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Chronicle of Events
India i Parliament & Abroad 192)
January 1921

1n England the Press was very aotive on Indian affaire, espacially

on the change of Vicsroyalty snd oa the Nagpur Congress
proceedings,

4th, Violent agitation in England led by the Morning Post and the
Daily Telegraph to enforce repression in Indis in reply to the
Nagpur Congress Resolutions. The Fo:f led an agitation against the
puggestion of Lord Reading as Viceroy recalling his connaction with
the notorious Marcoui deal, and smd that the 1.C.S would revolc
st such a standard of bonesty. Tory papers followaed auit.

8th Sir Michml O’'Dwyer started a campaign in the British Press
for immediate repression in India and a personal) vendetts against
Messrs Gandhi, Lajpat Rai, Ali Brothers and Chintamani, The
@lobs and the Telegraph opened their columns to Anglo-Indiaa
pensioners of [ndia who demanded all round repression in Iudis.
9th. Appointment of Lord Reading ae Viceroy of India announced.

25th  The Ptince of Wales unveiling a war memorial to the Indian
Deoad at Brighton sard that they bad given their lives in a quarrel

of which it was enough for them to know that the enemy were the
foes of their Sahibs and their King-Emperor !

February 1921

15th. Parliament opened by the King in State. In the Commons
Mr. Davidson M P. in moving an address in reply to the King's
Speech said that the House shared His Majesty’s hope that the
new Reforms maugurated by the Duke of Connavght would bring
political peace to India. Similar referances in the Lords.

17th.« Tory Papers in England under the lead of the Morning Post
denounced the appointment of Lala Harkishen Lsl as 8 Minister.
23rd. 1In the H. of Coms. Mr. Montagu was exaaperatingly hecklad
by soversl M. P.’s on the question of appointment of Lala Harkishen
Lal, who was maliciovsly described as & rebel and a convict, as a
Miuister in the Punjab Govt, The Speaker had to intervene and to
stop further questions,

1
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Questions wers also asked on the reduction of the British
element in the Indisn Army and expression was given to the fear
that British strength was being dangerously reduced in India which
was in the throes of a revolution,

94th, In the H. of Commons the anti-Indian die hards led by
Viscount Curzon initiated a heatod dmcuaa}:&n over the Speaker’s
ruling of the last day ré Lala Harkishen Lal's"Case.

March 1921

1st. In the H. of Commons a point of order was raised on the ques-
tion whether members of Parliament could not criticise the action of
Indian Officers, such ss Lala Harkishen Lal, 1n the House, The
Speaker gave hie ruling that members should not interfers n
the case of the administration of Transferred Subjeets in India

2nd. Ipthe H, of Commons questions were asked regarding the
pay and pension of the I. C. 8. and regarding rheir protection from
the alleged hostile action of the new Indian Ministers and their
Councils,

Before s meeting of Parliamentarians under the Duke of North-
umberland a bogus report was presented which included a reference
by the O’Dwyer gang to an Indian Society which was alleged to be
promoting murder and rebelhion in India! :

In the H of Lords Lord Sydenham gave an alarmist view of
the Army reductions 1 India which if carried out, he said, would
spell disaster to the Empire !

3rd. Lord Reading, entertained to Dinner by the Royal Colonial
Institute with Mr. Montagu as president, eaid in reference to his
new appointment as Viceroy : ‘It was a great idea to ask bim who
sat in the mighty eeat of British Justice to go to India for the reason
that he represented Justice in Great Britain.’

Oxlord University Union after a full dress debate passed
by 88 votes to 76 : ‘That this House would welecoma the imme-
diate grant of the status of self-governing Dominion to India,’
5th. Manchester Chamber of Commerce sent representation to Mr.
Montagu condemning cotton import duties in India.

8th. In the H. of Lords, Lord Lyttor moved the Second Resding
of the Govt, of Burma Bill which was postponed on Lord Ampthill’s
motion that the matter was premature. Lord Sydenham raised the
question of Parliament’'s power to review the administration of
Transferred Subjects in India snd elicited an assurance from Lord
Lytton, the Under Secretary, that they could.
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10th. The Morning Post announced the formation of the India Emer-
genay Committee composed of O'Dwyer, Dysr, Joynson-Hicks, Lords
Sydenham & Ampthill and other Die-hards, ostensibly to cireulate in-
formations sbout lndia but really to do anti-Indisn propsgarda work,
11th. Mr. Montagu received at the India Office the Indian Moslem
Delegation to the Near East Couference.

12th, Lord Reading entertained ata farewell Juncheon at Savoy
Hotel by Indians in London. The Aga Khan presided Lord
Reading declared that he was going to India determined to do his
utmost and believing that Indians would try at the outset to give
faith to him uatil they found that he was undeserving of 1t.

Mr. Llyod George received at Downing Strest the Indian
Moslem Delegation who urged modification of the Treaty of Sevres.
17th. India Emergency Committee held alarge insuguration meeting
under Lord Awmpthill in Cannon Street Hotel to denounce Mr.
Montagu and his Reforms in India.
23td. Influential deputation of Lancashire M.P.s and Cotton
magnates waited upon Mr. Montagu to protest sgainst Indian
cotton duties and tried to influence him against fiscal autonomy
being granted to India. Mr. Montagu declined to interfere,

April 1921

8th. Mr. Montagu replying to a deputation of pensioned officers
of the uncovenanted service asking for an increase of pension said
that he had gone a long way already but promised to reconsider.
12th. In the Commons the question of Kenya Indisns was raised
1n interpellation when Col. Wedgwood declared that the Colonial
Office was antagonistic to the Indian elaim of equality in Kenya,
Lord Winterton declared that the whole black population of Kenya
was upainst giving further rights to Indians.

20th. Lord Lytton in the H. of Lords announced that the Burma
Reform question had been left to the Joint Committee for report,
22nd. Sir Edward Grigg gave a lecture at ths Royal Society of
Arts on the “Common Services of British and Indian people to tbe
world” and said that the time was not yet ripe when Indian unity
and gpeurity could be maintained without the moral fibre of the
British. Lord Chelmsford said that bis experience of the Reformed
Legislatures had besn wonderful and he was confident that this
great adventure was going to be a wonderful success.

29th. Mr, Montaga wrote to Mr, Chotani of the Khilafat Deputa-
tion expressing appreciation of its services and made s long
statement of British policy towards the Turks,
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May 1921

3rd. Nsirobi Round Table Conference betwaen memhers of the
Indian community snd the European Convention was opsned under
Governor Sir Edward Northey to arrive at a settlement on the olajm
of equality put forward by the Indian settlers.

4th. Lord Sydenham in the H. of Legds called'attention to the
dire peril to British Rule in India owing to reductions in the
Indian Army. A Jong debate followed in which Lords Chelmsford
and Lytton spoke against the motion which was withdrawn.

Nairobi Round Table Conference ended in a fiasco.

11th. At the annual dinner of the Newspaper Socisty of England,
Field Marsball Wilson declared that India was a ‘specifically British
possession’ whioh muat be retained as such by forcé of arms.

13th, Mr, Montagu appointed a commattee under Lord Lytton to
report on the Indian Students question in the United Kingdom
24th, In reply to Colonel Wedgwood in the H. of Commons Mr.
Montagn gave the amounts of large pensions that Sir Miobael
O'Dwyer, General Dyer and Mr. Smith still draw from Indis.

25th. Mr. Srinivaea Sastry delivered an address on the ‘‘present
political situation 1 Indis” at the Indian Students’ Hostel and was
fusilladed by interruptions and cries from the Indian sludents as he
spoke againet non-co operation and supported Govt. action,

31st. In the H. of Commons Viseount Curzon put in an interpella
tion regarding Gandhi, using the insulting epithet “an 1ndividual
called Gand” in this connection.

Debate in the H. of Lords raised by Lord Montagu of Reaulieu
on dofending the N. W. Frontier in India and preserving “‘our
cdumaged prestige 1n our Kastern Empire.” Lords Sydenbam,
Chelmsford, and Lytton mads long speeches.

June 1921

1st. Parliamentary Joint Committes recommended the Govt of
India Act to ba axtended .o Burma at once.

7th. In tae H. of Commons Mr, Montagn wase heckled by g 1stions re
Gandbi Reading interview Col. Yate again rased the queation of
reduction in the Indian Army.

8th. Burma Reforms Bill as drafted by the Joint Committee came
up befor. the Lords for the sezu. . reacing and passed,

14th, Sir Frederick Hall suggested in the H. of Commons depor-
tation of Mr. Andrews, whom he described as “‘the so-called gentle-
man”, in conrection with bis activities 72 Chandpur Gurkha outrage,
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20th. Imporia! GQonference of Premisrs of British Empire opened
st London by Mr. Lioyd George who referred to India in glowing
terms and invited her representatives, ths Maharao of Cuteh and
Mr. Srinivasa Sastri, to partioipate in the discussions oo equal terms.
21st, Mr. Sastri addressed ths Imperial Confersnce on behalf of
India and put forth the plea of equality of status for Indians.

24th. At the Fmpire Parliamentary Dinner ‘Lord Birkenhead
sonounced that he bad arranged to send a Parlismentary Delegation
to great the new Legislatures of India.

28th. Burma Reforms Bill passed by the Lords.

July 1921

7th. Debate in the H. of Lords on Indian unrest raised by Lord
Sydenham who asked what steps Govt. was tsking to protect lives
and properties of Europeans. Lord Lytton made a long statement.
At a meeting of the Imperial Conference the status of Indians:
in the Dominions and Colonies was discussed fully, The Maharaso
of Cutsh openad the discussion and Mr. Sastri took a leading part,

12th. Mr. Waddicgton asked in the House of Commons about
the huge profits which he alleged the lmlian Cotton Milla have
earned ; he wanted to deprecate the new imposition of Indian
Cotton Dutioes,

In the H, of Commons Mr. Montagu was heckled by the Die-
hards about the Indiau Service Men and their dissatisfaction with
the Montasgu Reforms. Mr. Montagu promised to issue a com-
munique on the subject shortly,
18th, Mr. Montagu in reply to enquiries made a statement in the
H. of Commons regarding the Madras strikes which followed fromn
the Buckingham and Karuatie Mills lock-out,

Col. Hurst drew attention in the H. of Commons to the huge
loss sustgined by India bv the exchange maddle of 1920, Mr,
Montagu made a statement or the sale of reverse counrils.

[9th. In reply to a question Mr. Mont-gu gave an account in the
H. of Commons of the late Aligarh Riot of 1921

27th, The Maharao of Kutch and Mr, Sastri were presented with the
Freedom of London :©  uldhalt at & brilliant gathering - and enter-
tained to a lunghron wc the Mansion House witk .he Lord Mayor in
the Chair, Mr Sestri made very eloguent speeches in his best style.

Augu 1971

Ist. A commit‘ee of Leading Manufacturers in England sent,
ociroular to M. P’s with a view to rally them in opposition to the
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Indian custom duties and declared that Mr. Montsga was responsible
from first to last for the tariff difficulties between England and India.

Tilak Anniversary Day held in London st Woburn Place with
Mr. M. H. Kidwai in the Chair, end also to celebrate the inaugura-
tion of N C-O in India,

2nd, Protest against Jt. Parliamentary Com. recommendations on
Kenys Indians issued over the names of ¥ord Sydenham, Sir C.
Townshend, and Sir Joynson-Hicks saying: “we csunnot imagine
that any British Govt. would give them equal franchise with the
White men and in fact by so doing convert the Indian Colony into &
British Dependency.”

Sth. Imperial Conference Resolution on the status of Indians in
the Dominions and other parts of the Empire was issued officially
and published in the Press.

Genl. Smuts opined to & Press correspondent that Indians
should emigrate to Mesopotamia rather than to South Afriea.

A European mass meeting at Nairobi passed strong resolutions
against giving any civic rights to Indians in Kenya

9th. Col. Hurst in the H. of Commons enquired why the reverse
councils were sold privately during the last exchange muddle, Mr.
Montagu explatned the position.

Colonial Secretary received a private informal deputation
of East Africa Indians conut ting of Messre. Jeevanjee and Varma of
Kenya and Messrs. P. Thakurdas and Ramchandra Rao of India. Mr,
Churchill dechined to hear Mr. Jeevanjee in detall. Immediately
aiter this Mr Churcbill interviewed the European deputstion.
13th, Imperal Ind. Citizenship Assoe. wired to the Sec of State
and Govt, of India the frautic anti-Indian campaign started by the
Kenya Europeans to force the hands of the Govt., to assign an
iuferior status to Indians.

17th. At a Savoy Hotel Lunoheon Mr. Chotani said that he and
bis collengues of the Khilafat Deputation were returning to India
completely disappointed. They found that the Germane were not
the ouly Europeans who treated treaties as scraps of paper.

18th., Mr. Montagu in reply to a question in the H. of Commons
made a long statement on the military operations in the N. W,
Frontier against the Waziris,

19th. Lancasbire Deputation waited upon Lancashire M, P’s. over
the Indian Cotton Duties. Mr, Montagu who was present regretted

that his arguments addressed to them montbs sgo had not made an
impreasion,
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The Lytton Students Enquiry committee boyootted by the
majority of London Indian studenta.

September 1921

5th. League of Nation’s Assembly met at Genava and was attend-
ed by the Maharao of Cutch and the Right Hon. Srinivasa Sastri
as Indian Delegates.

20th, Foreign Office, United Kingdom, addressed protest to the
Soviet Govt. alleging revolutionary iutrigues againat British interest
in Asia, particularly helping Indian revolutionaries, in contraven-
tion of the Anglo Soviet Commercial Treaty.

October 1921

4th. Mr. Montagu wrote to Lord Lytton intimating tha Indian
Assembly's refusal to vote the grant on the students enquiry
Committee.

6th, Lord Lytton as President of the studenta enquiry scommittee
replied to Mr. Montagu giving an account of the work already done
by his committes.

8th  Litvinoff of the Soviet Foreign Office in reply to British note
of 20th. Septembar demed all the charges categorically and com-
plained of unfriendly attitude of the British,

10th. Sir Edward Northey, Kenyas (overnnr, in opening the
Konya Council appealed to partias for truce on the Indian question.
17th. Governor of Kenya announced énferim  arrangement
to nominate one Indian to the Executive Council and four to the
Legislative Council,

25th. 1n reply to several questions in the H. of Commons Mr
Montagu made a statement of the trouble arising from the Moplah
Rebelliom promising to give fuller details later,

Lord Sydenbam raised a debate in the H, of Lords on the poli-
tieal situation in India. Lord Curzon made a long reply deprecating
the attitnde of Sydenham in raising the question just on the eve
of the*Prince of Wales’ departure for India. A long debate ensued
in which Lords Ampthill, Middleton, Chelmsiord, Lytton and
othars took part.

The International Labour Conference oi the League of Nations
vpened at Geneva under Lord Burnham as president.
26th. In the Internstional Labour Conference Mr. Joshi, the
Indian Labour delega‘e, spake in support of a proposition to limit
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the work of sgrionltural labourers and to protect them Jike indus-,
trial labourers,

November 1921

1st. In the H. of Commons Sir Charles Yafp enquired the rassons
for the repeal of the Indisn Press Aot sfid Repreisive Acts,
Mr. Montagu made a long statement on the subject. A day wae
demanded by the Die-hards for the discussion of Indian Unrest ;
this was refused by the Leader of the House.
3rd At the International Labour Conf. Mr. Joshi urged the
necessity for tackling the question of primary education and Kteracy
of wage-earners in all countries,
8th., In the H. of Commons Sir C Yate put a question regarding
Trade Unions in India which he deseribed merely as “'Strike Com-
mittees” and therefors unlawful, In reply to further questions
Mr, Montagu promised to supply further informations on the Moplab
outbreak,
Oth, 8ir C. Yate asked in the H. of Commons whether Govt.
servants in India were wearing (Fandhi-caps and thus openly
flouting Govt. Mr. Montagu in reply said that some of the Povin.
oial Governments have taken steps in the matter,

In regard to a demand of the Die-hards for a day to dibe
cuss the affairs of India the Leader of the House refused to comply.

In the Inernational Labour Conference Mr. Joshi, the Indian
labour delegate, speaking on the Secratary General’s report asked
for an explanation as to how different unationalities are representad
on the staff of i1ta office and why agency offices are not opened in

Asiatic countries,
December 1921

14th. Kenya Indian leaders summoned to trial for refusing to pay
income tax following the passive resistance movement. Delence was
that the tax was illegal being 1mposed without the peoples’ consent.

15th. In the Commons Col Wedgwood enguired re the treatment
of Indian leaders sent to jail. Mr. Montagu gave an evasive reply,
20th. 1In reply to Mr. Ben Spoor in the Commons Mr. Montagu
daeclared that there was nothing in India which should be deseribed
as reprossion, It was merely keeping law and order.

21st. Genl. Smuts addressing the Natal 8. A. Congress counselled
Indians to avoid trying for settlement of the Indian quastion which
might do them no good and might do the Empire harm, and adrised
them to be repatriated to India.
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India in Parliament & Abroad 1922

January 1922

12th. Sir M. O'Dwyer onoe mars hit out his jeremiads about
India at the Overseas Club mesting whera he pompously spoke on
"Qur Imperial Responsibtiities in India” which was to save the [udian
masses from the so-called intelligentsia !

27th, Speaking at the Eist African Dinner in Loudon Mr.
Chorchill made a natorious reactionary pronouncemant, denying
that democratic 1nstitutions ocan grow in Eistern countries and
emphasising that Kanya was characteristioally a \White colony.

February 1922

2ad Lord Birkenhead, Tord Chancellor, in the course of a spsech
sard about ‘formidable movements’ 1 India+ it 18 not inconcerv-
able that we may have once again to prove that the British Empire
rotnins the hard fibre which brought it that Empire.

7th  Parliament opened by the King In the debate on the
address Genl Page Croft said that Govt wmust make 1t clear that
they intended to rule ludia  Lord Curzon referred to India as ‘that
great Dspendency’ and threatened whole-sale repression to check
the Indian unrest.

9th. Mr. Montagu speaking at the 1920 liberal olub threatened
further repression in India but contestad Mr Churehill’s dietum
that democracy was 1mpossible 1n Indian and his anti-Indian foreign
policy as regards the status of Indiane Abroad.

10th  Sir Joynson-Hicks’ motion of censure on Mr Montagn drew
forth a very lively debite in the Commons during which the die-
bard party iundulged tn au tnferno of abuse of Montagu and India.

21st. Sir M. O’'Dwyer addressing a meeting under Sydenham gave
a bornfying account of unrest 1n India ; he attributed all trouble to
the weakness of the Govt. of India and explained how the rebellion
in the Punjab under bis regime had been put out by Geunl Dyer in
¢ days ! Gandhi, Montagu and the Govt. of India were equally
responsible ; the former was a dangerous hypocrite whose continued
immunity was & menase to publio paacs,

March 1922

4th Mr. Montagu in s speech at Lisbon said that the policy of
granting seli Gove, to India would be carried through inspite of
difficuities,

1(a)
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9th. Mr. Montagu was suddenly forced to resign, In the Commona
this news was received with prolonged oheers and unseemly hilarity
by the die-hards and Unionists. Mr. Chamberlain explained that
the resignation was due to a breach of osbinet dissipline in Mr.
Montsgu's publishing a Govt, of India telegram on the Turkish
question without cabinet authority,
11th, Spesking to his constituents at'Cambridge Mr. Montagu
exposed the tactics of the Premier and explained that in order to
get the support of the conservatives to hius tottering ministry, Mr.
Lloyd George had presented the Die-hards with his head ona
charger. A stormy controversy raged in England on this subject on
thiz and the following days.
13th. In the Commous Mr. Montagu's resignation was the subjeot
of another heated controversy.
14th. Lord Curzon made an impassionad speech 1a the lorda
defending himself against Mr Montagu's allegations.
17th, In a speech at Thatford Mr Montagn gave his reply to Lord
Curzon’s statements 1 tho Lords.
22nd. Replying to Sir C. Yate in the Commons Earl Winterton
said that the question of disallowing the repeal of Indian Press
Act woull be considered when tho measure was passad hy the
1ndian assembly. .
The Zimes thundered at the Indian Assembly for refusing
certain grants and hinted that the Roforms may be withdrewn if
such conduct was persisted in,
27th. In the Commons there was a long discussion on the
Consolidated Fund Bill when Col, Wedgwood, and Mr. Ben Spoor
atrongly attcked the repressive policy of Govt. in India. Earl
Winterton made his reply.
29th, Dsputation of Lancashira M P.’s waited upon Earl Winter-
ton and made strong representation against Indian Cotton duties.

In the Commone Earl Winterton moved for power to raise £50
millions Indian Lioan.

April 1922

6th. Third reading of the Indian Losn Bill in the Commons passed,
10th, White paper issued on the N-C.-O movement.
11th, East India Loan Bill passed in the Lords.

fn the Commons Sir C. Yate attempted to obtain a reconsi-
deration of the case of the punished Punjab Offivials of 1919. Me,
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Chamberlain replied sympathetically but refused to reopeu the
question,
13th. Indisn Loans Act received Royal Assent.

May 1922

16th Joint Parliamentary Committee met in the Lords to hear
and examine Viscount Peel on various Indian matters,

23rd. In the Commone replying to Colonel Yate Lord Winterton
refused to consider more fully the I, C, S, Pension Rules,

24th. In the Hounse of Lurds, Lord Sydenhsm again raised the
question of the punished Punjab Officials of 1919 and asked s
reprieve, There was a long debate in which Lord Chelmsford made
his first Parliamentary speech after retirement from India.

June 1922

12th. Burma Reform Rules passed in the House of Commona after
a long debate lasting for five hours during which numerous amend-
ments were proposed but all defeated,

15th., India Office Estimates introduced in the House Commons ;
long debate on the Indian admimstration followed.

July 1922

4th, In the Commone during the Colonial office estimates debate
the Colonical Secretary spoke on Kenya which he said was exclu-
sively being retained for White settlers,

5th, New Civil Service Pension Rulee issued by the See. of Stata,
19th. Second Report of the Parliamentary Joint Committes on
Indian affairs issued.

26th, Indian Princes in England gave s iriendly dinner to Mr.
Moutsgu. Bikaner paid a tmbute to Mr Montagu's services to
and genuine affection for India.

August 1922

2nd. .1.C.S. Debate in the House of Commons. Mr. Liyod George
made bis notorious ‘steel-frame’ speech denouncing political move-
ments in India acd forecssting more repression.

4th, Sir Hamilton Gront addressing the Oxford Libera! League
condemned the repressive policy in India.

8th. C. P, & Berar Cisil Service Association memorialized tbe
Bec..of State against the O'Dounell Circular.
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10th. Press campaign in Evgland, led by the Morning Posf, start-
ed against the famous O’'Donnell circular.

22nd. Annual Conference of United Kingdom Textile-workers at
Blackpool passed resolution against Indian Textile Duties.

September 1922

8th, Speaking before the British Associatjon at Hull Lord Meston
said that Imperial Citizensbip should be extended to India at once.

9th. A meeting of the Executive Council of Kenys prestded over
by Sir Robert Coryndon discussed the final term of settlement of
Indian question. Common franchice on education test was adopted
and a swall distriet in the Highlands was reservea for the Indiane.

19th. H. H. Jamsaheb of Nawansgar speaking before the League
of Nations' Assembly said that the great bulk of Indiar. population
did not consider opium a harmful drug and spoke against : he suppres-
gion of opium cultivation 1n India

20th, At the League of Nations' Assembly Sir Sivaswami Iyer
attacked General Smuts for the policy adopted by the South African
Govt. in admimstering the mandated territory of the German South
West Africa,

On the question of protecting Minorities, the Mabaraja of
Nawsnagar rpeahing before the League of Nations’ Asstwbly appeal-
ed to South African delcgates to regularise the position eof the
Indian minority in South Afries.

28th. A Commuttes of the Losgue of Nations passed resolution on
apportioning the League's cost among 1ts various members—Iudis’a
share being 1,440,000 Gold Francs

October 1922

9th. The Morning Post in a leading article emphasised the pension
grievance of the I. C., 8. and sa1d that now that Mr. Montagu was
gone 1hey looked with some hope to the India office on this matter
15th. Report of the Indisn Students Committee premded over by
Lord Lytton was published.

16th, Details of the scheme for the reconstitution of the dndian

Army reserve of officers on the lines recommended by the Esher
Committee was announced.

20th, Mr. Lloyd George and his cabinet resigned. Mr.
Bonar Law became the new Premier.‘ cann hete
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Early in the yoar an agitation was carried oo in England by the
Tory Die-hards of the Sydenbam party to discredit the opieration of
the Montsgu reforms in India. The proceedings of the National
Congress at Nagpur in 1920, especially 1ts change of creed, were
watched with anxziety, and an alarm was raised that India was fast
turping bolshevist, The viait of the Duke of Connaught and
the progress of the boycott movemement that dogged his steps
arrested universal attention in England. Sir Michel O'Dwyer and
tha martial law officers of the Puujab, since diegraced and retired,
filled the Tory papers with malicious wntings sbout Indis and
indulged 10 & personal vendetta agaiust Mr. Montagu and his Indian
supporters. All trouble 1 India was fathered wpon Mr. Montagu.
Further, the concilistory mood towards Iudia which till then pervad-
ed the British cabinet irritated these watch dogs of bureaueratie
power beyond measure and when the nsme of Lord Resding was
suggested for the viceroyalty, they almost lost their senses. The
Jewish bogey was raised, and 1t was seriously suggested that British
tuterests in the East was bemng bartered away to a Jewish chgue. Mr,
Montagu was a Jew, Sir William Meyer was a Jew, the Commander-
in-Chief was a Jew, and then another Jew was to be installed at the
Indian Pontificate ' So many Jews together to manage the affaire of
Indis, especially 1o view of the Jewish gold and intrigus which was
running the Russian Soviet, was looked upon wilh suspicion, and
tho Greek nnllionaire who pulled the lege of Mr. Lloyd Georgs from
behind the scones was supposed to have s hand in this matter.
Objection was also raised on the score of the well-known Moslem
antipathy to the Jew that Lord Reading’s appointment would do
violenge to Moslem feeling 1n India. In the Parhiament itself all these
jeremiads could not be carried but Mr, Mountagu was continuously
heckled in the most unseemly manner by the Tory Due-bdrds,

The Opening of Parhament.

Phrliament opened on the 15th Feb In the Houss of Commons
Mr. Davison moving an addrees to the Throne said amongst other
things : “Ibanks of the conntry are due to the Duke of Connaught
who on His Majesty’s bebali bas inavgurated the New Council in
India, In undertsking this important task he bhas once sgain shown
that unseifish devcetion to duty of which the beloved Royal Family
daily bae given evidence, (Cheers.) The House of Commons would



14 INDIA IN-PABLIAMENT (. o¥ coms.

share His Majesty’s hope that these changes will bring progress shd
political peace in their train.” '

Sir Luke Fildes, ssconding, declared that the whole House smd
the Ewpire would be delighted if success attended the efforts of tha
New Councils. He thought it would be well to remember the great
services given to India and the Empire in the by-gone days by the
body of men remarkable for their earnestness and efficiency, namely,
the Indian Civil Service. They bad fought pesvilence and famine snd
bad done great administrative work with one unselfish 1dea of doing
their best for the great Indian Empire.

Mr. Asquith referring to India said he could only ssy without any
distinotion of party that Great Britain had looked with the greatest
good-will and most sanguine expectations to the great new adventure
there. For himself, and he was sure he was re-echoing everybody’s
opinion, he thought it of the very greatest'advantage to the Empire
that the early critical stages of that adventure should be presided
over by s man of the sagacity, experience and popular sympathies
of Lord Reading.

Mr. Lloyd George in reply to o suggestion for establishing a com-
mittee to co-ordinate the Army ,Navy and the Air-forces of the
Empire, ssid : When we were in trouble the Empire helped us.
Over a million men came from India voluntarily and vast numbers
from other parts but that was a spasmodic effort. The eolidarity
of the Empire wss a guarantee sgsivst further shedding of blood
since the sword would never bave been drawn had the planners of
the war known what the British Empire would do.

This was no occasion to express any but the sweetest senti-
ments. Soon however the House bad a taste of the dis hard attitude
on India as g:ven below.

BOUBE OF COMMONS—28 FEBRUARY 1921
Lala Harkishan Lal's Case.

Sir W, Davison asked the Sec of State whether he iz aware
that Mr. Harkishan Lal, who was convicted on a charge of cons-
pirasy to wake war and of abetting the waging of war against the
King, was sentenced to transportation for life and furieiture of
property and was subsequontly pardoned as an act of elemency,
bas now boep selected by the Governor of the Punjab as one &f his
two Indian Mimieters wbo will be charged with the administration
of public works, education, excise, cnmmerce and iudustry, local
Government, ete, ; whetber in the discharge of this office bhe will
bave control over large numbers of Britich and Indian officials, and
will exercise great patronage with wide linancial powers; whether
the Sec. of State is aware of the bitter ieching which this appoint”
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méut bas oaused amoiig His Majesty’s loya) subjects, both Britich
and Indian ; whether ho has pereonslly approved of the appoint.
et of & recently convicted rebal to sush a prominent position of
trast under the Orown : and what steps he proposes to take in the
matter §

Captain Vissount Curgon asked the Sen. of State for India
whether Harkishan Lal, who was committed ss a rebal in the
rebellion of 1919, has bean appointed as a minister in the Punjab ;
whether since bis release he has sontinuad to take part in rebsl
agitation ; whether in his new appointment he will have a very
large numher of loyal subjects of the Crown, both British and
Indian, under hie jurisdiotion ; and whether, as such an appoint.
ment is an insult to all loyalists throughout the Empire, it can ba
reconsidered §

Mr. Montago ;—Under the Governmont of India Aot Ministers
are appointed by the (overnors of Governors’ provinces, hold offics
at the pleasurs of the Governor, and are responsible to the Legis-
lative Councils who vote their salaries. Ths Joint Select Committee
advised that the Ministers selected by the (Governors should be
olooted membars of the Legislative Council enjoying ite confidence
and cspable of leading it. In these circumstances I would submit
to the House that the proper place to consider the title of Ministers
to the confidence of the Legislature 1s the Provineial Counocils.

Sir W, Davison:—Is the right hon. Gentleman aware, and is
it not a faot, that the action of the Governor is subject to the
superintendence, direction, and rontrol of the See of State }

Mr, Montagu « No, that is not quita true, It is subjeet to the
superintendence, direction, and control of the Seciatary of State, ex-
cept—1 am quoting from memory—as provided in this Aet, and
undsr this Act the question of the appointment of Minieters is laid
by Statute on the Governor.

Sir W. Davison : Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that this
aotion of showing favour to rebels 18 driving many loyal subjecta into
the hands of the extromists !

Viscount Curzon : Ie it & fact that this man is a convieted
rabel, and that he holds jurisdietion over a large mumber of
Europeans 1

r. Speaker : That does not seem to be a matter for this Parlia-
ment. It is & matter for the Legislative Coungil,

Viscount Corzon : Will the right hon. QGentleman exercise his
influsnce with the leader of the House to seoure the release of tha
hon, Mambar for East Leyton (Mr. Malone)?

Sir W, Davison: ls it not s matter for this Hounse to know
whether & man responsible for the Government of India who has been
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sppointed to high office by the Crown i« a convicted rebel ! I sub-
mit that we are entitled to that information.

Mr, Speaker : The House having given practically Home Rule,
or something in the nature of Home Rule, to these Councils the lesa
it interleres with the Councils the better.

Sir H. Craik : Was the nomination made by the Governor of
the Punjab without any suggestion from Home or from the Govern:
mont of India ? "

Mr. Montagu: Of course it was. The Governor is specially
charged by Statute to make his own nominations. 1 never knew of
the appointment until sometime after it was made.

Dr, Murray : Was not General Smuts a rebel at one time ?

Sir W, Joynson Hieks . As your ruling, Sir, is importunt, may
T avk if the question of law and order and India was banded over to
the Councils, or were not only certain specified subjects handed over
to them by this House? s 1t not the case that this House ratamn
control of every other subject other than those directly handed over ?

Mr. Montagu : May I point out that this gentleman : ho has
given rise to this discassion iz & Minister who has cbarge of
those very Transferred Subjects, and that 1f the Legislature does not
think bim & man worthy of his confidence 1t has 1ts remedy, and if
the Punjab does not think the Legielature worthy of ite confidence
it has its remedy.

Sir W. Joynson-Hicks: I was not discussing this case. I was
asking as to the things that were ressrved.

Mr. Speaker: This 1s the only case that I am discussing. This
i8 not the time to deal with hypothetical ,cases. What I said arose
entirely out of the answer given by the Sec. of State for India,

Sir H. Craik : Can the system which the Government have
instituted 1n India be described as one of Home Rule? On the
contrary, is it not a system which 1s described by the new-fangled
word "'diarchy,” or divided rule, with common responsibility of this
House and the Legislative Council ¢

The Speaker: The words “Home Rule” were used, not ina
tochnical sense, but 1n a general sense. Certain snbjects have been
transferred wholly to these Legislative Councils, and it is with
regard to those only that I used the expression.

Sir W. Davison: As this matter is one of great impor!snca,
may I ask whether the Mombers of this House oannot get informs-
tion from the Sec. of State for India a8 to certsin action which msy
have been taken by the Governor or some of his Ministers { Ara we
not entitled to ask that question

Mr. Speaker: It depends on the information which ia asked
for. When the question appoars on the Paper, I will consider it
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Nex day, Feb. 24th. there was a long debate over the
Speaker's ruling. Viscount Curzon led the attack. The
following is the full text of the debate,

Vissount Curzon :—I desire to ask you, Sir (the Spesker), s
queation with regard to the ruling given yesterday om a question
1n referencs to lndis. I asked a question with referenocs to a certain
man in [ndis, and whother certain statements made about him wers
correot. You replied that it did not seem to ba a mattar for
Parliament but one for the Legislative Council, The Hon'ble
Member for South Kensington (Sir W, Davidson) then asked :

‘Is it nat a matter for this House to kmow whether a man
responsible for the Government of India, who has been appointed to
high office under vhe Crown, 18 a convicted rebel! 1 submit that
we are entitled to that information.’

You said that the House baving practically given Home Rule,
or something in the nature of Home Rule, to these councils, the less
it interfered with the councila the better. When & country haa
been given Home Rule, are we to underatand that no further
questions may be asked about the details of administration in that
country ?

"8ir W. Joynsou-Hicks May [ call your attention to a section
of the Aot psssed the year before last ! Soction 4 enacts that the
Governor of a Governor's Province may, by notifications, appoint
ministers, not being members of his executive, and so on. The
Governor of this Provinee was an officer appointed by the Crown,
and for the appointment of that officer the Secretary of State is
olearly responsible. 1 submit that under tha terms of that section,
this minister baving been appointed by the Governor of the Provinecs
who was appointed by the Secretary of State bere, we are entitled
to ask the guestion of the Secrstary of State as to the conduct of
his own appointment.

Mr. Ormsby Gore : Is it not also laid down that the Ministers
so appointed are responsible to the Local Legislature snd removable
by the Provincial Council. If that be so, would not a deadlock be
reached at once if Ministors were appointed to an Indian Provinos
aod had not the oontidence of the Provincial Asserubly of that
provines ! Therefore, is it not impossible for two Legislative
Chambers to attempt to share such responsibility, and will it vot
have to be made quite clear whether the Indian Ministers are
responsible to the Provincial Councils or to this House I It must
be one or the other: both cannot possibly exarcise the responesibility.

Sir W, Juynson-Hicks : My bon'ble friend has not quoted the
s8ction, which goes ou to say ;

2
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“ Any Ministers #o appointed shall hold office during his (the
Governor's) pleasure.”

Sir H. Craik : Might I, as a member of tha Joint Committee,
point out that the nomination of these Ministers is in the hands of
the Governor, but we were repeatedly assured that the Governor
would be responsible to the Secretary of State That is quite
independent of the methods that may be used by the Assembly for
removing such Mimsters. The original appeintment of the Ministers
is in the hands of the Governor, and the Governor 13 responsible to
the Secratary of State who 1s answerable to this House,

Mr. Spesker. The noble Lord asked me a general question;
and [ said, inreply, the legal phrass, “Dolus latet in generali-
bus,” [ will not answer it 1n general terms. 1 will only say that it
must depend 1n each case upon the events into which 1t is desired
to enquire, and upon the questions which are put. We are now
commencing & new era 1n Indis, and 1t appeared to me yesterday,
and still sppears to me to-day, that it would bo extremely un-
derirable 1f this House were to attempt to undertake the funetion
of controlling or eriticising the Ministers who are responsible to the
newly created legislative odies  After &ll, the Mimisters, however
chosen, however selected, are the Ministers of those legislative
bodies. They presumably have their coufidence, their <alaries are
voted by them. Talk of dyarchy! It would indeed be dyerehy if
we suporvised those Ministers as well as the legislative councils to
whom they are responsible ' For that reason I think that we had
far better begin to abstaining from asking questions and eriticising
the Minsters who have been duly relected by the Governor, under
the statutory powers which this House bas given him for that
purpose.

SirH. Craik : On the point of order, may I say, with great
respect, that the question raised was not in regard to any criticism
of the action of the Mimster who is now responsible to the Assem-
bly in Indin A question was raised with regard to the action of
the Governor who is subject to the Secretary of State. The guestion
had relation not to the action of the Minister, but solely to the
aetion of the Governor in appointing the Mimster and we contend
that the Governor, in so doing, was responsible to the Secretary of
State, and, through him, to this House.

Mr. Speaker: The question was intended to hit the Minister
through ths bady of the Governor.

Sir . Davision: My question was : waa it a fact that the
Governor had appointed to a Ministry in the Punjab a gentleman
who had been convicted of rebellion against the Crown ; and, as the
Governor was appointed on the recommendation of the Prime
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Miniater, I thought that that was a question whbich wight be seked
in this House.

Viscount Curzon : The question that [ asked the Minister
was * was it 8 fact, ns stated, that this man was a convicted rebel,
and that he held jurisdiction over a large number of Europeans.
The statement appeared in the Press that he was a convicted rebel
and I wanted to know for information whether it was 20 or not. To
that you replied that it did not seem to be a matter for this Parlia-
ment May | now ask whether | was entitled to have the informa-
tion for which [ asked, without any reference to criticising the
action of any one ?

Mr. Speaker: If you say that a man is a convicted rebel, [
tbink you criticise bim. You do not do him any good.

Mr Devlin: Do | understand that n rebel 1s entitled to be s
Minster if be 18 not convicted ¥

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member is leading me into deep
waters.

The point was raised again on March lat, when Sir H,
Craik asked : —

1 desire, with your permission, Mr. Speaker, to raise a point of
order arising out of certain rulings which you gave on Wedneaday
and Thursday last, which rulings have given rise to anxiety in
many quurters  This 15 due to an interpretation being placed
upon them which [ think they were not intended to hear. The point
arose on Weduesday (23rd) with reference to a question as to the
action of a Governor in appointing a certain Minister, and you eaid, Sig,

“ That does not seem to be a matter for tnis Paritament.”

You further stated:

" The House having given practically Home Rule or something
in the nature of Home Rule to these Counoile, the less it interferes
with these Councile the better.”

On Thureday in reply to a question of my own as to the
responsibility of the Governor to this House through the Secretary
of State, quite irrespective of any question of the Minister or the
Courieil, you stated :

‘“The question was 1ntended to hit the Minister through the
body of the Governor.”

I desire to raise now po question in regard to the Minister of
tho Local Council, nor, so far as I understood, was either of these
involved in the question of the responsibility of the Governor to
this House through the Secretary of State for India. [ venture to
to call your attention to the Preamble of the Act of 1919, wherein,
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in reference to the progreesive realisation of responsible Government
in British India, it is stated :

* Progressive in giving effect to this policy can only be ashisved
by suocessive stages’” and farther :

“ The time and manner of each advance can bs determined
only by Parhament upon whom the responsibility lies for the welfare
and advancement of the Indian peoples.”

I would further eall your attention to the fact that the appoint-
ment of the Minister rests solely with the Governor, and that under
the Act and in accordance with the strong recommendation from the
Joint Committee, responsibility to this House through the Secratary
of State is strongly affirmed, and any rules restricting such respon-
sibility muet be approved by Parliament under Section 83 of the
Act. I desire, therefore, to ask you whather we are right in assum-
ing that nothing n your rulings of last week should be understood
as limiting the power of Parliament to supervise the action of officers
poting in India under the Secretary of State, or the right of members
of thie House to raise questions as to such action.

Mr. Speaker . I thank the right hon’ble gentleman for baving
been kind enough to postpone from yesterday to to-day the raising
of this point of order. That bas given me more time to look into
the matter and refresh my memory by reading again the Preamble
to the Act of 1919, The more 1 look at 1t the more ! am 2onvinced
that I was right. The last paragraph says :

““ And whereas concurrently with the gradusl development of
sell-governing institutions 1n the Provinces of India it is expedient
to give to thosc Provinces in provincihl matiors the largest measure
of independence of the Government of Indis which 1s compatible with
the due discharge by the latter of 1ts own responsibilities...”

Ii, therefore, this House was of opinion that it was desirable
to give the Provinees of Indis the largest possible measnre of inde
pendence of the Government of India, 'a fortiory’, it 18 desirable
that those provinces should be given a large measure of 1udependence
of ibe Imperial Parliament. That was my reading and that is my
reasoning upon the Preamble. I have also looked at the Act again.
1 bave come to tbe conclusion that, having started npon this new
departure of grantirg a measure of self government to the Provinces
of Indis, it ie highly undesirable that this House should interiere
in any way with the control by those provincial legislatures of their
own affaira, The Ministers who are selected by the Provinecial
Governors are seledted under the Act of Parlhiament by the Governors,
but the Miniaters ara responsible to the Legislative Councils of
thoes Provinoss, ané Eﬂp??ﬂthis House were to pass some ocensurs,
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either direet or indirect, upon such a Minister, it would be futile.
Therefore, it Is very undesirable that it should be done or that any
step should be taken which would lead up to it,

It seems, therefors, to me that, taking the broad view of the situa-
tion, Parlisment intended to transfer to theee Provinces of India com-
plete control, subject, possibly, to the action of tha Indian Legislature,
of the transferred subjects and those are the only ones Iam referring
to. For that purpose the Governors of Provinces aie empowered to
seleot Ministers who will be responsible to the Provincial Legialative
Couneil. Therefore, to permit criticism of the character or conduoot
of the Governors in the matter of trauslerred subjects appeara to
me to nullify the intentions of the Act. 1 bave also come to the
following conclusion. 1f it s desired to condemn the action of any
@Governor in 8 matter not transferred, it is open to & member to
make & motion of s character amilar to that which is made in the
casa 'of the Governor-General of India or the Lord-Lieutenant of
Ireland, That, ] think, replies to the last part of the hon member’s
point of order as to the power of this House to supervise the aotion
of the officers acting under the Secretary of State.

Sir H. Craik : With all respect to your ruling, may I point out
that I intended, and I thought 1 had conveyed my meaning, to
ecoufie my point solely to the question, not of the case of Ministers
dealing with transferred subjects bub of the aotion of the officers
responsible through the Secrotary of State to this House in their
general adminiatrative aets. [ was not referring to the transferred
subjects at all. The appointment ol those Ministers is not &
transferrod suhject. It 13 a matter lor which the Govarnors are
responeible, as | understand, to this House ; but I gather from the
last words that fell from you that you leave to members the right
to raige questions as to the action of such officers

Mr. Speakor: That is so 1 acoept the view of the 1ight hon,
zentleman, but upon the question of trausferrad subjects I still hold
that there is no right of interference by this House.

Lord Hugh Ceail : Of course we recognise that it is for the
Chair to determine questions of order, but 1 do not quite understand
how this is & question of order. It way or may not bo desirable
to interfare with transferred subjects, but it is for the Houss to
consider the question ; 1t is not a matter for the Chair,

Mr, Speaker: The noble lord, I thivk, was not here when
questions were put last week which raised the point of order.
That is why I wae brooght in.

Sir W. Joynson Hiske: May I ask, in view of the judgment
which you have now delivered, that the action of the Governor
wmsy be criticised whether au sppointment by & Governor of A or
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P is not ap aet coming direotly nnder your ruling, seeing that the
Governor .is responeible to the Secretary of State for his action
We do not want to ask the views of yourseli or of any other
member as to the socts of individual Ministers, but may we not,
under gour ruling, ask whether a Governor has appointed A or B
as 8 Minister!

Mr, Speaker: [ thought that I hadgnswered that question,
Ag a result of my construction of the Act it places him in the same
position as the Governor General. If criticism be desired, a motion
should be put down 1n the ordinary way and discussed in this
House

Sir J. D. Rees: Will not the difficulties of the Indian
(Goverpors, which are already sufficient, be immensely inoreased if
the House 1s to discuss and criticise their appointments of
Mipisters ¥

Mr. Speaker | am much obhged to the hon. Baronet for
his anpport.

Mr Roneld MeNeill: Are pot the restrictions and rules with
regard to the putting of gquestions in this House definitely laid
down in the Manual of Procedure which is 1n the hands of all
Members, and would 1t not be more desirable that the Standing
Orders on which those rules are based should be altered tc meet
these growing requirements than that the existing rules should be
extended, however desirable 1t may be, by the exercise and discre-
tion of the Chair? It would give much more certain guidance to
bon, members and, 1n view of the growing importance of the rela-
tions between the lmperial Parliament and subordinate Parliaments,
this 18 a matter which may came up 1n the future 1n many respscta.

Mr. Spesker: There are no Standing Orders applicable to tha
present case, but there is no reason, if the House thinks fit, why
1t shoald not 1ntroduce such a Standing Order as the hon, gentle-
marn suggests.

Mr Oimsby Gore: Is it correct to use the words '‘ subordinate
Parliaments” for the Legislatures of Canada and the Commonwealth
of Australial Is not that one of the things most resented in the
Commonwealth and 1s 1t not much more desirable, if we are going
to frame a new Standing Order dealing with the powers of this
House to question all these various Legislatures of the Empire, that
the word "' subordinate” should be carefully kept out in each ocase ?

Iaeut. Colonel Archer Shee: Is 1t not the fact that India is ®
eelf governing dominion §

Mr. Spesker : We are getting rather far from the point from
which we started.
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BURMA REFORMS IN THE LORDS
HOUSE OF LORDS—8TH MAKCH 1981

Early in March 1921 the Burma Reforma Bill came bafore
Parliament. 1o the House of Lords, on March 8, 1921, Lord Lytton
moved the second reading of the Government of Burms Bill whioh,
he satd, constituted Burma a Governor's Province within the maaning
of the Government of India Act. The text of the Bill 18 given
below :—

A Bill for applying to Burma the provisions of the Government of India
Aot with respect to Governor's provinces and for purposes connected therewith.

Be 1t enacted by the EKing's Most Excellent Majesty, by and with the
advice and consent of the Lorde Bpiritual and Temporal and Commons, in this
present Parliament assembled and by the authority of the same as follows —

(I} Section 46 of the Government of [adia Act (which makes provision as
to the mode of the Goviernment 1o Governor's provinces) shall have effect a8
though Burma were 1ncluded amongst the Provinees spreihed 1o subsection (1)
thereof and all the provisions of that Act which relate to Gouvernors’ Provinces
sball apply to the Provinee of Burma accordingly .

Provided that (A) Bub-Section (2) of Section 72 (A) of that Act which
relates amougst other things to the proportion of elected members in the
Uovernor’s Legmlative Councils shall, 1o 1ts application to Burma, have effect
a8 though 60 percent were substituted for 70 percent, and (B) the number of
members of the Legislative Council of Burma sball be ninety-two and the tirst
schedule of the Governmeut of India Act shall have cffect accordingly, and (C)
the maximum sunual salary of the Governor of Burma shail be ts 190,000 and
the maximum annuval salary of the wmembers of the Executive Council of the
Governor uf Hurma shall be Re. 48,000 and the secoud schedule to the Govern-
ment of India At shall have effect accordingly

(2) Sub-Seonon (1) of Bection 6 of the Yovernment of India Act 1 hereby
repealed

{3) (1) This Act may be cited as the Government of Burma Act 1021

(4) Bub Scctions (2) and (5) of Scction 47 of the Government of [ndia Act
1919 (which retate rospectively to the date of the commencement und the
removal of certain difficnlties) shall apply to this Act as they apply to that Act
as thongh berein set out and expressly made applicable to the snbject-matter
of this Act. ’

Ii the Bill were enacted, a committes was to proceed to Burma
to make enguiries locally and to 1ssue recommerdations with
regard to the division of the functions of Government and the
distribution of frauchise in & similar manner to the case of India
subject to the rules which might be based on the report of that
sommittee. The Bill when enacted would establish the principle
of Dyarchy, the number of elected members would be sixty instead
of seventy per cent, bscause there was in Burma a large mixture of
distinctive races which diferentiated it to some extent from India,
and in order to secure adequate representation for these without the
the necessity for establishing a community of franchise communities,
they proposed to have & larger number of nominated members than ju
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India. In deferenoe to very strong pressure from the Government of
India & clause had been inserted 1n the first draft bill making the
title of the Vicoroy 1n future the Governor Geueral of India and
Burma in order to mark the fact that Burma was diszinet from India,
but on further consideration this clause was dropped. The
Government however wa: very anxious to find if there was any
possible way of meeting Burninse sentiments in this connection and,
1 the bill were referrad to a Joint Committee, the committee would
be asked to try to find moans of making this d¥stinetion,

Lord Lytton pointed out that Burma could have been consti-
tuted 1 Governor’s Province without an  Act of Parliament merely
by the authority already vested in the Sec of State under existing
legislation, but uufortonately there was difference of opinion between
the Government of India and Mr Montagu with regard to the
Constitution which should be established in Burwa, and Mr Montagu
had decided to allow Parliament todecide. The Government of
India bad been invited to reconsider their proposals but could not
agree to the proposal to apply the principle of Dyarchy to Burma or
to make it a Governor's Province, In transmitting a resolution of
the Legislative Council of Burma the Government of Burma had
made significant admission. Lord Lytton said that as a result of the
Joint Seleot Cowmittee’s recommendations in 1919 and Mr.
Montagn’s announcement 1 1920 it was no longer possible to
differentiate Burma very maternslly from the Indian Provinoes.
Although the opinion in Burmsa itself undoubtedly favoured the
polioy -embodied in the Bill, the Government of India did not agree,

Lord Lytton emphastaad that the bill, which two years ago
represented the opinion of the advanced section in Burma, now
represented the opinion of the Moderates. The Government could
have over-ridden the Government of India and instructed them
to. upply the Aot by notification, but instead Mr. Montagu
properly decided to submit the whole case to Parliament, He
asked the Lords to allow the bill to go before a standing
joint committes on Indian affaire and to let the committee in-
vestigate the whole matter including the alternative proposals
of the Government of India. The committea would have all
relevant doouments and would be able if they wished to hear
evidence from the Government of India and from represertatives
of Burma, and after they had fully investigated the matter they
would report to Parliament and the bill would return to the J.ords
with the recommendations of the committes.

Lord Sydenham moved the rejection of the bill declaring that
it came to the House against the wishen of the Government of India,
‘the Government of Burma and the opimon of the greatest experts
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on Burmi. Woe should wait to sce, said be, how diarchy was
going to work out in Indis.

Lord Ampthill declared that abrogation of the funotions of,
Parliament to the comm:ttes wonld be the most dangerous oconatitu-
rional 1nnovation and moved an adjournment of the debate until the
correspondence between the Government of Burma, the Government
of India and Mr. Montagu had been laid on the table. He objected
to diarchy snd said that they should soe what the Indtans thought
of dyarchy before applying 1t to Burma.

Lord Selbourne agreed that the question of Seli-Govarnment for
Burms might usefully be threshed out by a joint committos but he
pointed out that the bill committed them to the principle that
Burma should remain part of the Indiran System. That was extra-
ordinerily important. When the joint committee considered the
Government of India hil be bad received a definite impression that
Burma ought not to be part of the Indian System, but ought to
be made a separato Goverument because the oconditions in Burma
were wholly different irom those in India. He supported Lord
Ampthill’s motion because they ought to know why the question
had been: prejudged.

Lord Lytton replying said there was nothing in the bill with
regard to Burma remaining a part of the Indlan System. Nothing in
the bill proposed to alter that Possibly the select committee would
recommend the separation of Burma from India, but whether Burma
separated or not they must still deal with its Constitution. The whole
question was what was the best machinery or form of Government
to achieve the ultimate goal of Self Govornment. The House would
be hetter able to decide when they had before them not ouly the
despatches which would be published but all documents and evi.
dence that would be eubmitted to the joint committee. He would
be quite willing that papers should be published to enable them
to form opimon on the issues between the Government of India
and Mr, Montagu but be begged them not to delay in submitting
the bill to the select committes because further delay was unsafe
and unwise. The Government wae convineed that the time had
come when intention must be shown to fulfil the pledge of Self-
Government for Burma,

Replying to I,ord Sydenham [ord Lytton indicated that if the
bill were rejected Mr. Montagu would have no alternative but to
proceed under the Government of India Act with his policy in his
own way. Lord Sydenham thereupon withdrew the motion of rejee-
tion, Tord Ampthill's motion was carried by 36 votes to 31.

2(a)
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The India Emergency Committee

Other mattors conneoted with Indis were alsc debated in the
Lords on the ssme day. Lord Lytton, as the spokesman of the
India Office, assured the House that Parliament bad the right _to
review the administration of the transferred subjeots by the Indian
Minister, but toned down his remarks by saying that Pa;lmmqnt
must exercise self-restraint in interfering ;_“:ith the ndmlmstrs.stwe
discretion of the local Government in India in regard to subjects
that were not reserved. The Sydenhsm gang, however, went in for
» considerable heckling of the Under-Secy, and queastion after ques-
tion was put about the lot of British officials serving under Indian
Ministers and their right to appeal from the Ministers’ decision,

Not content with their obstructionist tactics in Parliament the
Die-hard party, led by the redoubtable O'Dwyer and Lords
Sydenham and Ampthill, started a propagandist party of their own
and named 1t the India Emergency Committee, In o manifesto that
they 1ssued they sald .—

For some time past accurate nformation of the general positron and trend
of events 1n India has not been obtainable in this country Oeccacional letters
of warnmg from iudividuals with firet-hand knowledge have appeared 1 the
Press ; but for the most part the rcal facts are \gnored or misrepresented,

The Government of India having giadually lost control of the wtuation
during the last three years has now ceased effectively to maintain law and order
Isolated groups of Furopeans are bring boyecotted and assanlted , Fnghsh girls
are pubbicly imsulted 1n the strests of the leading cities , serious faction hghta
between Indinns take pluce uncbecked and contribute to the growing diserder,
coutinusl etrikes are fostered by Home Rules 1n railway workshops and among
idustrial and transport workers, the lower ranks of Government employces,
and the memal arban population , threats are openly hurled against European
commerce und trade enterprise, In several places & simster combination for
dworderly ends has been formed under the aunspices of agitators between college
amul sehnnl students and the truculent nifi-raffs of the DBazars, and schools and
eolleges have 1n consequence been closed

The Montagn reforms are spurned by the cxtrcmists who are frankly
Rulshevist 1n their attitude towards the British Government, styling the latter
“ 'he Empire of Sin” , while nnity of the Provincial Governments {8 rendered
impossible by the presence of an expensive galaxy of Ingian Ministers, who,
where they bave not shown themselves defimtcly hostile, are wholly Jokewsrm
1 thewr support of the British adminietration

The Puoblic Bervices are disheartened by lack of support and by the
paralysis of the Central Government , truc Indian loyalsts are openly harrassed
and boyeotted by the revolutionary party and are denied protection : while, acoor-
ding to the latest ruling of the Speaker, Parhament 18 apparently debarred from
tmposing any cffective check upon a general sutrender to our enemics nlndia

In order to draw attention to the danger of the prescnt sitaation 1n India
end to explain more fully 1ta ealient featores, an Emergemcy Committee has
been formed which will conduct aun extensive campaign to draw attention to
‘the grave penil that threatun our Fastern Ewmpire, In this connection
B public meeting 18 to be held at the Cannon-strect Hotel, London, on
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Thareday, 17th March, at 2-15 p. m. Lord Awpthil will take the chair, and
the speakers will jnclade Lord Bydenham, Bir William Joynson-Hicks,
Charles MoLeod, Colonel Applin and others.

Charles McLeod Michael O'Dwyer J. C. Shorrock
Sydenham Ampthill R. V. K. Applin
W Joyneon-Hicks Btanley Machin

The India Emergency Committee, 64 Victoria.Street, Weatminister, March 8th,

Accordingly, on March 17th, 1921 a largs meeting was beld in
the Cannon Street Hotel to protest against Mr. Moutagn's polioy
in India. An overflow meeting was held in the adjoining Pillar
Hall where Col. Applin took the Chair., Lord Ampthill, the presi.
dent, and Lord Sydenbam denounced Mr Moutagu and all those
connected with his policy, in their usual bullying language; the
policy of the Secretary of State was intelligible only if he were a
member of a Belsbevist Govt, ' Genersl Dyer had saved India! Mr.
Mahomed Ali was the King's enemy ! Gandhi had declared that he
preferred Bolshevist to British rule ! The agitators had followed
the Duke of Connaught as he toured in India and had proclaimed
that the King was powerless ! Such were the burden of the spesches
of these aslf-styled well-wishers of the Indian peopla !

Tho climax bowever was reached when that hero of the Punjab,
Sir Michel O’'Dwyer, rose to epeak. He gave u lurid deecription of
what was happening or what he thought was happening in Indis,
the processions and hartals, tho agitation set on foot by Gandhi, the
way in which the Indian Govt. was lizking the boots of the
extremists, and 1f was amazging that a country which had defeated
the Kuiser should hnve sunk so low! And so on. Finally, amidat
wild scenes of exultation the following resolution was passed.

“This meeting desires to impress on His Majesty’s Government the grave
nature of the situatien which bhas arisen in India, 1mpenll.ng the lives nm:}
interests of His Majosty®s loyal fubjects, both British und Indan, owing to the
farlure of His Majesty's Government to deal vromptly and effectivily with seditis
ons agitation, aud asserts the rght of athiament and the British pubhe to be
kept fully informed of the facts and of the meacures which are being adopted for.
the restoiation of contidence and tranqmlity 1 India"

It is only pecessary to add that the formation of this vigilent
emergency comnmuttee was viewed with alarm by most Enghishmen
in India as being calculated further to msake things difficult for
them 1 lndia. The European elected members of the Legielative
Assembly, Delhi, accordingly, sent a meesage of protest to which
Lord Ampthill curtly replied : ‘ Mind your own business,’



Lancashire Deputation to Mr. Montagu
JNDIA OFFICE—23RD MARCH 1921

By far the most important affair in England about India early
in 121 was the great sgitation carried on "¥gsinst tbe fiscal anto-
nomy which India was slowly going to secure for herself. A very
strong and influential deputation of Capital and Labour of Lanca-
shire interested in the Cotton trade waited on Mr. Montagu
to press thenr opposition to the new Indian customs dutiee on
cotton goods, They tried to argue, snd then to threaten the
Secretary of State, that the new fisoal arrangements in India
must go a8 Lhey meant loss to their trade. The tone in which
the spesches were made, and their phraseology—espscially those
of the labour members, showed how very determined they
were to regain their fiseal dictatorial powers over Indis. Very
elsborate srrangements to receive the deputation were made
in the Council Chamber at the India Office It was headed hy Sir
William Barton, M. P, who introduced the doputation and consisted
of more than 100 members representing the industrial, commereial
and financial interests of Lancashire, Yorkebire and Cheshire—the
weslthiest and (he most influential countries of England,

Sie William Barton, who has the singular knack of saying hard
things 10 & very pleasant way, accused Mr Montagu of sacrifiong
Lancashire, which depends so much on lndian custom, to plaeate
Indian politicians who favuured the cotton duties in order to benefit
mill-owners in India. It bad not been dictated by considerations of
revenue, he said, It was protective. It was inequitable towards the
Indian consumer,

Mr. Tom Garnett, the representative of the Cotton Spinners’
and Manufacturers’ Association of Manclester, sketshed the history
of the cotton duties from 1895 to 1917, n order to make out thas
Lancashire had been wronged by the raising of the cotton duty with-
out also raising the oxcise. He gave Mr Moutagu to understand
‘thet 1n 1917 an undertaking bad been given to Lancashire that
no forther increase 1 cotton duties wonld be sllowed in India
‘without prior coneultation with Laucashire The new duty,
Mr Garnett declared, will not be paid by Laucashire, but will be
‘passed on to the Indian consumer, who will suffer. India 10 Lanca-
‘shire's greatest customer because Lancashire ean supply cotlon goods
jbetter than anybody alse. Lancashire did not ack for any preference.
;put be immodiately afterwards told Mr. Montsgn and his
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colleagues that if he wants more revenue he must raise the exoise
duty. The cotton industry in Lancashire was, be added, a great
national and Imperial seset, The dutiea which be bad sanctioned
were dealing a blow to the revival of this trade, which was passing
throngh the greatest crisis that ho, with hia 50 years’ experience,
could recall. 1f pame arises in Lancashire it will spread elsewhere,
because the ramifications of the cotton trade extend very far
Lancashire, he said, was uot greedy and indifferent. It was generous
and pubhe-spirited. Though the Civil War in Ameriea had hit it
hard, yet eo keen was it upon the.abohfion of slavery that 1t did not
side with the Southern States, Presumbly Mr Montagu wae to infer
fiom that passage that be was siding and abetting Indians bent
upon destroying this 1dealistic Lancashire !

Mr Garnett concluded by reminding the Sacratary of State
not to forget that so long as Parhament remain responsible, to any
degree, for the administration of Indinn aflairs, Lancashire will not
submit to India putting on protective dnties to barm Laneashire
trade.

Mr. Smethurst, reprssenting the Master Cotton Spinners
of Mauchester, quoting figures, some of them complied by Sir
William Meyer, sought to prove that the Indian ocotton indus-
try was a thrining industry, and had been steadily driving
Lancashire out of the Iundian market. Bombay mill-owners, he
contented, were rolling 1n wealth  The dividends had gone up from
about B per cent 1n 1914 to almost 45 per cent in 1920, Such an
industry needed ne protectivn, He affected to lauvgh at publio
opinion in India, but confessed that sentiment in the Indian legisla-
ture favoured protection, Whenever India bes the opportunity, he
declared, she would go plump protectiomst. And he called upon His
Majesty’s Government to protect Lancashire against that disaster,
The note on which he concluded bis speech was that Lancashire
will give the Government no peace until its demand was concedad.

Mr, Grant, representing the Dyers, Bleachers and Fimshers
of Manchester, told Mr. Montagn and s colleagues that what
disadvantageously affocted Lancashire also disadvantageously affeoted
the numerous industries not only in England butin the conti-
guous countries as well, because thoso industries depended
upon the product of ILancashire’s spiudles and looms  Follow-
ing the lead given by the previous speaker, be scoffed gt
public opimon in India, said that tne frauchise was very limted,
and the demand for the new duties was not a demand from the
people of India, but on the contrary was made at the behest of the
Indian mill ownere. Constitutionally, be informed Mr Mountagu,
His Masjesty’s Governmen! had full control ever Indian finances, md
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he appealed to him to protect the export trade of England whioh
was at the mercy of Indian protectionista,

Then came the first Labour espeaker, Mr, Robineon, s rather
short, equare man who emphatically stated that in the matter of
Indian cotton duties, the operatives were in entire agreement with
the employars, and would work shoulder to shoulder with the
masters. Over 200,000 operatives in Lancashire were without work
and 1n receipt of doles. Since they bad résurned from the war they
had not had an hour’s work. India may have fought in the war,
but what wae ber share compared with Lancashire’s If India
needed more money, why could she not put an excess profits duty or
raise the excise ! As long as India was a part of the Empire, the
Secretary of State should see that Lancashire got fair play from India.

Mr. Thomasson, another Workers’ representative, 1nformed Mr.
Montagu that the workers were determined to see this thing
through to the end. Justice must be done to Lancashire.

Mr Cross, the third Labour representative, reminded the Secre-
tary of State and his Councillors that it would not do for bim to
jgnore the temper of the Lancasbire worker. The duty hust the
employees even more than it did the employers, because tha eapital-
ists could take their eapitsl and go elsewhere, whereas the lzbourer
could not do so The Indian people wers given an open market in
Britain, which refused to put a shilling’s worth of protection on
their goods The 1nference was that Britamn demanded hke treat-
ment from India  He asked if the work people of India wished to
throw the workers of England out of employment Evidently he
must have realised that his words and attitude were quite thraat.
ening, tor he bimself admitted feeling “‘protty warm” on the subjeet,

As soon as Mr Cross sat down, Sir William Barton rose and told
the Secratary of State that the Lancashire case had been made out.

Thereupon Mr. Montagn made s reply.

Mr Montagu’s Reply

Mr. Montagu opened his reply by denving the impression that
aeemed to have got abroad that the Govt of lodia had taken the first
ghange of the newly found hberty to pav off an old score and 1mpose
a duty with the main object of protecting the Indian outton goods
and inuring the Lancashire trade. Admittedly, the duties are
proteotive, Nevertheless, pending the tinal settlement of the future
Indian fiscal policy, 1t was imperative to imposé new taxation which
happeued to be protective in incidence, He quoted from the budget
showing the unavoidable deficit mainly in consequence of the
fnorease 1n <aliries, fall 1n exchangs, trade slump and heavy military
#harges As regards the latter, Mr. Montagu pointed out that the
$gore Jor defence was the very loweet that the Government of India



98 aam, '31) 70 THE SEC, OF STATE 8t

coald aocept if they were to ba in s position to fulfil the respen-
sibilities to India and to Parhament for the peace and good
Government of the country. Then 'he declared that the Government
of India, during the past few years, had explored every source of
18veuue.

In reply to a question why they did not have excess profits
duty, Mr. Montagu pointed out that Indis bad such a tax, but the
request for 1ts removal, which was so vociferous in Eugland, had
trrumphed s bit earlier in India, Thers was no money availsble
from Provincial Governmeats, becauvse their contributions were fixed
by the Statute. A largs tax had already been imposed on railways,
Optum was & vanishing sourca of revenus, whilst the tax on salt,
which touched the pockats of the very poorsst, was unthinkable.
Postal rates aud income-tax had been greatly put up already, and,
consequently, the customs rematned Lhe sole source for fresh revenue.
Mr. Montagu emphasised tn this connection that evtton had not been
singled out but, ou the contrary, the tax applied to the whole amonnt
of exports. The best proof, he said, that we were seeking revenue
and uot protection, was the withdrawal of the concossion which bad
hitherto been allowed on machinery for cotton mills.

Mr. Moutagu did not destte to argue the case on economio
grounds, Most of the deputstion, hike bimself, were free traders,
but he rarely met an lndian who believed in any doctrine exoept
protection. Admittedly, it would bs theorstically possible to formd
the introduction of the badget propoaals, but actually 1t would be
absolutely impossible, because he would have to veto the whole
Bull, leaving the Govarnment of India uoue nf the 1ncreased revenue,
to meet the increasad charges. Ou the other hand, supposing he ’
had refused permission, the Governmont of Indis would have had,-
to propose to the Legislative Assembly dutics on cotton, coupled
with the corresponding exsise. Mr. Moutagu was sure that the
Assembly would overwhelmingly deteat such a Bill,

Answering to the argument that the taxes were imposed for the
beuefit of the Bombay millowners, Mr, Montagu pointed out that
the proposal to 1ucrease the tax to 12 half per cent was supporte
by the Bombay members, perhaps, to soms extent, as a counter-blast
to the Manchester agitation, and was defeated mainly on account,
of the realisation that the interests of consumers should have the
firat consideration, and also beewuse at the present time it was
unjustifiable to engage in a measure of protection for other than
revenue-producing purposss.

In regard to the constitutional issue, Mr Montagu quoted the
Selbourna Committee’s recommendation 1n 1919 on the Government
of Ludiy Bill vo the effect that while no statutory change can be wnd
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with regard to the Government of India’s fisoal meszsures, while the
(Governor General remains responsible to Parliament. the conventions
governing the matter may wisely be modified to mest tbe fresh
crreumstances caused by the creation of tho Legislative Assembly
with an elected majority, Only exceptional circumstances would
justify the Secretary of Scite intervening in matters purely of
Indian interest. Hera the Government and the Legislaturs of India
were in agreement, Mr. Montagu further Baid that the door for
negotiation between India and the rest of the Empire was open, but
negotiation without power to legislate was likely to remain ineffec-
tive. A satistactory solution of the question could only be guaranteed
by granting to the Government of India the liberty to devise tariff
arrangements most suitable for India’s needs as an intagral portion
of the British Empire Whatever might be the right fiscal policy
for India, she should have soma liberty to consider her interests as
Great Britain, Australia, New Zealand, Canada and Scuth Africa
haid. Mr. Montagu proceeded by saying that after that report by an
suthoritative Committee, eoupled with Lord Curzon's promise ip the
House of Lords, 1t was sbsolutely impoesible for him to interfere
with the right which bad been wisely given and which he was
determined to0 maintain, namely, to give the Government cf India
the right to constder Indian 1nterest just like Great Britain and the
rost of the Empire. Mr. Montagu recalled that the Labonr Members
had given their valuable support to the passage of the Reforms Bill,
although they had desired even greater liberty for India, and, con-
sequently, he was astomsbed to hear the arguments of the Labour
representatives 1u the present case. He was convinced that British
trade could not prospsr in India without the good-will of India, which
was best secured by letting India bave ber own fiscal way. While he
was sure that the Government of Indin’s future fiscal policy
would be protective, because Indians and Enghshmen there
‘were nearly wholly in favour of protection, he hoped that 1in
‘the system ultimately adopted, India, of her own free will, after
garefully exploring the methods by which 1t could best be aecom-
phshed, would tuke ber stand in the system of Imperial preference
which bad been adopted by Australia, New Zealand, Canada, South
Africa and Great Britain, if only to demonstrate to the world her
gohidurity within the British Empire. Nevertheless, 1t would be
the most profpund mistake to use the statutory powers to force
Imperial preference upon her.

Mr Mountagu assured the deputation that India had only used
her fisenl hiberty which was promised her in 1919, in accordance with
the principlet 1 which she beligves i order fo obtiin absolutely
ReCcossary revenues,
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Referring to she Lancashire Commoners' suggestion to ssnd »
deputation to India to discuss the matter with the Government of
ladis and Membors of the Assembly, Mr. Moataga opined that it
would be a good thing to sit down and talk with the people in whoss
oustody the matter reated, with a view to arriving at a mutual advan-
tage based upon the recognition that India bas power under the
solemn pledge to devise ber own tariffs when under the regrettabie
pevessity of raising revenue for her own and imperial needs, Beoauss
the defeunce of India was co-incidental with the defence of the Empire,
he was sorry that he was not in oloser agresment with the deputa-
tion, but deolared that they were soting in regard to India as much
as they did in regard to other parts of the Empire. He believed
that the principle of freedom, which was very dear to the hearts of
the people of j.ancashire, would not be denied to the people of Indis.
Although the electorate of India was still vary limited, it was vass:
compared with any previous electorate, and “having got the most
Ropresentative Assembly you can, you may trust the electorate -
which elects to the Assembly to see that ite action is in harmony
with the wishes of the electorate.”

At Mr. Montagu's request, Sir-Charles Stuart Bayley, ex-Lieut,
Governor of Bebar, and Vice president of the India Council, address.
ed the deputation, and explained the burning nature of the cotton
goods question. In reply to the insinuation about public opinion
in India which he deprecated, he pointed out that it was diffionlt
accarately to ascertain the public opinion of any eountry, particularly
of a huge population like that of India. One might question what
publie opinion in Britain was, Nevertheless, he was sure that the
Europeans and also Indians, who were sufficiently aducated to
express an opinion, were unanimous on the matter and oonsideregd
that [ndia had been badly treated in the matter of cotton duties.

Ip the end Sir Bairton and Mr, Tom Shaw thanked Mr, Montagy
for his patient heariny of Lanoashire’'s oase, although tbey were nab
satisfied with the explanation. Mr. Tom Shaw urged Mr. Montags
to make friendly representations to India, pointing out thed
200,000 unemployed in England were likely to be injured by the
polioy complained of. Mr. Montagu promised to eonvey to Indis the
views that had been stated, but he could not recede from the
position that India must be permitted to deviss her own tarill ip;
her own interests. The deputation then withdrew,



Interpellations in Parliament

Some of the mote important interpellations in Patliament
on Indian affaira early in 1921, showing the trend of British
feeling on India, are reproduced below from Hansard .—

HOUSE OF COMMONS—23RD FEBRUA4RY 1921

Reductions in the Indian Army

Sir J. D, Rees asked the Secretary of State for India whether
he can give the House any information regarding recent or prospeo-
tive reductions 1n the Indian Army?

Sir W, Joynson-Hicks asked the Secretary of State for India
whether ho is aware of the anxiety eaused 1n India by the proposal
to reduce the Army below pre War limits, whether such proposals
had the approval of the Commander 1y Chief ; and when the deci-
sion was arrived at 1

Sir 0. Yate nsked the Secretary of State for India how many
regiments of cavalry and battalions of wnfantry are to be reduced in
the Indian Army , what was the number of each in 1914 , and
what will be the number when the propoted reductions are
earried out |

Mr. Montagu : There were in Aden and India in 1914 : —39
Indien cavalry regiments, 132 battalions of Indian infantry and
pioneers, and, 1n addition, 6 Indian 1nfantry battalions in overseas
gatrisons, Arrangements are now being made to mamtain in India :
21 Indian cavalry regiments, 132 battalions of Indian mfantry and
poneers, with a somewhat reduced establhishment In addition
there will remain tbe Indian cavalry and infantry units employed
oversene But the question of the final post-War strength of the Army
in India 18 engaging the close attention of His Majesty’s Government,
and 1 hope to make a statement to day fortnight.

Sir W, Joynson-Hicks : [ hope I am not pressing the right
hon. Gentleman too far, but may 1 have the assurance that pending
1he statement no further reductions shall take place %

Mr. Montagu : Yes. Pending that statement no further redue-
fions are contemplated.

‘Lieut, Colonel Croft + In view of the fact that the last answer
Weems to contradict the answer to a previous question, may 1 ack the
Tight bon, Gentleman if the discrepancy 1n the number of cavalry
regiments, between 39 and 21, 18 made up by oavalry regiments
#oerving in other theatres, or is there a reduction ?

Mr. Montsgn : The previous questions referred to reductiong
siready wade, This refers to reductions that are to be made,
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Lieut. Colousl Croft: Isit a fact that there is to be a very
considerable rednction in Indian cavalry regiments ¥

Mr. Moutagu : Yes, there is to be a considerable reduction.
1 think [ shall bo able to explain it to the satisfaction of the hon.
and gallant Member this day fortnight, when I hope to make a state-
ment on the whole question.

Mr, Gwynne ;: Will the right hon, Gentleman answer the last
pait of the Question, whether such proposals hud the approval of the
Commander 1n-Chief, and when the decizion was arrived at ?

Mr Montagu : | think the whole position will be made quite
clear when 1 am in a position to make a statement No reduetion
bas yet been sanctioned vn hbich thero has been discussion of any
sort or kind in the Government of India.

Sir C. Yate - How many regiments are serving abroad, and
deducting these, to what number will 1t actually be reduced 1

Mr. Montagu: [ should like to counsule the War Offica beiore
I eay bow many cavalry regiments are serving abroad for very obvi<
ous reasons, |{ the hon Member will put down a question | will
discuss with the War Office whether 1t 18 possible to give the
mformation without prejudice to the public interest.

Army (Strength).

Sir W Joynson-Hicks ssked the Secretary of State for India
how mat.. Indian cavalry regiments have been disbanded , whether
they were pre-War regiments . how many men have been disband-
ed ; and what pensions are boing given to them 1

Mr. Moutegn  Three Indian Cavairy Regiments were
dicbanded on 10th January, 1919, and the fifth additional squad-
rons of four Indian Cavalry Regiments were disbanded duning the
year 1920 None of theose regiments of squadrons ware pre-War
units, The establishment of the above units would amount to
2,160. Men serving on ordinary engagements get on disbandment
certain special conceasions in the way of pension or gratuity, 1am
sending my hon Friend a copy of these rules

Sir W Joynson-Hicks Will the Right Hon. Gentlemen take
great care that theze men do not go back to their homes and from
the focus of discontent in India }

Mr. Montagu: I think that 18 a vory important consideration,
~and I will forward my Ron. Friend’s suggestion to the Government
of India for consideration. )

Lient.-Commmander Kenworthy : Is not the loss of these regi-
ments compensated for by the development of flying squadrons {n
India, and ean we not look for some further economies by asroplanes
taking the place of cavalry i
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Mr. Montagu: In determining the post:War Army in India

all these faots will be taken into consideration.
Auxiliary Force

Sir C. Yate asked the Secretary of State for India the number
of voluntary enrolments in India up to dste under the Auxiliary
Foroe Bill and how this number compares with the number that
were enrolled under the Indian Defence Force Act ; snd what 1s
the date fixed as the time limit for volunteering under the new Act!

Mr. Montagu: A report, dated the 18th January, states that
“the Auxiliary Force is making good progress, and the numbers
already reoruited have now reached some 20,000 eut of a proposed
32,000 by the end of the financial year.” In Octobar, 1920, the
numbers in the Indian Defence Force were 33,401,

Sir C. Yate: Then there is a deficit now of 12,000 men ?

Mr. Montagu : Yes, of course it will take some time to
recreate & force whose number was temporarily created cduring the
War., 1t is hoped that 32,000, which is approximately the number,
will be recruited by the 31st March

8ir C. Yate: e the 3Ist March the date fixed on which the
question is to be compulsory or voluntary enlistment ? ‘

_ Mr. Montagu: No date has been fixed. As soon 'ss tho
Government of Indin say they caunot rawse the force they require
voluntarily, a compulsory force will have to be instituted , but at the
present moment they tell mo that recruiting is very satisfasctory.

8ir. C. Yate : Will the mght hon. Gentleman fix the date
on which that can be brought forward 1
~ Mr. Montagu : I prefer to leave 1t to the Government of India, whko
are quite aware of what will give them the force which they require.

HOUSE OF COMMONS—2ND MARCH 1921
Government Motor Vehicles

Mr. Manville asked the Secretary of State for India whether
an order for motor car chassis rejuired by the Government of India
bas been placed in Italy; and, if so, will he state the number of
the shassis s0 ordered and their value ?

Mr. Montagu : Orders for 144 motor vebicles of various kinde
have been placed in Italy on behalf of the Government of Indis at
a total cost of spproximately £79,000.

Mr. Manville : Does the right bon, Gentleman really think
that in times such as these the Government of India ought to have
ordered material of that sort from Italy, seeing what the position of
the motor car industry is in this country !

Bir Fortescue Flannery : Isit the policy of the Govt. ofIndis tq
buy oheaply or to atsist in the employment of British workere?
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Mr. Montagu: The Government of India bave to bave regard
to the interests of tbe Indian taxpayers. They would naturally
prefer to buy here rather than abrosd. The circumstances sonneoted
with this partioular purchase, which I understand were ambulance cars,
were that there was ready a surplus stock belonging to the Italian
Government, and they were required to meet an urgent demand.
British firms are going to tender for the remainder of the supply.

Viecount Curzon: Can the right hon, Gentleman say whether
these chassis were new or cars which had been nsed during the War !

Mr. Montagu: [ understand that they were surplus stock
belonging to the Italian Government, as far as the majority of the
cars are concerned. I am not sure whetber they were new or had
been used during the Wur.

Mr. Manville asked the Secratary of State for India whether
be is aware that British manufacturers are preparing special designs
for motor vehicles at the request of the India office and submitting
vehioles for trial in Apnl; and will he, under these circumstances,
see that the requirements of the India Office for mator transport
in India are satisfied through British manufscturers

Mr. Montsgu : Sample motor vehicles are heing prepared by
British manufacturers for trmal in India. Provided that these
samples prove to be satisfactory after trial, the High Commissioner
will give the British manufacturers full opportunities of tendering
for any supplies that may be required, and will give every attention
to such tenders.

The Indian Ciwvil Service.

Sir W. Joynson-Hicks asked the Secretary of State for India
whether the Report of the Joint Select Committee on the Guvern-
ment of India Bill, Clause 36, expressed the definite opinton that:
in the case of members of the Indian services who felt that they
ocould not usefully take part in the new reform schemes they sbould
be offered an equivalent csreer elsewhere or tbat they should be
sllowed to retire on proportionate pensions ; whether 1n eonsequence
of this recommendation, members of the Indian Civil Service memo-
rislised the Secretary of State with a view to securing such peneions *
whether the Secretary of State, 1n his despatch to the Viceroy of
October 1920, stated that he would not consent to a soale of pensions
which 1t would be open to any membar of the service to claim as s
matter of right on a mere statement that he found himself unable to
serve under the mew couditions ; upon what grounds he has over-
ridden the decision of the Joint Select Committee , and what 1s tho
present position with regard to members of the Indian Civil Service
who desire te retire on proportionate pensions?
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Mr Montsgu: The despateh to which my Hon, Friend refurs
does not in any way override the recommendatfon of the Joint
Select Committee, which can be adopted without devising a seale
of pengion. 1 ean assure the House that any case of the kind which
comes before the Secretary of State in Council will be dealt with in
strict nccord with the recommendation of the Joint Select Committee
and the pledges that | have given to the Houss.

oy
Provincial Legislative Council

Sir William Davison asked the Secretary of State for India
whether 1n the 1ustruetions 1ssuwed to the Governors of Indian
proviuces or presidencies, they are directed to safeguard all members
of His Majesty’s services 1n the legitimate exercise or their functions
and 1n the enjoyment of all recognised rights and privileges, and to
see Lhat no order of the Local Provincial Couneil or of the Loeal
Legielative Council shall be so iramed that any of the diverse
intetests of, or arising from race, religion, education, social condition,
wealth, or any other circumatance mey recetve unfair advantage, or
may unfairly deprive them of the privileges or advantages which they
bave heretofore enjoyed ; and whether he 18 responsible to Psrlia-
ment to see that Governors act 1n accordance with his nstruetion ?

Mr. Montagu, | would refer the Hon'ble Member to the
provisior 10 Section 84 A of the amended Government of India Act
for the . sointment of the firat Statutory Commission for the very
purpose which he has in view, Parhiament is, of course, fully
entitled to seek mformation. but I trust it will not seek 1o interveae
1n matters specifically entrr *+d to Indian legislatures.

Sir W. Davison aske:. tlie Secretary of State for India whether,
seeing that in the preamble of the Government of India Aect 1t is
expresely stated that the lmperal Parliament, 1n considering the
gradual development of self governing institutions in India, must be
gaided by the co-operation received from those on whom new
opportunities of service will be conferred and by the extent to which
it 18 found that confidence can be reposed in their sense of respon-
sibhility, he will inform the House whether Members of Parliament
will be able to ascertain from the Secretary of State from time to
time as to the manner in which the various Provincial Councils are
dealing with matters committed to them, so that Parliament may
be guided as to 1ts future action regarding the conferring bf further
responsibilities on such Provineial Couacils ?

Mr. Montagu: The Hon. Member has correctly quoted parta
of certain passages in the instructions issued over the Royal Sign
Manual to the Governors of *‘ Governors’ provinces,” The snswer
to the last part of this question is in the affirmative,
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Sir W. Davison: [ understand that this Parlisment ocan
ascortain faots which ooccur in these legislatures or with regard to
the aotion of the Governars without interfering with what actually
takes place ?

Mr. Montagu : [ always desire to place at the disposal of the
House any information of this kind.

Lord Rawlinson (Council of State Speech)

On March 9, Sir W. Joynson-Hicks askad the Seoretary of
State for India whether he can state the nature of the proposals
made to the Council of State on thy 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 which appeared in newspapers, in
which Lord Rawlinson is reported as baving stated in the Counocil
of State that the Government would be extremely lucky if the
country escaped sporadic disorders 1n the next month, that be
strongly objected to certsin proposals of Sir William Vincent, and
owing to attacks made upon them officers were already showing
signs of losing their initiative. 1 felt sure, when | saw this measage,
that Lord Rawlinson must have been misreported, and 1 at once
telegraphed to India for the facts I am informed, in reply, that
there is no truth in any of the allagations, that none of the subjects
referred to were even mentioned in the Commander-in Chief's
gpeech und the Commsander in Chref asks that a categorical denial
gshould be made. Sir William Vincent in a speech in the course of
the debate reported, slluded to possible sporadic disorders and to
the possible effect on officers of such proposals ue those put forward
by Mr. Sastri, the mover of the resolution under discussiun. 1 find
that the Press report 1s correet that six out of tha eight propossls
made by Mr. Sastri were rejected by the Couneil, and I gather that
the two that were accepted were not regarded by the Governmeut
of India as unreasonable, | would add that Reuters, to whom I
think we are greatly indebted for the information sent from and
conveyed to, India with general accuracy, bave expressed to me
their regrets for the unfortunate mistakes oconnected with this
telegram.

Indien Immigration, New Zealand

Sit T. Bennett asked the Seoretary of State for the Colonies,
whether he is aware that an Act to amend the Immigratior Laws of
the Dominion was enacted in 1920 by the New Zealand Legislature,
and that among its other objects it was designed to prevent or place
further restrictions upon the immigration into New Zealand of His
Majesty’s Indiwn subjects , if be will say whether representations on
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the subjest have been received by the Colonial Office ; and whether
any sesurances regarding the enforcemont of the Aot or the reguls-
tions framad under it have been received from the New Zealand
Government by His Majesty’s Government }

Lieut.-Colonel Amery: The Immigration Restriotion Amend-
ment Aot, 1920, of New Zealand makes no mention of Indians, but
I have received a protest from an Iudian Aassociation in this country,
the writer of which was referred to the Dominion Governwent. At
the instance of the Government of India, the Government of New
Zealand has given an assurance that there will be no alteration in
the position as regarda the entry of the wives and familiea of Indians
already domiciled in New Zealand.

Sir T. Bennett asked the Secretary of State for the Colonies,
whether he has received representations relative to the enactment
by the Natal Provincial Counoil of the Durban Corporation Extended
Powera Ordinance, 1920, and the Durban Tramways Consolidated
Laws, 1905 and 1920 ; whether in these representations the fear has
been expressed that the Durbau Corporation, in enforeing these
enactments, will do so to the prejudice of the rights and interests of
the Indian citizens and rate payers of Durban by the adoption of a
policy of racial discrimination ; and whether, seeing that such a
pohoy is opposed to the views of His Majesty’s Government, as
expressed on many occasions to the various administrations in . South
Africa, he will eay what steps, if any, have been taken by His
Msjesty’s Government to protect Hia Majesty’s Indian subjests in
Durban from the enforeemeut of such a poliey of racial diserimination 1

Lieut.-Colonel Amery : The Secretary oi State bas not received
representations from South Africa on the subject of these Ordinances,
but the Governor-General of the Union received petitions regarding
them from various Indian Associations in Durban. The Governor-
General decided, after full consideration, to asesnt to the Ordinances.

War Expenditure.

On the 10th March, Colonel Wedgwood asked the Seoretary’of
State for India the total amount of expenditura incurred by British
Iudia on her own aoccount and on account of the Britich Exchequer,
respectively, in conneotion with the War from the beginning of hosti-
litios to the last year for which accounts are available ;,whether any
committee with Indian opinion adequately represented basinvestigated
such expbnditure ; what authority has adjusted and sudited the pro-
portion of expenditure recos erable from this country ; what sompansa-
tion India is being, or will be, given for the delay in adjustment
of account resulting in serious lose throngh exchange'; whether
India will receive intereet at a resonable rate on_long delayed
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paymenta ; and what fscilities he proposes to give Indians to satiafy
themselves that in the adjustment of the acoounts, which run into.
large sums of money, Iudian interests have been duly safeguarded ¥

Mr. Montagu : Including the oontribution of £100,000,000.
towards the cost of the War offered by the [ndian Legislative
Couneil in 1917, and the cost of the Afghan and Frontier operationa
in 1919.20, the War expenditure borne by India up to 3lst Maroh,
1920, wus about £127,000,000 The expenditure incurred on
bahalf of the British Exchecquer during the same pariod was about
£301,600,000. The expenditure has been apportioned between
lmperial and Indian revenues on the basis of the Parliamentary
Resolutions of 1914 ; the arrangomonts for adjustment were devised
by the Government of India and the India Office, in consultation
with the Imperis] Departreonts and the Comptroller and Auditore
General m India, and Indian audit has throughout been accepted
by His Majesty’s Government. In these ciroumstances no Com.
mittee such as that suggested sesms called for, [ am not aware of
any loss through exchange in connection with the adjustment of
the accounts. There bas ordinarily been no delay whatever in
payment, as the Imperial Government bave advanced month by
month, from the commencement of the War, the approximate sums
estimated by the Government of India and this Office as hkely
to be disbureed each month on behalf of His Majesty’s Government,
It is the duty of the Comptroller and Auditor General in India
and of the Auditor of the Home Accounts in England to sudit the
adjustments with the Imperial Government, and I have no reason
to think that Indian interests have nol besn duly safeguarded in
the matter.

Cotton Muills

Ou the 17th March Sir W Burton asked the Secretary of State
for India what was the amount of the total capital employed and the
amount of the profits made by Indian cotton mills for the year 1914
and each succeeding year to 1920 ; and what taxes were paid by
them tn each of such years other than Excise duties, and differentis-
ting between lncome Tax, Super-tax or any other form of taxation?

Mr, Montagu : The lateat returns of paid-up eapital employed
in cotton mills in British India (including debentures), so far as
known, were as follows, 1n lakhs of rupees :

1914—16 . . 2,138
1915—16 . 2,119
191617 . 2,148
191718 . . 9,248
1918'—19 Ladl e s 2'623

3(a)
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Thers are no offidial returms of the profits of cotton mills, .
Comylete returns of the Income Tax paid during the above yesrs
by owners of cotton epinning and weaving mills are not available,:
hut figures for 191617 show that 153 oompaniea paid Rs. 10,83,579,
and 381 other assessees Rs, 97,640. | have no returns showing the
smounts of Super-tax or Excess Profits Duty that have been paid
by cotion mille.

HOUSE OF COMMONS—238D MARCH 1921
Sandhurst Cadets

Sir C. Yate nsked the Secretary of State for India how many
Sandhurst cadets have stated their wish to enter the Indian Army
i their last term at the Royal Military College since the date of
the Armistice : how many of these were King’s India cadets ; and
how many Indiau Army appointmente wers announced at the time
of the entrance examinations ?

‘Mr. Montagu : Since the date of the Armistice 98 Sandhnrst
Cates have jowned the Indian Army, exeluding those who entered
for Quetts, but were trained at Sandhurst. Sixteen of thase were
King's India Cadets The entrance examinations at which these 98
Cadets entered were held »n November 1917, Mareh, July and
November 1919, and at these four examiuationa 95 Indian Army
appointmenta were offared  In the last passing out list, out cof the
firet 17 in order of ment, 10 wers candidates for the Indian Army
of whom 4 were Quetta Cadets,

Dr. Kitchlew and Mr. Rambhuj Dutt

Colonel Wedgwood asked the Secretary of State for India
whether, and if so, why, Dr. Kitchlew and Rambhuj Dutt Chaudry
have been put in prison ?

Mr. Montagu : In a telegram dated 7th March the Government
of ludis mformed me that, in consequence of violent spesches de-
livered at Lyalipur, Rupar and elsewbere, orders have been issued
under the Defence of India Act, requiring Mr. Rambbuj Dutt and
Dr. Kitchlew to ahstain from attending or addressing any publie
wesliug in the province. It is clear, therefore, that at that time
thess men were not in prison. 1 have no later information.

b Prosecutions for Sedition.

Colonel Sir C. Yate asked how many persons had been prosecuted
in India for seditions utterances 1n speeches or newspapers daring the
past three months and how many had been convicted and whether
any prosecutions had been instituted for ineitement to assault and
riot. Mr. Montaga said that he had nut the complete figures to
enable him to reply iully,
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Bolshevist Agents & Garkihi

Lieut-Colouel Sir F. Hall asked Mr. Montagu whether the
terms of the trading agreement which had been entered into with
Russia had been officially communicated to the Indian Government,
asud if he would state what sotion bad besn taken by that Govérn-
meut to ensure the expulsion from India of known Soviet sgents.

Mr. Moutagu : The answer to the first part of the Quastion
is in the affirmative. The Qovernmeut of lndia instituted a special
orgauisation to desl with Bolshevik activities 1n India and although
it would not be advisable to state what had sctually been done
1 can assure my hon. and gallant inend that every step necassary to
checkmate them had been taken, I trust, ruccessfully.

bir C. Yate. ls 1t not the fact that M. Gandhi lately stated that
he would prefer this rule to British rule, and under these eiroums-
tuucus ought he not to ba the first deported as a Soviet agant !

M: Montagu. [ prefur to leave the mainteuance ol erder in
Ind:ia to the authorities there,

Bengal Police Grants.

Mr. Rupert Gwynne asked Mr Montagu whether the Bengal
Legiislative Council bave recently reduced the grant for police expen-
diture 1n the Province by 23 lakhs, or more than one eighth of the
total grant demanded, and whether in view of the unrest through-
out Indis staps can be taken to rectify this?

Mr. Montsgu: 1 bave no information beyond that which
appeared 1n the Press on the 2lst instant. I am inquiring ns to
the facts and action proposed by the Governor,

Sir C Yater In view of the fact that Bengal has a popnlation
of 50,000,000 and only 3.000 or 4,000 troops, ought not the police
of that province to be iucreased rather than decreased especially
now that law and order are at such a discount,

Mr. Montsgu : 1| do not think it is at a discount, I am per-
fectly prepared to repose the completest confidence in Lord Ronald-
shay and the Government of Indias,

Mr. R. Gwynne . May we take it that the right bon. Gentle-
man will communicate with India on this matter?

Mr. Montsgu: The bon. Gentleman knows that the restors.
tion of this vote 18 within the power of the Governor of Bengal
and | bave Lo knowledge of the facts except what has appesred in
the Press. | bave, however, inquired and 1 will Jet the hon, Mem.
ber konow when 1 get he results of my communication. At the
present time 1 prefer to leave the matter to the Governor of

Bengal's discrotion,
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Mr. Gwynne: Are we to understand that the right hon.
Gentleman gets this iuformation of fret-rate importanoce from the
Press first and not direct from India?

Mr. Montagu: As soon as [ saw the report in the paper I sent
a telegram to India to ascertain the facts. That is the first step
we have taken. I am perfeotly convinced tbat there is no differ-
ences of opinion between any Member of chis House and the
Governor of Bengal as to the absoluta™necessity of maintaining a
sufficient number of police in Bengal to restore order.

Mr QGwynne : Will the right hon Gentleman answer my ques-
tion. Does he recoive information of this kind first from the
Press or does he get communications before those of the Press
direct from India.

Mr. Montagu: The first knowledge which I had of this event
which I think occurred only a day or two ago was from the Press.
The matter lies within the discretion of the Governor of Bengal.
1 presums, in due course, 1 shall haar from him what action bas been
taken. As a matter of fact I bave had no cominunication yet from
the Government of Indis as to this matter and my first knowledge
was derived from the Press.

Sir H. Craik . Is 1t not the duty of tho Govt. of India to com
municate to the Sec. of State for the information of this House any
vital matters which ought not to be anticipated 1y Prees reprrta,

Mr. Montagu: I wish wmy right bon Friend would pat him-
solf in the place of the Governor of a Proviuce I eannot sssumo
there is importance in a newspaper report which wmay relats toa
perfectly simple matter My right hon. Friend knows that the
Governor has ample power under this Act The report may relate to
a matter which does not require a special commur 1cation to bo made
by telegram.

Nagpur Disturbance

Mr. Montsgu replyingto .+ C, Yate said -—

I am circulating an aceount colleeted from a series of telegrams
of the disturbance at Nagpur from which I am glad to think 1t will
be seen that it was not so serious as my bon. and gsllant Friend’s
question would indicate. It is not always I think the best way to
give an accurate picturs of ovents in India to publish each telegram
relating to such matters as it 1s received. 1 recognise the impor
tanoe of furnishing the public with regular information about Indis
and have been considering the best way of achieving 1t, I hope
that a new organieation with this object 1n view will shortly be
working. My Noble Friend Lord Lytton is taling the matter
under his charge,
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8ir O. Yate: Isit not the fact that all the British populstion
in +Nagpur had to be collcoted in the Armoury and kept there all
night for protection? Is it right that the public of this country
should have to await Jetters like that printed in the Press this
morning for information as to what 18 going on in India?

Mr. Montagu: The information T have circulated is collested
from telegrams I have reccived and it does not contain an account
of that kind.

HOUSE OF CUMMONS~81I'H MAKCH 1921
Army Pay and Allowances

Sir C. Yate asked the Secretary of State for India if he can
now state what steps have heen taken to carry into effect the re-
commendations 1n Part V of the Isher Repnrt in regard to the
improvements in the conditions of service of the personnel of the
Army in India, which are so long overdue.

Mr. Moutagu : As a result of the recommendations 1n Part V
of the Esher Committee Report the followipg measures have now
been sanctionad :—

British officers, both of the British and Indian Services will
receive free forage and asddlery, an allowanco of Rs 15 per mensem
for a syce, and will be able to buy chargers at concessionnl rates.
British Service ofhcers will cease to reccive horse allowance., ludian
Army officers on the intreduction of the meusures will be linble to
have the number of authorised chargers reduced and the pay of
cavalry asstmilated to that of infantry as recommended 1n the Report.
The sum of 19 lakbs has, 1n addition, been provided for pay con-
cessious for British officers of the Indian Army, but 1t has not yet
been decided how far the precise proposals in Section 11 uf Part V
of the Report will be followed

As regards Indian officers, increases of pay, pension, family
pension, and travelling allowances bave been sanctioned and equip-
ment will be 1gsued free on promotion.

As regards Indian other ranks, improved scales of psy, good
service, and good conduct pay bave been apyproved

The main proposals for improved iamily pensiona have been
accepted in principle, but the detmls are not yet settled. The same
applies as regards disability peneions, both for Indian officers and
other Indian ranks

The pay of religious teashers will be raired as recommended.

A grant will bo given m respect of Hindustban clothing, but in
what form has not yst been sattled

Charpoys aud kit boxes will be provided fiee, and aleo free
lighting.
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The contract sllowance dystem i regimeantsl offices will be
sbolished. An establishwent of enlisted clerks has been sanctiongd,
and Government will supply stationery, ete.

Seven lakhs will be provided for tho improvement of Indian
Army schools.

Army Organisation

On the 23rd March Sir W. Joynson-Hicks asked the Seoretary
of State for ludia whether he can »iow msks his promised statement
on the position of the Army in India? (See p. 36)

Mr. Montagu : The Prime Minister has decided on my recom-
mendstion to submit the military requirements of [udia to a Sub-
Committee of the Committee of Imperial Defence. While it is
obviously desirable to secure raduction in military expenditure in
India a8 in other parts of the world, they can only be achieved if
compatible with the internal and external security of India, I,
therefore, appears desirable that sueh an investigation should take
nto consideration 1mprovements 1n equipment, mobility and general
efhorency. The Government of India had announced that they are ap-
pointing a Committee of the Viceroy's Executive Couneil to prepare
the material to lay before the Committee of Imperial Defence.

Sir W. Joynson Hicks. Arieiug out of this very important
statement, may | ask the Right Hon’ble Gentleman whether the late
Commander-1n Chief (Sir Charles Monro) will be added to the Sub-
Comruittee of lmperial Defence, and whether, pending the decision
of the Committee of Imperial Defonce, no further reductions will
take place 1 the Indian Army?

Mr. Moutagu : 1 cun give an assurance that no further reduc-
tions will be made pending the inquiry The first part of the ques-
tion should, 1 think, be addressed to the Prime Minister who will
sppoint the Committee, but I cennot conceive that such an ingquiry
will proceed far with 1ts 1nvestigation without avarling itself of the
opinions of the gallant scldier to whom the Hon’ble Member bar
10ferred and to whom also the Army in India owes so much.

Sir W. Joynson-Hicks : May 1 ask whether the Committes of
Imperial Defence will have power to suggest to the Government of
Judia—f 1t sees fit—that the alterations alresdy made in the Indian
Army should be cancelled ?

Mr. Mootagu : Certainly. What we want to arrive at is »
scientific investigation of what 18 necessary in the present ciroum-
stances for the internal and external security of India. These are
the only constderations which can govern the Indian Army.

Lieut.-Colonel Fremantle : Will the Sub Committee of Imperial
Defence have anyone on 1t who is qualified and able to deal with the
extremely difficult question of the bealth of the Indian Army ¥
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Me. Montagu : The iuguiry will deal with the strength of the
Armry ia ludia; Qagations as to the composition of the Committee
should be addressed to the Prime Miniater.

Sir C. Yate: Is it not the faot that the firest aotion of the
BReformed Counoil in [ndia was to pass a resnlution entailing a heavy
reductiopn of the Indian Army and police apd a ourtailment of
propaganda ! Is this to be allowed to proceed

Mr. Montagu : [ would prefer to anawer that question on =
specific reference to the particular resolution. [ do not know what
the bon’ble and gallant Member has in his mind. The Legialative
Assembly of India has passed a resolution on the Esher Report, but
tha best evidence of its determination to provide for the defence of
the country 18 to be found 1n tha slacrity with which 1t has passed
the heavy Budget provision necessary for thea Army.

Sir C. Yate : May I

Mr. Speaker. Notice had better be given of any further
qnentim_'

The Army Sub-Committee

Subsequently Sir W, Joynson-Hicks asked the Prime Minister to
state the composition of the Sub.Committee of Imperial Defence to'
report upon the conatitution end atrength of the Army in India,

Mr, Chsmberisin: A Sub-Committes of the Committee of
Imperial Defence has not been sapecially appointed to consider the
constitution and strength of the Army in India.

Sir W, Jayneon-Hicks: Did we not have a pledge from the
Secretary of State for India, and was I not assked to put this ques-
tion to the Prime Minister 1

Mr. Chamberlsin: I am afraid I am pot in a position to
make an explanation. Thie matter bas not come under the consi-
deration of the Imperial Defence Committee, and up to the preseut
no Sub-Committee has been appointed, and I cannot definitely eay
whether a Sub-Committea will be appointed. 1t msy be that a
Committes of the Imperial Defence Committee will conaider it.

Lieut. Colonel Croft: Will the Cabinet consider the whole
question before prooeeding to the disbandment of regiments of the
Regular Army in this country aud the great reduction of regiments
in India? Before any final stepsare taken will they consider the
question as & whole }

Mr, Chamberlain: The Cibinet does consider the defence of
the Empire as & whole.

Lieut.-Colonel Croft : Has the question been before the
Datence Committee |
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Me, Chamberlain : 1 should not like to say without notice.
I think.pot by the Defence Committee, 1 thigk it was considered
by the Cabinet as a whole.

Lala Harkishan La! Again

Mr. R. Gwynne asked the Secretary of §t.ate for India if Mr.
Harkishaa Lall and others, convicted of comspiracy to wage war and
sentenoed to transportation for life by three Judgee, appealed against
the sonwictions and sentences to the Privy Council ; whether they
wors pafdoned by the executive while their appeals were pending,
though ﬁimilar appeals from others bad been dismissed by the Privy
Couneil's"and, if so, what was the special reason why these appeals
should not have been allowed to run their course ?

Mr. Montagu : The answer to th first two parts of the question
is in the affirmative, though it 18 not the case, as the question
implies, that the grant or refusal of pardons wss determined by
probabilities of the justice or legality of the convictions. As regards
the last part, I do not know the reasons which have actuated
appellants who have decided not to prosscute their appeals.

Mr, Gwyune - Will the Right Hon. Gentleman say why thees
cases %ere taken out of the ueual course !

Mr. Montagu: I do not think they were taken out of the
ordinary course. There was an appeal pending which the appellant
did not choose to prosecute, and meanwhile the Viceroy granted'a
pardun to certain people.

Sir C. Yate: Was it not rather that an amnesty was granted
before the appeal came oun §

Mr. Montagn Yes I think so. I surmise that this is what
bappened : One of these appeals founded on the question of the
legality of the Cotrts which were set up in India was dismiesed by
the Privy Council—not on the question of what happened, but on the
question of legality—and therefore 1 presume that the other appel-
lants did not thiuk it worth while to go on.

Mr. Gwynne: le the Right Hon. Gentleman aware that when
the new rules in regard to the Legislative Councils were before the
House he told me that none of the persons who were convicted and
seutenced would be eligible for them for five years, and yet, in spite
of that, one of the convicted persons has been appointed a Miniater §

Mr. Montagu: [ thiwk the Hon, Member will find that all the
information I bave given to the House is accurate.

Mr, Gwynne : But—

Mr. Speaker : Further questions must be pat down.
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Indian Emergency Committee, London
. Bir Thomas Biﬂmtt had given notiocs of the following

to be put on the 23rd March, but as he could not pressut himsslf
on that day, s point of order was raize ! by Sir W. Joynson<Hioks,
—To ask the Secretary of State for [ndiaif he has received’informa-
tion from India coneerning a resolution reported to have bean passed
by all the non-official ¥uropean members of the Council ofg Stats
and the Legislative Aessembly objecting to the formation 1y London
of an Iudian Emergency Committee ss unneosssary and calsulatad
to create prejudice and ill feeling ; and 1f he will furnish the Hbhse
with & copy of the resolution as well as with reports of the kpeeches
lately delivered in India by His Royal Highuess the Dmke of
Connsught, 1n which appeals were made to all classes of the popula-
tion to join in burying receut controversies {

Sir W. Joyuson-Hicks: Arising out of this question, may [
ask your guidance, Mr. Speaker, as to whather 1t is 1o order for an
Hon. Member to put a& question down reflecting, ué&d 8, On &
certain Committes, which consists of two Members $f the other
Houvse, and one Member of this House, myself, and not appear in
his place to ask 1t ? | want to ask whether the question should not
be deferred and not answered among the written ansWers untdl sush,
time as the Hon, “Member chooses to come to the House and put it
personally, so that 1 may put a supplementary question, or give a
personal explanation ?

Mr. Speaker : The Hon Member who put down the question
may have been detained by an aceident by flood or field.

Sir W, Joyneon Hicks With great defereuce, Sir, and in
answer to that, may 1 ask whether a written answer may be post-
poned until the Hon Member who, of course, as you say, may have
been detained by flood or field, can come down and put the guestion
m open House so that 1t may be dealt with 7 As you, Sfr, realise,
the House adjourns to-morrow, and answers to unanswered questions
—and [ do not know what this answer may be—may be printed and
euntain reflection upon the Members of this Committee to which we
bave no possibihity of replying 1

Mr. Speaker : The Hon. Member is asking me to over-rule the
Order of the House, which is to the effect that if a question is not
asked the snewer shall be circulated on the following day.” Perhaps
the best plan wonld be for the Hon. Gentleman to see the answer,
and then, if he is not satisfied, he can make s personsl explanation
to-morrow, or he can puta question tomorrow. I would sccept s
question on the subjeot.

Sir W. Joynson-Hicks : Thank you, Bir,

4
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Towing is the answer W quesiion
'z Montagu : No, Sir, but [ have seen s mesage from tbe
non itensbers of the Indian Legislature in the Press. I will

place &‘bﬁp‘y ol the proceedings at the opening of the Indian Legisla-
ture i@nigdilrg His Royal Highuess' speech in the Library.

HOUSE OF « OMMONS—5—6TH APRIL 1981
Government Service (Comelitts)

(& Bth April Mr. T. Griffiths asked the Sec. of State for Indis
whethaz. under the new Reform Aot now in fores, whereby abeolute
controf’over finance arfd appointments over 8 wide ares of Govt. is
given to the various Indian Provincial Councils and their slective
majorz'. & British born subject ean now sue for breach of contract
for pergonal service in India ; if so, whom he should sue and where,
for a breaoh in India or for a breach in this country ; whether such
subject will now have the right to know the medical grounds,
should the India Office Medioal Board' certify him inocapacitated
for Iuﬁher service in India; whether such contracts will be still
desmedisubfBot to the will and pleasure of the Crown ; what author
rity or powers over such contract is it contemplated transferring to
the independent high commissioners who will represent the various
Indian Goverhments ; and whether euch actiong as Dr. Denning
racently -attemyted to bring will be outside the Brf¥lsh Govarnment
. Mr. Montegu: As regards the first part of the question, the
new Act in no way affects the pre existing right of a British born
subject to sne for breach of contract for personal service in India, As
regords the second part, contracts for service under the Governmant
of Lndia,:, are made with ‘‘the Secretary of State in Councrl.” Such
subject would presumably sue the Secretary of State in Couneil in
rospect of & breach either in India or in this country. The action
could be'brought in this country or in India aceording to cirenm-
tances, Mo regards the third part, the position will remain
unaltered, in go far as an officer certified by the Indis Office Medioa
Bourd to be inoapacitated for further service in India is not regard-
ed ws wvebessarily entitled to know the medical gronnda on which
such a oertificate is given. As regards the fourth part esuch
contracts are not subjeoct to the will and pleasure of the Crown
dxcept thdt, the Crown bas in law the right to dispense with vhe
service of ¥ite officers, and it would not be in the power of the
Sscretary of State in ‘Counoil or of s Government in Indis to siter
the law in thiu respeot or to limit this right of the Crown when
entering into such contracts. Asregards the fifth part, the Secretar
of State in ‘Council will remain the authority for the recroitment o
those serviopd which are now knowp ag "All Indis Services”—suob
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as the Indian Civil Serviee, the superior Polica Sergion; the lpdian
Eduestions] service, and so forth, and consequently will rershtf: the
contracting party for thess. Reornitment in this country of

the members of which sre now to be sppointed and con b
Provincial Governments, will probably be made over for the mort
part to the High Comuslssioner for India, and he would pecessirily,
subject to instructions. be recejives from the autborities in India ior
whom he is acting, bave power to contract on their bebali, jmut in
the name of the Seoretary of State in Counol. The snswer %o the
last part of the question, if [ correctly understand the hon. Member’s
meaning, is therefore that it will still be open to officers Jike Dr,
Deuning to sue the Seoretary of State in Counoil,

Army.

On April 6th the Esber recommendations were agalp the
subject matter of an interpellation. Sir J. D. Rees asked the Seore-
tary of State for India whetber the main and funduigent: “ecnm--
mendations of.the Esher Committee have yet comd" befdre His
Msjesty’s Government after vonsideration by bimself in Cougigil }

Mr. Montagu: The anawer is in the negative. ol

Bir C. Yata‘ksd the Secretary of State for India whetBer the
Army in India already been reduoed by 6,000 British and 7,500
Indian troops under pre-War strepgth ; and, 150, whether the saloty
of carrying out such large reductions in the Army in the fade of she
agitation and unrest now rampant in Indis bas been consjdered }

Mr. Montagu : The present proposals nf the Government of
India, if they are eventually eanctioned, will bave tha effgot of re-
ducing the fighting units of the Army in India approximately to the
extent mentioned by my hon. and gallant Friend. . Thasproposala
have been made by the Government of India on the resommend-
ation of the Commander-in-Chief, after full considerationgf sli*the
factors in the situation, of which not the least impcitant i’ the 1m.
proved mobility and equipment of the Army in such nijtters, for
instance, as the establishment of the Air Force and the papvision of
armoured cars, which to a large extent compensate for the “$eduction
in personnel. As my bon. and gallant Friend is aware, gho whole
question is to be considered by a Sub-Committee of the Committee
of huyperial Defence.

Sir C. Yate . Are we to understand that these radﬁot‘lanl bave
already been carried out

Mr, Montagu : It is not acourate to say that the refuction in,
the British force bas been sanctioned ; what bas occurred is that
s considersble number of British force in India left lpdia for Wag
purposes and bave not yet returned, : 2
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Colonel Wedgwood : Can the 1ight hon Gentleman say whether
the agitation and unrest now rampant in India would not be mor®
speedily reduced by catting down expenditure rather than by thée
keeping nwp of unnecessary expenditure at a time of such great
econompio trouble in India?

Mr, Montagu : [ do not think that anyons wants unuecossary
expenditure, but what we are determinagd %o see is that the armed
forcea of the Crown in India are adequate for the protection of India.

Bolshevik Rouble Notes

Sir J. D Rees asked the Sec, of State for India whether the
possession of Bolshavik money bas been made 1llegal in British India?

Mr. Montagu : The possession of any rouble notes in India was
made illegal by the ordinauce 1n 1919 and 1920, and the operation
of tha ordinance was continued by Act No XXX of tbe latter year.

Sir J. D. Rees : ls the Hon. Gentleman in a position to recom
mend the Government at home to pass a like ordinance of Jaw |

Lieut. Commander Kexworthy : In view of the trading agree-
ment whieh bas been smgued with Rusma, will this Regulation be
released in regard to bona fide merchants trading with Russia }

Mr. Montagu: I think that would depend upon whnether we
have evidence of a cessation of Bolshevik propaganda in Indta,

Afghanistan Negotiations

Sir C. Yate asked the Secretary of State for India if he can
give any information regarding the negotiations with Afghanistan
now bemng carried on at Kabul,

Mr. Montage + The negotiations, which bhave as their object
the conclusion of & treaty of friendship, are proceeding. 1 am not at
present in a position to make any further statement.

Wireless Telegraphy

Sir C. Yate asked the Secretary of State for India : Who is the
pretent «Director of Wireless Telegraphy in Iudia ; whether the
wireless expert to the Government of India originally sent out frem
bome, bas since resigned, on appointment as Director of the Marconi
Company ; whether the wireless system in Indis yequired for
mwilitary purposes is complete ; if not, what steps are being taken
to make it so , and whether the complaints 1n the Indian Press as
to the unsatisfactory conditions of commercial wireless are justified ?

Mr. Montagu - Colonel A. Simpson who was appointed Director
of Wireless Telegraphy in India in 1919, recigned laat year, and
subsequently joined the Board of the Marconi Company. In his
place I have appointed Commander R 1, Nicholson, D S. O, lato
R. N, who is leaving for India next week. So far as I am aware,
the wireless system in India required for military purposes is com.
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plete s regards internal communication. The complaint as to the
unsatisisotory eondition of commercial wireless, to which the hon.
and gallant Member probably refers, is too vagus for me to siy
whether it is justified.

Burma (Shikho.)

Colonal Wedgwood asked the Secretary of State for lndia
whether he will eall for a Report on the habir of shikhe as perform-
ed in Burma, finding out what is thought of thie custom botb by
British officials snd educated Burmese, with & view to introduveing
nto Burma methods less redolent of an oriental theocratic monarshy
of the pre-Christian era{

Mr. Montagu: The custom of shikho, according to the hest of
my information, is au cbservance or matk of respect incidental to
religion as well as to etiquette among Burmans. It would be
contrary to the pohicy definitely laid down 1n 1868, and consistently
followed since, for the Government. to attempt to change the usage.

Colonel Wedgwood . Is the Right Hon Gentleman aware that.
there is 8 number of British officials 1n Burma who are so diegusted
with the habit that they will not nllow 1t to be done to them !

Mr, Montagu No. I am not aware of that,

Colonal Wedgwood Wil the nght hon, Gentleman make
inquiries about thie customn which 18 cansing great unrest in Burma’
at the present time !

Mr. Montagu: [ will bring my hon. and gallant Friend’s
question to the notice of the Government of lndia,

Riots and Casualties.

Captain Viscount Curzon asked the Secrotary of State for India :
How many riote and disturbances have oceurred in India since the
1st of March, what number of casualties have resulted to the civil
population and to the servants of the Crown, how many of such
outbreaks bave been due to the influence of Gandh or his poliey ;
in cases where the outbreaks were not due to bis influence or adtion,
if he will state what causes they were due to, and whether tha
rebels tried subsequently to take advantage of the situation ?

Mr., Montagu 1 have roceived reports of ten riots and distur-
bances during March. In aix ot them, there were no casualties
reported. In one tea gsrden rict somie persons attacked were
injured, not seriously ; snd in a faction fight in Southern India
one person was killed In the remaining two cases 13 rioters were
killed and 25 wounded by police tire, and some police were injured,
not seriously, the number not being given It 18 very difficult to
assign one definite cause, for there are usaally contributing factors,
but three of the disturbances were of the nature of labor troubles,
eud tbree of religion dispute ; one arose from agrarian grievances,
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sund i one prisoners broke out from jail. I'he other two were brought
ou by a strong agitation sgainst liquor-shops, which is aseribed
in part to a genuine temperance movement and in part to the
general Non co oporation programme, [ bave no doubt that attempts
ware made by ill-disposed persons to take advantage of the situstion.

Sir G. Yate: ls it not a fact thut most of these riots wers
owing to political sgitators and the agitation got up by them 1

Mr. Mountagu : 1 do not think that my bon. and gallant Friend
would ageribe the disturbances to anything but agrarian causes.

Colonel Wedgwood : Will the right bon. Gentleman get, or
bas he got, sny report an the shooting at Majpur that he can com-
municste to the House ?

Mr, Montagu: I think—! spesk from memory, becsuze my
hon. and gallant Friend has not given me notice of the question—
that communiques, based on every telegram I have received, have
already been published ; but if there is anything further, I will
communicate with the hon, Member.

Sir C. Yate: Were not the Rae Bareli riots primarily due to
political agitators ?

Mr. Montsgn : [ think I am right in eaying that the Rae Barali
riots were due entirely to sgrarian causes,

The Parliementary Joint Commuittee.

The first Report of the Joint Comwittee on Indian Atfairs wse
published in Aprtl, The members were maiuly engaged vp to that
time 1n determining ther procedura,

It was resolved by the Committes to examine and report upon
any Bill o1 matter referred to them specifically by Parhiament, Also
to invite the Secretary of State for Indis to communicate to the
Committee, as occasion may arise, any matter or information upon
which he or they may think it desirable that they ghould make a
Repgrt to Parhament, They will also consider and report on any
matter relating to Indian affairs brought to the notice of the
Committee through the Chajrman (Lord Islington) or by any
of its membare or by the Secretary of State, No subject may
by brought forwsrd, however, without previous notice baving
been given, and a Report will not be made to Parliament unless
the matter wae one of sufficient public irportauce to justify it, snd
provided that the consideration of such matter by the Committee
was not opposed to the publie interest—upon which point the
Committee itself will ba the judge. The Committee will call for
snch oral or documentary evidence ae from time to time may be
required, and will confidentislly inform the Secrstary of State for
India, and the head of sny other Government Department cog«
oerned, the subject matter proposed for discussion,
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Mohammed Al's Speech.

Colonel Sir Charles Yate asked the Secretary of State for Indis
it bis attention has been called to tbe speech delivered by the
sgitator Mohammed Ali at Madras reported in the Press of the 11th
April in which he ie stated to have said that ba differed from
Gandbhi in that he favoured violence and that the English came to
India like themselves and should be driven out like thisves, and
what stpps are being taken sgainat the speaker, and also 10 prevent
the repdtition and dissemination of seditions utterances like thoss
tending to foment ivsurrection in India.

Mr. Montagu in reply stated that he had been informed by tele-
gram that the Government of India were giving their attention to the
statement by Mubammad Ali at Madras that the A)i brothers would
help Afghanistan if she came to India to fight the British Govt.

The Services.

~ On May bth, replying to a gquestion of Mr. Glyn, Mr. Montaga
stated that on January lst there were 767 permanently ecom-
missioned officers in the [udian Medical Service of whom 638 wers
British-born and 129 Indians compared with 722 British and 48
Indians in 1914, The position of British-born officers who joined the
service before the war wae in no way jeopardised by admission of
officers ‘during the war Etery effort was being made to fill up
vacancies available with Euyopeans. The coundition with regard to
pay, leave and pensione had recently been considerably improved but
he was advised that in view of the greal sbortage of medical men
owing to war, it would be a ycar before the medical schonls in Britain
would be able to turn out anything like the normal numbers of gquali-
tied men of the standard required for the Indian Medical Servics.
On May 10th, replying to Col. Yate, Mr. Montagu stated that
up to April 1st the Government of India had received one application
for permission to retire on a proportionate pension under the recom-
mendation made in claause 36 of the report of the Joint Committes
on the Government of India Bill. The Government of India had
informed the applicant that he could mot support bis request as it
was evident that bis desire to retire had been loug standing and was
based mainly upon ressons which were quite uneonnected with those
disenssed by the Joint Committes.
Pensions to Punjab Heroes

On %4th May Colone! Wedgwood ssked the Sec. of State for
India bow muoch is now contributed annually from the Indian Budget
to each of the following : General Dyer, Sir Michasl O'Dwyer,
Volouel Frank Johinson, snd Mr, Bosworth -Smith ; and will he
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approach the Chanoellor of the Exchequer with k view to getting
these charges tranaferred from the Indian to the British Budget !

Mr, Montagu :—The figures are as follows—Sir Michaal O’'Dwyer
and Mr, Bosworth Smich, £4,000 and 900 respectively, of which a
considerable portion represents funds contributed by the officers
themselves ; General Dyer, £900, of which approximately one-
twelfth will be debitable, ou adjustmenf, to British revenues on’
account of a period of service out of India Colons! Johneoh
draws no peneion from Indian revenues. The answer to the last
part of the question is in the negative,

Auxihary Force

On May 31st, replying to Col. Yate, Mr. Montagu stated that
23,325 men bad been attested in the Auxiliary force of India up
to April 30th, excluding men who bad been enrolled but had not
yet boen attested. The maximom strength attained by the Indian
Defence Force was 33,451 in Ostober 1920. He did not propose to
take any steps to bring the Auxihary Foree up to the numbere of
the Defence Force, The matter was entirely in the hands of the
Government of India. 1f the Government of India at any moment
thought that voluntary enlistment was insufficient they might make
recommendations for an alternative,

An Indwidual Called Gandhi!

On May 38lst Viscount Curzon asked the Sec. of State
for India how many times the Viceroy of India baa officially
received an individual called Gandhi; and whether be ocan make
any statement as to the result of the interviews!

Mr. Montagu :—The Viceroy has received Mr. Gandbi soveral
times privately, The Viceroy will no doubt consider what statement,
1§ any, could usefully be made in regard to thesp interviews.

Ou Tth June Captain Viscount Curzon again asked the Sec. of
State {or India whether an individual called Gandbi bhas stated
publicly that the Viceroy of India is probably sympatbetioc to the
Non-Co-operation movement, he can now give any account of the
matter discussed at the recent interview with the individual
alluded to -

Mr. Montagu:—I have seen no sueh statement. It is diffiounlt
to believe it was ever made and impossible to believe that anyone
would believe it if made. ‘I'be answer to the last part of the
qum;:ion is that I have nothing to add to the answer I gave last
week.

Viscount Curzon-—In view of the fact that there is in mowé
of the English Press accounts of these interviews, could the Right
Hon. Gentleman not possibly give some authoritative account of the
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discussions that actually took pluce 80 as to put an eud to the
romours §

Mr Montagu:—! do not think so., When the Governor-
General accords an interview for informal diseussion, it 18 not
eustomary to keep s record or to publish an account of what takes
place. Asl have eaid, if His Excellency desires to publish any
sccount of these discussions, he will do so.

Viscount Curzon :—Has the right hon. Gentleman net noticed
that the man alluded to ie now going about giving what purports
to be an account of these interviews, and wounld it not be much
better to state exactly what did take place than allow the account
to be one-sided and come from unofficial sources ?

Mr. Montagu - [ do not know to what the Noble Lord refers. Ou
the contrury 1 have Heard that Mr, Gandhi1e honourably fulfilling
the conditions uuder which these private interviews took place,

Refusal to grant Govt. demand

On June 9th Sir Charles Yate ansked what are the steps that
have been taken by the Pun)ab and other Govts in India whera
the Council have refused to eanction the Budget grant for the
Govt’s. Publiaity department !

Mr. Moutagu: The ouly proviuces 1 which the Councils have
refosed proviston for pubheity depsrtments are Bengsl snd the
Punjsb. In Bengsal, according to my information, the work was
only in the experimental stage , 1n that province the Press is active
and all shades of opinion are represented in1t. [ presume that the
procedure as to communiques aud information to the Press is now
as it was before the experiment was started, In the Punjab the
provision was disallowed only on the 12th March and a wesk later
the Legislative Counesl voted a sum sufficient to wind up the
Publicity Board with due notice to those employed in1t. The
Government waa itself issuing communiques,

Deportation of Mr. C. F. Andrews

On June 14th Sir Frederick Hall, a typical coercionist,
demanded the deportation and yprosecution of the Rev., C. F.
Andrews for alleged seditious speeches, presumably because of his
etrong ntterances on the Chandpur Gurkba outrage. He wanted
“this so-called gentleman” (referring to Mr. Andrews) to be brought
over to Eogland and tried for sedition. Mr Montagn in reply
pointed out thav the proper suthoritiea to look after sedition in
India were in Indis.

Disturbances in Bengal, Assam, etc. )

On June 27.28th. quastions wers asked about tha Chandpur and

Ansain ‘ Coolies. Mr. Montagu laid on the table the Bengal Govt,

4(a)
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Communique. Mr. A, Shaw asked the Sec. df State for Indis
whether be can give the House any information rdgarding the receut
disturbances in Bengal and Assam !

Colonel Wedgwood:—Are any arrsngements being made to
facilitate the return of these coolies to their homes, or is 1t being
left to chanoe |

Mr. Montagu:—My recollection is that ihe government have
not felt it their duty to give free passagel to the coolies. 1 will send
8 copy of the communique to my bor. and gallant Friend.

Colonel Wedgwood :—Are we to understand that the Governe
ment of India are to leave these people to die of cholera and
alarvation on the roadside ?

Mr. Montagn :—Every conceivable step has been taken to
safeguard the interests of these pour deluded coolies, but 1t would
obviounsly be an unwise step 10 establish the preqpdent that when
8 cooly breaks his contract snd leaves his work owing to grosa
wis-representation of the state of affairs the liability should be put
upon the Government of Indis. .

Lieut. Commander Kenworthy'— What about the Government
iteelit Sir J. D. Rees:—Would 1t not be more useful to facilitate
their return to their work rather than to their homes? Is any
provision for that made by the Government §

Mr. Montagu:—1f my hon Friend reads the comwmunigue of the
Government of Bengal be will see that the Government have acted
with great bumanmity, and hase done everything possible 1n 1he
oircumetances, lf, after reading the communique, my bon. Friend
desires to put any otber questions, Jd should be only too heppy to
answer them.

Newspapers (Gwalior State)

Opn 21et June Sir C. Yato asked the Sec. of State for India
whether his attention has been called to the statement in the
.“Leader” Newspaper, of Allahabad, that the Gwalior State has pro-
hibited the eale and distribution within the Territory of His High-
ness the Mabharaja of the following newspapers: the “‘Kesan™,
“Amrita Bazser Patrika”, “Maharatta”, “Bombay Chronicle.”
“Independent,” “‘Pratap,” ‘'Rusjastban,” and “Sabass”; and, con-
sideriog that theso papers are published 1n British India, will he
state what action has been taken by the Govt. of India against
these newspapers in support of the loyal action of His Highness
the Mabaraja ; whether the Govt of India has accepted tbe resolu-
tion of the Legislative Assembly to appoint a Committes to
examine the Indian Prees Act of 1910 and to recommend modifica-
tions of the existing law in regard to liberty of speech and writing;
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and, if so, will the Press Act Committee oconsider the views of
Indian Princes in the matter of granting further freedom to the
Press in India?

Mr. Mobtagu: I have seen a reference in the Indian News.
papers to the Gwalior prohibition. The Governments in British
India have not, to my knowledgse, taken any steps recently against
the papers named. The Committee appointed to conaider the
Pross laws finished its sittings, and is on the point of presenting ita
report, The Committee took into oconsideration the connection
betwaen the Press laws and the Native States,

HOUSE OF COMMONS—12 JULY 1921
Cétton Goods (Import Duties)

On 12th July Mr. Waddington sgain tuok up the question
of the Cotton duties, He asked the See. of State for India
whether be is aware of the dividends paid by Indian Cotton Mills as
exampled by Sholapore Company, 1000 per cent per annum, Lakshmi
Company and Maneckii Company, each b00 per cent., Morarji Gooul-
das Company and Swadeski Company, each 350 per cent., Kohinoor
Company, 375 per cent,, Madras United, 300 per cent., and many
others from 100 per cent. to 300 per cent ; whether, as these divi-
dende were declared shortly before the Indian Budget was intro-
duced, the Indian Govt. considered the large profits when forming
schemes to raise reveuue and, if so, what additional taxes have
been 1mposed upon and what additions] revenue is expected from
Cotton Mills Coy. ; and, if such revenue is not in fair proportion to
the increases in import duties, will he represent to tbe Indian
Govt. the need of reconsideiing the import duties on Cotton goods
ia view of such large sources of internal revenue being svailable #

Mr. Montagu:[ am aware that the Indian Cotton Mille have
recently paid large dividends, but the figures given by my hon.
Friend appear to be groatly in excess of those published in the press.
The only additional tax specifically imposed on the Cotton Mills
Companies in connection with the recent Indian Budget lay in
the withdrawal of the concession under which Machinery and Stores
imported for use in a Cotton Spinning or Weuving Mill were
admitted free of duty. The additional revenue anticipated from
the change is 10 lakhs, With regard to the last part of the ques-
tion, I can only refer my bon. Friend to the reply I gave on the 23rd
March to a deputation from Lancashire regarding the Indian
Cotton duties,

Captain Gee : Can the right hon. Gentleman ssy whether the
figures given by the hon. Member, though they may be in excess
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of the fignres published in the British Prees, are correct irom the
official apcounts of the companies concerned,

Mr. Montagn+ 1 am informed that they are greatly in excess
of any figures that we have,

Mr. Waddington : Is the right hon Gentleman aware that
he can get confirmation of the figures from the “‘Times of Indis’
in any ijesue for the last two months, End that thess figures are
publishad and are available for the informsation of anybody eonnect-
ed with the India office ; and il these figures are justified, and
considering that the question of the Indian Import Duties was
purely one of ravenue and not of protestion for India, is it not
desirable that these duties should he considersd and that the
burden should be placed on the available revenues in India?

Mr Montagu+ [ will investigate the figures further, but I do
not think they affect the principie laid down, after discussion by a
Committee of this House, that the Govt of India should have fiscal
atttonomy.

Mr. W Thorne: Is it not possible for the firms to pay these
dividends in consequence of the low wages paid to textile
workers and the Jong hours worked 1

Mr. Speaker: Any further questions must be put on
the paper.

The Civil Service

Sir Charles Oman asked the Secretary of State for India
whather he has roceived a memorial sént by telegram to him by the
Indian Civil Service Contral Association, representing a large
majority of the officers of the Indian Civil Service now serving in
British India ; whether the said memorial sets forth their profound
dissatisfaction with the increasing difficulties of the public Services
since the passing of the Govt of India Act; and what reply he has
given to the memorialists, in view of the personal responsibility
to them under his pledges given at the time of the passing of
that Act?

Mr. Montagu : I have received the telogram referred to and
will send a copy to the hon. Member. I think this will be a better
plan than commenting on lis desoription of it in the second part of
the question, The Govt. of India are about to issue a comprehen.
sive resolution dealing with the whole question of the pay of the
all-India Servicys The substance of my reply to the memorialists
will be indicated in the Resolution, which I would ask the hou,
Mamber to await,
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(Sea page 129 for the last despaich on the subject by Mr. Montapu).

Sir G, Oman: Is the right hon. Geuntleman aware that I have
got a copy, and does he consider that the increasing difficulties of
the public services set forth by the gentleman in question in this
telegram do or do not exist !

Mr. Montagu: I am anxious to avoid disputation as to
the meaning of the telegram. The memorialists refer to s passage
in the Montagu-Chelmsiord Report. I bavg nothing to withdraw
from that,

Sir W. Pesrse: Are the sslaries and allowances sufficient to
meet the increases in the cost of living, and is it not rather the
financisl question that causes dissatisfaction than the new situation
in regard to the Govt, of India ?

Mr Montagu: | think there is a good deal of economic dis-
satisfaction.

Sir C Yate - Can the right hon. Gentleman say on what date
he will be able to give us the Govt of India Resolution ?

Mr, Montagu . | am afraid I cannot, 1t is a matter of practioe
and precedent that any communication mwust be made through ths
Government of India,

Public Services

The matter was not left to rest there, A good deal of ironical
remarks was made as to the ‘Montagu reforms’, obvioualy to put
the Secretary of State out of countenance. Sir W, Joynson-Hicks
asked the Secretary of State for India whether be has had any
report from India as to the growth of bureaueracy sioce the institu-
tion of Montagu-Chelmsford Reforms; snd whether hs can give
any estimate as to the additional cost of governing the country
ineurred in consequence of such 1morease in officials ?

Mr. Montagu :—1 do not follow the first part of my hon-
Friend's question. [ do not understand how the scheme of Govern-
ment instituted by the Government of India Act to which this
House assented in 1919 could bave led to a growth of buresucracy,
As to the cost of that scheme, I will certainly endeavour to furnish
the House with a statemenl,

Sir W, Joynson-Hicks:—Does not the'question say ‘'since” and
not “‘in consequence of”'}

Mr. Montagu: [ find it difficult to understand bow it is
possible that a measure for the institution of a democratic form of
government in India can posmbly hnve led to s growth of
bureaucracy,
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The N-C-0. Movament

Captain Viscount Curzon asked the Seo, oi State for India
whether he can make any statement as to the activities of Gandhi
and the Ali Brothers ; and whether any disturbances have arisen
-owing to the direct or indirect activities of these individuals since
they were received by the Viceroy 1

Mr. Montagu: I'do not think there ia_any detailed statement
tbat I oonld make in reply to the first psrt of the question. The
Government of India bave not indicated to melthat in their opinion
the undertaking to refrain from encouragement to violence have
been disregarded since it was given. As regards the last part of
the question, disturbances have ooourred since the Vieeroy nccorded
an interview to Mr. Gandhi The reports of these have been
communicated to the Press immediately on receipt from India.
There 1a nothing in the reports to show that the outbreaks were
direotly attributable tu the three persons mentioned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS—78TH JULY 1921
The Strikes 1n Madras.

The Madras Mile riots of June-July 1921 when the Karnatic
and Buckingham Mills looked out their men to break their newly
started Unton and had the support of the Governor, Lord Willing-
don, were the subject of a series of questions

Colonel Wedgwood asked the Secretary of State for India
whether he bad any news of the Madras strikes: whether the Gov-
ernment have facilitated 1n any way the formation of an Adr-
Dravidian tiades union or assisted the Adj-Dravidians to break
away from their comrades ; whether the strike leaders have been
threatened with internment ; and whether, in view of the serious
position, he will recommend the immediate calling together of the
Legislative Council of Madras?

Mr Parker repliad 1n the place of Mr, Montagu who was absent : —
My right hon. friend will circulate 1n the Official Report an ascount
of the Madras strikes to supplement from bis latest information the
details which have already appeared in the Press. As regards the
second and third parts of the question, my right hon. friend has no
information but 1s making inquiries, As regards the last part, my
right hon, friend understands that Lord Willingdon is himself dealing
with the case, and he thinks that my hon. and gallant Friead will
share his confidence that His Excellenoy will take whatever gotion
is Iikely to prove helpiul.

The following is the information referred to :



