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wo. 11, From Surgeon E. G. BALFOUR, Government Azentat Chepauk ;o T PYCROTLT,
Lsq., Chict Sceretary to Government, Fort Saint George, dated 10th February 1832,

No. 257,

Sir,

With reference to the Minutes of Consultation, No. 76, dated 20th January 1839, I have the
Lonor to report tothe Right Honorable the Governor in Coancil that in the case of Aboo Turab
Kizn, Uncle to Shal Sowar Jung, and in receipt of a similar Pension, Government were pleased,
on the recommendation of Mzjor Rowlandson, to award Pension on the following scale, viz, zrds

by ot [ - . . - . I » . v . ’ v
of Pension divisible amongst the several Members of the family of which } a share or Ru-
Qo H . <A o0 » -
es 96-8-6 monthly was granted to a Nicka Widow and 56-3-6 to a Nicka dgeughter there being
O - R it o)

In this case however the family were numercus.

e
no Shadee Wite.
9. As fur as the records of this Office show no Nickah Widow whose husband held equal
Rank with the husband of the claimant has ever under any circumstances been granted a hicher
Pension than Rupecs 53-8-0 per mensen, or a Nickah daughter more than 36-5-G. 7

3. Itis howe.\'m' proper to point out that the claimant is stated during her hushand’s life
time to have been in receipt in money and supplies for about Rupees 160 per mensem, out of
which all hor cxpenses had to be defrayed.

4. ltis rizht also that Government shonld not bz ignorant of the fuct, that the claimant re-
prescnis herself as a Widow whereas she is reported to have made Nickah with a Carnatic Sti-
pendiavy named Maliomed Ameen Cod Deen Hoossain, who is in the enjoyment of 300 Rupees
per menscm, to whom she lately bore a son who is now about 5 months old and alse that‘the
Nickah daughter of claimant Milr Oon Nissa Begum who inherits about 70 Rupees a month is

married to the son of her present husband Mahomed Awmcen Ood Deen Hoossain

No. 12. From Surgeon E. G. BALFOUR, Government Awent at Cheyauk; o 7. PY.
CROFT, Esq., Chief Secretary to Government, Fort Saint George, dated i) Feb

. o v A A Cotu-
ary 1859, No. 319. ’

SIRr,
As ordered in para: 6 of Extract Minutes of Consultation, No. 167 of Sth Instant, I have
i stant,
the henor to report on the two persens to whom, as Nickah sons of Nabob Oomdut Ool Oomrah
Daladoos, Lord Clive, in 1801, granted Stipends of Rupees 10,000 per mensem each

N

N s ety . TR .

o T neves aw the decensed Carnatie Stipendiary, No. 231, Shah Sowar Jung Bahadoor
. - . . . °

and cannot therefore speak to his appearance ; but since writing my letter, No. 221 of 26th Au-

have soen Carnatic Stipendiary, No. 433, Bauker Hossain Khan Bahadoor and may

gust 1737, 1 ho
mention that he is not so mentally and physically decrepid as had been reported to me; but he
* b

does h.
ever to the relative
of auy cther race.

s of the Wallajxh Family, his appearance indeed is more that of' a liindoo than

o individuals stand in Lord Clive’s List as two Nickah sons of Nabob

3. Dut as these tw
Oomdut Ool Qomrah, and it s Lnown that their mothers were different, they are therefore in

the relition to each other of half brothers, according to the State Records.

1. At this interval of time, a period now of 58 years, it would be wholly impossible to as-
certain the relationship of these two people to Nabob Oomdut ol Oomrah ; but as their mothers
were 1ot allowed Pensions of any kind, for if Nickah Widows of that Nabob, they ouglt to have
5,000 per annuun, the just inference is that these men were not Nickah sons. [
arding one of them in para: 4 of my letter, No. 123, dated 16th October 1856,

o

PR N o ] St iar \ AL O W r
arnatic Stipendiary, No €51, Shah Sowar Jung, I remark-

received Rupees
meutioned tuis rey
where, when reporting the demise of C
ed “ that thou-h the British Government have been raying Rupees 16,000 per annum, durine
 the past 55 yoars, to tle doceased, 1t 123 heon o matter of public notoriety that it was I‘Cgardci
s by the family a marter of doubt as t Ae-cr od’s belug a son, and cestainly he was not a i‘iickah

J
¢ gon, of the Naboh U sudut Ool ¢ o wiek Bahodoor aud I wm not prepared to recommend cther
] e the

¢ then a small Pensicn to this peisva whon e decision ol the Mabakamah declares to be his

~—

treel K onyledy T

+ bear 1esemblance to any of the Mahomedan races, that I have met with and none whare®™

,
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Fort Saint George, Political Consuitation, 1st March 1859,

« Widow :" and on this account, as well us from the money he had left, I recommende
) Y

: d that his
Stipend should lapse. 1 notice that the Supremc Court have decided that M ke

: ahomed Bauker
Hoossain Khan Bahadoor is not a brother of the deceased Shah Sowar Jung Bahadoor Tt
1% : . he

Court’s decision was doubtless given on the evidence before it at the time and is merely of that
value ; but it is not known to me whetherthe Court’s decision Wwas come to because it W'x)i in .v‘j
dence that Shah Sowar Jung was not a son of Qomdut Ool Oomrah, or that Bau‘ker i;ow e 1
Khan was not a son; for their mothers being different, if either of these men be proved notLtSSJll)n
a son of that Nabob, there cannot be auy fraternal relationship between them, I mention thi Ol ;
cause | think that I was not present at that part of the trial and I do not know t} ‘ lg ”S&' o
Court’s decision. le grounas of the

5. 1f however, the List be examined which was sent in Nabol
to Lord Clive of 10th Jemadi Oos Saai 1216 (19th October 180L,) it will there be 1 )
while the mother of Shah Sowar Jung is not given, the Nabob styles Bauker Hos L %OJ?d that,
son of Chattore Begum, thoug! Huker tosssan Khan as

hit is well known and formed i
the subject of icati
tween Colonel Walpole and Prince Azeem Jah Bahadoor, t} ; i K paeations be-

_ 1at Bauker Hoossain Khan's ouw
ther, Ameen Sahiba or Burree Bee, died in the year 1848, s Rhan's own mo-

Azeem Qo Prowial's fetter

* From the Naibi Mookhtar, 29th November 1840,
w  the Governmeut dgent, 30th  ,, ’
»  the Naibi Mookhtar, Tth December
»w  the Government Agent, 17¢th left o
ornn ’ ’ D my own mind from all 1 have heard
» tﬁle {Y‘“bl Mookhtar, 30th ';50597‘ 1841, is that this assertion cannot he m‘aintain;::d
.  the uozie{'nmentdgent, 9th November |, and that the probability s that Shah § )
»  the Naibi Mookhtar, 209th Junuary 1848 Jung was an adopt dg o 1ah Sowar
»  the Government Agent, 12th February Begum who s ptel dml]) T e 0001.500“1
Petition of Burree Bee, 17th September 1840, Nickah Widow ofsg . 1 fOL(;rg) Chv}e\ ’
omdut Ooul Oomrah,
7. In aletter, dated 30th December 1802 from® Nah
. ’ ~3 B A Ob A -1,
Lord Ciive, occur the following words Ll oW s zeem Ood Dowlah Bahadoor to
vzq.:}:%../";’wj)—"’bu W
- 3P e @LMS By el o
¢« As Shah Sowar Jung whom Nabob Oomdut Qe ’

! Oomra
[P

\ 4.5)3)3 S P> e 119.'\ 5A¢
. o permitted : i
43 Wi meaning permitting to be called a Son) : @ to be called his Son

and is a dancin oirl’
g " s Son .
« has become rude, &c. 8 (‘5"") “:‘}!)3)

5 6. . Many assert that the Koolsoom
egum 1n Lord Clive's List, was the mother

” of Shah Sowar Jung, but the impression

”»

8. If Government will now, Lowever, refer to Colo Jarclav's
prirted at pages 123, 124 and 125 of my Extracts, it »:illllell)iﬂz)ll:ill}‘]vbelcft:lers o the xepl; of 181,
Shah Sowar Jung named Coolsum or Kulsun Begum angd of Bauker ot tbe rePUt‘-‘(‘} mother of
tore Begum, were then known to have no children, and hen iner18a<:ossaun K‘han nained Chit-
died, Shah Sowar Jung made no application for her St; o321 that Coolsoom

- pend, though hi
referring to the 1811 Orders, lapsed it by letter of Honorable g
1831.

Begum
S i 3
s Son died, but Government,

Mr. Lushington of 25th February

9. My belief is that neither Shah Sowar Jun
Nabob Gomdut Ool Qomrah ; that the Government
because, when that Nabob’s eldest reputed Son,

g nor Bauker Hoossain KJ,

an ar
of 1801 are Sons of

oot must have known this was the case,
¥ Hoossain, styled Taj Qo) O i

- ! - - i 1mila )

tl.)e terms then proposed to him, no similar offer was seemingly ever th.]ou(rht “‘)“f‘h’ .
either of his two other brothers, the Shah Sowar Jung and Bauker Hoossaj , K(}) e ©
. A At ? 3 1 ] ‘ p

mn Lord Clive’s List tollow that of Taj Ool Oomrah as three Nickah Sons of N l)arll) ¢
Oomrah Bahadoor, and it is probable that their ove
A S names were added frop ;
Oomrs. n an over

hose names
Oomdut Qo)
-desire to be

10.  These matters cannot at this late period be clearl
known for Government resolving that the Political p

now again before Government in my letter, N

l in 0. 297 of the 10th
ltoossain Khan, now a well aged man, should each wholly lapse witl
1 Wil

-t so many objects {or the bounty of Goverg
continuance of any portion of these two recipicnt’s

Y ascertained, but there

‘ ' is sufficient
ensions of the late Shal S

owar Jung,
Instant, ang that of Bauker
1 the recipient’s ljfe,

ment, I could

not recommeng (}
. 0 e
stipends to any gpe,

re-
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Fort Saint George, Political Consultation, 1st March 18E9.
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No. 13 OrpeEr THEREON, No. 130; dated 26th February 1859.

On a review of all the circumstances connected with  the case of Mihr Oon \I.\‘lssaf }l)’ieg_limq,
Widow of Shah Sowar Jung, the Government resolve‘ to sanction to her aPI)’erfs\on 0 N chke‘;
2,000 per ancum, or Rupees 166-10-8 per mensem, being one-ﬁft.h o.f the cfl?on et;:_]e ﬁate ‘,ﬁ
her late husbatd, for the support of herself and daughter, to be paid in arrears irom <
Shah Sowar Jung's demise. .

2. The Government are not prepared at this distance of time to enter upon the questicss

~e

: ! d letter.
referred to in the Agent's second letter (Signed) T.PYCROFT,
Chief Secretary.

Exd. J. A. Wilson.
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