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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
14th February 1865.

rerrrrard

8.— Recommendation of the Collector and the grounids on which it is made,

1. An allowance of 14 Annas per day was, in 1789, granted by the Nabob Wallajah to the
three persons named in column 3, as remuneration for certain services to be performed at the
Mosque in Nabobpett attached to Nellore. .

2. Syed Gulam Imam, one of these three, died on the 5th November 1816, and his share of
the Yeomiah, amounting to Rupees 5-10-0 per month, at 3 Annas per day, was continued to bis
gon, Abdul Rahim, under the Order of Government, dated 26th June 1819.

3. On the demise of the said Abdul Rahim his allowance was, under Extract from Minutes of
Consultation, dated 27th July 1847, No. 840, registered in the name of his widow, Fatima Saiba,

" who is reported to hate died on 7th November 1863, leaving a daughter, Lalbi, who has three
"minor sons and a daughter named in column 7.

4. Previous to her demise, Fatima Saiba presented an Urzi, No. 821, requesting that her
Yeom'ah might be registered in the name of Mahomed Jaffer Saib, eldest son of her daughter
Lalbi, and afterwards Lalbi likewise addressed an Urzi, No, 923. One Syed Usman Alli having
also in Urzi, No. 1,193, laid claim to a third of this allowance for himself, and to the remaining

- two-thirds on behalf of his brother, Jivanalli, the matter was referred to the Town Sub-Magistrate

of Nellore for inquiry and report.

5. From the report of the said officer, dated 29th Decemrber 1863, No. 4, and its enclosures
it appears that Syed Usman Alli claims only a third of Fatima Saiba’s pension, and admits the
right of Lalbi to the remainder.

6. As will be seen from paragraph 2 of letter to the Board of Reveaue, dated 22nd February
1847, No. 9, the service required from the holder of the Yeomiah in question is that of announcing
the time of prayers, cleaning the Mosque, and lighting the lamps; the grant of Rupees 5-10-0,
being apportioned at Rupees 3-12-0 per montb, or two Annas per day for service, and Rupees
1-11-0, or one Anna per day for oil.

7. Syed Usman Alli's claim for one-third of the disputed share, or the remuneration for
lightirg at one Anna per day, is set up on the following grounds :—

First.—That an allowance of three Annas per day for “ Jadkush,” or sweeping the Mosque,
and one Anna per day for * Telchirak,” or lighting the lamps, amounting in the aggregate to four
Annas per day was, durirg the Mahomedan Government, allowed to his uncle, Syed Yadully, and
continued to his father, Syed Imdatally, afierwards.

Second.—That some years ago, his father being obliged to go to Madras to recruit his health,
entrusted the sweeping seivice to himself and the task of lighting the lamps to Abdul Rahim,
husband of Fatima Saiba.

Third.—That before Lis father returned from Madras Abdul Rahim died, and the allowance
for oil was inadvertently registered in the name of his widow, Fatima Saiba,

Fourth.—That Abdul Rshim continued to pay him the balance remaining afier deducting
the acrual expenditure iicurred out of the grant for oil.

Fifth.—That his father on returning from Madras obtained from Fatima Saiba a written
agreement for the payment of oil grant.

Sixth.~That Fatima Saiba having violated the condition of the said agreement, bis father
sued ler, and obtained a judicial award against ber.

Seventh.—That afterwards Fatima Saiba continued the payment to bis father and to himself
on Lis demise. ' e

Eighth.—That Farima Saiba discontinued the payment six months before her death, but that
he continued to make the demand, and performed the lighting service up to ten or eleven days
before the date of his deposition before the Sub-Magistrate, viz., 11th December 1863 ’

8. The aggregate amount of pension of fuurtcen Annas per day appears to have been divided
into thiee shaies among the three perscns, Sycd Hudrutally, Syed Gulam, aud Syed Yadully
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
14th February 1865,

pamed in cclumn 3. The share of the first of these is given at eight Annas per day and of the
other two at three Annas each.
9. Syed Yadully and his brother Syed Imdatally, through whom Syed Usman Alli claims,

i drew only at the rate of three Annas per day, and not at four Annas ss alleged by Syed Usman

Alli, whose name was likewise registered for Rupees 5-10-0 per month in the Order of Govern-
ment, dated 5th November 1857, No. 1,131.

10. When Abdul Rahim was registered, Syed Imdatally laid claim for the pension under
consideration ; but bis claim was disallowed, and the entire share continued to the former, (vide
Statement No. 1, submitted to Board on 9th January 1819, Case No. 5,) and Fatima Saiba inherited
her husband’s pension, and nothing more. It is thus clear that Syed Usman Alli's first and third
allegations are entirely unfounded. .

11. From Arzi No. 36, dated 8th November 1864, submitted by the Tahsildar of Nellore

1 Talook, it appears that the service, including the supply of oil, is being performed on behalf of
“ Lalbi from the time of Fatima Saiba’s death, and Syed Usman Alli himself admits that from
December 1863, it is not performed by him. .

¢ 12. The question which remains to be considered is, who performed the service of lighting
" belore Fatima Saiba’s death, and whether, as alleged by Byed Usman Alli, apy payments were
t made to bim or to his father for oil.

i
¢

13. The witnesses depose in favour of their respective parties, and the Town Sub-Magistrate

before whom they were examined, states that the witpesses of Syed Usman Alli cannot be relied
; on, inasmuch as they are not persons who frequeﬁt the Mosque, and, therefore, not likely to
i know who performed the service of lighting. Syed Usman Alli filed an unauthenticated document
‘ be a copy of a decree passed by the Mufti in No. 12 of 1844 adjudging Fatima
But he failed to

LR

-

*. purporting to
! Saiba to pay to Syed Imdatally the expenditure incurred in lighting the lamps.

. file the written agreement referred to in the fifth clause, and as the records of the alleged suit

are not available, it is scarcely possible to ascertain the nature and circumstances of the case,

‘ _which are not fully stated in the copy produced by Syed Usman AllL

14. Admitting, for the sake of argument, that Syed Usman Alli and his father lighted the

: lamps, and that they were paid for doing so by Fatima Saiba, as the decree, if genuine, would

seem to establish, the question still remains whether the lamps were lighted on behalf of Fatima
: Saiba, who was thus.liable to pay for it, or whether, as alleged by Syed Usman Alli, his father
entrusted the task to her, and obtained from her the balance of the grant after deducting the
t egpenditure.
g 15. The registry of the entire share in the name of Fatima Saiba, transmitted to her from

{ the original grautee, and the unfounded allegations of Syed Usman Alli to the contrary, naturally

7 lead to the conclusion that the pension under notice should be registered in the names of Fatima
* Saiba’s representatives, leaving the latter (Syed Usman Alli) to recover from them any amount,

. if Que by virtue of any private contract for the arrangement of service in the Mosque, by means

'
\

~ of a Civil Suit as his father is stated to have done.

- 16. As the service is kept up, and as Lalbi’s request appears reasonable in the absence of
- any better claimants, the Collector begs to recogmend that Fatima Saiba’s pension be coutinued
to Mahomed Jafler Saib alluded to on the usual condition of service, and the arrears, amounting

to Rupees 67-8-0, from November 1863 to October 1864 Loth inclusive, be disbursed. )
17. The delay in the disposal of this case may be explained thus, The records of the local
officers were received at the beginning of this year. DBut the Jummahbundy work, which com-
menced about that time, prevented this being taken up at once. And subsequently the death of
'the late Serishtadar, and the time which lapsed before the appointment of the present incumbent
was sanctioned by the Board also caused some delay. The information contained in the above
did not clearly shew whether the service was kept

records being incomplete, inasmuch as they
Nellore Talook on the subject, was received on the

or not, the final report from the Tahsildar of
10th instant.
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
14tk February 1865,

1. Submitted for the orders of Government.

o, Under the circumstances stated by the Collector, the Board support his recommendation
that the service Yeomiah share, amounting to Rupees 5-10.0, reported on by him, be registered
in the name of Mahomed Jafler Saib, grandson of the deceased. .

8. The Yeomiah being for service in a Mosque might have been registered at once by the
Collector under the Board's Circulars, dated 3rd September 1861, No. 4,762, and 4th February
1864, No. XII, and reported for the confirmation of the higher authorities, bat as it was claimed
by more than one party, and as the Collector appears to have entertained doubts as to the
rightful claimant, he properly reported the case for orders,

4. One year’s arrears from Ist November 18G3 to 31st October 18G4, amounting to Ru-
pees G7-8-0, are due, and will be paid by the Collecctui v the person in whose name the share may

be registered.

No. 2CS. ORrDER THEREON, 14th February 1865, No. 310.

Under the circumstances stated, the Government grant sanction
for the service Yeomiah share of Rupees 5-10-0 per mensem, enjoyed
by the late Fatma Sahiba, being registered in the name of her

grandson Mahomed Jaffer Sakib.

YR T (Tiue Extract.)

Miscellaneous.

Under Secretary to Gorernment.

To the Board of Revenue.
,, the Accountant General.
» the Civil Paymaster,

Exd. S. T. Augustin.

-
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1 Saiba’s representatives, leaving the latter (Sied Usmin Alli) to recover from them any amount, if

-4

) T h RN N ~ .

.10. When Abdul Rahim was registered, Syed Iedatally l?rl-lkc\e;m for the pension under
consideration ; but bis claim was disallowed, and the entire shaie continued to the former, (vide
Statement No. 1 submitied to Beard on Oth January 1819, Case No. 5,) and Fatilina Saiba inherited

_her husband’s pension, and nothing more, It is thus clear that Syed Usman Alli’s first and shird
allegations are entircly unfounded. ’ ® ‘

11, ~From a -zi No. 26, dated 8th Noveraber 1861, submitted by the Tahsildar of Nellore

4 Taluk, it appears that the service, including the supply of oil, is being performed on behalf of Laiti

from the time of Fatima Saiba’s death, and Syed Usman Alli himseif admits that from Decewber
1863 it is not performed by him.

12. The question which remains to be considered is, who performed the service of lighting
before Futima Saiba’s death, and whither,ns alicgcd by Syed Usman Alli, any peyments were mad»
to Lim or to his father fcr cil,

- - - >

13, The witnesses depose in fivour of their respective partics, and the Town Sub-Magistrate
. before whom they were examined, states that the witnesses of Syed Usman Alli cannot be relied
on inastuuch as they are not persons who frequent the Mosque, and, therefore, not likely to know

. who performed the scrvice of lighting,  Syed Usmam Alli filed an unauthenticated document pur-

- porting to be a copy of a decree passed by the Mufii in No. 12 of 1814 adjudging Fatima Saiba

“ to pay t'o Syed Lmdatally the expenditure incurred in lighting the lamps.  DBut he failed to file

- the writlen agreement referred to in the fifth clause, and as the records of the alleged suit are not
available, it is scarcely possible to ascertain the nature and circamstances of the case, which are not
fully stated?in the copy produced by Syed Usman Alli,” -

- 14. Admiting, for the sake of argument, that Syed Usman Alli and his father lighted the
lamps, and that they were paid for deing so by Fatima Saiba, as the deerce, if genuine, wou!ld scem
t»o establish, the question still remains s\'hctﬁxer the lamps were lighted on behalf of Fatima Saiba,
wbo was thus liable to pay for it, or whether, as alleged by Syed Usman Alli, his futLer entrusted
the task to her, and obtained frqm her the balance of the grant after deducting the expenditure.

. 1 15 The regishry of thevertire slare inthe name of Fatima Soila tsmemitted to Ler from

the original grantee, and the unf{ounded allezations of Sycd Usman Alli to the contrary, natarally
lead to tle conclusion that the pension under notice should be registered in the names of Fatima

_ due b?' virtue of any private contract for the arrangewment of service in the Mesque, by means of a
Civil Suit as his father is stated to have done. e e : o

16. As the service is kept up, and as Lalbi’s request appear's reasonable in the a{)sence of any
better claimants, the Collector begs to reccnmend that Fatima Saibad’s pension be: continuld te
Mahomed ngife}' Saib aliuded to on the usual condition of service, and the arrears, amountinz to
Rupees 67-8-0, from November 1253 to October 186+ both'inclusive, be disbursed, }

17, The delay in the ‘disposz}l‘of this cas2 may be explaived thus.  The records of the local
officers were received at the beginning of this year. Bt the Jummahbundy work, which commenced
about that time, prevented this heing taken up at once. And six’quq:lendy the death of the late
Seiishtwlar, and the time which lapsed tefore the 2ppointment of the present incumbent was
sanctioned by the Board also caused some delay. The information contained in the above records

f being incomplete, inasmuch as they did not clearly show whether the service was kept or not, tte

firal report from the Tabsildar of Nellore Taluk on the subject, was received on the 10!k instapt
- . ey W N ) o

1. Submitted for the orders of Governrgégﬁ;?
#7 . 2 Under the circumstances stated by t‘ile Collector, the Board support his reconcmendation
¢ that the service Yeomiah share, amouuting &o,gihﬁees 3-10-0, reported on by bLim, be registered in
the nawe of Mahomed Juffer Saib, grandson of“; he deceased,

3. 'The Yeomiali being for service in a Mosque might have been registered at once by the
bl )

Collector under the Daard’s Circulars, dated“@urd September 1861, No, 4,762, aud 4th February
1864, No. XII, and reported for the conlrmation of the Ligher authorities, but as it was clajmed
by more than one party, and as the Collector hppears to have entertained doubts as to the rightful

- . &
claimant, he properly reported the case for crders.
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: 4. One year’s arrears from 1st November 1863 to 31st October 1564, amounting to Rupees !
; 67-8-0, are due, and will be paid by the Collector to the person in whose name the share may be ;
registered. S»

(A true Copy and Extract.) ; ! /;‘

' Sub-Secretary.
To J. D. Sim, Esq., Secretary to Government, R, D. -

Copy to J. W. B, Dykes, Esq., Collector of Nellore. s ]
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