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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA.

RE\/ENUE AND ‘AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT.

(' Bmigration. )

v

_ Simla, dated the 2/ “October 1892.

Forwarded to the (fovernment of Madras for information.

‘B_y order,
[.;_
of f;”; Under-\Secretary to the Gav%zr;zmem‘ of India.

-

Lzsz‘ofPﬂp’rs orwarded.
Dpspa‘ ch from the Sgerstary of 5t ate Ho. 93 (Public -

Emigration), dated 22nd Sept,emb r 1892, and enclosures.

G. 1 C. P. 0.—=No. 165 R, & A, D.—2:5-93,—1,000.
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vile Irencnl LEZ1ls31aiors 1ol navinzg so reriodelled LGl Laws

of nationality as 10 have adopted the same basis as thatof

our own.

For the last six months I have devoted special attention
to the study of this questicn,with the result that I am
to the views expressed by Sir Perecy Anderson.

now a convert t

After carefully &e1zh1nx

the pros and cons which wonld
naburally result from the new French Nationality Law teking
effect on our Indians in this Colony, I am absolutely
convineed that the share of advantages to be derived for
our Indians overbalance all other objections.

What I had feared at first was that the local Government,
claiming many of the Indians to have become French Subjects
in virtue of the new'Law, would decline to repatriate them
to India;but this objection I am now inclined to believe
is more apparent than real.

The greater number of the Indians who are now in this
Colony have either contracted local habits and married
into Creole families,or are attached to thé island by
other interests and influences as potent;and for these
reasons will never leave the shores of the Colony.

Tor these therefors we nesd entertain no fear of their
new status clashing with the right to free repatriation
which has besn secured for them by the Convention of 1861.
On the other hand the admission to Preneh citizenship

which far outweigh. ald other bons:Lderatlonsal‘ld
carries with it rights and privilegey whloh.must some day,

A
if carefully guided,become a powerful engine in the hands
of the Indians.
From the day that an Indian becomes French through the
Law of :ationality he is free of all obligation to contract
engagement s and is at liberty to let his services by the day,
week, or month, just as he plééses; and this to the Indian who

has during all his life been treated in this Colony as an

inferior being and submitted to a state of semi-hondage is a

t

e . o Sl lp

source of no small pratification.

ing the in-
Another point which 1 foresee as heing one of th

ew French | 2t {onality Law

evitable consequencas of the

thveatenn the political sdifice of the Colony.

Indeed it is not 4iffieult to foretell that in a

i 1 a frage is in
country where the principle of sniversal fuffrage

ission 1 ank s elsctors
foree,the gradual admission into the ranks of

¢ y + the
of the Indian element must some day avaken them 0 %

ac at' l“ ell' ())!l () Y1 Y"’ e” f} l aUP O 1 E’F‘p
(o8 11 }AL U D \1

, e et
it 1 Y str +hat, it will
qoainst a new political partg,so sbrong 1 f

be their own fault}(the Indians), or that of their lead-

2

situaticn in this Golony.

ise <ion theorstically:imy pre-
In 1890 1 discussed the gquestion the

rachical views supgested by long

>

3 ~t e
sent, despatch points & I

experience.
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" From the Secretary of State for India, Ho.93 ( Public

TN

R

Fmigration), dated 22nd September-1892.

Yith referehce 10 ﬁy Predecessor's despat,ch NOJSS'datéd_"
20th August 1891, I forward for the informat ion of YTour
23rd July'1892, Mol . ' Excellency in founcil copy of a let-
 ted received by the Foreign Office from Her Majesty's
Consul at Reunioh on the subject of the operation in that

GColony of the French Naticnality Law of Tunse 1389.

From Her Majestj's Monsnil at Reunion, to the RT.Honble

the Marquis'of Salisbury,”.G., No.l dated 23rd july 1892.

In 1890 I had the‘honor!to’draw Yéﬁr Lordship's aﬁten-
tion to the bperaticn in this Cblpny\of tﬁe French MNation -
ality Law of the 26th June 1839;and in ﬁy despatches to-
‘the Governor of Réunion,copies of which were transmitted
to Your Lordship,I fully discussed the‘questidﬁ from dif-
ferentAﬁoints of view;and I maintained throughout that
this law was nob applicable to Rfi%ish Indian Goolies in
this Colony who_aré not’proper1y speaking free residents:
but mersly subjects of Her Hajesty/tempprarilj lent to
the Colony under exceptional conditions of residence and.
legislation,aﬁd proiectéd bj special- Conventions. .

The applicability of’the French Nationality Law of the
26th of June 1889 to tbe Indians,presented iﬂ 1890 mény
points of‘interest'momentus not only for'the Indians, but
for the Cblony also. | | |

NothingArela$ive to this question has since been re-
ceived from the Foreign Office at this Consnlate. |

But, in a conversation vhich I had with Sir Percy Ander-
son at the Foreign Office last year,I was infofmed thaﬁhe
mabter was under refersnce to the Government of India:Sir
Percy Anderson adding that at first sight it, would seem

' s

difficult for Her Haje?ty's Government, to £ind fault with
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