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. Mat both Durbars ~

1

9

to suggest that both Durbars might I mov ed to reconsider the Regulations, so
far as they affect their own Christia1 subjects and other Christians not being

subjects of Her Majesty, and follosw the procedure adopted in Mysore. The
attention of the Durbars might at the same time be drawn to the provisions

of Act IT of 1891. This, however, is a questic 1 of purely internal administra-
tion, in which the Governor-Generzl in Counc.' has no desire to interfere.

T have the honour to be,
SiR,

Your most obedient Servant,

(84) W. J. CUNINGHAM,

Olfy. Secretary to the Government of India.

Ne. S36-1.

f the forecoing® cor-
% Trom the Government of Fort St. George, No. 404 (Public R.), A copy 0 't e [y .I g® cor
dated the 27th March 1890, and enelosures. respondence 1s forwarded to the

To the Govermuent of Fort St. George, No. 835.1, dated the Home Department for inform-
21st February 1891 ation

‘ By order, &ec.,
ForEIGN DEPARTMENT;
2

Fovt @illiam,
The 21st February 1591, Ofy. Under-Secy. to the Governinent of India.

(Sd.) G. R. IRWIN,

Esd.—P. K. B.

PR e

Goveruwent of India Centra ’riutivy Otlice,—~No, 513 F, Di—23:2-91.~56.



No. 833-I.

FroMm
Tus SECRETARY 10 T8 GOVERNMENT or INDLY,

To
Tue CHIEF SECRETARY To TuE GOVERNMENT or FORT St. GEORGE.

Torr WriLriy, the 21st Fehrnary 1591.

Forriey DEPT. SIR,

I am dirccted to refer you to the corre\spondcncc f?ndin’_;‘ with y()u}: krtt‘er
No. 404 (I’ublic R.), dated thg 97th Marel 1890, t(? the b(}(‘tl‘(?lil.l‘y 1‘0 tl'lf‘ (.mmn‘-‘

¢ India in the Home Department  regavding leaislation in vl 1::1\'{111(7:‘«_)'1(‘
mulltc(;chin ‘1 connection with the Indian Christian Marrinze Act, NV ol 1872
and C

9. There arc two matters In conncetion with these Regulations which
require consideration. | |
3. In the first place, the Govornmgnt f)i India tl‘nn.k .1L 1\(\(-(\s<m'y tolpmn{,
{ that Act XV of 1872 applies proprio dgore Lo Christinn ahjects of | or
A ‘osty in Native gtates, and cannot thecfore he direetly alfeeted, so faras
N,[H‘JCS‘ y] l-ects ‘arc concerned, by any law passed by the Legishuture ol o Native
SS‘E?C.SH Rny marriage colehrated in a Native State othor\\'i,\‘(z than in. aceordance
with scetion & of the Act betwcon. persors, one or .lmth ().l whom is, o e
Christian subject, or Christian SL'I‘)'\(Ect‘s, 0 'j[”. Majesty, 1?’.‘““1(‘1‘ .S(‘('l,um‘ Vol
the Act, void from the point of view of B'rmp Liu\', _and British sup’]m'ts oflend-
ine against the requirements of the Act it Native States ave punishable ander
S On‘ll provisions. The more effectual bservanee of a British law, so faras
;iszll[):;)l;cs to a Native State, is not ensurcd by the enactment of a (7‘)\'1'(‘3])()11('“11£_‘;
1&\& in that State; and the enactment ol siehalaw in aomodified or n“m'(‘_d fornt
(as in the present ease) May 01’5011.1'0 ﬂt‘, law really in foree, :\11(1}11\'01\'(;
serious mis:q')prehonsion and hardship.  Tnder these cireumstanees, 1 am o
request that the Regulations should be so mended as to show that they do not
apply to 2 Christian subject of ey Majesty.

4. In the second place it appears to the Government of India d(:siir_:ﬂ)h?
that the law regulating Christian ll\(ll‘l‘lf‘lg‘(:‘sﬁh()uld,‘ as far as.p(')smlhlc, be 1.1111101'1‘\1
throughout India.  In Mysore the Chyistim %\1:11'1-1:1‘.,“(3 A(jt is in foree, with (m‘ y
yuch modifications as are neecessary to adaps it to local C“'CU“\Slillm.'(‘,s, m.\d hds,l
it is belicved, been found in practice to vork well. 1 am therefore direeted

;
|

4

N

to suggest that both Lurbars might Leroved to reconsider the Regulations, so
far as they affect their own Christian dhjects and other Christians not being
subjects of Her Majesty, and follow e procedure adopted in Mysore. The
attention of the Durbars might at tho%ame time be drawn to the provisions
of Act II of 1891. This, however, is ajuestion of purely internal administra-
tion, in which the Governor-General ¢ Council has no desire to interfere.

{ have the honour to be,
Sir,

Y our most obedient Servant,

(8d.) W. J. CUNINGIIAM,

O/ y.8ecretary to the Gocernmeint of India.

e
No. s%-I.
. 1 1 * 9
* Prom the Government of Fort St. Georee, No. 104 (Put l'rﬁR-), A (,opy Of th(} fOlGQ‘)m%“ COY-
dated the 27th Mareh 1890, and enelosures. i

respondence is forwarded to the

To the Government of Fort St. George, No. 885.1. d.¢4 the - \ \ aor 1mfor

91st Febiuary 1891 ¢ 8331, qud the - Jome Department tor inform-
ation.

By order, &c.,

FoRrEIGN DEPARTMENT;

FHovt @hilliam, (8¢)  G. R IRWIN,

The 21st Febiuary 1891, Offy. Uider-Secy. to the Governinent of India.

Lxd.—P. K. B.

Governwent of India Central Printing Ofict,—No, 813 F, D.—23-2-91.~55.
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No;35-1.
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l
From
Tue SECRETARY 7o tE GOVANMENT or INDIA, :
To

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY o p# GOVERNMENT or FORT Sr. GEORGE.

Forrt WiLLiay, the 21st February 1891,

ForrieyN DErT. SIR,

T am directed to refer you to cerrespondence ending with your letter
No. 404 (Public R.), dated the 27th prch 1890, to the Sceretary to the Govern-
ment of India in the Home Depm..;cnt, regavding legislation in Travancore
and Cochin in connection with the Jdian Christinn Marriage Act, XV of 1872.

9. There are two matters ip @unection with these Regulations which

require consideration.

3. In the first place, the Govoeppent of India think it necessary to point
out that Act XV of 1872 applics 0 ¢/gore to Clristian subjects of Tler
Majesty in Native States, and canrd therefore he diveetly allected, so far as
such subjects are concerned, by anviWY prssed by the Legislature of a Native
State. Any marriage celebrated in‘u,\vflii\'c State otherwise than in accordance
with scction 5 of the Act between YSONS, 0ne or hoth of whom is, or are, a
Christian subject, or Christian subiﬁfs, of Her Majesty, is, under scetion 1 of
the Act, void from the point of \'im;'of British law, and Brifish subjeets offend-
ing ﬂg{linst the l'C(lllil’cmentS of the Act in Native States ave 1)unishublo under
its penal provisions.  The more effectunl chservance of a British law, so ,t-m.. as
it applics to a Native State, is not cpstred by the epactment of a corresponding
a moditied or altered form
in forec, and involve
I am to

law in that State ; and the enactimento! such alaw in
(as in the present case) may ohseure the law really
serious misapprehiension and hardship.  Under these circumstances,
request that the Regulations should be so amended as to show that they do not
apply to a Christian subject of Her Majesty.

nment of India desirable

4. In the sceond place it appears to the Gover r
as possible, be uniform

that the law regulating Christian martiages should, as far o . 1
throughout India. In Mysore the Christian Marriage Act is in fovoe, with oln y
such modifications as are neeessary to adapt it to local circumstanees, 31‘1(‘1\ ltd,bi
it is believed, been found in practice to work well. T am theretore direete

e

to suggest that both Turbars might hinoved to reconsider the Regulations, o
far as they affect their own Christinpfibjects and other Christians not beinu
subjeets of Iler Majesty, and followhhe procedure adopted in Mysore.  The
attention of the Durbars might at Iy same time be drawn to the provisions
of Act IT of 1891. This, however, isi question of purely internal administra-

tion, in which the Governor-Genera)in Council has no desire to interfere.

(I have the honour to he,
Sir,

Your most obedient Servant,

(8d.) W. J. CUNINGHAM,

J .
Oijy.Secretary to the Gorernment of India,
|

No. [$6-1.
) T 1 ety 1 ¥ -
# Prom the Government ol Fort St. Georae, No. 104 (P {gfic R.), A copy of th(} ['OIC,(_"‘OlI]g‘ cor
dated the 27th Mareh 1800, and enclosures. respondence 1s forwarded to the

To the Government of Fort St. George, No. 835-1, djl the o N ) P
91et Fuebruary 1891, . Home Department for intorm-
ation.

By ovder, &e.,

e~ ¥

FOoREIGN DEPARTMENT;

20 Y YXT
Sort @illiam, (8¢) G L. IRWIN,

The 21st Tebruary 1591, 0fy. (ler-Seey. to the Goverainent of India.
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From

Tue SECRETARY 1o tue GOVEm\'MENT or INDLY,

To

Tue CHIETF SECRETARY 10 T

(3OVERNMENT orF FORT Sr. GEORGE.

feorT WILLIAM, the 21st February 1891,

onrcy Durr. SIR,

I am directed to refer vou to the

¢
Y

'1] .
“‘correspondence ending with your letter

No. 404 (Public R.), dated the 27th aeteh 1590, to the Seeretary to the Govern-

ment of India in the Ilome Departme
. N !
and Cochin in connection with the Tndi

m
2. There arc two matters

3. In the {irst place, the G()\‘(‘rnlp:;
out that Act XV of 1872 applies ﬁ‘rO]u-L
)

18

Majesty in Native States, and eanno:
such subjects are concerned, hy any 1; E
State. Any marriage cclcl)rat(td inv‘ ‘*‘.i
with scetion 5 of the Act betrwe(’ntl }
Christian subject, or Christian sudb‘plL ¢
the Act, void {from the point of \1(\: ;
i.ng against the requirements of tl;(\ (‘
its penal provisions.  The more cﬂ'& :' '
it applics to a Native State, is not 01(1:

0 Ay

law in that State ;
: ﬂt 1te 5 and the enactmentK
(as in the present case) may ohsen

serious misappreliensic '
Pl sion and hardsh© tql‘

te‘

i, regarding Jegislation in Travancore
A Christian Marriage Act, XV of 1872.
H

: ‘ in ¢ tiguection with these Regulations which,
require consideration. ev
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mt of India think 1t necessary to point
o vigore to Christian subjects of 1ler

Shercfore be diveetly affected, 0 far as
Y passed by the Legislature of 2 Native
:mvc State otherwise than in accordance

gsons, one or hoth of whom is, or arc, &

g of 1er Majesty, is, under seetion 1 of

jBritish law, and British subjects offend-
¢ in Native States arc punishable under
?;\1 ohservance of a British law, so Taras
ged by the enactment of a corresponding
{ suchalaw in a modified or altered form
¢ the law x wally in foree, and involve
Under thesec circumstances, I am to

request that th'e 1.{(\.gulutions should B¢ &80 amended as to show that they do not
apply to a Christian subject of Iler ytiaggesty.
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4. In the second place it appea P o the Government of India desirable

that the law regulating Christian mare
throughout India. In Mysore the cht
such modifications as arc necessary to?
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it is believed, been found in ]n-acticuf
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5. Tn the first place, the Gover
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| ' ing against the requirements of the

! its penal provisions.

‘“ it applics to a Native State, is not ensured by
Jaw in that State ; and the cnactment of such o law in a modified or altered form
aw really
these circumstances, T am to

serious misa

4. Tn the second place it appe

that the law rtrgulating Christian maryiages s
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Any marriage celebrated in a N

The more effec
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No. 835-L

S 18 s SKCRETARY 7o 15 GOVERNMENT 0F INDIA,

i '_ Tine CHIEF SECRETARY o THE GOVERNMENT or TORT St GEORGEL.

Fort WILLIAM, the 21st February 1S91.

I am directed to refer you to the correspondence cnding with your letter
No. 404 (Public RR.), dated the 27th A arch 1890, to the Secretary to the Governe
t of India in the Uome Department, regarding legislation In Travancore
and Cochin In connection with the 1v dian Christian Marriage Act, XV of 1872,

in connection with these chulations which

ament of India think it necessary to point
oprio vigore to Christian subjects of Her

Majesty in Native States, and cannot thercfore

he dirvectly affeeted, so far as

Jaw passed by the Legislature of a Native

with seetion d of the Act between persons, on
. 1’ ’ Christian subject, or Christian subjects, of Her
the Act, void from the point of view of British law,

ative State otherwise than in accordance
¢ or both of whom is, or arc, a
Majesty, is, under seetion 1 of

and British subjects offend-

Act in Native States arc punishable under
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T am therefore direeted
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\

to suggest that both Turbars micht he mov ed to reconsider the Regulations, so
far as they afleet their own Christian subjects and other Christians not heing
subjects of Her Majesty, and follow tiic procedure adopted in Mysore. The
attention of the Durbars might at the same time be drawn to the provisions
of Act II of 1891. This, however, is a question of purely internal administra-
tion, in which the Governor-General in Council has no desire to interfere.

I have the honour to he,
Sin,

Your most obedient Scrvant,

(S&)  W. J. CUNINGIIAM,

Oljn. Seeretary to the Gocernment of India.

———

No. $36-I.
. e G et A copy of the foregoing® cor-
From the Government of Fort St. (leoree, No. {4 Public R, e TR
dated the 27th Maveh 1890, and enclosures. ) re SI)()H(I( nee is forw .ll(ltd to t]l(}

To the Govermoent of Fort St George, No. 8351, dued the  Home Department for informs
21st Febrnary 1591, ‘Lti()ll
(% .

By orvder, &e.,
FOREIGN DEPARTMENT;

Fovt @illiam,
The 21st February 1591, ) Qfy. Under-Sccy. lo the Government of India.

(Sd.) G. R. IRWIN,
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‘ 0
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Lt tinay Ve browgis B [he wolics |
7 G Trarancre and Geher: Tour WiLLiaM, the 21st February 1891
Dartars vourioy berr. SIR,

/ I am dirccted to refer you to the correspondence ending with your letter
y No. 404 (Public R, dated the 27th March 1890, to the Sceretary to the Govern-
“b‘ . ment of India in the Home Department, regarding legislation in Travancore

/[ ‘ and Cochin in connection with the Indian Cliristian Marriage Act, XV ol 1872.
o 9 There arc two matters in conmection with these Yegulations which

, require consideration.

y ¢ 72 | 3. In the fust place, the Government of India think it necessary to point

f/ ’ out that Act XV of 1872 applics proprio vigore to Christinn subjects of Iler
Majesty in Native States, and cannot thercfore be direetly affected, so far as

( such subjects are concerned, by any law passed by the Legislature of a Native

\ ‘ State. Any marringe celebrated in a Native State otherwise than in accordance
i with seetion 5 of the Act between persons, one orv hoth of whom is, or arc, a
o Christian subject, or Christian subjects, ol 1ler Majesty, Is, under section 4 of
¢ ’,,d : the Act, void from the point of view of British law, and British subjects offend-

1"' / / 4 / Z_ /// ine acainst the requirements of the Act in Native States are punishable under
7 /e '[1/1‘?/\ 4 /h/ - E

ﬂ}dw - '//,,J—-// its pcnnl provisions. The more effectual observance of a British law, so faras
it applies to a Native State, is not ensured by the enactment of a corresponding
law in that State; and the enactment of sich alaw in a modified or altered form
(as in the present case) may obseure the law really in foree, and involve
serious mizapprehension and hacdship,  Under these circumstances, 1 am to
request that the Regulations should be so amended as to show that they do not
apply to a Christian subject ol Hex Majesty.

1. Tn the second place it appears to the Government of India desivable
that the law regulating Christian marriages should, as far as possible, be uniform
thiroughout India.  In Mysore the Christinn Marriage Act is in foree, with only
such modifications as are neeessary to adapt it to local circumstances, and has,

it is believed, been found in practice to work well. I am therefore directed
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to sucoest - . .

f agest that both Turbars jiwiit e wwoved to reconsider the Regulations, o
. far as they s, i .. . o Dy

ar as they affect theiv own Christinasubjects and other Christians not being

’ hnd

subjec * TTer \a oty . . )
jeets of Iler Majesty, and follow tne procedure adopted  in Mysore.

The

attentio T e il bt o .
g tion of the Durbars micht at the same time be drawn to the provisions

of Act II of 1891.

1288 T . M ? 1
This, however, is a question ol purely internal administra-

tion ill ic 2} - . . .
) which the Governor-General in Council has no desire to interfere.

Exd.—DP. K. B.

I have the honour to he,
Sin,

Y our most obedient Scrvant,

-

Al e p@/{/ A st
| /{/

Cffy. Secrelury to the Gocernment of India.
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