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Monday, the 20th day of July 1925.

PRESENT :—A. ]. CURGENVEN EEOUIR B B Scl i1 @) S

Sesswns Judgc.

‘Sessior;s Case No. 17 of 1925.

(Prelihainér"y Register Case No. 1 of 1925 on the file of the Second Class Magistrate,
Nuzvid, committed by M. R. Ry., M. V. Rama Rao Naidu).

Nq_-‘ne of the prisoner :— ,Madamanchi Ramamma — Defended by Mr. T. N

' Krishnarao, B. A., B. L., pleader appointed by Court.
'Oﬁ'.erzce — '  Murder under Sec, 302 1. P, C.

Names ‘ah’d Castes of Assessors:--1. M. R. Ry, Vadde Suryanarayana (Kamma).
: \ i iz " Kanukolanu Gangarao (Brahmin).

39 9  Silikoti - Sitaramayya (Pédmasali),. {

s dn 4 Vgtea Gidda Bhashyakarlu (Vysya)

olal Ist and 4th Assessors :—Guilty.
: PYies o i 2nd and 3rd Assessors :—Not guilty.

FEinding of the pudge:— Guilty under Sec. 302 1. P. C.

Sentence :— Transportation for,life.

\

This case coming on for trlal on the 17th and 18th daya of July 1925 and havmg
stood over to this day for conmdbratlon, the Court delivered the following

JUDGMENI

The aCCUSed Ramamma, a girl aged 16 yearS, is charged with the murder of a
‘vChlld of 11 named S 1tamahalakshmamma by throwmg her into a well.

2 mhe deceased bltamahalakshmamma was the daughter of a widow (P Ww. 3),
thh whom 'md‘her two half- brothers she lived in I\rlshnavaram villdge. The child
was marr.ed shortly before the occurrence, and was then given several valuable gold
ornaments, which,! with some other ornaments previously possessed, she was in the
‘hablt of wearmg The evidence of the girl’s mother and of one' of the half- brothers,
: ’vlraraghavayya (P W. 5), shows that at about 8 A.M., on the day of OCCurrence' :
i 29th March ) the accused, who is a Kamma like themselves and lives opposite, called
for Sitamahalakshmamma, as she had often done. before, to go with her to the easmg-
~ground. The child was at the time wearing all her ornaments, The scene of occur-

're’nce with its surroundmga, is shown in the Sub Inspector’s plar, hxhxblt )0 The
‘well in queatlon lies about a furlong to the west ofithe village, on the further side of a
tobecco held which was at the time under crop, except a small portion to, the uorih
which does not concern us. The well is circular and about 20 feet n dlamet\,r About
half of its circumference is occupled by the maaonry structure of a picotta; the remaln-;
i der is ﬂuah with the ground The surface of the water was about 20 feet b low ground,

”la(relo | i
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3. Nor do I see any reason to doubt the evfdepce that two of the deceased girl’s

‘ ormaments were found within a few yards of where she was caught by P. W. 4. The

fact is mentioned in the Triune Officer’s report, Exhibit B,

and is spoken to by a
number of witnesses—P. Wis.

CANTLS 00 Ml evidence is indirectly supported by that
of the mother and brother th
)

by the fact that théy were m

~:‘a.ccused says that she was be

at the girl was wearing these ornaments that morning, and
issing when the body was taken from the well. The

aten by the villagers in an attempt to make her confess,

and this is borne out by the Sub Taspector’s statement that when he searched her before

hree stripes apon her back. .Probably they
tried to make her reveal what she had done with th :

th

putting her in the lock-up he found two or t

e'jewels; and the effort failing,
<y were searched for and found as described by the witnesses.

ot of a"céused, but there is doubt :
i acéhsed : throw ti‘ler fohla 6. There is some furiher evidence relating to the recoy
B '-foi16WS thé . ‘sou.:t'hem Cartin PR E ment, M. O. III, which is a necklace of gold francs. Rather
-'mwarzdys:: her and intercepted her at

he arm and asked her why she had

ery of the third orna-

inadvisedly the accused

was kept in custody throughout the night at the well,—in the charge of village servants

and others until midnight, and thereafter in charge also of a constable, whom the Sub
by : : : . ; Inspector stationed there on ariiy: Ik
‘that she had fallen e . He cried” - /8 ) ? % U

lak“sy mamrﬁ,a{ into the well, and while he was = : : : #ite Phcerfabelp wacch

ame from the village. A party went on to' the

d=d and got the child out. She was just alive,

. post mortem examination shows that death was
;qé; h.nd a_rrivéd,‘. and noticed that. the three

a 'ht'ei;- had been wearing wers xmssmg from the

er, who was amongst those wio had come, questioned accused,

P.W. 9, anex-Madiga Christian, was told off by the
» and his evidence is that in the course of tie night, he persu-

&
aded the accused to tell him where she bad thrown the missing necklace. From her des-

cription of the place it was recovered from the ditch which borders the tobacco field

only a few yards from where the other two articles were found, For all thg_t appears, it

. might easily have been found there on a search, without the help of such information,

supports the story, T am not satisfied that the

and although another witness (P. W. 8)

Infermation was really obtained,
as tiien made and two of the ornaments, a mangala-

) ,v;erg fb@n&;‘uﬂdgf,the to.liac‘-coxplants 420r.5 : ; : 7
he_aqcusgd,.,o;, as some of the witnesses say and

Although the case depends upon acceptaiice of the single eye-witness’s state-

ments, I consider that it is proved beyond all reasohable doubt. The fact that he is

, .‘acc'“é?d Was ?i.“ir‘?g when they first saw h‘?"a;'f‘ related to the deceased girl is no reason why he should falsely incriminate the accused;

tate ‘?;nt '~‘hgfbjrg;-.t-his,.'(§9urt,‘ admits that asshe

and that he made his accusation within a very short time after
3 and-i‘c:i:u‘ght her, sayiog that she

the act was committed
is shown by the fact that the child was sti]l alive when tak

en’ out of the well. His
ied out and several persons came.

evidence is supported by that which shows that the two girls went out of the village to-

gether that morning, and were seen together later on near the well; it isalso supported

,By the circumstances in which the two ornaments, M, Os. I and II, were found, It is

. impossible to avoid the conclusion that it is true, -
8. Two of the assessors would find the accused guilty,

and two ot guilty.
Agreeing with the former, I cenvict her of mutder,

under Sec. 302 I, P. C. She is

little more than a child, and the case is therefore obviously one for the infliction of the

minor penalty.‘ I centence her to transportation for life.

N

20th July 1925, | L

(5d). A1, CURGENVEN,
b 80 Sessions Judge,




1X 4 Painiof sﬂ%er mattelu.
X. Three gold k\ppelu.

XI. Pair of 511ver anklets.

XII. Pair of silver golusulu.

XIII. Gold mangalasutram. o
XIV. Kutikantu of black beads with a half-'sovereign set with a red stene.

]

XV. Broken pieces of glass bangles.

Note :—The accused is committed to the Central Jail, Rajalimundry.

(True copy).
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» IN THE BIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS e

Thursday, the fifth day of November,

4
1y

Ore thousand nine hundred and twenty fis

Present -

The Haungurable Mr. Justice Devadoss, e K i ' :
& nid

The Houourable Mr. Justiiee Waller. : :

Criminal Avpeal Npo« 408 of BRE 1925,

&

Mademenchi Reomemma:, Anaes Agellant .y il Prisoner) .

Apvesl. againet the JTugment of thelQourti ofiSescion of

the Kietne Divicien in Cage MNoue 17 of the Calendar’ fop 1925.

Thig Avpeal com for hearing on Tuesday 'the &rd

Qo

day of Npverber 1925 aud to-day &nd Counsglgnot/apvearing on

e &

benalf 'of the Apopellant, upon perusing the Petitior of Appeal

£

5 1 «

and the record of the evidence and proceedings before the

Court of Sececion and upon hearing the-argumentg of the Publie

o

Prosecutor: on:belialf of the»Ofown'the Court delivered the

following e el SR G e o g

]

.

j

Jou.0ce mee n ti=, The Aofe

TEant vhas been Ydonvidted “of

murder and eentenced to transvortation for life by the .

Sessdons Judee of Kistna. . The:Avpellant, a pirl who has

&iven ner epe as 14, took another girl of eleven ard robbed

her Qfgher Jewels and vushed hewy into a well. Thig was
witnessed by P.W. 4'who wag dbouf the place at the time and

ghe was caughf end charged with having vuched the girl into the
well and some of' the jewele were.traced 10 her vossession.
There is no doubt thet the apoellant pushed the girl inte

the Wéll and thereby committed murder. The learﬂed Seszione
Judge hag carefully considered the evidence and we gee no

reagon to differ from his finding. Ve therefore confirm

the conviction and sentence.
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The Avnellant gave her age as 14 but the
Judge seems to think that cshe dis 16, Whether
or 16, we think that a gi*l g€ this age should not. be

made to herd Wlth conf;:medlfelono ard she ghould be
i ~i i3 ALY 48 f X 5N

kept from morai as well as?bhwkical contamination, sgo

[ 7 4 B

there may be a ch aﬁoe‘of“her belnp re claimed. The

>i s R
]earnpd Publlc on~ecutor hag drawn our attention to a
noﬁificatiQﬂuhy.the Government and from t le see that

the Children's. hot has.melt-heen externded to the Kistna

District. We wouldusudgest/the Govermment that a girl

of this ageishould:notidbe shut up in jail for 14 years

and we hove thatietedt Wwill 'be €HEn to kéep sueh youthful

e
"m"\
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offenders away from Javl, Wnere_they are llkely to Jesrm by

"M
2 A

'rig Juﬂ@e“b?'Ki”f . Divicion at Wasullnatam
in dumlicatefor ccmﬂﬁnicatlo o 'the
(with records) :
District Mawlﬁtrate of Kintna throup% the
Jud ge

Chlef Sewuﬁﬁary tlg: ﬁmnxxnmxmx theGovérmment of
‘ M a d r a s W1tn a COVE?}Hg‘}ettev

Proldot e sl

bosuoas adf o bhsnaed

g

Hapurt 5

£ 7 S

4

i sk i Y A

EOROORES T R, W
5




h

s

6.

(@) Docaments used in evidence —

ENDEX.

: AT MASULIPATAM.
Sessiens Case No. 17 of 1925.

-ESeri'a]‘ : Description of paper.
vz Ne: ‘
: 1. The eharge-
2. The pléa. of the accused.—

1. Madamanchi Ramamma .

g

Record of oral evidence for f)roseoution.-—

Lst Vwiﬁness\ Mr, P Narasimha Rao Naidu

N THE OCURT OF SESSIONS, KISTNA DIVISION

s
1

3 2nd i Mr M Naraya.na.ﬁnurti
Sudp or Anne Sasilekamma ...
4th , Anne Venkataratnam alias

: i ~ Rattayya .. A
th e Anne Viraraghavayya
6th vy wArza Gangajya;_ .
7th ,, Prattipati Kamayya ...
8th ,,‘ ‘ Potru.Ramanujulﬁ e &
9th ,  Pulipaka Venkadu ...

,l/Oth‘ ks Koneru Viraraghavayya
1ith ,, Ghanta Venkata Ratnam oee
12th ;' Mukku Sri Ramnka ¢ o

Examiﬁation of avoused ,—

~ 1. Madamanchi Ramamma B A

11008 % 0 .
(a) Judge’s notes of Madamanchi Ramamma.

Exhibits.—

(For prosecution),

A Post-mor.temk certificate

# 5. Record of oral evidence for dgféneel;-None.

Report from P.-W., 7 to the Police at

; Viravali - ... ves
: f-} Report from P.W. 7 to the 8. 8. Ma-
. gistrate, Nuzvid 5

C = Inquest Report -

Page.

10
12
1.

17
19
20
21

23

25

26
27
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Q’i;;rge.
IN THE COURT OF fESSIONS, KISTNA DIVISION
AT MASULIPATAM.
Sessions Case No 17 of 1925,
I, A J . Curgenven Esq., B. So., 1.C.S, Sessions Judge, Kistna

bDivision, Magulipatam, hereby charge you Madamanchi Ramamma,

as follows :—

That you, on or about the 2?th day of March 1925 at Krishna-
varam committed murder by intentionally causing the death of
Sitamahalakshmamma, By throwing ']‘ier’i[‘l.to a well, and thereby com-
mitted an offence punishé.ble un{der Section 302 of the Indian Penal

Code and within my engnizance.

And I hereby direct that you be tried before me on the said

charge. »
Dated this 17th day of July 1925,

. (Signed) A.J. CURGENVEN,

; : Sessions Judge.

? - (True copy)

Piea, of the accused. 7

- IN THE COURT OF SKESSIONZ, KISTNA DIVISION
AT MASULIPATAM.

' Sessions Case No. 17 of 1925,
* Reguster Case No. 1 ;;f 192{3 on the file ’of the Stationary
i N
P lea of the éécused.—-Not guiity{

Note—The accused is defended by Mr. T. V. Krishna Rao, B.A.,
B.L., pleader, appointed by Court.

, ‘ (Signed) A, J. CURGENVEN,
' 17--7—25. i Sessions Judge.

(True copy)

Url. Apl, 408 - 1
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IN THE COURT OF SESSIONS, KISTNA DIVISION
AT MASULIPATAM.

Sessions Case No. 17 of 1925,

.

Deposition of 2nd witness for prosecution.

Name—M. Narayanamurthi Father’s name —Venkataratnam.
Village—Viravalli. Talnk-—@annavaram. Caste —V yéya Calling—
Sub-Inspector. Religion— Hindu. Age—39 years.

Solemnly affirnted in accordance with the provisions of Act X of
1873 on the day of 17—7—1925, .

In March last I was in charge of 'Viravalii gtation. Krishna-
varam is within its limits I received the report HExhibit B from the
Trinne Officer of Krishnavaram at (-20 pm on 29—3 —25. Tt bears

my initials a,n.d the hour and date. T reached the village at mids

~night. 1t is 6 miles from the station. I met the Triune Officer and

he showed two ornaments recovered,a mangalasutram and a kante
(M.Os. I and TI). T went to the place where the body was, neav the
well. Accused was also therein cus'tod:y of village servants I left a :
constable there. I returned to the village, which is a furlong distant
for the night. At 6am., I got i@lquest' panchayatdars. . As soon as
I reached the scene, Pulipaka Venkadu iil]age servant gave me some
broken pieces of kasulu (necklace of francs) (M.O. III). He told me
he had recovered it from a difch bo_rlnding the tobacco garden. I
took possession of it. Then I held the -‘J'nquestv. There were still some
jewels on the body, and they were noted in the inquest report. Ex-
hibit C is the inquest report. I signed i, I finished the inquest by
2 pn. I sent the body then to the S.A.S, Gannavaram in charge
of P.C. No. 484, Gannavaram is about 10 or 12 miles from Krishna-
varam. I arrested accused after the ‘inquest. T prepared the plan
Exhibit D. P.W. 1 referred to in the plan is Aune Venkataratnam
alias Rattayya. I took accused to Viravalli station, arriving there at
8 p.m. T searched her before putting her in the fook-up and found
two or three stripes on her back. When sending her for remand on
3lst I requested the Sub-Maglstrate, Nuzv1d to send her for medical

examination. 2

Cross-exzamination.—The well lies to the N. W of the village.
The nearest house is about 200 yards from it. Besides the Constalbe,
P. Venkadu, and Ramanjulu kept watch that night, as well as an
uncle of deceased. Anne Venkataratnam was niot there that night. I
did not see one G. Chinnivenkadu there, The well belongs to a

Velama gentleman there. I donot remember his name, He did not
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come to the inquest. I do not know if he was in the village. Half
of the circumference of the well is level with the ground, The other
half has a masonry erection about 4 feet high supporting a picottah.
The well is 13 %0 20 feet in diameter. The surface of the water is
about 20 feet below the ground. The water was about 10 feet deep.
I did not see any branches of treesin the well. I did not observe
when deceased’s mother came to the place when the inquest was held
She was present when her name was cailed for examination. She munst
have been there earlier. None of accused’s relations came before I
finished the inquest. I saw the father and mother before I left the
village. I saw them at 5 or 6 p. m just before I left the village. I
did not ask them for any information. I do not remember if I saw
G. Chinnavenkadu at the scene before [ held the injuest. Anne Ven-
kataratnam was not there then. He came with me and the panchayat-
davs. I sent for him not by my constable. I stayed that night with
the Triune Officer. I cannot say if I sent for K Sudarsanam or if he
came of his own accord. I did not examine Anna Krishnayya, elder
brother of deceased at the inquest I did not examine Anna Chinna-
viraraghavay ya either. Accused did not tell me when I arrested her
{;hat Surapaneni Venkatasubbayya and Kancherla Sudarsanam and
Anne Venkataratnam had beaten her. She did not say anything
about her injuries until I searched her in the station. Then she said
that Suiapaneni Venkataéubbayya had beaten her. I examined Ven—
katasubbayya at the inquest. I examined deceased’s two brothers
Chinnaveeraraghavayya and Krishnayya in the evening after the
inquest. I examined Kancherla Sudarsanam and Anne Nagabhushnam
at the inquest. Anna Krishnayya was given up in the lower Court as
a prosecution witness. The well adjoins a tobacco field. On part of
the field the crop was still standing There were no other fields adjoin-
ing this field bearing erops. The picottah of ‘ the well appeared to
have been recently used. The leather bales was in crder, I examined
the ditch, where the neck-laco M. 0. TT was found. T did not say
definitely in my statoment to the lower Court, that I vicited the scene
on 20th night. All the panchayatdars were present when M. O, TII
was handed over to me. I eannot say if any of the P.Ws. were
present, except the one who was a panchayatdar. T do not think that
deceased’s mother was present. She and the brothers afterwards
identified M. O. ITI. That was alter the inquest was over. M.0. ITI
had reached me before I started the inquest.

L

Reexamined.—Deceased’s mother was examined at the inquest. T
do not remember if she wasshown M.O. Iil then. It is not eutered
in the inquest report that she \(?) was shown it. She said at
the inquest that she had already seea M.Us, I and IT, the previous day,

10
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As she was weeping bitterly and there was a hubbub, I forgot to ask

~ her then ahout M.O. I11.

(Signed) M. Marayanamurthi,
17—7—25. Sub- Inspector of Police.

{

Taken down by me in open (‘ourt and read over to tho witness

and acknowledged by him to be correct

(Signed) A.J. CURGENVEN,
Sessions Judge .

P 3.

IN THE COURT OF SHSSIONS, KISTNA DIVISION
AT MASULIPATAM

Sessions Case No. 17 of 1925,
Deposition of 3rd witness for prosecution.

Name—Anpne Sasilokhamma. Husband’s name—Subbayya. Vil-
lage—Krishnavaram. 'l'aluk-~Nuzvid Division. Caste— Kamma.

Calling—Son’s protection. Religion—Hindu, Age—30 years.

Solemnly affirmed in accordance with the provisions of Aet X
of 1873 on the day of 17—7--1925.

I'eceased Sitamahalakshmi was my daughter. She was 10 years
old. My husband has two sons by another wife, Krishnayya and
Raghavayya. My husband is dead We others were living together,
Anne Venkataratnam is my husband’s brother’s son. He lives in a
senarate part of our house, my husband and he having divided.
Accused was living in a house opposite ours, with her parents. She
went to live with her husband over a year ago, and stayed with him
for a month, after which she returned to her parents. Deceased was
married 22 days before the occurrence. At her wedding, we gave her
gome jewels and her husband’s people gave her some. We gave her
the kante M. O. II. The mangalasutram, Exhibit I was giver her
by her husband’s people. We gave her the necklace M..-. 11L We
gave her some other jewels iu addition to these. She had worn these
jewels always since her ma:riage. She wore M. O. 1 every day, and
M. Os 1Tand IIL, she first put on, on New Year’s day, and wore them
until her death. We gave her these.and some other jewels on New
Year’s day, and from that day she wore them. Deceased used to be
tricndly with accused. They used to visit each other. On the day of
occurrence, I gave deceased food at 8 a. m. After she had taken it

eccused came to our house and took away deceased with her. to the

Crl. Apl. 408—2




marriage was

ut ‘,sﬁe was not

; 1ed him andi lives
‘but his wife has not
house but Kashnayya’s

- Before that ocoasion

th ea:singh.‘,gri}‘uqd ﬁéggthe_r_: Krish-

. and _-_'n_évef fdufﬁnvg“ day tiwe.

ok and then did not see

iﬁol.ta‘a-se‘?'thémselves. ‘Some go to

east. 1 saw accused and
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all belonged to my village. I cannot give the names of those present
None at the well told me anything about the oceurrence. The Triune
‘Officer was there before I arrived there. There was mno cot there I
‘cannot say who sent for the cot. When I tried to see my daughter
in the well, I was pushed back and not allowed to see I saw Rama-

nujayya take the girl out of the well. The Triune Officer asked him

to enter the well, and take her out. I do pot remember if anyone »

said that the girl was floating on the water and that ghe should be
taken out. T did not see the chembu which deceased took with her.
T did not see it either that night or next day. I saw a chembun some
day later, which belonged to us  When T was shown M.Os. I andII
By the Triune officer the police were not present. I cannot say how
long after T was there(?) then the Polliee arrived. I was shown M O.
TIT at the inquest I identified it. When I first went to the well, I
¢aw Anne Venkataratnam there. T cannot say if he was there when T
left for home. The Police sent for me to come to the iqqhest.. I
cannot say if the inquest began before or after my arrival. Two or 3
days before the occurrencea boy named Appayya died in acoused’s

house He did not die on the morning of the occurrence.

Re-ezamined —Turananms. tied at marriage are removed on 5th

day and a fresh pair will be tied on 7th or 8th day, in pursuange of a

vow. 'These are kept on until they aré worn out. These turanams

were found on the wrists after deceased was taken out of the well.

Kriashnayya’s wife is 20—22 years. Appayya who died in accused’s

“house was only 2 years old. : -

(Mark of) Anne Sasilekhamma.

. Taken down by me in open Court and interpreted to the witness

and ackpowledged by her to be correct. - ] :

(Signed) A.J CJRGENVEN,
Sessions Judge.

{True oopy) o

P.W. 4

IN THE COURT OF SESSIONS, KISTNA DIVISION
AT MASULIPATAM.

Sessions Case No, 17 of 1925.
Deposition of 4th witness for prosecution.

. Name—Anne Venkataratnam alias Rattayya. Father’s name—

‘Kotayya. Village—Krishnavaram. Paluk—Nuzvid Division, Caste

—_Kamma. Calling—Cultivation. Religion—Hindu. Age—27 years

/




8
Solemnly affirmed in accordance with the provisions of Act X of

1873 on the day of 17--7--1925.

Deceased was my paternal uncle’s daughter. She and T lived in
separate portions of the same house. Over 3 months ago, at 10 or 11
am. I went to the easing ground to the south of the village, near
the well belonging to Ching Venkataramayya, a mokhasadar. I was
easing myself at 100-125 yards from the well. As I got up and looked
westwards, I saw accused pulling deceased by the arm towards the
well. They were then 6 or 7 yards from the well. I cried out “Why
are you pulling her like that ?” There was 1o respouse. Then acoused
pushed or threw deceased into the well. Accused then ran from the
wéll\towards the village, cutting across the tobacco field I walked
slowly towards her, as I was feeling weak owing to diarrhoea Aec-
cused was going eastwards and I “‘restwards. Between us was a tama-
rind tree. When T reached this tree, I asked accused 'why she had
thrown the girl into the well, and seized her by the arm Accused said
that she had fallen into the well. I cried out that accused had
thrown Sitamabalakshmi into the well. I was then holding her by her
arm Surapaneni Venkatasubbayya, K. 8udarsanam, Ramanujulu and
the Triune Officer, and many others came. I told the Triune officer
that accused had thrown the girl into the well and 1 had caught her
as she was running away I let go the acoused and ran towards the
well with the others, to see if she'wa's still alive. The Triune Officer
told one amanujulu to descend the well. He did so and took the
girl*out. After she was taken out she diel. A cot was sent for from
the village and the body laid on it. Accused was sitting on the bund
of the ditch bordering the tobacco field. After the girl was taken out
her mother came to the scene, and said that a mangalasutram, a kante
and a necklace of francs were missing from the body. The Triune
Officer quésiioned accused before us, but she gave no reply Then I
searched and found a kante and a mangalasutram (M.Os. IT and I)
under a tobacco plant, 4 or 5 yards from the place where 1 first caught
acoused. It was not I, who found them. The Triune Officer found
them and picked them up. I was 5 or 6 yards from him. He showed
them to deceased’s mother and other relatives and they identified them
as deceésed's. He asked accused what had become of the necklace of
france, but she g&vé no reply. ; The Triune Officer set 2 or 8 men to
wa.foh the body and the acduééd there, and we all went away, The
Triune Officer wrote his report at deceased’s house when T was present,
! did not gé¥o the scene again that night The police sent for me next

ri:o_rning I went to them at the scene at 6 am. Then I saw the neck-

lace ot francs, M.O. III in the Sub-Inspector’s hand I was examined.

at the inquest.
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Cross=ewamination. —Kancherla Sadarsanam is my paternal aunt’s
son. . Koneru Viraraghavayya is also my paternal aunt’s son. Sur.
Venkatasubbayya is Anne Krishnayya’s brother-in-law, Krishnayya
is deceased’s brother. My mother-in-law lives at Sagguro, Ganta

Venkataratnam is not reiated to me. My mother-in-law is Sitamma

ratnam’s father is Venkatasubbayya. Sitamma’s father is Ganta
Bhushayya. T do not know if Bhushayya and Venkatasubbayya are
brothers.  Anne Krishnayya owns jointly with an uncle and me 50
acres land in Nizam’s Dominions [t is 60 acres land, P. Ramanujulu,
a witness in this case cultivates 6 of those 60 acres On the day of
ocourrence, I went to the easing ground before day-break. I did not see
anyoue about the tokacco field. The way through (?) that ground
leads to Sagguru. . I did not see anyone npon it. I did not see anyone
going that way when I went at 10 or 11 a m, to case myself. I went
to ease myself twice, early in the morning, and again at 0 or1l.
While I was easing myself the 2nd time, I was facing north. The weil
is west of where I was easing. When I first saw accused she was south
of the well. I did not see if she was pulling deceased with both hands
orone. 1 did not see if deceased resisted the pulling I saw acoused
and deceased go 4 or 5 steps tuwards the well, and beyond that I did
not see deceased, but only accused, as there was the tobacco field in
between. I cannot say, if L conld not see deceased because she was
dragged on the ground and because she was short. For the4 or 5
steps, I saw themn both  Deceased was talking and being pulled by
accused I did not hear deceased crying out. I did not then run
towards them ae I thought they were pulling each other for fun. I
ran after deceased was thrown iuto the well and accused care towards
the village  Accused was then coming running. The Triune Officer
did not ask me of acoused came running, and I did not tell him I
caught accused about 40 yards from where they were when I first saw

them together. When acoused was pulling deceased, deceased was ba—

hind her and accused front. Deceased was from 3 to 4 feet high. A
little of the tobacco crop on the northern part of the field was cut, The
crop which prevented me from sceing deceased was 4 to 1 yard high.
I' did not hear any sound when deceased was thrown into the well. As
t.he; tobaceo garden obstructed my view I did not see how accused
threw deceased into the well. As soonas T cried out deceased’s mother
and others arrived. T first eried, “ Ramamma has thrown Sithamaha—
laksh « 1 into the well” and then ¢ She has been thrown into the well”.
I simply raid in the lower Court that I raised wild ories. Until
deceased’s mother came to the well, the girl was not taken ont. T
alone canght accused. A. Venkatasubbayya did not help to catch her.

I do not know him. The Triune Officer sent for the cot, Krishnayya’s

Cr. Apl 408—3
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“mangalasutram, tali and necklace of francs (M.Os. [ to ILI) and some

z ~other jewels. M.Os. T and IL were the most valuable jewels she was
wearing, M.O. I is worth 9 sovereigns. I do not know the price of

g M.O.I. Deceased after leaving my houase did not return home. Half
‘an hour after she left home, I heard a cry that Ramamma had thrown
Sithamahalakshmi into a well I went towards the mokhasadar’s well.

T found P.W. 4 holding accused at a spot 10 yards from the welf

(shows a distance of 15 yards). When I reached the lwell, a man de-

scended it and took deceased out. She was first alive. M Os. I to IIT

“10 were missing from her person. Tt day the Triune Officer showed me

M Cs. I and IT That was half an hour after the decoased was taken

out of the well I identified them as hers. Next day the Sub-Inspector

and the Triune Officer showed me M.O. ILL and I identified it has

deceased’s, ; e . :

day. Tén_kﬁtaé

subbayya, K.

me to where [ was

alu aud others came

Cross-examination—Krishnayya and I are leaving together. His
wife and deceased used sometimes to go to the easing ground together.
They did not often go together. Deceased and accused used more
: frequently to go together. Deceased did not have a bath that day.

&Veﬁkﬁt&r&tnam, alias. Ra,tﬁ;'yya, “Deceased was wearing the smaller jewels M.Os. IV to XV

29 pefore her marriage and the more valuabie ones (M.Os. I

Court and interpreted to the wi a0 ige
7 ]\ ‘?rpr? el to III) since her marriage. She worethem all after her marriage.

rrect.
; - She did not take them off when she went to bed. Krishnayya

. got the kante M.O. II made for her. M. O. ITI contained
15 franc pieces and 2 rupees and a blue stone ornamented in gold.
: Krishoayya gave her M.O. III. Krishnayya used to keep these

ornaments for her when she took them off. Women do mnot usually

Signed) A.J. CURGENVEN, : o
~ Sessions Judge.

S

go to the easing ground to which accused and deceased went.
When deceased was going off with accused, I saw what jewels she had
on. I was putting my caste-mark and she got me some water, and
30 then I looked at her and saw the jewels, Krishnayya was not in the
village that day. When I went to the well, I found Sur. Venkata-
subbayya, K, Sudarssnam, P. Ramanjulu, the ‘Criune Officer and
others there. My mother and L went to the scene toget;her. I was
present when M Os. I and [I were found. They were found at a
plaée 25 yards east of the well. The Triune Officer found them,
~ Aceused’s father owes money to my brother Krishnayya I do not
know if Krishnayya took a garden in lieu of payment of this debt.
Re-ezamination. —Nil,
(Signed in Telugu) Anne V-irara_gha\vay}"a

2 : : 41 Taken down by me in open Court and interpreted to the witnese

and acknowledged by him to be correot. 2
o (Signed) A.J. CURGENVEN,

Sessions /udge.

(True 6opy)
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Solemnly affirmed in accordance with the provisions of Aot X of
1875 on the day of 18—7—1925.

T have been acting Triune Officer of Krishnavaram for the Iast -
8 years At the time of occurrence, I was at the house of goldsmith
Velagapudi Subbayya. It was then 12 noon T heard cries that some
one had fallen into a well. T left the house and went a little distance
towards the icbacco field of Chintapatla Venkataramayya. TIn the -
field I saw +.W. 4 holding aceused. | was about 100 yards from
him when I first saw him. I went further on towards them and
L heard P.W. 1 ery out that accused had thrown Sithamahalakshma:ima
into th: well. Then I was |0 to 15 yards from them. I went to
them and somo others came too. Chen hoping that the girl was still
alive, we ran to the well. We got'a man Uppara Potru Ramanujulu
to descend the well, and he tt;ok deceased out and placed her on the
leather bag. She was still just a,five then.* She was placed on a
cot, and died 4 or 5 minutes later. When' she was 1aken out of the
well, the mother and some other relatives asked what had become of
some of the jewels. They said that the mangalasutram with nanu-

k patalu kante and kasulu were missing. There were some other jewels

on her person. I set some men to wateh the body, Then we returned
.20 to where the accused was. There is a foot—path running ﬁhrough the-
south part of the tobacco field. She was sitting on this path-way
with her mother. We asked accused what had becomo of %he jewels.

: She did not reply. Then T and some others searched round about that
place  Four or 5 yards from aceused, under a tobacco plant I found
two ornaments, M. Os. I and II (identified). I took pbssessio_n of
them. I questioned accused about the possession of Hasulu, but

sh> gave no reply. T left accused in the custody of a Vettian and

went home and wrote my reports to the police and Magistrale. Exhi-
‘bits B and B-1 are these reports. I sent of these'reports at 2 pm-

80  The Sub- Luspector and a constable arrived at 12 mid-night, They
~ told me to go with them to the well, and I did so. The constable was
kept there, the Sub-Luspector and Ireturned to my house. At 6 a.m.,
next morning the Sab-Inspector, myself Ganta Raftayya and others
went to the ecene. Ths Vettian Venkadu brought the neck-lace

M O TIII to the Sub-Iuspector, saying he had found it, cn information
given by the accused, in a ditch to the south of the path-way running
throngh the tobacco field. I was present when M.O. |1l was handed
over. Then tho inquest was held. I signed the repors as a panchayat-

dar  Before the inquest the mother and others identified M.O. I1T as.

40  having belonged to deceased. The mother and brother had identified

: _ M.Os ] and IT on the previous day. :
: Cross-ezumination.—My native place is Sudanaram. I hays land

and housss there. I have neither at Krishnavaram, but I was living :

ok COr Ayl 408—1
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” in my report. When I went home to write

1 did not say “ running
“the report, P.W. i did not accompany me. I embodied in it what he
‘told me when I first saw him. When [ came out of the hbuse, I hoard
PW 4 cry that deceased had fallen into the well. When I came
mearer to him he told me that accused had thrown deceased into the
well. On the day of occurrence; an infant child died in aceused’s
house. [ heard of it on the evening of 29th. I cannot say how

long it had been ill.

Re-examination.—The infant was accused’s maternal aune’s daugh-

q0 ter Tt was a year old.

. Court.—Accused did not make any complaint to me that she had
been beaten or ill-used. I asked the vettian, how he got information
froin accused leading to the recovery of M.O. III, He said when he
merely asked her about it she told him, where it was. He said she
told him where the place was. He said she gave him the information
in the night. I did not tell the vetti to find out from accused where
the missing jewel was. I gave instructions that acoused should be
kept at the well, as there were persons there to guard her and the Sub-

Inspector gave similar instructions after her arrival.

; Heard, read, correct.

(Bigned in Teluou) Prattipati Kamayya.

Taken down by me in open Court, and interpreted to the witness,
and acknowledged by him to be correct.
(Signed) A.J.CURGENVEN,
Sessions Judge.

{True copy)

BiW. 8

IN THE COURT OF SESSIONS, KISTNA DIVISION
z AT MASULIPATAM,
Sessions Case No. 17 of 1925.
Deposition of 8th witness for prosecution.

-30

Name—Potru Ramanujualu. Hather’s name —Seshadri. Vill;a.ge—
Krishnavaram. Taluk—Nuzvid Division. Caste—Vuppara. Call-
ing—Oultivation, Religion—Hindu. Age—50 years

Solémnlj affirmed in accordance with the provisions of Act X of
1873 on the day of 18—7—25.

7 At about 11 a.m. on the day of occurrence, I was at the house of

- carpenter Subbayys. I heard P.W. 4 crying out that Sitamabalaksh-
-mamma had been thrown into the well. P.W. 7 was in that house thers
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or 5 yards from where M Os. i and 2 were found. I did not tell An-
ne Virayya what accused had told ws I said in the lower Court that
acoused gave the information when told that her parents would get in-
to trouble (Deposition Exhibit IT). After I had ; ot the girl out of the
well, I was told that her chembu was missing. No one saii it had been
thrown into the well. T was cultivating about 4 acres of Anne Krish-
nayya’s field in the Nizam’s Dowminions, P.Ws. 5 and 7 asked me to

keep watch over the body.

Re examined.—My land in the Nizam Dominions is 3 miles from

my village. I cultivate the laud of others also,

Further cross-examination.-~Chintapatla Venkataramay ya owns

about 50 acres. He is a Mokhasadar of my village.
(Murk of) Potru Ramanujulu.

Taken down by me in open Court, and interpreted to the witness,

~and acknowledged by him to be correct, - i

-(Signed) A.J. CURGENVEN,
Sessions Judge.

(True copy)

P.W.:9.

iN THE COURYT OF SESS8IONS, KISTN A DIVISION
Al MASULIPATAM.

Sessions Case No. 17 o7 1925.
D.epusition‘ of 9th witness for prosecution.

Name—Pulipaka Venkadu [Father’s name—Palligadn. Vil-
lage —Krishnavaram, Talok—Nazvid Divisi on. Caste—Indian
Christian. » Ualling—taste profession. Religion—Christianity, Age—

30 years

Solemnly affirmed in accordance with the provisions of Act X of

173 on the day of 18 —7 —25.

1 returved home from the fields a little before sunset on the day of
occurrence. P.W. 7 sent for me to the scene, and told me to keep
wateihh over the body, and the accased for wages, . I watched during
the whole night  P.W. 8 also watched, also Anne Virayya and others.
4t mid-night the Sub-Inspector came and left a constable with us and
weut away. P.W S and T were told to watch the acoused. After the
Sub-luspecter went away, [ told accused thafi some jewels ha' been

Mooz :
recoversd and some not and that her parents would he arrested if she

Crl Apl. 408—,
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"IN THE COURT OF SESSIONS, KISI'NA DIVISION
; AT MASULIPATAM. & :

Sessions Case No. 17'(‘)‘/ 1925.
Deposition of !0th wilness for prosecution.

Name—Konern Viraraghavayya. Father’s name—Janardanadu.
Village—Krishnavaram, Taluk—Nuzwid Division. Caste—Kamma.

Calling- ~Cultivation. Religion—Hindu. Age -~ 25 years.

Solemnly affirmed in accordance with the provisions of Act X of
10 1873 on the day of 18 —7-~25.

-

I heard a disturbance when I was in my house from the direotion
of the well. T went there. I saw acoased sitting on the path-way
with her mother, father aud some otﬁer_s( with her. I went to the well.
[ saw the body being taken out. There was a little life in it. She
died just aftertwards Deceas=d’s mother then said that the mangala-
sutram, kant: and neck-lace of francs were missing. Then I. P.W. 7,
P.W. 8 and others went to where accused was sitting. - P.W. 7 asked
accused where the jewels were, and she did not raplv. 'We searched
for them ani found M.Os. 1and 2. P.W. 7 found them uander the
Q. ~tobacco plants, 2 yards from where accused was. We took possession

of *hem and showed them to P.W. 3, l_\_vrvho identified them as her

‘daughter’s. I know the houses where accused and deceased were

living £ know deceased’s brothers and acoused’s parents. They are

neither friendly nor unfriendly. _ :
Cross-examination.—My house is a furlong from the well. It is
north of the carpezter’s house and adjoinsit. I found P.Ws 3 and 7
already arrived when T went to the scene, ie,, where acoused was.
Many others came a* the same time. Kancherla Sﬁdarsangm went

there before me I saw Surapaneni Venkatasubbayya at the well. T

50 donot know if he, Anne Virayya, and Ratayya beat accused I was
. I.res;,nt till the jewels were recovered. I did not see Adusumalli
Venk#tasubba.yya in the orowd, T saw him at home. M.Os. 1 and 2
wera recovered about 2. yards south-east of the well. They were
both at the same place, under the same plant. There was a pandal
in the field mo.1;§ than 70 yards from where M.Os. 1 and 2 were
found. I did not see it Venkatramayya’s farm eervants were at the
pandal. He has 12 farm-servants. [ cannot say if he was in the
,village[on the date of occurrence. Accused’s father Venkayya is a
poor man, i.e. he is among the poorer Kammas, There are about
40 20 Kamma houses in the village. There are 7 to 8 houses of Anne
people. There are some bigger ryots than these Anne people. . I met

some Saggaru people on the date of occurrence. ’I cannot name them

.
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They were many. There are two houses between mine and P.W. 4s.

T do not know anything about a quarrel between PW. 4 and accus-
ed’s father or about P.W. 4 pulhing aconsed by the hand. Tam

paternal aunt’s son of P.W. 4.
Re-esamination.—Nil.

Signed in Telugu) Koneru Viraraghavayya.

Taken down by me in open Court, and interpreted o the witness

and acknowledged by him to be correct

(Signed; A.J.CU RGENVEN,

Sessions Judge

(True copy)

Pl

IN THE COURT OF SESSIONS, KISINA DIVISION
AT MASULIPATAM.

Sessions Case No. 17 of 1925
Deposition of 11th witness for prosecution.

Name—Ghanta Venkataratoam, Father’s name— Venkatasab-
bayya. Village-——Saggaru. Taluk—Nuzvid. Caste— Kamma . all-
ing—Cultivation. Religion - Hindu. Age—56 years.

Solemnly affirmed in accordance with the provisions of Act X of
1873 on the 18th day of July 1925

I am a native of Saggaru, which is 13 miles from Krisbnavaram.

I went to Krishnavaram village early in the morning after the ocour-

rence I first went to my field at 5 or 5-30 am , and thence T weut to

the well, having heard of the ocourrence. I saw there the‘ body the
accused, P.Ws, 6 8and 9. I did not see anyone else, I did not

speak to any of them. Then I went to the village to find out how it

had happened. As I was going there, I met P.Ws. 2 aud 7 and

panehayatdars coming towards the well. P.Ws 2 and 7 asked me to

accompany them to the well an? f did so. On our way, P.\WV. 9, who

had some franc pieces inone hand and some in another handed them

all to P.W. 2. He said that he had found them on information given

him by accused, the previous night. M.O. I is the neck-lace oi

francs. They were not strung togé‘ther, then P.W. 2 took possssion
of them and we went on to the well. It was about 6 a.m. when we

got there. 1 attended the inquest and signed the report.
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Cross=eza.mination—I did not meet P.Ws. € and 9 on my way {rom
Saggaru to Krishnavaram. I do not remember if I said in the lower
Court that I was going about 4t ysrds from the well when I met
P.Ws. 8 and 9 at the ditch. 1if L said that, it is not true (Deposition—-
Fxhibit IV). I was present when P.W.% took out the pieces of
neck-lace from the ditech. This was after I joined P.Ws. 2, 7 and
others. He took the pieces out of the ditch in the presence of all these

persons.
Re-examination.—Nil.

(Signed in Telugu) Ghanta Venkataratnam.

Taken down by me in open Court and interpreted to the witness

and acknowledged by him to be correct.

(Signed) A.J. GURGENVEN,
Sessions Judge.

(True copy)

P W2

IN THE COURT OF SESSIONS, KISTNA DIVISION
: AT MASULIPATAM.

Sessions Case No. 17 of 1925.
Deposition of 12th witness for prosecution.

Name—Mukku Sreeramulu, Father’s name —Sobhanadri. Vil-
lage—Krishnavaram. Taluk—Nuzvid Division. Caste—Kalali. Call-
ing—Caste profession. Religion— Hindn. Age—About 14 years.

Solemnly affirmed in accordance with the provisions of Act X of
1873 on the day of 18 =7 25.

T know deceased. On the day of occurrence, I took my meal at
midday and was going to my thrashing floor. I saw accused sitting
about 6 yards to the sonth of the well. 8he was taking a thorn out

“of her leg. Deceased had her hands on her knees and was stooping
looking on. No one else was there. 1 passed by them on my way
and T heard deceased say to accused. “ Let us go, ; it is a long time
since we came . T went on. At the thrashing floor, I was driving(?)
'my bullocks when T heard a disturbance from the direction of the
well I came there and saw P.W. 4 holding accused. Deceased was
then being taken out of the well. My field is over a furlong from the-

well, T was examined at the inquest.
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A.—~ Tt is correct, but some things I said were not recorded. :

Q.—Have you anything more to add here.

A.—Karly in the morning of the day of occurrence an infant
-ohild died in our house, I went to ease myself in the direction of the
tobaceo garden. When I was returning from the easing ground, Anne
Rattayya (P.W. 4) came and caught hold of me saying I had thrown
Sita Mabalakshmamma into the well. He cried out and Adusamilli
Venkata Subbayya, Koneru Viraraghavayya and Surapaneni Veunkata
Subbayya came and beat me and asked me to tell them how the girl
fell into the well. Though beaten I did not give them any reply
excopt that T did not know anything. I told them that I did not see
her fall into the well. Though T coald not tell them, they beat me
and tied my hands together (with a rope) behind my back (meaning
pinioned me). 'They put a small piece of potshreds in each ear and
serewed them in, so as to make the ears bleed. Hven then I said I did
not know anything about it, after I was so tied up, they all beat me
Those who first beat me wore Anne Rattayya, Surapaneui Venkata
Subbayya, Adusumilli Venkata Subbayya and Karicherla Sudarsanam
afterwards many others beat me and T became unconscious. I regain-
ed my consciousness three hours later. I don’t know who untied the
Topes. We are poor people and my father is a witness man, We
have no prope;'ty, all the villagers have joined and brought this case
égainst me, out of enmity. This case is the outeume of enmity betwee
me and Rattayya (B.W. 4). : ‘

(Mark of) Mada.manohi Ramamma.

. :

(Signed) A J. CURGENVEN,

T hereby certify, etc.

Sessions Judge.
(True translation)

B. Bhaskara Rao,

‘ ; ‘ Translator.

© Exhivit A ¢

Poet—mortem certificate.

~

No. 8, dated 31--3--25.

Regarding the bodjr of a female child, named Sunkara See’cha-.
-mahalaskshmamma, aged 11 years, received on 30--3—25 at 6-30 p.m.,
from the S8.H.O, of Viravalli, with his letter No. nil, dated
.30--3—25 and in charge of Police Constable No. 484, Gangayya:
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Tdentification and marks -.~Cannot be made out.
The body when first seen by the undersigned was decomposed. .

Post-mortem commenced at 7-30 a.m, on 31-——3-*1925.

Appearances found :——Body stout, well nourished ; features con--
gested, swollen, bloated—Byes open, protruded. Lids swollen, pupils
dilated ; frothy fluid from nose and mouth ; tongue swollen, protruded
between teeth, white in palms and lobes. Eye-balls flaceid, rigor-
mortis passed off. Blebs on back of legs, neck and chest peeling of
outicle. Hair loose, cloured, sagittal and lambroid-sutureses of
skull ave slightly loose, no ecchymosis. Right #th rib. and left 3rd
4th and 5th ribs are separate from their oostal castileges at their
junction. There is light ecchymosis in the soft tissues 3 gunces of
gerous bloody fluid in 'each of the pleural cavities Heart weighs
2% ounces. Right side contains, dark red blood, left empty. Heart
substance is soft. General character of blood is dark red and fluid,
Lungs :—right 43 ounces, left 4 ounces, soft sodders(?) Joedematous
swollen, dark, but engorged‘ with frothy serum of blood. Seotion
oxudes much frothy serum, congested, noinjuries, Traechea :—N ormal
appearance. Stomach contains 8 ounces of undigested rice mixed
with a little water and gas. No wound, no rupture Liver ;— Weight
14 ounces, no injury, smooth, dull brown, congested, soft diffluents
slightly. Section hyparamic ; Gall-bladder empty. Spleen, weight
11 ounces, no injury, red, congested, soft, out surface moist, Kidneys
right 11 ounces, left 15 ou ces yellowish-red, soft, congested, no in-
jury.‘ Intestines contain gas and a little foccal matter. Bladder empty.
No violence to vagina or uterus. I he coft parts of head present uo
injury. No fracture of skull bones. Brain weight 20 ounces. soft;

completely diffluent, no injut,y, no blood, no clot no basal fracture

Opinion as to cause of death :—Might have died of as phyxia due
to drowning.

: " (Signed) P.Narasimmarao Naidu,
31--3--25. Medical Officer.

Station—Gannavaram,
Date—31-—3--192E.
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Exhibit B.

(Initialed) ————.
30==8-=95"
Received on. teceived on,
Date. 29—8—-25.
Hour. ’ at 6-c0 p.m.

Tnitials of the Police officer receiving this report.—

M. N. Marti,
8. H. 0. 954.

10 R.C. No 1 of 1925.
Exhibit A
(mitialed) —52——==,
24 —4—25.
Report from the Village Magistrate of the village of Krishna-

(]

varam.
To
The Officer in charge of the Police station,

Viravalls.

Reports as follows : —

20 When Anne Rattayya came and informed me, that, to-day at
about 12 noon, Ramamma, daughter of Adusumilli Veonkayya, threw
the (padaveti) girl Sita Mahalakshmamma, aged 10 years, younger
sister of Anne Krishnayya, a resident of the village of Krishnavaram,
into a mota well (ie., a well with a water wheel) and that she (=Sita
Mahalakshmamma) fell into it and that she (= Ramamma) came towards
him, I proceeded to the well and found the said girl laid on a cot near
the well, as she was found lifeless, when she (lit. The said girl) was
taken out of the well. There were gold jewels on the person of that

girl and among them.

30 1 Kante (worth) about 10 sovereigns,
1 Necklace containing 16 molten francs,
3 Rupus and nanukollu.

1 Nanu (worth) 10 sovereigns with a pusti and

1 Rosary of black beads with a clasp piece and a half sovereign
strung together by means of a gold string were on the neck of the said

girl ; and

1 Nagaram.
3 Jalakuppelu.

9 Har-rings set with red stones.

Crl. Apl. 408—7
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Exhibit O,
Ty anslation of Inquest Report in 8.C. No, 17 of 1925,
MADRAS POLICE.
Viravalli Crime No. 2% of 1925.

Preiiminary Case No: 1 of 19256,

Exhibit B,
(Tnitialed) (illegible).
24—4—95,
H. Gireld! Kistoa Distriote’ Viravalli Station.

Inquest Report.

On the body of a person foimd dead at Krishnavaram on the 20th
of March 1925

Q.—1. Names, caste, calling and residence of persoms compoéing
the panchayat ?

A.—i. Prattipati Kamayya Garu, Brahmin, village munsif,
Krishoavaram. 5 £ ' %

i

ii. Ghanta Venkataratnam Saggurra, Kamma, cuitivation,
iii. Viramachaneni Sita Ramabrahmam Garu, Kamma, culti-

vation, Ponukumadu.

iv. Kancherla Sudarsanam, Kamma, cultivation, Krishna-

varam.

v Vellaturau Yenka.tasubbayya, Visyva Brahmin, oal:pentry,

Krishnavaram.

Q.—2. Deceased’s néme, sex, age, caste, calling ; fatber’s name

and residence ?

A.—Sunkara Sita Maha.lakshmi, feméle, iO, yearé of age, Kamma,
enltivation, father Anne Subbayya, Krishnavaram, father dead.

Q.—3. By whom first found dead:qﬁd when and »‘where ?

A.—Found dead by Anne Venkatqf#tdam alias Rattayya,imme-
diately on removal from out of the well, of the tobacco garden of
Chintagatla Venkataramayya (iaru, on 29—3—1925 at 12 noon.

¥ 1
Q.—4. By whom last seen alive, ‘where and when, and in whose

company ?

A.—The deoeased Sita Mahalakshmi was seen by Mukku Srira-
mulu in the company of Ramamma, daughter of Adusumilli Venkayya,
by the side of the well of the above tobasco garden of Chintapatla
Venkatramayya Garu, at about 11 o’clock on 29—38—25. (She) was

-seen alive. _ ;
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Q.—5. Height, color and descriptive marks ®

A.—Height 4 feet, a (little) fair (in brown ecomplexion), a small

mole at the outer end of the left eye.

Q.—6. Married or single ; if fomale, was she the only wife ?

A.—Married ; female and only wife,

- Q.—7. Btate of corpse; if any wounds, particulars thereof and

list of all property found on the corpse ?

A.—Body stiffened-white frothy matter coming out of the mouth
and nostrils~eyes closed-lips and mouth a little open-arms bent-arms
and legs stiffened-belly a little bloated—a red chili paiikina found
tied. A black mull jacket worn. The said jacket is found forcibly
torn-a gold hagaram with gajjalu is worn on the head. There are two
ear-rings set with 7 red stones on both ears. There are nose-screws
set with red stones on the 2 nostrils. There are gold bangles in laid
with copper bars on both hands. There are hollow gold gajulu with
facets on both hands. There is thoranum string cn the right arm.
There are 3 gold jadakuppelu. There are silver anklets and silver
golusulu on both legs. There are 2 silver toe rings-twists-on the toes
of two legs. There is gold mangalasutram with turmeric coloured
string round the neck. Thore is a ku#tigantu of black beads strung
together by means of a gold wire with also a half sovereign set with a
red stone, and a clasp piece. There are 10 silk ‘glass) bangles on the
left arm and 3 on'the right.

Q.—8. Minute description of exact spot where corpse was found,
if water, depth thereof ?

A —(Found) in water about 10 feet deep-of the well, of the to-
‘bacco garden of Chintapatla Venkatramayya Garu, in the village of

Krishnavaram,

1f in a well—

Q.fj-(a) Is the well public or private, eto. ?
- A—Well of Chintapatla Venkatramayya Gara.

Q.—(b) Ts it near a public road or pathway ?
A.—Near the pathway leading to Saggurru.

Q.—(¢) Has it a parapet wall and float ?

"A.. ~There is neither a parapet wall nor a float to the said well.
There are 2 picotahs on the northern side,

Q.—9. By what relatives body is recognized, and their state-
wents shortly given ;—blood relatives always to be examined, if there-

are any ?
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A.—The corpse is reco:nized by the mother Anne Sasirekhamma,

as that of the deceased Sita Mahalakshmi
Q.- 10. Abstract of evidence of other persons examined P

1. 9On examining Anne Venkataratnam aliws Rattayya:—
The decease | Sita Mahalakshmi was my junior paternal uncle’s daugh-
tér. She was married 23 days ago. Yesterday at about 12 noon, T
had mv food and was easing myself near a fallen tamarind tree. In
the proximity of the well mentioned above, the accused Ramamma
seized the deceased ~ita Mahalakshmamma by the arm and was pull-

ing her.from near the thicket fencing, towards the well I thought

_she was taking her to show the well and that she was getting afraid ;

and raising the ery “ Stop ! Stop ! I went up 20 yards, when the accus-
ed threw fita Mahalakshmamma into the well. The well was about
125 ysrds from the place wherefrom I saw. As the int¢rvening space
was quite open, I noticed it elearly. When I was within about 40
yards of the well, raising wild cries, the accused cut a cross the tobacco
garden and met me (lit. came towards me). I seized the accusey
Ramamma by the hair. Ramammwa had a ckembu in her hand. I
asked her why she had thrown the girl into the well She was silont
for sometime. Then, in (my) anxiety, I raised wild cries, many people
had collected. Kancherla Sudarsanam, Surapaneni V-nkatasubbayya,
Potrn Ramanujulu and many more people arrived. I told them the
above facts Potru Ramanujulu descended into the well and canght
Sita Mahalakshmi, by throwing his arms round (her), and sat on the
mola pot (lit. bana) and took her out. When she was taken out, she
was at the last gasp. As soon as she was laid down, she expired. She
did net speak  The gold mangalasutram nanupeta, kante and kasulu
(meaning francs), (which: used to be on her person, were missing.
When Ramamma was questioned abont the missing jewels, she did
not speak  Meanwhile, the mangalasutram, nanup-ta and the gold

twisted, hollow karfe were recovered by tke village munsif from behind

.a tobaceo plant, situate within about 40 yards of the place, where ths

village munsif, Anne Nagabhushanam, Koneru Viraraghavayya and
others had eeized the said Ramamma. The francs (or kasulu)
were not found then. I handed over the accused to the munsif and
told him the above facts Ramamma removed the jewels from the girl’s

neck and forcibly threw her into the well.

2. The facts stated by Anne Sasirekhamma on examination : —-
The deceased Sita Ma'alakshmi was my daughter, Yesterday, at
11 a.m. after (we) had our food, {she) went with a chembu to the easing
ground along with the accused Ramamma, when the latter came and
took her. She had then on her person a nagaram, jada kuppelu, a pair

of ear-rings set with red stones, * mangalasut-am, nanupeta, nose-sorews:

Crl Apl. 408 -8
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#et with red stones; and on the legs, silver anklets, yolusulu and
mattelu (=toe rings) ; a; gold kanle, kasulu (or franes), bangies, gold
gasulu, etc., noted in the report. Within an hour after my daughéer
and the accused Ramamma left for the easing grouad, ( 1) “heard a
disturbance and cries near the well. Therenpon [ went. The first
witness stated (he above facts. Fotru Ramanujulu took out the girl
from the well Hante, nanupeta and francs were missing from the pei’-
son  When the munsif searched, kante and nunupeta were recovered.
They were recovered from the tobacco garden adjacent to the place
where Ramamma was seized. Isaw the said jewels - The said kante
and nanupeta belonged to my daughter only. Ramamma took my
daughter to near the well after the tobacco garden and removed the
kante, kasulu . =francs) and nanupeta and threw her into the well and

violently murdered her.

8. The facts stated by Mukku Sriramulu on examination:—
Yesterday, at about 2 jhams after sunrise, I was going to (my) field
along the pathway, by the side of the abovementioned well Ram-
amma, daughter of Adusumalli Venkayya, was sitting by the side of
the thicket fencing, near the well there and was extracting a thorn.
Sita Mahalakshmi was in a bending posture near Ramamma, with her
hand on her knee. Sita Mahalakshmi said to Ramamma Come, we
shall go?” Ramamma replied “ We shall go” Then I went away.
After I went into my thrashing floor, [ heard a disturbancs, cries and
wailing from near the well. Thereupon I came. Potru Ramaucujulu
was taking Sita Mabalakshmi out of the well, The first witness Anne
Rattayya Garu was saying that he had caught Ramamma, when she
was cutting across the tobacco garden after throwing Sita Mahalakshmi
iuto the well. As soon as the girl was taken out, it was being said that

the jewels were missing.

4 The facts stated by Potru Ramanujulu on examination :—
Yesterday, at 2 jhams after sunrise, I heard a disturbance and cries
uear the well of the abovementioned tobacco gurden  Kancherla
Sudarsanam, Surapaneni Venkatasubbayya and I and many more
persons went. Anne Rattayya was holding the accused Ramamma,
Anne Rattayya said that he had seized Ramamma when she was cut-

- ting across the tobacco garden after throwing 8ita Mahalakshmi into

the well. In the meanwhile, the village munsif also érrived, When
asked to take the girl out of the well, | descended and caught the girl
by throwing my arms round (her) and leaning against the mota pot
took out the girl. She was at the last gaep. When she was laid down,
she expired. I searched for the chembu in the water of the well It

was not fouud. T could not search (for it), as there was lot of water

As soon as the girl was taken out, witnesses Nos. 1 and 2 said that the

20)
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mangalaswiram, nanupeta, kante and kasulu were missing from the
girl’s neck. The village munsif, Anne Nagabhushanam, Konera
Viraraghavayya and 1 searched. The village munsif recovered the
gold nanupeta, mangaiasutram and kante in the tobacco garden, adjacent

to the place where Rattayya had seized Ramamma.

5. On examining Kancherla Sudarsanam, he stated just the facts

mentioned by the 4th witness.

6 On examining Burapaneni Venkatasubbayya, he stated just

the facts mentioned by the 4th witness.

7. On examining Prattipati Kamayya, ke stated just the facts
mentioned by the 4th witness and added that, when it was searched
at the place, where Rattayya had seized Ramamma, a gold twisted,
hollow kante, nanupeta and mangalasutram were found in the tobacco
garden and that Koneru Viraraghavayya and Anne Nagabhushanam

were present then.

8.  On examining Koneru Viraraghavayya, he stated that, when
the village munsif recovered (or found) the gold kante and nanupeta in

the tobacco garden, Anne Nagabhushanamand himself were present.

9. On examining Anne Nagabhushanam, he stated just the facts

mentioned by the 8th witness,

. 10.  On examining Pulipaka Venkadua, he stated (as fellows) :—
Last night Potru Ramanujulu and T kept watch at the accused. We
persuaded and questioned Ramamma about the missing francs (or
kasulu). She told me, at midnight, in the presence of Ramanujulu,
that she had thrown (them) into the diteh, by the side of the place,
where Rattayya had seized her. At daybreak, we searched in the

said ditch. On making a search, 16 molten kasulu, 20 nanukollu, 2

~ rupees, a billa set with a blue stone and a gold talisman—whose silk

string was snapped—were recovered. Ramanujulu and I handed over
this morning the said jewels to the Sub-Inspector of Police, Viravalli
when Ramanujulu was questioned again with reference to this, he said

that the facts mentioned by the 10th witness were true

On examining the accused Ramamma, she stated thai she did not
know about this offence. That it was true that Sita Mahalakshmi and
herself came to the well side to ease themselves and 50 saying added
that she did not commit this offence. She did not give any proper (or
satisfactory) explanation about this death. She said that when they

both were near the well Mukku Sriramulu went along that way.

1. (Signed) Prattipati Kamayya.
2. ( , ) Ghanta Venkataratnam.
S 2(

» ) Viramachaneni Sita Ramabrahmam.



ot s ; 19. Station-House Officer’s sigﬂ}iture.—‘

€ ‘ ; (Signed) M. Narayanamurti.

S. H.0.No %"
8 —i-10

: : : Q. ~20, (a) If name and regidénce of deceased be unknown,

state what steps have been taken to ascertain the same and secure

. i : identification. To what stations have proclamations been sent ?
Sigens ’ % <
H

A.--Known.

* Q. (b) Have finger prints of d;'ibea.sed been taken and sent to

‘ » : IQ Finger Print Bureau, Ma.dras.? .

; A.—No.

i Q —21. Was body warm or cold when first found ?

s

o 2 : A.—Tt was cold. e

Q.—22. If appea.rance'sh‘d'ws' that body has heen dragged, was

- it by an up or down train?
s A.-—;NO.

Q-—23. Were suspected engines and carriages eiamin_ed st 8o,

by whom and with what result ?
A=No,

F : - s

20 Q.~-24 Circumstances under which deceased met with the

Y

‘accident ?
A.—No. - - 1

Q.—25 Reasons for supposing that body was run over by any

particvlar train. iz

A—No. ; :

. Q.—96. Statements of diiver and fireman of suspected train.

Q.—27. Any reason to suspect foul play P

A.-—.Re_aqon is plain.

30 Q —28. Daration of investig’étibn iy
A.—38 hours.

Invest-igatioxi,commenced a.t; ;
Dated 50—3—1925, 6 a.m.
= Invbgtigahibﬁ closed at,— ¢
Dated 30~3—1925, 2 p m. 7

(True trapslaﬁion)
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Q.—Have you witnesses P
A.—I have no witness. The whole village is one (meaning -
leagued). ;
‘Heard read and found correct.

(Mark of) Madamanchi Ramamma
(Thumb impression).

Taken down by ine, ete.

, (Yigned) M. V. RAMARAO,
8—5—25. Second Class Magistrate.

(True translation)

B. Bhaskara Rau,

. _ » o Translator.

a
12
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ExhibitI =~ ™
P.W. 8,

-~ IN THE COURT OF THE SECOND CLASS MAGISTRATE,
- NUZVID.

Preliminary Register Case ZVo. 1 of 1925.
Deposition of 8th witness fur pfosééution.

20’ ~ Name—Prattipati Kamayya Father’s name-Prattipati Venkata=
krishnayya.  Village—Krishnavaram. 7Maluk—Nazvid. Caste—
Brahmm. OQalling—Triune officer. Religion—Hindu. Age—14

years. :

Solemnly affirmed in accordance with the pr;)visions of Act X of
1873.

\

N % e i

~ On that day, at about 12 no<;n, wheh I was at the house of
carpenter Snbbayya, P.W. 4 came and told me that, on the accused
‘throwing into the well the girl named Sita Mahalakshmamma, younger‘
30 sister of Anne Krishnayya, (she) fell into it. :
* . * -
Heard read and found correct. .
: (Signed) Prattipati Kamayya.,
Taken down by me, ete. > ;
; (Signed) M. V. RAMARAO,
= ’ 6l—5—‘?5- Second Olass Magistrate.
| (True transla,tioﬁ) :
- B. Bhaskara Rau,
: Translator.

- ra——
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- Exhibit IL
PV,

N 1HE COURT Ok THE SECOND OLASS MAGISTRATK,
. . : .~ NUZVID.

Prelimmary Register Oase No. 1 of 1925.
Deposition of Sth witness for prosecution.

Name —Potru Ramanu]ulu. Father’s name— Potru Seshadri.

g, Village—Krishnavaram. Taluk-—Nuzvid. Caste —Uppari. Calling—

Cultivation. Religion—Hindu, Age- 50 years.

Solemnly affirmed in accordance with the provisions of Aet X of

1873.

T reside in Krishnavaram. T know P.W. 4, I knew the deceased
Sita Mahalakshmamma. About a month ago, (one day) when the sun
was so high, i.e., before the sun got over head (about 11 am.) when
1 was at the house of carpenter Subbayya I heard Rattayya’s (P.W. 4’s)
eries that the accused had thrown Bita Mahalakshmamma into a well
and ran up. I prooeeded in the direction [ heard the cries. Kancherla

Sudarsanam, a Kamma teacher and the Triune officer came along with

‘accused P.W. 4 said that he had caught the aceused, while she Was
~ running away, after throwmg Sita Mahalakshmamma into the well.
‘When the persons who came after said “ the girl is alive; descend into
the well ?” I descended into it and got the girl out. T descended
into the well by the rope arranged for the well. The water in the
well was of a man and a half in depth (about 7} feet). Before
deséending into the well, [ could see the giri from outside. She was
strugghng, I descended m,to the well and seized the hair of the girl

47 and pulled her up to the water-level and sat there on the mola, ie.

= :t'hé'mala with the rope. When the girl was laid outsxde sie wasat her
last gesp. Afterwards, in a minute she died. Puhpaka Venkadu and T
‘watehed the accused and the corpse near the well till the next

mormng A constable came at mldmght. He is the constable who

hag glven ev1dence in Oourt: to-day-—P W, 8. P.W. 3also kept watch
with us at the well from nndmgbt Until mo'ht' the deceased Sita
Ma.b

'akshmamma ] necklace of francs was not recovered. During the
: Venkadu was questioning the accused as to what
ecklace of franca and where she had kept it. I also
; 'Jhb acoused said that she had thrown it into the
to the pi;ee, wh;are P.W. 4 had seized ber. The ditch

~me. At about 49 vm'ds’ irom the well, P.W. 4, was holding the -

Rmot_ﬁt}hvwmh Vthe girl. Icaune out When the persons outside pulled'

as within 4 or 5 yards of the Place of seizure. There was no water -
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in the ditch. In the moroing when after entrusting the acoused to
the constable, Pulipaika Venkadu and Twent to the ditch and looked
(or searcbed), the necklace of franes was found. Itisthe one now
shown—M.0 3, Inthe meanwhile, when P.W. 1 and the Triune
officer were coming, we delivered the necklace of franecs to P.W. 1.
After I got Sita Mahalakshmamma out (of the well} and we searched
in the tobaceo garden,  M.Os.1 and 2 were found at a distance of
4 yards from the place, when P.W. 4 had seized the accused. This
place of recovery is aboat 6 yards from where M O, 3 was recovered.
There were a bush, prickly-pear (or thorns) ete.. in the ditch. By
the time we went to the ditch, M.O. 3 was hanging on the bush in the
ditch. Some (francs) were hanging by the string. -Some had fallen
down to the bottom of the ditech, the string having snapped. The

police examined me at the time of the inquest.

Cross-ewamination — We happened to search for the necklace of

franes in the ditch, as the accused gave information abont it (M O 3),

By Court.—M.Os 1 and 2 were recovered in the tobacco garden,
after (the crowd of) 5u or 60 persons had gathered. All these people
proceeded to the place of recovery and saw. Sita Mahalakshmamma’s
mother arrived after she (Sita Mahalakshmamma) was taken out of
the well. Bhe said that M.Os. 1,2and 83 were missing from the

person of Nita Mahalakshmammal. That was the occasion for the

search. When, after M.Os. | and 2 were recovered, the accused was
. 9 A )

questioned as to where M.O. 3 was, she (accused) did not reply. The
acoused did not tell any one that she had thrown M.Os. 1and 2 into

the tobacco garden
Cross-cxamination —Nil

Heard read and found correct.
(Mark of) Potru Ramanujulua

(Thumb impression).
Taken down by me, ete.

(vigned) M.V.RAMARAO,

24 —4—25. 2nd Class Mayistrate.
(True translat{on)

B. Bhaskara Rau,

Translator.
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_had not told the constable about the throwing of the necklace of francs.
‘We told the constable that the accused had said that he had thrown
the necklace of francs into the ditch, We did not tell others about
this till (it) was recovered. It was kuown even in the morning that
the village munsif and the Sub-Inspector would come to the corpse.
P.W. 5 and I went to the ditch first, being anxious that the necklace

of francs might be recovered.

Cross-examination.—'T'he accused’s father and I had not quarrelled
in connection with the making of shoes. T did not get a pair of shoes

10 made for the accused’s father at any time.

Heard read and found correct.
(Mark of) Pulipaka Venkadu
(Thumb impression).

Taken down by me, ete.

(8igned) M.V. RAMARAO,
24 4—25. - 2nd Class Magistrate
(True tmnsla,tiéi)

»

B. Bhaskara Rau,
Translator.

Exhibit 1V.
P.W. 10,

IN THE OOURT OF THE S COND CLASS MAGISTRATE,
> ' NUZVID.

Preliminary Register Case No. 1 of 1920.

Deposition of 10th witness for prosecution,

Name—Ghanta Venkataratnam. ~ Father’s name —Ghanta
Venkata Subbayya. Village—Saggurrn. Taluk—Nuzvid. Caste—
Kamma, Calling—Cultivation. Religion--Hindu. Age—86 years.

-30 : Solemnly affirmed in accordance w1th the ] provmons of Act X of
1873. P

I reside in Saggurru. Krishnavaram is at a distance of about mile
from Saggurru. I was present atthe time ofthe inquest held in
Krishnavaram on the 30th of March. The inquest report was written
in my presence oh‘ly. 1 signed therein. It is the one now shown (me)
—Kxhibit B. On the morning of the day of the inquest, I went to
Krishnavaram from 'Sagguri'u I was going along the way,ata

.distance of about 40 yards from the well. Then Potra Ramanujniu




R e BT

g ;
i @J
40

41

(P.W. 5) and Pulipaka Venkadu (P.W, 6) were atthe ditoh (lit..
Kandakam). Pulipaka Venkadu (P.W 6)took cut a necklace of francs
~ from the ditch and was holding it in his hand. The way layat a-

Solemnly affirmed in accordance with the provisions of Act X of

1873.

I reside in Krishnavarom. I am a Kalali by caste. T know the
accused and knew Sita Mahalakshmamma, about a month ago Sita
ll Mahalakshmamma fell into a mota well (i.e., a well with a water wheel)
and died. On that day I was in Krishnavaram. When the sun was get-
ting overhead (mzarly at 12 noon), I was going to the field, after tak=
ing food at’home. When I was going along the way to Baggurru,

(which is) at a distance of 10 yards from the mofu well, the accused was

distance of 2 feet from the ditch. Then Anne Virayya was watohing
the accused at the well. The police also were present there. It was
just then that P W. 1, P.W. 8and others came to the ditch, from the
village of Krishnavaram, within a minute (after) T reached the ditch,
P.Ws. 1 and 8 and others came. P 'W.6 entrusted to P,W, 1 the

necklace of francs, he had taken out from the ditch. It is the one now

shown (me)—M.O. 3. Some of the (francs) of the necklace were 16
10 sitting 8 yards from the mota well and was extracting a thorn from

loose. Some were strung up. On questioning P.Ws. 5Hand 6 why
they had looked into the diteh, they said that when they' had per=
suaded and asked the acoused during the night, she told them that she
had thrown the necklace of franes into the ditch, near to whare she was
sitting and that thereupon they had searched (for it) in the morning
only. By the time I went to the ditch, it was getting day-break. It

was just dawning.

Cioss-examination. Nil,

Heard read and found correct,

her foot. With her was Sita Mahalakshmamma, who was looking at

the accused extracting the thorn, (herself) bending. I went on my

own way. Sometime afterwards, I heard a disturbance and cries at

the well. I came to the well, Then Potru Ramanujulu, P.W. 5, was

taking the corpse of Sita Mahalakshmamma from out of the motz well.
The karnam had made the accused stand (at some distance) from the

well, The police examined me at the inquest the next day.
Cross-ezamination,— Nil.

Heard read and found correot.

(Signed) Ghanta Venkataratnam 20

Lo 20 (Mark of) Mukku Sriramnlu
_ (Thumb impression)
(Signed) M. V. RAMARAO, dla e
own by m :

6—5—25. 2nd Class Magistrate. e ‘

4 ] (Signed) M. V. RAMA RAO,

(True translation) 24—4-—95, 2nd Class Mugistrate.
B. Bhaskara Rau, (True translation)
Translat
ranslator B. Bhaskara Rau,
Translator.
Exhibit V.
Appeal Petition,
R 7. i
: go IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS.
IN THE (.{_QURT OF THE SECOND CLASS MAGISTRATE, 30
i : NUZVID. Appeal petition submitted by No. 1577 Madamanchi Ramamma. -
: My Lord,
Preliminary Register Case No. 1 of 1925,
1 was not at all a party to this offence. This case was foisted on

Deposition of Tth witness for prosecution.

~ Name—Mukku Sriramulu. Father’s name—Mukku Sobhanadri,
Village - Krishnavaram, Taluk—Nuzvid. Caste—Kalali (toddy-
c'lrawer).'v Calling—Qaste calling. Religion —Hindu, Age—About
14 years. :

me unjustly and by false evidenca. Those who gave false evidence -
against me are my enemies- The reason is this, This Anne Venkata-
rathnam is a person who, whenever I was going alone used to ask me
now and then to have sexual intercourse with him and wused to drag
me by the hand and compel me. Without consenting to it I reported

to my parents that he was asking me like that. My parents ocalled
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: Grounds of dppeal. o
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS.
. Crininal Agpeal No. 408001 1925,
Madamanchi Ramamma ane Appeflant
(Accused 'z'n Sessions Oase No. 17 of 1925 on the file of the
- Sessions O’émrt,'. Kistna, Maéz;l?patam). M
- versus 4 |
" Rex .

i -, ... Responden. ;

Appeal filed on behalf of the appellar'llfi;rl under Section 410 of the
10 Code of Criminal Procedure (from the (Jentral J ail, Rajahmundry).

Grounds of Appeal. :

1. The conviction of the Sessions' Court, is contrary to law,

weight of evidence and the circumstances of the case.

2. The lower Court should not have éttaehed any weight tothe

y hands backward
%55 LA R
that threw her into the

evidence of P.W. 4 Anne Venkatarathnam as his
evidence is highly interested, discrepant and otherwise

untrustworthy.

3. The circumstances of the case also point to the conclusion

that the aceused could not have committed the offence.

N

20 4. 1In the first place it submitted that there are certain inherent

improbabilities with regard to thé scene of offence.

Scene of offence—The scene of offence is alleged to be in a tobacco

garden lying about a furlong from the viliage of Krishnavaram. The

. prosecution story is that the acoused threw the deceased into a well
which is in that tobacco garden at about 12 noon on 29—3—1925"

The trinne officer who figures as a prosecution ‘witness admits that
 there isa path which leads to Akiripalli, Veeravalli and other places
and that men always frequent that path. " That path isat a distance

of about 2 or 3 yards from the place where the accused is alleged to

30 have sat after being arrested after the ocourrence and about a
distance of 20 or 30 yards from the well into which the deceased is
alleged to have been thrown by the accused. Itis highly impro-
bable that the accused would have chosen such a public place for the
commission of the offence. In addition to this, it is admitted

by one of the proseoution witnesses that a portion of the tobacoo
garden on the northern side has been cut and that there was a
palmyra pandal constructed there to hang up the tobacco leaves,

that were cut. It is also admitted that the cutting of the tobacco field
commenced a day or two prior to the occurrence of the 29th and that
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it continued 5 or 6 days afterwards, There is evidence that the owner
of the tobacco field one Chintapatla Venkatramayya is the mokhasadar
of the village and is the biggest ryot also and has 12 farm servants
under him. Ttis simply meaningless to think that not one at least of
the farm servants would not have gone to the spot especially when the
tobacco field was being cut from the last one or two days. The pandal
in question is alleged to be at about a distance of a furlong where the
accused was caught. It is curious to find that not one of the farm
servants came to the scens; not even the proprietor and mokhasadar
Chintapatla Venkatramayya came there either that day or on the
subsequent day at or even after the inquest, thoﬁgh it must have been
known throughout the village that the deceased’s body was found float-

ing in his well,

5. Mukku Sreeramulu, one of the witnesses for the prosecu-

tion states in his evidence that there were thrashing
floors of two or three people of his village within a
furlong from the scene of offence. There is also a small
hill oyer the sides of which the shepherd boys graze
their cattle and sheep; that hill also is only within a
distance of a furlong. In spite of the big commotion
and disturbance near the well none would appear to bave
come either from the hill or from the thrashing floor If
really the offence had taken place in the manner sug-
ges_tfad by the prosecution, one would naturally expect
the presence of some disinterested people running up to
the scene from the hill and from the thrashing floors near
the well

One of the prdeeoution witnesses Prattipati Kamayya, the
triune officer says that he came to the scene of offence on hearing
the ories of P.W. 4 from the house of one Velagalapudi Subbayya a
carpenter in the village. This house is said to be at about a furlone:
from the scene of offence. Though several people from the villag:
including the mother and brother of the deceased came to the scene
immediately after the occurrence (as alleged by the prosecut'ion)‘ yet it
13 ourious to find that this man Velagalapudi Subbajrya who live
closest to the scene of offence did not happen to go there on hearing the
cries of P.W, 4 and the disturbance at the weli. - From the foregoing
statement of facts it would be clear that it is highly improbable that
the accused would have chosen such a public place in broad day light
at about 12 noon, for the eommlssmn of~ the offence, K urther, the
absernce of people who could have rushed there on hearing any such
disturbance as is alleged to have taken place at the well points to the

conclusion that the evidence put forward by the prosecution cannot at
all be believed.
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Direct evidence~~P.W . 4 is alleged to be and put forward by the
prosecution as a direct witness to the offence committed by the accused.
He is the only eye-witness to the case and is closely related to the de-
ceased being her paternal uncle and living in the same honse along
with the deceased’s mother and brother, His evidence is to the effect
that he went out to ease himself in the tobacco garden and after he
rcse up he found the accused dragging the deceased towards the well
from about a distance of 8 yards He states that when he first saw
this, he was at about a distance of 159 yards from them. In the lower
Court and in the report given to the village munsif, he mentions that
he saw the dragging of the deceased by the accused over a distance of
about 8 yards fiom the well. In the evidence in the Sessions Court,
he has varied it by saying that he saw the accused by dragging the
deceased to about a distance of 4 yards towards the well but that
afterwards he could not see the decceased as the grown up tobacco .
plants obstrnoted his view. He also says that he could only see the
accused. What she actually did and how the fall of the deceased into
the well°came about he is not able to say, so that this eye-witngss’s
evidence also does not help us to know how the actual fall came about.
Further his conduct under the circumstances appears to be most un-
natural. One would have expected that he would run up to the spot
aud try to save the deceased who was a close relation and a young
girl, married about 22 or 23 days prior to the offence, He did not
attempt to save the deceased mor dil he try to run up to the spot.
What he states is that when accused came running towards Lim he
caught her by the hair and arrested herj"and then raised alarm in and
wild cries that the accused throw the deceased 1into the well. He
states that on being questioned why she had thrown the deceased into
the well the accused stated that she fell into the well. His explanation
as to why he did not try to save the deceased by runrning up to the
spot is that he thought both of them were pulling ecach other for sako.
of fun. Tn the report given by him to the village munsif no 7reference
is made either to the dragging of the deceased by the accused or to the
rnnning of the accused opposite to him. These are the incidents developed
for the first time in the evidence given before so as to suggest that the
accused betrayed a guilty conscience in her actions. Further in the
repert sent by the village munsif HExhibit B the first sentence correctly
_translated runs thus ¢ The deceascd fell into the well”’ and is next
followed up by a statement that the deceared was thrown into the well
by the accused. In the evidence before the Committing Magistrate
this witness stated that he raised wild eries but in the Sessions Court,
he states that he hailed out in the first instance that the deceased fell
into the well and later on raised anotner cry that she was thrown into

the well by the accused ~ This witness is inimically disposed towards

rl Apl 408 —12
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not call him. The witness lives in Sooravaram about two miles from

Krishnavaram, though he would have us believe that he is living with

his family at Krishnavaram. One of the progecution witnesses admits

‘in oross-examination that he lives in Sooravaram. He has his lands

and house ete., only in Sooravaram. Evidently the triune officer must -
have gone to the scene at a much later period than he would bave us
understand, he did go there. The Sessions J udge also rightly held
that he must have gone there much later than what he admits. By
the time he reached the place everything must have been arranged and
the plot to ineriminate the accused completely hatched up. Naturally
he either not knowing anything personally or being induced must have
fallen in with the views of P.W. 4 and otlers who are influential
Kammas in the village. The accused’s parents being poor people he
stood nothing to lose by acting as he did : :

He says that he dispatched the report to the Police at 2 p.m., buj
it was not received by the Police till 6 30 p m , though the place, i.e.,
Viravalli, was only 6 miles from Krishnavaram. Especially in a case

where a report of murder is sent it would take at the most say ahout

F.an hour and half or two for the messenger_to take the report to

Viravalli. The fact that ‘he report was received at 6-30 shows that it
must have left the village munsif’s hands at about 4-30 or 5 p.m., at
the earliest. So even according to the prosecution there was a delay
of & hours and hence ample time for the enemies of the accused to

hatch a plot against her and incriminate her.

Two other witnesses are the deceased’s mother and her brother,
Their evidence is highly interested and cannot be believed. They do
not speak to anything which directly ineriminates the accused. They
are however put forward to prove that on the date of the occurreunce the
deceated was wearing M Os. 1,2 and 3 with the ~objeet of stealing which
it is suggested bie accused committed the murder. The mother of the
deceased deposes that the accused called her daughter at about 8 or 9
a.m., to accompany her to the easing ground and the deceased did so.
She says that they did not go to the usual place of easing but they
went towards the tobacco garden. The evidence of the mother with
regard to the wearing of the jewels M Os. 1, 2 and 3 and the other
jewels is an absolute confusion. The mother gave contradictory
statements with regard to this in the Sessions Court. Both the mother
and brother stated that the deccased was wearing all the jewels even
when she weunt out for easing. They were not removed even during
her sleep and that this was so since her marriage. In one portion of
her evidence in the Sessions Court, the mother says that the deceased
first began to wear all the jewels especially M.Os, 1,2 and 3 for the
first time on the New Year’s day which came up a few days after the

marriage. But later on she stated that she was wearing them always
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since her marriage. It is highly improbable that the deceased a young-

girl of ten just married would have been allowed by her mother and

brothers to go out putting on all these valuable jewels. There is no-

reliable evidence that the deceased was wearing the jewels M.Os. 1, 2 -

and 3 when she went out as alleged by the prosecution along with the
accused to the éasing ground. One would naturally expect that when
the deceased did not return home till about 12 noon the mother and
brother woud have wade some enquiries about her long absence but

none of the kind appears to have been made.

Another witness Mukku Sriramulu, is put forward to prove the
fact that about 12 a m., that day ne saw the_ doceased and the accused
together in the tobacco garden. The accured was removing a thorn
from her leg when the deceased was leaning forward towards her. In
the Sessions Court, this witness is made to say that he heard
the deceased sayiné to the acoused “let us go home”. It is
already long since we came from home and the acoused replying there
is no hurry we will go. This is clearly patch work and is a palpable
die and is put forward to probablise the fact that the aceused had an
evil intention in pursuanee of which she threw the deceased into the
well and put off taking the deceased to her home. But this statemant
does mot find a place in his evidence given before the Commilting
Magistrate by him. It is also ourious that he did not notice P W. 4 or
P W..4(?) notice him ; though both of them say that they were in or
near the tobacco garden at 12 noon So Mukku Sriramulu’s evidence
cannot at all be believed.

Motive for the erime—It is alleged by the prosecution. that
the motive for the murder is stealing of the jewels M.Os I, 2
and 3 by the accused from body of the deceased. It may
be stated at once that there is no direct evidence showing tb's;t
the jewels were removed by the accused. We are not in a position
to know hkow and by whom thev were removed. None of the
jewels were recovered from the possession of the accused  IF really the
motive of the accused was to steal the jewels it is im prol-abie to
believe that she would have allowed several other jewels to remain on
bhg body of the deceased. It is admitted by the prosecution that about

: 12 jewels were found on the body of the deceased when she wa,.s faken
out of the well and that only M.Os. 1, 2 and 3 were missing. The
evidence of the prosecution is that within a distance of 4 yardfors m
the-place whezre she was caught by P.W. 4 kante and mangalasutram
were recovered. On 29—38—25 and M.0. 3 i.c., the francs were found
early next morning by one Pulipaka Venkadu a prosecution witness
on information given by the accused as to its place during the night of’
29 —8—25 Pulipaka Venkadu states in his evidense in the Sessions

Coart, that the accused gave out this information on being informed
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by him that the police might arrest her father and mother also as it
was clear that she had committed the offence. The prosecution itself
admits that the accused dii not tell them anything as to what became
of the missing jewels M.Os, 1, 2 and 3 on being questioned after she
was arrested. The statement of Pulipaka Venkada that she gave out
the informatisn on his telling the accused that the police would arrest
her father and mother, is absoutely untrue as it does not find a place in
the evidence given by him in the lower Court before the Committing
Magistrate. On the night of 29—3—25, one Police constable, Pulipaka
Venkadu, Potra Ramanujulu and Anne Veerayya and one or two
others kept watch over the accused near the scene of offence. The
accused was mnot taken to the village though' P.W. 2 the Polive Sub-
Inspector came to the village by about 12 p.m., that night. All the
3 jewels were found on the ground visible to any person who went
near them. If the version of the prosecution is to be believed it is
difficult to understand why the accused was so foolish as not to take
proper care to secure the jewels she robbed, in a safe place either by
burying them or otherwise secreting them. It is also incomprehensible
why the accused would have run opposite to P.W._ 4 if she hal thrown
away the jewels in that direction. Tf really P.W. 4’s evidence is to he
believed, he was seeing the accused all the time from where she
dragged the deceased into the well up to the place when he caaght her
ab about a distance of 50 yards from the well. If so, he must have
seen the accused throwing away the jewels or otherwise sliipping“ them
away, but P.W. 4 does not depose to any such facts.

The fact that kante and mangalasutram were found at one place
ander a tobacco plant would seem to point to the conclusion that they
could not have fallen there having been thrown away If they came
there having been thrown away we would expect to find them scattered
one at a distance from the other. The necklace of francs was found in
a diteh at about 4 yards from the place where the accused was caught.
Some of the francs were hanging by a rope over the prickly pear in
the ditch and the loose france were found directly underneath in the
di'ch. Tf as the prosecution seems to suggest that the accused must
have thrown them away when she found her escape was inevitable these
loose francs must be found scattered, but not at one place. Further
even if it can be for a moment he believed that the accused herself
must have put them there it is difficult to see why she had not safely

seoured them eitber by burying them or hiding them somewhere else.

The only evidence which the prosecution puts forward as incrimi-
nating the acoused is the discovery of the francs on information given
by the accused. It is most unnatural to expect that the accused wounld
give out the information if she committed the offence. And much

more so when she had resisted any such weakness to yield during the

Crl, Apl. 408—13
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this destardly crime against the deceased her child friend for the sake
of jewels, There are several other discrepancies in the evidence of
prosecution evidence which need not be mentioned in detail, It also
appears from the accused’s statement and prosecution evidence also that
a youang child about 1 year old died in her house that morning. It is
impossible to think that she would have eo;aumitted such an offence
especially when she was sorrow striken from the child death in

ber house.

’

The Sessions Judge, wrongly mentions the age of the acoussd
as 16 ‘vide her statement and the wound certificate which show
that her age is only 14. Kven if the whole prosecution case is:
to be for a moment believed still there is ample room for doubt
as to who committed the offence. Under the ocircumstaftces
the aceused, at the worst, mixstg_have been given the benefit of the
doubt and acquitted. The Sessions J udge in a lamentably short judg-
ment has without diseussing the probabilities and circumstances of the
case come to the conclusicn that the accused is guilty of an offence
under Section 302, LP.C. and has sentenced her to transportation
for life, ’

/

The acoused therefore prays that the conviction of the Sessions:
Judge, Kistna should be set aside and that she set at liberty.

Further it is also submitted that if the alleged discovery of the-
franos as alleged by the prosecution was made on information obtained
from the accused, as it is quite clear from the strokes on her back
(accused’s) vide P.W.2’s evidence and also from that fact that she
made no disclosure during the whole of the day time on 29—8—25
that she must have been severely beaten to make some sort of confession
and if as the prosecution alleges the discovery was consequent thereon,
i.e., as is to be found from the evidence and circumstances of the case
after the beating that the confession is obtained more or less by extor--
tion or threats and as such is not admissible in evidence. Eliminating
that piece of meriminating evidence to put forward which the prosecu-
tion invented and concocted an ugly story there is nothing in the
prosecution evidence to suggest why the accused a'friend of the deceased

should commit this offence.

(Mark of) Convict No. 1677, M. Ramamma.
(Mark of Telugu) Madamanchi Remamma.

(Bigned) —
yu Suherintendent,
Central Jail,
Rajalmundry.
(True copy) :
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in a criminal appeal in which a girl of 16 years was
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made applicable to youthful offenders of the femals
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