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Read the following letters.

From the Commissioner of Tanjore, dated 11th April 1860, No. 983.*

No. 24.  From H. D. PHILLIPS, Esq., Commissioner of Tanjore, to T. PYCROFT, Esq.,
Chief Secretary to Government, Fort St. George, dated 12th April 1860, No. 987.

Paragraph 18, In my communication, dated 11th instant, No. 983, I have referred to
2,976 claims against the late Rajab’s Estate, which arise out of arrears of salary

and wages from periods prior and subsequent to the Rajah’s death.
2. Of that number, 992 belong to the Dowlat P4mlsk department, of which two were settled
by the late Sirkele after a list of them had been prepared. There
* 23rd March 1860, 178,  are 34 for sums above 50 Rupees and the remainder, or 956, are for
amounts below that figure. Under the instructions* of Govern-

ment, I have myself disposed of the latter class. My awards involve the disbursement of an

aggregate sum of Rupees 6,995-1-10, .
3. Accompanying, I beg to forward, in separate memoranda,t a brief history of each of

the 34 cases in which the Orders of Government are now wanted to enable

t Enclosure No. 1. me to pay the sums recommended, the aggregate of which is Rupees 1,314-8-6,

I Enclosure No, 2, a5 appears in the enclosed statement.}

4. Itismy duty to explain, that all the individuals who are interested in the disposal of
the claims in question hav} not appeared before me personally to prefer them. A list of advances
recoverable from the servants of each of the three minor departments ang of the arrears of wages
due to them, was Prepared in the office of the late Sirkele under an arrangement, I ordered for
adoption in June 1857, -

5. Itismy examination of this list for the Dowlat P4mlgk department and its collatjon

with the original accounts, that brings before Government the thirty-four claims on which I now

have the honor to report,
6. Adverting to those which I have myself adjusted, it is obvious, on reference to their

trifling amounts, which ip many cases represent an arrear of a montl’s wages, that the late
Sirkele might at once have disposed of them, by indenting for what was due on the abolition of
the department, As, however, he did not do so, what were current arrears have assumed the

form of claims.

Memoranda of 34 claims in excess of Rupees 50 which belong to the Dowlas Pémisk Department.

No. 6. Cumvwasr Krrour Japno.—During the life time of the Raja, this person, on a
salary of Rupees 70, held office as a Madhiast or superior Steward in the
Rupees 95-5-4.  department of the Seraglio. After the Raja demised and the then Sirkele and
the Darb4r officers, with the approval of the Resident, reduced the salaries of
many of the Palace servants, as a measure of general economy, this claimants allowances were
fixed at only Rupees 20 per mensem. Further, as the Servants of the Seraglio were sajd to have
all placed themselves in opposition to the Sirkele and thwarted his desire to ascertain the expens
diture of their department, their wages were stopped, Under the effect of that stoppage, there
has accumulated the sum marginally shown above. T, claimant has demised. The amount
should be paid to his hejr.
No. 8. Ramsr Niros Z aMBLE,—The circumstances of this claim are similar to those of
the one last above, with the exception that the original salary wag Rupees 30,
Rupees 75-5-4.  which were reduced to Rupees 20. This claimant also has demised. The sum
at his credit for salary not disbursed, should be paid to his hLeir,
No. 11. Konar Narg PerMaL Naix.-—-Was a Pank; puller in the Hyyzq, department
on 7 Rupees a month, He has died and has left no knowy beirs, Being anxious
Lupees 93-1-4. 10 buy a house he is said to have allowed his wages to remaip accumulating iy,
the Palace Treasury. The amount should be paid to any one coming forwa,

and properly establishing a title to it.
—— - o ——
*Entered in Proceedings, 10th May 1869.
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Political D
Jor the month of M, ay 1860.

epariment,

No. 12. NimBasa Mupoyr ARrsur.—From 20 Rupees
Raja died, this man was reduced, after the

Rupees 67-12-0. is indebted to the Palace in Rupees 50-11
' arrear of accumulated salary which was sto

debt might be recovered, the remainder Rupees 17-0-8 should
No. 13. AmraT Row Lucmmax Row Pawmar.

_ Raja’s death, from 20 to 15 Rupees a
Rupees 71-8.0.  of the Bhaj Sahibs and was one o

a rr?onth, drawn by him before the
Prince’s death, to Rupees 15, He
-4, Deducting that sum from the
pped, among other reasons, that the
be paid to the claimant,

—This man’s salary was reduced after the
month. He was attached to the department

Tanjore as Commissioner ip 1856.
due to him on that account is shown ahove, It should

L\ . Je I\RISIN JI [8) m— i] ()”n]stjnces
0 lx) A BI‘{AG JI JADO. The cir ¢ Of this case l‘eselnb]e thGS Of
e

Rupess 1180, ;:(I)I:ec;zz fob(;;e. '15;]}:.(302:1:“12:; itp'vllydl; the Raj:’sd time was Rupees 25, [t was
. erciann recorded against him for Ry 3-8-3
due under a decree by oune of.the Raja’s own Courts for ma: bres -
th . ] ) ' Mmaintenance, but with
Rz;eisléa]‘-e&r(;)w no concern and recommend payment to him of the full accumul’ation sum,
No. 17. Ry Rubprau ANANDA Kow Japo alias Bapg Row Arpa.—This claimant is t}
Rupees 236.0.0, %ero? ‘I"hé’se Pension has been cancelled by Government in their Order 29:&?
p blizrhcn:eni 22 i(;-t}QO. I’gehwa;the Head Manager of the 15 Bhai Sahibs’ esta-
me of the Raja’ ¢ i
of Mr. Forbes’ arrival ag Tanjore in October 182‘:5a.s (}[?liiho;::\c;:srilia::vid'uphto the period
Sirkel.e in respect of procuring accounts of the Bhai Sahibs expenditure in 13 o o of the
on which to fix their future allowances, were created by him and by him aIOT e 1o form dat.a.
nate servants of the establishment were under his immediate control and ord(:;e. arl(‘lh; SUbOl‘fh-
was bound, according tp the long established practice of the Palace, to ields, b l:] e
Sirkele whom he set at defiance. Some hundreds of the subordinate s;rvan}tls ha:es o t'o e
by the stoppage of their allowances, solely in consequence of this man’s acts Ieie'n pumslhed
was wholly unjustifiable and as the payment of the arrears of the wageg which acc.umull:t f}om l;Ct
the Sirkele’s determination to withhold payment of them until he c:uld enforce obedi ) “,““' n
act of grace on the part of the Government, I do not feel that I can conscientious] ( 1:;‘:.9’ o
ment to this man, of what was not disbursed to him when indented for, yACTIse pay-

No. 18. N : : :
No. 18. Ry Bf(gA\;A' ,LAIxSHMA PaNDIT.~This claimant was the principal Accountant
Ruees 166-15.9 of the Raja’s Dufter department, The sum marginally noted is the amount
“pees 109-13-9. - of stoppages made from his salary to meet a debt which he had incurred to

the Palace of Rupees 895-5.5 for cloths,

L, the claim is rejected, s that sum is still oving by

Y a9 NANAD
~o. 220 Naxarpa Narg KRisTNAPPA Nax
] brought s0 many miner servants
Rupees 95-53-1.  man's salary of Rupees 20, 10 the
- . ’
similar cases, I recommend that the

.~The disobedience of claimant No. 17, which
Into trouble, also caused the stoppaze of this
extent shown marginally. Asin the previous
sum be now made over to him,

Ru])ees {0-9 4‘ V 2 Y q N — (
M ¥ ANO, ~. R Chi 1
HEROJI 4 ARASOJI SIIIA DE, 11]15 case 18 Siln”ar to the one

las ak
tabove. I muke the same recommendation,

Rupess 136-8. 10, No. 27, MarLvLarst Darrast Arpa.

.\ [¢] 8 (/[1 PUS l ,A I'l J > I‘ h ()f these (:la] f W d] Ww a
o~ AN / a
Y AJI AI PA.- Lsac man :S, })O are brothers, €

salary
tary of Rupees 15 a month. It was stopped for two reasons ; the one,

Rupees 426-8- at i i
pees 1+26-8-10, that awards against them in the Raja’s own Court’s required liquidation ;

8—*'3 1 ; the other, that their father had sold a village to the Raja for Rupees
s 33-1- 4, P . .

30,000, and received 10,000 Rupees in part payment thereof, but had

B —— subsequently found himself unable to give possession to the Raja,

consequently on certain claims which it was the seller’s duty to adjust.

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Political Departiient,
Jor the month of May 1860.

2. There would, thus, have been Rupees 853-1-4, in deposit available for credit to the
Rupees 10,000 drawn from the Raja; but I observe that so recently as the 5th November 1859,
in No. 325 letter to the Sirkele, the Government Agent has called for and sent to the Comba-
conum Sub-Court, for a creditor there, a sum of Rupees 378-4-10 from the accumulated arrears

of the salary of these claimants.
3.- The Government Agent appears to have proceeded under the impression that the
claimant’s salaries had been stopped under orders of the Courts of the Raja only and the proceeds

separately kept in deposit. The error has diminished pro tanfo the resources from which the

10,000 Rupees might partially have been liquidated.
4. The village when purchased by the Raja, wy~ intended as an investment for the inmates
of his Seraglio. I have reported at length on this matter in my letter dated the 26th ultimo,

No. 930.

5. The sum at presentin handis Rupees 471-12-G which the claimants should not be
allowed to receive. I reject the claim.

No. 31. GorarL Racost Mourray.—I recommend the payment to claimant of this sum.

It is an accumulated arrear of salary stopped under the ecircumstance

Rupees 57-3-2 stated in claim No. 22.

No. 32. Curpusamy SaccaraM BuoNsLE.—This case is similar to

Rupees 57-3-2 the last one above, my recommendation is the same.

No. 37. Ry Armaram Dapasr Paxpir.—This and the two preceding cases are similar.

I recommend as I did then, the only difference being, that Rupees 2-8

Rupees  77-13-4 due by claimant to the Palace, must be deducted from the amount paya-

ble to him .

No. 39. LurcumeN Vexcasee Punprr.—This claim rests on an appointment to the

office of the Palace “ Muzumdar” of which the claimant never for one

Rupees 539-9-4. moment entered upon the duties.

*Tth August 1855. 2. Tt was, it appears, made* about three months before the Raja's
demise, a vacancy having been specially created that claimant’s nomination
might take place.

3. On the strength of claimant’s alleged filling of the Muzumdar’s situatior, which was
one of the hereditary classes of Darbér offices, he has secured a pension of Rupees 20 a month
on the Dowlat Piml6k’s list, for the cancelment of which I shall separately address the Govern-
ment. This claim is rejected.

No. 49. Govinpa Vencur Sooesa.—This man was the official custodian of funds pre-

sented by the Raja for certain religious ceremonies. Claimant misappropriated

Rupees 57-1-9.  what he had received, instead of making the prescribed distribution. His pay

of Rupees 4 monthly was accordingly stopped to realize a sum of money of
which the total is not now traceable, but which was payable to 60 individuals. The amount
available not being equal to what claimant should refund, this claim is rejected.

No. 316. Krisuxsee Jeevasez.—The 5 Rupees monthly salary of this man were stopped

about 18 months prior to the Raja’s death by the Raja's own order. The

Rupees 83-15-3. rcason of the order is not known. It wag issued in the ** Girdam” depart-

ment which no longer exists. As the claimant does not appear to have given
any service during the period for which the accumulated amount of salary has been drawn for

him, and as only the Raja was competent to annul an order which he had himself issued, I

regard the claim as inadwissable and reject it.

No. 427. Susnavers Lurcama Boosung,—Claimant’s pay of Rupees 14 was stopped after
Mr. Forbe's arrival as Commissioner in order to impel him to complete

dupees 66-1]1-8. certain accounts he was ordered to prepare. He has since that demised.

His heir is claimant, No. 18, against whom stands a balance due to the

palace. This claim is consequently rejected.
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for them at a fitting occasion. On the death of their mistress they were transferred . to
the Huzfr department, and thence, an order was issued to attach them to a Pagoda, Whl(fh
course of life they both refused to adopt. The result of this was the temporary stoppage .of their
allowances. Later, however, an order was passed for the payment to them of the sum wl.nch had
accumulated on their account, which the Sirkele should have carried into effect. He did not do
50, and the sum marginally noted in each case is still a deposit at the credit of each of the women.

It should, I think, be paid to them respectively.
Rupees 137-7-7. No. 870. VasaNT SuBayA RAMAKALAHASTIA. -
No.871. SHESHAMMA, wife of do.—These sums accumulated subsequent to the issue of an
order by the Raja to stop the allowances of the two claimants. The reason of

Rupees 91-10-4. the order is not known, but it was one the Raja was competent to issue.

Claims rejected. . .
Rupees 122-4-9. No. 969. Ammarv.—This case is similar to the last one. I reject the claim.
TANJIORE, (Signed) H. D. PHIL]:_,IPS., )
12th A pril 1860. —_ Commissioner.
Statement of sums recommended for payment, subject to approval by Government on account of

claims on the Dowlat Pamloké Establishment of the late Raj.

E '5 Amount of Amount Remarks
8§ Name of the Claimant. claim. awarded. .
-2
‘ “od 5%  Tosl3d
6 Chimnaji Kéroji Jadho... ... ... ... .. .. 9, 9 &
8Ramji Niroji Z‘Lmble 75 5 4 75 5! ii
11Konair Naick, Permal Naick ... ... ... .. 93 1 4 93} L g
12 Nimbaji Mudoji Arsul... ... .. .. . .. 6712 0 17,0 o
13|Amratrow Latchman Row Pamir ... .. .. 71,8 0 71 8 0
15 Kristnaji Bag6ji Jado ... ... .. o oo ... 718 0 71/ 8 0
17 Ry Rudréji Anantarow Zadhow alias Babé Row | ] |
APPE i s b e et e e e e 286 0| 0 ... Rejected.
18Ry Bujanga Lakshma Pandit o e e 169 13, 9 .. ’ Do.
22/ Nanappa Naik Kistnappa Naik ... ... .. .. 95 5 4 95, 5' 4«I
25Ry Heroji Naras6ji SIndé ... ... wv e o 75 5 4 75 5 4
27Mallarji Dattaji Apps ... .. oo wer e e 426/ 810 ‘ Do.
28"Kuppusami Dattaji Appd ... .. o o .. 426 8!10 eooleedd Do,
31;Gopal Rakoji Mohité ... ... ... ... ... .. 57 8 2 57| 3, 2‘*
82 Kuppusami Sakkaram Bhonslé ... ... ... ... 57 3| 2 57 8 2‘
37Ry Atmaram Dadaji Pandit... ... ... .. .. 7713 4 75 5 4
39 Latchman Venkaji Pandit ... ... .. ... ... 539 9 4 .. |.|.] Do.
49:Govinda Vencut Soobba ... ... ... .. ... 571 9 ...l...] Do.
316 Kistnaji Jeevaji 8915 3 I Do.
427.Subnavees Luchma Boojung 6611 8 ... veelen] Do
431/Rungo Nanaji e e e L 54 1 5 54 11 &
482 Kamakshi Bhai, widow of Mallarji Appd..... .., 419/10} 7 FOPREE RN A Do.
558 Shaik Zaman Mohamud Shaik Boodden, Chitta
keeper... ... .. . ah G e e el 55111 8 Do,
559 Shaik Jaffar Shaik Boodden, Chitta keeper... ... 54| 8 8 ... vieleef Do
574 Dattaji Mallarji APpa o.. +ev wer ee wee an 5770000 .. J|.l.| Do,
576 Védamarty Panchapakais Bhatgosamy ... ... 20015/ 8 ... l.....; Do,
584 Devaraja Asharry ... ... .. .. .. o .. 91|14i11 91/14/11
585 Soobram Sastry ... .. ... .. .. 115/ 518 ... (... Do.
618 Annu Row Gungaji Bonslé... ... .. .. .. 6810/ 9, ... |....| Do.
645 Ghulam Hussain Abdal Kadar ... ... .. .. 182/10{ 8| ... |.....1 Do.
689 SuvarnambiCa... ... ser wir ver e eer ees 192 2 7’ 192’ 27
690 Kamakambica... ... ... .o .. o see e 192 2| 7 192 2, 7
870 Vasant Subaya Ramakalahastis .. ... ... .. 1(37 4 By { R S O go.
871 Sheshamma wife of do. ... ... .. .. .. Iniof 4 ... L..l.. 0.
969|Ammalt’1 122 4| 9 . Do.
l | 4936 117 1,314 8 6
TANJORE, (Signed) H, D. PHILLIPS.,‘
. Commissioner.

12th April 1860, .
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Political Department,
Jor the month of May 1860,

Statement of sums recommended for payment—( Continued.)

; unt of | Amount Remarks.
o Nt(l)l.eof Name of the claimant. ATlZim. awardod
Z 1 claim. : " <
N R. |a.P. R.5, AO. 12)
0 28. 1l
37 455 |Amréswara Tiker Guzar ... ggg (()) o o
38 456 |Toppe Venkatakristna Chetty 390 0| o 28100
89 457 [Toppi Subba Chetty o o
40, 458 [Anna Venkatasami oo e ey 4
41] 462 Bhaji Vira Chetty pioh 4 Ao 4
42 463 Kumbi Alagiri Chetty ... o N Y 2o
43| 464 !Subba Naik ... . | S0 185 4 o
44 465 |Bhaji V;xiliatachela I:Tialk... 1441 6! 9 sz 0
L Dévann annaru 0. ... | A
ig gg; Muttusami Vandian, Flower Merchant 438 lg‘ g 420' 36
47 473 Satwéji Sevdji Nava}'dkar 09 90 180,00
48 475 Gangél:h}z:ra fl'{ak!lné.)l t . o 0" o A {' Re{;cted,
Kamakshi, female servant rer e ot
gg igg Ilg:goda, of Chakrapéniswéml at Nellichary - 215 3, 5 el D
51 494 Brimins on account of Pdja in the name of C. 10 0 o ‘
‘ Vijaiabh6ganandaji e oo esls
52 496 V. Bivu Kasirow Inglé ... 57' 3, ; 8515 ¢
53 497 |Nirdina Row Inglé ogha I Do
5 532 |Tangamma Veeramma, .Nur.se e 10 o] ol Do
55 554 ([Rdjamma Bhai Arpmam Raja Sahib ... 89‘15] R Do-
561 559 Durba grass prov1de1: (3010, 4 e ffe Do
57 593 |Viswanatha Bhl.-lt Deévker 81, A e e Do.
58 594 |Arnachella Pillai ) ool al'al I DY
59 597 Pattabhi Rar}lasaﬁm Pagoda R go.
uchariar for Hanumar... .- NI I R °-
g(l) ggg %Egchanathiswaraswami’s Mantapapadi __-6;7 —0 —O _l~
l ’ Total...| 2,227/13] 6] 7,499 3 2 ~

(Signed) H. D, PHILLIPS,
Commissioner.
TANJORE,
19tk 4pril 1860.

. . P
Memorandum of claims for sums above 50 Rupees, standing against the estate of the late Raja of
Tanjore.
77. RuckMasr Guanrtiee.—This claim which originated in the Jamdarkhana had not
No- 77 been recorded in the Raj accounts as the result of a purcha}se.p 'II‘he
i beyond a doubt to have brought to the Palace
-0-0 claimant, however, appears y : . .
Toupeas 530 for sale prior to the Raja’s demise two mirrors, some plctureiis, an}c]l. several
i i i i i ai d never restored to him.
inside with quick silver, which were retained an . . _
glase glo}')l“a}?eco:tede;: to have bgen presented by the Raja to Kamakshi Bhai .Salnb and Saccarafn
'2. F r}; fhi Goomashta of the first, an acknowledgment for the mirrors and g]obfes is
pabib. i - d the servants of the Mahal declare that the pictures rea.ched Saccaram Sahib.
forthcommfg anthe Raja had demised, the late Sirkele convened a meeting of merchants to fix
siueﬁiﬁ;e articles, which were sent for from the apartments of their possessorsI f:or that pur-
£
the v2 d they were estimated to be worth Rupees 527, the .amo_unt of the present claim, £
poss o i ji Ghantige is dead and is represented by his widow an(‘l a son of a})out 14 years
£ - []Ra]f n;)a':; shop in the town of Tanjore. The debt should I think be admitted, but as a
of age who kee

f Rupees 115-8-10 stands against claimant for advances made, the net sum payable to him
sum of Rupe -8-

ill be Rupees 411-7-2, . :
will ) o MY MAISTRY AND THREE oTHERS.—These men were paid servants in
. 78. OVIND::e Palace. On the occasion of marriages in their families, they appear to
have brought to the Raja, as presents, certain articles consisting of worked

a

Feapees 188-14-0 skull caps, portraits of himself and father and the god Kristnaswamy, and
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Oi;. atclceme‘_i and ordered to be paid for, by the
e articles, There js 5 Parwange to this

efore fha""‘g that, the offerers may not have
was not € sum has remained undisbursed, As
¢ actually reacheg ¢ agreeable to them to take, and as the

) the Raja, I woulq admit the debt and pay it.

TIGE_\O : .
Zerat Khana departmenf;t}l))l:t elnftiryd a}? it ren e 15200 erises in the
- ) nd that it relates to the pi
. € pictures adverted to

{7 and g .
6-6.3 s fo, therefore reject that
a . amount, .
SUpply of scissors and knives, apg shouk'fh; tll;?m:llder de.xpezs
’ Nk, be admitted.

Ty in th; i ;
- ;ns Clé;]lm would seem to have resylteq from the non-
P when the pictures first reached the Zerat K hana,

Cance]ment of
whence they w

€Te transferpeq
No. 118, to th

RY CANNysy .

Pared accorgip, SAMY.—This sum is due fo i

t r certain

.brought and dili: : B‘?nares model for the Avg Sahibioiietr :heq‘bﬁs pre-
matter haq s Ingly, the Usual nf].‘red In the Palace, the price was net ’ad'us(t) JWthh iy
fixed 1 ?sted u emorandum  of articles received yusted. - Aceord.
€d by mediatorg, s death, when the Sirke] cod o madeand there the
2% Climanyy gy, ele caused the price of them to be
This being deduc
No. 118,

Rupees 74 _O_ l .
ntil aftey the Raj

er, hOWeVe s .
ted, the net T 18 in debt to the Palace to
th
TR’CHITUMBAS:D Cpayable to claimant js Rupees ”-!;36 ’;:)ent of Rupees 56-2-3,
Rupees 51.11 items ; Coarse clfti”y’ a.CZOUI Merchant.—Thig dei)t 1s composed of
119, the Zerat Khana S supplied worth Rupees 29-13-9 and cloth gole of tmo
how they w .and never returned to him, though n hi 8 deposited in
2. This deﬁciency canne:e disposed of in the Palace &% nothing appears to show
Ot Justly affect claj )
Imant wh : :
™ of Rupees 5.9.7, Who being indebted to the Palace in

Rupees 46-2-2, should get a net g
No. 120 G
. OPANADARAJ, Cr
1ET’I‘Y.--»AmOng sundry articles supplied in 1851 on the

occasion of the Py
by
Incess and the Mungalavas children’s « Barga” festival, this

?

mman bI‘UUght and (ef; b
elivered certal v w e
rtain smal] essels of bell metal for which

does
ot Seem t
4] .
at the time, ave been paid according to the memorandum recorded

2' I Wou]d ad .
No. 121, gy, he debr,

Rlipees 55_6_1 .

Rupees 59.4..
. 2.
No. 129 Ce more
. . than tl
° T’GA"-'~'I'h]i:nsu:: Z‘;)m:;:t Otf clim, the latier js rejected.
Rupees 108.3.5 part Iy afier e 1 P dS 0 l?e dufa for medicines supplied
Sischarge the later deby, ,; “us death, it having been impracticable to
Junction of ¢ Supree - ézz., Rupees 42-10.3 owing to the arrival of the in
m t. its be :
Upees 108.8.5 be nowepa;):r I recommend its being admitted and that

No. 142
. VENCATACHELLAM, Oil  Merchant.—This claim arises on

Rupees 66-3.5
' 2 supply of o \
No. 149, V,YDE“NGAPM)’ osml UP to date of Raja's death. It should be admitted and paid
*—dundr : ‘
Choulty Y articles of all sorts were furnished by thi
Rupees 180.14-4, Y Dear the East Gate of the Fort. The balance stZucl:sf;:w:h;: v:]::

owing to him a4
. th fa? . .
to its Payment, e date of Ra_]as death is the claim, I see no objecu’on

N o i oo i . = e i S i A
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No. 150. Permavr Naig.—This debt is of a character similar to the

Rupees 155-15-7 last, and should also be paid.
No. 163. MookkaYEE, Curd seller.—This woman would seem to have furnished the
Hoozoor Department, where the Raja’s own food was cooked, with curds of
Rupees 80-7-0 several kinds. The memorandum produced by her Agent is found to
correspond with the Hoozoor people’s reckoning 5 bus neither the one nor
the other shows more than that certain quantities of curds were received in the “ Hoozoor” on
certain dutes. No mention of price is made and nothing is kaown of these supplies in the stores
department where they ought to have been ent:red when received and where the price would

ordinarily have been settled.
I do not feel that I can conscientiously regard this, as a well established debt and would

reject it.

No. 169. AramaiLv.—This claim rescmbles the one above. I
Rupees 369-8-0. come to the same conclusion.

No. 163. I dispose

No. 170. Kannamma.—This, too, resombics

of it in the same manner,

Rupees 72-8-0.
No. 172. ViraBapra VarLan, —This debt is said to have arisen on supplies of chatties to the
Hoozoor of which the regular stores department had no information until
All that is now known of it is from copies of entries

The arrcar is a Jarge oue for alleged

Rupees 180-0-0 after the Raja's death.
made in the Hoozoor Dufters.

accumalations in favor of a Chatty seller, to whom there is nothing to show that intermediate

pyym:uts on aceount were made, I do not feel that it should be admitted.

No. 173.

Rupees 350-0-0 debt, which I also reject.
Vyarurr—I find that this man is said to have supplied hog's lard for the Cattle
of the Palace for use in the hot weather as medicine ; bub ouly Rupees

Kararra Vaman,—The same remarks apply to this

No. 175.

41-11-0 worth, found its way to the regular department and to that extent

Rupees 51-4-4
The difference or Rupees 6-9-1 worth may

only I would admit the claim.
have gone to the Hoozoor department, but that matter cannot now be traced.

No. 183, KristNa, Pegetable scller.—~Is said to have furnished vegebables to the Raja
when he went on a pilgrimage to Trivady, but the accounts of his supply
were destroyed by bandy-coots accidentally, and the entry of his debt was
made roughly on his own conjectural estimate. He has died and his wife
has disappeared. The man who wrote the account having been dismissed is not now to be fouud.
I think the debt should be admitted under the circumstances, as the destruction of account was

Rupees 80-0-0

no fault of the claimmant.
Gusar AMBaseNkER JasEY.—This debt is based on an arrangement made by

No. 187.
the late Sirkele after the Raja’s death which he was not competent to make.

Rupees 505-11-10 The claimant had contracted to supply grain to the Palace, but evaded his
engagement on finding that the price of the article had suddenly risen.

‘What was required was, however, bought in the open market and the surplus above the contract
rate recovered from a balance at his credit in the Palace accounts. On an appeal to his kind
consideration by the claimant, the Sirkele agreed to divide with claimant, the loss sustained by
his non-fulfilment of the contract and accordingly credited him with the sum shown margin.liy
above. I reject the claim.

No. 210. AvusaniBa Divmar.—This is said to be a debt payable to the establishinent
designated the Avusahiba’s Dimmat or Catcherri, for bamboos aund leaves
Rupees 74-9-4 purchased from villages under management by it.  The establishment bas
now no existence and the debt, even if a genuine onc, is impossible of pay-

ment, Rejected.
3
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N ACCOUNT op pp»
rejectod. MT::JSAL;: <‘>1:‘.-_'50ME ARIICLES oF TiE STABLE.—This should be
Rupees TERTIN, 1536, 11 Em; 'e ol carriages, &c., ardereq by Mr. Forbes, Couimissioner,
and, il d(: l,u.t department bought sundries of the valyue above shown;;
PR3 16 the Sirkele, Agent S()ldpd”menfs not been abolished, it would now have had to
Emanvlt departmons ceased 1o pen, - t;]hc] Fl)lxlgs., the sum zspp.caring in the sale ligr, As the
No. 215 Rasos B he st March 1860, | reject the claim,
Aukam Of"/st)'};“)m (‘Iebt originates wigl, a contract for Luildine 20
Rupecs "9.0.0, e hop. princcs: e\s}:ed m the cattle yard of Sakkaram Sahil's first :-ife,
s P tha-t lh\ he(xl) the work was completed and wag I'ormally valued,
but g Contr we advances mudof exceeded the estimate of work done,
: as not forthcommg. Claim rejected.

No. 246 M
. 246, ODALLY Ausapy. ('
- ot],m.s‘ 'm,ISmeenter.hA Contract wag made with thig person and
Pupees $50.9.0 In 1819, for the construction of sjx large ¢l
| N s arge chariots to be drawn
e 'S by clephants, Advances !
- 067-11.42 were mad . 0 the extent of Rupecs
C:almant, Ty, difference was 1, id i ol il pecs -y
a8 paid in tye < all ‘
contract, g 1 o YO small amounts ¢q others w i
bt d(,n ) i clhanota had not peen completed when the ja dj Sl it taken o teh b
e 0 @ lan - X > Ivae ted, ’
Thess o 10 'ge quantity of materials haq | J g,
* Materjals in (e hands f ¢)
work of 4y ordinary character

and odd went to this

een collectug 93, thongh much had
1e claimant canyoy of courc ““ and prepareq to finish the joh.
{ ’ $€, now pe I oo
: i nade available for other
to estimate 11 Under these circumet; avanable for o
Slmate the valy : ! flances, sopy, cdiaten
used up, ang . (1)‘ the work actually execyted and (f:t}  Mediators were called togeiher
C P s e sum ey sett] ’ othe wood ana
. - ] .
Y00 in an address recently «d o be due him was 4 above gligw, (:I“
$ @ Nese , 1 as claime
of that ameuyy I woulq ! I cnted €0 me, hug 1 fiud no gy qq on  whie} (o claimed Rupees
) a 2 . b r e . .
meet the denang of kay him the Rupees 830-2-0 Joavipo 1: neh I can make an award
clate is dug Ln] of the minoy Contractol's who have AVing Lim g4 the principa] contractor, to
Sdue to t lemselye come ty mp .
S me f()r I‘L»““b . .
urscment of what they

on prepared but not

A\ . ..{)’ . i <
O q)() S.\AWI I\ED,.'I — I h]s item was nOt rt f
{ [} or

Reddi h
. as ngt
Rurces 358.8. . Come fory
rees v58.8.0. against )iy

helne . . . .

ard to g HCusion in- the Jis of claims. Sami

¢ O dem: ) .

hame is th, amount emand any thing, and the sum set down
toban advaye, made to him for setting up a

flag-stafr ; ,
for the wo, ) ° n the fmx'up For .

0 €V we e € Iort, )
Seems 1k, they vere “12pproved ang J : L When pie brought the materials required
S€ems, takey from }”'m & rejoeted and

accounts relutiye Lo the traps

No. 238, R

2l cost of dixcussion tnsued. A statement was, it

g of w o

4Ction have ey Mhat ke hag Produced, but this and the other
e destroye by rate. The claim is struck out of the list.

UDRAKOT 1] —TLj
. 48 man by Lt t

v ‘ ( ’ | : ’ .
. ) wbout thrce Years Lefope s I’) the Palace two Lullock carriages for sale,
/ ;Ces y - ~ . A . e " . . e . - .
. 000, Wity e ¢ Laja djeg. They were retained in the Palace

. S BiTingenery 4s to thej i i ‘ !
'd o ppeny e ‘€It price Leing made. The proprietor
si . 0 adiys Ir v i '
era'b],v spoiled ang are now worth] Just their valpe and in ccurse of time they were con-
ment in whiel they were [eft estiny, o8 _An clephant, 100, injurcd one of them.  The depart-
shown which tnder the cix'cnmsiax o et "y fer the il v ks e
tyer, being dead, ang no claiy ‘h v'lwsi)may’ I ks be ———, s
LG 0 g AVine bea . i . i ’ !
vteme and g, ko §00d their rig},, tz itcw etually preferred, bis reprasentatives will be at -
o .

No. 91 r
~d AMBAYAC()]T P . . .
A.~~This thould not Lave appeared in the list. Nothing is known

of the 1 . .
€puted Clammnt, in whose fuvor the amount mar,-zlna”_y cutered has

Dupees 103-1.9.
Fuither, advances made to him

ten stan(;
i 1"4”'{; for the Just twenty years.
. Sever; Wy . . . 1
CCmie forwarq, Rf‘jected H dLP‘“'lmcnts are still unradjusted, consequent on Lis failure to
No. 299
’) c wJY, .
£ “pees 66-0-0, | D"F-REYEM, Llcwerman—This case resembles the one last above,
No 205 B €Jected,
- . (7] g, Al TA TO
PE : ey e .
the liy RISO‘\S WHO wixT 10 BENARTS,—-This should not have appeared in
(leM 1 EXepreseys numerous small sums due to individuals who were
oved ¢ ¥ . . .
of ,b U differe, beriods in conveying to Benares the hopes and ashes
Lors of . . .
the Koya) family of Tunjore, Such ag they are, they mostly

Lipees 71573,
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full within 50 Rupees in amount, and are therefore adjudicable by myself under the authority
But as only two individuals are as yet actual claimants before me for batta duc,

granted to me.
led ** claim” now trouble Government for any orders. Accord-

I need not in respect, of this miscal

ingly, it is rejected,
No. 442, Narrarawvisam Naix.—This man is a
About ten years before the late Raj

Rupees 644-4-11, the Susrestdsmu Sudma and blend
of abolition a list of the liabilities of the abolished establishm

pared and these were regarded as transferted to the new or substituted department, but none of
them would seem to have been paid.  The list in question is forthcoming and a Gumasta who
has all along belonged to the Huzur is aware that the debts nated in it still remain unadjusted.
The sum noted marginally above is one of these less Rupees 54-13-0, which the creditor owes
the Palace, and it seems that although application has frequently been made by the creditor,
he did not get his money. The reason of the non-payment seems to have been the unwillingness
of the Déarbar officers in the Hoozoor to recoguize debts transferred from another department
which tended to swell the Iist of Raja’s liabilities which shortly ufter the transfer, was laid before

the then Resident,

general dealer, but principally sold grain.
a died, he abolished a department called

ed it with the late Huzar. At the time
ent was pre.

I thiuk it should now be adinjbted and liquidated,

No. 444 ANsmavay, female servant.—Of this amount, Rupees 38-0-6 were a transfer
to the Hoozoor from the abolished department mentioned in the last case. »
» Tetained, used and never paid for,

value of cloths furnished to the Palace
as entered in Annamalay’s favor,

Rupees 179.1.3, The sum was due for cloths supplied
The difference Rupees 141-0-9 is the

179-1.8 through the Hoozoor, for which a credit w
38-0-6 though nothing was ever paid to her. When the list of Hoozoor liabilities
—_—— was prepared in 1856, this was put down as one of them. I see nothing
141-0-9 suspicious in the matter and would pay it.

No. 416. Kumarasami, Zailor.—This creditor appears to have sup-
plied for the Raja, a State garment richly embroided and worked in gold

Rupees 639-5.6, lace now in store, of which the price was settled to be Rupees 655-15-6.
Deducting, however, Rupees 16-10-0 as the value of the cloth originally
the sum due to him and entered as due in the list of amounts payable

39-5-6, which I recommend for liquidation.

given him to work upon,
from the Hoozoor in 1856, is Rupees 6

No. 449. Skpampara AvucHarrY, Carpenter.—About eight years prior to the Raja’s demise
certain musical instruments were brought by this man to the Raja, who
retained them as was his practice with anything of interest that was shown
him. The Darbdr officers did not, however, pay their value and as the
creditor was generally employed about the Palace in consequence of being skilful in ivory and
other fine work, the discharge of the debt seems not to have been pressed for.

It should now be paid.
No. 452. Jaceanapa Poxpa Guzar.—This ecreditor in common with certain other
merchants, supplied cloths for transmission to the Decean as presents to
Rupees 169-1-7. the relatives of the 17 young wives of the Raja. A list of what was
bought was prepared at the time, but owing to the confusion then pre-
The sum seems to be fairly due and should

Rupees 166-14-10.

valent, no payments appear to have been made.

be discharged.
No. 453. Ramacuenpra Davi Guzar.—This debt has or
Rupees 173-6.0, the one above and should be similarly discharged.

No. 454. RamakristNA JASSEE Guzar.— This case, too, is of a similar kind and should

iginated in the same manner as

Rupees 319-9-7, " be similarly settled.
Rupees 283-0 0. KNo. 455. AmMaRrEswirA TAKER.—

Rupees 228-0-0. No. 456. TorPE VENKATAKISHNA CHETTY,—
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em gy g . .

. Stown marginally, should be liguidated

IAN — 12,0 .
Flower Merchant.—'Fhis debt

flowa.. « .
. OWers for devational purposes,
Mished 40 Ry

arises on a daily supply

Rupees 82-158 f “ Tumbg »
On one cecasion of a festival

t J'E cl'Cditox fu

. s da; or
czently Supported Ace d"l[y Supplies Th (i)(;)ets “O;lh’ e vount bas becr o 9
« Accord: . ¢ debt unde s¢cire
Rupees — dmgly, I recommans o der these circumstaness scems suffi-
§ r payment
No. 47 '
Na. 475 3. Satvay Sivast Navapxrc
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ANGATHpy RAKM-\J!

Rupees 409.4.g, :eru“ds that, 1,
: Vants close

by hesy o1 1 €5ty et o o g el o
Teditops . ¢l fiest of whom wot hin"acrb“:tl'(y ‘i:bm'L", é[?{’cﬂ; v
hujanga Lak:hmm: T;(\ on\n bution, ?t 18 w.]- er-

. a y sem to have abstained
O accounts were at their credit when in October 1856
They should be paid, I cousider, and I rccommend

I : .
n 1810 the Raja was so embarrassed by a deficiency

ecoﬂﬂ.n(r

clamarous for their

d S T their arrears of pay, a bodv of his
the avenues of t} pay, a bod)

Ny, 47¢ .
Na, 479, I\.\‘»IK;\SSH,

f"‘”’n/e
oS'ErDrl 3 .
at —Tiis sne :
Tiis sum appaars to be the accumulations of

a

"¢ been assigned by the Raja to a female, in temporary
3 but, who she was or why the order to pay her
& mouth, was given, no one knows. Neither has she
ges or arrears. s the sum was drawn and credited

Rupeet 114.0‘0 ‘;’ages said to i

eVer come fory
to the name ab

No. 4 eems av
92, Pacop, OF Spgp C:ﬁ:‘“e deemed it requisite to regard it as a claim. I reject it.
Rupees 215.2.5, Were i8sned by t.ilen(tfp“_x" Samy ar NarLuscHerrYy.—Several Parwangis
appear to hyye been taja _to give to this institution certain sums. They
be, the sum | Partly ignored and partly obeyed, but however that may

tote f
may :
ginally above is the balance of the several amsunts

€ Jusbife .
Og’seilfet:;:g tlxls)b’ursemcnt had they at ance been acted upon
Vived i 10 arbt‘ir, a Parwangi lapsed when not immedi-
. out a special  fresh order. I therefore reject this,
n the list of claims.

Couxp
ass sim‘;m Puia IN Ti e NAME oF C. VIIABHAGIA NANDASL —
ar to the above, and is rejected.

Mos B
AVY
Rupees 85.15.8, further thay thatitKASEx; Row INcLav.—Nothing is known of this debt

of the Jate Reja Was due on account of arrears of pay by the grand-mother
1.838’ It wag t; Mohana Bha Sahib, from whose accounts on her demise in
and appeared in ), Mtances, uri::stfl‘en‘cc.] to those of Sydamba Bhai Sahib who succeeded
sopresented by b ¢ list of pey “abil?g- 1e time of the latler lady, it still remained unpaid,
two ladies witjlll ;f‘s(in. The Yetentiol o ])1‘8}?:11‘0&1 after her death. The original creditor is
Las been practic I“mb bope of s Uqlz?d Of the item for a series of years in the accounts of the
think it w Y admitteq by its ; ‘auo'n, tjavor the justice of the claim. Its validity, too

would havye msertion in the Huzoor accounts. Were it a false c}.'z'im l’

. . disappear o
therefore admit and pay it. “d from the Duflters when Mohana Bhai Suhip died. I would
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No. 497. Narramna Row INcLay.~This debt is similar in its origin
and particulars to the one last above. I make the same recommendation.

Rupees 57-3-1.

Tancamma Vepramma, 4 Nurse.—This female was the wet-nurse of a child
born in the late Raja’s Seraglio. When first employed as such, an arder
Rupees 106-15-11.  was issued to give her Rupees 3 monthly. After a period she was taken
into permanent employment in the Seraglio. Although the order wasin

she seems to have drawn no wages under it, and as no reason appears why
n who has claimed

No. 532.

force for three years,
an order so long in abeyance should be revived for the benefit of a perso

nothing, I would reject the debt.

No. 554  S. Rasamma Buar Ammant Rasa Sanss.— This sum is stated to be due to this
lady (asister of the late Raja) who died twenty years ago, on account of
« Fairdooshta” or sets of cloths which she was entitled to receive from the
Wardrobe department and did not take. She died childless and was long
her busband. Nothing more is kaown of the origin of the supposed debt than that

dupees 155-4-1.

survived by
the sum appears inthe Huzdr accounts. I would reject it.

No. 559. Durpa Grass provipERs.—This amount is very likely payable to certain coolies
who may have brought and supplied Durba Grass. Otherwise the sum
would not have been set down in the Department accounts of Mohana Bhai
Sahib who died in 1838. But the antiquity of the debt and the impossi-
bility of now ascertaining to whom the money should be distributed are veasons for its rejection.

Rupees 89-15-4.

ViswanaTi Buur Davacurs.—This sum is said to represent the accumulations
which in the time of Sydamba Bhai Sahib, who died in 1849, were due to
this claimant whose duty it was to worship the household ido} in the palace.
On each occasion of an offering being made by Sydamba Bhai to the idol
it was understood that a fee was payable to claimaint and for the fees thus due, an account is put
forward in which Rupees 150-0-1 are entered. If all this be true the fees were a * Danam” at

the option of the giver. I rejeet the claim.

No. 593.

Rupees 150-0-4.

No. 594. AROONACHELLA on account of the repairs of Saptastanam Palanquin—This man
repaired the Saptastanam Palanquin at Trivadi long before the demise of

Rupees 81-9-11. Sydamba Bhai Sahib in 1849, and it was ordered by that lady that a contri-
bution on her account should be made in payment of the cost of the repairs.

I do not think a claim of this kind is valid against the estate of the late Raja, and reject it.

Rupees 89-8-6. No. 597. Partsrr Ramasawmi Pacopa.

Rupees 71-11-0. No. 598. Arruciariar ror HaNUMaR,
No. 602. PANCHANATHISWARASAMI ManTaPaPADL—~The sums specified

in the three cases last above, represent sums which Mohana Bhai Sahib who
died in 1836 is stated to have directed to be given to the three Pagodas in

question.

Rupees 67-0-0.

Orders of the kind issued by the grand-mother of the late Raja 25 years ago, do not

justify a claim against the estate of the late Prince. I therefore reject the three claims.

(Signed) H. D. PHILLIPS,

Commissioner.

TANIORE,

19th April 1860.
4
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No. 26, From H. p, PHILLIp

) S, Fsa. Co i . ’
Chief Secretary 14 Gy Eats Commissoner, jore 4, 1, PYCROFT, Esq.»

ernment, Fop- Qa: .. o
ent, For: Saint Georgc, dated 2¢ih April 1860, No. 1,089

c * No, 987. In continyat; [ e . d |
nelosures 1 ypq 5 12 ation of my letter . ated the
as ~Hhinstant, I have the honor to submit scparate

18 Memoranda yelatjve to fifty-six claims against

:6“ ;;’S :l'ar)jore estate which have arisen in the

20r Pawlék anq Dowlut Lushkar Pat-

huck departments,
Rupees 433, 11 g

’ im\‘“‘s\“ . 2. The aggregate amount of these claims

iﬂ’&“’* is Rupecs 10,953-8-103 of which, for reasons

. ffﬁf P shown, I have recommended that a sum ot

\:_’\“\1 Rupees 3,058-11-81 be admitted and paid, as

» \3%’1\‘1\35 will be seen by reference to the accompanying
statements,

—— e

Jh’emorandu
m Of 38 C[(Zims
above 5 .
7€ 50 Rupees whick have arisen oy the Huzdr Pamlck establishment.

I‘O- 36 h A I
. K.‘\JI AA\'L' AT, - l‘ l f the ,
N L ]“S man h(‘ld been C‘mp]oye( or ‘10 Years in h l{a. AIaha

N a salupy ¢
Rupees 165-11-6, Bufsayf?il:)v (l)t Rupees 10. It was desired to close the accounts of the
Stringen: :}‘; of the Princess, the Raja’s daughter, but delay occurred and
and remaineq under stoppage fr, €rs on the subject being still unobserved, his pay was stopped
previous OCcasions, T, sl;’m dol abou't 10 months. ~ Similax stoppages had been ordered on
department j January 1857 - Y€ to him under thege circumstances up 1o the abolition of the
7 18 what i shown marginally. It should Le acmitted and puid.

No. 40 Bapu
© PAPUIT Avpagp s .
This Person was the [ead Accountant of the Raj Treasury in

;Vth}x];:, l?:t:: ;he lRaja's death, a deﬁc?ency was discovered of Rupefes 572.
departient fr;lethat for any (‘lt‘ﬁClcnc.y f)f‘the kind whatever, in any
SeVer‘alIy Tesponsible, ang soA it w40 the pa]ilc?, a cctain set of 16 Gollers should be jointly and
resent claimds ??ranged In this case; but their salaries did not cover the

Ireasury had been made for may, ant's pay‘ was also impounded, No examination of the Raj
lflere had been , succession of }); ‘years Prior to the discovery of tl,e deficiency adverted to and
o o crimingl, e.ayd Account‘ants. T.he stoppage was 1he act of the Sirkele.

of the Treasury and no I Y were established against a man who had to keep the accounts
ore, apprehend this person is not Justly responsible with the Gollers.

Pees 57.10-8 entered above,

Rupecs 57-10-8

No. 44, p
M::;;:f::::}?; Heag :\'Ccountant of the Huzir Pimlsk departmont.  The
LRupees 52.11.8, late Sirkele éi’n ) g She“:n 'S an arrear of pay due to him but stopped by the
of servants w‘10: dcr to impel him .to_expe(.]i[e the preparation of certain lists‘
e led to his | n € PY fhe Commls§xoner in October 1856. His neglect of
Osing his right to pension. Not to punish him twice, the sum

Givayy )
SIVAJI.-Of this sum, composed of the arrears of te salary at Rupees 9
Rupees 107-1.9 g;rsmellsem due o Givaji up to the abolition of the Hugzr Pamlok, Rupces
¥9-8-0 haye been disbursed to him and on his account. The remainder

h]
tupees 53.9.9 should now be made over to clajmant.
No. 147, STN o~
KRristya VLl\};ETASUBBA TascGERL.—This is an arrear of pay due ang withheld
» L On account of gy embezzlement of funds, to the extent of Rupees 500 and
supess §9.7-10. odd, formeqd of offerings to the Priests of the Raj family, with the distribu-
tion of whicl claimant had been entrusted.

e 2 . e e e e e e et e e et ettt

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Political Department,
Jor the monih of May 1860.

NN M e v s R s S s

The money in band as claimant’s wages in arrear should be delivered to the Priests from

whom I have an application for it.

No. 152. Zasoyr Gunvasr Toskar.—Was security for certain individuals to whom paddy

was distributed to be beaten and cleansed for palace purposes. They did

Rupees 68-3-0, not return the grain and a loss ensued, under estimate, of Rupees 69-2-0.

Claim rejected.

Ltupees 88.9.4, No. 210 Dowrar Rav BALAVANT RAv. ) According to the accounts thes:
Ltupees 74-13-8. No. 211. DnoNpABAR NANAJL }sums are payable to these
twenty-four mouths. Nothing

persons as salary in arrear for about

appears to show why the pay was withheld from payment except that the two men have long

becn absent from Tanjore. Claims rejected.

PoNax Areu.—During the life time of the Raja a valuable gold idol was stolen
from the Arsenal in which this man was a store-keeper. He and several
others were in consequence subjected by the Raja’s order to the stoppage
of their pay. About twelve months subssquently, certain gold ingots were

recovered and praduced to the Darbir as the gold of which the idol was formed. eclaimant had

meanwhile been scrving at his post and as no actual participation in the theft appears to have
the arrear shown marginally should, [ consider,

No. 238.

Rupess 50-8-4.

been either charged or established against him,
be paid to him.

No. 254, Marupe Nararxa.—This sum represents part of the claimant’s share of the
value of deficiency of stores in a department where he was employed as a
stere-keeper. Several others besides _himself were held liable. At one time
$0 many as 30,000 measures of gram were found to be wanting, The stop-
y the Raja and continued up to the date of abolition of the depart-

Rupees 62-9-21,

page of his pay was ordcred b
went in question, in January 1857. 1 cannot admit the claim.

No. 257.  Luksumi, Mother of Marude Narayana. —This case resembles,
tupees 78-11-31.  preceding one. I dispose of it similarly.
No. 276. SUBBARAYPILLAT KAL:vIRAYAPILLAL—This arrear of pay is

Lupees 87-8-2. insufficient to meet an arrear of ground rent due to the Raj Claim rejectéd.

No. 277, MuTTusami MARUDE. —Three years before the Raja’s death, an order was received

to stop this man’s pay of Rupees 3 per mensem, and it was obeyed. He

Rupees 88-13-8. seems to have continued to serve on after the Raja's death and during the

interval betwe en the date of the stoppage order and the abolition of the de-

partment, cerlain payments were made to him, ()¢ Lalance being as marginally shown. The
cause of the order which came from the Raja’s Huzur is not known.

If the Raja had intended that the man should in no wise be remunerated for his services, he
wight have dismissed him. T would therefore admit and Pay the debt.
No. 298. DBarLaxrisiNA JETTI Vastap.—The claimant here was the Raja’s fencing master.
His pay was 80 Rupees a montk and the arrear is due to him for wages, byt
Rupees 83-0-0. as he is indcbted for money horrowed of the Dévastanam, I reject the claim,

369. Mutu Krisutnappa N a1k.—This man is one of the 16 Gollers to whom roference
is made in claim No. 40 and who, under the practice of the Raj, were re-

Rupees 101-2.6.  sponsible and bound to make good the defliciency in the funds severally

under their custody. ‘The claim is therefore rejected,

No. 370. SuBBa Naik Sasuarpa Naik. —This case resembles the one last above. Besides
which an order from the Huzur directs the collection from him of Rupees

Rupees TH-12-4, 32-14-0 which it has been as yet impossible to enforce. Rejected,
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No.
by 563, CHITA.\IBAR AM Asagrg

Rupees 90-11.3,

Rupees 141-4\5. No. *

¢ . 565 N
e 192:5.4, No. :)')g(; EAR““NA Mestry, - The pay of bath these men, who
allegeq b T ARIARRA MEyrng } are brothers, appears to have been
o "ild b) the Darbsy People ¢4 4, d Stopped in order to realize a balance
8 ullion €ntrusted ¢, € due by the elder one, No, 566, for the balance of a quantity

€8 divideq]y,

I woulg admit apq p
H I RAMALINGA.~
R"Pee.s 214.6.3 P o not accounteq
. ay h; .
Rupess 186.3. Y has beey, withhelg

No 590
. - Muryp |
> l',SAMl AmLANDAM.-This case is similar to the preceding
Yo 10 . € Rejecteq,
Ry 160.,3;.8 mmucmnm KR!STNA
3 Ue to 1} Palace fo,

ay his claim, Rupees 141-4-5.

A goldsmith employed in the Avésana department.
for gold made over to him to be worked up and his
to make good the deficient amount. Rejected.

SARL—~This is an engraver, but the arrear is similarly

No. 938, Bauy,ng Vasupg gold supplied and not accounted for Rejected.

Which ap idolv:fl‘"fl)is Ferson was a Gumasta in the departlxacr!t frt?m

0. 238, ergo d was stol.en under the circumstances stated in claim

to this laimang leascms then given in Fespect of a storckeeper apply also to
» 10 whom I would pay Rupces 96-4-1.

Rupees 96_4.. 1

No. 957
97, Supay VENKAJI\

. Wardrob, Has demiseq and is represented by his son, He was head
upees 97.10.0 ﬂccountant in th ¢ X j :
2, Ofanowmnces . In the Jamdar Khanaand was subj.cred to stoppage
« ' M . . . -

vﬂl View to his expediting the closing of the accounts of the
N one J4k| Al of the Raja’s daughter and the children in the Seraglio.

i l . . . - N
of Rupces were distributed on this cccasion and every menial
a cloth of some kind. The difficulty of keeping pace in the
N8 of masses of ¢] oths under such circumstances must have
ue to the dtcountants, as they were at their posts

8€8 at this man’s credit,

accidexf‘t]zﬁ?;u:e‘:\::'sn[NDE'_\V“s Gdmasta in the cow department wl'xex'e
to supply substit ln\accounts were destroyed by fire. lle was required
that object, an(]m.eh from any data he chose to pro.cure al)fl apply to
¢ completiop of }“as‘ (‘"lplo_.y(.d on the work when he died. ”.19 pay had
62, claimant, whose pay’ ue the job, which was completed by his Deputy, his own son,

® o stopped under similar reasons and circumstance:
'e destruction of the accounts by fire, having been charged
Wit and pay the clajm,

““ Barsa” i
Cloths worth more tha o

dependent appears tq |,

+ T'woulq pay the wy
No. 959, STRINIVAg

Rupess 63.1.1,

t him, | would a9

No. 962 . . s . .
Rupees 102.0.1¢ houl o Drvisr Srivevas.—§ or the reasons above stated, this ¢l.jm
N stould also be admitted, and paid to the claimant,

0. 968. Vgx -

. NK - e . X
t::[ I\‘O‘\'EP‘""] his sum is an arrcar of salary due to Veunkdji who demised
Rupees 59.5-10 f”.‘.' years ago, in the reign of the late Raja’s father. In the absence of
210 heirs it has remained anpaid and should | think be now rejected,

No. 979 - -
979. v IRAMMA WIFE oF VENKATASAME —"T}he arrear due to this woman as now ex-
Ru hibited, has been reduced by the assignment of Rupees 36.5-4 to her sub-
pees 84--0-10;} stitute. 1t is further (o be reduced by Rupees 11-5.0 for claimant’s share
of the value of deficiency in the stores, for which, in common wi'h other

store keepers, she is liable.  The balance Rupees 36-6-6 should be paid to her.

\’:\Matoriu!s ])a\'e b(‘(’n Supplied and money advances
'I";‘-the Emirar department which he bas not come for-
) .4 . . : ,

18 arrear of salary is 5 partial set off against what he

. is | fnake into a circular Plate.  No. 566 has quitted the country
" with Whom he lives Njust to render him and his pay liable for the act of his elder

Proceedings of the Madras Governmeni, Political Department,
Jor the month of May 1860.

No. 981. Luksum1, wife of Marude Colandvalu.—This is an arreat of pay held back
to make good claimant’s share of the value of deficient stores, The claim

Rupees G9-10-0. is therefore rejected.

No. 1,204. Duanv Knobrs alias Rasasamr Prrar.— The above two persons are
No. L,517  VeNkatacurra Piiar, father and son. They were here-
ditary servants in the palace and

Lupees 271-2-6%.  although entered in the pay lists as servants in the Menagerie department

were elsewhere employed. The father died about a year before the Raja

Rupees 303-3-10.  and was succeeded by a son named Narrainasami who was altogether dis-

mised about four months after the Raja’s demise, consequent on a general

reduction of establishments. Veunkatachella Pillai was also similarly dismissed, but owing to.a

discussion which had arisen many years previously in respect of the some trees which the Raja

bad caused to be cut down the pay of the father and son had both been held back from payment.

The cause was, that the Raja’s Darbar considered claimant No. 1,517 had instigated the pro-

prietor of the trees and garden, when they were felled, to complain to the Resident in 1841.

The service being hereditary the incumbents continued on doing their duty and hoping for better

times. Both arrears should I think be paid.

No. 1,206. Govixp Rau Ganost Tacatrav.—This man who drew Rupees 3 a month,

‘ appears to have left Tanjore for the Deccan without leave of absence and

Rupees 54-9-9. in consequence was dismissed after he had been away from his duty for a lor?g

period. Deducting what was given to his substitute, the sum in the margin

is due to the permanent incumbent up to date of dismssal. Nothing has been heard of him for years,

but the balance being due should be paid if application be made within the time specified in a
late Order by Government, viz., three months.

Rupees 160-1-5. No. 1,266, Max~aru KALAHASTI. ) Under requisitions from
Rupees 161-12-3.  No. 1,267. Suanmucam MUTTIA. [ five departments of the Raj,

Rupees 234-12.9.  No. 1,269. Arumucam SusBa PaTra.— f the wages of the above three
J claimants  were withheld from

payment in order to securs the realization of advances made to them thrcugh the medium
of old metal vessels. No. 1,266 owes far more than the balance of arrear of pay. His claim is
rejected.  The case is the same with No, 1,267, and 1,269 whose claims are also rejected.
No. 1,424. VENCATACHELLA VEeERAPPA.—Demised long ago. Owes money for land rent
to the palace. His pay was stopped by order of the Huzir in the Raja’s
Rupces 68-1-10. life time. As no adjustment has been arrived at in respect of what he
owes, the arrear of wages is cancelled and should not be paid, -

No. 1,428. KrisTNA PANCHNADEE.—This man demised sometime ago. Three years before
the Raja’s death in 1855, his pay was ordered by the Huztr to be stopped,
no cause being assigned. A fter the Raja’s death, his name was struck out
of the Pay list. It is not known whether he had served after the issue of
the stoppage order up to the date of his formal dismissal during which interval the arrear accrued.

Rupees 137-2-3.

I would reject it.

No. 1,637. Ramaswmy ParTa.—This man, a goldsmith, was employed in the Avésana
Mahal where jewels are made up. Before the Raja’s death his pay was

Rupees 160-15-3. stopped without any reason being assigned, by an order from the Huzur,
but he continued to do his work up to the death of the Raja, shortly after
which he was dismissed. The sum marginally noted is what had accumulated for wages up to

that period. I would admit and pay the amount.

(Signed) H. D. PHILLIPS,

Commissioner.
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J 18 claims abore 50 Rupecs which have arisen on the Dowlat Laskar Padak

Establis}rment.

\Y
~o. 1. Ry Sikkaray S —This i
SAHIB.—This is Sakkaram Sahiy's stipend payable for some odd

Rupees 125.0 0, i:i;o(:if:nua::e]{;ﬁo’ ”?e month adopted in the Sirkele’s office being the

Sahibe o ] acc?rdmg to the old practice of the Rej.  Sakkarem

“03, commenceq to have cffpy ::nt(hea; ﬁ};fd by Government Order 5ih December 1839, N.O.

part of certaip members of ];e famil L ooy last avd there veets a disinclination on the

due under the old system, It b ¥y and 'others to send for and draw the balance of the stipand

sequel by applications f I » ToWever, it be ’lf)t drawn, much trouble will be created in the

N Od.dues when the Sirkele'’s office has ccased to exist. [t is well

S Ito this )it «f liabilities so that they may appear in the local

erind of 3 inonths and be irrecoverable and forf;;itcd, if, at its expira-
Accordingly itis to be paid.

Ry 53.10. Y
R”{)::: :)z ll(()) 8. No. 2. NARAYA.\'A Rav Hypar Rav,
R”}[)Pes \;OO 8-§- No. 4. KaNpay Ry Suaw Rav.
orw= - » Y rd
Rupes 120,80 io. 17, RAMACHENDRAROW EsavanNrrow Strvr,
<-8.0. No. 118 Mavay Messr Monyre,
No. 119, PRATAPAR

: UDRA M an . .
Rupees 122.8.0, of Sakkar: “[?I\Anow INGLE. —These five cascs are analegeus to that above
aram Sahih apg should be similarly treated.

No.3. A
0% ABAI Ramacyps
h EN J.—Agai i
DRA RAL.—AgamSt this man there stands a debt, for advances,

f‘ ~ . N ,
Rupees 129.0.8, o R}‘;PGPS 5-6.-0 which being deducted frem the sum due to him as mar-
gihally shown, e balance of Rupees 33-10-8 should be paid.

.\ . ]0. )I‘ ~ KO, AN Al ”Aio' I l”b }:['

“ars ago sold a house to the late Raja stipulating that he would
ACC()rdinu]y ll;;nt lo the sale of two cousnfs who Flad sharcs in Whie properiy.

that time wag in the receipt ofb -R’ Upces :‘3,23]-'1.‘.’-0 were paid to Ramachendra Ray who at
vver, threw obstacles ip the way l;‘pef.)s ?5 as a stipend from the palace.  The (wo cousins, how.
1t into his owp hands or ¢ Yo Yielding possess.on of the h cuse and 1le Raja failing 1o get
ver the Money paid to Ramachendra Rau, ordered the stoppage

s salary Uy der the effeet of this step, there Las accumulated

about seven y

Rupees 9
Dees 2,469.9.0., secure the ¢q

Rs. 2,469.9.9,

t .
2R31-12.0, ex::zcjum ':arl‘gma]]y shown aboye., But, as the total funds now available
:'-n\ should |y, :}'i:f;um Faid for the house, the difference or Rupees 937-18 2 )
237-18.9. the tite deeq Ursed ¢ Mankoji Gidbay, to whem, on application,
e delivereq, ¢ xeeuted Ly his father i, fuvor of the Raja, muy Le
No. 12,

YESHW ppp Rav 7
Fo the date ofA:}),};O;{v.‘f\s Manager of the gardens in tlhe small fort up
M asum of Aa's demise, this Person had become indebted to the Ra
1 for advances which he had made from funds
ablishment, Deducting that amount from the
Rupees 23 may be pyid, °

Rupees G7.8. 1.

+ . F s M
f’.f the Rujy, ¢ o advance; myqe to Lis father Lefore the demise
as Sloppeq mi‘ng o Rupecs 160-1-1, this person’s salary of Rupees
" dismissed” gng maltssz' After a perio xml o tKing charge of (e Residency, in Junuary
t H € . . 3
frem her for mary mon) ) ,lp d of Rupees d;nt tl"’.n his mother Appartipa Bhai had been
ths. 0 which she }yuq drawn, had been withheld

Rot from the Residency Sarish-
to pus ’l:hat fecling it wes beyond the power
> 1 Ordereq Y, tot "18h what, w4 stated 1o be * misconcuct,

€ treated 33 if no action Lad been taken

———————
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against her.  From that period this claimant's stipend was again issued to him, though without
orders from me. Having, however, up to that time been under stoppage, as was alleged to recover
Rupees 160-1-1, the stoppage monthly of Rupees 30 had accumulated to the amount marginally
shown. There was no doubt something spiteful at the bottom of all this on the part of the late
Sirkele or, as he was a mere puppet, of the party who moved him. After all, the present Sirkele
was unable to deduct the sum due and pay back the difference, as the funds in the Raj Treasury
had intermediately been placed under seal, orat least such was the excuse given for non-refund,
and no complaint was ever made to me of non-payment,

At present, I recommend that the difference vis. Rupees 522 -14-11 be paid to the claimant.

No. 21. Paraprubra Basu Ray INGLE.—The father of this person whilst manager of the

gardens in the little fort, incurred a liability to the Raj by taking advances

Rupees 5380-8-8. from the funds of the establishment. These, in all probability, would have

been presented to him at one time or the other by the Raja (to whom he

was rélated) had the Raja lived. But, as no order in his favor had been issued, his name was

noted as the Raja’s debtor. Rupees 560-3-2 is the portion of the father’s liability which this

claimant, as one of two sons, has been saddled with. Deducting that sum from the amount at
his credit, the difference Rupees 20-5-6 should be paid to him.

No. 22, Bui~Nacost Basurav INGLE.—This person is the brother referred to in my state-
ment of the last case above. The circumstances being the same and the
Rupees 580-8.8. sum in deposit similar, I make the same recommendation,

No. 45, Stvast MarLarst Gapr.—The sum shown marginally is the accumulated amount of

the stoppage for about 40 months of this person’s stipend of Rupees 15.

Rupees 566-8-0. He is one of the two co-proprietors who refused to sell to the Raja the

house to which 1 have adverted in case No. ]0. Strange to say, however,

such sto ppage commenced only after the Raja’s demise and must have been made under the Sirkele’s

own order or by order of the person who moved him, for he was a mere puppet. No complaint
on the subject ever reached me. .

The sum thus accumulated Rupees 566-8-0 should now be paid to the claimant.

No. 87. SuBarRow GOVINDARAN Gaupay.—Subarow, it appears, was incarcerated for a

period of seven years in the jail at Combaconum commencing prior to the death of the Raja.

When he was originally incarcerated 40 Rupees were at his credit for

Rupees 178-14-3,  arrears of stipend. On hijs release the Darbar officers re-entered his name

in the Palace Lists, but the Raja directed that no stipend should be paid to

him. Owing, however, to the entry of his name, certain Sums appeared to be at his credit and

these form the amount marginally noted. Nothing seems due to him under these circumstances

except the 40 Rupees payable before he was sent to Jail which I would disburse to his represen-
tative, an adopted son,

No. 92. Ry JEEVAJI GovINDARAN MoniTE.—This person wasa brother-in-law of the Raja.

He demised early in 1857, The amount in the margin is an arrear of

Rupees 312-1-0. stipend due to him up to the date of hjs demise, but he was largely indebted
to the Raj on account of the money rent of some land which he hag for

years failed to discharge.
Under such circumstances [ do not recommend that bhis‘sum be admitted,

No. 12. PaMBaia NAIK.~PersonalIy, this man is not a claimant, Hijs name has been
inserted in the list of persons to whom sums are due by this, the Dowlat Lasker Padak depart-
ment ; but it appears that his pay, Rupees 3 a month, was held back from

Rupees 228-2-3, him in consequence of an injunction from the department of the Avusabiba’s
Dumat or Revenue Catcherri of the late Raja, to which under such ¢j-

cumstances, it is to be inferred, Pambaia Naik was in some way indebted. This inference
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and the fact of hisnot coming

Rupees 97-2.8. No. 56. Ann

No. 71. Vaapur: Naix.—This man wa

to the M
Rupees 51-0-4, not restor

becomes liable and should not be disborsed. R

TAaXJoRE,
Q6th April 1860,

—

Statement of sums recommendeq

38 claims above

ejected,

U Natk.—This case is similar to that above.

(Signed) H. D. PHILLIPS,

: of it.
forward to demand the arrear, cause me to decline payment

) : ging

s security for persons to whom grain belonging
. ’ in was

angalavas department was given to be husked. The grain

. . . . - RN T rears
ed and its valye being irrccoverable, Vaiapuri Naik’s pay in ar

Commissioner.

Jor payment subject to approval by Government on accouat of
S0 Rupees on the ITuzir Pamlok Establishment,

' T e A
5 (No. off 5 -
= claim, Name of the claimant, AT;:;:,[ of aﬁ'r:r(:]l::lt. Remarks.

R. A'; P. R. ‘!Ao; )
1 36 Caké;ji Annaji ~ ! 55
! 1 1 S 15511, 6 15511 6
5 A0Bapuji Appyji w0 D mos| 57108
$ MB_an{aJl Abaji 50[“' 8 5211 8
3 (S Siwjt e w077 1l9) 539 9
o 147%Kristna Vencatasyh, Tasgc:ri 89 710 83 710 P a)’{‘b‘e to cer-
. | | tain priests
g ;% ga_]o,)ll Gunaji Toarske, 68 3 0 Rejected.
be 2 Rau Balavan, 17 88! 9 4 Do
8 211|Dhéndabg Nanaji .. N } e :
]g 238(Ponam Appa 50| 8 4 50 8 4
11 Z?‘i raﬁu}?é Naraina —l ez 9led .. e Do
f1bakshmi, mother of Maruds nr """ e i ... I Do.
12 276Subaraya piig Calvergya 1 raina - IS Do,
3 277 Muttus:ami Marude . 88'13 8 8813 8
1t 2Q alakristny, Jettj Vastaq 83' 0 0 Ll Do.
]g g()9 Muttukristna pa Naik ]Ollf 9 ¢ I Do.
17 S70iSubba Nk Séshappa Naje 7412 4 e Do.
563 Chltambaram Ausay v Y ! Do.
1o 20Naraina Megy Y - U T 2011 31 .. Ll
oo D68Kariappa Megy 1 L A A R
< “en 2325 4 ..., ' o.
5’(1) 589\Subaramani, Ramalingam },"Q} y 1, ‘ ' Do.
oo Sogwutiusami Akelangeet -+ L 65 6| [ Do
23 938'Bﬁn' atachellayy Nistnachgpy o 160/ 3 8 ? RO Do.
ofWanga Vasudgva Yoo . | !
24 957 Subbaif Vent ™ 96 4 11 96 4 1
25 959 Srin; R 97,10 2 | 97,10 2|
26 Dg\lr;vj?ssNagoJllemdé 62! 1'10 62' 110
> 1 Sreeniy 2 RO
o8 68 Vemksji Konaw' o L 102 010 | 102 010 Do
B 00 L e of Ve | B9 510 566
30 1,024 Dangp ot ¥ife of Marygg Colondavaly | pa 00 4.l Do
31 1’517 2a0akod] aljag Ramagam; Pilig avélu... 69,10, 0 1 ol
52 Thoblvenkatachly by Tl e el 2niiel Gy
33" 1,266/ May e R2U Gunyj; TagatRay " | 303810 iy
34 156y 512M02r Kalahae 28 ol 54909 54 9 9 D
35 Vot alamuga Mgy L 160 105 | ' Do
362 ’4c)4qér“mugam Subba Patta o 161 IQ[ 3 SRR l D().
57 1ok ’e_nkataChelam Veerapps o R412' 9 ‘ ...... )
Jé‘ 428 Kristna Panchangg; appa 68| 110 e Do.
1037 Ramasapy; Patta, - 1372 3 !! Do
‘ ]60‘15 3 16015 3
\ [T

: - -l
TaXJoRE, Cormissioy \~Wﬁ_‘* | 4 7}

ER’s O
2611 Avrid 1850, FFICE,

(Signed) 1. D. PHILLIPS,

Commissioner.

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Political Department,
Jor the month of Muay 1860.

~—

e,

Statement of sums recommended Jor payment, subject to approral by Government on account of 18
claims on the Dowlat Lushiu Pattack Depariment of the late Raj.

[N o Amount of| Amount
2 clzli]; Name of the claimant, cluinm, awarded. |Remarks.

1’ 12 [Pambia Naik ...

2 56 |Annt Naik ..

3 71 [Viapuri Naik ...

4 1 Saccardm Sahib ... ..

5 2 /Narraina Ré4u Hybatrdu

6 4 Kanmdé Rau Shama R4y

7' 117 Ramachendra Rfu [savant Rau Strvé 4

8 118 Mannaji Mesji Mohitg ... .. - ‘

9 119 Prataparudra Manargu Inglé o 122' 8 0 122/ 8 o
10/ 3 Abaji Ramachendra R4y e e e 129 0/ 8 5310 8
11/ 10 ‘Mankoji Ramachendra R4u Gidé 2,469 9] 2 237)13| 9
12 12 Yesavant Riy Zadow .., 67 8 1 23 0] 0
LJ 13 'Govinda Ray Nimbalker ... 683 0 0 522'14]11
14 21 Prataparudra Babéray Inglé 580 8 8 20 5| 6
15 22 Bhangoji Babs R4u Inglé ... 580 8 8 20, 5| 6
16 45 Sivaji Mallarji Gaudé ... ... .. 566 8 0 566, 8 0
17 87 |Subba Réu Govinda R{u Gadé. .. 17814/ 8 40 0f 0
18 9o /Jeevaji Govind Réu Mohité 812 1/ 0 ... | Do

651313 11 2,084 7] 1}

(Signed) H. D. PHILLIPS,

TaNsore, CoMmmissioNER's OFFICE, . Commissioner.

26th April 1860,

S —

Order of Government, dated Ist May 1860, No. 279, #

No, 27. From H. D, PHILLIPS, Esq., Commissjoner at Tanjore, to THOMAS PY-

CROFT, Esq., Chief Secretary to Government, Fort Saint George, dated Ist May
1860, No. 1,092.

I have the honor to reply to the three

ment, dated the lst instant, No 279, relativ
Tanjore.

questions contained in the Proceedings of Govern-
e to claims against the Estate of the late Raja of

memoranda.
3. The claim for Rupees 23,576 has been preferred to myself direct, by one Ramanada

Bhut, a Soucar of considerable wealth, who was verv generally employed

by the late Raja and his Darbar ip supplying Hundies and effecting
purchases of different kinds.

On one occasion he seems to have been
instructed to buy for the Raja, a large upstair house

on the bank of the Vettayr river and
received in advance, as I recollect, 6,000 Rupees in ready money, to open the transaction. This
done he himself obtained possession of the property and now retajns it, but is most desirous to

transfer it to those by whom the Raja may be represented. He demands, however, the payment
with interest of the difference between what he received from the Darbsr and what he disbursed
in securing the property ; and it is this difference which constitutes his claim.

4. The house is useless for any purpose connected
the late Prince and is not i good repair.

Paragrap/t 2.

with the comfort of the relatives of

5 As, however, it had been the object of the Residents, Mr, Bishop and Mr. H. Forbes,
to check the system of purchasing houses on which the late Raja was so bent

; and as the Sirkele
had been warned to oppese it, Ramanada Bhut’s claim was pot accepted

as such by the late

*Eatered in Proceedings 10th May 18G0.

6
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Proceedzngs of the Madras Governmeut, Political Department,

— Jor the mont}, of May 1860.
e e
Sirkele when the |; Aims
Bhut was to]dt ti):ltltszt:fl‘ucz](l‘llz:;(:wast “'“Tder pl‘epafat.ion. . fu fact, as I have understood, Ramanada
in this purchace | . smndul? ld\hened the injunction of the Resident by mixing himscllf ‘fP
the Tecovery of what he dee vt € consequences 5 that the Resident would not aid him in
ms to be his dyes, The search for the accounts connected with the

advance of Rupees ¢ C0o i
. . . ) Was in progregs inis inati ims |
Sirkele’s list, anq is stil] being puI:suzd e en @ feished o —— e i e

6. Inthe ten or twe|ve d

R

e

beer l:;isf'(.,l.):jmi“g the Qﬁ?lld ultimo, sixty-cight claims had personla‘lly
I t'o me w.hlch Are at present awaiting disposal.. H'le

ed in them is Rupees 79,371.6-11 ; but I apprehend it will
ty to reject the two principal ones.  Besides these, there

P aragraph 3,

b
No. 59, Re. 93850 0 g Y 8

o 25850 :Oi-b;:ch of trifling claims, about 300 in number, arising out of the
Casesp g;r;(l_;nt for a‘mont.h and a broken period of a month m' most
\62’0‘8 o “; ,lrre,::. Wages in grain due to minor servants whom the late_Su-Lele
T rear to that extent when the Dowlut Pamloke establishment
Was abolished.
7. The grain

tion of the pay list anq e no diHicul’y. Tlieir adjustment is a mere matter of exaniina-
a Statemey,t founded
ed thereon,

how
= ever to H M . . .
referred to, reached me » 10 the late period at which most of the sixty-eight claims, above

tion, | may be indeﬁm',te]lt a(rl)pea‘rs obvious that unless a date be now fixed for their presenta-
z.:laims has for some weeks)’)a et{:med at Tanjore, The notice of my preparedness to Teccive
Interested in thejy adjustm:n:tar:sjn regularly eutered in the local Gazette, and as the individua‘ls
essing me “Il OF hear ] ““le‘(‘,'lhere is no reason why such delay should
; : would therefore submit for consideration by Governmeant,
Approveq. | er'iod boyonfl‘ which no cluims shall be accepted for rcgistr)t;

» & Would specily the 10.h proximo as the latest date for their

No. 28, e ——

ORrp;

1 By the O d RDER THEREON) 18”1 .\I(ly 1860, :\'0. 3]6.
. ) ] rders of G

Jore wag directeq to give b JVernment, 21t [“cbruary 1860, No. 90, the Commissioner at Tan-

S immadj . .
due by the late Réjé. diate attention to ascertain the naturc and extent of the debts

2. In his leter

dzainst the Rajg wor of L Mil'rch last, the Commission:r brouslt to notice, that the claims
Mstanceg of very petty amount, and proposed that he should be
authorized to pass ut onc2 for pavment, all
under Rupces 50, which he might on investiga-
tion find to be well founded. To this conrse

3. Wi his ey the Government assented.
er of the 11y, April, the Co

Were in sevory)

Order 23rd

From Commiee: nmissioner has submitted a S:awmm‘,t " L"]a'im’

wisions 11, Ao v, above 30 Rupees cach, which he lmd' inves-

» No. 983, tigated, and a Memoranlua o mwing his dect-

Rup:;s g;); gggber - ston 1 cach case aud the grounds of it.
,986,

awarde( under the

claimg

these 14;
- € 32 cla;
9. Mr. Phillips e

Membzrs of he

which have been cuquiced into is 8, the ammount claimed
T rojecred and 42 admitted,  Tue agrresate amount
cry l,“,()().')-llf—(};.

amj - o

L taxmly wWere o ) Subs(-qnently to the death of 1he Rijd, and whle au the
davghter, t),e aff; united their

llil's of t}
£ the
Among other Meas Durl,
sures a [ig,

have §

. ) , e b
desire to »:cure the sace ssion to the Raj for his
ar 3 : . o

Woere In most mstaces honestly an i r‘_,_‘,“]“.b. (-Ondu(,lcd.

Ot t:']C e .
'P"”mtnt. d Pecun;j

ilim,x o ary li:lbil’i!ics‘ of the (](‘(‘1'1!5(:(‘ Prine: was prcpﬂrfdt:n

mostly r(.f.“ were m;u.? ut(cn..' Mr. H. Forby s had been appoint?
erence ty elaims arising on the suppl'\‘, loan, or dL‘POS“'

cen detinitely fixed at the date of the R4jd's demise.

965 but it should be understood that jis preparation

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Political Department,
Sor the month of May 1860.
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must have been conducted independently of the individual members of the Raj family, whose
names appear in it as creditors for large amounts.

6. The old Mahratta Dufters no doubt support these amounts, and the sums which Mr.
Phillips has recommended for payment may, he says, be regarded as due to the creditors, if the
Government are satisfied that the circumstances under which the debts have originated, call for
discharge by the State, in the absence of a suceessor to the Réj.

7. The Commissioner proceeds to explain generally the manner, and mode of action on the
part of the R4j4, under which these claims accrued. Many of them can hardly be regarded as
debts in the ordinary acceptation of the term. They were not for value received, but rather of
the nature of presents, not actually made, but of which the amount or value was credited in
account to the intended donee, In however making a final settlement of Tanjore affairs, the
Government are of opinion that such claim should be admitted.

8. The aggregate number of claims entered in the lists
embracing a sum of Rupees 8,30,068-1-2 ; of these there are,

Above 50 Rupees......... 114 = Rupees 8,25,060
Below 50 ,, ......... 488 = " 5,007 ,

These last Mr. Phillips is himself disposing of, under the authority given him by the Order of

23rd March last.
9. The 48 claims entered in the statement and memorandum which accompanied the Com-
missioner’s letter belong to the Istclass. They
* This exception is partially moticed in Mr. include with one* exception, all the debts stand-

Phillip’s subsequent letter of 1st May. ing against the R4j4 in the Sirkele’s list of which
the amounts respectively exceed Rupees 1,000.

prepared by the Sirkele is 602,

10.  The heavier of these claims will, under the instructious of the Government of India,
8th September 1856, No. 4,644, paragraph 5, have to be reported to them, with the recommenda-
tions of this Government in respect to them, before they are disposed of. There are however 14,
in each of which the award is below Rupees 150. These the Commissioner will discharge at once.

1. Besides the 602 claims borne in the Sirkele's lists, there are as many as 2,976 others
originating in arrears of stipend, salary and wages from periods prior and subsequent to the

R4jd’s death up to the dates of the abolition in 1857, of the three
Dowlut Pamlioke. minor establishments. These 2,976 clainfs amount to Rupees
Hoozoor Pamloke. 36,591. Of these 86 aggregating Rupees 15,615, are each in
Dowlut Lushker Puttack. excess of Rapees 50. The remaining 2,890, amounting collec-
tively to Rupees 20,976, will be at- once settled by Mr. Phil-
lips under the power given him.

12. From Mr. Phillips’ letter of 12th April 18060, it
seems that of the above 2,976 claims, 992 belong to the Dow-
lut Pamloke, 956 are for sums respectively below Rupees 50,
and these Mr. Phillips has settled at an aggregate disburse-
ment of Rupees 6,995-1.10. Two above Rupees 50, were

settled by the Sirkele, and the Commissioner reports on the remaining 34 above that amount.
13. The total of all these 34 claims is Rupees 4,936-1-7,  Mr. Phillips has rejected 19 and

allowed 15, the aggregate amount awarded is Rupees 1,314.8-6. The highest award is for
These will be paid at once.

14. The similar claims in the Hoozoor

Above Below “Pamloke and Dowlut Lushker Puttack Depart-

Bs. 50. Rs. 50, ments are as per margin.* Those above

37 1,633 Rupees 5 (increased however to 56 in number),

of an aggregate amount of Rupees 10,933-8-103,

_— have since been reported on by Mr. Phillips in

‘ ‘ 50 1,954 hisletter of the 26th ultimo. He has allowed

From Commissioner 12th April
1860, No. 987. Dowlut Pum-

loke.

Rupees 192-2-7, the lowest Rupees 17-0-8.

& Iloozoor Pamloke. ves
Dowlut Lushker Puttack... 13 301

Q1

31 at an aggregate sum of Rupees 8,958-11.5,
whici should Le Laid at once.

s
——
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15. Abcve jp
Sirkele’s lists, 48 w
the 19¢h ultime

he
50 on ¢
s . Rupecs f
Paragraph 4, ;, ¥as mentioned that of 14 cli‘xmla l“b(:t;il. In his letter 0
€T reported o, by Mr. Phillips in his letter of T1th Ap

- having
ngd
emaini
Orts on 61 more of the same class, the r

~-five have
S Twenty o
in the aguresate to Rupees 1'2,;’;.’:-1-3-?-9 40 Of the thirty
,inmh-i:.;r a:lisbursuuvnt of Rupees 7,49 e disbursed.
oW Rupees 100 cach.  These may be at o or disposed
‘ orte i e
laimg, 602, Ehtered iy 1},¢ Sirkele's lists have bec:n T{’(her e addlll'onsr
LIt seemed however doubtfui whe 1 Commissione
> ) . yointe to
* FVide Supra Paragraplt 5. mnade alter M Forbes had bLeen np[cfere"ce was made
Yere included jp these lists, and ar
ot .
M, l’hlllips on that and other poiu sr o additions are
Mt Phillips' answer of the Ist May, that ’“T;-Apo(:ed f in the C?::’
. ¢ been dis f int x
entered in ¢, Sirkele'g lists, and are among those whicl, hm'c bt:ln (Ph”“pg i ewise gh -
Missione,' letters ¢ Lith and 19, .v\p,r’ll..-ﬁ- a:‘lu.ied lo in parsgrap
i pecs 203,55 g
of the cluim for Rupees 23, ally investigated.
€lter of 1]y, April and yet only partially

$0Mme accoyp,
of hiy |

. Mr.
e into,
tms to be gon ims
, re Jaims > clai
h €nquiry Whether there were yetary m(j,x‘pg the 22ad ultimo, 6imount
) ParagraPhSGand 7y sayg, that in the 10 oy 2 days pre ct.t' iting disposal. The
H . § i resent awa 5
» which are aut P

. me
it will beco
. xnds It w
is R T0,371-G-11, but he app;’tht there is a batch o‘
V18 Repees 79,371 Jesides these, . peat for
Rupee, his duty ¢, teject 1o two princijal ones. [,f)ut of the non-pa)u:cin grain
No, 59 23,850 trifling claimg, about 300 i number, "r,ls”l,;:m cases, of the wage
» 68 38,198 Month ang , roken period of a month in mos
—_—

tent
that ex
i rear to . )
Sirkele left in ar 5 ey
due ¢q Minoy Btrvapy, whom the late bnrl\d:s sbolished. - The g fl e;:mi-
when the Dowlyt Pam] ke establishment “;.m polshed. 7 b o"

« 3 :

Th=ir adjustm re
mentg Present no dilﬁu;:.y. Their adj piment 10 men
! 4¥ list and of a statement
- a‘

{ the 68
‘hich most o

od at whic { for
dvery; r, to the late I)C';Ud ,‘ date be now fixc .
advertjy, wever, ess redness
by ng h ars obvious that un tice of my prepared:

,éea.c : f'm'e.l 1t appe: ll at Tanjore. The notic

1y be inge Yaitely deraine ¢

as the
: te, and

i the Local Gazette, why such
centered 1 i reason wh

e E N -vr-_jlll'l,\ t ) Fe 18 Do

t']'iput, been re ar Tanjore, there

n()ustmem are i or nul

. tion by
. onsidera d
. . it for ¢ te
. ‘ould therefore subn ims shall be accep
€ occurreg in drening me. 1 woul ‘hich no clzum's as the latest
“« Overnmenp, whether it is not desirable o fix a period b(-}un.d‘ W he luth proximo,
“ for Tegistry, anqg if the Proposal *PProved, 1 would specity t
“ date for their Presentatjqy, »
R2 Under these circumstances the Govemment resolve—
lst.\That

e
hich hav
ill of a trifling amount, 3 1, 16, of
the clajy, above Rupees 50, each, but still o s

°n by the ompmp

i
Paid ¢ once,

been Teporteq

10, 1
. . ral)hs

. . 1 parag

8$iopey and are noticed above

this Order, y,

d
. jon an
investigatl ‘ne
ible with the nve ;;! rem?!?
20d. — . ickly as possible sims

nd. 'l“hat the Missiope, Procec] a5 quickly as po .
settlemepy ithi the imijt laid ¢

ing for engy:

all ¢l within
t, ofa that

2*1 by the Order of 25rd March In;()(,h proximo, a:nlde gener

Y, ang that th Perio which e has suguested, lh: use this t0 be
claj e registcred, be adopted, My, Puillips m-‘lltz;al"”l"
3 . . . - Daistric ;
anq j Vicinipy ad published in the Distri omm: i
3rd-\That on thn w ‘cllarg ’

the
joner on .
EE) be for

. to (i.‘ .
fllcd id.
128 noy bren or may not be nm'h‘;crul"’-"‘l of Ind
1€ Views of this Govcrumcm for the Orders of the Go

FT,
)YCRO ‘ary-
(Signed) T. 1 Chief SeeT*
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# claims above referred to, reached me, it appears obvious that unless a date be nc

‘ their presentation, I-may be indefinitely detained at Tanjore. The notice of my pre
“ receive claims has for some weeks past been regularly entered in the Local Guzett
““individuals interested in their adjustment are in or near Tanjore,
¢ delay should have occurred in addressing me.

“ Government whether it is not desirable to fix a

there is no reaso
I would therefore submit for cons

period beyond which no claims shal)
““ for registry, and if the proposal be approved, I would specify the 10th proximo, 1
“ date for their presentation.”

22 Under these circumstances the Government resolyve—

Ist.—That the claims above Rupees 50, each, but still of a trifling amount,

been reported on by the Commissioner and are noticed above i paragraphs 10, L
this Order, be paid at once.

2nd.—That the Commissioner proceed as quickly as possible with the invest
settlement within the limit laid down by the Order of 25rd March last, of all ¢}
ing for enquiry, and that the period which he has suggested, the 10th proximo, as
which all claims must be registered, be adopted.  Mr, Phillips will cause this to be 3
rally known in Tanjore and its vicinity and published in the District Gazette.

3rd.—That on the whole enquiry terminating

alms

» the reports of the Commissio
Jarger claims or those which he has not been or may not be authorized to dischar

warded with the views of this Government for the Orders of the Government of [ndia.

(Signed) T. PYCROF1
Chief &
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 claims above referred to, reached me, it appears obvious that unless a date
“ their presentation, I may be indefinitely detained at Tanjore. The notice of
“ receive claims has for some weeks past been regularly entered in the Local

“individuals interested in their adjustment are in or near Tanjore, there is nc
“ delay should have occurred in addressing me. I would therefore submit f¢
* Government whether it is not desirable to fix a period beyond which no clain
“ for registry, and if the proposal be approved, I would specify the 10th pros
“ date for their presentation.”

22,  Under these circumstances the Government resolve—

Ist.—That the claims above Rupees 50, each, but still of a trifling an

been reported on by the Commissioner and are noticed above in paragraph
this Order, be paid at once.

?0d.—That the Commissioner proceed as quickly as possible with the
settlement within the limit laid down by the Order of 25rd March last, of all «
ing for enquiry, and that the period which he has suggested, the 10th proxis
which all claims must be registered, be adopted. Mr. Phillips will cause this
rally known in Tanjore and its vicinity and published in the District Gazette.

3rd.—That on the whole enquiry terminating, the reports of the Com
larger claims or those which he has not been or may not be authorized to .

warded with the views of this Government for the Orders of the Government ¢

(Signed) T. PY(
(
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