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¢ [Mr. W. 8. J. Willson.] |
“dertain from my ‘own observation that a good deal of professional 'geut;le-r
men’s money is lost in that way. , . :

i1 o Honourable Sir Charles Innes: Sir, I cun quite sympathise with the
‘Honourable Member from Bengal. He has put his finger upon u real diffi-
culty in Indis, namely, that in India we have not got, as we have got ir
England, a very powerful financial press to watch and criticize the prospec-
~uses of new companics, and that is preciscly the reason why, departing
from the English practice, we have taken up this question of amending the
‘Companies Act. But I think that the Government of India will be
extremely chary of attempting any sort of supervision of the newspapers
1 -the ‘matter of their examination of prospectuses issued by company
-promoters. : n ‘

"¢ Dr, H. 8. Gour: Sir, in view of the assurance giveﬁ by the Honourablc
ember in charge, I wish to withdraw my motion. ‘

'?_he motion was, by leave of the Assembly, withdrawn.
, Mr, President: The question is:

- “That a sum not exceeding Rs. 1,32,000 be grante;l to the.Governor General ir
.1 ‘Couneil to defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the year
o '“,n;dlll_’g the 31st day of March, 1925, in respect of ‘ Joint Stock Companies ’.""

-+ The motion was adopted. ‘

o o DEya¥Dd No. 40—MISCELLANEOUS DEPARTMENTS.
4" Mr. President:-Tho question is:

--'-'f'l-“"l_'hnt a sum not excceding Rs. 14,47,000 he granted to tho Governor General it
souncil to defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the year
reqdwg the 3lst day of March, 1925, in respect of * Miscellaneous Departments ’.

-, - Mr. Jamnadag M. Mehta (Bombay Northern Division: Non-Muham-
msdan._Rural): Sir, I am sorry my friend Mr. Das is not here to move the
~reduction of which he has given notice, that 1s, “‘that the demand under
-:su_b-l{eqd ‘British- Empire Exhibition’ be omitted.’’ But, as the ]_31"“5.1'
Empire Exhibition is included in these Demands for Grants, I consider it
my duty to oppose this, apart from the general principle.  Why do 1
oppose this? Why do we need this British Empire Exhibition? India a.l
ie0st ought to have no interest at all in this Exhibition. (4 Voice:
“Why?") - Because, what is India now? India is the maid of the Empire.
India has a most humiliating position in the Empire and the least that
- India should do is to throw out any suggestion of association with this
' Bmpire Exhibition. The object of this is professedly in the interests of
. - Indion trade and industry. But at bottom, this is o political propaganct-
;.. on behalf of those who are our masters. I have read a pamphlet whic
" wos held, oﬁﬁiptr%luct"lloﬁfol what was going to hanven when the'Exhl-bltt‘;gg
. 18 Royal Highness the Prince of Wales, I suppose, is
~President of the Exhibition Committee, and it was staied in t,;l];t pamphlet
- Phak this Exhibition was held for the promotion of industries in the Empire.
‘. Ahab was, of sourse, one of the objects.- But the chief objects stated there
.+ 'WAs $o ghow to the world that the British Bmpire which was one in war i
;.. ONGIn peace.  That wag the object. Is the Empire one in peace? It was
one’ in war. :'ﬁlud.m was made to he one with the Empire in war. But to-
day ;India is - certainly not one with the Empire in peace, because
And- thercfore, Sir, it would be derogatory to
¥ Indian Member of this Assembly, whether he is an
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official, a non-official, elected or nominated, or by whatever name he goes,
—for any Indian to associate himself with this grant. Sir, I can only call
him an accomplice of his own national humiliation. Therefore, I considet
it my duty to oppose it-wholeheartedly. o

Mr. R. D. Bell (Bombay: Nominated Official): Sir, 1 should like to
say just a few words in quulification of what my Honourable friend has
said about the objects of this Exhibition. He.is quite correct in saying
that the sole objeot of the Exhibition is not the promotion of this Empire
in trade. But, when he said that the object of the Exhibition was to
show that the Empire is one in peace as well as in war, he did not state
that object quite correctly. It is true, Sir, that the Empire was one in
war, and not only the Iimpire but a great, many countries outside the
Lmpire. And the reason of that unity was that we had a common eause
and believed in the justice of that cause.. Now,-as a result of the war, {
there were, as the House knows, certain movements. In the politieal
sphere there was 8 movement which resuited in the League of Nations, In
the industtrial sphere there was a movement which led, to various ‘conferen:
cés whicli had the object of improving and rendering more uniform
conditions of labour in various parts of the world. It is not uncormon |
hear scoffers at thé League of Nations and at other movements of a simils
kind, but after all, whatever criticism may be. made as_to the (practia:
value of such organisations, the ideals behind them are high. . Now, Bir;
it was -such an ideal which led to-the first steps which were taken so long
-ago ag May 1919 to promote the Britisl‘} Empire Exhibjtion. e
of people—you may 3811: them idgﬁlist% .
or by any other name you choose, but it was-recognised by & number of
PGOp:{e—t)ilat'the examp)!e which the war had set should not be lost iltoge
ther and that some cfiort should be made for giving the Empire a1 opp
tunity to realise certain ideals which were common to all parts of lt.,w ]
that, if any one s nob.scquainted with any other part of the Bimpir, 4
Exhibition provides him with an opportunity of finding OIf'E W}i‘ﬂg e h :&fli’e}i?“
common with strangers and even antagonists, and when you find ou

. amicable
you have in common with others, you go a long way towirlg:f t.ltlllie British

e . Nir, it is true
. settl t of differcnces. In that sense. Sir. 1t 18 “politica
Emlﬁi};ell]z xl(x)ibition is the result of a political movem_ent,,hl_?utbq Polihot}}
Movement in the highest sense bf that term, and that its object is not en-
f24 Lookine et it in that wady.

fi t of industry and trade. Loc A vay
iéri};r'zlgletgﬁzl%%ﬂgz p(:-esent- t.irxfe' to be entirély in the interests of India

g - Tirhibition. A very notable Indian, on his recent re-
:3 rgﬂ;‘:‘clpl;t‘i‘:;;lghﬁoﬁrfh;mgo& his fellg\v-cquntrymen in Bombay, as the
resulg of";]m tour, that it was time that Indians recognised that they were
not tb: on! natio’n in the world, and he added to these words that there
was worlc tyl done outside India as well as inside India; and I would add - .
. work to be t which was made quite recently in the London - '

. en . s .
'Tit;(;?.‘}ﬁﬁsfgrcloxiriﬁ at the present time there is probably more wo::k L

to be dgne in London than in this country.

It was recognised by a number

: ahle Sir OCharles Innes: Sir, I understand that no motﬂ ¥
The Honourabl moved gnd that Mr. Jamnadas Mehta was, so-

f : bee ,
or reduction has qﬁ steam. Tn the circumstances, the House will p

8peak, merely letting O ! %
. . ofly. 'The first gqnmd
aps excuse me if I treat the matter somewhat briefly s

: f i atic As
ation I 1d like to place before the House is that & democratic /835
ine&gbﬁ"&hexim from its. predécessor certain obligations i this misibh
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policy. Now, in everything that we have done in regard to the British
Empire Exhibition, we have had the Indian Legislative Assembly behind
ne  On the strength of the votes and the Resolutions passed by the lasb
Legislative Assembly, we have entered into commitments and contracts,

and it- would- not ‘be in accordance with the honour of India if by “',‘*’h'

drawing at this stage the money necessary for carrying out our obligations
in"regard to this Empire Exhibition, we were unable to honour our con-
tracts. 'That is the first and most material ground which I have to place be-
fore the House. . For the rest, I would only express my profound disagree-
inent with everything that Mr. Jamnadas Mehta said, and my conviction
‘is that in all that he has said he has taken a wrong-headed attitude and
view. I believe that India would have done herself incalculable harm if
-ghe had stood out of this Exhibition. I believe, Sir, that, if India adopted
ini regard to & matter of this kind an attitude of non-co-operation, she would
injure herself ‘not only with the British people but with every other parb
of the Empire. :After all, the complaint which is so often made by India
is ‘that she is misundérstood, that when her people go abroad they are
theught to belong to 4 nation which is not fully civilised. Could there be.
eny bett{er JLopportunity of dissipating these foolish "suspicions or . these
foolish views than by participating in an Exhibition of this kind and show-
ing to all the world what India can do in the way of art and in the way ©

industry? Sir, as I have said, there is no motion for a reduction before thz
House. ‘I wish that there was one, for I believe that the House would

ggoll:: my view and unhesitatingly reject that expressed by Mr. Jamnadas
anenta.

Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya: I am sure my ‘Honourable friend.
Bir Charles Innes, will withdraw the word ** wrong-headed ' which he used

.....

El_! oriticising the views of my Honourable friend, Mr. Jamnadas Mehta.

. ha;l'he Hoxipu:able Sir Charles Innes: I substitute the word ** wrong ' for

 Pandit Madan Mohan Malaviya: The question which has been raised
by my Honoursble friend, Mr. Mehta, is not so easy to dispose of, rather
It would not be so easy to dispose of if we had a full House. The view
- +hat the Honourable Sir Charles Innes has put forward is a view entitled
1o consideration, but the other view is also entitled to consideration. Pi
. “ortunately, as the matter stands now, I do not think that any good wil
esult from a discussion of the view which has been advanced bY
! :.Mgbta because there is no definite proposal before the House. But
1 wish to say in regard to what 8ir Charles Innes has said regarding the
opportunity. now given to India to show what she possesses and what she
nds fof, that such opportunities have been abundant, Such an OPPO™
- _i?,vn‘ﬁy has not availed it in the previous exhibitions. Such on opportunity
_ -als not availed it in the fields where its gallant sons gave a proof, of thelt
jour, | 16 has not availed India in the fields of civilisation, of Spiritud
__l____";"’ edge, of the kmowledge of orts, crafts and other industries of whic
lidia has given the world many exhibits. And it has not availed Indi®
I the Iinperial Conferenas where the best talents of India have show!
hat they can messure their strength intellectually with the best Premier* .
swope. -1 do not think that India is going to get much benefit from
‘ _._“%J.:_, but, as I have said, the proposal is not in & definite for™@
‘the House and there is no use in discussing it. I only wish SI
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Charles Innes to know thatb the}p is another. side to this questidn, snd § ;
there are many who feel that, if they had any power, they would abstain .
from sending anything of India to this Empire Exhibition in .order:to:make '
¥nown throughout the Empire the grievance which India has that even -
within the Empire His Majesty 'g fellow-subjects will not treat us as equals,
They have refused to treat us as equals and I wish we could show ::to
those who have done so, that we do not regard them -as equals even for
the purposes of an Empire Exhibition. I T E
Mr. Jamnadas M. ‘Mehta: Does the Honéurable Member think thaiz
the Bombay Council has been foolish in ‘accepting & motion to that effect?
e Honourable Sir Malcolm Haley: The Honoursble Member bas vsed
u very apposite expression. ' Do
M. Jemnadas M. Mehta: Then, Sir, I have been foolish
guod company. : . S
3. K. Venkataramana Reddi (Gunfur oum Nellore: Non-Muhammad gn
son: T had read, Sir, in the "D

itural): I want to ask one quest [ :
News '’ that a member of the House of Commons drew the attentit

" invery

4

Secretary of State to the fact that attempts were being made
I.ama dances for the Exhibition at Wembley, snd the’ Un_c__l_er_‘S_
' with the' Gov

he was in’ communication

b h er
of State snswered that Sir, how the matter stapd

of Indis in this matter. I want to know,

" The Homourable Sir Charles Innes: ns] que o0
We did get idformation to that effect. We wired ab once to the Political
Offier, - Sikkim, to_find out whetheér there was any- objection, As

sg T know, we are waiting an answer to thhat.j - o

The Honoursble Mz, A. O. Chatterjee: 1 understand that there tée
definite motion of reduction on account of-the. i .Ex-g{ o;:l?é
bot my Honourable friend opposite 18 suggesting the thromnghfn_zd ol cha.
whole demand. I wish to point out to the House thafs this eman
No. 40 .. .. T : ' .

Mr, Jamnadas M. Mehta: -
. A, 0. Chatterjee: I am glad to have that sssurance:
1 W'l;l;ejfszn;g:;le - oint out to the House that this demand No. 40

" s ire Exhibition on which there may be,
inoludes nob gﬁl{etgﬁgﬁ“gflﬁe%ﬁiﬁereme.of opinion, but it also includes
ih fan Stores Depart t to which I believe a very large number .of
he Indian SU0% attached .some importance. It also includes the
ent of the Controller of Paterts and Desions which has heen .
completel Indianised and also the Department of Explosives which is vers
im prf, ij if my Honourable friends went to be saved from sudden death .

portant, ins and so forth.

while trnvelling"in railway tral

I am not going to & dmslon

Departm

o

Mr, President: The question is: ¢ . -
t X N e.\'CBedinR R-S. 14.47,000 be gf&nted to the Governa&-. 6
CO“;‘TP?" ud:f“l‘gl" nﬁ“‘ charge which will come in conrse of pnyment durintg.
“’mlin? tho 31st day of Mareh 1625, in respect of ¢ Miscellaneous Depart

The motion WaS adopted.



