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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
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From the same officer, dated Masulipatam, £th September 1874, No. 1,513.
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Tabular Statement showing the Particulars of the Under-mentioned Yeomiak eonnected with the Masulipatam Mosque recommended to be remewed
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Prowedmgs of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
98th July 1875. *

Sumirrep for the orders of Government with referenee to thé endorsement,
dated 24th October 1874, on petition No. 2,610.
2. These papers relate to two yeommhs for religious service in the Great

Mosque at Masulipatam—one a grant of Rupees 129-14-0 attached to the office of

Khatib, and the other an allowance of Rupees 40-7-0 a-year for an inferior office
 rival claimants, viz., (1) Bisha Bibi, widow of Golab Shemﬂ' the last meumbent,
who claims on behalf of her minor son Ameer-ud-deen; (2) Syed Pacha aund (3)
Mahomed Hyat, who claim as descendants of the ongmal grantee (see annexed
genealogical table).

3.. Syed Pacha’s claim is opposed by t:he other two on the ground that his
father Fakr-ud-deen was illegitimate, and tlutt his claun was for this reason disal-
lowed on a former occasion,

4.  The occasion referred to is the dwpute a8 to succession that occurred in
1849 on the death of Syed Mahomed Dervish, when the matter was referred to the
Nawab and the Kazi of Masulipatamn. Fakr-ud-deen, who then held the office of
Tarabkhan, claimed the office of Khatib on behalf of his son Syed Pacha. Accord-
ing to the evidence recently taken and submitted with the Collector’s last letter,
the claim was rejected because Fakr-ud-deen’s illegitimacy had been proved aund
admitted at the inquiry held by the Nhwab and the Kazi. The Board observe that

in the report on the result of that inquiry there is not a word about the alieged P
Lo __ illegitimacy, but on the eontrary there is a distinet recognition of the e
~ right of Fakr-ud-deen and his heirs, The report shows that Syed Pacha was then 2yt

passed over baceuse he was o0 young (fifteen years) and otherwise mcompet.enf
and it contains a recommendation that, on the occurrence of future vacancies,
Fakr-ud-deen’s heirs should be appointed if found qualified. This is wholly incon-
sistent with the assertion that Fakr-ud-deen’s illegitimacy was then proved and
admitted, and clearly ahows that the evldanee recenﬂy hken by the Collector is
false. .

. 8, The next point to be canu&ered is whaoh of the tﬁm clalmauts ‘has the
best right to the office. In regard to the first, Ameer-ud-deen, it is ohserved that his
father Golab Sheriff, the last mcumbent had no hereditary claim to the office. He
was the brother of his predecessor’s wxdow, and was appointed, on the recommend-
ation of the Nawab and Kazi, because he was compotent to discharge the duty and
was acceptable to the community. In these circumstances, his son’s claim seems
inadmissible. A reference to the genealogical table shows that 'syed Pacha’s claim
is preferable to that of Mahomed Hyat. The former isa lineal descendant in
the male line of the original grantesx eldeat son, while the latter is the son of a
femule descendant of the original grantee’s second son. :

6. It seems doubtiul whether Syed Pacha is coupetent to dlsvharge the duties

of the oflice (see Collector’s letter, dated 27th October 1874), bat the Board do not

* consider this of mach importance, as he can employ a competent substitute, They

accordingly recommend that the allowance of Rupees 129-14-0 per snnuin be

continncd to Syed Pacha, If Government approve of this proposal, the grant of

Rupees 40-7-0 a-year lately held by Fakr-ud-deen should be continued to his second
_son Meer Shahab-ud-deen—aide tabular statement above recorded.

called Tarabkban. The right of succession to the former is disputed _by three .
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" Read again Board's Proceedings, dated 26th anuary 1875, No. 171.
o - Read also the follamng papers :— : P :

4

' From G. D. LEMAN, Esq., Collector of the Kistna District, to H. E STOKES
Esq., Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenae, dated Masnhpatam, Sth

: March 1875, No. 326. » 5 3 :
I mave the honor to reply to Board’s Proceedmgs, No. 171, dated %6th
~ January 1875.

2. Thatthe evidence that induced me to the opinion that Syed Fakr-nddeen

was illegitimate was that of all the four thneases that I exammad It m af
~ course hearsay, but at this distance of time ¢ <
Puhn was. unable to produce any rebnttmg e'ndenue. 'l‘he prohabilsity

-..au

n§ |

wumeMymmMofhuhungbunpmdm+

lxkquxfﬂzmever M"sa@yh@glm‘ eyelon
dldnoththﬁw qu ? €
Nawab Suo Motu.

Excrosuss No. 1.~Petition.

Q‘ N i - Excrosus No. 2.~Btatements of Witnesses.
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From the same officer, dated Maulipatam, 9th September 1874, No. 1,513,

Tabular Statement showing the Particulars of the Undermentionel Yeomiak connected with the Masulipatam Mo:que recommended {o be rencwed

in th: Kistna Disirict.
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SypmiTTaD for the orders of Government with reference to the endorsement,
dated 24th October 1874, on petition No. 2,610.

2. These papers relate to two yeomiahs for religious service in the Great
Mosque at Masulipatam—one a grant of Rupees 120-14-0 attached to the office of
Khatib, and the other an allowance of Rupees 40-7-0 a-year for an inferior office
called T, The right of succession to the former is disputed by three
ri i 2., (1) Bisha Bibi, widow of Golab Sheriff, the last incumbent,
who elaims on behalf of her minor son Ameer-ud-deen; (2) Syed Pacha and (3)
Mabomed Hyat, who claim as descendants of the original grantee-—'(see annexed
genealogical table).

3. Syed Pacha’s claim is opposed by the otiier two on the groumi that his
father Fakr-ud-deen was illegitimate, and that his claim was for this reason disal-
lowed on a former occasion.

4. 'The occasion referred to is the dispute as to succession that occurred in
1849 on the death of Syed Mahomed Dervish, when the matter was referred to the
Nawab and the Kazi of Masulipatam. Fakr-ud-deen, who then keld the office of
Tarabkhan, claimed the office of Khatib on behalf of his son Syed Pacha. Accord-
ing to the evidence recently taken and submitted with the Collector’s last letter, .
the claim was rejected because Fakr-ud-deen’s illegitimacy had been proved and
admitted at the inquiry held by the Nawab and the Kazi. The Board observe that
in the report on the result of that inquiry there is not a word about the alleged
illegitimacy, but on the contrary there is a distinct recognition of the hereditary
right of Fakr-ud-deen and his heirs, The report shows that Syed Pacha was then -
passed over because he was too young (fifteen years) and otherwise incompetent,
and it contains’ & recommendation that, on the occurrence of future vacancies,

Fakr-ud-deen’s heirs should be appointed if found qualified:— This is wholly incon-

sistens with the assertion that Fake- nd!dqens illegitimacy was then ﬁioved and
admitted, and clearly shows that the evidence recently taken by the Oaﬂator 18

falsgy,,. M‘.

ce. He

mmend-
duty and
seems

is preferable to that of Mahomed m mWendant in
the male line of the original grantee's eldes lon, while the latter is the son of a,

female descendant of the original grantee’s second son.

was acceptab

6. Itseems doubtful whether Syed Pacha is competent to discharge the dutxeuﬁ

~of the office (see Collector’s letter, dated 27th October 1874), but the Board do not
consider this of much importance, as he can employ a competent substitute. They
accordingly recommend that the allowance of Rupees 129- 14-0 per annum be

continued to Syed Pacha. If Government approve of this proposal, the grant of
Rupees 40-7-0 a-year lately held by Fakr-ud-deen should be continued to his second

son Meer Shahab-ud-deen—vide tabular statement above recorded.
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Acting Secretary.

8 Proceedings,

7th January and 220d December 1823,

of G. O,

t,
suuary 1875, No. 171, Petitions

,» and statements of witnesses to be returned.
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payment of the arrears be sanctioned _

column 12 of the tabular re

» No. 1,329, will be furnished to the Collector as req

dated 2

WW...}A.... &, ra

(True Copies and Extract.)

dated Gth November 1850, and Board’

TR

%

——

Nos, 1,925 and 2,000 of 1874

with copy of Board's Proceedings, dated 26th J
Copy to the Collector of the Kistna District, with copi

7. The Board also recommend that

as proposed by the Collector.
8. Copies of the orders referred to in

7th August 1874

To the Acting Secretary to Government, Revenue Departmen
|

Exd. J. W. Fischer.
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From G. D. LEMAN, Esq., Collector of the Kistna District, to J. GROSE, Esq.,
Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Masulipatam, 27th October
1874, No. 1,738.

Ix reply to the Board’s endorsement on petitions (returned) Nos. 1,740 and
1,925 of 1874, 1 have the honor to report that the inquiry I have madeleads me to
the helief that the allegation of Mahomed Hyot that Syed Pacha’s grandmother
was not married to his grandfather, is true.

2. 'The matter was, however, not mentioned in the first inquiry I made,
although I was then endeavouring to find out why Syed Pacha’s father, Syed
¥Fakruddeen, was passsed over on the death of Syed Daryish. . :

3. The present inquiry shows that it was in consequence of his ignoranc;
and illegitimacy, and that, apparently in 1850, an inquiry was made by the then
Nawab of Masulipatam, in which the latter was proved, and that be himself
admitted he was illegitimate.

4. Syed Pacha alleges himself to be incapable of rebﬁting the evidence of
the illegitimaey. I do not really think that the matter is any bar to his doing his
duties properly or to his taking the appointment ; but there is great difference of
opinion among the Mussulmen hete; and, of course, there is a rivalry among
them to get the man they want. : ' :

5. He is not a scholar, and therefore his office is done by a deputy.

Excrosure No. _l.—Petition.

1}

From the same officer, dated Masulipatam, 12th December 1874, No. 2,034,

1874, No. 2,610, T have the honor to refer you to my letter to the Board of
Revenue, dated 27th October 1874, No. 1,738, and to my tabular statement, dated
7th August 1874, No. 1,329, containing the information required by the Govern-
ment endorsement,

Tx xoturaing tha-enclosed endarsement of Government, dated 24th October

————

Excrosure No. 1.—Petition.

Tue first point to be determined in this case} is whether Syed Pacha's fafher,
Fakruddeen, was illegitimate and on that ground excluded on a former oceasion
from the office of Khatib, as asserted by the rival claimants Mahomed Hyot and
Bisha Bi. & -

" 2. The Collector says the present inquiry shows that sueh js the case, and
that, in an inquiry held in 1850 by the Nawab of Masulipatam, the illegitimacy
was proved and admitted.

Ny i

establish illegitimacy.

and report. This is no doubt the inquiry referred to by the Collector. In the
report of the Nawab and Kazi there is not a word about Fakruddeen’s illegitimacy,

* but, on the contrary, there is a good deal in support of his hereditary right to the

office, which is inconsistent with his supposed illegitimacy, It appears from the
report that the office of Khatib was successively held by Fakruddeen’s great grand-
father, Syed Mahomed Darvish, his grandfather, Syed Mayatulla, and his father,
Syed Muhi-ud-din, and the latter was succeeded by his cousin Syed Abdulia, not
on account of Syed Fakruddeen’s illegitimagy as now stated by the Collector, but
because the latter was then absent and employed as a sepoy in the army. Syed
Abdulla was succeeded by his son Syed Mahomed Darvish, on whose death without
issue in 1849 the dispute @s to suvcession was referred to the Nuwab and Kazi. -
They distinctly admitted the hereditary right of Syed Fakruddeen’s son, Meer

Pacha, to the office, but they rejected his claim on that occasion because he was too

young (fifteen years) and otherwise incompetent. They suggested the appoint-
ment of Galab Sheriff, brother-in-law of Syed Mahomed Darvish, as he Was compe-
tent to discharge the duty and was accoptable to the community. At the same
time, however, recognizing Fakruddeen’s hereditary claim, they recommended as
jugt and reasonable that on the occurrence -pf future vacancies his heirs shou_lg._!,p
appointed if found qualified. ‘ o
4, As this report of the inquiry held in 1849 is wholly iné?psisténf with the
Collector’s statement in regard to the illegitimacy of Syed Fakruddeen as being
then proved and admitted, he is requested to explain the apparent discrepancy,
and to state on what recent evidence he has arrived at the conclusion that Fak-
ruddeen was illegitimate. The Board observe that under Mohamedan law the
presnmption is in favor of legitimacy, and very strong evidence is required to

e

S . (A true Copy and Extract) : s
! iS5t ~ (Signed) ~H. E. STOKES,

ok : % Acting Secretary,

To the Collector of the Kistns District, with two petitions, to be returned. ;

Rk ks K

3. The records of this office show that on the death of Syed® Mahomed o
Darvish in 1849, there was a dispute in ’ h
regard to sueccession to the office of
Khatib. The chief claimants. were Syed Fakruddeen on behalf of his son Meer ¢
Pacha (the present Syed Pacha), and Galab Sheriff the late incumbent. The
matter was referred to the Niwab of Masulipatam and the town Kasi for inguiry

* Letter from Collector, dated 20th May 1850,

- el b

Ezd. W. H, French.
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