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Q, l)urmg this time were the relations demanding the dead
bodies? A, They were demanding from the very beginning,

Q, This dehy caused resentment amongst the people ? A, Yes,

), In your view during these days was there any unoccessary
display of Military and Police authority ?

A. Generally it aroused feelings at the.sight ol the police. It
would have been more advisable if the authorities had kept them
the background—if they were not shown as they were.

Q, Why?

A, The relation between the police and the people in Delhi
is not good and it was specially so during those days.

(), In Delhi are they very much hated by the people ?

A. Ves, during those days they were very much hated

Q. Supposing no Military or Police had been called ount, won!d
order have been preserved —A.  Only on two days difficulties arose,
the zoth and the r7th and in spite of their dislike people kept quiet.
On other days the Police did not interfere and nothing happened.

(), Could order have been maintained without the Police on the
3oth and the 17th?—A. In my view nothing would have nappened
if the Police and the Military had not heen there, excapt the break-
ing of the glasses at the railway station on the 3oth,

Q. Do you mean to say that the presence of the Military and
the Police caused this 7—A. If the Police and the Military were now
there no firing would have taken place and all that would have raken
place would be the breaking of a few glasses in the statiop. There
would have been nothing more.

Q. To your knowledge were the people irritated for the etpres
sion used in that notice>—A. When | was asking people to stop
the hartal many told me, as they had been called budmashes, they
would not open shops.

Q. Your efforts to get the hartal ended were not very success-
ful #—A. No.

Q. Why not?—A. The reason was there were ather people
who were trying to induce people not to open shops and when we
found this out we organised volunteers and engaged other men to
tell people to open shops and ultimately we were successful.

Q. Was therc any foundation for the rumours that the leaders
would be arrested >—A. lor the other leaders did not share that

view but the people thought that when we met at the Town Hall we
would be arrested.
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- Q. The news of Amritsar came and that contributed to the
spreading of rumour >—A, It now seems to m= that that was the
real reason,

Dr. Ansari

Examined by Lord Hunter he said that chey did their best
to end the hartal after the 1oth. of April but their efforts were only
partially succesful owing to the fact that the people themselves
were much averse to ending the hartal and ther: were contributing
causes, for instance th= arrest of the Mohatma Gandhi, and the
news coming from the Punjab. At the meeting of the 13th. the
Deputy Commissioner, Col. Beadon said to them that the hartal
could not be allowed to goin that way and that they would take
steps if things continned in that wayv. They, the leaders, did not
think there would be any disorder unless there was interference on the
part of the Police.

Dr. Ansari said he and the other leadess never approved
of the attack that had been made on the Police officers who
were discharging their duties, He admitted that the sitvation
in the city was giving the authorities considerable anxiety and
e thought they were sincere, but they made some mistakes in
dealing with the people. They desired to restore order in the city
by the use of force. !

Q. Do you think there was a show of military force ?

A. It was not that which they objected. The thing was, in view
of the state of the public mind the patrolling of the streets was not
desirable bacause it produced just the opposite effect.

Q. Tthonght from the point of view of the people of the west,
the patrolling of the streets seems 1o be an indication that the autho-
rities intended to maintain order ?

t

A. VYes, sir. It is not that that I question but it is the effect
which was produced on the mind of the masses and it must have
been known to the authorities that it produced such an effect.

Q. 1f the masses were disposed to be peaceful and not to
indulge in violence why should they object to it ?

A. They felt that they had been treated badly and instead of
adopting a cenciliatory attitude, there was a show of force and that
was why they resented it.

- @: Do you mean to suggest that the Military or the Police took
up a provecative attitude ?
- A. 1 am not alleging that at all.
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Q. TIam -ather struck with the readiness with which rumours
are acCepted lere ?

A. Tdo not think there was anything pecualiar in them. Ru-
mours start almost everywhere.

Q. 1Inthi~ case there have been very many arrests though
the rumours seem to have been unfounded 7

A. I thirk the arrest of the leaders at Awmritsar was responsible-
for this,

Q. Have vou any doubt that the men in the crowd were op-
posed to the opening of shops ?

A. T'had myself to reprimand people many times who, T knew,
did not want that shops should be opened.

Q. Did it not arise from the disorderly portion of the crowd ?

A.  But I iuust say one thing @ I did not see these people using-
any force or threatening people or doing any such thing.

Q. It might have been done and you might not have seen it ?

A.  But we were all working all the time in this connection and if
it was so, it must have been brought to our notice.

Q. Asa law-abiding citizen do vou object to a man who was
prevenfing others from closing their shops being arrested ?

A.  The arrest itself in normal times would not be objectionable
but at a time like this when the least little action was liable to be

magnified, thiz action on the part of the authorities was very infudi- -
ciovs.

Q. Butif vou don't arrest one man vou encourage hundreds of
others ?

A. But on that day all the shops in the place had already been
opened and business was going on and there was no fear of anything
untowards happening. In the morning also we saw several people
50 telling peopls but we talked to them and got them dispersed and
nothing happened.

Q. You had some trouble in connection with the Ramlila affair ?

A. Yes, the trouble arose in consequence of the amthorities
being very much unfavourable to the Hindu community and they
resented it and observed hartal for some 10 or 11 davs.

Q. TItwas1 believe in 1916. A. Yes.

Haziq-ul-Mulk Hakim Ajmal Khan

. Examined by Lord Hunter the Hakim Sakeb said that he did not
take the Satyagraha vow. He had no personal knowledge of the
events of the zoth. They asked the people not to observe hartal on
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the 6th but the people in their zeal for being one with the rest of
India did observe. After the 1oth he with Dr. Ansar and others
tried their best to get the shops opened. The firing o/ the 17th he
saw with his own eyes.  While he was coming out of the Town Hall
he saw a number of men coming from the Billimoria side at a run-
ning pace and they were fired upon by a number of 1 2n, whom he
thought were Policemen, probably to prevent them friom coming to
that side. At that time he did not see anyone throwing stones. He
could not see if they had anything in their hands. He did not see
anyone being killed or wounded. His impression was that firing had
been done over their heads. The officials within the town hall had
not given the order to fire and he did not see or hear 1nvone to give
the order to fire. Further questioned Hakim Saheb so1d he saw the
gun, he saw the men and the firing.

Questioned by Mr. Justice Ranken witness said tha: Dr, Ansari
had accompanied him to the town hall and was at that time within.

The Hakim Saheb was then examined at great length by Sir
Chimanlal Setalvad. He said he and his famliy were the oldest in-
habitants of Delhi.  He exercised, he.said, some iuflusnce over the
people. His idea was that if the incident at the station had not
happen:d there would have been no trouble in Delhi at all.

Q. Can you tell me what were the causes which made it possi-
ble for these events to happen ?

A. Since Delhi became the Impenal city political movements
began. Through the medium of newspapers, associations and
meetings attempts were made to awaken the people in a legitimate
manner and efforts were also make to make people understand what
was going on in the world.

Q. What was the attitude of the local authorities towards these
movements ’—A. They did not like these movements,

Q. What do you mean ?—A. The Chief Commissioner, [
mean Mr. Hailey and the responsible officers of the Police did not
like these movements.

Q. Naturally they did not like the leaders who started this
movement in Delhi P—A  Yes.

w Q. They did not like the idea of the Congress being held
here ?—A. T'hey did not so far as I am aware.

Q. Did this create a tension between the authorities and the
public and their leaders ?—A  Yes,
~ Q Then came the Rowlatt Bill agitation following on that ?

A. VYes, thiscame along. But in the meantime we had great
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difficulty” in holding public meetings and that alsy irritated the
people.

(). Difficulties were created in the way of your getting places ?

A. We were notallowed to hold meetings at places where we
thought we should do. Siuce the Seditious Meetings Act/ was pro-
mulgated we could not hold meetings but even before that, we had -
great difficulty. b

Q. Since when has Colonel Beadon been Deputy Commission-
er7—A. He had been here before Delhi became an Imperial City, .
His administration of Municipal affairs has been very harsh and
people were very much annoyed in connecticn with his action w‘itft,‘
regard to the Ramlila procession. Various prosecutions were started, -
one was against Mr. Asaf Ali and another against Pundit Nekiram,
for addressing some meetings. But they were acquitted.

Q. All this had produced a considerable tension between the
authorities and the public?—A.  Yes.

" Q. Then in connection with the Rowlatt Bills, there wasa
general opposition throughout India to these Bills?>—A. Yes.

Q, It was opposed by almost all the members of the indian

Legislative Council 7—A.  VYes.
© Q. And in connection with that there were protest meetings in
Delhi ? :
A, Yes. I took part in those meetings.
Q. What was the attitude of the authorities with regard to this.
matter ? ot

A. I have no particular knowledge as to their attitude with
regard to this matter.

Q, Asa result of that the peopie were prone to view with sus-
picion any act of the officials ? ,

A, It had been so for sometime—for a month or two before
March.

Q. Do you think that the tension of feeling between the}
authorities and the people contributed in some measure to the
unfortunate events of March and April ?

A, Yes, in some measure it was one of the factors.

In reply to further questions the Hakim Saheb gave an account.
of the negotiations which passe¢ between the authorities and.the
leaders with regard to giving back the dead bodies of persons who
had been killed on the previous day, the 3oth, March.
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LAHORE SITTING -AMRITSAR EVIDENCE.

Mr. Miles Irving,
( Depy. Comm. of Amritsar in April 1919 )

Examined by Lord Hunter, he said that there wasa succes:
sion of meetings at Amritsar during the months of February
and March. The agitation started by Satyapal and Kichlew
invited all Hindus and Mahomedans in politics. Two mem-
bers of the local Congress Committee were on their trial,
There was “hartal” on the zoth. March but there was no
disturbance. The local Congress Committee was against the
observance of “hartal” on the 6th, of April but at the last moment
Kichlew an ! Sacyapal came and brought about the hartal. He
warned the Officer Commanding and kept troops in readiness,
But no action was found necessary. The Police acted with great
forbearance. There was no attack made upon them and they
avoided coming in contact with people. After the 6th of Apnl
things seemed to be working up to some kind of mischief and the
leaders were dissipating the mob with a view to, as he thought,
some kind of concerted action to paralyse Government. Buuthey
did not encourage any immediate act of violence. On the gth.
April, when the Ramnabami procession was passing along the
Alluhabad Bank where he was seated, the mob was very civil and
when they saw witness, the band in the car played “God save the
King”. Afierwards only a number of Mahomedan students made
some demonstration by clapping hands and marching like Turkish
soldiers,

Deportation of Kitchlew and Satyapal.

Mr. Irving then described the steps to deport Kitchlew and
Satyapal. They were invited to witness's bungalow and were removed
in a motor car to Dharamsala, on the 10th of April. He then went
to office and had been there only for about half an hour when
Mr. Plomer, (D. S, P.) came riding with the news that crowds
wete collecting in the Aitchison Park. He found the telephone
not working and then went out on horse-back. At the foot of the
rampart of the foot-bridge (which leads to the Civil lines) he found
a picket of 2 Indian and 3 British roldiers and in front of them
was a very angry crowdi He then went away. In the meantime
the ¢rowd bad 10 be fired upon and was pushed back over the
railway line. He came back and found a very threatening crowd
facing a small picket, He was rather reluctant to give order to
fire but ultimately had to do so. 70 shots were fired. This was
at about 2 p.mM. By that time the National Bank had been com-
pletely destroyed.

4
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Y. The Jallianwalabag Meeting. ©| « 1

Witness lhen narrated the subsequent events of ‘the sot and
destruction of property; ‘Government and private. Tic onthe
11th and 12th. there was practically nothing. On th - 3th he
said the situation continued to be critical.

0 What was the attitude of the moh towards the av. . .mm?

! That the “Sircar” was at an end.” “The general rumour

was, ac 1 was informed, that Government was no longer in control
of the situation.

Witness further «aid : They proclaimed from 18 different piaces
that no meeting would be allowed. He then narrated the gentle (!1!)
measures that had been taken to disperse the meeting at the
Jallianwalabagh. He added that as a result of this shooting the
whole rebellion (!) collapsed. Not only was the crowd fired upon
and dispersed but its effect was felt ihroughout the district. People
at first believed that Government was paralysed and could do
nmhmg but this came as a disillusiorment.

Q. Can you form any opinion 2s to the intention of the mob
with reference to the Government ?

A, The mob seriously thought that it had a chance of beating
Govdrnment. One of the ring-leaders used 10 say ‘let us fght 1
out,) That was the feeling from the 10th to 13th,

Witness said further: After this there was nothing of a
serious nature reported, Varions false rumours were spread but
he received a great deal of local help in counteracting these.
Martial Law was proclaiimed on the 15th. He had not applied
for it, '

. What was your opmlon as to its necessity ?

A. I think it was guite necessary. Asa matter of fact; it
“ipso facto” existed from the time the Military took control of
the situation. It was very necessary,

Q. Under the Martial Law what was your position as Deputy
Commissioner ?

A. Iregarded myself as adviser to the Military Commander
and I was also reporting to my own superiors. I would not ask
for power to be divided—one or other must be in charge.

Give us your view as to who was really responsible for
these disturbances ?

A. The people of Amritsar was responsible and people who
raised the feelings of the mob to the pitch they did.

0. You mean moral respdusibility ?—A." Yes. ‘

; 0. In that sense you mean people were irresponsible although
it was no part of their intention that the acts of violence should
follow?

A, Well,yes, I told Dr. Kichlew that he was setting in

.
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motion forces hé could not control I do not think any of these
people at any time intended violence. They intended to fetter
Government so as to submit to their demands,

Witness said further that one or two of the men arrested were
members of the Arya Samaj and as an organisation it was mone
sulky but he had no report against them. The people who did the
Aooting were Kashmiri Mahomedans, Hindus, Kshatriyas and others.
He strongly suspected they were organised under leaders,

Q. During the rebellion was there any intention of special
hatred towards the Europeans ?

A. Yes, it took that form from the point the crowd was
turned back. It assumed the shape of revenge on Europeans.

Q. Was any hostility shown to Government servants as such?

A. No. The Police were doing their duty in the city but
I have no records of Government servants as such being attacked,

The witness then described the various instruments which had
been used by the mob to destroy property. He also gave a list
of those who had been appointed by the Military Commander to
try certain cases.

He said a number of European children had been sent to
the hills by the Military Authorities and the total amount expended
on their passage and for their stay there and return was Rs, 30,000.

The witness was then examined by Mr. Justice Ranken,
He said : There was no such idea as to attack Europeans during
the two days of the hartal. He passed through the city quite
unattended and so had Mr. Jermain, the Municipal Engineer.
There was persistent agitation upto the middle of March in course
of which inflammatory language had been used but there was no in-
citement to riot or anything of that sort. There were remote
suggestions 1o violence when Kiichlew spoke of “using our
hands" but people often speak more violently than they mean and
it was not their opinion that immediate violence wasintended,
The leaders were against violence at the moment,

Satyagrahis and Violence.

Q. So far as the Satyagrahis themselves are concerned is

it not the case that they deprecated violence? A. Yes,
. Who were the chief Satyagrahis at Amritsar ?

A, I should think Kitchlew and Satyapal. But they were not
distinguishable from the general agitators,

Q. I suppose you know the principles of that particular
movement as protessed are contsary to violence rather thanin
favour of it ?

.. A, Yes, contrary to open violence. But any form of passive
resistance would eventually come to active violence.

Q, Can you point to any fact which suggests that in the
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beginning of April there was any plot on the part of anv stratum
of society in Amritsar to encourage violence against Europeans
or to upset the local Government ? 2

A. 1 cannot point to any existing before the roth of April.
The only thing that comes in iny mind is the extraordinary speed
in which various acts of violence were committed, almost within an
hour. This appears to be the work of some form of organisation

2. Would you tell me which are the acts of violence ?

. Three banks which were fairly close together, a church
and a school, were attacked and in another direction the telegraph
office was attacked the very first thing. Then there was an aitem
to cut the Telegraph line which rather marks an intelligence.

- Q. But why do you think that the attack on the bank was
evidence of a previous organisation ? .

- A, Tam not saying that it is. [ am putting before you these
facts which are compatible with some kind of organisation down
below. It does not of course follow that because there was an
attack on banks therefore there was an organisation but there was
an organiution existing and we knew of it at the time of the
Municipal elections.

Q.. Would it not be consistent with facts that the protest in
force against the deportation of Kitchlew and Satyapal sponten-
eously developed into violence and murder and incendiarism ?

A. Yes, I think it spontaneously developed ;: it flared up in
a moment, I do not think people went out with that design.

In answer to further questions witness said immediately before
their deportations Satyapal and Kichlew were constantly addressing
people. The order of deportation came from' above and he was
not given any specific reasons. These steps were not initiated at
his request for he had come only recently and had not felt his feet
about at that time. As a matter of fact he did not make any
recommendation, he was simply reporting things as they were,
At one time he thought he could get Kichlew to be reasonable.
He had as a matter of fact quite early asked (the Government) to
suspend action against Kichlew to see if he could bring him round.
He knew nothing about these orders being in contemplation before
he received them. He only knew that their conduct was under

~ consideration of the Government. On the evening of the oth

_when he got the orders of deportation, he recognised the possibility

of some disturbance due to the deportations and provided for three
times but unfortunately ten times happened.
Events of the 10th.

‘In reply to questions put by Sir Chimanlal Setalvad witness
said that he was not in any manner connected ‘with recruiting
from 1909 to 1917, He had no knowledge as to how recruiting
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was done. He was during that lgeriod in the Secretariat, At
the time he came to Amritsar in February, Dr. Saty and Dr,
Kichlew were fairly popular leaders and their popularity grew
as the agitation grew.
: Therefore their deportation caused resentment in the
mind of the public?
.. Az ,Well, it might orit might not. When they arrested
Lala Lajpat Rai in 1907, the agitation absolutely collapsed.
. Q: That may have been so. But on the 10th April in 1919
this was so?

A: Yes, I was quite prepared for it, I was taking all
possible precautions against it.

Q: When the crowd came on the first occasion near that
bridge, thv were coming to your place ? "

A: Yes, they were coming to my house I understood.
They were coming not to make any ordinary protest. When
people come they come properly clad. But these men had
put off their pugress and shoes and they intended violence,

Q : It might have been the sign of mourning?

A: If it was mourning, it was violent mourning.

Their primary object was to come to you in congection
with the deportation ?

A : Certainly in connection with it,

Q: On that day were you present at the two firing ?

A: No, only ait one. | was present at the second not
at the first, I refrained from giving the order to fire because
. I recognised two men trying to disperse the mob, They did
their best to disperse the mob.

Q: One was Mr. Gurudayal Singh ?

. A: Yes, 1 met him in court but otherwise I did not know

him. ;
(Q: He tried to restrain the crowd at considerable risk ?

A : Yes, I observed that myself.

: This gentleman was arrested on the 29th and kept in
custody for a mooth and a half ? —A: Yes.

Q: He was brought in handcuffs to Lahore and taken over to
various palces ?

. A: That I do not know. The investigation went out of
my hands. I know he was brought to Lahore.

O: He was put up for trial >—A : Yes.

1 As a result he got acquitted 7—A :  Yes.

% This affair created considerable resentment in Amritsar ? §§

A: It might have but I do not know. Gurudayal Sing said
that ;d‘mle laughed at him and said that as a reward he got
arrest
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% General Dyer arrived on the morning of the 11th ?
At Yes, evening of 11th.  When he came the Commissioner

handed overthe administration to him. ‘

O: 1 want to understand this: *the Commissioner 1old
the Officer commanding that he was to consider himself in charge
of the Military situation and take whateyer steps he thought
necessary to establish civil control”.—Was this said to' the Officers
Commanding or to General Dyer ? : 1

‘A Tt 'was said to both, to the Major commanding the troops
and to General Dyer, o A
‘%0 At that time Martial Law had not been preclaimed ?

A: No, but it existed, X
Qe Iwant to know what he means by * beingin charge
of the whole thing,” Is it that Military law had been established ?

Ay It was an announcement of the fact that the Civi)
administrarion was unequal 1o the task of preserving peace.
" Q% For that thev need not have handed ove: the adminis-
tration to the Military ? ‘

A : The statement is a confession of the inadequacy oun the
part of the Civil authorities to maintain the King’s peace any longer

O, It looks as if the Civil authorities did not exercise any
control but left everything to the Military ?

A : The Militarv officers were directed to preserve peace,
It was not a case of the Civil authorities taking the help of the
Military. You cannot for example ask soldiers 10 shoot. You
could “tell the soldiers that you are unable to carry on and they
should at their discretion take whatever measures they thought
necessary. . »

0 : The effect of it was to proclaim martial law on that date ?

A : It was so practically, It announced the existence of
Martial Law under the old common law.

Jallianwala Bag Meeting—

QO : The Seditious Meetings Act was extended to Amritsar
on the 13th ?—A : Yes, on the morning of the 13th.

O: The proclamation that you referred to was with
reference to this ?

A: Yes, under the Common Military Law, not under the
Seditious Meetings Act.

O: 13th was the day of the great: Baisakhi festival ?

A: Yes.

O : Many people from outside come to Amritsar on that Hay ?

A: Yes. Ithink on that particular day people came not to
a'very large extent because civil pickets stopped villagers and
advised them not to come, In the ordinary course they come,

0 : You have seen the place where the meeting took place ?
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‘A1 Yes, it was pointed out to me. ‘

O It is & somewhat low lying place ?--A~ Yes. ' &
1950 1 It is surrounded by buildings ?—A : Yes. Rre

Q: Taerc are four small openings to the garden ?

“IA: There are four small and ooe fairly large,

797 : The actual place where the meeting was held was at the
southern extremity ?

9 At Yes. 'I'ammnot sure of it.

Q: The place where the Military came and stood was at
the porth?—A =t Yes,

“Q : On araised spot ?-~A: Yes:

O : T'hat place where the military stood was at a considerable
distance from where the meeting was held ?

A: Yes, a fair distance. 1 was not there at the time but it
was pointed sut to we.

Q: It has never been suggested that the meeting either
threatead the Military or did anvthing of that sort ?

A: T do not know whether the Military will suggest that
or not,

O In the official pavers, so far as you have been able to see,
no sugpestions have been made ?

A : I could not really have seen all that.

Q: It has been admitted that the crewd was not ordered to
dlspene before they were fired on ?

A: Agam I must tell you that I have not seen all those papers.

O+ The statement is : *“He did not tell the people that if
they ‘did not disperse he would fire but at once proceeded to dis-
perse the crowd by firing ?"—A: Yes.

Q: Firing was done at once, as soon as the Military came and
saw the meetin g,and acdording to your information about 500
were killed 2-——=A :  Yes, more might have been wounded.

(): 1 understood you to say that the object of this was to
strike terror into the heart of the people?

A: | never said so,

O : You conveyed the idea when you say that when this wa‘
done the whole rebellion collapsed.

A: No, | was speaking of what actually happened. I was
not auempling to read the situztion but Itold you as a fact the
rebellion collapsed.

O: So tar as.you know, it has never been suggested that the
circumstances on the spot were such as 1o necessitate firing ?—
lrrespeatve of the fact that it wa# a prohibited meeting ?

F'have vot had any correspondence on the subject.

0 “I' put it 1o you again: there was the idea that Govern-

ment was paralysed, that Government would do nothing = in order
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to dispossess the public mind of this idea you thought it was neces-
sary to resort to ruthless firing : [f what you have said means any-
thing it means that ? :

A, I do not know. I have told you what happened as a
matter of historical fact,

You put that as a justification for_firing. 4
. It is not my business'to justify, 1 give you the actual facti
Was it not really this: that be there was this id
that the Government was paralysed, that the Government cculd do
nothing, therefore you thought it necessary to make the peonle
realise the truth by killing 500 men at one stroke ?

A. 1do not know what was in the mind of the Military officer
who carried out this action. I have simply tried to give you fact
as I know them.

The Crawling Order— Flogging and Salaming.

Q. You have told us that cirawling order was issued
on the 20th ?—A. Yes.

Q. There are house on both sides 7— A, Yes.

. A large number of them > A. Yes.
., Had you any information as to what had happened to
those persons who lived in these houses ?

A. They were expected to stay at home.

O. 1If they had wanied to go out they had to conform te this
order?— A, Yes, I think so.

Q. Is itnot a fact that certain persons who were nnder arrest
and who were taken through that stieet had to crawl through ?

A. Yes, I understand that was what happened. I do not
know who those people are. 1 was told it was accidental and was
not intentional.

0. Can you tell us who they were?

A. 1 should think the Military might be able to tell you.
They were in Military custody.

Q. You have told us there was flogging in the streets?

A, - Yea,

® Q. Is it true that a regular flogging platform was put up in
the street 7—A, [ suppose there was.

Q. Was there an order requiring people 1o salaam every
European ?

A. No, there was an order to salaam the General when he .
passed but no order as regards Europeans as such.

\ O. That is not true? '

A. 1 have never heard of it. I think the General brought it
to my notice and to the best of my recollection, the order was as
regards the General Officersin uniform. But I am not quite sure
about this, ,
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Were people punished for not obeying ? ; e

. “A. 1 think some people were punished by the Militar

authorities with confinement for a short period. :

Q. Were they flogged ?

A. I think some people were given roth days imprisonment
for not salaming. It was a military question,

# 0. You say that'on the rith and the 13th the mob wus in
ion of the city : why do you say that ?

A. Because they were. We covered no more of the city than
we could march into.

O. Whnen you say that people said that there was Hindu-
Mahomedan Raj, did you hear that yourself?

A. No, people said to me that was being said in the dl{.

., Certain tribunals were constituted prior to the declaration
of Martial law ? —A, Yes.

Q. May I know under what authority.

A. I am afraid I cannot tell you that,

Q. 1 mean the summary courts ?

A. Yes, I can't tell you.

Q. Have you any statement to show how many people were
arrested and never brought to trial ?

A. They were all brought to trial. There was of course one
class of people who were brought in very largely—a class of wander-
ing Sadhus. Their cases required to be examined and when it
was done, those against whom nothing was found were let off.

Pundit Jagat Narain then examined witness :— -

Q. Was not recruiting one of the predisposing causes of the
trouble ?

A. I considered recruiting and I considered against it as a
contributing cause for the reason that trouble came from people
who had not been recruited. I said it came neither from the people
who had been recruited nor from the disirict where recruiting was
vigorous. (Questioned further) 1 said it was a serious contributing
cause and people who were recruited neither rose nor complained,

Was not the income tax raised very high at this time ?
A. Yes, under the new Act there was a considerable rise.
O. Am I to understand that apart from Amritsar, those
« persons who were affected by recruiting, did not form part of the
mob that got out of hand ?—A, VYes.

Q. But that is not applicable to any other district ?

A. I am net in a position 1o sdy.

Q. Isit not a fact that every city and every district had to
fumnish a certain quota of men ?

A. Idonot think any quota was asked for from Amritsar.
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But I think they were asking for a district quota and ‘the people
were asked to find those men. { Loy

If there was any deficiency—If any Lambardar failed to
supply the requisite number ? s
A. He was often suspended and a better man appointed,

Platform Ticket Agitation. d.o

In reply to further questions witness said that at that time
people had made a complaint of the fact that no platform tickeis
were issued to Indians whereas Europeans had been aliowed to enter
the station without any ticket. Witness said this action by the
railway authorities was on account of limited space. The people
said that they were not being treated like human beings.

O. What is the worst that you can say about this agitation ?

A. The worst that I could say was that it was an agitation.
But really the worst of it was that the agitators were trying to
show to the people that the Government were acting in & manner
regardless of the interest of the people and without proper
consideration towards the people.

Q. You thought that idea was wrong ?

A. Yes, it was a matter which concerned the railway authori-
ties omly. f

Q. You find all over India, wherever there is the system of
platform tickets, Indians are compelled to buy them and Europeans
are exempt from it ?

A. I have very little experience of it.

0. Was there anything of the nature of anti-Government &r
anti-European feeling between the 30th, March and 6th, April.

A. There was a good deal—-1 cannot say anti-European but
it was anti-Government.

©. Am I to understand that this was the feeling of the
crowd ?

A. Well, as far as I can interpret their feelings from then
actions,

Q. Will you kindly say 2 or 3 sentences as (0 what was
said ?

A, T have not come armed with extracts. Somebndy said the
British are like monkeys.

Q. Supposing one dislikes a certain action of the Government
or cettain act passed by Government and he wants to have it
repealed : he agitates tor it : and if he tells in his speech this
action of the Government is wréhg, would you call this agitation
anti- British or anti-Government ? ;

A. Youwill see i(hat from the actual extracts that will be
placed before you, {
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"0. You had seen ﬂmktvmr«‘xko ‘I want to" have !! frony
you,

A. You will seethe cartoons : ove of which was a blnck ser-
pent and it was said this was the reward which the people got for
all their services in the war.

. O Do younthink it was confined to Awmritsar alone or that
feeling was shared . y ple all over India ?

“TAL It was cmar; univeréal but it nowhere ‘took such o
violent form as at Amritsar,

0. On the 6th, nobody was maltreated ?

& No.

Q. Then on the oth, the day of Ramnabami, were not the
proceedmgs quite orderly inspite of the fact that the Police were
very few in nutiber —A,  Yes,

0. This was the occasion when people shouted Hindu-Mussal-
man ki Jai and there was fraternisation ?—A.  Yes.

“ 0. Are you or are you not in favour or Hindu Mahomedan
unity ?—A. Tt depends on what subject they combine.

Q. 1f they give up religious animosity and fraternise ?

A. Tam certainly not against it,

). Will vou favour such a thing ?—A. Yes.
O. You will praise those who are working for it ? .
A. Certainly

0. And therefore when vou find that Hindus are lakmg
water given by Mahomedans and each joining in the other's fes-
tivals, is it not a matter that should give you entire satisfaction ?

A, Well, it would give entire satisfaction, if I did not fear the
motive underlying—it had a sinister purpose behind it,

~ 0. Yoo did not like their joint political action ?

A. T have no objection to that,

0. You did not like that they should give up their quarrels
and (ake up a common attitude with regard to certain polmcal-
matter ?

A. Ido not object to 1t but the fact was that they converted
their religious ceremony into a political affair.

0. Wil not that very fraternisation on religious occasion be
evidence of the sincerity ot the people ?— A, Yes.

O. You are not one of those who believe in the principle of
divid- and rule 7—A. No.

Witness further said he had noticed that in the Montagu-
‘Cheimsford Report it had been said,tiat the one proof that Indians
were unfit for complete seif-government was the quarrel of Hindus.
and Mahomedans. And if the people tried to erase that blo', that
‘was to be encouraged. That would be a political movement but
that could not be helped,
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Why were Drs. Kichlew and Satyapal deported ?

He said that Drs Satyapal and Kichlew had not done anything
in public to contravene the orders served on them,

Q. Iwant to know what is the immediate cause of their
~deportation ?

A, T am not well in a position to say that. But there is one
thing that- I represented 1o Government:” I did not make any
recommendation but I said that it showed that Kichlew brought
about the ‘hartal’ of 6th Aoril in 8 hours time,

Q, But that is not a serious thing for which a man should be
‘deported ?

A. No, my recommendation was not the cause of their arrest,
As a matter of fact, inspite of the fact that they were preveuted
from making public speeches, they were talking in private meetings
and making, people hostile,

Q. You had no knowledge of it ?

A. Kichlew himself told me his intention was to change the
form of Government but he wished to do it by constitutional
agitation, But I pointed out constitutional agitation very much
differed from what he did.

Q. Tjust want 1o know whether between the 19th March
and 10th April there was anything objectionable to justify the order
-of deportation ?

A. Well, he practically ordered the hartal on the 6th. This
was one thing. >

Q. But so far as the orders were, did he do anything to
<contravene them ?

A, So far as I know—no. '

Q. From the 6th up 1o the time they were sent for and
«deported there was nothing tangible from which you could draw
the inference that the crowd would have recourse to violence ?

4, ldid not get any such definite information.

Q. Isit not a fact that on many occasions when the common
people feel aggrieved over some municipal assessment or municipal
-order they go in a body to the Magistrate to lay their complaint
before him ?

A. Yes, they could come in a respectful manner.

Q. But on the gth you were not aware of their demeanour ?

- A, No knowledge of ghe future. i '

Q. If not, why'did you conclude that on the :oth the crowd
woula come 1o you in a violent mood ?

A, I wasnot going to take any chance.

Q Can you tell the committee of anything done by the crowd

from which a reasonable inference could be drawn that they would
be violent ?
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A. Well, they kept their hands off when thy saw the Police.
They were sulky. From what happened elsewhere [ thought
it was quite likely that the budmashes of Amritsar would attem
to over-awe the authorities—at nnr rate, the chauces would
good enongh ; the mob is always volatile. '

Q. Under what law you were justified in declaring the mob
to be an unlawful assembly ?

A : Section 188 of the Cr. Procedure Code (loud laughter)

Q : A body of ¢ men passing the railway line becomes an
unlawful assembly ? ‘ :

A : Ithink I have given you the wrong settion.

Q : Is there any report to show that any f ‘the constable or
the 'soldiers who were stationed there were injured by sfones on
the 1oth ?

A : Ifthere was any report it is in Military records, So far
as the Police was coucerned, there was no paper.

Witness further said the number of the crowd on the first occa-
sion must have been 2 or 3 thousand—it was a very large crowd
coming in a hostile manner. Of the five men consisting of the
picket one had a revolver and the other a rifle. They fired on
and 3 men were killed. He admitted that before any firing took
place, the crowd passed along the National Bank and other  Bbuild-
ings but they did not do any mischief.

O : So far as the second firing was concerned, is it not “true
that the two pleaders who were trying to get back the mob told
you not to fire ?

A : That was when I did not give order to open fire. That
was at the foot of the bridge and [ said I could not wait a moment
longer.
O : Isit true that certain shots were fired from the Telegraph
Office side, when these pleaders were endeavouring to persuade the
mob to retire ?

A': Yes, 1did hear some shots. Very likely the men there
were in serious danger.

“0Q : I rthink you will admit that up to this time the crowd
or the majority of them had no lathies in their hands ?

A : I did not notice any lathies in their hands.

: O : It was when they had been driven by the first volley that
they divided themselves into three groups and collected bamboos.
and whatever they could get ?

A : Yes, that was the crowd who, as you suggest, were peaces
ful. They went and burnt the bank and murdered Mr Thompson.

O : Donot think that I in any way justify  their :action.
What I want to know is that 5 or 6 persons were shot' before Mr
Thompson was murdered ? " y
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A : That is absolutely untrue, Fag il bl mor
Q: Why do you say that : You rely on Police,reporis 2.,

A 1 These facts came out in the trial, I can omy. give you my
recollection, ST

Q: From 5 p. M. on the 1oth onwards the crowd did
tnothing ? 3 :

A. There was nothing left for them to do,

Q. After 5 .M, on the 10th there has it beea any attack: on
any person or property.

A. Some Indian gentlemen will come and tell yow.that they
feared that a number of houses were in great danger,

0. 1 am not talking of those ultra-loyalist. Were you in
possession of facts that any person or property was ivjured after
4-30 P.M. on the 1oth upto the 15th.

A, I cannot tell you. After the arrangements we had made
they could not do it. My impression is that after the ioth the
looting of the National Bank was going off and on : it did not go
on one day only.

Q. Can you give any tangible evidence that property was
looted ?

A. [ cannot give you any.

©, Therefore when you made that statement that there was
a critical sitvation because there was serious danger of Amritsar
being looted, what are the facts on which you based your opinion ¥

A. The people themsclves were trying to organise themselves
Lo resist the invasion. ) -

0. Is it not because the Police had withdrawn and they
wanted to keep watch and ward ? v

A.- I donot know as a matter of fact. But I will take it
from you. (further questioned) My information was that there was
apprehension of the _lootmg by villagers. It was based on reports—
I cannot remember if I have got any written report,

Q. People ylaced before you all sorts of hearsay reports and
your opinion is based on that ?

A. I think there was more than hearsay ; but very largely
that was the source of my information at the time.

Q: You have spoken of excitement during the Municipal
elections : Don't you think it appears everywhere ?

A : [ shall think it objectionable wherever it occurs.

Q: You donot connect them in any special manner with
what subsequently happened in Amritsar ?

A : To a certain extent, yes.

(O : You have no objection to this political activity ?

A : 1 have no objection to any political activity as such.

Q : In your statement you say : “We found Hindus attend-
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ng -Mahomedan meetings and Mahomedans being given places of
prominence in Hindu meetings : the chief link between the two
being always this Dr. Kichlew”. Was it disliked by the autho-
vities ? ‘

A : I have no objection to it, I have simply stated it as a fact.

Q : Was it looked upon with disfavour ?

A i It was not objected toin any way, I noticed it as being
unusual,

O : It had nothing to do with his deportation ?

A : Not to my knowledge. Certainly not.

Q : Inpara13you say : *“The situation had however begun
to take a threatening aspect. It was not that any immediate vio-
ience was apprehended. Oun the contrary, the policy of the brains
behind the movement appeared to be directed in the opposite
direction. Their intention was to avoid collision with the Police’~—
Who were the brains ? Kichlew and Satyapal ?

A. I did not know then and I do not know now.

Q. You did not know then to whom you referred as the brains
of the movement ?

A, At the time when [ wrote this it seemed to me that there
was some directing brain behind but I did not know who it was,

Q. You are still of that opinion  that their object was to
direcA the movement in a direction opposite to violence ?

< Yes,

Q. What do you mean by threatening aspect ?

A. They form collective passive resistance which wanted to
paralyse Government.

Q. Why was it considered threatening on that date ?

A. Because such was the likely result that I anticipated.

0. The only thing was that there was a general ‘hartal'—
nothing else ? '

A. I did not mean a general ‘hartal’ I meant persistent
attempt to misrepresent Government, wild rumours misrepresen-
ting the actions of Government, the ignorant people were getting
more and more excited and every possible feature of the situation
was such as to cause that idea to my mind.

Q. This was going on tor the last two months ?

. A. It was getting worse and worse without any sign of
stopping.

© 0. Was there during these days some special measure of
misrepresentation ? .

A, There were the grossest slanders on Government.

. In your opinion all sorts of passive resistance were to be
deprecated 7—A. Yes, any collective thing of the kind.

Q. Up to that time when you wrote this report, you had no
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evidence before you that there were any plan of violence ever
contemplated by the brains behind the movement ?

A. Asa matter of fact the matter was ‘sub-judice’ -1 was
really thinking of the conspiracy cases then going on.

Q. Anyhow at the time you wrote this report you had no,
positive evidence before you that any violence was contemplated ?

A. There is a difference between having_no evidence before
me and not coming to a conclusion. I refrained from coming to a
conclusion as the matter was going on betore a court.

Q. You said iit was still doubtul ? —A. Yes. b

O, Therefore it was doubtful so far as you were concerned ?
A. It had not been decided.

Q. So far as you were concerned, were you doubtful or not ?

A. 1 certainly had not got all the evidence by any means and
therefore I had not made up my mind.

0. You had a conference on the evening of the gth ?

A. VYes.

. Were any drastic measure suggesied ?

A. No drastic measures were suggested. There was deep
indignation but no idea of revenge, From the 10th the matter was
in the hands of the Militarv authorities.

+ Communication with the Punjab Government.

0. Was the order of deportation received by post ?

A. It was received through a Police officer.

Q. During these days between the 6th and 1oth was any _
communication received from Lahore by you or anybody to your
knowledge ?

A. 1 do not remember 1o have received any written order
The Commissioner was down there giving me advice.

. You received no instructions from the Government of
Punjab ?
*A. To the best of my recollection, no.

Q. Did you consult Government officials between these days?

A: I consulted the Commissioner, nobody else.

O : Did you do it by letter or when he came down there ?

A: When he came down there,

O: Upto the morning of 1oth there had been no sign of
enmity towards Europeans as such ?

A : Thad not seen it as such,

Promulgation of orders.

O: You issued certain orders ?

A: Yes,

O: These orders were sent the morning of the 10th to the
3 Magistrates ? .

A: Yes, I gave them personally.
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*-'Q: Was this promulgated amongst the people ?
- A There was no time.
“Q: They were not promulgated amongst the people ¢ 4

A: Thney were promulgated by the Magistraies who met the
crowd, as far as he could. He could not himself hear as the crowd
would not listen 10 them.

Q: You thought that one hour before you declared the as-
sembly unlaw ful, 1t would try to cross the line?

A: Thatis hardly the legal way of putting it. [ issued the
order under section 144, that auy person who disobeyed any order
pecomes an unlawful assembiy. had no time to look at the rul-
1 ¢

mg: You think that section 144 applies to the case ?

A. Ihave not suggested it did. [ bave not had it argued
before me.

Pandit Jagatnarian then read out a gortion of the section,

Q: According to you there was not sufficient time to promul.
gate this order beforehand aund if the crowd would have histened
Lo theMagisirate then this order would have been promulgated?

A. Yes.

Firing at the Bridge. .

Q, Now coming to the firing at the pbridges when you arrived
there was pickets stoned in your presence ?

A. Yes. [|also was stoned.

Q. You went up to the crowd.

A, 1 tried to doit but my horse would not face the crowd. 1
did not go inside the ranks of the crowd-—they were round me on
my right bard, on my left hand and rather behind me. 1 was
partially surrounded by the crowd.

In answer to further questions witness said at the time when
firing was opened, the picket was stoned. There was a second and
even a third stone throwing although he mentioned ouly one in
his statement. He saw a man being wounded in his presence at
che bridge. The reason for not mentioning the other two was
that he was working at great pressure and had to put cown facts
as concisely as he could. He ought to have mentioned these two
as showing the reason for firing but he was working at great

pressure.
Treatment of Wounded.

Dr. Kedarnath’s hiouse was close to the Zenana hospital,
His information was that some wounded persons were taken to
“a house" and treated there but he did not know whether it was
Dr. Kedarnath’s house or not. He did not like to commit himself.
He had never heard of the allegation that when some wounded
were brought Mrs, Easdon was present and she said “The Police

5
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have served you right, yon deserve it.”” It was a cowardly and
calumnious statement. He thought that the estimate of 20 to 3o
killed and wounded was fairly correct. The procession which
carried the dead bodies was a very big one and orderly one, - The
Police commenced investigations on the 11th and he himself went
as far as the Kotwali. On the 12th the leaders of the riot were
arvested. There was no disturbance on thve 12th. The péople
obeyed his orders about burying the dead but with reluctance.  On
the 11th, he went inside the city and arrested the leaders but there
was no demonstration, no trouble.
Afraid of being Murdered.
0. What are your reasons for saying that the civil authorities
had no control over the city ?
A. Because our control extended practically as far as the
rifle could go, as far as the troops could see. People were collected
and no Magistrate, no official could go into the city without a strong

What was there to prevent you to go inside the city on
the r1th, and 12th, to go inside the city and to your ordinary
duties ?

A. Well, because I would be murdered like Bank Managers.

Q. And being afraid of being murdered you and other persons
in authority did not venture inside the city ?

A. You may put it like that if you like,—The Military
authorities would not allow any one inside the city.

What was there to prevent you to ge in side the city with
troops ? .

A. We did go but we could not always go with the aid
of troops.

Q. You cannot say if you had gone with trcops your authority
would have been opposed ?

A. 1 cannot say. :

What do you mean by saying that you had to obey the
Military authorities ? Isit not a fact that every authority that

ou had was derived or conferred on you by some act of the
{egishlure ?

A. I take it from you.—Yes.

Leave Aside the Common Law of England.

Where is the authority under which you can suspend
your powers and hand over them to the Military authorities ?

A. Thereis the common Law of England,

b Lieave aside the Common Law of England. Where is the
provision in the Criminal Procedure Code which authorised  you or
the Commissioner to hand over the administration of any city to
the Military authorities ? ;
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“"A. 1 do not think there is. ;

“QG. You referred to section 130 and 131, When you asked
the aid of the Military you had no business to suggest that the
whole matter should be entirely in their hands ?

i« A, No, but I don't like to quote the section.

Q. * You canoot suggest any section under which you or the
Commissioner were authorised to hand over the admimstration ?

2 A. Tt is rather difficult to point out legal authonty but where
the Civil authorities are unable to control the  situation and
guarantee peace and order, it is their duty to ask the Military

- authorities to take steps if considered necessary to preserve order,

Q. I quite agree with you but that is vot the meaning of sec,
129 and 131. It does not say that you should hand over the
administration to the Military authorities ?

A. There was no civil administration at that time except what
was directed to the maintenance of peace and order., We did not
hand over any civil administration practically so called.

O. You could invoke the aid of the Military and nothing
more. As a District Magistrate of 20 years experience, under what
authority you allowed the Military to do all those things ? -

A. \K’hat things, other than maintenance of order and peace ?

Q. Many things, issuing of proclamations, doing hundreds of
other things ?

A. Iam not arguing acase but my opinion is that the Military
commander was justified in taking all measures necessary to
maintain public peace and order such as arresting people and
dispersing crowd. If he issued any order for what he considered
the preservation of order that was not an extraordinary exercise of
authority but rather making it sure that his exercise of authority
would not be sudden and oppressive,

Q. But there must be some authority from either the Govern
ment or the Legislature ? ’

A. 1am not acquainted with it,

. Mr, Miles Irving said that 102 persons were tried for an
attempted Dacoity at the Tarntarn Tashil. These men were me’
by one Inspector and halt a dozen constables and they all ran away

Q. It was not a very dangerous crowd?
A, Yes, if they had not run away they would have looted.
May 1 know if they were convicled for an atiempt at
lootiug or for waging war against the King-Emperor ?

A. 1 believe it was waging wat. I could remember,

Q. Is it not a fact that if you had tried them for dacoity,
they could not have been tried by court martial courts ? ;

A. 1do not think so.
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0. Unless their attempted dacoity had been changed to‘wag-

ing war against the King, the Martial Court would have no author-
ity to try them ? b s

A. T donot think so.

Q : Electric light and water supply was cut off from the
1oth ?

A': Yes, in thecity. ;

Q : What was the justification ? A spirit of revenge ? 7

A : As regards water supply, there was rumour that the
water had been poisoned, Wealso did not use the water for we
thought there might be some basis in it.
© 0 : Was it cut off from the Civil Lines at any time ?

A : 1t was not cut off but for a short time it was not used.

O : I suppose you were not consulted about this order ?

A : [ was consulted from time to time but in regard to this
matter | was not consulted—so far as [ remember.

In reply to further questions witness said the electric supply
was cut off to prevent people from parading about and also they
did not know what they were going to do with the electric machi-
nery.

yQ ¢ How could the cutting of electric current prevent people
from«damaging the electric plant or electric appliances ?

A : Tdonot press the particular motive. 1 say I cannot
remember it. I know it was thought a good thing that the electric
light should be cut off .

O : Was not that order based on a spirit of revenge ?

A : Revenge is hardly the word. It was a sort of punish-
ment, .
O : Don't you think it was like the punishment of the old old
Nababi days ? Because 2000 persons committed an offence, un-
doubtedly a very dastardly offence, therefore you thought that the
whole city should be punished for that ? )

O : At that time the curfew order was in force : people could
not come out after 8. P, M. therefore electric light would be all the
more necessary to find out whether they were obeying those  orders
or not ?

A : There were pickets.

I want to know how the cutting off of the water supply
. or electric light would help in the least in maintaining peace ‘and
order ? )

A : I cannot remembér the exact motive which influenced
the Military Authorities in theit decision, I think partly there was
the Engineering reason—hydrants had been smashed, water was
pouring out ; and the other reason was the rumour that the water
was poisoned. As regards electric light, the city was judicially
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hlud to be in a state of warfare—and 1if the Military Authorities
resorted to this to bring the people to a more saner frame of mind,
they did nothing wrong. st

Q : Is there any record to show how many hydrants had bnn
smashed ?

A : 1do not know, The Municipal people have it.

Q : Had this allegation about street hydrants being smashed

been ever out forward ?
‘ A : I think the Mupicipal Engineer told me that the hydrants
were smashed, (Further guestioned) I do not rémember if the
Engineer told me that the hydrants were smashed on account of the
rumonr that water had been poisoned,

Q: Now, was any agreement taken from some noople a
Tarn Tarn that thev would not take part in any political activity
for the next three vyears and that if they did they would pay a
fine of Rs 5,000 each?

A: People there did make sume kind of agreement, It was
not done under my orders.

Q: Could that agreement be produced ?

A : [think it can,

So far as your experience of 20 vears as Magistrate goes
do you know that except in cases of theft, unnatural offences
some cases of rape, no convicted person is ﬂogged under the ‘Indian
Penal Code?

A: [ do not remember. [ never used the code the

Were vou never informed that a meeting wa® held on
the 12th and at that meeting it was annovnced by Hansraj that
a second meeting would be held next day at 4 P.M,?

A, 1 did not know in what exact form, but I heard that a
a meeting would be held the next day. | did not hear Hansraj's

name

Q: He was the man who subsequently turned approver?
wop &1 Yes,

i : He was that very man who was addrewng the crowd in
allianwalla Bagh ?

A You put his name in my mouth yesterday but I believe
he was not. [ believe another man was addressing.

;- Q: Coming to the incideot of the Jallianwala Bagh, did any
s« persou of authority visit Jalliawala Bagh that day ?

A: Not that I know of. ’

Q1 To the best of your knowledge and belief nobody did ?

I do not know. 1 did net.

‘Was any ambulance provudod for the 13th ? A
T believe no.

=10 »
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~ Q: Was any help given by the authorities to remove the
dead and the d;ﬁ to . ‘ e } SV E
A : I believe they were left to their friends, Rl
: Was any help given to the wounded after the firing of
the 10th at 2 P.M.,

A. Yes, some people were taken away. The hospial was
close by and the Civil Surgeon was sent for from the hospital.

Q: After this firing did you consider 1{"reasonable 1o modify
your curfew order which was passed at 12 o'clock that day in order
that the dead and the dying might be removed ?

A. 1 thought people would take away but they did wnet.
They were in a state of excitement.

. You are not aware that any person disobeyed the curfew
that night ?

A. There was nobody in the city to say.

Q. There is no report of disobeying the curfew on the 13th.

A. The troops went rightback and leit the city to itself,

Did it strike any person in authority or to you that it
was absolutely necessary that some first aid was necessary, in view
of the fact that some 4 or 5 hundred were killed and a very laige
number wounded.

A« I do not know whether the General in authority sent out
a party or not. Perhags it was considered unsafe.

Q. Reasonably, it would have been unsafe for a parny
of soldiers ? .

A. 1 do not know but I found the Military Authorities
making various arrangements for the safety of the Civil Station in
case of further attack. In fact, it was a state of warfare, we were
face to face with the enemy and it was not proposed to send out
such parties. I think it would be a good thing to do if the situa-
tion permitted it,

Q. From 5.30 to 7.30 no help was rendered ?

A. You should really ask the Officer who brought the troops
to the city. I do not like to anticipate his reading of the situation,

Q. §ou never inquired whether any of the persons belonged
to the respectable class ?

A, {’Vell I did,

Q. Can you give the names of the persons ?

. A, 1 cannot, Iinquired whether there was any respectable
people or not and I was told there were not.

O. That information is based on hearsay and you had not
inquired into the matter at all, * Y

A. Most of my answers ‘are based on hearsay knowledge.

Q. I think it would be very easy to get the names of these

persons from Police records.
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. A. The Police ‘kr:pt a note of the Military punishments, 1
have got my figures from them. But I do not know whether they
have destroyed those papers or not, Al

- Q. Can you tell us whether it was a return or a written report,
A. 1am not sure.
¢+ Q. Yuou are very vague as to whether there was any respecta-

ble person or not. :
A, I asked the Police and they said so. I did not go into the

matter myself,

Q. There were about 100 special constables? They were all
pleaders ?

A. Yes.

Q. Practically the whole lot of the pleaders.

A. Yes.

Q. If the District authorities be allowed to get rid of legal
practitioners from their districts, political agitation would cease at

once or to a very large extent ? o)
A. I am not sure. [am not prepared to say so. I think it

might increase.
Q. Are the legal practitioners liked by the authorities ?
A. Yes, they are on very good terms with the local

Government.
O. I take it they weie appointed special constable under the

Police Act.
A. They were appointed by the Military Authorities and I
do not think they knew very much of the Police Act. I do not

think the Police Act would be applicable.

Q. The Military appointed them ?

A. Yes.

Q. Except the Police Act is there any authority under which
anyone could be appointed Special Constables ?

A. There is a general common law in England under which .
any person could be appointed special constable. It was done
after the promulgation of Martial law—I think it was done after
the 15th,

O: What were their duties.

£. They were supposed to keep a general eye on what was
going on in the city and report to the Martial Law authorities.

* . Q: ‘How many miles had they to travel every day ?

A. The city is only halt a mile from the General Head
Quarters,

Q. Was there any written inssructions about their duties ?

A. The Martial Law Authorities might have them. I have

aot get them.
Q. You know it is a thing greatly disliked by every Indian ?
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A, 1donot know why they should. | ol "

Q. Please answer my question, As a matter of fact, they
disliked this ? iz i
. . A, They disliked at first. Towards the end they ' rather
liked it. ,

Q. These pleaders liked it ? ;

A, Yes, they were first called Special Corstables and afterwards
the name was changed to Ward Officers. ~— ‘ e

Q. Therefore they would not be subject to any rules and
regulations under the Police Act ?>—A, [ should think not. ™/

Q. In your opinion there is no difference between Special
Constables under the Police Act and Ward Officers under the
Martial Law ? -

A, There is no difference in the functions they were
performing.

Q. Nor any difference in punishment to which they were
liable 7—A. I do not know,

Q, Is not a Special Constable punishable for the same offence
for which an ordinary constable is punishable ?—A. Yes,

Q. Svecial Constables appointed under the Police Act would
be subordinate to Head Constables and to the Inspector ?

A. They were constituted under the Military Aunthorities.
There*was no question of their being put under the Police.

Q. What was their ward duties ?

A, To patrol their respective divisions from time to time and
report to the officers about what happened

. They were ordered to report themselves three times &
day ?—A. VYes.

Q.- You consider this was liked by tHe pleaders ?

A. T do not say they liked it but they were a great deai
reconciled to these, after relaxation.

Q. Can you give us their names ?

A, I cannot, but you will get a list.

In reply to further questions witness said that at that time
the number of constables was 200 or 300 and the strength of the
Military at no time was less than 00, And of course there was
1,500 camp followers, but they were not available for military duty.

Q. Then where was the need of appointing these pleaders as
Special constables ? 4

A. You had better ask the Military authorities. They gave
very valuable information. They could influence the people, they
could get the best information. As a matter of fact, they did on
several occasions very good service. They were a very useful body.

0. ¥ou then admit that they couild influence the public ?

A. Yes, ol
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o« Q. I put itto you these pleaders were appointed Special
Constables because the authorities wanted to punish these local
agitators ?

A. Well, the idea did noi originate with me. I cannot speak
of the motives of the Military officers,

O. A large number of C. I. D. men were imported into the
city of Amritsar?

f A. I do not say a large number. The investigations were
carried on by the C. I. D. But their strength I do not know.
.. Q. Tt wasthe C. I. D. who decided which case was to go to
the Civil Court, which to the Special Tribunal, and they used to
send cases to the Legal Remembrancer over your head ?

.. A. Yes, they sent cases direct to the Remembrancer and
to us,

Q. They were sending out cases to different courts for
disposal >—A. Yes,

Witness further said that the Mohurum was not a funeral
procession in his definition. At thetime of Indian funeral processions
people did make noise.

Q. Yousaid Kichlew said, “we will use our hands”—may
I know what is the source of your information ?

A. Report of the special r eporter of the Government.

Q, Can that be made avail able to us?—A. Yes,

Q. What was the occasion and in what connection did he
say that ?

. A According to my information it was at a meeting on
March 1st in connection with the Rowlatt Bill.

Q. Are you aware of the fact that respectable people who
_were arrested were handcuffed in couples and were marched to

the city and for hours they were made to sit in the sun ?

A. I cannot -ay how far they were. I was not present at
. any such occasions you mention. I saw people were handcuffed

,.in the ordinary way and taken over to the Civil Jail or to the
.Criminal Court.
.. - 0O, Up to this time you are not aware that they were kept
handcuffed for days and days both in jail and in fort ?

A. They were not kept handcuffed unless they were kept in

tents. In the fort temporary places were made and I do not
. know whether they were kept handcuffed or not.
.. ©O. For several days no arrangement was made for these
respectable people ? »

A. 1 cannot say. Everyone was suffering from want of
ordinary comfort, I know European women and children were
suffering from inconveniences in the Fort. But they were not
kept in condemned cells.
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Q. Either in the Fort or in jail they were not kept in
cells 7~—A, Ordinary ward cells, I am not quite sure.

JHALIANWALA BAG.

Q. The estimate was there were about 25 to 30 thousand
‘people present there ?

A. 1 did not see, I have heard about that number was
present but I do not trust estimates, S

Q. Why were not steps taken to warn off those people who
had commenced to assemble that the meeting had been proclaim-
‘ed as illegal ?

A. The authorities were warning them along the street aud:
it was, as I understand, at 4 P.M. that the news of the actual
-collecting of the crowd came to General Dyer upon which he
made arrangements.

You knew of the fact that the meeting was going to be
‘held. Where was the difficulty of posting two or three soldiers
and scaring away the people ?

A, I do not think it would be at all safe to send 3 or 4
soldiers.—(Q), Half a dozen soldiers ?

A, 1 think they would not be able to do so.

Q., It was not done because it would not be safe to send half
a dozen soldiers 7—A. | cannot-say.

O, Why were not the Police ordered to go and prevent
people from entering the garden ?

A, It was not safe for a party of Policemen to go into the
«city 10 those days.

Q. They were at the Kotwali ?

A, “Yes, behind walls with military pickets, We could not
send out that party to the city. When the General went he took
the whole force with him.

1660 Rounds of Ammunition Fired on a Dense Crowd.

How many shots were fired ?—A. 1650.

Q, Isit true that firing continued for 15 minutes ?

A. General Dyer will be able to tell you that. (Further
.questioned) I think it continued for 10 minutes.

Q. Were you informed that the majority of the dead bodies
were at the entrance ?P—A. They were at the back.

Was not the chief exit occupied by the Military ?

A. No. .

Q. Isit to your knowledge that a boy of 7 months was shot ?

A, Not to my knowlege, It was not on our list.

Q. Solongas you were at Amritsar you never took the

trouble of ascertaining as to how many people were killed and
awounded ?
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A. Yes, we tried. I got a return from the health officer.

O. You never ordered an enquiry ?

A, 1 did not order any special enquiry.

. Between the 11th and 12th did you suggest any meeting
to be held to terminate the hartal ?7—A, No.

Q. - All the shops were opened on the morning of the 13th ?

A. All the shops were opened. 3

Q. There was no hartal on the morning of the 13th.

A. 1 donot know. A great number of shops were still closed.

. O. Am I to undersiand that 75 per cent of the shops were
opened and 2 § per cent closed ?
A. T can'’t tell you the perceniage. Some shops were opened:
and some closed. 3

The witness was then examined with reference to the meeting
called by the authorities. The speech which the witness made
was not a threatening speech. He sooke to the persons present
in terms of very bitter remorse,

Q. Will you kindly give to t he committee all the facts upon
which you are prepared to make the statement that there was.
a state of open rebellion?

A. From the general siate of the district of Amritsar, |,

Q. Can you place all the facts upon which ynu came 1o the
conclusion that between the 1oth and 15th of April, there was
a state of open rebellion in Amritsar. You have stated one fact,
viz. the general state of the province. It is very difficult for me
to understand. But apart from that can you give any specific
facts upon which you based that opinion of yours ?

A. (1) The temper of the people was absolutely defiant,

(2) They were organising themselves in a hostile manner.

3). They were openly making it known that they had control
of the city and that they were independent of the Government,

(4) They also believed that the leaders desired to fight it
out and see who was the master.

All these news came to us notably through hearsay. The
opinion was arrived at from the general aspect of affairs as reported
to us. That is all that I can think of at the moment.

. Q. What do you mean by saying that between the 1oth and
15th they were organising themselves? Were they setting up
a rival organisation of their own, organising Police and Military
and law courts or what ? A. That is not what I mean,

Q. What do you mean by defiant attitude ?

A, It was on their look. We learnt also from reports.

Q. You said they had control of the city but you yourself
admitted that none of the authorities cared to go inside the city.
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A. Yes, without an escort. Nor would they be allowed to
do so We could not put out our head into the horaet’s nest.

Q. Will you kindly give me the source of .your information :
any repoft about some body saying ‘we will fight'it out?’

A. You will find it in the record of one of the trials.

O, You being a magistrate of experience are you prepared
1o take out a single expression from a speechnd say that amounts
1o open rebellion ? :

A. 1did not come to that opinion on only one of those
circumstance. I came to the conclusion upon a number of circum-
stances appearing before me during the day. At the time I was
not writing out a reasoned judgment.

The Crawling Order. ¢

Q. Are you prepared to swear that the allegation that the
real order was that people must crawl on their belly and if any
one refused to do it he would be butted by rifle is false ?

A, It never came to my acknowledge in that torm, I did not
see it myself. It was not the order that the General told me that
he had passed.

Q. It would not have caused any bardship to the peoplein
the houses on that street ? :

A, I do not think they had much inconvenience. People
told me they got over the roof and down behind.

Q. And you think people were very happy to do so?

A. 1 do not say so. -

Further questioned witness said there was no civil authority
gresem at the Jallianwalabagh-—no Magistrate, but only two

'olice officers, He was not very far, If he had been sent for he
would have been available,

Q. Amritsar being in a state of open warfare with the autho-
rities how (ong in your view was this warfare continued ?

A, No. Ishould say the control of the city was resumed
after the 13th.

Q. ’;‘heu this warfare continued from 1oth to the 13th?

A, es.

Q. And I take it that the measures taken duoring the period
were on the footing that Amritsar was in a state of warfare against
the Crown ?

A. I think that was the idea, The feeling was how near we
were to another 1857.

You regarded the whole city as being in a state of war-
fare with the Crown ? A. It approached nearly to that.

Lord Hunter : The witness's own report was that there was
a state of rebellion against the authorities,

Mr. Irving : 1 don't draw any fine distinctions.



Extracts from Evidence of General Dyer,
The Hero of Jhalianwala Bag.

Q. In the morning of the r12th, did you proceed through the
city with a column of available troops ?
=+ A, We went half round the city towards the En,.....Gate,
and then 1 proceeded through the city.
© . What troops had you? 120 British Troops, 200 Indian
soldiers and 2 armoured cars ? A. Yes.

Q Did you proceed through the city to the place where you
~got reports as to mob collecting ?

A. There was mob at the southern gate. We had a little
difficulty in dispersing them. They would not go away immedi-
ately. 1 considered the advisability of opening fire on them.
1 thought it would not be quite right perhaps and that 1 had
better 1ssue a proclamation personally before 1 took such a drase
~tic measure.

Q.  Were you making any use of any aeroplane at that tfme ?

A. 1 do not think there was an aeroplane. It was not
actually under my command. It usually came from Lahore,

(). That gave you report of'the situations in the city ?

A, VYes, it gave important information about what was going on.

€). On the occasion of this march through the city, in what
~condition did you find the crowds ?

A. 1 think they were very insolent,

Q. How did they show their insolence ?

i-A. They were shouting Hindu-Mussalmanki jai. Then I
ordered them to go away but they would not move back. Certain
timembers of the crowd spat on the ground as we passed along.

Q. Did you sce any act of violence committed on that occa-
sion ? A. No.

Q. During that day, certain arrests were made by the police ?

A Yes.

... Were they made under military protection ? A. Yes,
B Q. T think you had a proclamation prepared which appears
«in the Appendix of the report which you sent to the General
Staffon the 6th Augast ? A. Yes.

Q. “'Fhat proclamation 1 see % in following terms : “The in-~
habitants of Amritsar are hereby informed if they will cause
“damage to any property or commit any act of violence in Amritsar
or its environs it wiil be taken for granted that such acts are

6

i



— ——— S
4 TG : T TS

78 EVIDENCE OF GENERAL DYER. | [ Lahore:

due to incitement and offenders would be punished according.
to Military Law. All meetings and gatherings are hereby prohibited

.and will be dispersed at once under Military Law.”—Who pre-
pared that proclamation ?

A. 1 think it was done by me or the Brigade-Major, or I may
have dictated it to him and he wrote it.

Q. That was prepared on the evening of the 12th? A, VYes.,

Q. How was it issued ? A. Through*he Police, 1 believe.

Q. Do you know whether any measure was taken to ensure
its publication to the citizens ?

A. No. I cannot. I was most likely informed that it had.
been proclaimed—I am not certain.

Q. Would you kindly explain what was meant by dispersing
the crowd under Military Law ¢

A. 1 would have to send them away—clear them out.

Q. According to Military law if you required to disperse the -
crowd must you or must you not give them intimation that they
are required to disperse before youresorted to the measure of
firing ¢

A. We have to warn them and after that if they do collect, .
they will be fired on.

Q. According to military law, will it or willit net be right
to fire upon a crowd to disperse them without giving proper iati-
mation ¢

A. They had already had orders. If they would collect, it
would be right.

Q. On the morning of the 13th did you form any resolution
as to yourself making a declaration in the city ?

A. 1 went there personally.

Q. What time did you start to make the proclamation ?

A, 1do not exactly remember the time. It might have been.
9-30 perhaps. It might have been later. .

Q How long did you occupy in making the proclamation ?

A. Long time. I may have been there 2or 3 hours.

o

The proclamation.

Q. The proclamation that was read on this vccasion is men-
tioned in the appendix 3 10 your report: It is in these terms:
~ “It is hereby proclaimed that no person residing in the city is
| permitted or allowed to leave the city . . . without pass from
one of the following” . . . Then it proceeds, “No person
residing in the city is permitt&i to leave his house after 8 ; any
person found in the streets after 8 is liable to be shot. No proces-
sion of any Kkind is permitted to parade the city or any part of the
city or outside of it at any tim.e. Any such procession or any
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gathering of 4 men will be looked upon and treated as an unlawful
assembly and dispersed by force of Aarms if necessary. "—What is
the significance of the qualification : **f necessary™. i,

A. Well, if I thought it necessary, ]l might not always be
necessary. ;

Q, Atthetime the proclamation was issued, was there any
ejaculation by the crowd with reference to the proclamation ?

A. I heard a good deal of noise. I was a little behind perhaps,
I did not always hear what they said.

Q. Can you ‘personally testify to any distinct reference made
by the crowd during the period you were issuing the proclamation ?

A. 1 could not say. They were laughing. They were not
behaving very well evidently. I was told that they were ing
that it was bluff ;. “They wont fire” and words to that eg
They were not to be afraid.

Q. When did you get information that a meeting would
assemble at Jallianwala Bagh ?

A. 1 was in the city at the time. I cannot quite say what time
it was. It may have been from 1-30 to 2 p m.

I see in this report to the General Staff you said : It was
at 12-45 on my way to the Rambagh | was informed that inspite
of my stern proclamation a big meeting would be held at Jalhian-
wala Bagh at 4-30 that afternoon ? A. That’s correct,

Q. On the assumption that it is correct, I want you to explain
why you did not take measures to prevent the crowd from assem-
bling at all at the Jallianwala Bagh ?

A. 1 went there as soon as | could. I had to organise my forces
to think the matter out. 1 had to organise my forces, I had to
make up my mind what forces 1 was going to leave behind and
where to post pickets. I thought 1 had done enough in warning
them not to meet.  If they were going to meet, 1 was going as
fast. as I could. I had to consider the military situation and make
up my mind and it took a certain amount of time.

Q. Did the making of dispositions necessitate the occupation
of the time between 12-40 10 4 pm. ?

A. 1 did not believe that they would really meet after all that
I had done in the morning. I did not think of sending off another
force and warn them notto go. 1 had warned them 12 daysup to
the time I got back to Rambagh.

Q. When did you get definite information that in fact the
meeting was being held ¢ A. At about 4 o’clock.

Q. From whom i A. It was from Mr. Rebill asfar as I
remember.

Q. When you recelved that information what action did yon
take ? A. My plans were complete then, and I marched off
towards the city soon after, J
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Q. Had you with you picketting parties ?
7 VR | hady:lckettmz parties and we all marched oﬁ together.

Q. You had a special party of 25 rifles of Gurkhas and 25
Sikhs ?

A. Yes, there were 4o other Gurkhas armed with Kurkis.

(). You also had two armoured cars ? A. Yes.

Q. Were those all the troops available after keeping pickets
reserved. A, Every man available after providing for other things.

Q. You proceeded towards the Jaliianwala Bagh atan usual

.7 A, Ordinary walking pace.

() You did not consider there was any necessity for proceed
ing with any extra expedition ?

A. Nosir It was very hot. We went at usual pace of march-
ing.

gQ. As you marched you dropped out the picket parties ?
~A. We marched till they came to the most convenient road to
their destination and they left us.
. As nearly as you can recollect in what time did you reach
the Jallianwala Bagh ¢

A. 1 think it was about 5 or 5-15 p.m. I could not say. I did
not note the time.

®. When you arrived at the Jallianwala Bagh what did you do?

A. 1 deployed my troops right and left, got the Gurkhas on
the left and the Punjabis on the right.

Q. 1 think you had entered by the narrow entrance that leads
into the Jallianwala Bagh ? A. Yes, -

Q. VYou had left your motor cars behind ? A. Yes.

(), Did you have the Gurkhas who were armed with Kukris or
they were at the back 7 A. They too had come into the Bagh.

QQ, Then you had 4o Gurkhas and two columns of 25 men
each, armed with rifles » A. Yes.

Q. You said you deployed 25 soldiers to the right and 25 to
the left that is on the high ground on the north side of the rect-
angular space ? A. Yes.

Q. That is a very convenient piece of land ? A. Very.

(), There are very few entrances and exits ¢

A Yes, 1 think one wide and there might have been 2 or
3 small exits, 1 had never seen the Bagh.

Q. When you got into the Bagh what did you do ¢

A. 1opened

Q. At once?

A. Immediately. I had thought about the matter and dont
imagine it took me more than 30 seconds to make up my mind
as to what my duty was.

Q. As regards the crowd what was it doing ¢
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A, Well, they were holding a meeting. There was a man in
the centre of the place on something raised. His arms were move
ing about. He was evidently addressing.

Q. How far was this man from yon and the military.

A. When I entered first about 8 or ¢ yds. He ran away to
the right and there were a good many others who ran away and
cﬁmbed over the wall.

“Q. As I understand at a distance of some thing like 100 yds. from
the place where you stationed the army there is a ridge; A, Yes.

8. Where was the man who was addressing the crowd as com-
pared with that ?

A. He was absolutely in the centre of the square as far as we
could judge. I should say nearly s0 or 60 yds. from where my
troops were drawn up.

Q. Was there a great mass of crowd situated on the further
side of the place from where you were, ie. on the southern part
of the Bagh ?

A. Yes, I should think most of them were.

Q. He seemed to be surrounded by them ?

A. Perhaps most of them were on the further side.

Q. So far as you knew was there anything occurring except
this man addressing ?

A. No, I could not see anything beyond that.

0. How many people were in the crowd.

A. | then estimated them roughly at 5000. 1 heard afterwards
there were many more.

Q. On the assumption that there was a crowd of something
like 5000 listening or more have you any doubt that many of
the people must have been unaware of your proclamation that you
issued in the morning ?

¢ 'A. It had been well issued and news spread very rapidly in a
place like that under prevailing conditions. At the same time
there may have been a good many who had not heard of the
proclamation.

Q. On the assumption that there was that risk of people being
in the crowd who were not aware of the proclamation. did it not
occur to you that it was a proper measure to ask the crowd to

« disperse befcre you took that step of actually firing ?

A. No, at the time I did not. I mrerely felt that my orders
had not been obeyed, that martial law was flouted and that it was
my duty to immediately disperse by rifle fire.

Q. Before you dispersed the crowd, had the crowd taken any
actionat all? A. Nosir. They had run away a few of them,

Q. Did they start to run away ¢
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A, Yes; When I began to fire, the big mass ip the centre
began to run almost towards the right.

Q. Martial Jaw had not been proclaimed. Before you took
that step which was a serious step, did you not consider as to the
provriety of consulting the Deputy Commissioner who was the
civil authority responsible for the order of the citye |

A.. There was not any Deputy Commissiener to consult at the
time. 1 did not think it wise to ask anybody furtber. 1 had to
make up my mind immediately as to what my action should be.

I considered it from the military point of view that I ought to fire

immediately, that if [ did notdo so, 1 should fail in my duty.

Q. When you left Rambagh, did it occur to you that you
might have to fire?

A. Yes, I had considered the nature of the duty that I might
have to face.

Q. Did you not think it praoper to have civil authority with
you before you took that step ?

A 1 had a Police Officer with me.

QQ. Whoisthat? A. Mr Rehill and Mr, Plomer were there.

Q. As I understand Mr. Rehill and Mr. Plomer came on the
scen¢ after you actually commenced firing ?

A. I think Mr. Rehill was there actually while the firing was
going on.

Q. During the whole time ?

A. Idonot know. 1 was looking at my troops but I saw him™
there. I did not wait longer after the hrmg and he was ccrlamly
there at the end of the firing.

Q. Before firing did vou ask Mr. Rehill whether in his judg-
ment it was necessary to fire ?

A. No sir. My mind was made up, as I came along in my
motor car, that if my orders were not cbeyed, 1 would fire imme-
diately,

Q In firing was it your object to disperse?

A. No sir. ] was going to fire until they dispersed.

Q. Did the crowd at once start to disperse as soon as you
fired 7 A. Immediately.

Q. Did you continue firing? A. Yes.

After the crowd indicated it was going to disperse why did

| you not stop ?

A. I thought it my duty togo on until it dispersed. If I fired
a little the effect would not be sufficient. If I fired a little I should
be wrong in firing at all, :

Q. For what length of time did the firing go on ¢

A. It might have been 10 minutes, it might have been less. I
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-:g:indk it was probably less from the number of rounds that were
“fired. il
Q. So far as you could ses had the crowd;sticks in their hands ?

A. 1 could not say that they all had. I presume that they had
a number of sticks. I knew they were going to be armed with sticks.

(). Have you ever in your military experience to use similar
" methods of dispersing crowds ?

A. Never, it was an exceptional case,

Q. What reason had you to suppose that if you had ordered
‘the assembly to leave the Bagh they would not have done so with-
out the necessity of your firing and continual fiting for any length
of time ?

A.  Yes, | think it quite possibie that I could have dispersed
them perhaps even without firing.

(). Why did you not have recourse to that ?

A. They would have all come back and laughed at
me and [ should have made what I considered a fool of
‘myself.

(Q In taking the action which you did, did you take it upon
that basis viz. that it was not so much an Amritsar question as a
question of Amritsar district ?

A. Yes, Sir, absolutely, I looked upon the crowd as rebels who
were trying to assault my forces to cut me off from every place.
Therefore, 1 considered it my duty to fire on them and to fire well.

(). Were there any other circumstances that weighed with you
when you took the position to fire ?

A. No, sir I looked upon it as my duty and a very horrible

duty.
(Q. After the firing had taken place, I think you returned with
your troops to the Rambagh ? A. Yes, Sir,

(). And on counting the ammunition it was found that 1650
rounds of ammunition had been fired ?

A.  Quite right.

Q. Did you ascertain the casualties ?

A. Icould form a rough estimate of the number from the
number of rounds that was fired : and I calculated from that roughly
that the number would be 300. I did not take it to be more than

_ 300 casualties,

Q. You did not know that the casualties were something like
400 Or 5007

A. 1 have seen it in the papers.

Q. You unw know whether ySu have been informed or not ?
It was something between 400 and soo ?

A. T bave seen it in the papers If I divided the rounds by 6
1 should be nearer the marks than if I divided it by s.
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Shooting was indiviqual and not volley shooting ?

There was no volley shooting in the service ?

. The crowd was very dense? A. Very dense.

. It was unlikely that a man shooting into the crowd would’
miss ?

A. No, except in certain instances as they were runninga
certain number ot men was hit—a small percentage was hit as they
were running along. In the centre of the square the crowd was very
dense. There, as a man directed his fire, he should not miss,

Q. So that itis not impossible that the number of deaths
should be 400 or 500 from the number of rounds? ]

A. Quite possible,

Q. As regards the removal of the wounded were you in a posi-
tion to render any aid ¢

A. No Sir, not there, 1 should have given aid afterwards if they
asked for it. 1/ was then not my duly lo render aid. It was a
medica' question.

Next day vou issued a proclamation with reference to the
burying of the dead in these terms :  ** The inhabitants may burn
or bury their dead as soon as they please. There must be no de-
monstration of any kind.”—That was the order ? A. Yes Sir.

Q. After the firing what was the state of the city on the 14th?

A. T went through the city to see if my orders had been carried

out or not. J visited the pickets. All was quiet.

Q. Martial law I think was actually proclaimed on the 15th?

A. Actually at Amritsar I believe on the 15th. It might have”
been later perhaps, I cannot remember.

Q. Under Martial law a number of orders were issued ? A, Yes.

Q. Both before and after the proclamation p .

A. 1 am responsible for what the orders are. They may have
been issued by my Brigade Major. But I am responsible.

Q. I seein your report you say that the city assumed normal
conditions 7 A, VYes, sir, There was absolutely no crime.

Q. If that is so was it necessary that martial law should be
proclaimed on the 15th ?

A. It was; Martial law had been in existence before it was
proclaimed. As they were getting better I relaxed the conditions.

Q. Martial law had ‘defacto’ been .in existence from your
arrival 7 A. Absolutely sir. It had the same effect.

ool e

General Dyer’s Impression about the Sikhs.
.

Q. Did you on th¢ morning of the r4th receive information..
that another meeting was to be held ?

A. Yes, in the Golden Temple.

Q. What significance did you attach to that?
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A. 1 thought that 1 might have to fire again perhaps at the
mob. If I did so; we should have all the Sikhs complaining that 1
had destroyed the Golden Temple. Without firing rumour was
going abroad that I had destroyed the Golden Temple. Therefore
if Thad fired on it, it would be proof that I had destroyed the
Golden temple. »

Q. There was no truth in the rumour that the Golden
Temple had been pulled down »

A. No, sir. It was not touched in the least. I sent for Arur
Sing and Sunder Sing Majithia, one was the manager of the Golden
Temple and the other, I understood, was very influential. 1 asked
them not to allow it and if they required any help I should be called
to heip them.

Had some nasty rumours been afloat as to vour action
with reference to some Sikh girls ? A. Yes sir.

Q. Did you take means to dispel the rumours ?

A. There was iron discipline at Amritsar. It could not be
possible but I had to dispel it.  So I went round.

Q. You were satisfied there was no truth in it ?

A. Absolutely no truth.

Q). As regards flogging that was a form of punishment which is
recognised in the army ?  A. Under Martial Law specially.

Q. What do you say about public flogging as contrasted with
private flogging ?

A. As soldiers when we lash a man we lash in public. The
whole regiment is paraded and the victim is lashed in public with a
view to make an impression on every wrong-doer or to make an
impression on would-be wrong-doers.

. Do you think that the same reason applies when under
Martial law you flog a civilian ?

A. Yes, I looked upon it as the same as it would make good
impression under Martial Law,

¢ Of course according to the old Civil laws this used to occur
in public but for many years they have not taken place in public ?

A. I see.

Q. Were these people whipped in public ?

A. Yes, but both ends of the street were closed and it did not
look as a public thoroughfare.

Q. But people going that way could have seen it ?

A. If they liked to go there they could have seen.

Q. People who were living there could have scen? A. Yes.

Q. Would it not have been béter if that took place in private ?

A. T cannot say it.

. So far as the inhabitants of the streets were concerned, why
should they have liked to see flogging ?

A, I think the population of Amritsar is 70,000.
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Q. TItis a great deal more. Itis about 1,00,000. |

A. The crowd were present at the firing and other places, it
would look as if the majority of these men were in it. A very great
number were rebels, y i

Q. Still you must admit in a large population there must have
‘been many citizens who are not disposed to disorder but were quite
willing to obey lawful orders? A, Yes. ‘

Q. There was that narrow minority that you had to get mastery
over ?

A Unfortunately for them owing to the wicked acts of others
they came under martial law and if they had to look things like that,
it might have been unfortunate but under martial law it could no
thave been helped, -

Q. Must you not issue orders so as not to permanently alienate
the people or put them out of sympathy with the administration ?

A. Quite so. But we were making examples of people who
‘were doing wrong.

Q. But you must at the same time see that you do not condemn
‘the innocent in punishing the guilty ¢

A. I did not see that I was condemning the innocent,

Q, Take your orders as regards crawling. What was your
‘object ¢

A. Iexplained that in the statement printed. 1 felt women
thad been beaten. We look upon women as sacred. I searched
‘in my brain for a suitable punishment for these aweful cases. I did
not know how to meet it There was a little bit of accident in that.
Now when I visited the pickets, I went down and ordered a - triangle
to be erected. I felt the street ought to be looked upon as sacred.
Therefore I posted pickets at both ends and told them ‘No Indians
are to be allowed to pass along here. I then alsosaid if they had
‘to pass they must go on all fours ! It never entered mniy brain that
any sensible man, any sane man would under the circumstances
voluntarily go through that street. i

Q. You promulgated that order from the 1gth. to the 25th
of April and Miss Sherwood was assaulted on the 1oth ? A. Ves.
QQ, Should not your object have been to punish those who were
guilty of assault so far as possible to avoid punishing those who were
| innocent ? A. Yes
1 Q. At the street where you issued this proclamation, there are
many houses abutting ? A. Yes,a good many on both sides.
Q. As I understand there are a good many houses that had
no back entrance at all 2 A. I was not aware of it at the time,
Q. 1If it to be the case that there were many of these houses
that had no back entrance what justification is there in passingy an
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order which necessitated the inhabitants lawfully residing to crawl
on all fours when they had to leave their houses ?

.+ A. They could leave at all other times. My picket was there
from 6 A. M.to 8 P. M. I do not think it caused very great
inconvenience. If they had suffered a little under martial law it
would do no harm. They could get necessaries of life by other
means. It could not be helped if they had to suffer a slight amount
of inconvenience. Q. How could they ?

A. Most of them had back entrances, I was told. Those
who had to get necessaries could go and adopt improvised means
or go out after 8 P. M.

Q. This order might have a very different effect from the effect
which you wished instead of being a just punishment on those who
had offended ; it could cause a great deal of ill-feeling among those
who would resent it, people who had not been responsible for the
act that was done ?

A. Amritsar behaved very badly and most of the inhabitants
either gave assistance or were only waiting to see what was going
to happen,

They did not offer any help until after the trouble was over, If
they suffered a little inconvenience it could noy be helped.

Q. You will admit during the period of turmoil it is difficult
thing for the peaceful citizen to give assistance in quelling the dis-
turbances. s it not just on that account that extreme remedy be
confined to the mob as distinguished from law-abiding citizens ?

A. Yes they were abstract law abiding citizens ; but I think on
that occasion I only thought of punishing the wicked.

Q. But this street was not the street that was fiequented by
those who had beaten Miss Sherwood ?

A. No. ButI had erected a platform there in the middle of
the street and thought when I got these men who had beaten her
I would lash them down. 1 meant to lash them, 1 also wantea to
keep the street, what I called sacred. Therefore I did not want
anybody to pass through it. It was an accident that these men had
to pass through. (). There were a number of persons made to crawl ¢

A. 1 did not hear all that,—if they took anybody deliberately
it was not done deliberately by me. It was a pure accident. My
order was different. As they were going my sergeant made them
do what I had ordered. But I never imagined that any sensible man
would go there voluntarily.

Q If you wanted to get peogle away was it not a meaningless
order.

A. It was only with a view to making the street what I called
sacred. I was searching my brain for some suitable punishment
at the time and the order made was all that I could have done.
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Q. You had it enforced from the 1gth to the 25th .April s

A. 1 think that is quite right. 1 wanted to revoke it but I went
away on the z1st and so the order was kept in force up to that time.

Q. What led to its being superseded ?

A. | received an order to that effect.

Q. If you had not received it what was your intention v

A. Well, after I returned I presurne I would have taken the

icket off. [ had a great deal to think of. After the men were
ashed there was no need of keeping the pickets there,

Q. When were these 6 men lashed ?

A. I think it was about the zoth.

Q. If it was on the 2oth there was no object in going on with
that after the zoth ?

A. | had overlooked the matter. There was certainly no
object after these men had been lashed.

Q. As regards the men who were lashed all of them were men
who had assaulted.

A, Yes, solam told.

Q. But all of them were not lashed in consequence of assault
on Miss Sherwood but for some other offence ?

A. Yes, they were tried. 1f these are the men they must be
lashed in that street.

Q. Were they lashed in that street before they had been tried
for assaulting Miss Sherwood ?

A. No. 1did not wait till the Provost Martial,

Q. Therefore I do not sce it was a punishment that was meted”
out in consequence of that. It was in respect of something like
breach of discipline ?

A. 1 suppose when I found that these are the men who had
beaten Miss Sherwood, I said that is the place to lash them.

Q. I could understand if they had been lashed at the time but
they were not lashed except for another offence. T do not quite
see how you achieved anything by having them 'ashed there ?

A, Everybody knew that they had beaten Miss Sherwood. So
lashmg them there appeared to me to be proper. "They escaped
a bigger punishment. 1 thought these were the men when I
lashed them.

Q. Complaints have been made that under Military law, a
number of persons of Amritsar, occupying positron of responsibility
in the society were arrested and kept in custody for a long time
and then released without any charge being preferred against them.
Do you know anything about that ?

A. 1do not remember anything about that. I believe there:
were a certain number of men in the Fort. They were trying to
get them tried as far as they could. My orders were to have them-

LS
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tried as soon as they could. But there was a great deal of doubt as
to who were to try them, the Provost Martial, the Special Court or
any body else. It might have been that owing to that there was a
little delay.

Q. 1In connection with their being taken through the streets
and their having been subjected to the indignity of hand-cuff, what
-do you say ?

A. 1 think they were probably hand-cuffed. That is the ordinary
method of dealing with them who bad committed offence under
martial law.

Q. Before they have been tried ?

A. Yes, I think that would be the right course.

Q. As regards trial, there were two sets of tribunal set up by
Jthe Government of India and the summary courts that you set up ?
2GR Tty it

Q). Had you anything to do with the regulation of trial of the
cases under the special courts ?

A. No, sir, they were tried by the Provost Martial.

Q. What was the law regarding procedure ; Is there a special
army regulation or special martial law regulation ? A. Yes, sir,

Q. Can you supply me with a copy of the regulations ¢

A. No, sir, I have not got one.

Q. With reference to the commissions i.e. special tribundls you
had nothing to do? A. No.

Q. That was a matter entirely regulated by the courts con-
stituted? A Ves.

Examination by Sir Chimanlal Setalvad.

Q. When you arrived the civil authorities handed over the
:»charge to you ?
A. They said ‘it did not exist and I should take command.
There was complete lawlessness in the city, they said.
Was charge formally handed-over to you ?
Yesy in writing. That is in appendix to the report.
Under what aathority was this done ¢
1 do not know-—under some civil law,
Can you tell me under what civil lawp
No. Any way it was handed over to me.
. Had you any orders frem superior authority to take civil
<harge in that maneer ?
A. I was the officer commanding the district and therefore if
the civil law ceased it became my duty to take over.
Q. You thought you were competent to take over charge ?
A. From the military point of view, certainly,

CPOPOPe
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i Q. When you arrived you heard of the events of the 1oth at
b Amritsar 2+ A, Yes. : | HiAk

-~ Q. Did it strike you that the armed forces in Amritsar at

the disposal of the civil authorities was not sufficient to cope
with the situation ? ;

A. Yes, it had apparently proved itself not to be sufficient.

(). I the civil authorities had sufficient military aid supplied to
them could they cope with the situation ?
4 A. They had to try the thing. The very best expedient under
the circumstances was that they should hand over the charge to me
as the officer commanding the district, considering the situation all
round, ;

Neither you nor Mr. Irving considered the possible
~alternative of the civil authority carrying with sufficient military aid
from you ?

A. No.I could act in aid of civil power—that is in small
matters.

Q. You did not consider it ?

A. 1 do not remember it. I thought what had happened,
handing over to me was right. It was very serious situation. It
was beyond civil control-—I was the man to deal with it rightly and
. properly.

Q. Did you consider the feasibility of the alternative I am
suggesting or you did not consider it at ail ?

I never considered it. I may have. I cannot tell you. ~
You had consultation with Mr, Irving? A Yes.
And with Police officers and some pther gentlemen ?
There were Mr. Plomer, Mr. Raehill and various others.
Mr. Smith ?
1 do not think he was.
. Did you consider the alternative that [ am suggesting to you
or you did not ?
A. This authority had been handed over to me and it was right.

Q). You did not see the necessity ot considering the*alternative ?
7 A. 1do wnot think so—I may have, 1 may not have. At that
| time there was no such thing as civil power. The time for giving
. military aid had gone. It now came under me and rightly so, I do
i inot know of any medium course.

Q. As soonas you arrived Mr. Irving told you that he was
prepared to hand over ? A. Yes.

When that proposal was made to you did you or Mr Irving
consider the alternative that the civil power could be carried with.
sufficient aid from you ?

A, We did not. I thought what happened was right.

8
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() There was no discussion between you and Mr, Irving on

that subject? ~ A. There was no discussion. -

Q. On the 12th varioas arresis were made in the clty? A. Yel. '

Q. Who arrested them ?

A. ‘T'he Police with the aid of the military. I was there in case
I was wanted.

Q). It was the Police who arrested ? A. Yes.

Q. Were those persons arrested under warrants issued by
civil authority ?

A. There was no warrant as far as I know. Under Military
law we could arrest them., But they no doubt had their warrants.
You may find that out from the Palice,

Q. So tar as you were aware was there any investigation before-
they wcre arrested ?

A. I thought the Police knew their duty and they did their
duty in the ordinary way.

Q. The arrests of these persons were still left to the ordinary
civil authorities ?

A. When they said this is the man who has murdered. [
said ‘arrest’,

Q. Were the persons hand.cuffed and marched through the:
city ?

’A. That I do not know. They were probably hand-cuffed.

(). Taken through the city ¢

A. I cannot say. They probably had to go through the city.

(). Was any suggestion made at your consultation to take
some drastic military measure against the city on the rrth ?

A. I was to entorce my orders.

(). No other special measures ?

A. I will tell you. I cannot think of any other special measure..

(). Tt bas been suggested that at one time it was considered
desirable to bombard the city.

A. 1know nothing about it, I never thought it necessary. It
may bave been necessary later. It all depended on the behaviour
of the crowd. *

Q. There is no truth in the suggestion, it was considered on
the xith ? A. I never heard of it.

Q. On the 12th you issued proclamation No. 1, on the 13th-
No. 2z was proclaimed in the streets inthe manner you have
described 7 A. Yes.

Q. It says: “No procession of any kind is permitted to-
parade the streets in the city or any part of the city or outside
of it any time. Any suck procession or gathering of 4 will be
treated as an unlawful assembly and will be dispersed by force
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of arms if necessary."—Does notthat language refer to procession
parading the street 7 A, Yes. $ ;
(). Is not the language open. to this construction? No

-procession of any kind is permitted to parade the streets in the
.city or any part of the city and the prohibition is no procession

should parade any part of the city ? A Yes.
(). It is against parading of procession ? A. Yes. :
(). That is the substantive prohibition ?"A. Yes.
Q. Then follows the penalty with r:gard to such procession ?
A. Yes,
(). Viz, parading the street? A. Yes.
(). Or gathering of 4 men in the street 7 ;
A. Ifit is only in the streets that they were not to meet—that

.is certainly not the meaning.

Q. You have seen the Golden Temple ? A. VYes.

(). You have seen that quarter where it is situated ?

A. Yes. 1 do not know it very well, I went once or twice.

(). Your proclamation was not read out in that quarter?

A. 1 cannot tell you. It must bave been done

Q. Will you be surprised to hear that it was not ? '

A. 1f it was not so it may be right. o

Q. You heard of the Jallianwala Bagh meeting at 12-40 ?

A. Yes, somewhere about that.

Q. When you heard that you did not take any step to warn
the people against going to that place ?

A. I hadbeen warning them all the morning. . -

(). Butafter you heard you did not ?

A. No, 1did not. I began to organise my forces to think
about it.

Q. You did not think it would be desirable, for instance, to
put posters at that place ? 7

A. There was no time to do all that, I had to ook sharp and
organise my troops and think what 1 was to do. The situation
was very serious. It was much more serious than now it seems.

(). When you heard of it you made up your mind that if
it was held you would go and fire ¢

A. As Ibave said,I did not at first think they would go to
that, but if they were defying my order after all that I had done
1 had made up my mind practically that I would fire immediate-
ly in order to .save the military situation. The time had come
when we could delay no longer. And if I did so, I was liable to
‘be court-martialled. A

Q. Two armoured cars were there ¢ A. Yes.

Q. They had machine guns ? A, Yes.

Q. When you took them, you meant to use them ?
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"A. If necessary. If necessity arose, if I was attacked, I pre-
sume that I would use them. - '
Q. When you arrived there you were not able to take the
armoured cars in, because the passage was too narrow 7 A.  Yes.

Q. Supposing the passage was sufficient to allow the armou-
red carstogo in you would have opened fire with the
machine guns ? ’

A. 1 think the probability is yes.

Q. In that case the casualties would have been higher ? A, Yes.

Q. You did not open fire by the machine guns by accident
because they could not be got in ?

A. Yes, if they could be got in, the probability would
be that I would open fire with the machine guns
straight.

Q. I gather, General, as you have put in your report, your idea
in taking this action was really to strike terror ?

A. Yes, if they disobeyed my order. If they completely
disobeyed law, they were rebels and I must not treat them with
gloves on. 1 was going to give them a lesson.

“Q. Your idea was, as I put it to you, to strike terror ?

A. Call it what you like, I was going to punish them.

Q. To strike terror not only on the immediate crowd Jr the
Police but all through the Panjab ?

A. Quite so. My idea was that it should make a wide im-~
pression thoughout the Punjab.

Q. Producing sufficient moral effect not only on those persons
but more specially throughout the punjab—that was your view ?

A, I wanted to reduce the number of the rebels.

Q. You thought it would be a right thing in order to save the
British Raj ; that is what you thought ?

A. Yes, I was going to reduce the moral of the enemy, If they
were going to fight me they were rebels and I was going to shoot
them. *

Q. You thought the British Raj was in great danger ?

A. No, itis a mighty thing, it would not be in great danger,
But it might bring about more blocd-shed, more mutiny, more
loss of lives. But the British Raj would not be in danger.

Q. You never thoughtit? A. Never.

Q. Your object was not to save the British Raj ?

A. To save lives, tc save other places being looted, to prevent
anybody who thought they could manage to mutiny, It was a hor-
rible act, at the same time i: was a merciful act and it required lots
of doing. «

Q. Did it occur to you that you were really doing great disser-
vice by driving discontent? ’
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. ' A. No, I thought it was my duty to do it a: the same time.
But I also realised it would be the means of saying, and any man,
any reasonable being with a sense of justice, would see that J was
gaiug a merciful act and that they ought to be thankful to me for
~doing it.

Q. But did this aspect of the matter strike you at all ? ,

A. Never. I thought it would doa jolly lor for good to the
people. i

Q. When you entered the garden and gave order to fire your
‘men fired standing ?

A. Kneeling, There were a few who were not kneeling but
by the laws of firing these men were kneeling.

Q. Did you observe, General, after the fire was opened, there
were lots of people in the crowd who lay down on the ground in
order to save themselves? A. Yes.

Q. Your men continued to fire on those so laying on the
ground?

A. Icannot say that. Some were running at the time, some
were lying down. They fired where 1 directed them to fire. They
sometimes had ceased firing and I redirected them to fire. Firing
was controlled and was as instructed. ;

Did you direct on people lying on the ground?

A. 1 probably selected—there might have been men laying
down—but there were other targets, men who were standing. ;

Q. After firing, did you take any measure for the relief of the
wounded ? -

A. Do you mean immediately after? A. Yes?

A. No, certainly not. It was not my duty. It was not my job.
The" hospitals were open. They could go there but they did not
because they thought they would be arrested.

Q. No action was taken for dealing with the dead?

A. They asked for permission to bury the dead.

Q. That was much later?

A. 1do not think it was much later. My recolléction is when
I got back to the Rambagh they came and asked me, It never en-
tered my head that they won’t go to hospitals and if people were
likely to go forward they could.

Q. This action of yours, you now know, has resulted in the death

of 400 or 500 people and a considerable number of wounded ?

A. Yes.

Q. That action of yours was approved by the Punjab Govern-
ment ? 5

A. Ibelieve so. It was, Of course, there wasa wire to that
effect.

Q. You wired information to the Lieutenant-Governor ?
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~A. I might have, but I cannot say at this distance of time. He
was probably wired to by my Brigade Major.

Q. You say the Lieutenant-Governor approved that action of
yours ? A. T presume so.

Q. Were any orders promulgated to the effect that people
should salaam Military officers, that if they did not do so they were
to be punished ?

A. Under Martial Law every man has to salute the General
Officer Commanding whether it be by salaaming in the ordinary
manner or by taking off his hat, but every man is bound to salute.

Q. Were orders actually promulgated? - :

A. Idonot know. I cannot remember, but that is the ordina
coursé: They must salute. If they came under Martial Law, they
must understand that. Every Indian knows that he ought to
salaam.

Q. A large number of people were absolutely unedacated ?

A. Yes.

They could have no conception of Martial Law ?

A. They all know salaaming. They salaam big people. They
salaam Rajas,

Q. What I want to suggest to you is that a large number of
people did not realise that it was part of Martial Law that,they
should salaam British Officers-?

A. That may be so. But at the time they knew it was part of
their duty. If I happen to see my senior officer I salute him, India
is the place of salaam  Indians know and ought to know it,

Q. They ought to salaam every British Officer ?

A. Most certainly yes, if you ask my opinion.

Q. Every British officer ?

A. Not every Indian should salute every British officer. There
are Indian officers of higher rank, we do not expect them to salute.

Q. They must salute every British Officer.

A. Usually you salute your superiors Under Martial Law they
are to salute me just like any man in the camp.

Q. And is it your view that it is obligatory on the citizens also
to salute every Military officer under you ?

A. I think there was a rebellion, a great deal of rebellion and
* that it would be just as well that they should.

Q. They were bound to salute ?

A. They were bound to salute me. I think under Martial Law
they ought to salute their superiors I do not think it is a very
stern order.

Q. Were people actually arrested for not salaaming ?

A. 1think not actually for not salaaming but they were im-
pertinent when I questioned them.
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Q. Not for salaaming or failing to salaam ? But when asked
they gave impertinent answer ? A

A. Well, I will give you an example. I said why don’t you
salaam, He said I do not know how to-salaam. On that under
Martial Law I arrested him,

Q. In connection with this salaaming people were kept in
custody for 10 days ? .

A.” No, I do not know if that is right. Tt may be.

Q. Were not people made to crawl on the street for this?

A. But those who were impertinent and were arrested oy me
were, by some accident, sent back to that street where my pickets
were, My sergent said: You crawl, that is the order and they
had to crawl.

Q. There were some men unconnected with the assault on Miss
Sherwood but arrested for impertinence and were marched through
the street and made to crawl ?

A. They had nothing to do with the Sherwood case. They
were men who were impertinent to me as [ went there. T only gave
them an example. These men were made to crawl not necessarily
because they assaulted Miss Sherwood.

Q. But there were other people who were guilty of breach of
Fort discipline or impertinence and were marched “through that
street’and made to crawl ?

A. Yes, by accident. 1 posted my pickets. I did not kuow
the Police were at the far ends. They arrived at the near end of
the street and my sergent said, ‘the order is to crawl, you crawl?
My intention was not to make these particular men crawl. After
the 19th they went voluntarily to crawl. .

Q. ‘After the 13th the city was a pattern of law and order’'—
that applies to a period subsequent to the disturbances ? A. Yes.

Can you tell us what was the need of continuing Martial
Law over the period ; was it in fact continued ?

A No harm would be done. It was very justly administered
and if I overlooked in any way to take it off when it was necessary,
it was my job. When they told me it was to be off, it was off

Q. It was continued because no harm was domne and it was
justly administered ?  A. Yes.

(Q, But there was no particular necessity of continuing it ?

A. Law and order had come back. There was a period when
Martial Law was not necessary, but it did not continue for all too
long. That is all.

Examined by Pandit Jagat Navain :—

Q. You arrived at Amritsar at g or 10 p.m,, on the 11th? A. Yes.
Q. Were you informed that on the 11th, the civil authorities
were able to make arrests in the city ?
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Al T was not informed of that fact. I see it in the report there
were arrests made on the 1rth. R |
Q. You were not informed of this fact? A. Not then.
Q On the r2th? A. So faras I remember, no.
Q. Were you informed of the fact that on the rith the people
of Amritsar approached the civil authorities for the purpose of
burying their dead and that certain orders were passed by the
Deputy Commissioner and that those orders were obeyed ? :
A. 1 did hear that they had asked for permission to bury the
dead bodies and that certain orders were issued to them,
“QQ. Were you informed of any lawlessness or act of violence
committed by the mob on the 1ith? A, No,
Q. Were you informed of any lawlessnéss or any act of violence
committed by the mob on the r2th?
A. I should think, no.

Q. Therefore may 1 take it that up to the r3th, the only infor-’
mation which you had about the behaviour of the mob inside the
city was as to what they did on the 1oth?

A. Yes, so far as Amritsar city was concerned : there was no
further lawlessness except that on the roth,

Q. The only information supplied to you was as to what they
had done on the 1oth? A. I think, yes.

Q. You have repeatedly described the citizens of Amritsar as
rebels ; therefore may I take it that your conclusion was based om
that information supplied to you?

A. Not only on the position in Amritsar but outside Amritsar
as well.

Q. Iam talking of Amritsar only ?

A. In my mind I bad not only what happened there but also
outside,

Q. On the 11th or on the morning of the 12th at the railway
station, a number of names of agitators were given to you by
Ashraf Khan ?

A. On the night of the 1rth. It would be practically the
morning of the r12th.
© Q. Can 1 get anywhere the names of the persons taken by you ?
A. I am afraid you cannot have them, I have not get them.
Q Do I understand that the paper is not in existence ¢

A. My Brigade Major may possibly have got it. He is a very
good Brigade Major. ' He may have it,
May I take it that all those persons whose names were given
to you by Ashraf Khan were arrested under your orders ?
A. I cannot say they were arrested. I do not remember
if they were arrested. But there were certain names of persons, I
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t';. told they had done certain things. Undoubtedly, I said,—arrest
em. .
Q. You were given this information by Ashraf Khan ?

A. The Superintendent and Mr. Irving were there.

Q. The information was given by these officials ?

A. There may be other officials who have that information.

Q. 1f it be a fact that neither the police nor the officlals were
aware of the fact as to who were the persons who wers resposible for
the assault on Miss Sherwood, as to who were the persons who
burnt the National Bank, as to who were the persons responsible for
the murder of Mr. Stewart and other persons, they could not have
given you then any information on this point.

A. Why do you assume that ?

Q. Are you aware that it was not up to the 23rd April that any
reliable information was given to any person in authority as to who
were the persons concerned in all these occurrences #

A. 1 do not understand that. Y.ots of persons were arrested.
They have known it.

For the first time approver Hansraj gave information to the
police on the 23rd April as to who were the persons concerned in
the different occurrences and up to that time there was no other
evidence ?

A., Hansraj was not the only man who gave that information.

Q. Can you tell me as to whether you have any other
information »

A. I know nothing about it. I went there as a military man.

Q. Supposing the authorities themselves were not aware of the-
individual persons who committed the offence, they would not be in
a position to give you the names.

A. 1If they were not, they would not be.

Q. 1If the persons concerned in the assault were not known to
authority, how did you come to the conclusion that these six persons
were the persons actually concerned in the assault?

A. How am I to assume that the authorities did not know this
because Hansraj had not spoken. There were lots of others who
could give information to them.

Q. Who was the officer who informed you that these six persons
who were flogged for breach of fort discipline were concerned with
the assault on Miss Sherwood.

A. The man who arrested them told me that, I presume.
I cannot remember. And if they arrested them wrongly they
had no answer for their wrong doing.

Q. Is it not a fact that except these six persons, no one
else was ever accused of having committed any breach of Mar-

- tial Law regulations inside the Fort and no other person

has been mentioned ? A. VYes.
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= Q. Is it not an extraordinary coincidence that these six
persons who were supposed to have taken part in the assault
on Miss Sherwood were the only persons who committed any
breach of fort rules.

A. More than a hundred persons were arrested ?

Q. Up to that time?

A. From time to time. Some in the fort and some in the
Rambagh.

Q. Can we get any detailed information about the trial
of these six men and the offence they committed ¢

A. I should think so. The police should know why they
arrested them and who gave evidence. Presumably there should
be some thing. As far as I know under Martial Law it is
unnecessary to keep a record.

Q. 1 wanted to know whether there is a record ?

A. There may be. You may be able to get it out of the
police. i

Q. What have you to say tothe suggestion, if it be made,
that because these six persons were supposed rightly or wrongly
by you or other officers to have taken part in the assault on
Miss Sherwood therefore on the pretext of the breach of Fort
discipline, but as a matter of revenge they were flogged ?

A. 1 say it is a wrong suggestion. .

Q. Don’t you think it wrong to inflict any punishment on
undertrial prisoners in connection with the assault on Miss
Sherwood ?

A. No. They were not. If they committed an offence
under martial law they must come.

Q. Why were they not flogged inside the Fort ?

A. 1 wanted them to be flogged where Miss Sherwood
was assaulted.

Q. Similarly with regard to the crawling order, That order
was promulgated by you inside the city ?

A. I would not say that.

Q. You say in your statement here. ‘I then posted two
British pickets, one at each end of the street, with orders to
allow no Indian to pass and that if they had to pass they
must go through on all fours”. I infer that you passed this
order when you were inside the city ? A. Very likely.

Q. You have already informed the Committee and have also
stated your statement that you never imagined that any sane
man would voluntarily go through®*under these conditions ?

A. Yes, that is absolutely true.

Q. Is it not a very extraordinary coincidence—I call it
deliberately extraordinary—that you passed this order which you



-y

1CO ' EVIDENCE OF GENERAL DYER. (Lahore:
“considered at that time would be aidead letter because you

‘thought that no sane person would voluntarily go through the

street on all fours, and all of a sudden you moved a few

red yards and then you felt the necessity of arresting r2
persons for no edifying offence and these were the very 12
persons who for the first time obeyed this order.

A. 1 wentto the city after posting my picket. There were
«certain insolent inhabitants and T arrested them and handed them
over to the police. I do not see anything extraordinary in it.

Q. In your opinion the police were quite competent to do its
duty ?

A, 1 presume they may have been.

Q. On the 13th when you left Ram Bagh for the Jallianwala
Bagh, i5 it not a fact that you practically on two or three sides
surrounded the Jallianwala Bagh with pickets and you left a picket
at Sultanwind gate ?

A. 1 think they were at Lahore Gate, Hall gate and another
gate. At the other gate I do not think there was, there was a
picket but my information is there was not.

Q. If a woman is found wounded at the Sultanwind Gate,
«can you give us an explanation how she was found there !

A. On the 12th or 13th ?

Q.. On the 12th. A, I do not know.

Q. If it was on the 13th? '

A. It might be possible a stray bullet from the Jallianwalla
Bagh might have hit her. Beyond that I cannot give any ex-
planation,

Q. If some wounded person were found on the second storeys
of buildings, there how do you explain that.

A. Probably bullets have strayed.

Q. If there be marks of blood on the second and third floors
-of buildings, would it not show that there was overhead firing.

A. Certainly not. I never gave direction for overhead firing,
I directed fire personally and I can tell you what orders I gave.
I never gave any orders for overhead firing. Certainly not. Abso-
lutely not.

Q. You never gave a moment’s thought as to what would
happen to the bodies of these 400 or 500 killed inside the
Jallianwala Bagh and these wounded, asto how they will be atten-
ded to by their relations as to how water would be given to the
wounded ¢ You never cared for them ? 'A. How do you know,

. How was it possible ?

A. They could bring them, when they liked,

Q. If they had gone there disobeying the curfew order you
would not mind it ?
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~A. They asked for permission and I gave it and said th

could go. ; Sl

Q. Your permission was for the removal of the dead bodies:
Did you make any proclamation saying that to-day I modify the
curfew order? A. Iallowed them to go and remove the dead.

Q. Did you in any way modify the curfew order?

A. Tt was probably modified.

Q. On the 13th ?

A. Probably. I think you will find it in these papers.

0. Did you issue any proclamation saying ‘I modify the order
and people are allowed to remain outside up to 12 o’clock '

A. I allowed them to go and take the dead. I thought they
would be removed by night.

Q. That is no answer to my question ?

A. 1 cannot tell you I allowed them to go and bring their
dead. Therefore orders must have been passed.

7). [1If the order was modified, how is it that you went into the
city at gp. m, to see if your order was obeved or not?

A. T don't think I went outat g. I think it was later.

(). This is the first time that we have been informed that
the order had been modified. Permission to remove the dead was
issued on the 14th ? A, Yes. ’

Q- So long as you remained in Amritsar was there any
evidence, apart from the inferenee, placed before you to show that
there was an organized conspiracy ?

A. From what was happening in Amritsar and elsewhereI
formed the opinion that there was a widespread conspiracy.

Apart from inference was there any tangible evidence
produced before you to show that there was organized conspiracy
in Amritsar or what happened there was the result of that
conspiracy ?

A. They were talking all sorts of things. There must have
been organized conspiracy all along the line as far as I can judge.

Q. When you went to Jallianwala Bagh there was no appre-
bension of your being attacked ?

A. There was certainly a possibility.
; Did you take a large number of police also with you to the
Bagh and left them outside just ciose to it ?

A, Ido not know how many policemen were there, nor did I
care. s

Q. When you arrived at Amritsar on the 11th there were 475
British soldiers and 710 Indian soldiers and on the... there were 530
British soldiers and 635 Indian soldiers? A. Quite right,

Q. Your source of information as to what was happening in the
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city on the 12th and 13th—exept what you saw with your own
eyes—was Ashraf Khan and nobody else?

A. There were officers and lots of people.

Q. Lots of people visited you on the 12th and xgth?

A. T cannot say.

Q. Lots of people came and gave you information?

A, 1T say, not. —

Suposing between 400 and 500 were killed in the
]alhanwalla Bagh. What would be the proportion of the wounded ?
“ A. You will have to multiply it by three, it may be more.
Q. TIsit possible that one bullet would kill two or taree persons ?

. A. Quite possible,

Q. You had already made up your mind at Rambagh that you
had a very unpleasant duty to perform and that you would have to
doit? A. Yes.

Q. Did you make any ambu'ance arrangements ?

A. No time to do that.

Q. Was it brought to your notice that the dead bodies were
mutilated at night ¢ A. Never heard of it.

Q. Are you or are you not aware that so far as = India
is concerned Martial Law can be introduced only by certain
individuals ? A. Yes.

Q. In any fixed area can any officer proclaim Martial Law
and appoint officers for the purpose of trying cases ?

A. If there is a rebellion one would assume charge, the
man on the spot, and it will have the effect of Martial Law.

Q. You could not get these orders from the Lieutenant
Governor either by aeroplane or wire ? A.  We could have not.

Q. Could you not have obtained orders from the Viceroy ?

A. Absolutely not.  The situation was developing very fast.

You would not wire to the Licutenant Governor telling
him that the situation was serious and get orders ?

A. T think the Lieutenant Governor knew the situation as
much as 1 did.

Q. Can you ‘tell me why was it not possible for Mr Ir-
ving to inform the Lieutznant Governor that Martial Law should
be introduced on the evening of the toth ?

A. 1 say all things are possible.

When he was handing over charge to you did you
ask him why he did not ask permission of the superior
authorities ?

L
A. No. It was handed over to me and I thought I could
manage it all right,
Q. I'want to ask you a question on the point whether you

assumed authority on the ground that you felt that the situation

-
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demanded it or because the Deputy Commissioner had given you
charge and that written document ? ‘

A. 1 was the Officer Commanding in Amritsar as well as
Jullundur. If the civil law failed or ceased to operate it is my duty
to take things in hand until I get further order on the subject.
So I took the situation in my hand.

Q. After the civil authority was handed over to you and you
assume supreme authority in Amritsar you could act independently
by virtue of your own position ?

A. As in extreme case I could. If the situation suddenly
developed which demanded my assumption of responsibility it was
my duty to do so.

Q. May 1 know the conditions prescribed which would
constitute an extreme case which would justfy you to assume that
command ? '

A. Well I honestly considered that there was a rebellion and
that it was my duty to take the responsibility.

Q. You had no orders? A. No.

Q. There must be some orders, written or verbal ?

A. Ido not know of any order which will exactly suit what
happened,

Difference Betwteen Rebellion And Civil Disorder.

Q. What is the diffrerence between rebellion and civil disorder ?
Do you consider them one and the same thing or different thing ?

A. 1should think if civil law has ceased that a rebellion is out.
I should think the two things are practically the same. But I am
not a great expert on law.

Q. In appreciating the situation which would enable you to
take drastic powers over a large number of His Majesty’s subjects
you have to exercise your judgement and see whether there were
certain things which you would call rebellion. I assume you have
a very clear notion as to what rebellion means.

Q. I think so. I haveto run the risk but I have got to do it.

(Q  In your opinion ceasing of law and orders is tantamount to
the existence of rebellion ?

A. 1 should say very nearly that, If there is something serious
" going on rebellion would come in.

. You certainly understand what rebellion means ?

A. Ithink I do. But we may make errors in judgment,

Q. Very weil, but certainly you cannot have any doubt as to
what constitutes rebellion ?

A. In myown mind I will say thisis rebellion; another man
will come and say this is not rebellion; I knew when I began to
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take responsibility: * If I was wrong in my 'j :
b &oe - ty ong in' my ' judgment I should pro-

Subverting the Authorities by means of einéa.

You said the people were going to carry out their intentions
of rebellion by meants of canes ¢ ‘
A. Yes, to be armed properly. :

Q. 1have just been asking the question probably according
to you there was some orginisation behind the movement. So I
take it there was some intelligent people who were directing the
movement : do you think any man of sense could think of sub-
verting the authorities by means of canes ?

A. A small army of men armed with canes. It is quite possible.

Q. Do you think this organised mob could successfully, under
any conditions be opposed to the forces of the Crown.

A. Not very long. In places like Amritsar or elsewhere where
the garrison is small, then they might suddenly attack and disarm
the military forces and then having a little success they may even
get them over to their side.

Q. But it wont last long ?

A.. 1 do not think so but a great deal of damage might be done
in the mean while.

Were you not told on the rith that it was a vey small
proportion of the inhabitants of Amritsar, who were causing disorder
and that there was a large number of citizens who were law-abiding 2

A. 1 might have been told. But there were very large crowds.
Therefore it looked as if a great many people had joined them
because law and order was at an end. There would have been
lots of men who if they were guarded would not have been disloyal.
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Enmiual br Mr. Justice Rankin witness said Martiﬂ LI*
was proclaimed in Kasur on the 16th April. * It was Martial Law
ordinance No 1

Q: Have you been able to collect any definite evidence as to
what it was that caused the excitement that broke out in a riot
on the 12th?

A : Well, on the 11th there was the news about Mr. Gandhi’s
arrest which increased the excitement. Then they had a meeting

on the 11th and people were more excited after that, Early in the

morning of the 12th they started moving about in the town and
they got more and more excited, They then arrived at the station
and the excilement was such that they did what they had done.

Q. Do you attribute it to the news being received of whlt
baopened at Amritsar and Lahore on the 10th ? v

A: 1 do not think that was very largely the cause. On thc
night of the 11th they only heard vaguely of what had happeued at
Amritsar and Lahore.

Witness said : Ove Hindu pleader said that they were like
‘unarmed cattle’ 1n the eyes of Government. He said the Rowlatt
Act was like a rope round their necks, and so on. 1 should® say in
th.at state of excitement of the cxowd he oyght not to, have said
that. 1should also mention at that time he had never actually
read the Rowlatt Bill but had only seen it in the Tribuve. That
was @ veey great responsibility and it showed that he relied on
distarted versions in the public press. He never attempied to tell
them what the Act really was. He simply implied there - was
somerhing horrible in it. That was the effect on the crowd.

O: Were any of these pleaders arrested on charges of
uitenng sedition.

A: No, none except those mentioned,

Lala Dnanpatrai was arrested at the martial Law proclamation,
because the higher authorities came to the conclusion that he was
causing trouble and he was removed for sometime. Mr. Golam
Mohiuddin aud Mr. Abdul Kader were arrested for having taken
part in the riot.

Q: Apart from the firing by the soldiers who were attacked,
how many times did the Police or the Military fire ?

A: The Military never ﬁrcd except the two shots by
the sentry.

Q :* On how many occasion was there firing ?

A: When they were just about to burn the Tashil. Thit
was the only occasion. 1 was not there at the time.

6 ; 4

4

V. -
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()3 A l}' as you observed, was any distinction made between

respectable and lower class men as regards punishment for breaches

of martial law order ? ‘ .

A: If a man was of respectable class he was fined, and if of a
lower class he was probably whipped. Iam going actually on the
cases supplied to me.

- O: As regards the school boys thatwere whipped, you said
the school Yamhorities themselves were not doing well ?

A Yes.

Q: Idid not quite catch the meaning of that expression.

A: The Head Master was an old feeble sort of man, guite
unable to keep order and one of the masters had actually been found
to be leader of mob and the procession in the city during the
disturbances and we all were very doubtful as to the attitude of the
other school master, At least, they did dot seem to be in a hurry
to punish their students for taking part in the riot. And a large
majority of the boys were running about, taking part, Then the
school master said : kindly give me military guard, my boys are very
insubordinate,

Insubordinate to their schoolmasters ? A: I suppose so.
The boys had been cheating him or something you knew
they were doing by way of disorder ?

A : I took his meaning to be that they were still under great
excitement and could cause mischief.

¢  What was the date approximately ? How long afterthe riot ?

A : Ishould think it was about 6 days after., He was asked to
select 6 boys—and the master of the other school. But the result
was that 6 boys were produced who were obviously of the lower
class being badly clothed. The Military Officer said you must not
select miserable specimens.

Q: So those boys were rejected.

A: Yes. The Head Master would not select anyone. The
boys themselves were told to select. Anyway, 6 other boys were
then selected.

Q : How many stripes were then given?

A: The 3 big boys 6 each and the 3 small boys 3 each,

Q: Wasit to make Kasur fall in line in the passive resistance
movement ? A : That was the idea.

Q: Not with a view to imstigate to rise against the King

. Emperor?

A: I think there was piessure of that sort. At Patti there
was a regular system by which lectures were delivered and people
were excited. One of these men said, “You should obey the King
but not his servants,”
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: . One School Boy Hanged
' «Continuing witness said one school boy had been sentenced
to be hanged. i

O': What was the age of the boy ?

A. 17 years. I think it was merely the atmosphere of excite-
ment which was the cause. They could not help themselves.

Continuing witness said at Patti 31 were convicted and 15
acquitted. Of these 31, 14 were sentenced to be whipped. At
Kasur 30 were convicted and sentenced to be whipped, but in all
40 were whipped. There were 4 men of Patti who were whipped
by order of the Officer Commanding and 6 school boys. The total
number of stripes was 710so that the average was 18 stripes for
each individual.

0. To what caste did they belong to ?

A. 1 understood they were of the lower class. I never
actually saw. {

O : Of what age ?

A : Except the school boys they were all of mature age.
Three school boys were of 16 to 18 years and other three were of
13 or 14.

3 O : Why were they punished ?

A : The headmaster asked the O. C. the boys were gettilg
insubordinate and asked if he could have military help. The O. C,
thought he could not give military help and he thought that
whipping was the best thing. So he called the boys and got them
whipped by a Sikh drummer boy. Moreover the school authorities
were themselves not doing well.

QO: Where were they whipped? A : Just outside the
station entrance.

Q: In public? A: Yes it was in the presence of .the
whole school. ‘

Q: There was no whipping in the school premises? A : No.

I Q: What was the object? A: There was no particular
object.
' Q: Were it given in serious cases ol for all sorts of offences ?

A : All sorts of cases. For rioting or burning of the station,
I remember 4 or 5 were whipped becduse they had trespassed into

.2 woman's appartment, 2 or 3 had assaulted the Lambardar and a
large number for miscellaneous offences,

Q: Did this whipping take place in public or private ?

A: 1 have explained they *were whipped on the station
platform which was then the Military headquarters. The platform
was closed to the public at that time, so it 1s a question whether it
was private or public. They could not be seen by people outside.
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. Q: Did all the whipping take place there? A: Yes. They
were all on the station platfrom, execpt only in one case which
mtght have been seen. bk

Q : Did you make investigations into certain rumours as to
the causes of the unrest such as recruiting ?

A : Yes, 1was very careful to find out about that. I found
there was absolutely no cause for complaing in any respect. In
fact, it was such a backward place that there was no recruiting at
all. The number of recruits was extremely small,

. 0O: Were the causes of unrest connected in any way with
recrumng?

A : 1do not think, it was at all.

Q: During the administration of martial law there were Lw0
cases of where men were shot by sentries ?

A: Yes, one case was at the station. The British sentry at
the station entrance saw someoue creeping forward. There was
a dust storm at the time and it was difficult to see how mauny people
were there, The sentry challenged the man repeatedly in English
and in Urdu, but received no answer and the man ran towards
him, The sentry tried to catch the man but he eluded him. So
he fired and the man was killed. It was afterwards found that the
man was deaf and dumb. It was an unfortunate incident. Ia the
other case, which happened in a village, I was not present.

O: Were any complaint made regarding the administration
of martial law ?

- A: There was no complaint whatever at the time. Captain
Doveton seemed to be extremely popular, He seemed to gather
people round him and to talk and chat with them. But right
towards the end of his time when Martial Law had been removed
from Kasur proper, there were one or two who complained that he
was doing " things they did not like. What happened was Captain
Doveton did not like to go through the formalities of trial and sen-
tence; he wanted to do things summarily, He used to make
people mark time and climb ladders. Even that was not complain-
ed of by the people at the time. They seemed to be very amused
by it. They did not regard it as an act of tyranny. There was one
thing. which 1 thought to be serious. A Sadhu had been white-
washed by the Martial Law administrator. But I asked him about
it and he said it was not true,

Was a scaffold erecte ! in publlc ?,A: Yes,

Had you contemplated execution in public?

.That was the idea. = © :

That was abandoned? A: We:started putting it upon
the 3rd of May but on the gth May Government ordered it to be
removed: By that time it was not completed.

ko :»lOlO
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¢ Q: The practice of execution in public' has beeh long
in disuse ? ‘ i

A: Yes, but the idea was to have it on the actual scene of
the murder of those two warrant officers.

Col. Macrae Was Responsible.
O : Who was responsible for this?

A: Colonel Macrae was responsible. He was the officer
commanding at Kasuor at that time.

He took over charge of Sub-divisonal Officership on the evenin
of the 15th. He never heard that any disturbance was cause
by the crowd after 3 pm. on the 11th. After 3 p.m. nothing
occurred in the city. It was quiet.

O : You were also informd that the police were able to make
arrests on the 11th itself 7—A :  On the 12th,

O : You were not infromed that any police officer were as-
saulted on the 12th or subsequent date ?

A : Attempts were certainly made to assault. On the 12th
the mob endeavoured to burn down the tehsil and a Sub-Inspector
of police was attacked and the Munsif was standing on the roof of
the house and the crowd was going to burn. .

O : Did any one of the these officials ever make a regort to
you that an attempt was made to assault them ?

A : Ido not think so.

O : According to the Government case, although those two
soldiers at the station emptied the chambers of the revolvers they
did not do any damage to the crowd ?

A: One man was injured.

Witness explained that an informer said that the soldiers fired
one round first, then another and then another. But another
man, a contractor, said that they fired considerable number of
rounds.

Q : This report is practically an abstract of the report which

you submitted in obedience to the circular issued by the Lieutenant
Governor 7—A : Yes.

O : Instead of mentioning that these two officers were stoned
you said here :—The crowd followed 1t and inside it were two
" warrant officers, They got out_and stood at the door of the car-
riage. The crowd were....... wsessessabout 60 yards off throwing
stones on the two men. One fell on the two men. They lost
their heads and fired all rounds wAthout doing any damage.” This
statement was made to the Lieutenant Governor in June or
July 2—=A :  Yes, :
Q : I think it was a true version of what was your knowledge
then.—A : Up to that time that was correct.
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Q : So far as your knowledge goes none of the mob was
killed at the mlwas;o::auon ?—A : No.

Q: Were you informed in the course of the mvestxganon-
that an allegation was made, that previous to what happened to
these two soldiers two persons were killed ?

A : T never heard of any such thing.

The C. I. D. Report. ]

Proceeding witness said that none of the other soldiers except
these two had arms. He proclaimed martial law at Kasur by
holding a Durbar. Dhanpat Rai was arrested there under Col.
Macrae’s order. Witness delivered no speech then, The age of
Dhanpat Rai was 60, He was not a leader of the bar to his know-
ledge, At the time of his arrest there was no information as to
his committing any offence on the 12th. So far as his ‘infor-
mation went his arrest was not due to any action on his part on
the 12th. The Commissioner sent orders directing that he should
be arrested and removed from there. He was not arrested for
taking part in the hartal meeting of the 11th. He had a black
record and was considered to be a dangerous man. He was
father-in-law of a man who tried to foment rising among troops
(Ajit Singh, who was deported in 1907 with Lala Lajpat Rai),
One Rahim Bux was deputed to take down notes of ihe
speeches at the meeting of the 11th. From that report they
would find that so far as the principal speakers were concerned,
except one they were trying to pacify the crowd and that their
speeches were moderate. He did not accept the report. The
man dld not give him any information about the speeches.
Have you read General Beynon's order.
About the Rowlatt Act?
Not Rowlatt Act but Martial law, A : T have read it.
Have you read the Defence of India Act,
I have read it.
Do you remember the provisions ? A : [ forget.
Do you know what were the two important facts that
assed between 1908 and 1915 amending the Penal Code ?
I cannot tell you the details now.
Do you know what they were about ?
Which Acts you are speaking about ?
The recent amendments of the 1. P. C,
I recollect no particular changes.
I think you will agree with me that at least in a majority
of the places all over the world in every political agitation people
take their cue from the leaders and it is for every one of the rank
and file to study all political questions, to read all Acts and to
come to ‘conclusions ?

zc_:zo >0 :»{O
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~A: Ido. Q: Therefore I think no crime was committed

by these moffusil leaders living in Kasur where there isno political

life—

Witness interrupting said—There is political life distinctly—

Q: You will not blame them if they adopted the view that
was put forward before them by their own press and by their
own leaders ?

A: It is foolish urenpomlblhty

Q. Your experience of your own country is that every one
of the rank and file should form opinions on these matters and
study every political problem ?

: I do not call them rank and file, There are three men
who were keen on Congress. They are by no means rank
and file. They are leaders, responsible leaders or they should 'be
respousible leaders.

Witness added that he said they were leaders of the hartal’
movement because they admitted so.

O : If the shopkeepers went to them and said ‘Let us have a
meeting and some speeches’ that does not show that they were
leaders of the hartal movement ?

A : The leaders also wished to have hartal.

0O: In your own country you think that men of the pasition
of these pleaders do not rely upon what view is taken b?l impor-
tant papers'like the “Times"” or by towering personalities lika, say,
Gladstone, but every one of them reads every act and amdlel
questions and forms responsible opinion ?

A: They are certainly berier informed and take trou‘ble
to study —

Q: That is due to the difference in education in India
and England ? A: To some extent.

“No Responsible Government in India,”

Q: And the difference that there is responsible Government
there and there is no responsible Government in India?

A: I do not think that affects it.

Q: 1Is it not a fact that all these pleaders who were arrested
and who were never brought to trial were arrested because the
aathorities wanted to kill political life in the whole province and
because they have taken part in the meeting on the 1ith
although that meeting was a nfoderate meeting ?

A: Lala Dhanpat Rai who was arrested did not speak at all
and the other two arrested were got arrested for that at all,

: In your statement you said that all the things done by
Martial Law authorities were relished and approved of the

people. Are you still of the dpinion. that the people relished

and approved of all these things? A : Obviously.

e S
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Q: From November 1918 to April 1919 did the authorities,
to your knowledge, take any steps to meet, according 10 you,
false rumours ? IR

~A: They did not do. Q: You did not blame them for
not doing it ? !

A: 1 was not there. I did not blame. 4y

Q: But you blame the pleaders? A : Yes, I do.

Continuing witness said that Ghulam Mohy-ud. din had-said.
at the meeting of the 11th that the Hindus and Mussalmans had
one head, two hands, two feet und they should act as one man.
This was the worst sentence in the opinion of Mr. Marsden in
the speeches delivered at the meeting.

Q: You have stared that the military authorities were allow-
ed to go to the villages to arrest people, have you not ? :

A: They were allowed to take stepsthey considered necessary.

Q: Who gave them information ? ;

A: Infermation was given to the police and they informed
the military of that.

O :  Did that information contain names ? A: Yes.

O : And that information was reliable information ? A: Yes.

Q: That information was taken down in'writing ?

At I expect so.

Q: And on the basis of that information a very large number
of arrests were made? A: Yes.

Q: All those arrests were made between 12 in the night
and 4 or 5 in the morning? A: Yes.

Q: Any hostages taken from the villages ?

A ; I think some were taken from Patti. They were not
brought 10 Kasur.

O: There was something like a cage .out side the railway.
station ? A : Yes.

Panditji : I think at certain times the number of persons in-
side this cage was 107 aor 108 ?

A : Tdo not think it was more than 70 or 80 : I am not
quite sure.—0Q : They could be seen by the public ?—A : Yes.

Were the pleaders arrested, handcuffed and taken
through the bazar ?
- A: Yes, they were haodcuffed and taken to the railway
station,—Q : Why was Dhanpat Rai handcuffed ?
' A: There was a state of rebellion and you must take precau-
tions. Poss g
Q: You thought that this man, who was 60 years old would
run away ?—A : His rescue might have been effected.. ;
© . Q: Might have been effected ?
A : Of course. Prisoners are always taken hand cuffed.
i

@
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P Ao 37 “Fancy Punishments.”
~Q: Abont the fancy punishment you have described do you
mean if a person named Kesho Das was made to draw lines with'
his nose for a period of time ?—A : On paper ?

Panditji: Not on paper, but oun ground. His nose is not a

pencil (Laughter) A: T have not heard of that.
: Do you remember that a person was awarded this fancy
punishment for purchasing rice at more than 4 seers a rupee ?
“< Az Nolcan't tell you. ‘
~Q: Were not some Arya Samajists arrested because they
were Arya Samajists ? :

A: No Arya Samajist was anested at Kasur, but at Patti
the Arya Samajists invited Aryagamaijis lecturers to deliver some
lectures and the police arrested some five or six of them because
the police said that they had been promoting disturbance,

0: Was any evidence produced against them? A: We
have a memorandum of their lectures,

Q: And what is the worst thing that you see there?

A: The worst thing that I have seen is this, “You must obey
the King but not the King's servants "

O: When you say that the civil authorities were not able
to check what was being done on the 12th, is it not a fact that
the civil authorities were informed very late and practically when
they arrived everything was over?

A: The riot bhad taken place and the crowd continued the
work of destruction. e

Continuing the witness said that the mob first attacked the
station' buildings, and when the Tahsildar went to bring the
Sub-Divisional Officer, the crowd had damaged the rest of the
station, The damage was not done when the civil authorities
were present at the station. Similarly what had happened to the
treasury and the tehsil were also done when the civil authorities
were not .present, As soon as the Sub-Divisional Officer arrived
he gave order to fire. As a result of the firing the mob dispersed.
Some seven or eight were arrested and some others were taken in
custody because they were wounded, There was a Martial Law
order issued saying, that of all those persons who were residents

* and had gone away did not return to Kasur within a fixed time
something would be dona to’their property. Witnes raised no
objection to the order but insisted on it because he wanted those
persons who had murdered others Among the names of outsiders
who were present on tne 12th was one Dani Ram of Amritsar
and another who was Sadhu also of Amritsar. 'The Sadhu,
witness believe, always lived at Amritsar.” Except these two, he
was not able to trace any other person. He did not consider the
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Sadhu to be a political leader of any place. It was true that the
mob first went to damage the office and were going away when
somebody stood up before them and after addressing them
brought them back. The object of the crowd, it was alleged by
some, was to cry ‘Hai, Hai’ and make other demonstrations to
indicate their opposition to the Rowlatt -&'%l‘, before some Euro-
peans who would be going by the trains that would be passing
the station, There might also have been some intention to
do damage to the railway station, but he tooksit that they wanted
to wreck the train, From his enquiries it was his opinion that
the zamindars were not connected in the troubles at all, but only
the budmash element in the villages. There were staiements to
the effect that there was no,trace of any general rising or
that any band of men were laying in wait outside Kasur, but he
did not believe them. People as a whole were refused permit
to go outside Kasur and propably there were some pleaders also
who were not allowed to go on professional engagement. But
he remembered that some pleaders were allowed to go.

O: Was it a fact that those pleaders who were considered
loyal were allowed to go and those who were consideréd to be
seditious or agitators were not to go?

A' 1 dou’t think that was the case. Each application was
considered on its merits, whether he was a pleader or not.

The name of the man who harangued outside the station
was Kamaludin ; he was sentenced to be hanged but subsequent-
ly his sentence was committed to seven years, He did not quite
remember why the incriminating cry of the crowd was omutted
by him from the report, the cry of ‘The British Rule is atan-end.”
He heard that another villager was shot down on the ground that
he threatened a soldier with a lathi. He thought all those persons
who were in arrest for a long time without trial were bronght
to the railway station, and were present at the lecture. The
flogging that was going on at the platform could be seen by the
people outside, and at the time of flogging there were no other
people except the station staff. No wire was cut after the 17th
or 18th. After the 18th there was no other occurrence except
that which happened on the 23rd. Except that a large number of

ersons Were arrested on suspicion and flogged and punished under

artial Law, the presence of the soldiers in the district outside
Kasor helped to keep the budmashes in order. There was still
a large number of budmashes for when they were searching the
houses of villagers they found weavons of some budmashes.

Q: If instead of infliciing punishment according to the
Indian Penal Code or Criminal Procedure Code you take recourse

. to summary procedure for every offence and prescribe punishment
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of flogging or shooting, do you think that the crimes will
down to a very large extent, and would that be reason for t
enforcement and maintenance of Martial Law ? ‘

"A: 1 looked at it and I don't find that the number of crimes.
is going down,

Q: Then, there is no necessity for Martial Law ?

A: The presence of the troops was to keep them from show-
ing those tendencies which they otherwise would show, For
instance if there is ‘hartal’ to-morrow thev would be very much
emboldened to create some trouble.

Q: Then, do you mean tha: there is necessity for Martial
Law even now? A: I think so.

Q: So in order to enforee order the maintenance of

Martial Law is absolutely necessary ?

A: No. I say the sitvation at any moment may prove to
be dangerous,

Even now the situation is the same ?

A: Not the same, bur still dangerous.

Witness continuing said that he was not against holding
political meetings but against ‘hartal, practically the ‘hartal’
at Kasur was brought about by pressure from outside. Wjtness
believed that ‘hartal’ was going to be absolutely indefinite so long
as the Revolutionary Crimes Act was there,

Q: Throughout the whole of the Punjab no disturbances or
wire-cutting took place after the 18th instant. A : That is so.

Panditji : Therefore I should like to know why if Martial
Law was necessary in the first instance, it was necessary to
continue it after that date.

A: Because the same causes which had caused the introduc-
tion of the Law were still in existence. The anarchical crimes
are still in existence. Mr. Gandhi is still in existence,

O: Yes, I have heard that revolutionary crimes are still in
existence, Mr. Gandhi is not dead, Rowlat Act is not dead. And
so far as India is concerned you are of opinion that for the
maiutenance of peace and order enforcement of Martial Law
must be always kept ready ?

A: It should be ready because ultimately all 3uthority
depends on force ? %

Panditji :—[ know that phiicsophical proposition. Then
so far as India is concerned vou are of opinion that the mainten-
ence of peace and order deperfis upon the use of force and the
measures which the Government have not already availed itself of:

A : That is the case in every country.

O: Have you ever found anywhere else that Martial Law
was 1ntroduced in these circumstances ? :
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A: Tdidn't say Martial Law, I only said that all authority
depends on force. o S
O : Are you in favour of Khilafat movement ; (Laughter.)

A : Khilafat movement ? - How can [ say that.

The President heve intervened and the question was dropped.

: Do you know anything about Criminal Law Amend-
ment Act I11 of (1908.)

A: No; nothing about it. I had not come to India at that
time (1908.)

Q: When did you came to India? A: 1912. Witness
did vot know the provisions of the Criminal Law Amend-
ment Act.

Q. Being a first class mdgistrate entrusted with the lives
and liberties of the Indian public how is it that you did not know
anything about the provisions of the Act with which you have
to deal in every-day life and yet you blame at the same time
that the pleaders were not quite conversant with the provisions
of the Rowlatt Act 7

A: 1 was not making a speech about the Criminal Law
Amendment Act, as the pleaders were doing on the Rowlatt Act.

! Therefore you mean that a man who is making a speech
should be more careful than a man who deals with the lives and
liberties of the people? (Laughter.)

A: Your logic seems to be defective.

CAPTAIN DOVETON.

Examined by Lord Hunter said that he administered Martial
Law in Kasur for some days. In connection with the punish-
ments administered under Martial Law witness did invent some
minor punishments, but they were in the case of those who in
any way resisted authority, He started punishment about the
end of May and continued until the Martial Law was removed.
It was less severe than the ordinary Martial Law punishment,

Q: There is a suggestion that you ordered a Sahdu to be
whitewashed? A : That is simply wrong.

Witness then explained that there was a particular piece of
work to: b. done at the goods shed and the Sadhu was asked to
load and unload lime there. And as it was a rainy day, it was
quite possible that the Shadhu had been covered with lime and
then he got wet. =

Q: It is further suggested that you ordered some men, by
way of punishment, todraw lines on the ground with their noses ?

A : That is incorrect. \

Q: Can you account for such a rumour being started ?
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A: Ican't. The most that I did was to order the convict-
ed “men to put their forehead on the ground before me. It was
simply to make the people acknowledge the authority, but not
a punishment.

Q: Did you ever hear it made as a complaint? A: Yes.

Q: When was the general order relaxing the Martial Law
orders issued ? A : They were relaxed by degree,

Q: I suppose the public of Kasur would have been consi-
deraniy incouvenienced by some of those orders? A : Yes,

Q : Particularly in the case of the order about travellng ?

A: That was relaxed before any other order ?

‘Q: Did you yourself deliver lectures to the people of Kasur?

A: Yes. 1 delivered lectures on the genesal situation
and tried to make them see thigs in their true perspective, In
fact, it was more in the nature of advice,

: Had you made yourself familiar with the provisions of
the Rowlatt Act ?

A: I would not have been an authority on that, But thée
main point of my lectures was to show that there was really no
great hardship in passing the Rowlatt Act, and that whatever
hardship it involved, did not justify the action (disturbance)
which took place. -

0O : Generally youn discussed the Rowlatt Act with a view to
removing the suspicion as to the provisions that had arisen in
the people’s mind owing to the rumours ? A : Yes that was so-

O: I think that at one of your lectures you had the assis-
tance of one of the pleaders ?

A: Yes. When I finished my lecture 1 asked Maulvi
Ghulam Mohiuddin to make a few remarks, f

Q: Do you know why he was arrested? A: I understand
he was arrested without any charge being made against him.

QO : Did he'make a speech according to your satisfaction ?

A : Satisfactory in every way,

. Were you present at the time of whipping ?
97 A. Yes: in pearly all cases.

Q. Do you know that some peopl=: succumbed to the injury ?

A. Not to my knowledge.

O Do you know of any cage of collapse? A, 1did not see,

). During your time there was nd whippiog io the public
at all ?

A. It was entirely private. *There were three boys, quite
children, ‘whe were sent down by the Speual Tribunail at Lahore
to be punished and I thought that it would be better if the
school boys at Kasur were present to witness the whipping.
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0. In one case you administered a considerable number of
lashes and also two years’ rigorous imprisonment ?

ﬁA. The maximum imposed was 2 years, 30 lashes and Rs, 30

as fine. ;

ﬁ; You suggest that “the people generally did not object

to Martial Law.” How do you say that? | e P,

A. Generally, the people expressed mselves like that.
In fact, I was told that the people appreciated Martial Law more
than any other, o

Q. Did you ask anybody to do skipping?

A. As regards the skipping, it was suggested to me by an
accused person. He came and told me he would do skipping'if
he was excused the punishmeut. The skipping was 20 times
without breaking, x

Q. He made that offer and you took him at his word ?

A, Yes,

A nd after that you inflicted this skipping punishment
.on those who did not ask for it 7—A. Yes,
. Of what ages were the people who were made to skip ?
A. 1 should say people of middle age,
How much ? A, 20 without break.
How many people do you think were given this punish-
ment 7—A. At least 20.
You will agree with me that it rather tended to bring
the proceedings under contempt ?
1 don’t know that it brought the proceedings under *
contempt, It acted as a deterrant.
Apart from skipping was there any punishment like
climbing the ladder and other forms of manual labour ? A. Yes
. It was alleged that some Sadhus were ordered to be -
whirewashed by you as a special punishment ?

A. That is not true. Among those who were sent to work
in the goods shed were some Sadhus and, as they had to work at
lime, they were covered with lime like that.

ow many ? A, I think four or five.
What were these people guilty of for which they were
puniahed to work in the goods shed ?

A, 1 am unable to tell you that,

Q. It must be for being truculent or defiant and in addition
. owing something to the railway cdmpany ? A. Not necessarily.
They may have committed some other offence ?

A, 1 think it quite possihle.

Q. Then you say in your statement that ‘'similar treatment’
was meted out to all persons who threatened railway officials......
and made a show of violence......” ?

b



