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Order,
Nuwger up voried,
Latter

~ @Gobernment (1896} of ZFladeas.
POLITICAL.

—p—

Recd, Enclosures

1896.

Hegd. Spare copres

G.0., No. 15, 14th January 1896.

Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Sahib’s stipend.

of the Paymaster, Carnatic Stipends, for the distribution of the

Approving the proposals 1
eontinuable pension of the late —, &nd directing that those members of the family that do not

recvive bonuses be informed that the stipends now grauted to them are for life only.
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POLETICAL DEPARTMENT

Reap—the following papers : —

[C. No.1594.]
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From Colonel H. 8. STEWART
to the Chief Secretary to

I have the honour to re

¢ | No. 300, Muhammad Amin-

)
:

2. As regards his first allowance of Rs. 300 pe
returned “ continuable ” in appendix
« 1885. 1 therefore beg respectfully to recommend the cont
two-thirds amongst the 36 members of his famil
into 62% shares of Rs. 8-3

, I.8.C., Paymaster,
Government, dated 1]

port the demise on the 8th insta
ud-din Husain 84hib in the 83

deceased was in the enjoyment of two stipends, viz., one of
- grandson of Nawab Wallaja by E.M.C. No, 23,
. other of Rs. 17 per mensem for the upkeep of a
- nisd Bégam Séhiba at Saidapet) by G.0., No. 33

Carnatie Stipends
th November 189’5, No. 480.

nt of Carnatie St
rd year of hig g
Rs. 300
dated 26th Januar
mosque (built by hi
1, Political, dated 3
r mensem, I he
“E” to G.O., No. 859, Politic

Chepauk,

pendiary
i ge. The
mensem gas g
y lstﬁi‘i" and the
8 aunt Fazilat.uy-
Oth June 188].

g to state that it i
al, dated 2214 ;

inua i ey
y as apportioned b
-0 each, in accordauce to Lord Cli
Nos. 778 and 321, Political, dated 29th November 1888 and 2

Lisr showing the names of the late Muhammad Amin-ud-

nee of the usual

: elow to be divided
ve's scale—pige G.0s,
Ist May 1892 .

din Husain’s family,

N b . e —
Relationship to the nmber | Amount per
Number. Names, deceased. sh(:fr iy memwml.)e Remarks,
Shadi Family. B A, f\“
1 | Qédir Fueain (insane) Shadi son 10 31 14 0
2 | Ahmad Husain Do. 10 31 14 o
3 | Mustafd Ali .. 5 e e, Do. i . 10 31 14 o
4 | Karim-un-nish Bégam (insane) ., | Shadi daughter .. b 16 15 o
6 | Abd-us-samad ve e v+ | Bhadi grandeon .. 3% 1010 0
6 | Muhammadi Bégam . | Bbadi yrandduughter 13 66 0 |
33 (Shadi great-grandsons ! Family of a prede.
7 Agg'“}'b;:'ﬂ,' . (sons of a predeceased 13 { g }0 6 cousod shadi son,
8 | Abd-ul-ghaffir shadi granddaughter), 06
Nikaks Family.

T4lib Muohi-ud-din .,
Amir Al a e br
| Ghulém-i-Muhi-ud-din
Ghulim-i-Qbdar
Mazhar Husain
Inhyat-uligh ..
Ghausi Bégam
Abidé Bégam
Qédiria Bégum P
Malik-un-nisé Bégam
Fatimg Bi iF
Muin-ud-din Husain
Abd-ul-wahhdb
Muhammad Alf
Abd-ul-majid
Mahbab Am
Abd-ar-rati e
Aziz-un-nish Bégam
Hufiz-un-nisd Bégam
Rausnan Bi .
Haidar Hasain
Khatima Bégam e
Khair-un-nisa Bégam
Kuté Bégum "s
Aziz-un-nisé Bégam
Muib-un-nisé Bégam
Ghuéim Mubammad
Tandroya .

«. | Nikahi son We  HORY
Do, .
Do.

oy Do, o
o+ | Nikahi daughter .,
Do. o
Do.
AR Do.
+. | Nikahi widow
. | Grandson .,

as Do. &
«. | Granddaughter ..
.. | Grundson .. .
+. | Granddaughter |,
& Do. ve
.. ' Danghter-in-law .,
«+ | Grandson ,, .
o+ | Granddaugkter ..

b bt 0D B0 DD 0D D 2D

< p Do.
o bo. 4
5o Do. 1
ak: } Dependants 3
.- ’
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nikahi son,

|
}J
} "
Family of a pre.

deceased  nikyhi
2 daughter,

amily of anoihepe
pred.yeooned ni~
kahi daughter,
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idiots i is letters (translation of
‘ diots and the deceased in one of his ‘
1 }?; hn:‘u%)t:{‘t%e?i Zf eGrlovernment with this office report No. 130{3 dated fztngtir;hr
Y;S%) ;vtz:es that one of his son MUStzlz]fé, ﬁli (N(}. g 01n4t}:l30n1;sfge 3 r:vggoby ﬁustafé
i ose that the share o ) . _ 3
ilt?r%ﬁ? %htngtilp:sg (Eg II\)II:PI, Kadir Husain, be drawn by his own shadi son Abd-ul-
hafi’f who already takes care of his insane father (Kadir Husain).

i i document marked “F”
1 d by perusing the translation of
whicﬁ.vs}:szégtt')cﬁ (()?lr)::;:zmen{ vgith my report NOA. }}3(;,(1 dalxitlelc:a }gtgnglaéggblgi%ffggf
i his surviving sons Ahm '

tl}e deceaS;d dlgO;VI;:(hgv (ii::), 1‘tmt; as stipends are g_ranted from ﬂf pmed:;)nglt.yanof
b e d not in accordance with individual wishes, .the Muhamma ed’ y
(i%:irila!:'enlt l?:venincluded their names in the list of the heirs of the deceased.
0 )

5 The deceased had two more sons, besides those given in the list, by his
5 \

ith her
ikahi wi i is reported by the deceased to have fled wi
;ukahlmv;glf:bﬁ%saig ])372§xl}sshs;g:h:mlle :th their whereabouts are not known, I have
WO 8

therefore excluded them from the list.

” £ it iy
i a stipend of Rs. 13-14-0 per mensem 1n righ

'6. ol ls’bMa(;hSr Hl\;los.all.&g “i’woqitical,pdated 2nd July 182_34, I propose tha(.it h_ls

oﬁ hmixtln (::gl: rprgseni: diatribution, be amalgamated with the stipend he is already in
share

g 29 to 32, I was guided by paragraph

lotting s Nos. 20 to 28 and 29 to 32, [was g y

2 of égn ?‘11??;13, lll’ltﬁl;:?c:i dated 21st Mayf 1892, 1:708. 7da1111ci11 g are il%rte}?:-sgc::lxédls;ﬁgs

o dans ision is made for great-grandchildren > pub-

Nihed degeli:seg,oandNag ng7p8mv11’s(:fixtlical, dated 29th November 1888, I have divided

- o mtf th. Il.l’Othel: of the lads to which she would have been entitled to had she

the thagel? . ndfather. The deceased, in almost all his letters that he addresaed?’g)

:‘tgsv :)‘;gee (f:rmg his lifetime, particularly requ((lesttedthhls servantsf (gosl. :‘ig gu Peinlz

ided for, I have therefore allotted to them a sum of ks. 1-15-0, teing

:E:l;lgmtﬁn%;'vig:tdinozhe continuable portion of Rs. 200, after allotting shares to the

pumerous members . "8 family. e ket AT A
sl reg&rg in OLJ: ;t%laoig:;::, IthaI:\ft; 1th<§)e honour to respectfully invi{)te thg
for the upkeep 0 & e to G.0.. No. 766, Political, dated 29th December 1892, au f
%ttentf)lol?rsgo(z:‘trﬁﬂntil the iim’xl decision of Governmexg) is ;{?sszim?: :fheus;b]le';tp(;r
e measure the allow .
= geremonial Anovl:anﬁ,i’r :Xll(} (a i anitli;,n{io:g;yOf the deceased, No. 10 in‘ the list) who
e dliaw]?i yafter the mosque and had the full confidence of his father, ‘;ro-
“:?egcﬁ:aflzniz%esngvery month the accounts of expenditure to this office as his late
vi
father did. : the receipt of orders from Government
9. In conclu:lszlils Ilbsglt:ugt,:::: (zt:zu’gttetrhe Accom?tant-(}eneral) a Iis.t of boxﬁuses
on my at o Phenlth cortificates of Nos. 5, 7, 8, 9 to 12, 14 and 20 to 36 ; t}l:f sharos
ey axzb ing drawn in the shape of monthly stipends in pursuance with clause ( }’
of the r;ii:;l s;ﬂg 0.. No. 359, Political, dated 22nd May 1885, and No. 422, Political,
Aragra TROE

dated 29th June 1895.

—_—

| 1 ipendiary, to His
i HULAM HUSAIN ALI, a Carnatic Stipen ’
Memtﬁz’:‘elgxg t(l?e Governor in Council, dat:ad Triplicane, 16th November 1895,

__That the late Fazilat-un-nisi Bégam Sdhiba,a Government
Cam;n&;u;tr;;e:;::vmi:,receipt of Rs. 416, was the danghter of His Highness Nawab
Wallajah of Carnatic, departed this life some years ago. e

That prior to her death she made her last will and testament *‘IPP‘mﬁfmhg 59"?3
nest whom are your Excellency’s memorialist and the late Muhamms
persons ;“&?ngﬁuslin S4hib were a.ppointed as exec_utors to superintend her charitable
gt‘[:;;“t]xe; situated at Saidapet taluk, distriet of Chingleput.

[C. No.1625 ]



[C. No. 1702.]

[€.No 1729.]

No. 15, Potrricar, 14rg JANUARY 1806
That the said late Muhammad Amin-ud-din i

about 8 days ago and who prior to his death
with the consent of the memorialist.

. Th!xt the said late Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husaj S
1o 3 RALC 1l: 184 R& i -y : .
:)1; qzl(;:aoffthb ;aul Fazilat-un-nisd Bégam’s stipend from tx;le éllI](l)}l)l Reatts o e 11
] 8 for the expenses of her mosque and inn situated at Baid(;umble A

That memorialist is the only surviving executor 4

vallee of the said mosque, 1n, and houses and also garden lzlfltp ?)I;mti'le: 2:2{ L:r "}Oot,hu-
e said Fazilat-un-

nisd Bégam for charitable purposes.
Memorialist is informed that th
S e Paymaster of the Carnatiec St y
’f;)ulx]::'api){-]tl’ ié(;;‘h ltil)]e tlixsue of thedsaid charitable allowanee (;i;l nlgctzle]%hi?e?}ds i
; ¢ 1e son and the ‘epresentativ h T
Amin-ud-din Hu’sain Sahib. ARG b Mu}lamma(:i
That your Excellency memoriali
) i ne *morialist humbly prays that
p}g:;s?d to suspend the 1ssue of the said charita%)lIe) al);oxx’anne
with a view that memorialist have issue by the judgme}lt
(l;'h,l!xlgleput ﬂ)':xt }’Ie 18 an executor to the last will and f;e
azilat-un-nisd Bégam. Mcmorialist shall as in duty bound

Husain Sihib de " : |
‘ parted this lif
managed the said charitablo propert;eg

your Lordship may jus(]v
of Rs. 17 for two}(ﬁ]:nst,h{;
of the District Court, of

stament of the said late
ever pruy.

From SHATKH MUSTAN and of] i
1 T4 iers, residents of Fane Said: i
Exeellency the Governor in Cuunc’il, dated 28t(1)1 N o'av::;x}l)gtz’r ?%l‘jgpt‘ft, i

. We the residents of Fanepet, Saida
Fazilat-un-nisd Bégam Sihiba situated a
mahazar as follows : —

pet, and the only parishioners of the mos
: ue of
t Fanepet, most respectfully beg to subrgit o:;r

MaY 1 PLEASE YoUR Excr !
E “XCELLENCY,—We have submitte
: : 7,—W submitted a mahaz
! ettlz‘j\f (t)(:’i;?;)te(';f%igegf’ dt;)tetdh(ﬁﬁa)llrmaster}, Calrgaglc Stipends, Madras, andzhg)?lgdg?:ffl
1 , T, 1 November 1895, regarding the damas i
caused to the property of the masiid of Fazilat-un-ni " Bigary Butie i
‘ _ : fazilat-un-nisd Bé Sdhiba, si
Fanepet, Saidapet, by the sons of t] cobabad ) | Aminadai T
S ie deceased Muthavalli Amin-ud Tusai
Bahadur and to take char jid i i R e e
ge of the masjid immediatel But :
that nothing has been done with regard’  redpest.in the B kR o
: ] gard to our humble request in th h
confidential letter as yet. We therefor t h l B o
) bly pray that your E i
be pleased to eall for our mahaz . thecpantiesie] L o e e
' sed to e zar and the confidential letter fr )
Carnatic Stipends, and to give due consi 1 it 1 ily, a5 mo A o
11 ipen . Z1ve nsideration to it immediately : id
masjid, which is maintained by the G WP e
I, ed by the Government and which is also a i
,'1; ( t}n.dmg to the second will of the Bégam, will be robbed of to 1ts I",‘;}?l"i et
1L things are allowed to remain in the present state, eretis o

The acknowledg iy
e igment n t()k()n Of our lna] > l 8 !
PhCraston () SR o ; ‘mahazar having been receive ;
ymaster, Carnatic Stipends, Madras, is herewith enclosed for reference pefs

o

—

Mem;:ti:ngnilln t,GIIUI'JA% HUSAIN, a Carnatic stipendiary and grandson of the
wilat-un-nisi Bégam Sdhiba, daughter of His Highne y
Wallaja, and also an executor to the last will and tes%uﬁgtslst tohfet::gesal?(? ‘lwaiz

Fazilat-un-nisi Bégam Sihiba, to His L
o a 18 B 7 e i Y :
dated 29th November 1895. j xoellency the Governor in Uouneil,

SHEWETH,— That memorialist 1

s T at me on the I 6th instant submitted an hu i

i":"/lillig;ol dsh;p’ praying thdt the allowance of Rs. 17 granted in l'ight.r%l;]i;lzm::igull :0

ml;atc(-inzlt-né?z_adlicgatn Sihiba for the performance and expenses of her mosque and :::
- Smdapet to the late Muhammad Amin-ud-dfn Husain Shib as superin

A A AN AP AIRIAI NI T A PN PR P L PPN PSSP A I o I P A A I I I AP NPT

No. 15, Pourricar, 14tH JaNvary 1896. 5

IS SAIN ST NI ST SIS NI NI ST NI NI NI NI NI NI NI INININISINT NSNS CINT NI SININ NN ENIN IS NN ININLSINSN

P

That the said late Fazilat-un-nisd Bégam Sdhiba during her lifetime made her last
will and testament thereby appointing the said Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain
Sihib, memorialist and five others as her executors and superintendents of the said

endowed property.

That the said Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Sghib having departed this life
on the Tth instant your Lordship’s memorialist is now the only surviving executor
under the said will of the said Fazilat-un-nis4 Bégam Séhiba to occupy his post.

That a perusal of the order of the District Court will show that the said
Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Séhib therein deseribed as Muhammad Amin-ud-din
Husain Khan Bahadur who was counter-petitioner stated the name of the memorialist
who is deseribed in the said Civil Judge’s order Ghulam Husain Ali Mian.

That after the death of the said Muhammad Amfn-ud-din Husain Sdhib
memorialist presented three petitions to the Paymaster of Carnatic Stipends requesting
that he be recommended to your Lordship to have the said allowance of Rs. 17
received by the said Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain 84hib continued in his name.

That memorialist is informed that the said Paymaster of Carnatic Stipends has
unreasonably recommended to your Lordship one Amir Ali Sdhib, son of Muhammad
Amin-ud-din Husain S4bib to have the said charitable allowance of Rs. 17 received
by his said father as superintendent to manage the said endowed property to be
continued in his name knowing that memorialist is the only surviving executor her
surviving. An endowment is not a fit subject of sale gift or inheritance.

Under the aforesaid circumstances memorialist prays that your Lordship will be
pleased under the aforesaid circumstances to issue an order to have the said allowance
of Rs. 17 received by the said late Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Sdhib in right
of the late Fazilat-un-nisi Bégam’s stipends for the expenses of the said endowed

property continued in his name.

EXNCLOSURE.
IN TIHIE DISTRICT COURT OF CHINGLEPUT.
1st DecemMBER 1877.

Present :

J. Hore, Esa., Acting District Judge.

J.P. No. 234 of 1877, District’s Court file.

Counter-Fetition No. 310 of 1877.

' Guorax JiLani Kaan Sanrs s s v sis Petitioner.

(By Vakil Satyid Keyasudin Sahib.)
v.

(1) MuraMMap AMIN-UD-DIN Husars Khan Bahadur ..
(2) Kapir Ari Khan Bahadur X Fe e Ve

(By Vakil V. Vx'ruda Putehho.)

Potition praying that a certificate of heirship may be granted to_ petitioner }mder.Act
XXVII of 18}5,0 zaxiggatee and abhimanaputra of the late Fazilat-un-nisi Bégam Séhiba for the

collection of Rs. 1,000.

Counter-petition objecting to the grant of the certificate prayed for on the ground that the
petitioner was not recognised by the deceased as her abhimanaputra and therefore he or his
minor son is not legal heir that the counter-petitioners the nephew of the deceased and Ghulam
Husain Ali Miah Sahib and Ghulam Ajam Ali Miah S4hib, the nephews of the second counter-
petitioners are the nearest heirs that the deceased having left a will authorizing the counter-

ctitioners and others, the Assistant Agent of Government, the petitioner and one Muhammad
Eamdar, altogether seven in number. Jointly to manage the charities connected with her fruit-
bearing garden and the bungalow, tombs, mosques, ete., situated at Saidapet the petitioner cannot
ask for heirship certificate in his name exclusively and that the deceased had no outstanding debts.

2

4 } Counter-Pelitioners.
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Order.~No particular necessity is shown for the 2 W\MM AR

petitioner. A debt of Rs. 1,000 by the deceased is gmih:f ::)o‘}"ofh:;:;:h,‘l’ ag:ll‘tlficatau to the

duty of the heir would appear rather to be to make payments on account of tll: d uced, and the

;?)o;f&gig ?:db:?:gl;k? than to oo(ilg:t. debts. Again there i nothing on the faoeeofeg]e:l:?gi: elg zm?
8 orgery, and it is quit iste : . 0.

is cancelled by it. This Court oy poistent with the exst

iy f a previ ill which
can only t th P ence of a p ous will whio
(No. 1) which has been produced by mos e 0 Petitioner’s | Pplication by  Promising this will

Y most respectable parting (i ludi y
a rank forgery. Now although the wi]l is }:)epen to [considérl‘:glgdéﬁgptigi‘:)go;lg;nﬁro: ;:el;ui::gc:r))

decide upon such an enquiry as this will in ion i
K question is a fore, :
Petition to seek such redress as can by suit or otherwise and disn:ii:ytho Ipe:xt\i‘:;?g:hvfirtelf"ol'g have the

J. HOPE,

ey e Distriet J udge.
[C. No. 1734.)

Petition from TALIB MUHI.UD-DIN anq '
children by nikah wives i and H. GIULAM MUHI-UD-DIN,

uhammag Amin-ud-d; .
» Son_of Husain My in Husain Khgp,

hammad Ky, Bah4d
Paternal grandson of 3 ur
Bahidur, Wallajah, Nawah -t th% 3 0 of Nawab Muhammaq A} Khin

rnatic, to lis |
in Council, dated 29th N ovember 1895, ok Exeellenoy the Governor

Most RESPECTRULLY suEWETH,— That the petitioner’s fath .
ud-din Husain Khén, Carnatie Stipendiary ‘No. 300, i1 :;ﬁglylaﬁmfi A?m-
Rs. 300 per mensem died on the 8th November 1905, and before his de; ,elpf of
warded to Goverx_lment a petition, dated 17th May 1895 which, along with trllllse or-
attached thereto, is also herein enclosed for the Government's kipq ce'nsidemtioe S

2. That their father, aware <

of the condition of his children, be i i
Sy & . i I : ’g )d
petition ¢ that the Governme_nt might be pleased to make a sli,‘.’zht dé‘QIu(:tl;orfh?nsili‘:

ance witthord Clive’s minute 4
: . : 18 own childpe »
ekt iy equal shares withe "Wn children, and that after

atever between

3. Keeping in view the honour which is inse

parable from t} N
deceased, it will be hard for them to support their familie Ry

‘ _ S, large as” they are, i Lord
Clive’s scale, which has been overlooked in many instances on varioug cznsid’erati:)ns
is to be observed in their case. :

4. Being informed that the Paymaster is about to report against the request of
their father, the petitioners have ventured to address theip benign Government to
have merciful regard not for them, but for the hon (

our of their venerable father
exists no more to plead for it as he did a year before his demise, e

5. In conclusion, they request that the Government will he graciously pleased to
allow the humble petitioners an equal enjoyment of pension with their othep br&th o1
by shadi wife as was done in the case of their Iate uncle Taqi Alf Sahil ora ery
frence thereof as was done to the children of Mooneer-ud. daula, ete, o

For which act of kindness and benevolence, the humble pe
duty bound, ever pray.

titioner’s father

titioners shall, as ip

i
Excrosurgs,

Perimiox from MUHAMMA_D AMIN-UD-DIN HUSAIN KHAN Carnatio

No. 300, son of Husain Muhammad Khén Bahdd e Sﬁp""diﬂfy
grandson of Nawab Muhammad Alj Khén Bahédur:"“;:]]li‘.‘:; ‘g‘"g»l“"d the Puterual
to His Excellency the Governor in Couneil, dated Mad Jah, Nawab of the Carnatie,

ras, 17th May 1894
That the petitioner’s deceased father was the son of

. . - N Y
Walla].ah, Who was In receipt of a monthly pension of Rs. %wé'élzg,lﬁﬂ;mm“d Ali Khéin B"b’id"f,
t.e., enjoyed an annuity of Rs, 10,000. After the demise ¢ fom the Locs

fioaid TV | Government,
ronermment mado a slight deduction of Re, 3.5y fom b etipasn” 01T, the Madruy
remainder on the 16th J anuary 1854 amongst hig heirs, * stipend and g b

ributed the

2. That the petitioner begs to submit that he has .
a large family dependent on  him, and enjoys g mogtr}(:lwn;:;o':‘;(tlha? ;'Kh" years old and hag
Government and is a very cloge relative of the Nawal, allajp(aix wl(:o w“- 30(11 at the hands of
488 loyal friend of the

NN IS NN SN SN SIS LN NI TN TN S
R
PAANI NS AT LT NS NI
R N P N R
NI PSS T NS NI IS
o
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, to make a slight
itish Government, and requests respectfully that Govornmenttn)léy ]1;3 gle?:;'ﬁl - a!: e d%ne
B:ihst' in his sti;)cnd and distribute the rem.a.mder a.mon;f;sN ;:::ab ‘gv ek bty et
?: tgg ::(:;e of his father on the ground gf This _bi?ggilfi SOI; l;) tho 3rd May 1676 who also had 5
i Ali , on,
case of his brother, the late Muhammad Taq
. : ot : .
e t°tf“_PP° farther begs to direct the attention of Govemt;\er;tﬂmzﬂz n(:animsgl:;:
N x P:n:}l;l): c;xatter viz., that the petitioner has two g;lr_adest : Hcindu ol i
:llnl;ldicz?fga?:;adi wife is one whose marriage Ls pe;fox:lmfgeﬂ;ﬁ: hmgvife (NS iSl ' e whidds
i i i i the other fro Ie 1 g
bl nll;: hpel:lfo:-lt]x?éé} Oslz)cllel;;w:e)c,otﬁ?ng 1’:) the Muhammadan Law and Arab principles withou
marriage )

. - t 8). 2 . ]
e ;’Imd:) :::teslaa:rl: ::;1 ;[(;n;a)mmad (may His Soul rest 1_‘1‘{ pfacgz th:;glsi: %fllﬁiﬁ};ge:nt
4. According 9 hadi wife or a nikah wife, :
" tten by a sha i) the Law
({:ﬁ’ere il]cettlzgt’;ﬁ?grzge a(;};l}aii?:lle}c)le%g equalyahares; the same ruling is also observed in
aw a

Courts throughoat India. isting of cash amounting nearly to two lakhs
533 ne consisting oI cas . hl
T bt oo Mllwegn?i {Ei(;fof?ruthe behoot of his thldren,-ahndt;lt p:&iu?z‘:eitﬁ?:ha{
of rupeesfa"}?o 1:"1%8, %38 ";}Sd handed it over to the B}}:a(ﬁ'lflhﬂdrendw;fould (:n e S B’
income of ahout Rs, 800, f his nikah children and v : ol
d to the welfare 0 : iti hig intentions and never car
they wou'd pay due regard to ted in strict opposition to big 1 .
the ignzqme 1,k :ll:t 13113 r:l;adt: :glg:f:;:e aoﬁ;h:r hand wasted money away and turned out their open
about nis nikah ¢ ) .
i ’ : is i d in
o : able or immoveable, but is involve
k% -operty either movea 1 1
T e e St T
heavy debts on aco therefore requests that Governme b 258
move);ble gy :;n}:mlciyl?iarl;f oglrgpgzty;v;%dhisesﬁadi children in respect of their respef;t;vxt:np::;i:.
o mk‘ e further begs to request that if His Excellency dnﬁs not nv;v;s S gy A
7.1 Thle Petil':)l (:i?::iucftli-on between shadi and nik*flth ctll:'ld':n‘t}}l{::; Ex‘ifla:ngﬁtainyequal Vrviros
PRl Tuls B rd hi‘s own children, and that after his dea eyh T i i os
3, i Sy ; ince his nikah children have neither me
withouth A glst.u:vl;ltlwl?e 2})‘3:?:3221 s::;cthem out of his stipend nor does he leave any property
other than wha '

behind him.

f the fatwa of the Ulamas of Madras regarding shadi and nikah children is
8. A copy of the &

i is clearly inferred from the
i s information and perusal. 1t is cles %
sl htend‘i;ci f?;egmisE ?:llsilggr:t:; G{)zween sht;dl and nikah children, and that they
: { i . e e - "
ki ‘:1:1 rights according to the laws of Muhamma e Gt AR Ot B
possc;“iq former times when Carnatic pensionetrl? v(v}el;en :Sgoi)l;)gsionem o o B i
. In for ] e . . . | i
: ' o Lt A di and nikah children is to wor
e difference between shadi and nikah R
: : formerly such a diffe hare of the shadi children, then the :
pensions, and if as Nowed only a fifth share sh i o the ikl
allll(}dthe mkﬁ lc:lz]:\!g?on 1:;:;11: zzder severe hgrcbshlps a:ﬁ{ axliuzirill?woilo; ::;}1& énly Ay
children won : it e o | .
ild i i hly stipend o 0, then ¥
it g entlfé?‘}l ?o?xl&mgstnoy:aypiufﬁoe to maintain himself and hu:1 f;ml hye $E03 Iy
el itioner’s children have a large family to suslp?:é ?ll:utioz e
f tllxo. I?i;:ﬂggnlg? the sufferings of his ohildr;n an ::;li:i one; t:-usts b e pa A
i silirn v et bo e iving lineal desecendant of
N aatin e to the fact that he is the sole surviving e
ot o qam?ncthf: nllxl)lzl'eal';ge. oHis Excellency the Governor n}]li C];mv]:f_[lll br:az e wp; gl
ﬂiwig‘wngzf:gx into favourable consideration and pass orders whic
e this

i is life.
¥ e’l‘z:[i;‘stotf)fh;ﬁlﬁiner’s heirs is herewith annexed for your Excellency
By Shadi. 3R foieses:
1 7 d Husain (disinkerited), (3) Husai
ir Husain (lunatic), (2) Ahmad Hr g
Ali (Siileml)ma::iegﬁ,)t (4)m(;hulém Must’sfé Ali, (5) Karim-un-nisé Bégam.
i By Nikahi. hesigs
i i Ll Ir 1,
(1) Tlib Mubi-ud-din (eldest som), (2) Ghulémul Jﬂa& di(rd«(?;;‘?bd-m- Fico
Chaifm Mubi-ad-din (5) Mazhar Husain, (6) Ghulim Qédir, (1) A)c formhty myeéanrs s
g%)é(yiht"ltlxﬁzh) (%) Qridir,Muhi-nd-din and (9) Ghulém Dastgir ha
D ) oy -

i Bégam, (11) Abidd Bégam,

live or dead, (10) Ghausi Bég 1d. .

O runaini Tigun (dessedy, (15) Ribat-un-nisa Bégom (deceased), (14) Qédira Bégom
(12) Husaim ) :

o ?:t;}ik.;'u'.t!::: ]i;?igaml.iafnfel; son Obhuldm Mubhammad. Adopled son Mubammad Abd-ur-
7ife-—F4a > ‘

i unt (old)—Tondrayan. . .
"ahm;“ abal:ihlix(’:‘:l;f izlzixlcsi and benevolence, the petitioner shall, as in duty bound, ever
or which ac

pray.

’s perusal o
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, ] 1. Dilar Jang Bahddar. 8. Fazelut-un-nisé Bégam.
Hindﬁ gtl:lsmmmadan married a Myham ?;le&twu : 2. Hasam Mulk. 9. Majd-ud-daula.
Muhammadanalr:(iii geremonies now jp Pr:atic:n .ladIy » Ty performeq - 3. Husain Nawdz Khén. 10. Mother of Qadir Husain Ali Khin.
performanee of an;sl(f;xl;"l"h he is lawful to g, aoggniindm And affor, athe nikah with all the 4. Rashid-daula. 11. Sahib Daula.
person dies, then in that :,’mfét?o“"]‘l’ Ceremonies, andufnt:}fh” Muhamm.d;:“m“d three other 5. Itabar-daula, 12. Wife of Nazir-ul-mulk.
rights of inheritance, o is there & his children pe n ?:f, have jggyqq bnle‘?{’t) mth?]“t ﬁho , 6. Bagar Husain Khdn. 13. Abd-ul-qddir Khdn Bahddur.
m s erwards that o 7. Safeed-daul 14. Nawab Ahmad-un-nisd Bégam
3 . Safeed-daula.

any difference ag to theip

Tespective pioy. 18 Wives, h
i rights ¢ old equal SAIYID MUHAMMAD GHAUS.

Since the burd Answer. .
:ceordullg to the :;n;ﬁ ?)i 5;{:,(:{] Oil]u:le ’ig}lt of inheritance jo /8 B
0 e : ) ) hes i on 3 e it ; . :
qual shares in their father’s inherita;ceadl?;b“eﬂ; f?nuda; arr;;iesthu, ttl?:i:&],?;g:;ty of nikah, and Petxtéorlx1 .fbrom I%’M}I?]R ﬁLI, i%n‘(); the lat.e g)ﬁ:ﬁnﬁ:(tie fs;?klxnﬁi;d;% ng;gx (C. No. 1769.]
2 ahib, to His Excellency the Governorin 1l, mbe :

ave no place in th
e Muhammadan T,q¢ Performe alongn i xo entitlod

» and their pérformanp . ; -
nce : T with :
SAIYID AHMa 18 striotly forbiggen b;hiet. nikah

D MUJT.
OOBAID-ULLAH ( C/,.ffn 13,2'1)11"-

May 1T prEase Your Excerrevcy,—That memorialist is the nikahi son of the
late Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Sahib who was drawing a monthly Carnatic
* pension of Rs. 300 and died on the 8th November 1895.

8?61)_ of Hu/zam -

KHUD ' Madang . .

MAHMggTIEJMHé&ITﬁ%EM ANNA&IR[ A 3 That memorialist’s father had much confidence in him, and it was for this reason

MUHAMMAD GHOU{;} 1;;1‘ H-ULLAR " 1 that the deceased entrusted to him the management of the Saidapet mosque of which

;{[}S‘[{J}‘ iﬁ}g{ MUHAMMAT E he was superintendent as also of his household affairs for the past twenty years or there-

b AMMAD - R y
UL-ULLAMAT). LUTE-ULLAR (874N5. ' about';he deceased recorded his opinion in almost all of his letters which he submitted
to the different Paymasters of Carnatic Stipends, a reference to which will prove

memorialist’s statement true.

Such being the case, memorialist begs humbly to submit that he was not recom-
mended by the Paymaster for any highor rate of allowance in compensation for his
gervices rendered so honestly to his deceased father, although there are instances on
«record to show that children of Carnatic pensioners similarly cirenmstanced were
recommended for a higher rate of pension than other members of the family ; to
instance a few out of many, memorialist begs humbly to quote the following examples

in support of his claim : —
(i) Mahmud Khén Bahddur was granted Rs. 25 in excess to his own brother
in virtue of his services rendered to his late mother Nawab Ahmad-un-uisé Bégam

Sahiba—uide G.0., No. 308, dated 17th May 1893. .
ii) Abd-ul-ghani Khin Bahddur was granted twice as much as his own brothers
by G.0., No. 231, dated 5th June 1874.

(iii) Shajee-ul-mulk was granted Rs. 10 more than his own brother by G.O.,

GHULAM MUHLU
- -DIN
RUKN-UD-DIN SAIYIII;r ",
(SUAMS.UL-ULL 43417y
ABD-UL-RAHIM. * '
MUHAMMAD MURTAZA.

MUHAMMAD MUHL
ASUL, UD-DIN HUSAIN.

JHAMMAD quprp »

GHULAM R

NB.-1In Military Regulati i widows an
—In ) gulations shadi and nikah wi ffspring mmiss 1 offi
non-commissioned officers, soldiers, ete., are equ;l]1yhtreat?edsv?'ilio iyt i Otiicers
. b

regard to the grant of famil i ; out any distinet;
martisge. g mily pensions. Under any eirenmstance If}kuh ll-zctclggs]}"dgttsv(:rlwith
ed a legal

—

[C.No.1135.] Petition from GHULAM MU
. HAMMAD, the « ” 4
mad Amin-ud-din Husain Sahib 2 . reputed ” sop of the | & No. 231, dated 5th June 1874.
C Hand? ate Muhan. . it in, . . : i
h 1895, Baiub, Carnatic Stipendiary, dateq Jrd Decz};?&r ’ the ht(;vﬁgmafz.‘ll}dég;; l:;a%agowlgi §;5 13:; tf:(;' ;%rt\}r:c;;tsarz%m}%rgg as Khainsama of
B R : 2 ! o St il i
case ma;Tll:g gmntigu{;nﬁ;hfiz,? !;;,ethn?g more than the sum proposed by th . Under these cireumstances Your Excellency’s humble memorialist begs that he be
@ stipend of the late Muhammagq Amii.ud0 d?“."mltster in hig X granted a similar indulgence as he has a large family to support, and that the allowance
L it Husain Sahip, W of Rs. 6-6-0 recommended for him would be quite inadequate to meet their support.
[C. No.1741.) From SAIYID MUHAMMAD GH ¢ For which act of charity and justice memorialist shall, as in duty bound, ever
ment, dated Triplicane, ¢ AUS, to the Chiet g or y and j
I the und < d plicane, 3rd December 1895, scretary to- Govepn. { ¥ GaL
ersigned most respectfully 1 : , : ~ §
of Government, that I was under the ier:iéoo?}:gl%d?}f the favourap]e R - - Petition from GHUIé;\hLI{b MUHAMMAD, step fs%l og Olgte Mul:g.mmm_]d_Amm- [C. No. 1772.]
: . 0n i ud-din Husain ib, a Carnatic pensioner of Rs. a month, residing on

Khén Bahddur, a Carnatic Sti :
Ice House Road, Royapettah, Madras, to His Excellency the Governorin

pendiary member.

Council, dated December 1895.
Most suMBLY SHEWETH,— That your Excellency’s pefitioner’s deceased mother

Gov : e

my motntoniarie" bis death and  that ho had mage. Lo°. HiPe0ds fo b gy oS | o s
i : ereby sufficient Provision f, g Rahmat-un-nisé Bégam Sahiba was the nikah wife of Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain
Tk v.Z’Oﬂl%e Ibas almost reached its limit, and ag T 7 Sahib deceased. It is because she had an estate of Rs. 40,000 that the said Muham-
By fis fP » L Most earnestly trust that’Gov S 1am eonsequently to,, - dad mad Amin-ud-din Husain Sahib made a nikah with her while your Excellency’s';
m;’cﬁonedss.ﬁ:;\;(::ira;bl)trhand kindly grant me a st(i';l;:‘é‘nt ill be pleased toezble 'adnd etitiongr egas gmte youx;g. ]'Il‘hree’year::.?.fter her mka.ktz, the saxdthRabmat-uE-u;sla
o the serv a8 i : onsi s ied. As your Excellency’s petitioner was quite youn en, your Excel-
stanced as myself, T beg toa;:;sn:ii; :hf members of the ga];::tl €en pleased tq ba\fz i 15,%;2 pet.itioner’sysaid step-father disg-ibuted the Sai((ll estatZ amogng his,c ildren, but
names of Carnatic members whose servazl:; }1)1213“', he::iwngst m(m; 2;2"“’:{_0ircum- 4 did not give a single {piﬁ to l3]'our (I;J:i({!el}llency’slp?iti.oner]. d'Bu;I your Excellency’s
e he p M or things the o petitioner’s said step-father, the said Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Sahib, was

stipends on or after the death of their masterg -

maintaining your Exeelleney’s petitioner as his own son.
3
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(GXo.1 Petition fom GHULAM MUSTAFA AL, shad;
: Amin-ud-dfn Husain S4hib of the Carnatic famil
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son of late Muhammad
to His Excellency the

Governor in Counoil, dated Royapettah, Madras, lfvt’h December 1895,
Mosr rEsPrCTFULLY SHEWETH,—That the memorialist’s father, the late Muhammad

Amin-ud-din

Husain 8éhib, who was a memuer of the Carnatie family and was

drawing a pension of Rs. 300, was the grandson of Nawab Wallaja and "the son of

Husain Muh

ammad, Khdn Dildwar Jang Bahéddur, whose Government pension was

Rs. 832. That on the 7th November 1895 the abovenamed Muahammad Amfin-ud-din
Husain S4hib, your memorialist’s venerable father, breathed his last and was buried
the very next day. Accordingly application for the continuance of the pay signed b

me and by the members of the whole family was sent to the Paymaster, Carnatie _

Stipends. But the Paymaster reported to the Government only for Rs. 200, and a

family is very large and each and every one of these was maintained by Muhammad
Amin-ud-din Husain 84hib during his lifetime,

It can be imagined to what straitened eircumstance your memorialist’s large

family and ot
in the pay.

her members of the family should have been reduced by such a reduction

That your ‘memorialist herein eites the reasons given in the application sent by
the Paymaster, in hope that Her Majesty the Queen’s Government will magnanimously
grant the memorialist’s request for, instances of having continued the pay almost in

full have occurred often and often, and your memorialist pra 's that the :
will be granted to him and his faz,ni]y_ y pray same coneession

The following are cases in which a nominal reduction was made and the remainder

was continued among the members after the death of the head of the family in cases,
similar to your memorialist :—

Husain Muhammad, Khén Dil4war Jang, who was

getting Rs. 832 per mensem,

was my grandfather. After his death the pay with a nominal reduction of fow rupees

was continued

Turdb Al

and the family was not very large.
{, Khén Bahddur, who was getting Rs. 107,  After his death the whole

pay was continued to the members of his family.

Taq Ali B4hib, the son of the nikahi wife of my grandfather the Dildwar Jang

ddur, was

getting Rs. 60. After his death with a reduction of only Rs. 2-8-0 the

pension was continued in his family. In this case it is specially to be noted that

Taq Alf Sdhib

was by a nikahi wife, only a nominal reduction was made as ean be

seen in this your memorialist’s case, though his father was a shadi and legal son of

Dilziwar_Jang Bahddur’s and with a large family, the reduction should be s

0 excessive

as to quite deprive the members from the bare nocessity of life, for each member of
your memorialist’s father’s family has himself a family quite enough to give thexnl; c;rgs.

as they are.

Our family has met with unfortunate reverses th E,

ese few years and our circum-

stances now a day sare deplorable.  After the death of my father’s grandmother Daulat-

un-nisé Bégam Sdhiba, who was the wife of Nawab Wallaja,

the whole of her pension,

amounting to Rs. 416, was stopped by the Government, although there has been legal
heirs for the same, and we the members of the same izamil y gwho ultimatel';'e wogl‘d

have shared some part of the pension of our father’s grandmother, were left without

a shadow of mercy having shown to grieve our very exist
the world consequent upon, the scanty means of maintenances,

ence, troubles and cares of

It is the now the earnest request of your memorialist and the whole of the family

of the late Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Sdhib that the

ruins and utter destruction the children of N awab Wallaja who willingly gave up the

whole of his
Government, b

dominions and also Joft his children in charge of the benevelent
elieving fully that the justice-loving Government of the Empross of

H

~ N
~ N~~~
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India will not ruin his family and chitll(}mg’sg::e:h:llulei?sfl ekeepE l::; ien;{‘ars]i l:p:irx ; é
: v e . . .
]‘llls';l?:st;o;:;x‘: :E: g;l)]isrtiltczfl nonglm:a%evolent Government have been no less, aige, more
a

e position. It is further to be noted
than can have been done by any undeé‘:}l:ii,,s;gxr Ix)nemorialist’s father, during his life

{n-ud-dfn Husain yor o
:lil;teaue‘;l:':trsgd a%v'inll?;herein your memomallsth as tl:es;z;so; nsth:Odlt;;feP :ymasmadeter.
also the head of the whole family. fA ﬁrgb{f :o‘in;a case and having also had seen
e allhsi:;h ﬁgtcd?(s)tfattlﬁzs (fl:tlnt?lya;o receive remuneration more than the other
cases in W

- s cited below.
members of the family as ean be by the 0‘82 sion same as given them shall be granted

1 do not for 2 moment doubt that co",eemy pay by cutting off from the pension of

to me. I do not wish to get al‘;ui:c{e;s:stmhumbly request your Excellency to grant

B ) oy e 1 d from my father’s pension, viz., Rs: 100.
s ﬁ;Im . ml());zv t:]:: 1:1:029‘;: ::l‘ig:: the heads of the family have received more
ere are

the others :—
o ‘ZI‘; Muhammad Ibdd-ulléh, Khén Bahddur,

(2) Mm Abd-ul-ghani, Khdn Bahddur, from the pay ot Sikandar, Jang
u
(3) Ghulim Z:;d-ul-qﬁdir S4hib from the pay of Itibar-ud-daula, Bahddur.

(4) Razi Husain S4hib from Turdb Ali, Khdn Bahédur.

h are the
ference that all these are facts, when suc
gy e(;g:bggger(}l:gn: :g:li consider my case favourably and, as can be seen

;mtte::ve Iﬁ;‘g‘l}: that the reasons cited are quite strong save my family and me from
rom

the cares of the world.

from the pay of Rashid-ud-daula,

P

' {M HUSAIN ALI, grandson of t
Mem%réa‘agosrgh(i}b%}{ngovemment Carnatie st_lpem.halr);, .
to gthe last will and testament of the said Fizalat-un
residing at No. 9, Fakir

the Governor in Counci

nisf Bégam S8dhiba,
], dated 12th December 1895.

SurwerH,—That memori

Amin-ud-din 8éhib in righ

i te., as her executor to e
:2(@:1:\ :s, l?e is the only surviving executor her surviving.

That with a view to remeve
receive the said allowance, petitioner pray

ich Court, Madras, in .his f?vour as
r)‘fwthrzlfaxd latet,Fimlat-un-nué Bégam Sihiba.

Memorialist shall as in duty bound ever pray.

——
————

Orpsr—No. 15, Political, dated 14th January 1896.

The Paymaster’s proposals are approved except that contaimed in paragra

i } rd to the amalgamation of th
?1‘12 lz;t::emh;eg:m receive im the distribution of

bonus as it falls within the limits of compulsory commutation.

he late Fizalat-un-nisd (C.No.1794.]
and also an executor

r Shib Street, Jambazad, Madras, to His Excellency

i 895 submitted a petition
Jist on the 29th November 1
i i thatathe allowance of Rs. 17 received I,>y the late _r:hfamn:%i
P e L g t of the late Fizalat-un-nisé Bégam Rédhiba for

i ith the endowed property consisted of mosque
B o v s conne%t:l(.l ;:.lstthwil? and tesimxl’lent will be continmed in his

to who is the proper person entitled to
s dmbtsa:hst ;our I.ordsllx)ip in case of refusing to

‘arnatic Stipends the said
> rt of the Paymaster of the Carna ¥ ,
eomply. his requl::t ‘; p‘::d?;lpis petitioner is about to gp]gly and obtain p:;)bf;tit ﬂ:itﬁ
allowance may be Auipe the only surviving executor te the la

ph 6 of

t stipend of Mazhar Husain with
<55 prese%he Il)‘ension of late Mubammad

‘Amin-ud-din Husain 84hib. The latter will be disbursed to him in the form of &
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2. The Paymaster will make those members of the family who do not recei
bonuses understand clearly that the stipends now granted to theix are fo: llil?e ::(13;1."

3. The petitioners will be referred to the Paymaster, Carnatic Stipend
received orders on the subject of their petitions. ’ g s

L]

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.0., No. 15, POLITICAL, DATED
14t JANUARY 1896. )

True Extract.
(True Extract.) [ Susiser.— Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Sahib’s stipend.]
J. F. PRICE,

Chief Secretary.

—_—

From C. Nos. 1594, 1625, 1709, 1729, 1734, 1735, 1741 and 1769,

In C. No. 1594, the Paymaster, Carnatic Stipends, reports the demise of Carnatic
Stipendiary No. 300, Muhammad Amin-ud-din Hussain, who was in receipt of a pension
of Rs. 300 and an allowance of Rs. 17 per mensem for the upkeep of a mosque and
choultry at Saidapet. -

2. The pension was continuable (vide No. 49 on page 6 of G.0., No. 150, Political,
b TR ST T el dated 6th March 1894). The allotment
X, biat-contmusble far how loug amongst the 34 members of the dececased
W(exrock].  pensioner's family proposed by the Pay-
master follows Lord Clive’s seale (G.0., No. 778, Political, dated 29th November
1888). G.O., No. 778 of 1888 made no provision for great grand children, and Colonel
Stewart explains in paragraph 7 of his letter that in the case of Nos. 7 and 8 in his
list, who are great grandsons of the deceased, he has divided amongst them the share
- to which their mother would have been entitled had she survived her grandfather.
This procedure appears to be correct. The Paymaster has added two dependants to
- the list has the deceased had on several occasions prior to his death particularly
requested that these servants should be provided for. Nos. 1 and 4 in the list are
idiots, and the late Muhammad Amin-ud-din Hussain requested that Mustafa Ali
(No. 3 in the list) should be appointed their guardian (side papers marked D in G.O.,
No. 223, dated 9th April 1895). The Paymaster proposes that the share of No. 4 alone
should be drawn by Mustafa Ali and that that of No. 1 should be drawn by his own
shadi son who is already in charge of him. There seems to be no objection to this
proposal.

3. In the document marked F in G.O., No. 223 of 1895 the deceased disownerd
two of his sons (Nos. 2 and 9 in the list). ' Colonel Stewart points out, -however, that
stipends are granted from the pure bounty of Government. He has included their
names in the list of the heirs of the deceased. The two sons eannot well be omitted,
it is submitted. |

4. Muhammad Amin-ud-din Hussain had a nikahi wife, Hussain Bakhsh, who is
reported to have fled with her two sonsabout forty years ago. Their whereabouts
are not now known and they have been excluded from the list.

5. No. 13 in the Paymaster’s list is already in receipt of a stipend of Rs. 13-14-0
in right of his mother and the Paymaster proposes that his share in the present
disntnsbntion should be amalgamated with that stipend. There seems to be no reason
why this should be permitted. If the share of Mazhar Husain is not amalgamated as
»h gested, it must be commuted as it falls within the limits of compulsory commu-
~ tation. In paragraph 9 of his letter the Paymaster apparently proposes that the
- stipends of Nos, 1-4, 6, 13 and 15-19 in his list should not be commuted. Nos. 1-4
- do not fall within the limits of compulsory commutation. No. 6, a female, is to
~ receive Rs. 5-5-0. No. 13 has already been alluded to in the preceding paragraph.
~ Nos. 15-19 who are females each reccive Rs. 3-3-0. This proposal may except as
- regards No. 13 be approved. v
' 6. The allowance of Rs. 17 drawn by the deceased for the upkeep of the mosque
~ at Saidapet, the Paymaster proposes to issue, ag a temporary measure, to Amir Ali
~ (No. 10 in the list) who has actually been in charge of the mosque. The question of
- ceremonial allowances is awaiting the returns from all districts.  Thoese that have been
- received are being tabulated and prepared for orders.

To the Paymaster, Carnatic Stipends.
y the Accountant-General.
»» the Petitioners (parngraph 3 of order).

Bxd K, Mutugesan.
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7. The other currents in the file are petitions from various relatives and dependants
of the deceased. ‘ ~

protesting against the upkeep of the mosque being entrusted to the family of
Muhammad Amin-ud-din Hussaip, These petitioners state that they have addressed
the Paymaster of Carnatie Stipends on the subject.

C. No. 1729 is a further petition from Ghulam Hassan Ali in which he encloses
the judgment of the Distriet Court of Chingleput, which, however, proves nothing in
his favour,

The prayers in these petitions need not, it is submitted, influence the decision on
the Paymaster’s proposal regarding the disbursement of the allowance for the upkeep
of the mosque.

9. C. No. 1784 is a petition from the nikahi children of Muhammad Amin-ud-din
Hussain in which they enclose a copy of the petition submitted by the deceased himself
and rejected in G.0., No. 364, Political, dated 31st May 1894, under paragraph
IT of the petition rules. The prayer in this petition is that the shares of the deceased’s
stipend continued to the nikahi children may be the same as those continued to the
shadi children. There appears to be no reason for departing from the long-established
pralctice under which shadi and nikahj brauches are treated according to Lord Clive’s
scale,

that something more than the Sum proposed by the Paymaster in his case may be
granted. This individual is apparently No. 35 in Colonel Stewart’s list where he is
shown as a dependant. He calls himself the ¢ reputed son ” of the deceased.

11. C.No. 1741 is from one Syed Muhammad Ghaus, a servant of the deceased,

who prays for a pension out of the stipend. The Paymaster has made no recom-
mendation in his case, - -

12. C. No. 1769 is a petition from Amir Ali, No. 10 in the Paymaster’s list,
. The prayer in this is much the same as that in C, No. 1734, viz., that a larger amount
should be allotted to the nikahi branch,

C. M. ScaMIDT —12-12-95. i
J. F. PricE—19-12-95.

I approve of the proposals made. I notice that those whose shares are small
enough are to have them commuted (except certain females), while those whose shares
are above the commutation liné are to have them continued, as also certain femalgs

| under the late ruling. If these Persons’ stipends are not to be continued after their
deaths, the order should say so. 4
W([ENLOCK ]—6-1-96.

[G.0., No. 15, Political, dated 14th January 1896.]

C. No. 1702 is a petition from Sheik Musthan and other residents of Saidapet
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Read the following: -

¢.Nd. 1594 froh ‘the Paympster Carnatic Stipends.

Political Department.

’ N

" 1735}
o Ghulgm Muhammad.
e 1772
s 1781 " Mir Bussain-ud-din y
i 1784 i Ghulam Mustapha Ali. S;/
" 1625 17 '
- 1729 o Ghulam Hussan Ali
iy 1794
" 1702 » Sheik Musthan & others.
" 1734 M Talib Muhi-ud-din Sahib & another
» 1769 " Amir|Ali
" 1741 " Saiyid Muhammad Ghaus '&
e LTS ” Ghulam Murtuza Hussain \\

ﬂ fand Gt

PR adl & /4/?/‘7;

The paymaster's proposals
are approved except that contained
in paragraph 6 of his letter in re-

gard to the amalgamation of the pre-

=

L'C;} !1{“ ¢ “

sent stipend of Mazhar Hussain with

the share he will receive in the

distribution of the pension of late
Muhammad Amin-ud-din Hussain Sahib
The latter will be disbursed to him
in the form of a bonus as it falls
within the limits of compulsary com-—
mutation. (Tﬁ
2 The paymaster will make those
members of the family who do not re-
ceive bonuses understand clearly
that the stipends now granted to ,vg
/4]

them are for life ohly. {

3 The petitioners will be

referred

1
(
I..

é
£
r )
i
é

i dﬂw




Bay . :
| litical DEPARTMENT g

FOR ORDERS

37

b Lo e bor

o forofooo50
3 . »wi¥a A £
iL A ) § i ANA, 7 8

Snidii & & | irosvansaiagmanes 1o vo arsocti
“U{ &—Q‘t (}»”‘;M{Lé:[ : master has a : EwiC penddibs

bl i ) A g, 3533 10 s o
7 U6 broc l (o g, e g | Firone Tahincdy 8o Al T o i g
# : i HL{,":," d‘f( ; ?, m" M“. {‘d /}Il i W /;tLr

o (_:7 '

ol f“““ &*\ lﬂu(’:f ~&e aboo (1l
g lid [y der (."u (add My L tant + Jf "Z" =




B ——

occascen
e prior to his death rarticularly

rdhuested that the)c servants should be

provided rox. Nos. l & 4 in the 1ist

that Mustafa Ali (No.3 in the list)
should be.appointed théréuardian (vide
papers marked B in G,0, No.223, d./ eth
April 1895), The Paymaster pProposes

that the share of No.4 alone should be }

drawn by Muatafa Ali and that thategb
. .

|
1 should be drawn by his own Shadi son I
Yho is already #n charge‘of him, There
3eems to be no objectidn to this pro= ’
Posal, ‘
?. In the document marked in
G.0.N0,225 of 1895 the deceased di;ownéd

LWo of his sons (Nos.2 & o in the 113t).

Col? Stewart points out;ﬁowever that

?tipends are granted‘éﬁ the pure bounty
of Govt. He has included their names ié
the list of the heirs of the deceased.|
The two sons cannot well be omitted, i£

is submitted:

4-  Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain had

& nikahi wlfe,_ Husain Bakhsh,

VE% %3 reported to have flcd with her

two sons about 40 years ago. Their : Qm{"

whereabouts are not now known and they |
have bgen excluded from the list,
5T No.15 in the Paymaster’s list is
already in receipt of:%tipend of Rs,15/14
in right of his mother and the‘Paymasﬂer
Proposes that his share dn the present
&éﬁ}ribution should be amalgdgga with
e stipend, There seems to be no reason
Wwhy this should be permitted. If the
share

\
& .
e adily  Caammaeaa _Lhg,, o N e t

VT PNy

arc idets and'the 1ate MuMammad Amin-ud-

din Husfain requested | ==ty "
i
|

£

H. E. T GOVERNOR,

THE Hon'al

THE Hown'BLE . J. GROSE.

F%»a- 4 4 frus lethen

Mr. H. W. BLISS, C.I.E

i "4 ,i

[ o7 2

New forrs

b =2

share of Mazhar Husain is not amalga-
mated as suggested, it must. be comnuted

as it falls within theWlimits of com-

Pulsory comuutation, #¥sem para 9 of

his letter the Paymaster apparently
proposes that the stipends of Nos.
l-¢, G, 13,&15-19 in his list should
not be comuuted., Nesyl-4 do not fall
within the limits of compulsory com-
mutation, No.6, a female, is to re-
ceive #5.5/5. No.1l3 #8 has already

been alluded to in the preceding para.
Nos.15-19 who are females each receive
i5.3/3. This proposal may except as
regards No.l3 be approved,

é The allowance of 5,17 . &Fraw

dr-ewn by the deceased for the upkeep

we¥ proposes to issug,as a temporary
measure to Amir Ali (No.l0 tn thelist\)
who has actually been in.charge of the,

mosque, The question of ceremonial

all districts. Those that have been
received are being tabulated and pre-
pared for orders«éézgwﬂther currents
in the file are petitions from various
relatives and dependents of the de-
ceased,
¥ , C.No.1635 is & petition fiam
bsloh o ;
onc Smlom Hassan Ali who prays that
the issue to Amir Ali of the allow-
ance of BE,17 for the up-kecp of the
mosque may be suspended for two months
to enable him to procure the judgment
of the Bistrict Court of Chingleput ‘

proving that he is an executor to the
estate

of the mosque at Saidapet the Paymas@es

I

4
g

allowances is awaiting the returns fpéwmw -
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“the petition submitted by thé deceased

%‘(‘/’ wvs- mu;l-

estate of the late Begum.Sahib |
C.No.,1702 is a petition from

Sheik Nusthan %ther residentsof Sa,idajpet,

protesting against the up-kecp of the ;

mosque being entrusted to the family

of HNuhamuad Amin-ud-din Husain, These 5

petitioners state that they have addre%sed

the Paymaster of iwms Carnatic Stipends{

on the subject, !

ha
from Ggglam Hassan Ali in which he

C.No.1729 is a further.patitionr
|
encloses the Qudgment of the Dt ":ourtt
of’ Chinéleput which,howeveg'proves
nothing in his favour, ;
The prayers in these petitionsg |
need noty it is submitted, influence f
the decigion on the Eymaster’s pro- ,
sal regarding the disbursement of the |
allowance for thqagp—keyp of the mosun;
ﬁL C.No.1754 is a petition from thol
nikahi children of Muhammad Aunin-ud-di

Husain in which they enclose a copy of

himself and rejected in G.0.No.564

|
|

¥oll., d./ 5lst May 1894, under para
of the petitiongge rules., The prayer /

in this petitdon is that the ghares of

o

the deceased;stipend continued to the {
nikahi children may be~?ame as those
continued to the shadi children. There;
appears to be no reason for departing I
from the long established practice :
under which #ee Shadi and nikahi brancl%s

are treated according to Lord Clive’s

scale,
10 C.No,1735 is a petition from
gﬁe Ghulam Muhammad SeECAE QI Y U o

|
|
|
|
|
Sl
|

LA

e

iasisaeeeraisendayasiiey, 1T Which he

prays that somethimg more than the sum

b 5
proposed (in his case)by the Paymaster L .

may be granted, This individual is
aprarently No.35 in Cols Stewart?s
1ist where he is shown as a dependent
He calls himself the‘;eﬁu;ed son é}
the deceased. o

I G.No.i7§1 is from one Syed ]
Muhamuad Ghans a Servant of the deceased ,
who prays for a pension out of the sti-
pend, The Ea,ymast,er has n&ade no recoum-—
mendation in his case,

2. C.N?§l769 is:a petition from
Amir Ali flo.10 in the Paymaster’s list
The prayer in this is much the same as
that in C,No,1734, viz. that a larger
amount mhould be allotted to the

‘ J
nikahi branch, o

(’/.5"y i A

! | /82 J§$°
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o badll B GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS. !

POLITICAL DEPARTMENT.

Raap—the following papers :— :

[0. No, Ti04.] From Colonel H. 8. STEWART, 1.8.C., Paymaster, Carnatic Stipends, Chepauk,
to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated 11th November 1895, No. 480.
I have the honour to report the demise on the 8th instant of Carnatic Stipendiary
No. 300, Muhammad Amfn-ud-dfn Husain 84hib in the 83rd year of his age. . The
deceased was in the enjoyment of two stipends, viz., one of Rs. 300 per mensem as a
grandson of Nawab Wallaja by E.M.C. No. 23, dated 26th January 1854, and the
other of Rs. 17 per mensem for' the upkeep of 8 mosque (built by his aunt. Fazilat-un-

nisé Bégam Séhiba at Saidapet) by G.0., No. 331, Political, dated 30th June 1881.

2. As regards his first allowance of Rs. 300 per mensem, I beg to state that it is
- _ returned ‘ continuable ” in appendix ““ E” to G.0., No. 359, Political, dated 22nd May
a ‘ . 1885, I therefore beg respectfully to recommend the continuance of the usual
two-thirds amongst the 36 members of his family as apportioned below to be divided
into 622 shares of Rs. '8-3-0 each, in accordance to Lord Clive’s scale—vide G.0Os.,
Nos. 778 aud 321, Political, dated 29th November 1888 and 21st May 1892 :— e
- Last showing the names of the late Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain’s family. Foi

(FOR ORDER S5)

# He E, The Governor
L3

' > : : : Number
| . Number, Names. Beletishipto the | * of  |Amessteer] . Besaris
A * shares. Y =
Shadi Family. BS. A. P,
1 | Qédir Ausain (inesme) .. .. [Bhadieon .. . .. 10 | s114 0 :
3 |Abmad Husain .. oo oo Do .0 o0 o 10 | 3114 0
8 | Mustafg Al{ .. . . w Do . ve o 10 3114 0
4 | Karim-un-nish Bégam (insane) .. | Shadi daughter ., . 1] 1615 0 °
6 | Abd-us-samad e . «+ | Shadi grandson ,. or 3% 1010 ©
6 | Mohammadi Bégam o .. | Bhadi granddaughter .. 13 6 6 0 i
{ g 3 amily of a prede-
- R FTT PSR R oo o,"“t'g"“d”“; 210 6 r sosent shiNd i
) 8 | Abd-ul-ghaffér (sons a predecease 13 210 6 |J
! ¥ 2 iy 98 _ xalt shadi granddaughter).
! Nikehi Family.
g 9 | TAlib Mohi-ud-din ., v ++ | Nikahi son o o 2 6 6 0
' R R i O] s " T . 2 6 60
‘ 11 | Ghulém-Mubi-addin .. ..| Do 2| 660
' \ 12 | Ghuldm-i-Qédar ., = ~ Do. R v 2 6 6 0
i i 13 | Mashar Husain = .. o K Do. i . 2 6 5 0
" 1¢ |Inkyatulléh .. .. .. ..|_ Do SRR 2 6 60
' 5 16 | Ghausi Bégam .. ... _ .. | Nikshidsughter .. 1 330
[ v 16 | Abidé Bégam el 4, - Do. o 1 3 30
17 | Qédiria Bégam o = = Do. 1 8. 3-9
' 18 | Malik-un-nisé Bégam - o Do. 1 3 & 0
19 | Fatimd Bi . ., . e +. | Nikahi widow 5 1 e A
‘ 20 | Muin-ud-din Husain gl T R G b 1 40 (121
31 | Abd-ul-wahhéb Do soiat ny 1 ¢ 0 |3
, 22 | Muhammad Ali Do 1k O ?’3
23 | Abd-ul-majid AR A Do. ~ i I:n> i
" 24 | Mahbdb vv ve .| Granddaughter .. 3 010 0 |J: ?Family of a
26 | Abd-ur-ra 3 ve  +. | Grandson .. e 0 4 6 |]={-F" ecessed
26 | Ariz-un-nisé .+ ..|Granddaughter .. 0 3 6 ||| nikahison
27 | Hafiz-un-nist Bégam % g Do. W 026 |2
28 |RaoshanBi ., ., .. .. Daughterinlaw ., J 026 [Jg
20 |Haidar Busain = ,, .. ..|Grandeon .. ., 1 66 |15
80 | Khatims Bégam ., ve . | Granddaughter 1 olo 2 Family of a pre-
51 | Khair-un-nisa Bégam Do. 010 2 nikahi
32 | Kubrg Bégam Do 0ol10 2 daughbter.
38 | Asiz-un-nish Do i o129 }F;mily of another
i asaans “ PR
hi Muhsmmad i .
36 | Tandroys .. .. }D"P"“d“" | - { 014 9
“Total 63§ (300 0 O "
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3. Nos. 1 and 4 are idiots and the deceased in one of his letters (translation of

which was submitted to Government with this office report No. 130, dated 19th March

1895) states that one of his son Mustaféd All (No. 3 in the list) be appointed their

dian, and I beg to propose that the share of No. 4 alone be drawn by Mustafd

Ali, but the stipend of No. 1, Kadir Husain, be drawn by his own shadi son Abd-ul-
had{ who already takes care of his insane father (Kadir Husain).

4. Tt will be observed by perusing the translation of document marked e
which was sent to Government with my report No. 130, dated 19th March 1895, that
the deceased disowned two of his surviving sons Ahmad Husain and Talib Muh{-ud-
dfn (Nos. 2 and 9 of the list), but as stipends are granted from the pure bounty of
Government and not in accordance with individual wishes, the Muhammadan, or any
other law, I have included their names in the list of the heirs of the deceased.

5. The deceased had two more sons, besides those given in the list, by his
nikahi wife Husain Bakhsh, who is reported by the deceased to have fled with her
two sons about 40 years ago, and that their whereabouts are not known, I have
therefore excluded them from the list.

6. No. 13, Maghar Husain draws a stipend of Rs. 13-14-0 per mensem in right
of his mother by G.O., No. 435, Political, dated 2nd July 1884, I propose that his
ghare in the present distribution be amalgamated with the stipend he 18 already in
receipt of.

"% In allotting shares to Nos. 90 to 28 and 29 to 32, T was guided by paragraph
- 9 of G.0., No. 321, Political, dated 21st May 1892, Nos. 7 and 8 are great-grandsons
of the deceased, and as no provision is made for great-grandchildren in the scale pub-
lished with G.O., No. 778, Politicel, dated 29th November 1888, 1 have divided
the share of the mother of the lads to which she would have been entitled to had she
carvived her grandfather. The deceased, in almost all his letters that he addressed to
this office during his lifetime, particularly requested| his servants (Nos. 35 and 36)
<hould be provided for, I have therefore allotted to them a sum of Rs. 1-13-6, being
the remainder left in the continuable portion of Rs. 200, after allotting shares to the
pumerous members of his family.

8. As regards the other allowance of Rs. 17 per mensem drawn by the deceased
for the upkeep of a mosque at Saidapet, I have the honour to respectfully invite the
attention of Government to G.O., No. 766, Political, dated 29th December 1892, and
beg to propose that until the final decision of Government is passed on the subject of
« Ceremonial Allowances ”’ and as a temporary measure the allowance of Rs. 17 per
mensem be drawn by Amir Ali(a nikahi son of the deceased, No. 101n the list) who
was actually looking after the mosque and had the full confidence of his father, pro-
vided be furnishes every month the accounts of expenditure to this office as his late
father did.

9. In conclusion 1 beg to state that after the receipt of orders from Government
on my above proposals, 1 will submit (through the Accountant-Greneral) a list of bonuses
with age and health cortificates of Nos. 8, 7, 8, 9 to 12, 14 and 20 to 36 ; the shares
of the rest being drawn in the shape of monthly stipends in pursuance with clause (8),
paragraph T of G.0.,No. 359, Political, dated 22nd May 1885, and No. 422, Political,
dated 29th June 1895.

A ok A

[C. No.1626.) Memorial from GHULAM HUSAIN ALI, a Carnatic Stipendiary, to His
' Excelleney the Governor in Council, dated Triplicane, 16th November 1895.

HuMBLY SpewsTH,—That the late Fazilat-un-nisé Bégam S4hiba, a Government
Carnatic Stipendiary in receipt of Rs. 416, was the daughter of His Highness Nawab
‘Wallajah of Carnatie, departed this life some years ago.

That prior to her death she made her last will and testament appointing seven
persons amongst whom are your Excellency’s memorialist and the late Muhammad
‘Am{n-ud-din Husain Sihib were appointed as executors to superintend her charitable
properties situated at Saidapet taluk, distriet of Chingleput.
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That the said late Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain S&nib departed this life
_about 8 days ago and who prior to his death managed the said charitable properties
with the consent of the memorialist.

That the said late Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Sdhib was drawing Rs. 17
in right of the said Fazilat-un-nisd Bégam’s stipend from the Honourable Government
of Madras for the expenses of her mosque and inn situated at Saidapet.

That memorialist is the only surviving executor and superintendent or moothu-
vallee of the said mosque, inn, and houses and also garden left by the said Fazilat-un-

nisd Bégam for charitable purposes.

- Memorialist is informed that the Paymaster of the Carnatic Stipends is about

to report for the issue of the said charitable allowance of Rs. 17 in the name of
Amir Ali Shib, the son and the legal representative of the late Muhammad
Amfn-ud-din Husain S&hib,

That your Excellency memorialist humbly prays that your Lordship may justly
pleased to suspend the issue of the said charitable allowance of Rs. 17 for two months
with @ view that memorialist have issue by the judgment of the District Court of

2 Chingleput that he is an executor to the last will and testament of the said late
Fazilat-un-nisé Bégam. Memorialist shall as in duty bound ever pray.

S,
[C. No.1702.] Trom SHAIKH MUSTAN and others, residents of Fanepet, Saidapet, to His
. : Excellency the Goyernor in Council, dated 28th November 1895.
We the residents 6f Fanepet, Saidapet, and the only parishioners of the mosque of
> Fazilat-un-nisé Bégam Sihiba situated at Fanepet, most respeetfully beg to submit our
mahazar as follows : —

May IT PLEASE YoUR ExcELLENCY,—We have submitted a mahazar, dated
9th November 1895, to the Paymaster, Carnatic Stipends, Madras, and a confidential
letter to that officer, dated 12th November 1895, regarding the dampage and destruction
caused to the property of the masjid of Fazilut-un-nisi Bégam Sihiba, situated at
Fanepet, Saidapet, by the sons of the deceased Muthavalli Amin-ud-din Husain Khan
“Bahadur and to take charge of the masjid immediately. But we are sorry to express
that nothing has been done with regard to our humble request in the mahazar and the
_confidential letter as yet. We therefore most humbly pray that your Excellency will
be pleased to call for our mahazar and the confidential letter from the Paymaster,
Carnatic Stipends, and to give due consideration to it immediately, as we fear the said -
-masjid, which is maintained by the Government and which is also a publie property

_aceording to the second will of the Bégam, will be robbed of toats very lust stone,
if things are allowed to remain in the present state.
The acknowledgment in token of our mahazar having been receiyed by the

Paymaster, Carnatic Stipends, Madras, is herewith enclosed for reference.

-~

,.
A 7

{9, No. 1720.] Memorial from GHULAM HUSAIN, a Carnatic stipendiary and grandson of the
Jate Fazilat-un-nisi Bégam Sdhiba, daughter of His Highness the late N awab
Wallaja, and also an executor to the last will and testament of the said late
Fazilat-un-nisi Bégam Sdhiba, to His Excellency the Governor in Couneil,

dated 29th November 1895.
SueweTH,—That memorialist on the I 6th instant submitted an humble memorial to
D your Lordship praying that the allowaace of Rs. 17 granted in right of the said late
Fazilat-un-nisé Bégam Sghiba for the performance and expenses of her misque and inn
sitnated at Saidapet to the late Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Sihib as superin-
tondent and executor to her last will, be continued in his (memorialist’s) name as the

only surviving executor.
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That the said late Fazilat-un-nisd Bégam Séhiba during her lifetime made her last
will and testament thereby appointing the said Muhammad Amfn-ud-dfn Husain
8dhib, memorialist and five others as her executors and superintendents of the said
endowed property.

That the said Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Sghib having departed this life.
on the 7th instant your Lordship’s memorialist is now the only surviving executor
under the said will of the said Fazilat-un-nisd Bégam Séhiba to occupy his post.

That a perusal of the order of the District Court will show that the said.
Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain S4hib therein described as Muhammad Amin-ud-din.
Husain Khan Bahadur who was counter-petitioner stated the name of the memorialist
who is described in the said Civil Judge’s order Ghulam Husain Ali Mian.

That after the death of the said Muhammad Amfn-ud-din Husain S4hib
memorialist presented three petitions to the Paymaster of Carnatic Stipends requesting
that he be recommended to your Lordship to have the said allowance of Rs, 17
received by the said Muhammad Amfn-ud-din Husain S4hib continued in his name,

That memorialist is informed that the said Paymaster of Carnatic Stipends has
unreasonably recommended to your Lordship one Amir Ali Sshib, son of Muhammad
Amin-ud-din Husain Sdhib to have the said charitable allowance of Rs. 17 received
by his said father as superintendent to manage the said endowed property to be
continued in his name knowing that memorialist is the only surviving executor her
surviving. An endowment is not a fit subject of sale gift or inheritance,

Under the aforesaid ecircumstances memorialist prays that your Lordship will be
pleased under the aforesaid eircumstances to issue an order to have the said allowance.
of Rs. 17 received by the said late Muhammad Amfn-ud-din Husain Sihib in right
of the late Fazilat-un-nisd Bégam’s stipends for the expenses of the said.endowed
property continued in his name.

ExcLosurg.
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF CHINGLEPUT. y
1st DrcEMBER 1877.
" Present :
J. Hore, Esa., Acting District Judge.
M.P. No. 234 of 1877, District’s Qourt Jile.
2}! - Counter-Fetition No. 310 of 1877.

vLAM JiLaNi KaaN SaHIB 5 .d % s Petitioner.
(By Vakil Saiyid Keyasudin Sahib.)
v.
1) Murammap AwiN-up-piN Husaiy Khan Bahadur ., .s ot
223 Kavis Mathen ' Bebdlat ~ .. bo. e ie v } Countenetitionis,
(By Vakil V. Viruda Putchho.)

Petition praying that a certificate of heirship may be granted to petitioner under Act
XXVII of 1860 as legatee and abhimanaputra of the late Fazilat-un-nisé Bégam Sahiba for tiio
collection of Rs. 1,000. .

Counter-petition objecting to the grant of the certificate prayed for on the ground that the
petitioner was not recognised by the deceased as her abhimanaputra and therefore he or hi.
minor son is not legal heir that the counter-petitioners the nephew of tha deceased and Ghulam
Hugain Ali Miah S4hib and Ghulam Ajam Ali Miah S4hib, the nephews of the second counter-
petitioners are the nearest heirs that the deceased having left a will authorizing the counter-
petitioners and others, the Assistant Agent of Government, the petitioner and one Muhammad
Namdar, altogether seven in number. Jointly to manage the charities connected with her fruit-

ing garden and the bungalow, tombs, mosques, etc., situated at Saidapet the petitioner cannot
ask for heirship certificate in his name exclusively and that the deceased had no outstanding debte.

v A

v, il
%’ ’ MWMZ/7%W//‘"/
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Order.—No particular nesessity is shown for the gronting of @n heir-ship certificate to the
petitioner. A debt of Rs. 1,000 by the deceas -1 is , but no proof of this is adduced, and the
duty of the heir would appear rather {o be to make payments cn aeconnt of the deceased redeem
mortgages and the like than to collect debts. Again there is nothing on the face of kxhibit No. 1
to poiut to its being a forgery, and it is quite consistent with tue existence of a previous will which
is cancclled by it. This Cowt can only grant the petitioner’s application by promising this will
(No. 1) which has been produced by most respec' able parties (iueluding the petitioner’s own father)
a rank fergery. Now although the will is open to corsiderab'e suspicio: I am not prepared to
decide upon sach an enjuiry as this will in guestion is a forgery. = I must therefore have the
petition to seek such redress as can by suit or otherwise and dismiss the petition with costs.

J. HOPE,
District Judge.

———

L0: No. 1734.] Petition from TALIB MUHI.UD-DIN and II. GIIULAM MUHI-UD-DIN,

. children by nikah wives of late Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Khdn,

R 2 Carpatic Stipendiary No. 300, son of Husain Muhammal Khién Bahddur
Dildwar Jang, and the paternal grandson of Nawab Muhammid Ali Khédn
Bahddur, Wallajah, Nawab of the Carnatie, to His Excellency the Governor
in Council, dated 29th November 1895.

Most RESPECIFULLY sHewETH,—TLhat the petitioner’s father Muhammad Amin- -
wd-din Husain Khdn, Carnatic Stipendiary No. 300, till recently in receipt of
Rs. 300 per wnsen died on the 8th November 1U05, and before his demise for-
warded to Govermment a petition, dated 17th May 1895 which, along with the fatwa
attached thereto, is also herein enclosed for the Government's kind consideration.

2. That their father, aware of the condition of his children, begged in the said
petition ““that the Government might be pleased to make a slight deduetion in his
stipend and distribute the remainder not in strict accordance with Lord Clive’s minute”,
but that they would make sn exception as regards his own children, and that after
his death they might obtain equal shares without any distinetion whatever between
his children by shadi wife and those by nikah wives.

3. Keeping in view the honour which is inseparable from the petitioner’s father
deceased, it will be hard for them to support their families, lirge as they are, if Lord
Clive’s scale, which has been overlooked in many instances ou various considerations,
is to be observed in their case. - '

4. Being informed that the Paymaster is about to repoert against the request of
their father, the petitioners have ventured to address their benign Government to
have merciful regard not for them, but for the honour of their venerable father who
exists no more to plead for it as he did a year before his demise. :

5. In conclusion, they request that the Government will be graciously pleased to
allow the humble petitioners an equal enjoyment of pension with their other brothers
by shadi wife as was done in the case of their late uncle Taqi Ali Sahib or a recom-
frence thereof as was done to the children of Mooneer-ud-daula, ete.

For which act of kinduess and benevolence, the humble petitiovers shall, as in

‘duty bound, ever pray.

[ Sou—

\ Excrosures. X
) Penimion from MUHAMMAD AMIN-UD-DIN HUSAIN, KHAN, Carnatic Stipendiary
No. 300, son of Husain Muhammad Khin Bahidur Diliwar Javg, and the paternal

grandson of Nawab Muhammad Ali Khin Bahidur, Wallajah, Nawab of the Carnatie,
to His Excellency the Governor in Counpil, dated Madras, 17th May 180+
That the petitioner’s deceased father was the son of Nawab Muhammad Ali Khdn Bahédur,
Wallajah, who was in receipt of a monthly pension of Rs. 832-5-4 from the Loeal Government,
i.e., enjoyed an annuity of Rs. 10,000. After the demise of petitioner’s father, the Madras
Government made a slight deduction of Rs. 3-5-4 from his stipond and distributed the
remainder on the 16th January 1854 amongst hLis heirs.
2. That the petitioner begs to submit thit be has grown more than eighty years old and has
a large family dependent on him, and enjoys a monthly stipend of Lls. 300 at the hands of
Government and is a very close rclative of the Nawab \Wallajah wiio was a lwyal friend of the
British Government, and requests respectfully that Goverumeit may be pleased to make a sligh
deduction in his stipend and distribute the remainder amongst. Lis large family as it has done
in the case of his father on the ground of his being the son of Nawab Wallajali and also in the
case of his brother, the late Mubhammad Taqi Al Sahib, on the 3rd May 1276 who also had a
large family to support.
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3. The petitioner “further begs to direct the attention of Government towards one serious
and compassionable matter, viz, that the petitioner has two grades of children—one from the
shadi wife (shadi wife is one whose marriage is performed according to Hindu rites and customs
with a nikah in the conclusion), and the other from the nikah wife (nikah wifé is one whose
marriage is performed solely according to the Muhammadan Law and Arab Principles without
any bustle of Hindu rites and customs).

4. According to the laws of Muhammad (may His Soul rest in peace) thereis not the slightest
difference between the children begotten by a shadi wife or a nikah wife, and in Muhammadan
Law all the children are entitled to equal shares; the same ruling is also observed in the Law
Courts throughout India.

5. The petitioner amassed a large fortune consisting of cash amounting nearly to two lakhs
of rupees and lands, gardens and houses for the behoof of his children, and it produced a month]
income of about Rs, 800, and handed it over to the shadi children with the sole intention that
they would pay due regard to the welfare of his nikah children and would maintain them from
the income; but the shadi children acted in strict opposition to his intentions and never cared-
about his nikah children, but on the other hand wasted money away and turned ouat their open
enemies.

6. The petitioner has now no property either moveable or immoveable, but is involved in
heavy debts on account of his large family ; his monthly stipend of Rs. 800 is his only
moveable and immoveable property, and thercfore requests that Government would be pleased
to place his nikah children on a par with his shadi children in respect of their respective stipends.

7. The petitioner further begs to request that if His Excellency dozs not wish to make a
general rule as to distinction between shadi and nikah children, His Excellency may make it an
exception ag ¥egards his own-children, and that after his death they may obtain equal shares
without any distinction whatever, since his nikah children have neither means of subsistence
other than what will be continued to them out of his stipend nor does he leave any property
behind him, ’

8. A copy of the fatwa of the Ulamas of Madras regarding shadi and nikah children is
herewith enclosed for His Excellency’s information and perusal. It is clearly inferred from the
above fatwa that there is no difference between shadi and nikah children, and that they
possess equal rights according to the laws of Muhammad., :

In former times when Carnatic pensioners were enjoying thousands of rupees Lord
Clive’s scale did not work harshly, whereas now the Carnatio pensioners enjoy only very small
pensions, and if as formerly such a difference between shadi and nikah children is to work on
and the nikah children are allowed only a fifth share of the shadi children, then the nikah
children would have to labour under severe hardships and miseries. For example, if a shadi
ohild is entitled to a monthly stipend of Rs. 10, then a nikah child would receive only & fifth,
i.e., Rs. 2, which would in no wa?ﬁoe to maintain himse!f and bis family. 3

10. The petitioner’s children have a large family to support, and he therefore humby praya
for the mitigation of the sufferings of his children an equal distribution of his stipend amongst
his children without any distinction whatever. Your petitioner trusts that having regard fo:lﬁls
status in the Carnatio family and to the fact that he is the sole surviving lincal descendant of
Nawab Wallajah in the male line, His Excelloncy the Governor in Couneil may be pleased to
take this memorial into favourable consideration and pass orders which will be a solace in this
the evening of his life.

The List of petitioner’s heirs is herewith ‘?mgexed for your Execellency’s perusal —

y Shad:.

(1) Muhammad Qédir Husain (lunatsc), (2) Ahmad Husain (disinkerited), (3) Husain

All (deceased) (4) (disinhersted), Ghulém M%stalfré Ali, (5) Karim-un-nisé Bégam.
v Nikah.

(1) Télib Muhi-ud-din (eldest som), (2) Ghuldm Jilani (deceased), (3) Amir Ali, (4)
Ghulém Muhi-ud-din, (5) Mazhar Husain, (6) Ghulim Q4dir, (7) Abd-ur-rahmén alias
(Inéyat-ulléh), (8) Qadir Muhi-ud-din and (9) Ghulam Dastgir have discarded forty years ago,
and it is not known whether they are alive or dead, (10) Ghausi Bégam, (11) Abid4 Bégam,
(12) Husaini Bégam (deceased), (13) Rébat-un-nisa Bégam (deceased), (14) Qédiria B ,um,
(15) Malik-un-nisé Begém,

Wife—Fétimé Bi. Rabeeb son Ghuldm Mubammad Adopted son Muhammad Abd-ur-: '\mén
alias Moulvi. Servant (old)—Tondrayan.

For which act of kindness and benevolence, the| petitioner shall, as in duty bour .vep
pray.
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FaTwa.
Question.

A Muhammadan married a Muhammadan lady, i-e. performed the nikah with all the
Hindu rites and ceremonies NOW in pmctice in India and afterwards married three other
Muhammadan ladies (which he is lawful to do according to the Muhammadan Law) without the
performance of any Hindu rites and ceremonies, and all these have issues, but afterwards that
person dies, then in that case do all his children begotton from each of his wives, hold equal
rights of inheritance, or is there any difference as to their respective rights ?

5 Answer.

‘ Sinoe the burden of proof of the right of inheritance Jies on the solemnity of nikah, and
according to the terms of nikah, all these ladies are equal and thus their ohildren too are entitled
to equal shares in their father’s inheritance. The Hindu rites performed along with the nikab -

have no place in the Muhammadan Law, and their performance is strictly forbidden by it.

SAIYID AHMAD MUHI-UD-DIN.
OOBAID—ULLAH (Chief XKari of Muhammadans Soonns

: sect).
KHUDRUTH HALEEM ANNASIRI.
MAHMOOD bin SIBGATJ{-ULLAH.
MUHAMMAD GHOUSE.
SAIYID SHAH MUHAMMAD.
HAFIZ MUHAMMAD LUTF-ULLAH (SHAMS-
UL-ULLAMAH).
MIR HAIDAR ALIL
SAIYID AZMUTH PAIRAN QADIR
AB-DUL WAHHAB.
SA.[YID}MUHAMMAD.
MUHAMMAD ABD-UL-MAJID.
GHULAM MUHI-UD-DIN.
RUKN-UD-DIN SAIYID MUHAMMAD QADIR,
SHAMS-UL- ULLAMAH)
ABD-UL-RAHIM.
MUHAMMAD M URTAZA.
MUHAMMAD MUHI-UD-DIN HUSAIN
GHULAM RASUL.
N.B.—1In Military Regnlz\tions shadi and nikah widows and offspring of commissioned officers,
nou-commisaiouod officers, goldiers, ete., are equally treated without any distinction whatever with
regard to the grant of family pensions. Under any circumstance nikah is considered a legal

marriage.
[C. No. 1736]. Petition frowm GHULAM MUHAMMAD, the ¢ reputed ”’ son of the late Muham-
mad Amin-ud-din Husain Sahib, Carnatic stipendiary, dated Srd December
1895.

A BsTRACT.—Praying that something more than the sum proposed by the Paymaster in his
case may be granted to him from the stipend of the late Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Sahib.

[C. No.f1741]. From SAIYID MUHAMMAD GHATUS, to the Chief Secretary 1o Govern-
ment, dated Triplicane, 3rd December 1895.

I the undersigned most respect.fully beg to submit, for the favourable consideration

of Government, that I was ander the service of late Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain
Khén Bahédur, a Carnatic Stipendiary member. The deceased gentleman in his life-
time gave me to understand that I being his old and faithful servant, he had included
my name in the list of those to whom he had desired the stipends to be awarded by
Government after his death and that he had made thereby sufficient provision for
my maintenance.
_ As my age has almost reached its limit, and as I am consequently too feeble and
infirm to work, I most earnestly trust that Government will be pleased to consider
my c}aims favourably and kindly grant me a stipend as it has been plcased to have
sapctioned stipend to the servants of the members of the Carnatic similarly circum-
stanced as myself. I beg to mention here below, amongst many other things, the
pames of Carnatic members whose servants have had the privilege of being granted
stipends on or alter the death of their masters :— y
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[C. No.1772.]
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1. Dilar Jang Bahadar. 8. Fazelut-un-nisd Bégam.
2. Hasam Mulk. 9. Majd-ud-daula.
3. Husain Nawdz Khdn. 10. Mother of Qadir Husain Al{ Khén.
4. Rashid-ddula. 11. Sahib Daula.
5. Itabar-ddula. 12. Wife of Narir-ul-mulk.
6. Bagar Husain Khén. 13. Abd-ul-qéddir Khdn Bahddur.
7. Saifeed-daula. 14. Nawab Ahmad-un-nisd Bégam.

SAIYID MUHAMMAD GHATUS.

Petition from AMIR ALI, son of the late Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain
Sahib, to His Excellency the Governorin Council, dated 9th December 1895,

May 1T PuEASE Your ExcerueNoy,—That memorialist is the nikahi son of the
late Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Sahib who was drawing a monthly Carnatic
pension of Rs. 300 and died on the 8th November 1895.

That memorialist’s father had much confidence in him and it was for this reason
that the deceased entrusted to him the management of the Saidapet mosque of which
he was superintendent as also of his household affairs for the past twenty years or there-
abouts.

The deceased recorded his opinion in almost all of his letters which he submitted
to the different Paymasters of Carnatic Stipends, a reference to which will prove
memorialist’s statement true.

Such being the case, memorialist begs humbly to submit that he was not recom-
mended by the Paymaster for any higher rate of allowance in compensation for his
services rendered so honestly to his deceased father, although there are instances on
record to show that children of Carnatic pensioners similarly circumstanced were
recommended for a higher rate of pension than other members of the family; to
instance a few out of many, memorialist begs humbly te quote the following examples
in support of his claim : —

(i) Mahmud Khén Bahddur was granted Rs. 25 in excess to his own brother
in virtue of his services rendered to his late mother Nawab Ahmad-un-uisdé Bégam
Sahiba—wide G.0,, No. 308, dated 17th May 1893.

(ii) Abd-ul-ghani Khin Bahddur was granted twice as much as his own brothers
by G.0., No. 231, dated 5th June 1874.

(iii) Shajee-nl-mulk was granted Rs. 10 more than his own brother by G.O.,

No. 231, dated 5th June 1874.
(iv) Nasir-ud-din was allowed Rw, 15 for services rendered as Khansama of
the late Mumtdz Bégam by G.0., No. %75, dated 12th March 1886.
Under these circumstances Your Excellency’s humble memorialist begs that he be
nted a similar indulgence as he has a large family to support, and that the allowance
of Rs. 6-6-0 recommended for him would be quite inadequate to meet their support.

For which act of charity and justice memorialist shall, as in duty bound, ever

pray.

Petition from GHULAM MUHAMMAD, step son of late Muhammad Amin-
ud-din Husain Sahib, a Carnatic pensioner of Rs. 300 a month, residing on
Ice House Road, Royapettah, Madras, to His Excellency the Governor in
Council, dated ~ 'December 1895.

MosT HUMBLY SHEWETH,—That your Excellency’s petitioner’s deceased mother
Rahmat-un-nisd Bégam Sahiba was the nikah wife of Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain
Sahib deceased. It is because she had an estate of Rs. 40,000, that the said Muham-
mad Amin-ud-din Husain Sahib made a nikah with her while your Excellency’s
petitioner was quite young. Three years after her nikah, the said Rahmat-un-nisé
Bégam died. As your Excellency’s petitioner was quite young then, your Excel

—
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lency’s petitioner’s said step-father distributed the said estate among his children, but
did ‘mot give a single pie to your Excellency’s petitioner. But your Excellency’s
petitioner’s said step father, the said Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Sahib, was
maintaining your Excellency’s petitioner as his own son.

That the said Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Sahib died on the 7th November
1895 ; and on the 27th of the same month the Paymaster of the Carnatic Stipends
submitted his report to your lxcellency regarding the distribution of his stipend
among his descendants, ete., in which he recommended your Excellency’s petitioner
for a stipend of As. 14-9, though in the said Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain
Sahib’s letters of the 10th May 1880, 16th January 1882, 5th May 1890, 7th April
1892, to the Paymaster of Carnatic Stipends it is stated that your Excellency’s
petitioner should be given an equal share with his other sons from his stipend.

That in the said report submitted by the Paymaster there is room enough to
increase the stipend of your Excellency’s petitioner, as the mother of Abd-ul-béri and
Abd-ul-ghaffar died during the lifetime of Hasan Ali (the shadi son of the deceased)
who also died during the lifetime of his father and both of these, namely, Abd-ul-béri
and Abd-ul-ghaffar, are fifth in descent from Dilawar Jung Bahadur deceased. On
behalf of these, the Paymaster’s report is quite contrary to Lord Clive’s minute.

That the said Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Sahib deceased wrote two letters
to the Paymaster, dated 16th January 1883 and 7th April 1891, in which he stated
that his four children are not nikah ones, but sometimes after he wrote a letter that
those four were nikah ones. Regarding these four too the Paymaster has submitted a
report recommending them, which is quite against Lord Clive’s minute.

That Muhi-ud-din Husain was punished twice by Police, but he too is recom-
mended for a s‘ipend.

That when the said Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain 8ahib deceased did not give
your Excellency’s petitioner any share from the estate of your Excellency’s petitioner's
mother, your Excellency’s petitioner was quite prepared in 1880 to take legal steps
against him for the recovery of his late mother’s estate. At that time the deceased
wrote and gave your Excellency’s petitioner an agreement and forwarded the same
registered to Colonel C. D. Baynes, the then Paymaster. A copy of this agreement
along with the original your Excellency’s petitioner begs to enclose herewith.

Taking the above circumstances into consideration, your Excellency’s petitioner
begs that your Excellency will be kind enough to increase your Excellency’s pefi-
tioner’s stipend, as the benevolent Government is maintaining Nawab Khurshid-un-
nis4 Bégam Sahiba, Muzhar Husain Sahib, Réhat-un-nisi Bégam and Qadirfa
Bégam from the stipends of their respective step fathers.

For which act of kindness, benevolence and charity your Excellency’s petitioner
shall, as in duty bound, ever pray.

ExcLosuREs.
True translation of the Agreement.

I, Mohammad Amin-ud-din Husain, resident of Madras, do promise and write down to
Ghulém Muhammad Miyan, my step son, that I will hereafter support you in just the same way
as | was doing in the lifetime of your deceased mother. That for your clothes, I will annually
give you Mushroo trousers. I will give Rs. 5 monthly for your own pocket expense. That [ will
never write to the Paymaster of Carnatic Stipends to cancel the letter I had already written to
him for your share from my stipend. I have written these few lines as an agreement in order
that they may be of use in future.

15th May 1880. MUHAMMAD AMIN-UD-DIN HUSSAIN.

Amir Ali ]
Ahmad Humin} Witnesses.

Petition from GHULAM MURTOOZA HUSAIN, nephew of the late Azam Ali
Sahib, residing at No. 182, Fakir Sahib Street, Jam Bazaar, Triplicane,
Madras, to His Excellency the Governor in Council, dated 9th December

1895.
SmeweTH,—That the late Fazeelath-un-nisi Bégam Sahiba during her lifetime
made in her last will in which she appointed seven persons, namely, (1) Mubammad
Acen-ud-din Husain Sahib, (2) Quadir Ali Sahib, (3) Ghulém Husain Ali sahib,
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" Petition from GHULAM MUSTAFA ALf, shadi son of late Muhammad
Amin-ud-din Husain S§hib of the Carnatic family, to Iis Excellency the
Governor in Council, dated Royapettah, Madras, 11th December 1895.

Mosr rRESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,—1That the memorialist’s father, the late Muhammad

Amin-ud-din Husain Sdhib, who was a member of the Carnatic family and was

drawing a pension of Rs. 300, was the grandson of Nawab Wallaja and the son of

Husain Muhammad, Khdn Dilliwar Jang Bahddur, whose Government pension was

Rs. 832. That on the 7th November 1895, the abovenamed Muhammad Amin-ud-dfn

Husain Sahib, your memorialist’s venerable father, breathed his last and was buried

the very next day. Accordingly application for the continuance of the pay signed by
me and by the members of the whole family was sent to the Paymaster, Carnatie
Stipends. DBut the Paymaster reported to the Government only for Rs. 200, and a
round sum of Rs. 100 was cut off from the pay. The number of the members of
family is very large and each and every one of these was maintained by Muhammad
Amin-ud-din Husain Sdhib during his lifetime.

It can be imagined to what straitened cireumstance your memorialist’s large
family and other members of the family should have been reduced by such a reduction
in the pay.

That your memorialist herein cites the reasons given in the application sent by
the Paymaster, in hope that Her Majesty the Queen’s Government will magnanimously
grant the memonrialists request, for, instances of having continued the pay almost in
full have occurred oiten and often, and your memorialist prays that the same concession
will be granted to him and his family.

The following are cases in which a nominal reduction was made and the remainder
was continued among the members after the death of the head of the family in cases,
similar to your memorialist : — 3

Husain Muhammad, Khén Dildwar J ang, who was getting Rs. 832 per mensem
was my grandfather. After his death the pay with a nominal reduction of few rupees
was continued and the family was not very large.

Turdb Ali Khdn Bahddur, who was getting Rs. 107. After his death the whole
pay was continued to the members of his family.

Taq Al B4hib the son of the nikahi wife of my grandfather, the Dildwar Jang
Bahddur was getting Rs. 60. After his death with a reduction of only Rs. 2-8-0 the
pension was continued in his family. In this case it is specially to be noted that
Taq Ali Sédhib was by a nikahi wife, only a nominal reduction was made as can be
seen in this your memorialist’s case, though his father was a shadi and legal son of
Dildwar Jang Bahddur’s and with a large family, the reduction should be so excessive
as to quite deprive the members from the bare necessity of life, for each member of
your memorialist’s father’s family has himselfa family quite enough to give them cares
as they are.

Our family has met with unfortunate reverses these few years and our circum-
stances nowadays are deplorable. ~After the death of my father’s grandmother Daulat-
un-nisé Bégam Sahiba, who was the wife of Nawab Wallaja, the whole of her pension,
amounting to Rs. 416, was stopped by the Government, although there has been legal
heirs for the same, and we the members of the same family, who ultimately would
have shared some part of the}pension of our father’s grandmother, were left without
a shadow of mercy having shown to grieve our very existence troubles and cares of
the world consequent upon the scanty means of maintenances.

It is the now the earnest request of your memorialist and the whole of the family
of .the late Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain 84hib that the Government will save from
ruins and utter destruction the children of Nawab Wallaja who willingly gave up the
whole of his dominions and also left his children in charge of the benevolent
Government, believing fully that the justice-loving Government of the Empress of
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ndia will not ruin his family and children, but shall ever keep hisldeparted spirit by
just patronage and justice in giving the deserves their due. Ever and anon during
: . all these years the spirit of our benevolent Government haye been 10 less, aige, more
I & than can have been done by any under the same position. Tt is further to be noted
that Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Séhib, your memorialist’s father during his life
times executed & will, wherein your memorialist as the son of shadi wife was made
also the head of the whole family. A copy of the same Was sent to the Paymaster.
_ Having all such eireumstances quite favourable to my caseé and having also had seen
s . cases in which heads of the family do receive remuneration more than the other

‘ members of the family as can be by the cases cited below.

1 do not for 2 moment doubt that concession same as given them shall be granted
to me. 1 do not wish to get an inerease 11 my pay by cutting off from the pension of
other members of the family bub 1 most humbly request your Excellency to grant

0

me from the money tig@t has been stopped from my father’s pension, ViZ., Rs. 100.

E , Here are below the cases in which the heads of the family have received more
N . 2 than the others :—

e (1) Muhammad Ib4d-ul-lah Khén Bah4dur, from the pay of Rashid-ud-daula,

Bahdadur. ,
w (2) Muhammad Abd-ul-ghani, Khén Bahddar, from the pay of Sikandar, Jang

Bahddur.
(3) Ghulam Abd-ul-qadir Qahib from the pay of Ttibar-ud-paula, Bahadur. .
(4) Razd Husain Sahib from Turab Ali Khén Bahadur.

’ - It can be corroborated by a reference that all these are- facts, when such are the

r matters, T hope the Government shall consider my case favourably and, as can be seen
) » from the above that the reasons cifed are quite strong save My family and me from
| the cares of the world.

4 —

Memorial from GHULAM HUSAIN AL, grandson of the late Fizalat-un-nisé

8 pp. ”9"]» Bégam Sahiba, a Government Carnatic stipendiary, and also an execufor

11} 8 a{ ; to the last will and testament of the said Fizalat-un-nisg Bégam 8ahiba,

i< | . residing at No. 9, Fakir Sahib Street, Jambazad, Madras, to His Excelleney
% % ’ the Governor in Couneil, dated 12th December 1895.

SuawETH,—That memorialist on the 99th November 1895 submitted a petition
to your Lordship prayng that the allowance of Rs. 17 received by the late Muha
Amin-ud-din S84hib 1 right of the late Tizalat-un-nisd Bégam Sahiba for the
performance of the service sonnected with the endowed property consisted of mosque
and inn, ete., a8 her executor to her last will and testament will be continued in his
name as be is the only surviving executor her surviving.

That with a view to remove the doubt a8 to who is the proper persen entitled to
receive the said allowance, petitioner prays that your Lordship in case of refusing to
comply his request as per report of the Paymaster of the Carnatic Stipends, the said
allowance may be suspended 2s petitioner 18 about to apply and obtain probate from
the High Court, Madras, in his favour as the only gurviving executor to the last will

* I "v l >
1y . S i
- 4R : Orpsr—No. 15, Political, dated 14th January 1896.

The Paymaster’s proposals are approved except that contained in patagraph 6 of
| § his letter 1n regard to the amalgamation of the present stipend of Mazhar Husain with
R - the share he will receive in the distribution of the pension of late Muhammad

i | Amin-ud-din Tusain Sghib. The latter will be disbursed to him in the form of 2
g v NUE : bonus as it falls within the limite of compulsory commutation. . :
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The Paymaster will make those members of the family who do not receive
bonuses understand clearly that the stipends now granted to them are for life only.
3. The petitioners will be referred to the Paymaster, Carnatic Stipends, who has
oceived orders on the subject of their petitions.
(True Extract.)
‘ J. F. PRICE,
Chief Seeretary.
To the Paymaster, Carnatic Stipends
Accountant-General.
Petitioners (paragraph 3 of order).

Exd.
JANUARY.
G.0.. No. 15, 14th January 1896.
Muhammad Amin-ud-din Husain Sahib’s stipend.
Approving the proposals of the Paymaster, Carnatic Stipends, for the distribution of the
continuable pension of the late —, and directing that those members of the family t
reccive bonuses be informed that the stipends now gr:m?wi to th ar only.
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