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ﬂwwdﬂatm nmuicaly
anbject the under-mentioned latter

bor way be quoted, and tha reply adaressed o

"he Under Secrstary of State for India
Indég Qffice,
TPhitehalli ~
London, 3 w.

J AP 1zs e

T am directed by Viscount Morley to acknowlfdgo the
(SN
receipt of Mr. Fiddes' letters 6f ths 10th Dooomber pnd of
* ©80

’;&,

Lt w} last, Nos. 30069 and ?549, am in reply b
6[“!:1 the lfollowing remarks for the consideration of M.
Secretary Hurgourt on the draft letter which it. is
proposed to sand to the Londo:. All-India Moslem Leagne .in
repl,; to their Memorial of the 13th October last on'the
position of Indisns in the Bast Africe Protectorats.

I am at the outset to point out that the
Memorial deals largely with matters of detail affecting
the internal administration of the Bast Africe
Protectorate, and is sutmitted by a. I.ug:m‘«lhoao bead

quarhu are not im.that protectornto but in Londend i ",}“‘ )

m. not. War uht the present mmorxal put for ward,hy

t‘zp ‘London tJf'l“‘ \_lizna Momlam Long.u has buen oonamereu
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. u“ention to the 1minven£once 'hiohuy ariae f!‘ol
dexling with & Lond_on Committee whose title to apeuk ‘on
behalf of the Muhammadans of India may be open to qn;ss;ion,’
at the same time it 'ouid, in Lord Morlsy‘s opiniem; be‘
inexpedient to withhold a reply, in viév of hpngemrd
attention that the subject has received in India.

3. The considerstion referred to in the preced;rxg
¥
paragraph appears to point to the desirability of a ’
gomewhat lees detailed reply than has been proposed by t.hl;
Colonial Office. The expedisncy of such a course is

strengthensd by other considerations. As Mr. Secretary

Harsolrs ts no doubt‘ala.rb, wido-spread indignation is

felt in India at the treatment to which Indian l.ubjectl

of His Ilajalty have bgen exposed in cortun of tha i

g

figh gDominions n.ml f.m;swriu upior the colonm: 0ffice; m

m"\bjected A

uvﬂu




placed upon any eM’ions which ars capable of being
rapronenbed as unfay: or offensive to Indian feelmg‘

‘5
For this reason it is desirable to of!er as gmall a‘.
target as possible to criticism amd t.; commnicats the
decision of the Colonial Office in as conciliatory a
manner a8 the case permits.

4. Accordingly, I am to suggest for the A

considerat ion of Mr Secretary Harcourt that a much

ghorter reply than the dralt forwardsd by the Colonial
Office would suit the occasion. If this suggestion is
accepted, the paragraphs numbersd (1), (2) (3), and (25),
to portions of which exception might be taken, will
presumably be omitted.

5. As regards paragraphs (7) to (9) the Secretary
of State for India in Council is unnble to entertain the

hope that the policy of exclpding Indlann r%u '.t»

" Highlands will receive wcopmeo from educated Indla.n

- opuuona' bi g #héj\@zhndn are uxpnitad tp tadian

4 wiss;}hriés
R (T i

\gelﬁ dem.nd tor mm_, bq‘c Sabipt

in 4hat area will a.risa from Indiann, ‘but the Secretary .
‘ O o




Somly i
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of State for ihdia in Council considers that the

- principle Mt ‘te. be reco@:iuad tw 'when any,
‘;4 ¥ 0
rnpectnble md substantial’ Bntkéu aubject comss fonmrd ‘

who is daslrous of taki.ng up Idnd bn t.h\e same torms as

are at present offered to. h.uopeans only, ‘his applicationv ‘.’i‘%
should receive equal gonsideration without distinction of ‘
ru;a, creed er colour. This would satisfy Indian
gentiment, while on the hypothesis put forward as to the
unsuitability of the Highlands for Indian occupation there
would be no risk of any effective demand by Indianse for

farms in this reg;on .

6 'n,h 1eterence to paragraph 17, I am to nay that

His Lordship considers that any refarance t.o niuionary

opinion would be injudicious. A most, miachievoua reault.‘

lould be produced in India if it were posslble to. b
represent that the answer of His llajssty";a Gevernment. to
the Moslem.league was in any wav based on religious
partiality. Wnile Lord Morlsy does not "m the least - '

desire to discuss the value of the evidence as to the L

»

result on African natives of contact ch a low type of

3

Indian trader, he finde in the documents comminicated

=" %o




undasir*le clmee of Indians, tfm g;wth 0 Iﬂw
inf lusnce gener:iig if depracatag by mwﬂj . e

miss ionarics for reasoms whidi mw,i;mp mhmg;b;e

cumot decide the polimy of a Govermant vhich is plad@d
to religious neut‘n'ality. Hia Lordship therefore &h:lﬂ‘n ‘,
all references to missionary opinion should be uittéd,‘ifxu '
order to guerd againet the suggestion that tho ﬁepnn

administrative aMt and the lluion bodies are uniM in
s eomerted polxey hontzle to Intorn roligionn.

- 7."'(’“? <y
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. tbat the mtitubluu'ﬁm ity %%‘

. poipts upon which His IhJesty 8 Government have decidod '

‘&’ﬁtrxcta when circ\-nf.mcu permit ﬁilpﬁt s

b

%
luhmdm law, tha adniniatntion of -hieh by mmudan

judges alone ‘was contemplated in the o'riglnal synten. g'

it has beep foupd that in Britieh poaaeu‘gfons Iuh,mad;n s

inhabitant.n appeon of ﬁri&l by ju.ry, vhich in not in
their Judgent mcominent with lnnlen lu ‘oecauae it

embles the adminigtration of non-loaleu law to be tq a

cortain extent' influenced by - lnhmdnn feeling and
A o

sentiment .

8. In conclusion Lord Morley dasiras.bo rdcdgﬁu

very fully that upon cortn.in yoints nuhi*.ted in t)uir

{Aypez}r 4o have bﬁh

Ty e '&

Memor {al thc lolldm

niplhfornﬁ”m w t‘ n;t.us&n!on s .
v 'N 3“/;& l,y"“‘-‘?i-'

.I(enorialistn ahnuld not, go bey’orhi. t#i Nﬂ.tﬂ of &
Y \’ ol A
errors and the erplanat fon of ths‘ppqlicy Wcﬂh‘o@e :

=3
upon due eonaideratlon of t.he circumstances of the

Pratectorate.

I have the honour to e, -.Si{'
%gyur bedien’o Serva.nt.

* . .




Mr.
Mr. Fiddes. 9/51/
Mr. Just. Q

Sir C. Lucas. /

Sir F. Hopwood.

Col. Seely.
‘ o o
Lard-Crewe. "







