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Fort St. George, Judscial Consultation, 9th February 1858.

No.. 33. Read the following letter from C. WHITTINGHAM, Esq., Collector of North Arcot 3
to T. PYCROFT, Esq., Chief Secretary to Government, Fort St. George, dated Ral-
lacooppum, 23rd January 1858, No. 6.

Sig, .
I have the honor to submit for the information of Government, copy of two letters from the
Joint Magistrate, together with copies of decisions passed by him in two charges. One of abuse
of authority and the other of misdemeanor against Poova Gounden, Village Moonsiff, and Mottay,

Taliar of Arivoor in the Yellore talook.
' ' (Signed) C. WHITTINGHAM,

i _ : Collactor.

From M. W. SULLIVAN, Eaq., Joint Magistrate of North Arcot; to C. WHITTINGHAM,
' Esq., Magistrate of North Arcot, dated Vellore, 18th January 1858,

Sim,
I have the honor with reference to the orders of Government noted
e u'};“;’sgf”' in the margin,* to forward true copy of a decision of mine in a charge
19ih November 1854, of abuse of authority preferred against Poova Gounden, Toty of Arivoor

in the talook of Vellore,
(Signed) A. W.SULLIVAN,

: - Joint Magistrata.

(True Copy.) '

(Signed) C. WHITTINGHAM,
Magistrate.

" Sentence passed by the Joint Magistrate of North Arcot, for the fourth quarter of 1857. |
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Abuse of authorily and Before the Joint Magistrate the Tst
Torture. defendant pleads not guilty; he plead-
Ths 1st defendant is . d guilty before the Head of Police of
g [charged, he being a Vil-|8 the Vellore Talook. He states that he
S [lage Moonsiff, with havin 'E S reported to the Head of Police of the
2 at Arivoor in the Taloo - Vellore Talook the conduct of the pro-
. [of Vellore on or about the| K secutor, who first denied having receivy-
O |20th June 1857, caused|= ¢ ed any sum of money from Permaal
-§ the promutor" feet to be S 3 g .l;; Naick H but afterwa.rdl ﬂ-dmittﬁd th,at
< |bound with a rope by the| .2 ; ©|. 8i @ the received 2 Annas from him in hjg
£ Bnd defendant é: village S, |24 S = |(Ist defendant’s) name, he (prosecutor)
9 Pofficer) and with havinglg © |Z %5| £ |having promised that he would en-
+ fortured the prosecutor by §'§ . zo ‘g g deavour to get bis son Kisten releas-
g7 | .89 beating him with tama- Egrg @ g ed. :
§ rind branches under the.gp g ;{> a The 2nd defendant pleads guilty
© pretence that he, prusecu-o & | =" 149 stating that acting under the order o;‘
5 tor, had received a8 bribe = " - 88,2 2 |the 1st defendant, he bound the Prose-
«, |of 2 Annas in the name of, g‘-ﬁ ° B é E cutor's feet with a Tope, moreover stat-
S lthe 1st defendant from one 5 '8‘3\ ag g ing that the 1st defendant geve the
;g Permal Naik, father of E'D |5 g & prosecutor 5 blows with a tamarind
c K'ute_n who was then con- ) _i -1 > switcl}, and that the occurrence took
. |finedin the village choul-l 4 — e place in consequence of the prosecutor's
& [try on a charge of petty! § Iconduct in having received 2 Annas
2 (theft, for the purpose of oy & from Permal Naik.
S |effecting the said Kisten's' ® The 1st, 2nd and 3rd Witnesses for the
release from custody. proacpution state that Permal Naik
gave information to the Ist defendant
that the prosecutor received from him

_ in the name of the lat defendant a
couple of Annas, under the pretence of effecting his son Kisten's release, which incensed the 1at
defendant against the prosccutor, who denied having reccived the money, who then and there
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Consultation, 9th Felmiary 1858.

ordered the 2nd defendant to bind the prosecutor’s fest and himself e
with & Tamarind switch. This closes the evidence for the prmﬁ:)t;uc:,;hzh prosecutor a blow = 3
proved against the defendants. 'The 1st defendant in the first place l-Ct’&d ° Chm_’ge appoats > % —g g g
the conduct of the prosecutor to the head of Police (which case formed se Propetly in reporting g g E 8 g
tigation, vide case No. 101) but his subsequent conduct is very ob'ecé) m; Tnter ?f inves- ® A Charge. < | B § Remarks.
the law into his own hands, and as for the 2nd defendant, his &efence Oi'ha onable in having taken E s “ % e .
order of the 1st defendant, cannot be admitted, as the order was illegal. ving merely obeyed the 5 . o I é ol
. I +~
The 1st defendant is therefore sentenced to pay a fine of 5 Rupees, in default of e . - 3 A ZE | % a
- . - Gn
be 1lmp;1noned for 15;3?.' af]d the f’.nd dofondant is sentenced topaya fine of one Rupﬁn in dt;o , “ Abuss of authority § extortion.)
fault of payment t.o imprisoned in the Vellore Cutwal's choultry for 7 days, under » 10 de- , 5 g |The defendant is charged, he _% The prisoner pleads guilty. He admits
111, of 1819, Section III Clause 2. Regulation ‘gé being a Village watcher, Withi 5 that he received the sum of two )
_ (Signed) A. W. 279 having at Arivoor in the talook .| annas from the wife of th .
'gued) w SULJLWAN', - < t of Vellore on or about the m'g‘ht‘ § ;é The 1st witness (wife ofetlﬁams?cc::gt:-
(True Copy.) W‘t Maygistrate, i—é | of the 19th June 1857, received| > — | tor,) states that with the permll;lion of
(Signed) A. W. SULLIV 58| from the prosecutor a bribe of g ;| 5 | & | her husband, the prosecutor, she paid 2
. e AN.. 5_—5 (2) two annas in the name of|y & E "é annas to the defendant whc; promised
(True Copy,g oint Magistrats, g% Poova Gounden, Village Moon-! ° = g that he would get her son released from
(Signed) C. WHITTINGHAM 101 |2 2| #iff of Arivoor, under the prc-lg > l Ci 3 confinement in the village choultry
’, z o | tence of effecting the release of: 2 g 5 = | The only evidence is that of the wife oi'
) - _  Magisirats. = .| the prosecutor’s son Kistnen| . u 5 | the prosecutor, but added to this are the
From AW, SULLWA.N, E—Sq_-, Joint Ma.gutlate of North Arcot i to C WHI'I"T 3 ©| who was then confined in the' E" = | facts of the free admission of the off:
i ‘ INGHAM E 2| village choul harge of 3 s the Yoo
Esq., Magistrate of North Arcot, dated Vellore, 18th Jan 1858 ’ Z age choultry on & charge of 38 by the defendsnt both befors the head
Sim uary , No. 20. < | petty theft. . I of Police of the Vellore talook and the
! 7 Joint Magistrate, of his having, when examined before the former officer, produced the two annas
* 10th June 1856. in tlfehnn‘;:r;; Eosoozowx:r;ef:;:““ to the orders of Government noted } which are now in deposit. A ,
1921‘11&9%1:1«“1&“& : iz, . emeeanour mdea‘:;[::'o;f a tl;ie»t:.uion of mine in two Under these circumstances, the Joint Magistrate conaiders the charge established against the
Mottay, a Taliari of the village of Arivoori “‘Ih ority, preferred against ) defendant and another charge of misdemeanor having been established against him in case No. 98,
villag o in the talook of Vellore, ¥ which vide, he is sentenced to pay a fine of Rupees (6)six, in default of payment, to be impri-
(Signed) A. W.SULLIVAN, . - I soned for 30 daysin the Zillah Jail of Chittoor, under the provisions of Clause 2nd Section
(Tmé Copy) Joint Magistrate, 4 j III, Regulation III of 1819.
J- H .
(Signed) C. WHITTINGHAM, ) i - (Signed) A.W.SULLIVAN,
gne HAM, Magistrate, : Joint Magisirale.
Sentencs passed by the Joint Magistrate of North Arcot, for the fourth quarter of 1857 .‘ . ; (True Copy.)
i
:_5: :é g . ; (Signed) C. WHITTINGHAM,
g g ) J..:“ g g : Magistrale.
Q . >
Charge. < |k T
5 | & arge < | = E Remarks, , No. 34. Orpre THEREON, No. 189; dated 8th February 1838.
E S ol B ; = It wn.l unnecessary for the Magistrate of North Arcot to have submitted the sentence in the
E E | zﬁ E E case ;:f r:cdteﬁou against the Village Moonsiff of Arivoor. His attention is called to para.
L - : ot Lx utes Consultation 16th December last, No. 1637
Misdemeanour. .
The defendant is charged with The defendant . ) '.
‘S g| having at Vellors in the Ta-| @ The 1stand gn«flﬁgﬂgﬂg tha A : ' ~ (Signed) T. PYCROFT,
S| look of Vellors, on_or about s night about six months ego, th Lome / Chisf Seoret
?E’T:' the night of the 22nd June|.2 pasing by the Pl‘olo(:utor?Po’ ey vlvlera scretary.
27| 1857, unlawfully entered into| s ey heard a noise of cutting do o e
= 8| the prozecutor’l garden, and § ;»'1?: =21 which induced them to entgr th:n tr?" )
go—g with having maliciously felled 72 ¢ |2 = § where they saw the defendant %‘aflinm ' X
£° plniuta.intreeuvalued at Rupues < 2 55 b plaintain trees and that on their eung ‘ )
$:§ 3-8, the pioperty of the prose-g 2 O (g 4| the defendant why he did so, he repli
d-é’ cutor, with theintention tocaus-i y L T ! B| that they had no business t£; ukhig ) \
98 ..g o mg mJﬂTY to the Pmuu}r,sfﬂ '_bo‘ g E“ ¥ | words to that effect. Thev state that thOl‘ : '
5-% | property, in consequence of the (55 4 g R gave information of the Zame to th - \
o 'é rosecutor having reported the “'§ = 5 = | secutor on the following morni > pro-
.C?u B gefend“‘“t" conduct to the su- ? ~ ¢ |~ [The Joint Magistrate is of or?;inogli tha
% < rior anthotities. (Vide case}3 ‘ the defendant is guilty of fhe at ‘
3 K‘oo. 101.) = brought against him in thj . ° i l
& oroug.  in this case; sen- ; 1 Exd. T, Cartledge.
whiccehnn}:i.e-ed on him in case No. 101 -
(Signed) A. W.SULLIVAN, | i |
Joint Magisirate, —
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