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4{:?' - Mr. Bésﬁe

T shall be so much obliged if you will
4 .
read the enclosed letters and my draft and complete

=

the latter where I have left a particular point
unanswered: also if you will advise me whether you

think it is on the right lines.

M~

14. 3. 35.

I %ent for the pepers about this matter,
and these letters came back registered; . I do not know

if

wants them registered. E

the Secretary of State
have added a2 suggestion in the draft as to'what might
be said about the venue. The Attorney General's
report on the matter is the enclosure to No.21- on
23247, I entirely concur in the draft, subject to a
ouery as to whether it is quite safe to insert the
last seven words. There is, of course, the instance
of Mr. Cornell in the Powys case which has been
published, and no doubt there are-other instances
which could be unearthed if anyone was so disposed;

I know of one or two myself. On the other hand, I

am sure it is auite accurate to say that it is untrue,

"

#F to suggest that there is any habit.

l’-«: A ubl’ wOnusable

| Ltk b e o T
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FLOGGING OF KENYA NATIVE DELIVERY ¢
ENGLISHWOMAN RELFASED FROM PRISON
HALF OF SENTENCE SERVED

NAIROBI, THURSDAY.
MRS, HELEN SELWYN, THE ENGLISH WOMAN WHO yAS SENTENCED

§O 12 MONTHS IMPRISONM ENT LAST SEPTEMBER FOR THE MANSLAUGHTER OF

h MTIVE WHO WAS ALLEGED TO HAVE DIED FROM A FLOGGING, WAS
RELEASED FROM PRISON TODAY ON MEDICAL GROUNDS,

SHE IS RETURNING TO HER FARM IN THE KITALE DISTRICT.
RRACTICALLY THE WHOLE SIX MONTHS OF HER SENTENCE WHICH SHE HAS
NOW SERVED HAS BEEN PASSED IN HOSPITALS IN MOMBASA AND NAIROBI,
: ' REUTER,

90000000 000000000000000csc0ast00s0ssone

MRS, SELWYN IS THE wIDOW OF MAJOR GEOFFREY SELWYN,

ﬂ'“ WENT TO KENYA IN 1920 AND SETTLED ON A FARM NEAR KITALE,

DURING HER TRIAL IT WAS ALLEGED THAT LAST JUNE MRS, SELUYM
ARDERED THE FLOGGING OF A NATIVE ON HER FARM FOR A PETTY THEFT
4ND THAT SHE LOOKED ON WHILE IT UAS ADMINISTERED, HE DIED
;N HOSPITAL TWO WEEKS LATER.

; D/JA/WEG, 1104035,

-

ME

1



r i

T AN TG M 1k 81
wCEIAG MORT TRRARAIR wwm&n i3
SRV ER7 IMFTHIZ 10 JAK
5 W g . \
W AQERURT © ROS TAAs s ‘
PG 24 OM Al MR LIOAT BNT UYudE WRATH JPRM .

10 YT DAIBAM 2NT A0% ﬁﬁﬁ!ﬁ?‘ﬁ? o) YhE MR IRRHE EHTHEN . o1

S007 A4 MR QIR0 DVaN o1’ -:hu.n 24N _OHy 3V ITAR

L2EAU0SD S AT 6 N0 ¥ 4007 WOEIAY MORY RA3JAR

- G TOIETTo GJATIR ENT 4 MAY S3W OF GUINAUTIRTRE 342

S iz e T TGN AL Re PHTHON X2 T10HR ENT Y24 40150 AR

VIBPETRD ey L2 AQESN N1 20AT1A20H M) $3224Q WIIR ZAN QWA .

o SITIRA N
". . ) = “-vy = = '. -
ciersssessen veny .u.-u..n.o.n‘u.qn
; N R ST S L - ) ROLAM 10 103 T THT 2L UVWIGZ JER
LATDe A M1 oA up gaJTTTE 4 vee | wE AU 01 TNy
et et Toar TAMT 0F03MdA ZAY Ti GATRY RN R7RE B
TITET YT EIY o 90 MIAY MW 40 TVITA & N0 vl [aU6L T SHT GENARED
i oIt taLA PAU 11 A3TRG WD GINOAS TN TARE @14
LETAl 293 OMT  JATIMROM iy

JEebetl  LOHUNALN

g B




——— PosT OFFICE &

s. d.
——i|  If there Is doubt about the

telegram ring “Telegram
delivey

This form, and if possible the ejvelope

49 11.9 WINCHESTER-T 11
¥HE INVORMATION OVERLEAY WILL INTEREST YOU.

SECRETARY COLONIAL ORRICE LONDON =

FURTHER NEWS RECEIVED TODAY CANCEL LETTER = SELWYN -+




YOU CAN DICTATE THEM BY TELEPHONE

P &

NIGHT TELEGRAPH LETTER(S

are a cheap and rapid means of sending
A message when the last mail has gone

36 words for |s,

e

i




~. ﬁﬁév
o =

THE DEANERY,
WINCHESTER.

9th April, 1935

The Secretary
to The Colonial Office
I.ondon, S.W.l

Dear Sir,

I have heard recently that my sister-in-law, MNrs
Selwyn, who has been in prison at Mombasa since October last
has lately been moved frem there to Nairobi; and T am writin
to ask whether you could tell me the reason of this.
At Mombasa she was getting on well after & severe operation
which she had in the autumn, and her spirits seemed to be
also being gradually restorsd after the véry severe trial
she had been through. There had also been some relaxation
of the rules in the matter of letters, and she lad been
allowed to receive four instead of one a month and had
always been allowed to receive business letters.

I have now received & letter from a lady at Nairobi
who has visited NMrs Selwyn whesi-ske was in the hospital fag,
and she says that she is feeling the change back to the high
altitude after being at sea-level; and my correspondent's
letter proceeds - " The Prison Superintendent at Nairobi
seems much more strict and less kindiy disposed,and T am
afradd if she 1s transferred to the Prison here she will be
treated with a good deal less consideration than she was at
Mombasa ..v.vvviiennnnan.. ++esse... These are a few instance
of the difference between the prison here and Mombasa -~
her business letters are being counted as ordinary letters
and not as extras as before, in the prison they want her to
wear prison clothes, which she did not have to do at Mombasa
and to do the prison sewing instead of her own; also the
quarters are very restricted and depressing after the ones
at Mombasa."

My correspondent adds that she has just heard from
the Prlson Authorities that she may not pay another visit
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THE DEANERY,
WINCHESTER.

9th April,1935

The Secretary
to The Colonial Office.
London, S.W.lL

Dear Sir,

I have heard recently that my sister-in-law, lirs
Selwyn, who has been in prison at Mombasa since October last,
has lately been moved from there to Nairobi; and I am writing
to ask whether you could tell me the reason of this.
At Mombasa she was getting on well after a severe operstion
which she had in the autumn, and her spirits seemed to be
also being gradually restored after the very severe trial
she had been through. There had also been some relaxation
of the rules in the matter of letters, and she ld been
allowed to receive four instead of one a month and had
always been allowed to receive business letters.

I have now received a letter from a lady at Wairobi
who has visited Mrs Selwyn whett-sbe was in the hospital/ﬁu@
and she says that she is feeling the change back to the high
altitude after being at sea-level; and my correspondent's
letter proceeds - " The Prison Superintendent at Nairobi
seems much more strict and less kindiy disposed,and I am
afrdid if she is transferred to the Prison here she will be
treated with a good deal less consideration than she was at
Mombasa ...... O 6 & B SRS ¥ 8§ R b These are a few instances
of the difference between the prison here and Mombasa -
her business letters are beilng counted as ordinary letters
and not as extras as before, in the prison they want her to
wear prison clothes, which she did not have to do at lMombase
and to do the prison sewing instead of her own; also the
querters are very restricted and depressing after the ones
at Mombasa." ‘

My correspondent adds that she has just heard from
the Prison Authorities that she may not pay another visit



to Mrs Selwyn for a month.

T may say that whilst she 18 in hospital the Hospital
Authorities are showing Mrs Selwyn every care and considera
ion, as I should have expected; but I should be glad to kno
what the reason is for this change of method in her
treatement by the Prison Authorities.. Mrs Selwyn had not,
I think, given any cause for offence to the Prison
Authorities at Mombasa and’ she had got stronger there,both
physically and mentally, it is difficult to understand g
why she should have been transferred to conditions so much
less satisfactory.

Yours faithfully, X

> -
2. CL Deewy &
q 7 'Dean.




to NMrs Selwyn for a month.

I may say that whilst she is in hospital the Hospital
Authorities are showing Mrs Selwyn every care and considera
ion, as I should have expected; but I should be glad to kno
what the reason is for this change of method in her
treatement by the Prison Authoritles. Mrs Selwyn had not,
I think, given any cause for offence to the Prison
Authorities at Mombasa andjshe had got stromger there,both
physically and mentally, it is difficult to understand
why she should have been transferred to conditions so much
less satisfactory.

*Yours faithfully,
o

- 9
2. 7. Sy s,
; Dean.




~For the Secrdtary of State's signature

1§ March 1935.

our letter is
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I entirely agree. The question of whether
a prosecution should be brought and what

; A

charge snould‘?referfed is entirely a
matter for the Law Officer of the Crown
écting in that capacity; and the rule
that it would be most improper for the
sxecutive to interfere is_as absolute

in the Colonies as it is in this country.

The Dean, also charges the Attorney-
ieneral with having conducted ﬁhe prosecution
infairly. If that were trueit would have
Jeen the duty of the judge to interveneg and I
‘eel bound to add this ¢ the traditional
ractice of the Englisn lev us regards the
.ines on wnich prosecution should be con-
lucted a&e, I believe, scrupulously followed
y Law Officers in the Colonies. They are
en trained in tie tradition of the British

ar; not less jealous of that tradition

@n members of the Bar at home, and 1 think

‘*\‘_\

9

it is a most unfair reflection on both -

Bench and Bareto suggest that any other

rule obtains.

Lastly there is the suggestion

that
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THE DEANERY,
W INCHESTER.
gth March, 1935.

Dear Godfrey,
1 promised to answer your full and careful letter

about my sister-in-law's case in Kenya. I think I had better
begin at onece by saying that 1 have never in any way
disguised the fact that what she did wes a crime, 2nd that
some doubt exists &s to whether the natives who were beaten
were puilty of the stealing with which they were charged.
The evidence was that of her own natives who had tracked
then down to their hutments on & neighbouring farm; but
clearly they may have been either mistaken or yindictive.
Her action was no doubt unjudicial end decided upon when she
had lost her temper.

But when that is admitted, I still contend that
there has been a real niscarriasge of justice. 1 have lately
had a letter dated Februery §th from a very well known
settler in Kenye who practised for meny years at the Kenya
Bar, an@ﬂWho has teken & great interest in this case, owing
to having been 2 pupil of ny father's. He writes - " The
Attorney General 1 am told fought the case almost savagely,

and I believe he was out to justify, so far as he could, his

action in bringing a charge of murder. It was from the first
a seandalous charge on the facts - you will have seen that
the Judge dismissed it in & few words - and it was from this
jnitial blunder (if one can use SO mild a term) that all the

(Aﬁgjgetiacs of the case spraeng - Mrs.3elwyn's detention

without beil, your brother's death, the publicity and, above

8ll, the stigme which must attach under such & cherge whether
- justified
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justified by the facts or not." On this I coument as follows: -
1. The charge of murder.

The Judge dismissed this in 2 sentence and there was never any
foundation for it. !y correspondents are unanii.ous in saying
thet they believe the charse woulc never have baen brousht, if
it had not been for the fact that at thet time five nectives
were on trial for the murder of en Znglish settler and the
outraging of his wife.

2. This fact is further borne out by the determination of the
Attorney General to stase Mrs.selwyn'e triel in HNairobi
despited two medical affidavite (includin~ one frow the
Medicel Officer of the district) statins thet her rewmovsl to
Neirobi - a long journey over two escarpments - would be
dangerous to her life in her then very precariou: ctate of
health. In En;glend medical affidavits of this kina would
determine the matter, quite apart from the fact that it iz an
ordinary principle of law that crimes shoulr be,erlt with

in the areez in vhich they are comuitted. But the Attorney
General's attempts to remove the.trial to lNeirobi (which

were happily foiled) cost the defence twenty guineas in

legel processes, not to speak of my heving to go from
Northumberlend to the Colonisl Office to see what could be done.
3. The Attorney General's conduct of the case was, 1 think,
wholly inconsistent with the temure of & hivh office under

the Crown. liot only wac hie cross-excwination brutel, but he
emphasised & number of picturesque features for which there
was no kind of evidence and which were dismic-ea by the

Judge in the summing-up in & sentence or two.

4. The yérdict was, I think, & po:sible one: &t eny rete
one cen well understand thet a jury would not wich to put the
blame upon the insanitary conditions of ¢ nctive hospital

which
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whieh had already been scheduled for replacement by fovern-
nent. But the Judge's sentence seems to me to have completely
disregerd the jury's recommendation to mercy, and several

of them expressed very stronc opinions about it afterwards.
Ylhen one considers that & prominent ¥nglish sportsmen found
puilty of a quite inexcusable menclauphter on the road is
sentenced to only nine months one realices that & sentenee of
a year for my sister-in-law ic somewhet out of uroportion.

5. You speak of HMrs.Jelwyn's offence e "serious,deliberate
ana ageravated by the fact thet she hended over the natives
to the police, keeping them meanvhile ac orivoners”. 1 will
take these points seriatim:

"Serious" The chastisement of natives is so widely spread

in Kenya among both officiel and non-official white residents
thet it has got to¢ be considersc when the "seriousness' of
the offence is spoken of, It is far more anslosous to the
chastisement of children in this country than to the assault
ﬁpon an adult, end there are reasons for this. 1t is no doubt
a serious thing that people should in any kind of social
condition take the law into their own hends; but in Kenya
the paucity of police and the slownesc of lesel processes
make it alumost inevitable. It is quite customery for a native
to be given the choice between bein~ chastited or being
arrested, und for him to choose the former punishment. There
is also en objective reuson for it, es zn arrest means that a
native who is in no real sense & criminel may be herded in
pricon with those who are. lhis custom (the word, 1 think

is not too strong) of corporal punishment in Kenya lays of
course & moreSerious responsibility upon the individual
settler, and makes it the more important that their actions
should be judicial.

But
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_ But this brings me to your second term “deliberate";

and 1 do-not think thet the word can properly be used ofran

e agction taken in a sudden fit of temper. ~For five months
previously my \sister-in-lew had been in constent pein and
needing an operation but prevented from having it by the fact
that she could not leave her disabled husband and her fgrm.
She was living at an altitude of over 5,000 feet - at which
everyone tells me that nervous tension is glmost always acuate.
She had had considerable experience of ur&ing and failing to
get redress for native offences through ordinery channels,

r And she had reason to suppose that ‘there vwas some treachery
even on her own fam. "4 failure of coplness end deliberation
in these circumstances constitutes to my mind something that
ealls for a mild rather then a severe punishment. :

iy sister-in-law sent for the police at"Kitale to
come tovarrest the natives, not for the offence of stealing
for which she had had them beaten, but for being outside their
own native reserve without registration certificetes. I think
that her action was ill-judged, because I belie&a that if she
had not had the natives arrested none would have died and
nothing would heve been heard of it. But I think that her
action in itself was right, beceuse obviously if natives can
go outside their reserve without certificates, with the -
connivance of a neighbouring settler, the meintenance of order
becomes exceedingly problemetical. You seem to think it an

offence that the natives were meenwhile kept ae prisoners. But

what is a settler to do? The natives' power of evading justic
is almost unrivelled. Some natives go to the length of
deliberately greasing their skin so that if they are caught

in the very aet of some offence end tied wp while the police

are being fetehed they can extricate themselves from their

bonds




bonds and escape. A few years ago my sister-iq-law herself .
hed“an experience of this kind. You say that “the view ;
that the natives of a British Colony cannot in prectice be
trested as having the same personal rights of Englishmen is
contrary to fhe view taken by our laws end to the settled
policy of the British Empire". Theoretically this (is true:
but the theory seems to me responsifle tor & ood deal of the
trbuble which exists in & country like Kenya. Bver since
reading liorman Leys' book on Kenye 1 heave felt that we were
not really facing the facts. Larse numbers of natives are
far more like children than like adults, and should be dealt
with by a different kind of aduninistretive and legal pro-
cedure from what obtains in Englend. 1 think that e great
deal could be dome by the appointment of trevelling
inspectors accompanied by one or two police of ficers vho
would regulerly visit the ferms in each district, advise the
settlers and dispense justice on the spot. Iy brother had
been out in Kenya for thirteen years end only twice during
'that period had he been visited by the police, thoufh he had
often 2sked them to come. The reason no doubt for the
inadequate police supervision and protection is lurgely
expense. But 1 teke it that an efficient system adapted to
the real fects and needs of the Colony would save a 7ood
deal of the money now spent on expensive lepal esteblichments
at Nairobi. I wae much interested to read & few months
aso what had happened in Australie when the Government of one
of the States had discovered that the attempt to aosply
ordinary law to the aborigines had completely broken down,
and that if justice was to be done they must devise some
quite new system of administration for the purpose.

iith regard to my brother the position was that his
wife sent him to follow her own natives in tracking down
the others. This he did and was present at the arrest but,
owing to his limp he did mot arrive back at the farm until

the
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the beating was well advenced, and as soon as he arrived
lrs.Selwyn asked him to go and look for one of the native's
donkeys which had strayed. He was really a very helpless
man, and 1 doubt whether, even if he had wished to stop the
beating during the moment he was there, he could have done
so. I understand that these facts were pointed out to the
police at the time, but none the less he was arrested for
murder. [ doubt whether he had any more complicitly for
what was done than the fact of being there. 1 heve
petitioned the Govermment of Kenya for some compensation to
his estate for the undeserved stigme cust upon his neme and
his children's: but, as I expected, this has been of no
avail. .

If this seems to be rather a contfoversial‘letter,
you will, | know, underctend that i have had to be as brief
as I could; and 1 do very much appreciate the trouble
you have taken to go into che details of the case. 1t was
nice to see you both - but much too short z glimpse.

Yours, ste.,

(3gd.) Gordon Selwyn.
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14, Chelsea Court,
Embankment, S.W.3.,
8th March, 1935,/

»

Dear Gordon,

Thank you very much for lending me the papers which
I return under another cover. I have read them carefully.
I disagree seriously with what you said to me about. the case.
So I write you a note of my considered opinion in case you.
may care to read it before we meet next.

Do not think that I am lacking in sympathy. Your
poor brother was and his widow 1s a person for whose position
everybody must feel a certain compassion. You too have had
a terrible cause of grief. I have tried and sentenced a good
many offenders by now - (not of course in cases so grave as
murder or manslaughter). This by no means makes one callous
in one's feelings towards one's fellows who have been led into
crime. I have often enough had to talk in court to the
relations - .generally poor and ignorant people - of men to be
sentenced, and have had occasion to admire the natural way
in .ch they combine continued affection and loyalty towards
the ‘ender with menifest horror at his offence, and their
manifestly honest sorrow - not that he is being punished but
that he has behaved badly. K

Of the facts in this case some are fully admitted:=

Mrs. Geoffrey Selwyn ordered and superintended the
administration by her servants to certain natives of what her .
counsel described as "a severe beating." As to this it is
wholly immaterial that the severity was exaggerated by some
witnesses whose exaggeration was forcibly pointed out to the

Jury by the Judge.

The beating was in consequence of a theft which had
been committed, but it does not appear from these reports that
at the time of the beating there was any certainty that all,
if any, of the persons beaten had been the thieves. (Indeed,
assuming the accuracy of one passage in the reports, it does
appear to have been ascertained later that some of them were
innocent, though I am far from assuming that it is accurate.)

o | E
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, However this may be, the astonishing fact is
o uncontested that the beating was followed as soon as possible ,
irj‘,téi/ by handing over the same natives to the police for some xK

W offence, and that in Wtw were kept as prisoners.
B 20l et 1y ye=s Kaph x2 )
s wt/./u»«'t‘ Thus Mrs. Selwyn was evidently gullty of an offence -

A, ,,ftﬂ, against the law which was serious, deliberats, and aggravated
/V‘ ~"“1=— fi by the fact just mentioned. v

%/'/W
plikon ;” As to Major Selwyn it 1s, I understand, admitted that
s [ he took an active part in capturing the men who were beaten,
Zt - was present at some part of the beating, and took some part
- in the proceedings which followed. Unhappily he did not live
- [J«@%) to be prosecuted or defended, but evidently there was a

}\/Vrm,ﬂ_ prima facle case for regarding him as a participator in the
. LJC) transaction taken as a whole.

a4 74 ' Whether the offence of which Mrs. Selwyn was guilty
amounted, in view of the subsequent death of one of the
persons beaten, to manslaughter is & question on which there
was a conflict of evidence. It is not at all safe, as a rule,
for someone who has not himself heard or seen the witnesses,

to form a confident opinion of his own from a newspaper report
of their evidence. But on reading it he can ask himself
whether it suggests to him any doubt of the conclusion to which
the Jury,with whom in this case the Judge evidently agreed,
came.

In this case it certainly suggests to me no such doubt ;
- quite the contrary.

2
The question was evidently thr)shed out very fully.
The Judge's summing up was conspicuously fair and able.

The Jury was & white Jury whose prejudice, if any, would
certainly not be against the accused.

Thus it seems to me scarcely rational, for anybody who
has read the material which you put into my hands, to doubt that
this poor lady was rightly convicted of menslaughter. - I would
observe here that such as I remember of the points which you
mentioned to me in favour of the defence related to allegations
or suggestions which had indeed been made in the course of the
prosecution (or in the cross-examination of Mrs. Selwyn) but
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which formed no part whatever of the substantial case against
her as put to the Jury by the Judge.

Returning for a moment to the evidence so far as its
effect can be gathered from the newspapers:- It would be
surprising to me if twelve at all vigorous strokes with the
sort of instrument described had not produced some scratches
or breaking of the skin which would suffice to make septic
infection possible. The fact that the native who died and
some others who were beaten were in such a condition that on
the second day after arrival in prison they were taken into
hospital, where those who survived remained long after, is
an extremely weighty fact. The evidence of the lady who saw
the corpse afterwards is not impressive as it reads in the
newspapers. - Thus, I think, if_one had to come to a
conclusion from the evidence in the papers, it would be the
conclusion to which in fact the Judge and Jury came. - I
notice that you, who seem to think otherwise, dwelt upon-the.
evidence which was rebutted as to manifestly bleeding wounds
which had to be washed; but it i1s quite evident that the
Judge and Jury were not influenced at all by any such untrue
evidence. ‘

In regard to the sentence, the Judge's remarks in -
passing 1t seem to me right. One may be ever so sorry for
a woman who has been living for years in a situation which was
very unsuitable for a woman (a delicate women I gather) with
an invelid husband and a child, but the offence was of a grave
kind, and in-the whole manner and circumstances of the offence,
as the defence admitted them to be, there was certainly
nothing whatever to set the offence in an amiable light.
To me, and I think to most people who have had to consider
sentences for crime, a lighter sentence in this case would
have seemed a scandal, - a thing of which the public influence
would have been bad. %

Such being the only view I can, after giving it very
careful and anxious consideration, form of the case, I deplore
some things which you have said, for no words from a man of
your personal and official distinction, on a matter which comes
%o nearly home to him, can be treated lightly.

It is a very grave error of judgment and of heart to
think that there is either love or loyalty in representing the
wrongdoing of a friend, however dear, as other than it is.
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I appreciate that, as you said, it is hard for you
to look at the matter Jjudicially (though charity should make
it easier after a while), - you appear to have found it
impossible. Can you not recognize this, and, st the least,
refrain from rash and untrue judgments on others?

You said there had been a seriousAmiscarriage of 3
Justice.. This 1s a view which a cool reader of the case (as
it 1s put before in the papers you sent me) would think
absurd., ’

You said to me that in br1n51n§ the prosecution the
Government were actuated by "politics. This is a monstrous
charge to put about. It would have been a great abuse and
dereliction of duty if the Government had not prosecuted, |- .
(whether the Attorney General in nhis speeches ever went, as
you say, beyond the duty of a prosecuting advocate is an ,
altogether minor question, for, even assuming that he did, it
clearly did not affect the result). X

If, as you believe, similar offences are common, | and
if, as 1s plain, the temptation to them is often strong,
this is only a further reason why the Government should (
prosecute wherever there is a good chance of obtaining ‘a,
oonviotim,(nt least in any case that 1is at all serious ;-
for some assaults may of course be quite trivial,)and a
reason why the Judge in passing sentence must on no account
fall to make the punishment exemplary enough.

rights as Englishmen. It orops up repeatedly from time to
time among English residents gverseas, and finds only too ready
an echo in drawing-room and, I daresay, barrack-room talk at
But it 1s contrary to the view taken by our laws., It

1s moreover contrary to the long settled policy of the British
Empire and the principles to which the ‘great administrators
who have made the Empire have been passionately devoted.-
Onvnu‘ for example, deliberately put in great peril his own

st ambitions for the sake of upholding those principles

Christ to be at least as firm about this as men like Curzon or -
Cromer.



You complain that your brother was arrested. The
crime was a grave one as 1t proved at the trial, and,
as originally put before the police by the witnesses who
were shown at the trial to have exaggerated, it was even
greater than it proved; the police had before them nothing
less than a prima facle case of murder, and, as against your
brother, a prima facle case of belng accessory thereto.
What else could they have done? You dwell upon the great
shock to him, Now, most obviously his wife who was the 3
principal had to be arrested. Would the shock of this to
him have been lessened by his being left at liberty himself
instead of being also arrested? That, as i1t seems to me,
would be a suggestion altogether dishonouring to your brother's
memory. = Your remark in your printed circular for your
friends, that "he had no authority to stop it" (i.e. the
beatings is a strange remark. Any man (let alone a husband)
who 1s present at the commission of an act of unlawful violence
has authority in law and has a moral duty to interfere and to
protest to the very utmost of his power, even though his actual
power may be inadequate for the purpose.

Lastly you said to me that if they intend to put down
such offences the Government should begin by weeding out a
number of their own officers who committed such offences.
Now unless you possess information which justifies such &
remark, you must see that it would be a very wrong and harmful
remark to make again. But, if you have such information of
a trustworthy kind which would make action or enquiry by the
Government possible, what then? I think strongly that in
that case, in your position of great influence and with your
manifest interest in the whole question, it is your duty to put
your informatlon before the Secretary of State and to press for
action on his part. If you do this, and if the information
seems to me at all as good as 1t does to you, you have at your
disposal my, possibly considerable, services in backing up your
demand for action or thorough enquiry by the Secretary of State.

Forgive my speaking plainly. I really feel deeply for
you in what must be a terrible trial, but I do not understand
the sort of friendship which would make a man who cares for you
speak less plainly,

Yours ever,



