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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Political Department,
4th April 1862. :
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No. 5,  Read the following letter from VAZEEROON NISSA BEGUMjto T. Pi'CROFT,
Esq., Chief Secretary to the Government of Fort Saint George, dated 6th March 1862,

I respectfully beg to enclose Memorials to the Right Honorable the Secretary of State for
India and humbly request the favour of your despatching the same.

% , et 2. No. 629..
The Memorial enclosed in the foregoing Petition will be transmitted in due eourse to the
*Secretary of State for India. '
Yort SaiNT GEORGE,
19th March 1862. (By Order.)

(Signed) W.S. WHITESIDE,
Acting Deputy Secretary to Government.

Tee RIGHT HONORABLE rae SECRETARY or STATE
ror INDIA.

The humble Memorial of Vazeroon Nissa Begum
the legitimate shady wife of late Moostaffa Ally Khant

Bahadoor.

SHEWETH, *

That your Excellency’s Memorialist presented a Petition on the 4th July 1860, to the Right

Honorable the Governor in Council appealing against the reply of the Governmeat Agent to her
Petition dated 3lst January 1860 and requesting to continue in -her name of the pension of
Ruopees 45.0-0 enjoyed by her late husband Moostaffa Ally' Khan Bahadoor who departed this
Jife on the 6th January 1860, leaving-Memorialist and two daughters, The Government passed
an order on the lst October 1860 rejecting the Petitioner’s claims on the score that the stipend
enjoyed by her husband was not one of those granted in 1801, that its origin dates only from 1821
and as the recipient was merely a servant of Nabob. Dissatisfied with the decision the Memo-
rialist presented several petitions to the Government of Madras, but they were, your Memorialis
regrets, returned to her under paragraph 5 of the Petition Rules. In presenting this Memorial
she humbly begs leave to draw the attention of your Excellency to the following circumstances.
The Memorialist was refused the stipend enjoyed by her late husband on the ground of its
origin being dated 1821 but not 1801 and of the recipient being merely a servant of the Nabob.
With reference to this observation your Memorialist begs leave most respectfully to point oug
that there are innumerable instances in which the stipend granted in 1821 to the servants of the

Nabob have been continued to their heirs.
* The following are some of them.

Grantees. Heirs.
Rooknooddeen, Umatoolla,
Mahomed Baker, Moosaba Bee Bee,
Emamooddeen, Kyroon Nissa, 14th May 1830.

Baker Baig, Mahomed Kyrooddeeny and 27th July 1825.
‘ Kaleemoon Nissa,
Meer Abbasally, Kadera Bee, 12th July 1839.
Goolam Abbasally, Goolam Hoossain Moozah, 29th June 1847.
b Ruzah and others.
from these orders your Excellency will perceive that the instances quoted are of a similar charac-
ter whose names together of the Petitioner’s husband isincluded in the Pension list of Lord

‘William Bentinck.

Government Order, sanc-
tioning the continuance.
.
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Exl. F. Cartledge.
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