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See also 8870 and 9170 below, It seems to me

essential that N¥,Polak ehould now be told that

the Ssoretary of State must ra-t-'rv':"iwwoxprlnltou :
of view on the Indian queetion um ﬁu Indian
Committee arrives and puts its peints to lh. . ’x
think that this correspondence with m-.m has
gome far endigh and that any future COMEUDICRtigas
should ‘c nade to persons with more official
goanionwm he possesses,  lé donnot even
ntn thesg httn’; & &ﬂh‘oury of the ,Indhm
Oversess Association.

'&”N“ﬂocand paragraph of this letter

'!#.Pollk us#e’ the phrue that “any propoud




lmlt\ba um:dcd at ;
2 uﬂﬂmry ﬁ,rg ton: of course, tho
drare Bi11 will \- o 1}.!“ table dm'

i

Ft.hey make their. uyguptnum, ﬁm M.
will net be submitted. to them. :

—

In the same pancaﬂ n_ ie monod T
not free hecauu-ﬁof tba lutmni m v
xv Colonel Wedgwood in the July: dobats. i £

t)ut the Secretary of B‘Iuto

That is hardly for me, mt it oun to mp
that the umﬂm-; of autg would de

whet be says mm the hcnonm,
Otuumu. To nmﬂ. ‘41 (definitely
.nuu 4o serap the mta pqpn },u-

@n'm w position in Kenya wuu b4,
.%vmx then 12 nonthe ago.

N g e avary *Contidensial®,

sort of worrespondence is only
‘Yo aesumpifon that it will not bve

ﬂnuma and Mr.Polak should be . £

kbla\-n.d briefly, that publicatiﬂl cllnt ! A m

be pcmntod and at thie ulo W h.

shduld ve told “thet fho scoutm of
State caunnot agoept th. points t6 ﬁt a

‘} hln referred as nidh‘ But of
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INDIA OFFICE,
Wnitehall, 8.W.1.
29th Pebruary 1924.

?)u,?l«@wwvx

I enclose for your information a
copy of a letter I have had from Mr. Polak

and of the reply I have sent him.
f;““ Ay

The Right Hon. J.H, Thomas, M.P.




47#48 panes Inn House
265 Btrand, W.0,2.

*

The lt +Hon, Im-d Dlivier, AN
y India Office.

. Dear Lord Olivtor. DT g g
I have been sstonished to redeive a
letter from Mr, Thomas in reply to ny long
Fa it 7 letter to him of the 12th dnstant of Whigh I send = |
you herewith a copy, 4
‘ Mr, !'hqn.i dqu not appear to realise ‘
that at this nofnent his action will be taken

in India to involve a definite repudiation of the

Labour Party. pledgs given by Colanel Wedgwood
last July.

I send you heréwith a copy of my

) roply to him and venture to hope that you will

: ’prnu the uﬂw -uut forthar with him{ « There #
= oo dowst nf- the @sﬁunu ‘ditterness of Indian
Oﬁh:on on tuu Miwn <o




Dear Mr. Polak,
I om obliged By your letter of the

25th instent enalosing a Qopy of your
carresyondencs with My, Thomas. If I may say
®o witheut offence, and sertainly intending

nene, I mﬂymn;ﬂm ten quidk te e
foul astontaloent with-whet appears o me s be
& parfeetly straightforward and inevitadble
otpvumiantton,

You say that My, Thumas does mot
SPpear Lo realise GMet b this moment his astisn
wilk be takem in India %o invilve a definite
repitiation of o Lebewr Party pledge ghven Uy
i ml

E.8, Polak Ney.




Golonel Wedgwoed Lawt July,

“TAMS® 40 % Losge expresaten; mey
psople thaye u' Shink ene thing, many peeple
smether, I Whtnk 4t {s quite pEebable that
Mr. Theass fully eciines that his aetion may ve
wierepresented by O-l persons in Indis as a
dafinite repudintion of « pledge, but 1t is

inpessible %0 sllow stralghtforvard pokiay te be. .

affested by anprebensions ef mietken

LUNeTPretationy of thie Kind, vhen the peliey
140610 donn nat Justify tum,

You. spesk of the Labeur Party pledge
fiven by Celenel Wedgwood last July. Mr. Thomas
1% much better infermed thamt I ax as uw
any .r”’hﬂ.‘lllnvmw
Party on the egsasion te whiel yeu m

xumm-qnm) ¢
what Colonel Wedgwosd Satd; ”yh h ﬂ mm -




Thers sppears is me Lo bensthing whatever

in the mu‘itm uy Mr. Thowas uhieh As 3
inconsistent with Colouel Vadgwood® s werds, wiether” . 3

or not they were mpoken with tha corporate
suthiority of the Labowr Party. In my statament
i the Hewse of Lepds last Vveaday you will ses
A you Will weed the full effictal report, whet
w views ave @i the mdlast. I 'mm inveested
46 shasyve, what 1 wes mOt % the Lime wWure of,
'w-'ym-uuamnm.-mam
stvantion was Ldantical With thet of Gelandl
Wwﬁhnm-—:-




You will recagnise that Oslonel Vedgwood's

d

feuling sad desives &n this aatier -Tc"%um
recomendntions for the best way of dealing with 1t

are practiesily Sdemtiesl, and although I have

sot dipoussed the matSer with Mp. Theuss, 1 should
¢ vary mush surprised if his were divergent.

Our common purpose, yewrs and o Gelensl
Vedgwood's and my own, is to get tho prineiple of
equal offisenship recognised througheut the
Domdnions of the British Mspize. In o8 far as
1 have besn adle o interveme ia sudch contreversies
at 8l T have sl Sy Aife earried on a running
q&s en %M. both in regard to all B
saste of the Mgire and on behalf of the natives ef
Gouth Africs e Mgeinst the peliey of white

g




‘»‘Wu ocnnlmuh. w fﬁ

supremasy which has prevailed is such wide areas
under the influsnep of Afrikmederden, and my
porasnyl sdmiration for Ny, Gandhi dates fram
tke peried ef the stand made %y him on bhhelf of
Indiats $n that part of ths werld.

If, therefores, you fear that Mr. Themas'
attitude b ::d‘t‘:“ A change of view on the
part of the Labsur Party, 1 think it is your
plain duty to peint eut to all yeur friaende
that it indiostes nething af the sart, dut that
cemstitustianal changes having besn aceapted, it ie
quits impessitle and entirely eemtrary e the
whels metheds and treditisms of Hritieh
senetitutional development tewards free wad equal
saetitutions, Gmedistely Ve Teverse wed pavt

srrangemasts which have been made, u\upm

e

mormnp w




business of Gewewmment in the interests of the
grestest happiness azd greatest possible freedom
of the greatast susber.

fhat 1 have said en this peint amities
with sxectly almtlar forse with what I said fn my
statanent in the liguse of Lewds w»ith yegard to the
palitioni situation in Inda whieh again ia
Lentienl with what Jolonsl Wedgwosd esfd in the
«m from whigh I have now queted. I mm
eotivinoed that this iu the only effeetusl path
of pregress. Aseept whal you oan get and
m.uu’.-s.i-nn you get all that
¥ou oan oladn as dus te you.

If you shoul d desire tc wee any of this
lesher for publiestion, my enly conditien 1 that
Fou shoild 4% wee it vhole wod iutest.

1 Yours vexy truly,
Olivier,




Hy. S. L. POLAK, 1748, Danes Inn Hoyse,

C. 0.
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v . -4
Faiarwons - ConTasL 284 %65, Strand, . : e
Le. Avomsas: Karosw, Estuane. Lonwor
““::;:::’:‘u:nw‘ London, W.C 2and Pebruary 19 %4,
The Right Hon. J.d.Thomes,
Colonial Cffioce,
S5.0.1.
Dear ur Thomas,

1 thank you for your letter of the l3th inst. 1 grestly appreclate
your ebsursuos that the view beld in the Jcolonisl Office is clearly that the
government of India Committee , when it comes, will be free to make represent-
«tions on koy gusption relating to Indlens in Keays.

whilst,as uir TeJ Bahadur vapru has adnitted, it is teomnically
20rrect that the Secretary of State for the Colonles le free in regard tc
wny question gwr:m out the aectisions in the #hite Paper there wus &
very resl fear that it wes the inteation of the Jolonial ¥ffioce to face the
Committes in the matter of lmmigration with & fait &ccompli . .nc it 1s &« metter

of astisfection that any proposed lamigration 3111 will be submitied tc the
Committee for ite oomervations. un the other hand, though epeaking gemmrally,
the gearetary of state is free to take the aforemsntioned steps 1% is very
qxﬁ"“h whether the present Secretary of _tate is sc free, having reiard
%o the Party plédge un thw whale questfon ¢iver with the present Prime
Miulster's suthority, by Colonel Wedgwood tast July.

1 do not propese to repest the nr‘g:wx'nn,: contained in my letter of

NP B
the lZth inst. on' the very opestionsble &vidence on which the late &overnment

1
ngmd to suthorise fresh Immigration Legislation for Kenys. The matter will
Vi ]
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A 431

ﬂ?‘ considerations,

. ‘,mu #ith M? vy w{mm
m.ammv-nn&o;nerm pranapds
pw Of your lavter, . ey undoubtedly ‘:t mu,wm»t you are
ﬂ'wayou definise wnu. to a polioy uunuhm; i&hﬁul standards

: 'ﬂ&uuup upon & restal basiss M#@(’E‘ﬁ ,cw(/) ol

© 0% 1wt u qustion of dAefreseNisiog the mf”m sugh Indisns as
mm 9, bus of setting seide for thex an lm;lor um of aitisenship.

“tf;»xn the last

1 umu that your deolisidh on this uestion. u ulnum. not mexely o
edbarass vory gravely the: pesition of the Tndisu Gomaittes, wien 1t comes
mere %6 disouse his question among otders, Bt ¥e estrangs atill further
Isdian ununn from e Goveramant sod %o u’ﬂn the present Goverament
u the uﬁuuu of tho Ildiu mh thet, the: m-ln Hinieter and hie
Solleagues sre sdmittedly anxious, 0 secure,

ﬁm;h allewed o point gut that it would be unreasonablg, on the
papuab presens Governmnt, in view of the (ffisisl Patty view expressed
%ﬂ last July, to regerd 'lth #leapproval the aotual deoisious
w- Q-lltq e decline %o participate in the wtting up of -Chhury

#

urnuu fu slliu {aferior and nbordinau status of citizenship. .} §

inchn n-; the hmn of the Indien commnity would view the sation Bf' 4 e,

‘ll\ Alnrhy of Mlvm\ul l‘un-. either through fear, weakness or nl.r
‘tln. 1! méopuu such. u{gferior status, very much in thn M m
‘;j\ﬁ’haorl of a trades unign u this country would-do as regﬂ.ﬁ- 'huﬁ@leg"

u‘ lu he oase pf & -wn- whioh had been dee&d-d “bon by 'the gemeral will

R




, 155
]m.w s mot simflarly marked. 1 should be g¥wd to kuow wheSher |
have. your. permission %0 communicate %0 the Indlap public the rnuu*m by

m iz the passage oomuoing "The oritical moment" towards the end of peragraph
5% of oy lc:hr}ud the reply contained in the last pu-oan,h of your hnu}
ander-peply together with a steteneut to the effect thit $his ouwsstion, like
all othru)wul come within the saope of the Covermmnt of Indis Comnittee.
Thaoking you for tha favour of am early reply and again expressing

my npyﬁoinﬁon of your acurtesy.

Yours sinoarely,




