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Previous Paper MINUTES
§3° I muet admitstnat the promise to
: communicate a copy of the Wood-Winterton terms

escaped my memory wien on 7164 1 made a note

of tne interview witn Lord Cranworth and

Ma jor Crowdy. The poeition as to what has

been and wnat is to be communicated lecally
NCaZ -

r is Bflll, in Gn.'.%i‘&c% very obscure, and I §

an afraid we must make a new summary of t'n‘e

termes. ] annex drafts.

é‘;‘j /6-2-23.
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4 BUCKINGHAM GATE
S.w

156th February 1923.

The Becretary of Btate for the Colonies,
Whitehall, S.W.1.

8ir,

¥riting on behalf of Lord Cranwortn aad myself
I have the honour to enclose copy of telegram of tne 2nd
February 1923, which Lord Cranworth produced at our interview
with you on the 10th instant. 1 see that tne correct
wording of the Imperial Conference Resolution on this nead
was -

"The Conference while affirming the Resolution
"of the Imperial War Conference of 1918 that

“each community of the British Commonwealth should
"enjoy complete control of tne composition of

“its own population by means of restriction on
“immigration*

ft then proceeds to state the opinion that in tne intereste of
the solidarity of the British Commonwealtnh it ie desirable

that the rightes to citizenship of Indians lawfully domiciled

in other parte of the Bmpire than India should be recognised.

On this Resolution follows the statement that the representatives
of South Africa regretted tneir inability to sccept this
Resolution.

It will be ssen that tne rignt to control tne
composition of its population by each community was considered
the prelude to the recognition of righte in Indians to
citizenship limiting and conditioning this recognition. In
this connection, I have received another cable from the
Convention of Associations urging a decision upon this questiou
as "it may be deciding factor in tne wnole controversy" and
adding "that intense feeling ie generally prevalent which
may reach head at any moment, Leaders cannot hold Country much
longer."




THEY ASSOCIATED PRODUCERS OF E. AFRICA,

850] 4 BUCKINGHAM GATE,

S.wW
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«s 15th February 1923.

The Becretary of SBtate for the Colonies
Whitehall, S.VW.1l.

8ir,

Writing on behalf of Lord Cranwortn and myself
I have the honour to enclose copy of telegram of the 2nd
February 1923, wnich Lord Cranworth produced at our interview
with you on the 10th instant. I see that tne correct
wording of the Imperial Conference Resolution on this nead
was -

"The Conference whnile affirming the Resolution
“of the Imperial War Conference of 1918 that

"each community of the British Commonwealth should
"enjoy complete control of the composition of

“its own population by means of restriction on
"immigration*

It tnen proceeds to etate the opinion that in the intereste of
the solidarity of the British Commonwealth it is desirable

that the righte to citizenship of Indiane lawfully domiciled

in other parts of the EBmpire than India should be recognised.

On this Resolution followe the statement that the representatives
of South Africa regretted their inability to sccept this
Resolution.

It will be seen that the rignt to control tne
compoeition of ite population by each community was considered
the prelude to the recognition of righte in Indians to
citizenship limiting and conditioning thie recognition. In
this connection, I nave received another cabvlie from tne
Convention of Associationse urging a decieion upon tnie questiow
as "it may be deciding factor in tne whole controversy" and
adding "that intense feeling is generally prevalent whicn
may remch head at any moment, Leaders cannot hold Country much
longer."
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THE ASSOCIATED PRODUCERS OF E. AFRICA,
4 BUCKINGHAM GATE
SwW

The Buropean community will be deeply concerned to
see that this restriction on immigration is effective, and in
the handes of people who it knows will see that it is not
evaded. May I ask that as soon as any terms of & measure
directed towards restriction are allowed to be disclosed to
unofficial members of the Legislative Council in Kenya
Colony Lord Cranworth and I may be permitted to be acquainted

with them.

You were good enough to say that we might nave &
copy of the Wood Winterton terms, and we should be glad to
receive them.

I have the honour to be, Bir,
Your obedient eervant,




Date despatched

Time
CONPIRMATION OF CABLE R
Date rece ived 2m2mld
Time =
Prom _jaglewood, lisiredh _ To _Major Orowdy .
3 ___ﬂ.ﬂ.dﬂ.__-__, 1 : J
ri-oye- I
UGUVDOLOUL | Referring to your taelegrum of the .0tn proposals
WANPAWIDBEL | whioh you will huave
ARDFAPYOVB | no doubt seen
ULZPOEMPOH | thoroughly discussed by
PERASYEANIK | Representative(s) '~¢) Meetingls
IPWYNQYKZR | invited by Governor
OYIRBAPUFK ilejected us
IDJEMTUGHY | quite impossible stop
IJORTGYJWA  Have informed Government
VUYLNEDIOS4Z | we ounnot continve
KURPPVAWZE negotiations unless 1t
10S001IXPLOZ immediately introduce
TUVOBICTUH | stringent immigration
O YAWDNUWYE regulations owing %o
HIURLIQCOY heavy inerease of
MIF00IGODE 2,900 from Indis
I4J1BLEL.LF last 9
XINRAOLYED monthe Huve protested uminst
OGJIJBZIGL postponemant Klection

H SLEWOU L.



Downing Street,

YATOR ‘W.M,CROWDY , I) February ,1923.

8ir,

\

. AL

Mr. Bottomlyy,s6.2.23

I am etc. to acknowledge

the receipt of your letter of the 15th 4

p robruuy’ arieing out of the interview
r.

Mr. which you and Lord Cranworth had with

Mr. Davis.

Sir G, Crindl. the Secretary of State rn the 10th ﬂ
+ SR Read. /M‘;— Feoruary. The question whether early

% Sir . Masterion Smith. {1, .
Mr. Ormaby-Gore. lo&l‘on ocan be talen with regard to the
4 Dawos

"-&/um-.
fra=

" not fail to bear in-mind your request

restriction om immigration is still

under consideration, but His Grace will

that, when the terme of a measure in

this eense are allowed to be communi-

cated to the Legislative Council in

Kenya, ‘you may be acguainted with




With regard to the last paragraph

of your letter, 1 am

tie proposals sent to the Governor of Kenya

the late Secretary of state on the 5th l?

M
Sc;tcmLerL 1 am,however, to request that

)
will take efery care to ensure that

tnhe memorandum is not published or

communiicated tu Tast Africa at present,

+ it will not, at any time, be

to be published in its present

ullowed

whether an announce-

The questlion

terms can be made in Kenya

ne

form it snould take is now under

His Grace'

to enclose & sSummary of




MMORANDUX .

Th.‘Tomu agreed upon between the Colonial

Office and the India Offiuolfor the purpcese of ascertaining

the views of the Governments of Kenya and India, amd tele-
Si: @bt (garn
graphed to t-hoz-‘-omr on the 5th of Beptember, 1922.

(1) Qualifications for framchise.

Some form of a

census, either complete or by way of a test, should

be carried out with a view to adjusting qualificationes

80 &g to result 1n an Indian electcrate of approximately

107,. of the Indian population A combined qualifi-

cation cl\px’op?z't, ind education had previously beer

contempluted to obtaiff tie

P

ti.is mignt have . altern




[ 4 (3) Constituencies. The India Office proposed that

there should be four constituencies each returnir

three members ( or possitly one returning twc

and three returning three members ) one seat in euch

constituency to be Indian, giving eight or seven)
Rurcpeans and four Indians. Alternatively, t.ere migdl
Slwdd be seven constituencies. tnree o' whichn siculd
return one member (Ruropean) and four tw members (one
European and one Indian) thus pi1ving eeve: iropeans
and fou 1 lans
faret uwlt=2rnative would At.wuu t et

te more acceptuavie to the Irndlans ae ».v.r, them
represern-a‘l 1n ey J one*ituercy t the Re elary

f.,rru.‘alu.n
f State, pointed $:.8% *:.18 ple i1,

A




(7) Immigration. In present circumstances no change
was contemplated in the existing regulations. The
mrotn‘y of State -Mo it clnn)/l:n the discussions
with the Indim Office ’ M‘:;:inumod that, if the
dlncu',atou of.a large influx of Indians, he was

\ onur.? trn te take: \aay actien which might be

’colu.ry. bt - ft f.od\ that 1n v1n of the figures
Il to tho nirxvnlc ‘apd dd'pcrturu vf Indians in 1921- 22,

. -
AF ¢ “Ye nhs noy 2e2) it necwibry v instét on any izmediate

« o

ot

i utlrnha of\“ law. E!hue figures showed for tne
twoln monthe an excess of deptrtureq over arrivals of
about 1800, but since thHe dlla of 'm tblegram figures

* have been recnn»d for the anm.mg r?me monthsgrnded
December 1922, which shoW an excedscoB arrivals cver
departures of 2.888}‘ f/‘ beei, af S &

\ (E)?“hl.gb It was. tf e announced ‘nat tue ,,Lm.;u[

Of fice could not contemplate any change in tie exis'ing

law and practiceé Mavihg regurd to past pulicy and

commitments, and t&nt the India Office tock note

thie view but were unable to accept it and reserved

the right to re-open t:re Qquestion,if reed be . at some

future date.
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