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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Political Department,
23rd June 1860.

Read again letters from the Commissioner of Tanjore, dated 11th, 12th, 19th and 26th April and
1st May last, and recorded in Proceedings of Government for the month of May 186O0.

Ne. 8L ORrpER THEREON, 231d June 1860, No. 592

The Government have again had under their consideration the reports of the 11th, 12th, 19th
and 26th April, and 1st May last, made by the Commissioner of Tanjore upon the claims against
the late Rajah,

2. Claim No. 19 of the Sirkele’s list, reported on by Mr. Philiips in his letter of 11th
Avit, is preferred by Veneut Row, Sheristadar of the Government Ygency. The total amount 13
Lo cos B7,487-3-4, the major part of which, or Rupees 31110, is for avrears of an atlowance
a~si:ned by the Rajah Sarab: ji, to Vencut Row's wife, whom the Rajah isstaced to have adoptod.
Ao 2hillips has discussed this elaim at some fength, and hus rejected it, on the ground that it 1s

ust supported by the accounts,
3. The Government must however observe that this claim, then stated to amount to
Cacen 28,000 aud 32,000 Rupees, was advanced by Vencut Row in the year 1816, in Petitions
el he adlressed to Siv HL Montzomery, then conduering the duties of Res'dent at Tanjore,
aodl that T forwarding it to Government, Sir Henrv stated that the Rajah had on oue o two
oceasions mentioned to him his desire o discharge these arvears.  The Governmeat woere how-
ever of opinion that so long as Vencut Row was in the cwployment of the British Government,
be eon'd not receive money from the Tanjove Sirear, they therefore would not sancrion kis
receiph of the arrears ualess he previously vacated his appointment as Resideney Sh vistadar.

. . . .. . . - LS
4. Trseems to Government that this distinet recognition by the Rajah of Veredt Row's

elim st be held to compensate for any defeet of prook as far as the Palice Avcounts ave con-

¢l They could not therefore frel themselves warranted in rejecting it, and in veportoig to

the Government of India on the suliject of these debts generally they will reconmend to that
aw-hority that the amount, Rupees (o1,110) thirty-one thousand one hundred ani ten. be paid.
1. Inrespect to the Commissioner’s reports on the Rajal’s debts generally, it dovs not
clearly appear whether @)l the parties whose claims have been rejected, or marerindly reducd as
bt
Lo, and urging what ‘hey thought fit in support of them,  In the case of the Dow

.
’ n the statements 'x])pcndcd to the reports have had an opportunity of appearing befure
b Paenlob
iy oatment, it s stated by Mr. Phillips” tetter 12 Apeil 1860, pavageaph 4, that all the iadi-
virinals who are interested in the disposal of the cluims in guestion had not apprar:d before him
per=ovally to prefer thent A Tist of advances recoverable from the sorvauts of cach of
the
ghe Office of the late Sivkele under an arvangement ordered for adoption i June 1857,

N . y M v ry e " . .
three minor departments, and of the avears of wages due to them was prepued in

and the 51 claims on which he was then reporiing had been laid before Government, on the
examination of this list for the Dowlat Pamlok Deparument, and its collation with the original
accounts.”

5. The Government consider thatall the persons whose claims have been reporied on
by the Conanissioner and are shown in lis Statamonts should have had the oppartunity of being
sent whilst the ¢laims were und2r Investigation, of examining the accounzs or other docu-
ments, answering objoctions and affording any explanation which they might desire to offer in
their several cases.  They now desire that mn cvery instance reported on in which this wmay not

have been done, and in which the claims may

Proceedings, 18th May 1860, No. 316, para- have been rejected or considhorably rodaced,

graphs 10, 13, 14, and 16. (including among this last class, those above

Rupees 50 cach alrcady orderd for payment)

the parties may as far as practicable be sent for, and the course above indica-cd be followed.

The Commissioner will then submit a final report stating what parties appeared before him, the

vesuly of bis further inquiry, and the cxtent, if any, to which it may have induced him to modify

his previous award.
(Signed) T. PYCROIT,

Chief Secretary.

Exd. F. Cartledge.



Proceedings of the Madras Government, Political Deparimenty
23rd June 1860.

Read again letters from the Commissioner of Tanjore, dated 11th, 12th, 19th and 26th April and
1st May last, and recorded in Proceedings of Government for the month of May 1860.

No. 81, ORDER THEREON, 23rd June 1860, No. 392.

The Government have again had under their consideration the reports of the 11th, 12th, 19th
and 26th April, and 1st May last, made by the Commissioner of Tanjore upon the claims against
the late Rajah.

2, -Claim No. 19 of the Sirkele's list, reported on by Mr. Phillips in his letter of 11th
- April, is preferred by Vencut Row, Sheristadar of the Government Agency. The total amountis’
Rupees 37,487-3-4, the major part of which, or. Rupees 31,110, is for arrears of an allowance
assizned by the Rajah Saraboji, to Vencut Row’s wife, whom the Rajah is stated to have adopted.
Mr. Phillips has discussed this claim at some length, and has rejected it, on the ground that it is
not supported by the accounts. .

3. The Government must however observe that this claim, then stated to amount to
between 28,000 and 32,000 Rupees, was advanced by Vencut Row in the year 1846, in Petitions
shich he addressed to Sir H. Montgomery, then condu‘éting the duties of Resident at Tanjore,
and that in forwarding it to Government, Sir Henry stated that the Rajah had on one or two
occasions mentioned to him his desire to discharge these arrears. The Governmeat were how-
ever of opinien that so long as Vencut Row was in the employment of the British Government,
he could not receive money from the Tanjore Sircar, they therefore would not sanction his
receipt of the arrears unless he previously vacated his appointment as Residency Sheristadar.

4. It seems to Government that this distinct recognition by the Rajah of Veunelt Row's
claim must be held to compensate for any defect of proof as far as the Palace Accounts are con-
cerned. They could not therefore feel themselves warranted in rejecting it, and in reporting to
the Government of India on the subject of these debts generally they will recommend to that
authority that the amount, Rupees (31,1 10) thirty-one thousand one hundred and ten, be paid.

4. Inrespect to the Commissioner’s reports on the Rajah’s debts generally, it does not
clearly appeat whether all the parties whose claims have been rejected, or materially reducad as
exhibited in the statements appended to the reports have had an opportunity of appearing before
him, and urging what they thought fit in_support of them. In the case of the Dowlut Pamlok
Department, it s stated by Mr. Phillips’ letter 12th April 1860, paragraph 4, that all the indi-
viduals who are interested in the disposal of the claims in question had not appeared before him
personally to prefer them. « A list of advances recoverable from the servants of each of
the three minor departments, and of the arrcars of wages due to them was prepared in
the Office of the late Sirkele -under an arrangement ordered for adoption in June 1857,
ms on which he was then reporting had been laid before Government, on the

and the 54 clai
list for the Dowlut Pamlok Department, and its collation with the original

examination of this

accounts.”
5. The Government consider that all the persons whose claims have been reported on

er and are shown in his Statements should have had the opportunity of being
laims were under investigation, of examining the accounts or other docu-
bjections and affording any explanation which they might desire to offer in
They now desire that in every instance reported on in which this may not
have been done, and in which the claims may

:Proceedings, 18th May 1860, No. 316, para- have been rejected or considerably reduced,
graphs 10, 13, 14, and 16. (including among this last class, those above
Rupees 50 each already orderd for payment)

the parties may as far as practicable be sent for, and the course above indicated be followed.
The Commissioner will then submit a final report stating what parties appeared before him, the
result of his further inquiry, and the extent, if any, to which it may have induced him to modify

his previous award.

by the Commission
present whilst the ¢
ments, answering o
their several cases.

(Signed) T. PYCROFT,
Chief Secretary.

Exd. F. Cartledge.
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