I do 1I0t remember," Le said, "but what 
does it matter1" Questions of life or death may come before theBe 
tribunals, s.nd some importance must be a.ttached to the Ngtilarityof 
the prooedure and when an officer gives all answer lndicatio, thot 
he does not care whether an order is written or oral, it is a ,olear 
inrucs.tion of the general preva.lallce of slipshod procedure in iheae 
courts. Again, and I think this is still more serious, we read tbt.~ .t 
Labore a w~ping triangle was set up before the accused pe~. were 
tri.ed. Tha1"1e.ems to be an antioipation of eVen'" acaroelJ oo~t 
with_judi"-al attitude of milld. Worse ~tiU, also at Lahore. "Jlq .. 
were erected before the oourt opened. There ~D, istbe $.f_ 
anticipation of tho lawe wbioh, 1 think, is disoreditable to aU -W*"" 
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associated with it. If we want a. historio parallol to that, we s:bonld 
find it in the oaae of-the Duo d'Evghien, whom Napoleon had tried 
at Vincennes, and for whom a grave was dug beloN! the trial began. 
I put this case of the erection oj a gallows before the opening of 
the oourt on Ii par with that sinister episode in the procedure of 
Napoleon. In another case, a Deputy Commissioner io Gujranwalla 
caused the leaders, 01' those who were believed to be the leaders of' 
the popular party, to be handcuffed and chained, marched through 
the streets to the station, and sent to Lahore in a goods truok, 
The same official arrested Gover Singh, aged 60, as a hostage, be­
oause- his three sons were missing. An order Willi passed oonfisoa­
ting his property, and a warning was issued that anyone attemp-
ting to reap his crops would be shot. . 

These are matters to which hon. Members here attaoh no 
importanoe. They concentrate the whole of their thought and 
care upon vindicating General Dyer, and proving that he hay been 
very badly trMted. I think thAY would spend their time a little 
more usefully, and would be more fully performing their duties 
in regard to India, if they would illquire into the methods by whioh 
martial law was administered at that time. I thiuk we ought, 
ill following these proceedillgs, to !Jote the mentality of the men 
who were engaged in thom. What can you say of the mentality 
of a man who, over and ov(\r agai!J, will tell you that the people 
of the Puujab like martial law 'I We have heard of eels getting used 
to be skinned, but when it is Sf tid that the people of a province 
like martial law, it only shows what extraordinary persons were 
[Jut ill chargo of the admilJistmtiolJ of martial law at that time. 
o. People liked my administration." "People liked martial law, 
especially the masses." Allother officer who h!~d not been salaamed 
by some childrell-the pupils of a. school-gave orders that the 
w holtl of the boys ill that school should for a week be made to 

COIDe and salute him at his office, aud should, in addition, salute 
the U Ilion J liCk. ~ If tha.t officer had set himself to devise means 
1,y which the children of that town could be made as long 808 they 
lived to hat~ the Union .Jack and the people who ruled under it, 
he could Dot have adopted a more effioacious procedure. Because 
the pupils ill one group of colleges were suspeoted of tearing down 
a martial law notioe, the whole of the studentB-a thousand all 
toltl-were made for a whole week to march 16 miles a dllY to 
the military headquarte18. That is the rising generation in India. 
Tho,", are the students, the class of peopla who in ItalL,for instance, 
took a prominent part in the risorgimento. Wht gavcMtW, 
what stupidity there must be amongst this shool of Mieers ill tho 
¥aoj.tJ, who wm tab these men and make them hate Enctand 

66 
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and EllIliab oftiOe1'8! We han beard a ,reat d.,.J about GeDe.l 
Dyer, and the dangen that ""old have aril8ll if he had not been 
AI etern al he WaI, but DO one in tbie Committee. 10 far. baa aeemed 
to contemplate the danger to,Britieh rule that follow. prooeedingl 
of thi. kind. I maintain that those who IlpboJd tltie prooedur~, 
or who ignore it. and concentrate their attention in a wrong faebion 
011 tbe problem, are doing every barm to British rule. The procee­
dings I am desoribing do not atand alone. There is a whole group 
of blunders and appressionl and hardships of this kind which 866m 
to me to provide material for a hymn of hate againlt England, 
and nothing short of it. I ask han. Members to study that aspect 
of the question, and not to oonDentrate upon General Dyer. 1 
will give another instance. We bave heard-reference was made 
to it. ill the speeoh of Seoretary 01 State--oI a partioular officer 
",h() IIotl'osted a wedding party anq bad them flogged beO&U80 they 
were III exoess 01 the IlUmber allowed to p&88 iu the Btreets. The 
officer said this whipping of the wedding party was the only re­
gruttable illr.idellt that oecurred ill his jurisdiction under martial 
law. He must have had de lise mind and a strange perception j 

because it was this officer who had been reijpousiblu for this 
marching backwards and forwards of students and for a number 
of other acts of oppreBBiolJ which were ouly too chara.cteriatic of t.he 
reign of martial law in that ll.4rt of oountry. 

W ~ have ha.d ill the Report of the Commission an exonerat.iou 
of the Governmeut 01 Sir M. O'Dw~'Ar from the charge that he bad 
exeroistld undue I'r6~Sure ill recrniting lIoud the 10011 oampaign. As to 
recruiting, it is fair to Sir .\1. O'Dwyer to rMogniHB tbat there was 
a. quot.a which t.htl variolls uominist.ratiolls were expected to work up 
to ill their recruiting OI)(lratio1l8, !\ud it is 1101';0 fair to &&y tb"t when 
t.he~B were brought to notice measures were taken to preveut their 
revetitioll, amI it is also fair to flay that one witnea before the 
oowmisdiou said that thos '.l \\·!to weN guilty of exereising prusure 
hi recruiting were llativu offidals of SOffitl ·• .... udiug. AI to tbe 
)O&U operatiolls, I do llot !l.c~ept the fiuding of the Commil8ion 
in regEmj to that, because I have here 1\ circular which waS ilsued 
io the PUlljab a'iwiuistrtl.t.ion giving inatructiG1Hl aB to the Waf 
in whioh enool\r~()ment WI!o8 to be given to tho loan, and this 
llallB8ie oceUI'8 ; 

"Deputy Commillsioners will finJ mu~h aBsistamle in eltimaHoc 
the oontribUtiOllB that tbey ought to get from varioue pJaoes by 
l.Oinr \0 tbe~e Tax Officer and getting tl:Je Income Tax Rebornl 
w;biob will Furnish .. fairly reliable index to the flnanoial OOfIdjtiob~ 
of iJ;tdi"idqall! who are exl>&'t8d to help the loan." 

III India, as I uuder.tand, IncOID6 Tax operation • .., .. ·0001. 
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dential ... th87 are in. t}riuountry, and W&cart r...a.e the ~bUi­
tiet aIi.an eMnta of /I some.hat oPwes8ive ofticialiam if wetontem • . 
plate the. oftlc6ra of the Government in ob&rge of Lo&tI operations 
goina io the lnoom.e Tax Officer, fnd &&ked him to gin a return 
of the jaoomea of this or that individual. J nannot~ in view of 
that oit'Cl1iar, join in the acquittal of the Punjab Government af 
the charge of baving exeroised undue preaeure itt Borne, at all 
eveots, of their operations. 

We have had a\,iQOd deal aaid to-day &II to the PUlljab having 
been Bavod by the operations of General Dyer. What. evidelloe 
have :e of that 1 What illduotive Pl'ootlsa baaed upon hown facts 
have we which leacia legitimately to the oonclusiQo that 8 gTest rie­
ins. equal to tilat of the Mutiny of 1857,: was immineut, and that 
these I!8vtfe meM1lrtls had to be t,aken to prevent it 1 The Punjab 
knows something of conspiracJ as Bengal knows a good deal of 
oonspiracy. We had Ii oonspiracy seven or eight years ago alld an­
other of the same kind ocaurred a little later. There was orgauised 
dacoity carried out with the objeot of seizing armll alld the mOlley 
with whieh to buy arms. It. was aocompanied by attempts to oorrupt 
the native army, by attacks upon the regimental annouries, And 
attempts to get arma from them, a.lld by the nllLllUiactllrc of bomba, 
a.nd I believe cl&sses were opened to t.eaoh what may be oallod politi­
cal,chemistry-the mallufaoture of bomb!l. But there is absolutely 
no indioation of the existence of allY prepa.ratiolls of that kind 
during the troubles in the PUlliab. We have evidence, too, whioh 
will not be quellt.ioned, as to the condit ion of th,e villa.ges lind of 
many towns even after these troubles had taken [,lac(l. 'Ve have 
the statement of General Benyon that he had gOlle thro\)g~ all the 
villages in the neighbourhood and that he foulld t·he villagerR were 
quiet and willing to co-operate wi~h him in watching the railway 
lines.· 011 page after pa.ge there is evidllllce thai. in t.he rural dis­
triots the peQple "ere as a. whole oniet, and ordf'rly and wl'lI·bebaveri. 
NDt only so, but I_ve livery rea.son to believe t":lt the GOVl'fllment 
of the Punjab, even at the wcr~t, time, bar! wnficie),c( ill two thing •. 
Tbey trusted the Army, and their trnRt WIlS ill: ly justified. 'Tbe 
Army was absolutely loyal durillg the whole of the vrooeedilrgll. 
They .leo truBted the village populatiolls. On the whole, they were 
quiet and orderly, alld there were 110 sigIlli, in large area14 of the 
1'l1l'tIl' part of the PUlliab, 01 any telluenoy towards insurreotion. 
Tberefolte.1 bold that troll purely hypotoot4t1&1 danger. to which 
GeQeral DJer points as hi. exouse for an act of grOS&·$lld eXMlIl!iv, 
BeveritJ, did hot exist. ] have as muob re8lOD to 8&1 there WIUI DO 
danger 81 bon. Membera·'.Dpposite have to s"y ·that there Willi, and 
ipallf cue the Jilldinp of the Committee i. with me. Tbe Counnit-
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tee bad"muob fuller opportunities Jor inquiring into the faots. The 
Oommittee oame to the oono]u~on that there was no evidenoe 
of a widespread conspiracy. We bad confirmation of that in 
Delhi. Immediately after the 4fghan invasion a meeting of 4!O,OOO 
people was held in DAlhi at whioh the conduct of the Amir was 
condemned, and the Deputy·Commissioner of Delhi states bis 
opinion that meeting was sincere. That is a fact which dis­
oourages belief in anything like a widespread movement towards 
conspiracy. 

We have heard a great deal about General Dyer, but I have not 
heard one word from those who defended him as to the 300, 000, 
000 milliolJs of people who live in India, and what they think. The 
most remarkable thiug to me has beeu that hOIl. Members have 
taken up the interests of one individual, and have concentrated 
all their thoughtR on olle iuJividual, hut have turned an absolutely 
bJitJd eye to what tbtl people of India thiuk. That is not a reason­
able way of dealing wi th a great question of this kind. We have 
to live with these people, and we have to be 011 closA terms with 
them that we have been before, and they will have some reason 
to complain if they read this Debate and do !)ot find one word as 
to w hat the people of India think of these happenings. It is no 
sign of real illterest in Illoia w hell a number of han. Members 
become tlxdted, as thoy did this aftllrnooll, over the interests of an 
individual, alJd are so absolutely iudifferent to the bearings of our 
discussion upon tho peopie of Illdia. We have been told that. 
India was conqu,ered by the sword alid is beillg held by the sword. 
That doctrine ib absulutely repudiated uy every historical authority 
of any importalJce. 'Ve hegan !LS a tr:vl.ing nation. We did not 
go as a military nation, nrld we should bil.VO accomplished nothing 
ill India hut for the eo,oDl'ration of Indian agents. Wby sbould we 
vauut thi~ doctrillo uf holding by the sword in the face of a people 
whom we walJt to make IL free peopie, whose liherties we 
aro elllal'ging? During the enquiry we har! th&- Commanda[lt of 
II regiment stating thut we can intiuence the Asillotic ollly 
by fOree. Tllllt is a "iew \\' hi('h is at the back of all these 
bhppeJdllgs und tbo opemtioll of Martial Law. There bas t'3I1U all 
idea t hilt tbe uati \'0 of India is all inferior I'orson who has 
to be beld iJJ rostraiut by coercion. The ~ecretary of Stli.tf for 
India seems to hin e aroused the anger of cllrtain hOIl. Members 
by a speech which I regard as- '\ dignified aud liable vindication 
of the Iibllral poliry which has beell pursued in Illdi>l.. What hon. 
Membtlrs have ReOTl to justify thorn in speaking of it. 1!.il an Il.l\pea). 
10 racial prt'judice I do not know. The appell.l to r&.eial prEljudiee 
111,18 come from their ail1e. There is 110 warraut for the cOlldeln. 
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nation which has been passed upon a speech whioh fit wilrthy . 
of the subject and worthy of t4.Je occasion. Recently, we have 
had an opportunity of refreshing our memories on some of the 
achievements bnd speeches of the. Earl of Beaconsfield. 1 oame 
acroBs a passage in which he reminded' the people of this country 
that we were proud of our Empire, and the chief reason for being 
proud of it was that it. had been based ou sympathy as well 1108 on 
force. Let us never forget that. U nleBs we get the sympathy 
and good.will of the people of India our task is ended or will be 
ended in a short time. We cannot contemplate a future in whioh 
the ~ormal oondition of things in India is one of antagonism 
between the people and the Governmeut. If we are to oontinue 
the Dyer policy, the result must, necesilarily be no progress in 
India and no improvement in the relations between the people of 
India and the Government. 1:he other day I had a lett~r from 
India, ill which the writer-au Englishman who had lived the better 
part of his life there, and in whose judgment I plaoe the most 
ab80lute confidence-said; "Dyer is the greatest asset that the 
extremists in ludia have got." No truer word has been contributed 
to this discussioll. Dyerism will be an enormous help to those 
who are trying to OU8t the British Governmellt from its place in 
ludia, and hon. Members who have been censuring the Seoretary 
of State for India for the gOllerous aud sympathetio words in 
which he spoke of the people of India ought to realise that we 
reached a point at which most critical issues have to be decided. 
We have to ask ourselves whether we are to be on tel'nLS of frieud· 
ship with the poopl .. of lndia or whether we are to go Oil dealillg 
with them ill a way ill which so mallY officers have dealt with them. 
Those who have looked too lightly alld with approval ill too many 
cases upon thtl action of General Dyer, have a scale of value of theil· 
ow II· of humall life, i IJ which they place the Illdian below tbe 
European. This is [Jot a political !J.uestioll, but a question 01 human 
values, ,utd uuLii we get rId of that idt'a and l'ecoguistl the sacrednese 
of European life, we tihalJ bo Sllspeetlld by the people of India, out' 
actiolls will be Llllfavourably coloured, aud vl1f policy in that country 
will be a failure. 

I appeal to those hon. Members 011 the other side of the House 
who bave put themsf'lves ill I>ntagonism to the policy of t,he Govern­
IDlJut to realise that it is they and not those who are supporting the 
SeC1'etary of Sta.te, who WIll be responsible if ill the time to come we 
should ever lose India. God grant that the conneotion between this 
eoulltry and India. may IOllg continue, that. it may never cease, that 
ludia being & self-goverlliJlg country, will at the same time remain 
lUi it,tt!gral pitt of the Bri!i~h CtlmmolJwtlalth. But at the fame time 
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W.8 ~.t.(} Dl&:ke it wort.b_ the w~ile of the people of Indi. to retait! 
t~"iJ: -place, in ~hat (JommPflwealth,. and if they are to, be tre~ .. 
setf8, '~ be treated 8S too many of them were trail-ted in those 
tro~lbloU8 times, the day of our rulp will come to an end. 1 hope t.hat 
hoo. Members 011 that side whG concentrate 80 much Oil the indivi­
dual &IIpeot of this case wmiealilie its politica.l importance and will 
rel'jise that one at all events of the lessons which we have 
derived from this experience is that we must never again allow the 
military authorities to get out of touoh with the civil authorities. 
Let hon. Members, if they want to see bow things should be done, 
turn from Amritsar to Abmedabad in the Bombay Presideooyfand 
8eo the liueoess of an entirely different method. There the oivil 
authority never lost touch with the military authority. The result 
waa that within forty-eight, boura the military autbority was ellabled 
to.:writhdrw ita orders suspending a8semblages, and tbe abnormal 
cQudition of things was brought to an ·end. The real lessonl whiob 
tho Government have to le:\rn is to follow tbe example of 
Ahmedabad and never agaiu allow tbe military autborities 
t.o get into lIuch entire detachment from the civil authority 8.8 

it was allowed to do at Amritsar, with consequolJces of tbe most 
deplorable kind. 

Brigadier-General Surtees urged bon_ members to remember 
the effeot tht\t speeches and deoisions in that Housc would have 
upon nat.ivee in all parts of tbe Empire. If British prestige were 
destroyed tbe Empil'e would collapse. III lR65 Goverllor Eyer 
Biloved the European inhabitants of Jamui.1" by prompt and 
strong actior., for which he was persecuted as Peneral Dyer bad 
been . Genenl Dyer ban a simila" idea in his mimI. Europealls 
on the spot were the best. judges of the situation. "We could not 
surrender India even if we wi~hed to do 80, yet if a plebis<:~te 
were taken to-morrow as to who should rule India, the result 
would be again&t us. If we did not bold lndi_'_ by moral suation 
we must hold it b:' force, possibly thinly veiled, but un­
doubtedly by force." He believl'd that. Gelleral Dyer, by hill action 
slowed the Emrir~ from serious dalJger . As Mr. Palmer han rightly 
said t.hey had a most. deplorable :-:)eech that, cay from the ~eoretAry 
of St&t6 for India which would go Ollt to our great. DependeDQl 
as &11 encouragement to lawll'sSIJlll!8 aud tbose forCe'S of dieord.r 
wluch eVery 8B , ~e Blld pl\triotic Englishman was aJlxious to see laid 
to rest ill India. Hie attitude would feed the flames of ant!lgoniam 
lWlainat him ill Ii manner which, in his more reserved moments, 1M 
would sincerely regret. . 

Mr. Palmer: 1 think we ale to be congrat.ulated tba.t -durinc 
this di.nr.er bour some one of more sober thoughts haa addrened 
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himaeli 'to thi. tt'em6ntiow! quellti012. Ev&ry 0Il& ",ill feel tb~ til., 
are fabe to face with. OMS, all far as Jndia is ~~rDed. I ima­
gine .there ia not 8. man in this House who dOM bot realist ibatwe 
hold if! trust a. ~at and mighty ~uI&ti{)n in India, and that it ia 
our duty to treat tbem with generosity And witb justice. nis 
debate bas revealed tbat, while tho vaet body of tbe population 
of ludia are loyal subjec!.s of the Crown, there is in India, astn 
other part~ of the world, a vast orgallisation determined to bring 
down the st,rength and might of the Britil1h Empire. It was this 
distinguillhed geueral who Wal called upon at & moment of great 
emJgency to settle for himself how he Ilbould deal with a cri.i •• 
No one who has read the evidence can fail to realise that through­
out tbe Punjab and other parts of India there was a conoerted 
attempt at revolution. Gener"l Beynon caD be quoted in favour 
of General Dyer- • 

"The strong measures takeu by General Dyer at Amritsar had 
a far-reachillg etrect aud preveuted any further trouble in tbe Lower 
Division Area." 

We have b\d to· day a most deplorable speech from the Secre­
tary of State lor India, a speech which, I think, will go out to India 
ae an encouragement to disloyaJista and those foroes of disorder 
wbich every sane aud patriotic Englisbman is anxious to see laid 
at rest. We know that during t,he War India provided some of 
the most gallant of onr troops. It is /Jot fair to suggest tbere are 
people here who believe that tbe great and loyal Indiall populat,ioll 
only to be kept, down and repressed, and that we will not trellot 
them as oitizells of the Empi,·e. Olle thing that has impressed me 
very much wae thi.-that wbile General Dyer, able to visualise 
wbat was bappening, realising the atm08phere in wbich he waR 
movjng, did his duty, severely, ye~, but for the sake of the Briti.h 
Empire and for tho sake of the people Ot India, a right hon. Gentle~ 
man sitting in oriental aloofness in Whitehall, a year after, and 
6000 miles away, is pleased to measure the less or mote of the 
severity applied by that gallant soldier. They actually passed strio" 
tures upon other gallant officers who did Dot exercise sufficient severity 
in the circumstances ill" w bic b they were placed. On the one side 
you bave the right bon. Geutlemlln in this House, far away frOm 
the scene, smug and safe here, oensuring this gallant offioer for the, 
8xtra'eeverity whioh, in his particular judgment, be thought it fia'it 
to d.i.play, and we have Oil the othel side actually criticism, if Bot 
Censure, 01 other gallant officers, because tlley were not .ufficiant1,. 
aev6l'e in ptting down sporadic nah.,.. Let !be quotp. hi 0-
Cue witlregard to J)eJhi:'- . I . 

"Firing eofltin"ed nd JODger thaD waa neoeoary to aflldeveitJI. 
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legitimate Gbject of restoring order and preventing a di .. troull 
outbreak of violence'" 

That is a commendatory 8tatement. Here is another ODe in 
regard to Abmedabad-"Tbe fqrce used against the rioters was 
ceTtainly not exce88ive. If great.er foroe could bave been applied at 
an early stage the commission of an atrocious murder and much 
destruction of property might have been prevented." 

Here is another in regard to Gnjranwala. 
"In failing to order the police to fire upon and 80 disperse the 

mob surrounding the burning Post Office, t,he Acting Deputy Commis­
sioner appears to U8 to have committed an error. If effilotive 
measures had then been taken to disperse the mob and restore order, 
the later incidents of the day might have been avoided." 

It passes ones comprehension to understand t.be position. If an 
offioer in the exerrise of his discretion uses a little more or less 
severity acoording to the measure of the Secretary of State for India, 
he is broken on the wheel-uo trial, no possibility of defending 
himself, and even his stateIIlent to t.he Army Council is care­
fully put out after we have had an announ~ment that he is 
condemned. That annOUllcemellt went out last night to the world, 
and I came here at 8 o'clock this morning to get hold of General 
Dyer's statement. A more manly and splendidly frank and open state­
ment I have never read. Here we have the right hon. Gentleman, 
the Secretary for '''ar, sitting ill hi~ oriental aloofness in 'Whitehall, 
denoulicing Genoral Dyer for what he <.lid, and we have in the 
Huuter Commissioll Ruvort criticiRms of other oflict1rs for failing to 
ta.ko effeot.ivo measureR immodiatdy to pnt clown disturh8.nC6S. The 
right hon. GOlltleml1l1, the Secretary for 1I,r1i!~, ma.de 1\ deplorable 
speech. It will go out to Iudin, to the seethilJg maRSOS there, 
who afe ready for trouble al,<.I revolutioll, that there are large 
masses of opinion ill this coulltry who think that the 1ndi8.n"is to 
be down-troddon. That is 1I0t 80. The right hon. Gentleman bas 
done a gteat tbing to llldja in t he great, measure of fteedom and rdorm 
that he has brought abont. That, measure of freedom \t88 passed 
by the House of Commons and by the very men whose opioioDs he 
has denounced to-day. Instead of coming dowll to this House to-day 
with. statesman-like alld reasollable speech he fed the flame!! . of 
antagollism in a manDer which I feel sllre in his more re8flrved 
momtlnts he will sincerely regret. An bOil. Member Baid jU8t DOW 

that no regard had beeu given to Indiall opinion and yet we know 
~hat a vast mass of ~ober patriotic Indian opinion was with General 
Dyer and applauded him for the splendid severity of his action before 
the right hon. Gentleman and the Government' gave way -to tbe 
claUlour of revolution, aud six months after theae eventB, Bet 'Ill a 
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committee: ' I hll.ve had soine letters from Peopll;lin India who wew 
coooerned ,in these tremendous 'hnd troublesome days. An hon. 
Gentlema.n referred in terms of praise to what happened in Ahme­
dabad. I have a letter here from 80 My in which she says :_ 

"1 was in Ahmedabad at the time of the AmritBar riots 
when we experienced riots of similar nature, and r have not th~ 
least hesitation in saying that the prompt action taken by General 
Dyer in the Punjab saved our lives. The British police-sergeant 
who was the very, first viotim in Ahmedabad, had his hands out 
off, fVId he was then hacked to piece~, At a small station, a loyal 
native who gave the order to fire 011 the mob, was tied to a ohair 
with the official records piled around him, and they then poured 
kerosene oil 011 him, thus burning him alh·e. I expect YOIl know 
that they burned clown most of t,he other Government buildinga, 
but although the guard on the Bombay Bank fired on them the 
huilding was left untouched owing to the fact that the seourities 
of the natives were in tho bank. We poople are powerless to help 
the man who, by a groat decision made in a few minutes, saved 
us all from a fate too horrible to thiuk of." 

That is the testimony of a woman who was in India at the 
time. 1 have had many other letters from those who were with 
General Dyer. One man wri tos ; 

HI have bnd tho pleasure of serviug under this General, and 
a better or kind hearted man you could Hot wish to meet. I 
went aU through t,he Amritsar alJd Lahore riots with the motor 
trallsport sectioll, and cOII~ey'uelitly saw a lot of events that happen­
ed ; and only those that wero ill those riots could realise fully t,he 
uaugeJ it meaut to tho ompiro. This General had ollly one alter­
lJati ve, and that was to deal with a firm hand. If he did not 
give the orders ho gave, thore would not bo many of the garrison 
alive to-day to tell tho truth." 

There are many other people, I could quote, who BIlya that 
General Dyer saved India. In my opinion, for what it is worth, there 
\vas an inoipient revolution which might have grown into imtnenso 
II.n~ mighty proportion and greater proportion even than the great 
Indian Mutiny. Every evidence sho'fs that that was 10. I 
think it is rather a commentary 011 the turn of the wheal 
that it should be the, business of the right hon. Gentle1J1an' 
the Secretary of State for war, who is responsible for more error. 
01 j~ent than any maD sitting on the Treasu17 Bench. and 
res~sibl. Jor the 1088 of morc lives than any man sitting in thill 
House;w get up aud denounoe this gall.lIt man who, in my opinion, 
saved 'lpdi& fro~ grave trouble and laved the women frQm jP'ate 
OU'trage and Baved lridi~ for the Empire. Some hon. GentHmen, 

tJ7. 
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who Inay have not given a deep study to aU the d~lnenta inclu­
ding the report of the NationaJ Council which Waf well worth 
reading, do oot, I think, realise what was happenillll there. Not 
only wa.s Amritsar the centre ~f this thing, but throughout ' the 
whole of the Punja.b t,here was a deep and concerted mdVement to 
overthrow the British Rl\i.· Here is one case whioh is worth men­
tioning. In a. oity of Punjab frightened women had taken refuge 
in one of the rallying pointa, as they were called, wa.iting eagerly ~or 
the arrival of the troops, a.nd whilst there, notice were issued by 
thA natives stating that there were 80 women and ohildren waiting 
to be ravaged. In fant, no girls' sobool was sacred. Theu the/e was 
the remarkable letter written by the Archbishop of Simla., who is not 
a politicia.n, and not a man who is seeking to make dialectical 
voint,s ill this House to break a gallant offioer for the sake of saving 
t.hei\' own posit.ion. He is a Right, Rev~rend prlliate of the Churoh who 
has Lbo res~,ect and afftlction of thousallds of tho natives of India. 
No ma.n in this House who has only sense of responsibilit,y oan fail 
to appreoiate what be wrote. I ask hon. Gentlemen who as a rule 
assooiate themselves with the Government to pa.use before they go 
int,o the lobby to support tbe right hon. Gentleman to-night. This 
is a matter whioh cannot easily be settled by mere argunient in this 
House. It. goes muoh deeper-it goes down to the very bed-rock 
of our grt'at Empire. I appreciate what the right hon. Gentleman 
said, and with much of his speech I agree, but the whole tone and 
temper of that Bpeeoh iutlamed the Committee more than I have 
seeu it flamed in 35 years' experience. Weare sincere in this 
matter, and I grallt. that he is. We feel that General Dyer has 
beell sentellcfJd without trial. Call1Jot the Government seo some 
way by whioh justice can he m(\tt~d out to this honourable and 
gallaut officer by which we ca.n yet have a.n inquiry where he can 
put his case and defend it, as ho ha.s never yet had a real opJ1ortu­
uity of doing1 If that RuggeRt;oll, which r throw out, could be 
accepted by the Government" many of UB who feel very deeply on 
this matter would have our feolings somewhat alleviated, I uk 
hOIl. Members to forget t.he past and to remember tbe Brit.ish 
Empire, and to l'eali~e t.hroughout the vast spaces of the worM. We 
ask our gallant soldiers to uphold the British flag, and if a. man 
goes a little lleyond what we consider to be jUlt and fair, de iJOt 
break him on the wbeel without trial, but give him 80 fair cbanc6 
of being heard. Reprimand him if ~ou will, and say to him he 
exoeederl t.he legitimate needs of the Oa.Be, and that in the ciroum­
stanoos in whioh he was placed he may have overdone the severity, 
but let us realise that. Wi shall not bold our Empire together if, 
",honover we S'et clamour from revolution arise, a gallant 801dieY 
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who h88 done 'his duty is to be broken a.t the diotate of the 'l'rea.lIur1 
Bench. 

Lieutenant Commander H. Y QUng unreservedly supported 
the a.etiOD· of the Government 0" J ndia and the Secretary of 
State. They were dealing simply with a. que~tion of the exercise 
of profelllrional diBCretion by a soldier. He would faill take every 
point in favour of General Dyer up to the oritica.1 moment of the 
openiug of fire at Amritsar and assume that be WIlS right in 
opening fire. But as to the continuance of the firing, it wIla common 
ground that the shooting was more I,han neoellSllry to disperse the 
meeti~ll'. H was carried on for a.nother purpose-for the sake 
of intimidation. Thst was an extension of the simple, definite, 
well established rule 01 the use of minimum of force for the imme­
diate circumstances which ought not to be count.enanced either in the 
interests of officers in charge, fop it extended their area of judgment 
from the aituation immediBtely before them to the situation in its 
widest pOlI6ible aspect, or in the interest of ths civilian popnlatioll, 
for wbom the rule Was the charter for the protect.ion of their lives, 
liberties, and safety from unrluly violent action. 

Colonel Wedgwood; I know I am regarded as an allti·patriot 
in this House of Commons-as Olle opposed to the ilJtere~t8 of 
his own oountry, of ('our~e. Old Memuers of this House know that. 
that is not so. If ever t.here was a time ill which it behoved those 
who love England to speak out" it is t.o-da.y. Hon. Members have. 
discussed this question of General Dyer as if it coucerned ollly him : 
but General Dyer wa.s only an incident. What, we sre discussillp 
or ought to be discussing, is whother Ilidia is to have a chalice to 
remain.part of the British Empire. That is the qucRtion Hmt I 
do beg hon. Members to ta.ke into aCCoUl,t. Do yon dl'sire to Roe 
the Btitish Empire preserved 1 If we do, we roURt, rememher t.hat 
it can only be preserved by the co-operation of the l"dialJs and 
not by any other means. Some are carried away hy thfl idea th,,\. 
the sa.fety of English nlell sud womell comes first. ) t does 1J0t 

come first. Every man who went out to Frfluce t.o fight in the 
War knew perfectly well that his sa.fety and the safety of hie 
relatives a.!Id friends was of no importancfl wbatever. They know 
that the honour of their country come first. Alill t.here is a proloulld 
antagonism between honour aDd saiety. Gelleral Dyer 110 cloubt 
acted as if the safety of English men and women 8hould come first. 
I tbink that "as the wrong thing to do. Jt is more important 
to save tbe ' nationa1 honour tha.n to save any particular item j·n 
tho nation. ·1 would rather say, for the interests of our COlllltry, that 
Engliahmen and women had been shot down at Ja.llianwala by 
Indiana than that India!ls had been shot down by Engli.hmen, 



bs; l1UUSE OF 'cOMMONS (8 ;.J\lL'V 

The principaJ. charge 1 make against Dyer is \lot tua.t he ... hot 
down· Indians, but that he 'piaoedoll English hitlwry the 
gravest blot since. ip days gone-by we burned Joa.n of Arc at 
the stake. 

I am not sp&aking from all l~ldian point of view, but solely from 
an Euglish point of villw. Where a questioll of National honour 
is concerned we must look a.t it with Euglish eyes and 1 beg bon. 
Members to realise that by doing this action General Dyer has 
injured our honour and that is his crime. The safety of lif~ is 
of no import&uce, the safety of women and ohildren, even, is of 
no importance compared with the honour of England, and ~ery 
member knows that tbat is so. The complaiut is not that General 
Dyer oommitted this crime. It is not just a question of punisb­
ing· General Dyer. I agree with Mr. Gandhi, the great Indian. 
l'epresentillE, 1 think, all that is !illtlst in Illdia, when he said: 
"We do not WBllt to pUllish Gonoral Dyer; we have no desire for 
revenge; we want to change the system that produces General 
Dyers." That is what we must do. It seems to me that it ill 
hopeless 1I0W, after this Debate. 1 could hope ill the old days 
that the Indians would libtell to what I said and would take it 
as coming from a friend. Now they will have faith 110 longer­
because I am all Ellglishman. But thi~ I would urge upon the 
]JJdislls-to rem,lII1bor I hat revenge is the aim of fools. What 
reall)- matters is to chauga the bystem tbat produces crime. That 
is why 1 welcomed t.ho tOile alid speech of the right hOIl. Gentlemen 
OPI'08IOO. After all, we do Ilot care "'het.her Geueral Dyer is puuished 
or lIOt. What, we walJt to do, what we waut to )lut before the miuda of 
tbo Illdialls is thllt, with the help of IIHlialJ co-operation and their 
control of their OWll destiuies, they will be in chargtl, ill future, 
of law !wd urduI' ill llldiu. aud will be able to prevent these t,hillgs 
happellillg. That is tho ouly hope ill the presellt situatioll. 'I do 
1I0t helJeve Iha.t hOIl. M"lllbors \Il1derstulJd uud what thtl feeling 
is ill Illdia ut, (he preSCI," day. Whe.1l Wtl were pabl>illg the Bill 
lOr ilJdlll" 1 hau the brightest hopes 101' the future of india aa & 

:;elf·govcrllilJg domiuioll withill tho British Empire, but siuce 
that tiDlo th., si1uatioll day by day ha.s gOlle worse. Th~ worst 
t.hillg 01 all is that 1:\0 peroent uf the AlIslo-ludian 01'inl011 backed 
Geucrai Dycl', and Wtll'tl agaiust the Secretary of Stl1tc. That'is 
what perpetually, ami day I.y day ib uHlkil.g the IlJdia/ls oUl'aged. 
autu.gOld~tic, Illlti·Eugliijh alJd l:iiull Fu111. II they \,lecide tha.t thoy 
will tl1ktl 110 part ill t.he Hew cOllstituliolo, tha.t they will hoycott 
it, then it is all "1' \\ilh the Bl'itish U~llIpirc III Illdi!~. I will ruad 
t.his telegraph which 1 ha\'o rll()oived iltnOUg other rnes$a666. It 
is irolll a nla!!1! rueetillg JU BOlllbay.-
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.' "ijuuter Report and Despatches rudely s~aken dtlepest fai~ 

in British; justice. unless Parliament vindicatescbaraoter Britillh 
rul~ by.condemnation and repudiatftm Punjab officisl miscreants." 

J know that is strong language-
"Britains moral prestige, of gr~t.er consequence than military 

strengt.h, will be irretrievably lost and peoples' hearts aJienat,ed 
from British rule." . 

That messa.ge was sent by Jamnadas Dwarkadas who ia a 
"moderate." That is the feelillg of the moderates there about the 
course adopted by the extremists in England. It is an illustration 
of what I have said, that hon, Members do not understand what is 
the feeling in India. They do not understand how near we are 
to Silln Fein in India, and that it will become more and more 
difficult to secure a settlement. The hon. Member for Twiokenham 
(Sir W. Joynson Hicks) put the finishing touch upon the whole 
affa.ir. He spoke with a certail! authority, for though the voice 
was the voice of the hon. Memoer. the words were the words 
of Sir Miohael O'Dwyer. He spoke a.s though the future 
relationship of the Indian and the English WM worth nothing. 
as though what was. important alone was our caste rule in 
India. Rule by force, by a 0111,8&, must lIOW come to an end all over 
the world. No one lIeed fear military uprising in India. A military 
uprising is absolutely impossible in these days of aeroplanes, armour· 
ed cars, 'roads and railways, alld wireless telegral,lhy. Such an 
ul'risillg would he ab"olutely impract.icable. What we are fa.ce to 
face with there is not, a military uprising, but simply passive resis­
tance. 011ce you get pcople r()fu~illg to take part in Government. 
YOIl Ulay carryon for 11 few years, out in the elJd you will find your­
~tllvos where the Irish Governmont. is to-day-and without an 
Ulster! 

~ou havo got lltIis situatioll before you in India. What are 
yOll going to do 't l~ the ollly message t.hat the English Parliament 
has to selld to llidia thill, that tbe ollly day OTi which we discussed 
ludill>lJ affairs was takcll up with dibells.iug t,he right sud wrong 
of a British General 7 That is 110 messagll for luelia.. It may be 
gaud tlL/ougb for tboughtless people who want simply to create A 

little sellsativIl fQr tbe 1D0mant. The spceebo8 that have heen made 
will attract attelltion. E\'ery word that ill said here to-day will 
be read ill h,dia. Wo ClUllIOt haJp it even if we would. To my 
miud overy spoech ought to be delivered to appeal to Indians. to 
show t.bam th,H the lleople in Ellglalld condemn this affair at 
Amrit~lI.r, courleml1 the horror~ of the Military law. J speak here 
to.L1aY for thousalHle of LiberaJ~ as well as Labour Members, 
ill sayillg tb .. ~ we are agaill~t: the Ja,llianwala Baih murder, 



HOUSE OJ! COMMONS (8 reLY 

against tbe way in which the m&rtialll\w was carried on in the 
Punjab, against Sir M. O'Dwy~, &nd 3glloillst the wbole &dminis· 
tration of the Punjab. W 0 send tnat &B & word to help those men, 
like Mr. Lagan, who is now trying to bring the Punjab back to 
.. city. and Sir George Lloyrl, wh~ managed to carry Bombay through 
these stirring times without' any mart.i&1 law. Cannot we Beud to 
them 8 JDossagc of help, try to assist them in the work they are 
doing, i'nste&d of perpetually making their work of reconoiliation 
more impossible by the insane speeches made from these bencbes. 

Will not bon. Members understalld tbat ullless we now take 
broad "iewof the future of tbe British Empire, unless we now 'turn 
down for ,ever the idea that the British Empire is a replica of tbe 
Roman Empire, it will be an evil day for us t HOIl. Members will 
remember how Macaulay's "Lays" end-

Shall be great fel\r 
On all who bear 
The mighty name of Rome. 

That was moet attractive wben we were younger. It may b,a\'8 
beeu so in the British Empire in the old days. It wiII Dot work 
1l0W. Where we are now we must, dt'('lde to throw over the 
Roman Empire idea of fear and force! Hear we are at the end 
of a great Victorious War. Weare for the strongest Power in the 
world. The olel great Powcrs have come to an end. We dominate 
the old world as the United States rlominates tho new. There are 
no other great Powers. How are we to deal with th'c future 1 The 
other nations are looking to \IS, the small natiolls the Magyars, the 
Austrians, the Poles, t hc Cr.ec ho·Rlovaks--ali look towards England 
as boing the greatest Powcr ill the world ; thc people that call help 
them, uf w h{lm they are afraid. How are you gOillg to \lse this 
great Power influeJlce 7 If YOll are going to utilise that power 
in the way suggested by some, you roay go on for Borne years, 'but 
in th~ end you smash. 

Sir C. OnHlIJ: How are yO\1 going to carry Oll- wit h Provincial 
CouncilI' 1 

COI01JCI Wedgwoorl: I would like to refer the hon. Member 
in tbis matter to a greater hislorialJ e\'elJ thali t,lle hon. Gentleman 
-t<> Mr. H. G. 'Vells and his "Outline of History." , 

~ir C. OnllllJ: If that i6 where the hOIl. alld gallant Ge'~ tle· 
man gets bis history, the II J do not wonder at. bi6 views "bout India. 

Colollel 'Yedgwood : Perhaps the hOIl. Member WQuld prefer 
ill tb;s conne('.tioll Gibuon's .. De('lill(' and falL" But t he real point 
is this: Are we to try to ('arry on tbe great position we have to-day 
by the terrorism of subject racos1 (Hon. Members: "No I") The 
ollly alt~rllativl' tbat I CIlIl see i~ to i/lvite t,hem to come into tbe 
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British Empire on equal tenos so that Indialls should be Briti.b 
citizells, aud have t,he Mme ri"hts &8 Englishmen or Australians. 
If yon give those rights, you offer a certain attraction to people to 
belong to the British Empire. 1f you persist in treating Indianl, 
not only in India, but be it obsef\'ed, in our colonies, East Africa, 
South Africa, and elsewhere, as though they were An inferior people. 
not equal to you and me, so long as there is this sooial feeling 
against them, so long as they are legally inferior, you are ruining 
the British Empire and the future cause of coulltry. I want to see 
England embracing all these people, not only Indians, hut as they 
come·along in the scale of civilisation, the black mall of Afrioa. 
as well as the .Jews of Palestine and the Egyptians of Egypt. I want 
to see them all as proud of being British citizens as the men in the 
Roman days were proud of being Roman citizens. There is nothing 
finer in the records of Lord Palmerstoll than the way he stood up 
for that Gibraltar .Jew, DOli Pacifico. Lord Palmerston marle it a 
Casus belli because that man had lost some of his property. If that 
is the way you are going to make people proud of being British 
citizens, well and good. But so long I>S you go on treating Indians &8 

though they were a subject raoe, as if those who had the wit, intelli­
gence, and eoergy to eduoate themselves were all wicked agitators 
and people to be ,'.ondemned, as they were condemned by Sir Michael 
O'Dwyer in his speeoh, so long as the only decent Indian i. 
the Indian who is tamed and who is content to be your servant, 80 
long as that is the feeling of Englishmen, you are iujuring the 
prospoots 1101)(1 the true development of the British Empirtl. 

If we get a division to-night. in which a large number of 
Members go into the Lobby against the Secretary of State, that will 
be an indication to India that., had :1.8 is tho Secretary of State 
whom they condem!}. there are people worse than the Secretary of 
State, worse than General Dyer, the people who support Pruuian 
Terrorism as the essence of British rule. If that is going to be the 
message to India it can have nothing but a disastrous result. The 
Sooretary of State will prove to the full t hat what he has done ill 
a.1I that England would let him. He has not done enough. I believ6 
that in the blessing he has givell in his despatch to Sir Miohael 
O'Dwyer and Lord Chelmsford, he has done more to undermine his 
reforms than anything he has ever done before. We. on these 
benches are not prepared to say that, he is correot in blessing Sir 
M. O'Dwyer and Lord Chelmsford. We know that tbe right hon. 
Gentleman bas undone 80me of bis best work. We wish that be 
bad put Slloo words on paper. 

My last m688age to, the right hon. Gentleman is this. that 
unJeaa aomething is done. and done quickly. to put into tQe band of 
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Indi6nB not only the legislative -power but the administra.tive pOwer 
t{) deal witb these questions of ~w and order, questions which have 
been so mishandled by the military, unless you give ·the people 
power to repea.l the Seditiou8 Meetings Act and restore to thelU 
that Magna Carta a.nd freedom which we enjoy in this count,..y, 
unless this is done, all the right hon. Gentleman's great reforms, 
from which we all hoped so much, fall into fire of racial hate which 
will destroy not only Illdio.'s chances of freedom but the whole f~ture 
of the British race. 

Mr. Rupert Gwynne: The hon. Gentleman who h,\:8 just 
sat down haB suggested that this is really tl. controversy between 
Indians lIond Europeans, but, I venture to say that it is nothing 
of tho kind, There are in I"dill a grent, majority (If citi.~enB 
who are loyal and patriotic, hut there are also a millority who are 
disloyal aud unpatriotic, which is the same as ill this country. It 
is, I think, unfortunate to suggest that because some of us feel that 
General Dyer has not received justice that we should be stamped 
as taking the part of the Anglo-Indians against the Indians. There 
are a great many Anglo·Indians and lndiaus who are fully alive to 
the fact that although General Dyer had to perform a very unplea· 
sant duty, he really did save an ap[)aliug situation, and I think 
everyone whether Iudiau or European, must on reflection, feel that 
General Dyer has not had, evell aft.er this discussion to· day, justice 
in any sense of the word as we klJow it here. 

The right hOIl. Gelltlemall, the Member for Paisley (Mr. 
Asquith) says that General Dyer had full justice, but hflw can he 
Bay tha.t when he klJOWB that he has lJever been definitely accused, 
aud that he has het'lI .i udged alld t'oudeuJlIl'd 011 evidellce which he 
gave hefore 11 commis.ion w hil'h waH llot ol)(juiring into hiB 
case ill pa.rticular, coupled \\ it h st att'mel,t whiu.h he was allt)wed 
to send to the Army Council -I :\-\f1y I SllY here that 1 think it is 
extremely IlnfortulJute that that ('ommllllicl'ltioll, which most of liS 

feel carries groat, weight, was IJot i"sued to the House until this 
morning a.nd the vast maiority oi hOIl. :\1embers have not bl\d an 
opportullily of informillg themselves properly in regard to General 
Dyer's case, The Secretary of ~tl\te for India, ill his despatch, 
Btated that General Dyer's evidtlllce was afterwards available for 
publio a8 1\11 authorised version, hut it was admitted that it was not 
an authorised version as the evidellce hali !lot been Bubmitted to him. 

The right hOJI. Gentleman said it W8S unfortunate that Gell'er,,} 
Dyer had to return to the front alld therefore inaccessible. Let me 
inform th~ Secretary of State for India that General Dyer, after 
having given his evidence before the commieaioD, returned t-o his 
duties some 200 or 800 miles "way, while otht'r member. who ... re 


