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al Department,
4th March 1869.

Read the following papers:—
No. 11. To Tae RIGHT HONORABLE tue GOVERNOR 1x COUNCIT,
Fort Saint George.
HumsLy SHoweTH,

I very submissively beg to lay before you the following few lines, trusting that you will kindly
take the same into your judicious consideration, and do me due justice.

2. In the year 1860, Mahomed Moostapha Sahib, son of the late Mahomed Gaulib Sahib, lost at
Masulipatam certain number of Government Promissory Notes amounting to Rupees 6300, soon after
he informed the same to the local authorities, he caused a Notification to be published in the Fort
Saint George Gazetie, agreeably to the orders of the Accountant General, Fort Saint George, hut
no discovery was made. We then applied to the Accountant General for duplicate ones. In the mean-
time Mahomed Moostapha Sahib had died, his heirs, mother, sisters, widow, &e., have applied to the
Civil Judge of Guntoor for Certificate, regarding their right to have the duplicate Promissory Notes,
and to draw the property of the late Mahomed Moostapha Sahib, who accordingly granted a certificate.
In the meantime we applied to the Accountant General, Fort William, to send us duplicate ones, who
accordingly sent the same to the Accountant General, Fort Saint George, who (the Accountant
General) required a Bond of Indemnity through the Secretary of the Bank of Madras without sending
any copy of form of such document. We, with difficulty, on paying 100 Rupees to the Government
Solicitor, obtained the same; the Government Solicitor, at the request of the Secretary of the Bank
of Madras, required to furnish two or more sureties to double the amount of the stolen Promissory
Notes; although we furnished certain respectable people as sureties, they were not accepted, as their
real and personal property could not be distinetly valued. Is it possible, or convenient, to require
respectable persons to allow their property to be valued for others’ sake? They only wished to stand
gecurity on their respectability without allowing their property to be valued. I, therefore, humbly
re~uest that your Lordship in Council will be pleased to issue orders to the Accountant General, Fort
Saint George, or the Secretary of the Bank of Madras, to write to the Collector of Kistna to take
only sureties without the valuation of their property, on condition of their returning the duplicate
Promissory Notes, whenever required by the Government.

3. This property is our own, and invested in the Government Bank, that we can have the prin-
cipal and interest whenever we required, although there are number of Native Banks, &. Even
in giving the interest to the heirs of the original incumbents, they are giving with so much difficulty
and pains. Consider your Lordship in Council, what faith can the proprietorshave. They required
no security from the Government when they deposited? Why should security be demanded now,
while there are sufficient surety certificate granted by the Civil Judge of Guntoor regarding their

claim and heirship? - :

4. T most respectfully beg to implore your Lordship in Council that this matter is pending
for the last eight years; the mother and sisters, &c., are females and helpless; they have no other
means to support themselves, except the interest which accrues on the said Promissory Notes. How
long can they get loans? Upon what confidence and courage the debtors will oblige, while they are
seeing that the Government demand sureties when they ask for interest for the money deposited in
Government investment?

5. Considering all these difficulties you be pleased to issue or adopt prompt measures to have
the interest of the Promissory Notes of arrears due on them, and to continue even to pay half-yearly
once, or even on depositing the Promissory Notes in the Accountant General's Office.

6. Immediate and early instructions of your Lordship in Council is humbly solicited, through

the Agent of Sanaka Narsimba Naidoo at Masulipatam. Eyer pray.

]
M ASULIPATAM, | iUl
g sl )
Tovember 1868.
21st November e oU baswo

The signature of Nadi :»Uly Sahib Mookteyar,
Vakeel on behalf of Fatmatur and others.




Proceedings of the Madras Government, Financial Department,

R : 4ih March 1869.
Transferred to the Secretary and Treasurer of the Bank of Madras for disposal.
Fort Saint GEORGE, (Signed) D. KISSUN SING,
Accouxtant GeNEraL's OFrICE, Asting Clief Assistant.

21st December 1808,
No. 12. From the Deputy Secretary and Treasurer of the Bank of Madras, to the Chief Secre-
tary to Government, Fort Saint George, dated Madras, 13th January 1869, No.b.

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your docket, No. 2722, of 18th ultimo, and to
state, for the information of Government, that the duplicate Notes issued by the Government of India
i favor of Mahomed Moostapha Sahib,and referred to inNadi Ally Sahib’s petition of 21st November
last, await delivery since March 1864, when they were made over to the Accountant General, with
the Proceedings of Government of the 19th of that month, No. 182, Financial Department, These
duplicates are still in the custody of this department, as the claimants have failed to procure sureties,
who can with safety be accepted for the execution of a bond of indemnity for the penal sum of 12,600
Rupees, which, according to the preseribed rules of the Caleutta Loan Office, is required for the

protection ot Government.

9. Fatmabee and others, the claimants, proposed three sets of sureties, from time to time, as

specified Lelow: but they were all rejected for the reasons contained in the reports of the Collector
of Kistna District, copies of which are severally annexed.

3. As regards the petitioner's complaint, that no form of Indemnity was furnished him, I have
the honor to state that he was informed, not only by this department, but by the Accountant General
to the Government of India, that such documents are not procurable here, nor in the Loan De;;art-
ment at Caleatta, but that they arc generally prepared by the Government Solicitor, on being paid
for the same by the party requiring it.

4. The original petition addressed to Government is herewith returned.

Memorandum of Sureties proposed.

Proposed through Government

) ‘ Solicitor in his letter, dated
Audum Sahib..:. ..oee 3

ot sek v+ ahomod Khasutn Sahibe o § 20t Novembor 1864
Hasuakan Sahib Sowdagar....... T L
2od sebe..oe § Amir Ally Salib At 91k Soptomber 1865.
20 {hﬁnudo&)y Vg:cntakroostnialx HNA00) . sanszirr i thnad '
rd set...... < Mume UTUDZAPANY .1vverearaees A !
(Sanaka Narsimha Naidoo.v. .....coveiiiiniinn, i Rl

From the Collector of the Kistna District, to the Accountant General, Fort Saint George, dated
Masulipatam, 27th February 1865, No. 1. | :

From the inquiries instituted by the Tahsildar of Guntoor Talug, in regard to the respectability

Audom Sahib. ‘ fmd POSition. of the two Pensioned Subadars noted
Mahomed Khasim Sahib, in the margin, who were proposed to your depart-

: : ment as sureties in a case of renowal of Promis.
sory Notes, referred to in your letter of Gth Doecember last, No. 288, it appears that the parties in

question decline to reveal the amount of their property. The one has a pension of Rupees 125, and
the other of 40 Rupees a month, but no other apparent property.

—

From the Acting Collector of the Kistna District, to the Accountant General, Fort Saint George,
dated Masulipatam, 4th November 1865, No. 19,

I have the honor in reply to your letter, No. 205, dated 26th September last, to inform you that
Hasuakan Sanib Sowdagar and Amir Ally Sahib of Guntoor, are persons of respectability, but donot
possess sufficient property, to be sureties to a bond for Rupees 12,600, the former possessing property
to the value of 1000 Rupees, and the latter to the value of 500 Rupees.

o e

;roceedings of the Madras Government, Financial Department,
4th March 1869.

From the Collector of the Kistna District, to the Secretary and Treasurer of the Bank of Madras;
dated Masulipatam, 11th April 1867, No. 191.

Tn reply to your letter, No. 10, of 15th ultimo, I have the honor to inform you that the persons
therein alluded to are highly respectable, and in good circumstances. The precise amount of their

property cannot be ascertained.

No. 13. S et ‘Orpgi TaERtoN, 4th March 1869, No. 118.

Ordered that the following letter be despatched to the Accountant General to the Government
f India.
e (Signed) R S. ELLIS,
Chuef Secretary.

o —

No.14.  To the Accountant General to the Government of India,. Calcutta, dated Fort Saint
George, 4th March 1869, No. 119. : _
i i i i duplicate Promissory
to the correspondence noted in the margin, regpecting seven e Fror
s 7 Notes, amounting to Rupees 6300, issued in favor

To Asconataat General to Govoramery ogeinldggé 2}?? 75% of the late Mahomed Moostapha Sahib of Masuli-
vem ) ) =

From do. 4th March 1864, No. 1498 patam, 1 am directed to transmit copies of letters
= - f;:}; }ln:); <l 62351 " from Nadi Ally Sahib, Vakeel of the legal repre-
8 gentatives of the late Mahomed Moostapha Sahib;

= d I
ey "iéii’}ﬁlﬁﬂ‘;"iéfff’:\%’.‘s. and from the Secretary and Treasurer of the

Bank of Madras, from which it will be seen that, although sev?ml years have el?.psed s{ince the issue
of the duplicate Promissory Notes, they have not yet bee-n delivered to the parties enml&c; to t;he:;,
owing to their inability to comply gtrictly with the requirements of the Calcutta Loan Office 1n the
matter of security. & | :

9. The legal representatives, it will be seen, offered tl}ree gets of sureties, all which were
rejected, the value of the property of one set being considered ma.de(!uate, and that of the other two
gets not being with certainty ascertainable. The last seb of suretxe.:s .a,re, however, stated by the
Collector to be ** highly respectable and in good circumstances,’’ and it is represented by that o}t:icer
that in his district respectable people will not allow their property to be valued for the sake of others.

3. On the whole His Lordship in Council is of opinion that the c?ntingent risl.z .to Govemn.xent,
in accepting the last offered set of sureties is so remote, and would in all probability be so sllg;tl,l.
as to constitute an insufficient reason for depriving four poor and helpless women of propeéty to whic ;
they are clearly entitled. Tam instructed to request, t’rferefc.)re, that the sanction o.f the ic‘)v;a‘rnmen
of India may be obtained to a relaxation of the ruleeg in this case,.a.nd to tl.le delivery o. .t e: sev-er;
duplicate Promissory Notes to the legal ropresentatives upon their executing a Bond jointly Wit

% ies offered by them.
the last set of sureties offered by (Signed) R.S. ELLIS,

Chief Secretary.

Exd. J. Wright.
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