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Proceedings of the Madras) Government, Political Department,
15th January 1861.

No. 67. Read the following letter from' THOMAS SYDNEY SMYTH, Esq, Advocate
General, to the Chief Secretary to Government, Fort Suint George, dated Suprem:
Court House, 14th December 1860.

1. T have the honor to submit the following report for the information of the Honorable the
Governor in Council, respecting the claim of Ghoolam Moortooza Khan Bahadoor, Moomtaz ul
Mulk, against the Estate of the late Nabob of the Carnatic.

2. The claim was divided into two parts :

Part the first for, o f.00 S U o e F1,8%.8280 "0 0
Part thesecond Tordl,, o vl vn idnroat L ans % 1.62,578.9 17

Total... 13,49,958 9 7

exclusive of interest at 6 per cent. from the 3rd of March 1859, to the date of judgment
delivered ; all this moreover being exclusive of seven lakhs of Rupees, given eredit for 1’n the
claim, for which the Nabob had granted Istafa Cutcherty Bonds to the Khan's ereditors about
August 1851, payable to the creditors without interest, but on which the Khan now claims
interest for himself, to the amount of Rupees 7,25,380, in part first of his claim.

3. The trial of the claim began on the 8th and continued to the 29th of June: the 3rd
Criminal Sessions and the 3rd Term and 4th Term then intervened, and the tria’l was not
resumed till the 26th September, when it continued to the 2nd October. The fourth Criminal
Sessions followed immediately, and thep began the sittings after Term by means of which, as I
lately had the honor toreport, nearly all the remaining claims were disposed of. Sir A. Bittl,eston
was thus obliged to defer delivering judgment; and, after so long a lapse of time, it would
unavoidably require much time to enable him to go through the mass of oral and do;umentary
evidence in the case. I had the evidence all taken down in writing with a view to an api)eal,
if necessary.

4. The first part of the claim consisted —as regards principal—of three items, as follows:

1846, January 10th, Cash deposited prior to this date by the claim- RS.
ant’s mother with the Nabob’s mother... ... ... ... .. 9,00,000

1847, September 1st, Cash lent about this date by the. claimant’s
motber tothe Nabollarmotherle ! Paan iy Sy i i i 1,00,000

1841, September Ist, Cash deposited by the Nabob’s grand mother

with the Nabob's mother, in trust for the claimant as a gift... 2,00,000

0,000
and a sum of Rupees 70,475-4-6 which the Khan claimed in the part second of his claim as lent
by himself to the Nabob on the 3rd March 1855—he having taken the benefit of the Insolvent
.Act in 1843, and having cbtained his final discharge only a few months back—was alleged by him
to have been part of another sum of two lakhs of Rupees which, he said, his mother gave him
shortly before his death. The real scurce of this loan of Rupees 70,000 odd will be found
explained in paragraph 25.

5. Now as regards the alleged deposit of Rupees 2,00,000 by the Nabob-Begum (the Na-
bob’s grand-mother) with the Bhow-Begum (the Nabob's mother) on the 1st September 1841, it
was difficult in the first place to account for the existence of any such sum in the old Begum's
possession.  Since 1825-26 when her son Prince Azeem Jah the Naib-i-Mockhtar paid her
debts out of the 13} lakhs lent by Government, the old lady, as admitted by her son in some of
his letters in 1829-30, had got deeply into debt again, and she notoriously continued so till her
death in 1856 ; secondly, it was singular that she should not have applied any part of it to the
relief of Ghoolam-Moortooza-Khan in 1843, when he went to Jail as an Insolvent; thirdly, it was
singular that she should not have kept it herself, instead of depositing it with her daughter-in-
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law, where it Was not at all more g
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for 7 lakhs of Rupees, for value received,
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to that Cutcherry, Gh‘.)d.dn(], Rupees 14,58,856-11-1 as "l?en dl;e en ascertained to be true, a'n
send in that paper ?la”nmb al large items which have since be ly since his death by the Law
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17.  Inthe first place, I shewed thag though Ghoolam Mo
large claim (Exhibit B.) to the Istafa Cutcherry, ang though
produced by other persons (such as Mr.

O s g

oottt P,

ortooza Khan did indeed send in that
the Istafy, Cutcherry did, on evidence
Arathoon, the Official Assignee, Rajah Coondan Lall,
instalments in part liquidation of
Ghoolam Moortooza Khap himself, and
'+ They wrote to him on the 3rd
February 1848, (Appendix, Government Exhib; i g him that « ap order has been
“ssued by His Highness to require a full detail of the accounts of the debt contracted through
you” &ec. &c., and I showed that Ghoolam Moortooza Khan never answered thig 1etter, never
furnished any details op vouchers, and that, in cons the Istafa Cutcherly Just treated his
demand in a similar way, viz., laid it aside, and for about th

otice
whatever of it, I of course contended that

SWearing) to thig
ked him what he

required ; that, in
that it wag only a sort

was to do, whether he gh Y the details they
reply the Nabob said th by his order,

Moortooza Khan

at the Istafa’s letter Wwas not written
of circular addressed to all claimants, and that Ghoolam
details to the Istafa Cutcherry respecting the 9 lakhs, as
mother, and Hig Highness did not wis
of the matter ; but that he, the Nahob

Khan: that thus the Nabob put him
thing.

anything
oortooza
him any

ing Ghoolam M
without Paying

19. In answer to this, Y time of these alleged confidentia] conver-
sations, Ghoolam Moortooza, Khan was forbidden to come into the Nabol's Presence ; to which the
ready answer was, (hat this was a inere sham, £o throw dust in the eyes ofGovemment;

as the Government Agents had often Tepresented Ghoolam Moortooza Khan ag leading ¢

for that,
into extravagance, the latter, when his debts became yp.

he Nahop

gent, and attracted the observation of

tafa Cutcherry, by laying al] the blame
y telling Government that he, the Nabob, wag
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Doss, Moohtamud Dowla
* matters which the Nabol, wished to keep
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even a plausible angwer.

t when other retain
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and his intercourge with the young Bhoyw Be L %) e
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0
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Dewan, anq ot have confined
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. : ity
an assert b it res‘ed principa
2,000 a month. Ghoolam Moortooza Khan asserted, bu g R
| P ; 3 ¥ ‘tooza Kha
himself to the Rupees hat he replied to the Dewan that he, Ghoolam M«l)mt o payme:lt o i
| i o i ish to accept the p
pihio it and, that he did not wis o
e e call the Dewa
e :;: onvenience. He never however ventured to cal
rai Nabob’s ¢
but would wait the

s him in this. 3 S ust 1851, or there-
corroborate him in th tant feature in this case is the occurrences ofl Aug 3 md,obt'lined >
i ortan 4 is time became clamorou F ~
22 'The next imp > ditors about this time L
a Khan’s cre they had seize
e S Moorﬁt‘oozii n entrance into his house, and even alleged thatt [yl Sheriff's
= 2 X nd effected a - . as raised as to e
Writ ag:uns; hllm T scaped from lawful custody, and a (llue;sno: w the et
him, and that he escs b’s Palace, where he had taken re A Gahd
. ; m the Nabob’s Pa : : ned the Nabob to relie
LA btless the old Nabob Begum too) '1mpor'tu i WTils it Pebani
Khan thereupon, (and dou‘ ies, and it was suggested that his creditors we g
v . 1 difﬁcu ties,
his kinsman from his

Istafa Cutcherry Bonds in full satisfaction of their claims.
stata Y

i dingly at once, as
: teherry to arrange accordingly
told the Istafa Cu : « . lingly =
A there?io?n danger, and to pay his claim at once ; adding .hllst:;c;s:afa
e KI;DB“a These aci:ounts had then been three yearskaledahallfmh pe s
: 1l tha > looked at them. T
wtrbyey b ime the Nabob had never once ol:
. o, S : d to issue
e S a“t t}\l:as I told the Nabob of my dangerf)us state, lhe‘o;)c:er;gc:use 2
Moortooza Khan's accou"ount o’f'his mother’s debt, but that was his person.af debt, Gein
eyt Bondssn(gjcfor 7 lakhs of Rupees.” I of COUT.ST arguid that i ;2 :Vfafhe Nabob's
““had given the Bon ; t payable under this Act, which was for payme o ! s
Nabob's mother’s d?bt, 1t.hwas. nbOutPth);n T Kh‘an swol‘f% that ll(;e l\:}l)(i):tr::t
g v 0”1}1]3 ;“m]:trxr’zt in cash from his mother, knowing that it was a eposi 5
i n
actually received that a

for Ghoolam Moortooza Khan.

je to pay, and replied to the Nabob that they
24, The Iefafa Cut?herrgeilr:ovtleuvefra:;]et(;xt:? Hoisp éi,glmess lllad bef.ore told :.hem that] }13
had no evidence of any thing toogz'a‘Khan's claim was really due, on which th’e L\ztbob -re;z‘lle:d
Ry GhOO]amoMooihe 26th August 1851, thatGhoolam Moor.tooza Khan’s 1cla.:fn :ld
(GevernmentExhibicNo. 1~310fr‘lull adjustment, owing to the absence of satisfuctory vm_xc ?exs}, a;e
“ not deserve a speedy an nd balance due ;" but, nevertheless, they ought to ad:]L:\t at on :
. Shgeu by pnylirne;]:;’samother out of the amount of the Bond for 7 lakhs (C) then in
X e by the Na ‘
g;fo::;h;dgsrtogza« Khan's possession.

herry on this yielded, and issued Bonds for § lakhs, and Gho.olan;l
i o (?utc P 1 a general release. In July 1852, the Na‘_)ob ordered the 'Ss.lfb
N e el Slgnle'(tafa Cutcherry again remonstrated, said they hf"d no vouchers,
g e the-l a~ed it not due, but the Nabob ordered them to ;ss‘?e the Bond
e Hig[}ness o dhe'c Ell:;st Bond was never received by the Khan’s C_redltors, and at
e di'd E :3 not trace it in any way; but after the l“fﬂ‘ was over, [
the time of the trm],. I cou! R R e e ‘kn,m'v
i s TS (?l?o;l’am Moortooza Khan took the Bond to the late Iil’r. R. 'lay.'m,
all these transactions, that do ot him to take it in payment of a sum of Rupees m,’C?OO, ahich
bl ol m? lfat then the Khan received Rupees 75,000 from the Lveasury, as
he claimed from the Nabob.’ [l,'mself and afterwards paid the srighiay -t Shul‘fto DS i i .
if to pay Taylor, bub !‘ept ft lthe S;m which he swore he lent out of a sum of two il e .
B bemgf her death :—thus, with the 10 lakhs mentioned in G']wolar_n
Mchiosse e s}mrtly - oreki“ a total of 12 lakhs, which he asked the Court to believe his
By e Pamc“"‘“;’ Tathog“h Low, when, or from what source, she could hil‘:e become
s 4 posfesieillfr:hd;a;'t of ict, he professed himself wholly vaable even to conjecture.
possessed of even the tw

i Fod ape of an
tooza Khan did not produce a single scrap of paper in the sh‘hpc: 2
{58 3 Wemats I‘;Iomoz any description, though he had obtained the puatponmnfﬂ; ((:
o . i of Iajah Coon-
i i I~lIe’mottanaufortni‘rht upon an Affidavit, stating the unexpected death of Riaja
trial of his claim for g

’
v id, used to help him in his accounts, and whose own, Coondum Lall s,
o, he said, use

dun Lall, wha, s
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accounts he, Ghoolam Moortooza K han swore were ess

be produced till after the Curmantherum, or sixteenth day’s ceremony, vet he neithey produced
any such accounts at the trial, nor attempted any explanation why he did not do so. He admit-
ted moreover on cross-examination that he had kept Memoranda of some of his accounts and
transactions, but he could give no other reason for the non-production of any of them, than that
they were thrown into great confusion when his house was seized in August 1851, and that sgme
of them were missing afterwards, I also made him admit that in September 1855, Shurfood
Dowlah, and Salar-ul-Mulk had written him two letters [Government Exhibits, Nos. 2 and 3]
by order of the Nabob, urgently demanding his accounts, in crder to enable the Nabob to come

to an arrangement with his, the Nabob’s, ereditors. He admitted he had received these two
letters, and that he had never furnished the account

§ required, but he said (as aid Shurfood
Dowlah and Salar-ul-Mulk) that the accounts were not wanted in reality, that indeeq there
were no such accounts —and that the letters were mere b's part, to deceive
the Soucars and the Government,

27. 'The other evidence u

ential to proof of his case, but could not

- U.V. W.and X) which
gave notice to Governmen
uce all documents found in the Bhow
time of her death, which related to the claim, or in which the names o
Begum, claimant’s mother, or claimant himself were mentioned, and
shonily after her death to the Dewan.

28. I was assured that no
having been found in the Begum’s Kalumdan,
Shortly after her death some persons preferred
the Bhow Begum for about Rupees 40,000
Cutcherry, and afterwards se

evening before trial, he for

» on the very
called on Government o prod

t to produce. The potice
Begum’s Kalumdan, a the
f the Bhow Begum, Nabob
which the Nabop had sent

-

thing was known of any documents, such

or having been sent by the
claims for money alleged to

as above suggested,
Nabob to the Dewan,

be due to them from

of papers was found, and was said to
the Nabob to the Dewan; but this, with all other papers and records of the
for the 14 months next after the !

Nabob’s death in the custody of his N
before Government took possession ; and even since the trial of these claim

be the one sent by
Nabob, had remained
ative Establishment,
s began, the Chepauk

The Dewan had no
; he was at the time of the trial
and owing to this and his great age, he
was 80 infirm and fee})le, and his memory so far gone, that I would not expose him to the
fatigue of coming into the Witness-box merely to say he could recollect nothing, but considered
it sufficient to rely on its being j t to call him, or some other witness, in
order to connect these pap

W Begum, before he could ys
cven compel their production 3 especially as T was satisfied, that,
to the papers, his son and son-in-law
Moortooza Khan’s chief witnes

sumnroned as a witness on his b

.3(). I was however informeq by Dr. Balfour, that, in his opinion,
I\.Iat\ve Officers who have chiefly assisteq him in making his reports on these claims, one of these
six documents, that markeq S, was in the Nabob's handwriting. I therefore informed the
Court that I shuul.d at once produce thig one, as I had always in these cases produced o/l docu-
mente, that._l s .m.formed Were genuine. I haye since however had serious reason to doubt
Yvhelhel‘ this Exhibit was really written by the Nabob, ag 10 one had ever seen it til] produced
in .Col.frt; and I have, since 1he trial, been wel] assured that Ghoolam Moortooza Khan’s son can
write in .a.n‘lanm?r N0t 10 be distinguisheq from that of the Nabob, and I have already ag d
to the facilities within his, ? ; Y adverte
amongst those of the late Nabob, S regards thig Y Papers he pleased
forged, there was nothing on the face Whether true or

It was simply

son, Kismut Khan,

e them, or
if the Dewan could haye spoken
(Shurfood Dowlah and Salar-ul-Mulk) two of Ghoolam

ses, would have informed the Khan of it, and had the Dewan
ehalf,

and in that of the three

e B o
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nuary and July 1843, received Rupees -
o aCk“O‘”ledgm‘f“t thal: th(:hljall;(;:)whaBigE:.wea?heJ:laimz{nt's argumem. was that the Eegrlil:;
pic g h{s e ferm his mother’s alleged deposit of 9 lakhs, descnbec.l as made. paud
e S““”, ‘:)ot I shewed, independently of the vagueness of this assumptlon;‘ -
S tl;lat from the Nabob’s presents to his mother, she bar'l means (f)'“ &
Vit diﬁe;enceh(‘)fdt;;e: ’sum,in question, so that the claimant’s argument or inference fe
own of lending him
once to the ground.

- U. V. W, and X., I refused to predace them on
5 vt Tab'3 % Otherfngoz‘;?;::’:t;{‘ astering the description, none fou-nd in t.he
e S tb the Nabob to the Dewan. The pocket handkerchief .and its
(i e 1k nom{) e i“Z"’“tiO“S])’ produced in Court, the J udge, notwithstanding _m)’
B ot A eel;. n of its contents, and amidst some hundreds of scraps, the veriest
o A i e l:)s As to T, there was a conflict of evidence whether the endorse-
trash, were these five fiocum;lab.ob’s handwriting. Dr. Balfour and one of the Chep?u.k O.ﬁice"
ment on it was or not l',‘ Fhe it w.s the Nabob’s, while others were decidedly of opinion it was
saying they were.of f)plnlon(\lh::);am Moortooza Khan’s son wrote it. As to the other four, U. V.
not. My own belief is t_hat X whatever, either of handwriting, or that any one of them hfa.d ev;er
w. X, ther‘e was no e}’ld;nceossessm“ o S o B Conmstef\ﬁ :
il e t'ehI: have all been written a week before the trial, and smuggled into
il o miris 'm]gh ext day. The Judge nevertheless, notwithstanding my strenuous
this pocket (l; ar.]ik;r::}::;fitn t:a:idence, observing that he considered my objections went rather to
objections, admitte : ese
thiir ki t'o s adm::ib;l(:tg; an account—by whom written Ghoolam Moortooza Khan
32. The exhitbxth'z;vpuzgol‘“ the money deposited by the mother of Ghoolam Moortooza Khan
id not attempt to shew— :
svli(:hn “vMahalli) Auliya, viz :

: coseenrar sananass 2% lakhs.
i Dopiey vl i TR ei g o
11th January 1843...... S ........... .
22nd January 1844.......cc.eo ..l Wiride vervs

pE—

Total... 9 lakhs.”
dorsement ran thus: “ This account was received from the mother of Moomtaz-ul-
and the endors 4
Haclk bp oo e AR 18:3; be an account of the dates on which the Nabob had received
33. Exhibit U. prof;sse ceived by her from claimant’s mother on the 22nd J anuary 18:4'-
from his mother the 2 lakchs rezatccoun‘t of the dates on which the Nabob received ff'om his mot e;
Exhibit V. professed to be ilr]l 97,300, out of “the money deposited by Her Highness Nal:)o
sums amounting to RuPeeSal"A:]liy;, for the use of Moomtaz-ul-Mulk, on the 4th Septen}x1 er
“ Begum Sahiba With. Beaks’ and Gold mohurs.” W. professed to acknowledge that the B ov’v
W asin i NOte; r 1846, had received onejlakh from Ghoolam Moortooza Khan's
Begum on the 27t.h_ Novem ZS 2,000 a month ; and X. purported to be an account (3{'. the dat;s
mother, to be repaid at Rupe ‘ve~<i from his mother “as per account in the ha,ndwntmg of the
gnwhlih tho; Habd hzdrrf:lc(?:lg up the 7 lakhs deposited with her by claimant’s mother on the
: ” yarious sum
;stb;b’ va;;r 1842, and 11th January 1843, ey
FRgpsnen if proved to be genuine, would of course have e b
34. These 5 do.cumeuts, even suggested who the writer was, nor was there any evi encehe
i ikt ion or knowledge of the Nabob’s mother, or grandmother, or t
trace one of them to the possess estion was—but it was merely suggestion—that, as .thel_;/ w:!:':
PR e T:e jlliigrchief before mentioned, they must ha-ve been sent in yf e
nge fanug a €52 Poc}fetlSZ; and that therefore they must have been in the possession o
Nabob to the Dewan 1n s

3 t have
s S ded that if the Dewan had received such remarl-mblehdocuhml:ent(;i:ec:lll“*;l ey
35. 1 contende : id not choose to call him, though he :
the claimant did no ging the
wreREy tbem’t}?ndnt:l:ets::ry inference was obvious. I argued that even supposing
and ‘son-in-law, the

e e 2
BT e U D™ Sl ptd 3 r L
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Court could believe Ghoolam Moortooza Khan's mother to hav
these 12 lakhs of Rupees (of which her son could give no
lakhs as alleged with the Bhow Begum (T, U, X and W

e become miraculously possessed of
account) and to have deposited 10

») and supposing also the Coust to be
notwithstanding her

satisfied that the Nabob Begum, load of debt, had got *“2 lakhs in
and deposited the

“ Notes and Gold mohurs” jem with the Bhow Begum (v),
not most extraordinary that the alleged deposi

lakhs of Rupees,

that weve suggested ever to have existed ?
-]

yet was it
ould leave with her not only these
documents in the nature of receipts

Was it not even more extraordinary, sup-
posing the claimant’s mother and the Nabob Begum to have lefs both their money and their
receipts in the Bhow Bogum’s power, that when

she died in April 1849, neither of those ladies,
though they lived till 1856, .

» or at the time of his death
gh every serap of the Nabob's writing had been carefully pre-

served, no trace could be found of the « account in the handwriting of the Nabob” spoken of
inX? AstoT, I contended that looking at the contradictory evidence as to the handwriting of
the endorsement, the absence of evidence which, if the fact were 50, might easily have been
given, showing that the Bhow Begum had ever had it, or that the Dewan had received it from
the Nabob, it would be most dangerous for the Court to aceept it as evidence of the possession
by claimant’s mother of so €Nnormous a sum which her son confessed him-
sell utterly unable to trace or account for; he Court could believe in the

existence of these 9 lakhs, and their pPossession by the claimant’s mother at that time, tallying

as it did so exactly with the time of Ghoolam Moortooza Khan's disgraceful insolvency in July

1843, and the disappearance of 50 lakhs of Rupees, he keeping no accounts, and giving up to his
creditors only some old stools and crockery,

it must as against him (until he either did give a
proper account, of those 50 lakhs, or show whence his mother got the 10 lakhs he now said were
hers) come to the conclusion, that,

if she got them, she got them from the only possible source
which had been shown to the Court, namely out of the 50 lakhs of which
had defrauded his creditors, and swore he had no accou
that it was bound to presume

g money acquired by such fraud
96. As for anything the Nabob ever

ter the proofs
given of his habitual dissimalation and falsehood, the Court must regard it all with grave
suspicion, and as the very reverse of satisfactory proof of the truth of anything he might
have asserted or admitted : that Act 30 of 1858, expressly provided that his mere acknowle:lg.
ments, however full, express and complete, were to go for nothing unless so far as the Coyrt was
satisfied that he had actually received, wholly or in part, the sums therein mentioned ; thy his
Promissory Note, C, for 7 lakhs, was open to many explanations ; it might be, as in the case of
his Promissery Notes given through"Ghoolam Moortooza Khan to Mr. Maclean, that he wrote it
merely intending to raise meney

on it but had been unable to do so, and had forgotten to demand
it back from Ghoolam Moortooza Khan, or it Was very possible and probable, looking to his great

intimacy from childhood with Ghoolam Moortooza Khan, their near relationship, and the extent to
which the Nabob, his mother and grandmother hag shared in Ghoolam Moortooza Khan’s profuse
expenditure before his insolveney, that the Nabob wished and meant to extricate Ghoolam
Moortooza Khan from the grasp of hig creditors ; but, not wishing to avow the truth openly, Jest
Government should hear of it anq demand explanation, tried to effect his object under covey’ fs
pretended debt, (, might have been given to Ghoolam Moortooza Khan's mother as 3 g 3 0. X
that the Nabob would perform some promise of Paying Ghoolam Wi ton Khaas it SeCUrlty
as all these explanations were possible, and the Court had no proof of the exi;tence ofs;h o long
lakhs of Rupees now claimed, beyond Paper writings of this dubious character. i¢ could S
was proved that the Nabob hag actually receiveq the 11 lakhs put forwarg .;s the b not say it
present claim, and unless the Court believed he had actually received then % readey :sol:e(;f ?;:

] " 0

said, wrote, or did, I urged that af

claimant could not recover.

37. Inconclusion, I proved from the Dufters ang 1, :
, cro : ;
Khan had received lakhs upon lakhs of Rupees fronf theii‘:;a‘sl:rl;t;]::cl;:: St

of the Nabob; and

ot N

Py gne 3
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ufters showed him to have accountgd for,
b giVin'g o credif ]folzh:v()efr}ii::):[e):eoft}:‘;i::eno])account could be found, and of VthCh he
o ab('we 6§ba he could give no account beyond saying that he had Rald awa:r
s W‘t“esf' ox"t according to the Nahob’s order; and I showed tAhat this amo;né
R hich the Nabob had issued Bonds which he a.ud Government ha
together with the 7 lak}}lls foizinguished $hicdohit now clatmediesvendit b(’.:lleVed io have'?e;n :
i b it tf “1'1‘ onsideration had been given. It was urged in reply that i [h ex:e
0 PR A i of Ghoolam Moortooza Khan to any large extent, the're. wou](.i ave
o o7 " = parN bob’s part, some demand for an account. I admitted this, but
e e on'the Zc 3) as shewing just such a complaint, and demand for an account,
etk y ]2 t the a;:count now given of these letters, namely that they were a
b e v “"ged “Sa ars and the Government, was not to be believed on such shr?,rht
mere sham, to deceive the doucl added that it was not necessary for the Court to say anything
evidence as had.been add“Te (.:laimant to prove his case—to prove either that the Nabob actually
more than that it was for tf'le{ ees said to have been deposited by claimant’s mother, or at least‘ .
received the many lakhs ? huI:neans of advancing such sums, and to produce some account of
sl fflmhef hkau tw: handwriting, and traced to the proper custody ; that if the clalma,.m:
e t"aﬂsaﬁti‘;“ ¥ ;Z;::fs trll; Court could only say that his claim had not been proved to its
failed in all these
RO itten so far before knowing what Jadgment the Court would deliver, or how
¢ .38- ]Idh:l(io:;r;ny part of the claimant’s claim. : : S
ar it wou has been delivered this morning, the 14th December, and it affords m
39. Judg}nellt "'S‘ ble to inform Governmeunt that the Court has upheld nearly all the
mosk B laim of 12 lakhs in part I. of the particulars, and has disallowed the
g e T tlhe(gfcl the second part the Court has allowed the 2nd item, and part of the
e Wm})c"“s" 81,715-4-6, with Interest and costs of proving it.
2 alwgelther \;pf::rd t’his report without waiting for a copy of the written Judgwent, which I
40. now for el
shall forward as soon as I obtain it.

APPENDIX.
Craimant's Exmisir B.
Submitted by MOOMTAZOOL MOOLK BAHADOOR.
ABDOOL WAHAB.

MEewmo.

Account of balances due up to 31st December 1847,

RS, o P.
200000 0 O
Former balance without vouChersedidsseis A ;.’.p.e; e
‘ RS. AJ P,
6, payabl
As per one voucher dated 10th January 1846, p'\yabe S
on the 31st December 184.6 ....... bleon .the i
Do. dated 20th January 1847, payshio Of ¢ <& e
Bor 1847 cceuveereasostanirnraasase o v :
DoDec;::ed 90th January 1847, payable on the .3']‘5. i,
o o o B e e R R T
DoDeCE:tegrah February 1847, payable two mo.r.l.t'}f PR
F6. o se sy e sse ... ...... ..r.'...
D:ﬂe:ijtzde 6th February 1847, pay able thre'e- il
fter AALe...convesnsescne wossarserinesnn
D monotll;:e; (eith Februsry 1847, payable twelve R i
b SO A e R S i y
months after date...oocvveriens

10,50,000 0 O
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Balance due up to the end of December 1846,

without
vouchers,

On one occasion on account of the

Coondun Laul 45000 0 o
Paid to His Highness on different occasions

item of Rajah

....... 55000 0 ¢
et e 00 (00 0=:- 0
13,50,000 o 0
Sundries.

Interest for the above said former balance of the last
year being the sum of two lacs of Rupees.... ...,

Interest for the following vouchers :

Interest for the said voucher of 7 lacs of Rupees was
84,000 Rupees, but 42,000 Rupees being paid in
part last year, the balanceis.......... .. ... St 42,000 0 o

Interest for the said voucher of 50,000 Rupees dated
5th February 1847, commencing from the 5tk
April up to the end of December 1847, being 8

months and 26 days at the rate of 500 Rupees per
0 E e e g

TR At R 4433 5 3
Interest for the said voucher
6th April 1847, commencing
up to the end of December 1
and 25 days at the rate of 5

24000 0 o

Bl

from the 6th April
847, being 8 months
00 Rupees per men-
................................. ek 4,416 10 8%

the balance of the last
year up to the end of December 184G

................ 12,000 0 ¢
On account of Cotadia Nunel Laul, &e.,... . 8,150 0 ¢
For the expenses of the Ramzan feast Ay Sy e Lo o0 ¢
For the value of horses purchased from the stable of

Mr. Taylor, &e., through Nadeemooq Dowlah,

together with the interest ang Court cost ,,.. 3625 g g
Rent of the College House for 5 months at the rate of

175 Rupees a month... ., ST S erssat o, 875 0 o0
For the valae of House purchased from My, Arathoon, 4-0'0 0.0
For the value of 2 Horses Purchaned. ... L 20 ; “L,000 0 o
Two Watches together with itg chains, &c..,... ’840 g
For the liquidation of the Bond Connected with the

Durbefr Meer Sawmaney Department, ., . 1,050 0 o
To Mr. Miller ag per his account for utensils, &c ’

purchased HRsld it L i SO vt ' 4,666 §
Remitted to Hisg Highness at the time of night .t'o‘ , ’

Ennore ..., . ¥ Ay

..... 400 0 ¢
\_

T e 108,856 °1)

— e

1
14,58856 17 |

Received from Moomtazoo] Moolk Bahadoor on the 27th January 1848

Cramvany'g Exnrpir, ¢,
On the 31st Decem

ber next I
of seven hundred thous

MADRAS; IOUL
and Rupees

January 1846,
hoon, Esquire,

Promise to pay ¢, John Arat or order, the sum
3

for valye réceived,

Co.’s Ru-p—(Fs_ 7})6,60610‘0

i,
o

MAHMUD GHOUSE,

e ¢ e
s i P
—
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Endorsements on C.
Payments by the Istaffa Cutcherry.
. ” 00
' 5 er « Havalas” of Soucars, &c. Rs. 6,00,0
4 1267) 1st September 1851, as per | . ; o
Elul'l;hzge:‘el]]jiila 1,‘36)8) 27th August 1852, as per * Havalas” of Fakeer Saib » y

* Cramvant’s Exuisir, N.

My Gracious MASTER,
May Gop PROLONG YOUR SUBLIME SHADOW,

levoted servant am engaged in well-wishing and zeaiou'sly employed in
By muci et y(‘)ur (.uu'nhne\‘s so much your Highness also is equally disposed to fu'rge[
RREVUIEA SR RCE) U-f = 1lbs enlfrely effaced from your magnanimous heart all my BEVICOs.
my rights, your Highness ": much surprised at your Highness' treatment, particularly in the
I your devoted ser'vantiam .::Oiah Pettah. I your devoted servant had never at any time hoped
e Oilm'orttgagmﬁ)iz :::nner. To address more is to transgress the bounds of respect.
of your Majesty in X

& Sy . i
'£00z aban of the Hijree year 1271, (23rd Apri
iti lam Moortooza, 5th Shaban o
The Petition of Ghoo
1855).

+ Crammant’s Exmsir, O.
GOD.

My RESPECTED SIR,

i ith the order of His Illustrious Highness, I be-g to inform your honor, m'

In conformlt_y. wi t of the sum of nine lacs of Rupees which belonged to the moth.ex
reply to your Petition, t.hat r t different times deposited in the presence of His Highness in
of your Honor and which was a f His Highness,  sum of seven lacs of Rupees was, on one
charpe ol Sg et mot)he:h: resp.ectettlﬁ mother of His Highness, and a bond was thereupon
e 'to h?r\usi \{fith his signature under date the tenth day of the month of January
g SRR by‘H1S Blg;gii;s Acc(,)rdin:’g to the consent of your creditors, bonls of the Istafa
of the year of Christ e l ents of five Rupees per annum, were caused to be jssued to o
Cutcherry, pay‘able by insta '11 ipal money of these bonds to the creditors of Yoar Honas, the
PRGOS S p'lL{ntClp‘our Honor until the interest thereon shall be discharged at the
same instalment shall be pal :rymenscm from the day on which the bond was drawn under th‘e
rate of eight A”“as? L C?m.\[’:’ith reference to the account sent by your Honor to the Istafa
gignature of His P'I}ghnesa. former bbalance of two lacs of Rupees, for which no documc'nt was
Cutcherry, exhiblt.mg i -oHunor that this amount was applied by His Highness to his own
LA int?rm e ill cause documents and instalments to be issued to your Hor.nor on
i Sl nghness‘ % tl';s Vthe late respected mother of His Highness had reccwec.I a
S g : O’f loan from the mother of your Honor, in discharge of whrch'
sum of one lac of Rupees, by Wil)[{npees AR PR mon%h]y i.nsta]me““ .

el thou'sla“}:e life-time of the respected mother of His ngl}ness; and
two thousand Rupees, unnh‘Bahadoor, was directed to continue to pay t-he samf: mstalmenlsf
afterwards Madar-ool-Oomra emaining sixty-two thousand Rupees. Besides this, a sum l(,
il b Uk gpen gk 1tethe sax:e time received through the means of yoor Honor by the
thirty thousand Rupces. s ;ness (out of the amount of the arrears of the stipend of'the .lalte
respedied pattet ol Hlllg middle son namely the late Zoolfacur Qod DO\"Vlﬂ.h. His Hngyr-'
Bitath Qoo ARG Besides this, a sum of two lacs of Rupees Whlf‘h was, (.me yfill
ness will discharge the S:}me'of His Highness, deposited with great secrecy with thellcszeacbz)b
L4l tlw}{polrf’:::m;); the respected grandmother of His Highness, namely the }
mother of His Highness,

a su

etter was addre y o Exhibi ns written
it i e next Exhibit, (0, was writ

*Th d d by the claimant to the Nabob, and it is pretended that the 'm xt” %, ”,“u AT

: o W. : t ing the tenor of the two, it will appea e

£ oo his letter ; but, on comparing the ten

answer to this ;

] ransactions
2 oci ) ts referring to transuc
by ondecof 4ys Hubohad anl leulated to elicit such a detailed statement,—especially the pax B
: cale

48 nothing in this letter at al
which, as Ghoolam Moortoo s
order to use the whole letter as ev

S §e know them we there ¢ o r him, except in
) 0 to at xcep

I§ said fo i ) e could be no object in mentioni 14 y

za Khan 18 said { ou

t This is the pretended answer to N.

e e
e . T




et e O U SR i

e e S
Proceedings of the Madras Government, Political Department,
15tk January 1861,

= e e e e o o e

Begum Sahib, who had brought you up and who had de

was also at the same time applied by His Highness to his own use. Documents and instalments
will be caused to be issued to your Honor for the same the omission of this item in the account
gent by your Honor to the Istafa Cutcherry, was, it is believed, owing to the ignorance of your
Honor respecting this matter. You have written in your Petition to His Highness that His
Highness has altogether forgotten your transaction but, since a transaction of which you were
not aware has been made known to you, it is manifest that His Highness has not forgotten your
transactions. Besides this a sum of one lac and fifty thousand Rupees, being the debt of Mr.
Maclean, which was on one occasion advanced to His Highness without any document, stagds
payable. Besides this, with regard to the amount of twenty-five thousand Rupees, which was
also received on another occasion by His Highness without any document, His Highness
recollects that this sum was procured by the said gentleman from a lady who was his relative,
and paid to His Highness. His Highness had in your presence mortgaged to Pondicherry
Appasawmy Pillay certain ornaments together with their list for the sum of fifty thousand
Rupees, and had given to the sajd Pillay a bond for fifty thousand Rupees under his own
signature. The said ornaments are not, up to this time, returned to His-Highness, although
two instalments were paid from the Istafa Cutcherry ; he may perhaps return them on the
payment of the full amount. Mow has the bond of fifty thousand Rupees which was

given on account of the debt of Gridhur Doss fallen into the hands of the said Pillay ? The

respected mother of His Highness ordered His Highness to give up to your Honor the premises
occupied by your Honor together with shops

&c. situated in Moortooza Pettah. The proceeds
of which had been paid only to your Honor, and so, as usual, your Honor is in possession of the
said property, and the proceeds thereof. Although His Highness has of late through his necessity
heen obliged to mortgage them, yet immediately on the receipt of the next Punjum Hissa,
His Highness will redeem it, and having caused the paper of Trust of property to be prepared,
according to the rule of Court, hay

¢ the same given to you. The proceeds thereof which have

been up to this time paid to your Honor will be in the same way paid to your Honor without
any failare.

posited it for your use like your mother,

By Order.
(11th Shaban Hijree 1271,) (Signed) MOORTOOZA,
29th April 1855, Private Secretary.

Be this honored in the presence of Moomtazool Moolk Bahadoor. May his bounty be per-

petuated.

CLAmMANT'S Exmisir, S,
GOD.

MEeMoRraNDUM.
Account of Moobadala, or

; temporary loans, received from Her Highness the M'ahali Auliya
(or the Nabob's mother) for conducting the affairs of the bountiful Circar.*
‘ In the month of Zehij of the Hij
| / ) jree
* January 1843, year 1258 * for the expenses of the feast
called Yid-00z-Zoha and for other purposes,
Rupees three thousand............... . . Rs. 3,000
In the month of Sacred Mohurrum in ;
t February 1843, the Hijree year 1259 ¥ for the purpose of
' . paying to Begum Saliiba Khoodsia (or the
Nabob Begum) and it was paid to the sajq Begum through My éude
Rupees two thousand........ ... . S A ? . e Rs. 2,000
------------------ ...li.l.llllc‘lll.‘l S‘ 5

In the month of Suffar-00l-M
3 ~00l-Moozuffer of
T March 1843, the Hijree year 1259 & for sending to Mr.
Lewis and others, S

Rupees four lakhs one
thousand anq nine-hundred....... AR Rs. 4,01,900
T . ) b

R e s Again in the monthy of Suffar-ool Moo.

—

. s . 3
* These lines are-said to be in the Naboh’s handwﬁting
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ij for the
zuffer of the Hijree year 1259*
A expenses of the month of Rubbee-ul-Awul, 2
Rupees three thousand.... ..... e e e Ty Rs&8,

On account of Moobadala (or temporary debt) of Nadeem-ood-l{){owlah
Bahadoor which stands payable from the Circar to Begum Saheba, Rupees Edir
T sesBescss st antans Basenran . . 3’
ONE thoUSANA....ceevueneririrneeensmsisnns crerssnsnrasens

; Again on the last} day of the said
et monthgand year of Hijree 1259 for the ex-

es of offerings, &c., Rupees twothousand andseven-hundred and thirty-two. Rs. 2,732
g il 1843, ’ Again on the firstf day of the month
R v i of Rubbee-ul-Awul of the Hijree year 1259 3
% RO N Rs. 1,0
for the expenses of the said month, Rupees one thousand............. 8. 1,
4 Again on the first§ day of the month
hthe Mow bis Rubbee-ul-Awul of the Hijree year 1259, -
............. Rs. 2,50
d five hundred..e.... oovvrieicsinnmanneiiieiencn.
lllll;sze;tvzolg;;“sa“ On the fifth || day of the month of
un ;

Jamadee-ul-Awul of the Hijree year 1259
f airing the building called Kalus Mahul &c., Rupees one thousand... Rs. 1,000
or repai

..... drseaines Bisret A 1,000
Again,—Rupees one thousand......ceeeeisereeaeineeeens
’ 1843 Again on the 29th q day of the month
oo Bne of Jamadee-ul-Awul of the Hijree year 1259, &
R L e R A T T ey Rs. 2,03,(
Rupees two lakhs and three thousand...c.eveeees S
AR P e W Rs. 5,000
Again,—Rupees five thousand.......covesusssvevavsvarnene T

Craimant’s Exmisrr, T.

Moortooza with Mahali Auliya*#* (or the
The money deposited by the mother of Ghoolam
L Aol ot On the sixteenth* day of the month of Shaban of the Hijree
year 1258 in notes,—Rupees two lacs and fifty thousand.
On the nintht day of the month of Zehij of the Hijree year
1258, in notes,—Rupees four lacs and fifty thousand. .
On the first] day of the month of Mohurrum of the Hijree
year 1260 in notes,—Rupees two lacs.

* 29nd September 1842.
+11¢h January 1843.

T 22nd January 1844. Total Rupees nine lacs.

(On the back of the paper.)
This account was received from the mother of Moomtaz-ul-
Mulk on the 16th|| day of the month of Suffer of the Hijree year
1264. h

|| 28rd January 1846.

CrammAnt's Exnisir, U,
The mouey deposited by the mother of Moomtaz-Ool-Mooll;‘
with Mahali Auliya (or the Nabob’s mother) on.the first* day 0s
CEmiimeEs the month of Mohurrum of the Hijree year 1260 in notes,—Rupee

two lacs. \
he amount borrowed by His Highness the Nabob out of this money. 3
i Feeant oL 8 g On the twenty fiftht day of the month of Suftur of the Hijree

+ 15th March 1844 year 1260,—Rupees thirty-two thousand.

i i V. 's hand writing,
nce as to whether these lines were or were not in the Nabob’s hand g

4

+¢ There was conflicting evide




T R e vy b e

15th Jawuary 1861,
On the thirtieth* day of the month of Suffur of the Hijree
year 1260,—Rupees one lac and forty-five thousand,
On the twelfth day of the month of Rubbee-ul-awul of the
Hijree year 1260,—Rupees twenty thousand.

On the fifteentht day of the month of Rubbee-ul-
Hijree year 1260,—Rupees three thousand.

——

* 20th March 1844,

t st April 1844,

t 4th April 1844,

awul of the

* 4th September 1841,

Account of the amount bo

rrowed by His Highness the Nabob out of this money,
1 14¢h dpril 1844, On the twenty-fiftht day of the month of Rub-
bee-ul-awul of the Hijree year 1260,—Rupees three

thousand and five Dl e A SR Rs. 3,500.

On the twenty-fourth day of the month of

Jamadee-ul-awul of the Hijree year 1260,—Rupees
Sl - SRR e Rs.  5,000.

On the twenty-first§ day of the month of Ja-
madee-u-sance of the Hijree year 1260,— Rupees
twenty-two thousand ang seven hundred............ R

On the twehty-third” day of the month of

Shaban of Hijree year 1260,—Rupees six thousand
and seven hundreq

....................................... Rs. 6,700.
On the fifthe day of the month of Shaval of
the Hijree year 12

61,—Rupees three thousand... Rs,
On the fifteenth* day of the month of Zchij
of the Hijree year 1261,—Rupees five thousand... Rs; 5,000.

On the bwenty-seventht day of the month of Mo.-

hurrum of the Hijree year 1262,—Rupees three

1. 11th June 1844.

§ 8th July 1844,

| 7¢h September 1844,

w

. 22,700,

5 8th October 1845,

3,000,
* 15th December 1845,

1 25th January 1846,

PROUmANG. Lol e b e e e Serad e Rs.  3,000.
§ 11th February 1846, On the fourteenth4 day of the month of Suffur

of the Hijree year 1262,—Rupees twenty-four thouy-

sand nine hundred ang eighty-five.................... . Rs. 24,985
§ 14th February 1846,

On the seventeenth§ day of th
of the Hijree year j2g2

On the twentieth
of the Hijree year 1

emonth of Suffur
»—Rupees eight thousand... Rs.  8,000.
Il day of the month of Suffur

262,—Rupees two thousand... Rs.
On the twelfth

1 day of the month of Rubbee-
ul-awul of the Hijree year 1262,—Rupees two
thousand............. .

.................................... Rs. 2,000,
On the sixteenth* day of the month of Rub-

bee-ul-awul of the Hijree year 1262,—Rupees one

thousand...... = .

| 17th February 1846,

2,000,
9 11th March 1846.

* 15th March 1846,

B2 e nenn .

............................ Rs. 1,000.
1 25th March 1846,

xtht day of the month of Rub-
Hijree year 1262

On the twenty.gi
hee-ul-awul of the -—Rupees
three thousang... e e T L s RS 000
I Teh dpril 1846, Y of the month of Rubbee-u-
year 1262,~Rupees ten thou-

On the tenth} da
sanee of the Hijree
sand .,

i Rs. 10,000.

e S

ik

S

e
R A e e i
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Shaban
ineteenth® day of the month of :
4 ftheo;-litj}:-::em;:ar 1262,—Rupees seven thousand.. Rs. 7,000.
0
i fthe month of Ramazan
On the twentieth} day o ‘
L O S of the Hijree year 1262,—Rupees two thousand and i
i 11 100 7T B AR s R SR S e
$846 On the fourteenth} day of the month of Sha-
T 6th October 1846.
+

=
w

ot
S
[
S
o

wal of the Hijree year 1262,—Rupees fifteen thou-

.......................
...........

i he mouth of Zehij
; the twenty-ninth§ day of t ; joiy
o A f th:)uHijree year 1262,—Rupees five hundred.... Rs. 500
0 A :
; On the seventh|| day of the month of Suffur of B
Gl Bl the Hijree year 1263,—Rupees forty-five thousand. Rs. 45,000.
1
On the nineteenthy] day of the month of Ral')-
Ui bee-ul-awul of the Hijree year 1263,—Rupees two s
£ y e A NS T s. 2,000.
thopsand e s s is, eI s Sy el s
On the eighth* day ofthe mornth of Jamadfe-u-
b i ijre ¢ 33,—Rupees two thou-
* 24¢th May 1847 sanee of the Hijree year 1263, up ............... s
1T Cr A P ol IRy b e p s S R
On the fifteenth +day of the month of Jamadee-
il Bl u-sanee of the Hijree year 1263,—Rupees three s
; th;usand and-five Bungred maes bt e e Al iy Rs.  3,500.

o

On the twentieth} day of the month of Jama-
bl iy b dee-u-sanee of the Hijree year 1263, — Rupees two = o
LR DUBATA S i R T s T TS T o Fe waiee o S il i

. On the first§ day of the month of Rujjub of the .
§ 15th June 1847. Hijree year 1263, —Rupees one thousand... ......... Rs. 1,000,

++

On the tenth|| day of the month of Shaban of the
24¢h July 1847. Hijree year 1263,—Rupees nineteen thousand and 5. 19615
six hundred and fifteen.............c..... Geierivs skt Rs. 19,615.

CramMANT's Exnisir W.

The amount received as Moobadala (or temporary debt) on the

venth* day of the month Zehij of the Hijree year 1262, by Her
*27th November 1846. Si' hness Mahali Auliya (or the Nabob’s mother) from the mother
i b ; Igdi]d by instalments of two thousand Rupees,—Rupees one lac.
0 DE re-paiGy

(On the back of the paper.)

of Moomtaz-ool-Moolk; t

The instalment of two thousand Rupees a moml? on account
f this money, was issued from the Hijree year 12641
o ]
+ 1848.

CrammanT's Exuisir X.

d by the mother of Moomtaz-ool-Moolk, with Her Highness Mahali
n -.. £ ')y
The amount deposite

Auliya (or the Nabob’s mother.) On the sixteenth® day of the month of Shaban of the Hijree

year 1258, in Notes,—Rupees two lacs and fifty-thousand. 3
* 22nd September 1842. b CHiTE BTRE Ty oF Hho vauih o Zeehijja of the Hijree
year 1258, in Notes,—Rupees four lacs and fifty-thousand.
ry 1843. >
+ 11th January

Total Rupees seven lacs.

mou i \E IS money as per
A 1t borrowed by His nghness the Nabob out OFFIH one)hu”drﬂl
Yo i thewaf 'O 'of' the Nabob,—Rupees six lacs, twenty-seven thousand,
i dwriting
account in the han d

and thirty-two.
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* 8rd August 184 ij
ugust 1843, On the fifih* day of the month of Rujjub of the Hijree year
1259,—Rupees twenty thousand.
On the tentht day of the month of Shaban of the Hijree Y¢4¥

1259"R“Pees thirty thousand, two hundred and forty-eight.”

e
jerp . e seventeenth{ day of the month of Shaban of th
Hljree year 12

59,—Rupees eight thousand. the
On the twenty-thirdg day of the month of Ramazan of ty
€ year 1259, — Rupees nine thousand one hundred and twent?

e twenty-fifth|| day of the month of Ramazan, Hijree
year 1259,-Rupees two thousand.

On the fourteenth“ day Of the mo“th Of Sllﬂ\"al Or lhe HiJr.‘.e
Year 1259, upees six thousand.

12590n e cighth* day of the month of Zekad of the Hijree i
7y—Rupees six thousand and five hundred.

: On the twenty_ﬁlst_t, day of the month of Zekad of the Hijree
year 1259,— Upees one thousand.

1 6th Seftember 1812.
L 13th September 1843.
§ 18tk October 1843,

- ijr
| 20tk October 1843,
T Tth November 1843,
* lst December 1843,

t 14tk Decemper 1843,

1 6th January 1844,

On the ﬂfleenthx day of the month of Zehij of the Hijree
On account, of gy 0 year 125?,~Rupees seven thousand. i
ture of the Nahg, ney an English Note-of-hang (C) has been obtained with the signd

——

GOVERNMENT Exmmr, No. 1.

4 3 MOO.\ITAZ-OOL-.\IUOLK BAHADOOR.
greea Y to th

Cutehery ¢ order of the tafa
! ¥y L beg ¢4 i and soing to the Is
for ap accountugt' e‘i)etpresent that His 1) i h:therh fnbon bCIO“i:“’vca” upon ¥OU
been furnished) i Coni:aracted thro ; (reeispects mﬁdi 'ml] Ol‘d"'; t:)r«cx account has
Present time, o, g S T 4 oo ap to the
of goods, of’ which g 18 on account, of the L =i Highnom' Inatallation 87

I
eXpenses the ready cagh,

ind 0
suppﬁrg and so mych i the balance; and to what Llﬂii
n accot'(fi,;z t; Ihbeg therefore 1o represent to you that {:‘:here

0 the a.bon stz . R lCh it
ter please ¢ ated detail, and dispa

= Suffer 1964, Mmunicate it by writing.
1 Ft‘br’u;lry 184'8 3 P

(Signed) GHOLAM MAHOMED, ’
b L Moensl)y of the Istafa Culcherry
GOVERNMENT Exumir, N, o

GOD

Mooy '
“FAZ~00L-MOOLK BAHADOOR,

S Ing y
. ac fpection ; ¢
ept ]-ead 18 cOunts Of th e&lings oa'f copy of [he Order Of ‘]is Hiuhn(‘SS {\n“ iu(lln“le tha

e Cir . »pared 89
€ accoypgg €at which concerned us are prepare

3 18 1m . coﬂcerni“ 8 -nown,
n Possib] 8 Your Honor being not kno t
“ligence, | reqmeer 2" them 10 Hig Highncrs.  Thisis the 159

Te Te ue nt
e\ad(?iti:t ]tbat Your Honor will soon send the “fc:“w’,
b5 Notes., an o .NOtes.of.hand' the consideration of whict 1
0 el the o je(,::"'h‘Ch though discharged, have not been ffmr:n

0 be 10 h g -

ber .1855.) ®¥Dosed 4, any i o OF the Circar ; it is certain that your 12715

v ig“ity or affront, Dated the 21st Zehi)

(Signed) GHOLAM MAHOMED:

M g v

hase
eady cash debt, so much on account of the purc :

and the

e

o CRp————
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GoverNMENT Exnmisir, No. 3.
GOD.
MOOMTAZ-OOL-MOOLK BAHADOOR.
My REespecTeED SIR, ; B
et received any answer to my letter, dated the twenty-first mstaf\t, neither
i i o f-hand have been received. As there remains only a short time for the
= 'acc?ums s ?Ote;(l)owed by His Highness, I am uneasy about. this, and intimate that you
e’fP‘Tatlon . bh? m(l:‘(a:oums and Notes-of-hand, so that we may not be put to shame on your
v 50?“ - “~e i certain your Honor will never suffer us to be put to shame. Iam ina
It{onors ?i(;c:x)l:lll:):’alntdlsunless I make myself acquainted with your accounts, I cannot forward my
strange ¢ :

His Highness though they are ready prepared, because our accounts are connected
ac_(;;)u;;ts EE f your Honor ; it is chiefly owing to your Honor that we have been blamed.
with those o

28th Zeehij 1271, 11th September 1855.
GHOLAM MOHUMMUD.

GoverNMENT Exuisir, No. 12.
GOD.

From the Nabob to the Members of the Istifa Cutcherry.
G ENTLEMEN, .

-our letter bearing this day’s date, it is written, that, certainly, lh‘f matter of

i ol Bibed in consequence of there being no satisfactory documents shewing the re-

Moomwz‘m]-Bahad(')o'r’ : as to afford entire satisfaction to you, the Members, has no right to

et S;)e;e settlement. Nevertheless it seems to me just and proper that, for

e ety e m”il com[t)omhe money that stands payable by my deceased Auliya, (or Highness)

the present, the.sett emefI]Ru ses, which is 8 part-of ‘the money mentioned in the Bond of seven

that is to say six lacs 0 -nizrr w"ith the said Bahadoor, should one way or other be made in the

o Rupees’- no“i {em:liqt :he may not be subjected to any demand or caption in the day of

o insu.mce’ ih in (0 inion, and according to my religion, is worst of all things. After

resu”ccmon’-w}m::h:: mn?attzl-s of the said Bahadoor, any thing that is to be done will be done
this, respecting

in accordance with the rules of those gentlemen.

What more shall I trouble you with ?
The servant of people,
MOHUMMUD GHOUS,
May God pardon him.
27th Shawal 1267.
26th August 1851.

JUDGMENT.

. lam Mootooza Khan (so far as relates to the 3 items of the Ist part of his
The claim OI: Gho.o % t from any of the previous claims which have been preferred under
particulars) is quite i ot represent that he himself personally advanced to or for the Nabob
skl dole? n s of 9 lacs, 2 lacs or 1 lac, or that he was a party to the original trans-
any portion of the_ several item which in any way those sums reached the Nabob’s hands. As to
43 D saetng: w.aS, UPOT money was received by the Nabob from his own mother Enoyet
A ol caS? E tba(t)tr]:sm received the 2 lacs from the grandmother of the Nabob, and the
Doninsse ol o b“°Y;’t fcl)'om~the mother of the claimant, but he relies on the Nabob’s admis-
. ite"]ls 019 lac: an](; lre::ived and spent the money, but that he was willing to pay the claimant.

sion that he not on

i he case it must be acknowledged rests entirely on the Nabob's admission, or

B3 Pfﬂ't s of admissions ; no witness who has been examined professes to have any
g el nat(l)l;ethe transactions (material to this case) between the claimant’s mother and
}tf:sl(;?lilwk%oe‘;fx:,gir between the Nabob Begum and the Bhow Begum, or between the Bhow

9
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Begum and the Nabob. But the evidence relating to those transactions is to be found in state=
ments made by the Nabob himself, either

verbally or in writing, or, if made by others, supposed
to have been communicated to and acquiesced in by him.

The Advocate General seemed to
referred to the language of the A1

contracted by the said Nabob,” as i

independent proof, and as equivalent to a declaration that the mere

the Nabob should not bind his estate, But I cannot coneur in that
the Nabob, as they would be evidence acaj

so they are evidence against those who
his estate—and though certainly not

stated, yet seem to me entitled to be ve
circumstances and probabilities of each
admissions of the Nabob, or statements
examine the evidence by which the a

case ; as also to consider what de
whether the

view, for statements made by
ings to which he was a party,
in these Proceedings must be considered as representing
to be regarded by any means as conclusive of the facts
ry carefully weighed and considere
case. Assuming however,
in the nature of admissio
eged admissions are said
gree of reliance
admissions if satisfactorily proved ar

In this case the situation of the claimant He was a relation
of the young Nahob—brought up by the Nahob's grandmother, and not only on terms of per-
sonal intimacy with both, as wel] as with th

e Nabob’s mother—but the confidential agent of all

Ist, as regards the item of 9 )
posited that money with the N

evidence is this :—The clai

that money from his own ang the Nabob’s mother a short time
Istifa Cutcherry (i, e. in 1848), receiving at the g

d, with reference to the
that a case may be proved by

ns, it is necessary of course to

to be proved in the particular
is to be placed upon the statements made ; and
e sufficient to make out 4 case,

also is peculiar, and close friend

three in numerous pecuniary transactions.
claimant’s mother de

acs the case is —that the
Nabob, and the

ho lent it to her son the
d information respecting
before the establishment of the

ame time from his mother the Note (marked C.)
for 7 lacs, in the name of Arathoon, and dateqd 10th January 1846 —that upon his taking that Note

to the Nabob, the latter confessed that the 7 and 2 lacs were payable by him, saying that he
received the money from his mother, and spent it away, that the claimant told the Nabob that he
had received information from his mother that she had deposited 9 lacs, with the Bhow Bf_:gum for
which the paper for 7 lacs was given, and that the Bhow Begum had told her that the Nab ol had
taken 2 lacs and speut it away, whereupon the Nabol said it is right, I will pay the money to you,

This was in 1848, and before the account B, in which the 7 lacs Note, and a
“a former balance without any document” are mentioned but, without,
sent into the Istifa Cutcherry. Nothing however appears to have been dope towards the
ment of that account, until 1851, when the house of the claimant (who took the
Insnivent ACE SSLRH0) el nelucy by the Official Assignee ; and when, at the re
claimant, the urgent letters of the Nabol, to the Istifa Cutel

lerry of the 144
marked I and 11, were written, containing the words * hjs accounts

abob’s mother w
mant states that he receive

sum of 2 |aes ag
giving any Particulars wag
sebtle-
benefit of the
quest of this
and 15¢h August

4re true and correct ;" about
that time the claimant states, that he told the Nabgly « I wish YOu to pay thege 7 lacs to my
creditors and release me from this serape ;™ in reply to which the Nabob saig «
on 26th August, a letter (marked No, 19

very well” ang
4 certain purpose, a5 Terazish Khap
says, viz., that the Nabob might not get a bad name with Govcrnment, and in liey of another letter
of which the Istifa Cutcherry disapproved, in which the Nalob Says to the Istifa Cutcherr}:
“in consequence of there being no satisfactory documents he (that is cluimam) has no right to a
“gpeedy and complete settlement ; nevertheless, it appears to me just and proper, that fo; );he ;

“sent, the settlement of the money that standsg Payable by my deceased Aulya that’ is to uple(;
“lacs, which is a part of the woney mentioned in the bond for 7 remai,ning with Lh;asiid

lacs now

“ Bahadur, showld one way or other he made in the first instance, iy otder that she may not b

“subject to any demand i After thi e
i e S,

<) was written for

re paid by stif!
lac 28th August 1852, to the ¢

aimant’s creditoryg »
C. Further the claimap

Ustates that ip 1855 on ¢

. by the Nabob, the

~

(e} > b4

o

———r

: { 03rd
i Nabob's mother had given to hlm,. he- wr?te (28r
ey t}lle dain;a“t lri;:)e](;,ininia:{t;lcfl;‘l t;4,hnedli\:bx(')eply received the letter O, which is signed by
'} tter of co :
i 'tlfe eSecretz’wy and dated April 29th. R
S : and Ghoolam Mahomed speak to the fac : Siyps
Bosh Sl O of it (Q) to be made and secured amon.gst the .du t.ers, : u e
s i s C°l"y al knowledge of the matters in question to whlchhlthreher;q;;c)b
do ot BRah e Pelsoc[:siving O, he had an interview with the Nabo.b at ngc (; I:ee s
the claaeps 4 vt aftelr reed about the mortgage ; made many apologies, TI? s.;tal S
iobors s muCh‘aS “‘"}’1 debt he owed him ; but I do not find that to this item
ay the claimant every bit of the | e
pay A . ras made by the Nabob at . e
any special reference W » is not silent upon the subject. It contains this s A
PRI lfes which belonged to the mother of your Honor and wd I::mther
¢ out of the sum ofg()ilacsf)tidﬂi‘:]p;‘he ’preSence of His Highness i; Zhatrge] of :2.2 rbe;,ptic;erespected
“at different times depositeC It : S e e ' . i
‘:th (;lli Higlmess a sum of fdlzci(:i; w(-:: thereupon given for it by His nghl;e-is w1t}1stl;;:
" mothen gl s Hlighrllgi;’ ?;;nuary 1846, according to tl;e (f(c;n:'ent ofin)cr;);;l ctt(')eﬂl]eo:;ieditors
w o i them. After liquidating pr -
:‘ Zitz:;:fy s CHUSEd"t::i;s;Z:f gonor until the interest thereon shall b.e dlsgharii(:
AR Bt ser s ‘tﬂ er mensem. With referenc(_e- to the accou.nt sentd );r)nent
I St e ‘fe“ e.inbiLing the former balance of 2 lac§, for which I-JO oc 2
“Hat i LB C}ltChe”)t{h-\t this amount was applied by His nghness to his [c;w:or :)l:
“ was issued, I beg to {;]lfozzzlsel'documents and insmlme?tshto ble Ilssuo;d“et;) i:uxi't h:d %
P e i \Yl : - ific recital -assuredly of the whole ‘m :
”;"C"““‘ of the ssme rjl,l‘;egafxz::tﬁ;ud acknowledged by the Nabob in 1848. " &
ety lﬁepresemled : other documents to be considered with reference to this item of th
re are also B
ch‘ailnl.gutltzlil;) the documents marked S, T, X, U.

sod Juia] dum
- to be in the handwriting of the Nabob.. That is a '\gemo;a:n' -
Of these, S alone 1s Sh;WZOb of his mother on 12 different occasions between Janu 3
‘ the Na
oney borrowed by the 3,27,132 Rupees.
‘;fol[; 1813 and amounting in all to 6,24:1 in a bundle of papers produced by the Governmentdfrom
were found in i ined S, and the docu-
The other 3 docume}r:ts Chepauk Palace, which bundle als;)l c?ntau} e &Iemomnda, R
amongst the records of the vether with a very miscellaneous co Zcuont;)e S i
ments marked V an.d W"t':,: sorse in KEnglish, s addre’sse 2 ulnicate% to’and adopted
and Petitions, some In Pdelzed ;nto this case as Begum’s I?Pels.g.hc(l){";::n) that a few papers of
hey are introdu % that given by Terazis : :
Nabob. They re being some ehc:leni;:éob tf the Dewan with a letter, and were secured
from the N¢

: = : or when sent to the
the Nabob's mother did come but when or by whom they were written,

; ers
amongst the Treasury dufters,

. coincide in a
I. ix documents do
Treasury, does not appear. ed and put together, those s
examin
However, when

iven i ocument O. and with
. with the account of these matters %w(;n 1:10&;}; iransactions e
remarkably exact mall.nex w,l articulars and they relate.exc]usnl\]re y PR st it
the lst part of the claxmant Sh}[)l is founded.” T. (accordmglto the e[f S e T
i e :’lhf('a ;n? the claimant’s mother on the 23rd January .
be an account received Ir

y é y e f I’dcs,
i h l\lIc\hali Aul a to tl
l) he[ Wit 1€ l.lll()ul]t, 0 9

R e 2,50,000

i on 22nd September 184205 Dt bl

i e. 11th Junuary 1]83413 gty
22nd do. 44 i el gy

i X and U;

; is 9 lacs is accounted for in the docm‘nent’s i 4

And the whole exI?en;ltu:iootﬁ]:hdeposit of 7 lacs on the 22ud SdePtexils)a:s Ilii‘alhz;m; s

X. repeats the statement In ‘;::15 to show that the whole was.expeu.(ile mlln s Db Bl
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English Note has been obtained with the signature of the Nabob” ~—alluding evidently ¢, ¢,e
Note C, which bears date 10th January 1846, U accounts for the remaining two lacs in a
similar manner ; repeating the statement in T. as to the deposit of two lacs on 22nq January
1844, and accounting for the expenditure of it by 4 loans to the Nabab of 32,000 on the 15th
March 1844, 1,45,000 on the 20th March 1844, 20,000 on Ist April and 3,000 on the 4th of the
same month. The documents V and W relate to the other items of the claimant’s case, viz,, 2
lacs, and one lac. Further, so far as these documents afford evidence of the f:

received money from his mother,

act that the Naboh
they derive corroboration to some extent from the dufters of
Seenevassa Row and Tej Bahn,
the Nabob into the Treasury,

in which are to be found some entries of receipts of money from
or the Meersamany Heozoor department, corresponding in date

and amount with many of the

as to the sum of 1,45,000 men

items in it and U and V. Thero is also the evidence of Tej Bahn,
tioned in U, and that of Soorad

brought by the Nabob out of

But the real importance of these

jee Lall as to 45,000 (in V) being
his mother’s palace. :
is the connection which
they establish, if they can be relied on, between the loans by the Nabob’s mother to her son, and
the deposit of money by the claimant’s mother with her ; and in that respect the dufters of course
do not corroborate them at all. :

Nor indeed does S, the only one of 6 documents which isin the handwriting of the Nabob.

It is natural to ask what means of her own claimant’s mother had to enable her 10 lend 1o
the Nabob’s mother such large sums as are mentioned in T ; 9 lacs in 16 months, to say nothing
of one lac 2 years after, and about 2 lacs given to her son some time before her death, But on
this subject the evidence is a perfect blank. Even the claimant has no account to give of iy,
except that she concealed her property from him on account of his extravagance,
hear is that she was a lady with a pension of 2

80 Rupees a month, whilst the lady t
is supposed to have advanced so largely was in the rec

¢ipt of a pension which in
3,000 to 5,000 and from 5,000 to 12,000 a month,
I believe, T have now adverted to all the evidence which exists in the case in s
item of 9 lacs, but upon a review of the whole of

: upport of this
. it, I cannot bring my mind to such a degree of
reasonable certainty that the document 0, and the documents T, X,and U

i . » contain the req] his.
tory of these transactions, as alone would Justify me in actj
case. T, X, and U,are certainly not entit

documents to the claimant’s case,

0 whom she
creased from

who, in 1855, extracts from the c] :

of the grandmother’s deposit. T think it tolerah] ai St s
the existence of thoge documents (supposed to ha
before his claim came on,

Ve come from the Kullandan
though the Officers of

knowledge of their exXisten Oiosz;‘n;(;lt i n}(:t : butkw

A more than we kg

» any of them were w

€M to me a natyra] or
s letter N ;

. d be supplied to the Istifa
almant the promis

of the Begum)
hen o how that
OW when, or for

ritten. Further’

It is a very short letter ¢

Et ti“-s us, Written on the oceasion of the Nabob mort
Mplaining that ¢he Nabob seemed disposed to fop

get his rights and

; but it contains a

of any use appears ;
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i Jetter in hand, and
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i id to have
i ersons and is said
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i me de
the Nabob with so

} e time or other
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directed (Q) the copy, t°h ve sent V to the same place .of conceo b ey
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strikes we as rather smgulzg;s AR g e ?\IO fapr
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i in 1855,
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; ending 9 lacs at any time,
: 's mother really had the means of lend ?tb other parties accords
idence that the claimants ml how far her conduct and that of the
b tant to observe AETER ol X
1::111 he had a real interest in the transaction.
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w ess, some
i it to the claimant, I'here seems to me, I conf(} F 2
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g sed ct of the claimant’s mother in 1843, and her subseq
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certainly not unimp?
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the Nabob's mother on the 27th November 1846, and he
because the Nabob took possession of his mother's effect

is claim i iti O and W, with respect to which the
In support of this claim in addition to the documents : j > wh
observl;t:orlx): already made apply, there is in evidence the Nabob's letter marked P, which is dated
the 7th May 1849, and which is doubtless

genuine enough ; in that it states to the Dewan,
was that he had not been able to pay every body that mo
do so.

Nevertheless he says “ the fund was too little to pay the Meer Saman
ment,” and adds, “ I then caused the pa

*¢ of 2,000 Rupees on account of the insta i
“ used to pay in discharge of his balances amounting to 58,000 Rupees and which ag stated by
*“ Ameen Ood Deen Ally Khan, he now does not like to receive, but when I insisted upon him
* he said if you like please to Pay me whatever T shall demand at the time of my urgency, and [
*“ consider that the payment thereof is better i With regard to which letter I
would only observe that it affords

that the claimant’s mother
the Nabob’s mother.

tment,

charges it against the Nabob’s Est ate
s upon her death.

how it
nth, and what efforts he had made to

n every respect.”

not the slightest confirmation of the statement in Q and W,
had any thing to do with that mone

30 of 1858 ; and also,
administration of his mother’s estate is something quite different from a debt fair]
contracted by the Nabob under that Act,

The 3rd item in the Ist

case is a complete gift b
ing the

part of the particularsis an item of 2 lacs wi

y the grandmother of the Nabob on the 4t} September 184]
amount with the Nabob's mother for the clai

almant’s use ; a loan of the same,
dates between the 14th April 1844 and the 24th July to the Nabob by his mother; a com-
munication of the facts to the claimant for the first time on the 29¢th April 1855, and an admission
by the Nabob of his liability to pay the claimant.

The evidence in support of this item
verbal admission of the Nabob, By
“ year previous to the coronation of
““ of His Highness by the grandmoth
“ and deposited it for your use an(
** and instalments wi]| be ¢
g tllx};e;‘:tiff('):l?}‘::c{:]el : ' s 1‘tem In the account sep; by Your Honor
. it is beheved, owing to th

‘“ matter,
V is like the docuy

September 1841, by the Nabol, Begum i
gives (with dateg anq items)

According to the claima

is to be fou

nd in the documents (0]
0, the claimant is

informed that a « sum of 2 lacs was (one
His Highness) deposited with great sc

crecy with the mother
er of His Highness, who broug

ht you up like your mother
Wwas also applied by His Highness to his own use.
aused to be j

onor for the same.”

and V, and the

Documents

nents X and [J,

(the Nabol’s mot}
by the Nub()_b out
the Nabob was th

ler), and then
of this Money,

at “ he had con-
andmuther, and he
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er Act 30 of 1

nt’s evidence the
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great secrecy, noy ever
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not die till the follow

3, it ended in
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i ionally in return for

uments 42 and 44) getting occasiona g
whatever source, probably (as dfpp:r}s)il;;v. d:zd pT ok .;}:?;;:I‘;ecmmected '
herself tolerably large sums1 G depOSi;ed these large sums with he; ;Ob S
g sup'P?sed tol ]a‘v;ust have been with the affairs of the aI.t b o e
e tLeyb st custodian and depository of money. e
R t'ell alive in 1855, for she died only 2 c;)r b,)sz S s L
oL ?"as S'clience long after the death of the Na :)he R s
ke th‘“ ; 1?"};1(1 re;eived (according to V) from her R T
B e v TRRAOR hl.mse f any inquiry or remonstrance on her pa ;m Sy Nl
lacs. Yet we hear nothing o ; yn brought out by any urgency on her pl. ; Selabain
Nabob does not appear to hav'e ez “ lik: his mother,” the. motherlyffefatmaFor B
B L dd]ma'm ss;s,; to secure to him the enjoyment o l; 5 PO oy o
ey acm'le e(-lI in the appropriation of'the' monley tyevidence e
e o i :cquc;ii;sit to the claimant at any time is at leas
noz.'C(lmr:illu;:;c:lglezor:le(:fotsi:a c;)mplete and irrevocable gift.
not inte

ﬂ h s lten] i of F mor t [0} he]‘ am )]ep:lle(l to make an Ordet
t tnis theref(’l an } n e han the t y [ l
0 ][p()]l te 1 >

O 4‘ 5“1"6,
i ai wo items 43,462 and 70,47 ’
= pa: vy me to 2nd part of the pm‘ticulars which claims t oflwr i 53 L
] 5 » ist he a e n j
with YO‘pv Sl e I E*)l‘e is the evidence furaished by tln dOI : wek“ dSROf thed Cla?mam
5 l‘hes PCCt L 1atnter t;'(’Ghoolam Mahomed and Salar-oo ;Mtuthiks,mone waas A e
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\. h l d o : .
3 3 : . b d d h l m
a an l iven Llp three tlt[e deedb, as ha g }) site 1
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the [ 1

as a security for the same.
The Advocate Genex:l
| y Wi rr
probably the money was 0o

ted that

y - >, thouch he sugges

e h much force, . sk if that had

. ack this item wit . : wnk if tha

did not attdc; cars on behalf of the Nabob, but I t}l been forth=

; ou - bt 1ave

owe(.l flomtheir representatives, would ?5 iy ?Z?eral also contend-
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e s,l‘. the Nabob's estate. And the ?‘ d 4 and 23 to 33 that the
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Moortooza Khan' and they €0 rier of the money ; that whate doubt this statement and am

1001 ums he was morely the C:f the Nabob. I see no reason ttoof the sum of 70,475-4-6.
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1,000, the next item, for the expenses of a feast is not, I think, sufficiently proved. It

i is inserted in B, but B (though acted upon in respect to many items) cannot be ;
{0}

i

\

relied upon for accuracy, and there is nothing in support of B as to this item but the
imperfect memory of the claimant himself,

Next item 400 Rupees purchasing a horse from Arathoon. Upon the evidence of Mr.

/ ; ' ot
.iii Arathoon, I allow 350 Rupees in respect of this item. v
5.

Next 1,000 purchasing 2 horses. T think the evidence not sufficient, Mr. Arathoon speaks

e / ae A, L e
| | . Lo ko Boitidonny ot ollis: (Ot
i of the purchase of 2 horses by the claimant from Messrs. Taylor, but knows nothing ot a €& fya
3 i } about the price. =

'ZZ{,,,". o ey 14/ & wse e L K /
And the claimant cannot well recollect either the y

price, or whether they were pur- /c’%(/,//‘ﬂ“’ %{
chased from Mr. Taylor or Mr, Arathoon.

; P 1 R bmépzlﬂ//::

, P Vs % 2% e 2 ,

b : . 3 7 ; ;111/// e & t

{ 6. Next item 840, two watches with chains. I think the evidence, taken together with the ‘{ //f,t? cered e fo 24 {/‘/{ / :
il
I'f

"ai.

|
5
0
4
4

-

admission at the bar of the payment by the claimant of that amount to Mr. Lowe in .
November 1857, sufficient to su pport the claim.

: 3 - LTSNS . g ﬂ/&lé(’
7 c//f- 4,%:;51491/ P /di/é/ a% g
Next item, 1,050 for discharging a bond, belonging to the Meer Samany Department,

ol . /
I think the evidence sufficient. Terazish Khan speaks to the loan of this sum by the

L 75—' ; g,M e
. S Py~ 4 Do @se eoc ik 4 @
i claimant, as a matter within his own knowledge and he is corroborated by the dufter (//’ PR S ¥ /
1 C. N /

As to next item Rupees 4,666 8-0, the account of Miller for the purchase of utensils, &e.

: - ¥ : y i ‘,z‘lé W LA LA »i
‘ Az é/&'?/\jfi/z/f@rf;ozd %%/:zh % :
l; U I think 4,000 Rupees shonid be allowed., Mr. Miller having proved the Bay et 0E | -
RS that amount by the ¢l
!

-3

aimant, because with respect to this, as with respect to the other

- . "‘

44 -

o, 775,7«/ puiee e /’

;) O wze et 7 o

3 : : . x T S, oe 4.
x| similar items, I do not coneur in the suggestion that probably it was the Nabob’s own

! i
83
\

| mouey which the claimant paid.  The claimant states that he himself paid these several

TR Sa Rl & g A, e
L s 2 T Jorfitr eviiiliceelion s b fuh s ‘
: sums ; and I think it improbable that they would have been mentioned in B, with the o > - e
':‘ I particularity with which they are mentioned if he had merely paid the Nabob's money,

S < (LA
; - 79 oy 720
: —~2 / Z 7 e > LTt 2L //2‘&/ e K
g (_Zt/cyf;zé/d’/ﬂ,‘ e A d//i:’»?,/ 7 /A : :
~ | | S Y )
Ennore at night, seems to me not to be sufficiently proved. = C/K/Z m//'l/éw/‘#;f’%’” 0/ A ‘
The sums allowed therefore, are... 70,475 4 ¢ P

Next item 400 Rupees for the purpose of sending the servants of His Highne

5,000 0 0

ke
i
i 3
£ ‘ € 25 el fo/ it
g o Lie Wz/w//z/% ﬁ””r"“%/w ‘
350 0 0 @iz ri€ L 2 2 y x ; ; M 1,
840 0 0 p 5 ﬂ? /A A Sadis o3
| | 00 0 o el e £ e bl i
! ! = s ey 7 X !
os SEUAE . . . . o o — L2 F ?
1 81,716 4 6 with interest as to 70,475 from date e Wm% / s see '
{ ‘ in particulars and as to rest from delivering of B to Istifa Cutcherry. :
g Lib | Upon tl
‘ questions,

’ . s ‘ % g; Yoo A LA ‘.7/ 2 .
'€ question of costs, the particulars are divided into 2 parts raising wholly different ke

As to the 1st part [ consider the Government entitled to costs; and as to the 2nd

the claimant entitled to costs of proving t}

| S ek
, | ' Al et i %/7/ |
1 i€ 1tems upon which he has suceeeded. af .

s e e

Bt s IS

-

No. 68.

|
t

The Government have

e £ %/&—mu/d/a?/%/‘ffj/m'
JF SOV 20 Eeryfi Oy (A
Orper THEREON, 15th January 1861, No. 36. / . / % : M/J | |
v :: / ’ : m ‘
. perused with much interest the full report made by the Advocate é |
General on the claim of Ghoolam Moortooz Ko date N

: ‘ a Khan Buhadur against the estateof the late Nabob
’ as well as the judgment deliverec ’
! ' :

> 7 SN /L(V&w. LS ey, T —Z/Ié

1 Caide -

by the Honorable the Puisne J udge. g |
2. The report amply shows the g 7

v
: reat exertions of the Government Law Officers
arduous and protracted case,

e AP A A
The Governmeny 1 ] ah W {é C%t/é . &7/"
} Eagow AIEDt have learnt wig satisfacti } * /i
! ' result of their hburs. 1 much satisiaction the successfu
il

1
i
)
!
|

A vt ffrovengHEt iM gt ese mpherfon ]

il (Signed) T. PYCROFT, | e St /,;‘;é;‘&»
A ' Exd. F. Cartledge. Chief Secretary. /}% z}l/-b'- /é”%f‘;‘ %K’”’ > M‘/ ‘
| | ']
Lt |

e




7T i ——e B e e Rt L A et e TR - -
e e, = T 3 v G - ST S S = S I T T —— ok Bl \ —
MW ~— s, S S MPUR
2 . w . - -
. . et v A
-y
A

?( %&/Jf?/ RIS 2o L
[Mm? %/ ;éw#—f/f//ff/@

W .
/w; et 7 /’%%“% ”’“‘Wf’/

_ tee “"/m@/c,(w, Wy
i @c m%, Md(;é(@ / A /% s
i b7, /i-fy/%: 2/ %, Grectir /'c/f-’/id///

it ,‘!%xo/jﬁ 4@% 3 m‘? /qu(/ f/a,ﬂcz/
‘.f%/m waﬁ 5 ”""‘i’/” e f -
% : / mw s P Zie

!
!
| Ctherr. =
i {Juen: ,7%:/@6_,%; “r s 2 /ifwr o

‘ f . L 7 0”% ; pr A £ E
[ ! 7§ /7%;1@ u%«(/p}g /4, ,?/; Yé% e//d};ﬁ'{’{, cf/r«r_a'é o /
e 25 ‘

b iy % 1857 Zes ll ryeirn’
b ‘ _ e Mp?7é\W

| o /%4%7’ Pzt /4// SR 1y //z/‘é £ A
| j AN & M’%‘Z‘?ﬁ e e

| & IR %/éﬂm/ : . 4 %@/%Jntczfaifc
‘:L/ gL %@/4{% »
| / ﬁ: p “’z’g%um/””ﬁ

/ > LA Lok

"l ;r/ ;2(‘;[%; /"’h’/m. &//50§/ e /Lt»etéwt

mzz{/’é%‘—@u-— .,4 dé/

&W < dé x C&' ‘647"\ 26‘ ¢ [ c)( & ) 5 e
« ;. ; o /é : ’\ B : 1’/: Q&//%‘Zt—c “ /

: mc/zﬁ %
I o 2

/ v L—/ 3 A. . é : 4
&%; // 7 wﬁ% - e zd Lt
P s el 2 """;m L2

i i

we e

j’/ﬂ///ﬁ%%w 7. méy,% Z&/yw (e

/ ‘;

Ze’/{ow&m Lo me: &ze m/ée‘//-/ a/u IZ’(, /aM Zrred

@&L/ZAJMM hid%m(/#ﬂc %Z"L/paz/h/f% i

//- /WWJ/ %ﬁ&&/a( A/WJ /V/éﬁ’
./u

[2‘4 '/szzm &W«/}fx/u/ Tho @u% 2ze 2L ZZ? ¢ ]
i
lorry #zc d/l— /4»«/ f &2//4(////&7;(/ (;}MW g ﬁ/ Mé%/ ]

//
e < ( @/ L% /;; /él//% Z'ch.i ’ZA/ /Z/czﬂué A(%L Vv’Zu(’Zﬂ(M&C é ‘

1l
|

/ i

f/(ﬁ & /é';Vﬁ-aé Y/ /4 W’/ﬂ{;//“/é W/ Aied //t/ 1 /;éc/ !\

/2 5 e Lok el At e

,114:/&: arA Fav¥er, (; / /&M%é&/ dere bt Ljy/ofﬂ“%

. v/ Ca ; sir
/ffb’f // }Z“VS‘// % aere /{(&1:_ Mc/czed/_ £ t@v‘(ta—(/(?

e {f
ze A u)g’(ai "Zzt,c g A '{&f/ J/LL/L 4‘1» & el &/fl, .%

/.,7

4 7 / 2 L =75 f
,?%,‘/ﬁ- ke ,:;x/)/l/ y/b(}'/'- é{’fl’w 4 };t“gl/,-/ e Mtd(’b’&b W ’Z

‘ !

b 47/4%%&/%//,4;“% [V/L/’/’ - . . /;Mg 23 @A%MML ‘7:
; - 5

-»u;/ f‘zé /o'f,u ,L é/bc gﬁ/fq/ww &M/J/(_” apcl / /f/;f—“"‘ ‘{
, Y, / |

Jz»,{é/&// L T Lot

Al o /&4 / Lrzep e yéwdwh zy%@/a P /M
/7,/, ,/745 teeczef m A’h/l—c«’é z{/azﬂc( J%M{w s /Z:’
&w%n%évﬁ 4 A"W/é é&m/ é/z‘f/( Fie #2T lm-ﬂ'f('
et s
m%ﬂ, & ?W**’t/./ //‘&7&/{@& Fre 7"4 @&/{é/% Zté-
@//Z\’/t'ﬁttfiﬂ%? f/ 7/14-¢Jd€/¢¢)2. 27 m}b 7&
6-*%45/4 /W/A/Aé'm/* mtzt{./’(’{" Crocie Z—?’“ tred P %
/42721772@7‘ The b ¥ tvns CGrim el /h///h

el Sz 25 /zéza/um(m 7/% /Z}sb
@/é?/éﬁféﬂaﬂ /5//«/%«— ?Zi %4““_”‘/ ,{M rec R -

R R M;_‘.&_;—h——v{_ﬁ_—




| Zofce 785 G /e %‘.4@4 éém B WV g A
4 z&n«-“/&%/ i mum e/ e 7122, Z;,_,&agm

,' /ma/M? /r»/a/»//@%/é = ?%W/%
' é&d% /,é/&z%é/ 0‘——2//{4((& 2z ol éif&Z“mm st

I %dﬂb %¢%4 6’/“7 /%k/@girkm Aa_/m 7‘/“///;(/24

eHorfehZer, 7 A%//w, 7(%7{/4/4«%/”_ ffuf_

; JtiA e 2 &u/ﬁu’&f %

| .. /Z£¢(1// ﬂi g/ el %}( 4 (é %
“%/M&/a;z/ e e

"Lon oy kﬁ/“g:gé

| e jﬂ/z_& 75 % 500 4%
Vo 2o0te et
| ,zovf% m L o ik e e Gk

‘ I,/Vzm"4 L2 K Z2¢
o A écm{? M§z4<-/ ’4‘14 AL
ﬁz macM,zccé/é k"%ccq % <o A

2
%fw SIS s L e
zm ?ZIfM %eov/é’z/q iy
/ e S S 4‘,;“// L

‘&Zg, huaé ﬁjé
q%/@ Méf“‘%/"%z//w/% Z,V/V%

Zae mﬁiwoﬁ/[ﬁﬂ

KM R

74“/7 A

\&‘4%, 5%¢ Wﬂ%
“’“”-47)4««/74 A,u,

/ T o I el S
ﬁﬁ(&ﬂ e/é CRe /’Lz,pfz,;,(,d/ 2o L ad AW _; oy £ 2 i /ZM ol
o

/La—zc/ /:,/ :'44,{/ 41440;- %Le_ &/ s zf/ec?ﬂzgué/ﬂu ,%fZ,’

#
, /'
St 1&(0@% 2l At /’é /(/ﬁ,t/p //kcma/ 72 S,fr.:é y ot

%/z/o:&aé__ a&/é«/u:z 'fo &;‘_/7 14/ 4 2 Dlrece 7/5&%“%“ e
g
/67 O%ﬂdd /vézgz(v / m u/éZWW e '

M:o[ M—Z{& O{WW "‘f’” f;{we/ &FWW"/"""
Z(/zzeo u;zmr./ ,Z %4[% 44““ ,7(, /ancww .‘

[ 4

&/z{m— e M/awé’ e (ﬂw// BN e Md%z/
ot faoree e poci L A ovmril-. 7 Fsioie |
< u%cwuéf«/ @ m7A% % /z/u{/d/}'krz//z— ;www&% xé

I 5 4—?7— pr A ST ;/ WIS é A Seg g2~ 5"

Lok % /W i M%M@z/ Lk ]

S

/ b/
f/z&u 7, ,w/,,/y{, A/— {a/../ mf,w;/u,cé //u;u Relow- ‘,

o ;L, arecl %((/3£¢¢ ')éé S é@/%l%f—%« MC——/%

/

é'//i%’a'/{ /"/_# /wd /cca; . i?/o(/ﬂ//? - ;

mw¢éz;¢ ’le:— /Z’/"ZZ(AA, Z2e /f‘/ﬂ{g/;,/?{;f/ & WGL JZTM(J 5

7~

ch'”/é tﬁo “éﬂcw /)LM/ zu/( d///z /Ma//v/, 4 /Z/ .i

a8 . [é’y “2ces v 4
/7 / - / /4 4 7 — _.--%
éég &h. s Qe /au/t ec, /0'2/1 a;g//‘ Loz S lew M«H—"”;Z

: A bpern oy ,4,/ g 3
s]¢¢<«' y The Crren /!/:zfin .&;a’c/ # T < l
‘ i
‘

L.CDMA- Mf—ef/// (&/4«4 d:e/ “, em T’f/‘[ ﬁwé‘;‘“/ prtche
,.@/ é‘c;awrzb /’ﬁ / teizee 44 arZ e«//é 4 /
, e

5@4’-&\‘-%1
/ 4

7, / ) 3 /. : '. ,"
s Jfﬁ 7%7-1«0% /k’,{: P // //“ Z /1«‘:. S
s }é &W(‘ Lol ad He oéf Lt gce 7/24.-4 74’1 //i‘a LfrLe % i 4 k

e’///%’/ /1,1. /'Z L2t is Zek A/ZZA. © /,‘,_ ‘,“dw“,‘ﬁ %& y ,:
%zu/w’o;cru |
g

"
)




i /za..e:a/ 7%7‘/7/‘\““’/” ‘4‘“&/6444 ﬁ(@cm?,, loms
: Atgﬂﬂfl /4: sl fuecl 177 %c/ Z)% /Zi

/AV/Z'// AT < cjuw’//é/é 7{%,,4 bre ol je e —_— L

Ccritece &

/l;z“’

,7547 /%(c/(// IQ é{g’;g&/{,‘d/-é‘ Lft/é,,,
7/,4,{ 4«4&/1 s Z@A//M 5

;F Vs {/&Mk‘[(/éjlg,(.

B Vwé%///

i 7
ﬁ fﬁ& W@[ Zzo/ /V/g,q_/é Z“(/Z/dec
bCadne o ,,/ - . Frieloree ac
/ 7 s c.mzcd

e

b e ’5““%’{‘" Carosr A el
’ éW% P -Ju/éa/(%% e 4 A5 Q/‘QZ %tn{ Py g B
| 2o € 2ot oty e Lecssner 4, M@//
| }"&Wz_a://

e R AR 28" 1,

L

e

‘//,44‘444“4/ , @rnl dey PRSI N
| B e s i 972;1 e :’;"{

b 22 /fzzee/f_az ¢ gef“/ %

%4: &C W-cxé

/7‘2;}" 4 /ﬁ , 54

i - /a&/(@/f/ta/n a @ ppece. z

1t

:

1/7 ﬁa’ﬁx—— o

i >

14 5 mm—éa_ f‘% = A 4

: / y
!“44«%:&7 /fﬂ im &ffz,ﬂ/

4
‘ /ZM‘-”-’///ﬂ"/ﬂ{"’ é/L/M hzwfé C,t(é/té?/)/ %‘ %{ /éﬂ_a«'[

QAQ¢nazﬁaﬁg;zg;,dé g

=

<,5’/ YA 2 /—7 /
2 ’2}’7//:;;», /J/t w&’z’/:«n 1/9'//"7, 7 4’0154- @L&pzu

Ae
k‘/fl’— 4,/? Wé 7 s Muaf/é,z /oc = ((/ p V/:f

Lol .

Z, D A aatad

-

T Sl
WIS i) Cor T 4 % carers ffy #:
4 o vk AR \
i - MMQM-M«/ sl P STH T ﬁmwf/éw/g
A// mcéw/ s 725 /«7;22/ Ao, wéu, m%
Tie LZ éééuomé, Aca/y—o Lok

quﬂw éz«, (z—%/é 4' £ et fé;;,_ 221 g 288tV PNV 4 ;&,
ﬁVV/Z{KZWV‘»Vé M 4

n{ / z“y/leéfé émww/m%/m/w/\%w"‘" ‘

/f,v/, W/—"‘df’ e /—zﬁ &@%/Ww
waém—'%f%c&/




el

| ,
% MW |
b * pon [fidn. b %Zm 51

- ’/wa
\
§
U
N
)
\§
)
3
X

st

Aty nf«//z/(u Z7 4%‘ /Z" Mu ’}'
: - ' P RSN PN o W / VAP
E‘ %«ae /54’2’, CA/A'// ﬂf-@e/a/g w’f-—»
zi’;m{p/ S sl K/d%fw/%fuw |

‘}' " R s i ‘ z%) (/%;(L(/‘7 ,‘/ﬁ/ T TR ﬂ7 %
///LL/ ﬂ/ﬂ , PO Z 1}2-1’«/"219 —_—

F; %/gﬁyzﬁﬁ/ﬁ %—Zﬂzsaf‘/ﬁ

o e s %
| - & %W /’zz::z,, W %/%3 5 1
‘ ' oon Z%wfu/%wém%/w @/ﬂ
@/Lw/;aw o < %/“ Voo /MVD /«-»g;
/p,.,z/ —&f‘ZQ é/wg/% y A pte
‘ AR RIS v 1

V \
p

o e - - > .
Sam o S,

f. , ‘ w, 4.1 Zéﬁuw /%& % éb/ W .4«0
| 3 | ‘ Wﬂ /%ﬁm/«— o gA«—A» W £~
‘ ? Aot fad ey Mt L ndaA |
! At W@m&aé 4,55“,%%:43%
& &7 7
w— ’%i/k 7&30 e el StiEs | |

//,b.K (

5
0




e . - nis S LA e TR
=

|
{

,@,,//”,ZL/@,,./,{;Z\
\d //r~ Z »/K«m,?(% 8 /

j

Ve %M /z/Z‘:z 4/ /% ;;

Lz e (/ /4 gy

,MZ; G 53
A R [// -

T2z gy

Yy
S

o W N
-

\7“8""‘ A%Zgzg 1414‘,) Z

—& Zr~

Pt % o g,,
”%

2

Z %ﬂ /L/%zi; /erim i f/M
%%f%

_——

.

/.'?MA 4 %”” / /S%/Z

M o Lo o M s Vel K

so s D /2{4/«//; VM/&/,W
%/¢Z ﬁwﬁz:@) LD o ]
e L Lo f R e /z@/ A
ﬂ"/%w/zg/yé.l-(/¢ /4///’

S “,'7« ;Mz B D) %Z’% /%/%
//)Zm ﬁy’hm VAN WP
}vg///é/é LGP st n> bl (
Jt/é 4/*/*%’ AT pree //»Lr/z‘ PR |
a/Zé/Mmu_, e /w [/g’/ s ‘
/%Z/Mcqu,@, L e 7 LA e ]
P %ﬁé_/c. Z«/L//{a? Loz
AZ/ Z//&HQ;D Ll 7 A

é@ltu- % / /xzw/ A/c LRl iy P |

M{A/ﬂ,‘dzy/ 44 i |

% %ﬁmm%ﬁ%—

A//I//M Heerym LR e

,/ﬂ;a—w %fﬂ: ///Zﬂ-/ /(._,,ﬂ ,5//
/Lf;/% /Z“ﬂﬁ«—“ /wcuéQA,/ /{__:
4”// %/%«xkk/ -

&g M P, 4%/
4-7‘4 W%ﬂ ﬂ/%fé,,ﬂ,‘

L (B2 A LS '/J
2R 24




e LS R B LS
| @y bk i N2 702
//EZ g 2 = 7 R A g
| il Gl gl H e K 2
: VAALL 2T

G Bk i e —

=7k 7 <) ZZ

7. a4 ; - S o

-

] ” g s

//Z‘r 774 I A
/ « P »




R BT TR A}N h*w
s\l&\'\.\h \S“&.»\

PQ»\S&\.
Nl h.k\w 8

‘.
-«j ’ Aﬂh\*\\“’ k\ W%.
N“\‘:s% \\id ‘& a&

M Ny ‘\‘)f‘i k

\,\'\.4 — Weni) \&







	Image00024
	Image00025
	Image00026
	Image00027
	Image00028
	Image00029
	Image00030
	Image00031
	Image00032
	Image00033
	Image00034
	Image00035
	Image00036
	Image00037
	Image00038
	Image00039
	Image00040
	Image00041
	Image00042
	Image00043
	Image00044
	Image00045

