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indine of ¢ e None of the accused is guilty of the cffencés
Fadisio e mentioned in chaiges Nos. 13,7 9, and'd,  A-11
2 A : and A-12 are guilty of the cffence under the
| ‘ 3rd. charge, viz., having beeif parties to a crini-
. : I N nal conspiracy for the causing of disappearance
e ' of evidence relating to murder and giving falfe
information respecting the offence with the
~ intention of screening the offenders from legéal
punishment. A-1 to A-10 and A-13 are not .
guilty of the said charge.
A-11 and A-12 ‘are convictedMunder Section
120-B read with -Section 201, I P.C., and
sentenced to undergo rigorous imprisonment £
3 years.. A-1to A-10 and A-13 are acquitted °
inrespect of all the charges and they ave set at*
liberty. A

R it
s

- JUDGMENT. T

There are 13 accused in this case.  Accused 1 to 10, 12 and 13 are
' charged with having been partiesto a criminal conspiracy, and having agreed
between the 7th and 18th November 1943 at Pamdurthi, Dharmavaram, Sidda-
rampuram and other places to compit the murder of M. 8. Ramakrishna, the
Charge Officer of the Famine Camp at Siddarampuram, and thereby committed
an offence punishable under Section 120-B read with Section 302, Indian Penal
Code. The acoused 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 are charged with having on the night of 17th
November 1943 committed at Siddarampurain murder by causing thé déath of tho
said Charge Officer and thereby committed an offence punishable tnder Section
302, Indian Penal Code. All the accused 1 to 13 are further charged with having *
been parties to a criminal conspiracy and agreed between the 17th and 922nd
November 1943 or thereabouts to cause disappéarance  of evidence relating to théd
murder Of the said Charge Officer or to give false information regpecting the
offence with the intention of screening the offenders from legal punishment; and to
have thereby committed'an offence punishable under Ssction 190-B J:e-e{d wd 7
Section 201, Indian Penal Code. ' The accused 6 to 12 are also charged with
having at about the same time caused evidence of the commission of the offénce to
 disappear and also with having given false information re@eéting the offence with
the intention-of screening the offenders from legal punishme » offence v
gal punishment, and to have thereby

A

committed an offence under Section 201, Indian Penal Code,

2. The Sf(n‘y Of the prosec'u‘tion iﬂ to tr}tl \ Lk 4 3 4
o 384 GPute S et ot 116 Rapa
office, Cuddapah, was appointed as Famine Charge Officer. Siddarampiuas 3
Famine Camp from 30-—6--43.  The 1st accused was villa etrmm?sif Ufl
Siddarampuram 10\?}lllage. fxgtcused 2ds . : go m %
accused. The N accused 18 a ‘servant of the md ncouse L
qoeused was Sub Assistant Surgeon in chaige of the? f%;fc}ﬁfd Di{ggni.f t,:
Bukkapatnam. The 12th accused was the Sub Inspector of Poliee of" Pam cl{u-g? :
Police-station in Dharmavaram circle. Accused 13 is the elder brothet of A»;w1
On 28 —10--1943 the Famine Cbarge Officer got information of theft of s J(l
from ‘the Government  Stofes in Siddarampuram. He gent’ a report 10 t}lg
Pamdurthi Police-station implicating 18t acoused and other ryots of Siddarampuica, )111

.

village. Accused No. 12 who was the Police Sub Inspector did not take immiedin e

actioh, and was found fault with by the Deputy Superintehdent of police Ponukonda, * |

Thereupon 12th accused reluctantly proceeded to investigate the grain theft cayo,

and arrested some  pErsons, but - failed to arrest 18t acoused who absconde.d

from 7—11-—-1943. - The aceused 1 to 9 havmg thought that by killing the Charge

Officer, 1st accused pnght escape punishiment in the grain theft case are said to haye
*  entered into a conspiracy among themselves and with accused 10to 1340 Ntrd or

The approver is discharged from custody,  * .

are near' relations of ‘the 1gt -
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-« wassent to the polica-station, Pamdurtli, Head
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the said Ramakrishna and to screen the offenders from legal punishment by eausing

the disppearance of the eyidence relating to the murder and by giving false nforma-

tion regarding the offence.} There was a conspiracy on 8—11—1943 af Pamdurthi

in-which accused 3 and appear to have taken part in -securlig the services of el
accuised 13 for influencing the Sub Inpector, 12th-accused. It is alleged that on - 3
12—11—1943 accused 1 to 5 mivt accused 12 and 13 in Nama Lakshminarayana's

factory, Dharmavaram, and thataccused 1 to 5 having bribed accused 12 and 13,

entered info a.conspiracy to put an end to the life of the Charge Officer. Onoraboug: -2
13—11—1943 the second and fourth -a.cc;sed are said to. have gone to the houss -

of 1st accused in Siddarampuram and to have entered Into & conspiracy with .
acensed 6 to 10 to cause the death of the said Remalrishna. At about that time
the accused 1, 2 and 4 ave said ty have previously consulted the OSth accuseqd .
11 concerting ways and menns to bring abous ths death of the Charge Officer.
The 6th accused 13 said to have gone to the village of Marthad whichisat a
distance of about 18 miles from Siddarampuram where the 9nd accused lives with
his son the 7th accused.  Accused 8 and 9 are younger brothers of the 2nd accused
and live in fhe same house with the 2nd accused thoughi in separate portions of
the house. |In furtheinnce of the cotspiracy the accused 7 to 10 are said to have
proceeded in a double ballec’ eart g,fr:qé with Mala Kullayigadu from Marthad at
about 3 of 4 p.m. on il PA (a,r\{d to have reached Siddarampuram at abour

- 10p. m. onthe \same night, Ttis stated that ageused 6 to 10 accompanied by
Rullayigadu and ancil:er Boya pmg;ded to the Famine Camp and to have waited °
under a tamarind tree nearby. At 3’30115 midnight all of them are said o hava
gope o the Famine camyp where M. 8, Ramakrishoa was gleeping, They went
into kis hut, and it s stafied that aécﬁqe'd 6 and 7 pressed the throat of the_s’lee_ping
kigxtﬂ&l{l_‘ie‘shﬁ&t while agoused 9 and 1(5 g0k hold of the legs, accused § téok held ~
of the right hand and M. ullayieadu took hold of the loft hand. The boya.is R
then said to have taken an aloe fibye stying and having fastened it round the neck K
of Ramalrishna strangled. him andi;;,;a ook life was still lingeting the boya - is < "
said to - have sgueczed the t@;ﬁdeg o “Ramakrishna and twisted them till life . v
became - extinot. * Thereupon acoused B to 9 with the  help of the Boya are saijd , ol
to have carvied ths'dead body of Ramakrishna followed by gccused 10 and Kullayi- . 3 e ‘
gadu and to-have - thrown the dea,d boly into the Kichen woll. known as . e
Pullaparthi Kalakunta  Obi Redd’s well after having tied the hands of the deap
body crosswise with a towel and havine also tied & stone weighing about 3 viss na .
cloth round the waist of the said Ramakrishna.  Acoused 7 to 10 and Mala Kyl

o : :
layigada are then said to have proceeded to Marthad and reached the place ap
aboub day-break.) r ' £ 55

¥ —
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8, {0 171143 the Ghange Officer was found falidag to the Senior Works
. Agent and 'the office clerk ill” about 9-30 or 10 p. m. On the following day
the bed onwhich the Charge Officer slepb was found vacant and he was found
panlissing.s | Thereupgn a vadast was sent to the Rarnam of the vﬂle_ﬂge “wWho
was then doing the duty ‘of the village. munsif, the 1sb “accused having been i

O\J

suspended by that time. ' The karjam then senf areport thie Police-station, -

v Pamdurthi and also to the Sub Magistrate, Penutonda. Oa 184111943,

accused 5 was found coming out of the, house of aocused 11 and boarding the

Kadiri-Penukonda hug at Bukkapataam. . Police Constable Veukatasubbayya who . .
was I ‘Siddarampwram in connection with ttes grain’ theit case went. to Ak

Penukonda at about 1 D1, and met the: Sub  Inspector 12th accused and s Lo
informed lim'of the disappearance of the Charge Offeer: 12t accused i®said to 5
hawe asliedithe police-constabls ne ty why. ha should tremblo when imparting the |

news and said that the Charge Office 1t have drowned himself it a well and
died, On 20—11- 43 of ol (3;2; 7 Onggg the dead body of the Ghift"%imé& the .
floet ]\%the kitehien well, and the ceols of the Charge O’tﬁo’%} g&?ﬂé‘%ed A 1'91;)‘05'15 ' I }': ~.
Senior Workes ageut, the latter camo to the place and & Constable Iguaé%* p‘f‘*n‘g Tori i PR
. Siddarampuram at‘about 3 p, m. ane o romoved: the dead body and 'placed it
on the ground by the side otl the vs;ﬁl %ZY:‘ {?,n' ingriest with the help of %}}111 pan- it
chayatdais including the Karfam and one Yeddula Navasappa. ile the
inquest was being held, the hus proceeding from Pemulkonda to Kadini arrived. The
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Tahsildar of Kadiri'who travelled by the bus came to the place where the dead
body was kept and asl-ed the Police Head Constable to do his work carefully as
there were reasons to suspect that it was a case of murder. t}th accused is said to
" have alighted from the same bus and Yeddula Narasappa is then said to have
joined him.  5th accused informed him that though the police were
trying to make it out to be a case of murder, it was open to the mnchaygtdars to
_come fo the conclusion that it was a case of suicide and if such a conclugion was
arrived at, the police can do nothing, but that otherwise the 1st accused and others
as well as the panchayatdars would come into trouble. Thereupon the panchayat-
dars who were previously inclined towards giving an opinion in favour of murder
changed their mind end gave their cpinicn that it was a case of !sqioide. *The
police Head Constable, though he was obliged to agree with the opinions of the
panchayatdars felt a suspicion and sent the dead bedy for post-mortem examina—
tion to Bukkapatnam. On the following day accused 11 ‘conducted the post-
mortem examination and gave a certificate to the effect that owing to the highly
decomposed condition of the body it was not possible to give any definite opinion.
The dead bedy was then handed over to Nagasubrahmaniam, the younger brother
of the deceased for cremation, accused 11 having assured him that it was a case
of suicide and having offered to cremate the body himself in case the younger

brother failed to do sc. :

IS (

4 On 21—11—1943, 12th accused went to the place and having perused the

~ proceedings of the Head Constable opined that it was a case of suicide and sent a
report accordingly. On 22—11—1943 the Deputy Superintendent of Police,
Penukonda, went to Siddarampuram, at the instance of the District Magistrate,
and having perused the records and investigation so far conducted sent a report to
the effect that it was oaly a case of suicide and the District Superintendent of Police
having concurred with this information, no further action was taken in the matter.

5. | More than two months later, the District Magistrate of Anantapur, who
on enquiries suspected foul play initiated proceedings suo mcto and directed the
_ District Superintendent of Police to hold further investigatior}] Rao Sahib
D. N. Gopala Aiyar, Deputy Superintendent of Police, Anantapur, was' specially
deputed to conduct the investigation with the help of Mr. M. Ramappa, first
Class Magistrate and Ramakrishna Rao, Special Magistrate, After making
surther enquiries Mala Kullayigadu was arrested under a warrant in a rioting
case by the Sub ]:,11spectpr ‘of Kodavandlapalli, and produced before Rao Sahib
D, N. Gopala  Aiyar at Mudigubba. Statements of Kullayigadu and other
persons exarr}med by Mr. Ramakrishna Rao were taken. Kullayigadu was then
taken to Siddarampuram where he pointed out to the Deputy Superintendent of
olice the scene of offence and the several places connected with  the
ccene of offence. Subsequently Kullayigadu was taken to Anantapur, and his
confessional statgex_nent was recorded. He was taken befoye the District Magistra‘te
who tendered him a pardon which was accepted by him. kThe accused 1, 5, and 11
wore arrested and subsequently the other accused were also apprehend’ed and:
charge-sheet was finally laid against all the accused.

¢. In order to substantiate the prosecution story, 27 witnesses have been
examined on behalf of the Crown. Two witnesses were also examined as Court-
witnesses. The two principal witnesses who connect the several accused with the
conspirgey to eommit murder are P.'W.5 and P. W, 20. P, W.5 is P.N,
Chithambara Reddi, a resident of Penukonda. He calls himself a contractor and
a cultivator. Heis a member of the .Pen.nkonda Vigilance Committee and also
ihe Panchayat Board, Penul;onda. 4 His evidence is Jimportant in that he speaks to
10 Jess than 7 incidents relating to the alleged conspiracy. P. Ws. 8, 9, 11, 17 and
91 have been examined to corroborate one or other of the several incidents spoken

to by P. W, 5.
have heen examined : is M '
disappearance of evidence and screrning the offenders, P. W. 20 is Mala Kullayi-

wadu who 16 the approver to whom pardon was ter#lered and accepted.  He is the
g4

% L ; Wil L A phes o
principal witness m regard to the actual committing of the murder on the night ot

&S

P.W.6 P.W.8 P.W.13, P. W, 14, P. W. 23 and P. W. 24 |
ed to connect accused 2, 4, and 5 with the conspiracy 10 Cause,
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the Camp till its closure-on 10-12-1943.
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he was refurning in th6 evening he came to know

I ——— ' 2
| .
. - ! e 1

{ | . &

17—11—43. The evidence of P. W= 10 and 12 has been adduced to, corroborate
the evidence of P. W. 20, in respect of some particulars. The evidence of P. W. 2,
has been adduced merely to establish the relationship between accused 1 to 9.
P. W. 21 also speales about the relationship between accused 1 to 5. The evidence.
Sf P.. W. 3 lia_s been adduced merely to prove that accused 3 and 13 were two of
the six acoused concerned in the Postal Dacoity Case, Hindupur, P. R. 6/36 on the
file of the Jolnt Magistrate, Penukenda. © The evidence of P. W. 22 is only to
prove that a search was made in the house of 13th accuged at Chittoor and-that
subsequent to 7—5—44, 13th accused was absconding and could not be arrested
_in spite of a proclamation issued against him.  P. W. 25 was the office clerk of
the Charge Officer in the Famine Camp at about the time of the disappearance of
the Charge-Officer. P. 'W. 27 was the Senior. Works Agent in_the Hamine Camp
who took charge on 16—10—43 about a month. prior to the disappearance of the
Charge Officer. -Ths evidence of P. W. 4, P. W. 18, P. W. 19 and P.-W. 24 has
been adduced to connect the 11th-accused with the conspiracy.  The evidence of
P. .15 is adduced for supporting the complicity of 12th accused with the
conspiracy. - P. W,26 is Rao Sahib 811 D. N. Gopala Aiyar, Deputy Superinten-
dent of Pghce who investigated the case at the instance of the District Magistrate,
7. T shall at first deal with the evidence relating to events which led up to
the disappearance and death of the Charge Officer M. S. Ramakrishna, and to
other events leading up to the further investigation and -arrest of the accused. 1
shall then deal with the evidence.of P. W, 5 along . with the evidence of persons
‘uwho corroborate him, T shall then deal with the evidences of other witnesses in
support of the case of conspiracy to cause disappearance of evidence and to give
falso information, Tagfly shall deal with the = evidence of P W. 20 and the
witnegses Who corroborate him. ;
8. P. W. 25 was the office clerk at the Famine Camp from the opeaing of
He was messing with the Charge Officer
and during the period of four or five days before the latter’s disappearance the
Charge Officer was himself preparing food as the cook was absent and giving food
to P. W. 25. The Charge Officar was having one shed for his residence and
a.n(.)ther‘shed for halding his office at a distange of half a furlong from the
residential Liut. P, W, 85 was occupying a room in a shed in front of the kitehen.
flCCOI'(Img_?O F. W. 25 the 1st aceused was going to the Famine Camp till - about
20 days prior to the disappearance of Ramakrishna. The 6th accused was how-
over fl’eqlzelltlilg the Famine Camp even during those 20 days. P. W. 25 speaks to
his officer having himeelf cooked food on the night of 17-11-43 and having served
‘himy food at about 8-30 p. m. P. W, 25 deposes that after taking food the officer
went to theshed of the Senior Works Agent P. W. 27 and was talking to him il
.about 10 p. m., that a that time the Charge Officer was in his usualmood, that
subsequently he went and dlept in the Dostor's shed while he went and slept in
the Charge Officer’s shed, P. W.-25 also deposes that on the next morning he
found the bed of the CGharge Officer empty and  the Charge Qfficer was missing.
He made & search till about 10 a. m. and sentia report to the Police-station,
¢P a'n}du"thl to the Hxecutive Engineer and tothe Village Munsif. Exhibit A ig
5%1,9 report fent to the village munsif. P. W. 25 states that on 19—11—1943 the
\LV ﬁgg#“;il?‘}%mwl came to the Camp and checleed cash 'llltt:lt t&‘\lﬂ% “’“-&0 keys
was fout ‘1 X Lt}l;ld in'the Charge Officer's (:.Qat pau;zet,ht LG a bun‘}:c‘n ., 18/~
as found In excess when, the cash balance “was checked and this was due
@ccoldmgﬂﬁo the witness to the Charge Officet having disbursed pay to thred persons
a the sfaff £1om his own Funds and' Having, failed to reimburse himself from the

office tunds later, P W. 95 a ‘o havi aken the cash on hand
o tunds 1, . W. 25 also speaks to his having taigen Gk WS nd/on
20 —11--1943 - Stor § “into. the Treasury.  While

and to .have remitted the same ;
to -have reniitted the ool M08 e

hody of the Charas Officer had floated in the litehen well. ~ Thereupon he sent
telegrams to_the Claras Officor's b rothis ab Anantapuf and Cuddapab. He eame
to ‘the Fanmine Camy and found that the dond body was lying on the  ground
having been removed from the well. ‘Hehibit G is the statemegnt lt‘i]ufdc‘f% from
him by the Special Magistrate, under Section 164, Criminal Procedure Code.

. \
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9. P.W.1 who is the Karnam in officé and who was acting for the Village
Munsif speaks to his having received Exhihit A yacast, and to his having sent a
report Exhibit B to the Sub Magisirate, Penukonda. He also speaks to the dead
body of the Charge Officer floating in the well on 20—11--43 and to his sending
reports Bxhibits € and O-1 to the Sub Inspector, Pamdurthi and also to the
Stationary Sub Magistrate, Penulonda. He states that at 4 p. m. on 20—11—43,
P. W. 9 a police constable and P. W. 21 Police Head Coz}s_table -arrived and 7&11
inquest was held over the dead body which was removed from the well. P. W.1
was one of the panchayatdars and Exhibit D is the inquest report. :

10. P.W. 97 who is the Senior Works Agent spea’ks to the incidents from
99 10—43 to the 20th November 1943. He deposes that on 23—10—43 the
Executive Engineer visited the Famine Camp, that the Engineer vertified the cash
and was getting into his car when the Junior ‘Works Agent b}*o(lght to the notice
of the Engineer certain irregularities said to have been comml.tt@i_ by the Chgu-ge
Officer.  One of such irregularities was relating to the entries In D-4 Register
which # an abstract of payments made regarding coolies whose names did not
find a place in D-3, the muster xoll. The allegations made by the Junior
Works Agent were that the excess amount: was being misappropriated by the
Charge Officer and that the Famine grain was also being mishandled by tbe grain’
clerk and maisthris, with the connivance of the Charge Officer. The Engineer is
said to have then inspected D-3 and D-4 Registers and to have taken them with®
him, Healso sent for the Grain clerk who began to qompla.ln against the J unior
Works Agent even hefore he was questioned whereupon the  Executive Kngineer:
suspended the clerk and passed an order directing the Charge Officer, the Junior
Works Agent and P. W. 27 to proceed to the Grain stores and seal them and
verify the balance of grain and to make a report. P. W. 27 speaks to his going
along with the Charge Officer and Junior W orks Agent to the village, where
Crainstores were and to have sealed the stores in three houses. He started
verification of grain on 24—10—43 and completed the same by 12—11—43. He
states that in the early hours of 28—10—43 one of the kitchen watchers came
running to the camp and informed the charge officer that the villagers of Sidda-
rampuram were distributing the famine grain among themselves and that they
could be eaught red-handed if the charge officer proceéded to the place immedi-
ately. P.W. 27 states that on hearing this report, they went to the village and found
grain in several houses. Only three houses in which grain was stored were sealed.
The Junior Works Agent raised the question about the fourth house on which
the Charge Officer made a reference to the grain clerk who stated that the fourth

house was vacated a few days previously and hence only three houses came to be -

-sealed. After finding the grains in several houses, the Charge Officer sent a report
Exhibit LT, to the Pamdurthi police. A report Exhibit MM was sent to “the
Collector, Sub Collector and Executive Engineer. The Police Sub Inspector who
is 12th accused turned up at Siddarampuram cnly on 31—10-—43. After investi~
gation a case was laid against several persons including 1st accused. P. W, 27
spealts to his going along with the Charge Officer on the evening of 17—11—43 to
the Anjaneyaswami temple, which is at a distance of 6 futlongs from the Famine
Camp, to their having retuned from there about an hour later and to their
meeting in the room of P. W, 27 at dbout 9 or 9-30 p. m. and to the discussion
they. had about the winding up of the camp and proposal fo leave Siddarampuram
on 19—11—43. They dispersed at about 10 p. m. when the Charge Officer gave
two night-pills to P. W. 27 and then went and took his bed in the Doctor’s camp
which was vacant as there was nuisance from bugs in Charge Officer’y shed.
P. W. 27 also speaks to the disappearance of the Charge Officer next morning, to
the search made about him, to the report sent to the village officer, to the checking

of cash by the Executive Engineer on 19--11—43, to the remitting of cash

through P. W, 25 into the Pemikonda treasury and to the floating of the dead body
of the Charge Officer on the morning of 20—11—1945. He states that the cook
of the charge officer who had gone on leave on or about 10th November and who
returned on the 19th came to him about 10 a. m. and informed him that the - body
of the Charge Officer was floating in the well, that when P. W. 27 came out of his
shed, he found 6th accused along with him, that therenpon they all went to the

b

well where the body *waz found ' floating just then. P. W. 27 also speaks to the
arrival of the police at about 3 p. m. and to the inquest that was held thereafter.
He states that the hands of the dead body were tied with a' towel. crosswise and
there was also a stone tied with & cloth round the waist. There wasa red mark
1” wide round the neck and the testicles were found swollen abnormally. He did
nok 2o very near the dead body as it “was emitting a bad smell. He states that
when the inquest was being held the bus frem Penukonda arrived and the Fahsil—
dar of Kadiri saw the dead body and left the place. He also states that he was
examined by the Head Constable-at the inquest, but that he was not examined by
the Sub Inspector 12th accused.  He speaks to his' sworn statement recorded by
the Special Magistrate. Exhibit NN is the statement. 2 _

11. P. W. 24 is the younger brother of the deceased, and he was employed
as'a clerk in the Superintending Engineer’s office, Anantapur. On the night of
18—11—43 he got information of the disappearance of his elder brother. He-
went to Siddarampuram, at 2 p. m. on 19—11—43 and made enquiries of the
works agents and the clerks. He states that search was made for his brother when
his bed was found vacant that he learnt that there was a hue and cry in the

. Famine Camp that his brother had committed suicide; that he wen$ to his brother’s

hut and saw the bed rolled up and kept over his trunk, that his brother’s shirt and
coat were hanging on the coat-stand, that there were.also his chappals- and torch -
light near the bed,” He further deposes that he left for Anantapur and returned
pgain to Siddarampuram at 2 p. m. on 20—11—43 aleng with another buother of
his, that he leamt about the floating of -the brother’s dead body in the well even on
the way and that when they reached Siddarampuram the body was floating in the well
with its back upwards. Healso speaks to the police arriving there at about 3-30p.m.,

- to the reimoval of the body, and tothe inquestthat was held subsequently. He states ~

that there was a matty banian on the body, that theupper cloth was tied round the
waist with a big black stone of the size of a pumpkin, that there was a mark all
round the neck just™ like a strangulation mark of.the width of an index finger
that there were also marks of contusion on either side of the chest znd,
also marks of contusion. on the back and the thigh, and that there_ was
a cub from the anus upwards to about 2” in length., He also states that the
testicles were swollen to the size of a cocoanut and the hands were tied crosswise
with a towel very tightly. He states that the right wrist was placed over the left
wrist and the knot was helow the left wrist. He also states that there were two

" knots and that when he informed the persons present that it was not possible for

anyone to tie his hands by himself in that manner, 6th accused came forward and
stated that anybody can tie up his hands ia that manner.  He also states that the
panchayatdars tried to tie their.hands but failed in their atterapt and- that at-about
5 p. m. when the Penukonda-Kadiri bus arrived, the Tahsildar of Kadiri P. W. 23
gob down front the bus and saw the dead body.. He states that P. W. 23 expressed
his opinion that it was a'case of murder and that at that time he saw a man from
the same bus getting down and proceeding away to a distance of 30 yards, that one
of the panchayatdars went and met him and that after both of them talked for a
while the panchayatdar returned and after -he ‘returried the other panchayatdars
who were till then saying that it was a case of murdef turned round and said that
15 was a case of suicide. He speaks to the dead body heing sent to Bulkkapatnam
ror post-mortem examination, to his proceeding to Bulkkapatnam on the nexf day,
and mesting 11th accused when the post-mortem examination was almost over and
o hLS questioning 11th aceused as to the several doubts felt by him. He deposes
that 11th accused told him definitely that it was a cdse of suicide, that the doctor
explained the strangulation mark a3 a result of violence received while falling into

faw = - -1~ L & 1.0k o : 2
ithe well, that the doctor éxplained the absence of the water in the stomach.as due

to the flowing out of the water when the body was removed from the well and that
the doctor refused to cut open the skull or the swolien testicles,  P. W. 24 also
says that 11th accused became enraged when these questions were puh to him and
stated that he knew batter as .a doctor, that he alsn asked him .whether any
By SEINe ':'}"fit'?"\ ?'3d“'c 'f}“ }-_'f_‘ f B 1'“)'1 3 l, .\-»i hat o hia
arrangements had been made forthe disposal of the dead body, and that on his
being assured that it was a case of suicide he himself arratged to cremate the
body as otherwise the doctor said he would himsalf arrange to dispose of the dead
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body. After the dead body was cremated, P. W. 24 returned to Siddarampuram
5nd 1eft the place on the evening of 21—11—43  after recefving the ring which
was on his brother’s fiager from the Head Constable. " P. W.-24 also speaks to his
going along with his brother Venkataraman to the District Superintendent of
Police, who directed them to the Depaty Superintendent of Poliee, Penukonda
and also to their séeing the Digtrict Magistrate who promised to cause an enquiry
to be made in the matter. He further spealks to his haying removed from.the camp
a hurricane lantern belonging to his deceased brother. ~ Exhibit FF is the statement
recorded by the Special Magistrate. :
12. P. W. 21 is Tsaack, Head Censtable, Pamdurthi Police Station, who
. held the inquest over the dead body of Ramakrishna.  P. W. 9 Venkatasubbayya
is a police constable of Pamdurthi Police station who was present at the inquest,
and wrote Exhibit D to the dictaton'of P, W. 21. P. W. 21 states that though
he felt that the case before him was one of murder, he was obliged to record
 that it was one of suicide as the panchayatdars came to that opinion, but that as he
felt a doubt he sent the dead bedy to Buklapatnam for post-mortem examination,
through the censtable Fakruddin who has been examined -as P. W. 18.  The
evidence of P. W. 18 is to the effect that be left Siddarampuram with the dead
body at 6-50 p. m. on 20—11—A43 and reached Bukkapatnam at 12 midnight and
that the post-mortem was condudted by 1lth accused on the morning of
21—11—43 betweent 8 to 11 a. m. According to him only the stomach was cut
open and though he was present throughout no other portien of the bedy was cut.
He received the post-mortem certificate and the ring of the deceased from the
Doctor but he did nct receive the clotlk.es which were on the dead bedy and which
were lying under the post-mortem table.

13. P. W. 19 Venkafa Reddi is the compounder in the -L. F. Dispensary,
Bukkapatnam, who was present at the post-mortem examination and took notes to
the dictation of 11th accused. Exhibit S is the rough notes prepared at the time of
the post-mortem examination. - It contains entries in ink made by 11th accused and
P. W. 19 has also underlined several printed words and made some enfries in
pencil 4t the direction of 11th accused. Exhibit 8-1 is the post-mortem notes sent
to the District Medical Officer, Anantapur, along with the post-mortem certificate
Exhibit BB. Exhibit AA is the requisitionr to the Medical Officer and Exhibit U
is the post-morten register which is maintained in the dispensary. Exhibit S is

found written on & post-mortemr book which was already used for one Kuruba .

Lingamma. THe name of Madiga Kadireppa, is also found writtén below the name
“ M. 8. Ramakrishna. Exhibits W and W-1 are rough notes with fegard to post--
mortem examination held in May 1943 and December 1943,  Eshibit U-1 is enfry
n the post-miortein register relating . to Kuruba Lingamma and ‘Exhibit U-2 is

entry in post-mortem register relating to Ramakrishna.  Exhibit.Z i8 the. First

Information Report regarding the death of Ramalkrishna.

14. Ishall at this stage also, vefer to the evidence of P. W, 4 &faiala
Narasimhulu of Bukkapatnam as the same relates to the cremation of the c_ike;-x(d
body. He states that his sefvices were requisitioned for disposal of the deadbm(ly'
that he saw only a small portion of the stomach ‘cut open and that the testicles
which were as big as'a ball 6” in diameter were not cut open.

0y

15.  On the everiing of 21—11—43, 12th accused came to’ Siddarampuram
and having perused the investigation notes’ made by P. W. 21 sent up a vepert
that the death of Ramakrishna was clearly due to.suicifle. Hxhibit J i8 " the -case
diary of 19th accused for the period 20—11—43 to 23—11—43. * Exliibit J shows
that after verifying the investigation made by P. W. 21, Accused 12 examined five
hat on 29—11-—43, 12th aceused examined the scene of offence,. that
on 23—11—43, 12th accused examined 11th accused and finaliy closed the investi-
gation on that date with the remark’ thatit. was a clear case of suicide. The
Deputy Supetintendent of Police, appears to have gone to Siddarampuram on
22—11—43 and after peruging the records available and after examining the
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Senior Worlks Agent, the Junior Works Agent and others sent up a report that it

' was a case of suicide. The District Superintendent of Pelice of Anantapur also

agreed with this opinion and nothing happened till about the - beginning of
February, 1944.¢ : < (R ‘

16. P. W. 26 is one Mr. D. N. Gopala Aiyar who was Deputy Superintendent
of Police, Anantapur till 30—4—1944, on'which date he refired from service. He
deposes that on 9—2—44 the District Magistrate of Anantapur tock-cognizance of
a. case under Section 190(1) () of Criminal Proceedure, Code in connection with the
death of the Famine Officer treating it as a case of murder under Sections 120-B,
302, 109 and 201 1. P. C., read with Section 120-B. Exhibit HH 'is the complaint
and P, W. 26 who was asked.to further investigate the case by the District Magis—
trate commenced investigation from 10—2—1944 and concluded it on 20-—3-—44,
He wen! to Siddarampuram on 10—2—44 anfl visited the -Famine Camp but he-

“was dble to observe only marks of sheds that existed before as the camp sheds had

been removed by that time! He examimed P. W. 4, P. W. 5, P. W. 7, P. W. 9,
P. W. 12 to P. W. 14, P. Wa. 18 0 21, P. W. 23, . W. 24 and P. W. 27 between
19—9-—44 and 16—3—44. ' P. W. 20 who is the approver in this case was produced
before hini by P. W. 16 the then Sub Inspector of Kedavandlapalli on 26—2—d44.
P. W. 26 states that he arrested P. W. 20, recorded his staternent and took him in
his car on 27—2—14 to Siddarampuram famine camp and thaf he was accompa-
nied by P. W. 16 and Mr. Ramappa. He prepared a plan Hxhibit JJ which was
incomplete. - Wifh the permission of the Court he corrected the plan and also .
appended details showing the description of the severgl places. He speaks fto his
having searched the L. F. Dispensary on 9—3—4% in the presence of panchayat-
dars and to have seized Exhibit S which was logked in a.wodden almirah. He
states that as-per his orders accused 2, 3, and 7 were arrested on 14—3—44 and
that he alsc applied to the District Magistrate for fender of pardon to P. W. 20.
Exhibit KK is the procesdings of the District Magistrate tenderving the pardon.
P. W. 26 alsp states that after investigating the case to some extent he  hande
over the further investigation to Mr. B. V. Chetti, Sub Inspector of Police who has
been helping the Public Prosecutor in the trial before me. .

17. 1 shall at this stage refer to the evidence of P. W. 16 whe was
responsible in .arresting Mala Kullayigadu P. W.20 and  producing him
hefore P. W. 26. He was Sub Inspector of Kodavandlapalli from 9-—-8—1943
to 30—4—1944. e speaks dabout a rioting in Mallepalli village within the
limits of Kodavandlapalli batween the faction of Vengasiuni Reddi and the -
faction of one Basi Reddi whose dayadi is the son-in-law of the 2nd accused.
This rioting is said to have taken place on 6—11—1943 and Exhibit Q'is the
certified copy of the charge sheet dated 7-—1—1944 Jaid under Section 160,
Indian Penal Code. P.W. 16 statés -that P. W. 20 was an accused in that
case, that he was living in the house of Basi Reddi and belongs to his party,
that there was an arrest warrant against him, that he was arrested on
25-92-44 at 9 a. m. when he was produced bafore him by one Golla Narayana

~of Redulapalli village. He speaks to his having taken P. W. 20 to Mudigubba

and to have produced him on 26—2—44 before P. W. 26. e also states
that affray case . was proceeded with after splitbting up the case against
Kullayigadn and ‘separating him from it. He states” that warrants were

» 1ssued to accused 7 to 10 but that they were all abseonding. Exhibits R to

R-3 are the warrants. f

: 18. T shall now proceed to refer to the evidence of P. W. 5. Ie states
that he had known accused 12 from his ehildhood and financed him for his
education and came to live with him at Pamdarthi when 12th aceused
became the Sub Iuspector and continued to live with him till November
1943. ‘He states that he helped 12th accused in the investigation of
Agraharam rioting case and Eitguntla thefl case. The first dncident which
he speaks aboutris in connection with the grain theft which was discovered
on 28th October 1943. He states that he agcompa?’niad 12th accused when he
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went to see the Deputy Superintendent of Police . of Permukonda and that he ‘ g the bus at Bukkapatnam. This is the f}fthf 120;3611(1;,11 f‘l}?_ Hlfiabe.mg gllg .
he-a,r_d the _Deppty :Superintendent of Police taking:12th accused  to tdsk for ' % incident in the Nama Lakshminarayana s 1%0J011—43 ~T1~e si tr _arz_d £
not Investigating into the gra in< theft case with diligence. 12th accused is X B fourth being in the Charge Officer’s camp on 7‘j : d h 15 A:ff) L .mu} ent
then said to have gone to Siddarampuram and to have arrested four or five ; ha speaks about is in the Sub Magistrate's court vetgr;ha o ir 1(;&0 e
persons on one day and four other persons on the next dery. P.W.5 speaks © Penuonda, P, W.5 took his meal and .qa’mef § tl‘s em:{'{? i S;ub
to an incident which took place inside a room in the village chavadi where Magistrate's Court. 12th accused was waifing o erSEasle_ tary in the
the Ist accused is said to have paid a sum of Rs. 900/- to 12th acoused for- | Manure leaf theft case of Yajamanam Obalappa P. A i which was with
not arvesting him and allowing him to abscond. He then left for Penukonda ‘ . P.W.9. P. W. 9 arcived there and 13th accused a'sALO f%]m W %1y he.cia.me
along with four persons: who were arrestod on the second day and were ; ; - late: Then P. W. 9 told 12th accused that the ChargeOfficer was missing

being escorted by a police constahle. Having remained there for one day

: he bed on which he slept was'in tact on the ground.
he again returned to Siddarampuram and proceeded to Pamdurthi. On the . ' ' '
|

from the morning while tt id *“Why are you trembling’
I , v i g7 / ‘ : g'and
Then 12th accused is reported to haye. sl 4 : i

2 _ . e T e
evening .Of that day 8 —11-—43, he went to/the' police-station and not finding : A B . : - fellow will have fallen down in a well and
: ; s : ;. ' ng the news in fear? The fello} 14 ' -
12th accused at that place went to the bazaar and while he was returning L T gé’ied.g Tlfelb;\é; 1vl;ill float and I will pluck a hair andtht'};l’(’)w El’t %‘ya_y ind
by the side of the house of 5th accused, Le heard the voice of some persons e prepare an inquest and send a report and be done Wit 1 - W. 5 then
in the upstair room and stopped 4t the window having heard the name of : SR e < ected with _the conspiracy and that is

: ' : : narrates the h incident conn
Venkataramanna 13th accused. He speaks. to the conver g awteath

sation bew ' ' ' kS e oren place .on the evening of 2}—-—1-171943 or
accused 3-and 5 which he could gather only from the voices o? ’r]he Q;) id“tevig Al ;K,le}climf;ig t(iatl;ldv? alf;:aelils‘sgid to have asked P.W.5 toaccompany
persons. 5th accused is said to have asked 3rd accused as to how he came ' - i T e L b e ?;](;qu ‘gtation. P. W.5and 12th accused proceeded
to know 13th accused and 3rd accused replied that he and 13th accused were : a0 tmtlh o‘t,e,gu:(ﬁn“"- 1“ ; anyd when the - train arrived, 13th accused alighted
co-accused in the Postal theft case, Hindupur. Then on being questioned by \l S f?,metf :lglm-f J: dJu 1:3'(1 his brother 12th accused as to .\\’hut’ certificate was
oth accused, 3rd accused is reported to have said that be, 2nd accused and ¥ f ol ]blozla{m g 2218 s thon reported to have said suicide’. 13th accused
5th accused should go tc Chittoor and secure the services of 13th accused fo < AN %}1«?1 asked ‘%?1?;’86 1°§h accused replied ‘Sure’. Then 13th accused said
influence 12th accused. This is the second incident. P. W. 5 then went to ' i A bbasall A A N | : )
the police-station whero he conversed with 12th accused but did not ' T T 5

tell him about’ this incident. On 10—11—1943 P. W. 5 and 12th ‘ | e e t .the evidence of P. W.5 in
k g £ . Sl WY, 2 accused . : . ¢ ‘here i ridence to corroborate
went to Penukonda and on 11+-11-—1943 one Masood eame. ‘and- delivercd S k. ot 19. There is no evidence

M # * repar inci and 2. -As regards. the incident dated 12—1 1—1943 in
a letter to 12th accused. P. W. 5 and 12th accused’ left Penukonda af. 7 e X | ?%r?}la(} ﬁ?ﬂl{gﬁ:ﬁ%]'t;al ;Illl.?’s fajc\:tol'y at Dharmavaram there is evidence of
p. 1. on 12—11-—1943 and reached Dharmavaram at 7-30 p. m. Accused 5 p‘ W. 11 g Wy 17. P.W.11 is Pantnam Venxatanna, trader and
and 12 then proceeded along the railway line and having met 13th accused a5 e of Pamdurthi. There was criminal case against the men of
there all of them went -to factory of Nama Lakshminarayana. Inside 5th aceused for Hhaving beaten P. W. 1l .Ha‘.Ymg bee_r)l ag;ked‘ by fgn
v the factory  they ‘found accused 2 3, 4, 5 and Venkata Reddi accused to apply for copies- of depositions in the case; P W. 11 is said to
brother of 1st Accused. They were al] sitting together for half an have gone to Penukonda on 12—11— 43.. P.'W. 11 states that both P. W. 9
hour and gossiping while P. W. 5 steod at a distance. Then the lst accused A and 12th accused came by the bus, that at Penukonda, 13th accused told him
came to the place when 12th accused asked P. W. 5 to go away P.W.5 gpt s » ' ihabheawould look into the depositions himself and hence copies were not
offended and having walked a short distance returned to the fa . 01'.V el ]‘5 / . ' required, that therefore he returned®to Mudigbubba via Dharmavaram by
minutes to hear what thiy ware talking about. P, W : S e mixed train and that 12th accused and P. W. 5 who travelled by the same

W , i 9 saw them through ; ‘ 3 : : <
the crevice f’f a dooy .a_u.d hon;d 4th accused telling 124h :l’cgused that “Re 300(7# ‘. : b, train got down at Dharmavaram station and went along tl}e Pla'gform,
bad already been paid and the sovereign necklace was worth Ra ‘]50()/—~ DT, i P. W. 17 says that ons day in November 1943 he went to get fodder for his
and that VVQU]d be. suﬁ'xment._ for the peresent.” _P. VV. 5 ai';o lioz;l'd 3rd ca,ttle that he went to the factOl'Y Of Nama Lflkshmnmm,y;}na ’\Vlth
?\%Ciltlfggrte#figj}gt?()rﬁmﬁed bhad b“.R“' 1000/-had already been padd at ‘\ ‘ aViev:f to gather fodder that might hzgve‘ {allen fr?mlnﬁmrts, that 111131(:1:;
: Tl sorithin . aoLe Wadiieing Snaid ( theniatiah thatiit overuih i g ' d 1 tob sitting with 13th accused an
el somethine . anhc av Iy thin . ' " the factory he saw accuse ¢ 3 e ¢
E\(( Il}%n?-lr:o\?;]i]r:c:i’g;ci{;én?o?me S1.5kybe dond by way iof inam.™  Thon ﬂg‘% pd J 4 “that 1sct accgsed asked him-as to whether he reiired Ii‘Omb service and also
> persons ins R Ore s Combr Mot IPT Wk Akvillad, ARa s s, dhi i harmavaram on some business, P. W. 7
went to the railway station ang o1t iy o R R RS, AWA Y ang 7 i . WY told him that he had come to Dharmavaram . on BRI RN
P W ( 5 ‘Lgﬁl ey ;fﬁ?&,gg ai 1{*}113(1; tihe,r‘: even’ without taking hisfaod. 3 ‘ Nl Narayana Reddi of Mangalamadaka who is the Village Munsif of Eluguntla
up his-mind not to keep company whiff‘izt:}}fng i t{’ 1;11111 thtatlhte made i -, speaks about P. W. 5 coming to his place on 14—11-—43 and remaining with
L ;! SRl 5dd g _ 1 ut wanted to men ' - : ; ) e il et ¥  Fovourakle e
him at sometimo o other and give him. o bit ST e PO I\Q’M: e | %/, him till 16—11—1943. This witness has gl\ﬁ\n v_(j\;l;lmﬁ)ce t@f)ﬁé{\\Ohx{lblt‘tﬁl’)
went away to villages to purchase grain and. aftep four {1 T, s i ' LR the defence thantoprosecution. *He was allowed 0-be treated as a hostile

«

y s 3 v or five da Q0o 1y e fl 1 { 3 .
o Siddarampuram with a bag of ragi. . When he was . waiting at sﬂl(éal?l]zg { , : Witness.

stand at Siddarampuram on the 17th November 1843, accused 19 arris od i e
by the bus_ Wh]«;h came there and at. the instance "of 12th ' accus ed he :‘ 20. P. W. 9 hag aiven evidence in support of three of the incidents
accompanied him to the Charge Officer’s camp. There accused 12 met ihe ‘ spoken to by P, W. 5. He speaks to P. W. 3 getiing mtOB his ‘bus at
Charge Officer and after having received g list of grain got from . varion: Oheurayanpalli, to 5th aceused gettipg into the g“sl“tt ukkapatnam
Wlaces, 12th aceused is said to-have asked the Chares O b G emerging from 11th accused’s hoase on 18--11--43 and -also to his meeting
L s gl 18 - oevt askod the Unarge Officer not to remain . 12th accused outsido the Sub Magistrate’s Court, Penukonda where when
in ?hgt pla ce that (31 bnt to accompany him to Pen ukonda. The Charee ~questioned as to why he came late: he stated that .‘r.he Charg’uj Officar ‘was
Officer, however, promised to gather the’ account books and then procedd to “»‘ B missing and then acousad 12 is said to have st-,.-}t-olcl . L;t'd?l:? f“\]xlézf‘:,g? It he
Fenukonda the fol 70“'5115 day.. 12th acoused then left S‘-idf}"3""1'1‘-';"171”r"’ by 3 i gbolnel"kﬂt?lmlgnt gl int? e ‘ﬁwtbllwl;r i‘m;}ént heunetfl y‘ijcu
: ya while P. W. 5 was 1€ \ p ! Ay R e s ' trembile like that as if your life is in danger. her meide > speaks to
bwu’? b h}!Le ,E'r“ d ) V;;i% »g?qtmncd on aceount of want of room in the bus, v igsabout his travelling %n the sa,mse train %vith 12th accused on the evening of
bus on 18--11-—43 and was proceeding to Penukonda. P, W. 9 got into platform, when 12th accused is said to have infroduced 13th accused as his
o Ni1e 7 et 303 Tan 7E 3 YL ST
the bus and 5th accused who was in 11th accused’s house "also got into ; : %
/
1 fl ' 4 N Y
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brother. Though his note book shows that he was in Kondakamarla side on
that day, P. W« 9 states that accused 12.-himsel? suggesta_@d that the witness
might note in his note book that he was in those parts in search of out of
view offenders. P. W.8 Yajamanam Obalgppa and P. W. 21 Isaack, Head
Constable also speak about the incident” in the Sub Magistrate's Court
verandah on 18—11--43. P. . 8 states that when P. W, 9 related about the
disappearance'df the Charge Cfficer, 12th accused stated “Why are you
tembling as if you have killed him. If he has gone let him go ?”.

91. I shall next refer to the evidence of certain witnesses who have
been examined to support the case of conspiracy in causing disappearance of
evidence and in scréening the offenders from punishment. P. W. 6.
Y. Srinivasa Rao, was Taluk Head Accountant, Gooty. He went to Kadiri
on the evening of 15-11-43 and was returning to Anantapuron 17-11-43 by
the train which leaves Kadiri at 4-30 or 5 p. m. 2nd accused and one Gidda
Venkata® Reddi. got into hLis compartment at Mudigubba railway station.
At Chinnakuntepalii station one man came and informed 2nd accused. that
Agraharam Rami Reddi 4th accused went' to Dharmavaram in a jutka and
that he would ngt be coming by train. P. W. 8 speaks to his having gone to
Anantapur on 16— 11—43 to attend to his work in the District Court and to
his return on 17—11--43 by the evening train, and states that when he reached
Dharmavaram 12th accustd got down from another train and asked him to
go to Penukonda that night, that Maravapalli Rami Reddi 4th accused was
th_en waiting in the platform when 9nd accused and Gidda Venkata Reddi
alighted from another train and came and joined them. Accused 2. 4, and

Gidda Venkata Reddi are sajd to have proceeded to the town while 12th.

accused is also said to have proceeded towards the town. Evidénce of P.W. 6
and P.W. 8 isto make out that accused 2 and 4 arranged to meet 12th accused

; at Dharmavaram station in order to speak as to what should be done regard-
ing the murder that was to be committed that night. '

22. P. W. 13 is one Govindarajulu, Bus driver in the Kadiri-Penukonda
bus line. : He speaks to having reached Siddarampuram at about 6 p. m. on
20—~11—43 when P. W. 23 Tabsildar 6f Kadiri and 5th accused who travelled
by thé bus gat down and went towards the dead body over which an inquest
was being held. He speaks to his having seen an inijur ] . 1

i ‘ _ g jury on the neck of the
dead body and also about the testicles being swollen, He states that P. W. 9
was writing the inquest veport to .the dictation of P. W 9] {hata after I
saw the dead body he found people dispersing in gr(,u}); AaRL (Y ‘ald ;e
Narasappa one of the panchayatdars is said to have joined Stir noc 3 el e
2 talked to him. 5th aecused is said to have told Yedduls Nar -:%u,]"e-( AL
following terms. . *““Ihe palice scoundrels arve trying to do S,Oasapp(_i }Q e
make out a case of murder. Who has got any motive to kn_nl? m}ls'c nef.tg
«  Is.it impossible to tie one’s hands with a towel in th 1t t s g
Panchayatdars state that it is a case of suicide, the polica Hunaruon gl
but on the other hand if panchayatdars say if is a case, 019 o (.i?'l.mﬂvm],gz
Reddi (st accused) and others will come into trouble and tl; e e
themselves would confe into trouble.”

23, P.W. 14 Lakshminm*as_uppa, village munsif of Pamdurthi Agraharam
speaks to his having travelled along with £. W. 23 both in tlie morning agd
in the everning, to his having seen the dead body floating in the morning and
to have scen the, dead body at the inquest in the evening. e states that at
Bukkapatnam 5th accused got into the bus when it was about to start and
that he, 5th accused and the Tahsildar of Kadiri along with others got down

from the bus and saw the dead body. He also speaks to his having séen a
mark of a rope of the width of a finger on one side of the neck of the dead
body and to have also seen the testicles being swollen. P. W, 23 corroborates
" the evidence of P. W. 14' and states that he saw the red mark round the neck
of a finger’s width, both 'when be saw the body floating in the well and also

‘hen be saw the dead body at the inquest. He states that P. W. 21.tald him.

hie panchayatdars
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that-he suspected it to be a case of murder and that thereupon he asked the

% police constable to Swrite his inquest report carefully and event away. He

also states that 5th acoused travelled by the same bus and got down at

Siddarampuram. P. W, 24 also:speaks.to. 5th aceused getting down from

the bus and moving away in the road towards-Bukkapatnam when Yeddula

. Narasappa is said to have joined 5th accused and talked to him. P, W. 21

Sl 4 also speaks to Yeddula Narasappa and 6th accused having alconversation

\ with 5th accused and to their returning to the place of inquest, after which

panchayatdars are said to have definitely given an opinion that the case was

s one of suicide. P. W..15 is Nagaraja Rao, reporter to the Andhra Patrika

i from 1938. e is also depot manager of the Wholesale Stores at Pennkonda.

ek TR He states that 12th accused asked him about a week after the death

Lo of charge officer to send a report to the Andhra Patrika stating that

Y ‘ the death was dus to suicide and that 12th accused also reminded him about
it ten days later. ’ !

.

) 24, ['shall now procsed to consider the evidence of P. W.20 _the
. approver and the evidence of P. W. 10, and P.'W.12 who have been examined
to corroborate the approver to some extent. P. W. 20 states that he was a
‘ : . resident of Ravalcheruvu eking out his livelihood by doing cooly work, that »
j about 3 or 4 months before the occurrence 'he came to Marthad and was
doing cooly work in the village and cooking his food by the side of the
Maddileru river, that he was then engaged as a servant by 2nd accused for
tending 100 goats which>had been purchasasd, that after 3 months he
proceeded to Bangalore along with others for effecting a sale of the goats,
and that after one lot of goats was sold he veturned to Marthad after staying
for a day in Ravalcheruvu on the way.. He also states that he took part in
a house-breaking in which accused 7 was also concerned, that he was asked
i - 10 abscond and live in Mallepalli in the house of 2nd aceused’s son-in-law
1] Basi Reddi, that after he stayed there for 11 days, there was a rioting case
e at Mallepalli between the faction of one Vengamuni Reddi and the faction
Ty of Digamenti. Venkata Reddi, father of Basi Reddi, a dayadi, of accused 2's
' son-in-law in which" 2nd accused’s son Ramalinga Reddi and one Muha-
mmadan 6f Marthad were concerned, that he was imipleaded as a. co-accused
- along with the son and son-in:law of 2nd accused in that affray ecase, that
" sometime later he was asked by 2nd acecused to go to Marthad on the
& assurance that the affray case was compromised and that thereupon he went
and lived at Marthad in the houss of 9nd accused. ' P. W. 20 also states that
a day aftdr he reached Marthad, accused 6, the son of 1st a.c‘cu%ted came to
1 .| Marthad on horseback and returned the next day, that oa the following day
i : a Madiga lad came to Marthad and delivered a letier to A-7 and that on the
: same day accused 7 to 9 went on foot along with P. W. 20 to the house of 1st
acoused in Siddarampuram and that accused 1. 2, and 4 were in the house
ab that time. P. W. 20 says that accused 1 and 4 wers known to him'
before, that after all the said persons were closetted for sometime inside the
house they came out of the house when he heard aceused § and 9 questioning
1st accused asto whether Suvyanarayena Reddi (hth accused) had been
consulted and 1st accused replied that 5th agcused had beeu already consulted

s

: ] . :
! - on all matters, that thereupon 2nd accused asked him and accuscd 110 9 to
2t | return to Marthad and to be in readiness to g0 to Siddarampuram whenever

- asked to'do =0, and that P. W. 20 and accused 7 to 9 walked back to Mavthad

- and reached the place before sunset. P. W. 20 also states that the 3rd day

after this 1st accused’s son 6th aecused again ecame to Marthad on horsebacle

| and returned after taking coffes and that about 3 or 4 p. m. on the sanie day
( accused 7 to O went ina cart driven by accused 10 to Siddarampiuram aceom -
‘ panied by P. W. 20 who walked on foob «belind. It is stated that they
reached Siddarampuram in the night at 10 p. m. that afier tuking meal
- 6th accused enquired if a Boya had come that the Boya then came folward
: . ; and all of them went to a tamarind tree in a tope near the famine cawmp,
that they stayed there while the Boya went and came back stating that
: persons -were awake, that they then passed to the other side E’f the road and
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waited near another tree where they waited until the Boya went out again
and returned stating that the ‘Ayya’ had slept, that thereafter all of them
went to the shed where the Charge Officer was sleeping, that accused 6 and
7 then pressed the throat of the charge officer while "accused 9 and 10 held
the legs and 8th accused held the right hand and P. W. 20 held the left hand,
‘that the Boya having untied an aloe fibre string tied to the shed and having
passed it round the neck strangled the charge officer, that finding that life

was lingering the Boya squeezed and twisted the testicles of the charge -

officer till the life became extinct. that 6tk accused also thrust his towel
jnto the mouth of the charge officer when he tried to cry out, and that
subsequently all of them excepting P. W. 20 and accused 10 carried the
dead body to the well near the kitchen and having tied the two hands of the
Charge officer crosswise with the towel that was taken out of the mouth and
having tied two big stones round the waist with a turban cloth threw the
dead body into the well and that subsequently they scaled down the parapet

wall to the west of the well and reached 1st accused’s house after meeting -

a woman on the way who came out to answer calls of nature and who
questioned themni as to who they were, to which however no answer was given.
P. W. 20 states that subsequently he and accused 7 to 10 left in the same
cart by which they came and reached Marthad before day-break, that he
was then asked to ‘attend to cultivation at Poolakuntlapalli, that on the
third day he was =ént again to Mallepalli where he was hiding himself in
the field whenever he happened to see a police-constable, that he then héard
about a warrant of arrest that had been issued againet him, that on his
informing 2nd accused about it he was again sent to Marthad with instruct-

ions to live at the well near Poolakuntlapalli, that 10 days later he was sent

to Hedulapalli where he was living in the house of Gangi Reddi and Golla
Chinna Narayana and that three days later he was taken by Chinna
Narayana to Kodavandlapalli police-station and produced before P. W. 16.
P. W. 20 also speaks to his being taken to Mudigubba by P. W. 16, to his
informing P. W. 16 about the Siddarampuram murder, to his being
produced on the next day before the Deputy Superintendent of Folice
" (P. W. 26), to his narating the whole story ‘before P. W. 26 to his
accompanying P. W. 26 in his car to Siddarampuram and pointing out
several places in the famine camp, to his being taken thereafter by bus
to Anantapur where he was ptoduced before a Sub Magistrate who recorded
his confessional statement Exhibit Y, given out of his free-will and without
being tutored or coerced by anyone, to his/subsequently being taken to
District Magistrate before whom he gave a statement and to his being
_tendered pardon and taken as an approver, )

-

-—

. %5, P W.10is Tmam Sahib, Police Constable of Pamdurthi statign
for about 9 months till 16—6—1944 who was on bandobust - duty keepin
watch over the famine grain between 11—11—43 to 19—11—43. He ha%
been examined to probablise the mecting of P. W. 20 with accused 1, 2, 4 and
7to 9 in st accused’s house on 13--11—43 or 14—11—1943. P.W. 10
deposes that while he was guarding grain in the village chavadi accused
2,4, and 7 passed by the chavadi towards the house of 1st accused, that
on the next day at about 9 or 10 a, m,, 4th accused returned and that accused
2 and 7 also left on the evening of 16—1]—48. He algo speaks to P, W. 5
coming to the chavadi on the night of 16--11-—1943 with a ragi bundle and
to his sleeping elsewhere for the night and returning on the marning
of 17—11-—43 with.the ragi nbund]o. This evidence is to coproborate the
evidence of P. W. 5 to the effect that” 19th aécused and P. \W. 5 thet the

charge officer on 17—11-~1943. ’

26, P. W. 12 is Subbi Reddi, the village munsif of Marthad = and he
resides ina houge which is at a distance of three chains from the house of,
ond accused. He states that on a Wednesday prior to the death of the
Charge Officer he heard that 1st accused’s son came by horseback and that
at 4 p. m. on that day while he wags at Maddilera he saw a double bullock:

g and 9

7 this Churt given answers t
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carg ; . 7% Bt :ddarampuram with accused 7 and 8 in
the cgigueef_ifnglﬁon% kils‘;gn: %?3 ?av? 1 the cart in the village again on the
next da: S SO“SL{“} ,es d"a Jater. In his statement Exhibit N, he had
stateq 7 OF two Oxlt ree c:Ys, <on coming on horseback and that the cart
Was i, 1ot he saw st accused s The evidence of this witness while

R 1he village the very next day.
no ' ] has been very favou the
deﬁe};ilping the prosecution to any extent has beo LG

)
® as would be mentoned presently”

7% ! ovidence of P. W.2 and P. W. 21 as
Tegards tlllesiéa‘lgti%(g;,hli.ef%gtzg eeghfst sccused to 9th accused.- Their evidence
dlseloses that the fets Eisters of 4th accused' have been married to aceused 1

| "that%th accused’s paternal grandmother and 4th accused’s mother
31O Sistere that 4th accused’s wife is the daughter of 5th accused’s paternal

Gt gigter Seethamma ' was married to one

- aunt, 4} :
Il er - 1 &

eebavilafagrgdshﬁﬁguls{%%?ﬁ yggaérnal uncle of accused 5, that 6th accused

| : ccused 1s the son of 2nd acecused and

1 the 8 th &
accussdoé] Ofésgt a;}gl;s}gleedi)lt-g?}fe;{‘s of 2nd ‘accused and that 10 acqused is the
Servang ofa‘;;d agcused P. W. 2 isthe younger brother of 5th accused’s

idence as regards relationship has not been

fatheln F RN o vi
disputsﬁsm}eﬁ:‘,g\éib?gf g::lthlzv?th the whole of the evidence adduced on

*half of the prosecution.

; 28. . ho was cited for the prosecution was
examinedgzeg_}i%faﬂ anﬁ?\:};’as Wone of -the. panchayatdars a#the inquest
held ovey the dead body and his evidence 18 to the effect that the panchayat-
lars ang p . 21 were of opinion that it was a case of suicide and that no
one thee suggested that it was @ case of murder. That he is not a truth-
Speakine witness is clear from the fact that he would not admit the presence

. of P. W.93 or of 5th accused even though there is admission and
eVidenne to dhow that 5th accused did come by the bus which arrived while
the inguest was going on and there is evidence to show that P. W. 23 came
to the place of inquest and had conversation with P. W. 21. There is also
the evigence of Captain Dayananda Rao, the District Medical Officer of
Anantspur who was examined as an expert and as C.W. 2, as the prosecution
did nof adduce the evidence of any medical witness regarding the post-mortem
certificate. I shall refer to the evidence of C. W. 2 later on when 1 deal
With the question as to whether the death of the charge officer was a case

of suicide or homicide. ¢

g -ven statements insthe lower Court and have in
PR haveog(;uestions put to them with ‘reference‘ to the
evidenge adduced against them regarding the several incidents referred to
already, The first accused states that there are factions against him in his
village and neighbouring villages, that Nutheti Venkataramanna isa
Powerfyl enemy of his and that same others have joined him aud concocted

enemiss and attempted to fabricate false evidence against him in connection
® !

With the grain theft case and that therefore he abhsconded and was  going
from blace to place living the life of an exile and that finally he surrendered
himseif before the Magistrate on the date of the hearing of the grain theft
Cage.. According to him P. W. 5 is a person begging grain in v1llz;ges and
is g particular friend of Nutheti Venkataramanna. He denies having gone
to or bven seen Nama Lakshminarayana's factory-and states that Mr. _B. V..
Chetty who has been his enemy and who concocted cases previously
against him bore a grudge Against him when he was foiled in bhis attempt to
bring him to book and that therefore Mr. B V.Chetty has procured false
evidehce against him. He suggests that P. W. 20 never came fto his touse
and that he must have been brought to the Sub Jail where st accused was,

for the purpose of being identified by him later.

3

this c4ge. He also states that 12th accused got himself mixed up with his
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30. The 2nd accused states that there is enmity ~ between him on the
one hand and P. W. 2, Kodavandlapalli Chinna Venkata Reddi, Edulap‘alli
Golla Narayana, K. Gangi Reddi, Dorigal Narayana Reddi and P. W. 16 on
the other, and that all the enemies have joined hands _and having set up
P. W. 20 to speak against him, concocted a false case against him. He also
states that there are misunderstandings between him and accused 8 and 9 as
regards division of the family property. He denies that accused 10 was his
servant and states that he has considerable landed property. He denics that
he met 4th accused and others at Siddarampuram on 13th or 14th November

1943 and states that there was no.reason why  he should have joined hands

with 1st accused and killed a Brahmin simply because he (2nd accused)
married the wife’s sister of 1st accused. He further states that P. W. 20
even if he was employed for 2 months under him could not have created
confidence enough for being taken to commit a murder. He states that the
‘police officers from the rank of Head Con_stable_ to the rank of Circle
Inspector have with the idea of getting promotion helped the Deputy
Superintendent who was aspiring for an extension of 2 years’ service and
having cooked up witnesses succeeded in making him rot in jail for a period
of 1% years. He states that he and P. W. 6 were on inimical terms when
‘the latter was Revenue Inspector in his firka and. that the other witnesses
have given evidence against him falsely being in fear of their superiors. He
states that P. W. 20 was never in his service and was set up to speak against
him by his enemies. ;

31. The 3rd accused denies relationship with the other accused as his
younger sister became a widow long ago and states that from the time of
the senior Bayapa Reddi, father of 5th accused there has been enmity

. between him and the family of 5th accused. He states that there is a faction
in the village and Koochu Venkataramanna and his brother-in-law Nutheti
Venkataramanna who is the ‘informant to the District Magistrate were
inimically disposed towards him. He adds that he attested the dying
declaration of a deceased person in a murder case against Koochu Venkata-
ramanna in 1940. He states that his being a co-accused with 13th accused
in Postal Dacoity case has been taken, advantage of for implicating him
Thi 3rd}acc1%;edl\also states that E W. 5kwho used to stay and take his meai
in Koochu Venkataramanna’s house has been instj :
evidence against him. o serteagto glvg falsg

32. The 4th accused statesthat the Wwitnhesseg : ; : .
-at the instigation of Chinna Venkata Reddi. and M}Il'a Ee %Do(]«_:}in t:ggamhst him
his enemies. He denies having gone to the factor P R

states that he was not at all in the village on or a%)’ouazt 1'?_Eallim%\§ir33n;)a$gg
f ——— \

t 11i in Cuddapah_distri i
ggndea;c;.Ko hapalli in Cuddapah-district, and remained t-hex:e for 15 or

33. The 5th accused denies the geveral incid

and other witnesses and states that he has been ?giflfgszéfin ito tEY Brtien
account of enmity. He admits that he travelled in the bus f1’1(1>m Pls cal,(se 3“
- to Pamdurthi on the evening of 20—11—43 but denies that he inﬂugﬁgeé”éhi
panchayatdars to give any opinion contrary to their own opinion. He states
that he bad gone to Penukonda on 18—11—43 and 19—11—43 in connection
with cases and returned by the bus on 20-11-43 having missed the bus on the
. previous day. He states tlfat the bus stopped at about 20 yards from the i
where the dead body was kept, covered with a, white sheet of cloth and that
he remained in the bus feeling that it was below his status to mingle with
the crowd. He also states that such heinous offences or thoughts abeut them

are beneath his education and culture. ,;

34 Accused 6 denies ever having owned a horse or having gone to
Marthad on horseback. He states that it will take at least 2 days for one to

Y ' ' e

g0 to Siddarampuram from Marthad and return. He denies that he met 5th
accused at the inquest and states that he was not present at the inquest. He
admits that he went to see the dead body along with others but states that
he went there at 11 a. m. or 12 noon. Accused 7 to 9 deny that they partici-
pated in the murder.and state that they did not go to Siddarampuram or to
the shed of the charge officer. The 10th accused is stone deaf and it was
posgible to elicit from him only the answer that he did not know P. W. 20.

3.  11th accused states that he did not see P. W. 4 anywhere near the
place of post- mortem examination, and that he did cut open the scrotum. '
He denies that aceused 5 came to his house on 18—11—43 and states that
P. W. 18 was at a distance of 20 or 30 yards away from the post-mortem

- table and'could not have seen anything. He states that P. W. 19 was present

at the post-mortem examination and todk notes and that he did cut open the
‘serotum thought he did not cui the testicles. He denies having told P. W. 24
that the death of the charge officer wasa case of suicide and states that
P. W. 24 himself wanted to know if in a case of suicide life insurance amount
could be got. He states that he cleared the doubts of P. W. 24 by making
an incision over the front part of the neck and opening the scrotum. He
denies having asked P, W. 94 to cremate the body.

. 36.  The 12th accused states that P. W. 26 ordered his reduction when
he was Motor Head Constable from 1937 to 1940 and that P. W. 26 did much
to ruin him but that he was nevertheless promoted as Sub Inspeetor “of
Police.. He states that P. W, 26 foisted the case against him. ' He also
states that he laid the charge-sheet against accused 1 and 19 others in the
Famine camp grain theft case and that (on 13-11-43 he got the statements of
material eye-witnesses against lst accused recorded under S.164, Criminal
Procedure Code, and that though the charge officer gaye a report that there was
no shortage of grain he pursued the investigation and succeeded in charging
the accuse% He states that P. W. 5 was'begging grain in Pamdurthi firka
from the villagers in the name of the police. that he drove him out of
Pamdurthi and that therefore P. W, § has given evidence against him having
been. denied an ‘opportunity to make out his livelihood in' nefarious ways.
He states that the'charge officer had fabricated the grain account hook, that
it was detected after the'death of the charge officer that 18Q bag# of grain
never reached the famine camp, that the charge officer did not produce the
book and that time was granted to him to produce it. He denies the several
incidents spoken to by P. W.5 and others and states that he instituted
proceedings under Section 110, Criminal Procedure Code against P. W. 8
and P. W, 11, He denies that he asked P.W. 15 to publish any report about
the incident. He states that he merely verified the investigation made by
P./W. 21 which had already closed and that he could only depend upon the
record already made, the post-mortem certificate and the available evidence
and that his work was supervised by his superiors.

- 37. 13th accused admits that he was a co-accused with 3rd acecused in
the Postal Dacoity case but that he was discharged by the Joint Magistrate,
Penukonda. He states that he never came to Dharmavaram in the month
of November but was in Chittoor district and that he has been implicated in
order to deprive 12th accused of the only ‘helpwhich he could expect, He

admits that his house was searched in his presence but states that he never
absconded. ' i

38.  In view of the statements given by the accused and in view of the
suggestions'made during the cross-examination of the witnesses for the
prosecution, it has become'necessary to determine at first the most iniportant
question viz, as to whether the death of M. 8. kamakrishna on or about |
17th November 1943 was dus to suicide committed by him for the reasons|
suggested or whetlter he came by his death by foul means. In other words,

N



IR ——

T

—

81

the question is whether the case is one of suicide or one of - homicide. If on
s, consideration of the oral and documentary evidence as well as the several
circumstances pointed out on either side the Court should come to the
conclusion that death was one of suicide there will be no necessity to go into

the further question as regards the, guilt" of the accused, whether it be for:

murder or conspiracy to ‘murder or disappearance of evidence and false
information or conspiracy to cause disappearance or to give false infor-
mation. If, however, it is concluded that the death was due to foul play it
will then be necessary. to consider the other questions and determine as to
TLow far all or any of the accused are guilty of the several charges framed
against them. :

39. The evidence’set out above shows that as a result of the inquest
held on 20—11—A43 the post-mortem certificate granted by 11th accused, the
report of 12th accused dated 93—11—43, and the report of the “Deputy
Superintendent of Police, Penukonda, dated 28—11—43, the authorities
concerned came to the conclusion that the- death was due to suicide.
Tt was therefore found  unnecessary to proceed further in the matter.
It is §uggest<?d on ‘behalf of the “accused that on
Executive Engineer who came to Siddarampuram on a surprise visit having
been informed by Purushotham, the Junior Work agent about certain
1rre.gular1tles in the famine camp, held an enquiry and after suspending the

" grain clgrk took possession of registers D-3 and D-4 and leit the place. It
is in ex'{dence that befors the Engineer left Siddarampuram he gave
instructions for sealing the houses in which the famine grain had been stored

‘_and to measure the grain at once and send a report as regards the deficit,
‘that the Junior Work Agent, Senior Work Agent and Charge Officer ther
%ocieied to the grain stores and sealed them with the seal of the Senior

fox Agent, that at that time the Junior Work Agent raised -the question
of grain stored in another house belonging to one Purushotham, that on the

Charge Officer making an enquiry of the grain clerk the latter informed him

that the house had been vacated and thereu char ‘
pon the charge officer gtated that
.%Izlzeggeg Iigzgesh may he sealed. Fromthat day till about the 12th of
¥ 13_11914 o ﬁ e grain was being measured and finally a report was sent
onls - .to the effect there was really no_ deficit, vide Exhibit XXXIX.
it s {epOI of the‘Charge Officer it is stated that the botk balance might
151.001_1’0(;’5 and that as the bock was with the Executive Engineer the
entries in it had to be examined to find out the mistake. - :

40, Ort 28—10—1943 on information recei

Wt 10- ved from a watcher qf
g}zgl.n ‘stores the senior work agent, the junior work agent and the c%aggz
officer went to the places indicated by the watcher and found that there

were two half bags of grain in a certain house and that there were about 10 .

bags of grain emptied on the ground in another unoccupied house. A

in E}gh1blt XXXIX(a). dated.31—10-—1943 the Charge Officer was %Zit&;;eg
position to 7sta.te‘ definitely the actual quantity lost and also the kind of grain
lost. P W. 27 in his evidence states that about the 14th November 1943 the
Executive Engineer called upon the Charge Officer to show cause why he

" should not be made to pay a sum of Rs. 150/~ from his pocket. This was -

with reference to the complaint made by the junior work agent:as regards
the difference between registers D-3 and D-4, The ' complaint was to'thz
effect that without showing the number of coolies in the muster roll, register
D-3, the charge officer wag making payments and entering them in the
register D-4 which is the acquittance roll and pocketing the difference. It
wae tound subsequently that a sum of Rs. 150/~ was the difference so found.
After the chargé officer disappeared the Executive Engineer. arrived on
10--11—1943 and when ¢heking the cash found an excess of Rs. 76/-.

members of the ataff their wages and having failed to reimburse. himself.
Whether or not this explantion can be accepted it is suggested on behalf of

the accused that as the Chafge Officer was only getting a small salary the

23—10—1943 the °

: It is
‘explained by P. W. 25 that it was due to the charge officer having paid 3

-

\.
_‘\
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excess must be due to the dishonest acts of the charge officer. After the
Charge Officer’s death the Executive Engineer looked into the accounts and
observing that the records were all faked up came to the conclusion that
178 bags of cholam had been misappropriated. This was found out by

checking the invoices with the quantities of grain credited in the registers.

A1. Ttis also pointed ouf that after the complaint was made by the
junior work agent and the seizure of the registers the charge offrver became
dejected and perturbed in mind and that on the evening of 17—11—43 when
he went in company with P. W. 27 to the Anjaneyaswami temple which is
at o distance of 6 furlongs' from the famine cawp, he made certain
disclosures to P. W. 27 about his state of affairs. P. W. 27, however, in
his evidence denies that there was any conversation between him and the
charge officer of the nature suggested by the defence. It is, however,
pointed out that the portion relating to the statement made by P. W. 27 to
P. W. 21 at the time of the inquest has been mutilated and the full notes
have not been made available to Court as otherwise the suggestion by the
defence would be made out. Exhibit CC is. the notes of .evidence taken by
P. W. 21 and it is incomplete. Tt is stated on behalf of the prosecution that
a’ portion of the statement is missing as there was no carbon paper at that
portion. This explanation no doubt appears to be curious but cannot be ruled
out as improbable. There is also.a suggestion made that about that time the
charge officer received a letter from his wife te the effect that she is being
tormented by her mother-in-law and father-ia law. Though P. W. 25 now
states that:he did not know: personally of any such letter, he admitted that
P. W. 24 told him that he found a letter from the wife of the Charge Officer
complaining that no money was sent. 12th accused no doubt in his report has
recorded that P. W. 27 made-mention of o letter complaining of ill-treatment.
The suggestion is therefore made on behalf of the acaused that on account
of all these circumstances the deceased charge officer must have committed

suicide.

49. On the ather hand it is stated on behalf of the prosecution that
none of these circumstances could have influenced the charge officer to
commit suicide as he was not . responsible for any of these defalcations and as
he was taking steps against the 1st accused and others in the village for
grain theft probably done with the connivance of the grain ‘clerk Krishna-
moorthy. The first accused and Krishamurthi were tried for the offence
of theft and were convicted. It isstated that the 1st accused having been
impleaded in the grain theft case must have borne a grudge towards the
charge officer and consgpired with the other accused and arranggd to put an
end to his life as spoken to by P. W. 20 with the idea of exculpating himself
from the crime. It is, however, argued on behalf of the accused that by
putting an end to the life of #e charge officey the. 1st accused could not have
escaped punishment and that therefore there .was absolutel.y po motive for j
murdering the said charge officer. But /it has to be _pointed out that the
charge officer was actually prosecuting the grain theft case and if in faet he f
was himself one of the persons responsible for the disappearance of the grain
the first aceused must have had enough . motive to bring about the death Ofi

the charge officer by foul means.

ars came to the conclusion that the clearge

officer might have committed suicide in order to save himself frlom disgrace,
there are enough indications in the\inguest report Exhibit D which point to
the conclusion that the charge officer came by his death by foul means. There
was a mhrk round the neck of the dead body of the width of a little finger
as if made by a rope or gtring. The testiclag were awollen abnormally and
the hands were tied in a peculiar fashion. The ear appears to have been ecut
and there was aleo a tear between the anus and the fes_f'm.l.es. 1\%) dou.bﬁ us{
seen from the evidence of C. W. 2the District Medical Officer of Anantapur

43. Though the panchayatd

" the cut in the ear lobe might have been due to acquatic animals having eaten
L | =5



the ear and the tear migh® have been due” to exqeés formation of gas which
found its way through the torn portion. 'he contusions on the body

mentioned in the inquest report might be post-morterh stains. The Dogtor

is, however, of opinion that a mark like that of a string cannot be
obliterated within 16 hours. Thered mark ought to have been found by
11th accuced at the time of post-mortem examination, but 1lth accused
did not make any mention about this mark. The Doctor (C. W. ) has
also pointed out that a stone weighing 8 or 9 pounds wiould not be sufficient

to prevent the body from floating up at the time of drowning. Hence there"

was no purpose in the deceased baving tied a small stone round the waist.

/The inquest report shows that a towel was wound twice round the left.

wrist and the right wrist was placed over it and there was a tight knot
underneath the left wrist with a loose knct over it. There is evidence to
- show that the panchayatdars attempted to put a knot on their own - hands
and some of them did not succeed at all andsome of them succeeded by
' making only a loose knot. The Doctor (C. W. 2) says in his evidence that
if a loose knot is put on the wrist and a man drowns in water the knot will
be untied cr it might become tighter while the drowning man was struggling.
He states that it is more probable that the knot would become untied.
Further it is seen from the inquest report that when the body was removéd
and placed on the ground the hands were bent with the palms of the hand
turned upwards. The Doctor (C. W. 2) has no doubt stated that when a man
with the idea of committing suicide falls into a well he would be in a fit of
temporary insanity and it is not possible to guess what all steps he would
have taken to prevent his coming out of the water. Nevertheless, it would

not have been possible for the deceased to have tied his handsin such a tight .

fashion as mentioned in the inquest. report, if’he tied his hands himself.
The ihquest report also shows' that there was no mud in the nails. The
Doctor (C. W. 2) states that while a drowning man struggles in the well he
generally clutches at the mud in the well and there will be in most cases mud
in the naile. Tt is suggested on behalf of the accused that the “words in
’_l‘elugu indicating that there is no mud in nails in Exhibit D have been
interpolated. No doubt there is a full stop and the letter “go” (%) appears
to have been written on the sscond part of the letter ‘thu’ ). Tt is Just
possible that it was written at the time of the inquest as is spoken to by
P.W. 9 and P. W. 21 though it might have been written soon after the
Inquest report was completed and it was found that thig point was not noted
It ig certain that it is not a later interpolation becauss the Sub Inspector
12th accysed in his report Bxhibit J has stated that P. W 21 invformedp h‘lo
that there was nomud in the nails. Further as could be seen from Exhibits;né
an U-2 the post-mortem notes and the post-mortem register the chambers of
the heart were found empty which is generally an inditéatio that ;;1 d y h
was not due to asphyxia. Though 12th aceused in his Sty e
deceased looked like a dementeq person and though 2 @ : :
made that the deceased was in a perturbed state of m'indsﬁggfs'mn 'lc? bemg
P.Wa.25 .a.nd 27 who are disinterested persons which shows ihe‘ést}?wd S
was not in any such mood on the night of 17--11-_1 43‘_\;\7}1& h : Oce:;:sed
sleep in' the Doctor's shed. No doubt P, W.'97 states thaefnthe 21”0.” to
looked a bit worried when the ‘junior work agent com‘p.]ained‘ qgiin:(tﬁe?f‘td
but he says it was only temporary and thé charge officer did no% foal 111\1](1:12
about it later. | There is evidence to show that on the night of 17—11--43 the
dectased cooked his own food, made curry of potatoes and onions and having
served P. W, 25 and eaten }113 own-food went to the Senior work agréni‘.’:
shed and was conversing with him, the junior work agent and P. W. 95l
about 10 p."m. and even gave two night pills to P. W, 27 hefore he returned

report states that the

%

-9

L8510

21

44, The next question tobe considered is whether the deceased was
murdered by accused 6 to 10 and P. W. 20 with the help of a Boya as spoken
to by P. W. 20, In the first place thereis no reason why 2nd accused

/who is only shaddaka of 1st accused and who is a resident of Marthad

which is a village 18 or 20 miles away from Siddarampuram should have

joined hands with 1st accused for committing the crime or why he should

have sent accused 7 to9to perpetrate the deed. There is absolutely
no evidence to show that P. W. 20 was working as a servant'in the house
of 9nd accused or that 10th accused was a cook in the house 2nd accused.
On the other hand there is evidence to show that P. W. 20 was a person
living in Golla Narayan's house in Eedulapalli for about 3 years. Apart
from the oral evidence of P. W. 12 who is the Village Munsif of Marthad
between whom and 2nd accused there has been faction t0 the effect that
P W. 20 was a farm-servant of Golla Narayana for -3 years, thete is
evidence afforded by Exhibit XXXIIL which is a-certified copy of the
deposition in C. C. No. 1016/41 on the file of the Sub Magistrate’s Court,
Kadiri. The deposition is that of one Kullayappa, son of Subbanna, a
Hindu, Mala, a cooly by profession and of the age of 32 years. P. W. 20 in
his cross-examination states that he does not remember about the case or of
his having been a defence witness in a case brought by Aswarthamma
against Achamma and Gangamma in Sub Magistrate’s Court, Kadiri. He
is however in a position to state that Aswarathamma ig the sister-in-law of
Chinna Narayana and Achamma and Gangamma are his sisters., If as
P. W. 20 states he remained in Chinna Narayana’s house only for 3 déys.; it
is not known how he has been in a position to give all these particulars.
There can be therefore no doubt that Kuilayappa mentioned in Ex. XXXTIT1
is no other than P. W. 20, In this deposition P. W. 20 has .st_ated that he
was living in Chadive Chinna Narayana's house and was living by doing
cooly work. In his dvidence in this Court, however, he states that he was
never in Chinna Narayana’s house previously. Though P-W. 16 states
that 2nd accused is a partisan of Golla Narayana, he admits that there is no
record to prove the friendship. On the other hand, the evidence of P. W, 12
clearly shows that there have been factions between him and 2nd accused
and that Gangi Reddi and Golla Chinna Narayana belong to the faction of
P.W.12 and not of 2nd accused. P. W. 12 alsq states that accused 8 and 9 are

_not on speaking terms with 2nd accused on acgount of land disputes. There

is therefore every reason to believe that P.W. 20 was “living in Chinna
Narayana’s house from 1941 onwards probably till the date he was taken by
Chinna Narayana to P. W. 16 till February 1944. There is, absolutely
nothing to corroborate the evidence of P. W.20 regarding his living with
ond accused in Marthad or his living with Basi Reddi, _the son-in-law of
9nd accused in Mallepalli or his living in Poolakuntlapalli attending to “the
cultivation of 2nd accused. g

45. The only documentary evidence to connect P. W. 20 with the 9nd
accused is that afforded by Exhibit @ which is a certified copy of the charge-
cheet under S.160, Indian Penal Code. Though P. W. 20 states in his
evidence that he was the first accused in that case, Exhibit Q shows that he
was impleaded as the 9th 4nd last accused. The incident is said to have
taken place on 6—11—43 and the charge-sheet was laid on 7—1—1944,
Absolutely no description of 9th accused is given beyond stating that he is
Mala Kullayigadu. The evidence of F» W. 20 shows that he was arrested
by the Head Constable though he did not take part in the affray just because
he was standing nearby. P. W. 20 also statos tl}at there are several persons
who go by the name of Mala Kullayigadu. .'Whlle_ therefore the 9th accused
in Exhibit Q might not" be P, W, 20 there 13 110'01'1111?‘_, toshow that he was
a partisan of 2nd accused and was employed under him even assuming that

~to-the Doctor’s camp. I .do not think that this would have been the attitiide

this P. W. 20 was the person implicated in the case. Hence there ig
absotutely no evidence to prove that P. W.20 was such a confidentig]
gervant of 2nd accused that he could have been taken to a distance of 13 or
20 miles on two occasions, viz,on the first occasion tohear abous the

[ of the deceased it he was conterplating to commit suicide a couple of hours

| [ | sfter that. Considering all the circumstances set out above, I do not think

%33 that the death was the result ]((j)l hsmclde but it was. due to foul means
\ employed by somebody. I hold that the case was one of homicide.} ~ *

z
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conversation implicating 5th accused, and on the second occasion tb commit
the murder. On the other hand there is every reason to believe that P. W, 20
who was a servant or dependant of Golla Narayana was pitched upon as the
person to give evidence in the case taking'advantage of the faction between
2nd accused and Golla Narayana. '

48. Apart from the -discrepancy in the evidence of P, W. 20 which

leads to the inference that thedeath of Ramakrishna was prior to the rioting
case while in fact it took place 11 days after the incident atMallepalli,
there is indication from Exhibit ¥ the confessional statement recorded
from P. W, 20 to show that P. W. 20 has not been speaking out the truth.
In Exhibit Y, P. W. 20 states that on the second day after the affray he
went to Marthad, that on the fourth day thereafter 6th accused came to
Marthad and returned on the next day, that three days later a dark lad came
from Siddarampurm and gavea letter to 7th accused and left the same date,
that on the following day P. W.20 went Siddarampuram on walk
accompanied by accused 7 to 9, that they returned to Marthad on the
same date, that on the third day after returning to Marthad 6th accused
again came on horseback, and that on that evening P. W. 20 went to
Siddarampuram. 1In his evidence in the lower Court P. W. 20 stated that
he and accused 7 to 9 left for Siddarampuram after taking morning meals
and reached Siddarampuram in the evening and that this was on the next
day after the Madiga boy came, vide Exhibit XXXI (d). If time is
compute(‘i_ according to this evidence it will be seen that P, W, 9g could have
gone to Siddarampuram to commit the murder, only on the 18th or 19th of
November 1943, 1t is to get oyer this difficulty P. W. 20 is made to say

2‘8’312&%&1@ this Court that he left on the same day on which the Madiga

°

B Ii'i;erThCe;e z}cle also other‘ discrepancies between the evidence given in
several I‘ortiorlg fa nd the evidence before meas could bo seen from thel
il the deposition before the Committing Magistrate marked
contradiction Exhibits X XX (a) to XXXI (@ Inhis evidence in-the
lower Cm_n’t P. W. 20 stated that he could not say for how many days he
was tending the goats of 9nd accused, that he does not know the name of
any single individual under whom he worked for cooly, and that 9nd
{ti?c(l]l?ed :had three farm servants. He would however now state that he was
cn' ing the goats for 3 months and that th_ere was 0_nly one other farm-
servant under 9nd accused. As regards the identification of the deceased,
- 20 is unable to state whether the deceased had whiskers on his face
whether he wag having a tuft or a cropped head or whether he wag an youné‘
man or an old man, [f iy admitted by P- W- 20 that when he and others
went o the famine camp they did not. take any light with them, that there
wasonly one light in the whole of the camp and that Was in the shed in which
the decensed was gleeping and that it was a kerosene light (bydd; wsa Be)
He is unable to state if the light had a chimney  ornot. The evidence of
P..W. 27 however shows that the deceased could not have beep using any
kerosene light as kerosine was not available during those daysg, According
to him the deceased used to.have only & mud light mth' & WICK (3%5:4), The
evidence of P. Ws, 24 and 929 shows that the former took only ahyriicanes
lamp when he left and that P. W. 25 gl]O}V(?d_ iy b “4 a toroh tight
which was lying by the side of the bed. This 16 an indication that the
deceased was not ]'Lév*izlg any light much less @ kerosene light, Tt is therefore
not known with the aid of what light 2. W. 20 audiosor c-oulfi have traced
out the place where the deceased was sleeping, especially when it i seen that
he was not taking bed in anyone shed but was using either his own shed or
the Doctor’s shed ag he chose, <Further P. W. 20 18 unable to give the name
or any other particulars of the Boya who i sa}d to ha\_re talgen part in the
murder, - His whereabout are -not nown‘iand it is doubtful if there exists
any such person. :

o

. say that there was absolutely no ¢

" only when he was pressed much.

~ therefore cannot have much value.
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S LA regards the manner in which evidence of P. W. 20 was secured

b . - .  He came into the hands of the police direcily
El.lerg tlﬁedisgumucfh éufﬂcﬁroﬁ-ayana who as already stated was on inimical
rom se of Go W. 20 he narrated the whole story to

terms with A-9. According f0 1 T 5 K5 56" B W 16 woulg. however,

7 L befOre . .
I S e forgheRaRlia onversation between him and P. W. 90

< fore P.-W. 26 and - asked to stat
' : 7 90 was taken befo a 0 state
and that as soon as P. W. 20 naurder case he went on narrating

; uram
what he knew about the Siddaramp P. W. 20 narrated all the events for

7 % 1 Stated that AN
e s ) Samioh, 7. . 20 coud ot B ki whot
tI:)he e the’ x;ef;r;illg of thése words were as is clear from the fact that

the e { : L '+ he stated that the word ‘mind’
n his evidence in the lower Coult , i i e

%Zl[anasu) mea:s ‘man’ (Manushyadi)- «Hewasiasked e Lo e lbyves § Cori
about the meanine of several words which cccurred in Exh1_b1t Y and which
'were all recorded in Exhibit XX X1I." He wag unable to give the meaning

; ; e words meaning accused, sunset, and way
O£ ?ﬁley Igfi;geseﬁ"g;‘f)sﬂf’:r"gﬂigéfof his evidence before me hg states that it
(i)s not a sin to commit murder but that on the other hand it is a good.thing
to commit murder. I do not think it will be prudent to place reliance upon
the evidence of such a witness. Further, thopgh the witness does not admit
before me that any -inducement Was given to him before 'recording his
N R _(:ou‘rt.that P. W.16 told him that he
would not come to trouble (§320 ¥4=B%3), in case he” gave out the fre;cts.
From Exhibit XXXT (k) it is seen that he mentioned the facts to P. W, 16
It is seen frmll_qI Exdhlblt XXXI (1) that
. W.16 noted down what all P. W. 20 said. ¢ admits that Chinna
II‘DTarayana ‘sent his brother-in-law Gangi Reddi to standrsgl‘ety tor .hl_m and
that the said Gangi Reddi was outside whe'n P.W. 20 was giving the
information to P."W. 26. P. W. 20 further admits that Chinna Narayana
sent Gangi Reddi assuring him that there would be no fear as security
would be furnished, and that in fact when B¢ W 20 was in Sub .J ail, Chinna
Narayanua was frequently going and seeing him. All thes_e circumstances
go to show that P. W. 20 was not a free agent. His confessional statement

~ 49. There is also absolutely no evidence to corroborate the evidence
of P. W.20." P. W. 19 who admits that he is ‘an enemy of accusad 2 is not
prepared to say in this Court anything further than that he heard that
accused A6 came to Marthad on horseback on a Wednesday prior to the
death of the charge officer. hile P. W. 12 stated that he saw accused 8
and accused 9 going in a closed carriage (Suvaribandi) P. W. 20 stated that
it Was an open carriage with a jalla or basket. In order to cover up this
discrepancy P. W, 20 has been made to say that the top of the cart was
previously taken beyond the river Maddileru and kept there, that the cart
went £rom the house of accused 2 with a jalla till they reached the river,
that after crossing the river the basket was removed and the covering was put
in. P. W. 20 however says that when they returned the next morning the
basket was nowhere to be found. This story appears to be so incopgruous
that it cannot he belipved. Further according to P. W. 12 he observed only
accused 8 and Accused 9 sitting in the cart and hedid not see either
accused 10 or P, W. 20 any where near the cart. P. }’V. 12 also states that
accused 2 has lands nearby and that being the cultivation season it was

" just possible that accused 8 and accused 9 were going. to the fields nearby.

P. W. 12 could not state that the cart was going to Siddarumpul’an{ which

is about 18 or 20 mileg away.

50. As far as ‘the evidence of P. W. 10 is concerned he merely speaks
to his having seen accused 2, accused 4 and accused 7 going towards the
lane leading to accused 1's house on or about 13—11—43. In the first place
there 18 110 reason why he should have noted this ineident and secbndly as
he did not make a note about the incident in his note book or anywhere else



idthe son of Babanna. Dxhibit XLV is g
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it is not known how he could have remembered the date13—11—43. Even
assuming that what he states is true it does not probablize the conversation
which is said to have taken place between accused 1 and accused 8 and
accused 9 as regards consulting accused 5 or as regards accused 2 asking

P. W. 20 and others to be in readiness to come back to Siddarampuram at
any time they were called for.

3

51. There is tlierefore ‘noe corroboration of P. W. 20’s evidence

regarding the actual’'murder or the conspiracy to commit murder. No . '

circumstances have been placed before me which Fecould be considerell to be
corroborative of the evidence of P. W. 20. It has been well laid down that
corroboration must be by independent evidence and that the mere favt,
that it is not possible in,the nature of things that corroborative evidence

could be forthcoming, is not a sufficient reason for dispensing with

corroboration. It has also been laid down that the evidence of an accomplice

being usually of a tainted character the Courts as a matter of purdence should
insit generally on some material corroboration thereof - in so far as it
implicates the accused persons. It has also been laid down that corrobo.
ration is particularly necessary in cases of conspiracy where mere agreement

to commit an offence is itselfan offence, vide L L. R.38 C
(Emperor v. Lalith Mohan Chakrabarthi), 8 Calcutta 559

See also Bucha Babu v. Emper
A. L R. 1935 Allahabad 162. No doubt the corroborative evidence neelcjlerllglt‘
show positively that. the accused committed the crime and it is sufficient if
it is merely circumstantial connecting him with the crime. But even that
circumstantial evidence is not forthcoming in this cage, I am thanatay
unable to act on the uncorrohorated : e

testimony of the approver. It 7
that the second charge of murder against the accused 6 tgplo has to f;fﬁl,lg\gg

52. 1 shall now proceed .+

0 consider tite evidence apai
) T oy ; . gainst the other
accused in regard to conspiracy to commit murder, The other acoused are

“accused 1 to 9 and 12 and 13, " The prinei : ) !
vagd: oy pal witness ahout this matt

as stated already P W. 5. Though P. W. 5 poses himself to be p :espzctili)ll:

person being a member of Penukonda, Village Vigilance Committee and a

member of Panchayat Board, Penukonda, there ig amp] ik :
it can be easily gathered t11a1_; he is a man of very litt% ¢ material from which

bad character also. According to the defence he i: ar?)ﬁg:ragg 3a$: i Og
is the son of one Babanna of Pamudurthi village. He does not admit ?}?
but pers1sts'1‘n‘sa-ymg that he is a Setti Balija by caste and he is(the‘son l?
one P.Sanjivi Reddi, Village Munsif of Penukonda, There ig an ?
evidence supported by documents and also other material to show that P %Df 5
is not speakivg the truth and that he'is a barber b el

. S 1 . ¥ caste and is the gq
Babanng. There is evidence of P. W.7 who has no doubt been treateg gf
a hostile- witness and ‘also evidence of other witnesseg for the Dl‘esecutios

“that P. W. 5 belongs to the barber caste and is the sop

P. W. 14 admitted in the lower Court that P, W. 51 i(;f;j%;%%lei E;b&nna,
as could be seen from Exhibit XXVIII(b). Thereis g algo positive e\,iggsm
adduced on behalf of the accused in support of this. T W. ‘5 n%g
a respectable pleader of 44 years standing of the Penukonda bar, He
states thag he appeared for P. W. 5 in some o]

k ‘ alm proceedings, and that
the claim petition Exhibit XLIV was prepared on instruetion from P, W. 5.
In this affidavit P. W. 5 is described as Mangala Chitambarappa, son of
Babanna and that he was also a process-server employed in the - Penukonda
District Munsif's Court. D, W. 5 states that he knows personally about
P. W. 5 having worked as a process—server in the Court. P, W. 5 was not,
however, honest enough to admit that he was either a barber by caste or
that he was employed as a process-server. The evidence of D, W. § who is
a Yekil's gumastha also shows that P. 'W. 5 is a barber by caste, and that he

certified copy of the judgment in

i

_ is a barber and the son of Babanna.

- No. 419 of 1927.
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. zonda.
Q. O. 259 of 1949 on the file of the Stationary Sub I\/iaglstragge, *Ofnizn;%g?ber
This shows that the accused Chithambarappa is the son of 1 aoe‘tvas P
by caste and a cooly by profession. The case against him the’ Tizorous
committed theft in a building and he was sentenced to six m(gl(lg» iy gl
imprisonment. The prosecution relies upon HExhibits PE, 4 o
show that a certificate was given to P. W. 5 to the effect that

- . . ; r the
cnaracter, that he was discharged in C. C. 99/30 which was filed by

. rosti
‘mother of D. W. 6 and that D. W. 6. admitted having entrusted a harvesting

- i ; have
of crops on his land to P. W. 5. But all these Cl"cur.nsmncesi fefifl Irllgtrégard
the effect of disproving that P. W. 5 1s a person having a‘qslo U us gt e e
for truth and is algo a person who is going about in the village g2
grain and fomenting trouble. &

: s is
53. The reason for P. W. 5 denying his caste and hlSd a?}fgcigfggr of
that if he admits them the enmity between his fathe:r ahn_ R ST
accused 5 would be proved beyond doubt and as a result bIS_ Midearg eyt n
have to be discounted. Apart from the evidence notlcfale ea oTte L P E
other documentary evidence from WthPh % hgs ;:13?1?1 trsn&that g suitsl O";gf
: ' - ¥ ; nuk .
filed in regard to a house owned and occupied by h;_mP H\IV P;nm
Exhibit ITI is a certified copy of the written statement ©O 3% - t‘q:a i
In this written statement P. W.'5 admlssaleL deed dated
perty in dispute was purchased by oné Papakka by 2 P aid Papakka
19—5—1920 and that P. W. 5 purchased the property from A e oy
under a sale deed dated 5—3—1923. Exhibit ].1I_(a) is a é‘pgés Lrecites e
of the sale deed dated 5th March 1923. This sale ez aitai s o]
Chitambarappa, the vendee is the son of N1dm‘am1d€§)pai¥e Lo
Babanna, a barber by caste and the vendor is l?apa&ka, t 16 wi O S
Papanna. P. W, 5 denies that he gave instructions to plepareoricrinal Ay
statement. Exhibit IV is a printed copy of the judgment ﬁnt Stae L
241 of 1939. In para 17 of the Judgment it is abserved f a a.reci.t-a,l Mg
denying the sale deed which he himself filed because it con aﬁns oL
he is a barber by caste and that he is the son of Babanna, Wd el]?’easqkka Ll
that he is a setti balija and is the son of Sanjiva I\efidl an .3 apCourt T
brought him up. P. W. 5 sticks to the latter version in thls b .hou%e
states that his father Sanjiva Reddi gave money for the pure as€ 0 e
and got the sale deed executed in favour ofe Papakka as she’ &Dtp oot
uurse him and he wanted that P. W. 5 ¢hould not waste the plOpei;Yt- A
all this is a tissue of falsehoods is clear from the admission r“spbl’st ?VII i
loan register of Penukonda Co-operative Town Bank Ltd;, Exhi . ol S
the admission register. Exhibit VII (a) is an entry showing fo.a t()}‘jg
N. Chithambarappa took three shares on 30 —-10—23. It b_ears hES signa l{d"
in Telugu with the initial N in English. Underneath this entry is enfry
marked Exhibit VI (b), which is signed by P. N. _Chlthambal appa in
English. This signature is admitted by P.W. 5 to be his. One share having
_been withdrawn two shares are carried over to the entry under the samef
admission No. 706. The entry shows that N. Chithambarappa is 'thedson tﬁ)
Babanna, a barber by caste. In Exhibit VIIT-a which is a,dm‘l’rite ly ;. e
account of P, W, 5 the entries are signed by him giving the genera ré“m fﬁ
as 706 and P. W. 5 admits in his evidence after reference to the records wi

~him that the admission number is 706. Exhibit IX is an application for

admission in the Fuynd. Rxhibit [X (a) is signature. Exhibit Xha.ISﬁpc.o;;taﬁgi
signature of P. W. 5. When P. W. 5 is confroanted as to W yof Sl B
holding the office of V. M. of Penukonda if he is really ﬂ[lje_ Sfﬁlér OCCuprinp:
reddi, P. W. 5 states that he did not mind his youngel: iloere‘ o : il
the office of V. M. Considering all these circumstances ';e g e s
doubt P. W. 5 is the son of Babanna, and a barber by cast .

has deliberately given false evidence. ;

At ks o { registered notice to
54. From Exhibit IT it is seen that P. W. 5 gave al e ; )
Bayyapa Reddy younger brother of acoused 5 and the son of Senior Bayyapa
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Reddi of Pamdurthi threatening to take proceedings for defamation for having
been cailed a barber. P. W. 5, however, wants it to be believed that he was
maliciously called barber because he did propaganda in the villages to the
effect that the charge officer had been murdered by the reddis. There is,
however, no reference to this in Exhibit II. There having been enmity
between P. W. 5’s father Babanna and.accused 5’s father Bayyapa Reddi
P. W. 5 appearsito have entertained feelings of animosity against accused 5
and to have come forward to give evidence implicating him.

55. Now turning to the incidents spoken to by him, the versions as
- regards the incidents dated 8—11—43 and 12—11—43 are so very unnatural
that they cannot be believed to be true. I do no think that accused 3§ and
‘accused 5 would have been conversing in such a loud tone about a secret
so as tobe overheard by people passing in the street. [t could not also have
been possible for P. W.5 to have recognised the voices of accused 3 and
accused 5 when he had not much opportunity to converse with them before
Further there is unimpeachable documentary evidence to show that thé
second batch of arrested persons in Siddarampuram were sent to Penukonda
for being remanded, only on the 9th November ]
accompanied the arrested persons on the 9th and hearq the conversation
only two days later it could not'have been on 8—11--43, But P. w. 5
persists in saying that the incident was on 8—11—1943. Fop the same
reason the incident at Nama Lakshminarayana’s factory could not have been
on 12-11-1943. There is evidence to show that accused 19 was at Siddaram-
puram itself on the 12th. P. W. 11 who speaks to the presence of accused 12
at Penukonda on 12—11—43 and to his proceeding by train to Dharmavaram
is a person who is in the opposite faction. to that of accused 5. The c;ther
witness who corroborates P. W, 5 as regards the incident dated 12—11—45 ig
P;W. 17 who is a retired police constable who ‘worked as Station Writer
under Mr. B. V. Chetty who- was Smub Inspector, Pamdurthi, and between’
whom and the late Bayyapa Reddi there wag civil litigation. : The evidence
of P. W. 17 shows that he must be under obligations to the Sub Inspector and
it is significant that his evidence was secured only after Mr, B, V Chetty
began to investigate the case. If these two incidents are found to be unirue
and if the évidence of the approver cannct be believed there is absolutely
nothing to prove the conspiracy against accused 1 to accused 5. Hven
agsuming the incidents are true, the alleged converstation cannot make out
that accused 1 to accused 5 were conspiring to m 3 ‘

. { ] urder an erson. It
might be that the conversation was with reference to the graiz t}?eft case

56. Theotherincidentsspokento by P. W 5 ar . o il
in the conspiracy. So far as the incidg;lt of 1éille]_—t.?;émigllgg;%e;fg&lssge}z
is inherent improbability of both P. W. 5 and P, W. 9 being | present at the
game time as it must Have taken at least an hour for P, W 5%0 Igﬂ{e the meal
and go to the Sub Magistrate's Court and as there is ev{dence tto show that
P. W. 9 directly went ta the Sub Magistrate’s Court aftep changing his dress.
P. W.9 and P. W.21 are persons who took part ipn the inquest as a
result of which a verdiet of suicide was given, P, W. 8 who is the

only other person who speaksto the incident is g

to the faetion of accused 5. There is also dise

the words alleged to have been used by accysed 19
of the disappearance of the charge officer. T am therefore not prepared
to believe that this lzl.md_em took place in the manner spoken to by the
witnesses. The last incident spoken to by P.W.5is for the purpose of
implicating A-13 in the- couspimcy. P.W. 5. admits in hie evidence that
after the incident of 12-.—-.]1—« 43 he 'becur‘ne 80 annoyed that he wanted to
sever his connection with A-12.  There is no reason why P. W. 5 should
have accompanied A-12 when he was called to go to the charge officer on

person who is opposed
repancy = as regards
when he was informed’

17--11—43 or to go to the railway sfation on 33—11—1943: [t is also not
p Lo o o] : . s . .
probable - that if A-12 and A-13 wete concerned in the conspiracy to

943. If really P. W. 5
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(R ol % r, A-12, would have tried to pursuade the
gilit'clll;‘%g? ;F}fli%el?h‘?gb?eaggﬁ CSeitidarmnpuragn on that date or A-12 and ﬁblll?c’
would have been conversing in t}l‘,%énaegfg ;'nif Ookfeﬁ t%wbsé Pcio?;ﬁootmc:rfy the
ﬁzgfe},llfifiﬁﬁglzig fﬁgtf?:%ence of D. Vﬁi. 4 to some extent gegﬁ-w?& th?
possibility of A~13 having been present at Dharmavaram on 1’: o licata
am therelore not satisfied that the evidence adduced is Summe’rff 4. };f? oA
A-19 in the conspiracy to commit murder or to implicate e
spiracy t0 commit murder or to Cause disappearance of evidence.

57" Before pro‘céeding to co_ngider the evid_ence 1'elati_ng; tc? th\?' conbflsrﬁ;fl :
to cause disappearance of evidence, or Eo give false - informa lon, ecﬁtion
advert to the complaint made on bebalf of the defence that tﬁ? p]tc-i%'ements
T this loasaibas acted hntan upfmr manner in -net making e‘squ(; s
taken by the police officer available to the Court or to the a.'c_;,ubegeg ol
Sesios 162, Gmina Procadre Oode. Hhougn o munber of wifosies et

i r AW jwen le-a—az alld wU-0-24, tne sia SN
SRl e

* had the benefit of the statement of P. W. 20 and cross-examined P. W. 26

ith refer : . Asregards the other witnesses, however, the :
gol‘?g?eslgfes?tiltgerntgntihlemsgemgot been made available.> P. W. 26 states 31 his v
evidence that he has with him & record of the substance of the e\gq?n}clg
taken by him. He, however, states that it is not a case diary and f% 12 he
has not made the notes available to the Courl. Being a Gazetteg officer t?
is no doubt not bound to keep a case diary. Hehas sent grave Ct 1n?e repox;1 S
and it is admitted, that whatever might be the name given, if the_ 1eports_ 12
contain statements of witnesses, the accused are entitled to copies ot: Sﬁcd
statements, under Section 162, Criminal Procedure 7Code. I haﬁ e ha
occasion to peruse the grave crime reports sent by P. W, 26 fo th‘e‘ ; 1str1i;t
Magistrate from time to time. But I do not find that they contain bta.‘erlrlle?hs
of witnesses taken then and there. P. W. 26 appears to have dealt Wll'g Ye
evidence recorded by him of two or three persons together and made his ovu}f
comment. They cannot be called statements, .It was no dpubt the duty ((IJ
P. W. 26 to have perserved the notes taken by him of the evidence and ma le
the same available to the Court and to the accused. Failure to djo 80 is
a serious defect, as has been-observed in Baliram Thikaram Marathe
v. Emperor (A. L. R, 1945 Nagpur 1). L N

58. I shall now proceed to discuss the rest of the evidence., which
relates to conspiracy to cause disappearance of evidence and conspiracy 1o
give false information. The evidence of B. W.6 and P. W. S has been
adduced to show that on the evening of 17—11—43, accused 2 acoused 4 and
‘accused 12 met somewhere in Dharmavaram. Apart from the facy that
P. W. 6and P. W. 8 could not have sufficient reason to remember the dates,
P. W. 6 happens to he a, person employed in the Taluk Office, Gooty. He
was a Revenue Ingpector in Sunkepalli and Pamdurthi firkas in 1928 to 1932
and 1938 t0 1939. He does pot know - accused 4 personally and he was a
witness in @ criminal case by Karnam of Pamdurthi against accused 5's
father which ended in an acquittal. P. W. 8 is also person who is opposed
to the faction of accused 5. Theve isno evidencs at all against acchised 3
with reference to hig complicity in the conspiracy to cause disappearnce of evi-
dence or to give false information. Bven as regards accused 2 and accused 4
the only evidence is that of P. W. 6 and P. W. 8.

59. As regards accused 1 he was absconding from 7—11—48, and there
is no evidence as to his being a member of the conspiracy. There is sot‘n(j
evidenee no doubt let in as regards accused 5. P. W. 5 and P. W: ¥ §P3<tl_§
about his getting into the bus while it was standing at the hqnﬁepf accused
11 in Bukkapatnam on 18—11—43, 1f the evidence of P. W. 5 is. rejected
on the ground that he is an unreliable witness, and on the groul_ld that he
is. an enemy of the family of accused 5, there is only the evidenee of

/
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P. W. 9 with reference to this matter. The mere fact that accused 5
got into the bus while emerging from accused 11’s house even if true,
is not sufficient, in my opinion, to prove that accused 5 was conspiring
with Accused 11. It might be that accused 5 was standing at accused 11’s
house or was resting therefor a while before he got into the bus.. This would
not nectssarily show that accused 5 had any conversation with accused 11.

60. The next incident which connects accused 5 with the conspiracy
‘is the one at the inquest on the evening of 20—11—43. Accused 5 admits
that he did travel by the bus proceeding from Penukonda to Kadiri, and
that the inquest was being held when the bus stopped at the famine camp.
The only witnesses who speak to the conversation between accused 5 and
Yeddula Narasappa are P. W. 13 the Motor Bus driver, P. W.-21, the Police
Head Constable, ahd P. W. 24 the younger brother of the Charge officer.
P. W. 14 and P. W. 23 also speak to accused § getting down from the bus
~ but their evidence is not of much importance as accused 5 admits having
travelled by the bus and as they have not stated anything about the
conversation. P. W. 21 merely’ states that after Yeddula Narasappa went
and conversed with Accused 5 ahd came back, the panchayatdars turned
round and gave an opposite ‘opinion of suicide to that of murder to which
they were inclined in the beginning. But P. W. 21 had admitted in the
lower Court that by the time the bus had arrived, column 9 had already
been written in Exhibit D. He, however, wants to improve the case in this
Court by stating that before Col. 9. was written, the bus arrived and the
panchayatdar Narasappa went with accused 5 The purpose of the
variation is obvious. P. W. 24 did not speak about the presence of accused 5
when he gave evidence in the lower Court, and the version spoken to by
P. W. 24 differs from the veresion of P. W. 13. While P. W. 13 states
that after the dead body was seen by the passengers who alighted from the
bus, they went about in groyps and Yeddula Narasappa left the inquest and
joined the group of accused 5 and others, P. W. 24 states that when everyone
got down from the bus and came to the place of inquest accused 5 alone was
seen going away towards the Bukkapatnam road at a disfance of 30 yards
from the bus, and that Yeddula Narasappa alone went and talked to him.
He states that only on account of this that even though he was interested
in the conversation between P. W. 23 and P. W. 21 his attention was diverted
to the two persons who were going away from the crowd. P. W. 13 is the
only person who speaks about the conversation. Even he statas in this
Court that he heard only the first part of the conversation referring to the
Police as scoundels which was in Telugu and that he only heard a
translation of the rest of the conversation made by a pasenger as it was in
English. It may be that this witness hag bsen gained over. But
such a person’s evidence cannot be relied upon, especially as he is a motor
driver w%lo has been _drl‘ang a b:ib without : licence forthe last two or three
rears. In my opinion the evidence is not suffic; ; :
;Scu%d in the conspiracy. { ietent to implicate the fifth
61. So fg.r as accused 6 is C}:loncer,ned, ther
to show that he was present at the inquest and expresse ini at it
was possible for any person to tie his hands with I')t tovfgl ?ﬁ tﬁgn;xlgrlnggg tiﬁ
which it was found tied on the dead body. There is also evidence to show that
when the cook of the Charge 'P()ﬁieer informed P. W. 27 about the floating
of the dead body and P. W. 97 came out of the shed he found acoused

6 in the company of the cook. These circumstances no doubt throw a good:

deal of suspicion aout  the conduct of accused 6. 1 do not think however
that frotn this alone a conspiracy can be said fo be made out against accused
6. T have already stated that ?he charge of murder having failed against
accused. 6 to accused 10, conspiracy to cause disappearance of evidence has
also to fail. There remains only the cage of accused,11 and accused 19 for
consideration. T
62. So far as accused 11 and accused 12 are concerned. there is testi-
monyafforded by documents to which they have beop A ot Whichkclea‘r]y

7N

©18 no doubt some evidence

8 929

2 X : ® . ¥ g
indicate that “they have congpired With some persons who have been |
responsible for the murder, to create evidence in fayvour of suicide and to
give false information, with the object Of screening the offenders. If it has
not been possible for spotting out the Teal offender or offenders: and
_ bringing them to book, and if it has not been possible to secure the ev1d_ence
of persons to bring homo the guilt to. the Teal offender or offenders, it is:

" because of the conduct of accused 11 and accused 12 subsequent fo the

murder of the charge Officer. On 18—11—43; when P. W. 9 took the case
diary in the manure lsaf theft> case 10 accused 12, P. W. 9 must have
informed A-12 about the disappearance of the Charge Officer. It has to be
noted that the Charge Officer was the complainant in the grain theft case of
Siddarampuram famine camp,. It is sUrprisipg that accused 121 should not
have.gone to Siddarampuram and made enquiries at once and that he should

~ *have proceeded to Anantapur to consult the Assistant Public Prosscutor to

lay a charge sheet in the grain theft case. ~Accused 12 goes to Siddaram-
puram only on the evening of 91-—11—43, after the whole investigation wasg
over. The argument that this. conduct i8 consistent only with the innocence
of accused 12, cannot be countenanced as it is based on the assumption’ that
what all P, W. 5 stated is ture. It is certainly less risky to have evidence
created through the instrumensality of other persons than to create evidence

personally. . : -

63. Though accused 12 states that he examined witnesses, the
evidence of P. Ws, 21, 93, 25 and 27 clearly shows that no witnesses were
examined. The inquest report Exhibit_D containg sufficient matel"la,l to
suspact a_case of murder, even thougl the  panchayatdars had given a
different opinion. A perusal of Exhibit J shows that accused 12" Was at
great pains to make out thas the death was one of sujcide. Even though the
post-mortem certificate showed that no definite opinion could be given as
regards the cause of death, accused 12 has introduced sufficient material in
Exhibit J to show that the case was one of clear suicide. Referring to the
report of P. W. 21 accused 12 states ““that P. W. 21 had examinad the dead
body carefully and found both of his hands tied with a towel with only 2
gingle knot and it is only half knot and any man can say ¢n the face of it to
have been tied by himself,” As regards the testicles A-12 states that they
were bloated when first seen and by the time inquest was.being held the
swelling decreased. This is not the ¢ase of any one. Even at the time of .
the post-mortem examination the testicles appeared to have been swollen
like a balloon. The evidence in this case is that the testicles were swollen
abnormally and accused 12 wanted to make out that the swelling decreased
by theend of the inquest. Accused 12 also states that from the time
remeasurement of grain was over and grain balance was found in excess
the charge Officer was fully absent-minded and confused also.” 1n another
place he gtates that P. W - 27 told him that the Charge Officer was talking
absent-mindedly and his face was void and looked like & mad cap. P, W. 97
gayas that he was not examined by aceused 12 and that he did not make n;
such statement. Then again he states that he examined panchayatdars J
Yedd;}l:% }‘i?é‘gsappdasmted that he had the least doubt abous th;‘/dm*\nobteklllﬁ‘
(111e 0 f»lll e an{ mf ttfe Qbhef panchayatdars also pointed it toboq clear
case of suicide, He also sayyg FHat T A » PP L RN
village and learnt that it woa % that he made confidential énquiries in the

it @0 1b Was o clear case of suicide.. He further states that

atone which tt N 3 y
E;vh:i;fﬁng 3 Viss:eth?n g%(fg;ed had tied in the waist was a heavy stone
body in water for two days ér and that this was sufficient to keep the dead

64. Referring + . e
repot that ace{\;ﬁigfltloltgﬁevldenoe of acpu_ged 11, accuged 12 states in the
that the death wa. -, 14 Dot find any irjuries on the dead body and said
5 e thei's; f:;il‘lot %ue “to violence or whatsoever”. He gives a reason
that if the dead 1o 100 Muich water in & stomach.* The reason -given is
Ch i Ofﬁ )Ody had a stone’s \&'e]ghf, and S0 while dl:()\vnn?gt the

arge cer had no effort to . drink water. Ile explains that ‘s
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lay-man like the Head Constable might have thought that the body was . od between teeth. This does not find = aplace in Exhibit D. It is seen
- contused and that really there were only imaginary wounds because . ggr%"u%he o d:}nce of C.W-=2 that in c¢ases of .death by a,%phy}:la the
L gkin had peeled off and blebs had started, Finally he ends the report by A AR right chambers will be full, and the left chambers will lL)e. empty generally.
stating that it 1s a“clear case «of suicide. . In this report accused 12 has _Similarly with rteference to the position of the towel, he states that if a dead
used the expression clear case of suicide” on more than six occasions. 1t is not , : body was thrown intoa well the hands could not have tightly held the tow:al.
known why accusefl 12 sboqld have been so anxious as to make it out to bea . . : : T cannot accopt the explanation offersd on behalf of the accused: tti-at the
case of suicide. Accused 12 states in. his report that there wasno mud in the ‘ ' discrepancies are'purely aceidental or that accused 11 omitted to copy portions in
l nails. Thisis an?e indication that it could not have been a case of suicide. As Exhibit U-2. There isno reason why such ‘errors or omissions should have
régards st»ra,nfguyif}(iil mark vound the neck which is referved fo in the inquest occurred in the most material portions of the notes. | To my miad there appears
report, and 9}: oo ] 3{3 nugibel’ of witnesses have spoken, C. W. 2, is of opinion g | to be a designed attempt by accused 11 to show that the death was one of suicide
- that the mari cannct be obliterated in about sixteen hours which is_ the inferval M- , rather than of murder, even though at the examination thers were no indica#ons
that elapsed between the inquest and the /post-mortem egarnination. 3 I

In favour of suicide in regard to these defails. - The attempt of accused 11 to I}fllak‘?
' ouf that there were no injuries on the body, evea though ths.polics report SDOwWs

(=08

65. Thereis a{so the evidence of P, W. 15, the reporter to the Andhra =~ ¥ ’ : =) there were injuries, seems to-ms to inlicite that ascused 11 wanted to eprim the
Hgaikzovinn S(}f o that about a weels after the death of the charge Officer, ¢ v ligature mark round the neck as one due to blebs. While atcused 11 was (rying
accused 12 asLe' him dto sl,end & report to the Andhra Patrika stating that the i : to introduce some points in faviur of suicide, accused 12 was trying in lis report
death was one of Tmil ¢ and that about 10 days later aceused 12 again reminded Y . to so change the facts as to indicate that it was possible for the deceased o have
him of it. This shows the anxiety of accused 12 to make out that the case was LA tied his hands in the manaer it was found on the dead body. I.have therefore no

. ome of suicide and nof muurder. - ' g : doubt that accused 11 'and 12 did conspire with. some unknown persons to create

IR Tl I ' o A ) @ evidence in favour of suicids, to cause disappeaﬁ'a“m{% ofd evidence 1;1 ; ﬁ@;ogig ?i

- Now L shall turn to the cemplicity of i Spit ! , murder and to- give falss information to screen the offenders whoever the; o

Though accused 11 has stated in Exhiblit B]%’ (gosi’f’f;ffén} lcgitgﬁgafg ntsﬁéia'?g ; ~ haye been. Ths circumstances noted above afford ample evidence-of the intention

definite opinion could be given as the body was in a high state of decomposition ‘ of screening the offenders. It is regreftabls that on account of the conduct; of

he seems to have told accused 12 that it was a clear case of suicide. The evidence these two porsons the highsr authorities such as the Desputy Superintendent of

of P. W. 244s to the effect that when he expressed b totie e s B ' - Police, and District S:perintendent of Police referred the case as one of guicide

latter gave explanafions for each one of the doubts and assured him that it was a 5L = and did not take any further action. But for the conduct of these persons, I feel

- case of suicide. Isee ,noreason to dishelieve P, WV.9%4. Tt is suggested b : ' Bt there would have been evidefice' available soon after the death of the deceased

rdecused 11 in his statement that P, W. 24 himself aqT{ . d. himlas i Whethglr‘ Which'Mﬁiéﬁlﬂ@'é:ibi’oﬁ‘gh’ﬁf‘ﬂﬁ"ﬁff@@?@fﬁwmh}n fﬁe reach of the law. As it is,

insurance amount on the life of the deceased could be recovered in case of -4 A, the perpetraors of the murder whoever they might have been have escaped
suicide. There is no reason why such a question Shduld have been but, unless - puniShi;}gn_t_.‘ o 5. R e

accused 11 had said that it was a case of suje;
the evidence P. W. 4 and P. W. 18 th suicide,
he states that he asked A-11 to cut

S Whatever might be said about : e P ' o
OLe 1s no reason to dishelieve P. W. 24 when 67. All the assessors have given their opinion that none of the accused is

: open the testioles & el ' : : ] ainsh themn: . (Thongh T agtes withetheir
(et e ety b a;J i dog testicles and that A-11 refused , guilty on any of the charges framed against them ugh I agr

R ot Fra _doctory  Accused 11 appears to have _ : opinion in regard to the charges 1, 2 and 4 and in regard to accused 1 to 10 and 13

?hzcg tgi%g;v}gg %IA; t‘il,;zl%e}?i};ggi?f ;’f‘;{e &gaélge;lents to cremate the body and ) - with reference to the 3rd charge, I am unable to agree &mt}é them in their opmnion
3 WO ILmselt ‘Tange 1 2 4 e > 37" i34

accused 11 states “that- he did cuf the 186 to dispose of the dead body. Though \ as regards accused 11 and 12 with reference to charge No

the “sorotum, C, W3 stafes in his evi 4
. 4 VR o v G0 W2 stals 13 evidence «
ihiag shiene 15 nio fp-ication in Wihibit 8- the yostimortart inotes b shousith at the

& pen. OMDATIS : b 1 ~ therefor hs cused is guilty of the ~offences
i :ggotlégle\ggzezl?noﬁx%xibi*tbkﬁ?‘l’ng:o Lflgi)lﬁdb?t%elen E'Xhlblt S'l-ﬂ-}e post-m\ortem notes f ment(iigﬁedliltlnglllgﬁ'(;; lﬁ%d 'ugfinéf nOIn(zing'f tf};fz aaé%used 11 agd 12ya1’e guilty of the .
is difference in some material Dlnrticu{;]ru e(r}eg%elé Echibit U shows that there _ : offance under the third ,ch’a(rge L having been patties to a criminal conspiracy
intended to be an exact copy of Ex. $-1 and that ther o Ehatn e ] for the causing of disa earance of ovidence relating to murder and giving false
) points of difference, At page 8 of Exhibit §1 tﬁ:ae ?éﬁ?vtvﬁ‘it t‘feﬁ;ﬁggeggﬁgg ¥ J L information i'especting ‘thgpoi;fence with thé intention of screening the offenders
as against the item ‘hands’ clenched-Tightly holds the towel tied to- the 12 JUREE from legal punishment. I find that the accused 1 to 10 and 13 are not guilty. of
hand-Mud under the nails-Fingers flexed -hails pale etc.” The words “tightly [ y the said' charge.

holds the towel tied to the hand” donot find a placs in Bxbibit T2 i oy
report shows that Whep the @ead body wag lai(lp dOWIrll oihlt%g Igt.)unghe tll?g 1tle‘?t ; L ‘
hands were found crosswite™ and & towel of red stripe was wound ronrid th; 1?5 i

i l : 69. T therefore convict accused 11 and 12 of the offence punishable under
hand twice and was taken over the right wrist and a knop Was put on the Jeft

S.120-B read with S. 201, I. P. C., and sentence them to undergo rigorous

wris} and tha there was again a lowe lnot over the tight knot. . T i als ¢ | ~ * Imprisonment for 3 years T acquit accused 1 to 10 and 13 in respéct of all the
that the two hands were  at a distance of 4” from the head with the ];L],{S ts Alegd . 5 charges and set them at liberty. The approver is discharged from custody.
towards the sky. If this was the condition of the palms at the  time o?lréfd‘ | . S ' : ‘

inquest it is not known how the towel came to he held tightly in the palms 'i‘héll'e Pronounced in open Cout, this 22nd day of August 1945.

# also variation in anotber.ma:tfer which is very material, In page 9 of }"]"(Tﬁbit the oy \ v ' ,

the word “‘emipty 18 J:ou.nd written opposite to the item “Heart”, S{{L;sécmeﬁtly ' ' C. BHAKTAvA:TS ALU, @d) T. S RAMACHANPR‘%?" .
the items right auricle i;‘t-.lld 1ight venfricle are bracketted and it is stated that . \ : e 5 o Sessz()-n.sjw.]w(/ge Deleguate.
they contained thin coating of blood. Thig remark is not found either iy Exchibit S/ 4 e : ~ RN s e » 27—8—42.

orin Exhibit U-2, In f_h}f;hﬂ)lt BRE is stated that the ¢ right chambers eontain 2 iz i Hiod G 15 davs Fr
thick dark blood and lest chambers'o? the hoart were empty. “Again as against NOTE:— Accused 11 and 12 are released on bail for a period of 15 days from
the column “longue. 1618 stafed i Fxhibit §-1 that the tongue -was slightly : : 2 T ‘

’ s 22""8——45-
protruded between teeth’ whereas in Exhibit 10.9 it ig stated thab tongue A

& )
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WITRESSES EXAMINED FOR PROSECUTION.

Karnam Ra,nga Rao 14 3

Pe(%ga(ﬁr' ke Matayans Pamudurthi) -
eddi ' .

B. NabiSahib - }g Nagaraja Rao

% . *Lakshmi Narasappa (V.M. of
3. g :
4. Chakala Narasimhulu Sangaraju (8. I. of Police)
3
6

P. N. Chithambara Reddi %é Sultan Sahib

Mr. Y. Srinivasa Rao (Head i Fakruddin (P. C. 449)

Venkata Reddi (Compounder

e £ o Kol e

DAy el - lssac (Head Constable)
g. %Jalﬁffayglfbt?blllappa 22. Janab Sirajuddin (8, I.)-of Police)

T enka sl lgtyya P.C. 183 23. Sri Gopalaswami Ayyangar

10. Imam Sahib P. C. 221 24. ,, M. S. Nagasubraman
11. Patnam Venkatanna 25 Venkatarath o i
12. Subbi Reddi BRICL Ce EL

»» D. N. Gopala Ayyar.

13. -qovmdaramlu (Retired Dy. 8. P,)

27. Sri Sanyasayya

. COURT WITNESSES.

1. Narayanachar , 2. Capt. B. Dayananda Rao,
, L.R QP &S (Edin) -
(District Medical Offi cer.)

DEFENCE WITNESSES,
/ *e

% o ﬁri%};%iggggggég ek 4l Sri % Rama Moh#n Rao Naidu
A8 o A (Income-tax Officer i
3. Janab Basillé::v AI}?:glergr) 5. ,, R. Venkoba Rao, Pl(gader
(Dy. S, P) a 61, @, Raghavendrachgr ' :

DOCUMENTS EXHIBITED FOR THE PROSECUTION.

A 18—11—1943 Rgport Teceived by P, W, 1 from the Senior

a 1 X ¢
nd Junior work agents of Siddaramapuram
48 amine Camp,

Re W o i
ﬁgixg‘&ini})y P. W.1 to the Magistrate with

. Mg dr:port to the Police.
Magistrate, -

20—11—-1943
do

do Tnquést re
P 8L : part.
T 31944 St?ggm%ngobf P.W. 4 under S. 164 Cr. P. C.
orde ; AP etk
24— 2--1944 Statemec{n OfYPt.he SpecsilldMagSistrate. .
£ recorded by tp Jnder .5, 164 Cr. P. C.
%g-lg:}gﬁ geDOSition of P, %?p coial Magistrate,
tatement of P yrr g the lower Court,
Tecorded by t},q Si)eci‘mder S. 164 Cr. P) C.

Ca?e diary file of accusgé gdagistl,‘.&t@- ‘

H HO=Q W

93—11—1943
18— 91943 }

Re D

/ NI
' 7—11-—1943
8—~—11~19432
to
31121943 § “Bl .
L 29— 3-1944 Statement of P. W. 10 under g
, by the Special Magistrate,
M do Statement of P. W. 11 before
Magistrate.

Note.bOOk relating tq PLG 183

K1
do

164 C’]’. P. C. s

the Special

.qcx‘

2N

o9 OZ

=)

wm bjbd'éld
»me[otlon—d

==

ER
EE-1

GG

HH

4 : - i)

KK

MM

NN
00

00-1
00-2
00-3
004
00-5
00-6
00-7
00-8

b g .

10— 9—1944
21— 2—1944
o 31944
7— 1—1944
15— 3—1944
do
do
do
91—-11—1943
do
9 3-%1944
/
93— 5—1943
to %
10— 1—1944
6= 1i 1045
L 21—11—1943
23— 5-—1943

33 J ;
e ol b e

do P. W. 13 under S
recorded by the Special Magmtrate'-
do P.W.15 by P W. 16 in
Certified copy of charge-sheet OY M sistrate
C. C. 87/44 Stationary Sub Magl £
Kadiri in which M, Kullayigadu wasone o
the accused. : ; -
Warrant for thelarrest of-acoused 7 received by -

P. W. 16 for execution.

accused 8 ° do
C(llg accused 9 do
96 accused 10 do

Rough post-mortem notes.
Fair post-mortem notes sen
Medical Officer.
Statement of P. W. ‘190under 'S't~16t4 Cr. P. C.

recorded by the Special Magistrate.

of Bukkapatnam Dis-

t to the District

Post-mortém book
pensary. . }
Notes relating to the corpse of Kuruba Linga-
_mma in Exhibit U. '
Notes relating to the  corpse of M. S. Rama-
krishna in Exhibit U. :

1—12—1943} Rough note-books of post-mortem notes.

29— 2—1944
20—11—1943
do \
21—11—1943
5— 3—1944
10— 5—1944
20— 61944
7T— 3—1944
3— 4—1944
(— 2——1944
27— 9—1944
26— 3—1944
31—10—1943
28—10—1943
12— 3—1944
18— 5—1945

do

do

-do

do

do

dq

do

do

Confessional statement of approver P. W. 20
F. L R. in Crime No. 43/43 of Pamdurthi

Police Station. A ¢
Requisition to the Doctor for post-mortem
examination. \

Post-mort rtificate. e

Si):’gelrﬁzi]te})? f’e W. 27 and others under S. 162
Cr. P. C.

Search list prepared by P. W. 22.

Unexecuted warrant of arrest of accused 13.

Proclamation.

Statement of P. W. 24 under S 164 Cr. P, C.
recorded by the Special Magistrate.

do 25 ! . do C ‘

Complaint by the District Magistrate (C. C.
4/44 District Magistrate, Anantapur).

Plan. et

P}‘?)eeedings R. C. M. 264/44 of the Dlst&'mt
Magistrate, granting pardon to P: W.d‘z e

Report signed by the Charge officer an Se}lf‘ :
to the Sub Inspector of Police, Pamdurt i

Report sent to the Sub Divisienal Officer,
Famine Sub Division, Penukonda. S s

Statement of P. W. 27 under 8. 164 Cr. P. C.
recorded by the Special Magistrate.

. Statement of the 1st accused in th% Yg?z?tr.mttmb
do 2nd do
do 3rd do
do 4th do
do 5th do
do 6th . do
do 7th d
da Sth - do

do 9th 3 do
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34
Statemént of the' 10th aceused in the co mmitting
Court.
do 11th S a6
do 19th 45

~do ' 18th 95
Apphc;atlop of P. N. Chidambarappa (P. W. 5)
to the District Board President.
Certified copy of judgment in C. C. 99/30 on the
file of the Sty. Sub Magistrate, Penukonda.

Portion in the d o _
lower Court, eposition of D. W. 6 in the

DEFENCE.

Portions in the depositi I
A R, po§1 ion ‘of P.W. 4 1@ the
otice issued by P.'W.5 to Bavapa Redds
(younger brother of accused 5= e
lC‘qrtlﬁed copy of written statement of P.W. )
Rm_O. S. 419/27 Penukonda Munsif’s Couct.
e]glstrat;on copy of sale deed executed by
;Pl'i I?tpe(xikka to Ch}dambarappa for Rs. 100/-.
ed copy of judgment in O. S.
]Penukonda Munsif’s Court. el
AT :

Portions in the deposition of P. W.5 in the

lower Court,. -

Admission Register of Penukonda Co-¢ 1
Town Bank Litd., Peﬁflll]{gn?igfla iR
Al(‘isqu%ed Signature of P. W. 5 in Exhibit VII.
B E:rrlll Ifeeggilglr&atul%e, (szP P.W.5 in Exhibit VIL.'
zor No. 16 o k a Co- ratiy
Toyvn Bank Ltd., Peneﬁg)nodt.la CO R

A(_}%'tted signature in, Exhibit VIII at page

%gan ?pé)lication of iP. W. 5.7
1sputed signature of P. W. 5 in Exhibi
Loan application of Papakka.) -m R
Igrlsguted_ Signature of P. W. 5 in Exhibit X,
(i:tme iIn Suit No. 39/27 on the file of the
anchayat Court, Penukonda. F

Disputed signature of P - e
Remand order. W',5 7 Exhkb?t XL

18~ 57945
00-10 do
Q0-11 do
00-12 TRt o
PP 15— 1-—1936
QQ 6— 5—1930
RR 12— 5-1945
s 1) 29—11--1944
I-a :
II° 9—12-—1943
III 25— 6—1927
Tl o ah 3ke09g
IV 23— 9—1940
Vv
WA G
V’I—g | ;
VI- ‘
Vb F30— 91944
Vi-d | :
Vi-e )
VIi
VII-a 19—11—1936 -D
VII-b
VIII |
VITI-a 14— 9—1938
,  IX 16— 7—1923
IX-a do
Kol 651990
X-a,
X" B— 71927
« XI-a
~ XII 12—11-—1943
XIII. 9—11—1943
XIII-a dol =1

XIV 11—-11-—1943
XV 12—11-1943
XVI' 13—11—1943

XVII

8—11—1943

XVIIT 20—11—1943
XIX 96—10—1944
97—10—1944

&

17— 4—1945

Portions in the de

Remand report for Adj Reddi a
( nd 2 others,
Case diary of ‘phe Sub Inspector 1regardi§r%1{gs the
C/ arrest of Adi Reddi and 2 others on 8-11-43
ase diary in the handwriting of accused 19.
i, do do ;
equisition to the Stationary Sub Masistrate.:
Penukonda to record the statemé{;;’f: rgft 3
witness under 8. 164 Cr, P, Q. T
Case diary in the handwriting of accused 12.

Writing in Column 4 in Exhibit D.

lower Court.

position of P, W.9in the

XX
XXI
XXII

- XXIIL
XXIV

XXV
EXEXEVAIN

XXVII

XXVIID
XXVIILa |
XXVIIT |

XXIX)
XXIX a
XXIX b)

XXX
XXX a

to 5
XXX g
XXXI
XXXI a
10
XXXIaq.
XXXIT

23— 12—1943
25—11—1944
T—11—1943

0—11—1943
do

T—11—1943

to
31—12—1943
A1—10—1944

e

do

16— 3—1945

29— 21914
Sl T
10—11—1944

&
16—11—1944
16—11—1944

IR OO e

XXXIV
XXXIV a( 28—11-—1944
e
XXXIV d
XXXV  20-11—1943
R,
X o '
AN
XXXVIII
XXXVIII a%'z— 41945
XXXVIII b
: XXXIX 13—11—1943
XXXIX a 31—10-—1943
S LY== 043
X1
XLIT " 8- 3:.19a7
XLITa 29— 41943
XLIT b !
XLII-¢ 3—-—1(})(2—1924
XLII-d 24— 4—1927

8-—~11——-1943}

35
Charge-sheet in the grain theft case.
Deposition of accused 12 do

Case diary in the handwriting of accused 12
in the grain theft case.

F. I R. in the grain-—theft. case.

Case diary in the handwriting of accused 12
in the grain-theft case. .

Remand order of 5 accused in the grain-thefs -

case.

-~

Note book relating to P. C. 183.

Portion in the deposition of P. W. 10 in the
" Jower Court.

Portions in the deposition of P. W. 14 in the
lower Court. ’

do . P.W.17 do

Portions - in the confessional statement of
P. W. 20. . : :

PRortions in the .deposition of P. W. 20 in ~the_ v
lower court.

List of words.. e _
CertiﬁedW copy of depesition of P. W. 20 1in

C. C. 1016/41 on the file of the Stationary
Sub Magistrate, Kadiri. : _

Portions in the deposition of P. W. 21 in' the
lower Court. _

Entry in the note-book of P- C. 120.

Report of P. W. 21. :
Por%ions in the depositions of P. W. 23 in the

lower Court.

Portioné it the deposition of P. W. 25 in the

lower court. 4
Letter to the Sub Inspector of Pamudurthi in
the handwritng of P. W.. 25. e
Endorsement of resubmigsion in the handwrit-
ing of Charge-Officer. L
Report of the Executive Engineer, to t}et
Collector about the shortag;g of 178 bags @
grain. '
Sketch.
Certified copy of _statement e
P. R. 6/36 Joint Magistrate, }’etlulmnk‘a;f’\w -
Certified copy of petition of Kusu Ven \Jf ‘Lti;“
_manna in C. C. 283/43 on the ﬁleé) B
Stationary Sub Magistrdte, Penukonda.
Certified copy of sworn statement ¢ dQ 4
Certified copy of depogition of F. “ in
C. O. 288/24 Stationary Sub Magistraie,
Kadiri.

Gun-Hcence of accused 3.

of accused 3 in
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From what Gourt the Appeal is preferred . Stationé?y Sub Meglstrate's Court,&nan E@f@ ‘
Number of the case in that Court C.C. 1135/44, :
Number of the Appeal .. e " 6,7,8, & -9/194_5. ‘ ;
' Name and desoription of the Appellant e : . A I
' Vide separate 1ist atiached. a8
The sentenceand law under which it was Vide separate list att acned.,
imposed in the lower Oourt. } T L P :
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Confirmed egainst all appellants except
A.6. in whose case the sentence ig |
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“"“““1%35/44 on the file of the Sty. Sub Yagistrate, Ahanftapur, against
th

ot Polavaram was tne senlior work agenl in the camp.

_culprite could be caught' red handed.

c.A\_Nos/l ®,7,8 and 9/455§V ““(/ N 3. R f

&
Judgment. {, ) pid
t Thege anpeals have been preferred by the nineteed accused in C.v.

2ir conviction and sentence te varylng terms of imprisonment and
f1ina under Secs. 380 or 411 or 414 read with Sec. 108 of the I.P.C.
They were originally filed before the gub divigionsl magistrate,

Anantepur, but subseguently transferred. to this cour't by the D%,
Magi strate, Anantapur for dispossl according to law. . = ~

o, The main facts of Tne case are Lnese, To aiieviete the aie-
tress ‘caused Dy famine in the ‘yerr 194 a Tfamine camp had teen opened
at Siddarampfursam village in Penukondsa taluk under the supervision
of P.W.2 the Executive Bngineer at Anantapur. OCne Mr.¥.S. Krishnan, -
1n connectlon with whose suspicinus death a prell sinary enquiry 1s
now ip-ee going on agailnet certaln persone including the first appe-
1lant hefore the Sub Divl, Maglstrate, Ananteour, was ‘the charge of-
ficer of the cemp and in immediate charge of the administration of
the cemp. . P.%.7. now a supervisor in the dep- rtment of public worke
The cnarge OI-
ficer ned Jjoined the camp oniy at The latter part of tne year. The
cecond appellant wasg tnegrain clerk in charge of all The gregin stores
in the camne. On 23,110,483 P.W.2. visited the C2HD and wanted to Verify
the -grein accounts,  A.2, the second appellant, produced the accounts
before P.W.2. but while doing so complained without P.W.2. asking himn

)

anything, that the ‘Junior work sgent in the camp was ill dienosed tos
wards him as he refused to comply with his request for graln for nie
speonal use. P.W.2, suspected the ae-ue conduct of A.2. and kept
him under suspension immediately. P.#.2. also directed the charge
0fficer P.W.8. end the junion work agent To measure and C eck, the
stook of graine. . The same night A.Z. Took these off;cefghofxﬁpeqs
fouses where graln was stored and they vwere gsemled. , At that time 1%
was represented to them by &,.2, that the stoex of grain kept in B.W.
3Tg houge was already exhliAsted and that the nouse was vacated. “From
the next day tne measuring of the grain was strated, - On 27.10.48,
at about 2 A.M, P 4,15, ‘a watcher in the 'camp,. came ' elong with nie
“rother (on leave from Military service) and informed the charge Of-
,ficer,‘E;W.B; and others ‘thet famine grain was being distributed among
the villepgers of Siddaramapuranm and if they would go then, the . '
P.W.8. the deceased charge
07 1cer, junior.work amgent one peon Dastagiri and tne informants
imediately procecded to the village, about a mile off Irom the camp.
At the entrance to the gk village, they met The school qggme}-near
the schoolsnéd.' There were two helf bags of ramine cnolam. The
SCQPof,ﬁaSFEr_lﬂiormed them that coming ‘to’ know that grsln .wag belng
stockled unauthorisealy in the school, he came to see ®nai ine malier
wag and saw those half bags there. Inside a shed used as & rehear-
sal hall they Found some Iemihe grain strewgn here and there on the
floor and & gunny bag. Then they proceeded to the nouseg..0f. P.Wsa.
B and 6, A.4, A.16, and A.t and they gave them some informeTion about

"the removal-of the gremn. = Tney alsp enquired A.5. and A.11. end they

admitied that they removed some bage of grain Irom P.,%,3's house te
A.1'g house, = The chrge officer recorded tne statemanis oi FoWe. b
6,A,4, A.16, A.6 A.11, and A.5, and P.W.8, has stat=zd tnal Lhese
glatements mxs. B 10 E,7. were actually recorded by the Chisme . |
Officer and ihat they besr his signature, These statemente die-
closed that famine grain stored in- 2,4, 3's house at Siddarampuram
wag dishonestly vemoverd sl the lnstance of A.,1. and A.2. by A.4.
B.6. AT, A8 Ai21, BIW.8,; A6, and A9, e shefed Heuss of P,We. &
and o and &.1. Next morning the charge oIlicer sent a repert To
P.W.1, $fe sub Inppector of Poliice atb Pamdurtiii, abok. Tthe avuve
iucidente and requested him to sake action in the matter. As the
su-b Inspector; a»rreared to be taling no aéﬁ?on on the matier, a
second report. Ex.A, wés sent To the Bub Inspector, on 3010, X -4,

he Sub Inspeetor ef- appesrs to have been slow to move and eventually

L

&
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P,%W.2. had to move thé,Ligher authbrities in the matt * and at Pﬁ@l’_d

direction ilhe Sub Inspector flnally registered a case on b.ll.4¢,hﬁgs y
| " ted investigetion. ©On 6.11.43, he selzed tne famine cholam solq 1076
: house of one Pullappa. <Lhat was about 2200 seers. He then 1lnspected
: P,W,.3's house where grain wag previousLy rstored but in which A.2.

‘was ‘reglding at sHat time of inspeciicl.
f witness P,W,1, snd that the

grain stocks were stiil being measured and
1 tnat he would give the ‘actual quantity of grain lost afrten finighing the
méasurement, .The Charge Officer also handed over %the to the Sub Tne-
pector the stztements Exs, E. to E.7. recorded by him. P WA ]
that day P.W.4, P,W.5, and others and arrested A.2,4,4,4.8,A.17 and A, 18,
The  same day he searched the houce of A.19, a relation.nf A,1. at Marals,
ﬁ;oﬂ‘iﬁﬁsreeepéed'x 3 bags 'of cholam, which were ldentified to; be famine
cholem by the deceased Charge Officer.. On 7,11.43, ne searched the
fouse of A.4,A,11, 4,15 and on 8.11.48,the rouses of #.14 and A.10. and
T recovered certein cuantitied of cholam which were identified to be
famine cholam by the deceased charge Officer., P.W,18 the village
karnam was precent throuch out the@searcies, On 11,11, 43, PEWS13
| - a poltce constablé produced & A.20 Pefore the Sub Ingpector, stating that
lNe was caught & while He ‘was trying to bury burky two pots of cholam in
? the vanka 2t Marsia and that when questioned he said that it was given
Yo bhim by 4.19.  0n 17.11.43, ‘the ‘charge officer gave nim Exs.
Lccount about the gunny bags received inthe camp which showed the g
loss of about18P gunny bags. Finally he got Ex.T report from the
| 7" Executive Engineer which showed a loss of sbout 180 bags of femine
' cholam from the camp. After enquiry, P.Ws, &, 4,5, 6, and others
the sppelants were charged, - : "B !
3. A-1'g contention 1s that P,¥.1 the Sub Ingpector "joined the
p opposite party in Xge vlllage and foisted this case on him, A-4,
A-10 and A-13 contenaed that the grain recovered from their houses
. were fgmine Cholam thég 2ot as wages 1n the camp, 4-6 admitted uhat
e wag calied on The nlghti in question to carry Cholam from the grain
'gtgreiin P.h.o,s Douse 1o the nouge of PaW, 5 aldng with A, 4, A5
A-8, A-8, A—11,A~7,$A-20:conten£:d that The police forced him to
- confess hig guilt though he wag not reall
Evidence was let in to prove the _
the defence tneory and agreeing with the
lants were convicied and hence the pregent appeale.

4

4.

2.’ Jie maln grounds urged in eppeal, ape notea below:s

fNe properties have been recofered from A-15'g houlse.

2. The evldence of P.Ws.4 and. 18 0 1to _-‘ ~-B-
A=-11, A-12 and A-17 were A-1'g enemigs; 0 ‘show that A-3, A-4, A-B

5 [ T7s A ZER Nig ob?
4. The alleged direct Witnegges g.Ws 3,4 and 5 and 6,give differentg
stories and their evidence is artificial ang improbanle.
©. A.2's name 1s not mentibneq By BN SR B SN onstonel Lp) |

Y
6. Brrper Propetties have been recovered oniy' from gome of the o

cused, ' .These properties mus: nave been earned by them o8 wages 1n the
femp or the.produce of their fields. = In the case of the other aunel-

lantg they have been implicated unnecescaril by th rge offic
or. the Police. i ceestarlly by the charg er

7. Wag there evide
the camp.

8. A.€, prays oniy for mercy in view of the fact that he
tently ‘admitting hig guilt unlike A, 20 who retracted s e
.. . 9 That there was loss of grain from thefamine camp 1s erystal
clear from the overwhelming evidence before the eourt and 1t.1s idle
to digpute the point, Loss of grain Wig Bugpected tnough the books
ghowed Gorreci accounte, The whole gtock had therefore tobe veri fied
gy mgasuremcnt and the relevant sccounts Checked, ., After doing so,
~%.T. tne.final audit report was glven to P.W, 1, which showed a loss

of agbout 120 vsgs of famire eholam,

°

nee to show that graih was sctually lost from

wa s Congig-

On 17,11.43, the Charge Officer

: T T M g
o b e i K w
. Fﬂwwfﬁaj#&fggkﬂﬂkb&mm;inﬁ;l:u_

The cnarge Ufricer informed the

enauired .

Jar-

¥

oy

AJ\

' . e o) s
gaﬁrwmxs. account to P,W.1. which showed a“a€ficit of ebout 1&6‘€§§b§
guniiy¥bag s receilved in the camp. Combined with tnete tbege ele the
“tatements & %o E.7. recorded by the charge Offlcer‘wnicn clearly
=30W tnati famine cholam had been removed fridm the store inP.W.3's house.
It i1g urged that these statements are not admiscible in evidence but I
shallxgg with this contention presently. To add%these ig the direct
oral x®kkek testimony of P.Ws. 3,4,5 and 6 about the actual removal of
the grein by some of the accused. There is thus overwhelming evidence
that actually famine grain was lost,

8. Exs.E to E-7 are urged argued to be not admiceible in evidence
as they have not been proyed according to rules. P.Ws. 2 and 8 were
gufficiently acquainted with the hand writing of the deceasged charge
Officer and they have sw%Qn that these Exs. Were in his hand ang signed
by him., F.,W,8. has eworn that these documents were prepared in his
presence and were slgned by the- Charge Of icer, . 1t was open to the de-
fence to challenge the contents of these documents when P,W,8, wes in |
the box. They had not chosen to do so and now to argue that the content!
of these documents have not been proved. 18 only futile. I think_ these |
documente have been proved as required under section 47 of the Evidence
Act, Ihey are thus quite admiseible in e¥idence., Those documents
clearly show that famine grailn stored in tke house of P ¥W,3. wae di e~

honestly removed at the instance of A,1. and A,2, by 2.4, A.S.A.V.Q.B.
A.11.P.W.5, and 4.9, These’ statements were recorded immediately erter
the detection of tne removal in the night, There was naraly any Time
for these people to meet again end then say that the removal was effectec
at A.1's or A,2's ingtance-with a view to bring them into troubles. 1%
cannot be believed that enemles of A,1., conepired and enfangled him in

the affair Before any joint.es collab@ration could be nad the gez
charge offlcer and his meh were on the enot and. there can be no Acint

that the stetements represent the true facts. 4.8, conslglently has ad-
mitted the offence, He has not retracted. According to Aim the grain
wag carried by A.ée A,5, A7, and km kept in A.l{s house, fhig slatement
ls corroborated by the statemnte of others, -A.6. & and 4,1, were de-
fended by the.same pleader but laterwhen #,6. comsistently refused te
retract from his statemente thig' theory of-enemity“mustﬁhave been con-
veniently set at. 5 And these stvatements are supported by the direct

or evidence of P,We. 3,4,5 and 6 which go to show that A.1. A.2.A,3
Avd.A0.A 6.4, 7.A,8.A,9.4,11,4,12. A, 15,4,14.4,15,A.16.4,17 A, 18,4, 10
had’ their part in the removal of the grailn stored in P.W.3's houge.
A.20. was ceught red handed and he stated that A,19. gave him the pro-
perty. This statement and recovery are not disputed. Propertieg have
been reeovered from the hoieg of A.4.A,10,A.11,4,.14, and ©,15 end they
were identiried by the charge officer ag famine grain as also by P W 167
the viilage karnam who vag one of the mediators for thls seigure. The
grain recovered from A,20'eg house also wea was 1dent1fied g&g famine !
grain. There 1s thus overwhelming evidence to show that the appeliant
regoved the. famine graln stores in P ,W,3's house. If ag contended by
them the e grain recovered were those grown on their Tiedids F,W,16 col
have been cross-examined in détail on this peint. On the other hand
hig evidence consistently show that the grain recoversd were all famir
grain. A.6. is belng mentioned by otner accused in their statements.
If really all these were A.1's x enemies, would A,1, have joined hande
with. them'in:guch a risking affalr® I wonder: . 'The etay of eneml Uy
between A,1, and A.6 i1s thas'only myth.engineered at a later stage ot
the case to circumvent A.6's consistent statemente about the complicl
of A,1, in the affair. Aj1, and A, 2'g paris in the whole transaCuy
are given in detail in the etatements &xs. E. series. Apsrt from i
documentary evidence there is evidence of P,W.4, which shows That S ke
was paysically.present in the store.-in P,%,3's nouse when grain wag ¢
removed from there. hAecovrding to F.W.B., A, 2, represented toﬁ}he olnd
Offlcer when they all went to seal the house en the night of 25.10,44
that the store-in P,".%'s house was already-vacated and thus put the
charge officer, a new comer and stranger to the placd, on the wrogg i
scent. Not pnly this. He very cunhingly approached P, W,5, with the

asgietance of ﬂyi: and obtalned one ante dated

e
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Yy Vacated, Llie #lore a few days previously, Obvieuely, inis was 9Lso§iyi?

arrvanged or planned to DUT dusil Imi s the ‘eyesi of nie superiors, | A
1s argued that the charge Cfficer ig regponsible forthe loss nf fthe
graln and -tbat -when he feared ithat the loss ywuld come on hig heaq he
Etfge menaged the whole gffaip and got “the' statiemant & under oressure
from the Varioss persons. It is &l so ‘argued ‘that the-Rseei Police
tultored and made the witness epeak acainet the accused, Both these
argumentg have ebsolutely no force. ‘I-de-on evidence that thre Foiice
were slow 1o move in .bhe .affaip Tild PiM, 2. nithe kxecutive Zngineer, moved
the fnigher g e authoritiess in the matter, The stalements in question
were .recorded by the Charge Officer, : € sent his report to the
Poiice ang they starteq 1hvestigation.v - The @h¥g charge. Officer Was new
to the place and a complete strapger, It 1s 1mposeiblie to lmagine tha
he could have distributed grain to: several persous ai g0t them re- -~ -
ooverea_by'the rolice and ale® obtained the stalements from so many per-
sons; %o cover at his faults, In such s case Ne “‘sncuid have congpired
with a lot of bersons, The poor man is no)’ moreibut P,W,.8, swears that
lhe statemsnteg Técorded were voluntary and not obtained under any iarvat
Or viblance. Allthe Dersons ga¥e who gave the' statementg beluag to oneb
ot neighbouring Villsges of Siddarampuram andit ie imposeible tnat they
could 1ave given evidence BX against £.1, the influentia]l reddi of the
viilage as against the charge officer, an utter stranger in whom o% wrose

Prospects they are not_conberned,'at all. In fact there is not an iota

¢f evidence in support of ‘this contention. . I consider that to level thie
[ againet tne charge.Off;cer, an unhappay person Who for his glight
bad to pay with hig dear life
: , D have thusg absolutel v
and the defence contentioniabsolutely»baeelleSs without an iota of truch :

1 1t here.can ibe no doubt that the Drogeuction casge ig absolutely true.
As remarked by the lovier: conrt the charge.Officer, being new to the place
relled upon'4,2, 8,2, panaged 1o keep nis accounts alright but at \
same time was stealthily removing the grain with the help of A1, the in-
Iiuential reddl the-v¥1llaoge of the village and thug

U thie purpose, he obtalhes tig anté dated receipt, = Finslly
when he was kept undgef fuspension, the night of" 23,10,43, he trieq to
moke away' with 88 much. ag grain as posebble and avallable tn' Py, 54

The distribution andcarrying probably continued ti11 the night
10.43 when. the whole 2ffalr wae finally detected, The statements
recordsdsbyktne.eharge Ufficer detatls the party played by several of the
accused ip the affair,” 4,6, and A.10 admitted this gullt before a zxx
efipendary magistrate though 4,20 retracted from 1t IAter on. - The pro-

secution case wag thug clearly prov ain pellant e here can
Be N0 Qoudt that i oo Y proved against the appellante and there

thlng with the helv of 4,1,

and there are thus nolextenuating circumetanceg in theg cage of thege
_barasiteg, However it argued that A.2, ang £ A belng-voung men -~
thelr case may bg,consldere@vfor action' under Bec, 5o L AdeCp e The

FO8s€cutor hae ng objection., I however digsgreg
dlsagree on thig oint, AvB, wag g grain watcher ang et A 8 il

cierk, If reaily ~ voin bPeople were repentant
nove mAade a clear best bresgt of 1t in the beginning as wae dohe by 4. g
Their action Wes premeditated., The cirocumstances of the case and

of these two Abrellants thersfore de not at all justify action |
agalngt under gection 502‘(;) kol 6 B T regards A6,
is for mercy, From the very. beginning
has not elsé retracted.
a8 more lenient treaiment,
period ot impri sonment already undergone and direct that ne oe set at ji-
berty at once, tais reduetion only in the Sentence againgt 4,6, the
@ppeals are diemiseed undep Sectlon 423 (1) Mp,PLd,

3d, C.V.Thomas,
Sub Divli. Mapgigtrate Gooty.
Datede 50~5§ ‘}_Sq
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REVENUE DEPARTMENT,

SUbj(ﬁCt. = W

PUBLIC SERVANTS--(Anantepur)--Ramaleishnen
mine Officer, Siddhersmapuram--Grant of cdueationsl

sions to childron.
No. D. 1335/46-2, « _
Deted 431 April, 194s,

—

- -~ - - - - - - o~

~———M otation-kedres

- From

L-
Le
e

P -

. K.N. Anentheraran Es% S Cn o | TointiSoes

| : rvebary, Besrd of Revenue, Nadvas. . 3
Mo Barouded BRI E:Benncht Bsg., 1.C.5., Comaissionor of '
: Lani Kovenue ard Post War Reeonstruetion. ‘

/"'KJ’S’?CF Reed tho followings:- = |

Vomorandur. No. 1396, B/46-1, dated 15th Hareh, 1946 from . |
the Goveornment of Madres, Revenue Department. |

Mo - _

4 Bhore'sh Ref. No.D.1336/46-1, dated 2/3/46,
/ 2 ‘“’Ph : tl'PR(éolloé tor of sAnentapur, L.Dis.3499/46-47, dstod |
I & et 25/5/45. |

W T i |

A copy of tho Collector's lettor cited above is submitteg

to the Government. L i |
2. Ag the widow of late M.S.Remekvishnen is veporteli’ to oo | |

living at Medrvas, the Collcetor of Mairass, is being asked to on-
guire into the matter snd submit a report. — The Bosrd's report
vful% be submitted to the Government on rceeipt of the Colloctor's
veply.

‘ For J!\/;\JL/ W L

int, Scercbery. P |
’ {
|

S ———

To tho Sccuchary bo Government, Bevenue Doperbment, witl
oI Ansntapur Colleetor's lehtier peres 1--2 only. L
ss the Collector of Medves, Psre 3.only with s eopy 0f the lelbter

ot page-d : ; £

‘-(‘.01‘3}' 6f lebbor No. L.Dis. 3499/46, A7, doted 20/3/46 from | .

the Collcotor of Ansntepur to the Scerotery o the Uovermment,
Hevenue Depertment, Madvas through the 3ectotery, Bosrd of -

Revenue, Madras. ) '
Lk el . ol : lEI SRR ‘-_.
Sub:-Public Sorvante--Svi M.8 )
Charge 0ificer Sidderampuram--Gr \.)

cesslong to the Children--hepor t--Submittod. ¢ T

Ref s=Government Homorandum “\‘0'13% / *‘z}ﬁ%-l, Hovenuc, d=bied

Ci ¢
’\ i’q \ F’ e r‘\‘.‘ ° 0 e ‘\
i




.

! ".ah Was ,.()f 2 GO vr-[)(,- HE Ul._ gL ara ‘_“'mr uO é {:3;,1353;_:13‘3’ e
L

ate Svi M. S Remakrisg L %

igbvict L*"’b‘l shrent . His Sex V‘(’CS were .’Cﬂ’ by the l'."")“"‘C.C‘H 3 i e : & g o B e "'"V'a)‘”f* ) oW

E-:l(}? (‘" ldspeh for =sching cs Famine Cherge Officer Hig child- wo o M " e i SR y il Dot
»en sre not g tLd/'nb in this District. A :

: e 13 ion d=tbed 27/9/45 £y '
2.8Tho mt t ioney /siov/zl%n‘;:o g§~‘ul$~;&;(‘!to( Hth( Co”/cc ~ : ; . ‘
S BCC 117(»0 incthis f £ie0 ”l’! “ G Ret= o o 30=-H-48, iy
'!i_::)? Cl&] 3“'9011 1‘“ Hi_y O‘_lcc N D...u- 1460;5/4:5, L!”tbd //1‘-:/115 w) i 0 v dated . 194 1 a R
50 L e —
£ 3 { & B@llllept Bag i sl 59 Comini g ei S P
= ) nai bion to ~— i VT S s MRS dulgsioner ol Land :
. The Collector of Cudds: P"h iz be in oxpt I inl - 4 Revenue and Post Wor Reconsiruction, & 7
il an ome oF thoe p\)mtq vaiscd OY tho Governrent. CY . g ¢ : S e s
Ly :’ th Eorencae “(\({\1 vod Loy Oft. |}\ UOVU ﬂn*(‘f‘t' il ), ”-ﬁ» W" (tlr* Y b Dl At b= PUBLID VA NT =3 g’ T
“u orEst >CU gR O : ‘o it bing o"‘( 0= b Bojthe Roaxrd '_)’f , o A RO TR PUBLIC SERVANTS - (#nantapur) - Romakrs shna Szig 8 b
)li ,( to-' ): C L;": ﬁ}‘l v(_)? Sl .)l : lé) ..‘-‘1 }‘ i °| l’l] = "'t lm’ﬁil‘ f’- ﬂ“‘ ™ s At 2 i ': - 2 fﬂl ne Ch.f_ligc 01 flcer, S:.(.g(.u_ araim D‘T."-'.‘:Ll " Gl‘g’_‘l n.l- Of
cvenue diveet. ThL 9‘41 itioner appeers LO & L1 e, 1o b 0 ant ' ' conceesions to children. ; '
as and if she is enguired of th“' she eppes® w#ill ho G?.G‘{ D Gk oan 2ol faR b
S dctails of the ste aiuisy dg in wlﬂch her chi Ld'tfl‘ are reading : Be 2 pa i !
—tu =Lt -r;’ o e 1y x = 1 A L "LA(“G 1’“"' g ‘N 3 ! '.A
nd What relief she veguires —‘Oi their fvec iy ; From ihe Government, Revenuk Depqn*-mc’um, % emc
' dated 15-2-46,

7T A e o T

I
for Collector. oie) Wo.D. 1335/46-2 dutcd 4-4-46,

Cl.

J: sy Collcctor of Madras, L.Dis.No, 2824/46 g

% W A I R date
Copy to the Colleetor of Cwidepali- b 255 461 - L/ T ed

t2
: . : g ) R w ’ 6 > .
- g Board's Ref g bl bl |

fe=-
rov Joint Scerctery. f.No.D. 1335/46-2 dutcd 4-4-4

-

buln @

-

Oa ”
~.

\

3

A

= e

G.R. 4/4/40' 2 ) ) o Lgtec Sri“MUS, Romakrighia, left behind four cavgnteps ,

Tl ' L and a 201, wiose pariiculars sre furnished belows UL

J\ v el MR | 1. M.R. Jayalaoksimi agecd 16 - appeared for S.8.L.C “
Lo 2, M.R. Vanajakshi, agaasild« W ETT o o, C

‘ ; 3, M.R, Parvadinvordhini,nged 10. V clags. l

5 4, M. R, Sevitlei, aged 8 - IT ciass, |

5. M.R. Sunda=»amn aged 3 ] ;

: The ll'l:i‘ on of the parents is to pgducatc them upto |
B8, 1.0, he Gmaunts e G i ae shown bal B -
is JICELON S =

% 1. M.R, lel"dﬂk'_*il ie now reading III form, if promoted she Wi
| S will be in IV form, ! ~ '
\ ’ Schiool fees ( 111(‘1'1(%“1.) ecial g ) for IV io VI '1
o ! 4 form, -‘ 3 _ (
- Books and not i . B '
R OY ek 4 ' B ana uote booke. , : 100 ?
"\,—— . @ : S c"f )
& 00 W |
W 7 \ 4 | |
" II., M.R. Porvathavardhini is reading In V class if promoied ’
P , \ L she will be in I fomm, . . !
i 4 s School feew (including speciel fees) for 1 form A
" to VI fomm, LEig Rg. 270 ‘*'J'
\, Booke and Noiae books, ele. 149 |
; A el »
) o JERE |
' rd L\ k. m_o i | 2
4 ,}‘-- : e ’
| 1 4 X "" {
II1YT, M.,R: Savithri is now xeading in II eclaee &!promoted it
glic will' be du IIT eclassg, i
. School fees (il’Cl'»ld’llE apeeial Teas) Trow ITE 41 Y » |
o clage .to VI form, . * Res 300 |
: : 2 ; 1 & : 31
Books and notc books, ¥ I ! 150 |
; Y &8
b 4

5
;

450 »
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To : _ 7 i _
The Secretary to Government, 57 /34 q&g
Revenue Department, H< ST s |2
Ma.dl‘as 1\
Dear Sir, . |
/ : Subs pPulic Servants (Anantapur) Late Sri M.S.Ramgkrisknan=
Famine Charge Officer = Siddaramapuram - Grant of
/ Educgtion eoncezg'on to Children.
I'd D—§3306[r,6-5
sk Refs No.9an/356/46=D dated 26-5-1946 from the Secretary,
Board o nue, Magdras.

- oo =

I have admitted my daughters in the schools ment ioned\
below and have given the approximate cost for the year 1946-47,

The ladras Sevy gggan High School, No.67, Narayanamudal i Stxect,
George Town, Jadras.

2nd daughter MR v i IV
. ana jakshl oXT.

10 instelbents op gorool feés @ Rs.5/4/- per month - Rs.52 = & =« 0

Games, special, Library, Laboratory and Entrance fees " 6 = 6=-= 0

Approximate cost of Books and note books = 40 =« 0 =« 0
8 =14 - 0

i e e Bt

Srd.Daughber LR, Paruvathavarthini - Ist Form. A\

10 instalments ¢ gchool fees @ Rs.5/- esch - Rs.80 =~ 0 -0

Entrance fees 3 . - | 1= 0-90

Approxiliate cost of books and notebooks - 207= 0 k= 0
71 -0-0

s{ PR Cfecos T o T

Sri Ramakrishng yational Girl's School, N0.6, Krishnappa Naicker
Agrahargm, ¢,T.lMadras.

4th Daughter M,R,Savitri.
School fees for 12 instalments @ Rs.0/12/- each -. Rs.9 -0 =0

Entrance, Puja, Library, Home wrok, e 2 -14 = 0
Approximate cogt of books and note books : - 5«0 =0~
RS 16/14/--" -

R TR SERE® K&

I am admitting my first daughter M.R.Jayalakshmi who haé passed
her 8,8.L.C. in the music class in the Madras Seva Sadan High Schoel,
City Branch.

10 instalments of o) A s .50 - € -'0
.Ehtfahce”?iéRs il g RB~§1 e
Rs.56 - 0 = 0

I l‘equest you that early orders be passed ag it i;-;f;eady 8 5
month sinee the schools were reopened.

Thanking you, Yours faithfully,
Wi
From AR :
Y. 8.8araswathi Ammgl, AR T o B &
C/o.Udanalpet $.Krishmmurthy, Al (P
United India Life Office, Madras. |

b L Y



— E i Zenp ' ; ' ; Y - ‘\,.
f . p : A \ \ B ,\) \ o Bdn & P.H. Dept. (C.%.) \
£ \Qﬂu/ . S t d 30 .n‘j - LR ‘
: = = f el '
: ~J ﬁ ; Qgt?' SCthQTQHIQE—Ch1~dTeU of the late Sri M.S.Ramakrishnan-
- .
. L ' ¢ ' ‘ : Famine Charze Officer, Siddaramapursam=--Orders passed.
']
| L |
&= {o S | ~ 99 | : NS B, From the Board of Revenue, No. D.1335=5/46-4 dated
e P AVSVURIPVR S VY2 oy ‘
: GXLJ\AJW pre Moo petatimn i R e B e S | 30-5-46 and 26th June 1946, !
,] ﬁ . ';:‘« I ‘:' 2 ¥ - ** "‘ '
‘Y\\L MM M" /\L\pvb'\n% " R W ; Kol . ' :
L BN L Crakeas Cnns o et _ AR ~ Order/MS. Wo. (665 (man. } aated O‘Z,,? 8- (g0t i -
Uit O Lo (WA-LW’ S ErEaie ’ . 7l ‘
4 P . s R A The Govt. sanction the grant of speci
rndde A e “~onro Mla Ay ‘A;’ W’ , ' 1 ol G s v ™ ”Jv 3 " #
‘! \\ e | . TP A L f"lj scholarships to 4&&e M.R. Vanajakshi, and IR, Parvada-
/ o L ' : (%0 | -
i ﬁfg . : i,; 5’ ‘%ep?mib , - \& Wi . vardhini, daughters of the late’f‘ Sri M.S. Rama’ ;rlshnan,
- w (f of 405 £ | o v Ay i
) ' i o , ; Ll : 1 Famine Charge Olflceg Sic laaramajurqm)r=¢erreﬂ to in
/ (N . . ~ ot i £ ) 5 ks \_\
; 7_&“ : ‘ ‘ ‘ : » I’ 571 e N G.0.No. 196 Finance (Pension) dated 27-2-4¢ a8 ijwn
% Az WE 5 | s
‘h et ‘ L ‘ ) . : ‘ P J - belows:~- : s ;
_ 7 , ; = i , is
g" " N ﬁ' AL = : o ) l. M.R. |Vanajakshi
o WA : iR (Studyinz in IV form in the 2
i 2 o, ' it ‘?3 CF Madras Seva Sadan High School 353 per annum
1 e Ny No, 67, Narayana Mudali St.,
“ . ’i 1) ¥ G'=or<r~ Towy* Madras
= . "[i e £y
- o - ',f 1 'h
A % e M.R. Parvadavardhini
- B 7 ‘
5 3 = L !’ .& (otud’mr in the }€€ Form in the
: - - B ’i (VTR Madras Seva Sadan High School 6-10-0  per ann.
- 1St ‘i"&‘r No. 67, Narayana Mudali St v
PR S h Jat i Gsorge Town, Madras. ¥t
{ o 1
X i s e : | 2s These fcholarships will be ?rqnted in ﬂ
. » : ddition to the pensions sanctioned in the 6.0,
= 3 i 5 i [ :
¢ ) ] : 5 j ‘ referred to above and will be available till the&f’uf‘.&
fN = —‘j‘ a /;»T;, | { § comolete t}\@ﬁ Q.D L.L;. (JOUlSEc ”[‘1’)@ 801’1’) ldf,~¥\ 1 )Q I;
- _ ® Will be dis¢ontinued if thayﬁhqiﬁfen fail to o s :
; (5 : ¥Cure |
promotion in any year; but it shall be F€viveq on :
| | ‘ ;
{ promotion to the next higher class. j
™ e | :
‘ ; * ' 3« The Govt. do ndt see suffic elent Ta €
AL - " ' | REPR 1o {
. sanction speecial seholarships tn M. R. Jayalafshi.ﬁ |
- and M.R. Savitiri in additioy &
] on to th pens ion alreaq 1
sanctioned, - i
‘-. ¥ J ,T.\'{ .' Vs :?"MT“‘VS 2
( TR SR granting a special sc%dia

ol

shnlp to M,R. Sundaran will e congid ered af+

P——
2

LT8r he is

adnitted inba school.
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b chilamen .of. the deceaseq[pas been sanctioned in @.O.

0.1
. a Adhola k
Fi ted 27-2-46. .
A inance (Pension) da 7, The question of grant ing asmy

/- Pl
ézaor ‘all of theg[to enable them to contlnue thelr studies
will arise only when the pajmaﬁﬂ‘@f‘pen51cn is stop; ed. In the .

circumstances this Dept. may advise that the petltloner may be '

:

inflormed that no scholarship will b@ 8ranted in addltlon to the

-

pension gn-nted to each of the children of the deceagsed. J"
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Lo R RN KT | Finance (Exp.A).

~The file deals with the guestion o&lgrant of s cholarshipg;
! [to 4 children of the late Sri M.S.Ramakrishna, Famine charge
officer, who was nMrdered on 17-4-43. The cost of granting

scholarships to tfse four children for skydimg studying up to

Seo.L.Cy 15 eStifated at Rs 2,050.. -Tuc.grant of sdiolarship is f} f LC(’“

’ V;,/ ¥ t
M in adu%ftian to the pension of Rs 6-2-3 p.il. to which each of the ,y Juk‘ i
| % f S75
|4 caildren is eligible, | I, ek
% In the similar case referred to by E.P.H. on p.6 above f\3:5§f*{&\
. ' case refle .

the s cholarship of e 15 D.m. was sanctioried under ‘whe PR TRy

A i ! :
i ediistances - It was sanctioned from the date on which the L

’ A he] y * - o A1 & } 3

Iwenelvll granted to thqgf boy lapsed on his attaining the age of 18/ 1 o1 fy}
& i

In the present case g pension of Rs 5-2-3 p.m to each of the
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|
The Tile deals with 4he question of grant of
scholarships to four children of the late Srf’M.S.Ramakrishnan,
Famine Chqrnc CIflcor,'Bc&iary district, who was murdered on
the 1430{1 Am il 1943 Whﬂo on duty. The widow of the Famine
already bcen sanctioned a dsabuitgh of Rs. 480
RN T 5

The children of the

dececased (One son and four dauuhtors) were also granted a pension

Chargc Offlccr has

and a pens ion of Rs. 34—4 7T per mensegm.=

of Bs.B-g-3 per mcnscem tonablc in iho casorgf tao son till he
attains tho acgc of 18 and in the case: of* the daugntcrs‘t11l
they got mrried or attaing the aze of 21 WthhCVQ. happeds” carlicr.
| “The Colloctor and the Board of Revenue reco~ﬂcndod ~@ducational

concessions by way of school fees and books to the cxtent of Rs.2090.
This proposal was supported in this Deptt. ~ Fihance however -consider
~ that scholgrqblps a§ proposod by the Board in addition to the

pcss ion already grqntod will bo 2 6bncoss iombwhich will give risc

to a most lnconvcnlcnt and unu031rablo preéodont and they arc

against’thesgrant of,scnolarshlps.f But Finanes Dgputy becrctary

peol » b v .
has sugzcSted that if any concession is granted under orders in

cilculation a dcduction should be made, to cover the pension of

. ©%h roal

~Rs, 5-2 3 per, mcnsem “Al¥ecady sanctioned. far: cach of the children and

only thofialanpc aW}ovpc E. & P Huvealsor agroc Wlth‘glnanoo.

For ordcrs.whgthqr G}) th1% Dep; }t may priss fors thp aeceptance “ A bﬁ/’

|\
of the Bogrd's propesal or (2) whether” P41 U%ptt nm@napaoo with

Finance and reject the Board's proposal. If the Board's proposal
is accoepted it is for orders whecther tho concessbon may| be

piven as indicated by Financc Jepuby veerctary at 'X' oh page
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The Board of Revenua pecommended that the eHizdren of

the 1ate Sri M might-be allevwed edueational

o Qe R&ma&rishnan

¢oneessions to the exfent sgecified 15--its letter on ﬁﬁ?ﬁ
oo A i‘
9f e.r, It has been ordersd lu.cClreulation that the
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educational coneessions recomuended. by the- Board shonuld -hesw

~1llowed subject to the cendition that s defluf’t ion-should be

o

—
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mad e to Gever the pen ~5=2=3 'gr-tr mensen-already
canctioned to each QfA the children and that only the balance-

|
noukdibe allowed, he e 4 G2,
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a]_]_on-?o_d to cach of the ch_ild_x:en_-__;.gi'll then be ‘as follow
C

Pencsion Re,

(1) M.R. Jaya akshimi -- Hae Passed 3,8, Il
e |
2-2-3 p.me¢ -=- No Scholars ulj

- P v L 0 |

\

w (21 HB. Vanajakshi--Studying in IV. Form,|

A.mount of schalarehm recomuended by the : 3

ard far etuflj in forms IV "te VI (1“. 26 B 290-0=0
tl wn’cl o AR A e PR i

A“nount of pen8ien that will "be Paid dupring ) 185- 1=0
theé above period (36 mommhs)

L == Rs, 135-1& - 2
& T

( e : |
Net a“qount payable as s:hol L“],l_(? DQ’Q*‘-‘PERS 104-15--0 ‘/:

&(-3) M.R, Parvathavardhini ==S3tudying in ISt Borm

k A.’noun!of‘“ccholarsnlo recommended by th¢ Board Jis 410--0--0
- -for stédy JForme T to VI fawms (1.6) ’7’ months )

l

' : = AT

Amounf of pension thalt will beipaid iin |the, .

N,
R537Q==2==(
.- above period (72 m’)hﬂ’l°) ¥

0
N
& B

Net anoun;t nayaolc'aq scholarahw. : .
- R8. 410-0=U -~ R B70w2=0 R }
1s

s 30t 1L-§é" 1
‘ i
7 ..’3 i sy 5 : " r Wi ’
(4) M.R, .Savi thri--Studying in  IIT eTasdt thd i § A Ay l 3
5[
Amount of Seholarship recomi énded 7 B [T g f

by the Board for study in TII ulﬂﬁs tol VI 5 45U==~0==Q }
Form (i.e.)/l()B rnonfh:) : i e i

Amount of pene-ion 'rhnr will be paid in| the Nea T /
above period (i.e, 108 months) | RS 55530, 4
- [
;f !
Net amoudt payable as sohnlarship ‘ NIL I‘
|

|
A9 in t f.8eho 1."1 ct:"n ip reeomnended 0y the
Board : }f )

Re, 1000=U=U
"“‘ "‘:—"roﬁ’?'f "_'*4'1'3 hoy joing I8t elagg J«hen

b T8 1 Pige 2ars of aze hs will Etady we
\_J. x 12(182) goniil txl]ﬁu, "omplet@“ VI-FPorm, - LI S,
\ e amount of pensIou thar 4ill pe psald in ‘
1 L.Sz. nun ths - it o
‘ e s ey s 678 =40
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- by manufacturers - validity - judgment f s % Refs No.9-D 336/46-5 d/< 26-5-1946 from

o " _Legal Dept,

Letter No.ezsﬁ/t,lvc}ated 2o el

Nt pew. L ey § SRS L S R oy
J}'
To » ‘f". b : :
" - [ [ n"'indras, 19-9-1946¢ )
The Secy, to the Govt, 6f Bengal, NE N\, o e
! ¥ To e’ '!;,tj et Rty ,:! fa ,..:’ < \
Judicial Dept., Caleutta. The Secretary to Government; é \\:\
{ Revenue Department,( &/ 9 1%8cp 10 \ci‘f’y'
! —‘6 MadTTa S. CLE 155 // f
sir’ : ) : . si > . = r‘\‘f."‘:l,\ ;/
’ ’ N S L %ﬁ‘}-’ﬂs‘mg Public Servants 2 Late Mr. . &
The Madras General Sales Tax ) A.S.Ramakrishnan - Famine Charge Officer -

7 ddaramgpuram = grant of Education 5™
WH_“J Si P 19 (“&)

Act, 1939 - levy of tax on first sales ! concession to children. W g 50, 0 V) 4
8 Vs

5 o

‘N%‘J the Secretary, Board of Revenue,ladras. -
Of High Conrt’ uadras. | . i ‘\7‘\6&’% T P
v : e (W
— \ %ﬂ“' I beg ‘Eo bring to your notice that I am
gV not complied with any reply to my petition
My letter No.5932/41-2 Legal Reo ted 5=7-1946. I have given the approximate
7 we VoKL o5 for the children for the year 1946-47
Department, dated 16-9-1941. 23.‘1.% in my petition of 5=7=1946. In this connectior
I may write to you that I have not admitted my
—_— | eldest daughter McR.Jayalakshmi in the music
= eat: class as stated in my petition of 5=7-46.
I am to request that the follow- As it is more than 3 months since the
gschools were reopened I request you to kindly
ing corrections may kindly be carried pass early orders on my petition of 5=-7=46.
out in the copy of the judgment sent M S@L\ ‘
Py oF Judg : ,\;,z;}' v,,& \lgf@ wh Yours faithfully,
with my letter quoted aboves-— | P ol > &
: q : $ wo \C..‘E!‘k.\ o i V \ “\NS o~ M’ﬁgé‘\‘hﬂh
| M08y
1. At page 3, line 4 from the bottom, a\? 2%
for "Entry No,45", substitute -, Peot M
: AR TNy el ‘, M,8.8araswathi ammal
. "Entry No.48"%. W T ¢/o. Udamalpet 8.Krishmamurthy,
United India Life Office i o
2. At page 5, line 39 from the top, | Ezplanade, ’ Ep&a JOH - o/ j

: dras .
 omit the full stop ocourring after  _ Yadrad

the word 'commodities',

I l‘lave, etc,
%m0 |
ﬁ/x(a( |

ior ol
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/- u/s¢hool and special fees paid expenditure has also been incurred
/~3uch as pooks, note books and other stationery. ' I i

~thelr kind orders and gran

~besides books and noted books and stationery is not kmown. =

"petition and

"M.S.8araswathi Ammal,

,»7 P - _'r‘:._ (_‘.‘,

T
s8d.

gﬂbéikzé wherever available from the school are also enclo

> “" In the circumstances I may be permitted to point out :
amounti towards the’ school fees sanctioned is not only far below the 'a t
school and special fées paid, but also utterly inadequate to meet the'e
cost of education. I therefore beseige thé“&en;gn government to recc
the entire amount claimed By me towards
education ofsmy children./} " Lf\L&“ : AL R T
: % AT e )

’ b . -A»

.ﬂ'

A7 Thethe G.Ofﬁitéd the Government were pleased to sanction
Eduecatieonal concession only to two.of my three sheool children, Tre re
for’ not granting any concession_to»M.R&SaVitri;'&?staigmt.ofprg stand
on whose behalf I have spent towards school and special fees Rs.1144-0 "

I therefore request that the Government be pleased to Trecon
their decislon in respect of this girl M.R.Savitri also and sanction
sufficient allowance for her education. . A - il
¥ : . v ) 3 A
I request that early orders may kindly be passed on this
) that I may be paid in a lump sum the amount representing
difference between the actual expenditure incurred by me towards the e
of my children and the amount glready grantedéby the Government.

| ‘ N 'Y
_ Ip these hard days, I find even difficult to pass the days wi
my pension. My eldest daughter M.R.Jeyalakshmi aged 18 yrs is still
and my husband hsas not left behind any property. I request you,
my plight in these expensive days, as a very special case to grant .
substantlial amount for the marriage of M.R.Jayalakshmi, that you thi
and re%ﬁiVe me of my financial trouble to a great extent, G rEv
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Hoping my petition will have a favourable consideration by
benign Govennesti. o . . ; ; 7 s g St
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I
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that the seholapehip amounte sanctinned by -Goverrent for her iaugﬁt ers

: I :
are insufficient’ and has furnished a statement of accounts for the :expenditure

ineurrei on the education of the girls. " She requests that --

& obog,tlre amount of oxpondlturo inecurred by her forlq'e{ucat ion of

rirls nay 'bo paid| to her as scholarships; A

2) a leholarslup may be given to her iaughtcr M.R, SaV1tr1° )

P —

'3) a subnan‘;lal amount may be given for the marriaﬂo of her iaught.er
R ~ -

akslmi,g 4

“* .,@_ 1t may be pointoi out to the petitioner that in passing orders ] T
‘_". é‘.- 'g‘.aaﬂ", .‘?v, ,‘.,’ :é{

/.No. 1665 dated 28-9..46 the Government have taken into account | kg

ok 4 d
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. 7 ! //’ d-j
e to inerease tho schoT arshin as pﬂmd for by her, / 1
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R oo : 7
of cﬁm‘ting her iaughtor M.R. Sav1tr1 for 9 years from class ITT to P 1
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amounts only to Rs 450, while the pension she would draw for ¢ years ‘y

b2
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