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Proceedings of the Madras Gorvernment,
13th February 1866,

Judicial Depariment,

he following letter from the Advocato General, to the Chief
o X i y ( [ FOTTINION oY Qa1 Yo v g A $
Secretary to Government, Fort Saint George ; dated Madras, 8th Feb-
ruary 1866.

I have the honor to report, for the information of His Excellency the Gover-

qior in Council; the result of two cases in which I const fored it my duty to appear

on bohalf of the Crown at the recent i s,

2. The first was the
Maseum, charged, 1st 3 ith havingz broken and entercd the premises, between sun-
rise and sunset, on the ovember 1865, to commit theft, under Section 457 of
the Indian Penal (Lyde, and, szcondly, with havine, while in the employ of the Go
vernment, stoi ie Museum a sum of Rupees 165-9 0, under Seetion 881 of

the Code.
b TSRS Ol Tl 7 o . ¥ ¥ .

] part of he Establishment’s monthly pay receiv ed by

\d it up in his drawer, before leaving the premises on the éven-

. - v 1 1 TSR I % ' -
ehe 9nd November. - The Carator called the attention of the prisoner  to the

vl

money, before Jocking his drawer. Tlhe eovidence showed that the whole of the

doors and w .d and holted by one of the Hamals. It was the duty
iy 3 AaOor an a Ty 1 s W Thino )01 3y O1Iar he br 1o a = " o ol
of the ner and another W atching Peon to guar d the premises during the night—
the prisoner taking he first wateh from 6 P. ML to 12 A. M., the other Peon from 12
to 6 a. a. The wat ‘hing place was just outside the princip;\l entrance. It appear-
ed that on the present occasion the prisoner never woke his follow watehman, as

; , al

was his eustom; at 12 o'clock, but watched the whole night through. In the morn-
ing a side-door ; found open, the drawer in the Curator’s room open, and the
money in question gone. The witness who bolted this side-door deposed that the
. % present when he fastened it; that it was closed with pin bolts on the

prisoner Wi
- 1side : and that it was impossible to open it from without. This would certainly
lead to the supposition that there must have been some one locked in on tho pre-

mises, who commite 1 the theft, and let himself out by this door. It i how-

ever, possi‘ulu that the prisoner, having been shewn the money by the Curator, and

g made up his mind to steal it, took an opportunity of stepping back and
withdrawing the bolts, but of this there was no evidence.
4. The uppe

away, and the drawer thus opened. A knife, identified as the prisoner’s, was found

Ly the Police in his mat, in the place 1n which the Peons ordinarily. keep guard.

havin

r part of the drawer into which the lock shoots had been cut

This knife was, when found, rusty, wept at the pomt, which had a bright appear.
ance and seratches on 1f, as if recently used. Had the knife been found in the

(‘urator’s room, or evel within the Museum, 1% would have been cogent evidence to

1 . x Pagune m 0 "y e N N " " - 1
connect the prisoner with the erume. The money was not traced ; and, really, on the

ovidence, whatever guspicion might attach to the prisoner, the case was, as Mr

Justice Bittleston ¥ arked, an “ impossible” case 5 for the prisoner was shown to

have been locked out, aud the witness who ia tened the side-door swore that it

conld not be «'»1'..'m-=1 from without,

5. 'The cond case was that of George Corneille, charged with having, on the
12th October last, § rged a Lill on the Government of India, for 500 Rupz; ., pur-
porting to be signed by one
Code ; with having forged the bill described as a receipt or acquittance for monevy,

Canahiah, under the 465th Section of the Indian Penal

under Section 467 with having dishonestly used the foreed bill, under Section 471 ;

- 'y " 34 ’ ap - 3 el .} . ~ P {
and with having abetted the forgery and dishonest use, under Section 109,
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6. 1t appeared in evidence -that,on the 8th October 1858, the Government ' 14th October at the Madras Bauk, Percira says he answered that the could not |

, a$ it was perfectly well known to all about the Court. He im-

had sanctioned a grant-in-aid to the Granda Karana Saba Society, to the amount of deny his writing .
Rupees 500 per annum; that this had been drawn up to the year 1860 or 1861 ; and mediately went to his Saperior, Mr. Aubert, and subsequently to the Deputy Regis-
that, on the 25th February 1865, the payment of this grant had been suspendéd by trar, Mr. Wilkins, and reported what had gccurred. He did not, however, rocees
the Dirvector of Publie lnstruction, by his letter of that date to the Civil P&l}" eral’s Otﬁee’mlodge his informatimx there. A _L_Il'. Castellas,

to the Acconntant Gen

e g

master. ; . anothier Clerk in the Hiih Court, deposed to having seen Pereira and the prisoner

7. The prisoner was a Clerk in the Accountané General's Office. It was his conversing one day about tiffin? 1‘,’@1’1-1 the compm_md,.of the High Court, though
duty to pass all bills, presented for payment, of gmi';'ts in aid ; and an entry of this he eould not particu'larize‘the date. Pereira deposed to another interview between
letter of the Director of Publie Instruction was produced, in the pris()nc)r's rh;md~ himself and thie prisbner on the evening of the 21st. 'This took place on the High
writing, in his Departmental Note Book. He was therefore clearly aware of tho Road at Royapettaly, near prisoner’s house. The prisoner again inquired if the bill
g e oo ik Somkbatns o o vl had boen sont to the Court ¢ for detoction,” and offered him 20 Rupees and drink,

. 8. It appeared that, on the 1st of October, certain changes wore intraduced | which Pereira refused.  1le s1id that one Corrasaloo, another writer in the High
in the Office: Mr. Luxa, who had hitherto aadited these ‘:'ﬂnt-in-ui(l Li‘lh .‘:u.d Conrt, was prés.éht when the prisoner joined bim, This man was instantly  sent
undexj wlmm the prisoner discharged his duties, was trmm{‘cmi ta other dum.;, ;‘;ud for m’x.d at once stated that he had seen the prisoner a.xlld Pereira together at
Mr. Joseph, under whom one Numpermal acted, appointed Auditor in - Dlr', e Ro;yn pettali one evening, about the time in question, though he could not state
ment, As-Mr. Joseph and Numpermal were new b Naers S DeparAtn;\eut exactly when. : v feil o ;

they were generally instructed to scek the aid of Mr. Luxa and the prisoner, on an : 12. Now I hayeno doubt Pereira was telling the truth, though not the whole
points on which they might require information. , OR any ot T prisoner could not of course draw up the bill in his own writing,

9. 1 have myself no moral doubt of the prisoner’s guilt. Indeed his Counsel whic’]; was too woll known in his office, and I suspect that Pereira had a far more
was apparently as much surprised as myself at the verdiet of acquittal ; nnf t};a;t .' ilty share in the transaction than he chose to admit. His account of visiting
I think the Jury was not justificd in their verdiet, under the peculiar Cir(,:,‘ur,l-]gtaqce ' fhe iisoncr at liis house on the 13th was very la}ne. The probability is that he
of this case. Mr. Justice Bittleston, too, appeared to me to lean, in his summing ;; wenlz to inquive after the success of their joint operation. His subsequent disclosure
rather towards an acquittal. 1 forward a copy of this mornin'r’suA Haiena'm: as;I ' of his share in the matter to his Superior was evidently to shigld himself, and it is
Duily News, which contains a sufiiciontly accurate report of the t:ial excc')? that it robably owing to this eircumstance that he did not himsclf make Lis appearauce
omits the evidence of one Castellas, and makes no mention of th; testiﬁmn of : : the dock. : : E el ‘
Numpermal, one of the most important witnesses in the case. d e 13' thn asked to write the bill he appears to have asked no questions, and

10. As I view the probabilities of this case; it was the change in the office : nce‘tb hme 1cﬁt‘ hims If to what must have struek him as o most suspicious -
and the ignorance of those newly appointed that may have first Suggestéd ihe :ra(:lsacﬁon. The only renson he could assign er ‘W.riting the docmnent for. the
fraud to the priscner. It certainly gave facilities for effecting such an (.1-b'cc~f tod r'isonei was that the prisoncr was & compositqr—-as if that ncccssarily precluded
of putting others forward, while keeping in the back ground himself, that Jco;xl’d t ﬁis kna‘wledrre'of the act of writing—notwithstanding the prisoner really did write
have been looked for at any other conjunsture. ’ i | a very fine lTa‘nd, aud the witness had knowa him for 24 years. ; '

11. Anﬂxony Percira, a writer in the Appellate Side of the ITich Cou;t - 14, Of eourse, the Judge and Jury would be very caatious in ,acting upon the
tively swore that, on the evening of the 11th October, the prisoner cax:le to his ’h(ﬁi«e evidence of a witnass so tainted as Pereira. It was quite possible that he alone, or
and requested him to write a bill for o Native, which ho accordingly did leavi; : he and others had been concemed in the forgery and uttering, and that now the
out only the amount and the name of ** Canahiah,” at the requcs? of the,pﬁsonef affair was blown, he had wickedl?' introduced the prisoner upon the scene, in order
His daughter Adrianna, who was praying in an adjoining room, corroborated het: to shift the responsibility from ll.xs own s{mulders. Had thex:e been ‘nothing more
father.  She said she heard the prisouer say, * leave the amount blank.” Pereira ; in the case to conmect the prisoner with -tlne‘fgrgca.ry, this mlghﬁ_ v?,aye' been
went to the prisoner’s Louse on the evening of the 13th, as he said, to inquire about '. strongly urged.  But there 18 50 much connecling him W“h th'e uftering in the -
a note to one Mr. Martin, which, on the evening of the 11th, he had giveh tha pet Accountant Genmps()ﬁce,that, to my‘z‘mnd .gt le?st, his gu).It is tra;nspar;eﬁ?_; ’f‘pl{
soner to deliver. This note was prodaced by the prisoner, and was dated the 12th. thdngh, from the im?m‘b‘h!ty of connpeting him with the ,pa)*ment O,f the'bﬂi a%the }
Pereira explained this, by saying that, though he wrote it on the evening of the 11th, Bank, or the bill itself after 1t left the Accountant General’s Office, there was J‘?“’,‘ |

loophole of doubt of which the prisoner has assuredly had the benefit. AR

15. There was also additional evidence to show that the prisoner :had»shggﬁy 4
pefore his interview with Pereira asked another friend, one D'Rose, to write a bﬂl,
for him, I confess I do not beliove one word of this part of the evide;qu; D’Rosb, i’
thongh formerly at school with the prisoner, was not intimate with him; and yet

he dated it the 12th, as it was not to be delivered till the following day, He swore
that, on the 20th, the prisoner came to him at tiffin time, in the compound of the
High Court, when he stated that the bill had been discovered at the Accountant
General’s Office to be in  High Court writing,” and begged him, if asked, to deny
the writing, promising 20 Rupecs, and adding that he had himself received only
100 Rupees for his trouble. The bill; I should mention, had been cashed upon the
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he is su‘p?osed to have. made the request at a casual meeting on the road, es if there
;v.as nothmg fzt all unusual in the request, and to have alleged, as his reason, thut
1is own writing would be detected! D'Rose, too, was brought on the scene by the

b"’th:g of g:rfhir,’: to whom he said e Lad imparted the conversation,

' 16. On the 12th October, the Lill was presented by so ‘
Spilipdag a e e 1ok s presented by some person unknown
~ in the Accountant General’s Office to be passed. Mr. Joseph, the new auditor, could

remember little or nothing with respect to this particular bill. N n

Foueie e MU OF Il ONg N tel i particular bill. Numpermal, who
e hl_S ewdencex‘n a very straight forward and satisfuctory way, deposelc)ierthat-,’being
- new to the work, he asked the prisoner if the bill might be passed. The prisoner

" faid vod " Witneas askeil to see o4
yes. Witness asked to see the Order of Government sanctioning the payment.

. tirm;)’“;r hll'onghthlm the va.'tler of 8“} October 1858, upon which witness entered
i e bill i his Register. P risoncr said nothing about the pagment of this grant. having
een suspended ; although it will be remembered that Le had made the entry of the

 Director of Public Instruetion’s letter in his own Departmental Note Book. The bill

Wa.st the;; sent to Mr. Donald, who seeing it in order passed it. It was then given to a
wri er;J cerasawmy, who entered it in his Register, and delivered it to a man who
gave the name of Moonesawmy, whose mark he took to the entry in his register.

"This Lill was presented for payinent at the Bank of Madras, onthe 14th October, by -

a man, who gave his name as Veerasawmy, and paid by the Bank Shroff.

17.  The lelter of the Director of Public Instruction subsequently came to

light, at which the prisoner expressed his surprise to the witness Numpermal.

- 18. Tt was clearly the prisoner’s duty to have brought this letter to the notice -

of Numpermal. Tt is hard to believe that it had escaped the prisoner's memory.

Seeing that he had made an entry of it in his own note book. Numpermal was %

dependent on the prisoner for his information. - Had the prisoner been at the time

in dis c_lmrge Qf his' ordinary duty, he would scarcely have had the audacity to ignore
the existence of this letter. Tt was the alteration in the office which enabled him

for authorization of payment.

to keep back the information 7 the officer through whose hands the bill passed

* 19, On the 14th, the day on which the bill was paid, the prisouer did not.

como to office, but sentina h‘aﬁer stating that he was sick—a representation proved

20. Canahiah, the person whose name was forged, swore that the signatur
was not his.  He had ceased to be Sceretary to the Society since 1854, the date
when he lcft the Aecountant General’s Office, on his appointment to th’e Dia?iricf
Moonsiffship at Nundial. He was not in Madras in October 1865. The last time

: ';he, grant had been drawn by the Society was in 1861.

21, The Jury probably acquitted the ijisqn% ﬁrﬂt,npon the tainted sm

" ter of tho evidenco of the priucipal witucss, Pereira; sesondly, on the consideraion
hat the prisoner’s conduct in passing the bill throngh the Accountant Generals .
Oifice, was rather negative than positive, and thatit was possible his own entry of

the Director of Public Instruction’s letter might have eseaped Lis memory ; and
{astly, because there was no evidence fortheoming to conneet the prisoner with the
bill, or the receipt of the money paid upon it after it left't.he Accountant General's
Office, unless, indeed, it was his statement {o Pereira, that he had Mce{vod'loo

Rupees for his trouble, to which the Jury could not have attached any belief what- -

SOEVCr.

: Pr'oceediﬁgt of the Madras Government, Judicial Departnent,
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Judicial Depariment,
15th February 186€6.

A

92, Tt appeared that the Bills for grants-in-aid in respect to this particular
Institution were never sent to the Director of Public Instruction, for countersigna-
ture, after leaving the Accountant General’s Office. This appears-to have been the
usual practice ;—why it was not followed in respect to the grants to this Society, I
do not understand. Had it been, the fraud could not in all probability have been
successful. It is manifestly a very desirable and effective check. Again, had a
veference been made in the Accountant General’s Office to the date of the last pay-
ment of a grant to this Society, suspicion must have been excited ; since the most
recent payment was in 1860 or 1861. Lam not, however, disposed to attach blame
to Numpermal on this account. He called for the Order of Government sanction-
ing the payment, and as the prisoner bore an unexceptionable character in the
office, he might well suppose that this was all the information on the subject.

93, Tt is clear that Mr. Pereira, on his own showing, is not a proper person to
be in any way connected with the drawing up of documents bearing upon the admin-
istration of Justice.

24, I presume that the prisoner has been already discharged from Govern-

ment employ. Though he has been fortunate enough to escape conviction, His
Excellency the Governor in Council will probably not entertain much doubt of his

actual guilt.

e e

No. 149. OgrpER THEREON, 15th February 1866, No. 228.
Communicated to the Superintendent of the Government Central Museum, to

the Accountant General, and to the Registrar of the High Court.
9. TItis understood that Corneille has already been dismissed by the Ac-

c.ountant General. The attention of the Registrar of the High Court will be drawn

essed by the Advocate General, in the 23rd paragraph of his

to the opinion eXpr . ‘
Pereira to be in any way connected with the draw-

letter, as to the unfitness of Mr. . -
ing up of documents bearing upon the administration of Justice,
(True Extract).

Chicf Seeretary.

To the Superintendent of the Government Central Museum.

Accountant General. :
Registrar of the High Court, Appellate Side,

Advocate General.

»

Exd. J. H, Burns.
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