


i e S

—— o P o LY

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Judicial Department,
~ 22pd May 1863. B4 -

Read the following papers :—

No. 18l From T. SYDNEY SMYTH, Esq., Advocafe General; to the Chicf Secretm to
Government, Fort Saint George, dated 24th April 1863, 2 : A
I have the honJr to subnut, for the mformatlon of His Excel!encv the Govemor in mmcxl ;

and several witnesses to Madrus, that, Jstly, Mr Longl
Peace, and 2ndly, that Dashwood ought to bave been tri

not being a European British subject, and therefore not liable,
at Vizagapatam, to the criminal jurisdiction of the High Co
were not sent down to Madras, and the Grand Jury therefo

bave prosecuted ; but found on mquxry that the case did not :
called for my intervention. The prisoner was a mere boy,
evidence against him was his own confession, confirmed, fsv'
uncle and Dr. vanSomeren, that the child which lost its
and that he took it up to pacify it ; but getting angry at
on the ground, impatiently but not thinking to do it an
outside, said he heard but one noise, and the Doctor s
fall. The verdict was culpable homicide. :

4., The other cases were Nos. 24 to 27 inclusive, in wl
servants were committed for having possession of forged ‘Stamp
for the purpose of counterfeumg Goyernment Stamps. )

5, It is possible that xf when mformatlon was ﬁrst

discovered ; but it would seem thal: the first step taken, not ti

was to seud the informer’s letter to the Revenue Board, where
elapsed before the next step was taken, viz., to send it, but not until
A% 1863, to Mr Norfor thé Snperintendent of Stamp.; who algaip

ous fi'oﬁ:x the

The ev:deuce of the mt‘ormeu and their friends was however
e, He cleatly

~ first, avnd thp Magxstrate would have been qmte warmnted in dls;ﬂigsmgv :

arged on sﬁspxcwn of sﬁea ' a0y -
ives, who had fled i‘tom Madras to v

R ; mem through ihe first p isoner. Heand his three witness e had qw

i soveral actions, with thh they bad no apparent connectio

been wholly discredited by the Judges of the Supreme Court.




o B
e o e P y
R Ird .

- TS,

Proceedings of the Madras Government, J um
22nd May 1863. :

v o R e ria e

e

cious st ‘as, the :
1} G thf“ they had repeatedly, (me 7 or {8 times, ay other 15 to 20 i
\3 pl‘:;cs; of forging, by, or in presence of, all five prisoners, through S
an 0O o 0w ; ;
a y open window. They swore too that they had seen this ingA a-|pm;[ly open door,
§ pril, May and June

1862 ; yet never mentioned it till Ja

$ anuary 1863 — :

vholly unexplaived. ! Sesragm i long silenco. beingylal
(]

8. It was proved moreover tha
t t Jagannad: Pondi
e . & ondia had had
for::l :ta‘n:e well where the plaster of Paris moulls were found &ndc"!“stant, easy, and recent
fufml i+ il’p‘}:;!)ler was fnun(:\ on the 27th January, had been 5";=r0hed_l 1at the room, where the
: ile an open window afforded an easy opporrunity of thrﬂn .the :%Gth, and nothing
owing ia a roll of pa
) pen

and the room was not sk

showt : { 3

: : v to belong to any of the prisoners, while th

odgers in the house. rs while the : 1 ot}

a Ie were several othe r

9, The trial bega i
short consultation retgnr’;i:';lzl‘)vl;izz~:1wf 15 a.nd i, Wednesday, the J
been before disbelieved bj the Su : ; n(«;[ guilty., The informers and their w"“.y g 2l
having pointedly put it to the Jur") :}rfle ik up"f‘ el n?f?e% hauf‘g
viz., either that the prisoner was )' ;dt s ml'm e Ry “; &) fle o JUfStme
s ve"“{,x:l té\ of forgmg, or the witnesses guilt ‘f two conclusions,
gL gl c of the Jury therefore practicall a] T ); ° a most foul con-
pirators, I felt that 1 ought not, uypo:: e(:"ilmg ACTSTIIE e
g idence so discredited

both by Jury and Julge, to proceed against the other pri
risoners ;

aguinst any of -
g y of them. there being no other evidence

10, While clea e
early uf et
SRR i v_er; Htpllmgn that ne con¥iction upon such evide
Vit yll tle 4 ubt that some —at least of 1 nee was to be hoped for, 1
b ntly concerned in fore the prisone
B0 by Tt ] ‘TS, a

on to a very considerable extent rZing stamps, and that such forne;' lnd ssme a1

¢ gery has been carvied

‘1. klx “ f i i ow extr l
- ‘ q._l: orfor s evldeuce xhewed‘ eme
gel’x“lne wt‘" ﬁ*gc‘ktEd 8tamp8, upm] c()n"nl)n

{ cou

Yy easy it is t
o s o take i $
50 as to make, v the latier, moulds or die ike impressions, from

atry sealing
2 Wwax by T
nweh - superi i &, from whi SRR TR bt kSl
: th’lo.r to any of the forged Stamus 3 ich fo‘gﬁd nnPl’essiuns b'lul.'
urgently required to this matter \v';h tamps seized by the Police. A § 1 SRanuine

i : : ! a view to devis e - Aftenti :
of this very imporiant branch of the Public K devise additivua on therefore is

evenne.

l plﬂ‘.a ‘. on
.. ulions fOl‘ the prulec 1

No. 182.  From JOHN

ROBERT BOYS
Houorabl-_e ik ARBUTHN()';IS%N,’ Esq., Government Solicito N
Mudras, 30:h April 1863, No. 257 hief Secr r, Madras ; to the

Tue Quees

5 against
apgrtT Borce Dismyoon. L

For fraudalently appropriating enclosures in a letter

etary to G
overnment, Madras, dated

1 , .
ernment ti;letg :;ix?l:’mbg wshit Ly
2 a8 been i
carria A a tempora 5
2. The oriso tida ingfh(mj [ might perhaps say d(:r:\y)r():f ml:s
The prissner ought not 10 have be > 1u the case noted in th ; il
he not being a Buropean British subj e committed for trial by th e margin,
High Court in respect of the of Subyect; and, therefore, not suly ¥ the High Court at Madras,
been committed for trial by th egce-whmh he “mmitted’ wt :7‘; ject to the jurisdiction of the
L j e Sessions (¢ e eth w Vlzagapatam,
8. ‘The doubt as to the prisoner’s b((:i:,urt at Chicacol apatam. BHe ought to have

e.
me on Saturday the 21st ultimo.

2 a European Briti
afia = I forthwith insti ritish subject
satisfied me that the doubt was but t W:;;t‘::i:xr;s.;ﬁ;l ject, was first suggested to

4. 1 aceordingly about midday on Sun by fniries, and the result of these inquirios
trate a.t« Vizat"n,pa,lam. t 3 ay on Sun(lay the 22“(1 ulb'

g not to send the witnesses for Vs tmo, telegraphed to the Magis

> prosgee 5

(aS ﬂle n‘“ 83i0“3 were not to co h th .
the Sth instant) a . l

at my te\ch m w

:Q & ou

to save the witnesse
sses from the t
o sl on o0 el Hfouble and annoyance of coming to M Id be in time
S il o E..y .amlle igh Court in a ease which neither th adrss to give evidence
e (.)n u zz\lld al:so save Government their tr (; f’“e nor the other had
PO T avelling expenses and their
P wough Messrs. Arbuthnot & Co

it

e
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to Nursing Row one of the witnesses for the prosecution residing at Vizagapatam, (and in
reply to a communication from Nursing Row) intimating that he need not come to Madras. His
so doing would have put him to great inconvenience, and Government to the outlay of his tra-
yelling charges.

5. My telegram of the 92nd ultimo to the Magistrate of Vizagapatam was unfortunately too
late to stay the despatch of the witnesses to Madras; for,as I subsequently learned from the
Magistrate of Vizagapatam, they had started for Madras some time before my telegram of the
99nd ultimo reached him. :

' G. The witnesses noted in the margin reached Madras in

'k&:g:;:;f’q‘ due course, and were sworn t0 give evidence before the Grand Jury
galK;(}) ‘ffcuﬁinig;d“' on the Bill preferred to them in the ordinary course by the Clerk
2 . - - -

Nunala Garana. of the Crown ; but1n consequence of the absence of Nursing Row,
Eppili Appays, and Perumelle who, upon the authority of my countermand did not come to

Madras, the Grand Jury found ¢ 70 Bill.”

7. On this return the Lord Chief J ustice intimated an intention of estreating Nursing

Row's recognizance for his mon-attendance, but upon my z.mppearing in f)ourt and through the
Advocate (General explaining that it was upon my authority that Nursing Row had stayed his

departure for Madras, His Lordship allowed the matter 10 pass:

tion of Mr. Branson the prisoner’s Counsel, the prisoner (on the Grand Jury’s

8. On the mo . '
returning ** 00 bill”) was brought up and ordered to be discharged. I however had provided for

this contingeney by laying an information before the Commissioner of Police, who upon informa-
tiong duly sworn before him, had issued his warrant for the prisoner’s arrest. Upon this
to custody as soon as he was discharged and is now lodged in the Peni-

warrant he was taken in . ‘
tentiary, where he will remain until the Magistrate of Vizagapatam can send down a fresh war-

ront for his custody grounded upon fresh informations duly sworn ab Vizagapatam.

9. When the Officer arri
be handed over to his custody to be conveyed back to '
mately meeb the punishment which, in my opinion, he most c'early and justly deserves.

10. It is much to be regretted that the witnesses should have been subjected to the trouble
and annoyance of a long journey (0 Madras, and that Government should have been put to con-

siderable expense for their travelling and other expenses, the more especially as, if my informa-
tion be correct, (his might well have been avoided, had the proper Officers ab '.Vlzaga.pa.tam made
such enquiries as ought to have ocourred to them when (as I am told) the prisoner insisted upon
his right to be tried at Chicacole and not to be sent to Madras on the ground that he wasnot 2

European British subject: : S5
1L. Ihave telegraphed fo the Magistrate of Vizagapatam “ Dashwood i8 detained in cus-
before the (Commissioner of Police until you send down an

< tody upon informations sWorn : : .
« Offjcer with fresh warrant for his arrest grounded on frosh informations duly sworn at Vizaga-

The witnesses have returned to Vizagapatam. Lose no time.”

" 2
patam. .
12. The Commissioner of Police has disbursed the necessary advances to the witnesses on

ves from Vizagapatam with a lawful warrant, the prisoner will
Vizagapatam, where, 1 trust, he will ulti-

account of their expenses:

s gu——

ORDER THELEON, 2gnd May 1862, No. 790.

No. 183. J 0 : 5
1t appears [rom the foregoing letters that the Principal Assistant Magistrate of Vizagapa-

tam acting in the capacity of Justice of the Peace, committed one Robert Boyce Dashwood. for
rge of having fraudulently apprOpriated an enclosure in a

trial before the High Court on & cha ent] : g
letter ; Mr. Longley not having qualified asa Justice of the Peace and the prisoner nf)t being a
European Buitish subject. Lt is stated that the prisoner represented to Mr. Longley that he was

not a European British subject, and that he ought therefore to be tri‘ed at Chicacole and not at
Madras. Mz Longley will be called upon for explanation on both points.
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