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Proceedings qf “tlzé 3 t'dras Goverumem Judicial Department
1‘3#75 OCtober 1865.

Read the following papers :—

No. 78. From the Honorable D. ARBUTHNOTT, Magistrate of Salem, to the
Honorable A. J. ARBUTHNOT, Chief Secretary to Government, Fort
Saint Greorge ; dated Salem, 31st July 1865, No. 23.

With reference to Extract Minutes of Consultation, dated 10th June 1856,
No. 591, conveyed in the Board’s Order, dated 20th June 1856, I have the honor to
report, for the information of Government the following case of torture against a
Head and Deputy Constable of the Salem Police.

9. House-breaking and theft was alleged to have been committed in the house
of one Subbamal of Salem, on the night of the 23rd March 1865, and property, to the
valu,e of Rupees 1182-4-0, was said to have been stolen. The complainant and the

, ted three persons, whom they pursued to Namgherrypett ; but as nothing

m their houses, after due search, the Police rcturned to Salem without

3 On the 30(;11 Maxch the complamant deposed upon oath before the Salem
Town Sub-Magistrate, and the Head Con-

stable® of the Salem town obtained a

~ warrant of arrest on the same date, and

. proceeded to Namgherrypett on the 2nd

'mested three persons‘}' on the

n whose jurisdiction the warrant of
Procedure Code).

Rl ‘The Hca.d
of arrest, mwde anoth_ 3

'soners, when a fonrth party’.t, the wxfe of
" the: 2nd pnsoner, was also arrested.

rtie : produced hefore. the Sub-Mamstrate of Ragzi-
: mg‘\of the 6tha‘ em, when Ramakistna bhetty, one of the number,
made a confessmn of the alleged theft in Subbamal’s house.

7. ‘On the Tth, Head Constable marched the 1st, 2nd, and 4th prisoners to
galem, and detained the 3rd at Rampoor, nnﬁer the warrant of the Razipoor Sub-
’ p
Magistrate. - 3
8. This Head Cons’cab'!e, Nmm ﬂir"ned again to Namgherrypett on the

9th April, whence he wrote 3 letter Head Constable of the Razipoor station o]

send Ramahstna Chetty to him at Namgherr : t. He was accordingly sent out of
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Iﬁgh Court, dated 30th March 1863,
__»oteﬂ o aﬂ.ufe separately } he bad

w

0,‘ I c'f’ ‘ﬁoﬁ .concur mth ﬁle Segm,_, ; qu o
s of the”ﬁmb Courtto this case. T
:taigiero for dmtmct aﬁences i and tha e‘{i

‘-f " Tﬂ red S T : (ritten

%u% the applwabﬂxty oF the Pro-
nents against the lst

uv‘\

prosecution was also ¥ =
of the Hzgh Court '

mﬂh It wa.s urged

o seds s about to be dis-

y | ﬂ‘pe“S&I&n._TD. n Sul
of Bze oamplmnant" u as foﬂo

ly,puse ‘ i;n wbxelt was & Iargo bdx, séng,‘ d b3
- pig] :bﬁ %rd Mnmh, compluind:ﬁ,&u%
eep in her eook-mom ke S
iJn' her ‘Way to the ﬂmk-mom, ;he_ ga.m

8 ;
Jr;d I ac;)ordmg o 1} : e ﬁhﬁﬁﬂ ‘conbiary to custom, but she asked 10 quesqug gf them, nor of her cook v»ho, it
Iny&smangi: iy |/ appears, had aduwitted them deriig shegighbino the Hgghes |
Qn " =
al Code. 4 B . s ‘.g_um morning, the door of t;he room contmmng‘ the Je“els is. found open, as Well as

. the back door of the house.
', ’er]?ohce are now called in. : y :
“1 aoel 6 The l'arge box in which the jewels had been kept is deseribed as ha.vmo» had the pad- o |
; ~ lock broken off, and then wrenched open by a crowbar or siailar weapon. This was not pxodmd
before the Sub-Magxstrate until 33 days after the alleged theft, and not tll after it had been
Rl ¥ k0 repeatedly called for by hint.
v \ o, fl 5 Bl W
e P A N SR g 1 carefully examined this box in the presence of Ingpacm Jones, who pointed out tha
;' d, ; mm‘ks of orowbar or chisel used in forcing open the box, 2
: i _ These marks had plainly “been put on the-bpx open, as n was per efectly li_)zpca:i&lo &
:'- - j v ’geq,ch ﬁxe ;md marks with any instrument whatevqr when the bow was eloteds Sl iy

16 Iencloseﬁ,capy'ofn‘a‘ Régiste
Hwill be seen all the pamsulars o b
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keepmo' Ramaklstna Chetty n
dlsobeyma a direction of law, &
necessary delay, before the
 Section, 220 and 166 of the

iy <y

1 i | ¥ g Thie cireumstance appears to have castno sﬁaﬁ \
T b and ey proceeded to make oat a list oi‘ ﬁxe m;sﬁmﬁl.

1
o )

i P
" g fl

w"



il peets
e

iy W

#
' - - ;"‘{

by
by

Tl
v"‘. v

S,




edirmmanbay - SLI0

,. £ ,w g s o Ry s ,..< ]
e : ; ~ suonsanb fup
(R R ¢ TRl 3 G P :
gt 1 2 & & i ] i 5
i S PR TS “ ANOM S U1 INRM APEUL I9UOSE :
,,,,,,M;_,m [ PamB qeqy wons o _
A [ e
‘ i
1% = ,
£ S | |taoucs Pt . 3
& ey 1973 Jo. y25q 13 03 2807 ST YIAAA : . . ‘ ; 3 , 3 PRI i ! iy
& e | | B8 et , A
} ErA 4 ..M.l; 13
i b 14
V. A |
f ) A0 g A
. % S
1 e ey o AT f...o.ﬁ.ﬂ. L : 3
M 12 | ey 33001 oqa (ssattin iy |
) L9 aguostad | ‘,v
o iR s : 5

S g
0, . = < b

ZiA) J E. 90d uagSmuy
Ld- pig) stowus, |IQEIRT0Y  pesH
{351 241 o7 Jm s |{3nda(q - “Sumsdap
~ |&uesunjoa‘gg GO a0y
9708 pus’ 20a) |WA[ES ‘B[qEISTOy
- 9o 1Y TPRRY] ‘nzey utereN

N w

S

g
jo 9y

P

uiso

-3?25: 244 jo JaqwnM ‘ —

|~




‘
4

. T

———

Y T ——..

vy

P
3

" account for them by stating that a fight }

B

i Proceedings of ﬂéﬂM dm&emmm ,qudwml Departm

Iy

el LT o

l
Ly il g
T
Ml

e

i R R S

 13th October 1865, 4 { *
eSS ~ e o Y ~.r},r’_ o e
iy, K e S e
Remarks on Case of “ Torture” No.1 on -
1. In this case, _Ratﬁékistha Chetty, Brdpnsoné’r )iﬁ’éb’ié;‘m I¢ i
' o gty . Magistrate's &) b3 Tt
. ®ThiG ase was, &nmixw}by my orders, and Y remarks i e %‘ ‘
thereon ace befors the Sesston Conrt. A ag Lo k ;
Listna Chetty to be examined by the Zillah Sur %?
that the marks.on comp lainant looked 5 if th Bl
complainant, but that, as the wounﬂa ‘wé;gg,lj['nm o N
opinion. : AR A R T v §

.8, Head Coustable Nmmﬁazn(lst s
- Sub-Magistrate, admits that there were murks

ot
i I

Chetty, and M;Other, i‘égar di D g sg’l,xﬁ gk
that certain marks, said 10 be marks o ot plina
- joiceyf wid plantains. Thero is no evidence whatever of th
8. The Moonsiff denies any compla

record of it at the Po

- received & complaing regarding th
insulﬂef"en:cy of food ; and of this ap
a Takeed, A, to Namgherrypott Dep /
food at proper hours, and not to us
if the 8rd witness did not believe complai
“ Neerbundum” 2 After writing this Takeed, &
question of the prisoners regardmgih ]
on him by the Court, whether he consid
regarding (heir complaint, he said he did ko
conduet of the village Moonsiff (7vh wit
Since ordering-‘&hgf&c;mm.ittal of the ol
perfectly aware af the time of the ﬂl;};iéga\ ;
and Monigar jdf;Na‘xng-h_errypett,‘:erqoﬂitr‘@h”e
declined to do g0, T have therefore ordered the
Monigar at the Sessions, to enable the Court, o
6. Iregret now that T did not examin the y
case on the prosecution side, and ordering the committal of
could do so. There beiug no legal proof against the 3pd, ¢
ordered to hsrelgaeed s i (el
7. Thel m\u} #nd prisoners declined to mako a
 their witnesses were called on o s '
- witnesses, T did not refuse to s
inquiry, I have been opposed
prispricri’ "2 NS BT o]

ummon them, In conelusion, I W
by the Polts, yho have takes

: douteh:
on themselses the defoncn 5. "

-(s‘igned) D, ARBUTHNOTT,
Ak ) s Sy ) Magisirate,

of hh‘g,

" gt

'

~%
e

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Judicial Depariment, 9
i 13¢h October 1865.

. . 2 %, , he
Reforred to the Inspector General of Police, who will report what steps
eferr

1 d and
wi o to the charges against the Hea
may have taken, or may take, with reference to g

Deputy Constable in question.
Fogr Saint GEORGE,
154h September 1860

From W.ROBINSON, Esq., Inspector General of Police, to the Hoxslg;l;
1 :&O J A.RBUTHNOT, Chief Secretary to Goviarnment, Fort
l(;‘r:orée , dated Kotagherry, 26th September }86?, No. 1911.tI iy
lv to the reference of Government, dated 15th instant, on the it
- r'e 2! £ Salem, dated 31st July, I have the honor to state that the In
the Megpp (? ision i1’1 which the suspected torture occurred has left the service.
pedtdiies D{I;Z]l slle has been dismissed, and the Deputy He'aad. Constable, vivho was
b )11 :;hare in the alleged torture by the plaintiff, and acquitted :ny
exongrgted fro'm'a s. has been transferred to another station, as were all the Police
e Ses:fix;ﬁ at which the alleged offence oqcurred: ‘ ‘
Ofe e = as committed by the Magistrate as against the Pohc.:e officers
% The. i vIvt is unnecessary to go into details ; but the fa}cts wh.mh trans-
e : e t called forth from the Bench most severe and just strictures on
P i Sub-Magistrate at least. The report submitted to Goverflment
e 00Ildu<l3t : ’:;11:3; tlllle Magistrate has taken due notice of his supineness and illegal
ot show

But for his conduet, the opportunity of committing the alleged offence
u #

(Signed) A.J. ARBUTHNOT,
Chief Secretary.

No. 79.

does n
procedure.

d. T
o nOfihaVi orc: “olx;rihis occasion to draw the attention of Government to th®
3. 1 ventu

3 is nature. I have dealt with those whom the
g e involvei 1:11 ?xiltallll':;) zz;lss: i:illhs severity—about which I admit I have ftf,lt
Meginraetils ebe use I am unwilling to retain (even although the vSub-?Iagls-
e - eluctance—; A '-(;afault) in the Service men who are suspected of resorting tf)
B 'yal i)ecéuse I believe that there is some foundation for the suspls .
ﬂleg@l&?r%ctme?’ ‘;Tlthz';f when a Magistraté‘has submitted the conduct of a pubhf:
i, S t hlﬁl} ial tribunal where, after a fair trial, he has been acquitted, the pri-
ia towjudml thl;lj*to th,e benefit of the verdict ; and that the Magistrate should
pEr wmly en}ffit_jaééfsion especially if one of acquittal. This is clearly t.he
as a mlg?pceptﬁ]{; iI: the one I’ generally follow, and I believe is in consonance with
law{:ule&w::(}o erhrﬁenf in respeét‘to' Vthe)man‘agement of their servantsl}z)y De-
‘thef;wvl:?f:l oﬁice:s. Ido ’not think that Policemen should be exempted from the
‘partmen s

application of this just principle.

No. 80 OrpER THEREON, 13th October 1865, No. 1450,

t consider that the
i om the papers before them, the Governmen'
i Judgl??;hil gzipoo’i'pSub-Magisuate afforded the opportunity for the abuse of
el 9 hich has been brought to light and punished, and the?' resolv.e, therefore,
:uthc;?g zini through the District Magistrate, for such explanation of his conduct as
0 call o1 R o O :
“be able to offer.
o mgy bi‘ﬁslehft:a?sfrate will send up this explanation to Gov'ernmex.xt through
1l Aétino‘ Sess’iz Judge, who, in forwarding it on to Government, will have an
1¢ 24 B

opportunity of offering any remarks on it that he may wish fo m ake.







L e ot . U =3
— oy = i
e —

/ m,,,/g/ lp deerv oLZZ I#’%a/l/%(%(/ﬂ/(,d‘ // %

e

| // : "/a' mép MM/P(” L/yMﬂf/l: 44;14/

g“ %ao{ &'wawﬁ) ze/adn%/[m, Wﬂ//p,{,ni/?

/ﬁl’/zu/ M am Mwb Lﬂﬁwe1 emX
oo 78 7‘“‘71,%‘/7 fni Mdfwm

ﬂigfﬂ‘/ a a&qﬁch/nmu 7 (faw . /»w//w/,aém\/
ﬂma/&w/ﬁm C% Wml Mmu,e,oa? dt/?

1a & oo TR W
%, woe oredded wacodev Mn«: 290 MPJ/JD/

;,,,/. /ﬁ /vaw wuw %aﬁr«za& @zo& e .. Caet

(i %/ L bl sl ke
P | Gl ?{W dM it . el el

Cvmmo&d 9 ym/ﬁf,u/ .&%aﬂa% ay e B wém%

| : A ‘ b ‘ /tyz a//«) 4 (/y/{; 6//"‘7_ ZW e S g e | 7. ﬁ/ﬂ o é/@' _4?'
B Mo M vkl
f ! e 7 /éél %J«/ g&l/ﬁl /& wa Caxes ', |

! ¥ - d&//w S 7 [[ S /5 ST iy

He ‘-—J Aabol ium/ o

/lu il -

{1y
2

o5 4,417-4 Espvrehle i % fM/ g/Mfa s a,{ 3{
/[/wu, fuj’é/ /ﬁ /)W Iefz/w /m/ ne bwd“'/f/l/lftw/ |
% i wde7 o zf/ﬁ],,ed}wv M a
,,mja/ g dwl/aw/ﬂf /%07“%%14414‘(/»/ bVVﬁVéh/

&

LA
A

nr f |
m fafu amnk Conerny w#/)ﬁ@m;

e B sboet 4" ppbiatility g th Rroeediy']

/s /WJ At 7" Cevse )ﬁ’

« W %meul an d ’LA evidliracy f(nx it /VW/WW ':
: JA’ Jdorerr B A j /MA,, /ﬁ,u/[ “

. “"k:?’ M R alos ﬂﬂj a (‘/ﬂﬂ

% v WW /[0 /%v y
WA“/ Los Mo oftarew i WWW 7 /(Z»/‘/%J{/'M
: Ao A /Ka/l)‘f/ Lrren a/i{ou

,Nw‘J oo %fow W*’W
| sy AN

e

;

| @w/v ;M/zf Z’/ ﬂ M %JW/
o

|

F



@

P T T IR T



-t

St R

LB ALZ / A m 52, D
s r ,w.... + :
S : TR YRS

(%




s )
S Tl
s
o

B R il DN 5
- e




3
ik
i
j
L
i
N
N A
k \

MWZ an /NMM/)"%J m /Wé

| W;ﬁ/f’;m}wﬂ, il

Vilive bt
Aotk

/

4
/
.




! ﬁ..q..!.,ﬂfﬂ .:, .(-._' nv\wdvjo Mmhav_sh
m\rnv\mm mmam! N&%&.«&S&
26.&.%.. Paphet »

PROCEEDINGS OF GOVERNMENT.

@N&N&\\m 2325
24357

U&&\.\N\&. \s\«w\ ) e

« R




	Image00016
	Image00017
	Image00018
	Image00019
	Image00020
	Image00021
	Image00022
	Image00023
	Image00024
	Image00025
	Image00026
	Image00027
	Image00028

