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Chronicle of Events 
India id Parliament & Abroad 1921 

January 1921 
1 n England the Prees waa very aoti va on Ind ian affllirs, ellpeoin.lly 

011 the change of Vioerol~!ty and Oil tbe Nagpur Oongre .. 
proceedings, 
4th, Violent agitation in England led by tbe Morning PO&t and the 
Dll:ily Telegraph to el/force repression ill India in reply to the 
Nagpur Oongress Resolutiolls. The /'0.<1 led an agitation againlt the 

"uggeetion of Lord Reading as Viceroy recalling his cODnsetion with 
tbe notorlOuB Marcolli deal, alld said that the I.O.S would revol c 
.t luoh a .tandard of bonesty. Tory papers followed 8uit, 
8th Sir MUlbml O'Dwyer started a campaign in the British Pre .. 
for immediate reprSS510n In India .IId a personal vendetta agaillst 
Messra Gandhi, Lajpat Rai, Ali Brother. and Chint&mani. The 
fJlobe and the telegraph opened tbeir columna to Anltlo-Indillo 
pensionerl of Inoia who demllonderi all round repreailon in Ilidia. 
9th. ApPolJltment of Lord Reading Il8 Viceroy 01 India announoed. 
25th The Prince of Wales unveiling a war memorial to the JndiAn 
Dtlad at BrIghton Bald that they bad given tbelr liveR in a quarrel 
of wbich it was enough for thl'm to know that the enemy ,Werl! tbe 
foes of their Sahib& a.nd their Kmg-Emperor I 

February 1921 
15th, Parlia.ment opened by the King in State. In the Commont 
Mr. Davidson M P. in moving 11.11 address 10 reply to the King'! 
Speech said tbat the House shared Hie Majesty's hope that tbe 
new Reforms lIIaugur&ted by I he Duke of Connaught would bdD, 
political peace to IndIa. SimllBt reference. in tbe Lord •. 
11th.' Tory Paper. in Englllond under the le&1i of the Morning P081 
denounced the appointl'jlent of Lal& a,rki.ben L&I .. a Mini.tar. 
23rd, In the H. of Come. Mr. Montagu "89 eXlllperlltinlr!J' beokleil 
by loveral M. Po'. On tbe queatiou of appointment of Lala Harkilhen 
LAI. "ho Wat mahrioll81y deaeribed aa a rebel anli a conviot. "I a 
~iui.ter in tbe Puuiab GO\lt, Tbe Speaker b"d to itltBnuno Illd to 
nop further questions, . 

1 



INDIA IN PA!LIAMJIN1' ~ ABBOAiJ 
Que.tiOD. were alao a.ked on the reduction of the Briti.h 

element in the lndian Army and expreuioll wa. given to the (eaf 
that Briti.b .trengtb wae beiDg dangerou81y reduced in Ind~ whioh 
Wal in the throes of a revolution. 
24th. In the H. 01 Commone the anti·Indian die harda led by 
VI8count CUfflOO initiated a heatCld d1BC1l881!)0 over the Speaker'. 
filling of the last day" LOI.la Harkiahau Lai'B"'Case. 

March 1921 
bt. 10 the H. of Commolls ~ point of order Waa raisod 011 tbe que8' 
tion wbether member!! of p .. rl illmant oould not critlolse tbe aotiOIl of 
Indian Offioef8, aucb Il8 Lala HlIorklBbell Lal, III the House. The 
Speaker gave hie ruhng that members should not interfere III 

the oaS6 of the admiOistratloli of 'fNudferred Subjer.ts ill Iradia 
2nd. In tbe H. of 00mmon8 qlleatloll8 WIITe luked regBrding the 
pay and peD8ion of tbe I. O. S. aud regardlllg thl'lf protection from 
the alleged hostile actIOn of the new Indian Ministers and their 
Oounclls. 

Before a meeting of Parliamentl\ril!.nl under the Duke of North. 
umberland a bogus report was l'resellted which included a refMence 
by the O'Dwyer gang to lUI Illdiall Society which was alleged to be 
promotlDg murder and rebalholl ill India I 

In the H of Lords Lord Sydenham gave an alarmist view o( 
tbe Army reductlollS III Jndia which if carried out, be said, would 
Ipall disaster to the Empire! 

3rd. L9rd Reading, entertained to Dinner by the Royal Oolonial 
Institute with MI'. Montagu as preSident, said in referenoe to bis 
newappOlntmeut II.S Viceroy: 'It WIIS a great idea to aak bim who 
sat in tbe mighty seat of British Justice to IW to India for tbe reason 
that be represented Justice ill Great Bntain.' 

Oxford U ,dVllrBlty Union after a full dreaR debate pasled 
by 88 "otell to 76: 'That thIS House would welcome the imme­
diate grallt. 01 t be statue of sell-governing Domiruon to India.' 
5th. Manobeatel' Cba.mber of Commerce lellt. represelltation to Mr. 
MODtII«U oondemning cotton import dutIes in India. 

8th. In the B. of Lordi, Lord Lytton moved tbe Second Reading 
of tbe Govt. of Burma Bill wbiob wal postponed on Lord Ampthill'. 
motion that tbe matter wae premature. Lord Sydenham raised the 
queatioD of Parliament'. power to review tbe administration of 
Tran.ferred Subjeots in India alld eliCited an assurance from Lord 
Lyt.l01l, the U "der Seoretary, that they could. 



10th. The MomUig POIlanllQuncl.'d tbe forttlation of the India Emer· 
genoy Corbmittee compoaed of O'Dwyer., Dyer, JoynloD.Bicka, Lordi 
8rd~nbam & Ampthill and other Die·hards, oatenlibl:y to circulate in· 
formations about lodia. but really to do anti·Indiah propagal1da work. 
11th. Mr. Montagu reoeived at the India 0iHt18 the Indian MOllem 
Delegation to the Near Lit Cobferenca. 
12th. Lord Reading entertalDed at a farewell luncheon at Savoy 
Hotel by I ndians ill London. Tbe Aga Khan presided Lord 
Reading deolared tbat he was going to India determined to do hlB 
utmost and believing tba.t Indians would try at the outset to give 
faith to him until they fo und that he wae undeserving of It. 

Mr. L1yod George reoeived at DowniDg Street tbe Indian 
Mo.alem Delegat.on who urged modlfioation of the Treaty of Sevrel. 
17th. I ndia Emergency Committee held a larg& inauguration meeting 
under Lord Amptbill in Cannon Street Hotel to denounoe Mr. 
Mont.agu and his Reforms in India. 
23rd. Influential deputation of La.ncaabire M.P.'. and Cotton 
magnates waited upon Mr. MOlltagU to protelt against Indian 
coUon duties and tril'd to influence him againet fi80al autonomy 
beillg granted to Iudia. Mr. Montagu declined to interfere. 

April 1921 
8th. Mr. Montagu replying to a deputation of pensioned offioel'l 
of the uncovenanted BerVlce asking for an increase of pension said 
tbat be bad gOIle a long way already but promised to reoonsider. 
12th. In tbe Commons tbe question of Kenya Indiana "'ita raiied 
In interpellation when Col. Wedgwood declared tbat t.be Colonial 
Office was ant,agonistlc to the Indian claim of equality in Kenya. 
LOI'd Winterton declared th9.t the whole black population of Kenya 
was lie,ainst giving further rights to Indians. 
20th. Lord Lytton in the H. of Lords announced that the Bnrma 
Reform question had been left to the Joint Committee for report. 
22nd. Sir Edward Grigg ga.ve a leeture at the Royal Society of 
Arts on tbe "Common Services of British and Indian people to the 
world" aod said that the time was not yet ripe when Indian unity 
IIond 81eurity could be maintained without tbe moral fibre of the 
British. Lord Chelmsford said t.hat Lie eIperience of the Roformed 
Legislatures had been wonderful and he was confident that this 
great adventul'e was going to be a wonderful success, 
29th. Mr. Montagu wrote to Mr. Cbotani of the Kbilafat Deputa. 
tion expressing appreciation of its service, and made 3. long 
.tatemeDt of British policy toward. the Turk •• 



:'4 INDIA IN P;'/lltt'AMRNf & ABllQAD 
May 1921 

3rd. Nairobi Round Table COllference betwaen members of tb~ 
Indian oommunity and the Europea" Convention wu 0pflued l1uder 
Governor Sir Edward Northey to arrive at a settlement 011 the elaim 
of equlllhty put forward by the lndll\n settlera. 
4th. Lord Sydenham In the H. of LNdI! calied'Attention to the 
dire pel·jJ to British Rule in India owin'g to reductions in tbe 
Indian Army. A long debate followed in wbieh Lords Chelmsford 
and Lytton spoke agl\lnat the motion whloh was withdrawn. 

Nairobi Round Table Conference ended in a 6aloo. 
11th. At the annual dinner of tbe New8paper Society of England. 
Field Marsball Willon dpolared that India Wal! a. 'llpec i 6eaJly Briti.b 
possession' whioh muat be retained I\S luch by foroe of fum •. 
13th. Mr. Montagu 8ppoillted a oommlttee UDder Lord Lyt.ton to 
report on the Indiall Students question in tbe United Kingdom 
24th. In reply to Colonel Wengwood in the H. of Common. Mr. 
Montagu gave tbe amounts of large penRlona that Sir Miohael 
O'Dwyer, Gelleral Dyer Dnd Mr. SmIth still draw from Ihdia. 
25th. Mr. Srinlvasa Sa~try dahvered all addreas On the "pruent 
pohtlcal Situation III Inolllo" at thB IndIan Students' Hostel g,nd Wll8 

fusIlIaded by ITJterruptJollB and cries from tho Indian sLudenta a8 h. 
spoke against nOli-co oper~tlOn BII() supported Govt. llCtioli. 
31st. In the H. of Commons VI~COllflt. Cnrzoll put in fl.n interpella 
tlOn regardlnll GandhI, uSIng the IIl8nlting epithet "311 IndIvidual 
called GandhI" in thIS connectIOn. 

Debate ill tho H. of Lords raised b) Lord Montagll of Beaulieu 
on dofencl1ng tbe N. W. FrontlPr in III<1i8 and preservmg "our 
';lirnaged prestige In our EBstArn Empire." Lords Sydenbam, 
Chelmsford, and Lytton made long speeches. 

June 1921 
1st. Par1i8mentary Joint Committee reoommended the Govt of 
India Act to be (lxtended .0 Burma at once. 
7th. In t~e H. of Commons Mr. Montagu waR heokled by 4,t. lRtioDS Til 

Gandbi Reading interview 001. Yate again ralSed the qU8~tion of 
reduction in the Indian Army. 
8th. Burma Reforms Bill a8 drafted by the Joint Committee came 
up ·befol", the Lords for tho se }o .• reading and passed, 
14th. Sir Frederick Hall suggesh.d in the H. of Commons depor­
t.atlon of Mr. Andrews, whom he described ae "the so·called gentle­
mall", in cOlll'ection with his activities H Cbandpur Gurkba outrage, 



CHRONloLE. OJ' EPINTS 
20th. tmpnri.'! Qonference of Promier. of British Empire opened 
at Loncfon br ¥r. Lloyd George who referrerl to India in gto.ing 
terms &I1d invited her repre.entatives, the Mabarao of Cutch and 
Mr. Srinivas" Saatri, to partioipate in the di.o1l8lliona on equal term .. 
21st. Mr. Sastri addressed the Imperial ConferenDe on behalf of 
India and put forth the plea of equality of status lor Indians. 
24th. At the Empire Parliamentary Dinner 'Lord Birkenhead 
announDed tbat be bad arranged to send a Parliamentary Delegation 
to greet the new Legilllatures of India. 
28th. Burma Reform. Bill pa.ssed by the Lords. 

July 1921 
7th. Dobate In the H. of Lords on Indian unrest raised by Lord 
Sydenham who asked wbat steps Govt. W8l!l taking to proteot live. 
and properties of Europeans. Lord Lytton made a long 8tatement. 

At a meeting of the Imperial Conference tbe statuI of Indiana' 
in the Dominions and Colonies WilB discussed fully. The Mabarao 
of Cutob opelJAd the discu!lsion and Mr. Sa~tri took a lea.ding part. 
12th. Mr. Waddir.gton asked in tbe Houlle of Commons about 
the buge profits which be alleged the III.Jisll Cotton MIlia have 
earned j he wanted to deprecate the new imposition of Indian 
Co~ton DutlOs. 

In the H. of Gommons Mr. Montagu wos heckled by the Die­
hards about the lndiau Servio6 Men and theIr d,s8atisfaction with 
tbe Montagu Reforms. Mr. Montagu pro"'liaed to issue :1 com­
munique on the subject shortly. 
18th. Mr. Montagu in rcply to enquiries mane a statement in the 
H. of Commons regariling the Madras strikes which followed frotn 
the Buckingham and Katnatlc Mills lock-out. 

Col. Hurst drew attention in the 1I. of Commons to the bilge 
JOS8 su~ta;ined by Indi!\ bv the exchange maddle of 1920. Mr. 
Montllgu made a etatemant or the ~ale of reverse counrils. 
19th. In reply to 1\ question Mr. Mont-.gu gave an account in the 
H. ot Commoll8 of the late Aligllrh HlOt of 1921 
27th. The Mabal'ao of Kutch and Mr. Sastri were lJresented \\ ith the 
Free~om of London: . llldbalt at 0. brilliant. gathering· and enter· 
talned to a lunohl'llfl I~t tbe MansiorJ House witi .~e Lord Mayor in 
tbe Cbair. rv'r /:.astrl made very eloquent speeches in his belt style. 

Augu 1921 
let. A oommit<ee of Leading Mnnufa.rturers in :Engla.nd senl, 
oircular to M. P's with Ii view to rally them in opposition to the 



6 }}WIA lIV ·P.4BL14M!N2' & 4JmOJtD 
Indian oUltom duties and declared tbat Mr, Montal" "" .. reapootible 
from first to lallt for tbe tariW difficultiel bet.ween EngllJld aDd India. 

Tilak Anniver8ary Day beld in London at Woburn Place with 
Mr. M. H. Kidwai in the Chair. and also to celebrate tbe inaugura­
tion of N C· 0 in Iodia. 

2nd, Protest against Jt. Parliamentary Com. recommendation. on 
Kenya Indiana issued over the names or~ord Sydenham. Sir C. 
Townshend, and Sir Joynson·Hlcke Sl!.ylllg: II we C'8nDot imagiDe 
tbat any British Govt. would give them equal funcbiee with the 
WhIte men and in faot by 80 doing convert the Indian Colony into a 
British Dependenoy." 
5th. Imperial Conference Resolution on the etatu! o[ Indiana in 
tbe Dominious and o~ber parts of tbB Empire was luued officially 
and published in the Press. 

Genl. Smuts opined to a Press correspondent that Indian. 
should emigrate to Mesopotamia rather than to South Africa. 

A European mass meetmg at Nairobi lla80ed strong resolution. 
against giving any olvic rights to Indians in Kenyll. 
9th. Col. Hurst in the H. of Commons enquired wby tbe feUfla 
councils were Bold privately during the last exchange muddle. Mr. 
Montagu explained the position. 

Colonial S(1oretary received a private informal deputatioo 
of East Africa Indians conCl t lllg of Messrs . Jeevanjee and Varma of 
Kenya and Messra. P. TLakllrdas !llld Ramchandra Rao of India. Mr. 
Churchill dechned to hllar Mr. Jeev:l.Iljtlt' in (letal!. ImmedJlitely 
alter this Mr Churcblll IfItervI6wed the EU:llpean deputaLion. 
13th. Imperial Ind. CItizenshIp A~.,oc. wmd to the Sec of State 
IIlId Govt. of llldu!. the fra.utlc antl·Iudb" colmpalgn started by the 
Kenya }\~urOp!l1lll8 to force the bands of the Gov t. to at!&ign an 
iuferIor status to Indians. 
17th. At a Savoy Hotel Lunolwon Mr. Chotani said that he and 
hIS colltlBgues of the Khllaftl.l Deputa.tlOn were returning to India 
completely duappointed. They found that the Germane wera not 
the ollly Europeans who treated treaties as scraps of paper. 
18th. Mr. Montagu in reply to a qUtlstion in the H. of Cagtmonl 
lIlade a long statement On the military operations in the N. W. 
Frontier against tbe Wazlris. 
19th. Lancasbire Deputation waited upon Lancashire M. P'a. over 
the Indian Cotton Duties. Mr. Montagu who was present regretted 
that his argument. addrell~ed to t bem montbs 8g0 had not toade an 
impreaeioD. 



OBRONIOLB OF BVaNTS 7 
'.fhe Lytton it.aente Enquiry committee bo)'OOtted by the 

majority of London Indian ItudeDta. 

September t 921 

5th. League of Na.tion'. Assembly met at Geneva and WIU attend· 
ed by tbe Mabarao of Cutch a.nd the Right HoD. Srinin.a Sastri 
as Indian Delegates. 
20th. Foreign Offioe, United Kingdom, addreued protest to the 
Soviet Govt. alleglOg revolutionary Intrigue8 again8t British interest 
in Aaia, partioularly helping Indian revolutionaries, ill contraven­
tion of the Anglo SOVIet Commeroial Treaty. 

October 1921 
4th. Mr. Montagu wrote to Lord Lytton intimating tb~ Indian 
A .. embly's refu@sl to vote the grant on the students enquiry 
Committee. 
6th. Lord Lyt,ton as President of the etudenta enquiry oommittee 
replied to Mr. Montagu II ving an acoount of tbe work already done 
by hI. committee. 
8th Litvinoff of the Soviet Foreign Office in reply to British note 
of 20th. September demed all the cbarges clI.tegorieally and oom· 
plained of unfriendly attitude of the BrltlBh. 
10th. Sir Edward Northey, Kenya Governnr, in opening the 
Kenya C6uncilappealed to parties for truce on the Indian question. 
17th. Goveruor of Kenya announced interim arrallgemellt. 
to nominate one IndIan to the Executive CounOlI and lour to the 
Legislative Couocil. 
25th. In reply to several questIons in the H. of Commons Mr 
Montagu made a statement of the trouble arising from the Moplah 
Rebelll~ promising to gIve fuller detaIls later. 

Lord Sydeuham rlloided a debll.te ill the H. of Lords on the poli­
tioalaituation in IndIo.. Lord Curzon made a long reply deprecating 
the attitude of Sydenhllm in raising the question just on tbe eve 
of the 'Prince of Wales' departure fur India. A long deba.te ensued 
in whioh Lords Ampt.hlll, Middletoll, Chelmsford, Lytton and 
others took part, 

The International Lilbour Conference of the League of Nations 
Opened at Geueva under Lord Burnham aa prelident. 
26th. In the International Labour CDnference Mr. Joabi, tbe 
Indian Labour delega! Il, spoko in support of a proposition to limit 



tbe -work of alt'ioRlturall.bourel'l &JJd to proteot thea ~Ik. indu.-. 
trial labourer •. 

November 1921 
lit. In the H. of Commone Sir Cbarles Ya.t;.o enquired t,be rSlaOal 
for tbe repeat of the Indian Press Aot aM ReprN,lve Aota. 
Mr. MotJtagu made a long statement on tbe .ubiect. A da.y w •• 
demanded by the Die·hirda for the discuBBion of Indian Unrest j 

tbi ..... a. refused by the Leader of tbe Bouse. 
3rd At the International Labour Conf. Mr. Joshi urged the 
neoeABity for tIckling the question of primary eduoatlon and Htelao), 
of wAge·earnen in all countrIes. 
8th. In the H. of Oommons Sir 0 Yate put a question regarding 
Trade Unions in India wh:oh be describtt<l merely a8 "Strike Oom· 
mittees" and therefore unlawful. In reply to furtber queatl!),.. 
Mr. Montagu promised to supply further informahoDs on the Mopl ... 
outbreak. 
9th. Sir O. Yate asked in the H. of Common. whetber Go,t. 
servants in India were weari ng Gand hi-caps and thul OPeIIly 
flouting Govt. Mr. Montagu in reply said that some of tbe Po\·in. 
oial Governments ha.ve taken steps in the matter. 

III regard to a demand of the Die-hard. for a day to diil· 
nuss the affalfs of India the Leader of the House refused to cornp~y. 

In the Inernational Labour ConfePenoe Mr. Joshi, the Indian 
labour del agate, speakIng on the Secretary General's report asked 
for a.n explanation a8 to bow different nationalities are represented 
on the staff of Its offioe and why agency offioea are not opened in 
Asia.tio oountries. 

December 1921 
14th. Kenya Indian leaders 8ummoned to trial for refusing to Pt.J 
income tax following the passive resistanoe movement.. Dolenoe w •• 
that; the tax was illegal being Imposed without the peoples' consent. 
15th. In the Commons 001 Wedgwood enquired,. the treatment 
of Indian leaders Bent to jail. Mr. Montago gAVe a.n evasive repl,. 
20th. In reply to Mr. Ben Spoor in the Commone Mr. Montagu 
deolared that there was nothing in India wbich ,bonld De d880ribed 
&8 reprenion. It was merely keeping law and order. 
2ht. GeDI. SlDut, addreaaing the Natal S. A. Oongteu oOllnlelled 
Indianl to avoid trying for settlement of the Indian queltion .ltfe'll 
miJd~t do tbeM no good and might do tbe Empire balm, and .at .... 
tbeOl to bo ftP.tri,ted to Indi •. 
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lndia in Parliament & Abroad 1922 
January 1922 

12th. Sir M·. 0' Dwyer onoe' rolre bit out bii jeremiads about 
India at tbe Oversea~ Club meeting wbere he pompously SPl)ke OR 
"Our Imperial Re8poll8lblhtie~ 111 IlIdia" wbicb wae to save the Indian 
ma8~es from tbe lo-called intelligentsia! 
27th. Speaking at tbe E19t African Dinner in LOlldon Mr. 
Churchill made a notorious reactionary pronounccment, denYing 
that demooratlo \II~tltlltl01l8 Olil) grow in E utern cOllnt.riet and 
empbasising that K'lllya WllS obaracterlStioally a Wbite colony. 

February 1922 

2nd LQrd Blrkellhead, Lord Cbl\lIcel1or, in tbe conrse of a speeoh 
S~lri about 'formidable movemellt~' III Inola' 'It 18 not Hloonceh" 
able that we mllY have ollce agal n to prove that the Brl tlsb Empire 
rettlins tbe hard fibre wlucb brought It that Empire. 
7th Parliament opened hy the King III the debate on the 
address Ganl Page Crort saId th.~t Govt must make It clear that 
they Intended to rule Illdll\ L'lrd Curzon referred to llidia as 'tbat 
grent Dependenoy' and threatened wholo·sale repression to cheok 
the Indian uurest. 
9th. Mr. Montagu speaking at the 1920 hberal olub threatened 
furt.her repression i 1\ IndlB but contested Mr Churchill's dictum 
that democracy was ImpOSSible III IndJ:~ and hiS anti·lmllan foreign 
policy a8 regard8 the statU8 or Illdlall9 Abroad. 
1 Dth Sir Joynsoll-Hlclcs' motlOlI of censure on Mr Montagll drew 
forth a very lively debite In the Commolls during which the die­
hard party illdulged III an Irlferllo of abuse of Montagu and IndIa. 
21.t. Sir M. O'Dwyer addreSSing a meetillg under Sydenbam gave 
a. horrJiYlllg accouut of uurest In lJldu\,; he attributed all trouble to 
the weakness of the Govt. of indIa Illld explained how the rebellion 
;n the Punjab under big regime had beeu put out by Gelll DY8r ill 
4 days 1 Gandbi, Montsgu snd tho Uovt. of ludill were equally 
relponBU>le ; the former wal a dallgElrou8 hypoorite wh08e oontlnued 
immuuity was a menace to publlo peaoe. 

March 1922 

4th Mr. Montagu in 1\ Rpeecb at Lisbon 8aid that the policy of 
I!l'IIntinK lIelf GO\·t. tn Judi" would be carrieti tbrougb inapite of 
ditlieuttlee. 

J(a) 
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9th. Mr. Mantagu W'al IUddenl,. foroed to rell,n. In the Common. 
thil ne". "al reoeived witb prolonged abeen and unleeml, bilarit,. 
b,. the die·barda and Unioni-ta. Mr. Cbamberlain explained tbat 
the rellgnation wle due to a breach of oabinet dileipline in Mr. 
Montagu'. publilblng a Govt. of India telegram on tbe Turkieb 
queation wltbout cabinet autbority. 
11th. Spnking to his oonstituent. ~.mbridge Mr. Monta«u 
exposed the tactics of the Premier &nd explained that in order to 
get the support of tbe oOll.ervIlti vea to lue tottering mini,try, Mr. 
Lloyrl George bad presented the Die·bllrde witb his bead on a 
cbarger. A stormy cOlltroverRY raged in England on this .ubject on 
thll and tbe following daye. 
13th. In tbe Commo"s Mr. MOlltagu'a re.ignation was the eubjeot 
01 a.llotber heated cOlltroveny. 
14th. Lord CurZOIl manti I\.u impas810llfld Apeeeh If! the Lordi 
delendlllg himself aga.1 rlst Mr MOrltagu's allfg,ltiofl8. 
17th. III a speech a.t Th'll ford Mr MOllt,agll gllove his reply to Lord 
Curzoll's etatemelllij III tho Lords. 

22nd. Replying to ~Ir C. Yate In the Commons Earl Winterton 
~aid that the questlolJ 01 disallowing the repeal of Indian Presa 
Aot would be considered when tho measure was plnen l,y the 
Indiull assembly. , 

The 1"me~ thundered at the IlInia.n Assembly for refusing 
certain grants a.ncl hInted that the Ruforms may be withdrliown if 
luch conduct lVas persIsted in. 

27th. In tho Commons t.here was a long rliscllaaion on the 
Con~olirlat eel Fund Bill when Col. Wedg\vood, and Mr. Ben Spoor 
Rt.rongly 'It.tcked t.be repressive polioy of Govt. in IndIa. Earl 
Wl\lttlf'OIi molde bls reply. 

29th. Deputation of Lanollsbire M P.'s w!llted upon Earl Winter· 
ton and made strollg representation agslDst J ndia" Cotton duties. 

In the Commone Earl WUlterton moved for power to raiee £ljQ 
millions Indiall Loan. 

April 1922 

6th. Third reading of the Indian Loan BIll in tbe 9ommonl palled. 
10th. Wbite p-&per i •• ued on the N·C·O movement. 
I hIt. Eut India LoaD Bill palled in tbe Lord •. 

In the Commons Sir C. Yate attempted to obtain. racon.i. 
der.tiou of tbe 0"0 of tbe puoiebed Punjab Offioial. of 1919. Mr. 
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Cbamberlain replied l,mpatbeticaJ/y but refuled to reopell the 
qU .. ~joh. 

13th. Indian Loans Aot received Royal 4l8ent. 

May 1922 

16th Joint Parliamentary Committee met in tbe Lords to bear 
and eXAmine Viscount Peel on varioue Indian maUers. 
23rd. In the Commons replying to Colonel Yate Lord Winterton 
refuaed to oon.ider more flllly tbe l. C. S. Pension Rulea. 
24th. In the HOllae of Lurda, Lorri Sydenbam again rai~ed the 
queati<>h of tbe punisbed Punjab Offioial. of 1919 arId A8k ed .. 
reprieve. There was a long debate ill wbicb Lord Chelmsford made 
hi. first Parliamentary speech after retirement from I neiia. 

June 1922 
12th. Burma Reform Rules passed in the House 01 Commone after 
a long debate lasting for five hours during whioh numeroua amend­
ment. were propoeed bnt all defeated. 
15th. India Office Estimates introduced in tbe Houae Common. ; 
long debate on the Indian adminlstratlOlI followed. 

July 1922 
4th. In the Commons during the Co)onial office estimate. debAte 
the Colonical Secretary spoke on Kenya wbich he aaid wa. exolu-
81vely beill' retained for White settlers. 
5th. New Civil Service Peneion Rules blued by the Seo. of Stat4l. 
19th. Second Report of the Parliamentary Joint Committee on 
Indian afFairs iS8ued. 
26th. Indian Princes in England gave a friendly dinner to Mr. 
Moutliu. Bikaller paid a trIbute to Mr Mont,gu'. .ervioe. to 
and genuine affeotion for India. 

August 1922 

2nd .• I.C.S. Debate in the Houae ot Commons. Mr. LI)'od George 
made bie notol'ioull '.teel-/rame' spf'8ch denouncing political move· 
menta in India aed foree_ting more repreillion. 
4th. Sir Hamilton GrDnt addressing the Oxford Libera! Le8iUe 
oondemned the repre.ai,e policy ill Iodia. 
8th. C. P. & Beral' Chi! Service AIROciation memoriali18u the 
Sec.:of State atlainst the O'Dounell Circular. 
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10th. Prell ,oampalgn ill Ellglilld, led by the Monliflg PoiJ, atart· 
ed against tbe famous O'Dollnell ciroular. 

22nd. Annual Confrrenee of United Kingdom Textile-worken at 
Blackpool passed reeolution against IndIan Textile Duties. 

September 1922 

8th, Speakiug before the British AS80ciatign at Hull Lord Muton 
8~id that Imperial CitizenshIp sbould be extended to India. at once. 
9th. A meeting of tbe Executl va Council of Kellya presided over 
by Sir Robert Coryndon discussed the final term of settlement of 
Indian question. Com mOil fra.llcbl~e on edu"atloll test was adopted 
and a email dIstrIct ill the a,gblalSd$ was reservea for tbe IodlallB. 
19th, H. H. Jamsabeb of Naw81lagar speaklJlg before the League 
of NatIons' Assembly saId that the great bulk of Ilidlar. populatIOn 
did not cOllOlder Opl urn a harmful drug and spoke agaJllst the Buppres­
siol) of opIum cultivatlOll In IndlQ 
20th. .A t the League of N atl':>l1s' Assembly 1-:)11' Sivaswami Iycr 
"ttacked General Smuts for the }Jolley anopted by the South AfflCan 
Govt. ill admirustenng tbe mandated territory of the Germau South 
West Africa. 

011 the qnestlOn nf proteetlllg MlllOritie~, the MaharajA. of 
Nawl1nagar Fpeahl!lg before the Lrllgue of NatlOll .. ' Ass[ wLly IIPl'cal. 
t!d to South African del! gates to rrgulame the POSIt IOU of th6 
indIan minority ill Soulh A/fICa. 

28th. A CommIttee of tbe League of X atlOlls passed resolutioll on 
apportlOnJllg the League's cost amolJg Its varIOUS members-Illdia.'s 
share bewg 1,440,000 Gold Frallce 

October 1922 

9th. The Morning Post in a leadw!( article emphQSlSed the pension 
gmvance 01 the I. C., K, and ~Illd that now that Mr. Montagu 11'18 

gone Ihey looked WIth some hope to the IndIa office OD thiS matter 
15th. Rllport of the Indian St'ldeots Oommlttee prePldtd over by 
Lord Lyt,toll was pu bhs hed . 
16th. DetaIls of the 8cheme for the reconstitution of the lndian 
Army reserve of offioers on the linea recommended by tbe Eaber 
COlllmittee was &Iluoullced. 
20th. Mr. Lloyd George and hia cabinet resigned. Mr. 
Bonar Law became the new Premier. 



India in Paruament 1921 
Early in the yea.r a.n agitation was oarried on in Engla.nd by the 

Tory Dle-hards of the Sydenham party to dilcredft the operation of 
the Montagu reforms in India. The proceedings 01 the National 
Congreas at Nagpur in 1920, esptlcially Its change 01 creed, were 
watched with anxiety, and an alarm was raised that, India waa faat 
turning bolBheVllt. The VISit 01 tbe Duke of Connllught lind 
the progress 01 the boycott movemement that dogged bis step. 
arrested universal attention in b;ugland. Sir MlcbRlI O'Dwyer and 
the martial I&w officerij 01 the Punjab, SllIce dlsgraoed and retired, 
filled the Tory papers with malicIOUS wrltir.gs about India and 
indulged In a personal vendetta agalUst Mr. MOlltagu and his Indian 
supporters. All trouble I/J ludla was lathered UPOIl Mr. Montagu. 
Further. the cOllclh~tory mood towards Iudia which till then pervad­
ed the British cablDet Irritated tbeBe watch dogs of bureaucra.tic 
power beyond measure and when tbe name 01 Lord Reading wa. 
suggested for the viceroyalty, they almost lost tbelr seUBeB. The 
Jewish bogey WIIS raised, and It was seriously suggested that British 
1IIterests in the East WBS being bartered away to a Jewish chque. Mr. 
Montagu WIIS a Jew, Sir William Meyer was a Jew, the Comma.llder. 
in-Cbiel was a Jew. lind tben another Jew was to be installed at the 
Indian Pontlfioate I So mallY J ewe togetber to manage tbe atrain of 
India, espeCially In view of the Jewisb gold Bnd lIItrlgue which was 
rUllulOg the RUSSian Soviet, was looked upon wiLh Ruspicion, and 
t,bo Greek nnlliollaire who pulled tbe legs of Mr. Lloyd Ueorg6 from 
behind the ~cenes was supposed to have II hand III this matter. 
Ohjection WIIS also raised on tbe score of the well-known Moslem 
antIpathy to tbe Jew that Lord Reading's appointment would do 
violenoe to Moslem feeling In Iudia. In the Parhllme!,t itsellllll these 
jpremiadB could IIOt be carried but Mr. MOlJtagu was cOlltinuously 
heokled in tho most unseemly mllnner by tbe Tory Die-bards. 

The Openmg 01 Parhamenl. 

PhrJiament opened on the) 5th Feb In the House of CommOIl. 
Mr. Davison movlUg an address to the Throlle Bald amoligst other 
things: "fbanks of the country are due to the Dukll of COllllaught 
wbo on HIS Mlljcsty'. bebalf has iuaugurated the New Council in 
Illdla. In undtJrtakllig HIlS ImportalJt tabk he baa Ollce BglilD shown 
tbat ullselfish devotion to duty of which the beloved Royal FamIly 
dlily hili! given eVldelJce. (Cheers.) The House 01 Commons would 
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abare Bis Maje8~Y'. bope tbat the.e ohanges will brio, progreu.w 
polltioal peace in tbeir train," • 

Sir Luke Fildes, seconding, declared that tbe wbole Houal end 
the Empire would be delighted If 8ucoeS8 attended tbe eBorta 01 th. 
New Councils. He thought it would be well to remember tbe great 
lervice8 given to India and the Empire in tbe by-gone daYB by the 
body of men remarkable for their earnestness and effioiency, namely, 
the Indian Civil Service. They had fougbt pe'hiHlnO& Ilnd famine alld 
bad done great administrative work with one unselfish Idea of doing 
their bast for the great IndIan Empire. 

Mr. Asquith referring to India 8!Lld he could only say without any 
distinction 01 party that Great Britain had looked with the greatelt 
good-will alld most sangUIne expeotations to the great new adventure 
there. For himself, and he was sure he was re-echoing everybody'. 
opinion, he thought it of the very greatest' advantage to the Empire 
that the &arly crltioal sta.ges of that adventure should be preeided 
over by 110 mall of the sagacity, experience and popular sympathiel 
of Lord Reading. 

Mr. Lloyd George in reply to B euggestion for establishing a aOID­
mittee to co-ordinate the Army ,Navy alld the Air.foroel of the 
Empire, said: When we were in trouble the Empire helped UI. 

Over a million men came from India voluntarily and vast numbers 
from other parts but that was a spasmodic effort. The soliDarity 
of the Empire was a guaralltee agaiuBt further shedding of blood 
lIlDCS the aword would never bave been drawn had the planners of' 
the war known what the British Empire would do. 

This was no occasion to expreS8 IlJlY but tbe sweetest senti· 
IDents. Soon however the House b!\d a taste of the die bard attitude 
on Iodla as glven below, 

HOUSE OF COMMON8-~3 FEBRUAR¥ lygl 
Lala Hark'ihan Lal', Ca.e. 

Sir W. Davilon asked the Sec of State whether he i& aware 
that Mr. Harkishan Lal, who wall conwicted on a oharge of COOl' 
pIracy to wake War and of abettmg tbe waging of war agalDst the 
KlDg, was sentenced to transportatIOn for life and furleiture of 
property and WIlS subsequently pardoned 8S an act of clemency, 
bas now beep selected by the Governor of tho Punjab a. one en biB 
two Indian Millieters who WIll be oharged WIth the administration 
of publlo works, eduoatlon, excise, oflmmerce and IUdl18try, local 
Government, etc, ; wbether in the discharge of this office he will 
have control over large Dumbers of British and Indian offioials, and 
will exercise great patronage with Wide tiualJcial powers; whether 
the Seo. of State i. aware of the bitter fselms which this appoint" 
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.... '.,.. .,.tHId am06. Bil Majelt),'1 10)'.J lubjeot., botb Britiah 
and Indian; wbether bB bal per.onall, approved of tbe appoint­
.att of • recently convicted reMI to IUGb a prominent po.ition of 
tr11lt under the Orown: and what .tepa he prOp0181 to take iu tbe 
matter' 

Oaptain Viscount OUrBon a_ked the S.". of State for India 
whether Harki.han Lal, who 11'11 committed •• a rebel in the 
rebellion 011919, bas besn appointed a8 a mini.ter in the Punjab; 
whetber ainee bit releaae be baa continUlld to take part in rebel 
agitation; wbetber in hi. new appointment be will have a VBl'J 

large number of loyal suhjeots of the Crown, botb Britisb and 
Indian, under hie jurisdiction; and whether, as luoh an appoint­
men~ i8 an insult to allloyaliste throughout the Empire, it oan be 
I'4lOODaidered f 

Mr. MontRgll :-Under the Governmont of India Act Mini.tel'tl 
are appointed by the Governors of Governors' provinoes, hold office 
at the pleasure o{ the Governor, Bud are respoTlSlble to the Legis,:, 
lative Counoils who vote their sala.rles. The Joint Seleot COMmittee 
advised that the Ministers seleoted by t,be Governors .bo\lld be 
elected members of the Legislative Council er.joying ita oonfidonce 
and oapf\hle 01 leading it. In these circumstanoe8 I would submit 
to the Hou,e tbat the proper place to consider the title 01 Mini8ter. 
to the oonfidenoe of the Legisl.J.ture IS the Provinoial Counoils. 

Sir W. Daviaon:-Is the right hon. Gentleman aware, and i. 
it not a Isot, tha.t. the action of the Governor is subjeot to the 
luperintendenoe, dlreotion, and control of the Sec of State 1 

Mr. Montagu' No, th&t is not quite true. It is Bubieet to the 
8uperlntendence, direotlOn, and control of the Seoleb\TY 01 State, ex­
cept-I sm quoting from memory-as prOVIded in this Act, and 
under thIS Aot the question 01 the appointment of Miniaterl is laid 
by Statute on th9 Governor. 

Sir W. Davi.on : Is the right bon. Gentleman aware tbtlt this 
action of 8howing favour to rebels IS driving many loyal subject. into 
the hand a of the extremIsts 1 

Viscount Curzon : Is it a fact that this man i. • convicted 
rebel, and that be hold, jurisdiction over a large number of 
Eurollean. 1 

ldr. Speaker: Tbat doee Dot .eem to be a matter for tbi. Parlia­
ment. It i. a matter for the Legislative Counoil. 

VilOOunt CDl'ZOD : Will tbe rigbt bon. Gentleman exercil8 hi. 
Influence witb the leader of the Hou.e to .scure the releue of the 
hOD. Member for Eaet Ley ton (Mr. Malone)' 

Sir W. Davison: I. it not a matter for tbi. HODle to know 
whether I man respon,ibJe for the Governm.nt of India who ha. been 
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appointed to higb office by the Crown h a convicted rebel 1 t lOb­
mit tbat we are entitled to that inf()rmation. 

Mr. Speaker: Tbe House baving given praotically Home Rule. 
er 80metbing in tbe nature of Home Rule, to the8e Counoil. the 1811 

it inter/erea with tbe Couucils the better. 
Sir H. Craik: Was the nomination made by the Governor of 

tbe Punjab without allY 8UggslltioD from Home or from the Govern· 
mont of India t 

Mr. Montagu: Of course it was. The Governor is specially 
('barged by Statute to make his own nomlnation8. I never knew of 
the appOIntment until sometime after it was made. 

Dr. Murray: Was not General Smuts a rebel at one time 1 
Sir W. Joynson HIcks. As your fuling. Sir, is important, may 

J aek if the quest.ion of law alld order and India was banded over to 
tbe Councila, or were not only oertain specified subJects banded over 
to them by this House 1 Is It not the case that thIS HO'lse retalll 
oontrol of every otber subject other than those dIreotly banded over t 

Mr. Montagu ; May I point out tone thIS gentlemaD \ ho ha. 
given rise to this diSCUSSIon is a MlIJister wbo has obarge of 
those very Transferred S\lbj~cts, and tbat If the Legislature doe. not 
think bim a man worthy of his COllfidence It ba8 Its remedy, and if 
the Punjab does not think the Leglsl'1ture wortby of its confidence 
it bla8 its remedy. 

Sir W. Joynson.Hlcks: I was not discussing this case . I Wal 

askin, as to the tbings that were reserved. 
Mr. Speaker: This IS t be only caee that I am discu~sing. Tais 

is not the time to deal with hypothetICal . cases. What I Bald arose 
entirely Ol1t of the anewer gIven by the Sec. of State for Indill. 

Sir H. Oraik: Can the system whlcb the Government bave 
instituted In ] ndia be deMribed 8S one of Home Rule 1 On the 
contrary. is it not. a system wblch IS deSCribed by the new-fangled 
\vord "diarcby," or divideil rule, with common respollsibility of tm. 
House and tbe LegiHlative Council 1 

The Speaker: The words "Home Rule" were used, hot in a 
technioal Bense, but In a general sellse. CertaIn subjeets have been 
transferred wholly to these Legislative CouDoils, and it is witb 
regard to those only that I used the expresaion. 

Sir W. Davison: As this matter i. One of great importance, 
may I ask whet~er the Members of tbi. House cannot get informa­
tion from the Seo. of State for IDdla a8 to certain action wbioh mi1 
bave been taken by the Governor or Bome of his Ministerl t Are we 
not entitled to alk that question' 

Mr. Speaket: It depends on the information wbfch il aaked 
for. When the queation appoafe OD the Paper, I will eon.ider it. 
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Nell: day, Feb. 24th. tnere w ... a 10118 debate 0.' the 

Speak~r'. J"lina. Viacount Curzon led tbe attack. The 
foUc.inll is the full text of the debate, 

Vi,count Cnrzon :-l desire to ask you, Sir (tbe Speaker), a 
qll.atioll with regard to the ruhng given yeeterday 00 a quetUoll 
111 referenoe to India. I asked II questIon with !'sfereuoll to a oertain 
mao in ludia, and wbether certain statemont. made .bout him wen 
correot. You roplied that It dId not BeOM to be "matter for 
PlU'liament but ODe for the Legislative Counoil. Tbe Hon'bla 
Member for South Kensington (SIr W. Davidson) then aaked: 

'Is it not a matter for t,bis Houso to kllow wbet.her a man 
respollsible for the Goverllment of ludia, who bas been appoiQted to 
high offioe under tbe Crown, 18 a cOllvicted rebelT 1 submit that 
we aro entitled to that information.' 

You saId that ~be House baving pracLically given Home Rule. 
or something in the na.ture of Home Rule, to these oouncils, tbe Ie .. 
it interfered WIth tbe COUIICJls the better. When a country baa 
belln given Home Rule, are we to underata.nd that tlO furtber 
questions may be asked about tbe dotails of administration in that 
country 1 

• SIr W. Joynsou-HICks May 1 call your attention to a .ection 
of the Act passed the yea.r before last 1 Seotion 4: enacta that the 
Governor of a Governor's Province may, by notifioations, appoint 
ministers, not being members of his executive, and ao 011. I'he 
Gonrnor of this PrOVilJll6 was an officer a.ppointed by the Crown, 
and for the appointment of that officer t1e Secretary of State i. 
olearly responsible. 1 submit that under the terms of tbat aection, 
this minister baving heen appointed by the Governor of the Provinoe 
who wal appointed by the Secretary of State bere, we are entitleti 
to ask the question of the Secretary of State 808 to the conduct of 
hi' own appointment. 

Mr. Ormsby Gore: Is it not also laid down ~bat the Minister. 
so appointed are respollslble to tbe Local Legislature lAnd removable 
by the Provincial Council. If that be 80, would not a deadlock' be 
reached at once if Ministers were appointed to an Indian Province 
and bad not the contideDce of tbe Provincial Asselllbty of thaI; 
provinf6' Therefore, is it not impouible for two Legialative 
Cbambera to attempt to share .ucb responsibility, and will it tlot 
have to be made qllite clear whether tbe Intii"n Mini.ter, are 
ruponlible to the Provincial Council. or to thi. Houle' It mu.t 
be one or tbe otber: both cannot poaaibly eXdrci.e the relponsibility. 

Sir W. JUYDloD·Bickl: My hon'ble friend h.. Qot qllot4d tbe 
"etfon, wbloh goe. 00 to ea)' : 

2 
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" Any Ministers '0 appointed shaU hold office during his (the 

Governor'.) pleasure." 
Sir H. Craik: Might I, a8 a member of th!l Joint. Committee, 

point out that the nomination of thestl Miuistere is in the handa of 
the Governor, but we were repeatedly assured that the Governor 
would be responsible to tbe Secretary of State That is quite 
independent, of the methods that may be used by the Assembly for 
femoviug 8u~h l\1irllsters. The original appeintmer,t of tha Miuisters 
is in the bands of the Governor, alld the Governor IS responsible to 
the Secretary of State who 18 answerable to this House. 

Mr. Speaker. The noble Lord asket:! me a general question j 

and [saiti. in reply, the legal pbrase, "Dolus latet ill gellelaJi· 
bus," I Will not answer it In general terms, I will ollly say that it 
must depolld III each case upon the events Into wtllcb It is desired 
to e'lqulre, Blld upon the qnestions which are put. We are now 
('ol1'lmenclllg II. Ilew era III IudlS, alld It appeared to me yesterday, 
alld still IIppears to me to·day, that it would bll extremely UII­

de~lrahle If thiS House were to sttempt to undertake the function 
of controlling or rrJtlclswg the Millisters who are responsible to the 
nllwly created le~lslatJve lrOdlll~ After all, the MInisters, h",wever 
chosen, hOl\'ever selectl'd, are the Milllstors of those leglslative 
ho-hes. They presumably have theIr cOllfidence, their <alariee are 
voted by them, Talk of uYlircby I It wOllld Indeed be dy&rchy if 
we supervised tbose Mlllisters as well as the legislative oOlloolls to 
"hom they are re~ponsihl!l I For that reason I tbink that we hlld 
far better begin to abstaJlling Irom asking questions and criticisUig 
the MlIlJeters who have heen duly ~elected by the Governor, uuder 
the statutory powers whIch thiS HoUse has gIven him lor that 
purpose, 

Sir H, Craik: On t,he point, of order, may I Bay, Wllh great 
resppct, that the qUflstioll raised was not in reg~rd to any criticism 
(If the action of the Minister who is now respol1sihle to th'3 Assem­
bly in India A question was raIsed with regard to the acholl of 
the.Governor who is subject. to the Secretary of State, The q\lestion 
hud rt>latioll IIOt to tbe actIon of the Minister, but solely to the 
!lction of the Govorllor ill sppowting the Minister and we contend 
that the Governor, HI so doing, was responSIble to the Secretary of 
Stnte, and, through him, to t,bl8 HOllse. 

Mr. Speaker: The question was Intended to hit tbo Mini.tor 
tbrough tho bOdy of tbe Governor. 

Sir :IN. Davision: My question waa: was it a fact that the 
Governor had appointed to a Ministry in the Punjab a gentleman 
who bad been cOllvioted of rebellion against, the Crown; and, al the 
Ggvernor WI' APpgjptt'Q Qil tbe recommelldation of tbe PrIme 
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Minieter, 1 thought. that. tbat was a queltion wbicb trlight be .. k~d 
ill this Houss. 

Viscount Curzon: The question that I 8sked the Mini~ter 
wile' W&II it 8 fact, 11.8 atated, that this man wat a convicted rebel. 
and that he held juriedlct,ion over a lar,e number of Europenns. 
The atA.tement appeared ill the Preas that he WI\8 a eonvict-od rebel 
alld I wAntell to know for information wbet,ber it wat ~o or not. To 
that yon rephed that it did !lot seem to be a matter for this Parlia­
ment Me.y I 1I0W ask whether I was entitled to have tho iuiorma­
\1011 for which I asked, WIthout any reference to critIcising the 
action of anyone 1 

Mr. Speaker: If YOIl 8ay that 0. mil n is a r.onvicted rebel, I 
tbin), you crItIcise hIm. YOll do not do him a"y good. 

Mr Devhn: Do I understand that II rebel 18 entitled to be a 
MIDlster if hI! 18 not convicted' 

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Membor is leading me into dee.p 
waters. 

The point was raised again on March 1111. when Sir H. 
Craik asked ;-

1 d~slre, With your permi8~ion, Mr. Speaker, to raise B point oJ. 
order afl81Pg out 01 certBIII ruhngs wblr,b you gave on Wedne8day 
Bnd ThursdllY last, which fohngs bave given flse to "lIluety 10 
many qllllrterA ThiS IS due to an Interpretation belllg plaoi\li 
upon them whIch l thl/lk they were riOt Ilitended to hear. The point 
arose 011 Wednesday (23rd) Wit h refprt'rJce to a question as to the 
actIOn 0111. Governor in appointing a certalll Miuiatl'f. and you M.id, SiJlo 

" That does not seem to be u. matter for lms Pnrlll1ment:' 
You further stated: 
" The House having give/! practically Home Rule or lometbing 

ill the nature of Home Rule to these CounCIls, the les8 it interferes 
with theBe Councils the better." 

On Thursday in reply to a question of my own u to tbe 
respoIJf.ibility of the Governor to thIS Houae thtough tbe Secretary 
of State, quite irreJpectlVe of any question of tbe Minister or tbo 
Couriei), you stated: 

"'The questIon was tntend~d to hit the Minister tbrough tbe 
body of the Governor." 

I desire to rdise DOW DO question in regard to t.he Minister of 
the Local Council, nor, 80 far a8 I understood. was eitbter of thell6 
involved in t.he questlOn of the responsibility oi tbe Govltrnor to 
this HouBe through the Secret!)'ry of State for Indi&.. I venture to 
to call your attention to the Proomble of the Act of 1919, wh~"in, 
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in referebCe to the progte"ive realisation of respoDiible Government 
in Britiah India, it is stated: 

.. Progresaive in giving effeot to this polio), can only be achieved 
by suooel.ive Btagee" and further: 

.. The time and manner of eaoh advanoe can be determined 
oilly by l'arhament upon wbom tbe responsibiJityliea for the welfare 
and advancement of the Indian peoples." 

I would furtber call your attention to the faot that the appoint­
ment of the Minister rests 80lely with the Governor, and that under 
the Act and in acoordance With the strong recommendation from the 
Joint Committee, responsibIlity to this HOllse tbllough tbe 8eoratary 
of State ia Htrongly affirmed, and allY rules restricting sucb respon· 
sil.Jility must he approved by Parliament under Sertion 83 of the 
Aot. I desire, therefore, to ask you whether we are right in aSBum­
ing that nothing Ih your rulings of last week should be understood 
&8 limiting the power of Parhament to lupervise the action of offioera 
acting in India under the Secretary of State, Of the right of member. 
of thiS House to raise questions 8S to such actlOIl. 

Mr. Speaker. I thank the rIght hon'ble gentleman for bavillg 
been kind enough to postpone ~rom yesterday to to-day tbe railing 
of this point of order. That has givclI me more time to look into 
the matter and refresb my memory by reading again the Preamble 
to the Aot of 1919. The more I look at It the more 1 am 301.villced 
that I was rIght. The la8t paragraph says: 

II And whereae concurrently witb the gradual development of 
aell-governing institutIOns III the Provinces of ludla it is expedient 
to give to thOBC Provinces III provillClllJ matlefS the largest measure 
of mdependence of the Government of Inrha \vbicb IS compatible With 
the due discharge by the latter of Its own responSibIlities •.. " 

If, therefore, this House was of opInion that it was desirable 
to give the Provinces of IndIa the largest pOSSIble measnre of inde­
pelJdence 01 tbe Government of India, • a fartion', it IB desirable 
that thoBe provinces sbould be given a large measure of lIlJependence 
of tbe Imperial Parliament. That was my readlllg and that is my 
reSloning UpOlJ the Preamble. I have also looked at tbe Act ag'811l. 
I have come to the conclUSion that, having htarterl upon tbis new 
departure of grtlontil'g a measurtl of self g')vernment to the Provinoes 
of lndia, it .is highly uudeslI'able that tbiH Houee should interfere 
in IUl7 way with the control by those provinciallegi.latures of thl'ir 
own .ffairl. The Ministers who are selected by the Provincial 
Governors are aelebted under the Act of Parliament by the Goverllors, 
but the Minilte~B.~ r~8pon8ible to t,be Lflgl8la.tlve Counoile of 
~bO" Pl'OViD0J8I'.fi.1f~,t'\l;ti8 HOUle were to pass lome Cenll1fO, 



either direct or indirllCt, upon Bucb a 'Mini.ter, it would be luttle. 
Therefore, it I, very undesirable tbat it Ihould be done or that anJ' 
etep .bould be taken which would lead up to it. 

It Reeml, therefore, to me that, taking the broad view 01 the aitua· 
tion, Parliament Intended to tran.fer to those Province. 01 India oom· 
plete control, subjeot. pOl8ibly. to the action of tba Indian Leri.lature, 
01 the transferred iubjects ,nd those are tbe only onel I am referring 
to. For tbat purpose tbe Governors of ProvlIloel ale empowered to 
seleot MilJialere wbo will be respollsible to tbe 1.'rOl·inoial Legielat.ive 
Oounoil. Therefore. to pOI'mit criticism 01 tbe character or conduot 
of the Governors in tbe mlltter of trausfHfad subjects appear. to 
me to nullify the intentions of tbe Act. I hal'O 11180 como to the 
following conclusion. If it IS dllGired to condemn tbe aotion of any 
Governor in II mlltter 'not transferred, it is open to a member to 
make a moliou 01 II cbaracter .wnilar to t h~t which is made in tbe 
cllIs'o1 the Governor·General of Incii,\ or the Lord·Lieutenant of 
Ireland. Tbat, I think, replies to tbe last part of the hon member', 
~oint of order as to tbe power of t bls House to Bupen ise tbe lotion 
of the officers acting under tbe Secretary of State. 

Sir H. Crbik: With 1111 respect to your ruling, may I point out 
that I intended, Iud I thouglrt, I had conveyed my meanini. to 
oOL.fine my point solely to tbe qnestioll, not of tbe cllse of Ministere 
dealing With transferred subjects but of tbe aotion of tbe officers 
rosponsible tbrough the Secretary of State to this House in their 
gelleral administrative acts. I was not referring to the trllnsferred 
subjects lit all. The appointment 01 tbose Minister. ia not a 
transferrod subject. It IS II ma.tter for v:hich the Governor, are 
responsible, liS I understand, to this House; but I gatber from the 
Illst. worde that 1&11 from you that you leave to members the right 
to [1I1_e questiolls us to the action of sucb officers! 

Mr. Speakor: Tbat is so I accept the view of the light bOh. 
gentleman, but upon tbe question 01 trlluslerred subjects I I till hold 
tbat tbere i8 no rigbt of interforence by this House. 

Lord Hugb Cecil: Of courge we recognise tbat it i. for tbe 
Chair to determiuB questions of order, but 1 do not qUite unuerstand 
DOW this is II queetion 01 order. It mllY or may not be d8lirable 
to interfere with transferred 8ubjects, but it is for the HOUle to 
cOhsider the question; It is not II matter for the Cbair. 

Mr. Speaker: Tbe noble ],()rJ, I tbiuk, WII& not bere when 
qU8ationa were put llist week wblcb raised tbe point of order. 
Tht.t is wby I .a~ brought in. 

Sir W. Joynson HI~k8: May I ask, in view of the judgment 
which you hne now delivered, tbat tbe IIction of tbe Governor 
Jll\y he cfitiched whether au appointment by a GovarDor of A or 
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B is lJot &0 aob oominl direotly IlOder your ruling, seeing tbat tbe 
Govel'lJor . ia responlible to the Seoretary of State for bil action 1 
We do not want to ask tbe views of yourself or of any other 
member a8 to the aots o( individual Mmistere, but may we not, 
uuder your ruhng, ask w bether a Governor bas appointed A or B 
&8 a Minister t 

Mr. Speaker: I thought that I bad ... Jnwel'ed that question. 
As t\ result of my oonstruotion of the Aot it places him in the same 
position as the Governor General. If criticism be d6sired, a motion 
should be put down In the ordmary way and disou8sed in tbis 
House 

Sir J. D. Rees: Will nut the difficult1e& of tbe Indian 
Governors, which are already sufficient, be immensely increased if 
the House IS to dISCUSS and cntlcise them appointments of 
Ministers , 

Mr. Speaker I am much ohllged to tbe bon. Baronet for 
his Bllpport. 

Mr Ronald McNeill: Are (Jot the restrictIOns and rule a witb 
regard to the puttIng of questions ill thiS House definitely laid 
down In the Manual of Procedure which i~ III the hands of all 
Members, and would It not he more desirable tba.t the Standing 
Orders on which those rules are ha.sed should be altered to meet 
these growlDg reqUIrements than that the eXIsting rules shOuld be 
extended, however desirable It may be, by the exercise and discr&­
tlon of t.he Chan ~ it would gIVe mllch UlOre certain gUidance to 
bon. members ami, In vIew of the growing importance of the tela­
tlOnlt between the imperial Parliament and BubordlIIate Parliaments, 
thiS 18 a matter which may came up In tbe future In many respects. 

Mr. Speaker: There &ro 110 Standlllg Orders applicable to thll 
present case, but there is no reason, if the Houlle thinks fit, why 
It should not lIJtrodu()e such a StandlIlg Order as the hon. gentle­
man suggests. 

Mr 01 msby Gore: Is it correct to use t.he words "8ubordinate 
Parliaments" for the Legislatures of Canada and thr Commonwealtb 
of Australia' Is not that one of the thllJgs most re~ented in tbe 
Commonwea.lth and IS It not much more desirable, if we are going 
t.o fra.me a lIew Standing Order dealing With the pow~rl of tbis 
House to questIOn all these varIOus Legislatures of the Empire, that 
the word" subordinate" should he carefully kept out in each case 1 

Lieut. Colonel Archer Shee: Is It not the fact that India i. a 
BeH governing dOIDlOion 1 

Mr. SpeaKer: We are getting ra.t.her fat from tbe point from 
wbiob we atarted. 
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BURMA REFORMS IN THE LORDS 
HOUSlS ()F L()RD/i~81'H MARCH 1911 

Early in March 1921 the Burma Reform. Bill eame before 
Parhament. In the House of Lordi, on Mareb 8, 1921, Lord Lytton 
moved the second reading of the Government of Burma Bill whioh, 
he said, constituted Burma a Governor's Province within the mJ8nin. 
of the Government of Indll~ Act. The text of the Bill IS gi veQ 
below:-

A Bill for applYing to Burma the provl81Ons of the Government of In .. 111\ 
Aot with rt:8I,ect to Governor'~ IlrovlnccH and lor purpo.e8 conurcted therewith. 

Be It enacted by the Klng'8 Most EJoellent Majesty. b'y alld with tbe 
advice and consent of the Lord. 8plrituIlI aud Temporal and Uommons, In tM. 
prelent Parliament aBBembled and by the allthoraty of the Balue a~ follow. -

(I) Section 46 of the Government of Indll' Aet (which makes provlllion a. 
to tbe mode u1 the Government III Governor's pro.mcea) shall bave effect u 
tllough Burma were Included among.t the I'rovinc('s speCllie<i \11 eUb$ectlOD (I) 
tbereof and all tile Vrlnl.IOI1~ of that Act wlJlch relate to Governors' ProvlDoe. 
sball apply to the l'rovlDce of Burma accordingly. 

l'rovld,·d that (A) 8ub·Sectlon (2) of beCtloD 72 (A) of that Act which 
relates amougst oth~r tblD.gs to the propurtlOn of elected mrl1' ben an 'be 
110 vernor'. Lcgltilatlve Councds shall. In Its appbcatloD to Hurma, have effect 
as tbough 60 peroent were substltutpd for 70 percf'nt, auel (EI) tb .. number uf 
members of the Legislative ~uuncil of Burma sball be mnety-two and the fhat 
8cheoule of the Government of India Act shall have dlpct accordjn~ly, and (e) 
the m"xlmum annual .alary of the Governor (If ~urllll~ .ball be Ila 1\10,000 and 
the maximum aunual salary of the lDember~ of thl! Executivil CounCil of the 
Governor (If liurma shall be Rs. 4il,{)OO and the s~coud BC!Jedule to the Uuvern· 
ment of Inlha A~t shall have ellect acoordlngly 

(2) Bub·Seotlon (I) of 8ecLIOn 5;' 01 the 110vcrnment 01 India Act II berC;b:y 
repealed 

(3) (I) ThiS ,\ot may be Cited as the Government of Snrma Act 1\121 
(4) 8ub Sections (2) and (5) of ScctlOn 47 of till' Government of Indl& Act 

1!J19 (wblcb relat~ r, ~~Iectlvrly to tbe d~t" or th~ commencement I\uti tile 
removal of certain clifficaltlt's) shall apply to thiS Act as they apply to that Act 
1\9 though herelD set out and expreuly ma,je applicable to the .ubJect.matter 
of thld Act. • 

If the Bill were enacted, a committee was to proceed to Burma 
to malte enquiries loeally and to Issue recommertdBtion8 with 
regard to tbe diviSIOn of the funet,I0118 of Government and the 
distribution of fralJcbl~e in a similar manner to the case of India 
subject to tbe rules which might be based on the report of that 
oommlttee. The Bill when enacted would establisb the principle 
of Dyarcby, the number of elected members would he sixty instead 
of lIeventy per cent. because there WIMI in Burma a large mixture of 
dilltinctive race. which diiferentillted it to Bome extent from India, 
and In order to 8ecure adequate representation (or these without the 
the nec8lsitr for eatabliahl'lg a community oE franchise oommunitie., 
tbt'lf pr('lpoa(l<l tQ b~ve _ I.r~ef nUQlber of Dominate!) memhers thaI' ;// 
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India. In defereno .. to very ,trong preBllllre irf)m the Government ()f 
India a clause bad been illQert0tl III the first draft bill milking the 
title of the Viceroy HI future the Governor Geneul of India a.nd 
Burma in order to m"rk tbe f"ot thllt Bnrma wal dll-cinot from India, 
but on further cOllsiderM,ioll this claus9 was dropped. The 
Government however wa~ very anxIous to find If there Will any 
pOBBlble way of meeting Burnl',~e ~entlm!lnt8 ill this connection a.nd, 
If the bill were referrfld to a Joillt Oommittee, the commIttee would 
be asked to try to find moans of milkIng this il'tetinctlOn. 

Lorn IJytton pOllnell alit thl\t Burma roulrl have been oonsti· 
tuted 'i Governor's Province wlthollt IHI Art of Plirliamellt merely 
hy t.he authority alreauy veated in the Sec of State unrler existing 
legislation, but ullfortum~tely there was dlff~renre of l)~illion b1:Itween 
the Governmont of Ind18, and Mr Montl\gu with rtgard to the 
COlJstltutlon wbich should be eatabhshed III Burma. and Mr Montagn 
had deoided to allow Parhament to deCIde. The Government of 
India bad been inVIted to reconSider theIr proposals but could not 
Ilgree to the propo~o.l to apply the prwciple ofDyarchy to Burma or 
to make it a Governor's Provllice. III transmlttmg a re80lution of 
the LegIslative CounCIl of Bllrma the Government of Burma had 
made Significant admlS8lon. Lord Lytton saId that a8 a result of the 
J Olllt Seleot Committee's recommendations in 1919 and Mr. 
Montagn'e announcemel!t III 1920 it was 110 longer possible to 
differentiate Bunna very materIally from the Indian Prnviooe •• 
Although the opinion In Burma Itself undoubtedly favoured the 
polioy -embodied in the BIll, the Government of India did not agree. 

Lord Lytton emphaSl9/ld that the bill, whicb two years 81'0 
represented the opInion of the advanoe,d section in Burma, now 
represented the opinion of the Moderates, The Government could 
have over·ridrlen the Government of I ndia and instructed them 
to. "pply the Aot by nOtifioatlOn, but instead Mr. Montallu 
properly decided to Sl1bmlt the wbole ollse to Parliament. Be 
aaked the Lords to allow the bill to go before a standing 
jomt commlt.tee on Indil\n affairs alld tl) let the committee in· 
veatigate t,he whole matter Includlllg the alternative proposal. 
of tbe Government of India. The commIttee would lIave all 
relevalJt documents and would be able if they wi.hed to hear 
evidence from the Government 01 Iurila and from tepreeedtativ.I 
of Burma, and after they had fully investigated the matter the), 
would report to Parliament and the bill would return to the fJord, 
with the recommendations of the committee. 

Lord Sydenham moved t,he rejection of the bill declaring that 
.it came to the House a(ainBt the wisheR of tbe Government of lDdia, 
'~b!) Government of Burma and the OpilllOIl of the greatellt expert, 
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on Burm ,. We should w"it to soe, .. aid be, bow diarohy W .. 8 

going to work out in India. 
Lord Ampthill declared that abrogation of the funotion. of, 

Parliament to the commltteo \VOlllrl be the mo~t dangerous conatitu­
I,ionailnnontion and moved an II.lljournmellt of tho dehato until the 
correspondence between tbe Goverument of Burm". the Government 
of India and Mr. Montagll had been lu.itl on the table. HII obiected 
to diarchy 8.lId said that tbey should soe Ivhat the Indl8.ns thought 
of dyarchy before applYing It to Burma. 

Lord Selbourne agreed that the question of Self·Government for 
Burma might usefully be thresbed out by ajoint committee but be 
pointed Ollt tbat the bill committed them to t,be prinCIple that 
Burma should remain part of tho Indian System. That was oxt,ra· 
ordinarily Important. Wben tbe joint committee considered the 
Government of India bill bo bad received a definite impre8sion that 
Bunna ougbt not to be part of the Indian System, but ought to 
be m;J.de Ii aepfLPato Government hecause tho conditione in BurmA 
were wholly dlfferellt from those In India. He supportfld Lord 
Ampthill's motirHl becau86 they ought to knoW' why the question 
had been prejudged. 

Lord Lytton replying 8ald tbere was notbing in the bill with 
regard to Burma remaining a part of t,he ludlan System. Nothing in 
the bill proposed to alter that POSSibly the seleot oommittee would 
reoommend the sopfLratlOlJ of Burma from India, but whether Burma 
separa.ted or not they must still deal With its Constitution. The whola 
question was what was the best machInery or form of Government 
to 8O~lle~e the ultimate goal of Self Govornment. The 'fIouse would 
be better able to deCIde wben they had before t.hem not ollly t.he 
despatches which would be published hilt all documents and evi· 
dence that would be Bubmltted to the joint committee, He would 
be quite WIlling tbat papers sbould be published to ellable t.hem 
to form opimon on the iuues between the Government of India 
and Mr. Montagu but he begged them not to delay in Bubmittin, 
the hili to the select committee because further delay was unsafe 
and unwise, The Government was convinced that the time had 
Ilome when intention must he shown to fulBI the pledge of Self­
Government for Burma, 

Replying to Lord Sydenham Lord Lytton indicated that if the 
bill were rejected Mr. Montagu would have no alternative but to 
prooeed under the Government of IndIa Act with bis policy in bi. 
own way. Lord Sydenham thereupon withdrew the motion of rejec­
tion. Lord Amptbill'!! mation was cBnied by 36 V(jtoe to st. 

2(a) 
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The India Elnergency Committee 

Other mattera connected with India were a180 debated in the 
I.ord. on the same day. Lord Lytton, as the spoke.man of the 
India Office, aunred the Houae that Parliament had the right to 
review the administration of the transferred subjects by the Indian 
Minister, but toned down his remarks by saYing that Parlillment 
mnst exeroise self-restraint in interfering with the administrative 
disoretion of the 100a.1 Government in India in regard to subjeot. 
bhat were not reserved. The SydenhBm gang, however, went in for 
Ilo oonsiderable heckling of the U nder-Secy, and qU9Jtioll after ques­
HOIl wall PUL about the lot of British officials servlIIg under IndIan 
Ministers and theIr right to appeal from the MiDlst~rs' necision. 

Not content WIth them obstructIOnist tactics in Parliament the 
DIe-hard party, led by the redoubtable O'Dwy~r and Lords 
Sydeuham and AmpthIll, startfld a propagandIst party of their own 
"lid named It the India Emel'gellcy CommIttee. In 11 mllilifesto that 
they Issued they saId .-

ji'or 80me lIme past accurate Information of the genptal p081troll snd trend 
~f eyellt~ In IndIa bit. not bt'en obtaltll~Lle In tbls country 00011'100111 letters 
of warnlllg from Illdlyltiuais wltll hrht-halld knowledg~ have appeared 111 the 
PH'SI> i but for the wost part the real facts are Ignored Ol mlSl('prcsellted. 

Thu Government of Indla haVing gl :\dul1l1y lost cOlitrolof tbe ~.tulltlon 
during the la.t thrc~ years has now ceasl,d dl'cchvely to mluntaln law aM order 
hnlated groups of r·:uropeans are bl'llig b(JycottC(\ and assaulted, 1<:ngl18h gITI, 
IIro pubhcly lUoulted In the stret't~ of the leadmg CitIes, seTlous (aotIOr. ftgbts 
between IlIdiRlIli take place nncbecked and contrIbute to the growmg dl!ordl'T, 
coutlllual Ftnkea are fostP-r('<i by Home Rules In raIlway workshOl'8 and a'llong 
mdubtril1l a[1(1 transport workpTs, the IOWl'T Tllnks of Governmpnt (·mployces. 
~1111 thfl m"lIlal urban I'opulatlon , threats lI,r~ fOpl'nly hurled agl\m,t Euro!'{'an 
commerce and trRd~ enterprIse. In several pla.ces 1\ Blnlst~r combInation for 
rhrivr.lcrly eml' has been forml'd undn the BUHPIUPS of agitators betwdPlI college 
Rlld school htudenta an, I the truculrnt rl1l'-raffs of the Ellzars, and schools and 
col\l'g~8 have III cllnsef/uence been cloled 

'l'he MQntl\gu reforms are apume(\ by the cxtrfmlBta who aTe frrmkly 
TI"hhcvlat In their attitude towards thp British Governm( nt, sty Illig the latter 
" l'he Emplfe of ::Sill" , willie UDlty of the Provlncllll Governments 18 rewleTed 
imposubJ" by the presence of au expenslye gala1ty of Inl11l1n MlnlStera, who. 
where Iiny have not sho\\'n themselves delimtdy host,le, are wltolly lukewarm 
111 theIr &nPl1ort of the BrItIsh admInistratIon 

The Public ServIces are tlishellrt~nerl by lack of support and by the 
paralyb\s of the Central Government, trne IndIan loyahsts are openly harrassed 
,and boycotted by the revolutIonary party and ar.· denlpd protection: Whllp. acoor­
ding to the la~~8t ruling of the I5peaker. Parliament 18 Ilpparently debarred from 
Imposing any e1l't!ctlve check upon :I g'(·neral surrender to ou: enemies In(ndla 

In order to draw attention to the danger of the prpsent 81tuation ID India 
e.nd to eltplain more fully Its sahent featurps, 1m Em~rg~ncy CommIttee hae 
.a-en formed whloh Will conduct au extensive campaIgn to draw attention to 
'tohe grave peril that tbreatLn our Kabtern Ewplre. In thla connecLioll 
• f'u\llic lIlceting 18 tQ Q~ lIel<1 .t the Cannon-street Hotell r..nlldo~! oq 
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Thllrrday. 17th Marab. at 2·15 p. m. Lord Amptblll will take ,be cbalr, .ad 
the .peakell will Inolude Lord Sydenbam, Sil William JOJIlIOI1·Blau. 81f 
Cbarle. MoLeod. Colonel Applin and otbE'u. 

Obarlel McLeod MicbaelO'Dwyer J. C. Shorrook 
Sydpllharn Ampthl\l n. V. K. Applin 
W Joynlon.Hlckl Stanley Macbln 

The Inoia. Emergency CommItteE', 64 Vlctorla·Street, WCltmmleter. ~arch 9th. 

Acoordingly. (In March 17th, 1921 a large meeting Will held in 
the OSlInon Street Hotel to protest against Mr. M(lntagu'a policy 
in [ndla. An overflow meeting was held in the adjoining Pillar 
Hall where Col. Applin took tho Obair. Lord Ampthill. the presi· 
dent.. and Lord Sydenham denounced Mr MOlltagu and all thOle 
connected with his policy. III t,hflir usual bullying language j the 
policy of tbll Secretary of Rtate W88 Intelligible only if he were .. 
m"mber of a Bolshevist Govt. I Generll.l Dyer hnrl Raved India' Mr. 
Mahomed Ali was the King's enemy' GandlJi bad declared that. be 
preferred Bolshedst to BritIsh rule' Tbe sgltators had followed 
the Duke of Connaught as he toured in India and had lJroolaimed 
that the King was powerless I Snch wore the burden of the speeobes 
of these self-styled well·wishen of the Indian people! 

Tho chmax however was raMhed wben that hl'ro of the PUnjab, 
Sir Mlt'bool O'Dwyer. rOS<l to speak. He gave R lurId de8oription of 
what was happcning or what ho thought was bappeninlt in India, 
the processIons and barta.ls, tho aglta.tlon Met on foot by Gandhi. the 
way ill which the IlIdllm Govt,. waa Inking tha boots of the 
extremlst8, II/.d It. was nmllzgin,q t hat Ii country whioh had defeated 
the KaIser should hl1vo Bunk 80 low I And ao on. Filially, amidl~ 
wIld hcelles of exultation the following r~8011ltion was passed. 

"Th,s 1U('rtmg df'Blre8 to impress on H,s Malest) '. Gov('rnmt'nt the gr ... 
nature of till' ~ILuatlOn whICh hllH Rrisell lU Intila, ImprnlLn!( tbt' liveR alld 
Intcr~sts of B,. MIlJ,.t~·.loyal fubJ"ct~. botb ]lrltlsh 11.0(1 llltlum, (,\\Img tu tl'ul 
f.lllure of HI& M:lJt'bty'H GOVI Tumw!. to d~alilromptly awl efil'ctlvt Iy with ~edl~i. 
ous agltatloo, lOud s,86~rt" the Tlllht ot I'alluuueut anti tIl<' BrltJsh pubhc to ~ 
kept fully mformpd of thl' fact ~ and of the IU CII<urcs .... blcu are belllg adopted for . 
the restola.t1on of confidence ami traofJDlhty m lnclia." 

It is only neoessalY to add that tho formation of this vigilant 
emergency committee was vI6wed WIth alarm by moat Englishmen 
in I ndls 88 bt'llJ~ calculated further to make tblhgs difficult, lor 
them III lndia. The European elected members of the Legislative 
Assembly, Delhi, acrordillgly, ient a message of protest to wblob 
Lord Ampthill ourtly rephed: 'Mu\l.l your own business.' • 



Lancashire Deputation to Mr. Montagu 
INDIA OFFlCE-23RD MAliCH. 1921 

By far the most important IIffllir in England about I ndill early 
III I !J21 was the great agitlltlOn cllrried on ·"g81Osl the flsMI auto· 
nomy which Indill was slowly gOIng to secllre lor berself. A very 
~trollg and Influential d~putatlDn of CapItal lind Labour of Lanoa· 
sblre interested in tbe Cotton trade waited on Mr. Montagu 
to press thell' oppositIon to tbe new Indian customs (tutles on 
cotton goods. They tned to argue, and then to threatell tho 
Secretary 01 State, that tbe new fisoal BrrBllgements ill IndIa 
must go as they meallt los8 t,o their trade. The tont) in whioh 
tbe speeches were made. Rnd their phraseology-especially those 
of the labour members, showed how very determined t.hey 
were to regllin tbelr fiscal dlctlltorial powers over I Ildill. Very 
elaborate arrangemellts to receive tbe deputation were made 
in tbe CouncIl Chamher at tbe ludla Office It WIIS beaded by SIr 
WIlliam Barlon, M. P, who JIItroduced the deputatIOn find consiatcrl 
01 more than 100 members representing the Industrial. commerolill 
Bnd finllncllll Interest.e of Lallcasblre, Yorkshire Ilnd Chesbire-the 
wesltbiest IlOd (be most influentlsl countnBs 01 EJJgland. 

SIr W Jiham Bllrton, who has the sin~ulsr knack of SBying bartl 
tbings In s very pleasllnt WIlY, IIceused Mr Montagu of sacriflclllg 
Lancasblre, wblch depend8 80 much on IndIan cnstom. to pla~ate 
Indian politlcialls who favuured tbe cotton dutleR ill orner to b~nefit 
mlll·owners in IndIa. It. hlld not be~n dIctated by cOllsider!ltions of 
revenue, be said. It was protectIve. It WIlS inequitable towards the 
India.n consumer. 

Mr. Tom Garnett, the representative of the Cotton Spinners' 
linn Manufacturers' As~ociatJon of Malld,ester, skel~bed tbe hIstory 
of the cottOll dut.les from 1895 to 1917, In orner to make out tb&~ 
Lancashire had heen wrotJged by tIle rBlslJ1g of the cotton Juty lI'ith· 
out 1I1~0 raising' tbe exoise. He gave Mr MOlltagu to ullderstand 
:that In 1917 IIll ulldertnkmg bad beel! given to L~ncnshire that 
flO further IIIcrease 111 COttOIl duties would be allowed in IndIa 
''filtbout prior cOIJeultation with J,!llIcashlre Tbe new duty, 
(Mr Garnett declared, will not be l'aid by LaIJca~hire, but will he 
'passed on to the Indian OOllsumer, WbD Will sutier. Iudlll IP LaliCll' 
'.hlre'll greatest cU8tom~r because LallcR~hlre ann supply COtiOll goods 
Ibetter tban anyhody alse. LancashIre dId !lot a~k for lillY preference. tat be immedIately afterwards told Mr. MOIi!8gU and hi. 
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oolleagues that if he wants more revenue he must raile the excise 
duty. The ootton mdustry in Lanoashire Wall, he added, a great 
national and Imperial al!8et. The clutias which he had sanotioned 
were dealing a blow to t,he reVIVal of thiS trade, whioh was palling 
through the greatest crisIs that he, with his M years' experienoe, 
could recall. Jf palllo ariees in Lancashire it will spread elsewbere, 
pecause the ramificatIons of the cotton trade edend very far. 
J.ancashire, he said, was IJOt greerly and Indifferent. It Wa.8 generous 
lind publlo-spirlted. Though the CIVIl War In America had bit it 
hard, yet 80 keel. was it upon t.he. abolition of slavery that It did not 
SIde with the Southern States. Presumbly Mr MOlltagu wa. to inler 
hom that passage that b(l was aldwg and abettmg Indians bent 
Ullon destrOYIng thIS IdealistIC Lancashire 1 

Mr Glune~t concluded by reminding the Secretary of Sta.te 
not to forget tha.t 80 long as Parhamellt rpmo.llI resllon~ible, to any 
degree, for the administration of Indll\ll affalr~, LllnCR.Rhire will \lot 
submit to IodllL putting on protectll'o duties to harm LIlIJc!lsblro 
trade. 

Mr. Smethurst, representing the Master COttOIl Spinnera 
of Mauch ester, quoting figuros, some of them com plied by Sir 
William Meyer, sought to IIrove that the Indian (lOtton iudu8-
try was a tbrn ing IIJduRtr,), and had bpon stearlily drivIJIg 
Lar.cashlre out of tho ludlall market. Bombay mill-owners, he 
contented, were rolling III wealth The diddcnds had gone up from 
about 5 per cout II1 l!1l4 to almo~t ·15 per cent in 1920. Ruch an 
IIldustry needed IlC protectwn. He affected to laugh at publio 
OPHlIOIl in India, but cOlJfessed that sentiment ill tho Indian legisla­
ture fa\ourod protectIOn. Whenever India bas thu opportuwty, he 
declared, she would go plump protectionist. And he called upon Bi. 
Majesty's Government to protect Lancashire &gl1Jnst that dl@aeter. 
The note on which he concluded hiS speech was that Lancashire 
will gIVe the Government 110 peace until its demand was con('ednd. 

Mr. Grant, representing the Dyers, Blei\~hers and FHl\sbel'l 
of Manchester, told Mr. Moutagu sud hlB colleagues that wball 
dlsadvantllgpously alfocted LallcashJre also dlsadvantageollsly a/feoted 
the numerous mdu&tries not only ill England but ID the 1J0nti· 
guoua countnes 8S well, because thosf) lIJdustries depended 
upon the product of LancaehlrE.\'B ~pllidleB and looms Folio".. 
ing the lead given by the pr~vious speaker, he scotTed .t 
public opimon ill India, said that t no franchise wab very limltl:d, 
and the demand for the new dutIes was not, a demand from the 
people of IndIa, but on the contrary was made:l.t the behest of the 
lndian mill owners. Constitutionally, he informed Mr MU[JtafU. 
His Majesty's GoverllmeJJ,~ bad iu]) control ever Indian tir,aflllePI ~d 
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be appealed to bim to proteot the export trade 01 England wblob 
was at the m8l'cy of Indian protectionists, 

1'hen came tbe first Labour speaker, Mr, Robineon, a rather 
ahort, equare man who emphatioally at,ated tbat in tbe matter of 
Indian oottOIJ dutIes, the operat.\vee were in entire agreement with 
the employers, Ilnd would work shoulder to aboulder with the 
mllRters, Over 200,000 opl'rativ6s in Lancaahire were without work 
and In receipt of doles. SllJct! they ~ad rl*lrued from tbe war they 
had not bad all bour's work. IndlB may hllve fought In tbe war, 
but what was her sbare compared WIth Lancashire'" 7 Jf fndia 
needed more money, why could she not put aD excess profit8 duty or 
ralRe the excIse 7 As long as India was B part)f tohe Empire, the 
Secretary of State should see tbat Lancasblre got fair play from India. 

Mr. ThomassolJ, alJother Workers' representatIve, lIlformed Mr. 
Montngu that the workers were determined to see tbl8 thing 
through to the elld. JustIce must be Jone to Lanca&hire. 

Mr Cross, the thIrd Labour rllpresefltative. reminded the Seere­
turyof State and hIS CounCIllors that it would not do for him to 
ignore the temper of the Lancashire worker. The duty hurt the 
employees sl'en more tban It dId tbe employers, because th~ capItal­
ists could take tbelr capItal and go elsewbere, wbereas the lahourer 
rould not do so The J fl(lIan people IVcre given an open muket in 
Britalll, whICh refused to put a Shllhll~'s worth of OfoteotlOn on 
their goods The IIlfen11lce was that Brltalll demanded lIke treat­
m611t iJom IlIlha He a~lled If tho work peopitl of IndIa WIshed to 
throw the workers of Eliglaud out of employnlelJt EVIdently he 
must, bave realIsed tbat )IIS words alld attItude were quite thrMt­
ellllJg, tor be hImself admItted feehng "pretty warm" on the subject. 

As BOOt) as Mr Cro~9 sat r)own, SIr WIlliam Barton rose and told 
tbe Sl'cretllry of State that tbe Laucashlre caSA had been made out. 

TbClJ'!\UpOn Mr. \1olltagll made hIS r!lply. 
Mr Mont8gu's Reply 

Mr. Montagn opelll'd hIS reply by denving the impression that 
·,eemed to ha.ve got abroad tbat, the Govt ollndla had takell the fir8t 
eha'lge of the newly found liberty to pllV off an old scc.re and Impose 
~ duty with the mam object. of protecting the I ndl!l.Il Ihlt.tOIl goods 
~Ild H1JUrJllg thA Lan('!\shlre trade. Admlt,tedly. the dutIes are 
Jlfotllotlve. Ne\ertheleR~, ppndlng the filial settlement of t,ne future 
Indian fiscal policy, It was ImperatIve to Impostf new taxatIOn whll~h 
:hnppelled to be pr(,tActive In \IIeldencl'. He quoted from the budget 
tbov.illg the unaVOIdable deficit mainly in consequence of tho 
ialnrease III .I~llrif\s, fall III exchange, trade slump and heavy military 
,barges As regards the latter, Mr. MOlltagu pointed ont that the 
a_ure Jor defence wae the very lowest tLat the Government of Indi" 
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ooold aocspt if they \fere to bu ill a positlOIl to fullil the reapon· 
8lbiliti81 to India aDd to Parhament for the peaae and good. 
Govemment of the oountry. Tbell 'be dllclared that the Goverllment 
of Iudlll, durIO, tbe pasli lew years, bad explored ever, aource 01 
Javellua. 

In reply to Ii queation why they did not bave exoe.s profita 
duty, Mr. MOlltagu pomted out that India had Buob "tax, but the 
reqlle~t for Its removal, which wile 80 VOCiferous ill England. bali 
tMumpbQd 1& bit oarlier HI IlIdlll. There was 1)0 mOlley avalilible 
from Provitlclal GovernmelJt~, beoause theIr oOlltributlOlIs were fixed 
by the Statute. A larga tu had already bee II Imposed 011 railway .. 
Opium was 1& vanlshmg aOtlFM of reV6uue, whilst the tax on aalt, 
\vhlch touohed the pookilt8 of the very poorest, Was untbillkable. 
Postal rate~ IIolld IIlcome-tax had bdell greatly put up already, and, 
ooosequeutly, thtJ customs remallJed Lhe sole lIource lor freah revenu •• 
Mr. Montagu emphaSIsed \II thiS COllllect,lOlI that cuttOIl bad not been 
8lngled out but, 011 tbe contrary, the tax applied to tha whole amoun~ 
of ex())rts. Tue best proof, he sa](1, that we were seekin, revenlle 
and 1I0t protection, was the wlthdrawnl of the COD00881011 wbich had 
hltberto been a.llowed aD machlllery for CottOIl mills. 

Mr. Moutagu dId Ilot demo to argue the case aD ecouomio 
grounds. Most of the dtlPlltlltlOlI, like bJm~elf, were free traden, 
but be rarely met all 11l(h~1J who behoved ill allY doctrlllo oxoept 
prote()~lolI. Admlttedly, it would be theorotlcally pOSSIble to forbId 
the iutroductiou of the budget proposals, but actually It would be 
nb30lulely Im[.los~lble, bec&use he would h,we to veto the whole 
Bill, leaVIng tbo Government of [lIdll\ IIUIIO ()f the IDcrollsed revenue, 
to meet the ilillre:180U oharges. 0 .. the other ba.nd, 8uppo.ing he . 
had refused permission, the Governmont of I udia would Law! had", 
to propose to tbe Lllglslatlve Assembly duti()8 on cotton, coupled 
wltb tbe corresponding eX~I~e. Mr. Montagu wae aure that tho 
Assembly would overwhelmwgly deleat such a Btl!. 

Answering to the argumellt that tbe taxes were imposed for the 
belieSt oE the Bombay ulIllownllrs, Mr, Montagu poiuted out tit •• : 
the proposal to llicrellse the tax to 12 half per cellt was supported 
by the Bombay members, perhaps, to Bome e.s:tont, as a counter-blut 
to the Manchester agitatIOn, and was defeated mainly on acoouM, 
of the realisation that the interests of oonsumera ahould have tIM, 
firat oOllslderatlon, and also beofiuse at the present time It ...... 
uujustifiable to ellgage in a measure of protection for other t4an 
l'6V8I1Ue-producitlg purposns. 

111 regard to thE! o01,titutlOn'll issue, Mr Montagu quoted ,t. 
Sftlbourne Committee's recommolldation In 1919 on the Governmef.l't 
Qi loJ(li ~ Bill ~ tbQ efttlct that wbile no statutory cbaPSQ c.n ta. m1td 
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with regard to the Government of India'. fiso&l meo.8Urel, wbile the 
Governor Genera.l remaIns responsible to Parliament. the conventions 
governing the ml),tter may wisely he modiSed ro meet the fr6ilh 
ClrCUn18tances caused by tbe creation of tho LegislatIve A8sembly 
WIth an elected mf\jority. Ouly exceptional circumstances would 
justify the Secretary of be Ite intervemng in mattera purely of 
Indum interest. Here the Government alld the Le,:islature of India 
were in agreement. Mr. Montagu furtber"'ald that the door for 
negotiatIon between India and the rest of the Empire was open, hut 
negotiation without power to Icgisla.te was likely to remain inetr!'c· 
tl ve. A aatlslactory 80lution of the question l'ould only be gUlua.llteeo 
by grantlDg to the Government of India the liberty to deVIse tarIff 
Brr"ngements most BUltable for IndIa's needs 808 an int~gra.l portiol! 
of the British Empire Whatever might be the right fiscal policy 
for Indlll, ahe should hllve some hberty to cOllsider her interests 1\8 

Great Britain, Australta, New Zealand, Canada and Sc.uth Africa 
ball. Mr. Montagu proceeded by saying that after that report by aD 

authorItative Committee, coupled wah Lord Curzon's promise in the 
House of Lords, It \vas absolutely ImpO@~lble for blm to interfere 
WIth the right whICh bad been Wisely gIven and which he was 
netermUled to maintaIn, namely, to give tbe Government of India 
the right to consldor Indian IIIterest just hke Great BrItain aod the 
rest of the EmpIre. Mr. Montagu recalled that the Labonr Members 
had given their valuable support to the passage of tho Reforms Bill, 
although they had demed even greater liberty for I ndia, and, COII~ 
ilequently, he wa.s astolllijhed to hear tbe arguments of the Labour 
representatives 111 the present Cllse. He WIlS convinced that Brlflsh 
trade could not prosper \II ludlll Without the good-will of Indlll, which 
was beit secured by lettwg Illdia bave her own fiscal wily. While he 
W!\S Bure that the Government of IlIdm's future fiscal polICY 
would be proteotlve, because Indians and Englishmen there 

'were lIo.l.rly wholly in favour of proteotion, he hoped that In 
'the system ultimately adopted, InOla, of her OWII free will, after 
ca.refully exploring tbe methods by whIch It could best be aOoom· 
·,hBhed, would tuke her stand in t,he system of Imperial prefbrence 
,\"bICh had been a.dopted by Austra.lta., New Zealand, Cfonllda, South 
Airtc:~ alld Great Britain, If olily to demonstrate to the world her 
40hdarity withIU the Brttlsh EmpIre. Nevertheless. It would be 
'the most prof.ound mistake to use tho statutory powers to (orce 
Ilpperlal preferelJCle upon her. 

Mr Moutagu assured the deputation that IndIa had only us11l 
la.er /isMI hberty wbich WIlS promised ber In 19l9, ill acoordance with 
t~e priliOlplelJ In which she beJieve& III oreier to oht Ii II I\bsolutel)' 
~ccssar'y' revenues. 
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d,puta'io,u to lodia to di.cu.. the matter wiUb the Government of 
14dir. and MembltN of the Alsembly. Mr. Mootap opioed tbat i'­
would be a ,ood thing to lit down and talk with tie people in wbOM 
oWitody the matter relted, with a view to arriving ... t a mutual ad,an­
tage baaed Ilpon the recognition that India bat power uDder th': 
80Iemn pledge to devise her own ta.rifl. when under the regrettable' 
neoessity of railio, revenue for her own and imperial need •. Booall" 
the defelloe of India "'a8 eo-inOidental with the defenoe of the Empire, 
be Wa.8 lorry that he Was not ill cloler agreement wit,h ~be dePIlt. 
tion, but declared that they were acting in regard to India .. much 
al they did in regard to other p:Jort, of the Empire. He btUned 
that the principle of freedom. which wa. very dear to the beart. or 
tbe people of l.allcashire. would no_ be lienied to tbe people of India. 
Although tbe electorate of India was Itill vary limited, it wa. van' 
compared witb any previous electorate, and "having got the moat 
Representative Assembly you oan, you may trult the eleetor •• , 
which elects to tbe Assembly to lee that it, aotlon i. 10 barmony 
with the wllhes of the eleotorate." 

At Mr. Montagu'. request, SirCharlel Stuart Bayley, ex·I,ieot. 
Governor of Behar, and Vice president of the India Council, addre"" 
ed the deputation, aud explained the burning nature 01 the cottoB 
gooda question. In reply to the inainuation about public opinion, 
ill Illdia whicb be depreoated, be pointed out tbat it was dimon}e, 
accurately to aacertaill tbe publio opinion 01 any country, partioular., 
of a huge populatlOlI ilke tbat of IndIa. One might que.tion wba.i 
public oplDlon ill Britain was. NevertbeltlBI, he wal sure that the 
Europeans and also Indians. who were sufficirntly IIdlloated to 
expreSB an opinion, were unanimous on the matter and oonafdere4 
that India ba,d been ba.dly treated in I be matter of cotton dutie •• 

In the end Sir Bal ton and Mr. Tom Shaw thanked Mr. Moot.,. 
for hI. patllmt hearlPh of Lancasblre', case, altbough tbey were uta, 
latiatied WIth the explanatIOn. Mr. Tom Sbaw urged Mr. Mont .... 
to make friendly repre.entationa to (ndia, pointin, out tbM 
200,000 unemployed in England were likely to be injured by ta 
polio), complained of. Mr. Montagu promiled to eonvey to Iodi. tltit 
views that had been atated, but be could not recede froe t. 
90aition that India must be permitted to davi .. her own terilf fA' 
h~~ own interestl. The deputatioD theo withdrew. 



Interpellations in Parliament 
Some of the more important interpellahonl in Parlioment 

on Inman affair. early in 19 Z I, showing the trend of British 
feelin, on India, are reproduced below from Hansard .-

BOUSE OF COMMONS-23RD ~IWABY 1921 
Reductions In the Ind.an Army 

Sir J. D. Reea asked tbe Secretary of State for IndIa whether 
he can give the House allY informatIon regardlllg rer-eut or prospeo­
tive reductIons tn the I ndlan Army 1 

Sir W. JOYIiBon.Hlcks asked the Secretary of State for India 
whether ho is aware (If the anxlely caused tn India by the proposal 
to reduce the Army below pre War limits, whether slIch proposals 
had the approval of the Commander III Obief; and 'fibell the deci· 
,ion was arrived a.t 1 

SIr C. Yate !lsked the Srcretary of State for I ndia how many 
regimeuts of cavalry anti bl\t.tahQlIs 01 Infantry are to be reduced in 
the Illdlan Army, whllot was thll number of eaoh in 1914 , and 
whIt will be tbe number wben the proposed reductiotlB are 
carried out 1 

Mr. Montal!u: There wpre tn Aden and IndIa in 1914 :-39 
IndlBII cavalry regIments, 132 battalions of Indian tnfantry and 
Jlionllers, and, III addItIon. 6 IndIan Infantry battalions in OVllnea8 
gal rlPons. Arrangements BTe now being marle to maintain in IndlB : 
21 Indian cavalry re~lmelJt~, 132 battaiJons of IndIan lIIfl\lIlry ,,,,d 
f1lOlIeer~, with a somewhat reduced establl8hment In addl! 1011 

t'hl.lre 11'11\ remam the Ilidlan cavalry and lIlfantry unita employed 
oversel\8 But the question of the final post-War stren~th of the Army 
in Intiia IS engaging tbe olose attention of H,s Majeety's (jovernment, 
and I hope to make a statement to day fortnight. 

Sir W. JOYIIBon.Hlcks : I hope I am IIOt pressing the rillbt 
hOll. Gentleman too far, but may 1 bave t.he a88uranoe that pendillg 
, he Itntement no further reductIOns shall take place 1 

Mr. Montagu : Yes. Pending that statement no furt ber reduc­
iioDir are contemplated. 

'Lieut. Colonel Croft· I n view of the fact 1 hat the last anBwer 
\BeUl8 to contradict, the answer to a previou8 question, may ( a811: the 
'hght bon. Geutleman if the dIscrepancy III tbe number of cavalry 
regiment., between 39 and 21, IS made np bv oavalry regiment8 
.erving in otber theatrll8. or is there a reducllon 1 

Mr. Monteln: The prevIOus questions referred to reduction • 
• lre~df llIade, 'fb18 refen to reductlQIIS that are to be made. 
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Lieut. Cololl81 Croft: la it a fact that there i. to be a very 

oonsiderable rednction in Indian cavalry regiments' 
Mr. Moutngu: YIIR, tbere is to be a considerable reductiot •. 

I think I shall bo able to explain it to the satisfaction of the bon. 
and gl1llant Member this day fortnigbt, wben I bope to malee a atate­
mont on the whole questioll. 

Mr. OWYl)lIe : Will the right han. Gentleman au,wer the last 
pal t of the QuestlOll, w hather such proposals bun the approv~l of the 
Comm9.lider HI-Chil'l, and when the decisloll was atrlved at 1 

Mr Montagu: 1 think the whole positIon Will he made quite 
clear when I am III a posltlOlI to make a stntement No reduction 
has yet beell sanctioned on bicb there hall been disouuion of all, 
80rt or killd ill the Government of India. 

SIr C. Ye.te . How many regllnents are serving abroad, and 
deduculig these, to what number WIll It actually be reduced 1 

Mr. Mont.agu: I should lIke to COIiSUlt the War Office befora 
I Eay bow many cavalry regIments are 8erving abroad for very obvi'; 
ous reasons. If the hOIl Member wtll put down a question I will 
dlscus8 wIth the War Office whether It. 18 p08sible to give the 
JIlformation without prejudIce to tbe public interest. 

Army (Stren,th). 

Sir W Joynson-Hicks asked tbe Secretary of State for India 
bow malo .. Indian cavalry reglmellts hal'e been disbanded, whether 
they were pre.'War regiments. haw mlllly mell have been dlsb8nd­
ed ; and wbat pensIOns are bOlng gl ven to them 1 

Mr. Montagll Three llldiall Oa\'1I.1ry Re~lmente were 
dteballded on 10tb January, 1919, aud tbe fifth bddttioll&lequad­
rou~ of four IlIdl!lll C!lvalry Hl'glments were nlshfl.llrled dUlltlB t·b~ 
year 1920 None of those rrglmellh 01 squadronK were pre-Wat' 
Units. The estabhshment 01 the above UlIIte would amount to 
2,160. Men sorvlng on or(hnary engagement.s get On dIsbandment 
certain speCial COnCeB810IlS in the \fII.y 01 pension or gratuity. I am 
aendIDg my han Friend!l copy of these rules 

Sir W Joynson-Hlcks Will the Rh:ht Hon. Gentillmen take 
great care that tbe~e men do not go back to tbeir homes and from 
tbe locu8 of dIscontent in India 1 

Mr. MOlltagu: I tblllk that 18 a very Important, conRideratloD, 
~nd I will forward my flon. Friend's suggestion to the Governmeat 
of India for cODBHleration. " 

Lieut.·Commander Kenworthy: Is not the 1088 of tb91!9 rell­
menta 1l0mpenAated lor by the development of flying equadronl·tit 
India, and can WI' not look for some further economies by llsropJanel 
ta)dns the place of cavalry , 
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&fro' Montagu: In determining the poat,W.r Army in India 
all the .. faot. will be taken into oonsideration. 

Auxiliary Force 

Sir C. Yate asked the Seoretary of State for India the number 
of YOluntary enrolments in lndla up to date uuder the Auxiliary 
Foroe Bill and how this number comparea with the number that 
were enrolled under the Indian Defence l,9l'ee Act; and what III 
the date fixed a8 the time limit for volunteering' nnder the new Act1 

Mr. Montagu: A report, dated the 18th January, states that 
"the Auxiliary Force is making good progreHs, and the numbers 
dlready reoruited have now reached some 20,000 Qut of a proposed 
32,000 by the end of the financial year." In Ootober, 1920, the 
numbers in the Indian Defenot! Force were 33,4ril. 

Sir C. Yate: Then there is a deficit now of 12,000 men 1 
Mr. Montasu: Yes, of couree it will take some time to 

reo reate a force whose number was tem porarlly created Guring the 
War. It is hoped that 32,000, whlcb is approximately the number, 
will be recruited by the ~ 1st March 

Sfr C. Yate: Ie the 31st March the date fixed on w hiela the 
question is to be compulsory or voluntary enlistment 1 

Mr. Montalu: No date has been fixed. As SOOIl 1&8 tho 
Goveromeut of I nrHn. say lhey cn.nnot raise the force they require 
voluntarily, a compulsory force will have to be instItuted, but a.t tho 
present moment tbey tell mo t bat recruiting is very satisfaotory. 

Sir. C. Yate: WIll the fight hon. Gentleman fix the date 
on which that oan btl brought forward 1 

Mr. Montagu : I prtlfer to leave It to the Government of India, wi90 
are quite aware of what WIll give them the force whloh they require. 

BOUSE OF COMMONS-2ND MARCH 1921 
Government Molor Vehicle. 

Mr. Manville asked the Secretary of State for India whetber 
an order for motor ear chassis r~uircd by the Government of India 
has been plaoed in Italy; and, If ~O, will he state tbe number of 
the Ibl.lill 10 ordered and thelt' value 1 

Mr. Montagu: Orders for 144 motor vehicles of ~l\riouB kind. 
havi been placed in Italy on behalf of the Government of Jndla at 
a total ooat of approximately £79,000. 

Mr. Manville: Does the rlgbt hon. Gentleman really think 
that In times loch a8 the~e the Government of India ought to havA 
ordered material of that lort from Italy, seeing what the position of 
the motor oar induatry i8 in t,his country 1 

Sir Fortefcue Flannery: Is It the policy of t hi' Govt. oflndia tq 
~u)' cbeapl)' or tp alsiet in the employment of llntlbb worken 1 . 
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Mr. Montagu: The Gourllment of India ban to bave regard 

to tbe ioteresta of the Indiah ~xp"yerll. They would naturally 
preftlr to buy here rather than abroad. The ciroum.t8hcel Qonneottd 
with this particular purobase, whioh I under.tand were ambulance car., 
were tbat tbere was ready a tUrpJu8 sLock b&1onging to the Italian 
Government, and they were required to meet an urgent demaod. 
British firmq are going to tender for the remainder of the ,ullpl,. 

Viecount Curzon: Oan tile rigbt bon. Gentleman eay whether 
theee obasBI8 were new or c~rs which had been \lBed durillg the War f 

Mr. Montagu: I understand that fbey were Burplu" Atook 
belongillg to the Italian Government, 88 itlr liS the majority of tb. 
OIlra are concerned. I am not Bure wbether tbey were ne\'l' or bad 
been uled during the Wllr. 

Mr. MlnvJlJe laked tbe Seoretary of Stat.e for India wbether 
be i, aware tbat British manufaoturers are prel'armg R}Jeoial cI('~igll. 
for motor vehioles at the request of the India office "Del submitting 
vehioles for t.rial in AprIl; and will be, under these clrcumetAIlCMl', 
Bee that the requirements of the India Office for motor tran.port 
in India are 8atisfied through BritIsh manllbcturers1 

Mr. Montagu: Sample motor vehicles are being prepared 11, 
British manufacturers for trIal ill Illilla. Provided tbat. theM 
samples prove to be 8ati~lactory alter trial, tbe Higb OommisBioner 
will give tbe Brrtish mSllufscturers full opportunities of teudering 
for any supphes that may be requIred, and will give every attentioD 
to .uch tendon. 

The Indian Civil ~ervlce. 

Sir W. Joynson·Hicks aaked the Seoretary of State for India 
whe~ber the Report of tbe Joint Select Committee on the Goveru­
ment of India Bdl, Clause 36, expressed the defimte oplOlon that· 
in tbe o&se of members of the Illdlan servIces who felt tbat they 
eould not usefully take part In the new reform schemes they sbould 
be offered an equivalent career elsewbere or that they shonld be 
.Bowed to retire on prol,ortlolJa.te pension,; whether In eOIJ8equenoe 
01 this recommenda.tlon, members of the Indll!.lJ CiVIl ServIce memo. 
rialieed the Secretary of Stll.te WIth a vIew to a6cuTlng Iuch pen.lonl . 
whether the Secretary of State, tn hie doapatch to tbe VIceroy of 
October 1920, stated that be woulli not oonsent to I 8081e of peneioll' 
whloh It would be open to any memv.r of the eervlce to cJ~lm al _ 
m&ttllr of right on a mere .tatement that he founo him~olf una.ble to 
aerve under the lIew condit.lons ; IIpon what grounds he has over· 
ridden t.be deoislon of the Joint Select Committee, and what II tho 
prelent poeltlon witb regard to members of the Indlall CiVIl Servico 
"bo deane te retIre 00 proportionate peDsions 1 
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Mr Mont8gu: The ti1lapatch to whIch my Hnn. Friend reillu 

does not in any way override t,be reoommendatlon of tbe Joint 
Select CommIttee, which can be adopted without devising a Beale 
of pension. 1 eMI assure the Houso that I1ny Mae of the kind which 
comes before the Seoretary of State in Counoil WIll be dealt with in 
strict accord with the recommendation of the Joint Seleot Uommittee 
alld the pledges that I have gi ven to the HoOPe . ..... 

ProvinCIal Leglslallve Council 

SIr Wilham DaVison asked the ;;ecretary of State for IndIa 
whether In the IIJstructlons Isslled to the Governors of Indian 
prov\lIces or preoldellCIeIl, they are dIrected to ~afeguarrl all members 
of HIB MaJesty's servICes In the legItImate exercise or their fUllctions 
I1l1d III the elljoyment of all recogllued rIghts and prIvileges, and to 
sell that 110 order of tbe Local Provlllcial CounCIlor of the Local 
l,eglBlatlve CounCIl shall be so framed that any of the diverse 
mterest8 of, or I1flSlng from race, rellglOll, educatIon, social conditIon, 
wealth, or any other C1roumstallM may receIve unfair advantage, or 
may ullfalrly deprive them of the priVileges or advantages which they 
have heretofore enjoyed i and whetber he 18 respons1ble to Parlia­
ment to see that Governors act \(J accordance with bls Instruetion 1 

Mr. Montsgu, 1 would refer the Hon'ble Member to the 
prOVISlO" 1fI SeotlOn l:i4 A of the amenned Government, of India Act 
for the, ,Jollltment of the first Statutory Commission for th'3 very 
purpose wbll'h he has ill vIew. Parlll'lment is, of course, fully 
entitled to seek IlJiormatlOl1. hut I trust it WIll not seek (0 intervene 
In matters specifically entn "d to Indian legIslatures. 

Sir W. DaVIson askel, Ihe Secretary 01 State for Indls whether, 
seeing that III the proamble of the Government of IndIa Act It is 
expressly stated that the Imperial Parliament, In cOllsiderlng the 
gradual development of self governing ineht:ltions in IndIa, must be 
guided by the co-operation received from those on whom new 
opportulJlties of service will be conferred and by the extent to wbich 
it 18 found that confidence call be reposed in theIr sense of respon­
SIbilIty, he wIll inform the House whether Members of Farltament 
Will be able to ascertain from the Secretary of State from time to 
tIme as to the manner In which the variOUs PrOVIncial CouncI18 are 
dealing with matters cummltted to them, so that Parliament may 
be gUIded as to Its future action regardIng the conferring bf further 
responsibilities on sucb ProvinCia.! UouDcils1 

Mr. Montagu: The HOD. Member has correctly quoted part, 
of certaIn passages in the instructIons iS8ued over the Royal Sign 
Manual to the Governors of "Governors' provinces." The answer 
to the last part of thiS question is in the affirmath e. 
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Sir W. Daviaon: I underatand that this P.uliament cao 

_6rh;n faata which ocour in theae legiuatures or with regard to 
thll action of tbe Governors without intllrlerlDg with wbat aotually 
takell place 1 

Mr. Montagu: I always de_ire to plaoe at the diapoI.l of the 
House aD1 information of this kind. 

Lord Rawbnlon (Council of Slate Speech) 

On Maroh 9, Sir W. Joynson·Hicks asked the Seoretary of 
State for India whllther he can 8tate tbe nature of the proposala 
made to the Coutlcil of State on tb, 3rd instant by Sir WIlliam 
Vincent which were opposed by Lord Rawlinson 1 

Mr. Montagu: The Hon. Baronet's question is evidently 
based on a press massage whioh appeared in newspapers, in 
wbich Lord Rawlinson is reported as baying stated ill the Council 
of State tbat tbe Government would be extremely lucky if tbe 
country escaped sporanlc dlsorners III tbe n8%t month, that be 
strongly objected to certllin proposals 01 Sir WIlliam Vincent, and 
owing to attncks made upou them officers were already showing 
signs of losing their inrtiatlve. I felt BUTe, when I saw thiB tne888ge, 
thl\t Lord Rawlinson !nost have been misreported, and I at once 
telegraphed to India for the facts I am informed, in reply, that 
there is no truth in any of the allegations, th:~t none of the subjeots 
referred to were even mentioned In tbe Commander-in Cbief'. 
speech lind the Oomwanner In Cblef asks that a categorIcal denial 
should be mnde. SIr WIlham Vlnoent in a speech in the course of 
the debate reported, alluded to possible sporadic disorders and to 
the possible effect on officers 01 such proposals a8 those put forward 
by Mr. Saatri, the mover of the resolution under discusslun. I find 
that the Pres! report 18 correct. that six out of the eight proposala 
made by Mr. Sastri were rfljected by the Councd, and I gather that 
the two that were acceptod were not regarded by the Governmeut 
of India as unreasonable. I would add that Reuter9, to whom I 
think we are greatly indebted for the information Bent from and 
conveyed to, India with general accuracy, bave expre88ed to me 
their regrets for the unfortullate mlStakes oonnected with thia 
telegram. 

IndIan Immilrabo1\, New Zealand 

Sir T. Bennett asked the Secretary of State for the Colonie., 
whether he is aware tbat an Act to amend the Immigration La.wl! of 
the Dominion was enacted in 1920 by the New Zealand Legislature, 
and that among its other objects it W&B designed to prevent or place 
fnrther rsstrictionll upon the immigratlolJ into New Zealand of Hil! 
Majesty's Judi LlI fubjects, if be WIll say wbother representat.ions on 
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the lubjeot h.,e been reoeived by the Ooloni~ .Offioe; IUId "betfir 
&11)' u~uranoea reprding the enfol'Oemont of tho Aot or the regula4 

tionl framed under it have been reoeived from the New ZarJalid 
Government by His Majesty'. Government 7 

Lieut .. Colonel Amery: The Immigration Heltnotion Amend· 
ment Aot, 1920, of New Zeall\nd makes no mention of ludiaDI. but 
I have reoeived a protest from an Indian ASBooiation in thi, oountry, 
the writer of whioh was referred to the Do~io(j Government. At 
the instanoe of the Governmellt of India, the Government of Me'" 
Zealand hal given an assuranoe that there will be no alteration in 
the position as regards the eutry of the wives and families of Indiana 
already domioiled in New Zealand. 

Sir T. Bennett asked tile Seoretary of State for the Colonies, 
whether he has reoeived representation! relative to the enactment 
by the Natal Provinoial Council of the Durban Corporation Extl'nded 
Powers Ordinance, 1920, and the Durban Tramways Consolidated 
Laws, 190~ and 1920; whether in t.hese repre8entations the fear haa 
been expres8ed tbat the Durban Corporat.ion, in enforoing theBe 
enaotments, wIll do so to the prejudice of the rights and interest. of 
the IndIan ai tlzens and ra.te payers of Durban by the adoption of a 
pohay of racial dIBorlmmation; and whether. seeing that Buob a 
polloy i8 opposed to the views of HIS Majesty's Government, a8 
exprened on many occasions to the various administrations in :Aouth 
Afrioa, he will eay what steps, if any. have been taken by His 
Majesty's Government to proteot HIB Majesty's Indian 8ubj8ots ill 
Durban from the enforoemeLt of surh a poltoy of raoial di~crlmlllatioD 1 

Lieut.·Colonel Amery: Tbe Secretary oi State bas not reoeived 
representation. from South AfrIca on the subjeot of t.bese Ordinanoes, 
but the Governor·General of the Union received petitions regarding 
them from varIous Indian Assooiations in Durban. The Governor· 
Gelleral decided, aiter iull consideration, to assent to the Ordinanoes. 

War ExpendIture. 

On the 10th Maroh, Colonel Wedgwood asked the Seoretary:of 
State for India the total amount of expenditure inourred by Britiah 
india on her own aooount alld on acoount of the Briti&h Exohequer, 
respeotively, in conneotion with the War from the beginning of hOlti· 
litiea to the last year for whioh accounts are available ;,whether any 
committee with IndIan opinion adequately represented has investigated 
Buob Ilxp'llnditure ; what authority balo adiusted and audited the pro· 
portion of expenditure roco\ erable from thi8 oountry ; what compenlA­
tion India is being, or will be, given for the delay in adjustment 
of aocount reeulting in seriouB 108B throngh exohange!; whether 
Jndia will receive intereet at a reao/)sble rate 011. IOD&, delayed 
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parmenta; .'Jd what flOilitiea he propOlel to ,in Indiana to tatid, 
them lei vel tbat ill 'the adjustment of tbe accountl, wbioh run hi to . 
Jarre sum. o( money, IlJdian interests have been duly lI&ieguarded , 

Mr .. Montaga: Inoluding the contribution of £100,000,000, 
towards the coat of the War ofl'ered by the IndIan Legi.latlve 
Council in 1917, and tbe cost of the AIghan alld Frontier operation_ 
in 1919·20, the War expendIture borne by lnd\l~ up to 3lst M'Ioroh. 
1920, IV". ab,ut £127,000,000 The expenditure incurred ou 
behalf of the British EXDheoquer dUflllg the same period wal about 
£301,600.000. The expenditure hIlS been apportiollBd between 
Imperial and Indian revenues on the basis of the P"rliament,al'1 
Resolutions of 1914- j the arrangom:lnt8 for adjustment were devised 
by the Government of Iudia alld the IndIa Office, in con8nltl\tion 
With the Imperial Departmonts and the Comptroller and Auditor­
Gelleral III India, and Indlall audIt has throughout been accepted 
by Hi. Maje8ty's Government, In these olroumstanoe. no Com. 
mittee suoh a8 that suggested soems called for. [am not aware of 
allY loss through exchange III connectIOn with the adjustment of 
the accounts. There has ordillarily beell no delay whatever in 
payment, as the Imperial Governmont have advanced month by 
month. from the commencamout of the War, the approximate suma 
osl;.imated by the Government of IndIa and thil Offioe as hkely 
to be disbursed eaob month 011 behalf of HIS Majesty's Government, 
It iR the duty of the Com ptroller and Auditor General in India. 
and of the AudItor of the Home Accounts in England to audit the 
adjustments with the Imperial Government, and I have no realon 
to think that IndIan interosts have no~ beAn duly safeguarded in 
the matter, 

Cotton Mill, 

On the 17th Mllorch Sir W Burlon asked the Secretary of State 
for India what was the amount of the total oapital employed and tbe 
amount 01 the profits ma.ne by Illdian cotton mills for the yoar 1914 
and each sucoeedlllg year to 1920 j and wbat taxes were paid by 
them III each of Buoh years other than EXCise dutle8, alld dIfferentia· 
ting between lncomo Tax, Super· tax or any other form of taxation 1 

Mr, Montagu: The latest returns of paid·up capital emplond 
in cotton mills in Britisb India (includmg debentures), 10 far &1 

known, were aB follows, \D lakhs of rl1pee!: 
1914-11) 
19U-16 
1916-17 
1917-18 
1915-I9 ... .. , 
:I(a) 

or • 

2,133 
2,119 
2.14S 
2,94S 
2,623 
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T.e,. are 110 omdfaJ t&turnl of tbe PJ'06~ t)f cotton mill •• ' 
ComfJlete return. of the lr)Come taJ: paid during th& above year. 
hy' OWlnert of cottOIl apinlJllJg alld weavillg mIll. are uot avo.ilable., 
l7ut,fiaurel for 1916·17 abow thl\t HiS oampaniee paid RI. 10.93,rJ79. 
and 381 other &88e88eel Re. 97,r;~O. l have 110 return. Ibowilrg the 
amount. of Super·tal: or E%eelll Profits Duty tbat have beeu paid 
by cotlOIl mill •. 

HOU8J! OF COMMO/V8-fS1W MARCH 19~1 
Sandhur.t C.det. 

Sir C, Yllle !lsked the Secretary of State for IndIa how rnllny 
SBndburst cadets bll.Ve Itated theIr wish to enter the I ndlalJ Army 
III tbflir lalt term at the Royal Military College filJee the date of 
tbe Armistioe: how mallY 01 these were King's India cadet.; aud 
how mallY Indiall Army appOiIJtmollt8 were annoulloed at the tIme 
Clf 'the entrance (lxaminatlOna1 

'Mr, Moutagu : Sillce the date of the Armistice 98 Sandhnrst 
Cates have jOllied the Indian Army, excluding those who entered 
for Quetta, but were trained Ilt Sand hurst. SIxteen of thl.lBe were 
King's India Cadets The entrBrJce exarnwatiolls at whIch threse 98 
Cadets entered were held In November 1917, March, July And 
November 1919, alld at theee four examJllattons 95 IndIan Army 
RppoilJfment. were o/fflred In the last passHlg out lillt, out of the 
first 17 in order of merit, 10 were oandldates for the Indian Arln3 
of whom 4 were QU'lltl!. Cadet.s, 

Dr. Kltcblew end Mr. Rembhuj Dull 

Colollel Wedgwood asked the S'eoretary of State for IlJdia 
whether, and if 80, wby, Dr, Kitcblew and Rambbui Dutt Chaudry 
have been put ill priaOIl 1 

Mr. 'Montagu: III a telegram dated 7th Marca the Government 
hf ludl~ IIJformed me that, In con~equence of violent speeches de­
Ilvl'red at Lyallpur, Rupar aud elsewhere, orders have been iuued 
nllder the Defenoe of IndIa Aot, reqUIring Mr. Ra.mbbuj Dutt Bud 
J)r, Kltohlew to ahstaiu from attendilJg or addressing allY public 
Inelll iI,g in the province, I t is clear, therefore, tb"t at that tIme 
theae men wllre not in prison. I have uo later informatio!l. 

. , Proleculion. lor Sedillon. 

Colonel Sir C. Yate asked how many persona had been proaeouted 
in India for .edltion! utterances 111 speechell or newlpaper. doring the 
past three montbs Bnd how many bad been cOllvu:ted and whether 
Rny pro.sootion. had bAen instituted lor incitement to assault and 
riot. Mr. MontaglJ saId that he bad not tho complete tl,urfB to 
oll~l, \lim W repl1 fu1l7' 



J N1'J.JtJ 1l1.Ltl·10/t~ 
Bol.beviat A,el\t. " GaJ.lhi 

Lieut·Colouel Sir F. Hall a.lked Mr. Montasu whether the 
terma of the tradlOg agreement whioh had been entered into with 
RU8ijia bad been officially communicated to tbe Indiall Govermnellt, 
&tId if he would .tate wbat aotioll bad been taken by that Govltrn· 
mellli to enllurl! tbe expulsion frOID IndIa of known Soviet agent •• 

Mr. Moutsgu: The answer to the firat part of the Quelltion 
is ill tbe affirmative. The Govllrnmeut o[ II.dls inatltulild. Ipecial 
orgauisstioll to deal with BolsheVik activities III India alld aithollib 
it would not be advisable tJo state wb"t had actually beel/ done 
I call a88ure my bon. alld gallant frlelld that every step lIe08.,ary to 
checkmate them bad been takelJ, 1 trud" pucceasfully. 

t-.ir C. Yate. Is It. not the fact th~t M. GSlldhi lately ,tat,ed that 
be would prefer tbis rule to British r\\ltl, snd uhder th&le Clrcuml' 
tIiUCU~ ought be not to b~ the first deported as a Soviet agflnt 1 

Mi. MOlltagu. 1 prei(,r to leave the lnaJlJtOll!\lIoe of order ill 
ludla to the authorities there. 

Bensal Polsce Grantl. 

Mr. Rupert Gwynne asked Mr MOI.tBglI whetlter the Bengal 
Lt'gl81atlVe COlluCiJ bave recently reduced the grallt for police expen­
dIture 111 the Province by 23 lakba, or more thnn one eighth of tbe 
total grant demanded, and whether IfI vIew of the unrest througb· 
out India st.epA Clan be taken to rectify tbis1 

Mr. Montagu: I bave no information beyond that wbioh' 
appeared In the Press 011 the 21st Illstant. I am inqUIring 88 to 
the IRcts and actioll proposed by the Governor. 

Slf C Yate' In view of th~ fact that Bengal has II. lIopnlation 
01 50,000,000 alld only 3.000 or 4,000 troops, ought not the police 
of that provllJce to be il/oreased rather than deorea8ed espeoialJ, 
/lOW that law and order are at Buch a dlsoount. 

Mr. MOlltagu: 1 do not thilJk it is at a discount. I am per· 
fectly prepared to repose the completest oonfidence in Lord Ronald· 
ahay and the GO\ ernment of India. 

Mr. R. Gwynne. May we take it that the right bon. Gentle­
man will cODlmUllIcate WIth I ndia on this matter 1 

Mr. Montagu: The bon. Gentleman knows tbat tbe restora­
tion of this vote 18 WIthin t.he p01l"er of the Governor of Bengal 
and I have (,0 knowledge of the fnets except what haa appeared in 
the Press. 1 have, however, inquired and I will let llbe bon. Mem­
ber know when 1 g~t ~he results of my communic'\tion. At tbe 
prelent time (prefer to leave tbe mal ter to tbe Governor of 
Beng&.I'e discrotion. 



Mr. Gwynne: Are we to understand th.t the right bon. 
Gentleman gets this information o( firat·rate im~ortanoe from tbe 
Prep. fint and 1I0t direot from India 1 

Mr. Montagu: As soon as I saw the report. in the paper I lent 
a telegram to Iudia to ascertain the h.ots. That is the first stop 
we bave taken. I am perfeotly convinced that there is no differ· 
ences of opinion between any Member of ,;his House and the 
Governor of Bengal I\S to the absolut~lIece8~it,y of maintllining a 
8ufficient number of police in Bengal to restore ortlcr. 

Mr Gwynne: Will the right hon Geutlemall answer my ques· 
tion. Does he reooive information of tbi~ kind first from the 
PrBe8 or does he get commurllcatlOllB hafore those of the Press 
dlreot from ludll~. 

Mr. Montagu: The first knowledge which I ba<i of this event 
whioh I think occurred only a day or two ago was (rom the Press. 
The matter lies within the dlseretion of the Goverr,or of Bellgal. 
1 pre.ume, in duo course, I shall hilar {rom him what action ha.s beell 
taken. As a matter of fact I have had no communicallOn yet from 
the Government of India. as to this matter aud my first knowledge 
was derivell from the Press. 

Sir H. Craik. Is It not the duty of tho Govt. of India to COUl 
Ulunicate to the Sec. of State for the illformatioll of thiS Honse any 
vital matters which ought not to be anticipated ,,~ PreEs repnrtR. 

Mr. Montogu: r wish my right bOil Frlenu would put him· 
self in the place of the Governor of a Provitlcfl I cannot Bssume 
there is importance in a newspaper repO! t which may reiat'3 to 11 

perfectly simple matt,er My right hon. Friend knows thnt the 
Go:vernor bas ample powe\' und~r thiS Act The ff'port may relate to 
a matter wbJ(~h does not require a speCial commur IcatlOlI to bo made 
by telegram. 

Nagpur Disturbance 

Mr. Montagu replying to '1" C. Yate said '-
J am circulating an aeooulJt rollected from a series of teJpgrams 

of the di8turbance at Nagpur from which I Bm ~Iad to tbink It will 
be seen that it was not so serious as my bon. and gallant Friend's 
question would indicate. It IS not always I think the best way to 
,ive an acourate piotuffl of events I!I India to publish each telegram 
relating to 8uch matters as it IS recel\'Ad. I recognise the impor 
bnoe of furnishing the public with fl)gular informatlOn a.bout IndiA. 
and bave been consldermg the best wsy of achieVing It. I hope 
that a new organisat,lOn with thi~ object In vinw WIll shortly be 
"orking. My Noble Friend Lord Lytton is tRlnng the matter 
ullder biB charge. 



INTElfPALLATI0YS 
Sir O. Yate: Is it not . the fact that all the Britisb population 

in .Nagpur bad to be eolicoted in t.he Armoury "nr) kept there all 
/light for proteotion 1 Is it right that the publio of this oountrY 
should have to await letters like that printed in t.he Press tbis 
morning for illformlltlon ss to wbat IS going on ill I"diA' 

Mr. Montagu: The information I have ciroulated ia colleoted . 
from telegrllms I have received and it does not oontain an acoount 
of that kind. 

lJUUb/<J OF UUMMONS-9/'R MAIWH 19~1 
Army Pay and Allowance. 

Sir C. Ya.te a.sked the Rpcretary of State for Tnola if be oan 
now state what steps have heen tak-ell to carry into effect tbe re­
commendatiobs Ib Part V of the Eiber Uepnrt, in regard to the 
improvements in the conditiolls 01 servIce of the personnel 01 the 
Army in IndIa, whIch are 80 long overdue. 

Mr. MOlltagu : As a result of tbe recommendlltions 111 Part V 
of the Esber Committee Report the following measure! bave now 
been sanctioned :-

BritIsh officers, both of the BrItIsh and Indian Servicps will 
reoeive frE'e fouge and aflddlrfY, lUI allolVallco of H~ 1 fj per IDellBem 
for a lIyce, ano wlil he able to huy chargers at cOllce~81OlInl rates. 
BrItish ServIce ofbcers Will cease to recel va horso allowBlIC6. llidian 
Army officers 011 the IntroductlOli 01 the m!'8snres wJ11 be liable to 
bave the num ber of authorrsed chargers reduced and the pay of 
cavalry asslmtIated to that of iDfantr~ !l.S recommended In the Report.. 
The sum of 19 lakbs has, III addltlOlI, bl'61l provld~d for PIIY con· 
cessiolls for Brl ti6h officer~ of the I ndlan Army, bll tIt, has lIot yilt 
been deCIded how far the precise proposals III Section Il uf Part V 
of tbe Report, "Ill be followed 

As regards IndIan ofhcer~, Increases of pay, pension, family 
pension, and travellrng s\lowancps ha\ e been sanct10ned 811d equip· 
ment Will be Issued free on promotIOn. 

As regards IndIan other ranks, improved scales or pay, good 
BerVIC!), and good comluct pay have been appro\ ed 

The maIO proposals for im proved family pensiona have been 
accepted in prInCIple, but the details are not yet settled. The same 
applies aB regards dlsablhty penSions, b(lth for Indiall officers and 
other indian rallb 

The pay of rE'hgiou8 teacbers Will be ra.iReo I\S u~ommended. 
A ~rant will bo giVEllI III Icspect of HlrJdnotbllJlJ clotbllrg, but In 

what form has not yet bteo Fettled 
Cbarpoys lAud kIt boxes Will be provided flec, and also free 

Jj,hting. 
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'the oOJltraot allowaMe "Item iii ff'gimellt$l offioea will be 

aboliabed. An eatabliebment of enlisted clerka haa :been llUIctioq,ed. 
and GI)\'81nment +1\11 supply atationery, etc. 

Seven lakha will bo providerl for tho improvement of Indian 
Army lohools. 

Army Orlamaatlon 

00 the 23rd Maroh Sir W. Joynson-Hioka asked the Seoretary 
of State for iudla whether he call 'lOW ma.k~ hIs promised Itatement 
on the POSltlOIi of the Army in lndia' (See p. 36) 

Mr. Montagu: The Prime Minister has decided on my recom­
mendation to 8ubPlit the military reqUIrements of India to a Sub­
Committee of the Committee of lmperlal Defence. While it is 
obviously de8lrable to secure reductio" iu military expenditure in 
Illdia al in otber partl of the world, they can ooly be aohieved if 
compatible with the interlJa\ and external security of India. It. 
therefore. appears deSirable that Bueh an illvesti,atioN should take 
mto oOllslderation Improvemente In equipment, mobility and general 
effiolency. The Government of ilJdla had annoullced that they are ap­
pointing a Committee of the Viceroy's Executive Council to prepare 
the material to lay before the Committee of Imperial Defence. 

Sir W. JOYllSOII HIcks. Arl8ltJg out of this very important 
statement, may 1 ask the RIght HOll'ble Gentleman whether the late 
Commander-III Cblef (Sir Charles Monro) Will he added to the Sub­
Committee of Imperial DefelJce, and w bether, pending the deoision 
of the Oommittee of ImperIal Defelloe, no further reduotions will 
take plaoe 111 tbe Indlall Army 1 

Mr. MOil tagu: i Clin gl ve 1.111 I.Issnranco tha.t no {urther reduc­
tIOna WIll be ma.de pondwg the inquiry The first part of the quee­
tlOli should, 1 think, be addressed to the Prime Minister who will 
appoint the CommIttee, but, I Cl.lnnot conceive that sucb an inquiry 
Will pwceed far with Ita IllvestlgatlOn Without avstling itself of the 
opmions of the gallant soldier to whom the Hon'ble Member hal 
leferred and to whom also the Army in India owes so much. 

Sir W. Joynsou-Hicks: May I ask whether the Committee of 
ImperIal Defence will have power to suggest to the Government of 
Illdll~-lf It eeee fit-that the alterations alreat.ly made In the Indian 
Army ehould be cancelled 1 

Mr. Montagu : Cerlainly. What we want to arrive at ia a 
acientific investigation of what IS neceseary in the present circum. 
stances for the IIlternal aud external security of Indis. These are 
tbe oDly oOllslderatiolls which can govern the Indian Army. 

Lieut.-Colonel Frema.ntle: Will the Sub Committee of Imperial 
Defence have ttnyone on It who is qualified and able to deal with the 
extremely difficult question of tbe hea.lth of the Indian Ar1D1! 
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Mr. Montaiu: The iuqlliry wilt deal witb the .trength 0' 'Oh. 

AraIy ill India. ~,tioDi at to the oompo,ltioD of the Ooau.iJtee 
BhouJd be addres.ed to the Prime Minister. 

Sir C. Yate: Is it not the b.ot that the firat aotion 01 the 
Reformed Counoil in [ndia w •• to pa .. a tOllllution entailing a he.,)' 
reduotion of the Indian Army and polioe and a curtailment of 
propaganda t II thi. to be allowed to proceed t 

Mr. Montagu : 1 would prefer to anewer that qU8Ition on '. 
speoific reference to the particular re.olution. I do not know wbat 
the bon'ble and gal/ant Member bas in bis mind. Tbe Legfalati,e 
AMembly of India bas paslled a resolution on the Esber Report, but 
the beat evidence of ita determinatiOll to provide for tbe defenoe of 
the oountry Is to be found In ~b9 alacrity With wbiob tt baa paned 
the heavy Budget -provision neeeasar)' for f,b~ Army. 

Sir C. Yate: May I--

Mr. Speaker. Notice bad better be given of any further 
queations. , 

The Army Sub·Commlttee 

Subsequently Sir W. Joynson·Hioka asked tbe Prime Minister to 
state the oompoiltion of the Sub·Committee of Imperi,1 Defence to' 
report upon the conat,ltution and strength of tbe Army in India. 

Mr. Chambtld&ln: A Sub·Commlttee of the Committee of 
Imperial Dllfence bas not been speCIally apPointed to conaidar tbe 
constihution and strength of tbe Army in India. 

Sir W. Joynson-Hloks: Did we not have a pledge from tbe 
Secretary of l::1tate for India, Ilond was I not a8ked to put tbis que.· 
tiOD to the Prime Miniater 7 

Mr. Ohamberlain: I am afraid I am Dot in a pOlition to 
make an explanation. Thl8 matter hal not come under the oonli. 
deration of the Imperial Defenoe Comml ttee, and up to tbe preseut 
no Sub·Committee ha. been appoiuted, and I cannot definitely 1&7 

whetber a Sub·Commlttee will be appointed. It may be that • 
Committee of tbe Imperial DefaMe Committee will consider it. 

Lieut. Colonel Croft: Will the Cablllet consider tbe wbole 
que8tion before prooeeding to the diabandment of regiment. of tbe 
Begul,r Army in this country and the great reduction of regimen"" 
in India' Bllfors any final step. are taken will they consider tbe 
que_tion at" whole 1 

Mr. Cbamberlain: The C Lbinet does Ilonlider the defence of 
the Empire aa a whole. 

Lieut.-Colonel Croft; Hal tbe question beeD before t~ 
Dot\!nl)e CQlDatit~e 1 
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¥to Ohamberlain: I .houM not like to • ., withOut notice. 

I thiDk,~t by the Defanoe ComQ1ittAse. I tbi~k it w .. couidered 
bt tbtt Olbillet as a whule . 

Lala Harklshan Lal Alain 

Mr. R. Gwynne asked the Seoretary of ~tate for India if Mr. 
Harki.aaa Lall and others, convicted of co.-piracy to wage war And 
seQtenoed to tra.nsportation for life by three .J udges, appealed agai list 
the oon';otlons and sentenMS to the PrIvy Coulloll; whether they 
wer~ paMoned by the executive wbile tbelr appeals were pending. 
t,hough .~imila.r appeals from others ha.d been dIsmissed by the Privy 
Counci(j" aud, if so, what was the special reason why theae appeals 
should not have been allowed to run theIr course' 

Mr. Montagu: The answer to th ,) first t,wo parts of tbe queel ion 
is in tbe affirmative, though it IS not the eaBe, 88 the queation 
implies, that the grant or refusal of pardons wu determined by 
prohabllitiel 01 the justIce or legalit,y of the conviotions, As regards 
the last part, I do \lot kllOw the reasons whioh bave aotuated 
appellants who have decided flOt to prosecute their appeals. 

M~ GWYllne' WlIl the Right Hon, Gentleman aay "by thele 
oaeea flere taken out of the usual course t 

Mr. Montagu: I do not tblllk tbey were' taken out of tbe 
ordinary oourae. There wae an appeal pending which the appellant 
did lIot choose to prosecuto, Illld meanwblle the VIceroy granted 's 
pardon to certain people. 

Sir C. Yate: Was it not rather that an amnesty wae granted 
before the appeal came Oil , 

Mr. Montagu Yes I think 80. I Burmise that this is wbat 
happe:led : One of these appeals founded on the que8tion of the 
legahty of the COl:rts wbloh were set up in India was dismiesed by 
the PrIvy Council-not on the questIOn of what happened, but, on the 
question 01 legality-and therefore 1 presume that the other appel· 
lants did not think it wortb \vbile to go 011, 

Mr. Gwynne: Is tbe Righ t HOIl. Gentleman a\\',re tbat when 
the Dew rules in regard to the LegislatIve CounCIls were before the 
House he told me tbat none of tbe porsons who wefe ootlvicted and 
leutenced would be eligible for them for five years, ann yet, in .pita 
of that, one of tbe oonvioted persolls hl\& beeu appointed a Minister' 

Mr. Montagu: I tbJUk tbe Hon. Member will find that all the 
informatioQ 1 bave given to the Houee is aoounte. 

Mr. Gwynne: But-
Mr. Speaker: Furtber questions must be pot down. 
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Indian Emer,eney Committ •• , London 

, Sir Thoma. D8Qnett had given hotioe of the following ~ 
to be put on the 23rd Maroh, but as be could lint pre'tl1t ",h,i".alf 
on that day, a POlOt of order 1V.l8 uiatl I by Sir W. JoynlOQ-liliokt. 
-To 18k the Secretary of State for [lldiaif he hila recelved·iti~rma. 
tion from India conoerning a resolution reported to have been paaled 
by all the non· official lutopean members of the COllnuil oft State 
and the I~egi8lative Aesembly objecting to the formlAtlon III ~ftd~q 
of an Iudlan Emergency Committee as unneoeu.ry and c~l.tld 
to oreate prejudlce and ill feeling; and If he will furOlah thtLUbble 
with a copy of the relolution as well as with reports of the .~hel 
lately delivered in Iudia. by HIS Royal Highness the .o..ke of 
COllnaught, In wbich app911ls were Dude to all 0las8es of the ~opula­
tion to jow ill buryiug receut cOlltroversles 1 

Sir W. JoynsolJ-Hlcks: Arisiug out of this que8tioD, may 1 
Isk JOUr guidanoe, Mr. Speaker, as to whether It is ID oider for ah 
Hon. Member to put a questlOlI dowlI reflectIng, al.iJ; I1Ofs, on. 
Certain CommIttee, whlch consIsts of two Members" tae other 
House, and one Member of this House, myself, and not appe/Or in 
his place to ask It 1 I want to ask wbether the qUest,pn .hould 1I0t 

be deferred and !Jot allBwbred among the written andel'1 QQt.H luoh 
time as the Hon. 'IIIember chooses to come to tbe House and put it' 
llersonally, so that 1 may put a supplementary question, or give" 
penonal explanation 1 

Mr. Speaker: The HOIl Member who put down the questiou 
may have been detained by an accldeut hy flood or field. 

Sir W. Joymon Hicks With great delerelloe, Sir, and ill 
answer to that., may I ask whether a written answer may be post­
lloneO untt! the HOIl Member who, of cOllrse, as you say, may h&vfl 
heen detained by flood or field, can come down and put the queation 
1II open HOllse 80 that It may be dealt with 1 As you, S1r, reali8e, 
the Hou~e adjourns to-morrow, and answers to unanswered question. 
-and 1 do not how wbat this answer may be-may be printed and 
cuntain reflection upon the Member. 01 this Committee to whioh we 
have no pOUlbihty of replying 1 

Mr. Speaker: The Hon. Member is asking me to over·rule the 
Older of tba House, which is to the effect that if B question i. not 
alked the aDewer .hall be circulated on the following day. ' Perbapi 
the belt plan would be for the HOD. Gentleman to see the anawer, 
and then. if be il nut uti,fled, he oan make" perlODal explllnation 
to-morrow, or be can put a question to morrow. I would aet!ept It 
queltion on the lubjflOt. 

Sir W. Joynlon·Hic)u : Thank ,OUt Sir. 
4 
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S · .. 1M afUUW ....... guuriDU 
'Ii ¥OlltogU; No. Sir. but I blVe teeD. m ..... ,from tbt 

non· 'I DftIDibera of the Indiau Leaialature ia ~be Pre... I "ill 
pl.oe'~py 01 tbe proceedings.at the opeaing o' tbe Indian LeaI_Ia· 
tUfe iWolQdtng His Royal Highuell' epeeob in the Llbral'1. 

" .. ,'Ii , 

BfJUtJJt OF (. OMMONS-5-fJTH 4PRIL 19S1 
Go~.rnmeftt Serviu (Co .... ) 

0; flth April Mr. T. Griffiths aak6d the Seo. of State for India 
wbeth~, uQder the new Reform Aot now in loree, whersb), abtolute 
controf\:rver Goaoce ada appointments over" wide area 01 Govt. ie 
given 'ttl tbe variOUB Indian Provincial Council. and their elective 
m/ljorif", a Britisb born subject can now Bue for brellCb of oontraot 
lor partOlial ~rvioe ill India; if ao, wbom he sbould sue and wbere, 
for 8 b~lOh ill Iuoia or for. breach in tbis country; whetber lueb 
sl1bject will now bave the rigbt to know the medical grouDd., 
should the India Office Medloal Board' certify bim inc&paeifateil 
for furibe~Jervice in India j wbether luob contraots will be .till 
deeme~,uDJI'Ct to tbe will and pleasure of the Cro.n; what autbo­
rlty or powera over luoh contraot ie it contemplated tranaferring to 
the independent higb commiseionare who will repreeent tbe vanoul 
Judialll 'Qoverllmoutl ; aud wbether luob actio. as Dr. Dennillg 
~r8cently'attem"ted to bring Will be outaide the BtlIleb Government' 

Mr .. MontBgu: Aa regard. the 6ret part of the que~110N. 'he 
~ew Act in no way affeots the pre existing right of a Briti.b botD 
Bubjllot to Bile for breaoh of contract for personal service in India. Aa 
regnrds tbe aeeond part, contraot. lor Bervioe uuder the Governm"nt 
01 IJlclia.~ are made wltb "the Seoretary' of Stltte jn Courlcrl." Suoh 
huhject would presumably @ue the Secretary of State in Council in 
rC&\ltlct of a. breach either ill India or in this country. The actioft 
'Could ~'?roi,gbt in this country or iu IndIa a6eordin, to circum· 
tIItafloel. I~ld regarda the third part., the position will rcmain 
1lltl11tered, til 10 far AI an officer oertlfied by tbe India Offioe Medioa 
Board to b& inoapaoitated for further servioe in India II Dot rogard· 
~d &Ii 1I.II&ril, elltitled to kno" the medical IfOIllldl on whiob 
gucb a ~rtiftcate il ,iven. Aa regard. tbe fourth part anab 
contract. are not lubjeot to tbe will and pleaaure of tbe Cro"'D 
uoe~,t tbltt, the Crown baa in ),," the right to dilpenle with .... 
,erviee of tita Omeefl, alld it would Dot be iD the power of 'the 
Secretary ot State in 'Counei! or of a Government ill India to albel 
the law in ~bill relpect or to limit thi. right of the CroWD wben 
ent.rilli into luob oontracta. AI regard. the 61tb part, tbe Bearew 
01 State in 'CoWlcil will remaill the autboritr for tbe rearuitm.nt 0 

tbole le"IO; "blob aro now known.. "All India Bervioot"-lUO~ 
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.. t.he ladip Civa Servios, the Iu,perior Polioe :BeqJoo. u .. Wkta 
Edueatiopalael'"ioe, ,and 10 fortb, 'alld oObHqusntl, will rem.' t"' 
oontraetill, Pal't, for tbele. Reoruitment in thil couotri.Of ~ 
tbe membert 01 "hich are no" to be appointed and coobo. bl 
Provincial Government., will probably be made over 1000tMsnQl1i 
part to tbe High Com .... sioner lor India, and he would 1)~.iI, .. 
lubjeot to in8tructionl. he receli,s. from the autborit,ie8 in India Lor 
wbom be il acting, bave power to eon tract on their bebiU; gut in 
tbe name of the Seoretar, of State in CooneY. Tbe answel' ,f! the 
last part of the <lUeltion, if I correctly ullderatand tbe bon. Mtt1J;lbt'r'l 
meanif1g, il therefore that it will atill be open to offioer. nlle Dr. 
DellIling to lue tbe Seoretary of State in Council. ,. 

Army. 

On April 6th the Eaber recommendations wpre ",alii the 
eu\>ject matter of an Interpellation. Sir J, D. Reel flAk,ed' tbeJ!eore· 
tary 01 State for India wbether tbe main and (undHo¥nt"'''.cnnt.' 
tnendatioD' of. tbe E.ber Committee have yet eom" ~f. Hia 
Majelty'. Government after nOfllideration by blmself In COll*,11 

Mr. Montagu: The anlwer il in the negative. ' 
Sir C. Yate .uked the Secretary 01 State for India "b~el' tb' 

Army In India. already been reduoed by 6,000 Britisb and 7,~pO 
Judlan tro0p8 under pre· W ar .tr~Dgth. ; and, Iho, w hetber t~~ ,-fet1 , 
of carrYing out lucb larle reduction a 10 the Army jn the fade (If;'b'I 
agitatioll and unrest 1I0W rampant. in India bas been conaidered 1 

Mr. Montagu: The present proposals 01 the GoverDiDellt 01 
India, if they are eventually sanctioned, will bave tbll emfpt of reo 
ducing the fighting UllitH of the Army in India approximate!,. to the 
extent mentioned by my hon. and gallant Frieno. ,Tba"ropoeall 
h~ve been made by the Government of ludia 011 ,he l'eoOp1~enci. 
ation of the Commander·in·Chief, after full consideratioD.' all~th. 
faotors in the SItuatIOn, of whioh not the least impcltant It the 1m· 
proved mobility and equipment of the Army in 6uoh ..,ter" for 
inltanoe, al tbe eltahliahmeDt of tbe Air Foree aud the p1\Nisioll oj 
armoured carl, which to a large extent compenaBte for the'lhductioll 
in pereonnel. As my bon. and gallant Friend is 8ware~ .0 whol. 
qu,.tion ie to be considered b)" a Sub· Committee of tbe 'Committ" 
01 iml'6tial Delence. . 

Sir C. Yale. Are we to under.tand that thete ted~oyona baY' 
already been carried out 'I 

Mr. MontlllU: It i8 not accurate to la)" tbat the "taction ia. 
tbe Briti.b force ba. bun .anctioned j what bal oceurr,d i8 tblt 
.. con.iderable D\)mber of Briti.h force in India left l~(Ua for W" 
purpoles and Jlave not )"et returned. . 



Colonel Wedgwo<Kl : Can the light hon Gentleman lay whetber 
the agitAtion and unrest now rampant in India would not be moA 
II!pee!\lIy redlloel'l by onttlllg down expenditure rather thOD by the 
kePJ,tu, np of UIIII{lce88"ry expendIture at a time of lIuch great 
l'COllorpic trouhle In !rlella 1 

Mr. Montagu : I do not thirlk that anyone wllnts unneoossary 
expenditure, but what we are determi~ to 8£'e is that the Brmed 
foroea of the Crown ill India are adequate for the protection of India. 

BolsheVIk Rouble Noles 

Sir J. DRees asked tbe Src. of St.ate for India whether tbe 
1,086e88ion of BolsheVik money has been made Illegal in Briti~h IndIa 1 

Mr. Montal!u : The posseSSlOll 01 any rouble notes III IlidiB was 
made Illegal by the ordlnallce III 1919 alld 1920, alld the operation 
of tho ordlllBllce \\I1S cOlltioned by Act No XXX of the II\tter yeBr. 

Sir J. D. Helis: Is the HOJJ. Gentleman ill a posit 1011 to I'poom 
mend the Government at home to pass" like ordinanoe of Jaw 1 

J..ieut. Commander Ke:lworthy: In vie\\' of the tradiog agro ll -

ment which has been slglJed WIth RUBBla, Will tbis HeRulation he 
released in regard to bOtLa fide merchants trading with Russia 1 

Mr~ MOlltagu: 1 thwk that. would depend upon wtletber "e 
have evidence of a cessa.tlOll of BolsheVIk propa.gallda in India. 

Afghanistan NegotiatIOns 

Sir C. Yate asked the Secr~t.ary 01 State for Indi" if be oan 
live any informatIon regardllig the negotIations with Afghanlsian 
now bemg oarried on Bt Kabul. 

Mr, Montagu - The lIegotiatJOn~, whIch have as their object 
the oonoluBlon of a treaty 01 friendshIp, are proceedIng. I am not at 
present in a POSItIon to make any further stat.ement. 

Wlleleu Telegraphy 

Sir C. Yate asked the Secretary of State for r ndia : Who is tbe 
prelellt .DlTector of WlTele~s Telegraphy in India j whether the 
wireless expert. to the UovcrllmPllt of IndIa originally sent (lut frpm 
home, hat sInce reslglled, Oil apPolntml1nt as DIrector 0' the Marconi 
Compalll' ; whether the V>'lreJcs8 sYftem in IndIa Hquired for 
mihtary purposes is complete; if not., wha.t steps are being taken 
to make j, 80 ) and whether the complaints In the Indian Pre~8 aR 
to the unsatisfactory condltlon~ of commerclllJ wireless are jU8Hfi~d 1 

Mr. Mqntagll . Colonel A. Simp80lJ who wad appointed Direotor 
of Wirel8sa Telegraphy ill I ndlll in 1919, rp~igned IBst year, Bnrl 
Bubseque1,ltly JOined the Bonrd of the Mnrconi Company. In bIB 

place I have appointed C'ommntder R L Nicholson, D S. O. lato 
R. N , 'Wbo is leaVing for India next werk. ~o far RS I am awarE', 
tbe wireJ.,., system in India required for military purposes ie 001X!' 
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plete at reg~rd. internal c~mt,nunication. The complaint aa to the 
uIIB&1iafaotory ooudition of eommncla) wlrele .. , to which tbe bon. 
Illld' gllUant Member probably refers, i. too vague for me to lay 
wbetber it is justified. 

Burma (Sh.kho.) 

Colonel Wedgwood !laked the Secretary of State for India 
whether be Will "all for Il Report on tbe habit of ahlkbo as perform­
eO ill Burro", fincillig alit wha~ is thought of thIs custom both by 
Hritiab offlcials and educat.ed Burmese, With " view to introduoin, 
JIIto Burma methods les8 redolent of all oriental theocratic mnnarJby 
of the pre-Cbristian era 1 

Mr. Montagu: The custom of Bblkho, aecordlng to the best of 
my mformatlon, is all observllllce or mark 01 rf'sprct InCidental to 
religion a& well as t,o etIquette among Emmaus. It w01l1rJ be 
l"ontrary to the pohry defillltely Illid down III 1858, and consistently 
followed since. for the Go, ernment, to attllmpt tv ebnnge the llsage. 

Colonel Wedg\vooci. Is the R,ght HOIl Gentleman aware th,lt. 
there is a number of BritIsh offiCials 111 Burma who lire so dipgusted 
'll'ltb the habit that they will not. Illlow It to he clone to them 1 

Mr. Montagu No. I am lIot aware of t.hat. 
Colonel Wedgwood Will tho rIght hOll. Gentleman make 

inquiries about thiS cuetom whicb 18 call~Jng greAt unrest. in Burma' 
at the present time 7 

Mr. MOlltagu: I will hring my hon. and gallant Friend'. 
question to the Ilotice of the Government of lCJ(ha. 

Riots and Casualbes. 

Captain Viscount Curzon asked the Secretary of State for India: 
How many rIOts and dlsturballces bo.\ e occurred in ludia s;nce the 
lst of March, what Dumber of ca.sualties have resulted to the civil 
population and to the servants of tbe Crown, how many of such 
outbreaks have been due to the Influence of GandhI or bis policy j 

ill eases wbere the olllbreaks were not duo to bls 1!JflueJJce ,or a~lon, 
if he will state what oauses they were due to 1 and whl't.ber the 
rebols tried subsequently to take ari vantage of the SItUation 1 

Mr. Montagu I bln'a rocelved reports of tcn riots and distur­
bances during March. In SIX ot them, there were 110 llS8ualtiea 
reported. In one tea guden rIOt 801U6 persolls attllcked were 
injured, not seriously; Ind in a Iactio" fight ill Southern J ndiB 
one person was killed In the rend\ln1ng two ('ases 13 rioters were 
kIlled and 215 woundec' hy police fir~, Ilnd Aome police were injured, 
not serlOmly, t.be number not beillg givell It IS ,'ery dIfficult to 
aSSIgn one definite caUIIO, for tbere are usually ('ontnbuting laetor., 
but three of tbe disturbances were 01 the nalure of labor troubt.8, 
atld tbree of religion dispute; one aloee from agrarian grie\'anc!:., 



alld jll aile prjllonel'l \Iroke O\Jt froD) jail. 'J'be other two were bro\ljh~ 
ou by .. 'troDg agitation .,aint\; liquor·shopa, which i. aacrtbed 
ill p6rb to a ,enuitle temperanoe movement and In part to tilt 
,enel'al NOli co oporation pro,ramme. I have no doubt that attempt. 
ware made by ilI·dlsposed persoDs to take advantage of the lituation. 

S,r G. Vate: Is it hot a faot that moat of tbeae riot. were 
owing to political agitators and the agit:.atlon ,ot up by tbem t 

Mr. MOlltagu: 1 do lIot thillk tbat mi'"bon. arid gaJll\lIt Friend 
would ascribe the disturbauce, to anything bllt agrll.rian cauaN. 

Colollel Wedgwood: Will tbe right bon. Gentleman get, or 
has be got, any report on the shooting at Majpur that he Oall oom· 
murJlcate to the House 1 

Mr. MOlltagu: I tbink-I epea.k from memory, becauEe m, 
hon. and gallant Friend has not given me notice of the que.tion­
that oommulllqull8, based on every telegram I have received, bal'e 
already been published j but if titere i. II.nything further, I WIll 

communicat.e with the bon. Member. 
Sir O. Yate; Were not the Rae Bare1i riots primarily due to 

poli tical agi tators 1 
Mr. Montagu: 1 think I am right in saying that the Rae »ann 

rioh were due entirely to agrarian causes. 
The Parliamentary Jomt Committee. 

Tbe first Report of the Joint Committee on Indian Attain W&8 

published ill April. The members wefe mair.ly engaged up to th.t 
time In determining their proceduro. 

It was resolrcd by the Committee to examine and report upou 
allY Bill 01 matter referred to them specifically by Parltament, Also 
to inVite the Secretllry of State for India to communicate to the 
Committee, as occasion may arise, a.ny ma.tter or IDformation upon 
which he or thtlY may tbillk It dOSlrable that they should make a 
Rep~rt to Parliament. Tbey will also conSIder and report on any 
matter reiatJlJg to Indllw affairs brought to the notice of the 
CommIttee t.brongh the Chairman (Lord Islington) or by allY 
of ita members or by the Secretary 01 StR.te. No luhject may 
by brought forwllrd, bowever, without previouB notiC8 baving 
beeu glVeu, alld a Report will not be made to Parliament unlen 
the matter was one of sufficient public impor~ance to justify it, and 
provided that the conejdefl~tion of such matter by the Committee 
was not opposed to the pubhc interest-upon which point th 
Committee itself will be the jUdge. Tbe Uommittee will call for 
snob oral or documentary evidence 1108 from time to time may be 
requirE'd, and WIll confidentially inform the Seoretary of State for 
India, and the bead of any ether Government Department 004. 
eerned, tbe subject matter proposed for discussion, 
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MohalDmed A;!". Speecb. 

Oolonel Sir Oharlea rate asked the Secretary of State for India 
if M. attention hal been called to the .peeoh delivel'l8d by the 
agitator Mobammad Ali at Madr .. reported in the Pre •• of the Iltb 
April in "bi"b he ia .t.ted to have .aid that bA differed from 
Gandhi in that he f.vuured violence and t.hat the Engli.b oame to 
India like them.elvel and should be driven out like thieve •• and 
wbat I~P' are beinl taken ... inlt the .paaker, and allo 10 prevent 
tbll repetition and di.semination of seditiou. utterAn!!eS like thOle 
tendin, to foment in.urreotion in India. 

Mr. Montagu in reply stated th&t he bad been informed by tele. 
gtam that tbe Government 01 India were giving their attention to the 
statemellt by Muhammad Ali at Madras tbat tbe Ali hrothen "oulfl 
betp Afghanietan if ,he came to India to figbt tbe Hriti.b Govt. 

The SeI'YICfl. 

On May 5tb, replying to a queatioll of Mr. Glyn, Mr. Montaga 
atated that 011 January 1st there were 767 permanently com· 
miuioned offioera in tbe Iudiau Medical Servioe of whom 688 were 
Britiah·borll and 129 Indiana oompared with 722 Britit.h aDd 48 
Indiana in 1914. The position of British·bofn otBcera who joined the 
.ervioe before the war wae iel lIO way jeopardised by admi.aion of 
officer. "during the lVllr Every effort \Val being made to fill up 
vllealloiea available With EUI'opein.. The condition with regard to 
pay. leave and pelliiolla had receotly been cOllsiderably improved but 
he waa advised that ID view of the IreaL abort,ge of medinal meo 
owing to w:l.r. it would be n ),carbefore the mcdicalachool. io Britain 
would be able to turn Ol,lt anything like the normal numbera of quali­
fied men of tbe etalld3rd required for the Indian Medical Service. 

On May 10th. replying to Col. Yate, Mr. Montagu It&ted that 
UJ! to April ht the Government of India had received one applicaNon 
for vermillion to retire on a proportionate pellaioll under the reoom· 
118ndation made in ciao Ie 36 of the report of the Joint Committee 
on the Goveflomellt of India Bill. The Government 01 India bad 
informed tbe applicant that he could riot lupport bil requelt al it 
W.I nid8nt. t.hat hi. de';re to retire had been lou, .tandin, and w .. 
baaed maiDI,. upon rllllOn. which were ~uite unconnected with thoN 
di_ •• d by tbe Joint Committee. 

PeDIIO .. to PuDjab Keron 
On Utb Ma, Colonel Wed,wood •• ked the Sec. of State lor 

India bow SIIUO" i. now contributed annually from the Indian Budget 
to eacb 01 the following I Gelleral Dyer. Sir Miohael O'Dwyer, 
CYl9b~! Fl!nk .]9,hneon, ann Mr. Bo.worth -Smith; aCId will ha 
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approacb tbe Cbanoellor of tbe Exchequer witib ~ view to gettin, 
theae charges transferred from the Indian to the British Budget' 

Mr. Montagu :-Tbe figures are a8 followa-Sir MiobaAI'O'Dwyer 
and Mr. Bosworth Smith, £4:,000 and 900 relpeotivelY, of which .. 
considerable portion represents funds contributed b7 the offioeN 
themselvea; General Dyer, .£900, of whioh approxima.tely one­
twelfth will be debitable, au IIodjustmMiJl. to Britisb revenu81 on' 
account of a period of lervice out of India Colonel .'1ohnloh 
dra.ws no pension from Indian revenue.. The aun"er to the last 
part of the question is in the negative. 

Auxlhary Force 

On May Slat, replying to Col. Yate, Mr. Montagu stated that 
23,32~ men bad been attested in the AUXiliary force of Indi" up 
to April 30th, exoillding men who had been enrolled but bad not 
yet been attested. The ma)Clmlllm strengtb at,tained by the Indian 
Defence Foroe was 33,451 in OMober 1920. He did not propose to 
take any steps to brHlg the AUJ'lllary Force up to tb~ numbere of 
the Defence Force. The matter was entirely ill thA bands of the 
Government of India. If the Government of I ndia at any moment 
thougbt that voluntary enlistment WaS lDsufficient they might mll,ke 
recommendations for an alte1"f1atlve. 

An IndIVidual Called Gandhi! 

On May 3lat Viscount Curzon asked the Sec. of State 
for India how many times the VIceroy of India hal officially 
received an individual called Gandhi; and whether he can mllke 
nny statement as to the result of the \IJterviows1 

Mr. Montagu :-The Viceroy bas received Mr. Gandhi soveral 
t,imes privately. The Viceroy Will no douM oOllsider what statement, 
II auy, could usefully be made in regard to thes!) interviews. 

011 7tb JUlie Captain Viscoullt Curzoll again asked the See. of 
State for India whether an IlHiividulil called Gandhi has stated 
publioly that the VIceroy of lrldia is probably sympatbetic to the 
NOll·Co·operatlon movement, he can now give any account of the 
matter di8cu88ed at the recent interview with t.be individual 
alluded to 1 

Mr. Montagu:-I have Men no Bueh statement. It is diffioult 
to believe it was ever made and impos8ible to believe that anyon8, 
WOUld believe it if made. The annft'r to tbe last part of the 
question is that I have nothing to add to ths ab!Wer I gave lut 
week. 

Viscount Curzon'-In view of the fact that tbere ia in moll 
of the Engli.b Press Rccounts of the.e interview", could the lti,lrt' 
Hon. Gentleman not pos8ibly give'some .utboritative aoeount df tt.e 



discu'lioni tha~ ac~ually took plllee 80 aa to put an sud to the' 
rumour. f 

Mr Monta«u:-I do not tbink 80. When the Governor­
General aecord!! all interview for Informal diseullion, it I. Jlot 
oultOOlary to keep a record or to publish an account of what takes 
place. As 1 have said, if His Excellency dflaire8 to publisb allY 
account of t.hese discll8sioh8, he will do 80. 

Viscount Curzon :-Has the right hall. Gentleman net noticed 
that the man alluded to is now gOiDg about gi ving what purport. 
to be an IICOOllllt of these interviews, and would it not be OIueh 
better to state exactly what did take place than allow the account 
to be one-sided aod come from unoffiCial Bources 1 

Mr. MOlltagu . I do not know to what the Noble Lord refers. Ou 
the contr"ry 1 bave beard that Mr. Glludbl Is honourably fulfilling 
the oondltlOIl'3 uuder which these private IIlterviews took place. 

Refuul to grant GovI. demand 

On June 9th Sir Charles Yate /lsked what are the steps that 
have been taken by the Punjab alld other Govtli in India where 
the CounCil have refused to SandlO" thtl Budget grant fIJr the 
Govt's. PubliCIty depaTtmellt ~ 

Mr. MOlltagu: Tbe olily provllJoes \II wblCh the Coul/olls hllove 
refused prOVlS101I lor pubhrlty departments ara HOlIg1l1 alld the 
PUl,jab. In Bellgal, accordl"g to my IIIformatlOlI, the work WIIS 

ouly ill the flJ'perimental stage, III that provlllce the Press i~ active 
Ind all shades of oplnioll are represented In It. I presume that the 
prooedure as to commufllques arId informatIOn to the Presa is /lOW 

as it was before the experunent was started. I II the Punjab the 
provisioll was disallowed only on the 12th March Blld a week Jater 
the Legislative Council voted a sum suffiCient to Wind UJl I be 
Publicity Board WIth due Dotlce to those employed 1/1 It. The 
Government was itself issuwg commulJlqu6S. 

Deportabon of Mr. C. F. Andrew. 

011 JUDe 14th Sir Frederick Hall, a typical eoercionist, 
demanded the deportatIOn alld prosecution of the Rev. C. F. 
Andrews for alleged seditious speeches, presumably because of his 
atrong Iltterances on the Chand pur Gurkha outrage. He wanted 
"tbi •• o·called gentleman" (referring to Mr. Andrews) to be brought 
over to England and tried for sedition. Mr Montagu in reply 
pointed oot tha~ the proper authorities to look after sedition in 
India were in India. 

DISturbance. in Bental. A.sam, etc. 

'61t 'J\1ne 2'1·28th. questions were asked about the CJ,l~dpur and 
.A .... I OooJiel. Mr. MODtllBu laid 011 the table tbe Booi.} Govt. 

4(a) 
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Communique. Mr. A. Shaw Baked tbe Sec. ~f State for India 
'W'betber be can give the Houle all)" informllitiOil rigarding the reC8ut 
dilturbanoel in Ben,al and A.lam f 

Colonel Wedgwood:-Are any .rrall,ement. beiD, made to 
facilitate the return of thele coolies to their homea, or is it being 
left to chanoe 1 

Mr. Mont,lIu:-My recollection i~ tbat tbe government hal's 
not felt it tbeir duty to giva free pB88agel to the cooliea. I will lend 
a oopy of the communique to my hOIl. alld gallant Friend. 

Colonel Wedgwood :-Are we to understand that the Goveru­
ment 01 India are to leave these people to die of cholera and 
II afvation on the rondaide 1 

Mr. Montalill :-Every conceivable step blls been takell to 
saleluard the lIItlJrests of thesll pour dtlluded coollel, bllt It would 
ohvlodlly be an unwI~e step 10 establtab tbe pre.dellt tbat wbell 
a coaly breAks hIS oolltraot and leavea bls worle (NIIwg to grol8 
mia·repreaelllatlOlI of tbe state of atrll\Ts tbe liability abould be put 
upon tbe Government, 01 India. 

Lieut. Commallder Kenwortby·-What about the Government 
itaell1 Sir J. D. Reea :-Would It not be more useful t,o faCIlitate 
thllir return to tbelr work ratber than to their homes I Is any 
provi.ion for that made by the Oovorllment 7 

Mr. MOlltagu:-lf my hon Friend reads tbe cOQlU1uuique of the 
Government of Benglll be will see that the Government hale act!'o 
with great humanity, and hale done everything pouible In the 
Olrcunlltancee. II, after readlUg the oommunlque, my bOil. Friehd 
deslf8s to put any other questiolls, .1 should be olily too happy to 
allewer tbem. 

Newlpaperl (Gwellor Stale) 

On 2ht June Sir C. Yate Isked the S~C. of State for India 
wbetber bia attention bas been called to the Rtat,emant in the 

• "Leader" Newspaper, of Allabl\bad, that the Gwalior State haa pro. 
hibited tbe .ale alld dlltrlbution wltbin the Territory of His High. 
0811 the Maharaja 01 the following neWS\'lRpers: tbe "Kesnrl", 
"Amrita Bu~r Patrika", .. MaharaHa", "Bombay Chronicle." 
"Independent," "Pratap," "RlijastbaJl." and "Sabasl"; and, eon. 
lid erin, that theso papers are published In Brit,iab India, will be 
atate wbl~ aotion baa been taken by the Govt. of Inolll alain.t 
then nilw'paper" in 8upport of tbe loyal aclion of Hi. liigbueu 
tbe Maharaja j whetber tbe Govt of India ha. accepted the relolll­
tiOD 01 tbe Lsgislative Auembly to appoint a Committee to 
examine tbe Indian Preu Aot of 1910 and to recommend modifiea. 
tioQ' 01 tbe e~iating law ill regard to liberty of .peeoh and writiDa; 
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and. if 10, .... ill the Prell Act Committee oOD.lder tbe yj.". of 
Indian Princes in tbo matter of ,rautio, furtber frHdom to ~U 
Preal in India f 

Mr. Montagu: I have seen • reference in tbe Indian Ne,," 
papers to the GwaJior prohibition. The Government. in Driti.h 
India bave not, to my knowledge, taken any atepi f8080tl, againlt 
tbe papers named. The Committee appointed to oonaider the 
Preas laws finished ita littings. and is on the point of prelent.illl h. 
report. Tbe Committee took into oonsideration tho oonneotion 
between the Preas laws and the Native Statea. 

BOUSE OF ()OMMONB-1~ JULY 19£1 

Cotton Good. (import Dlltie.) 

On 12th July Mr. Waddington again took up the queltion 
of the Ootton duties. He aeked the Seo. of State for India 
whetber he is aware 01 the dividends paid by Indian Cotton Milia II 
ezampled by Sholapore Company. 1000 per oent per annum, Lakshmi 
Oompany and Maneckii Company, each tiOO per cent., Morarji Gocul. 
das Company and SWl$dllshi Company, eaob 3150 per cenl, KobiDoor 
Company, 3715 per cent., Madras United, 300 per cent., and man)' 
otbers from 100 per cent. to 300 per cent j whetber, a. tbese divi­
dends were declared shortly before the Indian Budget was intro· 
duced, tho Indian Govt. oonsidered the large profits wben {ol'ming 
schemes to raise revenue and. If 80, what additional taxes have 
been Imposed upon and what additional revenue is expected frOIll 
Cotton Mills Coy. ; and. if such revenue is noL in fair proportion to 
the in~reaBes in import duties, will he represent to the Indian 
Govt. tbe need of reconsldellng the import dutIes on CottOll goods 
in view of sucb large sourccs of internal revenue being available' 

Mr. Montagu: I am aware that the Indian Cotton Mills bave 
recently paid large dividends, but the figures given by my bon. 
Friend appear to be Kfoatly in exceBi of thoee publisbed in the pre ••• 
'l'he only additional tax specifically imposed on the Cotton Mill. 
Companies in conne(ltlOn with the re(lent Indian Budget lay in 
tbe Withdrawal 01 the oonc6s8ion under whioh Machinery Ind Storee 
imported for use in Ii Colton Spinnillg or Wea.ving Mill were 
admitted free of duty. The addItional revenue anticipated from 
tbe obange is 10 lakbs. With regard to the last part of the que.­
tion, 1 can only refer my Don. Friend to the reply I gave on the 23rd 
March to a deputation from Lanca.hire regarding the Indian 
Cattoll dllties. 

Captain Gee: Can tbe rigbt bon. Gentleman la, whether the 
flrurt. ,iven by the boo. Member, tbough they may be in exee .. 
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of tbe fIgurel published in the Briti.b Preas, are oorreot from tbe 
official aocount~ of the companies conoerned. 

Mr. Montagl1' I am informed that they &re greatly in exoea. 
of an1 flgurel that we have. 

Mr. Waddington: Is the right hon Gentleman aware tl1at 
he oan get oonfirmation of the figures from the IITimes of Jndi .. " 
in a.ny iuue for the last two months, "Illd that these figurel are 
publi,hed and are II.vailahle for the information of anJbody conneot· 
ed with the India offioe; and if these figures are justified, and 
eon,idering th1t the qllestion of the India.n Import DutilB wall 
purely one of revenue fwd not of prot&l)tion for India, i. it not 
rleRirlbie that the~e duties should be oonaidered and that tbe 
burden should be placed on the available revennes in India 7 

Mr MontaElU' I will investigate the figurel farther, but I do 
not thilJl( t.hey affAct the prinoiple laid dowlI, after diAou8sion by a 
Committee of this House, that the Govt of India abould bave fiscal 
autonomy. 

Mr. W Thorne' Is it not p09sible for tbe firma to P8Y theRe 
dh'idends in consefJullnoe of tbe low wages paid to textile 
workers and the long hours worked 7 

Mr. Speaker: Any further qnestions must be pat 011 

the paper. 

The CIVil Service 

Sir Charles Oman asked the Secretary of State for Iodia 
whether he bas received a memorial seut by telegram to him by the 
Indian Civil Service Central AssoCla.tion, representing a large 
majority of the officers of tbe Indian Civil Service now serving in 
British India; whether the said memorial sets forth tbeir profound 
dissatisfaction with tho increaSing difficulties of tbe public Servic6s 
since the passing of the Govt of Illtlia Act; and what reply he hu 
given to the memorialists, in view of the peraonal respoDllbility 
to them under his pledges given at the time of the paning of 
that Aot ~ 

Mr. Montagu: I have received the telegram referred to aDd 
will seud a copy to the bon. Membor. I tbink this will be a better 
plan than commsuting on bl~ dssorlption 01 it in the second part of 
the question. The Govt. of India. are about to issue a comprehen. 
sive rOiolutioll dealing With tho woole quastlon of the pay of the 
all-India Servlc)s The 8ub.tlo1l0e of my reply to the memorialiata 
will be indioated ifl the ResolutlOo, which I would ask the hOll. 
MClln'>er to await. 
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(Su pagd 119 for 1M last tId.patch 0" 'M nWjecl by Mr. Mordtlp). 
Sir C. Oman: II tbe right hon. Gentleman aware that I hal'e 

rot a copy, and doe. he oonsider that tbe inoreaeing diffioultiea of 
the publio senioes set lorth by tbe gentleman in que.tion in tbi. 
telegram do or do not exist' 

Mr. Montagu: I am anxious to avoid disputation .a to 
the meaning of the telegram. The memorialists refer to a p .... ge 
in the Montagu·Cbelmeford Report. I bay, nothing to withdraw 
from that. 

Sir W. Pearse: Are tbe •• Iariea and allowanceB sufficient to 
meet the increaaeB in the cost of living, and is it not ratber the 
finatlCial question that oaU8e. di&8"tiaiaolion than the new ,itu.tion 
in regard to the Govt. of India 1 

Mr Montagu: 1 think there iB a good deal of eeonomio dje­
•• tiefdotion. 

Sir C Yate' Can the right hon. Gentleman 8ay on what date 
be will be able to give U8 the Govt of India Reaolution 1 

Mr. Montagu. I am afraid I ~annot. It is a matter of praotioe 
and precedent tbat any communication must be made through tbe 
Government of India. 

Public Services 

The matter was not left to rest there. A good deal of ironical 
remark. W6S made 1108 to the 'Molltagu relorms', obviously to put 
the Secretary 01 State out of countenance. Sir W. Joynson-Hick"s 
asked the Secretary of State for India whother be bas bad any 
report from India 6S to the growth of bureaucracy sillce the institu­
tion 01 Montagu·Chelmsiord Reforms; lind whether be can live 
any estimate 68 to the additIOnal oost of governing the couutry 
meurred in consequence of such Illcrease in officials 1 

Mr. Montagu :-I do not follow the first part of my bon· 
Friend's question. I do not understand bow tho scheme of Govern­
ment instituted by tbe Government of India Act to whloh this 
House auented in 1919 could have led to It growtb of bureaucracy. 
AI to the cost of th&t .cheme, I will certainly endeavour to furnil h 
the Houie with a statement. 

Sir W. Joynson·HicKs:-Do6t not the-que.tion lay "since" and 
not ",n consequelloe 01"1 

Mr. Montagu: I find it difficult to understarld how it i. 
poeaible tbat a measure for the institution of a democratic form of 
government in India oan pOlllb1r have led to a growth of 
bureaucracy. 



INDiA. IN p.AattJJiBNT 
The N·C·O. MovemeDt 

Captain Viscount Curzon aaked the Seo. 01 State for India 
whether be can make any .tatement a. to the 4Ctivities of Gandhi 
and the Ali Brothers; and whether allY disturbance. have arilen 
·owing to the direct or indirect activities of the8e individualt since 
they were received by the Vloeroy 1 

Mr. MOlltagu: I do not think there i.~ftY detailed statement 
that 1 could make in reply to the first part Iri tbe question. Tbe 
Government of India harve not indIcated to meltbat in their opinion 
the undertakillg to refrain from elJcouragemeot to violence have 
been disregarded since it was given. As reg&rd. the last part of 
the question, disturbancea have oMufred s\Ooe the Viceroy ncoorded 
an interview to Mr. Gandhi The reports of theBe have been 
communioated to the Press immediately on receipt from India. 
There 18 notbing in the reports to sbow tbat the outbreakll were 
direotly a.ttributable to the three persons mentioned. 

BOUSE OF COMMONS-18TH JULY 19!1 

The Sinke. ID Madras. 

The Madras Mile riots 01 June.July 1921 wben the Karnatio 
and Buckingham Mills looked out tbeir men to break their Dewly 
started Ulllon and had the support of the Governor, Lord Willing· 
dOD, were the subject of a serici of questIOns 

Colonel Wedgwood asked tbe Secretary of State for India 
whetber he had any news of the Madras strikes: whether the Gov. 
ernment have faCIlItated In allY WElY 'the formation of 8n Adl' 
DraVIdian hades ulllon or assisted the Adi·Drllvidians to break 
away from theIr comrades; whether the strIke leaders have been 
threatened with lIIterllment i and w!lether, in view of the serious 
p08itlOIl, he WIll recommend the immedIate callIng toget.her of the 
Legisla.tive CounCIl of Madras 1 

Mr Parker replied ID the place of Mr. Montagu ,tho W88 absent:­
My rIght hon. frIend WIll oirculate III the Official Report. an aocount 
of tbe Madras strIkes to supplement from hIS latest information tbe 
details whioh ha\'e already appeared in the Press. As regard_ the 
second and tbird parts of the questioll, my rIght bon, friend hal no 
informatIOn but 18 makIng inqUIrIes. As regards the last part, my 
right hon. friend understands that Lord Wllhngdon is himself dealing 
with the oase, and he think. that my hon. and gallant Frietld will 
share hi. oonfidenoe that His Exoellenoy will take whatever action 
is lIkely to prove helpful. 

Tbe followlDi i8 tho IDforlllatlon referred to : 


