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Proceedz’ngs of the Madras Government, Financial Depdrtment,

18th September 1863.
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No. 78. Read the following letter from Lieutenant Colonel W. J. WILSON, Commissioner
of Police; to the Honorable A. J. ARBUTHNOT, Chief Secretary to Government,
Fort Saint George, dated Madras, 31st August 1863, No. 116.

With reference to the Order of Government noted in the margin, I have the honor to report
that immediately on its receipt I examined the
applicant Russool Beebes and the two persons

who offered to become sureties to the proposed Indemnity Bond, as well as certain other relatives
of Russool Beebee, all of whose statements are forwarded herewith together with the original
Bond, and the applications of Russool Beebee received with the order under reply.

2. On the 15th December last I received the original Bond, and have since used every
effort to trace the individuals through whose possession it passed before it came into Me-
Kindersley’s hands ; but owing to the length of time which has elapsed, and other causes, I regret
to say, I have not been suecessful.

3. It appears that on the 17th May 1827, the Bond was sent to Messrs. Binny & Co., of
this place, by a Merchant of Trichinopoly named T. Manicum, with instructions to draw the
interest, which was done accordingly by means of a Power of Attorney said to have been executed
by Russool*Beebee in favor of the said Manicum, to whom t?he Bond was returned by Messrs.
Binny & Co., on the 25th September 1827, and these gentlemen duly received his acknmvledg-
ment for the same. - ) '

4. T. Manicum died several years ago ; his son and grandson are also dead, and theis
heirs are not in possession of any receipt or document to show that the Bond was ever returned
to Russool Beebee; but the second payment of interest noted thereon is dated 10th March 1829
and bears a mark in acknowledgment purporting to be that of Russool Beebee; however it will
be observed that she positively denies ever having received any inferest on (he Bond, and it
appears on inquiry at the Accountant General's office that the money was paid on the assurances
of two Native attesting witnesses ; Russoc! Beebas having been exempted from pergonal attend-
ance, as being a Gosha female. As these witnesses have simply put their names on the Bond
without any addition, from which some clue might have been obtained it has not been possible
to trace them.

5. With regard to the husband of the applicant my inquiries lead me to beljeve hit t6

“have been identical with a Pensioner of the 9th Class transferred from the Nawaub’s Military
establishment in October 1801 ong monthly pension of Rupees 15-6-10, and who died at Tyj-
chinopoly on the 23rd Beptember 1827, being two days before the Bond was returned to Manicum
by Messrs. Binny & Co.

There are not any records extant either in the Government Office or in that of the Pay
Department at Trichinopoly showing the names of the individuals transferred from the Nawaub’s .
service, nor are any such records to be found in the Department of the Chepauk Agent; but in
& Roll at the office of the Superintendent of Pensions containing the names of Officers of aj1
grades transferred from the said service in 1801, I found that of Subadar Mahomed Husman,
with a remark to the effect that he died at Tricl{inopoly on the 23rd September 1827, As there
is only one man of that name in the Roll in question, and as I am informed from TrichinoPon
that there was not any other Nawaub's Pensioner at that place of the rank of Subadar and
named Mabomed Husman except the one surnamed Ghatally” who died there about 35 years
ago, I conclude that the Pensioner who died on the 23rd September 1827, and the husband of
Russool B.ebee, must have been dne and the same person. y

6. I have not been wble to discover either Abdoollah Beg or M, Kistamah, although I have
been in correspondence with different public Officers at Tanjore, Trichinopoly and Bangalore
upon tl.e subject, and there is no distinct proof of any bond fide transaction with regard tothe
Bond between the period ofits return to Manicum by hiessrg. Binny & Co., and the Payment
of the interest to Mr. Kindersley’s Agents in 1831,

7. 1 am informed that Russool Beebee's husband was a well-known money lender, and for
thig and other obvious reasons it may be fairly assumed that although the Bond was in the name
of his wife, yet that any transaction connected therewith would be conducted by him ; and cone
sidering the absence of any proof to show that the Bond was ever returned to the widow by

Financial Department, dated 21st QOctober 1862, No, 747.
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Financial Department,
18th September 1863,

Manicum, or that the marks on the back thereof were really made by her orwith her consent,

I am inclined to believe that it would not be advisable to charge her with attempting to defraud
although the circumstances are very suspicious. ,

8. The copy® of the Bond which was in Russool Beebee's possession does not bear any
- endorgement, and I infer that it must have been
made by her husband when the original was

* Forwarded herewith.

first sent to Madras through Manicum.
9. With respect to the persons wi

quite clear that they must have done so

as far as regards the Clerk in the C

10 agreed to become sureties to the Indemnity Bond, it is
without any sufficient inquiry or consideration; which

ivil Paymaster’s office appears to be reprehensible. Heis
a Hindu professing entire ignorance of the antecedents of Russool Beebee and her husband ; and

the reasons given by him for mixing himself up in the transaction do not seem to be satisfactory,
10. The delay in submitting this report is owin
which were necessary, and most of which were conducted by means of . correspondence with

Officers at distant stations. It was not until last week that letters from Trichinopoly caused me

to abandon the hope of tracing Abdoollah Beg, which former information from that place had
led me to entertain. . .

ymaster's office being examined saith as follows:—
tany time. I know Mahamud Salah and have done

; i 2go he showed me an Order of Government in cone
nection with a Bond for five thousand sjx hundregl Rupees said to have been lost or stolen, and

asked me if I would be one of the sureties to an Indemnity Bond to be signed by Russool Beebee,
on her applying for a duplicate Bond for 5,600 Rupees in lieu of one which had been lost or
stolen. 1 consented because I knew Mahamud Salah to be a respectable China Merchant. I did
not sign any Indenmity Bond. I believe that none was prepared. I only promssed to si g'n %
I have never been spoken to by Mahamud Salah on this subject since that time, He never
told me why he took this interest in’ Russool Beebee's affsirs.  Tonsented to be ik
because, although, the loss of the Bond had been published, yet no one had come forward to claim
it for two years. I have not any transactions with Mahamud Salah, T did not see the original
of the letter sent by Russoo! Beebee ta Government ; in which she says she is prepared to

executean Indemnity Bond with two sureties,
T'have examined the Jetter® in English dated
16th December 1861 now shown to me. Itis
desired to write the names of the two intended
mud Fazuloollah in English, and did so, The
I do not know who these two men are. This

letter dated} 16th Jupe 1862 is also i
" handwriting,

g2 to the extensive nature of the inquiries

Arnachellum Chetty of tHe Civil Pa
I never saw nor knew Russool Beebee a
8o since 1 was a child. About two years

* This is the very lettor he denied having seen.
W. J. W. 2"

in my hondwriting. I wrote it at my house. I was
Mahomedan witnesses, Shaikh Macdar and Maha
Hindoostanee was not written at that time,

t No. 457,
Mnmus, 24th October 1862,

o my

Mahamud Salah of Madras saith as follows :—1 have an aequaintance named Mahamud
Fazuloollah (who is the brother of a Moonshee whose name T do not know). Fazuloollah has no
employ 5 the woman Russool Beebee lives in his house, and it was through his means that I
became acquainted with her. She lives at my house occasionally. Fazuloollah lives at Saint
Thowas' Mount, One Shaikh Madar is a grandson (daughter’s son) of Russool Beebee. He
lives with her, His father is a pensioner at the Mount. I agreed to be one of the sureties to an
Indemnity Bond to be entered into by Russool Beebee, Arnachellum Chetty was to be the other
surety. | asked bim. I have only known Russool Beebee for about three years, Fazuloollah
told me that the original Bond held by Russool Becbee had been lost. I was told the Bond had
been missed for twenty years. I do not know the name of Russool Beebee’s husband. | cannot
say where the English letter was written, it may have been at my house or at that of the Chetty.}

Shaik Madar and Fazuloollsh were present.
$ Arnachellym. Russool Beebee put her mark; I was present,
The Chetty was present, I think he wrote i,

—
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I‘ Az |I(,( “(\' Il (lld “()t, tell me hOW lhe Bo"d was lost- I "la(le no ]llql"]‘les. I t()()k it on trust
rhe I()S‘)S Of the Bond had been adUexllSEd for two yea!s, dnd no one had come fO!“aId, SO I

believed it to be all right. :
Mapras, 25(h Qctober 1862,

C e 7 years of age, Russool Beebee is the
Mahampd Fa?ulO?“&}h ia.:;}:l a];af:vl:z‘eisn., 111(:1“ (?ecezsed 4 t.hertc’e is no other relationships
mothetie myr ’ms.terss in:u’l‘homas’ Mount. Russool Beebee lives in the same house with me as
bekERP e al lives with Mahamud Salab. Her hkusband’s name was Muhomed
S-S we's he Nawaub’s service, and died about 29 years ago. "I speak
s frbm what I have heard. I was ouly five or six
* Since dead. yearg old when he died'at-'l‘richinopoly. Russool
: Beebee has a son¥* at Trichinopoly, and a daughter
nor did I ever hear of one of that
L et ko Tgey Sublaial‘ nzt:iiizd:hoilﬂ:)glengl;m B row shown to me. The words
o, d  Gavah Shod Mahamud Fazuloollah™ in Ir(iiindfo;:;an:;
o ord@ ¢ (33 Shaikh Madar” are in the hand o ai
are in my ha‘ndwml,ngi Brf::ge:'gr((i]:ugl(;:::h SS:I‘:d The signﬁtg;:es were written in Mahan?ud
Mspemn 1111550001 Beébee put the mark O in my presence. Mahamud Salah and Shaikh
Salah’s house. RussoN Hindoo was there. I do not know Arnachellum Chetty.' I donotknow
Madar were pres‘ent{. # of;llahamud Salah got it written some where and broughtit. I have been
who wrote the Inglish. ars. Russool Beebee has been there about three years. I have known
a. the Mount about fourtl);::; .ears- I lefe Trichinopoly about 28 years ago with my brother'wh_o
Mahatiud §2 0 abomh Ryussool Beebee remained in Trichinopoly. I saw her once at 'Ijrlcln-
is a Regimental Moons ee;c when T went there on a visit. I did not again see her umll. she
nopoly about five yu;.r:haa Mount about three years ago. I never saw the Bond now said to
Ealue to ANUSELS ; which was shown to me by Russool Beebee about three years ago
have been lo.st. I saw ,3 c’(t)pfvas thé otigshal; buit T told her it was a copy ; it was not pl:lnted but
at thé Mount, S.he .y 1'lh with the exception of a line in Persian to the effect that it was the
written. It was mMEI‘lfa‘:S She then said she would complain and get a proper Bond from the
‘;\OPY Oft;xgoégn:;:‘al.a( Ru.ssool Beebee must be eighty years old. ’
ccoun

a tenant.
Husman.

here,
pame as faras | remember.

¢ Elamut Dust Khut Russool Beebee” an

M ADRAS,
27th October 1862,

——————

7 i old. I was born in Trichinopoly. I

ith as follows :—1I am eighty years % :

Russool Beebee :a;our years ago, and have lived at the Mount am.l at Madras. My h'uzba;d s

g BN ﬂd}‘;ﬂs a}:lc.;—llusman He was a Subadar in the Nawaub's service. My husband died about
was Mahome .

8 dolng'
} 7’ X years agol I beca"le n]ad then al)d Went ab()ut wl“[()"‘, kll()W]" h t l
t L y L1 J g; wiha wa

i sument (copy of Promissory Note marked C)ina
Aol ﬁv? el ye?rs} agoBtfr(:;ngait:wcai?:ut?see r(ne P:; Trichinopoly and on looking for old
s, 7. 50“";" m:d me this. I did not know what it was. Inever knew my husband h'ad
A s in my name. I never received any interest on the Bond. My son-in-
got such a Bond drlawrla‘uzr was a Boad, and so [ came to Madras to get the money f.'or ‘n:. h.[
et t:iel\}/)la[;mmud Salab to arrange the matter for me. My husband died in Trichi-
nfmr?‘ardﬁe(t:te:‘lt: write. I do not know of any Subadar named Abdoollah Beg, My husband
nOp() y- e . : '

ever told me he had purchased a Bond in my name,

MADRAS,
27th October 1862.

n

—— —

i WS i Sepoy from the 19th Regiment
i aith as follows :—I am a Pensioned Sep ;

S.had;l: tﬁ:r;}iuzt. Russool Beebee is my mother-in-law., I have beex.l pensioned a-boxft
o h‘erears I at first lived with the Regiment, then with my motl.xerylnela.w at Trichi-
t‘:ei‘lf )and .then ot the Mount. About ten years ago my mother-inJaw appeared ouf
ROPOLY,

“w

% _ SO an o o B N el
(. ot \



_in the Civil Paymaster’s Office, is suspicious,

Exd. T. McMootry.

e e At i
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* Copy of the Bond in flﬂestiOB-T_ :cnI;CE "mnglixe uIseZav:o ::,;elf rx:tltlo ;})“ano‘;‘:;

P A g the moﬁy upon it from Government. I used

out her. She was getting . the better of her madness when she lost

another son and became worse again. | did

not find the document. My mother-in-law

showed 1t to me. She said it was“a Bond for
money deposited by he 5 i

ernment. She said she had got it from her late husb"\id \z'hom I nz\ errsl:\l‘ibband s s

_ Shaikh Madar, aged nineteen years, corroborates the statement of Fazuloollah as regards th
document B., viz., the letter offering to execute an Indemnily Bond. T
= hel:al.:;sga}zgfbee, wife of Burray Sahib, and daughter of Russool Beebee, states much the game

Mabpras, 27tk October 1862.

Witness being confronted with Russool Beebee, afterwards
stated that he had found the Bond when looking for other

papers and bad then given it 6 her.
(Signed) W.J.W.

Russool Beebee gaith further as follows:—MYy hushband Tadras 1
death of the Wallajah, and went to Trichinopoly vrryhere I maf'fifzdl\ﬁ:d i}l)gu:;:elzle :lme : g
Pagodas a month. He was afterwards pensioned and received four and a half Pagod ; ?«; s
to trade and to lend money. He used to make journeys to Hyderabad, Madras ar:ls 1s Gt
1le managed all the affairs of the house. I never saw the original of the document s lqe‘;here
gon-in-law found as stated by me before. = My husband told me there was a Governmen‘: ]};c drx?y
my name together with his other papers; but I never saw it. I do not know of any o 0“1 g
Abdoollah Beg or Kistamah vsho had dealings with my husband. I never came to My dne e
husband’s time. o T

(Signed) W. J. WILSON,

Commissioner of Police,
b

MaDRAS, 17th December 1862.

No. 74. ORrDER THEREON, 18th September 1863, No. 612,

Under the circumstances stated by the Commissioner of Police, it does not seem advisabl
to institute proceedings against Russool Beebee. 3
2. The conduct of Aranachellum, the Clerk in the Civil Paymaster’s Office, is suspicious ;
and he will be informed that the Governor in Council views it with dissatisfaclioﬁ’ i
3. A copy of Colonel Wilson’s report will be forwarded to the Government of India.
(Signed) A.J. ARBUTHNOT,
Clief Secretary.

No. 5. To the Secretary to the Government of India, Financial Department, dated Fort
Saint George, 18th September 1863, No. 613.

With reference to paragraph 3 of Mr. Under Secretary Wiyllie's letter of the 29th Novem-

ber 1862, No. 1,100 G, I am directed by the Governor in Council to transmit, for the informa-

tion of the Honorable the President in Council, a copy of a letter and its enclosures from the
Commissioner of Police, reporting the result

of his .inquiry into the transaction connected
with Russool Beebee’s application for a dupli.

cate of the Government Promissory Note, No. 6,200 of 1825-26, for Rupees 5,600.

9. Under the circumstances stated by the Commissioner of Police it does not seem advisa-
ble to institute proceedmgs against Russool Beebee. The conduct of Arunachellum, the Clerk
and he has been informed that the Governor in
At the same time the evidence of Arunachellum’s compli-
lication was fraudulently made which has ot been

1, sufficient to justify any

Dated 31st August 1863, No. 116.

Council views it with dissatisfaction.
city in the attempted fraud, if indeed the app
fully established, is not, in the opinion of the Governor in Counci

further notice being taken of his conduct,
(S:g,ned) A. J. ARBUTHNOT,

Chief Seeretary.
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