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SAVARKAR ISSUE!

" Azt then & siateeman, sod cans't not be o hypacrite ©

i possshile |

Do uol distrust thy virues, ' '—LDryden.

" The mas formidable snemy of the pablie welfzre = aot col of seditinn. bur deapotiam @ it changes the character 0f p nation,
and always loc the warse ; it produces sothing but vizes, —Hefeang,
" Laak an whe will in apaihe, and stife thev whe can,
The sympathiss, the hepen, the words (bt mnkd man traly man |
Ll Lhons whise borrts are doegeaned oo with inteeest 2r with eas,

Conssit! 1o henr with gaiet pulse of loatbsne deeds Hkn tbese |

—J. R. Lowwsii.

Vou. 2—No. 12.]

LONDON, OCTOBER, 1912,

[Oxe Pexwy, MoxTHLY.

| THE SAVARKAR

Op 8ih Febroary, 1910, a warrant was granted by |
a magistate i0 Bombay sgainst the Hindu patsio,
finavaks Damodar Savarker, B A., charging bim witk
fivre offences wnder the Indian Penal Code, all of which
wers variations of the ooe clfence. They were as
foltows :—

(1) Waging wur ar abetting the

CONSPIRACQCY.

Offandars Act, it was immaterial that the goig away
preceded the offence, nor did it make ary difference that
the lnter offence was triable io Englind as well as in
Indin, T this jargon of legal nonsense we gppasa ihe
real faci: of the cese. Savarkar was pot & fogitiva
from [olia 8o far as the Acts of 1906 were coocerned.
He did oot leave Inda becavee of anything he
had dona there, He came opexly
te London to study law, and no

L

wiging cf war zguinst {he King ie indin,
This oferce s nat quite sual o the
aance ol irezson i Eaglasd, S legal v
difinltion of war belzg oy cowerl Bt
czloalated 1 subviert the Gosernmict
The aferce s purishable by destk ar
trasserizion for e and (e (edere
al praperty

(21 Cosspiring, ie eattravestion af
Saccion 120 of the Tedish Pensl Cada,
o deprive e King of the Soversigoity
ef Hritivh fodia o e part of it

Hy Drocoriog wad dsacbuting arms
i Londeu in 1008, thus soecicg the
morder ol Me, Ao M. T, [seksan,

callector of Naslk which ccourred 20 8
loczl thentms on Tisl Dacamber, 1WA

[ Vwecaring  mnd el batiog
srma in Loodond e 1508, aed otlrwise
waging war against (be Kicg frem
Laacon

{5) Dallvering seditious speaches
in Iagin, at Mesik aad Poooa, Jacnmcy
to May, 1606, and in London, 1908 to

1906, Thiv was zlss jecluded i the
first offsnce.
The warmnt wss granted

against Savarker in his sbeence,
on tke ground that these offences
came within the Fugitive Ofenders
Acst of 1881, A telegram was
despatched ta London, with the
result that, oa 2Z2od Febroary,
1910, a provisional warrant was
granted by the Bow Street Magistrate. As & conse-
quence, Savarkar wes arrested at Victoriz Station on
the 13th of the following mopth when leavirg the
Newhaven Boat Train from Parsis.

Sir Ruofus lssacs, then Solicitor-General, defended
thess high-handed procesdings in the Divisional Coust,
on the gronnd that Savarkar waged war against the King
in lodia ia 1906, and then went away from that country.
He was now to be found ia Eogiand. In 1909, whilst
in England, be bad been guilty of certmin acts, which, in
law, constituted an offence in India as well as in
England, For the purpose of Section 2 of the Fugitive

Mn, V. D. SAVARKAR,
e Hipdn Patrict, who will ba relessed frea the
Andarcens Prison, Des, 24th, 19601

steps were takes ngainet him at
" | the Ume. So far as his 1909 acts

iz Lopdon were concarned, o
claim that b2 was a fugitive from
Indin for sn offenca committed
in Englard against the English
Government sonnds strangely like

noosense.  And hera s the
Seetion 2 of the Tugitive
Oifendsra Act of 188, which
lsamss claimad a3 covering

Savarkar's alleged offence :—

'Whes & person arcased of Bavliog
comitien an offeace (to which this

t of the Ac! applies) in ome pare of
his) Majesty's dominions, wach parsan
i this Act refeced 10 as & fogitve
from thwt part] :f foond in wnother
pacz & (Ris) Mzjesty's dominlons,
skall be lable to bs apprehendad.
and returced io manner peows by
this Act to the pars from which beis a
fagitive,”

Heare the accasation must be
the cause of the ronning awey
for the person o be deamed =
fugitive. Bat what can cne say
ef an offence, openly commitied
in 1906, chat the Government
does not discover to be one until
19107 How could Savarkar flee
in May, 1906, from 4o accusation mads agrinst bim in
Febroery, 19102 Ard the Londan how could
they bava been committed in * ote part of (his) Majesty's
dominioas” (viz, [ndia) whilst Savariar, arrested ia =
Lordo, i held to be * foand in ancther part,’ viz., the
same place as that in which he committed the allegefl
offence ? g

Bwven the Lord Chief Justice was
with the absurd interpreiation Tsamcs pl
second section of the 1381 Ach Sg
latter’s atzention to the 33rd Se
{oliows :—




e

* Whars n person seooeed of an offsccs cen , . be,
undar thils Act, or olbersiss, tried for or i respoc: of tha offence
in mors thas one part of HLM. Dominigns, a wareane (or the
apprebsensicn of wich person may bu bebiied in oy part of (his)
Majesty's Denvincars o whizh 5 ou, il he to be Ehere,
b= trimd ; and enzh part of thie At aball applv as if the affzeze
Bad baen commived o the part of {his) Mejesty's Doirinions
whem ssch wastang i iswed, ed we person maybea el
&nd retormd in pursuance of thin Az, Socwithstanding that ic the
pises im whish T ig opprehended, » Coort bas |arkdintion to

Now, this Saciton of the Act did cover Saverlar's
a'leged nffences, Why, then, since it mst the case, did
Sir Rufcs lsnacs— knowing the Act, as be must have
dope—insist on Saction 2, and omit all refersnce to
Saction 337 The teason was, chat if the alleged cffonce
came within the acovisions of Sectinn 2, there were ra

on which tha warrant could be refussd, Buz it
it was held 1o came within the peovisions of Sachion 33,
another Secticn, 10, became cperative. This Section
WRE ‘—

" Wihere it s made fa appesc (0 & Sopreme Caurt that, by
reasan af the trivial natere of the case, 0 Ly reaton ¢! tha npplica
tiae fee she racars of o fagitive oo Belieg momde In good fxitk in the
intecents of [midce or othorwise, it would, baving regard 1o the
distsace, ta the faclitien of comeunsicntion, nae o ul 1w circum.
stancss af the casa, bw unjest o appreislva or oo savers a punish-
mert 1 rotusn the lugitive slither ot all, or y=zil the wipisation of
8 cartain period, mich Cour: may chcharge the fcgitve, wither
alwalgbely or on Lail, ar seder ibar e shall st be seluened woil]
aliec the expiretion of the ubmad ie the ordes, or Tiay make
same wi:ch other order in the premisss s tha Coart seams jase '

If Secting 33 covered Savarkar's case, 5o did this

ien 10, Sir Refus !saace, skiiful lawyer that be fs,
realised this fact.  Hence his nsisrance on tha saction
thar did not apply, thar even sophistry could not make
secm 1o appiy—Section 2. The Lord Chief Justice's
discovery mada it Becessary for the judaes of the
Divisional avd Appeal Courts to chow thes Section 10
did oot epply to Sevarkar's cRse, gince the |atter's retura
to India had beee decided on, ard was ordared by tas
exrcutive :

It was open ta Savarkar to urge that tha
WaRrtenl was not issued in good faith by the Indiap
Government, hecanse the latisr had taken four years to
realise the seditions chargoter of the speeches ho
delivered in 1905 Had he been. tried then, he would
bave been entitled to & lagal trial, iesinding o jury, e,
the right of which bad sioce hess o Justios
Vaoghan Willams, i the Couzt of Appeal, over.riled
this objection becarss

n!h m:{ “ﬂiﬂ ‘H’“! I'ﬂlh“’ ltlﬂlﬂll'
hat tae mhu::: ud:luﬁngi 111:! l:‘nu[: Based n:.t.h :adlno::
Tty S o S, o 4 s
Act el 18B1."'—TFiumes, Juns Ting, 1910, 4 g

Bul the warmnt charged Savarkar with *
war " on the stiength of thosa Speeches.  And hisreturn
whe prassed for, ol under Seclion 33, but 2, whick
was twisted v moply 1o thees fpeaches, Not tha
axecutive. but the Lord Chiaf Tustize, was scepcioal of
the &ppiication of Section 2, Consequently he unearthed
Section 33, which epplied to the Londen " uife
1905.9.  Vaughan Willams® decirinn means, if anythieg
ne all, that wnder the 1RR] Act, Savarkar conld nol he
returned o India for the chargs based on 19GE speeches.
Yet that chacge wig retzined in the warract on which
he was returoed., On his retien, he was sentenced to

transpoctetion for |ife nod forfeimra of property on thas
chargs, which wes tbe chief one againe: him., Aad
yet the Appeal Court judges and theiy Divisinoal Cogre
brethren endoraed the dictam of tha Lerd Chief
Justice, * that, if there bad heag nothiog mere than the
soditious eperches made iz 1905, bha shouid have ean-
siderable doubdt whethe: it might rex be oppresgive, not
urjust, but oppressive to sa0d Savacker back now.”
From this fact alone we ars Justified in eomcluding that
Sevarkar's return o [odia was a lagal ag woll as & moral
outinge.

2, Under Section 10, Savarkar should Lave been
allowed 1o take his trigl in Londan, berayss the witnessas

be required (to prove that ke did not give the Brown
pistols @ the perzon who had stated this against him
bad less to fear from apoeaiog in London than from
appearing io India, where no fuir erial could be necured,
Consequently thoy might have appeared ia

where it was certain they would nor appesr in [
owring to lack of funds on Savarkar's pare and oo lack of
tarrocism on the Government's. Both Divisiopa! and
Appeal Court upheld Justice Coleridge’s cypica! dis.
missel of this objection en the ground thu Savarkar's
witzesses would appear neitber in [ndia uar Englard,
This meant that his witnesses were threatened, whilst
the Government witoess bad bren pardomed a life
sentaace [or torniog traitor.  Yet Savackar is auppozed
t Rave received justice’

3. Bwen il Savarhar's witnesses would have
apposred neither in Hegland mor Iedis, his returs o
India was unjust aed oppressive, becsiss ir Englacd
he would bave bsen entitied to give avid=nce on his awn
behalf, whereas in Iadia, under the Act of 1508, be was
pot. Ths Divisional and Appeal Judges held that it
would “be a very, very grave responsibifity” to take
upon themselves to agsume thar the negasion of this
right wae unjuss or oppressive. |p other werds, in arder
© sacure Saverear's return to ludia, the English judges
practically denied that the Jaw substantive involved the
law adjective, or that there was & definita relation
betwesn law and the forms nof precedure, and belween
thess again and mode of evidence or testimony. Wa
assert 1hat the experience of mankind, the history of
Jorispradence, and the claimy of these indges on other
cecasione, give the lie to this moostrous cant.

#. The whkole of ths foregoing caragriph applies
to the further abjestions by Savarkar, namely,
that he wonld be tried by thres judges instead of a jury
as in Enpland, and ba abls to te no Court of
Appeal. The ralisg ther beld thesa di%orences of trial
ware ot unjust and oppressive reduces our legal preten-
wions and traditions o a farce, and sboliches all the laws
of ovidence snd well-established principles of juris.
prudence. It means that cur Courts hold that & jury is
unnecessary—a useless form—and a Court of Appeal—
to which g0 many persons awe the quashing or reduction
of unjust sentences—is & tribunal that does not count.
Either thet, or alse we are 10 believe that en Englich
judge and jury may be wieng where an lodian tribunal
af three jodges cannnt st | ‘Was guch keavish norsesss
ever promoted outside of onr Coures of Justica ?

1L

At the conclusion of the extradidon proceedings,
Savarkar was secretly taken from Brixton Prison to the
P. and D. liner “ Moren,” to be conveyed to [odia
Whea the vessel was lying alongside the wharf at
Masseilles—on its way oui—Savarkar want to ths
bathroom, snd while his waclers waited oulside, he
succeedad, alter divesting himgelf of hie ciothing, in
Squeezing through the port bole of this ehip. Swimming
ashore, ke resched (kg quay and mar. Two merine
geodarmes gave chase, caprired the f(egitive after ha
had gene more than 300 metres on the French soil, and -
breught him back the ship. This occurred an
Friday, July Sth, 2617, Stbseq
that this arres: was connived at by Premier Briand—the
mit who kad previously betrayed the French pro-
letariat—and the Brigigh Government. The former
voleotarily betrayed the sovereignity of the Freach
pn_opl.b bekind the back of its pational aszembly, This
infkmy has damped Savarkar to g life sojourn in an
: Why the British Govornmest ap-
proachad kim will apprar presectiy.

. As early a3 June 29th, 1910, the French polics ware
informed by the Briciss aathorities that Sevarkar would
bz on board the vessel " Morea,” touching st M sel]

on July 7th or Bth. The Minister of the ‘In
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a commissiovaire of the French polica was placed at !
the disposal of the commander of the " Marea " and the
British police fo charge of Savackar during the vessal's
sojoura in Freoch waters.

N We do oot need o aek what were the indecements
ulilred to Briand. The man who betraysd the French
workers far office would ba quite willing to sell French
sovereignty for the equivelsot of affice. The Minister
whn can send bis old colleagues 1o prisor for fidelicy ta
their prizziples could be counted aa as willlag to send
Savarkar to the dungeon for preriotism, It is mare
interesting to leara why the British Government Bm-
ployed bir:.

According to isternational law, Savarksr was a
pulitical offender. Consequently he ought to have bean
conveyed 1o [ndin oo & Government vessel, or have hean
relaazed the moment such & ship as the " Mores " came
within three miles of Marssilles., i detention in
Freoch waters, under such circumstances, was an
mvrgion of France and aa infricgement of the nght of
ssylum.  To overcome this difficulzy of ron-junisdiction
Eriand's connivance was secured,

Had a Government aad not a private vessel been
employed this would net have besn Becessary, But
thiz does not mean the Goveroment had blundered. On
the coetrary it eabibited great cunsing, We have

lready shown how Savarkar was returred to Indis oo
an illegal warrant, The decitions of the Judges in the
Divisional and Appeal Court had rendered invalid the
Magzistrates' warrant oo which ba was  returmed.
Charged with high treason praciizally, be was npet
retuted, as be shosdd Aave bees, on n wareant sigried
by the Secrelary of State far India.  \Viy 2

Hecause ihat would beve mear: sending him back
to Iedia en A warship 88 & polirical olfendes,
would never have dona, sines the Unvergmes wished ta
bring bim forward as a criminal rather 1han a political
offender. It did oot rFucceed, bet tha: wae e nbjsct.
The recent disgusting Indias Derbar fad already been
planged. The Royal Proclamatinn which it wirnessed
bad slready been drawn up., Its nromieed vilusless
relormg aod pardon of politcal priconers alrondy thoaght
ont. But iz was intended tho: Savarkar sheall na: be
includes wmong the pardoned.  Politics! offender though
bBe wes, to return him on a fagistrates’ warrent oo an
"wbetment of murdar'' charge hrovght him before the
public ngtice a2 & criminal. To rettro him on the
Indien Secrelury’s warran:, and engage a warship for
his conveyance, would bave besp to have emphasied his
slandiog as & poiitical offerder, And thes that Indian
Durbar pamade of mock clamency would nEver have
worked, [For Savarkar was apd is Iodia's most digtin-
guished political “felon™ of modarn times. The Indian
Sacretary, therotore, sbstaived from sligning the warreac,
and the private vesse! " Morea " was chartered for
Savarkar's conveyance,

Cn learnisg this, Mr. Sayamaji Rrishnavarma, M.A.,
and other Indian refagess in Franc &, made eripcgementy
o approach the French Courts aod secure taz legal right
toseizs the “Morea™ pending the rescus of Savarker. The
Loglish Governmen: expecsed some suck action o be
taken: hence the secret negosintions of which Mr.
Krishoavarma ard Savarkar's other friends were nat
avrare. It was cssental to the English Goverpment’s
reminsnce of its vicHim that they should remain socrat
till after Savarkar's convietion at least, ° pligh
this something had o be done it order thas Savarkar's
friends mighs regard his early selsase as eermain, and bo
diverted from pursuing their application ‘n the French
Courts, whareby they would secure the right of bolding
vp the “Morea " o1 the high seas. That * diversion™
wits to be Savarkar's escape. We eay that the under-
taking of tha French Gavernmen!, the laxity of
Savarker's caplore, and the watehfulness of the French
gendarmie are expliiaable only on ths grounds of con-
nivance. And the result was as anticipated.

That |

|
|

|
|
1
|
|

Not only bad Savarkar bess illegally detained oul
the " Morsa® in .
illagitlly arrested by m scupid policeman on the French
shore, and iliegally banded back to his capiors ! Sueh
& breach of the right of asyiam could not be permitied [
Tke entire French Press demandad Savarkar's return (o
France. The French Socialists looked to the English
Socialiets to support them in this demand. The Freach
Gevernmen: made a pretence of persmsing with its
demand, because it fzared (he strength of the agistion
whick menaced it So the matter was carried to the
Hazue, and Savarkar's early relsase takes for granted,
Sevarke:'s friends could not ke apy lurther mction
pending the Hague award, which promised to be
favourable. Oaly Brizod and his English emplayers
aod thexr satollitss had reason to suggest otherwise. To
tbem the bercic mnd dmmatic escapa of the HMinda
patrio: was but the saapping of a mouse at tha bait af
cheess.  Quoly political asyiom was the bair, and France
the tmp.  Had tho French and Erglish proletriac
known this, the storm of indignant protes: would never
bave been silenced by the promise of arbicmtios.

111

The Iadian Government proceeded to cenviction
with i:5 charges agninet Savaricar before the Hague
Court cuer, buctase it was well awate of the “legal
sigoificance of Briand's nction. But we may he per-
mitted in quote the ruling of the Lodiar tibunal at
Bombay as to ita right to "ty its victim neading the
Hingee decision, It was that the illegaiity of Savarkar's
frrest in Fracce did not malter, He was legully
" found ™ i1 Tndia by being theee, whether brought there
agamst bis will or pot, wherher iliegally arrested on
French tersitery or unt, whether gant v Ilodia on an
illegal warzast or ans!  The Coure thar delivered this
dictum wag composed of ths followiag petsors —LClhief
Justics Han. Sir Das! Scott, Hen, Sir N, G, Charda-
vackar, 2ad Hop. Mr, Justice Hearos. Consenuently
during the 69 days that tho Nawmk Comspiracy Case
Insted, che maix chargs against Savardar was buased on
these speoches of 1908, The evidence aguinst lum on
this score is gven below, ns extracied and summariged
by os from the full repurcs poblished in the Angle-
ladian weekly jouraais for 8tk Ocicber and 15¢h, 1910,
TeEprctively (—

" Aersing Sekaranwing, hesd comstahle st Nasik, sinpsd
that e resignad (hat post in 1005 1= came ta knaw about the
Mioa Melg in 1904, and became its merber o 1905, Integ-
ducad to che sadisky by & mesnber carmed Macsing  §le had left
tha polics belore 5e fainmd the Mtz Mela, and be had) Teft the
Miza Mew before he rejaiond the police. e Lad oo writien
Foool taal be had even hens o member of the socleiy, M did wod
Jois it o8 4 apy, but as o bosent wem, o juicizg it, he undes-
stood s ebj 10 be swadeshi, boyeadt, and I trad .

thers wera ¢iscumions om chese chamos, acd ol
it Swaraj and ladepeacarcs, bats tioas terms messing the Sarie
Ihing. Suaggesises wees mads cha Swaraj ar ln eace sould
caly ba obininee 5y collec arire, founding sacre sociatien, spd
raikl bg relellion againet tha Covernment, Aemapts were mode in
these directiovs eiehorph wo srms were eodfocted during the
tivge hie wan o weaber af the Also ta sacure acids,
whick V. D Savarzer bad tald chem Waresxplosives. The muorder
of Govornment was

tha

o

AL it meeti

decided wio ware da be

where tie murders mwere be oomimifead, When he was a

mmmul'mndltyhbdmpdum ird class, where

historion wers resd and el ¢ Memb [ the d
were exbosind to be firny, asd gives

udl 3 tha |
dused Q:'I ihe wirngsa's mind was, thas m

t barties witly 5 Tha : '
i!-:'l:uo duﬁmﬁuﬂm b, aoar
Ko padidin eomid wot look. . The S gz
d:dﬂ.minthhlnlﬂ-'dlblhl. . and o

" Vithol Dheatatri Potkar, » Brahmin' g
was in mllﬂmhbm_-?-:qlﬂ-

Freoch walers, but he had besal
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giety o= 4, 14, sed 20, nnd July 11, 1068, e send in
:’;t{lﬂfmhlil'kdlwlmmﬂ the M.&;:;
notes mede af ihe mesting, The ovigenal ustes Nt
& azvarksr's brother, W, [1. Ssvackar, spoke at some of
the Tnewtps, azd ¥, 0. Savacenr's came was menioned &t
the mesting eld on 20ch May ' s
v ygmran Marhar Dani, oonstabia of ths Nsak o e
degme) b0 baviag sabmitied & nﬁlﬂ o bis :uhklp-‘n:u:f regaird-
ing the proos s of & meeti ld ir. Thevire on
Tot [anuary, 1906 V. D). Swearker spoke ut this messing, uzd \lso
at & meesing beld at Nava Darwhss on Jist . 1906, whec ha
el fontl: an mental hed physice celturs, Tae fxllowicg day,
Savarkur daliversd angiber lecturs oo this subjuct.  The wines:
reparied all 1hese speeched, and now read ont Gis teports, which
wepe in the BMasach: lunguage  The shesclien the wismess rers
on) wure moi whole tpecckss, He Aad destrosed fus wriginal
rengh pencal motes of She spercies.” »
* Sy b-lospecior Hirl Nozsyne Piepio, C.LTD, took notes
ihe speeckey delnred 2t @ monting bield in the Fran Szoajaic
Hall tn 1606, V. 1. Savarkar was one of the spenliers  He spoke
in Mazathi. Tie wilwess tock mobes (of pertiozs of lwo speeches
by Savacksr and the eckar speeckim) 1w Fuglish. Theee rough
matey ksl been destroped.

After this, we need not bother our readars with Mr.
Pimple's raport.

Here the Lard Chief Justics acd his colleagues
of the Divigional Court suggested that it was fairsr for
Saearkar to take kis tria! even oo his spseches in [odis,
25 the lasal courts would anderstand the sigoificance of
his speaches from acquaintancs with the language be
employed.  Yet these worthy udees bad the depostions
before them of the abave palice ofcers, showiog that no
acthentic reports of Savarkar's speeches existed. What
uee wre partisl reports, and adapted from
noles cthat are destroyed ! And then the charming
inpocerce of the judicial contention that an FEeglish,
Court would not undérstand  whether the Eoglish
translatics was just or no o the accused, when (hey
Asegw that the chicf report was Iranslated inta Ewglisk
frows Mavashi by o policeman, whilst (ke lsciurs was
being deliveved, He oy tock partial wotes then, und
ever thase kad besn destroped anmd fresh wares mads
Frem them. We say our English judges mither koaw
thig, or elss thev wara requasted by the Indian Govern-
ment to return Savarks: upon fe'ss depositions. Which
was it]

Agaio, the svidence of the Nasik bead constabls
wag, in maoy places, obvicus peijuey, as our readers
will have seen for themselves. We will clinch this
description by reproducing the foliowing evidence of
gnocher Crown witasss - —

“Dhaoaops Siehacapps Valve, greear of Maslk, (ollowed
the Head Constabile as witsess lor the Crown, He bad besn 2
member of the Mita Mela, which wees nof o soorcs sonitty,  All
its miesdingd wore apen. aod it physical PR EXETCIIEE WoTe
coatucted it B puhlie geees@sien:. Thin was betwess fifty
and sisty vears oid, snd sluated fo on lange hoase T owas
Clvided fmo nive panis. He was foc a long time s wnpacd
condocior.’?

Tlua gives the lie to & portion of the cbviousiy falsa

evidence of the Nasik Head Coustable, who “as an
honest man,” world bave us believe hie flitted from the
police to a secret soclecy and back again to the polive
without being & spy ! What does be take mankisd for ?
Truth to tell, tae Goveroment did ma: dare o hope that
a jury would convies Savackar in 1906 on the streogth
ef the polce repart of his spesches. Alser the Crimina!
Law Amendiment Actof “908, snepending the right of
trin! by jury, eic., was passed, the Ipdian executive
loaked 1o 1ts judges to ke thas police reports seriousgiy.
Then it had to nvent & reasom to remove the charge
from the realm of che trivial o the serious. Comne-
quently it made its policespy “an honest man," who
could pet “splic™ da 1906, heing & member of Savarkars
sociery, bur who had depounced his commdes of that
orgamisition on rejoining the polise. Mis exposures (7)
az, shall we say, * officially suggested inventions,” made
the Governmant realiss the necessity of putting Sevarker
away ! Haooce the delay i prosscating wes scocunted
for, and despatism was enpbled to go on its way
rejoicing.

v,

Oa 24:h Decamber, 1910, Savarkar was sentenced
o trapspariatioa for life aad confiscation of his property
on the first chargs agniost bim, based on his 1906
spesches. Accordiog W Jostice Vaughan Williams,
charge was ool essential nor mecessary to Lis ‘a
under tha I.OA. of 1881. Ia other words, it waes
impossible to seod him back under this Act. with any
pretencs of conforming to s provisions,

The roal charge on which h=s was reluroed was
heard from japmary 2430, 1911, [t wae sending
twenty Browning revelvers t2 Bombay, as an ascessory
s the murder of Me. Jackson, and with the object of
overhrowing aad weakening the Eaglish Gaveroment in
Lndia by a show of crimloal force.  On bsth charges he
was found guilty, a3d esch charge was held to esiablish
Spvarksr's compiicty iz morder. Consequently ke was
agsin roademed to traocsportation for life. The only
evidence ageinst him op thie charge was the uocor-

teat:mony of Chasterbhuj, cook at India
Houss, who wllegad that Savarkar sen! him to Hombay
in 1908 with a case of tweaty revolvers demgued (o
tarrarist acti.  One of these revolvers—ia, a Browniog
ravelver—wes used i the morder of tax-colisctos
Jackeon oo Zlst December, 1906, There was no
evidence connecting Savarkar with the suthor of Jackson's
asspssination.  Stll he was found guilly—even fhongh,
kad he been fried here, Ke wounld have gone into the
witnass-box mnd Srodwnced witwessas do slate Mhat he din
wet and fo grove thal ke conld mot have sent pisfolt
through thvs pevsen to Indiz.

In view of these facts, let us dwell reverently ot
tha canting saphissry of the Lord Chief Justice's reason:
for not allowing Savarkar o be tried hare s =

*“Tat bod they ss Judgos of & Superior Cacri the right &
way that & men skeuld 2ot be seni to be irisd in aobiher part o
His Majesiy's Daminions baciuse the mode af trial there was ng
the mime ad il w88 bewe? . . . The responsbility of sayin
thal would be avecy, w=ry grave ons, and lie could see sothiag |
the pressst caso which won'd justify them in asoming 3t I
thosglr: the words vojust or Epprissive in ibe p wttio
meast teo severs an the individaal.’

The trush 15 that the normal mode of trial in [odi
is oo diifereat from hers, Oply the abnormal mode o
trig!, doe to the suspension of the rights of the ciize
or eubject by the 1508 Criminal Law Amendment Ac
The charges against Saverkar were worthy of full an
free investigation. Never was it pecessary to mor
tharoughly apply the laws of evidence 1w a case. 1
Englasd that was possible. Ia Tndin, without the fu
rights of investgation, that was impossibls. The rig!
o give evideoce, to D2 tried by = jury, to appeal ¢
poicts of law—eall were ensential to jusdce. And sac
of thess essential rignts was denied by this Act A
Mr. Justice Coleridge said :—

"It exbience poirted (o & state of things that was =

i mod i pravisi pended the righes of clizsns to 2
ordizary lepal trizl, *

Surely this wa¢ oppressive and unjuse to !
individual ! And how can a suspeasion of  an ordinu
legal teinl " be regusded ms a different ' form of trial
Keally, judges ean use terms with remaskable inexsc!
tude when it ssrves ths interests of the despotism thi
repressat.  Of courge Mr, Justics Coleridge hald that ¢
the sights of the citizen to an ordioary legal trial mu
be upbeld, ouly :—

"' They cocld ant hold that ft was oporessive o se
Savathar 10 lofis, whese ks woidd nat eajoy these rgh
without saving that 3"&&."‘"&»’? lmmr.npl_gum

Courr act coiostly oF wita 9
mea. MATEE WA Ora of m'mma&:hy.mm
desirous of nﬁm::g oo opiisc ook, ., . . On ike sheo
ha was cot safic F ooevinced oa the point to insist on wl

viewn agalnst thaz of the majerity
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India judicial sagacity and the executive of our despotism
in Iodia. Splendid! Bur is nat this sort of argument
s reasen for destroying the Court of Appeal ? Again,
secing that Savackar's 1506 spaeches did not bring him
withip the Fugitive Offenders Act of 1881, but that his
19 Londor acts did, wes mot the request for his
retern to India a presumption that an English trial
would result in his acquittal 7 Does not this fact coo-
demn the Special Indisn Ceurt, and warrant, not the
presumption, but the conclusion that its procedure and
decigion would be wojust and gppressive 1o s vietim ?

Again, as ao individual tried in Loodon, Savarksr
would just stand alone. AS one of the accused in the
Nasik Conspirary, his name was continually beiog
mestionsd i association with thoee of his brothers, In
reading the Anglo- Indian reportsof this rris, we sware
struck with the big lines, ' Savarkar's Waork on Indian
Indevendecce,” ' Savarkar's Socisties,” " Savarkar's
Ocations, ete.  To the casual reader ic apperrs that ha
is the very embodiment of Satan himsall where, trulh to
rell, half the relercnces are made to b two brothers as
well ag to himself. Where these reports wers summar.
isad, the effect on whet public epinion does exis n
Indis was woree still,  Thie was “ unjust aad eppressive
o the ipdividuai *—Savarksr himself, and should have
eatisnfied sven the conscience of a Locd Chief justice.

We have now to turn to the sigaificance, according
to lodian Pecal Code, of the abstment of murder and
the abetting of waging was charges. Jivieg judgment
on Savarkat’s first trial, i cornection with the Nasik
Couspiracy, Chigf Justice Basil Seott quoted Explaca-
tion V., Section 104, of the Code. Thie was as follows:

It ls mot eecesary to the eommission of tha ofence of
absiment by canspirey dber the abeior thould eomosrt 1he
oEance with the per-nn Wwho commuta i 1t is safficiess i he
enhge in the conspracy in pursaasce of which the ofieuce in
oommazed.”

AFter tils, what becomes of the grave statement of
pur judges that, bad there Leen “ no abstient of murder
charge,’ they wuald pot kave returped Savarkar 10
lodia; Did they koow aovthing about tre provisions
of the Indian Pens! Code? 1f they did nos, they Save
mo right to adjudicate in these marers. LE they did,
thay have grossly cutraged evesy priacivle of justice rad
every caton of commonsense. Io any case, a3 they
would remind the layman, igoerance is oo excuge.  For,
s Far aa this provision or explassiion is concerned, the
* avidonce ” that Savarkay ever genl any revolvers o
Indin coold havs besa proved to he periury, the
“testimony " concerning bis 1506 acts cou'd also bave
colleased, and the charges would still bave been held ta
be “proven” because ho was known to be an eppanent of
the British Deapotissy, and to mix with persons enter-
taining Anti-Britsh sympathies with a view to pro-
mosing these views. Io & word, the Covernment in
Indis it ore huge comspiracy ssaiost the man of opeon
mind and honsst expresssion of his views. Given
this, he is liable to be couvicted at any momenl of
any crime it pleases the Government to bring againgt
ki, whether with reason or witzout. [For doas he nat
entertein vipws that have been passed oo, throogh
VEr.oUS Agencies, (o another pevson, who, resortiog Lo
violence, becanse of his views, must necessarily fiod an
ghotzor in svery pereon who has mesisted in promoting
the views which, given & cersin cype of comvert, will
lead to violeoce of onpe kind or azather 7 Still he muest
not feem such laws wnjost or oppressive ! Oh, na, dear
Lord Chief Jurstice, noither uspjust o oppressive, we
assers yeu. fuite mild sod mereiful, considering, yes,
considering, mosl upright judge |

Y.

The Hague awasd was given in Febroary, 1911,
¥ annulled the right of peliccal asyium and ex
Briand’s intrigue. Threa days later he resigned rather
fhan face guestions in the Chzmber of Deputies. But
the precedent which his acticn had created astablished

the right of Tussian sgents acting in callusion with the
Erglish police and Governmeat, to kidezp any Russian
refuges and trapeport him to Sibera witheut tha know-
ledge or consent of the British peopls or evec the
Pritish Parliameat. No rule of internationsi law cauld
be iovoked for his Emphasis was Jent to
this possibility by the fact thac the Rusian Dume passed
a bill annalling the right of political asylam on the sime
day as this award was given. The bill peavidad for the
extradition, by mutual arrangements with other Govern-
ments, of political offerders goilty of attacts on the lifs,
twalib, or honour (1) of a forsign ralez! We wonder
whether zuch harmony of reaction was< due only to
coineidence | Certaln i is thet Epgland bas always
assisted Rufsian despotism. And the Hague award was
somsthing to be pleased. [ndsed, * perfide Albion ™ has
pever since ceased to reioice.

A Governmens that insults the starviog millions in
India and England by the Roya! poppet show &t Delhi
—that promises pardon to political offenders, only to
tatain its bold over & man who 1= the victim of the mast
infamens koavery our capitalistic govoroors
evnlve—is one of the worst abominations of the earth.
All the empty pomp and tinsel show of muonarchical
paupsr #plendors cunnoi lond digaily to its machinations
roe plory to its carcer.  Seditions these wards mey be.
Just and deserved they certaialy are. Yet worse is to
foilow.

Immediately upon the conelusion of the Durbar
* telamph,” it wae uilicially snnounced that Sir Edward
Gray had appointed Sic Eyre Alexander Crowe,
KCMG., CB, to be Assstant Usder-Secretary for
Foreign Affeirs. Crowe was eppoiated u Clerk gt the
Foreign Office in 1835, and received his pramatios to
Assistam Clerkship in 1900, and to Seajot Clerkship six
yeers later, He wae knighted in 1911, ia recogaition of
his services rendered in conmeclioa with the Savarkar
Arbitration st the Hague. Just rellact how much
gloating on tae part of the English Giovernment over ite
victiz thie tipid promotion of Crowe paiots 1.

Vi.

On Juae 27th, 1911, Savarkar was brought fram
Madras to Bombay, azd wken oo baard the =s.
0 aharae, bownd for Andamans,  His seotence expires
on Deceriher 24th, 19601 Ha is allowed to write one
letter @ yesr (o his wile!

This lncarcoration rvst cease, Savarkar's immedi-
ate zelesse mrst be insisted upon with the same fervour,
the same uawavering delermination as thar with which
we demanded Malatests’s ealvation from an [ealisn
dungeon. Lile incarceration is as bad for the ooe as far
the other. W have apteld the right of political asylum
against the conspiracy of the Erglish police and the
Jmlian Government, 1t now remains for us to refuse to
gurrender it to thar upholy trioity of cravea Caar,

Triacd, nod Featherstons-assassin Arquith.
Tyranny must ba checked, unioss wa wounid =il benome
the victima of tke ineatiate monster of Governmenial
Despotiemn.  From pure selfishaess, thecefore, we shescld
mise pur voices wishout any further delay in pablc
dapunciation of Savarkar's judges, and in an afdressive
and militant demsnd for his immediate relsase.
Fas there can be bus ane fitting conclasion to the xesord *
of criminal coaspiracy, intrigus, G .
and judicial impertinence we bave bera impea:

the unponditions] relesse of its viotimt
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Government by Hooligan.

By W. W. STRICKLAND, B.A,

Timse of us who know oor Todia by practical
expaivnce, those of us who have been very nea:ly doce
to death hv a conepizncy of its infamous Fresidents, 1=
infamous Goveroors, pad ite infamous Police, kzow taat
there i no justice [or the proper owners of tha country,
that there is, i fRet, no governmen: there, bat only a
carnrra of alien thisves, linrs, and murderers, whane
sale reasom Far Selog there atall {to quata the words of
ope of them) 3= " to hold down the Hindu with ane hand
while we ram our own shooldy goods down his (hreat
with our hayoerels in the other,™ 1 may nole o pessing
that this Enghsh brote—a member el the Howse of
Commons, by the way—esidently adopted his metaphor
from the methods of the English police in India when
same English police official kas :aken a fancy to and
wishes 15 debacch any low caste married Hinda woman,
A charge of attempting to poison fer husband is rrumped
up, and she is given the alternazive of yielding or belng
tortured to dantk by meaos 8o foul that even the Glthy
butchers of Edward the Secord would hava hesiisted io
apply it to & woman, It pow forms an iategrz] part of
the English palice systers in Hindustan, and obe of the
milder forma of tarture applied by these nltra-Rossian
ghouls agziast theic onfortusate fellow-subjecis. The
zeul husiness of Eoglish polics and English magistratas
in Ipdia is to tromp op charges of digloyalty againet ite
peace-loving ard law.abidlog citizens to serve as &
pretext fer buoreing acd locking their shops if they
venture to expose for ma'e or buy home.made geods
instend of Eaglish shoddy ; to arrest public lecturers who
venture to discuss questions of industrial and pational
economy in the apee-mr ; sod to suppress mewspapers
that daro criticize tha methods of alien brigandage. The
main bosiness of the Executive is to pack juties aad
arder the condemnation of India's most gifted writers
and thinkers, such as the Sanscrit scholar, Bal
Gangadhar Tillak. Arsbunda Ghese, and Iadia’s most
distinguished physicist, Professor Jagadic Chunder Bose.

Ii a Hiedu sewspaper writer ventures to guote
Mazzioi ke :x punished with three years' panal sarvitede,
and is teld he may thank kis stare it is net for life.
When the psople of Bombay rioted in consequencs of
the iniguitous condempation of my friend Hal Gangrd-
har Titlalkk %o six years' imprisosment in one of the
rvaekiog prison-hells of plague-siricken Mandalay by n
packed jury of Britlish scoundrelism to order of the
British Vicrroy, they wera macsacred by the Brilish
Cossacks wirh a feracious brutality compar=d o waich
the five days' massacres of Milano by the Austrians, oc
even the [ater. more ferocions ones by order of Italy’s
late Kirg, Umberto, or his hepchman, were mercy and
loving kmndpess. In Hong-Kong the English laout
thieves a'tiost to death. An eye-wilness pave me a
glowing description, He was 8 German Anglophil, whe
bad been lomg settlad in Australin, and, being the
aggrioved party, described delightedly bow nlmost befors
yvou could look round the fellow's hide wax all in shreds
routd his waist, The description reminded me of that
of the knouting to death of a Russian princess by ondes
af the father or grandfather of the present Czar. The
account is given by a Irench officer who wae at
Petersburg at ths time, and was pressnt at the sxecution,
Either description is eacugh to make anyone bus a
Brnitish Thug éurn sick and vomit. In Burmah tha
frequent practice of the English, 1o save trouble, is 1o
ratten defendants—they fesr even their iniguitous and
pariially applied code of hrotality and injustice may
acquit—te death previously, It only requires twenty
blaws, and is eo much simpler aod more satsfactory.
In Ceylen the English polics, which is uothicg whatever
but & camorza of scourdrels for the purpose of black:
mailing the inhabitants, nctually assault prisoncrs in
pablic court, and Mooy taem in the docl. In remoter

-
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parts of Hindustan Loglish governers of priscos
crganise the housebreakers ioto regular binds, who are
let ou: at wight to break into acd loot the houses of
waalthy !Hindoos iz the peighbourbood.  Governors and
housshraakars then share the loot, and the prisons ars
scenes of indescribable orgies.  Innocent nn?.E:I
priconers in these oovel Yoshirwaras are hanged at &
memetit's votice, often withoul a record of the trivial
circomstance beicg vet down. [o & cell underground
three ncoses are for ever daogiiog i readiness—eager,
exoactant, like the lrilish ghouls, all throe: aud Czar for
their fresh Glocd-tath. A precisely similar reigo of
tarror =xisted at Glan [ones—whete there was a model
Anglo-Saxon prison—in New Scuth Wales, Australia,
valy a few years ago. The magistrate and the police
saared the spoils, and the Governor of New Scath
Wales, coe Kaweon by name, an Englishmas, came
down to Clen Inrea acd was féted by these choice
affictals, In fact, Arglo Indiaes aod the descendants of
Botapy Day convicts have much in common, both in
lirgo ané temperameat.

Some years ago the Hindoos courageously get upa
Swadeski line of steamers between Colombo and
Tusicorin to conipete with the mooopoly of the filtky,
expensive, and cheess-pariog service forming parc of
the so-called British-India Company—really a Glasgow
Seateh cuddy business. Fer a loog tims it compered
more or less successfally, io spite of all the blackgoardism
of Engiish police. Eoglish maristrates, terrorised and
the rest, in ceollusion with the English barbour-master
in Celombo; and the suthorities both in Calembe and
Tuticorin combined together to supprees it.  [1s English
captzins were bribed 10 tTun their vessels mground
outside Tuticorin, English steamers in the Calombe
barbour 4o run down ite veseels there, which were then
made to pay beavy damages, although it was the
Swadesh! steamer shat was damaged, ané pot the one
that run it down ! The whole of the shipwrights and
carpenters of Colombo were then terrorised by the
camorra of English police and English magistrates, and
threatened wilh death and torture, or, worst of all
prison—an Ango-Singhelese prison—if they ventured te
repair it, and beavy harbour duss wers sxacted for evers

it was compelled by these means o remain it
harhoar. When, in spite of all this dirty wosk of the
Calomba polies camoren and of the English magistrate:
and jadgss there, the Hindu Compapy couragecusly
bel its own, and could pot be suppressed by thes:
disgracelul means, a charge of ' ireason™ was trumpe
p against i3 soterprising manager, Chedembaras
Pillai, and be was cooderned to eleven wyears’ barg
labour for insuberdination against the British wad
monopoly, in the bells of Comibatone. Aod what this
prison is may bediviced when 1 mate, and the Eaglist
filth at Lome cannet deny it—yes they can deny it, fo
they are mere throats agog for any perjury, but the
cannot disprove it—that it is not an uncommon practic
thore for its stercomanpiac Heglish oficials to campe
prizogéra they bave o spits agaiost to eat their ow:
excraimest,

The father of an eslimable Eumsian friend &
Bimir Jeiand waa foo! eoough to have fooght for thes
carrion beetles, with distinesion and heroism, as a non
eamimisgsioned officer. His bresst was adorned, o
rather defilad, by thair Vistoria crosses and other badge
of shame and izfamy. Unfortupately be had contracte
tas swinigh nabits of intemperasce of these “lards o
human leind "—these wvomiting Scotch cuddies am
staggeciog [rish binckguards. In themselves it was al
right and quite parmissible, but they couldn't stomach v
see thair own vices burlesqued io an Euraslan ape,
bl—dy oigger,” to use thewr owsn choice expression, am
he wat literally knouted to death. Kit or kout—it i
all = same. DBoth ae Russian wonds sigoifying
tocture. e wes ordered 1000 blows with the kaowu!
over and over again, unzil he became so weak that th
punishment had o ba carried on from day to day. 1





















