)
4

) ufmiwsﬁm srdnduﬁds‘c‘m CIN

-

’

N ‘()qgmg@@mm BT

e I (3) .ggm)'ﬁ @gﬂum\m 3;@5@&‘“1“[0 e e o e o s e e

-

e
\ L\"

g;Lﬂgggsﬂ‘@ ) 'Qllja';

- . SIPFTORN STHST, - 737
.o . / .
R . Gmmlsb v arei.

S AR - ) . .\ '

=

P

SAEE&ID
- UNRINE

A} ~ . R . .
o R Lo *

AL .
v

7

 PipEr® ppeuemrss Sriwmid.

*



Ry

N ! -
, ’ - .
o . >
‘ {
’ ; 7 A !
. ' ’ '
. . b
s ORDINARY, MS
‘ . . . . N { ' ] :
'. ) !
v
. » N O . H
: ‘ o DEPARTMENT ' '
, , . . @.0., paTED y/'“/"ﬁ/ '
. 3 ’ . ' - ’
# N ' \ ’
» ' : B * .. '
R | QDEKED ' .
s i : \ ro
. '“ ) , . 3 . B . ° .
» . “ '
‘ N - L 4 ' i
| . ’
T 4 - . M )
SR _ When given jfor eopying. ! - '
. . A f . '
- . K o . ’
. ) N « N
. . ‘ , - . 1 - 3
- - - *
.y ‘ - e . v
’ . - B . ‘ i
» , : . ) . - . "
i Ta . [ R . ‘. - l " ‘: , ) , N N
. s : \ : R /
' . LT W i /' . ' Lo - ‘
~ L ‘.’:1 5 oo ' ’.‘ , N
. o N e . + . N 1
1 . _ Ty N ' !
1 o, % b" . ‘ .‘ . ! ,
. ' ] : ' Rk
. R Y v - .
. . l' : i \ '
l N . . . . .
. . ! e . , K “ ’
L J : ' "
‘h. . ' - ' ’
! i T ’ . \
’ " N \ . \ . '
! )
g 4 ' '
’ A
R - ' . . .-
- - N ‘{ /
- ' Ky ‘ ‘
" N R . ) )
- . , N ¥ “».



i

@
R

hn AGAIN Onnn or GOVERNMENT, DATED
/ 18 , No. , MiscaLuANBOUS.

£ ExcrosuREs. . .

- ¥ -

" Cumnenz No.
= »
5
B
f‘ * an
[ )
B ‘
e 7
v vy

STATAMANT WITH DITTO.

¥ . Onome or Govanwunsr.

SN

-

Lerrar or GoyNRNMENT, B

E
i.
AlA

. ¢+ . . - \

3 " PAPSRS NOT FILED UR, BNING MSANT FOR DRSPATCE |
& 1N oRrigINAL (not paged).

§

i

i

i

e a .

‘ N.B.—

" A == Copy in full.
B = Not to be copled.
P = Copy abstract only.
Q = Copy heading only,

Bacx Pul'n, No.

Furtuzn Parse, No. ‘

or 18

~
-
.
-
.
.

St g

[ it s

A \ .
-7 / ; p

ré/ “7 z ¢ ‘\ \
R _

i
\
?

N
N
N
>
2SS
-
§

¥




,,/t,;/,M/fM

Lk hawu — ﬁ,_,,,,% e
oy M ‘g”’*‘“ﬁ ‘ | / 4 ) #,

; -
Wé&/,@w 15 Yot of &
%, /rw/ybwé,bn/wm"

e %




\4
11#h.—We arc all trusting that Yol must write to us hack we are awaiting

W, for your earlier answer.
‘We have, &c.,

K. D. NAIDOO, and other.

Please address——
Me. A. APPASAMY

(an Indian Chief Committee Y, omber),

R. 0. Bow 1058 Yyonannesburg,
Transvaal, -

. S. 4 R.
More than (300) five hundred our fr, qiang agreed to this petition.

Ve have written this petition in -
e e S X Johannesburg Transvaal we posted tuis
%etmon inGKlmbelleytbe.clzlmse 1fbwe I)0‘.51; this petit?on in Johannesburg the

ansvaal Government will may be 0pep this we therefore posted in Kimherley

we afraid to their injustice. 1

S

G. C. Press, Simla, ¥p. No. 460.~4-8-91—35.



No. J. & P. 741, dated India Office, Licndon, the 27th May 1891.
From—8ir Jonux E. Gorsr,
To~The Under Secretary of State, Colorial Office,

Wirn reference to your letters dated the 13th and 20th of September last
and to previous correspondence on the
subject, 1 am directed by the Secretary
of State for India in Council to transmit fer the earnest consideration of Lord
Knutsford copy of a Despatch from thé Government of Madras enclosing a
memorial from certain natives of that Presldenqy, inhabit(?nts of § o'hzgnnqsburg,
complaining that they have been treated with illegality and injustice by
officials of the South African Republic and giving specific instances of this
treatment.

No, 8, dated 3rd April 1891,

Viscount Cross trusts that the gricvances complained of will receive
serious attention. 1lis Lordship also requests to be informed of the result, it
any, of the interview referred to in Sir H. Loch’s Despatch to Lord Knutsford,
No. 664, dated 21st August 1890.

No. 945, J. & P. dated Colonial Offce, London, the 6th June 1891,
From—Epwarp WixgrieLp, Esq., c.B.,
To—The Under Secretary of State, Inda Office.

I ax directed by Lord Knutsford to acknowledge the receipt of your letter
(J. & P. 741) of the 27th ultimo, trans-
mitting a copy of a despatch from the
Government of Madras enclosing a memorial from certain natives of that
Presidency residing at Johannesburg, in Which they complain that they have
been treated with illegality and injustice by officials of the South African
Republic.

19th March 1591,

The petitioners appear to complain irt the first instance of the enforcement
of the law prescribing special locations for Asiatics, and as to this I am to
request you to refer Viscount Cross to the letter from this Department of
14th September 1889 in which this grievance is dealt with,

The petition also complains of the provisions of the Pass Law, angl as to this
I am to request you to lay before His Lordship a letter to the_ Aborigines Pro-
tection Society, of which a copy is enclosed in which the circumstances are
explained under which this law was passpd during the British Adwministration
of the Transvaal and allowed to remain ip operation atits close. Lord Knuts.
ford is not, however, exactly aware of the ground on which the Government
of the South African Republic may haye considered themselves justified in
acting, if they have applied to Indians| the provisions of a law apparently
intended for natives of South Africa, but{he belicves that it bas been contended,
and possibly decided by the local courts, |that all coloured persons are within
its scope. (

[y
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Under all the circumstances Iokd Knutsford fears that there can be but

small hope of any useful result fro
subject to the Government of the

correspondence will be communica
favourable opportunity should occur
way to the Government of the Son
the President of the South African 1

a further formal representation on the
outh African Republic, but the present
ed to the High Commissioner in case a
of representing the matter in a friendly
h African Republic. The interview with
Republic as to which you enquire, has not

probably as yet taken place, owing o the absence on ‘siek lpave of the British
Agent at Pretoria, who, however, ha$ now resumed his duties.

——]

Dated Colonial Office, fuondon, the 19th March 1891,

From—Jomx Braysron, Esq., ¢.5
To—The Secretary to the Aborigiy

4

es Protection Society.

Wirn reference to your letter of the 22nd of October last relating to the
case of certain natives of the Cape (olony who have been treated as subject to
the native Pass Law in the South African Republic, I am divected by Lord
Kunutsford to acquaint you, for the information of the Aborigines Protection
Society, that a reply has now been regcived from the Government of the South
African Republic on the subject,

It appears that the law under which the proceedings of which you com-
plain were taken, is the law No. 6 of 1880, of which a copy is enclosed. This
law was passed, as you will observe, during the administration of the Transvaal
as a British Province; and it was left to its operation by the Secretary of State
in a Despateh dated the 232nd of July 1880, but with a recommendation that
certain amendments should be introduced into it, the effect of which would
have been that Cape natives would have been put on the footing of natives of
the Transvaal instead of “ Foreign Natives.” The British Legislature, however,
of the Transvaal did not deal with the subject again owing to the Boer out-
break and the retrocession of the country. The operation of the British law
was discussed in connection with the negotiations and enquiries which led to
the conclusion of the Pretoria Convention of 1581, and Mr. Henriquez
Shepstone, then Secretary for Native Affairs in the Transvaal, gave strong
evidence in favour of the law as it stood. The Royal Commissioners in their
report adopted his view, and the 14¢h Article of the Pretoria Convention was
obviously based by them upon the assumption that the law in question ought
to remain in force. The London Convention of 188% docs not appear, in Lord
Knutsford’s judgment, to have been intended to distucb the state of things
agreed upon in 1881. The material documents and statements relating to the
matier will be found in the Parliamentary Papers—

C 3219, pages 93-4.
C 3114, page 30.
C 2993 page 6.
C 3947, page 38.

It appears to Lord Knutsford thay under the circumstances Iler Majesty’s
Government are not in a position to {call on the South African Republic to
amend the Pass Law since it was enacted by the Legislature under British rule,

assented to by Her Majesty’s Governngent, and approved after due considera-
tion by a Royal Commnission.

His Lordship notes that in youf letter the coloured persons referred to
are stated to be the offspring of infercourse between Europeans and Kaffir
parents, but this point is not specificallf; made by the persons in question them-
selves, either in their petition or hefdre the local courts. Those courts had
doubtless an opportunity of judging wihether the defendant before them bar” or
had not an admixture of uropean bjlood, and as would appear, they found as
a conclusion of law that he was within the terms of the Pass Law, and from a



«  X.—The word * Native” in this Law hall mean any person belonging
to or Whing a descendant of any of the
NativetIribes of South Africa.

Definition of term * Native.,”

XI.—This .LaW chall commence and| take effect from and after the
promufzation thereof in the Transvaal
Gover] ment Gazette.

Given at Government House this ninth day of April 1880: By command
of His Excellency the Administrator.

(S1) . GEORGE HUDSON,
| Colonial Secretary. .

(Sd.)i‘ W. OWEN LANYON,
Admingstrator,

Commencement of Law.

-AZ—?ZV Paces
Dated India Office, Lonfon, the 30th June 1891.

From=—A. GonLEY, Esq.,C.B.,
To—The Under Secretary of State, Colonial Office.

T aM directed by the Secretary of State for India in Council to acknowledge
the receipt of Mr. Wingfield’s letter of the 5th instant, relating to the memorial
from certain natives of India residing at Johannesberg, in which they complain
that they have been treated with illegalicy and injustice by officials of the
South African Republic.

In reply I am to say that having regard to the definition of the word
« Native” in section 10 of the Law of the South African Republic to which
reference is made in Mr. Wingfield’s letter, it appears to Viscount Cross to be
impossible to justify the application of that law to natives of India, and His
Lordship desires to suggest that the Secretary of State for the Colonies
should instruct the Chief Commissioner to press this view of the matter
strongly on the Government of the Translvaal.

To_ His ExcELLENCY THE GOVERNOR OF INDIA, K.C.M.G,
Madras Presidency.
Dated Johannesbury, the 1st December 1590.

Most HuMBLY SHEWETH,—We the ‘undersicned Indians of this Johan,
nesburg bringing this few lines to Your Tlonour's kind consideration that we
positively presume this ours humble petition.

1st.—A ereat misconduct and injusgice tous and we are all suffering by
this Transvaal Government from about [{] three months to reside in this town
of Johannesburg. On the first cccasibn the Transvaal Government made
on authority to get a shilling passes to residein J ohanuesburg we obeyed to
theirlaws and we paid each of us the sum of one shilling and got passes
according to their laws. :

ond.—We beg to state without any| reason or without any publishment
ordered us to remove from Johannesburg town to location about a mile distance
without any Government notice done us and driven us away to the said place
Turther we beg to state that they have gone us sO.

3rd.—Turther we beg to state that he same two constables told us a week
after this was happened again they cqme to us and told us that if we do not
remove away we will be fined one hu dred pounds sterling or three months’
hard labour which will be very hard o us as we have always obey ed the laws
of this Government of Transvaal.

4th.—And again the same two con: tables came to us without any warrant

and arrested eight Indians without any {reason brought them to the Magistrate
5



and have them to be locked up 1 done soand some of their friends went to
the policc station to enquire fhat with they have charged the charge
officers did not showed the caufc OF result these above mentioned bails

admitted to [£10] ten pounds stefling without any reasons. v/

5th.—After the bails forfei ed next day the abpve mentioned Indians
appeared Dbefore the Magistrate jthe case was dismissed so injustice they
have done. |

¢th.—TFurther we beg to sﬁate that they have made another laws each
Tndians to be paid three pounds | £3] Registration licenses we have agreed
to that order and we have paid at puce to the Johannesburg Government.

7th.—Several  Indians bought stand in this town of Johannesburg we
have put our principal moneys and bought the properties and commenced
the buildings put on the said lapds this Government did granted to us to
Jeasces and make businesses we hgve done the same for some months After
this they have ordered us to leave the town and clear away to one location
we have thrown a great deal of moneys oi the said lands and building the
Government did registered the leases on that affair.

8th.—We fully trusted and pought the lands if not why shall we buy the
place on this conditivns we are net failures in any way this Johanuesburg

‘Administrator Government treats us the same and doing just as they think
this is not a reasonable to do so we are respectable Indians for us we beginning
to proceeds to several countries of this Transvaal Johannesburg we Indians
peoples has heen several countries but we have not seen such a country of the
Pransvaal Johanneshurg we Indians people has been several countries but it
is a justice what difference between our Indians and Dutch customers or
Jews and also the Mahomedans are coloured peoples just as we are a merchants
just as they all keeping unknowledges in laws without knowing justice
But the Johannesburg Government granted to this Arabs to remain in town
they opposed us and they driven us W&y to the location. This Arabs to remain
in town they opposed us and they driven us away to the location. This
‘\rabs they are coloured peoples “ge are just as them as Asiatic Minor we are
not under them we have not sedh such injustice like this Johannesburg

Government admitting so. This rules must be overruled in justice.

9th.—Fuarther we beg to state We only asking at present from beginning
to the end must decide us in ong Way or other in English Laws or Roman
and Dutelh Laws what difference befween our Indians and Arabs or Mahomedans
this Government has given per ission to allow this Arabs to remain In
town but they refused us to remajn Us in town Therefore we beg to state
Your llonouwr must decide this q'estions one way or other according to the
justice of this laws If Arabs people remain in town in different we shall
yemain in town we are asking orf this point Your Honour Governor of this
Colony will consider this our poor Ipeoples’ petition and we hope that Your
Jonour will crant us the same heeording to the trath of this statement
and all our ITndians prays Your Hopour will consider this our humble petition
an’l we hope Your Honour will e nsider this petitions and send the auswer
quick referred to them or otherwise |We are in very sorry possession it will be a
very good nicessary to Kinzdom of Euglish population rather than this blnck-
hends fools ic seems us very bad in ced’ this Dutch Kingdom without baving
thoroughly knowledge.

10th.—Further we beg to stafC We agreed the lease of 99 years which
Eur;)pcuns ngrecd {for whiea on t! 1t this Euroneans subletted many stands
to all our Indians merchants but th{ European did not complained against our
Indian peoples besides now if we 4 pply for a license this Governmont refase
to give us they says they can grant ldcunses to European name license in every
Grovernment are not sH every per son if pays amount license must grant to
the parties very injusti-e. This G fvornm mt are not (_10110 propar laws we
asking your wiil ruls This our Stntenl"’“t we pray Your Tonour will take some
interest on this questions and wae D pay Your Honour must assist us in this
Duteh Laws why they are doing so.

6
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