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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Judicial Department,
' R5th September 1866. ‘ ' '

Read the following letter from the Commissioner of Police, to the
Sccretary to Government, Fort Saint George ; dated Madras, 14th Scp-
tember 1868, No. 93. '

I have the honor to forward a Petition prcferréd by one P. Kanagasabaputhy
Pillay, a Prisoncr in the Penitentiary, who was comvicted of perjury at the last
Sessions of the High Court and sentenccd to eighteen months' rigorous Imprison~
ment.

No. 284,

To ,
His Excerzency tue Riort Hovorasie FRANCIS LORD NAPIER, k. .,
' _ Gouvernor in Council, Fort Saint Qeorge,
The humble Petition of I, Kanagasabaputhy Pillay,
formerly an Auditor in the Accountant Gene-

ral’s Office at Madras, but at prescnt a Prisoner .

confined in the Criminal Jail at Madras.

Moapry Suewern,

That your Petitioner wag prosecuted in tho last Court of Scssions by one C. Shunmoo-.

gum Pillay on a charge of having wiltully given false evidencein a judicial proceeding, and that he

is now suffering confinement in the Criminal Jail according to the decision of the Court.

9. That the Prosecutor, C. Shunmoszum Pillay, *brought an action against your Petitioner,’

first, demanding the delivery of a house in which your I’etitionex: was located for r‘ent, cighteen
months before the date of demand. Your Petitioner on the occasion declarcd that the lLouse was
ROT 11 LIS POSsCssivu, thab 1L was lob tu Lim Ly oue T. Vythelinga Pillay who held possession of the
house. This case wag thercupon dismissed. The said Shunmoogum Pillay then brought a suit
agdinst Vythelinga Pillay, aud recovered the house from the latter according to the decision passed
by the Small Causo Court. It was after tho decree was passed in Shunmoogum Pillay’s favor,
that Shunmoogum Pillay summoned your Petitioner for the payment of house-rent. Your Pecti-

tioner was then unfairly decreed to pay an amount of 60 Rupees to Shunmoogum Pillay, although .

he had paid rent for the same house to the said Vythelinga Pillay.

3. That immediately after the above trial, Shunmoogum Pillay obtained a Summons from
the Towa Police Court of Madras, charging your Petitioner with having intentionally givea falso
evidancy in o jadicial proceeding, and that your Petitioner was thereupon committed to stand his
trial at the last Criminal Sessions of the lligh Court of Madras.

4. That the Iligh Court thercupon investigated only some of the witnesses brought by your Peti-
tionzr, and did not call in the evidence of five witnesses which might havo thrown much new light
oa tue matter, and that your Petitioner, being a young man of 21 years of age, and, therefore,

‘ quizo inexperienced in the complicities of legal procedure, failed to bring to the notice of ths Court

the siznificant facts that ono of the Prosecutor’s wilnesses, P. 1’gnjana.da. Pillay, was Lronzht wup
from his carly years, was marricd, aund cstablished in life by Shunmoogum Pillay’s father, that he
is the maternal uncle and guardian of the Prosecutor, living as a free tenant in 2 house of the Pro-

sccutor, and bound to him by olligation for many favors received. That the said Punjanada Pilla,y'

was primo instigator towards this illegal prosccution, and that his evidence therefore waslabouring
under serious ohjections. That the other witness, Annamalay 3Moodelly, was a servant of the Prose-
cutor, cmployed in watching his Bungalow at Pursewaulkum, and, further, that the said Pusjanada,
Pillay in open asscmbly vowed revenge, and threatening your Petitioner with legal prosecution,

unless the sum of Rupees 500 were given him for conciliating his good will. That the Prosecutor -

Shunmoogum DVillay was actuated by motives of personal ill-will and spitefulness in bringing a
criminal accusation against your innocent Petitioner, whose only crime seems to have been his
having lived in a house paying rent to the party by whom it waslet ; and that these foclinzs of

hatred and maliciousness were created by the rejection of a matrimonial alliance proposed by the -

said Shunmoogum Pillay, who has cruclly wreaked his vengeance on your innocent Petitioner.
5. That Ilis Lordship Sir Adam Bittleston in summing up the evidence in the said cage,’

pointed out to the Jury that *“ there were grave and serious doubts in the case, and that it wag
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 their duty, if they were satisfied that those doubts did exi

¢ to the Prisoner.”’ _
G. That the Jury not being able to agree wpon their verdict in open Court, weord
ck in the night, returncl 2 verdiet of g2

and after an hour's confinement, and at § past 9 o'clo

azainst your Detitioner, whereupen bo was scntenced to eightecn months’ rigorous imprisonment.
7. That your Petitioner attaches for your Lordship's better and fuiler information & COPY

of the depositions taken in the case, and that the cnclosed three \[azurnamahs, signed by many of

the most respectable inhabitants of Madras, will Lear ample testimony to the zencral character

. gad honesty, &e., of your Lumblo Petitioncr.

3. That, in conclusion, your Petitionsr submits his painful case to your Lordship's g.cncrous
consideration, inspired with the hop> that your Lordship will take into scrions consideration the
various circuinstances connccted with the €as2, anl the advice ginea by the Judge to .U"’ ‘{‘“’y
an suinming up the enidence. That your DPetitioner has a larze family d>pending on Lim cntirely
for sapport, and that his confinement has now lels his azed parents and wife in 2 state of help-
Jess destitution. That your Petitioner was eraployed in the Accountant Gen?ral's (?[Ilco on a salar{.
of Rupees 00, aud that the gole object of the Proscutor was to deprive his fanily of. mcagst?
gubsistence in this season of fawmino and high prices. That un lor such circumstances y)\f‘ ‘ i ;;
tionar's only hope rests in tke generosity cf your Lorlship, and t.hat- s‘houl-l your wonted Jlu\b:;cscri-
ganerosity fail to help bim in the critical exigency, ¥ larze famaily will be mals t) mi' dfordship
oas hardships of privation and misery; and that your Petitionar most lmu-lbly prays § Ulr‘ﬁonmcnt
to pass an order for the reduction of tho wliole or som? portioa of the seil term of 1mpris s
if not for the acquittal of the Petitioner.

For which act of kindness your Petitioner will,

st, to give the benefit of these doubts

locked up,
uilty

a3 jo duty bound, ever pray.

Masass ignod) T KANAGASABATTIIY TILLAY.

13th September 18G6.
\ 4
mber 1866, No. 1515.

No. 230. ORDER THEREON, 25th Septe '
The Governor in Council declines to intorferc with {he scutenco

High Court on Petitioncr.

passcd by tho

(True Extract).

Sceretary 0 Governnicnte

5

with six cnclosures, returncd.

To tho Commissioner of Polict,

ﬁx-l. T. Cartledges
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‘_ Pillay. . . .

IS EXCELLENCY THE RIGIT TIONORABLE FRANCIS
LORD NAPIER K. T., GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL .
: . -  Fort Saint George.

_ The humble Petition of P. ‘Canayasnbapatl;_r/
DPillay formerly an Auditor in the Accountant Ge-
nerals Office at Madras, but at present a prisoner

. confined in the Criminal Gaol at Madras

IlvyBLY SHEWETH, . " ‘ .

1.- -That your Petitioner was prosecuted in the last Court of Sessions by one C..Shun-
moogum Pillay on a charge of having wilfully given false evidence in a judicial proceeding

* and that he is now suffering ‘confinement in the Criminal gaol according to the decision of the

Court.

2. That the Prosecutor C. Shunmoogum Pillay brought an action against your Peti-
tioner first, demanding the delivery of a house in which your Petitioner was located for rent

18 months before the date of demand ; your Petitioner on the oceasion declared that the house .

was not in his possession, that it was let to him by one T. Vythelinga Pillay who held posses-

" sion of the house. This case was tlxei*eupon dismissed. The said Shunmoogum Pillay then

brought a suit against Vythelinga Pillay and recovered the house from the latter according to,
the decision passed by the Small Cause Court. It was after the decree was passed in Shaun-
moogum Pillay’s favor, that Shunmoogum Pillay summoned your Petitioner for the paymeny
of House rent. -Your Petitioner was then unfairly decreed to pay an amount of 60 Rupees to

Shunmoogum Pillay although he had paid rent for the same house to the said Vythelinga

3. That immediately after the above trial, Shuhmoogum Pilla_",' obtained a Sulmmons
from the Town Police Court of Madras, charging your Petitioner with having intentionally

given false evidencein a judicial proceedings and that your Petitioner was thereupon commit-

 ted to stand his trial at the Jast Criminsl Sessions of the Iligh Court of Madras.

4 That.the High Court thereupon investigated only some of the witnesses brought by
your Petitioner ‘agd did not call'lin the gvidence (_)f 5 witnesses which might have throwr; much
new light on the matter, and that your Petitioner, being a young man of 21 years of age and
therefore quite inexperienced in the complecities of legal procedure failed to bring to the notice

of the Court the significant facts that one of the Prosecutor’s witnesses 1. Punjanada Pillay -
‘was brought up from his early years, was married, and estabilshed in life by Shunmoogum
-1

Yillay’s father, that he is the aternal uncle and guardian of the prosecutor, - living as a free
tenant in a house of the prosecutor and bound to him by obligation for 'many._favors received
T‘haf, the said Pupjanada DPillay was prime instizator towards this illegal prosecution and that
his evidence therefore was labouripg under serious objections. That the other witness Anna-
malay Moodelly was a servant of the prosecutor employed in watching his Bungalow at Poor-

savawkum and further that the’ said Punjanada Pillay in open assembly vowed revenge and
g ,

threatening your Petitioner with legal prosecution unless the sum of Rupees 500 were given

him for conciliating his good will : That the Prosecutor Shunmoogum Pillay was actuat:d b

motives of personal ill-will and spitefulness in bringing a criminal accusation against your in y
=) no-

‘cent Petitioner whose only crime seems to have been his having li i ’
13 havi : 3
y g lived in a house paying rent to

the party by whom it was let ; and that these feelings of hatred and maliciousness were created
by the rejection of a matrimonial alliance proposed by the said Shunmoogum Pillay, who b
cruelly wreaked his vengeance on your innoceut Detitioner. ° 7, Who tas
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¢ . That his Lordship, Sir Adam Bittlestone in summine up the evidence in the said
as o g
case pointed out to the Jury that * there were grave and serious doubts in the case and that it

“ was there duty if the were satisfi oub o1y of these
af ed that those d t 1 ] 1
. t t y - y_.”_ ere satishe s did Aen“ t? give the benefit h

’

That the Jury not being able to agree upon their verdict in open court, were locked

u .
Ei;l/r:d ryat'.ter an hour s. c:onﬁnement and at § past 9 0’Clock in the night returned a verdict of
guitly against your Petitioner whereupon he was sentenced to 18 months rigorous Imprisonment
I .

‘ f/.h That your Petition.er attaches for your Lordship’s better and fuller information a
copy of the depositions taken in the case, and that the enclosed 3 Mazurnamahs signed by
many of the most respectable inhabitants of Madras will bear ample testimony to theeﬂeneral

o

character and honesty &c., of your humble Petitioner.

M ADRAS,

/jnxSeptember 1860.

8. That in conclusion, your Petitioner eub-
, " mits his painful case to your Lordship’s gencrous
consideration, inspired with the hope that your
Lordship will take into serious consideration the
various circumstances connected with the case
and the advice given by the Judge to the Jury in
summing up the evidence. That your Petitioner
has a large family depending on him entirely
for support and that his confinement has now
+Jeft his aged Parents and Wife in a state of help-
" Jess destitution. That your Petitioner was em-
ployedin the Account General’s Office on a sala-
- vy of Rupees 90, and that the sole object of the
Prosecutor was to deprive his family of meant
of subsistence in this season of fumnine and higI
_ prices. That under such circumstances yow
Detitioner’s only hope rests in the generosity
of your Lordship and that should your wontet
Jjustice and generosity fail to help him in th
critical excigency, a large family, will be made t
undergo serious hardship’s of privation an
misery and that your Petitioner most humbl
prays your Lordship to passan order for th
reduction of the whole or some portion of t}
said term of Imprisonment if not for the acqu

tal of the Petitioner.

A ‘ - For which act of kindness your Petitione

will, as in duty bound.

by &
~SCHEDULE.

A. Copy of depositions. .

. tificate of Character. : .
o Dectart :n the demand of 300 Rs. by Punjanada

C. Declaration vouching t
Pillay uncle of the Prosecutor. ' . ‘ N
D. Certificate stating that there were family fueds for the Jast

three years. o
E. Copies of official testimonials.

Ever Pray. '
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. For which act of kindness your Petition

will, as in duty bound.

Ever Pray. '
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| 'SCHEDULE.

A. Copy of depositions.
B. Certificate of Character.
" C. Declaration vouching the demand of 500 Rs. by Punjanada
PDiilay uncle of the Prosecutor '

i 14

D. Certificate stating that there were family fueds for the last "
three years. ' \i
E. Copies of official testimonials. 3
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Ever I’ray
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- SCHEDULE.

A. Copy of depositions.
B. Certificate of Character.
C. Declaration vouching the

Pillay uncle of the Prosecutor
D. CCltlﬁC'lte stating that there were flmlly fueds for the Jast ;
!

three years.
E. Copies of official testimonials.

demand of 300 Rs. by Punjanada

PROCEEDINGS of the MADRAS GOVERNMENT. j

e /M zf/;/:/ oy

b4 .
/ 4ot é . @(f/(// ///(///

! /zz.f—/ﬁ%%w'y /4»{

A A
ST

(/ el G T g

| EQ |
Aore g
‘/L../A.u)/w,/f 4/
bt SELHZ




a i
.
»
,
- /
.
e
- .
'
L 4 .

)
3
.
+
. -
M .
-~ -
ce v e - ey e =

INIRNYTAOY) JO SONIQTIOOU]

LS 0

3
;
)

‘quowgndy,

1




	Copy_of_Copy_of_Image00020
	Copy_of_Image00021
	Copy_of_Image00022
	Copy_of_Image00023
	Copy_of_Image00024
	Copy_of_Image00025
	Copy_of_Image00026

