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No. 57. Read the following letter from J. W.

t. Geo
' CHERRY, Esq., Commissioner of Salem;
to E. MALTBY, Esq., Acting Chief Secretary to Government, Fort Saint George,
dated 30th September 1857, No. 3.
- Str,
Under the orders as per margin,* I have the honor to forward my

* Ex Mi - . . . -
iy . ;;fl?mf]ﬁiycofggg’ notes and sentences in 4 cases, viz., Nos. 4, 5, 7 and 8, tried and disposed
para. 6, of by me.
The Tamil records are ready to be sent if required.
(Signed) J. W. CHERRY,

Commissioner.

Commissioner Case, No. 4.
Charge—Gang Robbery.
Property stolen 1 ,162-8.

September 11th.

rred a Civil Suitin Subordinate Court against my

T brought 267 Star Pagodas and some Rupees for the

cost of that suit as well as purchases in cloths. Istopped at Darempoory 2 days, I changed 15 Pa-

godas of one Nunjundoo Chetty in his shop, then 1st prisoner Was present. After leaving, Ist
prisoner asked me for 2 Pagodas the equivalent of which 8} he gave me, this occurred one even-
ing at 4} p. M. at night, I stood in front of Kader Saib’s bazaar, then Ist prisoner.asked me to
change some more Pagodas for himself and the Daffadar and Tannahdar. I replied it is now

night, I will see about it in the morning, he then said that they have the money and you are
roing away and urged my doing 1t fmmediately, T followed him to a Makan in the Fort, when
e awaiting me as well as 2 bandymen from Salem, 5th prisoner

9nd, 3rd, 4th and 6th prisoners wer
then joined them, 9nd prisoner asked me how many Pagodas have you, I replied 250, then they took

me to a house 20 fathoms off to the Makan, the bandy people did not come, I was ordered to
take out the money; I took out 10 Pagodas, they spoke some Hindustani. Third and sixth pri-
soners tied me with a rope in the post of the verandah of that heuse, 1st and 5th counted the
Pagodas and divided them. Iattempted to cry out, 2nd prisoner shewed me a dagger and threatened
with it to stab me, 8rd and 6th prisoners tied my mouth with a cloth, 8rd prisoner had a sword
threatened to murder me and put my body in a well near the house, this occurred between 8 and

Prosecutor Ramasamy Chetty.—1 prefe
mother-in-law Periacal for 4,610 Rupees.

9 o'clock, they remained there until 12. 1st, 2nd, 4th and 5th prisoners took me thence to the

Salem road, Srd and 4th remained, 1st and 5th followed me as far as Damarakamputty (about 12
miles) left me there, with a threat to kill me, if I returned to Darempoory or mentioned this matter
to a soul, it was then near morning, afterwards I came to Salem, I remained 10 days and then went
to my village, there were 2 or 3 houses adjoining the one in which I was robbed. I never knew
“the prisoners before, there was a little lamp upona pot, after T went to my village, I mentioned
the matter to one Vencatachellum Pillay, Curnum of Kotaputty, but I did notask him to tell it
to the Tahsildar, 7 or8 days after the said Curnum told me he had verbally reported this to the
Tahsildar. 1 made no complaint before any authority because I had been threatened by the pri-
. There is no door “to the house where I wasrobbed, the outer wall to the extent of 2 or 3
any one in the road could see what oceurred inside. T told the 2nd wit-
ieve himself near the Makan, when you return come and meet me to a
shop I pointed out, so he came to the outside of the house where I was tied and called me by
e twice, 2nd prisoner replied he is nothere, then I saw him (the2nd witness) by the moon-
light, he also saw me and went away, after this 1st witness came to ask me for the cooly of some
earrings he had made for me, he called me by name, 4th prisoner replied he is not here, then I saw
him, 2nd prisoner threa@ened me for looking at Ist witness, I told all this to ‘the Tahsildar when

I was sent for by that officer, then 2nd and 3rd prisoners only were in custody and the others, viz.
1st, 4th and 5th were pointed out by me and then apprehended. T described the ‘6th prisoner,

upon which he was taken into custody, 1didnot describe the appearance of 1st, 4th and 5th, be«

fore I puinted them out.

SOTIETS.
fathoms had fallen down,
ness who had gone to rel

nam
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By Court.—The bandymen remained behind with their bandies that evenin v Vi
Curnum was informed by me of this matter, he is now dead, the Villsge Moonsiff wg, m? village
the time of my mentioning it to Kotaputty Curnum. I told no one in Salem by .1;’9 Pl;!sent at
second witness belongs tomy village, 1 never spoke to him on the matter, I saw i sheer ?ar‘, the
I never saw the 1st witness afterwards, the 2nd witness having seen me ’m . havlm 1;1&!1} times,
name, h.e never asked me what they were doing to me on that night, but he Wase called out my
mentioned this to the Kotaputty Curnum, and he told him that he had seen me thep:esen:.‘ whe'n I
that I saw the 2nd witness afterwards was when 1 was telling this matter to K:)tapu ;;}’ C::\tli:,e

By Prisoner's Vakeel.—1 got these gold Pagodas from my brother-in-1
ferred a charge before the Tahsildar that I robbed him of it, :;\fterwm:dsa ::::: dzb’t ; he pre-
Subordinate Court released me. b ; zeed it and the

(The Subordinate Court decision is put in to support this.)

By Court.—I pay 35 Rupees to Government. 1am amerchantand worth 4 or 5 000 R ;

T don’t know why the witnesses who saw me tied up did not give the alarm, there were’lot f i

near the Curnum when I spoke to him on this matter. ' sofothers
14th September.

1st Witness Chinna Goroovem.—I havelooked at the priso

nothing whatever about the matter with which they are (:I)harg:;f'slnzz'zelf(ez:::}e\ec:enr:;:d gy
read, it was given by me before the Tahsildar, one peon Syed Aneeb came to Salem alfd t ‘ 1;.:“ e
Darempoory, that peon and one other Ramasamy both told me to state according to thoodme tf’
tion. I told the Tahsildar that I knew nothing, the peons then beat me withg;ho {:tf eposi-
Tahsildar and made me depose according to the deposition, it was then 10 at nigl tes e:l ore the
place in the horse stable of the Tahsildar, it was for this reason that I deposed aE )I,d?z e
willingly. The Tahsildar was in the ‘Cutcherry when T first pleaded }: 4 1 &but not
came to the stables when I was beaten; besides him, Meer Moortooja Aﬁ:n ;ncJe i
Collector was present (4th witness.) . This witness before Tahsildar deix osed-i’s tfofl emadar of the
months ago when in 1st prisoner’s house one Jenapan caste man, (prosicutor’s castet))ws,_abont ”
prisoner to change some Pagodas, he consented and sent for 2nd, 3rd, 4th, 5th and ;eg“esfed %
and told them about the prosecutor having Pagodas * let us threatex,l and’ S 2“ ; hprls:(,mers
also wanted them to threaten himself (Ist prisoner), at 7 in the evening prosecutor o lt em. goe
took the prosecutor with him, I followed, 4th prisoner, &c. took PrOSecutor?mg’r dst P’nsone,r
house, he shewed the Pagodas, 2nd to 6th prisoners threatened prosecutor and :t | prisoner’s
the former up and robbed 200 Pagodas and 100 Rupees from 1st prisoner, pros st prisoner; tuzd
soner tpbat he 'got these Pagodas from some hidden treasure belongin to’ II' f: e;utor tog }st pr=
cherry 4th prisoner begged 1 would not reveal this matter, Huzzor%em ‘:15 ather, when in Cut-
also 4th prisoner abused me before the prosecutor, threatening at the ‘;. ar was present, to-day
complain, they threatened him and sent him away, 4 days after 6th pri:o:e!;e :: !;:et robber}é to

g : o me and re-

quested me to make a nose jewel for 2 Pagodas. (The above was deposed to on the 10th Jul
y;on

the 27th July he identified the prosecutor and pointed him out to the Police
Court.—1 don’t know whether the prosecutor wa t:

before the Tahsildar on the 10th July. * present or mot when I gave my deposition

2nd Witness Hyderbeg.—1 have seen the prisoners before the Court

them or this charg(f of the prisonerr 5 or 6 months ago, I went to Dare : :
beater to one Narainasawmy, according to the order of the Kmapﬂttilgsﬁzg t;:; tgu-c‘u. r{C(;
\ ! ’ evening

met prosecutor in bazaar street, I asked him when did
i ; ou ¢ :
said to him the manner that Iarrived that evening, 3 o ?ephed'2 or 3 days ago, I

and know nothing about

Court.—Nothing happened, I did not giv : " ,‘

cutor tm{k me 'before thep'f‘ahsildar, i dgposgedeb:‘f{(:l'le 1;:;1;281122: eb-e::tre t.lzle Police, . Thep i
swear that I did not say anything as recorded by the Tahsildar itJtO-Oksall_ t)o ,t.he t(lllou.\-t, 1 would
his house, there were many people there, the peons did inno w;y troubl s Im R
witm?ss before the Tahsildar. The signature to that deposition before ';‘al}l:e',l - Sovessw the 1st
my signature ait the Tahsildar's desite, the deposition was not read to me sxT}z:r ismine, I plll(;
n{e on the road that I was to depose in a certain way about the robberv' tl ;p;ohsecmor Bot

him at Darempoory, I refused at the time to do so, Inever was T T s

spoke on this matter to the Kotaputty Curnum. s w_hen s

Fo;tSt Georg ;'-.:/'zédicial Consultation, 20th October 1857.-
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(This witness before Tahsildar deposed as follows,—when prosecutor Was sitting in Kadar
Sahib’s bazaar, one oilmonger and another took him to the Fort saying that they and the 4 Mussel-
men. would buy his Pagodas, then prosecutor said when you come back from the channel I shall be
at this house, after which I went and called out for him, 2 people who were there then said there
is no Ramasamy here, then I saw prosecutor being tied in a verandah and 2 oilmongers count-
ing the Pagodas, the other 4 who were there I don’t know, the 2 oilmongers were like the 1st and
5th prisoners, I saw this from 5 to 6 fathoms off.) 3

Third Witness Syed Aneeb, Peon.—Tahsildar gave me a warrant to apprehend st witness
(Chinna Goroovem) in the case of the robbery of Chendagaputty Womaloor Talook and Gopal-
naickumputty in the Tengricottah, 1 heard 1st witness had gone to Ahtoor, I went and did not
find him, I came to Salem, 1 ‘found him in his relations’ house at Sherapet, I took him to the
"Tahsildar at Darempoory, in the road he pleaded ignorance of this robbery, but he t?ld me that

. one Jenapan came from the east to Darempoory and that 1st, 2nd, 3rd, 4th and 6th prisoners had
robbed him of his Pagodas, I took the prisoners to the Cutcherry and did not reveal this matter
as T was tired and went home, I thought also that I should enquire well into the matter be.fore
mentioning it; on my going to My house 4th prisoner came to me and said I hear that Chinna
.Goroovem has revealed this matter about the Pagodas, you must make some bund?bust that
he should not say anything about it. I said very well, then Ma.homme-d Saib came
but heard nothing, next day as I went to Cutcherry, 4th prisoner met me and said he had .made
«bundobust” with Ist witness and begged me to speak to him too, others were there but did not

‘hear what we spoke about, I told all this to the Tahsildar, 4th prisoner asked me whether the Ist
witness was to give evidence in'the Pagoda case, I said yes, he told it to me.

Court.—1 was present when 1st witness gave deposition before the Tahsildar. I heax_‘d the
deposition now read given by lst witness, no threats were made to him, it was givenin fhe
verandah of a house in front of the Cutcherry, I was present when the first part of his deposition
\was given. ~Prosecuror was Hot Present, wiien the prosecutor came there the prisoners were ap-
prehended. i g A ‘

Prisoner's Vakeel.—The 1st witness' deposition was taken in the morning at about 9 o’clock.
T gave a deposition as soon as I had reported this matter to the Tahsildar, my deposition was
taken first when I first made over the witness (prisoner in another case) to the Cutcherry, I
told the Duffadar and another peon what he told me about the Pagoda case, but I did not report
it to the Tahsildar who was there in the pyall of his Cutcherry, thinking, I wust make further
enquiries about it, the people who were near when the 4th prisoner came went away and that is why
I did not tell them. I did not make any other enquiry than what the 4th prisoner told me, I did

not ask the 4th prisoner whether he and others had robbed these Pagodas, the prisoner (1st wit-
ness) was in the verandah where other prisoners are usually kept, other people could not speak with
him as he was in custody and could not see him, whoever is on guard cannot let the prisoners to be
spoken with, he was not put in any other place but the Cutcherry. ] ‘

Ath Witness Meer Moortoojah Ally, Collector’s Jemadar.—Third witness brought in 1st wit-
ness as prisoner in a robbery case at 11 0'clock one day and produced him before Tahsildar, then
Tahsildar ordered him to be kept outside the Cutcherry as there were many prisoners inside, so
the 3rd witness took him there, I also followed him, 4th prisoner came there and abused him, I
told him not to do so, this is all I know, the 4th prisoner is the Tannahdar of Darempoory, and
had Tiis bert on, ¥nd prisoner was a Duffadar and also a Deloyet in the Huzzoor, I heard he was
dismissed for some crime, but what, I don’t know, also that he had been.in Jail, the 3rd prisoner is
a bazaar man, Gth prisoner. is a peon of Paramally talook, his houseis in Darempoory.

Prisoner’s Vakecl.—3rd witness was guard over 1st witness when I went away, the Ist witness
was there on the pyall of the Cutcherry, but I don’t recollect how long or any particulars, ['did not
hear the 8rd witness say anything regarding the 1st witness speaking to him in the matter of this -

- robbery.

Court.—T don’t recollect the day, but I know the 3rd witness did tell the Cutcherry people
about the witness and his story in regard to the Pagodas, I dont know whether it was the same day,
3rd witness never told me that 4th prisoner wished him to make a ““bundobust” about this matter. I

~was partly present when the 2rd witness gave deposition. I was present when the 2nd witness

in his deposition before the Tahsildar spoke about the channel, I heard from that to the end and
saw him sign it, it was read to him, I heard the Ist witness give the deposition before the Tahsil-



A el P ot o e

Fort St. George, Judicial Consultatzon,QOtk00106371857

o AT S A R g e
e e e e
P e i 208

dar sl read before me, it = a‘ll right, except I did not hear that about 4th pri Fopis
1st witness not toreveal anything in this matter, I saw 1st witness si g 3¢ prisoner signing to
g 4

Prisoner’s Vakeel.—1don’t recollect when iti
the deposition was taken, I think i
2] S 5 - ) th k -
;ftg‘flgu“h;rry , don’t know when, there is no enmity between 4th or othe:n ri;: iy al'l
absildar a vanced some money for roads to other people upon the P! ' ners and r.nyse]f-
but there was no quarrel. P security of 4th prisoner,
16th September.

Called by Prosecutor, 5th witness, bandymas
a bandyman, I never went to Darempoory. §0s: ety marcaghi—1 Knpwipothisg, 1 am xot

6th witness bandyman, brick-layer.—Do.  do, 1 never before saw prisoners, I
» I saw pro-

secutor a month since, and have seen him every day. I kno thi
¥ w nothing.

24th September
Tth wit *
witness called by Court, Kotaputty, Curnum.—4 monthsago, one day Narapilly, Mo
= tad Yy OnN=-

iff sent f :

v ?\I/Ioz:;iﬁ‘:l;::s'}e;v::’tzh:nprqsecfuor was in his charge as a prisoner in another case and he the
AL FT h(il(llll;; emn':ot ;eﬁ)zplaint })referred by the prosecutor’s brother-in-law,
took 600 Pagod: : eir money, I asked him about it and i
iy an?lg;ualjb:i‘:};c}l\l/[he eﬁended m merchandize some, and 2001w2:e szg];m:gmt:a(t')ge

usselmen at Darempoory. I dont know the particulars b\{t you must

look at the deposition I then 8

: gave in the matt . ’

witness (Hyder beg) and others were present,elr :) P;f(';)r; % Tah.sxldar ; the village Moonsiff, 2nd
Ta,hslldar and I returned home, old the Moonsiff to re

port this matter to the

By Court.—I iti
9 gave a deposition before the Tahsildar, in that deposition I stated the cir-

cumstances in regard to the Darem

: mpoory Lubbays or N =

simply that the : ys or Musselmen and O i :

RS prosecutor had said that robbers had taken his Pa::das llm:%: :lsc;w :r[ dlld n;)t ?ay
godas, cad as having

peen my deposition is not correct. i
I did not say so. (The reportin the trial before Subordi-

nate Judge is put in (68 s
dgeis p (68 of 57) wherein the prosccutor was a prisoner on a charge of stealing

money and was honorably acquitted, the Subordinate Judge remarking on the want of di
vant of disere-

tion on the Police, committing a case which shewed nothing but a family arrangement.)
: ent.

The Moonsiff did not write a report to-the Tahsildar regarding the prosecutor’s statement as

to the theft at Darempoory, the Tahsildar’s i
3’ ar - & 4
was from the deposition I gave before him8 mfor_manon on this subject as far as I was concerned

(The information the Tahsildar reall ived in thi th witness wh | W

g ; y received i ismatter w. om i

a prisoner In a gang robbery case and made the stateme;t ;e hasa::‘;udiatillls):rf : thi Co “";
; ore this Court.

Sentence.
Commissioner’s Case, No. 4

1. The prisoners deny the char
a5 . ge. The 2(\11 was fi
Coll oo, as formerly a D 3
o B et T o o i o s
9 IP; poory at the time of this occurrence, and the 6th . A th‘e h
¢ Parammutty talook, but then on leave at Dare!i\poo’ry e 6th, another peon belonging to

The other prisoners are bazarmen in the town of Daremp
— empoory.

9. Prosecutor’s statement both before the Police a <

; : e & -

changing some gold Pagodas in the bazaar at Dam‘,hc;:fg?;iio;t 15,08 follomrae=—TFhat s ywes

who required 2 Pagodas and from whom he received 8} Rupees in e acge:ite'(ll‘;)yt lls:; prisoner
exchange. at 1st prisoner

. then said that 2nd and 4th prisoners were also in want of gold coins; it being then dusk, prosecu
; .

tor proposed giving them next morning but at s - )

company. l}im, that they went to a Mfkan in tl::eFlc:tl:?}f;:e::;p;zm;wn 1o yrea induced‘ -
were waiting and that 5th prisoner joined them afterwards, there » 3rd, 4th and Gth prisoners
was then taken by the prisoners to a house some 20 fathm];s off ti‘:’ere also 2 bandymen there, he
the conversation between the prisoner was in Hindustani a lax: ere :e took out 10 gold pieces,
was suddenly seized and tied Lp to the verandah and robbedg:faga‘;l :i does. not understand, he
threatened him with a dagger upon attempting to cry out, 3 rd and Gih ? com, f,he ond 'p;isoner
g H

1
b
&
f
1.
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between 8 and 9 o'clock the prisoners remained until 12 ; 1st, 2nd, 4th and 5th, took him on to the

Salem road, 1st and 5th followed him as far as Domarakanputty about 12 miles and threatened

him with death in case he shewed his face in that direction again or mentioned one word of this

matter to a soul.
3. The prosecutor further stated that he mentioned this to the Curnum of the neighbouring
village who told the Tahsildar of it, that he did not report it himself from sheer fear, that he wag
aid to say anything in consequence of the threat of the pri-

about 10 days in Salem, and was afr
soners ; prosecutor also deposes that there was no door to the house and the wall being fallen dogvn

any body could see what took place from the road, and thatit was a moonlight night when he

was attacked and robbed, he also describes how it was that the 1st and 2nd witnesses saw what

happened to him on that night, and in what way the 1st, 4th, 5th and 6th prisoners were pointed
out by him and described before they were apprehended by the Tahsildar.

4. The prosecutor’s story is not supported by what these witnesses said before the Court,
for they professed entire ignorance of the whole matter, but their statements before the Head of
Police on another occasion, corroborate what the prosecutor stated, and it is chiefly upon the evi-
dence given by these witnesses on that occasion but now repudiated before me, that I consider
the prisoners guilty of this charge, I have no doubt whatever that these witnesses have been

grossly tampered with before they came to this Court.

5. Itappears that the Ist witness was apprehended in Salem on suspicion in some gang rob-
bery case; in expressing his innocence of that charge, he revealed the whole of the circumstances
connected with this case, he then said he saw the prosecutor carried away by 1st prisoner and
robbed by all of the prisoners, as set forth already by the prosecutor, he also overheard them
conspiring together and planning the robbery, he said that the 4th prisoner had threatened him
not to reveal what he saw; the 4th prisoner is the peon at the tannah station and had an oppor-
tunity that others had not, of coming into the Cutcherry, it was upon the information given

thus by this witness that the Tahsildar sent for the prosecutor and had the prisoners taken into
custody, this witiiess aamtts that the starement read  before the Court was the one given by him
before the Tahsildar, but wished to make out that the same was forced from him, there is nothing
to shew that such was the case and the evidence of the 4th witness, the Collector’s Jemadar, a Po-
lice Officer, whom I have known for some time, and a person of good character, who was present
at the time, refutes his assertions of ill treatment, the evidence also of the grd witness the
peon who apprehended hia, the 1st witness in Salem shews that he 1st witness had communicat-
ed to him on the road all the particulars of the case now under disposal. That this witness
made the statement of his own accord, and that what he said then was true I have no doubt
whatever ; why he should have reserved it until taken up.on a charge of gang robbery himself or
why he made no alarm at the time he saw the prisoners robbing the prosecutor are matters o*
to be accounted for either from fear or perhaps connivance, the latter however is not so proba-
ble as we have it in evidence that the 4th prisoner came and threatened or had made a * bundo-

bust” with him, Ist witness, while in custody, the 3rd and 4th witnesses’ deposition shew this.

6. The second witness also said here he knew mnothing of the case, but admits he met the
prosecutor at Darempoory about the time in question, he denies ever having given evidence before
the Tahsildar against the prisoners and that the deposition was mnever read to him though he ad-
mits having signed it. This man’s manner convinced me he had been well bribed to say nothing.
Before the fohs_i]_c_igr_ubis»c_lgsc;ip_ti@s of what took place agreed accurately with what the 1st
switness had said, though the former being in custody, there was no opportunity for them to com-
pare notes, he distinctly recognised 2 men like the st and 5th prisoners and said the others were
like the Musselmen he saw that night, this witness though he denied it, was present when the
prosecutor told the village Curnum. :

% The 3rd witness isa Police peon and deposes as to how he apprehended the 1st witness
in another case, and to the fact of that witness revealing what he knew in this case and how the
4th prisoner had endeavoured by bribes to himself, threats to his then prisoner and (1st witness)
to keep this matter quiet. ' ’ :

8. The 4th witness is the Collector’s Jemadar, a respectable and trustworthy man, he deposes
to the same effect as the third witness and proves that no ill-treatment was used to make the 1st
said, and that the 2nd witness did really state what the Tahsildar recorded

RNt e

witness say what he
from him.



o s S g T OV S, O o g S P bt

"Fort St. George, Judicial Consultatio‘ﬁ:"é&-l: 0ctober1857

e i ot %
SRET T A A S S B O P it g
o e e ot S S99 g g o5t gy g

e TP |
S

|4 M .
; 9 {he o}tlh and 6th Wltt.lesses were the bandymen that were in the Fort, when.g prosecu-
p(zx; ::Zi :ir ez ‘:t er; bythlst pnsone]r,kthey were sent for by me at the earnest solicitation of the
A when they came, like the Ist and 2nd witness i
; es, they knew nothing, and
J : , they othing, and even
went further and denied ever having been to Darempoory in their lives, or that they \:t;re bandy-

men at all but boné fide brickla i i
. yers. I did not believe one word they said i ik
Ist and 2nd witnesses they have seen the prisoner’s money. PSSRy -

10. The 7th witness was called for by me, he is the village Curnum to who
it;girlizn;:x:g::dfﬂﬁ? c1rc11.msta{1ce of t.his robbery, it appearsgthe prosecutor hadml::eenpcf::;:(i
occasion the Proseiuto:' f?(m;l¥ W(;'i]: ha'v ing taken and spent their money ; in his defence on that
S i 11: ained how it was the money had gone, and accounted for 200 of the 600

stolen by him, by saying that he had been robbed of it at Darempoory by some

Oilmongers and Lubba
ys or Musselmen (the same cast i
firms the prosecutor’s statement as to the 2 % snd tracte a3 1. EOSHSRHEER:

the statement before this witness,

| B | :
B t‘(‘) ?}‘1‘; ‘ggl:;l‘%%oagzmst the prosecutor that the above witness refers to, the case was
Judge (case No. 68 of 57) str:r ,1 whe1:e the prosecutor was honorably acquitted, the Subordinate
Mo A e i ngly amﬂladve.rtmg on the conduct of the Police for committing
3 ce clearly shewed that it was altogether a family quarrel, I ascertained this

in order to meet the accusati :
" » ion the prisoner made acai
gold ceins, of which he had been robbed in this ca.:eg ynet the prosecatar s R £

12. Thisis all the case for the prosecution
Tnonth had elapsed before prosecutor opened his :
ing through Salem before going to his own villa

nd witness being present, when he the prosecutor made

it may be naturally asked how it was that one
m(;:‘th in this matter, and that he actually com-
own explanation is g ge had never said a word about this robbery, his
doubtlels)ts left an imsr::il;z ;!;e Ilfl%tin give, and that is fear, what he saw the night of the robbery
occasion were Police peons orccl’l 3 Hot. get over and knowing that the principal actors on that
what they would do, deterred hi a. ‘been in the Police, I have no doubt a wholesome dread of
the credit among the ek i l‘:le 3 it cannot be coucealed that the Police of this district have
gang and highway rObbe§e %, ng Somehc.)w or other connected with most of the numerous
S i s that take place, it was not until falsely charged himself with rob-

prosecutor stated what he did to 7th witness, which robbery was proved to have

been quite unf. .
P e wh:rnﬂ(::d’ and which ?ha.rge now I strongly suspect was got up by the Police in order
Prosecutor might eventually bring forward in this case.

13. The prisoners ci i
P s cited some witnesses but declined to have them examined, when they

arrived, their Vakeel in th :
14, 1 consider‘t::.t a:li;fence.merdy pointed out some little contradictions in the evidence.
V e : : -
of#nd, 4th and 6th as Police an Prisoners are guilty of this charge and looking to the position

bining with the Police in robbind Ex-Pohce Officers, as well as 1st, 8rd, 5th as bazaarmen com-
do not feel inclined to make g o Tespectable ryot of so large an amount of ready money 1
each 14 years’ imprisonment ::‘_{hn;ugaum of the full punishment, and accordingly award them
XYV of 1803, and agroeabl tt) % ard labour it? irons under Clause 111, Section 1V, Regulation
aia ek Rupeesyl by _88 representations of the Vakeel for the prosecutor, direct the
under Act XVI of 1850, Annas to be levied upon the prisoners’ moveable property

Salem, September 29th, 1857, (Signed) J. W. CHERRY,

| Commissioner.
Commissioner Case, No-&."
Gang Robbery. ‘ :
14th May.
Value of property stolen............. l;TS—AISQ
Do. found one tumbal...... ... . 2 8

own.

Prosecutor Kistnappa Naicken.~Two or
me and also took property out of boxes and
into the Talook. I did not identify any rob

3 years ago’lq or 15 robbers came to my house, beat
lx:)y women's jewels &c. according to the list 1 gave
ers because they were disguised, 2 months ago an

i e e g WTPry —
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Ishtyar was published regarding some jewels &c. in the Cutcherry, 1 then recognised this tumbal,
there are no marks except those that were there before the robbery. I don't know when it was
found, it is my own I swear, it is all dented, the prisoner was in my house 10 or 15 days and
promised to apprehend the robbers, that tumbal was entered in the list in the Cutcherry.
By Prisoner.—Some body else came with you 2 or 3 days afterwards. »
1st Witness Attee.—This tumbal belonged to prosecutor, I am a Poojaree to a Pagoda, I took
this 4 or 5 times to cook rice, by that I know it, it is now dented, no other marks.
ond Witness Moonyappen.—8 years ago I borrowed this tumbal from the prosecutor twice,
once for a marriage, another time when I went to Kistnagherry, no marks, but I recognise it.
By Prisoner.—1 never said before the Tahsildar that this was given to the Curnum for rice
when he came to the Village.
3rd Witness Thanegounden.—My field is close to the prosecutor, I go often to his field,
there I have seen this tumbal with him, certainly 4 or 5 times, I have also borrowed it twice
or thrice for feasts, there are no other marks but the dents now on it.
By Prisoner.—My village and the prosecutor’s is one mile distant.
4th  Witness, Collector’s Jemadar. Meer Moortoojak ally—The prisoner was suspected of
some robberies in the Tengricottah talook, then Tahsildar and some ryots searched his house, then
this and another tumbal and an axe were found in his house, these things were mentioned in the
prosecutor’s list, therefore we took them, the prisoner placed them before the Tahsildar and did not
conceal them, he said this tumbal was his, prosecutor was not present then, he came after the
Ishtyar. I signed the Mozur regarding the search of the prisoner’s house.
By Prisoner.—1I was not told by Kader Sahib your enemy to bring this charge upon you.
Prisoner.—1 did not commit this crime, this is my tumbal, I servedas a Peon under many
gentlemen, I could not do such a thing, there are many witnesses for this tumbal, but I cite Syed
Kamal and Mohodeenkhan, I only produced this before the - Tahsildar, if I had stolen it, is it
likely I should produce it, many who had been robbed came ‘and said this was not their’s, accord-
ing to the Tahsildar’s order I went the next day with him to discover this robbery, one Vencata-
chellem Peon was with me at that time. :
, 24th September.
Prisoner’s 1st Witness Camulkhan.—I know the prisoner, he is not my relative, we live in
the same place, if I went to his house it was only for water, the tumbal now. before the Court is the
prisoner’s, when I drank water it was by this tumbal only, 6 or 7 years before when the prisoner
was Duffadar when on circuit he used to bring this tumbal, I saw it last 4 or 5 months ago, I
know the tumbal well but there are no marks.
By Court.—I don’t know why the prisoner was dismissed the Sirkar service as Duffadar.

Commissioner Case. No. 5.

Sentence.

1. The prisoner in this case is the second prisoner in the preceding number, formerly a
Deloyet and a Duffadar on the Collector’s establishment.

2. According to the evidence of the 4th witness the Collector’s Jemadar, several robberies had
taken place in the Tengricottah talook in which the prisoner was suspected to have taken part,
his house was searched and a brass tumbal and an axe were found in it, these articles were men-
tioned in a list given by the prosecutor, of things that were taken in a gang robbery that took
place 2 or 3 years ago when he lost property to the value of Rupees 513-12. :

3. The prosecutor together with 1st, 2nd and 3rd witnesses swore to the tumbal.

4. 'The prisoner on the other hand produced one witness to swear that it was his property.

5. There wereno particular marks by which the tumbal could be recognized and no one
spoke to the axe. I do not consider the evidence sufficient to convict the prisoner of this. charge
and therefore acquit him.

(Signed) J. W. CHERRY, '

Salem, September 29th, 1857. Commissioner.
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Fort St. George, Judicial Coﬁsultation, 20th October 1837.

Commissioner Case.
No. 7.
Charge—Highway Robbery.
Property stolen 20 Rupees cash.

Prosecutor’'s Vakeel Veerabudrya.—One month ago one evening at 5}
witnesses came to my field, prisoner came also to purchase some cholum stocks, I was unable to sell
any, 3rd witness gave 20 Rupees, the value of some cholum grain he had purchased. I wrapped the
money up in a cloth which I keptinmy waist, 3rd witness and prisoner went away I and 1st and 2nd
witnesses remained talking there till 7 o’clock, we then returned homewards, } of amile from the

town of Razepoor Ist and 2nd witnesses stopped behind to obey the calls of nature, I walked on
ahead and saw a mob of 10 people,

p. M., Istand 2nd

I mistook them for frequenters of the weekly fair, a man came
behind and beat me on the left elbow when Iturned and saw the prisoner, he then struck me on the
face and back also. I then recognized him and calling him by name, * Adinary are you beating a fel-
low villager,” throwing away his stick he snatched the cloth from my waist containing the money and
ran away towards the south, the 1st and 2nd witnesses hearing me came to the rescue, and when they
were 1 fathom near the prisoner bolted, I and the witnesses came to a church in Razepoor, examined
my wounds by lamplight, reported the matter immediately to the Cutcherry and the Sheristadar,
1st and 2nd witnesses produced the stick left by the prisoner ; we have no enmity against the pri-
soner. The Sheristadar had the peons sent for the prisoner who refused to come, next morning
he was again sent for when he came, I don’t know whose stick the one now before the Court is,
the prisoner is 2 man of bad conduct and was fined 4 or 5 times in the Talook.

By Prisoner's Vakeel Coopiah.—It was dark, star light, but I recognised the prisoner be-
cause he came so close to me, the 10 people were 4 or 5 fathoms off but did not attempt to beat
me, they went away with the prisoner, the prisoner was not disguised, I don't know whether the
witnesses saw the prisoner robbing me, they were however not far off. 1 have known the pri-

soner for 30 years, his house is situated within 3 mile of mine, he sells and buys bamboos, Idon't

know to what extent, there were no persons on the road that day from the fair but some Razepoor

people were near the Church. 1 reported to the Sheristadar about 8 or 9 o'clock, we did not
attempt to apprehend the prisoner as the 10 men ran with him.

1st Witness Chinna Naiken.—Deposes do. and states that he saw the prisoner taking 28
hand from the waist of the prosecutor and ran, he did not see what was in his hand, the stick
before the Court is the prisoner’s, I saw ‘the prisoner within one fathom, I looked for the rupees,
but could not find them. I applied to the Sheristadar immediately and told him the above cir-
cumstances, 2 or 3 days after the Tahsildar took deposition from me.

2nd Witness Chinna Padiachy.—Deposes as the prosecutor and further states did not go
with prosecutor to the Cutcherry but came at 9 o'clock. I hear the prisoner is @ bad man,
I don’t know whether he is a merchant, I am not related to prosecutor.

3rd Witness Gopaul Chetty.—1 gave 20 Rupees to prosecutor in his field, the value of some
cholum I bought of him, prisoner and 1st and 2nd witnesses were there. I heard that night that
prosecutor had been beaten by prisoner and had wounds, the prosecutor 4 or 5 hours after came

and told me that he had been robbed by the prisoners of the Rupees given by me. Prisoner 13
a bad man and has been punished for abuse and assault.

By Vakeel.—The Tahsildar did not question me as to what the prosecutor told me.

(Prisoner cited 6 witnesses for alibi and emmity). 28rd September 1857.

: ' . 29th September. :
Prisoner's 1st witness Rungapah Chetty.—Deposes to the prisoner being in his house ont
Tuesday from evening till 10 at night, I took some bamboo sellers to his house from whom he
bought 30 Rupees worth of bamboos, the account was settled at 7§ o'clock, I borrowed 2 Rs.
from him. 2nd and 3rd witnesses were present, every Tuesday I do business with the prisoner, the
next morning I heard the prisoner was apprehended and in the Cntcherry, as I was walking along
the road 2or 3 days before I heard the village Moonsiff, one Veerappah Chetty's son and
others heard them plotting to have the prisoner taken up on some charge or other, they came to

the Cutcherry when he the prisoner was there, Veerapah Chetty told the Tahsildar, I was coming
here to give evidence on behalf of the prisoner, upon which I was kept in custody by the peons

I remonstrated and nothing was therefore done to me, the prisoner is a merchant, worth 2
Rupees.
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Salem, September 29th, 1857.
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Prosecutor's Vakeel.—I am nota debtor besides the 2 Rupees to the prisoner. I never told
what T heard of Veerapah Chetty’s son to the Prisoner, it w

as dusk but I recognised their voices.
I did not see them, I never mentioned this to any body.

Prisoners 2nd witness Palany Gounden.—1 went to buy bamboos one Tuesday evening
at dusk, of the prisoner,
at 5 o'clock, the prisoner was taken to Singallapoorum to the Tahsildar, I don’t know how
many bamboos the prisoner bought about 30 Rupees worth,

1st witness was buying bamboos
of the prisoner.

Prosecutor’s Vakeel.—3rd witness was asking ropes of the prisoner for purchase.

Prisoner's Vakeel—No body told me not to give this evidence, I did cooly business before
for Prisoner, but there was no balance due to me. I did not go the next morning to ask him
for the bamboos, I went to another village.

Prisoner's 3rd witness Veery Chetty.—1 bought bamboos of prisoner 30 days ago but I
don't know the date, I went in the evening. It took me one hour to take the bamboos to my house,
there were somé people there but who I don't know, 2 or 3 days after the prisoner was appre-
hended by the peons. I can't say whether I saw 1st and 2nd witnesses there or not, the prisoner’s
business extend to 3 or 400 Rupees, I don’t know what business the Ist witness has with the
prisoner, he comes to him often.

Prisoner's &th witness Soobbun.—I heard the prisoner and prosecutor’s concubine but know
nothing. I don’t know whether Veerapah's son came to Salem or not, ke told me nothing. I don’t
known to what amount the prisoner has dealings. I know nothing of the prisoner’s conduct.

Prisoner's 5th witness.—1 know nothing of the quarrel between prisoner and prosecutor’s
concubine, T know nothing of Veerspah Chetty.

Prisoner’s 6th witness.— Do. Do.

Note.—The Tahsildar reports that the prisoner was fined 5 times for assault, that he was
conecerned in a gang robbery case in which he was released in 1850, another charge of robbery

with rape in 1856 was brought against the prisoner, but he was released for want of proof and
that the list he sends shews him to be a man of bad character.

29th September 1857. (Signed) J. W. CHERRY.

Sentence.
Commissioner’s Case.
No. 7.

1. The prosecutor’s statement is that the prisoner was present when the 3rd witness gave

him 20 Rupees on account of some cholum and that he with Ist and 2nd witnesses went home-
wards,

while 1st and 2nd witnesses were stopping behind to obey the calls of nature, he was at-

tacked by the Prisoner with whom he is well acquainted and robbed and wounded by him.

9. ‘The st and 2nd witnessessaw the assault and robbery, and confirm the prosecutor’s story,

the 3rd witness deposed to his having been the person who paid the 20 Rupees to the prosecutor
and to the presence of the prisoner at the time.

aQ

3. The prisoner denied the charge and cited 6 witnesses for alibi and enmity, these however
mination failed to my mind to establish any thing of the kind, I convict the prisoner of
d as the Tahsildar gives the prisonera very bad chayacter, I sentence himto7 years’

imprisonment with hard labour under Clause I1I, Section IV Regulation X'V, of 1803 in irons,

and upon the application of the prosecutor’s Valkeel, award the prosecutor the amount he was rob-
bed 20 Rupees, leviable under Act X VT of 1850. '

(Signed) -J. W. CHERRY,
. Commissioner.

I was there only one hour, st and 3rd witnesses were there, next day «
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Commissioner's Case.
No. 8.
1st Prisoner Collundan Coraver.
Charge, Gang Robbery.

Property stolen......... 3 8
| LA S, 0 8, on the prisoner.

Prosecutor Soobroy Gounden.—In my field while asleep in the shed, at midnight 2_ P eoplci:“:
upon me, I gavethe alarm and my neighbour Nulla Ummal passed it on, Ist 2nd, 3rd w,me;seut off
cattle shed 20 fathoms off came to my assistance, the robbers ran away, we gave chase. c'_hi h
the prisoner from the rest, he beat me with the stick before the Court. I fell down, mg p jd
was swollen for 10 days, 2nd witness beat the prisoner who fell down he was f’PP tehende ting
brought him to the Village Moonsiff, prisoner received a wound on his head from ﬂ.'e b-et D(i
the pick was found on the prisoner, on going with the Moonsiff to my huat T missed this pic '8:‘:‘-
a leather bucket, the pick belongs to the Village Moonsiff, 3rd witness borrowed it, I only ¥ .
tified the prisoner when he was captured. 1 know him before, he lives next village to me
know nothing of his conduct, I don't know who accompanied him that night.

By Court.—1 don’t know how the

y . did
prisoner who is an old man beat me a young man, but »
so undoubtedly.

1st witness,—Sick and absent. I

2nd witness Colundg Cozmden.sv,-Deposes to the same effect, heard the alarm ,aisefi by Nuthi
Ummal, I caught the prisoner and beat him on his head, I heard the prisoner calling out
names of Goorooven, Andy and Palny,

and said he was being killed. he Ist
3rd witness Sengada Counden.—I was first roused by Nulla Ummal's alarm, aWOke t'“imcr
and 2nd witnesses and deposes as above, saw 4 people running, gave chase, we Caughit the pris
who confessed before the Moonsiff.

4th witness, Village Moonsiff.
went to sleep, I awoke by a noise

2 d the
of villagers coming, we went to the prosecutor s shed, he an
1st, 2nd, and 8rd witnesses broug "

i : miSSC
s ' t me the prisoner with the pick upon him, prosemt?}fooromn
the pickand a leather bucket, prisoner confessed that he and one Andy, Palny and

came to rob, the pick is mine, 3rd witness borrowed it from me.

_ . . 1ofore but
(Prosecutor and 3rd Wwitness are brothers and live together.) I knew the prisoner hefoF
am ignorant of his conduct,

. : srd
btk witness, Father of prosecutor.—Deposed as the 4th witness, I only ordered o
Wwitness to bring the pick from 4t} witness for my use.

2 ; : . se | am
it dPrstners defence.~1 did not commit this crime, I omitted to make obeisance bec{‘?lharge
. 3 ’ thus ¢
ind, to prosecutor when he comes to my village hence the enmity and the cause of
against me.

23rd September 1857, VIl
of IS%Zntenced to 2 year's imprisonment with hard labour in irons under Section XXI Reg:

Sentence.

Commissioner's Case.
No. 8.
-

The prisoner denjes the chm:ge,

theact of running away with others Who had attacked the prosecutor in his field and
of some 3-8 worth of property.

2. The

: captur®
Prosecutor and witnesses scem all respectable ryots and their story of the P'b\e-
of the prisone

* Pon whom was found 4 pickaxe, they identified, is both consistent and

P illage Mgy
—~0Oue month ago one Friday night after patrolling e

: cnught in
heisan old man of the Coraver caste and wa:obbed him

‘
|
f

O

Fort St. George, Judicial Consultation, 20th October 1857.

I N S = T e D

..........

NS =S

= .M,.m.»«';; h the prisoner in his efforts to escape called out thfe names of SOl’I'le (:i his com'i‘ll)l?;
o Ou’% hsildar did not consider there was evidence sufficient to cqmnut em;:11 e
nligns, yteifeutii’s' Zapture was made in consequence of his inability to run fast encugh when the
g i ng.
ind LR mls.e(: }i:if;ero:'ht(lelegachgarge, he cited mo witnesses and in his defence stg.ted that h;
d :'enlx::;ev:victim to-the village Moonsiff;, to w.hom hcj, omitted hit: p:y prog:: Eelsal;e;t.l %
g]::nte:ce him to 2 years’ imprisonment with labour inirons suitable to his age, e

Section IV, Reg, XV of 1803.

(Signed) J. W. CHERRY,
Commissioner.
Salem, 23rd September 1857.

No. 58 ORDER THEREON, No. 1377 ; dated 20th October 1857.
0- -

< eagen 03 him as Com-
With this letter, Mx. Cherry sends his notes and se.ntences 11;::;;: andd t}f:l;i:czedix;lgs of the
Te A
e f these cases Nos. 5, 7 and 8 require 1o s renGEAtet
o :‘ l;:e:h:m is approved. As respects the remaining case No :,8 M;.lcslggrryhllsw l;ll i
gOZ:;SZ?the Police proceedings, and the rec; rd-?}f tltxlzf'tc::efraigulent:mbezz’lement. Pend-
harged wi :
secutor Ramasawmy Chetty had been ¢ ! 5 = or Tabor.
i[):;telfi: ::ference" the prisoners are to be kept in confinement without iro

ey Acting Chief Secretary.

T - S e

gxd. F. Cardledge.
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