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KENYA INDIAN DELEGATION

)

e d
v
B e L s
Contesk- 20 ;4¢4a7a/ A3 J47, WA -STRAND, LONDON, W.C.2
19th J . 1983
C

r Q! '

! !

The Rt. Hon: The Duke of Devonshire, 3,6“”3 y

K.G.,G.C.N.G.,G.C.V
Secretary of State for tlujaleniu. .
Colonial Office, ¢ 234UL°S
Uowning Street, -

Whitehall, 8.V,
Your Grace,
1 beg to forward for your information copy of a
lettar ‘@ hes been addressed to the Prime Kinster
y the membars ~f the above Delegation,

Ir iew of the grawlity and urgency of tLhe question

I true’ that it will celTe yc.r earnest consideration.
L am,

Your Grace's obedient servant,

(e ? //{"i%{

for: Ke'ye Indian Delegation,
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THE RT. HON STANLEY BALDWIN, M.P., PRTME MINISTER,

1. The question of the future constitution of Kenya Colony involves issnes bf the gravest im-
portance from the Imperial point of view.

2. It must be stated at once that the acceptance of all or any of the demands put forward on
hehalf of the European settlers would be a deliberate violation of the principle of ty of treat-
nent, the guarantes of which is the rock on which the loyalty of India to the Briti is based,

If that principle were deliberately and definitely violated by a decision of the I Government
no Indian subject of His Majesty could continue to repose any confidence guarantees and

- in
promises which are the condition of the allegiance which he i« expected to give do the British Crown.

3. The fact that this principle of equality in Imperial citizenship has been openly violated by
«ome of the self-governing bummion:, is already the cause of grave discontent in India, and a strong
veapon in the hands of those whose object it is to decry and destroy the British connection. But
utherto, the impenal Covernment has at least, maintained an attitude of disa proval of the dis
ihilitées placed on Britisl Indian subjects in the self-governing Dominions, and has been able to
rest on the legitimate excuse that it has no constitutional authority definitely to interfere with the
ternal affairs of the self-eoverning Domiongls ~ And that position has been recognised, if not
ipproved, by most thinking Indivns. But, if the Impenai Government itself, in a Crown €olony
vere Jeliberately to ympose restnictions and disabilities on 'ndian subjects of the King-Emperor
nd accord them an inferior status by placing another community in a position of political dominance
ind the enjovii at of racial pavileges and preference. it would deal the death-blow to the hopes of
whians and their trust v the good faith of the Vnerian Government and the British paplr

The Pledgen to the tndian People

& 1t 1o to the Ftidian. soopi y1al trestment with ail ther Rritish subie
e . Biitoh conme uon with Ind I begin® with the promise
wle to the } ! id by €1 cles 1T They are elaborated in the most
flANgUARS 1N tae Droci. T Victeaa in 1858 which the indian people mgard
16 \iter Edward Vil and 'ang 1 thetr messages to the fndian people un
“ir accession to e Throne, gave their faithfnl promiee to abide by these pledges | hes rova
«lamations are n xtha tamilia Foglistimen, but th are household words ndia
A to tre the scraps f pa, I ANY wa, 10 eorveay t ade their consequences
cquive. ate with their terme would v g aride v Indians -s a gross betraval of therr rights
i A retar for 1+ " emphasised the obligation of the Imperial
1 cord the odian « ' ' M= esty rquahty oof t~atment in he cleares, Lorm
lared to the  aloral Ofhoe that Tndiay settler v noall tespects free e, wath
no wi N ' w ' A th
M
And { - | 2 india. s ~pna { vas Aduthonally grara ceed 1t teime f the
(1A grain e Ry Lenal Fac Afnca Company, which promised eqaal staty 0
F oy Aemann that  ac boen pu forw v *he Burcear o ttlers a: has oeen siated above,
I reach of thes. pledges and via pla the {nmn T un v Lir a posion o)
tenior statu To grant the whole ..l redice toom ot the ~and, of helots permianen
subjection & Yigarrhy uf @i etiiers whe have made no secrit oi their prejudicr agamst aud
¥ KSailive i Indiar
Th. Dnestion of thia Freachise
7 here s first tne quaston of i+ ranctuse  1f Indhans are demed equal righis to the franchise

their pusition becodmes ai onc: one ot pohticas infenonty  Political equality can only exist with a
owmon franchise, the test for which s apphed equally and impartially to all communities. The
suggestion of a communal franchise is quite repugnant *o the principle of political aqua'** [t has
been tried in India in crcumstances quite different from, and for reasons which do not apply o
conditions in Kenya. It is essentially undemocratic in principle and would inevitably tend to pre
serve and aggravate racial differences and antagonisms

Sirnilarly, any arrangement which ensured to the minonty of Europeans a permanent majority
on the Legislative Council would be a brvach‘of the pledge of equality, by placing the European
settlérs in a privileged position of permanent’ domination over the Indian community
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THE RT. HON. STANLEY BALDWIN, M.P,, PRIME MINISTER;

Sir,— 3 §
1. The question of the future constitution of K Colony involves issues of the gravest im-
portance ffom the Imperial point of view. s

2. Tt must be stated at once that the of all or any of.! “
behalf of the European settlers would be a violation of the

ment, the of which is the rock on which the loyalty of India to
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3. The fact that this principle of equality in Imperial citi has been violated by
some of the self-go ions, is alread theunnd;:?;ﬁpﬂﬁmmthmhdh.md:slm&
weapon in the hands of whose object it is to decry and destroy the British connection. But
hitherto, the Imperial Government has, at least, intained an de of -disapp of the dis-
abilities on British Indian subjects in the self-governing Dominions, and has Bben abje 1
rest on the legitimate excuse, that it has no constitutional authofitydefinitely to interfers with the
mternal affairs of the self-governing Domiorgfls. And that position has been recognised, if not
approved, by most thinking Indians. But, if the Imperial Government itself, in a Crown Colony,
sere deliberately to impose restrictions and disabilities on Indian subjects of the King-Emperor
and accord them an inferior status by pis ing another community in a position of political dominance
and the enjoyment of racial privileges and preference, it would deal the death-blow to the he {es of
Indians snd then trust in ‘e good faith of the Imperial (overnment and the British prople

-of
s

ki

re Piodges to the Indian People

4. The pledges given t. the Indian pecple of equal treat snt wth all other Rritish subjects
fate from the earliest days of the British connection with India_ Th.; begy with the p.omuse
made to _the inhabitans of the island of Bombay Ly Charles 11 They are elaborated i the most
soleig Waguag. in the proclamation of Oneen Victoria in 1858 which the Indian people ogard a
their Cilarter.  King Edward VII and King George V. in their messages to the Indian peo;1= on
their accession to the Throne, gave their faithfal promis= to abide by these pledges. These roval
prociamations arc not, perhaps, familiar to Englishmen but tney are household words 1
and to treat them as " scraps of paper,” o', in any way, to endeavour to evade their consequences
or equivocate with their ror ns would be regarded by Indians as a gross hetrayal of their nights

v India

In 1875 Lord Salisbury, as Secretary, ol State for India, smphasised the obligation of the Imperial
(cvernment to acr «rd the Indian su ts of H'is Majcsty equality of treatioent in the clearest terms,
when he declaied to the Coiviual Office fhat Indlan settlers must e " in all respects free mer. =it
privileges in no whit inferior to thow of any uther class of Her Majest s siby

s pomdeqt in th

Colanies
And tor Kenya Lians vaahty of treatment was addiicna'ly zuara: i the rerms “f the
baster granted to the Bricsh imperial East Africo Company, whirh sromised al <1ar, e Ll

8. Every dciiand that has been prit furward by the Lurupean scrtlers, as Las boey
involves a breach of these ladges and would placs the [ndian comi ity of Kone - o ot
inferior status. [o grant the whole would reduce thin to fin Lot tion of helots. permia
subjection to an oligarchy of white settler wh made . ret of thewr prey

bitter hostility to, Indians

ted atuve,
m o

ant

wher ag t and

The Quesiion f the Franchise.

7. There is, first, the question ot the F ranchise.  If Indiars are demed eyuai rights o the fra .
theis pesition becomes at once one of political infariurity  Political ¢ ualily <on only exut w
common franchise, ths tesl for which iy applied equally 1;&' impastially to all communities  The
suggestion of a communal franchise is quite rep it to thie prnciple of political equalitv [t has
been tried in India in circumstances quite m:‘m m}x ior reasons which do not apply to
conditions in Kenya. It is essentially undemocratic in principle and would inevitably tend to -
serve and aggravate racial differences and antagonisms

. Similarly, any which ensured to the minority of Europeans a permanent majorit
q&eMMﬂha} of the pledge of uahy,byphdug&rium;nx
settlérs in a privileged position of permaneni ination over the Indian community




Reservation of Highlands.

E
g
%

w the Highlands with others. The claim to
parts of the province is based on pure selfishness m
before in any paft of the Empire directly under the . and to
crdent of preferential treatment for one class of His Majesty’
first prmciples of equality of whiclf the I G
preserve  This exclusion of Indians from the Highlands places
even tomen Bntish E . Any lnrw European, even an ucung
to acquire land wn the Highlands from whi¢h Indians dre debarred.

sutrage upon the rights of British citizenship which Indians are supposed to enjoy

J

-
Segregation :

® Thirdly the proposal of the European settlers for the segregation of Indians is so much more
greatly a violation of those principles that it wouldsbe nconceivable that the Imperial Government

14 even assent toit, were it not that Lerd Milner two years qo‘utunvao-d its acceptance
dia. where Furopeans and Indians have lived side by side for nearly c{:ﬂ, such a proposal
fias never been heard o Indians have nothing to learn in matters of personal cleanliness and hygi
and sanitary habits from the West  They may prefer in Kenya, and mostly do, (o live apart
Faropeans but legally enforced segregation would be an insult which they would never tolerate
hey Claim the nght to hive where they will in the Colony and they look to the Imperial Government
to preserve and protect that nght

i

Restrictions on Immigration

10 Fourthly there is the tion to impose restrictions on the immigration of Indians iqlo
he tolony  This. again. would a definite and grave breach of the pledges of equal rights v’llh
ither subjects of His Majesty solemnly given to India by three successive Sovereigns. Indians
enjoyed unrestncted immigration into gut Africa before the white settlers came there. By what
right or reason can restriction be imposed now 7 There is no right, and the only reason for the sugges-
tion 1s the selfishness of the mmonty, who wish to enjoy the ly of place aund power in the

Colony to the exclusion of those who have played so great. if nmnmr part, in the establishment
of Kenva Coiony as the most fertile and promising of the later acquisitions to the British Empire

Indians the Pioneers in East Africa

11 Advocates of the claims put forward by the Furopean community in Kenya. speak and
write as though they were the old-established settlers, the early pioneers who have made the colony
what 1t s and one 15 left to suppose that the Indians are intruders pushing their way in ever-
increasing numbers into a country where they have no historical right of existence

The real facts are quite contragy to this  Indians went to East Africa h:f‘bem any European
ever appeared th mg before any Fu went to India. Thelr tions with the Ea:
Afnican coast go back for many centuries ;ndun trade with East Africa can

back to the fifteenth century It was the and influence of Indian merchants whick

the establishment of British influence and the acquisition of territory G?l Britain ible.
A host of authorities could be quoted to prove this assertion, from Sir irk, the first British
(onsul General in Zanuiby. who declared in his evidence betors fl'd-m-'n Comumitis St
but for the Indians, the British Government could not have and est: its influence
in those regions, to Mr. Winston Churchill, who in ** My African Journey "' says :

12. Nothing could be further from the truth than the tion

are seeking to establish for thmudvulmn‘lmoldaninmmﬁ(dn H artht::yiﬂm
Memands would bring about that result in the near or distant future. ask that
to be aliowed to live on terms of equality with other members of the community, wif t favour
or preference of any kind  Especially is it untrue and libellous to assert that they have &n

of or desire to, take over the trusteeship for the native races.

The Indian represcatatives have frou the beginning made clear o the Secretary of State for
the Colonies that they recognis¢ that the interests of the native races are the paramount concern
of the Imperial Covernment in Kenya, and they do not want in any way to intervene between the
Tuperial Government aud the native * e or ( interfere with, or have any piit in, native administra-
tion. 'hey have stated clearly and definitely that they think the control of native affairs should,
m any event be exciusively retained in the hands of the Crown

The In¢'»n Demand.

i8. Tobeir demand 1e that, if there is (0 he an electoral franchise for the legislative councii and
municipal bodies, it shall not be deated (o ther, but given to them on equal terms, whatever the
test may be, with Europeans Their objections to a communal franchise, which would give an
anfair preference to Eurupeans iave aiready beon siated  They do not consider, however, that it
is desirable, in present conditions, that thers should be an electoral legislature.  The circumstasices
render the existence of a franchise for the present undesirable, and their suggestion to the S
»f State from the beginning has been that Crown Colony Government should be rontinued for the
present with an Ad‘ma-ymiqﬂativ: Council, containing an official majoiity and nominatetl nom-
official members, representing equally the Indian and European communities. This is the only
cquitable way out of the difficulties created by the demand of the white seitlers, which would plsce
(he latter in a pasition of effective domination over uther communitise

It is not onij the Indians in Kenys who are concerned.  This aitack va their fellow countrymes
abroad has butiicd into the hedrts of the Indian peo who are watrhing the outcome with

of tense anxiety. Great will be the responsibility of th | wiose hands it rests to do justice to
the Indian subjects of the King-Empeior if they iail to snsur= the fulfilinent o iie sclerin obligations
of His Majesty to the Indian paople.

The Imyperial Governmeat's Oppariuniry.

15. The L ial G -"‘nnopponumty,lmnwhy:h:twno(m
of once hd%ﬁl“hl&nﬂ:hquﬂit,bmammnmmlu with
the claims of communities within the Empire, and honest fulfilment of 3
and it mww.lhpuﬂolnnyeamnunityhmypnnd!belimﬂn!o
secure fior itself a position of or prefe The Indian community of Kenya and the

of India await the issue with anxiety, but complete confidence in the justice of their cause.
Jook to the Imperial Government to protect and preserve their rights to the fullest extent.
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o,
| By the extension of the franchise if there is to be @ franchise, on equal

» By the refusal to impose any sort of dise ot Indians, which would
i w e hold or deal in land in any part of e Colony, on equal terms with

© 1 e recogmiton of the right of Indians to enter and leave the Colomy without

¢ 1 the uncompromising condemnation of the proposal for segregation of Indigns.

5 By the assertion of ¢he right of lmmwd-u'h&-ndb
given from the Throne, to be admitted to every brarich of the public service and to
+ prospects of pay and promotion, up to the highest offices, as Europeans

The Alternative

ey are learly entitled, and which the Imperial Government is
gation to uphold  Should it fail to fulfil that obligation, the. of

g¥s
Bif
i

b va and other Colonies would be left to believe that the Imperial Government was indifferent
(e promises made 1o them through the mouth of their Sovereign and coptemptuous of the results *
\ 1w raval of those promises  The effect would be nevitably to destroy theif confidence in the ~
‘ tath of Brtam and to break the strongest link which binds India to . If India
. jepend. to the fullest extent. on the good faith of the Lmpenial in fulfilling >
piecdge given from the Throne, and protecting without compromise the rights of Indians as
« - of the King Emperor her mnterest m the Imperial connection ceases to exist. For, on such
there i clearly no self respecting futare for India within the British Empise.

ase. S plainly and frankly as we have thought it right to do, with the
! rests upon us as the representatives of our community. We feel assured

that it will receive from you the fullest consideration
\e a
\ <t obedient servants
M A DESAI

A M JFEVANJEE

HOOSEINBHAL S, VIRJEE .
B S VARMA

YUSUF ALI A. K. JEEVAN JEE,
TAYAB ALI,

Kenya Indian Delegates. -

389, Strand,
London, W (. 2

July 18th, 1023, . TR )




extenson of the franchise, if there is 10 be u frafchise, on equal terms'to

+fusal to impose sort of disabilities on Indians, which would affect their
wikd o deal in land in any part of the Colony, on equal terms with Europeans.

reognition of the right of Indinis to enter and leave the Colony wilhout

ncompromising condemnation of the proposal for segregation of Indians.

By the assertion of #he right of Indians in accordance with the terms of the
gven from the Throne, to be admitted to every branch of the public service and to enjoy the
A rospects of pay and promotion, up to the highest offices, as Furopeans

The Alternative

ot accept any settlement which would impinge in any
arly entitled, and which the Imperial Government s

should 1t fail to fulfil that obligation, the people of India, and the Indians

olones would be left 1o believe that the Imperial Government was indifferent

through the mouth of their Sovereign and canlemptaous of the resuits

[he efiect would be inevitably to destroy their confidence in the

break the strongest link which binds India to the Empire. If India

illest extent. on the good faith of the Imperial Government in fulfilling the

Throne, and protecting without compromise the rights of Indians as equal

nperor her interest m the Impenal connection ceases to exist. Por, on such

wlf respecting futnre for India within the British Empire

ase, S plainly and frankly as we have thought it right to do, with the

t rests upon us as the representatives of our community We feel assured
you the fullest consideration

A DESA]
A M JEEVAN|F
HOOSEINBHAI
B S VARMA
YUSUF ALl A K JEEVAN]JEE,
TAYAB ALI

Kenya Indian Delegates

389, Strand,
London, W.C. 2

July 18th, 1023,




