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No.271.  Read the following Proceedings of Government in the Legislative
Department.

Read letter from A. COLVIN, Esq., Officiating Under Secretary to the Govern-
ment of India, to J. D. MAYNE, Esq., Assistant Secretary to Govern-
ment, Fort Saint George, Legislative Department; dated Fort William,
99th December 1864, No. 7030.

Home Department.
Legislative. ”,

1 am directod to acknowledge the reccipt of your letter, No. 181, dated the 7th
July, on the subject of regulating the sale of poison by law. '

2. Inreply, I am directed to transmit to you the accompanying eopy of a
letter, addressed to the Government of the North-Western Provinees, No. 1545, dated
the 6th March 1863, and to state that, with reference to the concluding paragraph of
that letter, the Governor Goneral in Council is not prepared at present to propose
any general legislation, such as has been suggested by the Government of Madras.

3. T am directed to cxpress regret at the delay which has occurred in replying
to your letter, and to explain that it has been caused in procuring from another
Department correspondence bearing on the question.

From E. C. BAYLEY, Esq., Secretary to the Government of India, to J. D. SANDFORD, Esq.,
Officiating Secrctary to the Government of the North-Western Provinces; dated Fort
William, Gth March 1863, No. 1545.

Hcme Department,

Judicial. '
Sir George Couper’s letter, No. 849A, dated the 20th of October, having, with its enclosures

) and the papers noted in the margin, been lai
From Secretary tO Government North-Westera Provinces, pap . g L’ been .ald
o Geerotary to Government of tndia, Foroigh Departmeut, before the Honorable the President in Council, I
= dated 11th June 1869 with enclusures. . . . .
g?&:faéitt‘:)f No. 763B, dated 13th February 1862, witn am directed to communicate the observations and
enclosure. orders of the Government of India thereon, in
the following tftrms :

o, Tn the 6th pt\,ragraph of the letter under acknowledgement, the Honorable the Lieutenant

¢ . . N . ~ . .
\at on three occasions the attcntion of the Government of India has been invited

Governor states tl ) _ . . o
to the crime of  theft or robbery by poisomng,” with a view to special legislation, or action of some

kmd.& It appears to the Honorable the President in Council that the Indian Penal Code and the
Code of Criminal Procedure contain ample provisions for the suppression of the crime in question,
ond for the Jetection, conviction, and punishment ?f persons guilty of the same ; and that what is
roquired is not any new or special Law, or a.ny-a,c'txon on the part of the Government of India, but
that the existing law should be properly and intelligently administered by the local Authorities.

4. There can be no doubt, the Predidentin Council thinks, that the offence which is declared
in the correspondence reccived from the Gover.nment of the North-Western Provinces to be so
provalent in those Provinces is « robbery,” not simply  thef ¢” Section 390 of the Indian Penal
Code declares that theft is ¢« pobbery,” if in order to the committing of the theft, or in committing
the theft, or in carrying away, ot in attempting to carry away, property obtained by the theft, the
offender, for that end, voluntarily causes, or attempts to cause, to any person death or Zure, or
wrongful restraint, &c. According to Section 319 of the Code, whoever causes bodily pain, diseage,
or infirmity, to any person, is said to cause hurt. Any hurt which endangers life, or which causes
the sufferer to be during the space of twenty days in severe bodily pain, or unable to follow his
ordinary pursuits, is declared by Section 320 to be © grievous.” Section 321 declares that whoever

« does any act with the intention of causin® hurt to any person, or with the kunowledge that he is
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5 l}l{e]y thereby to cause hurt to any person,” is said voluntarily to cause hurt;” and Section 322
poT,nts szt Wh:':lt constitates the * voluntarily causing grievous hurt.” That 1’;be administeri;g
:g;i(::lllwn;l; ;uvwl\jvfto' rol; the. person to whom the poiso? is ad‘m‘inistered, whereby, if death does not
y e, life 18 almost always endangered, and insensibility, or violent retching, or vomiting

. sfic"p:"éez‘g’; h;]dm Peoal Gall by Morgan snd Masphe. and purging generally caused, is within the defi-
237y buo 267, whers, in trating of «“hue,” it iy remark.  Rition of “voluntarily causing hurt,” or “grievous
on the tnblc? of another may cause serivus hurt, i-’:)m i hurt,” appears to the Honorable the President

: in Council to admit of no doubt,* .

5. Section 394, to which no allusion is found in the correspondence from the North. West
Go‘vern}ment, enacts :—* 1f any persun in committing or attempting to commit robbery, voluntarily
:;::‘:;tvl:;:{l srl:)c;lbzt:rso:h,az;ln% any f)t:er person jointly concerned in conimitting or attempting to
pommit suct ©o) Y, e punished with transportation for life, or with rigorous imprisonment

erm which may extend to ten years, and shall be liable to fine.”

Otber(:. fOIS.iEt;(:Lli‘lplé)sj?;sc.o-;w.l;gever shall have been habitually associated with any other, or
o th,e o o mtlh ing robber;.y by means of, or accompanied with, murder, is a Thug ;
and tho noxt S 1-.b1[? ides that fvhoever 1s & Thug shall be punished with transportation for life

shall also be liable to fine. His Honor in Council has no doubt that the provisions of the ¢ o
Sectl?ns Jjust quored. would be found applicable to very many of the persons who are all N di ‘:10
associated together in this country for the purpose of committing robbery Ly poisonin aoegeh may
hereafter bec?me so associated ; aud that such persons might be proceeded apainst g’d rvt‘; 01"nay
and rules which have from time to time been passed for the suppression of 'lfimgve:n e

othe:éﬁ:?;@ 401 of thf Penal Code provides that whoever shall belong to any wandering or
: persons asgoclated for the purpose of habitually committing theft, or robb T 1
be p.umshed with rigerous imprisonment, for a term which may extend to s:ven ::a d (;ryl,ls a0
be hab.le to fine. This Section would donhtless reach many of the beuons myml:s’ a[:l y o
preceding paragraph, who might not be within reach of the Section therein qui)tetlone b the fnst
8. Section 328 of the same Codec declares that whoever ini ‘ '
Py, any person,any poison,or any stupefying, intoxicating, oi ur?fv;?cﬁlels,s;:: ziilorocra::l:s t:hl')e t“k_e"
istent to cause h}lrt to such person, or with intent to commit or to facilitate ti’e ¢ er‘- "mg, o
offence, or knowing it to be likely that he will thereby cause hurt, shall beoT)r:rt;:ll)t:l °;_‘i';:
i

imprisonment of either description, for a term which may extend to ten years, and
) A

liable to fine. shall also be

9. Section 296 of the Code of Criminal Pr
ocedure declares that whenever i
- ' e r it shall a
the }Sl.xglstrate of the District, or to an Officer exercising the powers of a Magistrate taha:ppe .
son is by :teputg a rf)bber, or thief, or of notoriously bad livelihood, such Magistrate o,r th 'wyfﬁper-
may require security for the good behaviour of such person for a period not exc;edi:g ;:;: cor
year,

which period may be extended, under the circumstances stated in the tollowing Section, to three
’

years ; and Scetion 301 provides that, in default of find; . \
imprisoned for the full period for which nding the required security, the party may be

. be has been required to give security.
10.  Scction 209 and 210 of the Criwinal Procedure Code contain rovisi for th
of pardon to offcnders with a view 1o secure the conviction of other p(l,\)rsons fm:nd(wS :'tenie;
provides for the remission of punishment after conviction, including (as it app’ears to i:x ‘OI? ’
dent in Council) the suspension of punishment. The Section say:; * when any person le {)es‘-
sentenced to punishment for an offence, the Governor General of India in CouncIi)l or thlgsL eerll
(?Olv[emment, may, at 1any time, without condilions,.or upon any conditions which such pe:;:l
she e > W ' .
S;itmizfﬁgt" remit the whole, or any part, of the punishment to which he shall have been
11, With this large body of substantive Criminal Law and Criminal Procedure Law i
operation, it appears to Iis Honor in Council that it cannot be said that the Le il:]:turewh:l:
not done its duty, or that it has failed to make ample provision for the suppression o% 1;119 articu-
lar crime under consideration, and the deteetion, conv®tion, and punishment of those :ho are

e ot it Ao s e T . o
mha— .
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. guilty of the same. And it certainly does seem to His Honor in Council that if the Criminal

Authorities, in the North-Western Provinces, with all these provisions of law in their hands,
sre unable effectually to cope with the crime, the defect must be not in the law itself, butin
the administration of the law, and in the absence of proper arrangements for carrying out its
provisions,

12, With regard to what is called the ““ Approver system,” as it is now applied to the crimes
of Thuggee and Dacoitee, and the proposed extension of that system to the crime of robbery by
poisoning, the President in Council observes that the system rests uponmno express provision or
authority of Law, beyond what is contained in the Section of the Code of Criminal Procedure
relating to the conditional or unconditional remission of punishment, which has been already
quoted (Section 54), and in that part of the Law qf Evidence, now in force, which declares that
no person shall be incompetent to be a witness, in any case, by reason of a conviction for any offence.
The system was introduced in the year 1837, not by recourse to legislation, beyond the alteration
in the Law of Evidence just mentioned (see Act No. XIX of 1837), but by Circular instructions
approved of by the Governor General in Council, and issued by the Court of Nizamut Adawlut
for the Lower Provinces of Bengal, under Order, No. 247, dated the 22nd September 1837. These
jastructions, as originally issued, applied to the crime of Thuggee only, but they were subse-
quently extended to the crime of Dacoitee. Similar instructions have been issued at different
times to the Criminal authorities in the North-Western Provinces, and are still in force in those
Provinces. There is ground for belicving that the Section of the Criminal Procedure Code (54),
relating to the remission of punishment, on conditions, or without conditions, was introduced speci-
ally to legalize the use of approvers convicted of Thuggee or Dacoitee, with a view to the con-
viction of others guilty of the like offences, and their remand to Jail, again to uadergo imprison-
ment,.in the event of their failing to fulfil the conditions on which they may have been let out of
Jail. It isonly nccessary to add that the exercise of the power given to this Section is not con-
fined to the Governor General in Council : the power may be exercised by any Local Govern.
ment. The atteniion of the Licutenant-Governor of the North-Western Provinces does not

appear to have been directed to this Section. ‘

13, Tt is again proposed that the sale of poisonous drugs should be permitted only under
license, and that the possession of such drugs for sale, without a license, should be made an
offence. But I am to remark that the correspondence received from the Government of the North-
Western Provinces shows that the persons who engage in the crime of robbery, by administering
to their victims poisonous and other drugs, have no occasion to resort to the shops of Druggists or
others, for the purchase of the drugs of which they generally make use. Dhatoors and Khar-
recara (the sweet scented oleander), which, or preparations therefrom, are the poisons most fre-
quently used by such persons, grow luxuriantly in jungles and gardens, and are often to be found
on the road side. 'The restriction, therefore, proposed to be placed on the sale of deleterious
drugs would in no way interfere with the use of these two poisons; while as regards Opium,
Bhang, Churus, Ganja, and othet intoxicating drugs, which are also used by the same classes of
duce their victims to a state of insensibility before they proceed to rob

persons, with a view to re
dy required to be sold under license,

them, these preparations are alrea

Order, 23rd January 1865, No. 20.

Upon a consideration of what has been stated bythe Government of Indiain the letters
above recorded, the Governor in Council deems it inexpedient at present to legislate on the
subject therein referred to.

(True Extract).

(Signed) J. D. MAYNE,

Assistant Secretary to Government,
Legislative Department,
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No. 272. OrpER THEREON, 30th January 1865, No. 163. -
Communicated to the Magistrates of Districts and of Police, and to th

Inspectors Geeneral of Police and Jails, for information.
(True Extract).

To the Magistrate of
»  Magistrate of the Police Court.
»  Inspector General of Police,
-5 Inspector General of Jails,

Exd., J. H, Burns

A. J. ARBUTHNOT,
Chief Secretary.

LEGISLATIVE DEPARTMENT.

No, 181.
FroM

J. D. MAYNE, Esa,,

- Assistant Secretairy to the Government of Fort Saint George,
0

Tee SECRETARY 10 THE GOVERNMENT oF INDIA,
 Houme DepARTMENT, (LEGISLATIVE.)
SIr, )

I am directed by the Governor in Council to submit, for the consideration of
His Excclloncy the Viceroy and Governor General in Council; the annexed copy of
an order passed.by the Madras Government on a letter from the Coroncr of Madras,
bringing to notice the presentment of an Inquest held before him, suggesting that
the sale of poisons should be regulated by Law.

2. It was the intention of the Governor in Council to direct that a Bill on the
subject should be introduced into the local Council for making Laws and Regulations,
and a Bill was accordingly prepared for the purpose, a copy of which is sent herewith.
On further consideration it has appeared to His Excellency that the subject is one
which can be more fitly dealt with by the Imperial Government ; and I am accord-
ingly to request that the subject may receive the consideration of Ilis Excellency
the Viceroy and Governor Gencral in Council.

. I have the honor to be,
Fort Saixt GEORGE, Sir,
Tih July 1864, Your most obedient Servant,

Assistant Secretary to Government,
Legislative Department,

Bxd. J. Tullooh.
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No. or 1864.
A

BILL

TO
Regulate the sale of Poisonous Drugs.

WaEereas the unrestricted sale of Poi-
sonous Drugs facilitates the commission
of Crime, it is enacted as follows :—

I. Tt shall be lawful for the Local
Government to publish in the Fort Saint
George and. District Gazettes, lists of
Poisonous Drugs, and from time to time
to add to or vary the same;and the term
Poisonous Drugs in this Act shall be taken
to mean such Drugs as are for the time
being included in the said lists.

II. The Commissioner of Police in
the town of Madras, and in all other places
the Magistrate of the District or such
other Officer as the Governor in Council
may authorise, shall be empowered to
issue licenses for the manufacture or sale
of all, or any specificd Poisonous Drugs,
and such licenses shall be in the form
stated in Schedule A of this Act, and shall
be registered in a book kept for that pur-
pose. Such license may be refused, or
may be cancelled by the Officer authorised
to grant it, if he shall be of opinion that
the applicant, or the person to whom it

wasissued, is not a fit person to be entrust-
ed with it.

III.  Where any license is cancelled,
a notification to that effect shall be made
in the Registry book, and the party hold-
ing the license shall be bound, upon de-

mand, to rcturn it to the ofice from
which 1t was issued.



SCHEDULE A EEFERRED To IN Secriox IL
License for sale of Poisonous Drugs.

A. B. is here K
only some sl " ]_;‘1 Obg’. auth01.1zed to sell (or manufacture, or sell and manufacture,) all (f
» Spectfy which) Poisonous Drugs, Such sale (or munufucture or both) is to be

carried o . . .
n only at house No. This license is Liable to be cancelled upon

any breach of its tc \ ..
Da}:;m ot 1ts terms, or of the provisions of Act No. of 1864, Madras.
(Signature of Officer issuing license.)
ScuepurLe B ReFErreD TO 1N Spcrion V.
Dav of Name and sur- Quantity
s:l}é Ol aame of pur- Purchaser’s place of] Condition or of PO;' Purpose for
y chaser. abode. occupation. sﬁgggs which required.
sold.
(Purchaser’s signature.) Witness, Seller’s signature.

Or if purchaser cannot write, seller
to put here the words “ cannot write.”

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Legislative Departmeht,

23rd January 1865.

Read the following papers:— - . |
No.48.  From A.COLVIN, Esq, Officiating Under Secretary to the Govern-
ment of India, to J. D. MAYNE, Esq., Assistant Secretary to Govern-
ment, Fort Saint George, Legislative Department; dated Fort William,

99th December 1864, No. 7030.

Home Department.
Legielative.

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, No. 181, dated the 7th
July, on the subject of regulating the sale of: poison by law.

9. In reply, Iam directed to transmit to you the accompanying copy of a
letter, addressed to the Government of the North-Western Provinces, No. 1545, dated
the 6th March 1863, and to state that, with reference to the concluding paragraph of
that letter, the Governor General in Council is not prepared at present to propose
any general legislation, such as has been suggested by the Government of Madras.

3. I am directed o express regret at the delay which has occurred in replying
to your letter, and to explain that it has been caused in procuring from another
Department correspondence bearing on the question.

———

From E. C. BAYLEY, Esq., Secretary to the Government of India, to J. D. SANDFORD, Esq,
Officiating Secretary to the Government of the North-Western Provinces ; dated Fort
William, 6th March 1863, No. 1545.
Home Department.
Judicils

Sir George Couper's lotter, No. 849A, dated the 20th of Ootober, having, with its enclosures

and the papers noted in the margin, been laid

to Govammteg: gx%&z’g&:g;&gﬁt befor? the Honorable th.e President in Council, I

'13 s:°7r5° t:;a’c:g 1??1:?:::;1860, with onclosures. 2 with am directed to communicate the observations and

nfuo, ditto, No. 763B, dated 18th February 1862, Wi 1q00q of the Government of India thereon, in
euclosre: the following terms :

2. In the 6th paragraph of the letter under' acknowledgment, the Honora:ble the Lieutenant

Governor states that on three occasions the attention of the Government of India has been invited

to the orime of * theft or robbery by poisoning,” with a view to special legislation or action of some

kmd-3 Tt appears to the Honorable the President in Council that the Indian Penal Code and the
Cod (;f Criminal Procedure contain ample provisions for the suppression of the cr%m’e in question,
ode o detection, conviction, and punishment of persons guilty of the same ; and that what is
and for t‘e o n;w or gpecial Law, or any action on the part of the Government of India, but
required 18.“:- > )lraw should be properly and intelligently administered by the local Authorities.
that the 62;18 lngcan be no doubt, the President in Council thinks, that the offence which is declared
) 4, T :r:ndcnce received from the Government of the North-Western Provinces to be so
in the corf'e P Provinces is robbery,” not simply theft.” Section 390 of the Indian Penal
alent in th:iet ot §s robbery,” if, in order to the committing of the theft, or in committing
f;ed :hi::,la;e?n c:.rrying away, or in attempting to carry away property obtained by the theft, the
offondor, for that end, voluntarily causes or attempts to cause to any person de‘ath or hurt, or
oful restraint, &o. A ccording to Section 319 of the Code, whoever causes bodily pain, disease
wro grmity to any person, is said to cause hurt. Any hurt which endangers life, or which causes
:;cmguﬂ'erer to be during the space of twenty days in servere bodily pain, or unable to follow his
ordinary pursuits, is declared by Section 320 to be ¢ grievous.” Sectic.m 321 declares that whoever
« doos any act With the intention of causing l.mrt £ any person, or with the knowledge th:?t he is
 ikely thereby to cause hurt to any person,” 13 said A“ voluntarily to cause hurt ;” and Section 322
hat constitutes the voluntarily causing grievous hurt.” That the administering
whom the poison is adminstered, whereby, if death does not

Prom Becretary

prev

points out W
poison With & view to rob the person to
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actually ensue, life is almost always endangered, and insensibility, or violent retching, or vomiting
. an i ed, is withi fini-

% (See Note on Indian Penal Code by Morgan and Mac- . dpurging gener.ally C&U'S ed, is within the dofini
phe;m:ln' page 287,hwhere. in treating of ¢ hurt,” it i8 res tlon Of 13 voluntzu'lly Cﬂ,uslng hurt'n or {«* grieVO\ls

marked a person who. mizes & deletericus potion and places i 1
it on the table of another may cause Bel‘iol:rl’s hurt,"“&g )"0@ hurt,” appears to the Honorable the President 1n

Council to admit of no doubt.*

5. Section 394, to which no allusion is found in the correspondence from the North-West
Government, enacts :— If any person in committing or a
causes hurt, such person, and any other person jointly concerned in
commit such robbery, shall be punished with transportation for life,

for & term which may extend to ten years, and shall be liable to fine.”
6. Section 310 says :— Whoever shall have been habitually associated with any other or

others for the purpose of committing robbery by means of, or accompanied with, murder, is a Thug ;
and the next Section provides that whoever is a Thug shall be punished with transporiation for life,
and shall also be liable to fine. His Honor in Council has no doubt that the provisions of the two
Sections just quoted would be found applicable to very many of the persons who are alleged to be
a.ssocia'ted together in this country for the purpose of committing robbery bj poisoning, or who may
hereafter become so associated ; and that sach persons might be proceeded against under the laws
and rules which have from time to time been passed for the suppression of Thuggee.

7. -Section 401 of tho Penal Code provides thaf whoever shall belong to any wandering or
other gang of persons associated for the purpose of hab ituglly committing theft, or Tobbery, ghall
be punished with rigorous imprisonment, for & term which may extond to seven years, and shall also
be liable to fine. This Section would doubtless reach many of the persons mentioned in the last
preceding paragraph, who might not be within reach of the Section therein quoted.

8. Section 328 of the same Code declares that whoever administers to, or causes to be taken
?)y, any person, any poison, or any stupefying, intoxicating, or anwholesome drug or other thing, with
intent to cause hurt to such person, or with intent to commit or to facilitate the commission of an
offence, or knowing it to be likely that he will thercby cause burt,
prisonment of either description, for a term which may extend te ten ye

to fine.
9. Seetion 296 of the Code of Criminal Procedure declares that whenever it shall appear to the

Magistrate of the District, or to an Officer exercising the powers of a Magistrate, that any person
is by repute a robber or thief, or of notoriously bad livelibood, such Magistrate or other Oflicer
ray require sccurity for the good behavior of such person for a period not exceeding one year, which
period may be extended, under the circumstances stated in the following Section to three years;
an-d Seetion 301 provides that, in default of finding the required security, the party may be  im-
prisoned for the full period for which he has been required to give security.

10. Sections 209 and 210 of the Criminal Procedure Code contain provisions for the tender
of pardon to offenders with a \iew to secure the conviction of other persons; and Section 54
provides for the remission of punishment after conviction, including- (as it appeass to the Presi-
dent in Council) the suspension of punishment. ‘i he Section says * wheu any person has been
sentenced to punishment for an offence, the Governor General of India in Council or the Local
Government, may, at any time, without conditions, or upon any conditions which .such person
chall accept, remit the whole or any part of the punisbment to which he shall have been
sentenced.” : )

11. With this large body of substantive Criminal Eaw and Crimina! Procedure Law in
operation, it appears to Iis Honor in Council that it cannot be caid that the Legislature has
not done its duty, or that it bas failed to make ample provision for the sappression of the partic-
ular crime under consideration, and the detection, conviction, and punishment of those who are
guilty of the same. Andit certainly does seem to His Honor in Council that if the Criminal
Authorities, in the North-Western Provinces, with all these provisions of law in their hands,
are unable effectually to cope with the crime, the defect must be not in the law itself, but in
the administration of the law, and in the absence of proper arrangcments for carrying out its

provisions.

committing or attempting to
or with rigoreus imprisonment

chall be puni-hed with im-
ars, and shall alse be liabla

)

e

ttempting to commit robbery, voluntarily
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12. With regard to what is called the © Approver system,” as it is now applied to e crimes
of Thuggee and Dacoitee, and the proposed extension of that system to the crime of robbery by
poisoning, ihe President in Council observes that the system Yests upon no express provision or

pined in the Section of the Code of Criminal Procedure

authority of Law, peyond what is cont
itional remission of punishment, which has been already

relating to the conditional or uncond
quoted (Section 54), and in that part of the Law of Evidence now in force, which declares that

10 person ghall be incompetent to be a witnessin any case by reason of 2 conviction for any

offence. The system Was
ahteration in the Law of Evide
i

introduced in the year 1837, not by recourse to legislation, beyond the
nce just mentioned (see Act No. XIX of 1837), but by Circular
instructions approved of by the- Governor General in Council, and issued by the Court of Ni-
zam) ¢ Adawlut for the Lower Provinces of Bengal, under O’i‘der,}\To, 24,7, dated the 22nd Septem-
ber§837"‘;’ These instructions'fas briginully issued, applied to fh_e ¢rime of Thuggee only, but

. Similar instructions have been issued

thef were subsequently extendéd tg the crime of Dacoitee.
at @ﬂ'erg@t times to the Criminal':gul_\:horities in the North-Western “Provinces, and are siill in

force in those Provinces. There is ground for believing that the Section of the Criminal Proce-
dure Gode (54), rclating to ¢ enfst on tonditions or without conditions,

he .J;-gbemission Qf pnishme

waﬁjnt?ﬁuceﬂ specially o legaliig the use of approveri 'convicted of Thuggee or Dacoitee, with
' 'g;ievg 6 the donviction of othersguilty of the likeglygﬁépceﬁ, z}pd their remand to Jail, again to
o a‘ef,i%mp}-isonmem, in the eventof their failing to, fulfil the conditions on which they may
let gut of Jail. It is only necessary to add that the exercise of the power given to this

onfined to the [Governor General in Council: the power may be exercised

Th¥ attention of the Lieutenant-Governor of the North-Western

been\giirected to this Section.
ihe sale- of"poisonous dtugs should be permitted only under
drugs for gale, without alicense, should be made an offence.

heve b

Seciion is mot ¢

by any Local Government.

Provinces does not appear tohdve
13. Itis again prop«

.‘i-i;é&m(he pos&ésion of sie
) pondence received from the Government of the North-

hat the corres

But I am to remark t
that the persons who e

. ngage in the cri \inisteri
Western Drovinces shews gage in the crime of robbery by administering

to their victims poisoncus and other drugs h.ave po occasion to resort to the shops of df:(gggisgs

or others, for the purchase of the drags of which they ger.lerally make use. Dham(')m apds Khae-
(the sweet scented oleander), whichb, or Pre.purauoﬂns therefrom, are the poisons

reeard ly in jungles and gardens, and are often to pe rouun

quently ased by such persons: .
on the road side. The restriction, therefore, proposed to be placed on the sale of deleterions
drugs would in no way interfere with the use of these two poisons ; while as regards Opium, Bt

her intoxicating drugs, which are also used by the same classes of persons,

grow laxuriant

us an 1 oy ey Doy
,W. T . x;edu 1 -\gp to a state of insensibility before they proceed to ﬁ them,

ed to be sold under license.

wit ; P
the mtiWalje;ady requ

-
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N; 44 THEREON, 23rd January 1865, No. 20. :;

" consdei ol of what has been stated by the Government of India.in
e ;‘ix!;aorded, the Governor in Council deems it inexpedient at present
to omsubjé(zt therein referrcd to.

Assistant Secretary to Government,

Legistative Department. # -
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| (True Extract). /
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