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PREFACE

AFTER a chequered history, India is now entering the most critical era of all. The Federal Constitution, which has been designed to bring the States and British India into harmonious relationship, will, for the first time, introduce a unitary government for the entire continent.

Upon the peaceful development of India depends the continued existence of the British Commonwealth, and it is desirable, therefore, that every citizen of that Commonwealth should do all that lies in his or her power to understand the nature of the experiment.

In the pages that follow I have tried to sift and correlate the experiences derived from some ten years of close contact with Indian affairs. They were written, at first, entirely for my own satisfaction. I was in Bombay and there was a fortnight to spare before I was due to sail for England. It was a period of acute distress, for a journalistic endeavour with which I had been associated had ended in failure—ignominious failure. I began to ask myself what was the sum total of my experiences, and, in doing so, I recorded some of them on paper. By the time I had reached London my notes were completed, and, except for the addition of a few minor facts—necessary to bring them up to date—they are as they were written in those four weeks.

In recounting some of my experiences and conclusions, I do so in the hope that that vast problem which is India will be seen in more human terms than are suggested by many works on the subject or by prosaic Blue books and formal clauses of Acts of Parliament. I have in mind the reader who desires a general picture of the problem. Continuing the analogy of the artist, may I say that I have taken a large canvas, outlined my subjects first, and later attempted to define and explain them. The circumstances of my journalistic work compelled me to see issues through Indian eyes, as it were, and it is my hope that the pages which follow will provide a background for the period of constitutional, social, and economic change into which India is about to enter.

So far as possible I have omitted facts which are either generally known or are to be found in other books. For this reason I have not given a separate chapter to the Indian States, but have referred to them, as occasion demanded, as integral parts of a politically unified India, notwithstanding the limitations on this unity.

Although I was closely connected with the work of the Burma Round Table Conference, I have not referred to Burma, hitherto administered as part of the Indian Empire, as she is, in future, to be governed by a constitution of her own.

Whatever may be the merits or defects of the new Indian Constitution, little is now to be gained by a detailed discussion of them. The main thing is to understand the problems, and, if possible, rectify the shortcomings as they become patent. No Act could have satisfied all the claims of the various communities and interests, and it is inevitable, therefore, that the objections are many. At the same time it remains to be seen whether what are now regarded as iniquitous limitations on the powers of the Ministries will not, in future, be looked upon as necessary safeguards. Their operation will be largely dependent on the Ministries themselves.

Perspective is a matter of standpoint, and, in order to paint the picture as one saw it, it has been necessary to allude to personal experiences and reactions which one might have preferred to omit. If in the attempt to be frank I have caused offence or embarrassment to anyone, I hope I will be forgiven in the interest of the larger object in view—a sketch of the varied, and often conflicting currents, which make up the India of Today and their effect on the India of Tomorrow.

To all my friends in India and England who have, over several years, contributed towards my picture I offer my profound thanks. Especially I would like to thank those who came to my aid by their affection and in material ways during the days in India when I was absolutely without money. They would prefer to remain unnamed, but I can never repay what they gave to me in days of acute stress. My only hope is that I will be able to serve the cause they one and all have at heart—the supplanting of material by human values.


M. D. B.

LONDON

1936
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CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION
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INDIA—what visions are conjured up by the very mention of her name! And what a diversity of visions there are. They may be of a land to be served or they may be of a land to be exploited; or possibly of just a playground for jaded pleasure seekers of the West.

More often than not chance alone is the determining factor of the standpoint which is taken. The son of the rich London merchant will not see in focus with the Oxford educated, but more detached, English Civil Servant, and much less, no doubt, with the medical missionary from Huddersfield. Yet the number of English people who go to India with links already established is not so large as is often thought. In other words, by far the greater number are drawn from commerce and the professions quite by chance, and if they do not approach the land of their abode with open minds, it is the result of a bias which has been inculcated rather than the outcome of experience.

My connection with India was as fortuitous as that of the cashier who is sent by his bank, or of the newly qualified doctor who is attracted by the prospects of the Indian Medical Service, or of the missionary who has come under the spell of some returned worker. Let me explain how it arose.

The post-war student world, to which I belonged, was a world which believed that the millennium was near at hand when it sang “England, Arise! The long, long night is over,” Blake’s Jerusalem, or “These things shall be; a loftier race than e’er the world hath known shall rise.” The Armistice, and the promise of a fresh start which it brought, gave an impetus to every kind of “movement” and “cause” the wit of man—and woman—could initiate. One might have been a Socialist (in which event one sang the Red Flag or the Internationale), a Fruitarian, a Vegetarian, a Birth-Controller, an Anti-Vivisectionist, a Social Credit-ite, a Communist—or even a Neo-Vitalist. Religion in its more modern phases of Theosophy, Christian Science, and World Brotherhoods found as many adherents as the political and social movements. Youth was ready for a “lead” and the leaders were many.

When Bertrand Russell (now Earl Russell) went to live in Chelsea I had already read most of his books, and it was perhaps natural that when he was selected the candidate for the Labour Party for the Parliamentary Election the contest found me working in his committee rooms. These were in the basement of his house in Sydney Street. What a strange collection of people we were! There were “intellectuals” from the Fabian Society, “lesser intellectuals” from the Labour and Communist Parties, ardent Sinn Feiner Roman Catholics (who later had to part company from their Communist colleagues on the Birth-Control issue), rough and hearty Trade Unionists who supplied the Labour background of the constituency, artists of various kinds who had a grievance against the existing economic order but who knew precious little about the theory of Socialism, and the usual number of dilettantes who collect around any outstanding personality.

Sir Samuel Hoare was the Tory candidate, and, as was to be expected in so conservative a district as Chelsea, he was re-elected with ease. Notwithstanding his defeat, Bertrand Russell continued to be associated with local radical politics and became a member of the Executive Committee of the Chelsea Independent Labour Party of which I, and my future husband, were also members. At that time I was about eighteen and still susceptible to those deep and lasting impressions one derives in adolescence. I am referring to these days, although they have strictly no bearing on the pages which follow, because it was during this formative period that my mind began to take shape on certain issues.

One day, describing his experiences in China, Bertrand Russell told us that it was his view that the future world conflict would not resolve itself into a clash between Communist Russia and the United States of America (which was the popular contention of the early ig2o’s) but between the “coloured” peoples of the East, led by Japan, and the West. As I recall it, I recollect Russell’s emphasis on the “colour” aspect and the deep impression it created on my mind. Up till then I had shared the normal attitude towards “coloured” students—that is to say, the attitude or prejudice which is born of fear of something that is strange. It had not gone deeper than that, and, no doubt, was the result of the same emotion which, according to my mother, made me as a baby cry for three days when I first saw a coalman with his dust-covered face. No attempt had been made to rationalize the attitude until Russell’s forecast forced me to analyse the fundamental economic causes underlying racial prejudice. Such prejudice seemed to me wholly wrong and I felt it was something which should be resisted.

Another early impression, it is hoped, will be permitted. The occasion was a gathering of the younger members of the Fabian Society. Bernard Shaw was the lecturer. The point he rammed home to his eager, impatient, youthful audience was the futility of thinking that any solid work could be achieved by the old-style propaganda.

“The days of tub thumping at the street corner have gone for ever,” he said. “Your predecessors did all that. Your job is to get into your professions—medicine, academic work, art, journalism—live your faith, excel at your work, and then proclaim your socialism.”

The chapters that follow are an attempt to describe part of an effort of ten years and more along these lines. Judged from the materialistic standpoint, the effort has ended in failure. Judged from the standard of human values and understanding, not one iota of energy, I believe, has been wasted.

For the purposes of correct perspective, it is necessary to make it clear that I have never identified myself with India or “gone native,” as our imperialistic friends would phrase it. I would yield to none in legitimate pride of ancestry; nor, however, would I deny that pride to those of another race. What I have attempted in my work is the building of a bridge between India and England based on co-operation, trust, friendship, and hard work. I am writing these pages to try and ascertain for myself exactly where I have arrived after many years of effort in this direction: years, no doubt, during which I have made many blunders, formed hasty judgments, and committed, in short, all the sins of youth. But, looking back, I can honestly say that the intention was single minded and was carried out with all the verve of a crusader. A little less of this spirit would, perhaps, have softened many of the later disappointments, and I cannot help recalling it with some amusement, a little pity, but—above all—a gladness that circumstances permitted me the experiences that came my way.







CHAPTER TWO
THE PROBLEM
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THE Theosophical Movement, under the guidance of Dr. Annie Besant, had a greater influence in introducing the problem of India to the people of Europe and America than that of the various Missionary Societies or any of the specialist writers on the subject. Renaissant India will one day acknowledge with greater emphasis than she does at present the very great work of Dr. Besant in her efforts to bring together Indians and peoples of other nationalities as human beings on a common footing. That this movement attracted those of a mystical turn of mind was perhaps its undoing as a binding link between the two peoples; but there is no gainsaying that it provided the foundation for a wider fellowship between peoples of different creeds and race, and to the dynamic personality of Dr. Besant must be given the chief credit.

When I first saw her she was holding a vast Queen’s Hall audience spellbound by her oratory. Dressed in gleaming white, which set off her short white hair, the “Chief,” as she was affectionately known among Theosophists, could not have been called a prepossessing figure. Her magnetic power, it seemed to me, lay in her facility for cadent sentences which rose and fell like waves caressing the sea shore.

A purely emotional appeal could have been expected to attract a majority of women. But there was something rugged, masculine about this elderly lady which brought men in their hundreds to her meetings. Possessing, as I do, sceptism of all so-called mystic cults, I could never have been attracted by Theosophy or its offshoots. Yet it was a delight to hear this woman of strong convictions, abundant energy, uncanny insight, almost mesmerizing her audience by her eloquence. Good women speakers are rare, but Dr. Besant had the technique of the platform at her finger-tips. As I came to know more of her, I saw that much of her work was carried out by imperious and autocratic methods. As I came to know more of India, I saw that often one is driven to the conclusion that those are the only methods if one is to get anything done.

About 1924 my husband had already turned from his previous work to assist Major Graham Pole, a former Treasurer of the Theosophical Society, in his work with the British Committee on Indian Affairs. This organization was formed to provide a liaison between British and Indian politicians. At one time it had on its committee Parliamentary representatives of all three political parties as well as people connected with certain high officials in India. The work necessitated the maintenance of close contacts with India, through the Press and correspondence, as well as the formulation of questions to be asked in Parliament. During India debates, speeches were compiled in extenso and Members of Parliament were “coached up,” as it were, in the subject. The organization was entirely independent of the Theosophical Society, although Dr. Besant, naturally, took a very friendly interest in it.

It was during Major Graham Pole’s visit to India in 1927 that Dr. Besant conveyed a suggestion that was to form the basis of our work for the next several years.

The Indian Press, in the vanguard of the nation’s hostility to the Montagu-Chelmsford Reforms, was chafing against the circumscribed limits within which it had to work. One of these limitations was the fact that there existed only one source of news, a non-Indian (British) news agency for world news, and an allied company in India for internal news. The fact that both these companies were receiving heavy payments from the Government in return for certain services greatly detracted from the popular confidence in their impartiality; a very natural reaction.

In order to meet such a situation, a number of leading Indian business magnates had become directors of a company to promote an independent internal news agency, and the proposition conveyed by Dr. Besant was that we should act as the London Correspondents of that concern.

The proposal had many attractions, for was it not a practical method of putting into action the course upon which one had already decided in theory? We were very happy to accept the suggestion.

The work was actually begun in 1927, but was to be broken off after a short time due to the intervention of the kind of misunderstanding which can so easily occur when negotiations have to be conducted between parties six thousand miles apart. It should be mentioned that we were doing the work in an honorary capacity, the Company meeting the out-of-pocket expenses only.

Two years later the conductors of the Company again found themselves in want of a London representative, and, after receiving cables from India urging me to undertake the work, I agreed to do so. It is often very fortunate that we cannot see ahead, for had I been able to do so I would not have accepted the proposal.

From the very first days of the renewal of the contact, we received the maximum assistance from the Press Departments of the India Office and the Foreign Office, notwithstanding the critical political conditions which were prevailing in India at that time. It was a period of Press Ordinances and frequent suspension of publication by newspapers—making the running of a news agency a very precarious undertaking.

There was one constant factor during the whole endeavour; the nightmare of uncertain and, sometimes, non-existent finances. I remember one occasion when we had spent all our own available resources on cable tolls. We were sensitive about the matter and did not like to mention it to friends who might conceivably have come forward to help. By a coincidence, our friend Mr. C. F. Andrews, sensed the situation, and, before there was a break of even one day in the service, he produced £12, which enabled us to carry on for a week or two until remittances were made from the Company in India. We knew much of the financial hazards of the Daily Herald, with which Major Graham Pole and Mr. George Lansbury were connected, and in course of time became almost inured to an atmosphere of perpetual jeopardy.

Most of the news we sent had a direct bearing on the Indian constitutional position. The Simon Commission was then engaged in its inquiries and India was, naturally, deeply interested in anything that happened “behind the scenes” and the prospects of any developments. There was a wide field which was not being covered by the other service, although our existence did have the effect of making that organization cover items which it might not have ordinarily reported. There was no particular policy behind the news that was sent. We aimed at including as many items relating to India as possible in a purely objective manner. The interpretation of the news was entirely an editorial function, we felt, which did not come within our province, although British news was supplemented by special explanatory articles.

At this time the second Labour Government was in office. Mr. Wedgwood Benn, the Secretary of State for India, was making the preliminary preparations for the calling of the first Round Table Conference. On the one side were the Tories, suspicious of the slightest move which they might not be able to rectify once they returned to office. On the other side, 6,000 miles away, were the Indian moderate leaders for the most part hesitant regarding the attitude they should take to such a Conference.

The Indian Press for which we were catering was largely under the influence of the Congress, and therefore hostile to the Round Table proposal. This is not the place to describe the many anxious letters that passed between certain of the Indian Liberals and their friends in England who were desirous of the success of the Conference. It is sufficient to say, in passing, that our connection with the Labour Party and the extreme attitude taken by Nationalist India often placed us in a position of considerable embarrassment.

Once on a voyage to Africa I met one of our most distinguished physicists—a man of cool, level-headed judgment whose days had been spent in the study of seemingly minute problems. We were discussing the rise of the era of Dictatorships and the difficulty of the definition of “progress.” He turned to me and said: “You know, I am beginning to think that one ought to be born a fanatic if one is to get anything done. Nobody listens to the balanced man. The world wants panaceas.”

The Indian problem has been the subject of as many panaceas as any other world problem: the high Tories who would govern with a rod of iron; the sentimentalists who would leave the greater part of the problem to Providence; the Left-Wing politicians who would abolish exploitation but are not clear about an alternative economic structure; the mystics who, having found personal solace in the Bhagavad Gita and the Upanishads, regard the matter as a purely spiritual problem; and the vested interests which are only concerned with the conservation of those interests.

The problem, as I see it, is the problem of a very large section of the world struggling for self-expression, but governed by factors of ignorance, greed, bitter rivalries; indeed, of a variety of complexes which are the aggregate result of historical facts.

This struggle is at present vaguely visualized in terms of India versus Britain. But it is also the main basis of the communal spirit in that this spirit springs from the desire of the leaders of the various communities to grasp as much political, and consequently economic, power as possible for their own people. These leaders look to Europe, and they see little practical example of the precept which is always being preached at them—that they should live together in harmonious brotherhood. They see that physical force, bloodshed, have been decisive factors in some of the most important countries. Can it be denied that the aggressive nationalism and the militant spirit which is abroad in Europe today has done much to retard the communities in India in the effort of reconciliation?

More fundamentally, the struggle is the struggle of the individual for existence at a standard which, consciously or unconsciously, he considers appropriate to the demands of his body and mind. Basically, therefore, it is the same as that of the rest of the world. Hitherto, however, India has for the most part been governed by a system of philosophy which taught acceptance of things as they are. Today all that is changing. From the practitioners of an attitude of passive resignation, the people are becoming combatants in a war for rights which they had not previously believed existed.

How will the future governors of India deal with this situation? Will they be drawn towards theories of democratic government or towards theories of authoritarian government? To form an opinion of the possibilities which lie in the struggle ahead it is necessary to refer to the factors governing the present position in India—the character of the people, their attitude to life, and the constitutional developments of the immediate past.







CHAPTER THREE
FIRST ROUND TABLE CONFERENCE 1930–1931
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IT is not necessssy to survey the background of the first Round Table Conference beyond recalling that it was the result of the realization in Downing Street that the Indian boycott of the Simon Commission was effective and that no constitution based on recommendations made by Sir John Simon would ever be accepted by India—at least at that moment. In addition to the many problems with which it was confronted at home, the Labour Government was faced with a “Civil Disobedience” movement in India. Anxious to justify its previously expressed intentions, it cast about to evolve a formula which would break the tension between the two countries.

The Labour Party’s policy was, and is, a curious compound. It was influenced by an Advisory Committee which included two solicitors with Indian experience, Major Graham Pole and Mr. H. S. L. Polak; Mr. George Lansbury representing believers in self-determination for all oppressed peoples; scholars like Mr. G. T. Garratt and Mr. Leonard Woolf; a former Indian Civil Servant such as Sir John Maynard; and Trade Unionists and Labour politicians as zealous in holding the working class of India “in trust” against the Indian capitalist as any high Tory.

These various attitudes do not permit of a clear-cut policy. Indeed, Mr. George Lansbury has more than once declared in the House of Commons that if the Indian masses are to be exploited, then he would rather see them exploited by Indian capitalists. It is not suggested that the Trade Unionists who held the contrary view did not do so in all sincerity. The history of the next few years may confirm them in their belief. After all, under the Montagu-Chelmsford Reforms and the system of dyarchy, many grievances were righted by their ventilation in the House of Commons. Under a self-governing constitution (for the purposes of the argument the limitations of this constitution can be set aside) which will be worked by representatives of the various vested interests, it is conceivable that the masses will receive much scantier attention than they did under the old constitution. Mr. Josiah Wedgwood, M.P., indeed, is convinced of the fact and gave it as his reason for the original constitution which he devised whereby certain members of the House of Commons would sit in the Indian Legislature and certain members of the latter bedy would, in exchange, sit in the House of Commons.

The idea of a Round Table Conference was, therefore, born out of much confusion of thought. At the best, it was felt, it might terminate the extreme unrest in India, and, at the worst, would at least provide a sifting chamber for all the contradictory views. The Conservative Party was extremely suspicious of the proposal, but in course of time realized that there was something to be said for providing an opportunity for the Indian politicians “to let off steam.” Having propounded the idea, the problem was to get the appropriate “representatives” to attend the Conference. This part of the work was left to the Government of India, subject, of course, to the approval of the India Office.




KING GEORGE V OPENING INDIA ROUND
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Mr. Gandhi, Pandit Motilal Nehru, and Mr. Vithalbhai Patel were adamant that the Congress could not be represented at such a Conference unless it were assured beforehand that it would discuss a Dominion Status constitution for India. Lord Irwin, the then Viceroy, pointed out that the Conference was to be set up by Parliament and that it would not be possible for him to anticipate Parliament’s decisions. Appeals of all kinds were made to the Congress leaders, but they refused to attend. I subsequently gathered from Mr. Vithalbai Patel (a President of the Indian Legislative Assembly who has since died) that he favoured attendance at the Conference and that it was Mr. Gandhi who stood in the way.

In the end, the Government of India nominated over seventy representatives from India and Burma, selected on a communal and territorial basis. This number included ten Princes.

From the very beginning the members of the Conference showed signs of a consciousness of the weakness of their position; they were not negotiators and had no delegated power. This attitude was very largely induced by the Indian Press, which every day repeated the contention that the members of the Conference did not represent the people of India. Taking people to mean politicians, the contention did not state the whole case, for, apart from the Indian National Congress, the Conference represented every phase of Indian political life. True, many of the nominees were what is commonly called “creatures of the Government,” but in a country where there has never been anything like democracy their inclusion was inevitable.

A number of the leading members of the Conference were already known in England, Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru, the Right Hon. Srinivasa Sastri, Mr. N. M. Joshi, the Aga Khan, Sir C. P. Ramaswami Aiyar, and others.

Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru has since been appointed a member of the Privy Council and may well become India’s first Prime Minister. Although he has been Law Member of the Government of India, he is not a barristerat-law. He made his reputation as an Advocate of the Allahabad High Court. Without the permission of the Chief Justice, therefore, he is not entitled to practise in any of the Presidency High Courts. Notwithstanding this, he has an India-wide reputation as a sound and brilliant constitutional lawyer. These facts are mentioned at this stage because, for reasons which have their origin in the educational system, an exaggerated importance is placed in India on paper degrees and qualifications. Often Indian representatives at the Conference who wanted to criticize Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru would refer to the fact that he had not been called to the Bar, and it took me some time to grasp the relevance or significance of the reference.

The Right Hon. Srinivasa Sastri has been called India’s Ambassador and golden-voiced orator. Starting life as a village schoolmaster, he rose to the position of representative of the Government of India in South Africa. The Indians in that country, to the number of some 180,000, suffered, and still suffer, from considerable disabilities and, coming some years after Mr. Gandhi’s work in the Union, Sastri’s influence went a long way in removing much of the blind racial prejudice. The removal of the underlying economic causes of racial discrimination is not, of course, within the power of any one man; it is part and parcel of the economic structure. Sastri is not likely to re-enter public life from the seclusion of the Annamalai University where he is now Vice Chancellor, but his grace, eloquence, and distinction have gained more for his country than can be adequately gauged at this stage of India’s development.

The Servants of India Society, of which Mr. Sastri was the President for many years, has also given Mr. N. M. Joshi to Indian public life. Mr. Joshi is one of the most significant personalities on the Indian political stage. Brahmin by birth, he has devoted his life to the championship of the underdog and is one of the founders of the Trade Union Movement in India. Possessing a delightful sense of humour—a quality rare amongst his countrymen—Mr. Joshi is most remarkable for his tenacity of purpose. Whether it is at his frequent attendances at the meetings of the International Labour Office at Geneva, his career in the Indian Legislative Assembly, or his record of work at the Round Table Conferences, Mr. Joshi stands out as a man who is guided solely by principle. Denounced by his Moderate colleagues for his belief in the ultimate desirability of universal suffrage, he is also assailed from the Left for his moderation. Mr. Joshi’s rugged doggedness is not of the kind, though, that will rush others into hardship for the sake of mere stubbornness. He will compromise over a strike if he sees that its continuance will only bring greater suffering to the men. Although he has been a nominated member of the Assembly—meaning that he owes his seat to the Government—since the inception of the Montagu-Chelmsford Reforms, Mr. Joshi invariably votes on the popular side. India is in urgent need of more leaders of his calibre.

Sir C. P. Ramaswami Aiyar had already been the Law Member of the Government of Madras when he came to the Round Table Conference; he subsequently became the Acting Law Member of the Government of India and is now Dewan of the advanced State of Travancore. Edwin Montagu, when Secretary of State for India, described him as “very, very, very able.” Ramaswami Aiyar is more than able, he is brilliant, polished as a diamond—with as many facets. Even in India, where subtlety is admired, his versatility is too excessive to gain him popular affection or admiration. Extraordinarily well read, he is at ease in any society, but especially amongst Europeans. Perhaps his early close associations with Dr. Annie Besant and the Theosophical Group taught him much that Indians do not generally understand of English psychology. More will be heard of “C.P.”, as he is familiarly known, under the coming Reforms.

The Aga Khan needs no description. His place in the imperialistic scheme of things, as leader of the Ismaili Mohammedans with a large following in India and East Africa, is well known. There is a movement afoot to confer on him the status of a Ruling Prince with territory over which he would have partial jurisdiction, but it is doubtful whether the proposal will ever materialize. The Aga Khan possesses much more shrewdness than his interest in horse-flesh would seem to suggest. He might be said to epitomize in his person the anomalies that make up India—the medievalism that masquerades under the name of spirituality and the sophistication that is the result of the impact of the Western world.

Sir Phiroze Sethna, Mr. M. A. Jinnah, Mr. M. R. Jayakar (the two latter barristers), the Maharajah of Bikaner, Sir Kailas (then Colonel) Haksar of Gwalior, Sir Akbar Hydari of Hyderabad and Sir Mirza Ismail of Mysore were among the representatives who made deep impressions on the British delegates.

As the more Congress-minded business men had refused to accept invitations to the Conference, Sir Phiroze Sethna, a member of the Council of State, who was then chairman of the company for which I was working, was the virtual leader of the commercial representatives. He is as near an Englishman in his manner as any non-Englishman might be expected to be. Incisive, outspoken, precise in financial dealings, amazingly energetic, this Parsee knight reminds one of an Elizabethan courtier. His portrait is to be seen in the House of Commons, as Sir William Rothenstein took him for his model of the Prime Minister in the mural painting depicting the embassy of Sir Thomas Roe to the Court of Jehangir.

My friend, Kelen, the distinguished Hungarian caricaturist, has a way of visualizing his subjects in the form of a bird or an animal. Mr. Jinnah reminded him of an eagle. The symbolization is apt. But lest the comparison be thought to be uncomplimentary to the Moslem leader, I hasten to add that it is only true in the sense that Mr. Jinnah has an extraordinary facility for pouncing on the crux of an argument. He is practical, has no taste for metaphysical dissertations, and has a character of unimpeachable integrity. Jinnah’s great handicap is that he is inclined to be “precious.” Elegant, a man of taste, a man who knows his own worth, he has difficulty in unbending. This is largely the result of diffidence and not of any consciousness of superiority. I remember an India Office official referring in unsympathetic terms to Jinnah’s “But, my deah fellah /” and I realized that he had been completely misunderstood.

As a result of these characteristics, Mr. Jinnah has been an outstanding figure in the Legislative Assembly but a failure as a leader. His party—the Independent Party—often divides against itself. But for tactical skill, for devotion to the real interests of his country, for judgment based on reason and not on emotion, Mr. Jinnah has no superior. He has declined both office and title.

Sir Kailas Haksar is a Kashmiri Brahmin, suave and polished. He is as much at home discussing Oriental and Occidental art, reciting Persian poetry, or analysing world political developments with European statesmen as he is in his Ministerial Councils in Gwalior. Fair and tall, he is a model of courtliness.

These, then, were some of the men who came to London to discuss the future constitution of India. Mr. Wedgwood Benn, almost over-anxious, had had too great an experience as a Parliamentarian and too little experience of the wider world to enable him to set about his task with equanimity. Surrounded by India Office and Government of India officials on the one side, and friends who were the interpreters of the Indian attitude on the other, he gave the impression of a man who did not know his own mind. His lack of knowledge of India was, of course, not unique in a Secretary of State (Lord Birkenhead was in a similar position). Indeed, it was stressed as an advantage in some quarters in that it was spoken of as evidence of his openness of mind on the subject. All the same, unless the conversation were an entirely one-sided affair, the Indian delegates often developed unfavourable opinions when they spoke to British Ministers, some of whom showed deplorable lack of knowledge of India. Unlike some of his colleagues, though, Mr. Wedgwood Benn gave the impression of considerable keenness and a desire to do all that might secure a solution of the problem which would be satisfactory to all parties.

The Prime Minister, Mr. Ramsay MacDonald, and the Lord Chancellor, Lord Sankey, were the other members of the Government on whom the main burden of the Conference fell. Mr. MacDonald was, of course, largely preoccupied with other Cabinet problems and his temper was, in consequence, sometimes too over-taxed for him to do justice to the work of the Conference. He seemed to alternate between a desire to forget his own previous conclusions on the Indian question and a tendency to treat the Indian representatives as though they were schoolboys. His own Party, then the Labour Party, had, though, often accused him of the same attitude, and it was nothing new. But whereas the Labour Party was in a position to express itself, the hypersensitive Indians were in no such position. As a result, they became much more partial to Lord Sankey, whose apparently effortless manner gave the impression of complete frankness. Lord Sankey lost this position of esteem, however—for no other reason than his anxiety to face facts—as the number of conferences increased.


OEBPS/Fonts/LinLibertine-BI.otf


OEBPS/Fonts/LinLibertine-B.otf


OEBPS/Fonts/LinLibertine-R.otf


OEBPS/Fonts/LinLibertine-I.otf


OEBPS/Images/Logo1.jpg
LONDON
GEORGE ALLEN & UNWIN LTD
MUSEUM STREET





OEBPS/Images/fig0020.jpg





OEBPS/Images/Cover.jpg
India
Today and Tomorrow

Margarita Barns

KN





OEBPS/Images/fig0001.jpg





OEBPS/Images/Logo.jpg
| Routledge
o Toor i Groug

1%

Py





