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Read the following papers.

No. 9. From W. HUDLESTON, Esq., Civil Service ; to T. PYCROTT, Esq., Chief
Secretary to Government, dated 10th June 1838.

.
SIR, o
I have the honor to submit my reperts on the subjects forwarded to me for in"eS!igation
and consideration, with Extracts from the Minutes of Consultation, dated 11th, 18th and 25th
Ultimo and 4th Instant.

2. I forward separate reports on the speciﬁ;: charges against the Deputy Commissioner
.of Police, Ramachendra Row, and the Magistrate’s Interpreter, Mahomed Esoof, and shall in this
Jetter address myself to the general question which I was directed to cousider in the two latter
Extracts from the Minutes of Consultation.

3. 1 beg leave, however, first to explain how so much time has been occupied in the enquiry,

4. .The final orders to proceed with it did not reach me till the evening of 18th May, and
it was not till the 21st that I was able to commence the personal examination of \n'itnes.s:e;s, but
from that day it was prosecuted as rapidly as circumstances would allow. I considered it
however highly desirable that both Colonel Boulderson and Colonel Colbeck sbould be present
as much as possible during the enquiry, and though this did certaiuly not tend to facilitate
rapid progress in any way, I believe that it aided me materially to discover the truth. It
involved however the necessity of suiting my hours of examination to the conveniencebf those
two gentlemen to allow of their carrying on the dutiés of their respective offices, which could not
be allowed to fall into arvears. For the same reason on two days I adjourned the enquiry, ml’
on one day since its close, I was obliged to attend at the Customs House as the Collector

was unwell.

5. With these exceptions, I have been daily employed on the enquiry, and to obviate delay
as much as possible, I took down all the Depositions myself in Knglish. The copying, and
arranging of the papers has taken up considerable time, but I trust the Government will acquit
me of any avoidable dilatoriness.

6. I have given my opinion in full in my separate report on the charges against the Deputy
Commissioner and other officers of Police, and against the Interpreter of the Royapettah Magis-
trate’s Court, but there is one point in the case on which I wish to offer some remarks here.

7. The Government will observe that in the written statement put in by Ramachendra Row,
he imputes personal enmity to Colonel Colbeck, as the motive for the charges and assigns certain
alleged reasons for this feeling. On the other hand, Colonel Colbeck it will be seen in the
examination of Coloael Boulderson and Mr. Deputy Commissioner Clarke, puts questions to
elicit reasons for his bad opinion of Ramachendra Row.

8. 1 would gladly have rejected all this extraneous and objectionable matter, but I did
not see how to do so, and perhaps it is better that the Government should thus be distinctly
informed of the fact of this ill-feeling between the Deputy Commissioner of Police, and the
Senior Magistrate, which disguise it from himself as the latter may attempt to do, most unmis-
takebly exists, and is in my opinion fraught with serious inconvenience if not injury to the
public interests.

'

9. The working of the Police may not be in all respects satisfactory, but Colonel Colbeck’s
openly manifested distrust of all the Police officers, and hostility to the Deputy Commissioner
himself can be productive of little good and may be abused, or rather taken advantage of, and
lead to very serious mischief. [ cannot but think that in the Triplicane murder case it was
turned to the advantage of the prisoners.

10. I may point to Colonel Colbeck's letter to Government of 1st Instant, forwarded to
me with Extract from the Minutes of Consultation of 4th Instant, as affording incidental proof
of the strength of this feeling.
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11. In the first paragraph of it, he guards against a fancied danger, for before me he had
merely stated that he had nothing further to state against Ramachendra Row in connection with
his conduct of the murder case, and in furtherance of the purpose of that letter as stated in the
Abstract, viz., to * bring to notice suspected malpractices on the part of Ramachendra Row,
Deputy Commissioner of Police.” He submits copy of a letter addressed to Colonel Boulderson,
containing no doubt well grounded complaints of carelessness against some of the Police, but
why against Ramachendra Row, rather than any others, I do not perceive. I should have
thought that the Inspector and Mr. Lafond were rather to blame, uuless the cases were sert up
by Ramachendra Row, which does not appear from the letter.

12. In the case of Punjachellum to which especially attention is drawn, it appears to me
that the whole of the difficulty was the result of carelessness on the part of the Clerk in the.
Magistrate's office who drew out the warrant of commitment from the ** Daily Case Report” fur-
nished by the Police, instead of from the * conviction™ of the Magistrate.

13. 1f must frequently happen that in committing cases for trial, or in smnmary convictions
by the Magistrate, it is necessary to modify to some extent the wording of the charge as entered
in the Police sheet, and so far from concurring with Colonel Colbeck in his doubt of the pro-
priety of his doing so, I consider it to be an essential part of the Magistrate's duty fo search
out, and record the whole truth of any matter that may be brought before him, and to instruct
and direct the Police officers how to seek for it, and to eall for all such evidence as may appear
to him necessary for arriving at the truth. For this reason, I altogether disagree with Colonel
Colbeck in his opinion that because the case of * non-registration of Arms” to which he refers was
brought before him in an unsatisfactory manner, and incomplete form, he would therefore “per-
haps have done right to dismiss it.”

14. I think Colonel Celbeck is predisposed to view in the most unfavorable light, any act
or omission on the part of the Police of a not altogether satisfactory natuve, but I admit that he
has some grounds for dissatisfaction, and it undoubtedly is the duty of the Magistrate to bring
to the notice of the Commissioner of Police the short-comings, or misconductof the Police snb-
ordinates as they come to light before him in Court, and by which his proceedings are no doubt
much obstructed.

15. 1 have made the enquiries directed by Government, regarding the system adopted in
the Police for preparing their cases for the Magistrates, which is as follows : In all cases of au
ordinary natare, the charge is brought by the Jemadar of Peons, or Darogah of Talliars to the
Inspector of the Division at the Jemadar’s Taunah early on the morning after the charge was pre_
ferved to the Police, the party charged having meanwhile been released on Lail, unless in cases
of Felony, when he is confined in the Jail.

16. These ordinary charges are then entered by the Inspector in the Daily Charge sheet
and the sheet so filled up is forwarded to the Police Magistrate's Court.

17. Similar sheets are of course received daily from each Inspector of a Division, includeci
in the Magistrate’s charge. At his Court they are subjected to a preliminary examination of a
more or less frequent and searching character, either by the Deputy Commissioners of Police or
by Mr. Lafond, which results in the occasional rejection, or temporary withdrawal of a charge from
the sheet, but these are gomparative\y rare instances and as a general rule it may be assumed
that the sheet as filled up by the Inspector is laid before the Magistrate.

18. In cases of a more serious character the necessary preliminary enquiry is made by one
of the Deputy Commissioners of Police, and when it is considered that a sufficient amount of
satisfactory evidence has been ecollected, the Inspector is ordered to enter the case in his charge
sheet and it is forwarded to the Magistrate.

19. I amled to understand that the present results of this system are not satisfactory to the
Magistrates, and do not bear comparison ‘with the former working of the Police, but I have no
returns to show its working. I believe however these have been recently submitted to Govern-
ment with the Magistrate’s reports on the working of Act XIII of 1856. ¢
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20. Colonel Boulderson has furnished me with a brief abstract statement of convictions
and acquittals which would seem to show that during the four years from 1854 to 1857, the ratio
of the namber of persons acquitted to those convicted was as 9 to 11, which is very high. Iam
not however sure that the so called acquittals do not include the numerous cases of * dismissed
with a caution,” which form a large proportion of the Magistrate’s decisions. If so, however, it still
serves to show the ground of the Magistrates dissatisfaction. They complain that cases of a tri-
vial and non-criminal or essentially civil natare are sent up to them by the luspectors,«and not
withdrawn from the charge sheet by those who examined them before they are laid before the

* Magistrate, and the working of the detective portion of the Police force is not satisfactory.

21. Colonel Boulderson admits this to some extent, but states that the rates of pay at his
disposal, do not offer sufficient inducement to enable him tosecure the services of men of superior
qualifications for Inspector, and that the working of the system which is comparatively new, is
improving, and it is reasonable to expect, will continue to do so.

22, The new Police Act however has now, I believe, been in force for nearly two years, and
in that time any man not naturally disqualified for the duties of an Inspector, ought to acquire
sufficient experience to do his work well, provided his mistakes are pointed out to him as they oc-
cur, but it is this constant supervision that appears to be to some extent wanting, and consequent-
ly charges are sent up to the Magistrates worded in an absurd and ridiculous manner and sothe-
times no doubt when a real offence is charged, failing to express what constitutes the gravamen of
the charge. Major Wilson, in his letter to me points out that the Deputy Commissioners are
not Magistrates, as the former Superintendents of Police were, and suggests that they may feel
some hesitation in releasing individuals on their own judgment, but I think it cannot be ques-
tioned that when the Commissioner and his Deputies were authorized by Section VI, Act XIII
of 1856, to exercise their powers as J ustices of the Peace so far as may be necessary for among
other purposss * the detection of offenders” they are certainly qualified to release persons who
have been arrestzd by their subordinates but of whose innocence of all legal offence they are con-
vinced and whom in fact they have ¢“detected to be not offenders.” .

98 This is very different from the exercise of Magisterial or Judicial functions which do
not belong to their province, and I think the case of Narrain Pillay’s charge of forgery is a fair
specimen of an instance where this discretion might with advantage have been used, his own Po-
lice information showing that the disputes was of six years' standing, and that the grounds for the
immediate charge had come to his knowledge nearly two years before, while some of those con-
nected with the Police Office must have known that former charges, and counter charges of a
similar character had been frequently rejected by the Police in the case. 1If he were dissatisfied
it would still have been competent to him to apply to the Magistrate for a summons or warrant,
so that justice need not have been defeated.

24. As to the working of the Detective department, I do not know that I am called on to
express any opinion. 1 believe that the Magistrates are all dissatisfied with it, and the records of
the Triplicane murder case, and of the Larceny case submitted by Colonel Colbeck, and forwarded
to me with Extract from the Minutes of Consultation of 25th Ultimo, have left a decidedly un-
satisfactory impression onmy mind, and I know that Colonel Boulderson, has made known his
intention of reducing the Inspector Sheik Hussein, who was concerned in this last case, and
whose conduct was evidently most irregular. I impute it however to ignorance and unfitness for
his position, not to ill-intention as Colonel Colbeck from his marginal notes seems inclined to do,
and I see no grounds from the record to charge Ramachendra Row with any improper conduct
as Colonel Colbeck appears disposed to do.

25. Before concluding this letter, I will notice two points in Colonel Colbeck’s letter of
90th May, referred to me in Extract from the Minutes of Consultation of 25th Idem.

96, Inpara: 19 he expresses a wish thatin all cases of felony the Police enquiry be not
permitted to pass through the hands of more than one Justice of the Peace, and that when the
case is sent to the Magistrate's Court, it may be sent direct to him, and not through the officer
of Police who attends at his Court, to take the “Reports” as they are called, that is, the officer
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who as I have explained above, is supposed to revise the Inspector’s charge sheet before it is sub-
mitted to the Magistrate, and in para : 20, he further requests that at his Court, at least “this
taking of Reports” may be discontinued, he having found it fraught with many objections, and
giving rise to confusion and mischief.

27. Colonel Boulderson assures me that as a rule cases do not pass from the hands of one
Justi(:,e.of the Peace.a to another, and it is ejnden..'ly objectionable to prohibit what may on some
occasions be unavoidable. The transmission direct of cases of felony from the Justice of Peace
to the Magistrate can be arranged between the two offices.

28. I confess I am at a loss to understand the reason for Colonel Colbeck’s last request
that the ¢ taking of the Reports” by a superior Police officer from the Inspector may be dis-
coutinued at his Court, unless it is that he has found the work to be hitherto performed in an
unsatisfactory manner, for it appears to me that the careful and close revision of the charge
sheets by an efficient Police officer, would tend more than anything else to remove the grounds
of Colonel Colbeck’s complaints generally against the Police, and 1 think it would be manifestly
not only most unfair to that department but also very objectionable, to insist that the charge
sheets of the Inspectors should invariably be submitted without any revision whatever to the
Magistrate, no matter how crudely or informally soever the entries in them may happen to have
been made, nor how perhaps improperly a charge may have been admitted. Ifit is merely that
Colone! Colbeck objects to its taking place in his Court, it may be made elsewhere, before the
sheets are taken there.

29. I think I have now noticed all the subjects referred to me by Government for enquiry
and I will conclude this report which has grown to a great length, =7 e

30. I trust the Government will not see reason to think that in any of the remarks I have
submitted, T have exceeded the proper limits of the duty they assigned to me.

——

No. 10. From Lieutenant Colonel H. COLBECK, Senior Magistrate of Police : to*T
PYCROFT, Esq., Chief Secretary to Government, dated 14th June 1858, No: 14. A

SIR,

l: As I imagine that the inquiry conducted by Mr. Hudleston, under instruetions from
the Right Honorable the Governor in Council, must be now closed, I have the honor to ask per-
mission to say afew words with reference to it. r

: 2. Tt would be presumption in me to make any lengthened remarks upon the extraordinary
line of co.nduct pursued‘ by the Commissioner of Police in the matter of the Triplicane murder
case and its attendant circumstances, but 1T would respectfully beg leave to draw the more parti-

cular attention of the Government to one part of the i
i of ! proceedings of Col
seriously and intimately affecting myself. X SRpa Al

3. Extract Minutes of Consultation by Government, under date the 11th Mav. 1858; con-
veyed the determination arrived at by His Lordship in Council that My, HudlestonYShOUIé .
duct an enquiry into certain charges against Ramachunder Row and the Police officers on the one
hand and against Mahomed Esoof and other servants of the Royapet Police Court on the other.

4. The Minute of Consultation, as I before stated, bears date the 11th* May, yet on the
18th of the same month Colonel Boulderson presumes to take an j Eonariis 5
ram, salculated o huand 1oy SAke wikh dnfasdy. information from one Seetha-

5. This information is translated by Major Taylor,

and has doubt] §
conversation among the society of Madras. oubtless formed the subject of

6. 1 will not trust myself to dilate upon this most unprecedented and eruel procesding. but
as | am aware that it is not the first instance in which Colonel Boulderson has thgu ::d"S' ) " w
receive and record in writing information injurious to my character. I will ntrenuouagl ul; :P:: on
the consideration of the Government, the propriety of an effectual barrier bein lu;:d ‘ﬁ futl:m
to prevent the recurrence of so dangerous and unmagisterial a procee Sic g P

-
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fleport on the subject of the Petition addressed by Narrain Pillay on 23rd April 1858, to Colonel
Boulderson, Commissioner of Police, and submitted by him to Government.

REPORT. ;

The gravamen of the charge contained in this petition is that Mahomed Esoof, the Inter-
preter of the Royapettah Magistrate's Court induced the petitioner by alarming him with a pros-
pect of punishment should he fail to prove his case, to withdraw a charge of forgery that he had
brought before the Police against one Soobroy Chetty and which was then before the Magistrate,
and to agree to a compromise whereby he was to receive Rupees 500, but that though that sum
had been produced by Soobroy Chetty it had not been paid to petitioner, who had moreover been
compelled by Mahomed Esoof and one Mooniapillay to consent to receive a smaller sum of Rupees
250 instead of Rupees 500 and to sign a paper binding himself to obtain from the Collector a
cortificate for his house in favour of the defendant Seobroy Chetty, but that even this reduced
sum had not been paid to him. I will at once state that the enquiry I have held has satisfied me
that there is no reason whatever' to impute any blame to Mahomed Esoof for his conduct in the
petitioner’s case, and that the petitioner has no ground for complaint, so little grovnd or pretence in
fact, that looking at the time and place of preferring it, and the subsequent circumstances con-
nected with it, I am induced to think that the charge has been if not originally instigated, at
least subsequently fomented by others from interested motives to compromise Mahomed Esoof
as deeply as possible at a time when other charges were also being laid against him.

A slight examination of the facts of petitioner’s original complaint will serve to show how far
it was from being one which he could have maiutained before the Magistrate, and the withdraw-
al of which he has any real cause to deplore, or such as any one in Mahomed Esoof’s position is
likely from ill motives or at risk of personal loss or inconvenience to have improperly attempted
to induce petitioner to compromise.

In thepetitioner’s own statements before the Police (dated J1th March last) and before the
Magistrate (dated 18th Idem) he distinctly admits that the immediate grcund of his charge
against Soobroy Chetty arose in Jugust 1856, when the latter produced before the Collector the
bill of sale purporting to be executed by petitioner, and when the Collector on petitioner’s assert-
ing that it was a forgery, declined to issue the required certificate for certain house property in
Soobroy Chetty's name. He gave no explanation of the extraordinary circumstance of his delay-
ing from August 1856 till March 1858 to lodge his chaige of forgery with the Police, and more-
over in his Police information it appears from his own showing that the dispute between himself
and Soobroy Chetty regarding this property had been going on since 1852. After this, the
wonder appears to me not that the petitioner should have been orly too glad of leave to with-
draw his charge from the Magistrate’s hands without incurring any penalty, but that such a case
should ever have been sent up by the Police to the Magistrate’s Court.

The perusal of the papers connected with this Police charge has left little or no doubt on
my mind that petitioner did really execute the Bill of Sale which he charged Soobroy Chetty
with forging and that from disinclination to tolerate the consequences he denied it when produced.
From the papers connected with the case he appears on several previous occasions to have pursued
a similar line of conduct, and more than one appeal has been made to the Police, both by himself
and by Soobroy Chetty, but until the present instance they have always been dismissed there.
I think it is to be regretted that the same course was not pursued in regard to this chargé of
forgery.

His petition to Colonel Boulderson against Mahomed Esoof appears to me to have been
presented by him with a precisely similar object, namely, to evade performance of the conditious
of an Agreement executed by him after the dismissal of his case by the Magistrate.

He makes no mention in it of the witnesses whom he subsequently (after the matter had
been referred to me for enquiry) produced before Colonel Boulderson nor of the details and ad-
ditional facts given by them in their depositions before the Police and in his own statement Lefore
me. These were subsequent improvements suggested, I am inclined to think, by those inter~

ested in aggravating any complaint against Mahomed Esoof,
B
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The entire complaint of the petitioner Narrain Pillay, as deduce:l from his own and hi
witnesses’ statements is, that on one oceasion when the parties in his case were present i lls
Magistrate’s Court, he was taken by the Cash-keeper to the room of Mz;homed EPO £ ;nht, lf
pressed by both of them to withdraw his charge on a promise to obtain for him R o a5“(;Otf i
the defendant if he did so, that his case was unduly delayed in the Magistrate’s CO“P: efs lr nx:)
it is to be inferred that there was an intention to weary him out, and tl%at. finall “Th, :lom : l.lc :
the withdrawal of his charge he was sent for to the house of I\,{Iahomed Es yfon(; eh 24 (.eiore
ar.xd bullied into a compromise, the terms even of which have been evaded 0‘0 anl ) deixe 'ca‘]oled
his case, while he himself has subsequently by the same parties been frauduls:e.rr:tclzrti:::i : c;:gnts::l‘ ;:

a paper withdrawing his opposition to the issue by the Collect i i i
plaa S S o y ollector of a certificate for his house in

I am of opinion that the whole of this charge is false and fabricated

I beg in the first instance to draw attenti its 1

ion to its inh i

leged forgery was, as I have shown, one that ought nevelr ?:22 ‘“‘Embﬂ:‘) e
foi : : ve been forw i
to the. Maiglstrate, bearing as it does on the very face of it such palpabll.: ::3:1(3 byf ttP T I}:Uhce
tI‘h'e <.)nl y doubt as to its being immediately dismissed was from the chance of tsh(; I\; . e
. . . - S : S
msmtmg on the pr?secutor proceeding with it, with the intention of eventuall i "‘g“’“?‘e
for taking up the time of the Court with such a lying story Rl e Sy
‘What possible motive, unless i i
T ss indeed pity for Narrain pi
: : pillay, could have ind

Esoof to have mtel:fered in such a case, or even supposing he ha:i interfered as atuce:l] = e
grounds o.f complal.nt wculd the petitioner have against him ? I think h Ly w.ha't re&?l
dent he did not so interfere, and I proceed to show how I am led to think e o b

; so.

I consider the evidence of all the witnesse S

ynwortl?y of. credit, as bearing manifest maik: f)lf? :‘e::: :::::,t:s:;r h? - producefl to be utterly
manner in which they gave their evidence before me thatothey were 're ‘:f‘s COIllYlnced fiom the
been t.aught. Th.e manner in which they were produced is suspicious pe"‘r ;:‘S a lie that they had
to my private residence by Colonel Boulderson with a note requestin : m tethere w
to say, to pr.event the opportunity for further tutoring. I quote h?s o:r ’ el:lr Ry
my recolle':ctlon. I refused to hear any thing from them in the absence ?;{"’; s to the best of
::ui tth:;. if l;f ;vould produce them that same day at the Sudder Court Iowo;clot‘:;(: tlis?of, #Ex
ents thoug i - ;. €y -
1 was not aawur:asth:: tt}llle; o stlll. engaged on the enquiry connected with the murderszaa::
Bkt e i wh) thail a:v:\e wztfzfzsses and under this j mpression, I suggested-to Colonel

s Gove el thas 51 - puitsion had ?een presented to him, and submitted by hi
i : e appeared no objection to his receiving any state A y him
that petition might ‘foluntarily come to make to him, and ha.ndiny -, ment which the parties to
more of the.matter till Colonel Boulderson made over to me thg em over to me. I heard no
been taken in the Police from these witnesses as they are styled e copies of depositions that had

These depositions themselves bear to m i ;

Know tio mieh, 80 ko todiitie: thay bothyr:;ﬁ:ctp:igag,i marks of frau.d. The witnesses
p corresfpond too exactly and disagree too fatally to admit oafe:ht?o co.nvement.]y » their state-
I may mention here what I believe I have hitherto omitted to d eir being true in my opinion.
denies the entire of the charge. e to do, that Mahomed Esoof utterly

One statement of the petitioner su
pported by hi i 3 . -
to-test more closely. ¥ his witness Moortee Naick, I have been able

The case reached the Magistrate’s Court on Saturda
the defendant's Solicitor the enquiry was deferred till V{f
given in the Magistrate’s statement®
* Marked C. 1.8 till the following day Thursday 18th
. enq.niry proceeded. On Saturday
Magistrate from taking it up, and on Monday 22nd

13th March, and on the application of
< edx.lesday 17th Idem. For the reasons

erewith submitted, it was again deferred
»on which day and on Friday 19th, the
20th, ?’m of other business prevénted the
the petitioner withdrew his charge.

e adicial Gontitation, 13tk iy BB &

¢ These were the only days on which the parties to the case attended the Court and it was on -

one of these days that according to the petitioner he was taken by the Cash-keeper of the Court
to Mahomed Esoof’s room and pressed to withdraw his charge, and his witness, Moortee Naick
states positively that.on that day no proceedings were held in the case, They both agree in stating
that it occurred between 12 and 2 p. M. and that Colonel Colbeck was not on the bench at the

time.

Now as shown above, Wednesday 17th and Saturday 20th, were the only days except Sa-
turday 13th on which the parties were present at the Magistrate’s Court but no proceedings in
the case were held.

The attendance Book of the Magistrate’s Court shows that on Saturday 13th the Cash-keeper
was absent on leave, and that on Saturday 20th Mahomed Esoof was absent on duty the whole
day at the Office of Messrs. Boyson and Miller.

Wednesday 17th, is thus the only day left on which the occurrence could have taken place,
but on that day it appears from the case book that the Magistrate held his Court, and Colonel
Colbeck states that from it he is able to aflirm positively that during the whole time mentioned
by the petitioner and his witness he must certainly have been on the bench, and the Iriterpreter

employed in open Court.

I have satisfied myself also from personal inspection of the locality that the Interpreter's
soom is about the last place he would be likely to choose for such an interview, were he disposed
to interfere clandestinely or irregularly in any case before the Magistrate, and wish to avoid

detection.

1 therefore reject this statement as wholly false.

Finally the character of the witnesses as admitted by themselves appears to be indifferent,
to say the least of it, so that the supposition of their evidence having l.qeen suborned is not un-

warrantable.

Mahomed Esoof’s answer to the whole appears to ﬁe satisfactory, credible, and well sup-
ported by the evidence that he has produced.

It is that affer the charge had been withdrawn from before the Magistrate, one Mooneapillay
a respectable dealer in hides ; who it appears brought him up, and who is also some connection
of the petitioner, was applied to by Narrain Pillay, and Soobroy Chetty to arbitrate between
them in the matter in dispute, that he had taken some steps in the matter, when on the circum-
stance coming to his (Mahomed Esoof’s) knowledge, he begged Mooneapillay not to interfere
further in the matter, which had been through the Police, and that thereupon he desired one
Pudmanabha Moodelly who had been engaged with him in arbitrating in the case, to bring it to
a conclusion by himself, e states and Colonel Colbeck confirms his statement that he reported
this circumstance to the Magistrate at the time. :

The statements of Pudmanabha Moodelly and Mooneapillay entirely confirm this account,
and bear, I think, every appearance of trut,h}d probability. '

Pudmanabha Moodelly’s account explains I think what gave rise to the present petition.
He has produced before me the original agreement between Narrainpillay and Soobroy ‘Chetty,
or rather deed of acquittance executed by the former to the latter, and the petition to the Col-
lector in Narrain Pillay’s name which was to have been presented to the Collector. Copies Sud.
translations of these papers accompany this report. Pudmanabha Moodelly also explains how
it was that these papers have remained in his possession and the fact appears to me to be that
Narrain Pillay repenting him of having thus arranged his long cherished grievance, and failing
to re-obtain possession of these papers as he wished, had resort to the expedient of bringing '
the Police his complaint that the compromise had been improperly obtained.

* T beg to repeat my opinion that Mahomed Esoof is perfectly innocent of any improper con-
duct in this matter, and that the petitioner Narrain Pillay's complaint is altogether groundless.

.
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I have stated in the early part of this report that I was inclined to think the petitioner’s com-
plaint had been fomented by others. My reasons for so thinking were partly the manner in which it
came to the knowledge of Government, but principally the circumstance of its so rapidly, and
extensively increasing while another charge against Mahomed Esoof was under enquiry, sbd that
what I consider palpably false evidence should have been suborned to support i Sl et
brought to my notice through the Police long after the case had been submitted to Government
and referred to me for enquiry.

Colonel Colbeck however it will be seen distinctly states that he has been informed that
Ramachendra Row drafted the petition. 1 believed him to mean
Police ; but I am not certain on this point, as it now oceurs to me that there is another man of
the same name in the Commissioner's office, who is I believe the Intcrpreter, and wlo generally
goes by the name of “ Sawmy” in that office to distinguish him from the Deputy C0111u1ission(-;.
This man Colonel Colbeck in para. 10 of his letter to Government dated 20th" Ultimmo, states 1o
have taken an active part in the matter of Narrain Pillay’s original , :
be to him that he refers as the drafter of the petition, 'ln cognecti;}:all]rci:e::rﬁ:;g;gh?sna:‘ssl:rl:i]zz
I beg to bring the fol_lowing circumstance to the knowledge of Government.

the Deputy Commissioner of

While I was prosecuting the investigation into the charges connected with the Triplicane
murder case, one day Colonel Colbeck and Mahomed Esoof produced tome a sealed envelxja éon
which was written in Colonel Colbeck’s hand-writing and signed by him, that it was not I:O be
opened without his consent,

that enquiry.

I now on reflection see that I should have exercised a much wiser discretion had I declined
to receive it.

However at the close of that enquiry, I asked Colonel Colbeck whether he had anythin
further to allege against Ramachendra Row . the Deputy Commissioner in, connection with thi
murder case, and he said that he had not. ] then asked liim what he wished done with the sealed
envel(;pe, and he said that he wished to withdraw. it, and [ accordingly returned it to him \;n-
opened.

When however taking his statement regarding Narrain Pillay's petition
assertion in it that I have above referred to, I asked him whether he had any evi,dence - it
in support: ety sad 16 fhen WA me st the sealad envelope in question had contained the
statement of his informant who however was most unwilling to come forward in the matter, and
there the subject dropped. )

I perceived the

It has only now oceurred to me as very probable that he g y ;
<is : . id not int
Deputy Commlssm.ner (3f Police as having drafted the petition, and evey ilf_"hin:idt:oretf;: I:)n tttlzi
is perhaps of but little importance in face of the notorious ill-will of the oy C, ; (.,. :
and Mahomed Esoof. puty Commissioner

I have stated the facts as they occurred, and it is for the Government to decide whether the
matter calls for further enquiry or notice.

I here conclude this portion of my report.

Madras, (Signed) W. HUDLESTON
9th June 1838. } - Civil Service.
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Report-on the charges of misconduct in the supposed murder case of Sooboo Lal a Bill-collector of
Triplicane, brought against the Police by the Magisirate and on the counter-charge of receiv-
ing bribes in the same case laid against the Interpreter of the Magistrate’s Court and sub-
mitted to Government by the Commissioner of Police.

REPORT.

In both of these cases the charges are rather to be inferred from what has been written or
submitted to Government, than to be assumed as distinetly laid by any one, and though that
against the Magistrate’s Interpreter is sufficiently tangible. I considered it necessary to ascertain
distinctly from Colonel Colbeck whether he had any thing to allege against the Police of mis-

conduct in this particular case beyond what might be deduced from the record of the proceedings -

held before him, and he twice after reflection stated that he had not.

2. Having premised so much I will state what the charges resolve themselves into, what
opinion I have formed regarding them, and how I have arrived at that opinion. :

3. The charges against the Police amount to the following : —

That the Deputy Commissioner Ramachendra Row actuated by motives of personal ill-will
against the prisoner Vencatasawmy Butten, tried to induce two witnesses, Seetaram a beggar,
and Gooroovadoo a barber, to give evidence against the prisoners when they were really not in
possession of any such evidence, and that certain Police subordinates equally and at the same
time and place attempted similarly to influence the barber.

That the Taliar Naigue Roodruppen and Taliar Narrain Row in a similar manner attempted
to suborn one Vencata Butten, a brass-smith, to give false evidence for the prosecution by offer-
ing him a bribe. ‘

And that the said Taliar Naigue who had had charge of the case in the Police from the
commencement, failed to bring to the Magistrate’s knowledge certain evidence showing that the
deceased had been in company with the female prisoner and one Chedumbara Chetty, shopping
on the day preceding that of his murder, (as supposed to have taken place) that on the day of
the murder the female prisoner in company with the same Chedumbara Chetty returned to the

- shops, exchanged some of the previous day's purchases, and bought some six Sovereigns and

also the facts, that the said Chedumbara Chetty was at large on bail and that he (Roodruppen)
had in his possession two papers connected with the deceased and the female prisoner, one of
vague import, the other an account of a loan transaction on certain Jewels.

The counter-charge against the Magistrate’s Interpreter Mahomed Esuf otherwise called
Baboo Sahib as deduced from the statements submitted by the Commissioner of Police is that on
Friday 9th April, while the case was proceeding in the Magistrate’s Court, he received from the
friends of the prisoner Vencatasawmy Butten, a bribe of Rupees 150, and that on the day but
one following that on which the Magistrate dismissed the case, (being Friday 16th April, the case
having been dismissed on Wednesday 14th,) he received from Vencatasawmy Butten himself a
second sum of Rupees 100 ; the said payments being to obtain and reward his good services on
behalf of the prisoners. :

The opinion which after careful enquiry and consideration I have formed on these several
charges is : ‘

That these are not any good grounds for imputing misconduct to the Deputy Commissioner
or any other of the Police in the Triplicane murder case as charged, except that the Taliar
Naigue did withhold from the Magistrate's knowledge the circumstances mentioned above; the
importance of which omission must in great measure depend on the value assigned to the evidence
so withheld, and that so estimated it was in my opinion a piece of very serious misconduct,

That the counter-charge against the Interpreter is supported by no evidence worthy of
credenée, that the evidence circumstantial and otherwise on the other side, warrants the belief
thatit is altogether unfounded and probably fabricated to strengthen the defence or aid the
exculpation of the Police officers from the charge against them. :

I proceed to explain how I have arrived at the above conclusions, and first as regards the

Police. .
c -

@
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I find no evidence of such miscond i ‘
E uct as imputed, and otive fi
£ nom 1
tive for resorting to such means

to get up the case against the prisoners.

The personal enmity imputed by Vencatasawm
. . y Butten to th s
chendra Row is denied by the latter and it rests solely on the :sse:tgips’;{hc?mmlsswner e,
e former.

I find nothing in the facts of the case to induce belief in the asserts
on.

The case was at first, and for some days in the ha :
wa ; nds of Mr. D issi
who was of opinion that Ro?druppen and the other Police officers ::gl::zef ¥ mmli—s'l s C'lal'ke,
as to how Sooboo Lal met his death were acting in favor of the pri:oner: YV ribroee ol g
and Amoorthum, who were placed in custody on the evening of the ﬁndin;n:; ttra‘;mdy B“t(;e_“
e body, and it

was in consequence of his expressing this opinion that C
olonel Bo i
Row to take charge of the case and conduct the enquiry <o == e S gt o

The circumstantial evidence is safficient to justi 5
but nothing beyond circumstantial evidence haJd n;;);:::g it;ot‘:)g;u-spl.cwn against the prl:soners,
into Ramachendra Row’s hands, soon after which, one Chengoo Rea time of the. case being put
Board Office, who lives in the near neighbourhood of the prisoners am:la wntef in the.’ Revenue
count, had from the first been collecting information for the Police ,r r:l according to his own ae-
and Parthasarathy Pillay who deposed to having seen a body Ca’r:f oduced Vencatachella Naick
Latide! ied away from the prisoner’s

Their evidence constitutes the sole direct evi : s

Magistrate, and I have no hesitation in saying th::eir:ci: :ia;::;;l:e Pnzouers .produced before the
beginning to end, that I at once acquit Ramachendra Row of the i :“_d.unmlstakeab-ly false from
dence against the prisoners, under the impression that it could have :: ity oi: suborning such evi-
in their favour. I have no doubt whatever that he fully appreciated -'Z't:mﬁble effect other than
having been produced before him, and feeling that the circumstz;ntial elv-dWOl'th]essness, but that
not sufficient, he let it go such as it was for the Magistrate to estimat 1 e!Ilce .thongh strong was
I am far from convinced that with the best intentions in the world he w‘: 1d h"lll furth?r g St
withholding from the Magistrate such evidence as the above, after it hi: b ave been justified in
were it only that the accused might have the benefit of the doubt it was ¢ 188111 Pr:dutfed to him,
it is finally to be remembered that when the Police had collected what t]:e;uc:::id: el;ducf;i’ f’nd

sufficient

evidence to bring the case before the Magistrate, C
e . r : » Colonel Boulde i
sibility of sending up the evidence to the Magistrate rests on him R B teoiim b 5o

Some importance appears to have been attacl toe 1
been found in the prisoner’s house. I confes: t;c::datbz ltllses I:: h:edt o‘- e ik 50 ot EAving
tempted to be shown that it was the instrument used in the murd:r e-St:nd e .It.ls s .a .
will satisfy any one that such supposition is most improbable. It be; e e
ing or of recent use, and I think the prisoner’s account of it robal;s e e Cl(fa"-
found in his house and whether it was his own and had been a }’ong ﬁ,:e tl:)ueh iR ‘certam}]]y
is possession, as he

D—
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him to give false evidence or to bring any improper influence to bear on him. Imay add that
he is the last kind of person likely to be chosen for such a purpose. Heis inﬁrn‘r"mentally and
bodily and would certainly not be-able to maintain made-up evidence under cross-examination.
I think he would find it almost equally difficult to maintain the truth.

The next witness the barber Gooroovadoo in one place in his statement before the Magistrate’
Note—I should have noted deliberately asserts his belief that a reward was offered him by Rama-
that the examination of this  chendra Row with the intention of inducing him to make a false state-
witness was not carried on 3 5 R d
throuch the Interpreter Ma- ment, but it will be observed that his account n that statement of what
busec Susei actually occurred is perfectly consistent with the belief that a reward

may have been offered to him to induce him to tell the truth and in his statement before me he
rejects altogether the idea that Ramachendra Row attempted to extorta false statement from him.

I do not for a moment believe that Colonel Colbeck could have allowed himself to induce any
witness to make a more unfavorable statement than he was disposed to do, and I can perfectly
understand from his description of the examination that it was necessary to put to this witness
the distinct question whether Ramachendra Row had so worded his question to him as to make
it an enquiry to elicit the truth or an instruction to tell what was false, and I doubt not that his
evidence was correctly recorded, but the impression left on my mind by Colonel Colbeck’s des-
cription of the manner in which he gave his evidence, is the very opposite to that which it appears
to have made on Colonel Colbeck himself and 1 feel convinced that the man had been somehow
induced to give such an account of what passed between himself and the Police as to leave in the
Magistrate’s mind an idea favorable to the prisoners, that undue means had been resorted :o, to
get up evidence against them and that he was clever enough to compromise himself as little as
possible in creating this temporary impression, for it was sufficient for his purpose and that of
those interestec that it should have immediate, though but slight effect.

I give no credence to his statement so far as it imputes misconduct to the Police.

The brass-smith Vencata Butten repeats before me his statement to the Magistrate that
Roodruppen and Talliar Narrain Row offered him a bribe to induce him falsely to say that he
had seen the body of the deceased Sooboo Lal while being carried away, when he had at the time
been absent from Madras. This assertion is to be weighed against the denial of the two Police
officers, and, I believe it to be completely false, my reasons for this belief are first, the man's
manner and conduct in evading appearance before me till the close of the enquiry and secondly,
because I am impressed with the truth of the assertion, that this man and the barber Gooroo-
vadoo were bribed by the friends of the accused to bear witness before the Magistrate to miscon-
duct on the part of the Police, as was distinctly asserted in the statements of Amaravaty Aucharry
and Narrain Sawmy Naick submitted to Government by Colonel Boulderson, and in the petition®
* In enclysure D. of Dheer Chund Lalah and others, inhabitants of Triplicane, addressed
to Government, copy of which was also addressed to me. Amaravaty Acharry adheres to his
statement before me. Narrain Sawmy Naick denies his “1n toto” and substitutes for'it a story
of how Ramachendra Row instructed him and others to make false statements before Colonel
Boulderson. Out of such a tissue of lies as this man's statements consist of, it is not easy to

states, or had been recently borrowed for the purpose stated by the baber Cooppood 1d t
00, 0 no

seo that either way it tends at all to strengthen the case against him extract the slight thread of truth that they may inelude, and I will merely say regarding them,

that the fact of his denying before me the statement made before Colonel Boulderson is no proof
whatever that that statement was false.

As to the probability of these two witnesses Gooroovadao and Vencata Butten having been
bribed to give eviderce against the Police, I think I may assert without risk of contradiction
even from Colonel Colbeck, that his distrust of the Poli ce generally and of Ramachendra Row
in particular, is well known to every one who frequents his Court.

On the 9th April, vCol‘on’el Colbeck’s suspicions were excited against Roodruppen the Talliay
Naigue by something that Mr. Grant told him of information having been kept back from him.
Trom that day according to Roodruppen the case’ began to assume an unfavorable aspect. On
or about that day say the witnesses examined by Colonel Boulderson on behalf of the Police, the
Magistrate’s Interprater received his first bribe. From that day it appears to me, the prisoners
and their friends strove to increase in every way the suspicions against the Police which they
caw that Colonel Colbeck already entertained, for he evinced them by taking frequent depositions
from Roodruppah and doubtless in other ways, and he states that he cannot remember that before

I now come to the evidence of the witne 3
sses Seetaram, Gooro [
; ; ovado
examined by the Magistrate on behalf of the prisoners on the last day of (:;1 . ‘f“ca'ta e
g y e examination before

e

I see nothing whatever in the statement of Seetaram before the Magi
Ramachendra Row was guilty of any improper conduct in examining hi aglst'wte. to show that
ing so. A second statement taken from him on 18th May by CO]Onegl B'm,l;)r in his mode of (!o»-
it was apparently intended to show that Colonel Colbeck and Mahom guE o Whl.ch
duce him to make false statements against Ramachendra Row, was roed ‘sdu:, attempted to in-
i latter in the statement put in by him in bis defence distinetly assertf thil;c; 1 efore :]l'e’ an‘d the
ram and Gooroovadoo. I need perhaps scarcely say that I attach no wei hOt ‘h regarcing b_ffemf
sertion, which I consider incredible and only excusable in consideration 0%‘ t; % .atever tothis a5
der which it was made. There was every reason to think that Seetaram Whle Cltc.\(;ms.tances un-
on the pial of the prisoner’s house, might be able to give some.information _° (;e;l es in s;l Toom
his statement before the Magistrate to warrant the belief that any attemp’t Tas mszzen:)(: i:ldgu:::
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that day the prisoner Vencatasawm
. y Butten ever named Ra N, ; :
st (b Pifo » machendra Row in his vociferations

'I.'he female prisoner At.noo,rthum is a common strumpet and appears to have a bod
acquaintances of the most disreputable description. 1t would have been an ea - to yf ! n}:alc
sy matter for them

to raise the small sum required to bribe V
: encata Butten an 3
shadow of doubt in my mind that that course was adopted Se o ot EEE AR e

For the foregoing reasonsand considerations I exculpate the Police fr in thi
Bo.odruppex.x himself admitted before Colonel Colbeck that h l; e‘ L bh".'e s t}“s- st ol
ce.rtam information which went to show that the deceased and eh ol brn?g PN acco
friendly terms apparently up to the evening of the day before th = fel.m?le ks i
posed to have ."'ake_ﬂ place, and that her conduct on the day of t;t " Whlcn. R -
one would be inclined to expect from a person who had been rece m[urder s htoed BEL Sfih &)
He has offered no .explanation before me of his having so failed temdy C(?ncemed LA s el
that the .Commxssmner and Coroner were aware of the circumot g dut_vz be e sa}:ing
them of importance or direct him to bring them to the knso?:lzilzr: n;lf dlt;ll m‘)\t{ cc.)nmder
e Magis 7
T el Lo B B B L i preevings Sfouhs
e olice or Coroner to show this to be the casa

of the circumstance in question.
excepr one slight incid i
# . ent < B
statement taken by the Coroner from the son of the male prisouef i EREa e
to have attracted any attention. 1 SR e Ipest

I think that unles: the Commissioner of Poli i i
ill-intenti?n in s? f:oncealing these circumsta::::lsl,c ;ec Zi::lt:lsz;zu;z:lf Lha-t Roodx:up i I?ad e
guct. His suspicions aga}inst him were excited by Mr. Clarke at anye:(:wus n"““’e i "
T‘;l;?a?: ;;:Stl;::dsltr;g;};;m from h.is post of Talliar Naigue, and send{n;ul{ﬁemottoth:oegqr <
; no enquiry has been held by himand a0 punishment awarded <

I pro ice : .
proceed to mnotice the charges of corruption against Mahomed Esuf the Magistrate’
4 gistrate's

Interpreter, regard ng which I have alread ssed m
A g expressed ini
e oats Tttt 15 ol Y Dty y expressed my opinion thaf* they are unfounded and

I would first draw attention to i i
the time at which the i .
- . y first appear, viz.,
gﬁzld:::fn callsﬂ(lm hl's Deputy for explanation of the Magistrate's Chl:l[:'ges aw:ins:v}:;n lc)olfme}
temylé o ’111‘p.onl. e evidence of Syed Sahib, a bandy driver, Narrayana Naikezi a P ? <o
p riplicane and Soobba or Soobroya Naick who appears to be empl;v‘ed (')“J:lreed?f :
yed in the dirty

work of a gold-smith'’s g is
i g nith’s trade. There is also the hearsay report of a Police pe
agistrate’s Court of what another person told him ' e peon attached to the

. I will take their evidence i
EOE B mali Tl will take their evidence inthe order m

In regard to the evidence of Syed Sahib, which i

draw attention : PR T i of no great importane .
amplified in th:: t:: ltrll:;mi)e;r:l“ Wh(;Ch his deposmo.n l.)efore Colonel BoI:xldersof: oIf ‘lv;tuhldAn;)cn":fli{
T PP amf; 7 > :n : to the contradictions (and suspicious aaditions) between hi;
e e mfsz'gl%n before. me, as also to the precision with which he has
three persons who went in his l;n ion that he failed satisfactorily to identify the onl £ l:

: / s bandy but whom he said he did not k y the only one of the
nize them, with whom I had an opportunity of confronting him now, though he could recog-

l he PU()ii).l 3 aray N ai i e made n the I 01 ce, w t'h
l - € Nd:La-_) ana . ﬂlck relterﬁted bef()re me the Stﬂtcment h “ i i i
the "“po tant xceptlon that he saw n mussu]man on the OCCﬂQiOH i t : o
r e W no m ques iOD-

He also fix . : . ;

Black Town Wa:i iﬁif;"i EZ::";g Friday 9th April and that the time occupied in the house i
oy nd that they arrived then about 6 o'l 4 e et
fur.th'er re.mark that according to the witnesses’ own showing th o'clock A. M. I would only
;nvmng h:{n:i’ a begging priest, to accompany those who are sa::i toe:xv:azno galifmh‘:hate"er o
ouse, a onti : A ne ol oy
Police, s::aten:z‘:ta:fuf; )'“;1“' t(()l the exceedingly suspicious addition madegoﬁ the 28:11 : e:iilll:whfib
tatement of 22nd and to the absurdly improbable explanation of it th S35
me, “"thh was that his second I"olice statement was taken to ascertai e e A
cloth in which the money he mentioned on the first day was wrap .ed 1:1} m?ely th'e colour of the
not on the first day made any mention of a bundle containing mt:nzy"an:iﬁthzc; (Ii);x:i ntl:;tphe hf:d
appears to

. have been an after thought.

R
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Accordiny to these witnesses then the first occasion of Mahomed Esuf's being bribed would
appear to have been on Friday 9th April, between the hours of 6 and 7 A. M. by Arsuppa Acharry,
and Appasawmy Chetty with a son-in-law of the prisoner Vencatasawmy Butten, inthe sum of
Rupees 150, that afterwards they all returned together to Triplicane, and that Appasawmy Chet-
ty had been selected for the office on account of his known influence over Mahomed Esuf.

I have already pointed out suspicious circumstances in the depositions of these witnesses.
I proceed to test their facts.

Arsuppa Acharry and Appasawmy Chetty deny altogether any knowledge of or concern in
any such transaction. The former is a cooly gold-smith earning Annas 4 daily. The latter a
cooly carpenter employed on the Railway and earning the same wages. The way in which this*
man gave his evidence impressed me strongly withits truth, I was able to ascertain from the
Railway authorities that from the 6th to 17th April both days inclusive he was daily (except
Sunday 11th)at work full time, viz. from 6 . M. till 11 A. m. and from 1 p. M. till 5-30 ». M. thus
precluding the possibility of his having been on 9th April at Mahomed Esuf's house from 6 to 7 A.
. and then returned thence to Triplicane as stated. Again Friday 9¢th April last was the day of the
«giarut” or funeral ceremonies of the late Moollah or Cazee of Black town and very respectable evi-
dence has been produced before me to show that from about 6 A. M., till nearly 8 A. m., or there-
about Mahomed Esuf was present in the mosque where they were taking place. Since the close
of my examination Ramachendra Row has addressed a letter to me stating that the son of the late
Moollah is prepared to state that the * ziarut” did not commence till 7 A. M., on the day in
question and that Mahomed Esuf did not arrive there till after that hour. I do not however think
it necessary to make any further enquiry in the matter.

So much for the occasion of the alleged first bribe.

The second bribe is alleged to have been paid by Venca
rolease on Friday 16th April in the evening, in the presen
Soobbah Naick, on whose (Soobba Naick’s) evidence alone the charge relies.

Soobbah Naick repeats before me the account he gave in the Police and adheres to it as
correct. He shows no reason for his being present on the occasion and like Narayana Naick the
e is to be believed) according to his own account appear to have taken there
purposely to give evidence on some future occasion, forno other reason appears. He also states
that Appasawmy Chetty joined them from the Railway at half past four o'clock, where, as I have
shown above that he was at work -on this day till half-past five. Appasawmy Chetty denies all
knowledge of any such transaction, but what confirms me in my rejection of Soobbah Naick's
evidence as utterly untrustworthy is the character of the man as shown by some information he
lately gave to the Police regarding a bloody cloth said by him to be buried in the back-yard
of the house of the former prisoner Vencatasawmy Butten. Copies of these papers I obtained
from the Police and herewith submit (marked C.) and any thing more palpably false and fabri-
cated it is difficult to imagine. 1t stamps the character of the informer.

This completes the case of Mahomed Esuf as connected with the Triplicane murder case,
and I may repeat here that for the reasons I have stated I reject the charges against him. I have
<aid that I see reason to think them fabricated to effect a purpose. I will now proceed to ex-
plain those reasons. I have already drawn attention to the time at which the charges first appear
and from Colonel Boulderson’s statement it appears that the witnesses who made those statements
before him were produced as evidence for the defence of Ramachendra Row and the Police from
the Magistrate’s charges against them. I would here point out the singular circumstance that the
witnesses who deposed to the bribing of the barber Gooroovadoo and the brass-smith Vencata
Butten, state nothing regarding the bribing of the Interpreter Mahomed Esuf while those who
depose to the latter circumstance, know nothing apparently of the former.

Among the statements submitted to Government by Colonel Boulderson is one by a Police
Peon, Moonee Lal, who was stationed at the Magistrate's Court while the enquiry there was going
on. The date of this man's first deposition before Colonel Boulderson is 24th April or ten days
after the dismissal of the case from the Magistrate’s Court. It containsa statement of facts which
he said came to his knowledge during the progressof the enquiry, and before me he has asserted
that at intervals he brought them to the knowledge of the Police Inspector Sheik Hussain, and

that before the close of the Magistrate’s enquiry, & deposition was taken from him by the Com-

tasawmy Butten in person after his
ce of Appasawmy Chetty and one

Poojaree, would (if h
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missoner. *This however is false, as appears from Colonel Boulderson's statement that his first in-

formation to him was given after the dismissal of the case by the Magistrate, and he believes on

the day the deposition was recorded, which as above stated was 24th April. In that statement
he does not mention any report of Mahomed Esuf having been bribed, but on the 27th April
(he being still attached to the Magistrate's Court) he comes forward with further information of
what had occurred the preceding day and this time he brings the information that Mahomed
Esuf is said to have been bribed by the friends of Amoorthum the female prisoner, together with

several of the witnesses, and that the bribe had been given to the former through a man attached
to the Railway.

, Singularly enough the person who is so communi
IMooniappah, a Railway Lascar himself, known in Tri
matised in the petition received thence, who is one o
prisoner Amoorthum, and had hiwseif (he tells Moon
of bribery which he details.

cative to a Police officer is one Moonien or
plicane as * Bandykara Moonien,” and stig-
f the numerous sharers in the favours of the
ee Lal) carried out for her benefit this system

To this story, with some slight amplifications and additional particularities, the Police peon
Moonee Lal adheres before me, and admits that he never brought any of these circumstances to
the knowledge of the Magistrate, as it also appears he concealed them' from the Commissioner of
Police. Moonien denies altogether the truth of his (Moonee Lal’s) statement, but I attach little

ef 1s that the peon Moonee Lal had in the course of the trial got

: the witnesses had been bribed, and that when after its dismissal
the Police officers were blamed by the Magistrate, and it was sought to exculpate them, he
informed those interested of what be knew, which being pro

I would beg not to be understo
Boulderson lent himself even passive
tolerate even the suggestion of the p

od as wishing for one moment to insinuate that Colonel
ly to any such proceeding. 1am sure that he would not
ossibility of adopting such a course, and although I think

Pillay after the whale matter had b
vinced that he has'thrpugholut been
whatever it might prove to be.

It remains only to comment on the statement before me of the Revenue Board writer Chen-

goo Ram, who Ramachendra Row states (in his written reply to the charges) produced before
him, firstin the original enquiry the two witnesses Vencatachella Naick and Parthasarathy Pillay
who deposed to seeing the deceased enter the house of the prisoner, hearing his suffocating cries, and
seeing the body carried away, and in fact by the most extraordinarily concatenation of events, per-
sonally witnesses at intervals during some 24 hours, acts of the pri.soners calculated to fix their
guilt incontestably, and yet without themselves in the slightest degree incurring suspicion of compli-
city, and without being aware the one that the other knew the same, Ramachendra Row says
that he requested Chengoo Ram to make enquiries in the murder case, but Chengoo Ram states
that he had at an earlier period been requested by some of the Poljce officers to collect infor-
mation. The point is not of mueh consequence, but it shows that Chengoo Ram had through-
out been working with and in the interests of the Police, and he states himself thai he is an old
friend of the Deputy Commissioner Ramachendra Row. Be this how it may, it is certain that
having previously to the sending of the case to the Magistrate produced before the Police the
witnesses named above, no sooner is the case dismissed by the Magistrate and the conduct of the
Police in it impugned than Chengoo Ram again affords valuable assistan
the other, Narrain Naick the Poojaree, Amaravaty Acharry,
to crown the whole, Soobbah or Soobboya Naick.

I am morally convinced that with the exception perha
of the witnesses whom this man Chengoo Ram brougit fo

ce and produces one after
Narrain Sawmy Naick, and lastly

ps of Amaravaty Acharry every one
rward, ave false evidence either in the
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" Police or before the Magistrate or before me, and I consider that the conduct of both this man
and of the Peon Moonee Lal should not pass unnoticed.

Whatever may have been. their motive I hold it to be impossible that they could innocently
or ignorantly have performed the parts which they have done.

The whole of the papers however on which I have formed my opinion are before Govern-
ment and it is for them to judge in this matter, as also how far it is probable that Ramachendra
Kow could himself have been ignorant that the charges against the Interpreter ‘Mahomed Esuf
were false, as I believe them to be.  Ihold the inference to be inevitable, that if they were false,
he knowingly brought them forward and the only excuse I find is the irritation and exasperation
caused by finding himself' the object of, as I consider, unwarranted aspersions on. his own
conduct in this case, cast by one whom  whether rightly or wrongly he considers his personal
enemy and ill-wisher, and the close patron of Mahomed Esuf between whom also and himself
rivalry if not ill-will have long existed.

With these remarks I beg to conclude this portion of my report.

Madras, (Signed) W. HUDLESTON, :
8th June 1858. Civil Service.

No. 11. OrpER THEREON, No. 917; dated 7th July 1858.

With his letter above recorded, Mr. W. Hudleston forwards his reports on the subjects
referred to him for investigation in the Extracts, from the Minutes of Consultation of the dates
ilth, 18th and 25th May, and 4th June 1858. noted in the margin.

2. He has forwarded separate reports upon the specific charges against the Deputy Com-
missioner of Police Ramachendra Row, and the Magistrate’s Interpreter Maho.med . Esoof, and
in his covering letter addresses himself to the general questions re.ferred .to him on the 2§th
May and 4th Ultimo. Mr. Hudleston accounts satisfactorily for the time which has been occupied
in the enquiry.

3. The Government will first notice the report on the gh,&tggs,‘a.gainsti th? Police and
against the Intefpreter in the Royapettah Office Mahomed Esoof, the investigation of which
was the primary object of Mr. Hudleston's emplpyn_)en_t. : :

4. The charges against the Police, as they are to be deduced from the depositions of the
witnesses examined in the Triplicane murder, case, are, that Ramachendra Row, Deputy Com-
missioner of Police, had endeavoured to suborn evidence against the accused Vencataswamy
Buttén, and that similar attempts had been made by certain of the Police Subordinates. A
Taliar Naigue named Roodruppen was further charged with having withheld from Colonel
Colbeck certain evidence of importance in the enquiry.

5. The conclusion at which Mr. Hudleston has arrived, after careful investigation, in
respect to these charges, is, that there exist no good grounds- for imputing misconduct to the
Deputy Commissioner or any other of the Police in the .Triplicane murder case as charged,
except that the Taliar Naigue did withhold from  the Magistrate’s knowledge certain circum-
stances, the importance of which omission must in a great measure depend on the valtie assigned
to the evidence, so withheld; and that so estimated it was, .in his. Mr. Hudleston’s opinion, a
piece of very‘ serious misconduct. He thinks that uniess the Commissioner of Police ecan satisfy
himself that Roodruppen had no ill intention in concealing these circumstances, he should take
very serious notice of his proceedings.

6. Ingthese views the Right Honorable the Governor in Council fully concurs. He ob-
erves that the ehquiry into the Triplicane case was not originally commenced by Ramachendra
Row, but was made over to him by Mr. T. G, Clarke. He had no credible motive for.acﬁng\
in the way that he is represented to have done, a:nd the evidence against him and the other
Police Officers is, as shewn by Mr. Hudleston, clearly undeserving of credence. 1t seems proba-
ble that the witnesses Seetaram Gooroovindoo and Vencata Butten were gained over by the
friends of the prisoner, who practised upon the well known feeling of Colonel Colbeck towards
the Police, and Ramachendra Row in particular, to submit to him evidence, which, as falling
in with his own preconceived impressions, he too readily admitted to the prejudice of the Police,
and too hastily acted on in the dismissal of the grave case then under his enquiry,

&
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7. - The countercharge against the Interpreter Mahomed Esoof is that on two oceasions?
once whilst the charge of murder against Vencataswamy Butten was under examinfnion at.the
Royapettah Police Court, and once immediately after the prisoner's release, he rece'xved bnb.es
from the accused for his exertions in his behalf. Mr, Hudleston's judgment of this charge is,
that it is supported by no evidence worthy of credit, that the evidence circumstantial and othen:-
wise on the other side warrants the belief that it is altogether unfounded, and probably fabri-
cated to strengthen the defence, or aid the exculpation of the Police Officers from the charge
against them. Mr, Hudleston has entered minutely into the circumstances of each of the two
alleged instances of bribery, and his review of them fully convinces the Government that 'the
charges ate utterly false, and got up by some of the Police Officers to meet the charges agmf]st
themselves. It is with regret too that the Government are compelled to come to the conclusion
that the Deputy Commissioner Ramachendra Row has lent himself to the bringing forward

these charges in the full knowledge of their falsehood. That he suspected or believed the
malignant aspersions on his own character to have had their origin in the Interpreter Mahomed
Esoof cannot be accepted as an excuse for such conduct.

8. The Government agree with Mr. Hudleston in his view of Taliar Naigue Roodruppeﬂts
conduct, but they will leave it to the Commissioner of Police to deal as he deems fit with this
man as also with the Peon Moonee Lall. who figures so discreditably in connection with the
charges against the Interpreter.

9. Mr. Hudleston's next report is on the petition addressed by Narrainah Pillay on ?he
23rd April last, to Colonel Boulderson, and by him submitted to Government. In this petition
Narrainah Pillay charges the Interpreter Mahomed Esoof, with having intimidated him from
proceeding with a charge of forgery which he was then prosecuting before the Police, and hav-
ing induced him to agree to a compromise, the terms of which had not been fulfilled. Mr. H .ud’
leston has examined this matter very carefully and has clearly proved that the charge against
the Interpreter is utterly false, and that it has been if not originally instigated at least subse-
quently fomented by other parties from interested motives to compromise Mahomed Esoof as
deeply as possible at a time when other charges were also being laid against him. The Govern-
ment think it unnecessary to follow Mr. Hudleston in his reasonings, but they entirely agree 1n
his conclusions. They think too with him that the original charge of forgery preferred b:Y
Narrainah Pillay against Soobroy Chitty should not have been committed to the Magistrate's
Court. They further cannot approve of Colonel Boulderson having taken depositions from Lh;
parties who were_to be witnesses in support of Narrainah Pillay's charge against Mahomed E“(‘l’
after the petition which contained that charge had been referred by Government to Mr. H'-‘l l;
leston. They regret moreover to observe that this is not the only instance of the kind whic
has occurred. 1In his letter of the 14th June, prefixed to this Extract, Colonel Colbeck has
complained with great justice of the Commissioner having taken from the witness Seetaram

an information deeply to the prejudice of his character after the matter to which it relates had
been referred by Government to Mr. Hudleston in their orders of the 11th May.

10. That Narrainah Pillay was incited or encouraged by others to prefer his petition has
been above hoticed as most probable.  Colonel Colbeck has however distinetly stated that he
believes the petition to have been drafted by Ramachendra Row, he does not state this from sus-
picion only, but was told it on a promise of secrecy by one not under his control and wh.om h;
promised not to bring forward. The Government cannot but express their diaapproba'twn ot
accusations deeply affecting the character of public servants occupying a high position, being pY
forward in this manner. "

I1. The Government now turn to the remarks made by Mr. Hudleston in his letter trans-
mitting the reports.

12. The Government quite agree with M. Hudleston in his comments upon the unhnppf
state of feeling between the Depaty Commissioner of Police, and the Magistrate of th? R;’)‘;
pettah Office and the prejudicial effect that it must have upon the public service. 1t is ¢ e:l;_
however, Colonel Colbeck may disguise it from himself, that such a feeling does exist, tlfﬂ o
kas no slight influence upon him that his participation in it is fully known toall the Subordina®
Officers in the Police Department and to the servants in his own office, and that it cannot
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to act injuriously on both. Colonel Colbeck’s distrust of the Police, and bad opinion of the

Deputy Commissioner, Ramachendra Row, are abundantly shown in the papers that Mr, Hud-
leston has submitted,

13.  Asa consequence of this feeling, it is, that Colonel Colbeck is prone to put the worst
construction upon the proceedings of the Police, to accept too readily, and without due inquiry,
statements to their prejudice, and to attribute to improper motives, acts which may have only
proceeded from ignorance or imperfect training, and which might be corrected, if brought to
the notice of the Commissioner in a proper spirit, The feeling, in its turn, must of course react
upon the Commissioner and dispose him to view all irregularities on the part of his Subordinates
that may be brought to his knowledge as so many direct charges against his Department.

14, Nor is the mode injwhich the Commissioner deals with such complaints as may be
made against his Police servants by the Magistrate, by any means such as the Government can
approve. In place of investigating them fully’and impartially, the accused parties are allowed
to recriminate, and to meet the charges against themselves by countercharges against those in
the other office. This is Very conspicuous in the instances which have led to this enquiry. The
accusation against Ramachendra Row and the Taliars of having suborned evidence is replied to
by allegations of bribery against Mahomed Esoof, and false evidence sought in support of them.
It must be evident that the charge against the Interpreter is no answer to the charge against the
Deputy Commissioner and that both charges might have been true, as they have both proved
to be false. Had the Commissioner of Police investigated the latter of these charges in the same
careful and dispassionate Wmanner as Mr, Hudleston has done, and there was no reason why he
should not, their falsehood would soon have been made apparent, and had Ramchendra Row
confined himself to a simple denial and demand for thorough inquiry, he would have occupied
a far better position than he does at present,

15.  As matters, however, now stand, it seems hopeless to expect any confidence or cor-
diality between Colonel Colbeck and Ramachendra Row, and the Government therefore think
that the Commissioner should, as far as possible, arrange for the cases which may be sent up
to the Royapettah Office being transmitted thither through himself or his other Deputy, so that
there may be as little intercourse as possible between: Ramachendra Row and the Magistrate
of the 8rd District.

16.  Mr. Hudleston’s observations on the complaints made by Colonel Colbeck in his letter to
Government of the 1st J une, are very sensible. It is clearly the duty of the Police Department
to bring their cases before the Magistracy in as complete a form as possible, and it {s proper
that the Magistrate should report to the Commissioner when they may fail to do so, pointing out,
at the same time, wherein the case is imperfect, that such defects may be guarded against in future.
It cannot, however, but happen, even under a better Police establishment than that which exists
at Madras, but that the Magistrate will occasionally have to modify the wording of the charge
originally sent him, and will have to send for additional evidence and instruct the Police how to
find it, all of which clearly falls within the range of his duty. Mr. Hudleston has correctly ob-
je:cted to Colonel Colbeck’s idea that he would perhaps have done right in dismissing the non-re-
gistration of arms case, because laid before him in an unsatisfactory manner, :

l?. - "With respect to this particular case, Colonel Colbeck’s remarks will be referred to the
Commissioner of Police for his explanation, as the matter is of a serious character,

_ 18. The mode by which at present cases are brought by the Police before the Magistracy,
is deseribed by Mr. Hudleston in paras. 15 to 23 of his letter. The Government are not now
prepared to consider the question whether committable cases should be sent to the Sessions by
the Commissioner or their Deputies direct, or through the Magistracy. In other respects, they
do. not see reason to alter the present system. They ave, however, decidedly of opinion that the
daily charge sheets should undergo much more careful scrutiny than they now receive from the
Deputy Commissioners, and be weeded of trivial cases, or cases not of a criminal nature, which
now seem unprofitably to engage much of the time of the Magistrates. The Government look
upon such examination as most necessary, and, indeed, a primary part of the Deputy Commis-

sioner’s duty, and they cannot at all accede to Colonel Colbeck’s proposal, that ¢ the taking of

the reports” made to his Court, by a superior Police Officer be discontinued. It might indeed

be better that the reports should not be taken by the Deputy Commissioners sitting in the Police
E
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Courts, but in some separate office, and the Commissioner will arrange for this being done and the
revised sheets sent on to the Police Courts. There is clearly nothing in the Act XIII of 1856,
to prevent the rejection of trifling or absurd cases from the daily sheets.

19. Lastly, the Right Honorable the Governor in Council must express his hope that the
antagonism between the Police and the Royapettah Magistrate, but not, as far as the Govern-
ment are aware, between the Police and the other Magistrates, will give way to a better feeling
on both sides and one more conducive to the public good. The Government must warn all par-
ties that such a state of things cannot be permitted to continue, and that, if it be again brought
to their notice, it will be put down effectually and by the most determined measures. Ramchen-
dra Row will, also, be especially cantioned by the Commissioner of Police, and Mahomed Esoof
by the Magistrate of the Royapettah office, that their future conduct will be narrowly watched
and the most serious notice taken of any proceedings on their part calculated to cause divisions
between the Police and Magistracy and to obstruet the public service.

20. In conclusion the Government have to thank Mr. Hudleston for the very satisfactory
manner in which he has performed what was not an easy nor a pleasant duty.

(Signed) T. PYCROFT,
Chief Secretary.

Ptag
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